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Abstract. The relevance of this topic is conditioned by the fact that in the history of the Ukrainian revolution from 1917
to 1921, additional aspects are revealed when inspecting the terms of the signed Brest-Litovsk peace treaty between the
Ukrainian Central Rada (UCR) and Germany and Austria-Hungary. The study includes an analysis of the circumstances
that prompted the Ukrainian leadership to ask for help from the Quadruple Alliance (QA) in February 1918 and conclude
a military convention with them. The conclusion of the agreement is a particularly important moment in the history
of Ukraine, as it fundamentally affected the future, namely, it contributed to maintaining the country's independence
and development. The main purpose of the study is to investigate and analyse the changes that have occurred since the
conclusion of the agreement between Ukraine and Austria-Hungary and Germany. The object of research is the process of
concluding the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk, and the subject is the document itself. The following scientific methods were used
when writing the paper: structural and functional, dialectical, logical analysis, synthesis, comparative analysis, analysis
of scientific literature, and generalisation. The main results are the analysis of the practical and theoretical consequences
of the peace treaty on the fate of the Ukrainian People's Republic (UPR). The practical significance of the study is that by
investigating the mistakes of the UCR in the state creation, it would help to avoid similar problems in the future. During
the writing of the paper, statistical data, scientific studies, and historical sources were analysed and scientific works of
political figures of that time were reviewed. Important are the works of the chairman of the Central Rada of the UPR

Mykhailo Hrushevsky and political and public figure Volodymyr Vynnychenko
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Introduction

Brest-Litovsk peace treaty — is a peace agreement between
the UPR, on the one hand, and Austria-Hungary, Germany,
Turkey, and Bulgaria, on the other. According to the study
by R. Pyrig, this agreement was the first peace treaty dur-
ing the First World War. Its signing meant that the coun-
tries of the Quadruple Union recognised Ukraine as an
independent state. However, officially the independence
of the Ukrainian People's Republic was proclaimed by the
Third Universal of November 20, 1918, by the UCR, which
even then wanted to become an active participant in inter-
national relations with foreign states. However, such a de-
sire was made impossible due to martial law in Europe [1].

V.D. Bernik in his writings highlighted how the
process of signing the treaty took place. At a conference in
Brest-Litovsk on December 9, 1917, the Ukrainian Central
Rada had the opportunity to conclude a peace treaty with
the countries of the Quadruple Alliance. After lengthy ne-
gotiations, on February 9, 1918, the Brest-Litovsk peace
treaty was signed between the UPR and the countries of
the Quadruple Alliance. According to the treaty, martial
law in the country was ended, diplomatic, economic, and

consular relations were established between the partici-
pants, the issue of prisoners of war was resolved, and bor-
ders in the west of Ukraine were determined. At the same
time, a secret treaty was concluded with Austria-Hungary,
according to which a bill was to be submitted to Parliament
on the unification of Eastern Galicia and Bukovina into
one crown lands [2].

According to most historians, the relevance of this
topic is conditioned by the need for a more detailed analysis
of the political activities of the UPR, a new understanding
of the mistakes of the treaty, and considering the lessons
of diplomatic activity of this period for the implementa-
tion of the foreign policy activities of modern independ-
ent Ukraine. According to S. Alston, the Soviet authorities
regarded this conclusion as a conspiracy of Ukrainian na-
tionalists with German and Austrian imperialists. German
and Austrian historiography qualified such actions as the
victory of young Ukrainian diplomats. Ukrainian history
initially described the treaty positively for the future of
the country, but over time this assessment became nega-
tive. Russian historians call it — a step by tactical success,
but by strategic defeat. However, despite such different
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assessments, the conclusion of the Brest-Litovsk peace
treaty was considered an important event for the citizens
of the then Russian Empire and Europe. The UPR treaty
then influenced many events, including relations between
Ukraine and its allies and relations with Russia and the
Entente [3].

Given the situation that was developing at that time,
most researchers tend to justify the actions of the authori-
ties, namely, changing the political course and concluding
an agreement with the QA. The main argument was the
hopeless situation in Ukraine. However, after conducting
a study, N. Tifonova proved that the Ukrainian authorities
themselves created such a situation. This was manifested
in the inability to defend what was won by the national
revolution, and the severance of diplomatic relations with
the Entente. If cooperation continues, the countries partic-
ipating in the Entente military bloc were ready to support
the Ukrainian People's Republic, which would ensure its
recognition in the post-war period and further create fa-
vourable conditions for the development of statehood [4].

Thus, based on the above, the purpose of this study
can be distinguished. During the study;, it is necessary to in-
vestigate and reproduce the circumstances of the change
in the political course of the UPR and the consequences
of signing a peace treaty with the states of the Quadruple
Alliance. The originality of this study lies in the concre-
tisation and detailed analysis of the miscalculations of
the Ukrainian Central Rada, which would help to avoid
such mistakes in the development of a modern independ-
ent Ukraine. The main task of the study is to analyse and
prove that such political activity was a miscalculation of the
Ukrainian Central Rada and had harmful consequences for
the establishment of Ukrainian statehood [5].

Materials and Methods

The question of the consequences of the Brest-Litovsk
peace treaty for the UPR interested many researchers, since
a detailed study of the topic would help to avoid miscalcula-
tions in modern political activity. For a more accurate study
of this topic, the following methods were used: synthesis
and logical analysis, structural and functional, dialectical,
analysis of scientific literature, and the method of gen-
eralisation and comparison of the information obtained.

The structural and functional method was the very
first to be used. It is fundamental, because based on this
method of research, a plan and main stages of work was
built. Using the structural and functional method, the
main purpose of the study, tasks, and goals that should be
considered were identified, namely: to investigate the cir-
cumstances that prompted the UCR to sign a peace treaty
and the reasons for changing the political course, to analyse
and prove that the conclusion of such a treaty was a mistake
of the UCR, and to analyse what changes occurred for the
UPR after signing this document in Brest-Litovsk.

The next method used to determine the course of
work and the logical structure of the study was dialectical.
For a more in-depth investigation, the study first consid-
ered the circumstances of signing, how this process went,
and the terms of the contract. The next step was to analyse
the results of the UPR treaty with the Quadruple Alliance.

In general, the study was based on the consideration of the
consequences of the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk for Ukraine
from the standpoint of foreign researchers, namely Austrian
and German ones.

Another fundamental method of writing a research
paper was the analysis of scientific literature. Using this
method, the main part of the work was formed. Research
papers, dissertations, theses, and monographs related to
this topic were considered and analysed, scientific studies
of such political figures as Vynnychenko, Hrushevsky, Doro-
shenko, and others were reviewed.

An important place was occupied by logical meth-
ods, namely, the methods of analysis and synthesis. The first
method was used when considering scientific sources and
information obtained, and the second method - synthe-
sis — helped to formulate all the information into a logically
structured study. It is also necessary to highlight such im-
portant methods as generalisation and comparative analy-
sis. The changes that occurred in the Ukrainian People's Re-
public after the signing of the treaty were analysed. Based on
this information, the results and conclusions were formed.

In order to explore the topic in more detail, all the
work was divided into 3 stages. The first stage was to form
a work plan and structure of the study. The main research
objectives, goals, and issues that should be disclosed in the
paper were highlighted. The second stage was the most in-
formative, because during it the search for the necessary
literature was carried out, and the information received was
analysed, and on this basis, everything was formed into the
main part of the study. In this part, the reasons for the con-
clusion of the treaty with Germany and Austria-Hungary,
the change in the political course, and the trace it left on
the future of the UPR were investigated. At the third stage,
the findings were analysed and conclusions were formed.

Results

In the winter of 1918, a meeting of the German govern-
ment was held in the German capital, where it was de-
cided to sign a peace treaty with the Ukrainian People's
Republic. On February 9, the Treaty of Brest was signed
between representatives of the UPR, on the one hand, and
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, and Turkey, on the
other [6]. In accordance with Article 1 of the treaty, mili-
tary operations between the parties were terminated. The
second Article established the borders of Ukraine that still
existed before the war with Austria-Hungary and Russia.
Other articles of the treaty established diplomatic relations
between the parties. The UPR pledged to export 1 million
tonnes of grain, various cereals, and meat by July 1918.
The QA, for its part, was obliged to supply agricultural
machinery to Ukraine [7].

At the same time, the Ukrainian People's Republic
and Austria-Hungary signed an agreement on the unifica-
tion of Eastern Galicia and Bukovina into one crown region
within Austria-Hungary. Such a declaration had to remain
secret, for fear of national contradictions in the Habsburg
monarchy. However, the secret could not be preserved.
The text of the treaty was published in newspapers, which
caused discontent among the Polish part of the population
of Austria-Hungary [8].
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Modern historians do not have a coordinated opin-
ion regarding these events. Representatives of the Central
Powers then very positively assessed the conclusion of the
treaty and the then political activities of the UPR in the
international arena, which was conditioned by the relevant
political and economic circumstances. As noted by German
and Austrian historiography, the main purpose of its con-
clusion was to represent and enter the International Space,
establish it as a subject of international relations and inter-
national law, end martial law and establish peace, so as to ac-
celerate the process of unification of all Ukrainian lands [9].

After reviewing the works of the then political fig-
ures, it can be argued that they recognised this step as a
big mistake. The most responsible person who was blamed
for everything was M. Hrushevsky. This is evidenced by his
written works, in which he foresaw and was aware of the
negative results of the agreement [10]. Such a liberation
operation gave rise to the German-Austrian conflict, since
the German command hindered Austrian-Ukrainian rela-
tions, and did not give freedom of action in the zone of
their occupation. On March 28, 1918, the high command
independently divided Ukraine into occupation zones. The
German side got the largest part of the UPR with such major
cities as Kyiv, Kharkiv, Poltava, Chernihiv, Novopechersk,
and the Crimea, the ports of Mykolaiv, Taganrog, Rostov, and
Novorossiysk. The Austrian side received Podillia, Kherson,
Yekaterinoslav, and Mariupol [11].

Due to the fact that German and Austrian troops
entered the land of the UPR, the Ukrainian authorities
were afraid of ambiguous behaviour among the popula-
tion, so in 1918, the Minister of Foreign Affairs P. Khrystiuk
issued a circular to the people's lands, in which he noted:
“Tanuary 27, 1918, the Ukrainian People's Republic has
concluded a democratic, decent, fair peace with Germany,
Austria-Hungary, Turkey, and Bulgaria, without annexation
and indemnities. With the help of our captured soldiers,
organised in Germany and Austria in corps, Austrian Sich
Riflemen - Galicians and German troops, our soldiers are
clearing Ukraine of Bolshevik rapists. Order and peace are
being established in the state, conditions are being created
under which local self-government bodies have the oppor-
tunity to start streamlining local life, to fulfil the great and
honourable duty that the population has assigned to it. It
is ordered that all city, county, volost, and village coun-
cils immediately begin active, creative, systematic work to
serve the needs of working people” [12].

Unfortunately, his fears have become true. Despite
the significant concentration of Bolshevik forces on the ter-
ritory of Ukraine, the German command allocated a small
group to conduct the operation. The troops were supposed to
occupy only the southern part of Ukraine along with the cap-
ital. Gradually, the number of military personnel on the ter-
ritory of the Ukrainian State increased. In February 1918, the
German military commander E. Ludendorff developed a plan
that he would liberate Ukrainian lands up to Kyiv and Dnipro
from the Bolsheviks without the participation of Austro-Hun-
garian troops. However, after a short period of time, the gen-
eral decided that it was necessary to go further to the Left
Bank and clear the territory up to the Donbas. Later, Austrian
troops launched an operation in the Odesa direction [13].
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Even at the beginning of the negotiations, the German
side was interested in economic issues. Germany wanted to
get more agricultural products from Ukraine as quickly as
possible. Ukraine's goal was to develop the state economy
through profitable exports and imports, and not to turn the
UPR into a young colony of Germany. There were disagree-
ments between the parties on this issue, and during lengthy
discussion negotiations, several agreements were adopted
for the supply of products that would satisfy both countries.
This tactic of the German command prompted the Council
of Ministers to issue a number of resolutions banning the
export of certain types of agricultural products and resources.
The Germans were not satisfied with some aspects, so they
especially made sure that the UPR did not sell bread and
other products to foreign countries, especially Russia, Georgia,
Belarus, and the Don [14].

German units provided mainly a moral road and
drove fear into the Bolsheviks. By the end of April, the
Bolsheviks left the capital, and a week later the Ukrainian
Central Rada returned to Kyiv. After its return, the UCR
began to restore state-forming activities and develop the
National Army. The rapid advance of German forces into
the interior of the state, which is rich in various food prod-
ucts (especially bread), provoked the appearance of Vien-
nese troops on the territories of the UPR. Emperor Karl
called such an invasion “peaceful entry into foreign ter-
ritory.” Secretary General of Foreign Affairs A.Ya. Shulgin
also agreed with Vynnychenko's opinion. While maintaining
contact with the Ukrainian delegation in Brest-Litovsk, he
was concerned that the participation of the UCR in the ne-
gotiations would negate all the achievements of the newly
formed UPR diplomacy with the Entente states [15].

In fact, the Germans occupied Ukrainian land. They
independently managed some sectors of the economy. Leg-
islative acts that were in force on the territory of Ukraine
were issued: military field courts were established, in April
1918, the order of the commander-in-chief of the German
army on the sowing of land was issued, and peasants were
forbidden to prevent this, they could no longer take more
land from landlords than they could process. This policy
was explained by the fact that the Germans were afraid
that Ukraine would not be able to fulfil the terms of the
contract for the supply of the required amount of bread.
This fear arose due to the fact that the peasants could not
sow a large amount of land on their own [16]. The Germans
gave the order to return the landowners' land ownership.
The Ukrainian Central Rada considered such activities as
interference in the economic affairs of the UPR and called
on Ukrainians not to support the political activities of
the Germans. This caused a conflict, and therefore, im-
mediately after the expulsion of the Bolsheviks from the
territory of Ukraine, German generals dispersed the UCR
and began to pursue a policy of subduing the Ukrainian
people — they shot the dissatisfied population, and strict
contributions were imposed on villages. The overthrow of
the UCR was the end of the first stage of the Ukrainian
revolution [17].

In general, there is an opinion that there was a
conspiracy between Ukrainian nationalists and Germans.
This military operation was prepared long before the UCR
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asked for help from the Quadruple Alliance. And to cover
up, the official appeal of the UPR to Germany and Aus-
tria-Hungary for military assistance was staged. For the
first time, the issue of the need for assistance was consid-
ered at a meeting of the Council of People's Deputies held
on January 30, 1918. It discussed the progress of negotia-
tions between the Ukrainian delegation. As a result of per-
sistent diplomatic activity, after the proclamation of the
Quadruple Universal, the Ukrainian delegation was recog-
nised as representatives of independent Ukraine. Minister
of Foreign Affairs of Austria O. Chernin noted that all par-
ticipants of the meeting recognise the Ukrainian People's
Republic as a free and independent state that is able to
conclude international legal treaties. General secretary for
Military Affairs M. Porsh noted the difficult situation of
the Ukrainian state due to the influence of Bolshevik Rus-
sia on it and stressed the importance of providing military
and technical assistance. The agreement from the German
side came quickly and unanimously. It is important that
military assistance from Austria-Hungary was received
ambiguously. By the decision of the Ukrainian govern-
ment, the Austrian army was withdrawn from the territory
of Ukraine, but the Germans, Poles, and Magyars were
withdrawn from the army. That is, they remained, and the
Austrians were replaced by Ukrainian riflemen. There were
no objections regarding the Germans. General secretary
M. Tkachenko noted that only the German army could lib-
erate Ukraine from the Bolsheviks [18].

In 1918, due to the strong interference of the German
side in the economic affairs of Ukraine, non-compliance
with the terms of the treaty, and other similar reasons, a
strong conflict occurred in Ukrainian-German relations,
which prompted the Germans to change the Ukrainian
government through a coup d'etat. Although under the
treaty Germany was supposed to remain neutral in such
matters, it actively participated in the overthrow of the
Ukrainian Central Rada and contributed to the establish-
ment of the Hetmanate of Pavlo Skoropadskyi. Here it is
important to note that the Hetman's coup was carried out
peacefully, since there was no resistance from society and
state authorities [5].

In March 1918, the UCR approved the state sym-
bols of Ukraine — the Trident and the yellow-blue flag.
A new territorial and administrative division of Ukraine
took place. The Russian language was banned, and all mil-
itary personnel had to learn Ukrainian for three months.
Wage labour and private ownership of land were prohib-
ited. On April 29, a regular meeting of the UCR was held
at which the Constitution was adopted, which proclaimed
that all power belongs to the people, and democratic free-
doms were consolidated. The Constitution consisted of
8 sections and 85 articles. Legislative power belonged to the
National Assembly, which was elected for a term of 3 years.
The National Assembly had the right to elect the Council
of people's ministers and the General Court. The popula-
tion was granted civil and political rights, regardless of
gender, age, nationality, etc. [19]. However, these decisions
did not have any importance for the development of the
state, because the Central Rada could not fully implement
the economic articles and this led to a conflict between

the Ukrainian and Austro-Hungarian and German sides,
which led to the fall of democracy in the UPR and the Het-
man's coming to power. All power was concentrated in his
hands, but there was a great dependence on the German
command. After Skoropadskyi's advent to power in June
of the same year, it was felt that the German-Ukrainian
crisis was in the past and the process of restoring partner-
ship relations began. Proof of this was the memorandum
of G. Eichhorn, in which he described the course of for-
eign political activity in the Eastern Ukraine. Of all the QA
members, relations with Germany developed best [4].

It is worth paying attention to the meeting of the
Ukrainian, German and Austro-Hungarian delegations held
on January 13, 1918. The main purpose of the meeting was
to discuss the issue of the borders of the Ukrainian People's
Republic. According to Austrian historiography, both sides
wanted to remain in a long-term and peaceful relationship.
That is why Austria-Hungary guaranteed the provision of
free national and cultural development to the Ukrainian
people living on the territory of Austria, and Ukraine —
to the Polish minority that preceded it on its territories.

Discussion

The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk — is one of the most difficult
and painful stages in the history of Ukraine, but at the
same time — memorable. At the time of signing the treaty,
the internal situation in Ukraine and in the international
arena was extremely difficult. The events of that time de-
veloped very quickly, which forced Ukrainian politicians to
seek salvation in the Central European states.

0. Nazarchuk highlighted the reasons that prompted
the UCR to conclude a peace treaty with the countries of
the Quadruple Alliance. First of all, this is a threatening
situation for Ukraine, which arose due to the entry into its
territory of three Bolshevik armies under the leadership
of M. Muravyov, I. Kudinsky, and R. Berezin. The Ukrainian
Central Rada tried to find a common language with the
Entente, but all attempts were unsuccessful. The Entente
countries did not recognise the UPR and did not help it.
The third reason was the imitation of the Bolsheviks. In
Brest, Russia signed a peace treaty with Germany and its
allies, and the leadership of the UPR, in order not to lose
the support of the Ukrainian army and civilians, was forced
to take such a step. At the time of its signing, the Treaty of
Brest-Litovsk was called the Treaty of Brest [5].

S. Pyvovar highlighted a number of favourable circum-
stances that helped sign the peace treaty: tense relations
between Soviet Russia and the countries of the Quadruple
Alliance and the food crisis in Austria-Hungary and Germany,
which they wanted to solve with the help of the Ukrainian
People's Republic [17].

Chairman of the Ukrainian Central Rada Mykhailo
Hrushevsky described this event as follows: “the treatise
gave Ukraine a worthy and honourable peace, returned it
to the Western Ukrainian lands, not only occupied during
the war, but also previously torn off from it, like Kholmsh-
chyna, Beresteyshchina, Pinshchyna... having established
the exchange of prisoners of war without payment, the
exchange of goods for the foundation of the contingent
(determining the number of goods that should be brought
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and exported), the German government immediately began
to mobilise and withdraw trained units of Ukrainian military
prisoners to Ukraine...” [20].

Volodymyr Vynnychenko also positively assessed
the Treaty of Brest in his writings, but he negatively as-
sessed the decisions of Germany and Austria-Hungary to
provide military assistance to the UPR. Vynnychenko, as
the head of government, was obliged to comply with the
decree on conscription of the German army and assistance
to internal forces. However, he did not want to take on
such responsibility, because in his opinion this agreement
would have brought negative consequences and great evil
to Ukraine. It was Vladimir who emphasised that the Kaiser's
army would bring Ukraine a political, social, and even national
reaction [13].

As described by P. Hay-Nyzhnyk, the treaty gave
the Ukrainian People's Republic peace and returned those
western territories that were not only occupied during the
war, but were previously separated from it. The Ukrainian
delegation was able to achieve the most favourable condi-
tions during the negotiations. The main thing is that the
treaty did not have an imperialist character, that is, it was
reached without annexations [11].

According to the study by M. Boitsun, at a confer-
ence in Brest on December 29, 1917, the Ukrainian dele-
gation demanded to annex Galicia, Transcarpathia, and
Bukovina to its territories or create these territories as au-
tonomy within Austria-Hungary. However, this requirement
was rejected [7].

Modern history effectively avoids the fact that the
Russo-German negotiations gave the Ukrainian People's
Republic a special historical chance to free itself from
the imperial yoke. The political activities of the Council
of people's commissars actively pushed the Entente to re-
orient itself to Kyiv, hoping that Ukraine would begin to
cooperate with the Don, Romania, the Caucasus, Czechs,
Poles, and Slovenes and resist the Austrian-German forces.
The policy of the entente, which wanted victory over the
countries of the Quadruple Alliance, was quite reasonable
and logical. Members of the Entente coalition supported
every country that started a war with the countries of the
Quadruple Alliance. In turn, the members of the military
bloc hoped to benefit from providing such support. West-
ern European countries were actively interested in the
emergence of a potential ally and were ready to provide
material and financial assistance to Ukraine. However, the
Ukrainian leadership reacted rather cautiously and with
distrust to such increased interest from Western European
countries. Ukraine ignored the desire to help and consid-
ered that these were manifestations of the imperialists to
use the UPR for their own purposes [21].

For Germany and Austria-Hungary, this agreement
primarily allowed to import products and raw materials
from Ukraine. According to Z. Steiner, there has been a
famine in Austria for almost 3 years, especially in winter,
while the situation in Hungary was better, but there was a
shortage of food. There were similar circumstances in Ger-
many. When they came to Ukraine, the Germans treated
themselves with delicious food and even held parades. The
soldiers even sent private gifts for Kyiv residents. Arriving
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in the capital, German troops quickly established order, so
during that period, the number of street crime decreased.
But by the end of April 1918, this situation had changed [22].

V.I. Svatko and O.I. Ovcharenko explained that the
conclusion of the treaty was quite a complex process, this
was conditioned by the fact that Ukraine was considered
part of Bolshevik Russia. To sign the agreement, UPR had
to withdraw from its membership. This happened on Jan-
uary 22, 1918, after the signing of the Fourth Universal,
which proclaimed the UPR an independent state. On Feb-
ruary 9, 1918, the treaty was signed when the UCR left the
capital. Under the terms of the contract, within six months
of 1918, UPR had to supply Germany and Austria-Hungary
with 60 million poods of bread, 2,750 thousand poods of
meat, 3 million poods of sugar, 400 million eggs, plenty
of potatoes, lard, and other agricultural products and raw
materials. The Germans also pledged to supply Ukraine
with equipment, coal, salt, and other scarce goods, provide
weapons and a loan for the UPR in the amount of 1 million
karbovanets. Systematic deliveries were regulated by the
Economic agreement of the masses of the UNR concluded
on April 23,1918 [8].

According to G. Freud, in a separate peace, Russia's
obligations were spelled out. It was supposed to withdraw
its troops from the territory of the UPR and stop any ac-
tivity that is directed against the Ukrainian Central Rada. It
should also be noted that after the signing of the Treaty of
Brest-Litovsk, the signatory countries pledged to establish
diplomatic relations among themselves and exchange au-
thorised representatives. Immediately after the ratification
of the treaty, the participants wanted to introduce consu-
lates to each other. On March 16, 1918, the Ukrainian em-
bassy was established in Germany. It was located in Berlin.
The first Ukrainian ambassador was Oleksander Sevriuk [14].

Thus, diplomatic relations between Ukraine and
Germany were established and legally consolidated on
February 9, 1918, in the Brest-Litovsk peace treaty, with an
Additional trade and economic treaty and the Appeal of the
Ukrainian people to Germany with a request for military as-
sistance. The Ukrainian people immediately wanted to es-
tablish peace on their land, so the conclusion of a separate
peace was an uncontested decision. The desire to become
a free state primarily depends on the determination, cohe-
sion, and professionalism of the political leaders who ruled
the Ukrainian People's Republic in those important times.
Unfortunately, there were no talented political strategists
at that time who could, despite the difficult circumstances,
assess the situation in Ukraine and prevent such mistakes.

Conclusions

Thus, the study proves that, despite the different attitude
of researchers to the conclusion of peace with the coun-
tries of the Quadruple Alliance, the Brest-Litovsk peace
treaty is certainly a victory for the Ukrainian delegation,
since, assessing all the circumstances, there was no other
way out. The Ukrainian Central Rada, seeking salvation
from the Bolshevik scourge, gave the Ukrainian People's
Republic under the occupation of Germany and Austria-
Hungary. After the signing of this agreement, Ukraine re-
ceived recognition in the international arena and was able
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to become a full subject of international relations. With
the help of the Brest treaty, diplomatic relations were es-
tablished with the Central European states.

After signing the treaty, the Ukrainian Central Rada
appealed to the countries of the Quadruple Alliance to
provide military assistance in the fight against the Bolshe-
viks. On February 21, 1928, German-Austrian troops en-
tered the territory of Ukraine. In April 1918, the UPR was
completely liberated from Soviet troops. UCR returned to
Kyiv again.

With its arrival on Ukrainian soil, Germany actually
established an occupation regime. The Germans inde-
pendently managed certain sectors of the economy, issued
their own laws and regulations that were in force on the
territory of the Ukrainian People's Republic. The Ukrainian

leadership regarded such actions as gross interference in
economic life. This caused a conflict between the German
command and the Ukrainian Central Rada. The Germans
began to move closer to the conservative forces of Ukraine.
With their support, the Ukrainian Central Rada was dis-
solved. On April 29, 1918, the last meeting of the UCR was
held, at which the Constitution of the UPR was proclaimed.
According to which Ukraine was declared sovereign and
independent. These decisions actually had no significance
for the future of Ukraine, since a few hours after the meeting,
the German command dispersed the Ukrainian Central Rada
and contributed to the establishment of the Hetmanate of
Pavlo Skoropadskyi, which took all power. With the over-
throw of the Ukrainian Central Rada, the first stage of the
Ukrainian Revolution also ended.
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Hacuaigku Bpecr-/IuToBchKOro gorosopy s YHP 1918 p.
B HiMeIbKil Ta aBCTPiMichKil icropiorpadgii

AHoOTaIisl. AKTYaJIbHICTB 1Ii€l TeMM IOMSITaE B TOMY, 1110 B I1epiof] ycBinomieHHs icTopii YKpaiHcbkoi peBosmonii 3 1917 o
1921 poku, 3HAXOAATHCS JONATKOBI aCIeKTH IMpu MeperisiAi YMoB mifnucanoro bpect-JIMTOBChKOrO MUPHOTO IOTOBOPY
Mix YkpaiHcbkoio LlenTpanbHoio Pamoro (VIIP) Ta HiMeuunHolo i ABCTpO-YTOpIUIMHOIO. A TaKOXK aHasli3 06CTaBMH, SIKi
I I TOBXHY/IN YKPaiHCbKe KepiBHUIITBO MorpocuTy goromory y YerBepHoro Coro3y (UC) ymoromy 1918 poky Ta ykiaacTu
3 HUMU BiliCbKOBY KOHBEHIIi10. YKIaJeHHS JOTOBOPY € OCOOIMBO BasKJIMBMM MOMEHTOM B icTopii YKpaiHu, OCKiJIbKY 1ie
KapAMHAIbHO BILUIMHY/IO Ha MaitOyTHE, a came CIIPUSIO MiATPUMMAHHIO He3aJesKHOCTI Ta PO3BUTKY Kpainu. [0I0BHOIO
MeTOIO CTATTi € JOCIIIKEHHS Ta aHai3 3MiH, SIKi BiZOYIMCs Mic/Is yKIaJeHHS yTOOV MisK YKpaiHO Ta ABCTPO-YTOPIMHOK0
1t HimeuunHo10. O6’€KTOM TOCTiIsKEeHHSI € ITPOoliec yKiIaaeHHs BpecT-JIMTOBCbKOTO JOTOBOPY, & TPeIMETOM € CaM JOKYMEHT.
[Tpu HamycaHHi cTaTTi 6y/I0 BUKOPUCTAHO TakKi HAYKOBI METOIM: CTPYKTYPHO-DYHKIIIOHATBHMI i1 TiaIeKTUYHUI METOIMN,
MEeTO/I, JIOTIiYHOTO aHaJli3y, MeTOH, CMHTEe3y, MeTO, MOPiBHSUTbHOTO aHali3y, MeTO, aHaJli3y HayKoBOi JliTepaTypu, MEeTO[,
y3arajqbHeHHSI. OCHOBHMMM pe3yJbTaTaMy € OOCTiIKeHHSI MPaKTUUHUX Ta TeOPeTUUHMUX HACTIIKIB MUPHOTO IOTOBOPY
Ha mono YKpaincbkoi HapomHoi Pecrry6imiky (YHP). TIpakTuuHe 3HaU€HHST TOCTiIKEHHS TIOJISITA€ B TOMY, 1[0 TOCTiIUBIIN
npopaxyHku YIIP B mepskaBOTBOPEHHI JOMOMOKe YHUKHYTM MOAIGHMX MpobieM y MaitbyTHbomy. ITif yac HammMcaHHS
po6otu 6ys0 TpOaHaTi30BaHO CTATUCTMYHI JAaHi, HAYKOBi MOCTiAsKeHHSs, iCTOPUYHI Kepesia Ta MeperiTHyTO HayKoBi
rpani MoMTUYHUX AisiuiB TOro yacy. BaxxnmBumu € mipaui ronosu LlentpanbHoi Pagu YHP Muxaiuia I'pyiieBcbKoro ta
TIOTITUYHOTO ¥ rPOMajiChbKOro Aisiua Bomogumupa BuuHMUeHKA

KimouoBi croBa: VkpaiHnceka LlenTpanbHa Pasa, BpecTcbkuit MUpHMIL LOTOBIp, BificbkoBa KOHBeHILisT, YeTBepHUIt COI03,
AnTaHTa
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