








FROM THE EDITOR

Dear colleagues!

Every scientific publication is a living, constantly evolving organism. Our journal
dedicated to the relevant problems of the Middle Ages is no exception. In particular, a
new column — “From the Editor” has appeared in the second issue of our journal, where
a review of articles is given.

In the section “Ethnogenesis. Archaeology. Linguistics” you can find the second
part of article “Actual problems of Turkic paleohistory: proto-language, proto-ethnos,
proto-homeland” about the origin of the Turkic ethnic groups, written by Russian
researcher N.I. Egorov. According to the historian, the synthesis of paleobiology data
and comparative historical and genetic analysis of botanical vocabulary refers to the
origin of the proto-Turkic populations from the South-Western district of the modern
provinces of Jilin, Liaoning and South-East district of Circumgobi region of the Central
Asia. In the first Millennium BC, exactly from the area mentioned above, the earliest
observable migrations of proto-Turks began, northward along the Western foothills of
the Greater Khingan up to Eastern Mongolia and Transbaikal, and westward migration
to Ordos, the Alashan desert, the Gansu corridor, and possibly to the Tarim basin.
These migrations began on the eve of the collapse of the proto-Turkic ethno-linguistic
and cultural universe and continued until the ancient Turkic epoch. In our opinion, the
polemic article by N. I. Egorov does not claim to be the ultimate truth and can be seen
as a calling up to a broad scientific discussion.

The section “History of Juchi Khanate” starts with a joint article “New source on
the history of Juchid dynasties” by Halit Eren, Ashirbek Muminov and Selahaddin
Uygur, the scientists of the IRCICA research center (Istanbul, Turkey). This article
considers the analysis of the work “Fadhlakat aqwal al-akhyar” (1641), written by the
outstanding Turkish historian and bibliographer Kitip Celebi (1609-1657). This work has
been kept in a single copy and has not yet been published. The special value of Kitip
(elebi’s book is that it has a special section with details of the genealogies of the Juchid
dynasties. Kdtip Celebi identifies five branches of the Chingisids: 1) the Chingisids in
Karakorum (1206-1368); 2) their branch in Turan (1227-1370); 3) their branch in Iran and
Khorasan (1256-1353); 4) their branch in Desht-I-Kipchak (1226-1502) and 5) their
branch in Mawarannahr (1500-1598). The Appendix to the article contains original texts
in Arabic, Persian and Turkish. Indeed, the authors of the article have researched a lot
of sources and thus made a significant contribution to the history of the Juchid
dynasties.

The article by Zh.M. Sabitov considers the administrative reform of Uzbek Khan.
According to the author, Uzbek Khan strengthened the centralization of the Golden
Horde through the reform of its political institutions. The reform was successful thanks
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to the support of three strata of the population: the settled tax-paying population,
commercial Muslim communities, and the tribal counter-elite. Another success factor of
the reforms were unexpected reprisals against the Juchids, which began immediately
after the election of Uzbek as a Khan of the Golden Horde, when the Juchids who
participated in the Kurultai did not have time to leave for their Khanates. As a result,
there was a renewal of the elites, and the Juchids were relegated to the background.
Following Mansur Olson’s concept, Zh.M. Sabitov states that administrative reform of
Uzbek Khan meant the transformation of the “Nomad bandit” into a “Settled bandit”
with all its consequences (large economic growth due to the political stability, culture,
infrastructure construction, etc.). In our view, this article may start a discussion on the
reformers of the Middle Ages; however, it is important to avoid projecting modern
political realities on the distant historical past.

The relevant issues of military history of ancient and medieval Kazakhstan are
considered in the article of the Kazakh historian A.K. Kushkumbayev. The author
believes that the nomad military business is directly included in the medieval history of
the Turkic-Mongol peoples of Eurasia and Kazakhstan, as well as an integral part of the
military system, which includes: the structure and composition of the armed forces,
military strategy and tactics, a set of weapons, craft technology for making weapons,
techniques for using them, etc. At the same time, military affairs are not only an integral
part of the country's history, but also an important element of the economy, material
and spiritual culture, social and political relations and everyday life of the people. The
author believes that the military affairs of Mongol Empire were inherited by the Nogai
Horde (XV-XVII centuries), the nomads of the Eastern Desht-I-Kipchak (the land of
Sheibanids) and Moghulistan (XV-XVI centuries), the Kazakh khanate (XV-XVIII
centuries), the Siberian khanate (XV — early XVII centuries), the Bashkirs and other Turkic
peoples. The military history of the above-mentioned Turkic lands requires further
research on key areas of military development. In our opinion, the study of the military
history of the Turks requires the joint efforts of historians of all the Turkic lands, as well
as the wider use of interdisciplinary approaches.

In the previous issue of our journal, it was noted that the Kazakh school of
medieval studies, which is in the process of formation, should not be limited to the
history of Kazakhstan and Central Eurasia, it is important to keep in mind the broader
historical context, especially since the Turkic lands have always interacted with other
peoples and lands, including Europe and Russia. Therefore, in the second issue of the
journal, another new section has appeared — “History of the European and Eurasian
middle Ages”. Definitely, this will make our view of the history of the Middle Ages
more correct and balanced.

This section begins with an article by M.Y. Shaikhutdinov “Marc Bloch and the
development of theoretical and methodological foundations of historical science”,
which identifies the most important stages in the formation of Bloch's views on the
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purpose of historical science. The article analyzes such fundamental works of Bloch as
“The Royal Touch: Monarchy and Miracles in France and England”, (1924),
“Characteristic features of French agrarian history” (1931), “Feudal society” (1939-1940),
“Apologia of history or the craft of a historian” (1941-1942). Special attention is paid to
the contribution of Bloch to the formation of the journal “Annals of economic and social
history” (1929) and the corresponding scientific school. According to the author of the
article, the scientific ideas of Bloch contributed to the maturation of new theoretical and
methodological approaches, increasing the attention of historians to socio-economic
history, historical comparative studies, historical anthropology, spatial economic
geography, collective psychology, the history of mentalities, etc. The very fact of lively
discussions about the significance of Bloch's scientific heritage indicates that his works
still retain their scientific value and relevance.

The article “Landscape of medieval Europe: researcher about the role of wood in
the institution of the Russian culture and state system” by M.V. Shlyupikov and M.M.
Shlyupikova is of considerable interest. From the authors’ point of view the study of the
environment’s influence on each nation development, especially at the initial stages of
the formation of statehood and the development of cultural patterns of behavior, is very
relevant today. The article analyzes the scientific contribution of S.M. Solovyov, N.Y.
Danilevsky, V.O. Klyuchevsky, and N.I. Kostomarov to the study of the Russian forest
as a factor in the development of Ancient and Medieval Russia, the Moscow state and
the Russian Empire. Russian historians’ concepts concerning the influence of the nature
of the Russian North-East on the formation of the Russian nation, the development of
the economy, everyday life, culture, spiritual world, political processes and
international relations are described. In our opinion, article by M.V. Shlyupikov and
M.M. Shlyupikova could form the basis of a separate monograph.

The second issue of our journal ends up with another new section — “Reviews”.
The first review is on the work “Medieval Europe” by well-known British historian
Chris Wickham. According to the author of the review, Wickham is distinguished due
to critical view of established dogmas in historical science. The work “Medieval
Europe” was no exception, in which Wickham states that history is devoid of
expediency, historical development does not strive for something, but starts from
something. Therefore, the turbulent period of the Middle Ages is of distinct interest and
it is not necessary to consider it through the prism of subsequent events. The reviewer
claims that Wickham thinks too categorically, but it is impossible not to notice his
innovative approaches to the turning points of medieval history, as well as a wide and
quite appropriate use of the comparative method. Therefore, one can consider the work
of Wickham as a valuable contribution to modern medieval studies.

Editor-in-Chief
Shaihutdinov M.Y.
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AKTYAABHBIE ITPOBAEMBI TIFOPKCKON ITAAEOUCTOPUN:
ITPASI3BIK, ITPADTHOC, ITPAPOANHA. HUACTDb BTOPASI

H. 1. Ezopos
Yebowrcapuvl, Yysauickaa Pecnybauxa, Poccus

Annortanmsa. CraThs TOCBAINEHA aKTyaAbHBIM TIpo0AeMaM M3y4eHUsA MCTOPUM
MPOTOTIOPKCKOTO DTHOAMHIBOKYALTY PHOIO YHUBEPCyMa HaKaHyHE ero MepBUYHOIO pacraja,
AO0KaAU3AIUKU UCKOHHON TIOPKCKON MPapOAVHbI B TPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOM KOHTUHYYME,
a TakKe BBIACHEHUIO MIPUYMH pacraja MPOTOTIOPKCKON OOIHOCTH B cepeAnHe | TrIcAYeaeTs
20 H. 9. Ha ABe (PUABI — OTY3CKYIO (IPATIOPKCKYIO) M OTYyPCKYIO (rpady.arapcKyio).

[To MHeHMIO aBTOpa, MPOTOTIOPKCKMIT STHOAMHTBOKYABTYPHBIN YHUBEPCYM Ha pyOexke
II-I TeICST9eAETHIE A0 H. B. IPEACTaBAsLA COOOI COBOKYITHOCTH TIOPKOA3BIYHBIX MACMEH AECHBIX
OXOTHMKOB-cOOMpareeit, cpopMIPOBABIIYIOC B IOTO-BOCTOYHOM ceKkTope LimpxymroOmiickor
UCTOPUKO-KYAbTY PHOM MPOBUHIIMK B BIIOXY DHeoAuTa-naseomerassa. C konna Il teicsayeserms
A0 H. . Ha TePpPUTOPUIO, 3aHATYIO IPOTOTIOPKCKUMM MOMyASIMAMY, TEPMaHEHTHO
AOKAThIBAIOTCA C 3araja BOAHBI MHAOUPAHCKUX U BOCTOYHOMPAHCKUX MaCTOPaAbHBIX TAEMEH.

CumOMO3 aBTOXTOHHBIX MPOTOTIOPKCKMX (Ju KMUTaMCKMX MCTOYHMKOB) M TPUIIABIX C
ceBepo-3anaja BOCTOUHOMPAHCKMX TMAeMEH cKUQO-CAKCKOTO Kpyra (KyHO8 KMUTalCKMUX
UCTOYHUKOB) K cepeauHe | TeicsdeaeTus A0 H. 5. NPUBOAUT K pacrasy MPOTOTIOPKCKONM
OOITHOCTM Ha AECHBIX OXOTHMKOB (AUHbXY KHUTACKMX MCTOYHMKOB) M CTEITHBIX KOYEBBIX
CKOTOBOAOB (JyHXY KMTaNCKUX UCTOYHUKOB).

KaloueBble  caoBa:  NPOTOTIOPKCKUIT ~ STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHBINI — YHUBEPCYM,
LImpkymrodmiickass UCTOPUMKO-KYAbTyPHasl TTPOBUHIINSA, JKYHBI U AW, KyHAU, AYHXY, TPaOTy3bl
U TIPaoryphl, OIYPCKUii STHOAUHIBOKY ABTY PHBIV TOPU3OHT

Introduction

Bornpochl BO3HUKHOBEHUsSI APEBHUX STHOAMHIBOKYABTYpPHBIX KOHTUHYYMOB, a
TakK’)Ke UX KOHTAaKTOB ApyT C APYyTOM SIBASIOTCS OAHUMU U3 CAOXKHENIIUX B
COBpPEeMEHHOIl COoLMaAbHO-TyMaHUTapHO! cdepe HayK. OHU HampsIMylO CBSI3aHBI C
$yHAAMEHTaABHBIMU MOHSITUSIMU «ITPAdTHOC», «IIPas3bIK», «[papoAVHa», MPeiMeTHO-
MOHSITUIHOe COAep>KaHMe KOTOPBIX B TIOPKOAOTUU AO CUX MOP OCTAéTcsl TyMaHHBIM.
AebVHULMS  ®TUX  MOHATUI  DTHUYECKONW  IaAeOUCTOpUM  ONMpaercss  Ha
omepalOHaAbHble U COUMOQYHKUMOHAABHbBIE KPUTEPUM U B NPUHLUIE AO0/AXKHA
o0peanHsTh 0ba 311 noaxoda. IToHsITIE «TIOPKCKMIT TPAdTHOC» (MAU «ITPOTOTIOPKI»)
MOXXHO OIpeseAnTh KaK ODIINIl AAs BCeX TIOPKOS3BIYHBIX HApOAOB DTHOC-TIPEAOK
AOVICTOPUYECKON (IMPOTOTIOPKCKOIT) BSIOXM, U3 POAOIAEMEHHBIX NoApa3AeaAeHU
KOTOPOTO MpOM30IIAa IPyIIa POACTBEHHBIX TIOPKOSI3BIYHBIX COODILIECTB — HOCUTEAEN
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX STHOAVHTBOKYABTYPHBIX CEMUOTUYECKUX cUCTeM U uauoM. Aas
MPOHUKHOBEHUsSI B TallHBl MMaA€OUCTOPUN TIOPKCKOTO MpasTHOCA U MPeAbICTOpUN
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IIPOTOTIOPKCKOTO  ®THOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOIO  YHUBEpCyMa  COBpeMeHHasl  Hayka
pacriosaraer CKyAHbIMM apXeoAOTMYeCKMMU U  aHTPONOAOTUYECKUMMM AaHHBIMU.
/IMHTBUCTUYECKUIT  MaTepuaa TpeOyeT TIAyOOKOrO CpaBHUTEABHOTO MCTOPUKO-
reHeTUYeCKOro U IeHealOoTM4Yeckoro aHaAus3a ¢ TMO3ULUI  AMaXPOHUYECKON
HTHOAUHIBOKY AbTY POAOTNYECKON KOMMapaTUBUCTUKMN. To eCThb, TIOpKCKas
KOMITapaTUBUCTMKA MpHUlllla K MOHUMAHUIO HeOOXOAMMOCTM BHOBbL OOpPaTUTLCS K
He3acAy>KeHHO 3a0bITOMy, HO IepCrneKTMBHOMY C MO3MULUII  MaAeoUCTOpUU
AVHTBUCTUUYeCKOMY HanpasaeHUuIO «Worter und Sachen» — «caoBa 1 BelLim».

Discussion

Imunoapxeorozveckuii  acnexm. OgHOl M3  KapAMHAABHBIX  MpoDaeM
MaA€OUCTOPUN SIBASETCS COOTHOLIEHMe apXeOAOTUYeCKOM KyAbLTYpPbl M DTHUYECKON
oblHOCTM, a Takke mpobJaeMa MHTerpalMy  apXeoAOTUM, HTHOAOTUM U
AMaXpOHUYECKON AMHIBUCTUYECKON KoMMaparusucTtuku. EcTb MHOXecTBO pabor,
MOCBSLLIEHHBIX BOMpOCaM BTHOTeHe3a U paHHell WUCTOPUU HTHOAUHIBOKYALTYPHBIX
oOILHOCTell, 0OAHAKO BOMPOC O COOTHOLLUEHUM ApeBHell MaTepuaAbHON KyAbTYpbl U
STHUYECKOI OOILIHOCTY METOA0A0TUeCK) padpaboTaH BecbMa cAabo.

E11é HeaaBHO OblAO MPUHATO AeAarhb LINMPOKMe 000OLIeHs Ha OCHOBE CKYAHOTO
MaTepuada — KepaMMKU, TeXHOAOTMM e€ IPOU3BOACTBA M OpHaMeHTaluu, a TakkKe
OTAeAbHbIX TIpynn apredakros. [Ipm »rom cneumasucrol He yTpyK4aau ceds
AeTaAbHBIM aHaAM30M BCeMl COBOKYITHOCTU pelpe3eHTarMBHOIO HSMIIUPUYECKOTO
MaTepuajda  KyAbTypHBIX  KOMIIAEKCOB. MHOIMe  apxeoAoru  BepuAU,  4TO
apxeoAornyeckass KyAbTypa — CBUAETEABCTBO CyLIeCTBOBaHUS B 9IIOXY HeoAUTa
yCTOMYUBBIX OObeAVMHEHUI pOACTBEHHBIX MAeMéH. Ha Mot B3rasia, HeT OCHOBaHMIA
OTOXKAECTBAATL Ty WUAU UHYIO apXeOAOTMYeCKYIO KyALTYypy € MpsIMBIMU IIpeaKaMu
COBpeMeHHBIX HapOJAOB.

AuaxpoHudeckas TIOPKCKasi AMHIBOKOMITapaTUBUCTHKA clIocoOHa Ooaee maAn
MeHee OObeKTUBHO PEKOHCTPYUPOBaTh AMaXpPOHUUECKUIT Cpe3 TIOPKCKOTrO Mpasi3blka Ha
yposHe pyOexa II-1 Thicsiueaeruit 4o H. ». YUTo >Ke Kacaercs apxeoAOrMuecKMX
NMaMATHUKOB BSIOXM MasleoMeTaldla, TO UX STHOs3bIKOBas arpuOyuus BecbMma
npoOaematuyHa. OtTdeabHble MPU3HAKY APEBHUX apXeOAOTUYECKUX KyAbTyp U UX
KOMOMHaL UM HEPeAKO OTOXAECTBASIOTCS ¢ SMIUPUIECKUM MaTepualoM aKTyaabHON
®THOTpapu4eckoil coppemMeHHOCTM. Ho Moryr aAmM oHM oTpakaTb INpeeMCTBEHHbIE
DTHOKYAbTyPHBIE CBI3U MEXAY apXeoAOIMYeCKUMMU KyALTypaMM SIIOXM KaMHs UAU
rnaszeomMeralla U COBpeMeHHBIMU STHUYECKMMU OOIIHOCTSIMU? Bompockl 9Tu ocraiorcs
OTKPBITBIMU.

Cneumaaucrel, usydvaiolie mnpoOAeMbl TAOTTOTeHe3a, MNbITAIOTCs yBA3aTh C
«HEOAUTUYECKON PeBOAIOLNEN» U MOCASAYIOLIUM IIUPOKUM paclpocTpaHeHueM I10
OJIKyMeHe HOBBIX DAEMeHTOB JApeBHell KyAbTypbl, HO 3aTpyAHSIOTCS IPUBECTU
yDeAuTeAbHbBIE MpsIMble AOKazaTeAbCTBa Takol rumnorespl. C BBICOTBI COBpeMEHHOI
HayKV{ MO>KHO KOHCTarMpoBaTh, YTO B ®IOXy KaMHs U MadeoMeTrasdla ellé He OblAO
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TaKUX 9HTHOPa3AUYUTEAbHBIX (PAKTOPOB, KOTOpble MOTAM Obl OCTaBUTh CAed B
apXxe0A0TUYeCKNX KOMIIAEKCax. ITpeanocrpiaku ¢popmupoBaHms NepPBbIX
STHOOMpeAeAsIoNX U 5THOoAUPPEepeHIUPYIOLINX OPU3HAKOB B POAONAEMEHHBIX
oflLjecTBax HauMHAIOT MOSBASITLCS B SIOXy 3aBeplleHUs! calMeHTaluuu, TO eCThb BO
BpeMeHa Ilepexoja OT CpedHero rnasleoAnuTa K BepxHemy (ApyrtioHos, 1989, 57-58), Ho
®TO He 3HA4YMT, YTO OHM OTAOXKMAMUCL B apXeoA0TMYecKOM MaTepuade DIOXM KaMHSI.
[MonpiTkM onpeseseHUs STHOKYABTYPHON crieliupUKU apXeOAOTMUecKUX UCTOUYHUKOB,
OTOXKAECTBAEHUSI ~ OTAEABHBIX  KOMIIAEKCOB  C  KOHKPETHBIMM  STHUYECKMMM
coo0LlecTBaMM CTaHOBATCsl DoJee MAM MeHee KOHCTPYKTUBHBIMM TOABKO Ha4dMHasl C
®IOXM, TEePexo4HOIl OT MaleoMeTalla K paHHeMy OpoH30BOMy BeKy. IlpumepHo ¢
SIOXU pPaHHEIo CpeAHEBEKOBbs MOXKHO MpeAnodararbh OOABLIYIO MAU MEHBIIYIO
BEpOSTHOCTD COBIAAEHUS apxe0A0TMYeCcKO KyAbTY Pbl C KOHKPEeTHOI
STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOI OOLLIHOCTBIO.

M3yueHne crnennaabHOM AUTepaTypbl MOKa3blBaeT, 4YTO apXeoAorus ITOKa He
obAasaer MeTOAMKON OOBEKTUBHON MPUBI3KM KOHKPETHON apXxeoA0TU4ecKo
KyAbTypbl K KOHKPETHOMY ®THOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOMY cOOOLLeCcTBY (9THOCY). Tem He
MeHee, I B Hallle BpeMs apXeoAO0TuyecKye KyAbTypbl U Ja’ke KPyHHbIe KyAbTYPHO-
ucropuueckue odHocTH (004acT, NpoBUHLNN) De3aneAasaiuoHHO adpPUANPyIOTCs C
TOW AV MHOW DTHUYECKON (DTHOSI3bIKOBO) OOLITHOCTBIO.

IToBaabHas yBA€4EHHOCTh DTHOAPXEOAOTUYECKMMIU PEKOHCTPYKLMUSIMIU OCOOEHHO
LIMPOKO pa3BepHyAach B TpeTbeil deTBepTu XX Beka (cM. muccaedoanus A. IL
Cmupnosa, /1. A. Toay6esoii, E. . Topionosa, B. B. IlumeHosa, B. ®. I'enunra, A. X.
Xaaukosa, E. A. Xaaukopoii, B. ®. Kaxosckoro, I'. V. Marseesoii, E. I1. Kazakosa, B. B.
CesoBa u ap.). B ocHoBe Takoro mnoBeTpus AeKUT cAernas Bepa B TO, YTO
apxeoAorudeckue MaMsITHUKU codeprKaT HadéKHbIN OObeKTUBHBIN HaDOP KyAbTYPHBIX
apredakToB, MO3BOAfAIOIIMX OezownbOoyHO  adpPuaMpoBaTh  apxeoAornyecKue
APEBHOCTM C KyAbTYPOM M3BECTHBIX IO MCTOPUYECKUM MCTOYHMKAM APEBHUX U
CpeAHEBEKOBBIX DTHUUECKUX OOLHOCTEI.

DTHOUCTOpUYECKME PeKOHCTPYKLIMN AeAaloTcs], Kak MpaBuAO, Ha OCHOBE OITbITa
U3y4YeHUsI COBpPeMEeHHBbIX 3THOCOB. Omupasich Ha BHeEILLHee CXOACTBO OoAee UAM MeHee
OAHOTUITHBIX apPXeOAOTMYeCKMX OObeKTOB (OOBIUHO MPUCYIIMX UM HEKOTOPBIX
XapaKTepHbIX OCOOEHHOCTel MaTepraabHON Ky ABTYpPBL: YIBapy, KepaMUKI, OpHaMeHTa,
Aetajeil norpebaAbHOTO 00Opsida, OCTAaTKOB CTPOUTEALHBIX KOHCTPYKLIMI, HEKOTOPBIX
OpyAuil TpyJda, IpeAMeTOB BOOPY>KeHUsI U T. I1.) M COOTBETCTBYIOIMX UM <«KMBBIX»
STHOTpapUUeCcKUX peaanil, HEKOTOpble UccAed0oBaTeAN OMNPOMETYMBO MPUMKUCHLIBAIOT
apxeoA0rnyeckue KyAbTypbl TOMY VAU MHOMY NPUTASHYBLIEMYCSI UM UCTOPUYECKOMY
1AV COBPEMEHHOMY 9THOCY.

Tak, Hanpumep, MMeHbKOBcKas KyabTypa Cpeanero Ilosoaxesa (V-VII BB.),
Oaarogapst ycepAMIoO U LIeAPOCTU apXeoAOros, obaAarodereAbCrsoBaHa 0Oodee YeM
AeCATDIO HTHUYECKMMU sipAblKaMu. VI mpuMepoB Takoro poda — AernoH. Mexay Tew,
ewé /. H. I'ymmnaés npegocreperaa: «Mpl MHOTAa BCTpedaeMcsl CO CAEION Bepoil B
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MOTYLLeCTBO apXeoAOIMYeCKMX PacKoIloK, OCHOBaAHHOWM Ha JAeMCTBUTEeAbHO YJAauyHBIX
packonkax B Erunre, Basuaonuu, Muaum n agaxe I'opnom Aartae... Ho Beap »10
UCKAIOUeHe, a Mo 0oAbllIel 4acTu apxeoAoT A0AXEeH A0BOAbCTBOBATbCs deperKaMly,
MOAHSATBIMM M3 CyXOWl MbIAM pacKaAE€HHBIX cremneil, o00AOMKaMM KOCTell B
pasrpabAeHHbIX MOTMAAX U BBICOTO CTe€H B OAMH OTNedaTok kupnuda» (I'ymnaés, 1979,
I, 54, pur. nmo: I'ymunaés, 1990, 48). Cepbé€sHble creuMaAuCTbl K TeOpeTU4YecKUM
MOCTPOEHUSIM HTHOAPXEOAOTOB BCerda OTHOCUAMCH KPUTUYECKM, TaK KaK OCO3HaBaAu
pparMeHTapHOCTL U OTPAaHUYEHHOCTb ApPXeOAOTMYECKMX MarepuadoB U UX
HeAOCTaTOYHOCTh AAsl BOCCO3J4aHUs APEBHUX DTHOAUHIBOKYALTYPHBIX IPOLECCOB.
ApxeoAoryueckie MUCTOYHMKU He SIBAAIOTCS OeCcnpUCTpacTHBIMM  OOBEKTUBHBIMU
3epKalamMy pealbHOrO MUpa, MODTOMY «Hallla CTparerusi 40AXKHa ObITb CrpaTerueil
MOAeMMKM U  HEeyJOBAETBOPEHHOCTYM,  BBI3OBOM  OPTO4OKCMM,  pabOThl €
HenoszHaBaeMbIM» (Shanks, Tilley, 1989; 1994).

K xonny XX Beka 5THOapXeo0A0Tu OCO3HAAM, YTO MOMBITKY BbISIBACHUS B APEBHUX
apXeoAOTMYeCKUX KOMIIAeKCaX CAeAO0B COBPEMEHHBIX MAU WUCTOPUYECKM MU3BECTHBIX
BBIMEpLUMX STHUYECKMX oOOLIHOCTell npuspaunel. Hago npwusHar,, dro B
apXeoAOTMYEeCKUX KOMIIAEKCax TeopeTUdecKy 9HTHOAUATHOCTUPYIOLIMe MapKepbl
uMeloTcs, Ho Oeda B TOM, UTO BCe OHU HeperyAsipHbl 1 Ha NMpakKTUKe BBISIBUTL VX MOYTU
Hepo3MoO>kHO. [losTOMYy wacro pasropaercst modeMmuka o0 STHOPa3ANMYUTEABHBIX U
HTHOOIpeAeASIOIMX MPU3HaKax apXeoAO0IMYecKuX KyAbTyp: OAUH U TOT >Ke NpU3HaK
(apredaxr) OAHUMU nccaeaoBaTeAsIMN KBaAUPULUPYeTCs Kak APKUN
DTHOAUATHOCTUPYIOLUUN TNPU3HAK, B TO >Ke BpeMs ApPyIMMU KaTeropudecku
OTKAOHSIETCS.

K coxaaenuio, MHTYUTUBHBIN TMOAXOA K U3YYEHMIO U TOAKOBAHUIO APEBHUX U
CpeAHEBEKOBLIX MPOLIECCOB B apXeoAOTMM He MNpeodoaéH 4o cux nop. IIpobaema
COOTHOIIEH MU S B I1aA€OUCTOPUYECKUX MccAeA0BaHM SIX penpe3eHTaTUBHOIO
DMIIMPUYECKOTO MaTepuada, TeOpeTUdecKnx IMOAOXKEeHUN U MeTOAUYECKUX YCTaHOBOK
apXeoA0Tnu, STHOAOTUU U AUAXPOHUYECKOW AMHIBUCTUYECKOM KOMITapaTUBUCTUKU BCE
el}é Jdasdeka oT oOWenpuHATOro pelueHus. Haao nOpusHaThes, 4YTO DTHUYECKas
VUHTeprpeTanusi NaMsATHUKAa ¥ / MAM KyAbTypbl He sBASIeTCd KOHEUYHOM 1eAbIO
apxeoaorun. ApxeoAorus AOA’KHaA 3aHUMAaTbCs (PYHKLUMOHAABHBIM U3y4YeHUEM
NpeAbICTOpUM, HallpuMep, HKOAOTUYECKON, XO35MCTBEHHOM, COLMaAbHOM adarTalumn
MONyASALMN K YCAOBMSIM BHEIUHeNl cpeAdbl. A STHUYECKMMU MNpoOAeMaMU AOAXKHBI
3aHMMAaTLCSl CMelMaAUCTbl, OAMHAKOBO XOPOLIO pasdupalolinecss B STHOAOTUH,
COLMaAbHO-Ky AbTYy pHOM aHTPOIIOAOTUM, AVaXPOHUYECKON AVHTBUCTUYECKON
KOMITapaTUBUCTUKE U T. A.

ITpu nomneiTKax apxeoaora BBINTU 3a pPaMKM OpAMHApHOTO «BelleBedeHusl
HeN30e>XKHO  BO3ZHMKAIOT  BOIPOCHI HTHOAUHIBOKYAbTY POAOTUYECKOTO rnaaHa.
IToceaenueckue, norpebaabHble U 00psI40BO-LlepeMOHMAaAbHble  KOMITAEKCHI
AeMOHCTPUPYIOT BIIOXaAbHOE CXOACTBO MaTepuaAbHOM U AYXOBHOM KyAbTYPbI, 4TO
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3aTpy4dHsieT 9THOAMHIBOKYABTYPHYIO arpuOyLMIO HOCUTeAell  apXeoAOTMYeCcKUX
KyapTyp. Ilpobaema ycyryOasiercss BLICOKOM MOOMABHOCTBIO APEBHUX BHTHOCOB,
PasMBITOCTBIO TpaHUL, apeasda UX pacceAeHMsl, BOSHUKHOBEHMEM B MapIMHAAbHBIX U
(P POHTUPHBIX KOHTAKTHBIX 30HaX T.H. TMOPUAHBIX OOpa3oBaHUI U T.4,.

ApXxeoA0TMYECKMII  acleKT M3y4deHUs [adeOMCTOPUM  OXBaTblBaeT  Psig
HafnpaBAeHUIl: CpaBHEeHMe CMHXPOHHBIX MAU XPOHOAOTMUYECKU OAUBKUX COMpeAeAbHbBIX
KyAbTYP, YCTaHOBA€HMe BO3MO>KHOV TeHYMHHOCTH UCCAeAyeMBbIX APeBHOCTel, a TakKe
NIPeeMCTBEHHOCTY Me>KAy MNpeAlIecTBYIOIINMMY U IOCAeAYIOIIUMU  KyAbTYPHBIMU
obpazoBaHMsAMM, NPUYEM He TOABKO JAAHHOTO perrMoHa, HO U ApPyIUX, MOPoi
3HAUMUTEABHO YAAAEHHBIX TEePpPUTOPMIL, CBA3AHHBIX WUCTOPUMYECKUMM MUTPaLUAMU
aoaenn n T.4. Takoll moaxo4 TNO3BOAsE€T IPOCA€AUTb MPOLLeCcC HBOAIOLIMOHHOTO
PasBUTUSL AAQHHOWM KyAbTypbl, ONpeleAuTb TpaHULBl apeasda €€ pacnpocTpaHeHMs,
yCTAaHOBUTb CXOACTBA M pPasAuuMsl CUHXPOHHBIX M AMaXPOHHBIX apXeOAOTMYecKMX
APeBHOCTell B paMKax MHTepecylollell MccAeloBaTels UCTOPUKO-KYAbTYPHOI 3OHBI.
Apxeoa0TM MCXOASAT W3 MHTYWUTHBHOTIO IpeACTaBA€HMUs, COTAacHO KOTOPOMY
BbIpa>keHHasl B CXOACTBaX ONpeAeAEHHBIX apTedpaKToB MpeeMCTBEHHOCTh MaTepuaAbHOI
Ky AbTYPbl COOTBETCTBYeT DTHOSA3BIKOBOI MMpeeMcTBeHHOCTU. OgHaKO OMBIT MOKa3blBaerT,
YTO KOPHM apXeoAOTMYeCKMX KyAbTYp, KaK MpaBUAO, YXOAAT B pasHble CTOPOHBI, B
HeJpa Pa3sAMYHBIX NPeAlIecTBYIOLIMX STHOAMHIBOKYAbTYPHbIEX KOHTMHYYMOB, U C
KaKOJl 13 HUX COBITadaeT sI3bIKOBasl MPeeMCTBEHHOCTb — HEsICHO.

BHesaniHoe mMosiBAeHMe MAM ~ UCYE3HOBEHUE  ApPeBHOCTEN  (MAMAMHUKOS,
KOMHMAEKCO8, KYALIMYP, KYAbHYPHO-UCMOpUHECKUX 00ujHOCmeil) OOBIYHO OO'bSICHSIETCS
MUTIpaLueli, BTOp>KeHueM, KOAOHM3aluel, accuMuasumein u T. n. Ho yaie Bcero n
BOBCe ocCTaBasieTcst Oe3 Kakoro Obl To HU ObiA0 oObsicHeHUs. KcraTy, crienmaamcraM
XOPOLUO U3BECTHO, YTO ApeBHMEe MUTpaLMH, 4a’Ke KpyIlHble, MacCOBble, MPaKTUYeCcK/ He
OCTaBASIOT apXeo0AOTUYeCKMX CAeA0B. DTO siIBAeHMe B CIeljaAbHON AUTepaType daxke
yCIeAo MOAYYUTDH CIleliaAbHOE Ha3BaHUe — «MOHTOABCKUI CUHAPOM» (IoapoOHee 00
»TOM cM.: YepHsbix, 2009, 143-145; 2013, I, 283-284). IlpocaexxuBaeMble O MaTepuasiam
apxeo0A0TMYeCcKIX KOMIIA€KCOB U3MeHeHM sl B AeMeHTaxX MaTepuaAbHOM Ky AbTYpPbl IpU
0osee rayOOKOM M3y4eHMU 3a4aclylo He SBASIOTCS pe3yAbTaroM MMMUIpaLuu
UHOPOAHBIX MAEeMEH U / UAU CMEeHbl HaceAeHUsl (MAU acCUMUASILIUY aDOPUTEHOB); B UX
OCHOBe MOTYT AeXaTb COBepIIEeHHO ApyTMe MNPUYMHBI — HalmpuMmep, aganrtanus K
MU3MEeHUBIIMMCs TIPUPOAHO-KAMMATUYECKUM yCAOBUIM U T. II.

Apxeosorn 0osee UAM MeHee YCIELIHO BbIAEAAIOT apeaAbl KyAbTyp, HO
UCTIBITBIBAIOT 3arpyAHeHus npu adpdpuananum apeaioB apXeoAOTMYECKUX KyAbTYp C
apealaMu ApPEBHUX DTHOSZBIKOBBIX COODILIECTB, TaK KaK «UCTOPUKO-KYAbTYpHbIE
OOLIHOCTI» He BCeTda KOPPeAUpPYIOT C HTHOSI3BIKOBLIMM, a apeadbl apXeoAOTMYecKMX
KyAbTYyp U STHUYECKMX OOLLIHOCTEN, 3a pedKMMM WUCKAIOUEHUSIMU, He COBMadaloT.
Onupasch UCKAIOUUTEABHO Ha apXxeoAOoTrnyeckKie MCTOYHMKM HEeBO3MO>KHO MOCTPOUTD
xoTst Obl BecbMa NpUOAUZUTEAbPHOE MpeAcTaBAeHMe O TakoM (peHOMeHe, KaKOBLIM
ABASIETCS DTHOAVHIBOKYABTYPHBIVI KOHTHHYYM JoucTOpudyeckoi smnoxu. Ilostomy
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npo0iaeMa KOppeAsLMU BTHOCA, sI3bIKa ¥ MaTepUaAbHOM KyAbTYpPbl OCTaéTcsl 4aAEKO0M
OT OAHO3HAYHOTO peLIeHus.

Marepunaapl apxeoAOTMYECKUX MCCA€AO0BAaHMII U pe3yAbTaThl AMaXPOHUYECKOM
AVHTBMICTUYECKOV KOMMapaTUBUCTUKM MOTYT OTpa’kaThb COBEPIIEHHO pa3Hble CTOPOHbI
1 TIPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BpeMeHHble CTallil DTHOAMHIBOKYAbTyporeHesa. Tak, Hampumep,
apxeoJ0rnyeckrie MCTOYHMKM YKa3blBalOT Ha TNPOHUMKHOBEHME psida KyAbTYPHBIX
apredakToB M3BHE, HO Ha S3BIKOBOM MaTepuale TOT IpoLecC MpaKTU4ecky He
BBISIBASIETCS AMDO B CUAY TepeHOoca CTapblX Ha3BaHUII Ha HOBble peaauy, AUOO M3-3a
oOpaszoBaHMsl Ha3BaHUI HOBBIX OOBEKTOB U SIBA€HUI C TOMOLLbIO BHyTPEHHUX pecy PcoB
A3bIKa-peLuIeHTa, HalpuMep, NMocpeiCcTBOM HOMMHATUBHBIX CMHTarmeMm. BosmoskeH
1 MPOTUBOIIOAOKHBIN CAydail: Ha3dBaHNs DK30TUUECKMX peaaunii MPOHUKAIOT B SA3BIK, a
COOTBETCTBYIOLIME MM peaauu B KyAbTypy Hapoda He mnocrynaior. IlTostomy
COOTHOLLIEHNE MeXAy apXeO0AOTMYEeCKON KyAbTypON AOUCTOPUYECKON BDIIOXU U
STHOSI3LIKOBOI OOLHOCTBIO — BOMIPOC 0COOBIN, KaXKAblil pa3 TpeOyloluil mpoBedeHNs!
CIeL1aAbHOTO KOMITAEKCHOTO MHTEPAUCLUIIAMHAPHOTO UccAeA0BaHKsl (ToapoOHee 00
»TOM cM.: [IIHMpeabman, 1993).

BosmokHoCcTM  KOppekTHO  adpdpuananuu  apxXeoAOTMUecKUX KyAbTyp C
STHOAMHIBOKY/ABTYPHBIM KOHTMHYYMOM BecbMa orpaHuueHbl (IInupeabman, 1993;
Hanoapcknx, 2018, 18), nostomy cama MeToguMKa MpOBeAeHUS] HTHUYECKON
ndeHTUPUKALUN apXe0AOTUYECKO KyAbTYpPbl BbI3bIBA€T MHOXKeCTBO Bompocos. Kak
MOHUMAaTh DTHUYECKME OOLIIHOCTY DIIOXU MaAe0ANTa, Me30AUTa UAU TTaleoMeTaAAa, T.
e. cyObekTpl mnasdeoucropun? MOXKHO AU IO CKy4HBIM OCTaTKaM MarepuaAbHON
KyAbTypbl ~ OMNO3HaThb ApeBHME DTHOAUHIBOKYyAbTypHble oOwHoctn?  Kakmumun
cpeAcTBaMM UM MeTO4aMM  MOJKHO  OIO3HaThb ®THMUYeCKOe B  MaTepuasdax
apxeoaorudeckux KyAbTtyp? Kak, Ha ocHOoBe Kakux ¢pakToB U KaKMM OOpa3oM MOXKHO
OOBEKTUBHO MAEHTUPULMPOBATh apXeOAOTUYECKYIO KyAbTypy U  DTHUYECKYIO
obmHocTs? Kak onmpeseAuTh OTHOLLIEHME Pa3HBIX IMIIOTe3 K APeBHell UCTOPUUECKOIl
peaabHocTu? Haa »TumMm BonpocaMu ObErcsi He OAHO IIOKOAEHME apXeo/A0TOB,
®THOAOTOB, AHTPONOAOIOB, AWHIBUCTOB-KOMIIApaTUBMUCTOB, HO CTPOTONM Hay4HON
MeTOAMKM AAs1 KOPPEKTHOM MHTerpanuy AaHHBIX CMEXKHBIX COLIMaAbHO-TyMaHUTapPHbIX
HayK ITOKa elé HeT.

Bo3MO>KHOCTM ®THOAMHTBOKYALTYPHOI arpuOyLUM apXeoAOTUYEeCKUX KyAbTYp,
yBbI, BeCbMa OrpaHU4YeHbl; apXeoAOTMYecKuil MaTepuas, 3a peAKUMU UCKAIOYEHUSIMY,
He AaéT 4YETKUX peaeBaHTHBIX CBedeHUN AAsd pa3TpaHU4YeHUs] aBTOXTOHHOIO WAMN
MUIPALMOHHOTO Pa3BUTMs ITaMITHUKA, Jda U KyAbTYypbl B LeaoM. MarepuaabHas
KyAbTypa o0Aajaer BBICOKOW CTeleHbI0 MOOMABHOCTM UM A€rKO MpOABUTaercs Ha
OTPOMHBbIE€ PacCTOSIHUs, IIPOXOAsl Yepe3 MHOIMe DSTHUYeCKMe TIpaHMUUbL. SpKum
NPUMEPOM TOMY CAY>KUT TaK Ha3blBaeMblil celiMMHCKO-TYpOMHCKUIT TPaHCKY AbTY PHBII
¢peHoMeH (mogpobHee 0 HEM cM.: UepHbix,2009, 268 u caea.; 2013, 1, 269-283). 3avacryio
He TOABKO OTAeAbHble IpyMIbl apTedakros, HO gaxke LieAable KyAbTypHble KOMIAEKCHI,
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Npoxo4si IO AAMHHONM Liernouke MOMyAsiLiUi, CTaHOBIATCS OOLIMM AOCTOSIHUEM
Pa3AMUYHBIX ~ HTHOCOLMAABHBIX  TIPYII, OTAMYAIOLIUXCS Apyr OT Apyra IO
aHTPOIIOAOTNYECKOMY TUILY, SI3bIKY, KyAbType, dTHUUYECKOMY CaMOCO3HaHUIO U T. A.

ITooToMy mnpy pPeKOHCTPYKUMM PpaHHUX BTaloB WUCTOPUM  DTHUYECKUX
oO1LIHOCTEI CIieliMaAuCThl AOQA>KHEI onuparbcst Ha apxeoAorn4ecKue
DTHOAUATHOCTUPYIOLIME KpUTepuu npeseabHo ocrtopoxHo. Ilo oanum T0ABKO
apXeoAOTMYeCKUMM MCTOYHMKAM HEeBO3MOXKHO IIPOCAeAUTh peaabHble KyALTypHO-
UCTOpUYECKMe TIPOLecChl APeBHOCTH, TaK KaK MarepuadbHas KyAbTypa cama Mo cebe
MaAo MpUrogHa AAsl peKOHCTPYKLMUU PaHHUX DTAIllOB UCTOPUY DTHOAUHIBOKY AbTY PHBIX
KOHTHHYYMOB. ['eHeTuueckne KOpPHU OTAEABHBIX COCTABHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB AI000TO
DTHOAMHIBOKYAbTYPHOTO KOHTMHYyMa 3a4yaclylo yXOAsT B pasHble CTOPOHBL Yy
MaTepuaAbHO KyAbTYPbl — IO OAHUM AUHUSM, Y S3bIKa — 10 APYTUM, a y reHodpoHAa —
no rperbuM. Ecan Hanboaee cuAbHBI KOPeHb sA3bIKa UAET, CKaXkeM, Ha BOCTOK, TO 9TO
AaAeKo He TapaHTUs, 4TO Haubo/Aee 3HAYMMBIII KOpeHb MarepuaAbHOI KyAbTYypbl He
UAET Ha 3amnad, a KOpHUM reHodoHga — BooOllle Ha Bce 4Yerblpe cropoHbl. Orcioga
pasHoraacus Mexay IpeAcTaBUTeAs MU CMEKHBIX HayK, MHOXKeCTBO pPa3HOPe4MBbIX
KOHLIeITL M1 TTPOUCXO>KAEHUS Ka>KAO0TO DTHOCA U Aa’Ke apXeoA0IMYecKON KyAbTy phl.

ITo merkomy 3ameuannio /A.H. I'ymnaésa, «...KyaAbTypbl, CO3J4aHHble DTHOCAMU,
Mepe>KMBAIOT MEPBLIX U BBOAAT B 3a0Ay>KAeHMe BTOPBIX, 3acTaBAsisl UX OTOXKAECTBASITD
TBOpeHMe C TBOPLIOM U MCKaThb aHAAOTUU MeXKAy BelllaMu U AioabMu» (I'ymunaés, 1979,
II, 188, pur. nmo: TI'ymnaés, 1990, 289). BonpocoB MHOIo, a OTBETOB HeT, TaK Kak
noBeJdeHNe  DTHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHBIX  OOLHOCT€l  HEBO3MO>KHO  BBIBECTM U3
0CODEHHOCTell TUMOAOTUM U CTUAMCTUKM MaTepuaabHOIl KyAbTypbl. He Toabko
OTAeAbHble TIpeAMeThl, OTAeAbHble TUIbI apTedaKroB, HO U LieAble CepuU KyAbTYPHbIX
MHHOBaLIMI1 — Belllell U MAeil — MOTyT LIUMPKyAMPOBaTh U3 O4HOIM 00AAaCTU B APYTYIO
Aaxke Des HEITOCPeACTBEHHOTO KOHTaKTa AIOAEN. O4Hako Ba>KHeMIUNA BOIPOC — Oblaa
AV DTO LUUPKyAsLUUs AlOAeN, UAell UAU Belleil — DTHOapXeoAoraMy, Kak ITpaBUAO,
0OX0AUTCS MOAYAHUEM.

A. K. llanmomHMKOB NMPULLEA K HEyTeLUUTEeAbHLIM BBIBOAAM: «...apXe0AO0TUsl KaK
Hayka He o0JagaerT MoKa MeTo4aMM HAy4YHOIO YCTaHOBAEHUs MpUHAAAEKHOCTU
KOHKPETHOTO si3blKa K KOMIIAEKCYy MaTepuaauszaluuil Apyrnx 0a3oBbIX CeMUOTUYECKMX
cucrteM 9oTHOca (T. €. dA3bIKa K apXeoAOTMYecKOlM KyAbType)»; «...BHyTpM cCaMO
apXeoAOTUYeCKON HayKM COBEplIeHHO He pa3paboTaHbl MeTOAbl U  MEeTOAMKMU
yCTaHOBAEHUsI TeHEeTUYeCKOIO poACTBa ABYX apXeOAOTMYECKUX KyAbTyp, Kak
OCTaBA€HHBIX AByMsl TeHeTU4ecK POACTBEHHBIMM BTHOCAMMU... DTO COCTOsSHUE He
I03BOAsIeT apXe0A0raM BLICTPOUTL pOJOCAOBHOE APEBO apXeOAOTUYeCKUX KYAbTYP B UX
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOI COOTHECEHHOCTU»... «/J0 Tex Mop, Moka He OydyT
HallAeHbl apXeoAOornyecKue KpUTepum pasAndeHus AUBEPreHTHLIX U KOHBEepPTreHTHBIX
MPOLIeCCOB B apXeOAOTMUYeCKUX KyAbTypax, He MOoXKeT ObITh U peun 00 yCcTaHOBAEHUU
reHeTUYeCKOM  MPeeMCTBeHHOCTM  apXeOAOTMYecKUX KyAbTyp U OIlpejeaeHun
IIePBUYHOIO LIeHTpa MX MPOUCXO>KAeHus1» [1].
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DTOT BEepAUKT MHe KakeTcsl CAMIIKOM CypOBbIM, OJHaKO Npu paboTe ¢
apXeoAOTMYeCKMMM  MCTOYHUKAMM M 3HAKOMCTBE C  DHTHOAPXE€OAOTUYECKUMU
UCCAeAOBaHMAMM O HEM HeoOXo4AMMO TNOMHUTL. HecMmoTpst Ha ckenTuyeckoe
OTHOLLIEHME K BO3MOKHOCTSIM M3y4YeHNsI DTHOAUHIBOKYAbTY PHBIX ITPOLIECCOB 4aAEKOTO
IIPOLILAOTO Ha apXe0A0TUYECKOM MaTepuase, caeAdyeT MOAYEPKHYTh, YTO DSTHUYHOCTD —
peaabHO CyLeCTBYIOIINI COLUMOKYALTYPHBIN (PeHOMEH, cAeA0BaTeAbHO, TPU U3yd9eHUN
npobAemM BTHOTeHe3a U STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOI MCTOPUM MPOLIAOTo Bcerda OyAeT
BO3HMKaTh  OOLEKTMBHas  HeoOXOAMMOCTb — oOpalllaThcsd K apXeoAOTUYeCcKUM
VMCTOYHMKAM.

OObekTuBHasl MASHTUPUKALMA apXeoAOTUYeCKO KyAbTYpbl € TOW MAU WHON
STHOCOLIMAABHON OpraHu3almen, Kak 1 caMoO BbldeAeHle apXe0A0TUYEeCKON KyAbTY Phl,
BO3MO>KHO AUILIB MOCAe TAyDOKOTO M3ydeHUs B3auMOCBs3ell Mexxay HuMu. VsydeHne
npobAeM BSTHOAMHIBOKYALTypOreHe3a U MaAeoucTopuyu Tpebyer OT y4eHOro
UCMOAb30BaHMs (aKTUIECKOro Marepuada U MeETO40AO0TMYECKOTO amrmapara CaMbIX
pasHbIX CcOUMAaAbHO-TyMaHUTAapHbIX Aucuunaud. Il AKoyHc cuyuTaer, 41O A4Sl
AaAeKBATHOTO TMOHMMAaHUSI DTHOAMUHIBOKYABTYPHBIX KOHTEKCTOB ITPOLIAOIO aHaAu3
BTHUYECKOTO B apXeoAOTMYecKMX KyAbTypax HeoOXOAUM, a MCTOPUYECKUI MoAX0d, K
®THOCY UM Pa3BUTUIO STHUYHOCTU B COBPEMEHHON COLMAAbHO-TYMaHUTApHON HaykKe
SIBASIETCSI KAIOYEBBIM [2].

Ceifuac y>Ke sCHO, YTO COLMAAbHO-TYMaHUTapPHBIM AMCLIUIIAKMHAM HeOOXOAMMO
00beAMHUTDH CBOU YCUAUS AAs pazpabOTKN MPUHLUITMAABHO HOBBIX METOAOB, METOAUK,
METOJ0AOTUM U TEXHOAOTMI KOMIIAEKCHOIO M3ydeHMs HaCyLIHBIX Npobaem
IMaA€OVCTOPUN DTHOAVHIBOKYABTY PHBIX KOHTUMHYYMOB Ha OCHOBe MHTerpali BCex
peAeBaHTHBIX  OTpacaen 3HAHUI. [MpunuunuaabHO  BaykKHas npobaema
DTHOAPX€OAOTUYECKOTO acleKTa M3ydyeHMs! ITaAeOUCTOPUN BTHOAUHIBOKYAbTYPHOIO
KOHTUMHYyMa COCTOUT B pazpabOTKe TeOpeTUIecKMX OOOCHOBaAHU A ¥ METOA0A0TMIeCKIX
IIPUEMOB pa3TpaHUYeHUsT TeHeTUYECKON MPEeeMCTBeHHOCTU apXe0AOTUYeCKUX KyAbTyp
OT UX MUCTOPUYECKOIO B3aUMOAEVICTBUS U B3aMMOBAUSHNSA. TOABKO BOOPY>KUBLIUCh
NPUHLUIINAABHO  HOBOM  METOAOAOTHEN  KOMIIAEKCHBIX — MEeXANCUUMANHAPHBIX
1CCA€AOBaHUI, COLMAAbHO-TyMaHUTapHas TIOPKOAOIUWsI HOBOTO ITOKOAEHUSI MOXKeT
0CBODOAUTLCSI  OT  HaKOMMBIIMXCA — CyObBeKTUBHBIX — TMIIOTe3,  MPOTUBOPEUMii,
c00Aa3HUTEABHBIX, HO YMO3PUTEAbHBIX AOMBICAOB U 3aKPHITh 3UAIOLINI TpoOea MexXay
«®THUYECKOI OOIIHOCTBIO» U «apXe0AOTUYECKON KYABTY pOil».

Imunorunzeucmuyieckuii.  dacnekm. B paMkax u3yuyeHus — IpeabICTOpUN
MPOTOTIOPKCKOIM DTHOAMHIBOKYAbTYPHOI OOLIHOCTY KOHEUHOM! LieAblO UcCAeJ0BaHMs B
naeaae sIBAS€TCS BOCCO34aHME BCErO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOIO KOHTHHYyMa
DBOAIOLNU  KaXXA0rO OTAEABHO B3ATOTO TIOPKOS3BIYHOTO Hapoda B IIMPOKOM
XPOHO/AOTMYECKOM AMallazoHe — ¢ 40CTYITHOTO 0003 PeHMIO MPOTOTIOPKCKOTO COCTOSIHM
AO aKTyaAbHOI STHOrpadpUYecKoll COBPeMEHHOCTHM, BbIUAeHss MpU BTOM Y3AOBbIe
®Tarbl MPOMAEHHOTO BSTUM HApOAOM WCTOPUYECKOrO IIyTH U pacKpbiBas BKJag
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MCTOpUYECKM KOHTAaKTMPOBaBLIMX MHOCUCTEMHBIX ®THOCOB B €r0 TeHe3MC U BBOAIOLIMIO
Ha Ka>KA0 AMaXpOHNYECKOM cTpare.

SI3BIK SIBASE€TCS OAHMM M3 Ba’KHEMIUNMX AMarHOCTUPYIOLIMX MPU3HAKOB HTHOCA.
[TosTOMy U3y4deHMe MpoOAEMBl MAA€OUCTOPUM AIOOOTO HapOAa eCTeCTBEHHO HadaTb C
onpedeAeHys] MPUHAAAEKHOCTU €ro si3blka K TOM MAM MHOI KaaccupUKaLMOHHO
rpynne. PopmuposaHue sigpa AMHIBUcTUYecKO ceMby VI.B. KopmylumH npeacrabasier
caeaytominM obpaszom: «I[Ipoljecc MHTerpanum rpynn 0AU3KUX 41MaA€KTOB B SI3bIKOBbIE
ceMbu TPOMCXOAMA C Pa3HOM CTeNeHbI0 KOHCOAMAMPOBAHHOCTM Ha  Pa3HBIX
TeppUTOPUSIX M B pasHOe BpeMs U 3aHsA BCIO “OAMKHIOIO AOUCTOPUYECKYIO” SIOXy
(10-5 Tbic. AeT 40 H. ®.). OH OblA BBI3BAH HKCTPAAMHIBUCTUYECKUMU NPUYMHAMU —
HeoOXOAMMOCTBIO OObeAVHEHUs] Pa3pO3HEHHbIX MAeMEH B 0oaplliMe coLUyMbl. B
S3bIKOBOM [4aHe Takue oObeAUMHEHUs MNpPoXoAuAu ¢ OOparHBIM BEKTOPOM IO
OTHOLLIEHUIO KO BCedMaleKTHON AMCIepcun, T.e. yepes OnpedeAéHHyIO yHUDUKALUIO
MOp¢eMHOrIOo U AeKCeMaTU4eCcKoro MHBeHTaps» [3].

S3BIK — Ba’KHBIN, HO He eAMHCTBEHHLINI 9STHOOMNpeAeAsIOLINII KOMIIOHEHT,
MO®TOMYy, KOrJa Hay4Has Ipo0AemMa KacaeTcsi MPOTOTIOPKCKON MNpoOAeMaTUKH,
MccaeaoBaTeAll HEIIPeMeHHO MepexoAsT Ha ®THUYEeCKUI acleKT, TO eCThb Ha M3yuyeHNe
ucTopum oOLIero npeaka HapoAOB TIOPKCKOI SI3BIKOBO ceMbU. AAsl paHHUX DTAIoB
pasBUTUSL  4YeAOBeuecTBa  XapaKTepHbl  JuéepzeHmHble  Npoyeccbl: B YCAOBUSIX
AOMVHUPOBaHUSI MNPUCBaMBaIOLEro XO35MCTBa IAeMs, AOCTUIHYB KPUTUYECKOTO
AeMorpaduueckoro mnpeseaa, pachalaloch, U OTAeAbHble TPYIILl PacceAsAUCh IO
OlIKyMeHe B IIOMCKax ®DKoAoTrMyeckoll HuiuM. KoHeéepzeHmHble npoueccb HadyMHAIOT
pa3BUBaTLC TOABKO B CBSI3M C pasBUTHEM ITpousBodsdllero xossiicrsa. OOpazoBaHue
STHOAMHTBOKYALTYPHBIX OOLIIHOCTEl ¢ ODLLIUM s3bIKOM CAelyeT MOHMMaTh KakK BecbMa
NPOAO/>KUTEAbHDBINI ~ MHTETPAaTUBHBIN  MPOLIeCC, KOHBEpreHUUs POJOINAeMeHHBIX
MONyAsALUI B KPyIHble COLMYMbI IPOAOAXKalach BeKaMl, BOBAeKasl B KOH(pesepaLio
BCE HOBBIE U HOBBIE ITAeMeHa.

Murerpanus 6AM3KUX POAOINAEMEHHBIX UANOMOB B OMNPeAeAEHHYIO SI3BIKOBYIO
OOIIHOCTL OBIAN BbI3BaHbl DKCTPAAMHIBUCTUUECKMMY NMPUYMHAMU — HEOOXOAUMOCTBIO
00beAVHEHU S Pa3PO3HEHHbIX NTAeMEH B COIO3HI M1AeMEH, MOAUTUHN U TPOTOrocyAapcrsa.
Takass HeoOXOAMMOCTL BO3HMKAaeT B 9SIOXy 5DHeoAUTa-NMaleoMeTalla B CBI3U C
pasBuUTHEM MPOU3BOAsLLErO Xo3siicTBa. B mpolecce ¢dopmupoBaHus KpyIMHBIX
COLMYMOB «KaKOW-TO AMaAeKT, OOBIYHO B CUAY COLMAAbHO-IOAMTUYECKUX MPUUMUH,
3aHMMaeT B 00beAVMHUBLLIENCS TPyIIle AMaleKTOB I1aBeHCTByIollee noAoKeHne. OH He
TOABKO BBIMIOZHSIET POAb CPeACTBa MeXKAMAAEKTHOTO OOLLleHUs, HO U CTAHOBUTCS
obpasLoM 445 nodpaxkaHus. ITockoAbKy cuTyalusi coxpaHsieTcsi 4AUTeAbHOe BpeMsi
(uHave oOpasoBaHMe CeMbU MOTAO NMPeKpaTUThCsl, €4Ba HavdaBLUUCh), [1aBeHCTBY IOLLINIA
AMaAeKT, Kak MNpasuao, abcopOupyer HEKOTOPYIO 4acTh S3LIKOBBIX OCOOEHHOCTeN
APYTUX AMAAEKTOB U Mepexo4UT Ha MoAo>KeHMe obleceMeiiHOTO KoiiHe» [4]. ITpouecc
UHTerpauuy MAMOMOB pa3HON CTelleHM MaTepuaabHONl U CTPYKTYpHOI OAM3OCTU
NpoucTeKaa B TeueHMe AAUTeAbHOTO BpeMeHM, U B cAydae C KaXXAbIM KOHKPETHBIM
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poJ4onAeMeHHbLIM HapeueM HeOAMHaKOBbIMl BpeMeHHOW Aualla3oH. Biaumogeiicrsue
MeXXAy pa3HLIMM  MOPOTOTIOPKCKUMMMU  AMalAeKTaMU  UMeAM  pa3Hylo  CTereHb
VHTEHCUBHOCTU U MPOAOAKUTEABHOCTU:  OAHM  KOHTaKTUpPYIOLKe  UAUOMBI
aCCUMMUAUPOBAANCHL OBICTPO M MPaKTUYeCKU He OCTaBUAM CAeda, APyTue Aep KaAuch
OTHOCUTEABHO AOATO M BHOCMAU B (pOpMUPOBaHME sI3bIKa 3HAYMTeAbHble MHHOBALIUU.
M.B. KopMyLIMH nosaraer, 4To «BO MHOTUX S3bIKOBBIX C€MbsIX 4acThb AMAAEKTOB OblAa
oObedliHeHa He ¢ caMbiMM OAM3BKMMHU HAMOMaMM, a KpOMe TOro, K MpoLeccy
VHTerpaluy, KOTOPbIN 3aHMMaA AAUTEeAbHOe U B cAydae Ka’KAoM ceMbU HeOAUHAaKOBOe
BpeMsl, MOAKAIOYaAUCh U B daAbHelllleM. BO3MOXXHO, MIMEHHO TUM 0OCTOSATEAbCTBOM
OOBSICHSIIOTCSl  Pa3AUYHOTO  pOda HECTBIKOBKM B CPaBHUTEAbHO-UCTOPUYECKUX
MOCTpOeHMsIX» [5]. DTU MOAOXKEHUS! KaK HeAb3sl Aydlle OOLICHSIOT UCTOpUYecKye
Cy4bObl  OTAEABHBIX  POAOINAEMEHHBIX  UAMOMOB  BHYTpU  (POpMUpPYIOLLENCs
MPOTOTIOPKCKON I3bIKOBOI OOLLIHOCTH.

K coxxasenuio, apxeoa0ru, ®THOAOTU U MCTOPUKU CAaDO IpeAcTaBAsIorT cebe
3aKOHBI TaK Ha3blBa€MbIX peryAspHLIX COOTBETCTBUI, a TIOTOMYy K JaHHBIM
AVAXPOHUYECKON AMHIBUCTUYECKOM KOMITapaTUBUCTUKM OTHOCATCSI CBBICOKA, €CAU He
ckazaTb npeHeOpexxuteabHo. CoBnageHust cA0BapHOro (poHda ¢ apXeoAOTMYeCKMMU
peaausiMM  KOAAETM U3 MUCTOPUYECKUX LIEXOB cuuTaloT OedHBIMU U caabbIMU,
MOABAACTHBIMU  CAYYaMHOCTSIM: IPOU3BOABHOMY BbIIIadeHUIO CAOB U3 AeKCUKOHA
s13bIKa, CMeHe 3HaueHsl, HeoOsA3aTeAbHOCTY COOTBETCTBUS CAOB peaausiM U T. 4. Mexay
TeM, B Ipoledype UccAeAoBaHNsl DTHOTEHETUYeCKUX U STHOUCTOPUYECKUX SIBASHUM, B
9aCTHOCTH, TMPU HTHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOI arpuOyLUM apXeoAOTUYeCKUX KOMIIAEKCOB
AaHHble CPaBHUTEABHOIO UCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOTO UM KOMMapaTHBHO-KOHTPAaCTUBHO-
KOHTaKTOAOTMYeCKOTO UCCAe40BaHUs AeKCUKU MpuodperaloT ocolylo 3HaunmocTs. Ho
pe3yabTaTbl  AMaxXpOHUYECKOW AUHIBUCTUYECKOM KOMITapaTUBUCTUKM U3-3a CBOE
CAO>KHOCTU TPYAHOAOCTYIHBI apXeoAoraM M 9THOAOTaM, MOYTOMY AUHIBUCTUYECKUN
MaTepuaa B BDTHOAPXeOAOTUYECKUX MCCAA0OBaHUIX TOABKO B PeAKMX cAydasx
UCTMOAB3YIOTCS KBaAM(PpULUPOBAHHO.

Hekoropble crnienimaaucTel roAaaraior, 4YTO apxeoAOTUsl Jake B KyIle ¢
DTHOAOTUEN Bpsd AN  MOXeT OOBEeKTMBHO pelllaTb  BOMPOCH  STHUYECKOI]
ndeHTUPUKALUN APEBHUX MaMITHUKOB, U eil Aydlle OTKa3aTbCsl OT 9THOTEHETUYEeCKOI]
npoO0AeMaTUKH, 32 UCKAIOUEHEeM TeX XPOHOTOIMOB, 4451 OCBELLleHUs KOTOPbIX MMeeTCs
AOCTaTOYHOE KOANYECTBO HapPaTUBHBIX MUCbMEHHBIX M AMHIBUCTUYECKMX MUCTOYHUKOB
[6]. OObexkTMBHOCTL U KOPPEKTHOCTL TMOADOPKU HTHOOMpPeAeAsIOINX MapKEepoB
apXeoAOTUYeCKON KyAbTYpbl BO MHOTOM OIlpedeAsieTCsl COMpPSI>KEHHOCThIO BLIOPaHHBIX
KpUTEpUEeB C SI3bIKOM IpealioAaraeMblX HOCUTeAel U3ydaeMoM KyAbTypbl, BepHee, C
PEeKOHCTPYUPOBaHHBIM € TIOMOLLBIO  MCIBITAHHOTO BpeMeHeM  CpaBHUTeALHOTO
MICTOPUKO-TEHeTUYEeCKOTO MeToda CAOBapé€M BTOro s3bika. Baknenmmmu u ropasgo
0osee MHPOPMATUBHBIMM UCTOUHUKAMU AAsl U3Y4eHUs MaA€OUCTOPUM TIOPKCKOTO
HTHOAMHIBOKY ALTY PHOTO yHUBepPCyMa, TOMUMO apXeoAOTUYeCKMUX u
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[1aA€0aHTPONOAOTUYECKUX  MaTepuadoB,  ABAAIOTCA  AaHHble  AMaXpOHUYECKON
AVIHTBUCTUYECKOM KOMMApaTUBUCTUKY, TOAy4YeHHble B pe3yAbrare MaclITaOHOTO
CpaBHUTEABLHOIO MCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOTO U3ydeHUsl oOleil AeKCUKU POACTBEHHBIX
SI3BIKOB.

B mocaeanein werseprum XX — Havase XXI BeKOB TIOPKOAOIMS U TIOPKCKOe
CpaBHUTEALHO-UCTOPUYECKOE sI3BIKO3HaHUe cAedaAy MOLUHBIN PBIBOK BIiepés [7].
Marepuaapl AMaXpOHUYECKON AUHIBUCTUYECKOW KOMITapaTUBUCTUKM BC€ dalle
NIPUBAEKAIOTCS NPU MU3YyYeHUUM ApPeBHENIIMX DTalloB DTHOTeHe3a U IaAeouCcTOpUn
STHOAMHTBOKYALTYPHBIX yHUBEpCyMOB. UTOOBI MOHsITh, KakKMMU ObIAM NPUPOAHO-
KAMMaTU4ecKe 1 5KOAoTM4Yeckie XxapakTepuCcTUKM apeala oOUTaHUSI POTOTIOPKCKIUX
MOMYyASILVI, AWHTBUCTBI-KOMITapaTUBUCTBl BOCCTaHAaBAMBAIOT COCTOsIHME MCKOHHOTO
caoBapHoro ¢oH4a TMPOTOTIOPKCKOTO s3blKa HakaHyHe II€pBUYHOIO pacraga
STHOAMHIBOKYALTYPHOTO yHUBepcyMa. PekoHcTpyupys OOLUMpHLBIE MAACTbl A€KCUKU
Npas3blKOB  PasHbIX  AUMAXPOHUYECKMX  YPOBHENM,  AMHIBUCTBI-KOMIIapaTUBUCTHI
MOAY4alOT pealbHylO BO3MOXHOCTb M3y4aTh OCOOEHHOCTU HTHOKYALTY Pbl, COLIMaAbHOM
opraHusauum 1 oOpasa >KM3HU MTpasTHOCA Ha PasHbIX XPOHOTOMOAOTMYECKUX CTpaTax
ero DBOAIOLINN. DKcrnaHcuA TpaguLOHHOTO CpaBHUTEABHO-UCTOPUIECKOTO
sSI3bIKO3HaHUsl B cpepy DTHOKYAbTYPOAOTUN U MAACOUCTOPUM CTAaBUT Ha MOBECTKY AHsI
BOIIPOC O KOoNepaluy, B3aUMOAENCTBUU U  COTPyAHUYECTBE  AMHIBUCTOB-
KOMIIapaTUBUCTOB C MpeACTaBUTeASIMU Psida CMEXHBIX COLMaAbHO-TyMaHUTapHBIX
AUCLUUNAUH, paszpabaTeiBalOlUMK MNpoOAeMaruKy 9THOTeHe3a U IaAeoucTopun
STHOAMHIBOKYALTYPHBIX yHUBepcyMoB. Ho mnoka cpean gasékux or npodaem
AVIAXPOHUYECKON AMHTBUCTUYECKON KOMIapaTUBUCTUKKU TyMaHUTapueB YCTOMYMBO
AEP>KUTCsl MOpOYHasl «TeHAEHLUs MPsIMO U Oe30TOBOPOYHO OTOXKAECTBASITL ApeBHUE
apxeoAoruyeckye KOMIAEKChl ¢ TeMU UAM MHBIMU AUHTIBUCTUYECKMMU OOLIHOCTSIMU.
Mrorom cayskaT AMHIBOapXeoAOTMYeCcKMe OTOXKAeCTBAEHUs, He TOAbLKO KapAWHaAbHO
pacxoasiyecst Mexkay coboil, HO U Mo4YTU He noggaioluecst 6oaee CTporoi NpoBepKe,
TaKk KaK WX aBTOpbl (pakrudeckym He MNpeasaralorT HUKakux 0OoJee UAM MeHee
Pa3sBEPHYTLIX OOOCHOBaHMI1 AAsl BblgBUraeMmbix rumnores» [8]. Cyuecrsylomine Ha
AAHHBIII MOMEHT CpaBHUTe/bHble UCTOPUKO-TEHeTHYecKMue MuccAedoBaHus B obDAacTu
AMaXPOHUYECKON TIOPKCKOI AMHIBUCTUYECKON KOMMaparusucTtuku [9] HocsT cyrybo
AVIHTBUCTUYeCKUI XxapakTep. I[losToMy oOHM Maa0 mnpuBAeKalOT IpeacTaBUTeAel
CMEXHBIX AUCLUUMNAUH — apXeoAOTOB, COLMAABHO-KyABTYPHBIX U  (PU3UIECKUX
aHTPOII0AOIOB, 9THOKYAbTYPOAOTOB U T. A.

BaskHO oOparurh BHMMaHMe Ha KaueCTBO CpaBHUTEAbHO-UCTOPUYECKUX LITYAMIA.
OmunbouHble PeKOHCTPYKLMY CHeLMaAuCTOB B 004acTU CpaBHUTEABHO-UCTOPUYIECKOTO
TIOPKCKOTO  SI3bIKO3HaHMS, BO3HMKAIOLIMe U3-3a TeOPeTUKO-MeTOA0AOTUYECKUX
HeJopabOTOK,  OCAOMKHSIIOT  MHTerpaumio  oOpaboTaHHOIO  KOMIapaTUBUCTAMU
AVIHTBUCTUYECKOTO MaTepuala ¢ AaHHBIMU CMEXKHBIX AUCLUIIAMH, HaIllpuMmep,
THOTEHETUKON, STHOapXeoAorueil, ucropuocodpueil u T. 4., a UHOr4a MOTYT HallpaBUTD
rccaesoBaTeAeil o A0XKHOMY Iy TH.
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B TiOpKos0orMM 4aBHO Haszpeda HeOOXOAMMOCTb pPasBUBAThL UCTOPUUYECKYIO
STHOAMHIBOKY ALTyPOAOTHIO, pazpaboTaThb KOMIIAEKCHbIE KOHTPaCTUBHO-
KOMITapaTUBHO-KOHTAKTOAOTMYECKIMe, WCTOPUKO-TEeHETUYEeCKE ¥ DTUMOAOIMYecKue
NCCAeAOBAHUS AEKCUKU C LIV POKUM IIpuBA€YEHEM COOTBETCTBYIOLLETO
SKCTPaAMHIBUCTUYECKOTO MaTepuada (B AyXe W3BeCTHOIO HaIlpaBAeHMsl «CAOBa WU
BellN»), U yAeAdTb MNOpu BTOM caMoe MNpUCTadbHOe BHMMaHMe BHELIHUM
DTHOAMHIBOKYAbTYPHBIM CBsI35IM TIpa- U MPOTOTIOPKCKOM »nox. VIckaounTeabHo
UHPOPMATUBHLIMU U OOBEKTUBHBIMM MCTOYHUKAMM AAsl UCCA€A0BAHUS TIOPKCKOI
MaZAeOUCTOPUN  SBASIIOTCS  ApeBHeillllMe  AeKCHdecKre  uHTepdpepeHUUN U3
UHAOUPAHCKUX (BOCTOYHOMPAHCKMX), MaAeoa3suaTCKUX, CUHO-TUOETCKUX, €HMCENCKUX,
yPaAbCKUX (CaMOAUICKNX) U psida APYyTux s3bKoB. [lepes TIOpPKCKOI AMHIBUCTUYECKOM
KOMITapaTUBUCTUKON OCTPO CTOUT HeoOXOAMMOCTh pazoOparbcs B MpUpode TIOPKCKO-
MOHTOALCKUX ®THOAMHTBOKYALTYPHBIX B3alMMOOTHOLLIEHUII U OCBODOAUTH Mpa- U
MPOTOTIOPKCKME PEKOHCTPYKLMM OT AAaAeKO 3alledllNX adTaucThdeckux abeppaiiuit
[10].

[Tpu A1000OM OTHOLIEHMM K QaATaliCKOMl TUIOTe3e, B  aKadeMUYeCcKUX
«CpaBHUTEABHO-UCTOPUYECKMX IPaMMaTHKaX TIOPKCKMX SI3BIKOB» YMECTHBI AMUIIb ITpa-
U MPOTOTIOPKCKME PEKOHCTPYKLINU; a aATalcKie, ypaao-aaTalicKue, HOCTpaTudeckne,
Oopelickue u Mpoume JAaAbHUE U CBepXAaAbHUE PEeKOHCTPYKLUUM, NpU U30OBITKe
HeNnpeoA0ANMO CUABHOTO >KeAaHUsl OAeCHYTb ®pyAuliveil, MOXKHO MPUBECTU AULIb C
oropopkamu (Tak ckasarb, «B ckoOKax»). PeKOHCTpyMpOBaHHBII B TOAHOM COOTBETCTBUU
C Mero4oAOoTMYecKMMU TpeDOBaHUAMY COBPEMEHHOI CpaBHUTEABHON WUCTOPUKO-
reHeTU4YeCcKoll  AMHIBUCTUKM  IPOTOTIOPKCKUIL — AeKcudeckuil ¢$pOH4A  CTaHOBUTCS
nepBOCTaTeNHLIM, HauOoAee MHPOPMATUBHBIM U OOBLEKTUBHBIM MUCTOYHUKOM AAs
Ma1€0UCTOPUYECKUX  UccaedoBaHuil. (O4HaKO  BOCCTaHOBAEHHBIN — AMHIBUCTAMM-
KOMITapaTUBUCTaAMM  MPasi3bIKOBOM — MaTepual, TIpeXKae YeM Aedb B OCHOBY
DTHOUCTOPUYECKUX  UCCAAOBaHUI, HeNpeMeHHO JAOAKeH IIpOUTu  CTPOIyIo
skcreprusdy. Ilpu sTOM Caegyer uMerh B BHMAy, 4TO cama pazpaboTka MeTOAMKMU
UCTOUYHUKOBEAUECKOTO aHaAM3a AWHTBUCTUYECKOTO Marepuasda TpebyeT NMOHMMaHUs
CYyTU IIPOUCXOAUBLINX B AOMCTOPUYECKNME BpeMeHa HeITPOCThIX BTHOAVHTBOKY AbTY PHBIX
npoueccos [11]. Koraa Tiopkckast AMHIBUCTHYeCKass KOMIIapaTUBUCTKAa OKOHYATeAbHO
pa3bepércst B CAOKHOCTSIX reHe3uca 0a3oBOIM A€KCUKM MPOTOTIOPKCKOIO s3bIKa, Mepes,
apxeoAoraMu U STHOKYALBTYpPOAOTaMM OTKPOIOTCS BpaTa TIOPKCKON MaA€OUCTOPUMN.
YBbI, 9TOT 3aBeTHBIN KAIOY BCE elljé HaXOAUTCS 3a CeMbIO 3aMKaMU ITOTallHOIO AapLa
camMon CTpOTOM AUHTBUCTUYECKON HayKU - AVaXpOHNYECKOM
STHOAMHIBOKY ATy POAOTUYECKON KOMITapaTUBUCTHUKI.

Onpegeasioliee 3Ha4YeHUe B rpoiecce U3y YeH st MaAeoUCTOPUN
ITPOTOTIOPKCKOTO BTHOAMHIBOKYALTYPHOIO YHMBEepCyMa B Le4A0M, a TakKXkKe ero
COCTOSIHUSI HaKaHyHe IepBUYHOIO pacliaga U BblAeAeHUs] OT IMPOTOTIOPKCKOTO CTBOAA
CaMOCTOSITeABLHBIX  OIy3CKOM M  OIypCKOM  BeTBeW, UMEIOT  KOMIIAeKCHbIe
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MeXXAUCUUIIAVHapPHble MCCAeJ0BaHMs Ha OCHOBE CMHTe3a AaHHBIX BCeX peAeBaHTHBIX
coLlMaAbHO-TYMaHUTAPHLIX AMCLUUIIAMH, a B UX 4YMCAe, MpeXKde Bcero, ¢puaoaorum ¢
00s13aTeAbHON KPUTUKOI Pa3HOSI3BIYHBIX HappaTUBHBIX MCTOPUYECKUX MCTOYHUKOB,
apxeoA0TuM, AMNAXPOHUYECKON AVHIBMCTUYECKOV KOMIIAapaTUBMUCTUKM, STHOAOTUM,
COLMAaABHO-KyAbTypHOI U usmudeckoil aHTponosorum u T. 4. K coxkaseHuio, B
TIOPKOAOTUM A0 CUX MOP He NMpeANpUHMMAAUCH CKOABKO-HUOYAb CepbE3HbIEe MOMBITKI
COITOCTaBAEHMs pe3yAbTaToB 11aA1€0AMHIBUCTUYECKUX, apxe0A0TUYeCKIX,
STHOAOTUYECKNX, aHTPOINOAOTMYECKUX U MPOYMUX MCTOPUYECKMX MCCAeAOBaHMUI, HO
MMEHHO MeXAUCUUIAVHapHas WHTerpauus I103BOAseT KOPPEKTHO A0KaAM30BaTh
NPOTOTIOPKCKYIO ~ Mpapo4uHy B  MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOM  KOHTUMHYYyMe.
Murerpanuus sMnupudeckoin 0asbl CMeXHBIX AUCLMIIAMH U TeCHOe B3alMOJelcTBIe
CreLMaANCTOB  CaMOIO  pasHOro npodguas TIyMaHUMTApHOW  OTpacAM  3HaHUI
obycaaBAnBaeT Bcé OoAbllee yraAyOAeHMe HVDKHUX XPOHOAOTMYECKMX CTparoB
NPOTOTIOpKCKOM mcropumn. OJHaKO cAedyeT NMPU3HATh, YTO BCECTOPOHHee M3yuyeHNe
11a1€0MCTOPUYECKUX  DTHOAMHIBOKYABTYPOTOHMYECKMX  IPOLIeCCOB B paMKax
KOMIIA€KCHBIX  MHTEpAMCLUMIIAMHAPHBIX  UCCA€AOBaHMN  CUABHO  OTPaHMUYEHO
HEBO3MO>KHOCTBIO MCITOAb30BaHNs Ha COBPEMEHHOM YPOBHE pa3BUTUSL TIOPKCKOM
COLMaAbHO-TYMaHUTApPHOM HayKM BCell COBOKYIHOCTM NpOAMBAIOIIMX CBeT Ha
MIPOTOTIOPKCKYIO APEBHOCTb HTHOKYABTYPHBIX, apXe0AOTUYeCKMX, AWHTBUCTUYECKUX,
MCTOPMYECKUX, aHTPOMNOAOTUYECKNX, U MTPOUYMX peAeBaHTHLIX MCTOYHUKOB. ITpy sTOM
Ba’)KHO MOMHMTbL 00 MHPOPMALMOHHOI OIPaHUYEHHOCTM TaK Ha3blBaeMbIX
«BCIIOMOTaTeAbHBIX ~ MCTOPUYECKMX  AMCUMIIAMH» —  apXeOAO0TMM, DTHOAOTUH,
AVIaXpPOHMYECKOV AMHIBUCTUYECKON KOMIAapaTUBUCTUKM, COLMAAbHO-KYAbTYPHOM W
¢pusnueckoit aHTporoaoruy, reHoreorpapuu  u T. A. IlpumeHureabHo K
AOUCTOPUUYECKUM BpeMeHaM OHU AeMOHCTPUPYIOT BecbMa cAalylo MHPOPMaTUBHOCTD.
[TpuumHa »TOro Kpoercs, riaBHbIM O0OpasoM, B HEAOCTAaTOUHON U3YYEeHHOCTU MHOTUX
acIeKTOB Ky AbTYPbl MPOTOTIOPKCKMX MOy AsLuii. [IosTOMy MBI ceroaHs mMeeM TOABKO
KOCBEHHble CBedeHUs O TyMaHUTApHOWM, AYXOBHOM U COLIMOHOPMATMBHONM KyAbTYpPe,
cUcTeMe LIeHHOCTel, MUPOBO33PeHNI 1 MEHTaAbHOCTH MPOTOTIOPKOB.

Xponomonorozureckuti acnexm. VICTOKM TIOPKCKOM LMBUAU3ALUU TePSAIOTCs B
rayOuHe Thicsiveseruil. TIOpkckast MaaeouUCTOpHUs MOKpbITa TyMaHOM BekoB. OgHako
Oaarogapss MaclITaDHBIM  apXeOAOTMYEeCKMM  MCCAeAOBaHUSAM, TIPOBEeAEHHBIM B
CpeannHoit A3um B NpOLIAOM CTOAETUM MBI MOXKeM MO KpailHell Mepe M300pa3UTh
XPOHOAOTUYECKYIO ~ AMHUIO  AOUCTOPUYECKON  KyALTYPHOM  AeATeAbHOCTM U
HOBOBBe4EHUI TMOMyAsILiNiI BOCTOYHOIO M I0KHOIo cekropos Llnpkymrobuiickoi
MCTOPUYECKON MNPOBMHLIMM, M3 KOTOPBIX B KOHEYHOM C4Y€Te BO3HMKAaeT y3HaBaemas
NPOTOTIOPKCKast — LuBuAKM3auus  crenHoit  Eppasum. Ilomck M ycraHOBAeHNe
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX M BPEMEHHLIX MapaMeTpoB MepBOHA4YaAbHOIO pacceAeHus AI000M
STHOAMHIBOKYALTYPHOI OOLLIHOCTU sBASIeTCSl yBA€KaTeAbHOI, HO BMecTe C TeM
apXMCAOXHON 3adaueli, pellleHle KOTOPOM BO3MO’KHO TOADKO IyTEéM MHTerpaLu
COLIMaAbHO-TYMaHUTAapPHBIX M €CTeCTBeHHBIX HayK.
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B n3y4yeHUM TIOPKCKOI MaAeOMCTOPUM KPYT HEPELEHHBIX U CIIOPHBIX BOMPOCOB
HeoObI4aiiHO WMpokK. O4HO MPOTUBOpPeUNe AeKUT Ha MOBEPXHOCTU: MIOPKU 1104, TaKUM
IMeHeM (BepHee, MOJ, KUTANCKMM Ha3BaHMEM MYl3109) MOSABAIIOTCS Ha TOPU3OHTE
ucropun Llenrpaapnoit Asun auisb B VI Beke H. 9., M NOTOMY BeAUK COOAA3H CUMTATD
X MOAOABIM 3THOCOM. OJHAKO CpaBHUTE/AbHOE MCTOPUKO-TeHeaA0Tnyeckoe M3ydeHne
ABYX OCHOBHBIX BeTBell TIOPKCKUX SI3BIKOB — $4z-sI3bIKOB CTaHAAPTHOTO (OTy3CKOIO) THUIIa
u Lir-s13p1K0B orypckoro (OyArapo-dyBalllCKOTO) TUIla — OAHO3HA4YHO IOKasblBaeT, 4TO
UCTOKU MPOTOTIOPKCKOTO STHOANHIBOKYAbLTYPHOIO YHUBEPCYMa yXOAAT 4aA€KO BIrAyOb
ThICSIYEASTUIA.

[TpoGaema XpOHOTOMOAOTUYECKON —AOKaAM3aLUMM  TIOPKCKOI  MpapOAUHB
obcy>KgaeTcsi B COLIMAAbHO-TyMaHUTApHOI OpueHTaAucTuke 0Oe3 Maloro MoATopa
CTOAETUsl, HO CIIeMaAUCThl TaK M He MPULIAU K KOMIPOMUCCHOMY pelueHUIO DTOTO
KpaeyroAbHOIO BOIIpOCa TIOPKCKOM MaAeoucTopuu. /AMHIBUCTBI-KOMIIapaTUBUCTDI,
DTHOAOIY, UCTOPUKM, aHTPOIIOAOTU BCeX MacTell IpeasaraiorT pasHble KOHLeNMUUNU U
TUITOTEe3bl, HO ITOKa B OCHOBHOM Ka’KAbIN OCTAE€TCsl TIPU CBOEM MHEHUM U TSHeT 04es110
Ha ceOs. Ha crpanmijax cieiMaAbHBIX UCCA€AOBAHUI «TIOPKU» CO CBOEi MpapOoAUHOIL,
BuguMO, OyayT apeiidosars no EppasmitckoMy KoHTMHeHTy oT Ilepeaneit Asuum u
IOxnoro Ilpuypaapss a0 Oeperos /siogyHckoro saamsa u mpearopuit boabuioro
XMHraHa ¢ 3arnaga Ha BOCTOK UM oOpaTHO 40 TeX MOp, MoKa He oOperyT UCTUHHON
NpapOAVHEL

B apceHazse coBpeMeHHOI TIOpKOAOTUHY 51 HacuuTaa 0oaee 10 mpeTeHAYIOLINX Ha
HAy4yHOCTbh CaMbIX Pa3sAMYHBLIX, IIo4dYac B3aMMHO ITpOTUBOpedaluX, BepCcuil
reorpadpuueckoil AoKaAu3aLuUM TIOPKCKON TMpapoduHbl. EcrecTBeHHO, mpu Croab
3HAUMTEABHBIX PACXOXKAEHUSIX TpeAcTaBAeHUil 00 HU3Ha4YaAbHBIX IMPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-
BpeMeHHBLIX IlapaMeTpax MpPOTOTIOPKCKOTO HTHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOIO yHUBepcyMa
uccAeloBaTeAn TIOPKCKON Madeoucropun OydyT OpUEeHTUPOBATbCs Ha caMble pasHble
apxeoAornyeckue KyAbTypbl U ApeBHUe KOueBble I1eMeHa apuAHoro nosca Espasun u
CONpeAeAbHbIX CEBEPHBIX U IOXKHBIX PETVIOHOB.

ITpuctynas K M3y4yeHUIO AOTIMCbMEHHBIX BTAIlOB UCTOPUM TIOPKCKUX HApPOAOB,
cAedyer oOpuUcOoBaTh LIMPOKYIO XPOHOTONOAOTMYECKYIO KapTUHY B3auUMOAENCTBUS
Pa3sAMYHBIX STHOAMHIBOKYALTYPHBIX KOHTMHYYMOB M MX COCTaBHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB,
pa3OpOocaHHBIX MO CaMbIM pPa3HBIM perMoHaMm — OT OecKpalHMX CTEeNHBIX MPOCTOPOB
EBpasuu or boapmoro XuHrana Ha Bocroke 40 Kapnarckoro GacceiiHa Ha 3amnade u
CONpeAeAbHBIM CeBEPHBIM U IOKHBIM pernoHaM. Ilo cyllecTBy, Bcs cTemHast U
AecocrernHasl 30Ha EBpasum Obldaa OCHOBHBIM AOMEHOM TIOPKOS3BIYHBIX HOMAaJdOB Ha
NPOTSI>KEHUU BCell ICTOPUM.

Ba>kHBIM ~ MICTOUHMKOM A4 HNPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOW  A0KaAU3aLuu
TIOPKCKOM MpPapoOAVHBI SABASIIOTCS ApeBHelIlINe BHEeILHMe MeXKA3bIKOBbIe CBI3U
Npasi3bIKOBOI ®I0XU. MarepuaabHble U CTPYKIypHble MHPAIOALUN U3 UCTOPUYECKU
KOHTaKTUPOBABILIMX MHOCUCTEMHBIX (MHAOUPAHCKUX, CUHO-TUOETCKIX, MTale0a3naTcKux
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U Ap.) s3BIKOB AOBOABHO XOPOIIO BbIAEAAIOTCA NPU CPaBHUTEABHOM MCTOPUMKO-
reHeTUYeCKOM aHaAmM3e MaTepyada U3BeCTHBIX XXUBBIX U BLIMEPIIUX TIOPKCKUX SI3LIKOB.
Tax, ¢ 0o4HOI1 CTOpOHEI, B 001eM AeKcuueckoM (poHAe TIOPKCKUX S3bIKOB AMHTBUCTaM-
KOMITapaTUBUCTaM  yAaAOCh BBISIBUTH 3HAYUTeAbHOE KOAUYECTBO APEeBHEeNIINX
UHAOUPAHCKUX (BOCTOYHOMPAHCKUX) AeKCUYeCKUX MHTepdepeHlnil Mpasi3blKOBOIA
snoxu. OHM cay>KaT HeONpPOBEpP>KMMBIM CBUAETEAbCTBOM WHTEHCUBHBIX KOHTaKTOB
IIPOTOTIOPKOB C ITPOABUHYBLUMMMNCS Ha BOCTOK UPAHOSI3BIYHBIMU AaCTOPaAbHLIMU
nieMeHaMu CKM(PO-CaKCKOro Kpyra (KYyHAMU  APEBHEKUTACKMUX MUCTOYHUKOB);
B3aMMOCBS3M BTU CAOXKUAUCHL TAe-TO Ha pyDeske II-I Thicsiueseruit 40 H. 3., a cKopee
Aake Tropa3go panbuie. C  Apyroil CTOPOHBI, B TIOPKCKMX SI3bIKax BbIsIBAEH
3HAYMTEABbHBIN MAaCT CTOADb >Ke APEeBHUX KMTANCKMX AeKCUUYeCcKNX 3auMcTBoBaHmii [12].
PesyabraThl CpaBHUTEABHOTO UCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOTO U3Yy4YeHUs] AeKCUKU TIOPKCKUX
SI3BIKOB YKa3bIBalOT, 4TO HanboAee BepOsiTHOe MeCTONOAOXKEeHMEe TIOPKCKON MpapoAHELI
Haxo4UTCs MPUMEPHO B IOTO-BOCTOYHOM cekTope LIMpkyMroOuiickoit MCTOpPUKO-
Ky AbTYPHOWV ITPOBUHL MM,

Aunaxponunyeckas AVHTBUCTUYECKAS KOMITapaTUBUCTUKA paspaboraia
AOCTAaTOYHO OOBEKTMBHbIE U TOYHbIE «AOTbl», MO3BOASIOLINE U3MEPUTh T[AyOUHBI
MCTOPUYECKUX TMOTOKOB — IeHeTUdYecKue AaTUPOBKU MeXDI3bIKOBBIX KOHTaKTOB. Tak,
CpaBHUTEAbHDIN UCTOPUKO-TeHETUYeCKII aHaAN3 OOLLEeTIOPKCKUX Ha3dBaHUIT MeTaAAOB,
UMeIINX MHAOeBpoInelickie sTuMoaoruu [13], mospoaser yroyHUTh BpeMsl Hadala
KOHTAKTOB MeXAy NPOTOTIOPKCKUMU U MHAOUPAHCKUMU TIAeMeHaMI — 5TO cepeanHa —
propas noaosuHa Il TeicayeseTust 40 H. ®., TO €CTh HavyaAoO DIIOXU MadeoMeTalla BO
Buyrpenneit Asuu [14]. Benrepckunii aataucr A. Pona-Taiu emé B 1980-x rr. pazpaboraa
A€TaAbHYIO  MepuoAu3auuio  UCTOPUU  TIOPKCKMX UM YyBALLCKOTO  SI3BIKOB,
OXBaThIBAIOILYIO XPOHOAOTUYECKUN AMAIa3OH C BpeMEH TMUITOTETUYECKOV aATalcKon
obmHocT 40 Hawmux 4Heil [15]. K coskaseHMIo, TIOpKCKMe UCTOPUKUM He OOpaTUAM
AOAXKHOTO BHMMaHUS Ha 9TO aKTyalbHOe uccAegoBaHue. IlpoOaeMa reHerunueckoil u
XPOHOTOIOAOTUYECKOI crparuduKalu UCTOPUM OTypPCKOTO TIOpPKCKOro (OyAarapo-
YyBallICKOTO) STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOIO KOHTMHyyMa apuaHoro mosica Espasum
AO0CTaTOuHO NoapoOHo npopaborana H. V. Eroposbim [16].

C BBICOTBI COBpPEeMEHHOM MCTOPUYECKON HayKyu NMpOoCMaTpUBaeTcs cAeaylolast
IaHOpaMHasl KapTuUHa MpPOTOTIOPKCKOM TNpapoduHbl. Haumnas ¢ »moxu paHHero
MeTadla U AO DIIOXM PpaHHEro cpeAHeBeKOBbs Ha Npocropax Beaukon Espasuiickon
creny, or l'aHbcylickoro kopuaopa Ha BocToke 40 CepepHoro IIpuuepHOMOpbBS Ha
3anade, Oe3paszdeAbHO FOCMOACTBOBAaAU UHAOUPAHCKME, Y BOCTOUHOMPAHCKIME TTAeMeHa
ckndo-cakckoro kpyra. CaegoBares1bHO, NpapoAUHY HPOTOTIOPKOB cAedyeT MCKaTh Ha
BOCTO4HOI1 nepudepun Beaukoit EBpasuiickoil creny, B pernoHe Mexxay I'aHbcyiickum
KOpUAOPOM U 3amagHbiMu  orTporamyu boapmioro Xwunrana. Aas yaobcrsa o1y
TepPUTOPUIO B AaAbHelllleM OyAeM HaszbiBaTh Lupkymzoduiickoil ucmopuxo-KyAbmypHoi
nposuHyuei. /lecHple TeppUTOPUM, PacIlOAOXKeHHble K ceBepy OT eBpa3uICKOTo
CTEMHOIO KOpuA4opa, OblAM 3aHITHl B OCHOBHOM TYHIYCCKUMM, MaAe0asuMarcKUMU U
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YPpaAbCKMMM TMAeMeHaMM OpoasdMX TaéXKHBIX OXOTHMKOB, a IOXKHBIE — CUHO-
TUOETCKUMMU TTAeMeHaMI.

Caeayer orMerurh cAalylO0 M3y4eHHOCTb ®THOAMHIBUCTUYECKOTO AaHAlnadra
LI pKyMrodmuitckoi UCTOPUKO-KYAbTYPHOM MPOBUHLIMY BOOOIE U B TIOPKOAOTUYECKOM
pakypce, B uactHocTu. Curyauus ycyryOAsiercs CAOXKUBLLIENCS B IOCAeAHUe
AeCIATUAETYS TIOPOYHOM TPaKTUKOM, KOT4a aHTa>KMpOBaHHble UCTOPUKU, apXeoAoIu U
AVIHTBUCTBI-KOMITapaTUBNUCTLL B TOTOHE 3a CUIOMUHYTHBIMM TOAUTUYECKUMU U
HallMOHA/ABHBIMUM AUBUAEHAAMM C HEOObIKHOBEHHON AETKOCTBIO U COBEpPLIEHHO
OezocHOBareAbHO apPUANPYIOT ApPeBHME DTHOHMMMUUYECKME TEPMUHBI KUTaNCKUX
UCTOUHUKOB U apXeoAorndyeckue KomIAekchl LIMpkyMroOmMitckoro permoHa »IHoxu
OPOH3bI U paHHETo >KeAe3HOTO BeKa C APeBHUMM MOHrodamMu. Mexxay TeM, UCTOpUKam
M3BECTHO, YTO MOHTOAbCKME TAeMeHa BMAOTh 40 KOHIa | TeicsiueaeTuss H.». oOUTaAn
BocrouHee boapmioro XmnHraHa B OacceitHe CyHrapu M Apyrux HpaBbiX HNPUTOKOB
Amypa. B ¢BsI31 ¢ MOCTOAHHO MycCHpPyeMoi B UCTOPUYECKON AUTeparype HaBsI34UBOM
anpUOPHOIl MAeell MOHIOALCKON arTpudyuun psiga 3adpUKCUPOBAHHBIX KUTANCKUMMMU
ucropuorpadpamu B I TroicsveseTuu Haileilr spbl B Npededax Llnmpkymroomiickoii
MCTOPUKO-KyAbBTYPHOM NPOBMHLIMM KOYEBBIX NMAeMEH (B MEepBYIO ouyepeab TPYIIIIbI
OYyHXY), MeeT CMbICA elé pa3 HAllOMHUTb, YTO MOHIOAbCKME I11e€MeHa B CTelsX K
3anagy ot boapmoro Xunrana nosisasiorcs He paHee XI-XII Bb. H. 3. [17]. 3HakoMcTBO C
AUTeparypoyl IO HTOMYy BOIIPOCY MOKa3blBaeT, 4YTO BbICKa3blBaHUs O MNPUCYTCTBUMU
MOHro408B B LlnpkyMroOuiickom peruone paHee Xl B. H. 3. caedyeTr kBaaupuLMpoOBaTh
KaK HeJ4OCTOBepHbIe.

B MeTrog040rMuecKoM MNAaHe OCOOEHHO aKTyaAbHBIM SIBASIETCS PEKOHCTPYKLIMs
MO JAaHHBIM  sI3bIKa TaK Ha3blBaeMOW BMeLlalollell DKOAOTUYEeCKOW  HUILLIU
MIPOTOTIOPKCKOTO  STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOTO yHMBepcyMa. 2DTa 3adada pellaercs
AUHZBUCMUYECKOT  NANCOHMOAOZUEH TIyTéM CpaBHUTEALHOTO MCTOPUKO-TeHeTUYeCKOTo
aHaAM3a HamuboAee peAeBaHTHBIX U penpe3eHTaTUBHBIX AAsl  PEKOHCTPYKLUM
HDKOAOTMUYECKOTO apeasda ITPOTOTIOPKCKOTO yHUBEpCyMa TeMaTU4ecKUX paspsioB
Aekcuku. MerogaMu cpaBHUTEABHOIO MCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOro aHaaAu3a CAOBAapHOIO
¢oHaa Bcex M3BECTHBIX TIOPKCKMX SI3BIKOB CHadaja BBISIBASIETCS MCYEPIBIBAIOLLINIA
COCTaB MCKOHHOM «®KOAOTUYECKO» AeKCUKM IPOTOTIOPKCKOIO s3bIKa, a 3aTreM IO
COBOKYITHOCTHU IIPUPOAHO-KAUMATUYECKOM, AaHagmapTHO-Teorpadpuueckon "
611010r1MYeCcKOll HOMEHKAATY pbl PeKOHCTPYUPYETCsl COOTBETCTBYIOLLIMIA HKOAOTUYECKUIA
apeaa pacceAeHUs! MPOTOTIOPKCKOTO DTHOAMHIBOKYABTY PHOTO YHUBEpCyMa.

Y>XKe ¢ NUOHEpHBIX paldoT B 004acTU AMaXPOHUUYECKON AUHIBUCTUYECKON
KOMIIapaTUBUCTUKU CHeLUaAUCThl AAs YCTaHOBAEGHUSI NPOCTPaHCTBeHHO-BpeMeHHO
AOKaAu3auuM MpapoAuHbl HadaAu nOpuderatb K MeTodaM AMHIBUCTUYECKON
Ma/€OHTOAOTUM. DTU MeToAbl elfé B XX BeKe XOpollo oOKaTaHbl Ha MHAOEBPOMECKOM
U ypaAbCKOM AVHIBUCTUYECKOM Marepuasde, HO B TIOPKOAOTUM K HUM CTaaun
obpalarbes AULIbL HedasHo [18].
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Tak, 1O. B. HopmaHckas paccMoTpesda «UCTOpUYECKME M apXeoAoTrnyecKue
AaHHble, MTOATBep>KAaolye TPajuLIOHHYIO TOUKY 3peHNs O >KM3HU DTHOCA-HOCUTeAs
NPaTIOPKCKOTO sI3bIKa K MOMEHTy ero pacrnada B npearoppax CasHo-Aatasd u 0O
BO3MO>KHBIX MHUTpauusax npariopok us Opgoca B CasHo-AaTanickuil pernoH» [19].
Caeayer orMmetuts, uro FO. B. HopmaHckas nuieT o «ImpaTiopKCKOM» COCTOSIHMM, XOTsI
pernankKa «K MOMEHTy €ro paclada» yKasblBaeT, YTO MNPOLUTHPOBAHHOE Cy>KAeHUe
cAedyeT OTHeCTM K ropasso 0oaee paHHell MpOTOTIOpKcKOil smnoxe. Ho kwuraiickue
UCTOUHUKU CBUAETEABCTBYIOT, YTO COOCTBEHHO TIOPKU (BepHee myy3t09 KUTaMCKUX
1CTOYHMKOB) B CassHO-AATaliICKOM pervoHe NosABAsAIOTCs ToAbKO B VI B. H. 9. [20]. Tem
He MeHee, OHa MpHUIlJla K 3aKAIOYeHMIO, YTO «BO BpeMsl pacrnaga NpaTIOPKCKOTO sA3blKa
®THOC-HOCUTEADb, COTAACHO OOLLEeNPUHATON TeOpuM, OUYEeBUAHO, HAXOAUACH B
npearopbsax CasHo-Aaras. BoaMo>xHO, 4TO B Kakoii-To DoAee paHHUIL Mepuod, TIOPKU
Kouepaau Mexxay Opaocom n CasgHo-AartaeM. Dra Iumnoresa Hy>K4aeTcs KakK B
apxeoA0TMYecKNX, TaK U AMHIBUCTUYECKUX A0Ka3aTeabcTBax» [21]. HeTpyaHo 3amMeTuTs,
yrto [O.B. HopMmaHckass cAMIIKOM TpemneTHO OTHecAach K «TPaguLIMOHHOM TO4YKe
3peHUsl» Ha UCTOPMIO «MPaATIOPKOB» U  CTpeMuAach BTUCHYTb pPe3yAbTaTbl
CPaBHUTEABLHO-UCTOPUYECKOTO aHaAM3a OOTAaHUYECKON AeKCUKM TIOPKCKUX s3BIKOB
MeTOoJaMM AMHIBUCTUYECKON I1aA€OHTOAOTUM B MPOKPYCTOBO AOXKe YCTOSBIIMXCS B
TIOPKCKOI ucropuorpadpmuu TpadULIMOHHBIX MTpeAcTaBAeH it [22].

CyTp MeToga AMHIBUCTMYECKONM MaA€OHTOAOTUM COCTOUT «B COOTHECEHUU
NPUCYTCTBOBABLIETO B PeKOHCTPYMPOBAaHHOM IPasi3bIKOBOM /A€KCHKOHe KOMIIAeKca
MOHATUI, TIO3BOASIOIINX MpPeACTaBUTh MPUPOAHYIO Cpedy, B KOTOpoil oOutas
npaHapod, ¢ UMEIOLIMMHUCs BbIBO4aMU INasdeoOuoreorpadpum OTHOCUTEABHO BIOXM, K
KOTOPOM OTHOCUTCSI BpeMsl CyLleCTBOBaHMs IMpas3blka. DJTa MeToAMKa IMO3BOAseT
OMNpeAeAUTh pailoH, B KOTOPOM MOT cpOpMUPOBATLCS AaHHBII KOMIIAEKC MOHATUIA B
AaHHYIO 910Xy. Takoil palloH NpeaA0>KeHO MMEHOBaTh MpAd3bIK06bIM IKOAOZUHECKUM
apeaaroM, KOTOPBII TaK WUAM MHadYe AOAXKEH COOTHOCUTLCS C pailoHOM OBbIAOTO
pacceaeHNsl HOCUTeAel Mpas3blKa [lepeJ ero pacnaoM, ¢ mpapoAnHo» [23].

ITpyHUMI AMHIBMCTUYECKOV MaAeOHTOAOTUM COCTOUT B caeayiomjeM. CHadasa
MeTo4aMU CpaBHUTEAbLHOTO MICTOPUKO-TEHEeTNYECKOTO aHa/Au3a AEKCUKU
peKoHCTpyupyercst caAoBapHblit ¢oHa mnpasizpika. VM3 »sroro ¢oHga BbOMpaloTCcs
penpe3eHTaTUBHbIE A4S BOCCO3J4aHMsl MPUPOAHO-KAMMATUYECKONM U HKOAOTMYECKON
cpedbl TeMaruueckue TIPyIIbl A€KCUKM, OTpakalolue reorpadpudeckuii AaHamadr,
pacTUTEALHBIN U >KUBOTHBII MUP NMepuoda PpyHKLUMOHMPOBaHMs MpasTHOCcA. Tak, ecan
B OOABLLIMHCTBE TIOPKCKUX SI3BIKOB BBISIBASIETCS Psi4 DTUMOAOTUYECKU TOXKASCTBEHHBIX 1
TeHYMHHBIX Ha3BaHMIl CeAbCKOXO3MCTBEHHBIX KyABTYP U AOMAIHUX >KUBOTHBIX,
CMeLMaANCTBl  MPUXOAAT K 3aKAIOYEHUIO, YTO MPOTOTIOpKaM OblAM 3HAKOMBI
3emMaegeAne U KMBOTHOBOACTBO UM YTO Y HUX Obl10 pa3BUTO MPOU3BOAsLLIee XO351CTBO.

MeToavKa AMHIBUCTMYECKOW ITaA€OHTOAOTMM 4allle BCero NMpUMeHseTcs MNpU
onpedeAeHUN MOPUPOAHO-Teorpadpuueckoil cpeabl U «BMeLLAIOLIeNl HKOAOTUYECKON
HUIIM» OOUTaHUs HOcUTeAell mpassblika. Ilo Habopy coXpaHMBLIMXCA B CAOBapHOM
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cocrabe OOABLIMHCTBA TOMOTEHHBIX SI3BIKOB, a [OYTOMYy MpOeLMpyeMbIX Ha
Npasi3bIKOBYIO  AMAaXpPOHUYECKYIO cTpary oOOLIMX HaMMeHOBaHUIl AJaHAwadpra U
KAMMATUYeCKOIl cpeapl obutaHusi, PpAopbl U ¢ayHbl, CHELMAAUCTBl OINpeAeAsIOT
NpUMEpPHLI apead oOuTaHUsl Adoucropudeckux nomnyasuuit. [lpu HasoXeHun Ha
Ppusnueckyo mnaseoreorpadpudeckylo KapTy BOCCTaHaBAMBAEMON AAsl MpPas3blKOBOI
AVaxXpOHNYeCKON cTparhl NpUpPOAHO-Teorpap MIECKOi, AaHauag THOIA,
daopucruueckoit 1 (PpayHUCTUYECKON HOMEHKAATypbl OOLIYHO YAA€ICs O4epPTUTD
COOTBETCTBYIOLIMIT  AaHAIIA(THO-DKOAOTMYECKUIT apeald — KOMIIAKTHBINI pPernoH
COBMECTHOTO paclpocTpaHeHMs BceX 4aHHBIX MPUPOAHBIX sIBAeHUI 1 (HaKTOB, KOTOPBIN
TaKk MAY MHade AOAXKEH COOTHOCUTBCS C peaabHBIM palloHOM OOMUTaHUs HOCUTeAel
Npas3biKa HaKaHyHe ero pacriaja.

AAas  pellleHUsI BOIpOCa O COOTHOLIEHMUM Mpas3blKOBOIo AaHAlladpTHO-
HKOAOTUYECKOTO apeada U MpapoAUHbI HYy>KHO COCTBIKOBaTh daHHble AMHIBUCTUYECKON
[aA€OHTOAOTUU € AAHHBIMU AMAXPOHUYECKOW AUHIBUCTUYECKON KOMIIapaTUBUCTUKY,
IOAY4YEeHHBIMU B  pe3yAbTare UCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOTO, 9HTUMOAOIMYECKOIO U
KOMITapaTUBHO-KOHTPacTUBHO-KOHTAKTOAOTUYECKOTO aHaAu3a MCKOHHOM  AEKCUKU,
APeBHeNLINX MHOS3bIYHLIX 3alMCTBOBAaHMUI B CaMOM MCCAeAYyeMOM sI3bIKe, a TakKe
NPOHMKIIMX M3 9TOTO sA3blKAa AeKCUYeCKMX MHPAI0ALUNA B KOHTAKTMPOBABLLINX
MHOCHCTEMHBIX s3bIKax [24]. AJaHHble O B3aMMOCBS3AX MeXAy TIeTepOreHHbIMU
MHOCHCTEMHBIMU (HampuMep, MeKAy NPOTOTIOPKCKMMMU M BOCTOYHOMPAHCKUMMM) U
TeHyMHHBIMU (HallpuMep, MeXKAy OTYPCKUMM U OIY3CKMMM TIOPKCKUMM) MAMOMaMMU
Haj0 COOTHeCTM C AaHHBIMM (PU3NUECKON aHTPOMOAOTHM, DTHOTEHOMUKU U
reHoreorpadpuu COBpeMeHHbIX TIOPKOB. 3aTeM BCe ®TU CBedeHUs cAeldyeT HaAOXKUTh Ha
BOCCO3JaHHYIO IIO apXeOoAOTUYeCKMM AaHHLIM KapTy KyABTYPHBIX TpaauLiuii
COOTBETCTBYIOLIEN DITOXM.

Conclusion

Takum oOpasoMm, M3 Bcell COBOKYMHOCTU AMHIBUCTUYECKUX, apXeOAOTUMYeCKIX,
UCTOPUKO-KyAbTYPOAOTUUECKUX, TMaAeoreorpapuyueckux, aHTPONOMETPUUYECKUX U
NpoOYMX penpe3eHTaTuBHbIX HSMIIMPUYECKUX JaHHBIX CKAajdblBaeTcsl A0CTaTOYHO
00beKTUBHOE TIpeAcTaBAeHMe O XPOHOTOMNOAOTMYECKUX MapaMerpax MHpapOAUHbI U
COLMAABHO-KyABTYPHOM 00AMKEe CaMOro MNpoTOTIOpKcKoro raorrodopa. Cunres
AAHHBIX MaAe00MOAOTUN U Pe3yAbTaTOB CPaBHUTEABHOTO MCTOPUKO-TeHETUYECKOTO
aHaAM3a OOTAHUYECKON AeKCUKM TIOPKCKMX SI3BIKOB yKa3blBaeT Ha IPOUCXOXKAeHMe
NIPOTOTIOPKCKUX TOMYASLUI C TePpUTOPUMN IOTO-3allagHbIX PailoHOB COBPeMeHHbIX
nposuHuuit ['mpun, /A550HUH 1 10T0-BOCTOYHOTO cekTopa Linpkymrobuiickoro pernmona
LlenrpaapHoit Asuu. VIMeHHO oOTclo4a HauMHAIOTCs Haubo/Aee paHHME U3 AOCTYITHBIX
0003peHNI0 MUTpaLMM MPOTOTIOPKOB B I ThicsiueseTUM A0 H. ®. Ha CeBep — BAOAD
3anadHbix Tnipearopuin boapwmioro Xunrana Brnaors 40 Bocrounoin Monroaum u
3abaiikaabs, 1 Ha 3anag — 40 Opaoca, nycTbiHM AAalllanb, ['aHbCylickoro Kopuaopa u,
BO3MO>KHO, 40 Tapumckoro OacceiiHa. DTy MUTpaLlMM HadaAUCh y>Ke HaKaHyHe pacrada
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ITPOTOTIOPKCKOTO STHOAMHIBOKYABTYPHOTIO YHUBEpCyMa U MPOAOAXKAAUCH BIIAOTH A0
APEBHETIOPKCKOM DITOXM.
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(sagird). However, in 1628, he lost his father and after that at the very same year his
uncle passed away. In 1629, Mustafa received a commission in the Topkap: Palace,
Department of Cavalry Affairs (Stivari Mukabelesi Kalemi). In 1645, he had to resign
after a 20-year of service due to a conflict with his boss (Mukabele baghalifesi) related to
the problems in promoting his career.

After leaving the public service, he completely devoted his life to science. He
pursued his studies in science, became interested in reading books, and expanded his
private library. Due to his social position and scientific activity, he became famous in
society under two pseudonyms: among the ‘ulama’ as “Katib Celebi”, and among
officials of the Sultan’s Palace — “Hajji Khalifa” [3, p. 36-40].

Literary Achievements

Katib Celebi is the author of more than 20 works. He composed works on various
branches of science such as geography, literature, jurisprudence, theology, bibliography
and history [4, p. 96]. These works have not yet been studied and published adequately.

The geographical views and scientific interests of Katib Celebi are evidenced by
his geographical and astronomical writings: “Cihan-numa,” “Lavami’ al-nur fi zulumat-
i Atlas Minur,” “Ilham al-mugaddas min fayd al-Aqdas” and others. His works on the
history of non-Muslim peoples of Europe, compiled on the basis of translated works
(from Latin and Greek): “Tarjuma-yi ta’rikh-i Frengin”, “Ta’rikh-i Qunstantiniya wa-
gayasira”, “Irshad al-khiyara ila ta’rikh al-Yunan wa-r-Rum wa-n-nasara.” Experts
think that Katib Celebi's interest in Western sources is related to an awareness of the
military strength and technical supremacy of the West. Educated Ottoman Turks were
well aware of the reasons behind the success of Europeans in gradually establishing
control on the seas and land — which had to do with a sound knowledge of geography
and the availability of technology for the production of advanced weapons [5].

Katib Celebi was a patriot and very loyal towards his country. He believed that
the condition of longevity and prosperity of the state relies on the implementation of
balanced politics (siyasa). He distinguishes two types of policies: rational (siyasa
‘aqgliya), which is based on reason, and Shari‘a (siyasa shar‘iya), which is based on the
laws derived from the Qur’an and Muslim tradition (Sunna). All affairs in the Islamic
state are decided in line with Shari‘a policy, because, as Katib Celebi writes, it is better
than a policy based only on reason, and the rulers of Islamic states that implementing
Shari‘a law, will be happy with the happiness of two worlds — this world and the other
world. He outlines his stance regarding the Islamic sciences in his following writings:
“Dustur al-‘amal li-islah al-halal”, “Rajm ar-rajim bi-s-sin wa-ljim”, “Sharh tafsir al-
Baydawi”, “Husn al-hidaya fi sharh al-risala al-muhammadiyya”, “Jami’ al-mutun min
jall al-funun.”

His caliber as an encyclopedic scholar is clearly manifested in such works as the
encyclopedic dictionary “Tuhfat al-akhyar fi-l-hikam wa-l-amthal wa-l-ash’ar”, “Durar-
i muntashira wa ghurara-i muntashira”, etc. In his encyclopedic dictionary, he collected
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philosophical and literary stories, useful and entertaining information of various kinds,
verses, wise words, proverbs, sayings and etc. from essays in Arabic, Persian, and
Turkish. The German scholar Gustav Fliigel considered Katib Celebi as one of those
who influenced the formation of the ideas of the Islamic encyclopedia [6, Volume 1, p.
44].

In the Western scholarship, Katib Celebi became famous primarily for his
biographical and bibliographic work “Kashf az-zunun ‘an asami al-kutub wa-I-funun”.
The German orientalist Franz Babinger (1891-1967) called him the “Greatest scholar of
the Ottomans” (der grofste Polyhistor der Osmanen) [7, p. 196]. Some scholars called
him as “as-Suyuti of the Ottoman Turks”, offering, therefore, a comparison between his
talent and the unusual versatility of the Egyptian Muslim scholar Jalal ad-din as-Suyuti
(1445-1505) [4, p. 96].

Katib Celebi as a Historian

His first and voluminous work on history was “Fadhlakat aqwal al-akhyar fi ‘ilm
at-ta’rikh wa-l-akhbar” (other names: “Fadhlakat at-tawarikh”, “Ta’rikh-i kabir”, Arabic
“Fadhlaka”) composed in 1641 in Arabic. A year after the completion of its draft
(musawwada), the author resumes his work, as the colophon of the manuscript
indicates the date of Rabi’ II 1052/July-August 1642 [1, folio 313a]. This work by Katib
Celebi was written in the genre of “world histories” (Universal History) and covers the
period from the creation of the world to the events unfolded in the year mentioned
above. It encompasses the history of 150 states and 1,500 rulers [7, p. 196].

His second historical work “Taqwim at-tawarikh” corresponds to “Fadhlakat
aqwal al-akhyar” in content. It is a kind of chronological table of the author’s first
historical work, and resembles a re-arrangement of it. It was completed in 1648 in two
months [9, volume 3, p. 86; 7, p. 196].

His next work on the history of the Ottomans from 1591 to 1655 (10001065 hijri)
was “Ta’rih-i Fadhlaka” (Other name: “Turkish Fadhlaka”, “Ta’rikh-i saghir”) written
in Turkish [7, p. 196; 12, p. 541-542]. The fourth work of Katib Celebi on the history of
the Ottomans’ sea battles “Tuhfat al-kibar fi asfar al-bihar” was completed in 1656.

The main goal of Katib Celebi as a historian was to outline a general history in
order to derive a lesson for modernity. In addition to his excellent proficiency in Arabic
and Persian, he also mastered ancient Greek and Latin.

Katib Celebi was engaged in a systematic historical research and conducted
analyses of the reasons behind the development of human civilization and the states.
He took the position of the great Arab-Muslim historian Ibn Khaldun (1332-1406) on
the need to follow a critical method in the field of the science of history. Katib Celebi
believed that the goal of historical science is to discover the universal laws of the
development of society and the state. Unlike Ibn Khaldun, he believed that even if the
government is in the state of decline, it can be saved from destruction with the help of
energetic efforts of wise rulers.
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Katib Celebi’s views on history were influenced by the humoral theories of
Hippocrates and Galenos — ancient medical scientists, by the socio-political concept of
the medieval Muslim philosopher Abu Nasr al-Farabi and especially by the social
teaching of Ibn Khaldun, who is considered to be the founder of the philosophy of
history [4, c. 97].

Katib Celebi also develops the doctrine of human society as an organic whole
and provides methods for saving the Ottoman state from decline and death. Katib
Celebi’s ideas on the nature of power, state and civilization aimed at developing ways
to recover the Ottoman Empire from the state of decline. In this regard, modern
scholars place him among the reformers of the middle Ages [5].

Manuscript of “Fadhlakat aqwal al-akhyar”

As is known, two years after the author’s death, all his books were sold out. As a
result, his private library was shattered [8, p. 6]. A significant part of it, along with
autographs of the works by Katib Celebi, fell into the hands of ‘I1zzeti Mehmed Efendi
[3, p. 36-37].

The work has been preserved in a single manuscript, which entered into the
Beyazit Devlet Kiitiiphanesi library and received the number 10318. The manuscript is
an autograph. It consists of seven flyleaf sheets with some notices [1, f. 01, I-VI] and the
text of the composition [1, f. 1b-313a]. In several places of the manuscript there are
inserted pages without any pagination. In the text of the composition on Folios 2-25
there is a gap where the author was going to mention the titles of 1300 historical works.

Indeed, on the forehand of the manuscript there are marks of several owners and
readers:

- Caption (Inscription): “Tarikh-i Fadhlaka”, in Arabic, a composition by Katib
Celebi [written] in his handwriting [1, f. Ia]:

- “from among the books of the insignificant servant of God, Mustafa ibn Ahmad
Mansuri-zada” [1, f. 1a];

- This insignificant translator of “Qamus-i “Asim”, took part in the joint reading
(mutala’a) of this book (mudawwan) by the late Katib Celebi “Fadhlaka-yi tamm
ta’rikh” on the date 1225/1810-1811 [1, f. Ia];

- From the books of Badr’s property (tarika), left after his death [1, £. Ola];

- Print of the owner’s seal — Ahmad Diya’ ad-din al-Husayni, dated 1265/1848-
1849 [1, f. 1a].

Work’s Structure

In the introduction, the author states that the composition would consist of an
introduction (mugaddima), three chapters (asl) and a conclusion (khatima) [1, f. 2b—3a].
As conceived by the compiler, each chapter was to be divided into two parts (gism). In
turn, each part had to be divided into three sections (fasl).

However, the composition itself has a slightly different structure. In fact, the
composition consists of introduction, first chapter and conclusion. The redesigned book
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structure is set forth in the table of contents (Fihrist), compiled by the author himself
and placed on the flyleaf sheets of the manuscript [1, p. Ib-IVal].

The existing introduction has four sections (fasl). The first section sets out the
table of contents of the subdivisions and subsections (Fihrist al-fusul wa-l-abwab); the
second section is about the meaning of history and its subject; the third section contains
listing of works compiled in the field of science of history; the fourth section is about the
foundations and principles of science that a historian should bear in mind.

The main chapter (al-asl) consists of three sections (fasl):

1) On the prophets and pre-Islamic rulers (muluk gabl al-Islam);

2) On the Islamic rulers. The section consists of ten subsections covering the
period from the first century of the Hijra (Muslim era) to the tenth century. In the
subsection “The Seventh Century of the Hijra” (al-Qarn as-sabi’), the Chingizid
dynasties were described [1, 2. 178a].

A significant part of the seventh century of the Hijra was the era of the Ottoman
state from its foundation until 1051/1641 [1, f. 197a-250b]. This part was published in
2009 in Ankara by “Tiirk Tarih Kurumu”, prepared by Sayyid Muhammad al-Sayyid
2].

3) On the unrighteous rulers of the Islamic era comprising false prophets,
invaders and rebels.

The book ends with the sub-section “Tatimma fi algab al-muluk wa-d-duwal
‘ala-I-huruf” (Final subsection in the names of possessions and states is in alphabetical
order). It is the final part of the composition.

The word “Fadhlaka” in the title of the composition plays a key role in
understanding the contents of the composition. As the author himself states in the book,
this term is taken from the lexicon of accountants (muhasibun) and means
“generalization,” “deriving a general rule” (jumla) of everything that follows from the
completion of accounting work with numbers [1, f. IVb, VIb].

The main source of Katib Celebi was Abu Muhammad Mustafa Efendi ibn Hasan
ibn Sinan al-Hashimi al-Jannabi’s (died in 1590-1591) “al-’Aylam az-zahir fi ahwal al-
awa’il wa-l-awakhir”. Al-Jannabi’s text was rewritten in the middle of the page in
rectangular frames, word for word or in an abbreviated form. Katib Celebi increased
the number of dynasties from 82 (that were indicated by al-Jannabi) to 150 [7, p. 196].
This increase was mainly due to the excerpts from other sources, which were written
down in wide glosses in the margins of the main text.

Katib Celebi kept the languages of his sources unchanged (in Arabic, Persian and
Turkish). The essence of his interventions in the texts of the sources was as follows: 1)
he summarizes the information provided by preserving the informative part; 2) the
Persian word “hala” (“at the present moment”) is replaced by the compiler on the exact
date; 3) he replaces ideological expressions from his Shiite sources, such as “ghazi” —
“fighter for faith”, with neutral words and phrases.
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Based on its nature, this work can be classified as ta’lif (composition) [10, p. 410—
443]. The original character is the classification by the author of materials on dynasties,
the giving of serial numbers to biographies of rulers. At the beginning of his work,
Katib Celebi, as it can be seen from the “introduction” (mugaddima), had the intention
to compose a completed new book (tasnif). However, he was only able to complete the
purely historical part. In it, all world history is presented in the form of the accession of
various dynasties, their development, decline and change. Katib Celebi decided to
confine himself to the introduction, the main part in three sections and a brief
conclusion (tatimma). The work remained unfortunately in the draft version
(musawwada).

What prevented Katib Celebi from writing the analytical parts (Chapter 2 — “Asl
Thani” and Chapter 3 — “Asl Thalith”) and realizing his idea completely? Firstly, it’s
known that Katib Celebi responded without enthusiasm to the proposal of Shaykh al-
Islam of the Ottoman Empire Zakariya-zada Yahya Efendi (1622-1623; 1625-1632; 1634—
1644) to rewrite the draft of the composition (musawwada) into a clean copy (bayad) to
present his book to the attention of Sultan Mehmed IV (1648-1687) [13, p. 543].
Secondly, according to some experts, Katib Celebi decided to implement the idea of
“Fadhlaka” in another independent work — “Taqwim al-tawarikh”, completed six years
after the completion of the draft of “Fadhlaka” [14, p. 93-100]. It is known that “Taqwim
at-tawarikh”, after its completion, was presented to the attention of Sadrazam Koca
Mehmed Pasha (1648-1649) through the mediation of Shaykh al-Islam ‘Abd ar-Rahim
Efendi (1647-1649). As a result, both of these people played a positive role in Katib
Celebi’s return in 1648 to his previous department (Stivari Mukabelesi) as an official
(ikinci khalifelik) at the Sultan’s service [7, p. 195; 8, p. 2-3].

History of Chingizids

The main source of Katib Celebi on the part of the history of Chingizids was “al-
‘Aylam al-zahir fi ahwal al-awa’il wa-l-awakhir” by Abu Muhammad Mustafa Efendi
ibn Hasan ibn Sinan al-Hashimi al-Jannabi. Our studies show that these data were
supplemented with the information from “Ta’rikh-i Jahan-ara” by Qadi Ahmad
Ghaffari Qazwini (died in 1567-1568) and “Habib as-siyar fi afrad ahbar-i-bashar” by
Ghiyath ad-din Khwandemir (1475-1536) in Arabic. For us, the Arabic translator of
“Habib as-siyar” remains unknown.

In the introduction of the book, the author announces his plan to present the
history of the Chingizid dynasties “Collection [of information] on the branches of
Chingizids” (“Majmu’ shu’ab min al-Jingiziya”), dividing them into five branches: 1)
Chingizids in Qaraqorum (Ulugh Yurt); 1206-1368; 2) a branch of them in Turan; 1227-
1370; 3) a branch of them in Iran (al-'Iraq) and Khorasan, 1256-1353; 4) a branch of them
in Dasht-i Qipchaq, 1226-1502; 5) a branch of them, which is called Uzbakiya
(Shaybekiya), in Mavarannahr, 1500-1598 [1, f. 2a]. Further, in the text of the book on
the insert, which gives an extensive and detailed genealogical diagram of the Chingizid
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rulers, the number of rulers for each of the branches is indicated: 1) Qaraqorum or
Ulugh Yurt - six rulers; 2) Turan — from the 7th number to the 34th number; 3) Iran
('Iraq) and Khorasan — from the 35th to the 50th number; 4) Dasht-i Qipchaq — from the
51st to the 94th number; 5) Mawarannahr — from the 95th to the 104th number [1, insert
folio between folios 178-179]. When presenting the history of the rulers of each dynasty
in the text of the composition, they are assigned autonomous numbering, starting with
one. For example, 46 Dasht-i Qipchaq rulers were given serial numbers. Here it is
noteworthy to indicate that the Crimean khans (1428-1792) are represented as
successors of the main line of the Juchids, rulers of the Golden Horde (1227-1502). For
the rulers of the Shaybekid (Uzbek) dynasty, 15 numbers are given.

In the section “Dasht-i Qipchaq”, when setting out the three branches “Kok
Orda”, “Aq Orda” and “Sultans of Khorezm”, the internal numbering of the rulers is
not affixed. It is completely absent. In the index of the book (Fihrist) compiled after its
completion, of these three branches, only one branch, “Salatin Khwarazm” is indicated
1, f. TMa].

Principles for Preparing the Original Text for Publication

The following text was typed from the manuscript and all the special characters
of the author were taken into account. Genealogical tables of rulers are of independent
importance. Therefore, we decided to give their photo illustrations along with the typed
text. The immediate ancestors of some Juchids remained obscure to the author [Urus
Khan, 1361-1375; Tuqtamish Khan, 1376-1395]. To approximate the origin of such
branches, Katib Celebi organized special subsections: “Kok Horde”, “Ak Orda” and
“Sultans of Khorezm”.

When typing, quotes from other sources were compared with the existing
editions and manuscripts [16; 17; 18].

The annex to this publication contains original typed texts in Arabic, Persian, and
Turkish, genealogical schemes of the Juchid rulers, as well as several photo illustrations
that were taken from the unique manuscript.
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xaHe baty Obl10 Bcero okoao 17 yaycos, oTdaHHBIX AeTsiM Kyun (TOMUMO yAyCOB
Opapt u bary, Bmecre ¢ koroppiMu 0Obia0 19 yaycos). JaHHOe YUCAO KOCBEHHO
MOATBEP>KAaeTcsl KaK AaHHBIMM YTeMBbIII-Xad>XM, TaK U daHHBIMM O «18 Oparbsx
barora» (naioc yayc camoro baty). I[Toz>ke no HallleMy MHeHMIO ObIAK BblAeAeHbI ellje 4
yAyca, KOTopble 00pa3oBblBaANUCh MO MPUHLUIY BOJMCK TaMa (OAMH U3 TaKUX YAyCOB
yayc Tama-ToxTel), BoldeAeHMeM ONpedeAeHHBIX KOHTHHIEHTOB OT KaXKAoro yayca. B
KaKAOM yAyce MO TpaduLIMKM BblAeAsiAoCh 4 BoeHadaAbHMKA (Kapaun-Oekiu)
BO3IAaBASBIIUX poda UAM «cOOpHble ThICAuM». B urTore, korga mnpousollla
aAMMHUCTpaTuBHasi pedopma Y3Dek-xaHa, Bce I11eMeHa, KOTOpble paHblile
MOAYMHSANCH TAaBaM YAyCOB, CTaAu HaMpsIMyIO MOAYMHATCS Y30eK-XaHy. Vcxoas us
TOTO, UTO yAycOB OblA0 23, U B KaXKAOM yAyce OblAO MO 4 MAeMeHU, TO STUM MO>KHO
OOBACHUTDL Takoe uncao (23%4=92) «y3bekcknx poaos». I1o HallleMy MHEHUIO Ha3BaH s
po4oB HocuAu arpubyruBHylo ¢$opMy, TO eCcTb poda YsDeka, a mozxke Yzbek
NpeBpaTUACs B CpedHea3zMaTCKUil SK309THOHUM?,

AAs TOTO 4TOOBI MOHSTh MEXaHU3M yCHeLIHOM peaanu3aluy agMUHUCTPATUBHOI
pedopmbl Y3Dek-xaHa, CTOUT 0OpaTUTLCs K TeOpUIM* KAaCCMKa HEOMHCTUTYLIMOHAaAM3Ma
MaHcypa OAcoHa 0 «KO4eBOM U 0ceAA0M ODaHAMTax»®.

Takum obpazom, aAMUHUCTPATUBHYIO pedpopMy Y3Dek-xaHa MO>KHO HazBaThb TeM
aKTOM, KOTOpoe moAoXuao Havaao Kaaccumyeckomy nepuogy B 3oaortoit Opae.
Heitrpaausauus «Ko4eBbIX 0aHAUTOB» (U3bsITUE YAYCOB y A>XKyuna0B) NpuBeda K pocTy
®KOHOMUKHU 3040T01 OpAbl U YCTAaHOBAEHUIO MOPsiAKa Ha BCeil ee TeppUTOPUIL.

B pamMkax moAmMTHYecKoil cucrembl yAyca J>Kydu cylllecTBoBaau 23 yAayca, U3
KOTOpPEIX yAyc bary Obla o MaTepuaAbHLIM pecypcaM OAHUM U3 23 yAycoB, HO MpU
®TOM HacAeJHUKM bary oOaagaan HemarepuaAbHBIM —PeCypcoM, TakKUM Kak
AeTUTUMHOCTL. B mepmoa mnpasaenuss Toxrel Ooablllas dYacTb yAycoB Oblaa

3 Cabumos K.M. Tlomurudeckas cuctema 3000TOH OpIBl: TEHE3UC OCHOBHBIX MOJTHTHYECKHX HMHCTHTYTOB //
3omotoopasiHCKas Llmsrmm3anusa. Beimyck 5. (B meuaTn)

4 M. OnCOH BBIAEAN JABA THIA MPABATENEH B OOMIECTBE, [IE OTCYTCTBYET IICHTPATH3AIMS H CYIIECTBYET PUMEPHO
PaBHBIC MATECPHAJBHBIC PECYPCHI V PA3HBIX KIAHOBBIX rpynmupoBok: 1. «KoueBbre OanmuTe». 2. «Ocemisie
OanauTh. HaceacHHEe 3aMHTECPECOBAHO B CYIICCTBOBAHWH OOHOTO OAHINTA a HC HOCKOJIBKHMX. Tak Kak OJHH TPadUT
OJWH Pa3, a HECKOJBKO II0 HECKOJBKY pa3. TYT TAaKkKe CTOMT OTMETHTH JOTHKY 3BOJIOIMH (IPH OCEIIOM
HaceneHnn). Kak mucan OJCOH: «C MOHOTIOJIM3AMEH BOPOBCTBA (KOT/IA «KOUCBON OAHIUTY CTAHOBHTCS «OCEIIBIMY
1 HATHHACT MPOTUBOCTOATH APYTUM «KKOYCBBIM 6aH£[I/ITaM>>), JKCPTBBI BOPOBCTBA MOTYT OKHAATH, UYTO OHU COXPAHAT
KaKo#-TmO0 HAKOIUJICHHBIH M3 IOCICHAJOTOBOTO JIOX0JA KAIHMTAJN, YBEIMYHMBASI CBOM OyIyIIHE AOXOAbI H
HAJIOTOBBIC NMOCTYIUICHHS CBOEMY OcCemIoMy OaHmuTy». «IIpeoaoreHne aHapXun KOUYIOIIUX OAHIUTOB BO3HUKACT
MOJOOHO PHIHOYHOMY IMOPSAKY, W3 STOMCTHUCCKUX CTPEMIICHHH TEX K¢ OAHIWUTOB K MAKCHMH3ALWK B3MMACMOH C
oOmecTBa JaHUH. HeoOXoauMble YCIOBHS 3TOH MAKCHMHU3AIMK OOPA3yIOT HOBBIH MPUHIUITHAIGHO HOBBIH MOPSIOK,
BIIACTb OCEUIOTO OAHINTA CTAHOBSILETOCT aBTOKparoM. CaMOOTpaHHICHHE B HAJIOTOOOIOKECHUHN M IIPESIOCTABICHAC
OOMICCTBEHHBIX (B TOM 4YHCIEC 3aI[UTA HACCICHHSA OT APYTHX KOUYIOMHX OAHAWTOB) MPHBOAAT K T'HTAHTCKOMY
CKa4Ky B POCTE BBINMYCKA M KaK PE3yJbTaT JOXOJOB CAMOTO aBTOKPATa. JTOT NEPEXO] K KAYECTBEHHO HOBOMY
MOPSIIKY MOSKHO HA3bIBATH TOCYJAPCTBEHHON PEBOMIOLMEH, OOCCIECUMBIICH PACIIMPEHHE IPOU3BOJICTBECHHBIX
MomHOCTEH oOmecTBay. Olson M. Dictatorship, democracy, and development American Political Science Review,
Vol. 87, No. 3 (Sep., 1993), pp. 567-576.

5> 31€Ch CTOMT OTMETHTH, YTO B JAHHOM CJIydyac OAHIMT BBICTYNAET MeTa(OpPOif, H HE HECET HETATUBHOTO OTTEHKA,
Oomee TorOo Takag meradopa CHpaBeUIHBA I BCEX CPSIHCBCKOBBIX OOMICCTB, TAC HaOmogamack Ooppda 3a
LEHTPATIHM3ALUIO0 TOCY IAPCTBA, IA¢ HEMOKOPHBIE (peoaanbI OO POIICH MPOTHB IEHTPAIbHON BIACTH.
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UHTerpupoBaHa K yaycy bary, myrem HasHaueHMsi Ha IOCTBI rAaB yayca OAMUBKUX
poacrBenHukoB ToxrTel. Ho cama moauTuueckass cucreMa He MeHsAach, HOBbIe
UHCTUTYTBHl He Oblau coszdaHbl. Takum oOpaszom, Baactb ToOXTel CTPyKTypHO Oblaa
rnoxo>ka Ha BaAacTh bary: bary u Toxra npasumam He Ha OCHOBE NOAUTUYECKUX
MHCTUTYTOB, KOTOpPble 3aBuUceAl OT LEeHTPaAbHON BAAaCTU MHCTUTYLMOHAAbLHO, a Ha
OCHOBe AWUYHOW XapuU3Mbl, KOIda CMAOI aBropurera U BolcKaMU OAMBKUX
POACTBEHHMKOB OH MOT BAMATHL Ha BCeX BAadeAblleB yaycoB. Kpome Toro, BugHa
pasHULIa MeXXAy Moxodamu xaHoB 30a0t1oil Opabl B 110Xy 40 Y30eka u npu HeM. Ao
Ys0eka, Hanipumep, B snoxy Horas, moxoabl HOCMAM T'pabUTEABLCKUIA Xapakrep, LeaAb
KOTOporo Oblda npuobpereHne MaTepuaAbHbIX 04ar, HepeAKO CAydaAlCh CCOPBl M3-3a
A00b1un, Kak Hanpumep mexxdy Horaem m Tezae-Byroit. B smoxy >ke Ysbeka moxoabt
ObLAM y>Ke FOCy AaPCTBEHHBIMU MPeApUsITUIMY, U 3aBUCEAN LIeAMKOM OT BOAM XaHa.

C ToukM 3peHMs HEOMHCTUTYLMOHaAu3Ma 304A0Tas Opda OblAO OCOOEHHLIM
rocy4apcTBoM, B HeM MPUCYTCTBOBAaAM KOYEBOM U OCeAAblil DA€MEHTDI, YTO IPUBOANAO
K TOMy, 4TO nodega «oceaaoro DaHauTa» He Oblda NpesonpedeleHa, Kak 5TO ObIAO B
YICTO OCeAABIX TOCy AapCTBax.

B 10 e BpeMst Y30eKk-XxaH U3MeHMA MOAHOCTBIO MOAUTUYECKYIO CUCTEMY, CO34aB
1 pepopMUpPOBaB MOAUTUYECKIE UHCTUTYTH B 30401011 Opae.

IToMuMoO moaaep>KKu MoAaTHOTO HaceAeHUs! U TPasuLMOHHOM AeTUTUMHOCTH, Y
Y30ek-xaHa Obla ellle OAMH IMOTEHLMAABHBII pecypc, KOTOPBII OH MCIOAb30BaA B
MMOAHON Mepe

K BpIClIEMY CA010 MOAUTUYECKON DANTH 3040TON OpAbl OTHOCUANUCH AXKyunabl,
IpaBUTeAU yAyCOB, B TO BpeMs KaK podoIllAeMeHHas 3HaTb He UIpada Ba’KHOW pOAMU.
Mo>KHO MpeAnoAOKUTH, YTO HEKOTOPble MpeAcTaBUTeAN POAONIAeMEeHHON 3HaTH ObLAU
HeAOBOABHBI CBOMM MECTOM B IOAUTUYECKON DAUTE, HO He MMeAU HUKAKUX Ppbluaros
AAsl VIBMEeHeHUsl cuTyauun. BepxHme crparbl moamutuyeckon »AUTH 30a0Toil OpAabl
Optam  sansTbl  Jxyumgamu. Korga VsOek-xaH mnpuillea K BAacTM, OH pellInA
UCMOAb30BaTh POAOTIA€MEHHYIO 3HaTb KakK MPOTUBOBeC BAacTUu AKyunaos. Vion baryra
cooOuaer HaM o 17 sMMpax-TeMHMKAaX, KOTOPBIX OH BUAeA Ha MUPY y Y30eKk-xaHa. Mbl
npearo/araeM, 4TO TU NpeAcTaBUTeAU POAOIIA€MEHHOI 3HaTu ObLAM TeMU AI0AbMU,
KOTOpPLIX Y30eK-XaH BBbIABMHY/A Ha MeCTO IpaBuTeseil yAycos BMecto /kyunaos. C
y4eToM TOro, 4To KpoMe yayca bary m 17 yaycoB TeMHMKOB OcCTaBaaoCh 5 yAycCOB,
MO>KHO TIPeAIOAOXKUTH, YTO MMEHHO BT 5 yAyCOB OCTaAUCh B yIpaBAeHUU Yy
HeKOTOpbIX AKyunackux kaaHos Opaynaos u llnbanmnaos.

[lo nHameMy MHeHMIO MNpoLlecC aAMUHUCTpaTUBHON pedopMbl Y3Oek-xaHa
BBITAsIA€A CAeAyIOLNM oDOpaszoMm:

1. I3OpaHue xaHoM:

1.1. MsnavaabHO Y3Dek-xaH nmpudbA Ha KypyAarail, rde Tyk-Byra, coin ToxTsr
ocniopuA npasa cbiHa Mabbacapa Ha TpoH.

1.2. Bo Bpems kypyATasi Y30eK U €ro CHOABUMIKHUKU (PU3NYECKM YHUYTOXKUAN
Tyk-byry 1 ero cropoHHUKOB.
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1.3. C nomoupio noaxynos baitaayH Y36ek-xaH 014 U30paH Ha KypyATae XaHOM
1 0OpeA AeTUTUMHOCTD KaK HacaeAHUK bary®.

2. AamuHucTpaTuBHas pedpopma.

2.1. MycyAbpbMaHCTBO 34€eCh BbICTyIala aaAbTepHATUBHON MA€0AO0THelN MOAAaTHOTO
HaceAeHUs, B KOTOpoM Y30ek-xaH Budea, Oe3yCAOBHO, COIO3HUKOB B OopbOe MpOTUB
«KOo4eBbIX OaHaUTOB». [lo®TOMYy, He mMOpBIBasl C MOHIOABCKON UAeoAO0TMell (OHa
BbICTyIada MCTOYHUKOB AeTMTUMHOCTU AuHactuyu bartymnaos), VYsOek-xaH Hauaa
ABV>KeHNe B CTOPOHY McAaMa.

2.2. He aoxugasch orbezda Bcex J>Ky4unaos, ObIBLIMX Ha KypyATae, Y30eK-XaH
rnocaauA UX nod apecr u nepesaa Vcaraio kusary. JaHHoe AeiicrBue OblAO Hauboaee
(¢ PeKTUBHBIM, TaK KaK BCe OMNIOHEHTH OyAylieil pepopMbl HaxO0AUAUCHL B OAHOM
MecTe ¥ He UMeAU I10J4, PYKOWM BOEHHBIX PecypcOB CBOETO yAyca, TaKk KaK HUKTO He
O>KIAaA perpeccuii o CTOPOHLI Y30eK-XaHa.

2.3. HaubGoaee Bplgaomuxcs AXyduaos YsOek AukBuauposaa ¢pusudecku. B
UcTOUHMKax ynomuHalorcss or 20 go 120 yOureix unapesuueit. Ecan Bepurh nepsoit
undpe, T0, BUAUMO, OBIAY YHUYTOXKEHBbI BCe TAaBbl yAycoB (J>Kydmapl), ObIBLINE Ha
KypyATae.

24. VY3Dek-xaH HazHa4MA Ha MeCTO pelpeccUpoBaHHBIX />Ky4MAO0B
(pykoBoauTeAAIMM yAycCa - TeMHUKaMU) IpeAcTaBuUTeAell POAOIIAEMEHHON 3HaTU.
Ckopee Bcero, UM OOBIUHO MOT SIBASTbCSI OAVH U3 MpeAcTaBuTeAell 4eTblpex KAaHOB U3
HTOTrO yAyca.

2.5. Bce A>Kyunabl U3 NOABAACTHBIX YAYCOB OblAM cOOpaHbl U OT4aHbI 104 Hadal0
Vcaras kusTa.

2.6. Hexoropble A>Kyunabl CMOTAM CHACTUCh M BLICTYIUThL MPOTUB Y30eK-XaHa.
Hanpumep, marexx baba-oryaa. Ecrb Bepcus, coraacHo koropoit baba-orya siBasiacst
wKnbaHMAOM, YIOMsHYTBIM B Mymss aa Anca®’. C »Toil TOYKON 3peHUs TPyAHO
COTAACUTCS, TaK KakK IO reHeaAorusiM AaHHbiii baba siBAsiACS U A0AXKeH OblA KUTH B
BIOXy ropasgo nosxke YsOek-xaHa. B Myuss aa Ancab oH oTMeueH Kak po4HOIl Opar
Xaaxn-MyxaMmmega®, kotopbliit 6b14 XxaHoM B 3oa0Toit Opae Bek criycrst (1421-1423).

[lo namiemy MHeHMIO, AdaHHbIM baba-oryaom spasiacs wmssectslit Hlnbanug,
baaarya, orey Menry-Tumypa (cbin A>xyun-byku, cbiHa baxaaypa, ceiHa lIubana). Kak
usBectHo baba-orya m ero ceiH OblayM KasHeHbl B VlpaHe. 34ech mpocaexxupaercs
KOCBeHHOe TMOoATBep>KaeHue KOHTakToB ¢ Vlpanom gannpiMu o >XeHe Menry-Tumypa,
cpiHa bagaryaa. CoraacHo Tasapuxu I'ysuaaiim Hycpar-name oHa Oblaa 404epblO
Hekoro A>kaHau-0eka, KOTOpbIil npoucxoana us guHacruu Camanugos’. OdeHb TpyaHO

% TToapobuee: Cabumos KA. Y30ek-xaH: nmpobaema IPHX0Aa K BIACTH// 30J0TOOPABIHCKOE HAcaeAuE. Bhimyck 2.
Marepuanst BTopoit MexayHapoaHo# HayIHOH KOH(pepeHImH «[lommTiyaeckas H COUaIbHO-IKOHOMIYECKAsA
ucropus 301010t Opapr», nocesamennor mamsaru M. A. Yemarnosa. Kazaup, 29-30 mapra 2011 . / OrB. pen. u cocr.
W.M. Mupranees. — Kazans: Uncruryt ncropum M. [l Mapmkanu AH PT, 2011. — C. 111-115.

7 Houexaeg P.IO. Llapu opasmckue. buorpaduu xanos u npasutencit 3omotoit Opapt. CII6. Espasua 2010. C. 296
8 Wcropusa Kazaxcrana B mepcuackux uctounukax. T. 3 (Mymss an Auca6). Amvarst. Jaitk-TIpece. 2006. C. 42.

° Uctopus Kazaxcrana B nepcuackux uctounukax. T. 4. Anmater. Haiik-TTpecc. 2006. C. 428.

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA



77

npeActraButhb, 4To MeHry-TuMyp MOT Ha Hell >KEeHUTCsl, >KUBsl B CBOEM yAyce B CTeIsX
sBocroyHoro Aewru-Kungaka. Ckopee Bcero, OH >KeHUACS! Ha Hell B 90Xy MpeObiBaHMs
B Vlpane. Bosspailenne Menry-TuMypa Ha poAuHy MOTAO COCTOSATCS B DIIOXY XaHa
A>xkanubexa.

2.7. bauskue cnoABV>KHUKM Y30eKk-XxaHa. MOKHO BblAeAUTb YeTBEepbIX Kapadul-
OekoB Y30ek-xaHa.

1. Kyrayk-Tumyp, KOTOpOro Mbl TMIIOTeTMYeCKM OTHOCUM K pody Kynrupart®.
CnocobcrsoBaa youiicrsy Tyk-Byru u Boapenuio Yzoek-xaHa.

2. Wcarain xust. CoraacHo YTeMblll-xad)ku OblA MocAaH 3a Y30eK-xaHOM ¢
BOJMICKOM U cTaA ero coparHukoM. Iloyekaes P.}O. mytaer ero ¢ Mcoit yimmHom!, a
camoro Vicy kusATa HasblBaeT «OCHOBaTeAeM MpoBMHLMaAbHONM AumHactum Kpoima». Ho
KaKk Mbl BUAMM M3 MCTOYHUKOB, B YACTHOCTU YTEeMBILI-XaAKM, OAVKaNILIUM
copaTHUKOM Y30eKk-XaHa HaszBaH MMeHHO Vcatait kust, a Vica yilIMH He yHIOMSHYT.
Ynomunaercst o (Vca yillunH) noske B 9noxy xaHa ZkaHubeka B CBsI3U ¢ MCTOpUet
cBoero coiHa Amara u BHyka CaaueHa. Boane Mo>XKHO mpearnoaoxkutb, yro Vicaraii
KMsAT Obla TNpubAM>KeHHBIM Y3Oek-xaHa, a Mca yimmH OblA  perMoHaAbHBIM
npasuteseM yayca Kpoim u Oparom Tyaek-Tumypa. PekoHcTpykuus >ke Mycrakumosa
M.A. umenn Vcaras kusara kak Acras, HaM KaxkeTcsi He obocHoBaHHOI. Kpome Toro
ums Vlcarail Bcrpedaercs M APYyruMX MepBOMCTOYHMKAX, Hanmpumep bysaHuap xmsAT B
counHenuun Tasapuxu I'ysuaaitn HycpaT-Hame HazBaH Kak noromok Vcaras kusdra (He
Acras)'?.

3. Hanryaait kuaT, no HalleMy MHEHMIO OH OTHOCUACS K MAeMeHU KyHIupart,
CKOpee BCero, OH BBIPOC BMecTe C Y30eKOM B BUAalieTe uepkecoB (yayc A>Kyaar).
CoraacHo HallleMy MpeAIOA0>KeHUIO OH sIBAsIeTCsl CBIHOM AK-Talia>Xu, BHyka Horas mo
MaTepUHCKOW AMHUN.

4. Aaarail cuaxunyT. CoraacHO YTeMbILI-XadKi OblA MOCAaH 3a ¥Y30eK-XaHOM ¢
BOIICKOM U cTaa ero copaTHukoM. CoraacHo YTeMbllI-Xad>X1 eMy B TOA4MHEHUY OblA0
OTJAHO IAeMs MUHI. B saabHeliIleM yITOMMHaHVSI O HEM MUHMMaAbHBbI

ApyTrue CylecTBOBaBLINe YMUPLI MOTAU UTPaTh D0Aee MeAKYIO POAb.

Kak BMAHO 13 9TOro cnmcka, Ha Nepsble poaAu y Y30eK-xaHa BBILLIANM KUATHI BO
raase ¢ VcataeM 1 KyHruparsl. BuaumMo oHM cMOran yKpenuTh CBOIO BAaCTh HaCTOABKO,
4YTO BO BpeMsl Hadala CMYTbl KUSITBI Urpaau OOABLIYIO POAb KaK Ha BOCTOKe Tak U Ha
3anage yayca JAxxyun (Mamait u Tenrus-byka), B To BpeMst Kak KyHIMpaTbl CMOTAU B

10 Cabumos >KM. Kyurupatel B BocTouHOM Jlemru-Kumuake B 13-15 Bekax// Bectuk EBpasmiickoro
HaMOHANBHOTO YHHBepcHuTeTa. No 3(88). Acrana. 2012. C.123.

1 [Touexaee P.JO. K BOMPOCY O COCTABE TOCMOACTBYIONIETO KIACCA 3070TOM OPABI — JHHACTHHM CAHOBHHKOB //
Bompocer Hcropuu u apXCONIOTHH CPSITHCBCKOBBIX KOUCBHHKOB M 3070TOH Opapl. COOPHMK HAYYHBIX CTaTCH
mamsty B.IT. Kocriokosa. Actpaxans. M3aarenscTBo «Actpaxanckuit yausepeurer». 2011. C. 149.

12 Marepuans! no ucropuu Kazaxckux xaucts XV-XVIII sexos: (M3BIeUCHUS U3 NEPCHACKHX H THOPKCKHX
counnecHmi). Aimva-Ata. Hayxka. 1969. C. 16.

13 Cabumos 2K.M. Kyuruparst B BocTounoM Jlemru-Kumuake B 13-15 Bekax// Becthuk EBpasuiickoro
HaIMOHANBbHOTO YHHBepcHuTeTa. No 3(88). Acrana. 2012. C.121.
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colo3e ¢ XpI3bIpOM OCHOBaTh CaMOCTOsITeAbHOe rocyaapcTBo B Xopesme. besycaosno
KOPHM TaKOTo MOIylllecTBa ObLAU 3a105KEHBI ellle B BIIOXy Y30eK-XaHa.

Taxknum oOpasoM, B KOHLIe CTaTbyl MOXKHO MOABECTU CAeAyIOLNe UTOTU:

1. Ilpu Toxrte-xaHe mnpoucxoduaa UeHTpaausauusi 3oaoroit Opabl, 0e3
U3MeHeHMs1 MOoAUTHYecKoi cucrembl 3oaotoit  Opapl. Baacte xana Toxrel
MHCTUTYLIMOHaAbHO OblAa MOXOXKa Ha BAacTh XaHa bary, Tak kak OasmupoBasach Ha
AVYHOM XapusMme. Y30eK-XaH yCUAUA LeHTpaausannio 3040TOi OpAbl Ha OCHOBe
pedopMbl ee MOAUTUYECKUX MHCTUTYTOB BAacTu (AuileHKUe A>Kydna0B CBOUX YAEAOB,
BLIABU>KEeHMe POAOIAeMeHHON 3HaTu BMecTO /Kyunaos, psiMoe MoAuuHeHre yAycoB
LeHTpY).

2. Pedpopma yaaaoch B cuAy MOAAEP>KKU TpeMsl CAOSIMU HaceAeHUs:: OCeAAbIM
MIO4aTHBIM HaceAeHueM, TOPIOBBIMM KpyramMM (B OCHOBHOM MycCy/AbMaHaMM) W
podoniaemMeHHoON KoHTpoauTou. Ilpousouiaa cmeHa »autT u A>XXy4duabl OTOLIAKM Ha
BTOPOM MAaH, Ha IIepBLIM NAaH IIOMMMO XaHa BBIIIAM Takue poda Kak Kusar u
Kynrupar.

3. Apyrum ¢akTopoMm YCHELIHOCTM aAMUHMCTPATUBHON pedOpMBl  CTaau
HeOXXIJaHHble pernpeccuy Mo OTHoWeHMIO K Jkyumgam. CaAydymamuch OHM, CKOpee
BCero, cpasy >ke mocae uzbpaHus Yszbeka xaHom 3oaoroit Opabl, Koraa J>Kyduapl,
y4JacTBOBaBLUMEe B KypyATae ellle He ycCIleAU pasbexarbcs Mo yaycaM. Pakropom
HEO>KUAAHHOCTY Y HeAOCTYIHOCTLIO OOABLINX BOMHCKMX KOHTUHIEHTOB B MOAYMHEHUN
y YAYCHBIX MpaBuUTeAeil-A>KydnaoB, OObACHIETCS yCIeX penpeccUBHLIX Mep IO
OTHOLLIEHMIO K />Kyunaam.

4. AamuHucrparusHas pedopma Y30ek-xaHa MO cBoeMy XapaKrepy Oblda cxo>Ka
C MexaHU3MOM onucaHHbIM MancypoM OacoHOM, a UMeHHO TpaHcpopMaLus
«KO4eBOTO HaHAUTa» B «OCEAA0TO» CO BCEMU BHITEKAIOIIMMHU MOCAeACTBUIMU (HOABIION
SKOHOMUUYECKUIT POCT B cuAy oDecriedeHMs] MOAUTUYECKON CTabUABHOCTY, pacLBeT

KyAbTypPbl, CTPOUTEABCTBO I/IHCl)paCprKTypr u T.,Zl,.).
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Sabitov Zh.M.

Administrative reform of Uzbek-kKhan

This article examines the nature of the administrative reform Uzbek-khan and
the main factors affecting its successful implementation. Identified three layers of the
population interested in the administrative reform of Uzbek-khan. Also describes the
general contrast of the political system before and after the Uzbek-khan. The main
reasons for the successful repression of Juchids were described and analyzed
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noAkoBogla, OaTblpa, BOMHa — oOJajalolero IMOAHBIM OOEBbIM CHaps>KeHueM MU
SKUTMPOBKOIA.

Discussion. BoeHHO-KyAbTypHasl TpasuLiMs KOUYEBBIX OOIECTB JApeBHEIro U
cpeanepexosoro KazaxcraHa HenocpeACTBEHHO BXOAUT B MHOTOTPAHHYIO KyAbTYpPYy
CTpaHbl, KOTOpasl B CBOIO oOuepedb sBASETCS YacThbl0 MCTOPUKO-LUMBUAM3ALMOHHOTO
{pyHAaMeHTa  COBpPeMEHHOIl  Ka3axcKoll — rocydapcrBeHHocTH.  Heobxoaummocts
UccAeAOBaHMsl BOEHHOTo (akTopa B pasBUTUM KO4YeBOro oOLlecTBa M Ka3aXoB, B
YacTHOCTM, CBs3aHa TakkKe C MCCAe40BaTeAbCKMMU yCTaHOBKaMM A4Sl Hay4HbIX
nporpaMM Mo uctopumM U KyabType KasaxcraHa, MpMHATBIMU B IOCAeAHME TOABI
KoHuenuuaMu «Monriaik Ea» u «Pyxanu 2Kanrpipy».

Boaee Toro, B ycaosusax popmuposanus Boopyskennbix cua PK nHTepec Hapoaa 1
LIMPOKMX CAO€eB OOLIeCTBeHHOCTH K MpobAeMaM apMUU U ee UCTOPUM AOBOABHO BBICOK.
B nocaeaHue roapl pacter BHMMaHUe He TOABKO OOLIeCTBa, HO U MpodeCCHOHAABHBIX
BOEHHBIX, MOJAOAEXKM, AIOOMTeAell CTapuMHbl K BOEHHOW MCTOPUM KOYEBBIX HapOJAOB.
HarasanpiM — moATBep>KAeHMEM uYeMy  sBAseTcsl U3AaHue OOLIMPHONM  Hay4HO-
MOMyASPHOW  AUTepaTypbl UM BBIIIYCK  UCTOPUKO-XYAOKECTBEHHBIX  (PUABMOB
MOCBSILLIEHHBIX Tepounyeckoil OopbOe KazaXxoB € BHELUHUMM BparaMu (KUHOPUADMDL
«Kouesrur», «Kay xypex moiyy bara», «Kasaxckoe xamcmeéo», «Tomupuc» u 0p.). D1OT
3aKOHOMEPHBINl UHTepeCc JO/AXKEH IOAyYUTh adeKkBaTHOe U IpodeccuoHaabHOe
oTpa’keHle B UCTOPUYECKON HayKe.

Tem nHe MeHee, B COBpeMeHHON TyMaHUTapHOM HaykKe IOKa 4O CUX IIOp HeT
CIIelMaAu3VpOBaHHBIX  KOMILAEKCHBIX BOEHHO-UCTOPUYECKMX UCCAeJOBAaHUN IO
OTAEABHBIM  UCTOPUKO-XPOHOAOTMYECKMM IepuogaM. ViMeoommecs Tpyabl, 3a
HeDOABLINM UCKAIOYEHMeM, HOCAT UAM OO30pPHBIN XapakTep MAU OasMpylOTCs Ha
KaKOJ-TO OAHOMN IrpyIne ucTouHnkos. CaeacTBYeM Takoro MOAOKeHUs 4eA B Ka3axcKou
VICTOPUYECKON HayKe MaaAo CyLIeCTBEeHHBIX Hay4HbIX MCCAeAOBaHMI, WUTOTOBBIX
TeopeTudecKUX M MPUKAAAHBIX OOOOLIEHUIT MO BOEHHON MCTOPUM, a TakKe, 4TO He
MaAOBa>kHO, CrHeLMaAbHbIX IMOCOOMII MO BOEHHOMY WCKYCCTBY apMUIl APeBHUX U
CpeAHEeBeKOBBIX TOCyAapCTB 445 y4eOHBIX 3aBedeHU I CTPaHbl.

B KaszaxcraHe B 11€4A0M yCNELIHO peaAn30BblBalach MHTepPecHasl 1 Ype3BblyaiiHo
HeoOXoauMasi 4451 Halleil cTpaHbl OoAbLIas KyAbTypHasl mporpaMma — «Madenu mypa».
AyMaercsl, cerogHsl ecTh NOTpeDHOCTh MPOAOAKEHMsI TaKUX MCTOPUKO-TyMaHUTapPHBIX
IIPOEKTOB, a B paMKaxX HUX BbldeAeHUs] OT4eAbHOTO HallpaBAeHMsl CBSI3aHHOTO C BOEHHO-
Ky AbTY PHBIM HacAeAueM MpPOLLIAOTO.

Opyxue u eotina 6 Jpesnem Kasaxcmane. HayuHoe wusydyeHUe BOEHHOI
NpeAbICTOPUI HalLlero permoHa HeoOX0AMMO, MO-BUAMMOMY, HauMHaTh C ApeBHel1lIero
nepuoga ucropun Kasaxcrana — snoxu naaeoaunta. Cpeau 40MCTOPUUYECKUX KaMEeHHbIX
opyauil Tpyda AOBOABHO 3aTpyAHUTEABHO cellyac pasAUYUTbh NpeAMeTbl OpPYy>KUs,
KOTOpble, KaK IMpaBUAO, MNPUMEHAAMCh KaK Ha OXOTe, TaK U B HeU3OeXKHbIX
Me>KOOLIMHHBIX CTOAKHOBEHU AX AI0AeH.
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Opyaust OXOTBI, MCIOAb3OBaBLIMECSI B A00Obl4e 3Bepeil UM MepHATON AuUdl,
OAHOBPEeMEHHO, MO3BOASIAU APeBHEMY 4el0BeKy BecTu OopbOy ¢ ceDe mogoOHLIMU, B
HeN30e>KHBIX CIIOPHBIX CUTyalMsX 3a NpUpPOAHble pecypchbl oOuraHus. Bmecre ¢ TeM,
y>Ke Torda, GpUKCUpPyeTcsl MosiBAeHMe CMelMaAN3MpOBaHHLIX MPeAMeTOB BOOPY >KeH s
(0yaasot, OyOuHbL) OpUEHTH pOBaHHbIe Ha DOeBble CTOAKHOBEHM .

C pasBuTHeM TEXHOAOTMII U OCHallleHMeM Oo/ee COBEpLUIEHHBIMU CpeACTBaMU —
TOMOpaMM, KOMbsIMU, HOXKaMH, IpalllaMli, AyKOM CO CcTpedamMy, pa3BUTHEM
KOAAEKTUBHBIX OXOT TPOTUB OMNAaCHBIX AUKKUX >KUBOTHBIX, BOOpy>kKeHHas OopbOa
CTAHOBUTCSI TOCTOSIHHBIM CIIyTHMKOM ueAoBeuecKoi >KM3HU. TeM caMbIM, K 4UCAYy
MepBLIX  MPOAYKTOB  TPy4OBOIl ~ 4YeAOBeUeCKON  AesITeAbHOCTM  OTHOCKUAOCH
HactynareapHoe opy>xue. [losBaeHne Takoro OMNACHOTO AAsl >KU3HU  OPY>KMs
HamnpsMylo, OYTY CMHXPOHHO, OOYyCAOBUAO CO34aHNe aldeKBaTHOI BepXHel O4eXAbl C
00OPOHUTEABHBIMY MPU3HAKAMU U 3alMTHBIMU CBOVICTBAMU.

OrpoMHbIM ({paKkTopoM, MOBAMSIBLIMM Ha CTaHOBAeHMe O0/AaBHOIl OXOTBl U
BOEHHOI AeiITeAbHOCTU Y CKOTOBOAYECKMX HapOA4OB, ChITpal0o MNpuUpydeHUe U
O4OMalllHMBaHUe AollaAM, NMPOXOAUBLIeN, 1o oOlleMy MHEHMIO CIeLMuaAucToB, B
®IIOXy MO034HET0 HeoAUTa-sHeoAUTa. [lpumeudareabHO, YTO MMEHHO B paMKax
boraiickoro XKT, cymecrsosasero B 3700-3100 rr. 40 H.®., Ha TeppuTOpuUMU
CesepHoro KasaxcraHna, Kak y>ke 40Ka3zaHO y4eHbIMH, 11eA NpoLecc 40MeCcTUKaluu
AolllaAu I KOHEBOACTBO CTAHOBUTCS Ba>KHellllleil OTpacAblO X035ICTBa B CTPYKIype
MHOTOOTpacAeBoro ckorosoacrsa. OcBoeH1e BepXOBOIl e34bl U MOsIBAEHME Ha DTOI
OCHOBe Takoro (peHOMeHa KaK «BCagHUYeCTBO», UMeAO PeBOAIOLMOHHOE 3HadeHue
He TOABKO B ®KOAOTMYECKOM IO3HAHUM Cpedbl OOUTaHMUsl, HO U TO3BOAUAO
APEeBHUM BOMHAM-OXOTHMKaM A0CTUYb HEOOXOAMMOI MaHeBPeHHOI MOOUALHOCTU
U CKOPOCTU XOA€e MTepPMaHEeHTHOTO BOEHHOTO MPOTUBOCTOSIHN S C MPOTUBHUKOM.

B nepuog passuroit 6poH3bl, MPUMEPHO B cepealtHe — Bropoit noaosuHe Il Toic.
AO H.®. Cpe4u MHOTOYMCAEHHOTO W3BA€KAaeMOIo apXeoAOTMYecKOro Marepuada,
AOOBITOTIO B XO4e PackomNok, OOHapy>keHO O0o0AblIOe KOAWUYECTBO IpeAMeTOB
BOOPY>KeHUsl: OpOH30Bble HAKOHEUHUKU CTpeA M KOmuii, OoeBble HOXM, KUH>KaAbl,
KOTOpble TMO3BOASIOT YBEPEHHO OTHOCUTH UX K (POPMUPYIOLLEMYCSl OPYy>KeTHOMY
KOMIIAEKCy, MpeAHa3HAYeHHOIO AAsl BOEHHON AeATeAbHOCTU. DTO CBUAETEALCTBYeT O
TOM, YTO POCT MOABUIKHOCTM U OCBOEHUE HOBBIX TeppUTOpUIl 0OyCAOBUA BOEHHbIE
CTO/AKHOBEHMsI MeXKAy ApeBHUMU NaeMeHamu KaszaxcraHa 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, ITpUBeA K
paclIMpeHnIO AOKaAbHBIX OoeBbIX JeiicTBuil. Kak MoKasblBalOT apxeoAormdeckue
AaHHble, ApeBHelllllee HaceAeHue 3amnagHoit Cubupu U CMeXHBIX pailoHOB
LleHTpaAbHO-a3MaTCKOTO KyAbTYPHOTO MerapermoHa, npudAu3uTeApbHo ¢ cepeauust 11
TBICSIYEeAeTUS A0 H.5., B KadecTBe 3all]JUTHOTO BOOPY>KeHMs UCII0Ab30BaAO ClieljialbHble
MAACTUHBI U3 KOXKI, KOCTU U AepeBa.

BosHuKHOBeHMe BOIHBI — KaK IIMPOKOTo COLMAABHOTO IBA€HMS B Cpede APeBHUX
o0LlecTB 3aMeTHO YCKOPUAO MpOoLecC MPOU3BOACTBA OPy>XUsl KakK 5¢PeKTUBHOIO
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cpeAcTBa  BOOPY>Ke€HHON OopbObl UM  HaNpsMylO  CIOCOOCTBOBAAO — CO34aHMIO
CrlellaAbHOM BOEHHOI CTPYyKTypbl oOOLlecTBa MO OpraHM3aluu 3aljuThl  UAU
HanageHus Ha cocegell. [locTreneHHO 3aHsATIIE BOEHHBIM A4€10M CTaHOBUTCS OAHUM W3
T1aBHBIX CMOCOOOB CyILLeCTBOBaHUSI OTAEABHLIX POAOINAEMEHHBIX KOAAEKTUBOB U
NpuBeA0 K AOMMHUPOBAHUIO B OKpy>Kalolleil cpede BOEHU3MPOBAaHHBIX OOLLECTB, UTO
00yCcA0BUAO CO34aHMe KPYMHBIX BOEHHO-NOTECTAPHBIX OpraHM3allMil U 3apo>KieHue
paHHUX POPM rocy4apCTBEHHOCTM.

Boopy>kenune 1 BoeHHOe 440 3aHMMaAO Ba>KHOe MeCTO B IpoLiecce Ky AbTYyPHOTO
U COLIMAAbLHOTO Pa3BUTUSI APeBHUX NAeMeH U Hapo4oB Kasaxcrana. Kak rnosecTBytor
NUCbMEHHble WCTOYHUKM UM  CBUACTEALCTBYIOT MHOTOUYMCAEHHbIe apXeoAormyeckue
AaHHble, UCTOPUsI CaKOB, caBpOMaTo-capMaTCKUX IAeMeH, XyHHy, yCyHel, KaHroiues |
TBIC. 40 H.®. — MepBbIX BeKOB | Thic. H.». ObIAO TeCHO CBs3aHa C BOVHON. Kommaekc
BOOPY>KEHUI1 UM OCOOEHHOCTM BOEHHOIO Jeda CKM(pOB, caBpoMaroBs, capMmaToB, alaH
Bocrounoit Esponn n CepepHoro Kapkasa ycremHo M3ydaroTcsl B paMKaX BOEHHOI
apxeoaorum opyxuepedgamu PO, YkpauHbl U cnennaiucraMiu AaAbHEro 3apyOexKbsi.
Mexxay TeM 1o BOEHHON UCTOPUM XPOHOAOTUYECKM CUMHXPOHHBIX UM APEBHUX KyAbTyP
HaceAbHUKOB Ka3axCTaHCKUX crenelt ¢pakTUuecky UsgaHa Bcero ogHa padora [1]. Takoe
1ccaeloBaHyie BOEHHOTO Aeda, Hallpumep, Tex Ke cakos Kaszaxcrana, 4aBHO Hazpeaa, €
y4eTOM HaKOIAEHHOIO 3a 9TU Todbl MarepuaabHOro (poHAa BOEHHBIX apTedaKToB U
XOpOLIO anpoOUpPOBaHHBIX MPAKTUYECKUX MeTOAUK WU COBPEeMEHHBIX Hay4HO-
TeopeTuuecknx paspadorok. [TouTn e>keroaHo Kazaxckue apxeoAOTM HAXOASAT OCTAHKU
3aXOPOHEHUI1 APEeBHUX BOMHOB, OOs3aTeAbHLIM aTpuOyTOM MOXOPOHHOIO oOpsida
KOTOPBLIX ObIAO XOAOAHOE Opy>KMe MAU AeTaAl 3aljUTHOTO gocrexa. Tak, HelaBHO
IO>KHOKa3axcTaHCKMe apXxeoAOoru HallAM MOTMABI TpeX BOMHOB-HOMAaJAOB rocyJapcrBa
Kanroin (KaHL31o0i) M CONMyTCTBYIOIINIT UM OPY>KeMHbIN MHBEHTapbh — HAaKOHEYHMKU
CTpeA, HOXM, AYKU U KUH>KAADI.

Kak BMAHO, BOEHHO-IOAUTUYECKasl UCTOPUsl KOYeBHMKOB EBpasuy MocTosHHO
NpuBAeKaeT BHUMaHMe KaK uccaejgoBaresei, ClelMaAbHO  3aHMMAIOLLIMXCS
paspaboTKaMM Pa3sHOCTOPOHHUMX AacleKTOB BOEHHOIO JAeAa, TaK U IpeacraBuTeAen
00111eCTBEHHOCTY, UHTEPECYIOLIMXCSI BOEHHBIM MCKYCCTBOM MPOLLAOTO.

Boopyxenue u eoennoe deao Tropxckux xazanamos. BaskHeluum sTarnom
DBOAIOLMU BOEHHOIO MCKyCCTBa KO4YeBHUKOB EBpasum spasgercs snoxa TIOpKCKMX
KaranaToB. KoMIizekc Boopy>KeHUs, TaKTHKa, BOeHHasl opraHu3alusl ApeBHUX TIOPOK
OTpa’keHbl B OTPOMHOM KOAUYECTBE MCTOYHUKOB (BElLLleCTBEHHBIX, U300pasuTeAbHBIX,
MMCbMEHHBIX), KOTOpble, 4YTO IpUMevyaTeAbHO, €XKerogHO IOMNOAHSIOTCA. 2Ioxa
LIeHTpaAbHO-a3MaTCKOTO  «pblLlapcrBa» — ®TO OJecrsiljas BOMHCKas KyAbTypa,
pacrpocrpaHeHne crpeMsiH U cabeab, MOAHOTO Jocrexa AAsl AlOAel U Aollajeld,
KOTIelHble MTOeAVHKHU, IPaHAMO3Hble BOeHHble TToxoabl. He yausureabHo, uto B Mupe He
yracaeT MHTepec K AaHHOI mpoOaeMaruke. Hanpumep, B Poccum BLIXOAAT AecCsITKU
crareil U MoOHoOrpaduil, MOCBSLIEHHbIX Pa3AMYHBLIM acleKTaM BOEHHOTO WCKycCTBa
APEBHUX TIOPKOB, KbIPIbI30B, YIUIYpoB U Ap. [2]. Kazasoch Obl, co34aHbl BCe yCAOBUSIX
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AAsl  TIOABA€HUSI COBPeMEHHBIX CIleljMaAbHBIX KOMIIAEKCHBIX WUCCAeAOBaHMI 10
BOEHHOMY MCKYCCTBY HapoJ4oB KaraHara u B Kaszaxcrane, KOTOpbIil IBAsieTC OAHUM U3
reonoAUTUYECKUX, UCTOPUYECKMX U BTHOKYABTYPHBIX HacA€AHMKOB /peBHETIOPKCKOTO
KaraHara, HO OHU OTCYTCTBYIOT.

CkaagpiBaeTcsl BIleuyaTAeHMe, YTO BOINPOC MOJ TaKMM YIAOM IOKa IMPOCTO He
craBuTcs. Vzgareapcrsa mpeariounTaioT Inepeunsdasarh Kaaccudyeckue Tpyabl XIX-XX
BB., UITHOPUPYSI HOBellllIMe HayuHble OTKpbITUs. O4HAKO MpoLiecC KOMIUAALUU paboT
3allagHbBIX aBTOPOB M COBeTCKMX uccaegoBatesdenn 1980-1990-x rr. He MoXKer
npogoaxarbcs OeckoHeuHo. be3 coMHeHMs, TmoOsiBAeHMe HOBBIX OOOOLLIAIOLINX
1ccAeA0BaHUI TIO BOEHHOMY MCKYCCTBY APEeBHUX TIOPOK, OCHOBaHHBIX Ha KOMITA€KCHOM
aHaAM3e BelleCTBEHHbIX, M300pasUTeAbHBIX U MNUCbMEHHBIX MCTOYHUKOB SIBAsETCS
Ba>KHEeMIINM  HallpaBAeHNeM  JesTeAbHOCTM  yyeHbIXx Kasaxcrana. B »ToMm
XPOHOAOTIMUYECKOM KOHTEKCTe cAedyeT oOpaTUTh BHMMaHMe Ha BOEHHOe 410 TIOPKCKUX
NJ1eMeH U HapogoB paHHero CpeaHeBeKOBbs: TIOprellu, KapAyKM, OIy3bl, KMMakM,
kpimmuaku U T.4. VII-XII BB., KOTOpble HENoCpeACTBEHHO, TaK UMAM MHade, BXOAUAU B
MerauMBMAMU3ALVIOHHBINI ~ KPyr  MHOTOBEKOBOJ  LIeHTpaAbHO-a3MaTCKOM  BOEHHO-
Ky AbTYPHOV TPaAuLIUN.

BausHue BOEHHON KyAbTYpbl TIOPKCKMX KO4YeBHUKOB lLleHTpaabHoil Asuu mu
KazaxcraHa, ocobeHHO B nepuoabl paHHero 1 passuroro CpeaHeBeKOBbsl, PacLLpUAOCh
AaleKko 3a IMpedeAbl MX MCKOHHOIO MecTooOMUTaHUsl (paKTU4YecKu IO BCeM
reorpapuueckMM HalpaBA€HUsM BOEHHOI 9KCIIaHCUMM, 4YTO Ha JOATUE BekKa
npejonpedeanida BOeHHble TpaduLMM M MUAUTAPUCTCKUI YyKAaJj TOCYyAapCTBEHHO-
MOAUTUYECKOTO YCTPOIICTBA MHOTMX ®THOMNOAMTUYECKMX oOOLIHOCTel. ocTaTouHo
HarAsAHO ®TO BUAHO Ha IpUMepe pasBUTUs OPYy>KeMHOTIO apceHasda OOEBBIX CPeACTs,
KOTOpbIe BecbMa ObICTPO pacpoCTpaHsIANUCh Ha OTPOMHBIX TEPPUTOPUSIX, TpeodoAeBast
A100ble UCKYCCTBEHHO CO34aHHble Mperpaabl U Gaphepol.

Komnaexkc BoopysxeHus (opyxue u Jocnexu), HeCMOTps Ha HEKOTOPbIl
CKeNTULIM3M OTAEAbHBIX WMCTOPUKOB, sBASITCS OAHMM M3 OCHOBHBIX BOEHHO-
TeXHUYECKMX MCTOUYHMKOB IMPU M3YUYEeHUM UCTOPUU BOEHHOTO JdesAa. PekoHcTpyupoBaB
KOMITAE€KC BOOPY>KEeHMsl, MOKHO YTOUHMTbL (4 uHO020d4 U OnpedeAumd) KadeCTBEHHBIN
CoCTaB U POA BOMCK, YTO MO3BOAUT AOTOAHUTH CBeAeHUs MMUCbMEHHBIX MCTOYHUKOB O
TakTUKe BedeHUs 0os, O AMarazoHe MpPUMEHEHUsl Pa3sAMYHLIX BUAOB OpPY>KUs, AaTb
OLIEHKY BBIAQIOLMMCSI COOBITUSIM BOEHHON MCTOPMM, BBISICHUTh MPUYMHLL ycriexa UAU
HeyJaull B KOHKPETHBIX Cpa’keHUsIX uAM BoiiHax. Kpome ToOro, opyskme cCAy>KUT
UCTOUHUKOM AAsl pelleHMs oOllencropudeckux npodiem. OHO NMoMoraer BBISICHUTD
KaHaAbl ITIPOHMKHOBEHNsI MIpe4MeTOB BOOPY>KeHNsl I OCHOBHOe HaIlpaBAeHMe BOEHHBIX
DKCIMIaHCUI, ONpeAeAUTbh XPOHOAOTUIO apXeOAOTMYeCKMX MaMITHUKOB, B KOTOPBIX
OTCYTCTBYIOT Apyrue Adarupylouiye IpeaMeThbl, pacnpocTpaHeHue UAU COKpaljeHue
apeaZa TOJM MAW MHOV BOEHHO-KyABTypHOI Tpaauuun. Opy>Kue cAy>KUT MCTOYHVKOM
NpU U3y4eHUM PeAUTMO3HBIX TpeAcTaBAeHI U KyAbTOB, IPU OLleHKe YPOBHsI Pa3BUTU s
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>Ke/le304eAaTeAbHOTO U KY3HEYHOTO peMecaa, onpedeAeHNs COLNalbHO-TIOANTUYECKON
crpatudguKalmm B paMKax uzydaeMoro oouiecrsa. OTdeAbHble TpeAMeThl BOOPY>KEeHU s
SBASIIOTCS. Ba>KHBIM MCTOYHMKOM SHUTpadpuy, KOTOpble OTpa’kaloT BHYTPEHHIOIO
crielpUKy BOEHHON KyAbTyPbl KOUEBBIX TIOPKO-MOHIOABCKMX Hapo4oB EBpaszum.

BoeHHOe 4€10 ApeBHUX TIOPKOB, CHIIPAAO 3aMeTHYIO POAb B SBOAIOLIMY BOEHHOTO
UCKYCCTBa KOYEBHMKOB 3Moxu paHHero CpeaHeBeKOBbs, U OblA0 OOBEKTOM 0CODOTO
BHMMAaHMUSI CO CTOPOHBI COCEAHUX HapOAO0B UM TOCy4apcTB, KOTOpble BCTyNaAu ¢ HUMU B
KOHTaKkT. boapmioit uHQpOpMaLMOHHBIN MOTeHLIMaAd IO IMpesMeraM BOOPY>KeHMUs
codep>KaT MaTepuaabHble apredakThl (ocmamixu  opyxus, 006020 CHAPAKEHUS,
HACKAAbLHDIE U300paXeHus 0AmaAAbHUIX CieH U m.J.) HallAeHHble B XO4e apXeOAOTMYeCKIX
U3bIcKaHu [3].

VIMeHHO B ®I1OXy IOCIOACTBA APEBHIUX [11€M€eH Ha TeppUTOPUM BOCTOYHOI 4acTu
LlenTpaapHOll A3uM TOSABAsETCsl U MOAydaeTl IUMPOKOe paclpocTpaHeHUue cpeau
KOYeBHMKOB, a 3aTeM UM y  0ce4l0-3eMAedeAbueckKX  HTHOCOB,  Takoe
BbICOKO®(PeKTuBHOe opykue OamxkHero 06os kak cabast [4]. Ero 0oesas
Pe3yAbTaTUBHOCTD MpaKTUYeCKM AoKazaHa BCell MCTOpMell KOHHULBI Ha MPOTs>KeHUM
0oAee TopICSUM AeT. Y>Ke ceilyac M3y4eHHBINl KOMIIAEKC BOOPY>KEHUsI IO3BOAsIeT
TOBOPUTL O HAAMYUU Y TIOPKOB TsI>K€AOBOOPY>KEHHOI MaHLUMPHON KaBadepuu -—
OTpsiabl  «bopu» («BOAYE3HAMEHHBIe») — CIlelNoApasdeleHNs, MMeolle Ha
BOOPY>KeHUM HeoOXOAMMBII1 HabOp CpeACTB PyKOMALLHON cxBaTku. JpeBHUe TIOPKU U
X MpeeMHUKM, OINUMpasChb Ha CBOIO BOEHHYIO MOLlb, pacnopocrpaHuan cdepy
STHOMOAUTUYECKOTO BAMSIHUSI CO34aHHONM KOUYEBOI MMIIepUM Ha BeCh eBpa3UilCKUil
peruoH.

B wucropuorpadpum 3a KazaxcKUMM CTeMsIMM HeAByCMBICAEHHO 3aKpenuAoch
(omuacmu  cnpasedAuéo) oOO3HauyeHUMe KaK OlPOMHOIO  «CTEMHOIO KOopugopa»
coegunspiero llentpaapnyio Asuio ¢ Bocrounonm Espomnoir, Xors HMMeHHO ¢
Tepputopun Kasaxcrana samnyckaauch (Uau, éepree, UHULUUPOSAAUCH) TTPAKTUYECKN BCe
KpyIlHble BO€HHble MHBAa3MM UM HallleCTBMsl HOMa4oB Ha 0Amu3AexKallue U OTAaAeHHble
oceaA0-3eMAejeAbdecKyie 00AacTu.

Pacrioaarasicb B reorpapuyeckoM LeHTpe €eBpa3sMUIICKOTO  KOHTUHEHTQ,
Tepputopust Kasaxcrana usapepae Oblla OOLIMPHONM  KyAbTypPHO-KOHTAKTHON
064acTblo, B KOTOpPOWl MPOMCXOAUAO B3aUMOAENCTBME HapoAOB Pa3sAUYHOIO
STHOKYABTYPHOTO MpOoucxoxaeHus. He a0xoast 40 cOCTOSIHUS KPU3UCHO-KPUTUUECKON
Macchl UM BHYTPEHHErO B3pblBa, TPyIMbl KOYEBHMKOB-ayTCallgepoB, He BblAdep>Kas
KOHKypeHLIMU C ApyruMu 0oAee aKTMBHBIMU UM BOMHCTBEHHBIMU coceasMy, popMuUpysl
«naccuorapHoe» (deecrnocobHoe) BOEHHO-MUTPAaLIMOHHOE AP0, YXOAMAM Ha MOUCK DoAaee
CcBOOOAHBIX 3eMeAb, CMMHas Ha CBOeM MyTU MAM BKAIOYas B CBOIl COCTaB OCTAaTKU
MOAUTUYECKM Pa3pPO3HEHHbIX CAaDBIX I14eMeH. DTO 00CTOsATeAbCTBO HAAOXKUAO
oTnedarok Ha ¢opmupoBaHue U crneuudUuKy CKAaablBalOLIENCs] BOEHHOW KyAbTYpbl
ApeBHUX MAeMeH U HapodoB Kaszaxcrana, a ecau 1upe, TO U BCEIO €BPa3zUilCKOTO
CTEIHOIO Mosica B LIeA0M.
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I'panoduosnvie 3aeoesanun  Hunzusudos. BoeHHass ucropus  nepuoda
TPaHCKOHTMHEHTaAbHBIX ~ MOHIOABCKMX  3aBoeBaHMI  pasBuTOoro CpeaHeBeKOBbs
OCTaBUAO 3aMETHBIN CAe BO BCEMUPHO-UCTOPUYECKONM DHBOAIOLUM CTpaTreruu WU
TaKTUKM  BedeHUs] BOVHBl, OObEKTOB BOOPY>KEHWUs, BOEHHOI  OpraHu3aLu.
Monroabckas »noxa B ucropun EBpazum — oguH U3 3HAKOBBIX M MTOBOPOTHBIX DTAIlOB
BCEMUPHONM MCTOPUM KaK BOCTOYHBIX, TaK M 3allagHbIX CcTpaH HadyuHas oT JaabHero
Bocroxa u a0 Ilepeaneasuarckoro n BocrouHo-eBponeickoro permoHa BKAIOUNTEABHO
[5]. HecMmoTpss Ha OOMABHBII MUCTOPUYECKUIT MaTepuaa U YCTOMYUBBII MHTepec
Hay4HOTO cOO0IecTBa K 9TOMY pyDeXKHOMY Mepuody MUPOBOI1 UCTOPUY, YCKOPUBLLIETO
pa3BuUTHe MHOTOCTOPOHHUX CBsi3eil MeXAy 3arnagoM K BocrokoMm, sTa Temaruka
HeJOCTaTOYHO OCMBbICA€HA TeopeTUYecKy B KOHTEKCTe paBHOMEPHOIO McCAelOBaHUs
MICTOpUM BOEHHOTO JeAa eBpa3MiicKiX KoueBHUKOB CpeAHeBeKOBbsI.

QopMupoBaHue eppasmMickoi umnepun YuHru3-xana U ero MNpeeMHUKOB
CUMTaBLUeNCsl 1O MpaBy caMblM OOABLINM TOCy4apCTBOM B UCTOPUN YeA0BedecTBa OblA0
TeCHO CBiA3aHO C DTHUYECKUMU IpedKaMu psida TIOPKCKMX HapOAOB, MPOXKMBAIOLIMX
ceityac B Kasaxcrane, rocyaapcrbax LlenTtpaapHoin A3uu 1 aBTOHOMHBIX POCCUMCKUX
pecniybamuKkax, B 4acTHocTu IloBoaxkcko-Ypaabckoro peruoHa u CepepHoro Kaskasa.
HecmoTpst Ha oO1nAane y3KkocneLaAu3npoBaHHbIX paboT, KOMILAEKCHbIe 1CCAeA0BaHM s,
MOCBALEHHble BOGHHOMY UCKYCCTBY 3010TOI OpAbl B 11€10M, TOABKO HaMe4aroTCs.

Caeayer orMeTuTh, 4T0 BOEHHOE A€10 ®TOTO roCyAapcrBa BbI3biBaeT OOABLION
uHTepec, T.K. Yayc AXyuu mnosiBuacs B TedyeHue rmepsout dersepru XII B. Ha
Tepputopumn Kazaxcrana 1 conpedeAbHbIX PaiiOHOB BCAACTBUE OLIeAOMUTEAbHBIX
BOEHHBIX TPUyM(}pOB MOHIOALCKUX BTOP>KEHUI1 Ha 3anag EBpasmiickoro koHTMHeHTa.
MmeHHO ¢akTop BOEHHOTO TPEBOCXOACTBA HaJd, APYIMMU  TOCYAapCTBEHHBIMU
oOpazoBaHMsIMU MMeA IepBOCTENIEHHOE 3HaueHMe B TeONOAUTUYECKOM TOCIOACTBE
KOUEBHMKOB B 3aladHbIX U LeHTpaabHbIX paioHax Espasum B XII-XV crosermsx.
Kpome Toro, cepresHo orpaboTaHHasi BOEHHO-OpraHM3alMOHHAsI CTPYKTypa MOHTOAOB,
npusHeceHHass u3 lLlenrpaapHoit A3uy, Kak akTHBHO Haca’kgalachb 3aBoeBaTeAsMU
Cpeay NOKOPEHHOIo HaceAeHMs, TaK U 3alMCTBOBaJach MX NPOTUBHMKaMM, OKa3asda
CUABHOE BAMSHNE Ha CTPYKTYPY U KaueCcTBO BOHHOW OpraHu3aliuu rocaeguux. B sron
CBSI3M BO3MOJKHO KOHLENTyaAbHOe OCMbICA€HUE CTelleHU BO34eMCTBUs BOEHHOTO Jeda
Ha COLMaAbHYIO OpraHM3aLuio, CUCTeMY BAaCTU U AMHAaMUKY OOLLeCTBEHHOTO pa3BUTHS
11 OCHOBHBIX MHCTUTYTOB €BPa3MUiCKUX KOUEBBbIX OOILECTB B LIe/A0M.

MaciurabHbple BOeHHble MOXOAbl YUMHIM3MAOB TPaAULIMOHHO MMEHYIOTCSl B
MMPOBOI Hay4yHOM Aurteparype «Beamkumyu MOHIoAbckMMM — 3aBO€BaHUSMU».

14 HOKBS&TGJ'II)HO, HAmpuUMEpP, YTO CTPATCTHA MW TAKTHKA CPCOHCBCKOBBIX LII/IHFI/I?)I/II[CI(I/IX apMI/IfI HC TOJBKO
HCCIICAYCTCA CTICHUANNCTAMHE, HO M SBJIICTCS NMPSAMCTOM IPCIOJABAHHSA B TAKHX H3BCCTHBIX BOCHHO-YUCOHBIX
3aBeaCHIAX MHpPA Kak (ppanmy3ckuit CeH-Cup, amepukanckuit Becr-Ilo#aT. BocHHOC 1610 MOHTOIOB BHIMATCIIFHO
AHATTU3UPYCTCA COBPECMCHHBIMH AMCPHKAHCKAMHA BOCHHBIMH JKCIICPTAMH, KOTOPBIC MPUIIIA K TAKOMY MHCHHIO, YITO
MOHTOIBCKASA BOCHHAI MammHA XIII B. — 370 OBLIA BOOPY)KCHHASA CHJIA HC YKIAIBIBAOINANCA B KJIACCHUCCKYIO
BOCHHYIO CTPATETHIO CTPaH 3amaja, HO, KOTOPas B CBOGM PA3BUTUH OIEPATHBHOTO MCKYCCTBA JANCKO OTCPEAMIA
CBOC BpEMHL.
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AencTBUTEABHO YMHTU3UACKUE BOVICKA (mouHee Kouesoe HacereHue Mownzoruu u FOxHoil
Cubupu) cocraBasAn sSAPO BOOPY>KeHHBIX cua «llorpscareas BceaenHoit» u ero
NIpeeMHUKOB, OAHAKO «B T€HU» OcCTaercss TOT (akT, 4TO OCHOBHAasl Macca 3HaMeHUTON
KOHHUIBI UMHIM3MAOB COCTOsIAa M3 TIOPKCKMX KO4YeBHMKOB EBpasum m Bocrounoro
Aawit-u Kpinuaka. B 3HaunTeAbHON Mepe rpaHAMO3HBIE 3aBOeBaHMsl ObIAU CAeAaHBI
pyKaMM TIOPKOSI3BIYHBIX HOMaJoB KoueBaBLIMX Ha Teppuropun Kaszaxcrana. Tropkckne
BOMHCKMEe COeAMHeHMs] — MpedKM COBPeMeHHBIX Ka3aXOB, HOTaeB, TaTap CpeAHeBeKOBbIX
STHOMNOAUTUYECKUX O0bedMHEHNI — «KOUYEeBBIX y30€KOB»!%, MOryA0B — Boesaau B Kurae,
Kopee, Masepannaxpe, Vpane, 3akaskazbe, Bocrounonn u Lenrpaabnoinn Espore.
Apmun Cyboavit-6axaaypa, baty, Tokrameiia, Eaures u g4p. 3HaMeHUTLIX NpaBUTeAel
1 BOEHa4YaAbHUKOB OBIAM B 3HAUUTEABHOI CTENeHUM YKOMIIAEKTOBaHbI KOYEBBIMMU
TIOpKaMu ¢ Tepputropun HbiHelHero Kaszaxcrana u Poccuu. V3 KbINyakoB cocTosA U
KOPITyC rBapAuM, packBapTUpOBaHHLIN B [lekuHe.

Kazazocy ObI, »TM Paxrbl A0AKHB OblAM Obl MOABUIHYTDL Ka3axCTaHCKUX
JMICTOPMKOB 3aHAThCA M3y4YeHMeM pOAM TIOPKCKMX KoueBHMKOB KaszaxcTaHa B BOEHHOM
1cKyccTBe MoHroabckoi nmnepun u 3oaoroin Opapl, 04HAaKO 9Ta TeMaTHKa TaK U He
cTada OOBEKTOM CHelMalbHOTO KOMIIA€KCHOIO WUCCA€AOBAaHUS B OTE€4eCTBEHHO
ucropuorpadpum.

BoeHHOe 4€40 KO4YEBHUKOB BXOAUT HENOCPEACTBEHHO KaK B OOLLIYIO BOEHHYIO
HUCTOPMIO CpedHEeBEKOBbIX TIOPKO-MOHTOAbCKUX HapoaoB Eppasuu n KasaxcraHna, Tak u
ABASIETCS Hepa3PbIBHONM 4acTbhlO BOEHHOW CUCTEMBL: CTPYKTypa U cOCTaB BOOPY>KEHHBIX
CUA; BOEHHasl cTpaTerMs M TaKTMKa BeAeHUs BOJMHBI; KOMIIAEKC BOOPY>KeHMs,
peMecaeHHas TEXHOAOTUsSI W3TOTOBAEHUS OPY>KUs;, IpPUEMbl €ro MCIOAb30BaHMS;
STHOKYABTYPHOTO Pa3BUTUs MPO>KMBABIINX 34eCh HapOA0B. BoeHHLIMM HacAedHMKaMU
Monroabckoit umnepuu craau Horarickas Opaga XV-XVII BB., koueBHMk1M BocrouyHoro
Aawit-u Keinmuaka (zocydapemeéo Lleitbanudos) n Moryaucrana XV-XVI BB, Kazaxckoe
xaHcrBo XV-XVIII BB, Cubupckue xancrsa XV — nHawasaa XVII BB, Oalukupsl u 4p.
BoeHHast ucropms yKazaHHBIX TIOPKCKMX ToCydapcrs TpeOyer —AaAbHeNIero
yrAy0A€HHOTO UCCAeA0BaHMsl IO KAIOYEBbIM pasjelaM pa3BUTU s BOEHHOTO JeAa.

OpyXue — O4AMH U3 TAaBHBIX DAE€MEHTOB BOEHHO-MaTepUaAbHON KyAbTYpPBbI
a100oro obujecrsa. Ha mnpoTsikeHuM ThicsideAeTUil AOTMKa PasBUTUSL BOEHHOTO
UCKYCCTBa BO MHOTOM ONpeAeAsiA0Ch MPOTUBOOOPCTBOM ABYyX OCHOBHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB
OpPY>KeMHOIO KOMIIJAeKca: CpPeACTB 3alyuThl  (Jdocnex) U CpeAcTB  HaradeHUs!
(nacmynameavroe opyxue). CoBeplleHCTBOBaHMe OOEBBIX CPeACTB MOpaskeHUs PUBEAO
K TpaHcpopMaLMM 3allJUTHOTO BOOPY>KeHUsl U Ha0OOPOT.

O4HMM 13 MHTepeCcHeNINX SMN3040B DTOTO MpoLiecca sBAsIeTCs DI1oxXa MO34Hero
CpeanesexoBbss 1 paHHero HoBoro BpemeHy, Korga K TpaAdULIMOHHBIM CpeAcCTBam
HanageHus A400aBUAOCh OTHecTpeAbHOe oOpy>kue. D¢deKTrBHasi BO3MOXHOCTD

15 Tak HasblBAeTCA B CHEIUAIBHON BOCTOKOBETYECKOH JMTEPATYpE BOHHCTBCHHOE TIOPKOSA3BIMHOE KOYEBOE
HaceaeHue Boctounoro Jamr-u Kemuaka XV-XVI BB. npokuBaBIIce Ha Tepputopuu coBpeMeHHOTo Kazaxcrana
oT Ypana go Uprsima.

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA



88

OTHECTPEeABHOTO OPY>KUs MOopakaTb NPOTUBHMKA Ha DOABLIOM pacCTOSIHUM MPUBEAO K
KapAUHaAbHOI BOEHHON PeBOAIOLIMYU B TAKTUYECKO MOAeAU BedeHus O0s U cTpaTerum
NpoBedeHUs] OTAEABHBIX (A0OKAADHBIX) OMNepaLMil UM KPYMHLIX BOEHHBIX KaMIIaHMIL.
ITosiBAeHMe HOBOTO OPY>KUSI CHIIPAA0 POKOBYIO POAb B BOEHHONM MCTOPUM KOYeBBIX
Hapoaos EBpasuiickoro koHTMHeHTa. OgHaKo B CiAy LIeA0TO psda NPUYMH pa3BUTHeE
OTHECTPeABbHOTO Opy>Kusl B Azun 1410 Doaee MedAeHHBIMM TeMnamy, 4eM B Epporne.
DT0 4aA0 1IaHC KOYEBBIM HapoJaM permoHa MOOOPOTLCS 3a COXPaHEeHWUsl CBOEro
BAMSIHU BO BHYTPEHHUX palioHaX eBpa3MiiCKOro KOHTHUHeHTa. 3adpuKcupoBaTh MpoLecc
«MPOTUBOOOPCTBa» OOHOBAEHHOIO KOMIIAEKCa Opy>KMsl HamadeHMsi U AOCIexa Ha
a3zMaTcKMX MaTepuasdax 3HauYUTeAbHO CAO>KHee, YeM Ha eBpOIelicKIX, TaK KaK BOeHHOe
MICKYCCTBO a3MaTCKMUX HapOAOB M3y4eHO KpaliHe HepaBHOMEPHO.

CeroaHst Ba>)KHO BOCCO34aThb MHAVUBUAYAABHBINI KOMIIAEKC BOOPY>KEHNsI BOVHOB
ApeBHero u cpeaHesekoBoro KasaxcraHa, mpoBecTy A4eTaAbHO-KOMIIAEKCHOE M3y4yeHle
opy>keliHOro Habopa U c4eAaTb MarepuaabHbIIl BOEHHO-TEXHUYECKUIT aHaAn3 HOeBOro
3allMTHOTO KOCTIOMa U €ro akccecyapoB, UYTO MO3BOAMT OCYLIECTBUTH peaAbHO-
UCTOPUUECKYIO  XYAOXKEeCTBEHHO-Tpapuueckylo U MpeiMeTHYIO  PeKOHCTPYKLUIO
0DOpPOHUTEABHBIX ~AOCIIEXOB U  CTaHAAPTHOTO Habopa BOOpPYy>KeHUs HOMaJoB
Eppasuiickux creneit ApesHoctu u paHHero CpegHeBekoBbs, Jamr-u Kreinmuaka
pasButToro CpeaHeBeKOBbs 1 KazaxoB noszaHero CpeaHepekosbsl 1 Hosoro BpeMeHu.

YkazaHHasl LieAdeHallpaBAeHHas paboTa npeAnolaraer:

— OCYLLIeCTBUTDL Ha OCHOBe cUCTeMaru3aluyu coOpaHHOIo MaTepuaza TUIIOAOTUIO
HacTyINaTeAbHOTO U 3allJUTHOTO BOOPY>KEHMs, BBLISIBUB XPOHOJAOTMYEeCKMe PaMKU
CYLLIeCTBOBaHM I KOHKPETHLIX TUIIOB, UX TPOUCXOXKAEHNe U pa3BUTHUE;

—Ha OCHOBe KOMIIAEKCHOIO aHa/Au3a MCTOYHUKOB  PeKOHCTPyUpOBaTh
TeXHU4YeCcKOoe YCTPOMCTBO pa3sAMYHBIX BUAOB 3allIUTHOTO BOOPY>KeHMs, TaKTUYeCKue
BO3MO>KHOCTM X IPpUMeHEeHs B apMUsIX KOUeBHUKOB;

—POBECTU  XYAO>KEeCTBEHHO-TpapUUecKyl0  PeKOHCTPYKLMIO  3alljUTHOTO
00OPOHUTEABHOTO BOOPY>KEHM sl Y KOMITAeKca DOeBbIX CPeACTB CTEMHBIX BOMHOB;

— c4eAaThb NpelMeTHO-MaTepUaAbHYyIO PeKOHCTPYKLMIO 3alllUTHBIX A0CMEXOB U
AVYHOTO OPY>KUsl OAM>KHETO U AaAbHEro 60si BOMHOB;

— co34aTh KAaccUPUKALUIO U TUTIOAOTUIO OPY>KEMHOTO KOMITAeKca HOMaJ0B.

Takoli BapuaHT BOEHHO-MaTepMaAbHBIX PeKOHCTPYKLMI YKpacuT KakK C
XyAO>KeCTBEHHO-DCTeTUYeCKO, TaK U KyAbTYpPHO-UCTOPUYECKON CTOPOHBLI A1000€
Hay4HO-oOpasoBaTeAbHOe yYpeXKAeHMe U CTaHeT AOCTaTOYHO HarAsiAHbBIM UM MacCOBO-
AOCTYIIHBIM AAsl BCeX IOCeTUTeAeil U BBICOKMX Trocrell, Oy4er crnocodCTBoOBaTh
(GOpMUPOBAHUIO YBa>KMTEABHOIO OTHOLLUEHMs K BOEHHOMYy MpPOLIAOMYy Ka3axoB MU
KasaxcraHa 1 narpuoTMyecKkoMy BOCIIMTaHMIO HOBOTO MOKOAeHM s KasaxcraHLeB. boaee
TOro, paspaboTKa A4aHHOTO HaIlpaBA€HUsl BOEHHOIO desa Oy4deT HOCUTbH KaK Hay4dHO-
NpaKTUYeCKMil, TaKk M TMO3HaBaTeAbHBbINl XapakTep, T.K. Ha TaKOM YpOBHe IMo400Has
pabora B KazaxcraHe He mpoBoAnaach.
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PesyapTaThl Takoro mMccAeAOBaHUSI MOTYT WUMeTh CAedylolllee IINPOKOe
npuMeHeHMe: Hamucanue o0000LIAIOIINX TPYy40B IO BOEHHON U IOAUTUYECKON
ucropun u apxeoaornn Kasaxcrana, Llentpaasnoit u Cpegnein Asum; ussanue
CrelMaAbHbIX  BOEHHO-y4eOHBIX  MocoOuii, paboT  HaydyHO-MEeTOANYECKOTO U
KOHLIENITyaAbHOTO XapakTepa; o0OpyAoBaHMe My3eMHBIX DKCIIO3ULINI ¢ TTOMOLIBIO
PEKOHCTPYUPOBAHHBIX ~ BOEHHO-MICTOPUYECKUX  MaTepuaaoB. DTO  IO3BOAUT B
AaAbHellllIeM TNPaKTU4eCcK! BHeAPUTh pasdpaboTaHHble METOAUKU MCCAeAOBaHUS AAs
MOCAEAYIOLIeTO COMOCTaBUTEABHOIO aHaaAM3a DBOAIOLNU BOEHHOIO Jeda APYTHUX
pernoHoB, BHOX U KyAbTyp. VIsroroBaennsle mpeaMeTHBIE Hay4YHO-UCTOPUYECKUE
PEKOHCTPYKLUMN U3 ayTeHTUYHBIX MaTepualoB, a Tak’Ke aBTOPCKME XyAO>KeCTBEHHBIe
HayYHO-UCTOPUYECKIIe PEKOHCTPYKLUU MOTYT DKCMIOHUPOBATHCS B
CrelaAn31 POBAHHBIX My3elHO-DKCIIOHaTHEIX coOpanmsix PK.

OcymecTBaeHNe TakX UCCA€40BATEAbCKMX MOUCKOB MO3BOAUT He TOABKO AaTh
aAdeKBAaTHYIO Hay4YHO-UCTOPUYECKYIO OLIHKYy PasBUTUS U YPOBHSI BOEHHOIO Jeda
KOYEBLIX TOCYJ4apCcTB U HApOAOB MPOLIAOTO U Ka3axoB, B YaCcTHOCTH, HO U AacT
BO3MOXKHOCTb TIOCTAaBUTL Ileped 1CCAeA0BaTeAssMI AAABHENIIYIO ee MepCreKTUBHYIO
paspaboTKy y>XKe MNPUMEHUTEABHO K WHBIM TeppUTOPUSIM, CUHXPOHHOMY WU
npeabigyliuM nepuodamM. OMNBIT U3y4eHMs] BOEHHOTO Jeda Ka3axoB CTaHeT Kak
TEOPEeTUYECKOl, TaK U MPaKTU4YeCKOil HarAsiAHON MOAEABI0 A4Sl TOCAEAYIOIIETO
CpaBHUTEABHOTO UCCAeAOBAHUSI BOSHHOTIO Aela TIOPKCKUX Hapoaos EBpasuim: «xoueBbIx
y30€eKOB», HoTaeB, OallKup, Tarap U Ap.

Conclusion. Takum ob6pasoM, BOeHHOe AeA0 — COCTaBHasl 4acTb He TOABKO
UCTOPUM CTpaHbl, HO U HEOTbeMAEMBII DAeMeHT DKOHOMMKM, MaTepUaAbHON WU
AYXOBHOW KyABTYpBl, COLMAABHBIX UM MOAUTUYECKUX OTHOILIEHUI U ITOBCEAHEBHOTO
ObTa Hapoda, KOTOpas OKasblBada pPa3sHOCTOPOHHee BAMsHME Ha BCe CTOPOHBI
oOlLleCTBEHHO! >KM3HM ¥ B 3HAUMTEABHON CTeMeHM Ha XapakTep U Crenuduxy
TPaAVLIMOHHBIX MHCTUTYTOB TOCyAaPCTBEHHOCTH B ITPOLLAOM.

AAsl 0Te4eCTBeHHBIX UCTOPUKOB OAHUM U3 TAaBHBIX TTPUOPUTETOB UCTOPUUIECKOTO
3HaHUs AOAKHO CTaTh OCMBICA€HNEe BKJAada KOYEBHMKOB B MMPOBYIO LMBUAM3ALINIO,
BBISIBA€HIE POAM MHOTOTPAHHON KOueBOW KyAbTypbhl B ucropum Kasaxcrana wu
U3y4eHre BOMICKOTO MCKYCCTBAa Ka3axcKoro Hapoda. DTO OCOOBIN A0AT HBIHEITHEro
MOKO/AEHNsI Ka3aXxoB Ieped TeMU M3BECTHBIMU U HEM3BEeCTHBIMU BOUTEASIMU, KOTOpPBIE
OTAaAl CBOU >KM3HU B OOpbOe 32 pOAHYIO 3€MAIO.

HeobGxoaumo moMHuTh, 4To caM akT coxpaHeHMs] Ka3axCKOro Hapoda, Kak
CaMOCTOSITeABHOTO  CyObeKTa  MeXAYyHapOAHBIX  OTHOLUEHMII Ha  TMTAaHTCKOM
reonoAUTNYeCKOM Tode EBpasuy, B 3HauuTeAbHON CTermeHM OblA  00ycAOBAEH
HaanuneM 9} PeKTUBHOTO BOEHHOTO MCKYCCTBQ, MO3BOAUBIIETO OTCTOSITh COOCTBEHHOE
>KM3HEHHOe IPOCTPAHCTBO OT MHOTOYMCAEHHBIX BHEIIHUX BparoB, COXPaHUTb
MHOTOBEKOBYIO CIeln(UIeCcKyI0 STHUUYECKYIO KyAbTypy. /AAs HalllMX COBpeMeHHMKOB
HBIHELIHNe TTOAUTHUYeCKIIe, KyAbTypHBle U dTHUUYecKne rpannnsl Kasaxcrana KaxkyTcs
4eM-TO BeuHbIM U He3bl0AeMBIM, HO NpodecCOHaABHOMY UCTOPUKY SICHO, YTO
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CcerogHsIIIHee IMOAOXKeHne CTpaHbl B Mupe npeaornpeaeAeHo yCIIeHbIM
HpOTI/IBO60pCTBOM npeaAKoB COBpE€MEHHBIX Ka3axoB ¢ ApyrmMM KOHKypeHTaMU,
npereHA0BaBIIMMIM Ha TerTeMOHNIO B Beauxoit Crenmn.

Crmicok antepaTypnl

1. YorOaeB A. BoopykeHue ApeBHMX KOUEBHUKOB KazaxCKUX cremeil. AcraHa:
Ouanaa nHcTUTyTa apxeoaorun um. A.X. Mapryaana B Acrane, 2013 200 c.

2. Topbynos B.B. Boennoe aeao naceaenms Aaras B III-XIV BB. Yacrs I
OboponurearHoe Boopy>KeHue (aocnex). bapuaya: Mza-so Aat. yn-ta, 2003. 174 c,;
T'opGyHos B.B. BoenHoe gea0 naceaenus Aaras s III-XIV BB. Yacts II: HactynareasHoe
Boopy>XKeHune (opy>kue). bapnaya: Msza-so Aar. yH-ta, 2006. 232 Xyasaxos IO.C.
Boopy>kenne cpeaneBekosbix KoueBHUKOB FOxkHoit Cubupu u LlenrpaavHoit Asum.
Hosocubupck: Hayxka, 1986. 256 c.; Xyasikos IO0.C. Boopy>keHle LleHTpaAbHO-a3MaTCKUX
KOYEBHUKOB B ®IIOXy PaHHEro U pa3BUTOIO cpeaHeBekosbsi. HosocuOupck: Hayka,
1991.190 c.; Xyasixos YO.C. Boopy>kenune kouesHukos IOxxnoit Cudbupu u LlenrpaabHoit
A3um B BIOXy Pa3BUTOTO cpedHeBekoBbsl. Hosocubupck: WMsa-Bo uHCTUTYTA
apxeoaorun u stHorpadpuum CO PAH, 1997. 160 c.; Xyasxos FO.C. 3amurtHoe
Boopy>keHle HOMa40B Llenrpaapnoit Asun. Hosocudupcek: Msa-so HI'Y, 2003. 202 c.

3. Camaiues 3.C. HackaabHble nzoOpakenus Bepxuero Ilpumnprsiibs. Aama-
Arta: Friapim, 1992. 288 c.; Camarues 3.C. Ilerporandgst Kasaxcrana. Aamarst, 2006. 200
C.

4. boopos A.A. Xyasxos IO.C. BoenHHoe gea0 CsSHLOMIICKUX TOCy4apCTB
Cepepnoro Kuras IV-V BB. H.». // BoeHHOoe aea0 HoMaaoB lleHTpaabHOit Asum B
CSIHBOUIICKYIO »M0Xy: cOOpHUK HayuHbIX Tpydos / Iloa pea. 10.C. Xyaskosa, C.I.
Ckobezesa. Hosocubupck: HI'Y, 2005. C. 80-199.

5. Topeauk M.B. CpeaHeBekoBbIII MOHIOAbCKMIT gocnex [/ OaoH YACHH
MoHroad DpgasmrtHuil Il Mx xypaa. Yaaanbaarap, 1979. bor. III. C. 90-101.; F'opeaux
M.B. MoHroao-tarapckoe oOOpOHMUTeALHOe BOOpPY’>KeHMe BTOpoil MoAoBUMHBI XIV —
Havyada XV B. // Kyaukosckas OuTBa B ucropun 1 KyAbtype Haiueir Pogunst. M.: V34-Bo
Mock. yn-ta, 1983. C. 244-269; I'opeaux M.B. PanHuit MoHroansckuii gocrnex (IX —
nepsas noaosuHa XIV B.) // Apxeoaorusi, sTHOrpadust U aHTpornoAorus MoHroamnu.
Hosocubupck: Hayxka, 1987. C. 163-208.; I'opeaux M.B Apmun monroao-rarap X—-XIV
BekoB. Bonnckoe nckycctBo, cHapskenne, opy>xkune. M.: OOO «BocTtounblit ropusoHT»,
2002. 84 c.

CBegennsi 06 asTope: Aiiboaar Kaiipcasimosuu KylukymOaeB — raaBHbIN
Hay4HbIi1 cOTpyaHUK EBpasuiickoro HalimoHaabHOro yHuBepcutera uM. /1L.H. I'ymnaesa,

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA






92

MARC BLOCH AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF THEORETICAL AND
METHODOLOGICAL FOUNDATIONS OF HISTORICAL SCIENCE

M. Y. Shaikhutdinov
Nur-Sultan, Kazakhstan

Abstract. The article scrutinizes the contribution of Marc Bloch, an outstanding French
historian of the XX century, to the development of theoretical and methodological foundations
of modern historical science, including the formation of a unique “Annales” school. Based on an
analysis of the crucial historical and theoretical works of Bloch, main stages of formation of his
views on the place, role and purpose of historical science in human culture and the system of
social relations are identified. Special attention is paid to the scientific tools used by the French
historian, as well as to his methods of research using various historical sources. The study
concludes that representatives of subsequent generations of the “Annales” school did not
always agree with the ideas of Bloch, but at the same time recognized his high scientific
authority, as well as his courageous and principled civil position during the German
occupation.

Keywords: new historical school, history of modernity, collective mentalities,
epistemology, time of the researcher, historical time

Introduction. Forming the content and style of our journal, we pay special
attention to various scientific schools, including the European schools of medieval
studies, which have come a long way and laid the foundations of modern historical
science. It is this factor that determines our close interest in the French school of
“Annales”, as well as in one of its founders — Marc Bloch, who dedicated almost all his
life to the history of the European Middle Ages, but at the same time paid great
attention to the theory and methodology of historical knowledge.

Unlike his father - Gustave Bloch - a historian of the antiquity, Mark chose the
path of a medieval historian. After graduating from the Ecole Normale Supérieure
(1904-1908), he devoted himself to teaching and research. An innovative approach to
historical science was already evident in the first monographs of Bloch, among them —
“lle-de-France: the Country around Paris”, “Kings and Serfs - a Chapter in of the
Capetian history” (“Rois et Serfs, un Chapitre d’Histoire Capétienne”), “The Royal Touch:
Monarchy and Miracles in France and England”. Already in these works one can notice
a new approach of Bloch to the interpretation of historical sources, as well as his interest
towards the medieval mentality.

In 1929, in close collaboration with Lucien Febvre, Marc Bloch founded the
“Annales” school and gave a powerful impetus to the development of French and
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world historical science. In 1931 he wrote a monograph called “Characteristic features
of French agrarian history”, and in 1939-1940 his fundamental work “Feudal society”
was published.

The peak of Bloch's scientific creativity was the manuscript “Apologia of history
or the craft of a historian”, which he drafted during the difficult conditions of the
German occupation. It should be noted that Bloch did not accept the role of an outside
observer and in 1943 joined the French Resistance. In March 1944, the Gestapo captured
him, and on June 16, he was executed near Lyon. Throughout his life and up until his
death Marc Bloch demonstrated and proved an inextricable connection between history
and modernity.

Discussion. The beginning of Bloch's scientific career is closely connected with
social history and the history of medieval law. In particular, he published the article
“Forms of breaking the oath of allegiance to the Seigneur in the old feudal law”
(1912). Already in this work, the young scientist's interest in ethnography and
comparative research is noticeable (according to Le Goff, Bloch was influenced by the works
of Ernst von Meller and Karl von Amira [1]).

Under the influence of one of the founders of French geopolitics, Paul Vidal de
La Blache, Bloch became interested in historical geography. For example, in “Ile-de-
France: the Country around Paris” (1913), he studied in detail the activities of the kings
to form the core of the French state. At the same time, as Jacques Le Goff notes, Bloch
showed an interest in questions of methodology, as evidenced by his report “Historical
criticism and criticism of evidence” (1914).

During the First World War Bloch's military career began, but at the same time
he studied the psychology of soldiers and army units, which was reflected in the article
“Reflections of a historian on false wartime rumors” (1921). According to Jacques Le
Goff, during the war Bloch saw how modern society turns into a society ‘almost
medieval’, returns back to a mentality ‘barbaric and irrational” [2], and that “ignorance
of the past inevitably leads to a lack of understanding of the present’, which means that
the present can help us understand the past [3].

After the war Bloch became a lecturer of the University of Strasbourg, where,
according to Jacques Le Goff, met with the constellation of brilliant scientists, among
them Lucien Febvre, historian, Andre Piganiol, historian of antiquity, Georges Lefebvre,
explorer of revolution of 1789-1794, Gabriel Le Bras, the founder of French sociology of
religion, Henri Bolig, geographer, Ernest Hoepfner, philologist, Charles Blondel, the
doctor and psychologist, and Marcel Halbwachs, sociologist [4]. In 1920 Bloch
completed his work on the monograph “Kings and serfs — a Chapter from the history of
the Capetian period”.

In 1924 Bloch published a monograph “The Royal Touch: Monarchy and
Miracles in France and England”, dedicated to the rite of healing the sick by laying
hands. Justifying his research task Bloch notes: ‘It was believed that the French and
English kings could heal people with scrofula by a simple touch of the hand, performed
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in accordance with a traditional ceremony. Since when did they get this wonderful
ability? What prompted them to practice medicine? How did their subjects recognize
this gift?” [5].

As part of his research Bloch used a variety of historical sources, including
account books, administrative documents, political and theological writings, medical
treatises, liturgical texts, monuments of fine art, and even playing cards [6]. Based on a
critical analysis of sources Bloch comes to the following conclusion: ‘The belief in a
miracle arose because everyone expected this miracle. The belief in a miracle took on a
long life for this reason, and also because subsequent generations believed the
testimonies of previous ones, which they thought were based on experience and
therefore seemed irrefutable. As for the cases — apparently quite numerous - when the
majesties’ fingers failed to banish the disease, they were soon forgotten. Such is the
happy optimism of pious souls. So, it is difficult to see in the belief in the Royal miracle
anything but the fruit of a collective delusion — however, much more harmless than all
the other delusions that are so rich in the history of mankind’ [7].

According to Le Goff, Bloch is rightfully considered as ‘the founder of historical
anthropology, which is actively developing in our days’ [8], although the anticipation of
the anthropological approach in “The Royal Touch” does not mean that Bloch ‘has
already established himself on this new path for historians. Bloch did not yet has - and,
let's admit in his 20s could not have — a conceptual apparatus that would allow him to
give an adequate assessment of such manifestations of mass psychology’ [9]. A.Y.
Gurevich notes: “This work is often regarded as standing aside from the main line of
interests of Bloch, since later he returns to the research of socio-economic subjects, and
his refusal to continue the line of research that is outlined in “The Royal Touch” is
explained by the fact that in the mid-20s, historians in the majority did not understand
and did not accept this issue. Nevertheless, we can argue that Bloch did not deviate
anywhere’ [10]. Y.B. Khromova states: “The ideas related to the study of rituals, images
and gestures in various historical societies, considered by Bloch in this book, remain
relevant to this day’ [11].

A new stage in the scientific activity of Bloch began in 1929, when together with
Febvre he founded the journal “Annales d'histoire économique et sociale” (qvailable in
French and English from Cambridge University Press), which made a real methodological
revolution. From the “History-Story’, which narrated the events of the past and engaged
in ‘collecting facts’, Bloch and Febvre moved to the ‘History-Problem” [12]. As N.V.
Trubnikova notes, original innovation of the “Annales” were themed issues — ‘special
topics, constituting the whole issue, notable for interesting formulations that do not
coincide with established definitions of historical science’ [13]. Y.A. Vasiliyev drew
attention to the fact that the “Annales” school focused on the study of Medieval,
Renaissance and early modern periods [14].
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In this article the contribution of “Annales” school in the development of
methods of historical research will not be covered in detail (the idea of the multiplicity of
temporal rhythms, the emphasis on the connection of history and modernity, the shift of focus
from political history to socio-economic history, historical anthropology, interdisciplinary
research, the study of the history of mentalities, of collective behavior in extreme situations, etc.),
while I'll focus on analyzing key works by Bloch published in the era of “Annales” that
had the most significant impact on the subsequent development of world historical
science.

Among the most symbolic works by Bloch is the monograph “Characteristic
features of French agrarian history” (1931), which was published simultaneously in
Oslo and in Paris. The scientific value of this work is not so much in the results obtained
as in the research methodology. It is with the discussion of the method that Bloch's
work begins: ‘our knowledge is scanty. I tried not to conceal anything: neither the gaps
in the research in general, nor the insufficiency of my own documentation, based partly
on primary sources, but obtained from case to case” [15]. Perhaps, that is why Bloch
calls his concept of the agrarian history of France not a theory, but a hypothesis [16]. At
the same time, he notes: ‘in the development of science, there are times when one
synthetic work, even if it seems premature, is more useful than a number of analytical
studies, in other words, when it is much more important to formulate problems well
than to try to solve them. The agrarian history of our country seems to have reached
this stage’” [17].

Bloch was one of the first to realize that only those works that are limited to local
limits can provide actual data for final solutions, but such works ‘are almost unable to
ask big questions. This requires a broader perspective, where the main outlines are not
in danger of being lost in the dark mass of small facts. Even the broad horizon of an
entire nation is sometimes insufficient. How can we capture the development
characteristics of individual regions without first looking at France as a whole? French
development, in turn, acquires its true meaning only if it is considered in a pan-
European plan’ [18]. Thus, Bloch again points out to his fellow historians the value and
usefulness of comparative research [19].

An important methodological value for researchers of agricultural history
(regardless of the specific state) is Bloch’s thesis about the need to take into account
regional features: ‘in their agrarian structure, the various regions that make up modern
France are not similar to each other, and in the past they differed much more than each
of them, taken separately, differed from the countries bordering France. It is true that
little by little, over these fundamental differences, what may be called French rural
society developed, but it developed slowly and through the absorption of many
societies or parts of them that originally belonged to a foreign world” [20]. No less
valuable are his thoughts on the geographical factor: ‘the conditions imposed on human
activity by nature, even if they are unable to explain the fundamental features of our

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA



96

agrarian history, appear in their entirety force, when it is necessary to establish a
distinction between districts” [21].

Bloch recognized the value of historicism principle, but did not interpret it as
directly as other historians. According to him, history is ‘first of all the science of
change. In studying various problems, I have tried never to lose sight of this truth.
However, I had to explain the very distant past, especially in relation to various
economic regulations, in the light of much closer times to us’ [22]. According to Bloch,
there are cases when ‘in order to interpret the past, we must first consider the present,
or at least the past that is closer to the present. This is, in particular (for reasons that will
be discussed below), the method to which we are forced to resort in the study of
agricultural history due to the state of the sources’ [23]. So, referring to the problem of
so-called “open and long fields”, widely spread in medieval England, Bloch notes that
Fustel de Coulanges could not find traces of this agrarian type in historical sources in
France, because "he studied the documents only by themselves, and not in the light of a
more recent past. Fascinated, like many other major scientists of that time, mainly by
questions of origin, he forever remained faithful to the narrow chronological system
that led him, step by step, from an older phenomenon to a later one” [24].

‘A historian’, states Bloch, “is always a slave to his documents, and most of all
one who has devoted himself to agricultural research; for fear of not understanding the
incomprehensible past, he often has to read history in reverse order. But, this method of
investigation, which is the opposite of the natural order, has its perils that are important
to define precisely. Those who see a trap are less likely to fall into it" [25]. Thus, the old
texts studied in a proper way ‘give much more than could be expected from them at the
first glance, especially the records of legal practice — resolutions, acts of judicial
processes — the analysis of which, unfortunately, is so poorly implemented in the
current state of our research apparatus. Still, they may not answer all the questions.
Hence the temptation to draw more definite conclusions from the data of these
stubborn sources than those for which there are grounds, and as a result — lots of errors
in the interpretation of these sources’ [26].

Bloch’s research contains valuable observations about the ways of land
development, the shortages of human resources at the turn of the XIII-XIV centuries, the
impossibility of endless transformation of forests and wastelands into arable land, the
economic role of forests, the evolution of land ownership. He notes that bread ‘occupied
most of the cultivated land. There was not a single village or farm that did not set aside
its best fields for grain. Bread was cultivated even in those districts where nature
seemed to prevent it: on the harsh Alpine slopes, on the continuously rain-drenched
lands of the West and center, which did not absorb moisture well and which today
seem to us intended exclusively for pastures’ [27].

At the same time, since the XIII century, ‘occasionally there are areas almost
completely devoted to vineyards. This is due to the fact that wine, among other
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products, was considered a very valuable commodity, convenient for transportation
and sale in areas where it was not produced at all due to natural conditions, or was of
very poor quality’ [28]. “Grain crops,” notes Bloch, “predominating almost everywhere,
did not, however, occupy all the land. There were some additional cultures around
them. Some of them, such as some forage plants, especially vetch, and sometimes peas
and beans, alternated with grain in the same fields’ [29].

Bloch establishes the relationship between agricultural regulations and the principles of
social organization: ‘Let's start with the most unequivocal and consistent of all
agricultural regulations: extended and mandatory open fields. Let's imagine a rural
settlement, usually quite significant. This system is not at all incompatible with small
group settlements! (especially, in areas of recent ploughing); it seems to be associated from
the very beginning with a large rather than a small village. Around the houses — always
surrounded by hedges gardens and vegetable gardens’ [30].

Then Bloch turns to wide open arable fields: “The boundaries between individual
parcels, and often between separate groups of parcels, are at most a few boundary posts
dug into the ground, sometimes an uncultivated furrow, and even more often borders
exist only in the imagination — a very dangerous temptation for those whom the
peasants emphatically called “furrow eaters” (mangeurs de raies)” [31].

Gradually, the field could increase significantly due to furrows that protrude
slightly beyond the legal border. Bloch cites a popular legend about the parcel, the size
of which has increased for over 60 years by more than a third in such way [32].
Nevertheless, ‘the boundaries between individual possessions, although not marked,
still existed. Their lines formed a strange double pattern’ [33]. The described system,
according to Bloch, was supplemented by ‘two customs that touched the very depths of
agricultural life: forced crop rotation and mandatory grazing’ (4.

‘Such an order,” Bloch believes, ‘could only have arisen in conditions of great
social cohesion and a pronounced communal worldview. First of all, the earth itself was
a collective creation. There can be no doubt that individual cartiers were formed
gradually, as the development of uncultivated land went on” [35]. In his opinion, the
powerful influence of the collective was also felt in many other customs: ‘nothing is
more characteristic of long field than the right to collect straw (droit d’eteule); on the
stubble, cattle was not allowed immediately; at first people collected straw (in this sense
one should realize the term droit d’eteule), which was used for roofing, bedding for
livestock, and sometimes for heating of hotbeds; the straw was collected on arable land,
with no respect to boundaries, and that right was so honored, that the farmer was not
allowed to act against it by cutting off the ears too close to the soil. The scythe is
intended for meadows; on sown arable land, only a high—cutting sickle was allowed —
parliaments were following this very closely in the eighteenth century. Consequently, in
the numerous localities (usually, with long fields) where this easement was carried out,
the crop did not belong entirely to the owner of the land: the ear went to him, the straw
to everyone’ [36].
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Bloch concludes that the poor and rich participated in the use of communal
easements, but not equally: “Usually, each resident, no matter how small his land plot
was, had the right to send several heads of cattle to the common herd, but the number
of animals that any farmer could sent to the common herd in excess of this minimum,
recognized for everyone, was proportional to the size of the area he cultivated. Rural
society consisted of classes that were sharply differentiated. However, the rich, as well
as the poor, obeyed the traditional law of their group, which was the guardian of both a
certain social balance and the relationship between various forms of land cultivation” 1.

There was also an organization of open fields of irregular shape: ‘Let’s imagine arable
land devoid of hedges, similar in this respect to those already described. However,
parcels are not long and narrow stripes, systematically grouped in a cartier of the same
direction, but have a different shape, whereas the difference between length and width
is small. Scattered as is, they are in a more or less bizarre mess” . “Basically,” admits
Bloch ‘this system was not a system of individualism at all. Its old forms included
compulsory collective grazing (in the legal language of the South it was called compascuite)
with all the natural consequences that followed: the prohibition of fences and,
obviously, a certain unity of crop rotation. But these easements disappeared here — we
will be able to see this - faster than in the areas of long fields” .

According to Bloch, the direct reason for the contrast between the two types of
fields is “‘the opposite of two types of agricultural machinery’: “Two types of ploughing
tools divided ancient France. Similar in most of their features (which in both types
gradually became more complex as the single point of the primitive era was replaced by the
double action of the cutter and the coulter, and the blade was attached to the cutting parts),
these tools, however, were radically different from each other. The first type is devoid
of a movable front, and the animals simply drag it across the field, the second type is
equipped with two wheels’ [“0l. A wheeled plough allowed for an equal team to loosen
the ground much deeper than with a wheelless plough, but because of the wheels, this
plough requires some space to turn. “Turning after a furrow was a big problem both
technically and legally in the areas of the wheel plough. This led to numerous lawsuits.
The wheelless plow, on the contrary, brought the shape of the fields closer to the
square, which allowed to vary the direction of the furrows and even cross them’,
explains Bloch [41].

Bloc rejected attempts of German historians to explain the opposite of various
agrarian regulations using the concept of ‘race’ or ‘people's spirit’ (Volksgeist). He
prefers to talk about ‘types of civilization” and in this regard notes: ‘just as language
phenomena are not easily grouped into dialects (the boundaries of various linguistic
features do not exactly coincide with each other), so the phenomena of agricultural life
cannot be enclosed in such geographical frameworks that would be strictly the same for
all categories of related phenomena’ 2.
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Bloch considers it possible to distinguish in France three main types of agricultural
civilization, closely related to both natural conditions and the history of society. First of
all, this type is common in areas of poor soil and poor land development, that is, a
system of fenced fields. Then there are two types of agricultural civilization — “Northern”
and “Southern”, which are characterized by more dense development of land and
collective impact on arable land, that allowed ensuring a balance between arable land
and pasture. As a result, both types did not have fences. The “Northern” type was
characterized by a heavy wheeled plough and a particularly strong community
cohesion; its outward sign was the widespread lengthening of fields and grouping them
in parallel rows, as well as three fields. The “Southern” type combined fidelity to the
ancient wheelless plough and the double-field; but it was characterized by a less strong
communal spirit in land development and in agricultural life itself. Eventually, these
‘such sharp contrasts in the organization and way of thinking of old rural societies had
a great impact on the development of the country as a whole” (431,

In other chapters of his capital work, Bloch examines such topical issues as the
history of the seigniory, the history of the peasantry, the birth of capitalism in
agriculture, the remnants of communal orders and the fate of large and small land
ownership in Modern times. Detailed coverage of these subjects in a short article would
be inappropriate, since it is important to first pay special attention to the
methodological principles and attitudes characteristic of Bloch.

It should be noted that “Characteristic features of French agrarian history” has
received recognition in both Western and Soviet historiography. For example, Febvre
said: ‘During his lifetime, Mark Bloch had a firm intention to reissue it, he repeatedly
told me about it. But he wasn't going to just reproduce his original text without
changes. He knew better than anyone that a historian cannot stop time, and that even
the best historical work must be revised in twenty years; otherwise, the historian did
not achieve his goal without arousing a desire to check his main points and clarify
them, to surpass his most daring concepts. Mark Bloch didn't have time to redo his big
book the way he wanted. However, would he really have changed it?’ [44]. Knowing
his friend and colleague well, Febvre suggests that, most likely, Bloch would prefer not
to redo the manuscript of his work, but to start writing a new book.

A.D. Lublinskaya admits that Bloch’s book was an epoch, because in ‘a time of
extreme fascination with narrow local topics, the author ventured to review the
agrarian system of the entire country” and provided it against a broad comparative
background of European feudalism as a whole, using the richest factual material for this
purpose’ [45]. She believes that the main advantage of Bloch's book is ‘“in his persistent
desire to understand the essence of the studied problems, in a new approach to them’
(41, According to A.D. Lublinskaya, ‘in many cases, Bloch was able to wittily note and
explain important features of French agrarian history” [¥l. However, she notes that Bloch
‘did not have a complete concept of the problem’. It always seemed to him that he could
not get to the bottom of the matter because of ‘the lack of elaboration of this or that
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issue. Of course, in some cases, this lack of development did put serious obstacles in his
way. But the main reason was something else: the limitations of the historical
worldview of Bloch” 48l,

Modern researchers, including A.N. Demyanenko, L.A. Dyatlova and V.N.
Ukrainsky, note the contribution of Bloch to the development of spatial economy and
emphasize that the ideas and views of the outstanding French historian are particularly
relevant in Russia, which is implementing agricultural reform .

A special place in the scientific heritage of Bloch is occupied by the fundamental
monograph “Feudal society” (1939-1940), which became the quintessence of his views
on feudalism. Undoubtedly, this work retains its methodological value.

The term «feudalism» introduced by the Earl Boulainville according to Bloch ‘is
not entirely successful’. Boulainville and Montesquieu believed that ‘the most striking
feature of the middle ages seemed to be the fragmentation of power, divided between
small princes and even rural lords. It seemed to them that the word “feudalism”
expressed this particular feature. When they spoke of a feudatory, they meant either a
land allotment or the power of a seigneur. But in fact, the power of the seigneur was not
always associated with feudatory, and not all feudatories became principalities or
seigniories’ . In this regard, Bloch notes that ‘words are akin to coins: when they come
into use, they are erased and lose their original meaning. In modern usage, “feudal”
and “feudalism” denote a certain unity of the most heterogeneous phenomena, among
which the feudatory is by no means paramount. Considering these names only labels
on boxes whose contents are to be determined, the historian is entitled to use them
without the slightest compunction, just as a physicist uses the word “atom” without
feeling its Greek basis and doing his best to split it 51,

Bloch also asks another important question: “did social systems similar in their
basic features to our Western feudalism exist in other times and in other countries, and,
therefore, deserving the same name?” 2.

Finally Bloch notes that the need for the term “feudalism” speaks of ‘the
unquestionably perceived specificity of the period to which it belongs. Therefore, a
book about feudal society can be considered an attempt to solve the problem presented
in its title: what features this fragment of the past isolates it from its surroundings? In
other words, this book is an attempt to analyze and explain a certain social structure
and its connections. If the method works, one can use it to study other periods and
other regions” ¥,

Speaking about the formation of relations of dependence, Bloch states that
feudalism was born “in difficult and troubled times’. “The troubles partly created it. And
in part, the troubles themselves were caused by causes that had nothing to do with the
internal evolution of European societies. The new Western civilization, which had been
formed two centuries ago during the turbulent period of the German invasions, was at
this time “a fortress under siege, or rather already half-conquered”. It was besieged at
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once from three sides: in the South by the Arabs or their subordinate peoples,
committed to Islam, in the East — by the Hungarians, in the North — by the
Scandinavians’ %4,

Describing cornerstones of early feudalism, Bloch formulates an important
methodological principle: the structure of institutions governing society can only be
truly explained by knowing its human environment as a whole. The illusory work that
we do in transforming a creature of flesh and blood into various phantoms, such as
homo oeconomicus, philosophicus, and judicus, is only useful to the extent that we do
not succumb to its temptations’. [55] The historian concludes: ‘the Analysis of
Economics or Psychology, the end points, from the point of view of research, otherwise
oriented - the starting point for the historian of social structure’ .

According to Bloch, it would be a mistake to consider “feudal civilization” as
something integral in time. He distinguishes between two “feudal” periods and tries to
identify both common features and differences in these two phases 7.,

The first feudal period is characterized by: ‘negligible density of the European
population’, which also declined due to “uneven distribution” [58]; low grain yields (on
“finely ploughed’ and ‘poorly watered fields, the ears were thin and grew sparsely’) [59];
primitive communication system ‘between dispersed groups of people’ (ancient Roman
roads were destroyed, ‘because they were not supported’) [60]; anemic trade, ‘concentrated in
a very thin network’, as well as scarce for trade with the East [61]; coin famine (Bloch
rejects the terms “natural economy” and “closed economy”) [62]; the low role of wages due
to the sluggishness of trade and monetary circulation, as well as the remuneration of
employees with “grub” or a plot of land .

The second feudal period was marked not so much by the ‘disappearance of the old
conditions as by their softening’ [64]: demographic growth is observed as well as
“convergence of human groups” [65]; influential forces consolidated (urban bourgeoisie,
kings and dukes interested in the prosperity of trade) [66]; protection of communications
increased [67]; the nature of trade between the West and the East changed (the West
turned into a supplier of Handicrafts) [68]; the minting of large silver coins, heavier than
the denarius initiated [69]; there is a wider spread of mercenary labor [70]; a revaluation
of social values began (the class of artisans and merchants was firmly established in urban life)
[71], etc.

Being one of the first Bloch studies the attitude of medieval man to nature and
time. According to him, ‘the man of both feudal periods stood much closer than we do
to nature, which, in turn, was much less ordered and cleaned up’ [72]. Bloch highlights
the harsh living conditions and various “bodily miseries” of medieval man. At the same
time, he draws attention to the limitations of research tools: ‘it is very naive to try to
understand people without knowing how they felt. But the data of the texts and, more
importantly, the lack of precision of our research methods hopelessly limit us” "3,

One of the consequences of harsh natural conditions was high mortality,
especially among children: ‘very high infant mortality in feudal Europe blunted
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feelings... As for the life of adults, even regardless of the influence of war, it was on
average relatively short, at least if judged by crowned heads’ [74]. Premature deaths
were the result of epidemics and famine: ‘combined with everyday violence, these
catastrophes gave existence a permanent taste of mortality. This was probably one of
the main reasons for the instability of feelings that was so characteristic of the
psychology of the feudal era, especially in its first period” [l

Bloch notes the high susceptibility of medieval people to “supernatural
phenomena”, which made them “follow with almost painful attention all kinds of signs,
dreams and hallucinations... No psychoanalyst has ever delved into his dreams with
such passion as the monks of the tenth or eleventh century. But the laity also
contributed to the emotionality of civilization” "®l. Thus, ‘the picture of the fate of man
and the universe, which they drew for themselves, almost completely fit within the
framework of Christian theology and eschatology of the Western sense’ /..

Collective intellectual baggage of the medieval era according to Bloch was
dominated by history: ‘in feudal society, much stimulated interest in the past. In religion
sacred books were historical; religious holidays were memories of certain events, the
most popular forms fueled the legends of the ancient saints; finally, claiming that
humanity is close to destruction, religion eliminated the illusion that motivate in times
of great hopes only interested in the present or the future” "¥. Although historical works
written in Latin were available only to rather narrow elite, and ‘the main historical
books for those who could not read, but loved to listen, were epic stories in folk
languages’ 1.

Special attention should be paid to Bloch’s arguments about the content and
nature of the intellectual Renaissance in the second feudal period. He admits that the
intellectual revolution was not total, yet the second feudal period has some new
intellectual features: an abundance of translations of works by Greek and especially
Arabic authors; the emergence of centers of a new culture (Bologna, Chartres, Paris) &,
Gothic art as an example of exporting aesthetic forms; huge advances in education ‘both
in terms of level and prevalence in various social strata” [81]; the widespread emergence
of literature in folk languages [82]; the emergence of new poetic forms (novels, short lyric
poems) [83]; the growth of self-awareness associated with the great religious awakening
(Gregorian reform) [84] and others.

Of certain interest are those chapters of «Feudal society» that deal with the
relations between people in that era (family solidarity, kinship relations), as well as
vassalage and feudatory (the origin of personal dependence relations, household warriors, the
formation of classical vassalage, benefices and feudal relations, relations of dependence in the
lower classes), etc. While analyzing these issues, Bloch makes extensive use of the
comparative method to show the similarities and features of the same phenomena in
France, Italy, Germany, England, etc.
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The second volume of “Feudal society” focuses on the emergence of classes and
the formation of systemically important institutions of government. Of particular
scientific and methodological value are the chapters in which Bloch discusses the feudal
system as a special type of social structure. He begins by listing what the feudal society
did not have: ‘there were no kindred clans as the basis of society. Family ties continued
to play a significant role, but they were not the main ones. Feudal ties, in fact, arose
precisely because blood ties weakened. The concept of state power remained, it was
perceived as dominating many small authorities, but the state was extremely weakened
and could not perform its functions, in particular, the functions of protection” [85]. At
the same time one cannot argue that ‘the feudal society was sharply different from a
society built on kinship ties, or from a society governed by the state” Bloch adds, ‘it was
formed by such societies, and naturally retained their imprint’ [86].

European feudalism, therefore, is ‘the result of the collapse of older societies’. As
a consequence of the German tribes incursions ‘there was a forced combination of two
societies located at different stages of development. The structures of both societies
were destroyed, and the social habits and ways of thinking of ancient times reappeared
on the surface. Feudalism was finally formed in the atmosphere of the last barbarian
attacks. This society is characterized by a slowdown in social life, almost complete
atrophy of monetary exchange, which made it impossible to function as a paid official,
and the switching of consciousness to the sensory perception of the immediate close’
187].

Bloch continues his thought: ‘Feudal society was a society of inequality rather
than a society of hierarchy, a society of masters rather than aristocrats, of serfs rather
than slaves. If slavery had continued to play a significant role in it, there would have
been no form of actual feudal dependence as applied to the lower classes’. [88].
Meanwhile, the feudal regime implied the subjugation of many poor people to a small
number of “haves”: ‘Having inherited the rudimentary seignoria in the form of villas
from the Roman world, and the institute of elders from the German villages, this regime
strengthened and expanded the exploitation of man by man, tightly linking the right to
have income from land with the right to manage, as a result of which there were real
seignoria. To the benefits of the oligarchy of the prelates and monks, obliged to seek the
favor of heavenly forces. And most importantly, to the benefits of the military
oligarchy’ [89].

Based on the results of a comparative analysis of various European states, Bloch
identifies a number of distinctive features of feudal society, among which — ‘almost
complete combination of the class of lords-seignoria with the class of professional
soldiers, heavily armed knights on horseback’ [90], as well as ‘close connection of the
subordinate with his immediate master” [91]. However, it was important to define the
rights of the recipient of land for service: ‘the solution to this problem is another
original feature of Western feudalism, and perhaps even the most original. If the
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servants of the Slavic princes received land as a gift from them, then the French vassals,
after a certain period of uncertainty, began to receive them for life” 2.

Bloch concludes that ‘feudal Europe has never been entirely feudal’. He argues
that ‘feudalism affected the countries in which we can observe it, to different degrees
and existed in them at different times, none of the countries was completely feudalized.
In no country has the rural population fallen entirely into a personal, inherited
dependency. Almost everywhere —in one area more, in another less — preserved Allods,
large or small. The concept of the state never disappeared, and where the state retained
at least some power, people continued to call themselves free in the old sense of the
word” [93].

At the end of the work Bloch again lists the main features of European feudalism:
‘the dependence of the peasants; for lack of opportunities to pay for labor with money,
remuneration for service with land, which, in essence, is a feudatory; the superiority of
the warrior-knight class; the relationship of obedience and patronage that binds man to
man in the military class, being a vassal relationship in the purest form; the dispersion
of power that triggers turmoil; co-existence with other social structures in a weakened
form: the state and kinship relations (in the second period of feudalism, the state is again
gaining strength)’ [94]. At the same time, Bloch comes to the fundamentally important
conclusion that feudalism ‘was not a phenomenon that arose only once in the world’
[95].

The peak of Bloch's scientific research was his unfinished book “Apology of
history or the craft of the historian” (1941-1942), which he created during the German
occupation. Dedicating the main work of his life to his friend and colleague Lucien
Febvre, Bloch wrote: ‘Now, as I write this, our common cause is exposed to many
dangers. It is not our fault. We are temporarily defeated by an unfair fate. Nevertheless,
I am sure that the day will come when our cooperation will be able to fully resume, as
in the past, openly and, as in the past, freely’ [96].

In my opinion, “Apology of history” is not a strictly scientific monograph, but
rather a book-essay, a book-reflection, a book-confession, a book-program. This is an
attempt to explain why history is needed and what its place is in the conditions of the
XX century. It is no accident that Bloch speaks about the crisis of scientific knowledge,
about the revolution in physics and other natural sciences, etc. In this context, “Apology
of history” is an attempt to justify the ways out of historical science from the
methodological crisis, an attempt to rethink the scientific tools of a professional
historian.

Bloch begins his arguments with a question asked by a young boy to his father, a
historian: ‘Dad, explain to me why history is needed?’ [97]. According to Bloch, the
problem posed ‘with the baffling directness of childhood is neither more nor less — the
problem of expediency, justification of historical science” [98]. Moreover, this problem
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‘affects our entire civilization” [99], since European civilization ‘always expected a lot
from its memory’ [100].

Bloch constitutes that ‘even if we consider that the story is not suitable for
anything else, we should still say in its defense that it is fascinating’ [101]. He believes
that ‘the undeniable charm of history is worthy of attracting our attention in itself’ [102],
and the charm of history ‘does not fade when one undertakes methodical research with
all the necessary rigor; then, on the contrary, — all true historians can confirm this — the
pleasure becomes even more vivid and complete; there is absolutely nothing here that
does not deserve the most intense mental work. History, however, has its own aesthetic
joys” [103].

However, aesthetic justification alone is not enough: ‘the endless details of
historical erudition, capable of absorbing a whole life, should be condemned as absurd,
almost criminal waste, if the result is only to embellish with crumbs of truth one of our
amusements. Either we should recommend that people whose mental abilities can be
more usefully applied in another field should not study history, or let history prove its
scientific validity” [104].

Then Bloch clarifies: ‘I hope that no one today will dare to assert, along with the
strictest positivists, that the value of research — in any subject and for any subject — is
measured by how much it can be practically used. Experience has taught us that it is not
possible to decide in advance — the most abstract, at first glance, mental speculation
may one day be surprisingly useful for practice’ [105]. The problem of the usefulness of
history ‘should not be confused with the problem of its purely intellectual justification’
[106].

History is ‘not only a science in development. It is a science that survives
childhood - like all sciences which subject is the human spirit, this belated guest in the
field of rational knowledge’” — an interesting generalization from French historian [107].
Bloch notes that sociologists of the Durkheim school have assigned a certain place to the
word “history” — ‘only further away, in a pitiful corner of the human sciences;
something like a basement, where sociologists, reserving for their science everything
that, in their opinion, can be rationally analyzed, dump the facts of human life that
seem to them the most superficial and arbitrary’ [108]. At the same time he also
endorsed the Durkheim school: “our science owes a lot to it. It has taught us to analyze
more deeply, to limit problems more strictly, I would even say, to think less
simplistically. We will speak of it here only with infinite gratitude and respect. And if
today it already seems to be surpassed, then it is, sooner or later, the reckoning for all
intellectual trends for their fruitfulness’ [109].

Bloch concludes that ‘we are now better prepared for the idea that a certain field
of knowledge — where Euclidean proofs or unchangeable laws of repeatability do not
have force - is, nevertheless, entitled to be scientific’ [110]. In sum, Bloch believes that it
is not necessary to hide the doubts of history from curious people: ‘these doubts are our
justification. Moreover, they give our science the freshness of youth’ [111].
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Scrutinizing the purpose of history Bloch reminds that the word “history” itself
does not contain any credo — ‘according to its original etymology, it obliges only to
“research”’ [112]. However, history will no longer be ‘the same history that Hecataeus
of Miletus wrote, just as the physics of Lord Kelvin or Langevin is not the physics of
Aristotle’” [113]. Bloch does not consider it necessary to give a dry and long definition of
history: “Are we the Guild Council of old to codify the kinds of work permitted to
artisans?’ [114]. However, he admits that ‘in the face of a vast and chaotic reality, the
historian is always forced to map out a site suitable for the application of his tools; then
he must make a choice, which, obviously, will not coincide with the choice of the
biologist, but will be the choice of the historian. This is the real problem of his activity’
[115]. Bloch rejects the established definition of history as ‘the science of the past’. For
him, ‘the idea that the past as such can be an object of science is absurd. How can we,
without preliminary screening, make the subject of rational knowledge of phenomena
that have only one thing in common, that they are not modern to us?’ [116].

For Bloch, history is primarily the Human Science: ‘Indeed, our great mentors,
such as Michelet or Fustel de Coulanges, have long taught us this: the subject of history
is Human. Let's say more precisely — People... Behind the visible outlines of the
landscape, tools or machines, behind the most seemingly dry documents and
institutions, history wants to see people. Those who have not learned this can, at most,
become a handyman of erudition. A real historian is like a fairy-tale Ogre. Where there
is a smell of human flesh, there, he knows, his prey is waiting for him” [117].

Bloch is convinced that history is not just a science about people, it is a science
‘about people in time’ [118], and for the natural sciences, time is a measure, while ‘the
time of history is a plasma in which phenomena float, it is like a medium in which they
can be understood’ [119]. According to Bloch, ‘no historian will be satisfied with stating
the fact that Caesar spent 8 years on the conquest of Gallia; that it took 15 years for
Luther, an Erfurt Orthodox novice, to a become a Wittenberg reformer. It is much more
important for the historian to establish a specific chronological place for the conquest of
Gallia in the destinies of European societies [120]. In the same fashion, historian will
dare to describe Luther's spiritual crisis only after ‘he has accurately determined this
moment in the fate of the man himself, the hero of the incident, and the civilization that
was the environment for such a crisis” [121]. “This is a real time,” argues Bloch, “a sort of
continuum by its nature. It is also an incessant change. From the antithesis of these two
attributes the great problems of historical research arise’ [122].

As A.G. Podlevskikh notes, the epistemology of “Annales” is characterized by
attention to the identification and formulation of problems [123]. Realizing a thin line
between ‘modern” and ‘non-modern’, Bloch distinguishes two ways of knowledge: 1) to
understand the present with the help of the past (for example, without knowledge of ancient
history, it is impossible to explain the strange shapes of fields in the North of France) [124]; 2)
understand the past with the help of the present. ‘Indeed,” writes Bloch, ‘it would be a
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serious error to assume that the order adopted by historians in their research must
correspond to the order of events. Provided that history is then restored in its actual
course, it is sometimes more profitable for historians to begin reading it, as Matland
stated, ‘in reverse’. Since it is natural for all research to be conducted from the more
known to the more obscure’ [125]. At the same time, every science is determined not
only by its subject, but also by its inherent methods: ‘It remains to be asked whether we
should not adhere to radically different techniques of research, depending on whether
we are approaching or moving away from the present moment. This is the problem of
historical observation” [126].

Bloch acknowledges that quite often, the historian has to deal with indirect
supervision: ‘No Egyptologist has ever seen Ramses. No expert on the Napoleonic wars
has ever heard the guns of Austerlitz’ [127]. But many traces of the past are accessible to
direct perception, for example, a huge amount of written and non-written evidence
[128]. Thus, it is not true that the historian ‘is doomed to learn about what is being done
in his laboratory only from other people's words. Indeed, he appears only when the
experiment is complete. But if the conditions are favorable, the result of the experiment
is probably a precipitate that can be seen with your own eyes’ [129]. At the same time,
‘texts or archaeological finds, outwardly even the most clear and pliable, speak only
when you know how to ask them. Flint tools abounded in the sediments of the Somme
both before and after the Boucher de Pert. But there was no man who could ask, and
there was no prehistoric time’ [130].

Bloch divides all the historical sources (testimonies) into the three main types of:

- unintentional evidence is not intended to create a certain opinion among future
historians [131]. For example, the formulas of the Egyptian papyri were created only “to
be read by the soul in danger and listened to by the gods alone’ [132];

- intentional testimonies or, in other words, narrative sources, on the contrary, are
‘stories deliberately intended to inform the reader’ [133];

— fakes are intended to misinform their recipients, but misinformation ‘is not
intended specifically to deceive posterity” [134]. It is important though to distinguish
between intentional inaccuracies and unintentional deception. However ‘it is not
enough to state the deception, it is still necessary to reveal its motives’ [135]. In
addition, “a direct lie as such is also a kind of evidence. If we prove that the famous
diploma of Charlemagne granted to the Church in Aachen is a forgery, we will get rid
of the delusion, but we will not acquire any new knowledge. But if we can establish that
the forgery was composed in the company of Friedrich Barbarossa and was intended to
serve the great Imperial dreams, we will be able to take a new look at the vast historical
horizons that have opened up before us» (1%,

Bloch raises another important question concerning every historian: ‘“To judge or
to understand?’. Ranke's formula, according to which the task of the historian is only to
describe events ‘as they occurred’, sounds ambiguous: ‘it can be modestly deducted just
the advice to be honest — this is undoubtedly the meaning put in it by Ranke. But also —
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there is an advice to be passive. And we are faced with two problems at once: the
problem of historical impartiality and the problem of historical science as an attempt to
reproduce history (or as an attempt to analyze it)» %1,

According to Bloch, there are two ways to be impartial — as a scientist and as a
judge: ‘They have a common basis-conscientious submission to the truth” [138], but
there comes a time when their paths diverge: ‘If the scientist made an observation and
gave an explanation, his task is completed. The judge has yet to pass judgment. If, after
suppressing personal sympathies, he has passed it in accordance with the law, he
considers himself impartial. And indeed it will be, according to the judges. But not for
scientists. Since it is impossible to condemn or justify without being based on some
scale of values that is no longer connected with any positive science. That one man
killed another is a fact that can be proved. But to punish the killer, we must proceed
from the thesis that murder is guilt, and this is in fact just an opinion about which not
all civilizations were unanimous’ '*1. The historian ‘has long been reputed to be a judge
of the underworld, bound to praise or stigmatize fallen heroes’ [140]. As a result, ‘the
habit of judging eventually discourages the desire to explain’ [141].

‘Even while acting,” Bloch admits ‘we too often condemn. It's so easy to yell “To
the gallows!”. We always don't understand enough. Anyone who differs from us - a
foreigner, a political opponent - is almost inevitably considered a bad person. We need
to better understand the human soul, if only to fight the inevitable battles, and even
more so to avoid them while there is still time” (4],

Human nature should also be taken into account when it comes to historical
time: “We are too willing to keep track of the centuries’ states Bloch [143]. However, in
history, ‘there is no law according to which the years that end with the number 01 must
coincide with critical points in the evolution of mankind’ [144]. Therefore he suggests:
‘Let's not worship an idol of imaginary accuracy’ .

For Bloch the division into generations is more acceptable: ‘People born in the
same social environment and about the same age are inevitably exposed, especially
during their formation, to similar influences’ [146]. The boundaries of generations ‘are
narrowing, then moving apart, depending on the more or less fast pace of the social
movement. There have been long and short generations in the history’ 4l. However,
generation is ‘a relatively short phase. The longer phases are called civilizations’ [148].
At the same time, Bloch admits, it is already difficult to talk about civilization “as a kind
of ideal’, we have to state that there are “uncivilized civilizations’ [149]. In general, we
can say that history is a process of changing civilizations.

Finally, Bloch draws a conclusion that ‘human time will always resist the strict
uniformity and rigid division into segments that are characteristic of clocks. It needs
units of measurement that are consistent with its own rhythm and defined by
boundaries that are often — because reality demands it — border zones. Only with this
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flexibility can history hope to adapt its classifications to ‘the contours of reality itself’, as
Bergson put it, and this is, in fact, the ultimate goal of all science’ %,

Conclusion. Fundamental historical and theoretical works of Marc Bloch were
included in the Hall of Fame of world history science. As M.I. Matyushevskaya notes,
“Apology of history” was the response of non-classical science to the ‘challenge” posed
at the end of the XIX century by European historians-positivists (L. Ranke, B. G. Niebuhr,
J.-G. Droysen, E. Bernheim, S.-V. Langlois, S. Senobos, F. de Coulange, etc.) [151]. In my
opinion, the answers offered by Bloch to actual questions of historical knowledge are
not exhaustive. Moreover, some of his ideas are quite controversial. It is not
coincidental that representatives of the next generations of the “Annales” school
sometimes distanced themselves from the views of Bloch (this is convincingly stated in the
work of N.V. Trubnikova) "52. Nevertheless, his scientific ideas contributed to the
maturation of new theoretical and methodological approaches, as well as increased
researchers' attention to socio-economic history, historical comparative studies,
historical anthropology, spatial economic geography, collective psychology, and the
history of mentalities 1% etc. The very fact of lively discussions about the significance of
the Bloch’s heritage proves that his works have not lost their scientific value and
relevance. In conclusion, it should also be noted that Marc Bloch was an amazingly
whole person, for whom the gap between theory and practice, word and deed, personal
beliefs and real actions was unthinkable.
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LANDSCAPE OF MEDIEVAL EUROPE: RESEARCHER ABOUT THE
ROLE OF WOOD IN THE INSTITUTION OF THE RUSSIAN CULTURE
AND STATE SYSTEM

M.V. Shlyupikov, M.M. Shlyupikova
Karaganda, Kazakhstan
Moscow, Russia

Abstract The study of the influence of nature, the environment, its forms and the power
of influence in the development of each nation, especially in the initial stages of formation,
establishment of statehood, economic development of the territory, development and
consolidation of cultural patterns of behavior is highly relevant. The article presents an analysis
of the historiographic heritage: the contribution of the classics of the Russian historical thought
of the XIX century by S.M. Solov'ev, N.Ya. Danilevsky, V.O. Klyuchevsky, N.I. Kostomarov to
the study of the forest problem and its role in Russian history. The source base of the research is
the various works of Russian historians of the XIX century, dedicated to the Russian history of
the medieval period and the new time, the time of the ethnogenesis of the Russian people, the
formation of economic foundations, culture and Russian statehood.

The research focuses on the scientific views of the 19th century Russian historians on the
influence of forests, forests, geography of space on the development of Ancient and Medieval
Russia, Moscow State and Russia. The historical concepts of S.M. Solovyov, N.Ya. Danilevsky,
V.O. Klyuchevsky, N.I. Kostomarov of nature influenced the nature of the Russian northeast on
the formation of the Russian nationality, the development of the economy, life, culture, spiritual
world, political processes, international relations. An assessment is made of the degree of forest
influence, as a multifactorial phenomenon, on the dynamics and direction of social processes,
the predominance of regressive or progressive tendencies of the historical movement of the
Russian people and state. The authors concluded that many important aspects of the
multifunctional forestry of ancient and medieval Russia were touched upon in the works of
famous nineteenth-century Russian historians. Without mastering this historiographic heritage,
it is impossible to start writing a full-scale Russian forest history.

Keywords: S.M. Soloviev, N.Ya. Danilevsky, V.O. Klyuchevsky, N.I. Kostomarov,
historiography, Russian forest, colonization, household and mode of life, wooden architecture,
applied crafts, spirituality, political institutions.

Introduction.

In the development of each nation, especially in the initial stages of formation,
establishment of statehood, economic development of the territory, development and
consolidation of cultural patterns of behavior, nature, the environment, its forms and
power of influence have a decisive influence.
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European thinkers such as I.G. Herder, G. Lessing, Sh. L. Montesquieu have long
noticed this feature, tried to establish the historical relationship of man and nature.
Therefore, they distinguished marine, mountain, forest, steppe peoples, peoples of the
Far North, arid semi-deserts and deserts, tropical forests.

Accordingly, the environment determined the type of economic development,
methods of obtaining food, social interactions and political institutions, ethical
standards and aesthetic patterns, religion, law, spiritual symbols, ways of
communicating with each other and others, trade, aggressiveness or defense, expansion
or autarky, density or the distraction of society, the strength or weakness of kindred
ties, the intensive or extensive path of the historical movement, the methods and nature
of urban planning, architecture, everyday life, writing methods, literary images,
weapons and military tactics and strategy, the characteristics of military units and the
army as a whole, ways of its acquisition, wealth and poverty of man and state, progress
or lag, stagnation of civilization.

Russia and its peoples were destined to interact, grow, “grow up”, and rise
civilizational in the “world of the forest”. The vast sea of forest is a kind of motherly
bosom of Russian civilization. This is the soil; this is the roots, water and air of the
emerging state. Forest - protection, the keeper of life and freedom in times of adversity,
the forest - the breadwinner, generously giving his wealth to man in the form of wood,
game, mushrooms and berries, nuts, honey, furs, skins and bones of wild animals.

Forest is a mysterious world of mysterious creatures, fairy-tale heroes, full of life,
energy, forming the foundations of folk culture, endowing animals and birds, all
inhabitants of the forest with human features, intelligence, strength, courage, cunning,
kindness and antipodes of these features: anger, treachery, greed cowardice, stupidity,
hypocrisy, etc.

The forest is the best friend of a Russian person; it is shelter, fire and heat, food,
clothes and shoes, household utensils, tools and crafts, weapons.

Russia is a great forest country. Huge in length, diversity, and impact on the
surrounding world, the Eurasian forests were an important factor in the life of Russian
people. A complex community of living, mainly plant organisms mutually creating
each other and constantly interacting with soil, climate and landscape - the forest in
Russian history has long been transformed from an external factor into an internal one,
forming Russian statehood and types of political structure, economic life and
psychology, mentality and features of religious perception of the world.

The aggressive economic expansion of man into the forest in the 20th century,
which has grown into a serious environmental hazard, poses the problems of the
coexistence of man and the forest, the identification of historical trends in such
coexistence, and the history of forests in Russia.

An important role in the reconstruction of historical retrospective will be played
by the study of historiographic heritage: the contribution of the classics of Russian
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historical thought of the 19th century to the study of the forest problem and its role in
Russian history.

Russian historians of the 19th century intuitively felt this interconnection of folk
life and the forest, not only searched for documentary evidence, but also visually
observed the remnants of this historical coexistence of the people and the forest, as
conscientious scientists, to the extent of their scientific and literary talent, tried to
express their basic characteristics of this "forest world".

The sources, due to the specifics of historiographic work, were the various works
of Russian historians of the 19th century devoted to the Russian history of the medieval
period and the new time, the time of the ethno genesis of the Russian people, the
formation of economic foundations, culture and Russian statehood.

Soloviev Sergey Mikhailovich (1820-1879), the Ilargest historian of pre-
revolutionary Russia. The main work is “The History of Russia from Ancient Times” (29
vols., 1851-1879), in which, based on a huge number of historical sources, the scientist
substantiated a new concept of Russian history [61]. She explained her originality by
three factors: “the nature of the country” (natural and geographical features), “the
nature of the tribe” (ethno cultural identity of the Russian people) and the “course of
external events” (foreign policy reasons). Recognized the common features of the
historical path of Russia and Western Europe and the possibility of a comparative
historical research method. He proved the historical regularity and preparedness of the
reforms of Peter I, their need for the country to enter the path of "Europeanization". The
attachment of peasants to the land and serfdom was seen as a necessary measure,
caused by the "spread" of the peasantry over the vast territory of Russia and the
military needs of the state. The historical concept of the scientist had a great influence
on his students (V.O. Klyuchevsky and others) and on the whole domestic historical
science of the XIX century. [51].

Kostomarov Nikolai Ivanovich (1818-1885), historian, publicist, public figure,
corresponding member of the Imperial St. Petersburg Academy of Sciences, current
state adviser, author of the multi-volume publication “Russian History in the
Biographies of Its Most Important Figures” [39], researcher of socio-political and
economic history of Russia. Kostomarov tried not only to reveal the conditions that led
to the formation of the Russian political system, but also to determine closer the very
nature of this system, its relation to the life that preceded it, and its influence on the
masses. To find and catch the peculiarities of the national life of parts of the Russian
state was the task of his studies in history. In connection with this main idea of
Kostomarov’s work, he had another idea about the need to study the tribal
characteristics of each part of the people and create a regional history. He introduced
and persistently carried out in all his works the idea of folk history. N.I. Kostomarov
was interested in Slavic mythology [41], domestic life and customs of the Russian
people [40], Zemsky Cathedrals [44], the Time of Troubles of the Moscow State [42],
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schism [37], Cossacks [33], Russian foreigners [38], domination of the house Romanovs
before the accession to the throne of Catherine II [36].

Vasily Osipovich Klyuchevsky (1841-1911), historian, professor at Moscow
University, academician of the Imperial St. Petersburg Academy of Sciences on Russian
history and antiquities, chairman of the Imperial Society of Russian History and
Antiquities, secret adviser. Candidate dissertation: “Tales of foreigners about the
Moscow state” (1866) [29], master's thesis: “Old Russian lives of saints as a historical
source” (1871) [19], doctoral dissertation: “Boyar Duma of Ancient Russia” (1882). In the
field of scientific interest V.O. Klyuchevskogo turned out to be the economic activity of
the Solovetsky Monastery (1867), new studies on the history of ancient Russian
monasteries (1869), the church in relation to the mental development of ancient Russia
(1870), the origin of serfdom in Russia (1885), the poll tax and the abolition of slavery
(1886), the composition of the representation at the zemsky cathedrals of ancient Russia
(1890). His works were published in the USSR: “Works in nine volumes. The course of
Russian history” [30],” Unpublished works "”[23],” Historical portraits. Figures of
historical thought” [20], and the real renaissance of the historical heritage of V.O.
Klyuchevsky survived at the end of the 20th and beginning of the 21st centuries: “A
Brief Guide on Russian History” [21], “Russian History: A Full Course of Lectures: in
Three Books” [26, 27], “Aphorisms. Historical portraits and studies. Diaries ”[18],” On
Morality and Russian Culture ”[24],” Russian History ”[28],” The Complete Course of
Russian History ”[25],“ The Course of Russian History ”[22]. Of course, we were
primarily interested in stories related to the influence of the natural factor, the role of
the forest in Russian history.

Nikolai Yakovlevich Danilevsky (1822-1885), Russian sociologist, culturologist,
naturalist, geopolitician, one of the founders of the civilizational approach to history,
the ideologist of pan-Slavism. The main work of N.Ya. Danilevsky “Russia and Europe”
(1869) [5-8], in which he put forward the theory of isolated, local “cultural-historical
types” (civilizations) that develop like living organisms. They are in a continuous
struggle with each other and with the external environment, just like biological species,
they go through the stages of maturation, decrepitude and inevitable death. The course
of history is expressed in the change of cultural-historical types replacing each other.
Danilevsky considers the “Slavic type” most fully expressed in the Russian people to be
a qualitatively new, promising from the point of view of history type. Danilevsky’s
research interest was manifested in his attention to the population movement in Russia
[10], the climate of the Vologda province (Danilevsky, 1853), Darwinism [3], and other
political and economic problems [9].

In general, the source study base is sufficient to solve the tasks. The study is
based on the general methodological principles of historical knowledge - historicism,
scientific credibility, systematicity and objectivity. The method of structural-functional
analysis was also used. It was used to study the socio-political concepts of Russian
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scientists, in which society, economics, and forms of interaction with nature appear to
be a complex dynamic system. In addition, special historical methods were used -
historical-genetic (when revealing the evolution of views on the role of the forest in
Russian history), comparative-historical (when determining the general and special in
approaches to the problem of forest and man among Russian historians of the 19th
century), historical system (in the course of a comprehensive analysis of different
groups of sources).

Discussion.

The problem of studying the rich historical heritage of Russian historians of the
19th century S.M. Soloviev, N.I. Kostomarova, V.O. Klyuchevsky, N.Ya. Danilevsky is
an actively developing topic in the study of Russian historiography. New sources are
regularly introduced into circulation, especially documents of personal origin,
journalism. A significant contribution to the study of the aforementioned topics was
made by the monographs of N.L. Rubinstein [56], M.V. Nechkina [48], V.E. Illeritsky
[15], Yu.A. Pinchuk [52], N.I. Tsimbaeva [62, 63], S.I. Bazhova [2], A.P. Shikman [58],
B.P. Balueva [1], G.V. Vernadsky [64], M.Yu. Lachaeva [45], as well as collective works
and general works “Essays on the history of historical science in the USSR” [50],
“Historiography of the history of Russia until 1917” [16], “Encyclopedia of life and
work of N.I. Kostomarova "[13] and others.

A huge number of special works and research articles on various subjects of the
scientific work of Russian historians of the XIX century: K.N. Leontiev [46], A.A.
Galaktionova and P.F. Nikandrova [14], A.M. Sakharov [57], V.A. Zamlinsky [65, 66],
Yu.S. Pivovarova [53], O.A. Platonov [54], V.V. Kichurina [17], A.V. Efremova [11, 12],
S.A. Nikolsky and V.P. Filimonova [49], Yu.A. Polyakova and N.V. Shcherban [55] and
others. They analyzed the views of Russian scientists on the problems of the formation
and development of Russian statehood, the economic structure, rural and urban life,
everyday life, beliefs, religion and culture, Russian national character and self-
awareness. Today, the questions of interpretations by Russian historians of the 19th
century of the influence of natural factors (forests, river systems, climatic features,
characteristics of the soils used, geographical location of the developed territories) on
the development of the Russian world remain insufficiently studied. Attempts are just
beginning to assimilate the historical heritage of classical Russian historiography
related to the theme of “social geography” of medieval Russia and new-historical
Russia. Much remains to be done for the scientific analysis of the problem: “historians
on the role of forests in Russian history.”

It should be noted that the interaction of man and nature in the Russian
geographical space for a thousand years has been considered either within the narrow
framework of local historical concepts, or individual topics and subjects have been
studied outside their relationship with each other and outside the historical context. The
first appeal to this problem was made by us more than twenty years ago, but only in the
form of theses at a number of international conferences devoted to the history of the
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forest [59]. Therefore, there was an urgent need to create a comprehensive study in

7

which the main directions of the concepts of “forest history” of 19th-century Russian
historians would be considered in interrelation. This study is an initial attempt to fill the
indicated historiographic gap.

A steady account of the geographical factor, nature and the environment in
which the history of Russia went was typical for S.M. Solovieva [60]. “Where, under
what natural influences did the people act ... - here,” writes S.M. Soloviev - the first
questions in the history of every nation” [60, p.159].

His remarks on the role of forest spaces in the centralization of the Moscow state,
which was primarily a forest state (“The Moscow state was primarily a forest state; to
travelers, the whole country seemed to be a vast forest cleared for dwellings and arable
land”), when parts of the population scattered over vast spaces, live a special life, are
not connected by the division of occupations, when there are no big cities, when
communications are difficult, there is no consciousness of common interests, then the
parts fragmented in this way are brought into contact, pulled together by government
centralization, which, in his opinion, is the stronger the weaker the internal connection.
“Centralization makes up for the lack of internal communication, due to this lack,”
concludes S.M. Solovyov [60, p. 26].

Russian history took shape, in his opinion, in the long struggle between the
“forest” and the “steppe”, in the struggle against the invasions of the southeastern
nomads and the state could establish itself, gain strength only far from the steppe, in the
north, in the forest side, inaccessible, inconvenient for the nomad [60, p. 45].

The original interpretation of S.M. Solovyov’s historical differences between
Western and Eastern Europe: the first is stone, the second is wooden. The stone divided
Western Europe into many states, delimited nationalities, protected freedom, gave
strength and certainty to everything. A tree in the East created one state of
unprecedented size, since people always move across a wide unlimited forest area: the
lack of diversity did not make resettlement difficult, the fragility of dwellings - wooden
huts, the cheapness of the material favored the population to leave invasions, taxes [60,
p. 45-46]. Hence the desire of the government to “catch and attach” [60, p. 44]. “There
are no solid dwellings with which it would be difficult to part, in which would have
settled down for whole generations; cities consist of a pile of wooden huts, the first
spark - and instead of them a pile of ash. The trouble, however, is small, driven so little
that it is easy to take with you, to build a new house does not cost anything cheap
material: from here with such ease the old Russian man left his home, his hometown or
village; left the Tatar, from Lithuania, left the heavy tax, from the bad governor or clerk;
there was nothing to wander about, for everywhere it was possible to find the same
thing, everywhere Russia smelled. Hence the habit of spending in the population and
the government’s desire to catch, plant and attach” [60, p. 58].
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The struggle of the state with the Cossacks during its inception, according to S.M.
Solov'ev, there are relatively natural forms - the struggle of the forest side with the field,
the steppe. Under these conditions, the forest more limited, determined, made a man
settled. The stinginess of nature, which requires constant and hard work on the part of
man, forms, believes S.M. Soloviev, such traits of his character as slowness, caution,
consistency in achieving the goal, thoughtfulness, which are able to establish strong
foundations of state life [60, p. 188-190].

At the same time, according to S.M. Solovyov’s own disadvantageous aspects: it
determined the severity of the climate, dampness, and the abundance of water and
swamps, which made travel difficult in the summer and forced him to resort to the hard
work of paving roads with wood [60, p. 46]. “Near the capital, travelers on summer
nights had to lay fires to escape from myriads of mosquitoes and midges. Near this
trouble there was danger, danger from a wild beast living in the forest, and even greater
from a man who so conveniently hid his evil trade in the forest” [60].

In general, the movement of Russian history from the southwest to the northeast
was a movement from the countries of the best to the worst, in more adverse
conditions. Sad, harsh, monotonous nature could not, according to S.M. Solovyov’s life-
giving effect on the spirit of a person, to develop a sense of beauty in him, a desire to
decorate life, to raise it above the daily, everyday monotony, to bring into a festive state,
so necessary for the restoration of strength. The small population was scattered in vast
desert spaces, which were constantly increasing without a corresponding increase in
population. All this was poor and weak, without the possibility of independent life,
without the possibility of protection when faced with any force.

“The Russian man appeared in the northeastern deserts seedless in all the sad
meaning that this word had in our days. Lonely, abandoned into the world of
barbarians, the last, the last of the European-Christian family, forgotten by his own and
forgetting his remoteness, scattered from his siblings - these are the position of the
Russian man in the northeast: and for centuries it was intended for him to move further
and further further in the desert of the east, to live in alienation from the Western
gatherings” [60].

The sad, harsh, monotonous nature, the Russian scientist believes, could not have
a life-giving effect on the spirit of a person, develop a sense of beauty in him, a desire to
decorate life, raise it above everyday monotony [60, p. 26].

According to another Russian historian of the XIX century N.Ya. Danilevsky in
the early stages of the formation of the Russian nationality and statehood "nothing
prevented the free resettlement of the Russian people,” since "in this whole space there
was no formed political body when the Russian people gradually began to leave tribal
forms of life and adopt a state system. The whole country was either a desert or
inhabited by semi-wild Finnish tribes and nomads”, he “occupied wastelands” [5, p. 24-
25]. For the most part, N.Ya. Danilevsky, it was “occupation of an empty place, perfect
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... the resettlement of the Russian people almost without the assistance of the state” [5,
p- 39].

"The expanse of forests, waters and steppes that Finnish hunters only roam:
Zyryans, Vogulichi, Cheremis, Mordovians, the whole, measuring and Tatar nomads"
allowed, according to the scientist, to make extensive resettlements almost without the
participation of the government, adventurers and even robber chieftains [5, p. 63, 188-
189].

According to N.Ya. Danilevsky, the forest has great cultural power, since only
forests, representing a sufficient physical obstacle to the development of nomadic life,
do not, however, constitute an insurmountable barrier to the founding of settled life,
and, consequently, to the development of the original culture. An original culture,
without any extraneous influence, could have arisen, in his opinion, only in a forest
country [5, p. 230].

According to N.Ya. Danilevsky, Russians were not a nomadic people, attached to
their homeland, to their climate, to their surrounding nature [5, p. 52]. Forest for the
Eastern Slav, in his interpretation, is a poetic mood inspired by a mysterious thicket and
twilight [5, p. 230].

The scientist is considering a method of resettlement in a forest country: from
settlements - islands in the forest sea, to forest islands. “At first, individual settlements
were scattered by rare islands in the forest sea. Settlements, farms, repairs occupy new
places near their metropolis; small forest barriers separating them are cut down and a
volost consisting of several villages is formed, between which there is no separating
forest space. Small islands are grouped near this large settled island. The volosts
themselves are separated by significant forest areas. The number of volosts is
increasing, and the forest, in which rare villages were first interspersed, from the forest
ocean takes the form of a network, all the threads of which are interconnected ”[5, p.
230-231].

But vast swamps, according to N.Ya. Danilevsky, prevent this forest network
from being evenly riddled with villages. Vast forest spaces remain - ditches that
separate one group of villages (volosts, communities) from another. With an increase in
population, N.Ya. Danilevsky, the network breaks in many places, the volosts merge
with each other, merge, and finally they themselves form a continuous network in
which “pieces of forest are scattered in separate groups, as before villages were
scattered in the forest network” [5, p. 231]. These pieces of wood concludes N.Ya.
Danilevsky, everything is decreasing, and there is a continuous sea or lake of villages in
which "forest islands are scattered."” These lakes do not merge, however, into one vast
sea, remaining for a long time still separated by vast drags.

This course of resettlement in the forest should be followed by the course of
development of the public, which explains, in his opinion, the federal structure of all
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the peoples living in the forest country, whom history found during the ethnographic
period of their life (as, for example, among the Germans and the Slavs) [5, p. 231].

The territorial dominance of the Russian forest indirectly softened, according to
N. Ya. Danilevsky, the Tatar yoke, since the degree of culture, the way of life of settled
Russian and Tatar nomads were different and any power of the latter over the former
could not penetrate deeply, had to stay on one surface. This was promoted, according to
the scientist, by the nature of the area, which allowed the conquerors to maintain their
usual way of life in the Zadonsky and Zavolzhsky steppes [5, p. 257].

At the same time, the space and nature of the Russian region were, according to
N. Ya. Danilevsky, the main obstacle to state unification, since there is no need to obey
the harsh requirements of the state order, personal service, money payments, when
forests represented impenetrable shelters [5, p. 258]. “Its vast forests and steppes made
it possible for the rare population, still living in ethnographic forms of life, to evade the
burdens imposed by the state, to elude them without active resistance” [5, p. 496].

N.Ya. Danilevsky singles out the so-called law of preserving the stock of
historical forces when, at the beginning of the history of a people, part of it, being in
favorable geographical conditions and in relations with neighboring nations that have
reached a higher degree of culture, makes a breakthrough in progressive development.
Meanwhile, the rest of the people under the protective cover of mighty nature
(including forests) continues to lead a quiet life, not squandering, but accumulating,
elements of future power [5, p. 437].

Forest factor, according to N.Ya. Danilevsky, will play an almost decisive role in
the collection of Russian lands under the banner of Moscow after internal strife, the
"Tatar pogrom", the invasions of Lithuania and the Polish government. “But in the
northeast, in a dense forest country (emphasized by us - M.Sh.), Russian colonization,
apart from active historical life, forms a strong reserve of Russian power, strengthens
Finnish tribes and, having strengthened, is the restorer of the unity of Russia ...” [5, p.
439].

Massifs - swamps and forests - N.Ya. Danilevsky also took into account the
important military-strategic factor of Russia's security in modern times. “The vast
impassable swamps and forests,” concludes the scientist, “cut the space along the
western border of Russia into two completely separate theaters of war” [5, p. 375].

Indirectly forest spaces, swamps, impassability even serfdom in Russia did,
according to N. Ya. Danilevsky, "an easy form of dependence", but only for the XVIII
century. Given this geography, the weakness of economic ties, and trade, subsistence
farming dominated, landowners were satisfied with the products and products of their
estates, had stocks of bread, oats, smoked their wine, infused on forest berries and
sweetened with honey from apiary trees [5, p. 261].

The forest also finds its place in N. Ya. Danilevsky spread of Christianity in
Russia. If the new religion had to endure a strong fight against paganism, then how
could the power contribute to the affirmation of Christianity against the will of the
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people, with the then weakness of state power, with impassable forests, dividing the
region from the region, volost from volost, the Russian scientist raises the question [5, p.
193].

In their size and architectural splendor, Russian churches could not compete
with the Gothic cathedrals of Northern Europe or with the temples of Italy, N.Ya.
Danilevsky, due to the lack of technical experience, material means for the construction
of such huge buildings, and, most importantly, the material of manufacture - wood,
which is cheap, malleable, convenient to use, but perishable [5, p. 272].

Secular architecture, ornamentation of houses and household utensils did not
receive much development in Ancient Russia, according to N. Ya. Danilevsky, not only
because of the simplicity of the then needs, but also because almost all the buildings
were wooden [5, p. 273].

The image of the forest and Russian history are so merged, related in perception
of N.Ya. Danilevsky, that he often, for the best, as it seemed to him, argumentation,
used comparisons of soil, forest, a specific type of tree (for example, oak), its root
system and certain socio-historical objects and phenomena of Russian, or Slavic, life in
general. Here are just a few examples. In chapter III, "Is Russia Europe?” N.Ya.
Danilevsky writes: “Is it possible that an organism that has been eating its juices that are
pulled by its roots from its soil for so long, sticks to the other organism with its
neighbors, let its roots dry and become alien from an independent plant? If the soil is
lean, that is, if it lacks any components necessary for the full growth, it must be
fertilized, these missing parts must be delivered, those that are already in it should be
loosened with deep plowing, so that they are better and easier to assimilate, and not
alien, leaving to dry their roots. (...) If not by birth, then by adoption, Russia has become
Europe; the European shank is grafted to a wild game” [5, p. 60-61].

In chapter X, “Differences in the Course of Historical Education,” N. Ya.
Danilevsky, explaining the interaction of different peoples, again uses the image of a
living tree. “If a tribe located at such a still inconscient stage of development is
embraced by another, which has already begun its political growth, then the former is
absorbed by the latter; for the tribe, more powerful and mature, cannot stop its growth
because these tribal shortcomings meet on its way. If a foreign object is caught between
a tree and its bark, the tree overgrows it and includes it in its mass. (...) Such was the
fate of the Finnish tribes scattered throughout the space of Russia” [5, p. 223].

N.Ya. Danilevsky once again applies the image of the “tree” in his explanatory
scheme for Peter's reforms in the first quarter of the 18th century. “Having become
acquainted with Europe, he ... wanted by all means to make Russia Europe. Seeing the
fruits that the European tree brought, he concluded that the plant itself, which brought
them, was superior to the Russian fruitless wild game (not taking into account the age
differences, not thinking that the fruiting season might not have come yet) and
therefore wanted to cut down it at the very root and replace it with another” [5, p. 265].
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In the story about Constantinople and "complaints about the too huge size of
Russia", the possible expansion of the Russian state N. Ya. Danilevsky proposes the
following dependence of size and growth “from the relation of the achieved growth to
the internal expansive power of the growing. Oak and three girths thick and fifteen
fathoms high cannot yet be called too large, outgrown its normal size! The state also
cannot be considered to have reached its full growth, no matter how much it encloses
square miles or miles, when about three million other compatriots live outside its
borders ... 7[5, p. 377].

Great attention was paid to the problem of the impact of forests on Russian
history in his work V.O. Klyuchevsky. He considered the effect of settlement on tribal
life [20, p. 38-39], the colonization of forest north-eastern region [20, p. 90], the features
of household life, created under the influence of the nature of the country (dispersal of
the population, insignificance of peasant plowing, mobile nature of tillage,
development of forest land) [20, p. 102], various aspects of the psychology of Russian
people (the struggle with nature alone, in the wilderness of the forest), formed in silent
black work on the external nature, on the forest, and not on itself and society [20, p.
105].

The forest provided a variety of services to the Russian man — economic,
political, and even moral: he built it with pine and oak, heated it with birch and aspen,
lit it with a birch torch, shod it with his bast bast shoes, and equipped it with household
utensils and a bast. For a long time and in the north, as before in the south, he fed the
national economy with a fur-bearing animal and a forest bee. The forest served as the
most reliable refuge from external enemies, replacing Russian mountains and castles.
The state itself, whose first experience on the border with the steppe failed due to the
fault of this neighborhood, could strengthen, according to V.O. Klyuchevsky, only in
the north, far from Kiev, under the cover of forests from the steppe [22, ch. 4].

Analyzing the nature of the colonization of the regions of the Middle Oka and
the upper Volga by Russian settlers V.O. Klyuchevsky emphasizes the geographical
conditions for the development of the region. “Finnish tribes settled in the forests and
swamps of central and northern Russia at a time when there was no noticeable trace of
the presence of Slavs” [20, p. 41]. In his opinion, settlement took place, and not conquest
of the region. The colonists themselves, according to the Russian scientist, "for the most
part belonged to the peaceful rural population, who left the south-western Russia from
the hardships there and sought among the forests of the North not safe harvests, but
safe places for cultivation and crafts" [20, p. 43]. In addition, Russian immigrants,
believes V.O. Klyuchevsky, the Finns did not invade the land by large masses, but
seeped in thin streams, "occupying vast gaps that remained in the swamps and forests
of the Finnish villages."

The Russian people, according to V.O. Klyuchevsky, this is a kind of economic
system and even a special national character, and the nature of the country has worked
hard on this system and on this character [20, p. 55]. The main features of the Upper
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Volga region, which makes up the central region of Great Russia, are the abundance of
forests and swamps, the predominance of loam in the soil and the spider web of rivers
and streams running in different directions. According to V.O. Klyuchevsky, a deep
imprint on both household life and the tribal character of Great Russia [20, p. 55].

Rural settlements here have gained a decisive advantage over the cities.
Moreover, V.O. Klyuchevsky, and these settlements sharply differed in their character
from the villages of southern Russia. In the latter, external dangers and lack of water in
the open steppe forced the population to settle in large masses, to be crowded into huge
villages. On the contrary, a settler is in the north, V.O. Klyuchevsky, “in the midst of
forests and swamps, he was struggling to find a dry place where he could put his foot
with some safety and convenience and build a hut. Such dry places, open hillocks, were
rare islands in the sea of forests and swamps” [20, p. 56]. On such islands one, two,
maximum three peasant households could be put up. That is why a small village is,
according to V.O. Klyuchevsky, the dominant form of settlement in northern Russia
until the end of the XVII century. Around such small scattered villages, it was difficult
to find a significant continuous space that could be conveniently plowed. Convenient
places around the villages came across insignificant areas. These sites were cleared by
the inhabitants of a small village. “It was an unusually difficult job: it was necessary,
choosing a convenient dry place for arable land, to burn out the forest that covered it, to
root out stumps, to raise virgin soil” [20, p. 56].

The then methods of cultivating the land were reported, according to V.O.
Klyuchevsky, mobile, restless, nomadic nature of this cultivation. Burning the forest to
novi, the peasant informed the loam of enhanced fertility and for several years removed
an excellent crop from it, because ash serves as a strong fertilizer. But after six to seven
years, the soil was depleted, and the peasant had to leave it for a long rest, to let it fall
over. Then he notes V.O. Klyuchevsky, transferred his yard to another, often remote
place, raised another nov, put a new “fix on the forest” [20, p. 57]. Thus exploiting the
land, the Great Russian peasant moved from place to place in the direction of the
northeast, until he reached the natural borders of the Russian plain, to the Urals and the
White Sea.

In order to make up for the meager earnings from tilling on the Upper Volga
loam, the peasant had to turn to crafts. “Forests, rivers, lakes, swamps provided him
with many lands, the development of which could serve as an aid to meager
agricultural income” [20, p. 57]. IN. Klyuchevsky sees this as the source of that
peculiarity that has distinguished since time immemorial the economic life of the Great
Russian peasant, the reason for the development of local rural crafts, called handicrafts.
Handicrafts, fishing, hunting, hunting, beekeeping (beekeeping in the hollows of trees),
fishing, salt production, tarring, ironwork - each of these activities served as the basis
for household life in whole districts.
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According to Klyuchevsky, the features of the Great Russian economy that were
created under the influence of the country's nature are “1) the dispersion of the
population, the dominance of small towns, villages, 2) the insignificance of peasant
plowing, the smallness of backyard arable plots, 3) the mobile nature of tillage, the
dominance of portable or deciduous agriculture, and 4 ) finally, the development of
small rural industries, the intensified development of forest, river and other lands ”[20,
p. 57].

Along with the influence of the country's nature on the national economy of
Great Russia V.O. Klyuchevsky notes traces of its effect on the tribal character of Great
Russia. Great Russia of the XIII-XV centuries with its forests, swamps and swamps at
every step, the scientist notes, presented the settler with thousands of small dangers,
unforeseen difficulties and troubles, which had to be fought every minute. This taught
Great Russians, according to V.O. Klyuchevskogo, vigilantly follow nature, look at
both, walk around looking around and feeling the soil, do not meddle in the water
without looking for a ford, developed in him resourcefulness, a habit of patient struggle
with hardships and deprivations. “In Europe there are no people less spoiled and
pretentious, accustomed to expect less from nature and fate and more enduring” [20, p.
57].

By the very property of the region, each locality asked the settler a difficult
economic riddle: he needed to study the place, all its conditions, in order to look out for
the land. Hence, V.O. Klyuchevsky, this amazing observation, which opens in Russian
folk signs. Here, all the characteristic phenomena of the annual turn of Great Russian
nature are captured, its diverse climatic and economic accidents are noted [20, p. 58].
“Saints and holidays were his guides in this observation and study. ... He carried them
out of the temple with him into the hut, in the field and in the forest, hanging their signs
in their names ... In the signs of Great Russia, his meteorology, his business textbook,
and his everyday autobiography ”[20, p. 59-60]. The vernacular signs of Great Russia
are wayward, Klyuchevsky believes, as the wayward nature reflected in them is willful.
She often laughs at the most cautious calculations, the waywardness of the climate and
soil deceive the most modest expectations of Great Russians. Contrasting the whim of
nature with the whim of one’s own courage, the tendency to tease happiness, play luck
is, according to Klyuchevsky, the Russian “maybe”.

The properties of the region determined, according to the Russian scientist, the
order of resettlement of the Great Russians. Life remote from each other, secluded
villages with a lack of communication could not teach Great Russians to act in large
unions, friendly masses. Velikoross did not work in an open field, in front of everyone,
like an inhabitant of southern Russia, he fought nature alone, in the wilderness of the
forest with an ax in his hand. “It was a silent black work on the external nature, on a
forest or a wild field, and not on oneself and society, not on one’s feelings and attitudes
towards people” [20, p. 61].
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Despite all such services, the forest, according to V.O. Klyuchevsky was always
difficult for a Russian person. “In the old days, when there were too many of them, he
interrupted his paths and roads with his thicket, challenged the meadows and fields
with difficulty in clearing thickets, and threatened livestock and cattle with a bear and a
wolf. Robbery nests also twisted through the forests. ” The hard work of the ax and the
flint, which started the forest cultivation on the pali, cleared from under the felled and
burnt forest, according to V.O. Klyuchevsky, tired, annoyed. This can explain the
unfriendly or careless attitude of a Russian person to the forest: he never loved his
forest, concluded the Russian scientist [22, ch. 4]. Unaccountable timidity took hold of
him when he stepped under his gloomy canopy. The sleepy, "dense" silence of the forest
frightened him; in the dull, soundless noise of its age-old peaks, something ominous
was sensed; every minute expectation of an unexpected, unpredictable danger strained
my nerves, excited my imagination. And Old Russian people inhabited the forest with
all kinds of fears. The forest is the dark kingdom of the one-eyed goblin, an evil spirit - a
mischievous person who loves to fool around with a traveler wandering in his domain.

According to V. O. Klyuchevsky, the methods of land cultivation at that time
gave a mobile, restless, nomadic character to this farming. Burning the forest in Novi,
the farmer gave the loam increased fertility and for several years removed from it an
excellent crop, because the ash is a strong fertilizer. But after six or seven years, the soil
was exhausted, and the farmer had to leave it for a long rest, run into fallow. Then he,
notes V. O. Klyuchevsky, moved his yard to another, often remote place, raised another
virgin soil, put a new "fix on the forest" [20, p. 57]. Thus exploiting the land, the great
Russian peasant moved from place to place in the direction of the North-East, until he
reached the natural borders of the Russian plain, the Urals and the White sea.

In order to make up for the meagre earnings from farming in the upper Volga
loam, the peasant had to turn to crafts. "Forests, rivers, lakes, swamps provided him
with a lot of land, the development of which could serve as a help to poor agricultural
earnings" [20, p. 57]. V. O. Klyuchevsky sees this as the source of the peculiarity that
distinguishes the economic life of the great Russian peasant from time immemorial, the
reason for the development of local rural crafts, called artisanal.

Handicrafts, fishing, hunting, beekeeping (forest beekeeping in tree hollows),
fishing, salt production, tarring ironwork - of these occupations served as the basis of
economic life of entire districts.

Features of the great Russian economy, created under the influence of the
country's nature, according to Klyuchevsky, are "1) the dispersion of the population, the
dominance of small towns, villages, 2) the insignificance of peasant plowing, the
smallness of farmstead arable land, 3) the mobile nature of grain farming, the
dominance of portable or shifting agriculture, and 4) finally, the development of small
rural crafts, enhanced development of forest, river and other lands" [20, p. 57].
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Along with the influence of the country's nature on the national economy of
great Russia, V. O. Klyuchevsky notes traces of its action on the tribal character of great
Russia. Great Russia of the XIII-XV centuries with its forests, swamps and swamps at
every step, the scientist notes, presented the settler with thousands of small dangers,
unforeseen difficulties and troubles that had to be constantly fought. This taught the
great, according to V. O. Klyuchevsky's ability to keep a sharp eye on nature, to keep
his eyes open, to look around and feel the ground, not to go into the water without
looking for a ford, developed in him a quirkiness, a habit of patient struggle with
adversity and privation. "In Europe, there is no people less pampered and pretentious,
accustomed to expect less from nature and fate, and more resilient" [20, p. 57].

By the very nature of the region, each locality gave the settler a difficult economic
riddle: he had to study the place, all its conditions, in order to look for land. Hence, V.
O. Klyuchevsky believes, this amazing observation, which is revealed in Russian folk
signs. Here all the characteristic phenomena of the annual turnover of the great Russian
nature are captured, its various climatic and economic accidents are noted [20, p. 58].
"Saints and feasts were his guides in this observation and study. ...He took them out of
the temple with him to the hut, in the field and forest, putting their names on their
signs... In the signs of the great Russian and his meteorology, and his economic
textbook, and his household autobiography" [20, p. 59-60]. Folk signs of the great
Russian are wayward, Klyuchevsky believes, as the nature reflected in them is
wayward. It often laughs at the most cautious calculations, the waywardness of the
climate and soil deceive the most modest expectations of the great Russian. The
opposition to the Caprice of nature to the Caprice of one's own courage, the tendency to
tease happiness, to play at luck, is, according to Klyuchevsky, the Russian "maybe".

According to the Russian scientist, the properties of the region determined the
order of settlement of the great Russians. Life remote from each other, isolated villages
with a lack of communication could not teach the great Russian to act in large unions,
friendly masses. The great Russian did not work in the open field, in front of everyone,
like an inhabitant of southern Russia, he fought with nature alone, in the middle of the
forest with an axe in his hand. "It was a silent black work on external nature, on the
forest or wild field, and not on yourself and society, not on your feelings and attitudes
to people" [20, p. 61].

Despite all such services, the forest, according to V. O. Klyuchevsky, has always
been heavy for the Russian person. "In the old days, when there was too much of it, it
interrupted the way-roads with its thicket, disputed the hard-cleared meadow and field
with its importunate thickets, and threatened itself and livestock with bear and wolf.
There were also nests of robbers in the woods." According to V. O. Klyuchevsky, hard
work with an axe and flint, which started forest farming on the Pali cleared from under
the felled and burned forest, tired and annoyed. Russian Russian scientist concluded
that this can explain the unfriendly or careless attitude of the Russian person to the
forest: he never liked his forest [22, p. 4]. An unaccountable shyness took possession of
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him when he entered its shadowy shade. The sleepy,” deep " silence of the forest
frightened him; there was something ominous in the dull, soundless noise of its age-old
peaks; every minute the expectation of an unexpected, unforeseen danger strained his
nerves and excited his imagination. And the old Russian man populated the forest with
all sorts of fears. The forest is the dark realm of the one-eyed Goblin, a mischievous evil
spirit who likes to fool around with a traveler who wanders into his domain.

V. O. Klyuchevsky defines some features of the psychology of the Russian person
as the features of the forest side: isolation, caution, lack of communication, self-doubt,
difficulty in getting used to acting together, the habit of hesitating and maneuvering
between the roughness of the path, the impression of not being straight, insincerity,
going to the goal looking around. "Nature and fate led the great Russian so that they
taught him to go out on a straight road by devious ways. The great Russian thinks and
acts as he walks. Think you can come up with bendy and twisty great Russian country
road? Just like a snake crawled" [20, p. 62].

The "geography of the forest" became the "geopolitics of the forest country".
Russian suburbs suffered, according To V. O. Klyuchevsky, from external enemies, but
the small middle Moscow Principality remained safe, and boyars and common people
were drawn there from all the edges of the Russian land [20, p. 66].

V. O. Klyuchevsky also studied such a plot as "the forest and the Church", he
analyzed the role of numerous forest monasteries that became strongholds of peasant
colonization. The monks cleared the forest, planted gardens, plowed, mowed, as did the
peasants. This is evidenced by numerous petitions to Moscow about the monastic
structure. Permission to plough meant that the wild state forest surrounding the
monastery was given to him for clearing for arable land. From the moment of the
award, the partnership (monastery) turned into an institution and became legal entity.

Agricultural farming had to be started in the wild untouched forest, clearing it
for arable land and vegetable gardens. Hermits followed the peasants or paved their
way in the forests of the Volga. The deserted forest monastery served the needs of the
settlers, religious and economic, and widely used their labor.

The forest served as a Russian hermit's Thebaid desert, a refuge from the
temptations of the world. Since the end of the XIV century people in the desert silence
looking for salvation of the soul, rushed to the forest wilds of the Northern Volga
region, where only they could lay a path. But, fleeing from the world to the desert, these
forest pioneers, according to V. O. Klyuchevsky, carried the world with them there.
Farmers followed in their footsteps, and the numerous monasteries that arose there
became strongholds of peasant settlement, serving as parish churches, lenders, and
almshouses for new settlers in their old age. Thus, the forest gave a special character to

the Northern Russian desert breeding, making it a kind of form of forest colonization
[22, p. 4].
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The forest cover gave the Russian people the opportunity to concentrate their
spiritual and religious efforts and accumulate spiritual strength against the threat from
the Steppe. According to Klyuchevsky, the forest helped the political and moral revival
of the Russian land. "In the early 40s of the XIV century, a 20 — year-old seeker of the
desert, the future monk Sergius, in a dense forest (highlighted by us-M. Sh.) ... put a
small wooden cell with the same Church" [20, p.66]. "He began with himself and by a
long seclusion, full of labor and privation among the dense forest (highlighted by us-M.
Sh.), prepared to be the leader of other desolators" [20, p. 69]. Sergius, having begun to
rule the assembled brethren, was for her a cook, a Baker, a Miller, a woodcutter, a tailor,
a carpenter. Everything in the monastery was poor and meagre. "In the very fence of the
monastery, the primeval forest rustled over the cells and in the autumn sprinkled their
roofs with dead leaves and needles; around the Church there were fresh stumps and
untidy trunks of felled trees; in a wooden Church for lack of candles smelled of
kindling ... "[20, p. 70].

This was the beginning of the moral and then political revival of the Russian
people. Old Russian monasticism, according to V. O. Klyuchevsky, was an accurate
indicator of the moral state of its secular society. Until the middle of the XIV century,
almost all monasteries in Russia appeared in cities or under their walls. Since that time,
V. O. Klyuchevsky believes, " a decisive numerical advantage is given to monasteries
that arose far from cities, in the forest wilderness, waiting for the axe and plow. Thus,
the main goal of monasticism, in the fight against the shortcomings of the spiritual
nature of man, was joined by a new struggle with the inconveniences of external nature;
rather, this second goal became a new means to achieve the first" [20, p. 72].

According to V. O. Klyuchevsky, the colonies of the Sergiev monastery and the
monasteries founded by the disciples made up almost a fourth of the total number of
new monasteries in the second century of the Tatar yoke, and almost all of these
colonies were deserted forest monasteries like their mother country [20, p. 73]. Until the
middle of the XIV century, the scientist notes, the mass of the Russian population, shot
down by the enemies in the interfluve of the Oka and upper Volga, timidly huddled
here on a few strips of convenient land cleared among the forest and swamps. The
Tatars and Lithuania blocked the exit from this triangle to the West, South, and
Southeast. The way to the North and northeast beyond the Volga remained open. But it
was a remote, impenetrable land, occupied in some places by savage Finns. A Russian
peasant with his family, writes V. O. Klyuchevsky, was afraid to venture into these
roadless wilds. The monk is a hermit and went there as a brave scout. The vast majority
of new monasteries from the middle of the XIV to the end of the XV centuries arose
among the forests of Kostroma, Yaroslavl and Vologda Zavolzhye [20, p. 73].

Numerous forest monasteries, according to V. O. Klyuchevsky, became here the
mainstays of peasant colonization. "The wandering population settled around the
monasteries, like the roots of trees interlocking quicksand soil. For the sake of saving his
soul, the monk fled from the world to the Zavolzhsky forest, and the layman clung to it
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and with its help started a new Russian world in this forest" [20, p. 73-74]. Great Russia
was created by the friendly efforts of a monk and a peasant. Guided by the blessing of
the monk Sergius, the fighters went, some for the Oka against the Tatars, others to the
North for the Volga to fight with the forest and swamp.

According To V. O. Klyuchevsky, the political order of separate princely possessions in
the first centuries of the history of the Russian state was formed in close correlation
with the geographical distribution of the population, and this distribution, in turn, was
guided by the properties of the region and the course of its colonization.

Russian forest influence on the "history of the people”, its way of life and customs
in the XVI-XVII centuries was studied by the famous Russian historian of the XIX
century N. I. Kostomarov [34, 43]. The role of the forest and its "derivatives": wood,
animal skins and furs, meat and feathers of birds, berries, mushrooms, honey, nuts, its
landscape features: cities, villages, settlements, villages and villages, were the focus of
attention of the historical concept of N. I. Kostomarov. According to the scientist, home
furniture and utensils, clothing, food and drink, the way of home life, leaving home and
traveling, games and fun, holidays, home rituals and beliefs of the Russian people are
closely connected with the forest and its products.

In the XV-XVI centuries, cities in Russia were mostly wooden, city walls and
fortifications were also made of wood and earth. "In general, the countless cities that
dotted the space of the Russian possessions,” wrote N. I. Kostomarov, " were fortified
with wooden or earthen walls, that is, with ramparts and a rear rampart. ( ... ) For the
most part, wooden fortifications were connected to earthen ones in different ways: for
example, a rampart or talus was filled in, and a wooden wall or back was built on the
talus; or the wall stood on flat ground, but the talus followed it; or the wooden walls
were covered with gristle, that is, a pile of stones, sand and earth. Simple spears or
Gables were made without scree, and their wooden walls were only protected by
ditches. Often the city, surrounded by a wooden wall and a moat, was once again
surrounded by a talus or wooden wall — the so-called Ostrog, and between the city and
the Ostrog there was a settlement” [34, p. 1]. Some monasteries (they were generally
strongholds in that century) had the same form of fortifications.

Very often, the walls of the city, N. . Kostomarov notes, were double, triple and
quarter. The space between the walls was filled with earth, or connected by cross logs.
On top of them, roofs were made of planks or latticework, sometimes very high. In
other places, water was carried into these ditches, and in others piles called particle
were driven in. The moats themselves were protected by a special fence made of oak
logs. There were several rows of such ditches behind the main wall or rampart of the
city. From the ditches in the side outer walls drainage was performed and did a long
series of fortifications, called Natalbany. These were posts of thick logs (usually oak),
placed close together and forming a solid wall. They were double and triple, that is, in
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two and three rows; these rows were connected between cross ties of logs at the top and
presented the form of corridors [34, p. 1].

Sometimes, according to N. I. Kostomarov, the rows of needles went from the
city for twenty versts or more and were bordered by ditches, and in places towers were
arranged between them. Where it was necessary to make an exit, a gate with
descending decks was arranged. From these places it was off to the side the ranks of the
new dragon teeth. At their turns, the overhangs ended up in forest debris, that is, piles
of felled and felled wood. The enemy, writes N. I. Kostomarov, approaching the city,
had to first pass through these rubble, then get confused about the labyrinth of needles,
destroy them and then reach the double and triple city fortifications [34, p. 1].

In addition to needles, according to N. I Kostomarov, there were also
fortifications called Taras, which consisted of longitudinal logs and laid on them
transverse, and if they were in two rows, then covered with shingles on top. On the
sides were arranged forest sites, consisting of piles of piled wood, surrounded by a
moat. These sites were built, according to N. I. Kostomarov, mainly in forest areas.
There was a serif clerk with a detachment who were supposed to send a message to the
city in case of detection of the enemy. The southern part of Muscovy, with its sparsely
populated area, was dotted with cities and jails with hollows in the surrounding area
and was cut by earthen ramparts in different directions, with many forest patches and
rubble [34, p. 1]. Private and state-owned siege yards and huts were built for the
common people in case of war, which could accommodate up to two hundred people.
The resulting inconveniences from crowding, encouraged residents, according to N. L
Kostomarov, to wander through the forests, being in danger of falling under the Tatar
Lariat, rather than go under siege.

The forest was actively used for paving streets in Moscow and large cities. They
were round logs, packed tightly together, one against the other. Where there was no
pavement, where it was especially dirty, N. I. Kostomarov notes, planks were simply
laid across the streets [34, p. 4]. Near the villages there was always left pasture land
called meadow, if there were meadows, or hog, when forests surrounded the village.
Due to the fact that the construction was dominated by wood, wood as the main
material, there were frequent and devastating fires in the cities, destroying these cities
to the ground. Measures against fires, according to N.I. Kostomarova’s, they were
mostly protective: they tried to make yards wider, ordered to put tubs with water on
the roofs of buildings, it was forbidden to sit with fire at night and use soap dishes and
even stoves in huts in the summer, and instead, residents had to cook their own food in
gardens [34, p. 4].

Most of the buildings in the cities of the XVI century were made of wood. No
one, according to N. I. Kostomarov, considered stone buildings more convenient than
wooden ones for housing. Wealthy people began to build stone houses, but still
retained the old belief that wooden houses are healthier to live in [34, p. 7]. Wooden
houses were made of pine, sometimes oak solid beams, which were folded very tightly
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the rich - sables and foxes of different species: foxes, black-brown, black, gray. Fur coats
from ermines were probably made, N.I. Kostomarov, only for panache [34, p 9].

In short, the forest fed, clothed, shod, warmed, protected from bad weather, and
inextricably accompanied the Russian person in everyday life (furniture, utensils) and
in travel (wooden saddles, carts in summer, sledges in winter, boats, ploughs and rooks
on the water). Russian saddles were made of wood and dry veins, they were low, flat.
The saddles were most often upholstered in Morocco with gold patterns, sometimes
with velvet, and the bows were gilded. Winter men's sledges were covered with
bearskin, and a Persian or Turkish carpet was placed on the back of the sledge. The
horse's head was removed with chains, rings, colored feathers, and animal tails — Fox,
wolf, or sable. The coachman waved a hare-skin hat with a saiga horn head [34, p. 15].

Russian road sledges, notes N. I. Kostomarov, were made mostly of tree bark or
bast and preferred wooden ones for their lightness. They were covered with matting at
the back, with skins on the sides, and covered with furs at the top. When going on the
road, writes N. I. Kostomarov, the Russian dressed as warmly as possible: on his head
he had a hat covered and lined with fur, on his hands warm mittens, on his feet fur
buttons; on top he covered himself with a bearskin [34, p. 15].

They were more likely to travel along the rivers in boats, which could be found
with oarsmen wherever the road adjoined the river. According to N. I. Kostomarov, it
was possible to use state-owned ploughs and rowers with the state-owned
Podorozhnaya. The size of the ploughs and the number of rowers on them were
measured with the width of the river and the length of the path from one pier to
another. The ploughs, on which many passengers were seated, were made wide, with
one mast and usually with sixteen oars; cages and partitions were arranged under the
deck for passengers and their Luggage. A huge canvas sail was tied to the mast, which
was unfurled when the wind was fair. Instead of a rudder, a long and wide pole was
used, lowered into the water [34, p. 15].

Both in winter and summer, the traveller took with him a large supply of bread,
dried meat, fish, lard, honey, and other supplies collected from city to city.

The forest and its derivatives accompanied the Russian man in games,
amusements, and amusements. The Russians had their own national instruments:
harps, horns, snuffles, pipes, antimony (trumpets), domras, bagpipes, drums, copper
horns [34, p. 18].

The favorite pastime of women in all classes, according to N. I. Kostomarov,
were swings and boards. Swinging on the boards was like this: a Board was placed on a
log, two women stood on the edges of it and, Bouncing, pumped one another [34, p. 18].
Skating on ice (wooden horseshoes with narrow iron bands), sledding in winter — the
tree also played a primary role here.

According to N. I. Kostomarov, hunting was considered the most worthy sport of
the upper class. In Russia, in his opinion, it was not only belonging to the upper classes,
as in the West, because there were too many animals in the Russian forests [34, p. 18]. In
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the XVI century, draught people had to go to the wolf, Fox and bear fields, which meant
chasing the beast. Falconry and Gyrfalcon hunting have long been considered a noble
sport of princes and tsars.

Russian society has played a very significant, if not decisive, role in the forest
factor in the life of a Russian person in different periods of development. This situation
is explained by the characteristics of the natural conditions of Russian communities
living in the forest area. It was here that the economic life, the psychology of the forest
dweller, and the main elements of complex forestry were formed.

Mastering the riches of the Russian forest region, forms of "forest exploitation"
were in the sphere of research interest of famous historians of the XIX century, S. M.
Solovyov, N. Ya. Danilevsky, V. O. Klyuchevsky, N. I. Kostomarov, etc. The review of
their concept of Russian forestry will help to clarify the attitude of the scientific circles
of the Russian society of the XIX century to the "forest factor", some aspects of the tsarist
forest policy, which is a necessary basic element of the historiographical picture of the
history of Russian forestry.

Settling on the plain, the Eastern Slavs occupied mainly the forest side of it. In
this desolate, wooded region, the researchers noted, the newcomers engaged in fur
trapping, forest beekeeping, and grain farming. The spaces convenient for these trades
did not run in vast continuous strips: among the forests and swamps, it was necessary
to find more open and dry places and clear them for arable land, or to make in the
forest certain devices for hunting and beekeeping. Such places were remote from one
another among the Islands of the sea, forests and swamps. It was on these Islands that
the settlers set up their lonely courtyards, dug them out, and cleared fields for arable
land in the vicinity, making borti and traps in the forest.

The nature of forestry and agriculture destroyed the idea of the indivisibility of
ancestral property. The forest was adapted to fishing by the efforts of individual
courtyards, the field was cleared by the labor of individual families. Such forest and
field plots, according to Russian historians, should have received the meaning of
private family property early.

Conclusions

Thus, the works of famous Russian historians of the XIX century touched on
many important aspects of multifunctional forestry in ancient and medieval Russia.
Without mastering this historiographical heritage, it is impossible to start writing a full-
scale Russian forest history. Russian historical thought's contribution to the
development of the forest problem and its role in Russian history will help to determine
the formation of scientific and public opinion on this problem in Russia of the XIX
century, to determine the historiographical heritage of forest history in the USSR and
modern Russia.

In recent decades, forest history has focused on the evolution of the forest
environment in connection with social and economic development. However, aspects
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such as the need for and market for forests, agriculture and pastoralism, and the
evolution of forest technology have had different impacts on forest ecosystems
according to the processes, systems, and practices involved in these activities.

Therefore, more attention should be paid to the scale of research. A local scale
that takes specific forests allows for the use of different sources (written documents,
iconography, investigative materials, oral interviews, etc.), but this may be possible
when integrating different research levels that also address common issues. Along this
path of historical analysis of the environment, social and political factors that affect the
forest — in time and space — much can be achieved in the effective management and
development of forest resources.
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PELIEH3UN

Yukxem K. CPEAHEBEKOBAZ EBPOITA: OT ITAAEHMA PUUMA AO
PEOOPMALINI / KPUIC YUKXEM; ITEP. C AHI'/A. — M.: AapnyHa-HOH-(UKILH,
2019. -536 c.

Kpuc Yuxxem no npasy cuuraercsi O4HUM U3 CaMBIX aBTOPUTETHBIX OpUTaHCKUX
MeAueBUCTOB. Ero oranyalor mmpora B3ras140B, OTKPBITOCTb K AMCKYCCUN (B TOM 4MCAe
B OTHOILUEHMM MapKcu3Ma), KpUTUYECKUI B3rAs4 Ha YCTOsBLUMECS B MCTOPUYECKON
HayKe AOTMbl. B ®TOM KOHTeKcTe npeacraBAsieT 3Ha4MTEAbHBLIN aBTOPUTET BLIXOJ Ha
pycckoM si3bike ero moHorpadguu «CpeaHesekosast Espona: Ot magenms Puma a0
Pepopmanum». OcTaHOBUMCs AULIL Ha HEKOTOPBLIX Ba’KHEMIINMX MOAOXKEHUIX DTON
JpyHAaMeHTaAbHOI PabOThI.

YXxe B mnepBom raase cpoeil KHUrM K. YukxeM HaHOCUT >KECTKUI yJaap IO
TpaAULIMOHHBIM noaxodaM. OH cuMTaeT, YTO MHOTUX aBTOPOB Tpy40B 0 CpeaHeBeKOBbe
«3aDO0TUT B TEpPBYIO ouepedb MPOUCXOXKAEHMEe HBIHELIHUX TocydapcrB U Apyrue
aCMeKThl «COBPEMEHHOCTU» B UX ITOHUMaHNM, IOSTOMY AAsl HUX CMBICA CPeAdHEeBEeKOBOTO
nepuoda 3aKAlO4eH MMeHHO B pesyabTaTax M urorax» (c.21.). K.Yukxem cuuraer
MOoAOOHBIN MOAXO4, B KOpHe olMOOUYHBIM: «VIcTopus AulleHa LeAecoo0pasHOCTH,
MICTOPUYECKOe pa3BUTHE He CTPeMUTCI K 4eMy-TO, a OTTaAKMBaeTcsl oT yero-1o. boaee
TOrO, C MOell Touku 3peHus, OypHblii nepuos CpeaHeBeKOBbsl IpeAcTaBAsieT
CaMOCTOSITeAbHBII MHTEpec U ero He o0si3aTeAbHO paccMarpuBarh 4Yepe3 MPUZMY
nocAeAyiomux codstuit» (c.21.). Ha Halll B3ras4, B UCTOPUYECKOI HayKe BCe >KaHpBI
Xopolu, KpoMe ckyuHoro. Her Huuero olimOO4YHOrO HU B U3y4YeHUN MTPOUCXOKAEHUS
rocy4apcrs, HU B IIOMCKe TPUYMHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX CBj3eil, HU B pPaccMOTpeHUM
CpeaHeBekoBbs B DO/lee LIMPOKOM MCTOpUYECKOM KoHTekcre. He cayuwaitno K.Yukxem
yTOYHSIeT CBOIO IMO3ULMIO: «DTO OTHIOAb He O3HadaeT, YTO CpedHeBeKOBasi MUCTOpUs
EBponel npeacrasaser coboil BOAOBOPOT COOBITUI, HE UMEIOLMX HUKAKO AOTUYEeCKOI]
CBsI3M, KpOMe MpUHAAAEXKHOCTM K MPOU3BOABHO BBIOPAaHHOMY TbICAUeAeTHEMY
BpeMeHHOMY oTpe3Ky. Bosce Her. CpeaHle Beka pa3MedeHBbl 4eTKO OOO3Ha4eHHBIMU
repeAOMHBIMY MOMEHTaMU, U3 KOTOPBIX U CKAaAbIBaeTCsl DTOT UCTOPUYECKU I ITepuos»
(c.21-22).
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K «nepeaoMupiM MoMeHTaM» K.YukxeM oTHOCUT: MadeHue 3arnagHoi PuMckoii
uMniepuu B V B.; kpusuc Bocrounon PuMckoit nMnepun, CTOAKHYBLIENICS € TOAbeMOM
ucaamMa B VII Beke;, oKcriepuMeHTaAbHBINI TpoekT KapoauHIOB Mo cO34aHUIO
BBICOKOAYXOBHOTO rocyapcrsa Ha pyodexke VII-IX BB.; pacnpocrpaHeHne XpUCTHaHCTBa
B CesepHoll u Bocrounonn Espone B X B, padMKaAbHyIO JAeLieHTpaAu3anuio
noAUTUYecKoil Baactu Ha 3amnage B XI B.; aemorpadpudeckuii 1 9KOHOMUYECKMIT POCT €
X no XIII Bex; BoccTaHOBAGHME TTIOAUTUYECKON U peAUTUO3HOM BAacTy Ha 3anade B XII-
XIII' BB.; 3akar Busantum B TOT >Xe mNepuod; 4YepHylO CMepTb U pasBUTUe
rocyapcrbeHHblX opraHos B XIV B.; BoBaedyeHMne OoAee LIMPOKUX CAOEB HaceAeHMs B
nybauunyio cpepy Ha pyOexe XIV-XV BB. (c.22.). K. YukxeMm nosaaraer, 4ro 9Tu
Nepe/OMHbBIe BeX! CBsI3aHbl MeXAy coDOIl uepedoil CTPYKTypPHBIX U3MEHEeHUI1, B yncae
KOTOPLIX: «yMadoK U MocAedylolllee BO3POXKAeHMe MOHSTUI OOLLIeCTBEHHOI BAACTH,
repexo4 OT HAaAOTOODAOXKEHMUsI B KadeCTBe OCHOBHOIO UCTOYHMKA TOCYyAapCTBEHHBIX
pecypcoB K 3emMaeBAadeHMIO UM OOpaTHO, BAUsHUE IUCbMEHHOCTM U TIpaMOThl Ha
MMOAUTUYECKYIO KyAbTYpYy, PpasBuTMe BO Bropoii mnoaosuHe CpeaHeBeKOBbs
3aKOHOAATeAbHO 3aKPerAeHHbIX U 4eTKO OYepuYeHHbIX MOJeAell MeCTHOTO yIlpaBAeHUs
U camMoolpedeAeHus, I04 BAUSHUEM KOTOPOIO U3MEHUAUCh B3aMMOOTHOLUEHUS
npaBuTeAeil U NoAAaHHLIX» (€.22).

ITo wmuenuio K. YukxeMa, ecTb ABa pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX IlodXxoda K
CpeaHeBEKOBLIO (A6MOp U 6 IMOM CAYUAE He HA3bI6AEH KOHKPEMHbIX UMEH): «ITPeACTaBAATD
AIOAeN TOTO BpeMeHM «TaKMMU >Ke, KaK Mbl», MMPOCTO >KUBYILIMMU B TEXHOAOTMYECKU
MeHee pa3sBUTOM MMpe (MeuM, Aollady, IepraMeHT M HMKAKOIO LEeHTPaAbHOIO
OTOIAEHUSI), — WMAU TIOKa3blBaTh UX OECKOHEYHO AaAeKMMU OT Hac, HOCUTEASIMU
COBepLUEHHO HeITOCTUKUMBIX LIeHHOCTeN ¥ MUPOBO33PeH s, 4aCcTO HelTpueMAeMbIX 4451
Hac U TpeOyIOLIMX 3HAYMTEABHON MEepecTporKM CO3HaHUs, 4TOOBl MOCMOTpPETh Ha
MPOMCXOAUBLLIEe C TOUKU 3PEeHUsI CPeAHEBEKOBOI AOTUKM U MOTUBOB» (.29-30). I1epBbiit
MoAX04 dYpeBaT «CKarblBaHMeM B 0OaHAaAbHOCTb MAM MOPaAU3aTOPCTBO», BTOPOM —
«YBAE€YEHHOCTLIO Ha TIpaHM yMmuAeHus» (c.30.). K YuxxeM mnblTaercs OCTOPOKHO
COBMECTUTH 0Da BhILLIeHa3BaHHbIe MTOAXOABI.

B raase «Pum n ero samagueie npeemHuku. 500-750 rr.» K. Yuxxem craBut
poripoc: «[louemy mnasa Pumckasd mmnepusa?» M 4aérT Ha Hero cpoil orseT: «Ecam
KOPOTKO — OHa He nada» (c.53.). OH oTMed4aer, 4TO BOCTO4YHas1 4yacTh PuMcKoi umnepun
(noinemnue barxanvi, Typuus, Ecunem u cmpanor /Jesarma), «0AaronoAy4Ho nepexxkuaa
packoa U 3aBoeBaHMe 3anagHoil 4dactyu (HbiHewnHel Ppanuumn, Vicnmanumm, Mrtaanu,

ceBepa Adpukuy, bpuranun) nnosemuamuy, npouciueaiine s V seke» (¢.53.). K.Yuxkxem

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA



151

yTBep>KaaeT, 4ro Bocrounas wmmiiepust mpodepskadach elé ThicsAdy AeT, IoKa He
nokopuaach ocmaHaM: «Te, mepenss y Busantum (Puma) psa ocHoBomoaararommx
NPUHLUIIOB (PUHAHCOBOIO U aAMUHUCTPATUBHOIO YCTPOICTBA, MPUHIAUCL CTPOUTD
cOOCTBEHHYIO MMMepuio co croanuueil B OviBlieM KoHcranTnHOnose, HeiHe CramOyae.
Takum obpaszom, B onpegeleHHOM cMblicde PumMckas mMmnepust npocylliecrsopaa 40
ITepBoit MMpOBOIT BOIHBI, KOTda pyxHya0 1 OcMaHcKoe rocyAapcrso» (¢.53.).

Uro kacaercs 3amagnoin Pumckon umrnepuu, TO OHa MNada I0J4 YyAapoM
«BapBapOB», XOTsl BO3HUKAET PE3OHHbIII BOMPOC, HACKOABKO «BapBapCKUMU» ObLAM Ha
caMoM Jeae repMaHckue Hapogbl? K. Yukxem Hanmommunaer: «[loutm Bce oHM (3a
UCKAIOueHeM (ppaHKOB), TpeKae 4eM OCHOBATh He3aBUCUMbIE KOPOAEBCTBa, KaKoe-TO
BpeMs IIpoBeAM B PUMCKUX MPOBUHLMAX, 3a4acTylo HOCUAM BOEHU3UPOBAHHYIO
PUMCKYIO OJeXAy, a TakKe IMepeHMMaAu Apyrue puMckue ocobeHHocTu. PasHble
TpynIipl TOTOB, B 4YacTHOCTU, BIIOAHE MOJXKHO paccMaTpuBaTh KaK BbllIeAllne U3
MOBMHOBEHMsI PUMCKMe BOVICKa, B COCTaBe KOTOPBIX UMeAOCh AOCTAaTOYHO HEroTos, B
TOM 4lCAe, HECOMHEHHO, PUMCKOTO MNpoucxoxadeHus» (c.59.). «llouru Bce
npeaBoguTeAn  «BapBapoB», — KoHcrarupyer K. Yukxem, - >KeHUAUCh Ha
NnpeAcTaBUTEAbHMIIAX PUMCKOM 3HaTH, a PUMCKMe BOeHayaAbHUKM (BKAIOYAas
Puuumepa un Ogoaxpa), Hepe4Ko caMu MNPOUCXOAUAN U3 «BapBapos» (¢.59.). HakoHel,
BCe DTU IpaBUTeAN, KpOMe IpaBuUTeAell caMblX CeBepHbIX NMPOBUHLINI, UCIIOBEAOBAAU
XPUCTUAHCTBO.

B 10 >xe Bpems, no Muennio K. Yukxema, mpu Bceil «poMaHU3aLM» BapBapCcKUX
KOpPOAEBCTB B IMepBoe CroAeTue UX CyLlecrBOBaHMsI HadaAUCh HeoOpaTuMble
usmeHenus. Ilepeas nepemena 3akaiodaaach B TOM, 4TO «TepMaHCKUe HapoAbl y>XKe He
HaszbiBaAM ceDsl pUMASHaAMU», a «pUMAsHe HauyMHAAM BOCIPUHUMATL ceDs roraMu u
¢ppankamMm» (c.61.), TO ecTb «MeHsAach caMOuUAeHTUdUKaLMs, U 3BaHUE PUMASHUIHA,
CTOAETUSIMU BBICTyTIaBlllee HaAeXHBIM ITOKasaTeAeM IO0AOXKeHUs U KyAbTypbl, BTO
CBOVCTBO yTpaumpaao» (c.61.). Bmopas nepemera 3akaiodadachb B TOM, UTO «IIpeXKHee
eAUHCTBO 3amnada, or AgapuaHosa Bada 4o Caxapbl, ucuezao OeszBosBparHo. AJaxke
IOctuHmany — a TeM 0o0JAee HMKOMY IOCAe Hero — He y4aAoch 3aBoeBarb
CpeanszemHOMOpbe UeAUKOM» (c.61.). Tpemvs mnepemena Oblda caMOIl Ba>KHOI:
«PumMckon uMIepuen yIpaBAasia pa3BeTBAEHHbBI I YUHOBHUYUNI amnrmapar,
(¢puHaHCHpyeMBIIl 3a c4eT Pa3BUTOI HAAOTOBOI cuUcreMbl» (c.62.), OAHAKO, «KOT4a
3anagHasl 4acTb MMIEpUM Hadasda APOOUTLCS Ha KOPOAEBCTBa, pe3ko 00OpBaAoCh

NepepacrpegeleHrie HaA0TOBBIX TOCTyTAeHUI» (c.63).
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K.Yuxxem cumraer, 410 MHTEpechl HOBOW IepMaHCKOM DAUTHI He COBIlajaAu C
UHTepecaMt €€ TIpeAllleCTBEHHUKOB — PUMCKUX BOeHaudaAbHUKOB-OyHTapeit: «Te
THaAUCh B OCHOBHOM 3a AeHblamMu, KOTOpble JaBada TOAUTUYECKas BAacThb, a
CMEHMBILIMM UX FrepMaHLlaM Hy>KHO ObL10 Apyroe — BAadeTh 3eM/ell, KakK BAajeaa elo Ta
camas NMpoBMHLMaAbHas 3HaTbh, C KOTOPOW OHU Tereph COCeACTBOBaAU U Hal KOTOpON
BAaCTBOBaAU. DTO BIIOAHE PUMCKOe >KedaHMe MMeAO caMble HeDAaronmpusTHble AAsl
PuMa mnocaeacTBus: MOCTENEHHO lcuYe3ada HeOOXOAMMOCTL Codep>KaThb OCEBLIYIO Ha
semMal0 apmuio. Ornagada norpeOHOCTb B HAAOTOOOAOXKEHUM, a IOCKOAbKY cOOp
HaA0IOB U TaK BBI3bIBAA TPYAHOCTU U HeIpUsITUEe, PaHO UAU IO34HO BAACTU OT HETro
OTKa3blBaAuCh. BripoueM, «BapBapckue» Kopoau coOuUpaau HaAOTU A0 TeX MOp, MoKa
UM BTO ydaBaaoch» (c.63.). Kak pesyabrar, k VIII Beky Modean ynpaBAeHMs] B HOBBIX
KOPOAEBCTBAaX CTaAl HAMHOTO NMpPUMMUTUBHee: «y HUX (GOPMUPOBAAUCL COOCTBEHHbIE
OTANYUTEAbHble 4YepThl: BO (DpaHKCKOM Trocydapcrbe — coOpaHUs, OIpedeAsBlINe
MOAUTUKY FOCyAapcTBa, a Takke 3¢pPpeKkTuBHas 1, Kak MpaBuAO, MMeBLIasl PeryAspHYyIO
OCHOBY BOeHHas MaluuHa; B Vicmanum — cuapHas MOpaAu3alys BepXOBHOW BAACTU U
NIPUBEP>KEHHOCTh LIepeMOHUSIM; B VTaauu — TUI «BCEITPOHUKAIOLLETO» MpaBAeHus], AAs]
KOTOpPOIO XapaKTepHbl BHMKaHMe B JeTaaAl, AeCTBME Ha OIepe>keHMe U OblcTpast
oTBeTHasi peakuus» (c.83-84). Bce »tu mpunuumnsl, ormedaer K. YukxeMm, nosxe Oblau
B3sITbl Ha Boopy>KeHne Kapoaunramu (c.84.).

Paccmarpusas xpusuc u pedopmbl Ha Bocroke (500-850/1000 2z.), K.Yukxem
oTMevaeT, 4yTo ecAu ObiBlIas 3anagHas Pumckas uMmnepus B Hadasde VI B. mpeGbiBasa B
HeollpeAeAeHHOCTH, TO BocrouHasi mepexxusada noabém, ocobenHo npu KOcrunuaHe:
«ITo ToproBbIM NyTsiM, pacuepTuBINM Bce Boctounoe CpeanzeMHOMOpbe 1 Drelickoe
Mope, B KoHcraHTMHOIMOAL U ApyTue KpyIiHble ropoda Iocrynaao BuHO u3 ['a3bl,
0AMBKOBoe Maca0 u3 Cupun u AHaTOANM, €TUIIETCKOe 3€pHO U Manupyc, eTMNeTCKU 1
cupuiickuit A8H, kepamuka ¢ Kunpa u ocrposos Dreiickoro Mopsi» (c.84). B ocHoBe
®TOr0  ToBapooOMeHa  JexKada  «CUCTeMa  Iogareil, B  paMKax KOTOpPOI
IIPOAOBOABCTBEHHYIO U APYTYIO Be3Au Ha ceBep, B KoHCTaHTMHOIOAbL M K BOEHHON
rpanule Ha baakaHax, a TakoKe Ha BOCTOK, K Nepcuackoil rpanune no Esppary» (c.85-
86.). Ilpu w»rom Beanwaiilume OorarcrBa BusaHTum «cocpedorauMBaalCh BHe eé
eBpOIeliCKOll TeppuTOopun, MpenMyllecTBeHHO B Erunre u crpanax /lesanrta» (c.86.).
Haaorosas cucrtema OcTuHmana He Moraa Bblgep>KaTh HeCKOABKO BOVH O4HOBPEMEHHO,
HO «IlpaBAeHMEe 9TOr0 UMIlepaTopa OeCCIOpPHO AEMOHCTPUPYET BO3ZMOXKHOCTH,
KOTOpble LleAeyCTpeMAEHHbIN BAacTUTeAb MOT paccMaTpuBaTh M 4aCTUYHO BOIIAOLLATh

B >KM3Hb» (¢.87.).
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Xapakrepusyst snoxy apabckmux 3aboebaHuil, K. Yukxem koHcTatupyer: «3a
BOCeMb AeT PuMcKast uMInepus ycrynuAia Abe TPeTU CBOeil TeppUTOPUM U TPU YeTBEPTU
pecypcoB, a OCTaBLUYIOCs 4acThb ODOpOHsAa OT OOraroro M omnacHoro ppara. YroObl
BBICTOSITb, HY>KHO OBbIAO MEHSTbCd, M OHa MeHsidack» (c.91.). B nepsylo ouepeab
NPULIAOCh OpPTaHMU30BaTh OOOPOHY Tropasdo Jdaablile lleHTpaabHoil AHaToAMM, 3a
TaBpckuMu ropamu, cosdaB BOeHHble OKpyra (gemvi) B 3amagHoit AHaroAmuu, rae
BOIICKa KOPMUAUCH C 3€MAU, Ha KOTOPYIO OblAM TTOCa>KeHbl B KayeCcTBe KOMIIeHcaLlun 3a
ypesaHHOe >KaaoBaHbe. [locaeaHMM KpyNHBIM MoOcCsrareAbCTBOM Ha BuszaHTmio crasa
Beaukasl ocaga Koncranrunonoas apabamu s 717-718 rr. «K 700 roay, — pesiomupyer
K.Yuxkxem, — Buzanrtuiickas ummnepus cUAbHO OTAMYaAach oT ummnepun obpasua 600
roga. LleHTp TsKecT K 5TOMYy BpeMeHM CMeCTMACS Ha 3arad, MOAUTHYEeCKOe «cepalie»
Ternepb HAXOAMAOCh Ha DIeiickoM Mope, K KOTOpOMy MMeA Bbixo4 KoHcTaHTMHOMOAL»
(c.93). TlogauHHOe BAaAbluecTBO BusaHTUM OrpaHUMYMBAAOCL BOCTOYHON KPOMKOIA
rpedyecKoro nobepeskbsi U HeCKOAbKUMHU OTAE€ABHBIMY FOPOJaMU Ha 3alladHONM CTOpOHe
1 Ha Aapuaruke (c.93). I'aaBeHCTByIOLee MOAOKeHNe oOpeTaan «3anadHble 0DaacTu
umnepun — ocv Pasenna — Pum — Heanoas, a raicke Cunuaust u cesep Adppuku. Bee
oHM, 3a uckaodeHueMm CesepHoil Adpuky, ObIAM MeHbllle MOABEp>KeHbl apabCKoil
yrpose» (c.94).

[To muenuio K. Yukxema, samagnas ucropuorpadpusi cCMOTPUT Ha apaOcKue
3aBoeBaHMs U Ha MNagdeHue 3amnadHoil Pumckoit uMmnepum «depes MNPUMY
MOpaAU3aTOPCTBa, paccy>K4as O Kpaxe UMBUAM3ALUU Y UMIIEPCKUX aMOULIMIL, a TakXKe
o TpuyMde BapBapcrBa. Il B TOM 1 B ApyroM cAydae 5TO AULLIEHO CMbICAQ, HO, YIUTbIBasI
BbICOKOe paszBuTue Xaaudara, MpUMEHUTEABHO K HEMy ®TO OeCcCMBICA€HHO BABOIIHe.
CmoTpean Ha HUX U CKBO3b OPMEHTAANUCTCKYIO MPU3MY: B TOT nepuod Bocrounoe n
IOxxHoe CpeanzeMHOMOpbe Mepecralo ObITh 4acTbIO TONM >Ke LMBUAMU3ALNY, YTO U
ceBepHOe Modepexxbe, U CTalo dy>KezeMbeM» (¢.100). D10 TO>Ke OLUIMOOYHBII TOAX04, HO
0oaee KoBapHBIl, MOO TyT eCTb A0ASl UCTUHBL: «apalos3bluHas KyAbTypa Oblaa
AeVICTBUTE/AbHO HeNpoOHMLlaeMa AAsl  AaTMHO- UM TpeKkossbluHON  Eppomnel, 3a
MCKAIOYeHeM OAHOM-ABYX TOYEK COMPUKOCHOBeHMs — Aab-AHgaAayca, 3areM Cuumanu,
a Mo3>Xe — BeAUKUX UTAABbSHCKUX TOPTOBBIX TOPOAOB, KOTOPBIM HeOOXOAMMO OBIAO
Hala>kKMBaTh B3auModelcrBue ¢ OorarbiMu oOaactsamu CpeauszemHoMOpbs. Kpome
Toro, — yrounsier K. Yukxem, — XpUCTHAHCKUM TOCyJapcTBaM CAMUIIKOM Aerko OblAO
yBUAETb B MyCyAbMaHaX ®K3MCTEHLIMAALHYIO YIPO3y — M MHOL4Aa MMEHHO ®TUM OHMU
PYKOBOACTBOBAANCH B CBOUX AEMCTBUSIX, CAMBIM APpaMaTUYHLIM [PUMEPOM 4Yero cAy>Kar

KpecToBble noxoasl» (¢.100-101).
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Ocoboe BHuMaHNe K.Yukxem ygeasier «KaApoAUHIZCKOMY kcnepumermy» (750-
1000 z2.). Tlo ero caosam, Opankckas umnepus Kapaa Beamkoro u Aiososuka
baarouecTuBoro - «cCyllleCTBeHHO — MpeBOCXO4uAa  pasMepaMu  A100oe  Apyroe
noAuTUYecKkoe oOpasoBaHUe CpedHEBeKOBOI EBpoOIbI, MOCKOABKY BKAIO4Yada B ceDs
Teppurtopumn coppemenHon @panuuy, lepmanum wu Hwugepaangos, wyacTuyHO
3axBaTbiBasl cepepHylo Mraauio, Karaaonuio n Ascrpuio» (c.111). D10, 04HAKO, He
O3Havaer, 4yTo KapOAMHICKMe ITpaBUTeAU OCO3HaBaAl, K 4eMy BedyT UX AeVCTBUSL:
«CBOIO 3agauy OHU BUAEAM B OCHOBHOM KaK HPaBCTBEHHYIO, Ja’ke TeOAOTMYeCcKylo»
(c.111.). /410601 MNOAUTUYECKUIT MaHEBP «IOAy4ald [OAYEPKHYTO HPaBCTBEHHO-
peAUrno3Hoe BOIAOLIEeHME U BblpaXkaAcs B MpOorpaMMHBIX TekcTax» (c.129.). I'osops o
Memodax KoHmporsd Hag umnepuein Kapoannros, K.Yukxem ormedaer, 4To OAHUM U3
TakuX MeTo40B OblA0 ubkoe eJuHcmeo: «Hal KakAoil o0AacTblo crosia rpad,
apuUCTOKpar, 3a4acTylo NPpUCAaHHbIN U3 APYTUX MeCT, KOTOPBIN BepllUNA NpaBocyaue 1
KOMaHJ40BaA BolickamMM (a 9TO, KaK Mbl 3HaeM, ABa «KUTa» TOCyAapCTBEHHOIO
ynpasaenus. Ha rpanmpax coszgaBaauch 0Oolee BOEHU3MPOBAHHblE MPOBMHLUM —
Mapku. Ha MecTHbIX cyaeOHbIX coOpaHusix (placita) pacnpocTpaHéHHOI MpaKTUKOIA
cTasa0 U30buUpaTh CKAOMHOB, MpeAcTaBUTeAell MEeCTHON BepXyLUKM, KOTOpble BepLINAU
cy4 or uMenu rpada. I[Tpasaa, HOBOBBedeHMEM HTO He HA30Belllb: Takue MpeAcTaBUTeAs!
CyLLeCTBOBaAM TMOBCIOAy U Ipexde, 9TO OblA0, cKopee, ymnopsigoueHue. I['padul
onpedeAeHHO BUAEAUCH TPOBOAHUKAMU KOPOAEBCKOI BAacTu» (¢.123.).

PaccmarpuBast npouecc pacuiuperus zpanuy, xpucmuarcxoii Eeponvt (500-1100 22.),
K. Yuxxem ormeuaer: «Ilepsoit, B V-VI Bekax, kpewjenue npunsaa Mpaanaus, sarem
nukrckas dacrb Hloraanauu, Anrams u pedrpaabHas I'epmanus — B VII  Beke,
CakcoHMst — HaCMABHO, KaK MBI y>XKe Buadean, — nocae 3apoepanus Kapaa Beankoro, B
VIII croaetun, boarapus, Xopsarus u Mopasus — B IX Beke, Iloabma, Pych (kysa
BXOAUAM 3eMAM eBpornerickoi dactu Poccum n Ykpaunsl) u Adannsa — B KoHLe X Beka,
Hopserus, Mcaanauss n Benrpusi — Ha pyOexxe X-XI Bekos, Illpenus — Ooaee
MeaAeHHBIMU TeMnamMu B TedeHue XI Beka» (¢.142). Ilo caosam K. Yukxema, mstb
Pa3HbBIX TEPPUTOPUIL AAIOT MSATH NPUMEPOB BO3AEMCTBU S XpUCTMaHu3auum: B Mpaanouu
LlepxoBb «OBICTPO BCTpoMAach B AeLeHTPAAU30BAHHYIO CTPYKIypy MPpAAHACKUX
KOPOAEBCTB U BBeAa AOMOAHUTEALHBIN YCAOXKHSIOIINI PaKTOp B UX B3aUMOAEICTBYE»
(c.164); B Anraum llepkoBb ¢ caMOTo Hadada «CAy>KKAa CBA3YIOLLMM 3BEHOM U BO
MHOIOM CIIOCOOCTBOBaZa MNPUOOLLEHUIO MEPCUIICKMX, a 3areM 3anagHOCAKCOHCKUX
npaButTeseil K obLleil 3armalHOeBPONeiickoil (To ecThb (PppaHKCKOI) MOAUTUYECKON U

Aa>ke MOPaAbHO-TIOAUTUYECKON MapaaurMe» (c.164); B danuu moAuTHHYeCKas cucreMa
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«Bo BKaAage LlepkBu HyXaasachb Maao» (c.164); B Hopsecuu LlepkoBb «cAy>KnAa
CYyLLeCTBEHHOI ~ OMOPOIl, MyCcTb U cAabOMy, BAaAbluecTBy IpaBuTeAeil Hag
U30AMPOBAHHBIMU U YacTh HEXKeAAIOI UMY MOAUYUHSTLCSL o0AacTaMU» (¢.164); B [Toavuie
LlepkoBb «CBsI3yIOLLLETO BO3AENCTBUSI He OKas3blBala UM BepXOBHAasl BAacCTb ApoOuAaach»
(c.164). Takum oOpaszoM, sakaiodaeT K. YukxeM, «oOLIMX Mogeaeil pasBUTUs y Hac
no4yru He HabaloAaercs» (c.164.), HO OblAM ODOLMe YePThl B pasBUTUM PErMOHOB. Bo-
nepevlx, «Ka’kAOMy M3 BTUX TOCY4apCTB XpUCTMaHM3aLMsl MPUBUBAaAa MPUBBIUKY K
0o/ee cucTeMaTUYeCKOll OMope Ha NMUCbMEHHOCTb» (c.165). Bo-6mopvix, HabAI0AaA0Ch
MOCTeNeHHOe ocAabAeHMe «KPeCThsIHCKOIM He3aBUCUMOCTU BO BCEX CEBEPHBIX 3€MAsSIX»
(c.165.). B-mpemvux, HaDAIOAAAOCH IOCTENEHHOEe COAM>KEHME HOBBIX XPUCTMAHCKMX
rocy4apcrs «C ¢$ppaHKCKMM UM MOCTPPaHKCKUM MpocTpaHcrBoM JamnaaHoit Eppombi»
(c.166.).

K. Yuxxem geraapHo paccmarpusaer nepeder 3anadroii Eeponvi (1000-1150 22.). Ilo
ero caosaMm, B XIB. moautuueckasi BAaCTh cTada ©oAee AOKaAM30BAHHOM U dYeTye
pasrpanundeHHoit: «E€ mposoanukamu, — nuier K. Yukxem, — 9acro BbicTyaau GpUrypbl
HaCcTOABKO Me/JKMe, YTO KapOAMHICKAas 3HaThb He MpusHada Obl uX poBHeil. B
YTBEP>KAEHUU CBOeI BAacTU CEHbOPLI — U TOpoda — OblAM A40CTaTOYHO M300peTaTe/bHbl,
npucBauBas Npasa M3Ha4aAbHO HE3AaKOHHBIMU CrocoOaMy, KOTOpble, CTOUAO CEHbOPY
yTBEPAUTLCS, BO3BOAMANUCL B PaHT 3akOHa. DTO Oblla HOBasl CTPyKTypa BAacTU; OHA
coxpaHsda AOCTaTOYHYIO IPeeMCTBEHHOCTbh C IpeXKHell (B 4YacTHOCTU, B KOJeKce
apUCTOKpaTUYeCKUX MPUHLMIIOB U LIEHHOCTel, KOTOpble IMOYTU He M3MEHUAUCH),
O4HAKO C TOTO BpeMeHM IIpaKruyeckasi BAacTb TpeDoBada 3HaTb U Y4YMTBIBATD
nogpoOHO MpoOMKUCaHHble TMpaBa UM IO3eMeAbHble OTHOLIeHMs. MorylllecTso
KOPOAEBCKOI BAaCTU, pasyMeeTcs, BOCCTaHaBAMUBaAU, U 3a4acTyIO 40BOABLHO OBICTPO — U
Poxxep II na Cuumannm B 1120-1140-x rogax, u I'enpux II B Auraum B 1150-116-x, u
Opuapux bapdapocca B 'epmanuy, a Takcke (C MEHBLINM yCIIeXOM) B ceBepHOI1 MTaanu
¢ 1150-1170-x, n nanst ot MuHokeHTMs: II a0 VinHOKenTH: Il BO BTOPOI ITOAOBNHE TOTO
ke Beka, a 3arem ®uaunn Il Bo ®panuum B 1200-1210-x roaax» (¢.199-200). «Ho, —
pasBuBaer cBoio Mbicab K.YukxeM, — BoccTaHaBAMBasl BEPXOBHOe MOTIYILECTBO, M 9TU
npaBuTeAU, U Apyrue OoNnupaAnuch Ha SYEUCTYIO CTPYKTYpPy (pakrudeckoil BAacTu, a He
Ha Mpe>XKHUM yKAad M KOPOAEBCKYIO 1Ae0A0TUIO (pa3Be YTO B COBCEM He3HayMTeAbHON
crenenn)» (¢.199). Kpome Toro, myOaAM4uHOCTb, yHacAedoBaHHas Kapoaunramm u
Orronamu or Pumckoil mmnepum, «ucdesda MOYTU MOBCIOAy, U ee MPUXOAMAOCDH

BO3PpO>KAaTh — Ha pazHoIl ocHOBe» (c.200).
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T'oBops o doacom axoHoMuUteckom nodvéme, K.Yukxem ormeuaet: «B mpomexxyTke ¢
950 no 1300 roa HaceaeHue EBpoIbl yBeAMUMAOCH B TPU pasa; YTOObl HAKOPMUTL €TO0,
NpoBo4unAaach OOLIMpPHAs pacdylcrka 3eMeAb CO CBeJdeHMeM AecoB U pacallKoil
HEOKy/bTyPEeHHBIX NacTOULLI; MO BCeMY KOHTUHEHTY MOSIBASIAUCH HOBble U Pa3BUBAAUCD
y>XXe CyLecTByIoLlie Topoda, B KOTOPBIX TOBaphl (MpeXJe BCero MeTaAAndyecKue
u3AeAus U TEeKCTUAb) MPOU3BOAUAUCH Telepb Ha MPpodeccuoHaAbHON peMecAeHHOM!
OCHOBe, TOpa3A0 MeHee paclpOCTPAHEHHOI MpeXJde. A pBIHOK cObITa CTaa LIUpe»
(c.201), npuuéM «AIOAM M TOBaphl MOBCEMECTHO NepeMellaanch Ha Ooaee daaékue
paccrosiHus, ocobeHHo HaumHas ¢ 1150 roaga; MHorooOpasme ToBapHOro oOMeHa,
XapaKTepHOIO 445 3allada U 1ora EBponbl, MocTeneHHO pacnpoCcTpaHsAAOCh U Ha CeBep.
[lo cpeaHeBeKOBLIM MepKaM »TO OblA ®KOHOMMUeckuit Oym» (c.201). Ilpu »rom
K. Yuxxem cunMraer HeBepHLIM MHEHMe, 4YTO AAd aKTMBHOTO TOBapooOMeHa
HeoOXO0AMMBI MOHETHI: «2DTo He Tak. [Toutu aas1 A0boi cucreMbl oOMeHa, Kak ceiuac,
TaK M B Ipe>XKHMe BpeMeHa, KpaliHe BakeH KpeAWT, a KpeJUTHble COorAalleHus], da’ke
AOCTaTOYHO C/AOKHBIE, MOIYT CTPOMTbCS UM Ha OesHaAuM4HOM pacdere» (c.213.). Tlo
MHeHuO K. Yukxema, aemorpaduueckass KCIaHCUs TakKe MMeAa MeCTO, HO eé
MaciuTabbl onpe4eAnTh CAOXKHO (¢.202).

B »TOoT mepmos ycuamAacs Takxke HEmM co cmopoHvl 3emiesradervues (c.207),
npuuéM, no caosaM K. Yukxema, mMoANTUKO-agMMHMCTpaTHBHbIe ITpaBa CeHbOpa —
NnpaBo B3MMarb IAarly 3a IMpaBocydue, MpaBO Ha MacrOMila, AecHble Yrodbs
M0Ab30BaHMEe Me/AbHULEN, MpaBo 3a0upaTh pabodylOo CUAY AAsl TPAHCIOPTUPOBKH,
CTPOUTEABLCTBA M OXPaHbl 3aMKOB, a TakK>Ke BBOAUTh CUTyaTUBHbIE M MHOTAA AOCTaTOYHO
KpyIHble OTYMCAEHMSI — MOTAM paspacrarbcsi A0 AOCTaTOYHO OOpeMeHUTEeAbHBIX
nobopos B gonoaHeHue K peHre (c.209). Ilpu »ToM nobGopsl Bcé yallle B3UMAAUCh B
AeHexHolt ¢opme (c.212). Uro xacaercst ypbanusauuu, To €€ A0Asl B KAAaCCUYECKOM
CpeaHesexkoBbe Oblaa HeBeanka (c.214.). Toposa 4AeiicTBOBaAM Ha AByX pasHbIX
SKOHOMUUECKUX U reorpadpudeckux yposHsix. Ilepsblil ypoBeHb — mpocroil oOMeH
MeXAy TopodoM u ceaoM (c.221.). Bropoit yposeHb — aaabHsis Toprosas (c.222).
Haxoneun, B XII-XIII Bekax HameTnAach elj€ oaHa TeHAeHLMsI, KOTopast B A0ATOCPOYHO
MepCcrieKTUBe CBsi3ada CeAbCKYI0 U TOPOACKYIO HKOHOMHUKM, — STO arpapHas
crieunaausauus (c.225.). IlocrenenHo Leaple 004acTu HavaAu CreLiMaAU3UPOBATLCS B
MPOM3BOACTBEe Ha 9KCIoPpT (¢.226.).

K. Yuxxem ormeuaer He00HO3HAUHOCHIb 60CCIMAHOBACHUS UCHMPAAUS06AHHOT 6AACHIU
B 1150-1300 rr. Tax, mo Bcell aaTuHCKOV EBpomne LeHTpaan3oBaHHasl BAacTb MOCAe

COKpallleH: BHOBb Hadada pa3pacraTbCil I/I/I/I/l]/[ CTAaHOBUTLCSI DoAee MOI'YLL[eCTBeHHOIZ.
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Cpean aocTu>keHUil »TOro mnepuoga — «DoAdee IIMPOKOE WUCIOAb30BaHUE
MMCbMEHHOCTY, pa3BUTHe NTpeAcTaBAeHUI 00 OTUETHOCTH, pa3BUTHe 3aKOHOAATeAbCTBa,
MOCTeleHHOe paclliMpeHre BO3MOXKHOCTeN pelleHust npoOaemM» (c.232.), HO 9TU
IIpoLlecchl MpoTeKaal MO-pa3HOMY B pa3AMYHBIX CTpaHax:

—TaK, Ppanyus Aaér npuMep noaurndeckoil yHuduxkauuyu npu Guaunmne II,
KOTOPBIN YABOUA CBOU Pecypchl M BUETBEPO yBeAUUNA TEPPUTOPUIO KOPOAEBCKOTO
AoMeHa (c¢.232-233). ITpu ®uaunne IV kopoaeBckasi BAacTh ynpo4yuAaach MOYTH BO Beell
®panuum (c.233.);

— 0COOEHHOCTb AHZAUU 3aKAlOuadach B TOM, YTO «BbICIIAs apUCTOKpaTus He
cTpeMuAach K yTBEp>KAEHMIO He3aBMCHMONM BAacTM Ha MecTaX, a BOCHpMHMUMAasAa
rocydapCcTBeHHOe yIlpaBJAeHUe Kak oOOsA3aHHOCTb U Mpeporarusy He TOAbKO
KOpPOAEeBCKylo, HO U c¢Boio» (c.235). B XIII Beke aHramiickoe rocysapcrBeHHOe
yhpaBAieHMe TNpOo40A’XKaA0o COBEPLIEHCTBOBATbCA, HO ycuAMBadachb U BAAacCTb
apUCTOKPaTUM», IIOCKOAbKY «BO3POKAEHHOE KOPOASIMU HaA0T000AOKeHMe TpeDoBalo
coraacusi KOpoAeBCKMX coOpaHUil OapoHOB U pbiLapeil (a K KOHLY CroAeTus U
npeAcraBuTeAell ropoos , Kortopble K 1230-mMcraam HasbiBaTbcs MapAaMeHTaMM)»
(c.235),

-y Kacmuauu ornpasHasi Touka Oblaa MHOI: «HM 04HO M3 KpOLIEUHBIX
KOPOAeBCTB cepepHoM Vicmanun Havasa XI Beka He pacriosaraao A0CTaTo4yHoO Pa3BUTON
UHPPpACTPYKTYpoil — da>Ke KpyTIHelilllee 13 HUX, /leoH, cTaBlllee 4acTblO KOPOAEBCTBa
Aeon u Kacruams» (c.236). OgHako BCKOpe «KacTUALCKME KOPOAM Mepellay, KakK BO
QpaHuuy M AHrAMM, K AeAeTMpPOBaHMIO YyINpaBAeHMs U IIpaBOCyAUs Ha MecTax
CMeHsIeMBbIM YMHOBHMKaM» (¢.237);

— Berzpus Havyasa nepeHuMaTh y (paHKOB MHPpacTpyKIypy, IpeBpallias
HacAeACTBEHHYIO BAacCThb Hag, OBIBLIMMM BOXASIMU-KOYEBHMKaMU B HedTo 0oaee
opranusosaHHoe» (¢.238);

—Kpenada LeHTpaAu3oBaHHas BAacThb UM Ha 1ore MWraaum, rae Poxep I
«00ObeAVHNA BCce HOpMaHACKIe KHs>KecTBa, 1 NMana AHakaer Il mpusHaa ero 8 1130 roay
KopoaeM» (c.239).

Ho nouemy ke mnepexos K LeHTPaAu30BaHHOM BAacTU He IPOU3OLIEA B
I'epmanun? Ilo wmuenmio K. Yuxxema, cnpammsarh, mnodeMmy B I'epmanuu He
CKAaAbIBaAOCh eAMHOe TOoCyJapcTBo, HempasoMepHo: «Ha camom geae ycuaenue
MOAUTUYECKON BAACTU BCe >Ke MMeAO MeCTO, HO He yPOBHe BEpXOBHOM KOPOAEBCKOI.
OHO 11410 B KHsDKecTBaX, rpadcrBax, HeDOABIIMX CEHbOPUSIX, eMapXUsIX U HE3aBUCUMBbIX

ropodax» (c.244.).
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Takum ob6paszom, koHcrarupyer K. Vukxem, 3anagnas Espoma XI-XII Bs.
ABUTaAaCh «I10 My TU YCUAEHUs LIeHTpaAu3aluy BAaCTU Ha OCHOBE 49eUCTON CTPYKTYPhl
XI Beka. I1paBo aaBaso GoAbllle BO3MOXKHOCTEN 4451 KOHTPOAsl, METOABl KOMMYHMKaL U
U OTYETHOCTU JAeAaAl DTOT KOHTPOAb 0Oo/lee ONepaTuBHBIM, HO s4YelKU, TO eCTb
MeCTHble CEeHbOPUM U TOPOACKME MAU CeAbCKMe OOLIMHLI, B OCHOBHOM HUKyJa He
ucuezaan» (¢.272).

B cBoém ocHoBareabHom Tpyge K.Yukxem orTgaér gaHb IMOIYyASpHON CEroAHs
2eH0epHOoll memamuxe. B yacTHOCTH, OH cuMTaeT, 4TO B MO3AHECPeAHEBEKOBON KyAbType
Ha0AI04a10Ch HECKOAbKO 4YeTKUX TeHAeHLMI: «BHYTPeHHssl MPOTUBOPEUUBOCTD
BOBHMKABILUMX Y >KEHLIMH BO3MOXKHOCTeH, MosBAeHUe Bce OOAbLIEro KoAMdecTBa
CBUAETEABCTB (4acro B (popMe XyAO0’KeCTBEHHOIO ITOBECTBOBaHMUS) O KyAbTYPHBIX
yCTaHOBKaX M OObIYasiX LUMPsILLIErocs Kpyra COLMAaAbHBIX TPYIN, POCT BHYTpPeHHEro
eAVHCTBA COLMAAbHBIX CA0eB U 0o0/lee 4eTKoe yCraHOBAeHMe OOLLeCTBEHHBbIX T'paHULI,
COMPOBOXKAAIOLIleeCs] yCUAeHMEeM TPEBOXKHOCTY UM TMOTEHLMAAbHON Bpa’kaeOHOCTU K
ayrcaitaepam» (¢.330). Ilosomnaexoil 9TUX TeHAGHLUI CAy>KUAM Oodee oOLIue
MPOLIeCChl: «pa3BUTIe HDKOHOMMKHM, 9YTO O0yCAOBUAO KaK paclliipeHMe, TaK U Cy>KeHUe
BO3MOXKHOCTEIl AAsl TMPUTSI3aHUI >KeHIMH Ha Bedyline poam» (¢.330); «ycroitunsoe
pacnpocrpaHeHye TI'paMOTHOCTH, KOTOpoe OAHOBPEeMEeHHO AeMOHCTPUPOBaAO U
obocTpsiA0 pacrylllee paccAOeHMe; a Takke MPOTUBOpedYMs U ABOVICTBEHHOCTD,
CBsI3aHHbIE C YKpeIlAeHeM LieHTPaAu30BaHHO ¥ MeCTHO BAacTu» (¢.330).

K. Yukxem obosHauaeT mpu 6axcHeiluiue 6exu, OKaszaplllle CyllleCTBeHHOe BAMSIHYE
Ha eBporeiickyio ucropuio B snoxy Ilozanero CpeanesekoBbsi: maHAeMus 9yMbl (1347-
1352 22.), CroaetHsist BoiiHa Mexay AHrament u ®panuuent (1337-1453 z2.) u Beaukas
IManckast cxusMa (1378-1417 22.). OH KoHcCTarupyer, 4ro K KoHLy XV Beka caMbIM
foraTelM M MOIYLLECTBEHHBIM TrocydapcrsoM Eppornbl okaszazack OcMmaHcKast uMnepus,
onupasilasicss Ha puckaabHble Modean Buszantuu m Xaamdara (c.368). borareimmm
rocydapcrsoM Ha 3amnade Obiaa Opanuus. Ha TpeTrbeM MecTe HaxoguMAUCh AHTAUS U
Kactuansa. 3a Humu caegosaan Benrpus, Heanoap/Cunmans, Aparon u HeKOTOpble
repMaHckue ropoda. «JoAXKeH IOAYepKHyTh, — pesiomupyer K.Yuxkxem, — uro B
BLILLIeCKa3aHHOM HeT HUKaKOW DTUYeCKON OLIeHKM, UCKAIOYUTEAbHO CTPYKTypHbIe
BBIBOADBI» (€.368).

B ueaoM, nosemmuuecku 3zaocrpéHHas pabora K. YukxeMa crasa LeHHBIM
BKAaJAOM B COBpeMeHHYyIO MeaueBucTuky. lInpokoe mcrnoap3oBaHue cpaBHUTEAbLHOTO
MeTo4a MO3BOAMAO OPUTAHCKOMY MCTOPUKY BBLICTPOUTH OPUTMHAALHYIO KOHLIEMLIMIO

Cpe,ZI,HeBeKOBBSI, YYUTBHIBAIOLIIYIO KakK Hapa6OTKI/I Pa3dANMYHbIX Hay4HbBIX IIKOA, TaK U
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COBpeMEHHDbIEe TPEHADBI. He co Bcemu tesncamu K. Yukxema MO>KHO COTAaCUTLCs, HO DTO
HMUCKOABKO He yMaasier Hay‘{HOIZ SHAYMMOCTU UM HOBUM3HBI €TO Cl)yH,ZI,aMeHTa/leOFO
Tpyaa, KOTOprI?I 3aCAy>KMnBaeT CaMOIo BHUMAaTEAbHOIO IPOYTEHNMA 1M TIHATE€ABHOTIO

aHaAN3a.

M.E. Hlaitxymoutos
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(sagird). However, in 1628, he lost his father and after that at the very same year his
uncle passed away. In 1629, Mustafa received a commission in the Topkap: Palace,
Department of Cavalry Affairs (Stivari Mukabelesi Kalemi). In 1645, he had to resign
after a 20-year of service due to a conflict with his boss (Mukabele baghalifesi) related to
the problems in promoting his career.

After leaving the public service, he completely devoted his life to science. He
pursued his studies in science, became interested in reading books, and expanded his
private library. Due to his social position and scientific activity, he became famous in
society under two pseudonyms: among the ‘ulama’ as “Katib Celebi”, and among
officials of the Sultan’s Palace — “Hajji Khalifa” [3, p. 36-40].

Literary Achievements

Katib Celebi is the author of more than 20 works. He composed works on various
branches of science such as geography, literature, jurisprudence, theology, bibliography
and history [4, p. 96]. These works have not yet been studied and published adequately.

The geographical views and scientific interests of Katib Celebi are evidenced by
his geographical and astronomical writings: “Cihan-numa,” “Lavami’ al-nur fi zulumat-
i Atlas Minur,” “Ilham al-mugaddas min fayd al-Aqdas” and others. His works on the
history of non-Muslim peoples of Europe, compiled on the basis of translated works
(from Latin and Greek): “Tarjuma-yi ta’rikh-i Frengin”, “Ta’rikh-i Qunstantiniya wa-
gayasira”, “Irshad al-khiyara ila ta’rikh al-Yunan wa-r-Rum wa-n-nasara.” Experts
think that Katib Celebi's interest in Western sources is related to an awareness of the
military strength and technical supremacy of the West. Educated Ottoman Turks were
well aware of the reasons behind the success of Europeans in gradually establishing
control on the seas and land — which had to do with a sound knowledge of geography
and the availability of technology for the production of advanced weapons [5].

Katib Celebi was a patriot and very loyal towards his country. He believed that
the condition of longevity and prosperity of the state relies on the implementation of
balanced politics (siyasa). He distinguishes two types of policies: rational (siyasa
‘aqgliya), which is based on reason, and Shari‘a (siyasa shar‘iya), which is based on the
laws derived from the Qur’an and Muslim tradition (Sunna). All affairs in the Islamic
state are decided in line with Shari‘a policy, because, as Katib Celebi writes, it is better
than a policy based only on reason, and the rulers of Islamic states that implementing
Shari‘a law, will be happy with the happiness of two worlds — this world and the other
world. He outlines his stance regarding the Islamic sciences in his following writings:
“Dustur al-‘amal li-islah al-halal”, “Rajm ar-rajim bi-s-sin wa-ljim”, “Sharh tafsir al-
Baydawi”, “Husn al-hidaya fi sharh al-risala al-muhammadiyya”, “Jami’ al-mutun min
jall al-funun.”

His caliber as an encyclopedic scholar is clearly manifested in such works as the
encyclopedic dictionary “Tuhfat al-akhyar fi-l-hikam wa-l-amthal wa-l-ash’ar”, “Durar-
i muntashira wa ghurara-i muntashira”, etc. In his encyclopedic dictionary, he collected
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philosophical and literary stories, useful and entertaining information of various kinds,
verses, wise words, proverbs, sayings and etc. from essays in Arabic, Persian, and
Turkish. The German scholar Gustav Fliigel considered Katib Celebi as one of those
who influenced the formation of the ideas of the Islamic encyclopedia [6, Volume 1, p.
44].

In the Western scholarship, Katib Celebi became famous primarily for his
biographical and bibliographic work “Kashf az-zunun ‘an asami al-kutub wa-I-funun”.
The German orientalist Franz Babinger (1891-1967) called him the “Greatest scholar of
the Ottomans” (der grofste Polyhistor der Osmanen) [7, p. 196]. Some scholars called
him as “as-Suyuti of the Ottoman Turks”, offering, therefore, a comparison between his
talent and the unusual versatility of the Egyptian Muslim scholar Jalal ad-din as-Suyuti
(1445-1505) [4, p. 96].

Katib Celebi as a Historian

His first and voluminous work on history was “Fadhlakat aqwal al-akhyar fi ‘ilm
at-ta’rikh wa-l-akhbar” (other names: “Fadhlakat at-tawarikh”, “Ta’rikh-i kabir”, Arabic
“Fadhlaka”) composed in 1641 in Arabic. A year after the completion of its draft
(musawwada), the author resumes his work, as the colophon of the manuscript
indicates the date of Rabi’ II 1052/July-August 1642 [1, folio 313a]. This work by Katib
Celebi was written in the genre of “world histories” (Universal History) and covers the
period from the creation of the world to the events unfolded in the year mentioned
above. It encompasses the history of 150 states and 1,500 rulers [7, p. 196].

His second historical work “Taqwim at-tawarikh” corresponds to “Fadhlakat
aqwal al-akhyar” in content. It is a kind of chronological table of the author’s first
historical work, and resembles a re-arrangement of it. It was completed in 1648 in two
months [9, volume 3, p. 86; 7, p. 196].

His next work on the history of the Ottomans from 1591 to 1655 (10001065 hijri)
was “Ta’rih-i Fadhlaka” (Other name: “Turkish Fadhlaka”, “Ta’rikh-i saghir”) written
in Turkish [7, p. 196; 12, p. 541-542]. The fourth work of Katib Celebi on the history of
the Ottomans’ sea battles “Tuhfat al-kibar fi asfar al-bihar” was completed in 1656.

The main goal of Katib Celebi as a historian was to outline a general history in
order to derive a lesson for modernity. In addition to his excellent proficiency in Arabic
and Persian, he also mastered ancient Greek and Latin.

Katib Celebi was engaged in a systematic historical research and conducted
analyses of the reasons behind the development of human civilization and the states.
He took the position of the great Arab-Muslim historian Ibn Khaldun (1332-1406) on
the need to follow a critical method in the field of the science of history. Katib Celebi
believed that the goal of historical science is to discover the universal laws of the
development of society and the state. Unlike Ibn Khaldun, he believed that even if the
government is in the state of decline, it can be saved from destruction with the help of
energetic efforts of wise rulers.
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Katib Celebi’s views on history were influenced by the humoral theories of
Hippocrates and Galenos — ancient medical scientists, by the socio-political concept of
the medieval Muslim philosopher Abu Nasr al-Farabi and especially by the social
teaching of Ibn Khaldun, who is considered to be the founder of the philosophy of
history [4, c. 97].

Katib Celebi also develops the doctrine of human society as an organic whole
and provides methods for saving the Ottoman state from decline and death. Katib
Celebi’s ideas on the nature of power, state and civilization aimed at developing ways
to recover the Ottoman Empire from the state of decline. In this regard, modern
scholars place him among the reformers of the middle Ages [5].

Manuscript of “Fadhlakat aqwal al-akhyar”

As is known, two years after the author’s death, all his books were sold out. As a
result, his private library was shattered [8, p. 6]. A significant part of it, along with
autographs of the works by Katib Celebi, fell into the hands of ‘I1zzeti Mehmed Efendi
[3, p. 36-37].

The work has been preserved in a single manuscript, which entered into the
Beyazit Devlet Kiitiiphanesi library and received the number 10318. The manuscript is
an autograph. It consists of seven flyleaf sheets with some notices [1, f. 01, I-VI] and the
text of the composition [1, f. 1b-313a]. In several places of the manuscript there are
inserted pages without any pagination. In the text of the composition on Folios 2-25
there is a gap where the author was going to mention the titles of 1300 historical works.

Indeed, on the forehand of the manuscript there are marks of several owners and
readers:

- Caption (Inscription): “Tarikh-i Fadhlaka”, in Arabic, a composition by Katib
Celebi [written] in his handwriting [1, f. Ia]:

- “from among the books of the insignificant servant of God, Mustafa ibn Ahmad
Mansuri-zada” [1, f. 1a];

- This insignificant translator of “Qamus-i “Asim”, took part in the joint reading
(mutala’a) of this book (mudawwan) by the late Katib Celebi “Fadhlaka-yi tamm
ta’rikh” on the date 1225/1810-1811 [1, f. Ia];

- From the books of Badr’s property (tarika), left after his death [1, £. Ola];

- Print of the owner’s seal — Ahmad Diya’ ad-din al-Husayni, dated 1265/1848-
1849 [1, f. 1a].

Work’s Structure

In the introduction, the author states that the composition would consist of an
introduction (mugaddima), three chapters (asl) and a conclusion (khatima) [1, f. 2b—3a].
As conceived by the compiler, each chapter was to be divided into two parts (gism). In
turn, each part had to be divided into three sections (fasl).

However, the composition itself has a slightly different structure. In fact, the
composition consists of introduction, first chapter and conclusion. The redesigned book
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structure is set forth in the table of contents (Fihrist), compiled by the author himself
and placed on the flyleaf sheets of the manuscript [1, p. Ib-IVal].

The existing introduction has four sections (fasl). The first section sets out the
table of contents of the subdivisions and subsections (Fihrist al-fusul wa-l-abwab); the
second section is about the meaning of history and its subject; the third section contains
listing of works compiled in the field of science of history; the fourth section is about the
foundations and principles of science that a historian should bear in mind.

The main chapter (al-asl) consists of three sections (fasl):

1) On the prophets and pre-Islamic rulers (muluk gabl al-Islam);

2) On the Islamic rulers. The section consists of ten subsections covering the
period from the first century of the Hijra (Muslim era) to the tenth century. In the
subsection “The Seventh Century of the Hijra” (al-Qarn as-sabi’), the Chingizid
dynasties were described [1, 2. 178a].

A significant part of the seventh century of the Hijra was the era of the Ottoman
state from its foundation until 1051/1641 [1, f. 197a-250b]. This part was published in
2009 in Ankara by “Tiirk Tarih Kurumu”, prepared by Sayyid Muhammad al-Sayyid
2].

3) On the unrighteous rulers of the Islamic era comprising false prophets,
invaders and rebels.

The book ends with the sub-section “Tatimma fi algab al-muluk wa-d-duwal
‘ala-I-huruf” (Final subsection in the names of possessions and states is in alphabetical
order). It is the final part of the composition.

The word “Fadhlaka” in the title of the composition plays a key role in
understanding the contents of the composition. As the author himself states in the book,
this term is taken from the lexicon of accountants (muhasibun) and means
“generalization,” “deriving a general rule” (jumla) of everything that follows from the
completion of accounting work with numbers [1, f. IVb, VIb].

The main source of Katib Celebi was Abu Muhammad Mustafa Efendi ibn Hasan
ibn Sinan al-Hashimi al-Jannabi’s (died in 1590-1591) “al-’Aylam az-zahir fi ahwal al-
awa’il wa-l-awakhir”. Al-Jannabi’s text was rewritten in the middle of the page in
rectangular frames, word for word or in an abbreviated form. Katib Celebi increased
the number of dynasties from 82 (that were indicated by al-Jannabi) to 150 [7, p. 196].
This increase was mainly due to the excerpts from other sources, which were written
down in wide glosses in the margins of the main text.

Katib Celebi kept the languages of his sources unchanged (in Arabic, Persian and
Turkish). The essence of his interventions in the texts of the sources was as follows: 1)
he summarizes the information provided by preserving the informative part; 2) the
Persian word “hala” (“at the present moment”) is replaced by the compiler on the exact
date; 3) he replaces ideological expressions from his Shiite sources, such as “ghazi” —
“fighter for faith”, with neutral words and phrases.

Medieval History of Central Eurasia. 2020, No2 ISCA



34

Based on its nature, this work can be classified as ta’lif (composition) [10, p. 410—
443]. The original character is the classification by the author of materials on dynasties,
the giving of serial numbers to biographies of rulers. At the beginning of his work,
Katib Celebi, as it can be seen from the “introduction” (mugaddima), had the intention
to compose a completed new book (tasnif). However, he was only able to complete the
purely historical part. In it, all world history is presented in the form of the accession of
various dynasties, their development, decline and change. Katib Celebi decided to
confine himself to the introduction, the main part in three sections and a brief
conclusion (tatimma). The work remained unfortunately in the draft version
(musawwada).

What prevented Katib Celebi from writing the analytical parts (Chapter 2 — “Asl
Thani” and Chapter 3 — “Asl Thalith”) and realizing his idea completely? Firstly, it’s
known that Katib Celebi responded without enthusiasm to the proposal of Shaykh al-
Islam of the Ottoman Empire Zakariya-zada Yahya Efendi (1622-1623; 1625-1632; 1634—
1644) to rewrite the draft of the composition (musawwada) into a clean copy (bayad) to
present his book to the attention of Sultan Mehmed IV (1648-1687) [13, p. 543].
Secondly, according to some experts, Katib Celebi decided to implement the idea of
“Fadhlaka” in another independent work — “Taqwim al-tawarikh”, completed six years
after the completion of the draft of “Fadhlaka” [14, p. 93-100]. It is known that “Taqwim
at-tawarikh”, after its completion, was presented to the attention of Sadrazam Koca
Mehmed Pasha (1648-1649) through the mediation of Shaykh al-Islam ‘Abd ar-Rahim
Efendi (1647-1649). As a result, both of these people played a positive role in Katib
Celebi’s return in 1648 to his previous department (Stivari Mukabelesi) as an official
(ikinci khalifelik) at the Sultan’s service [7, p. 195; 8, p. 2-3].

History of Chingizids

The main source of Katib Celebi on the part of the history of Chingizids was “al-
‘Aylam al-zahir fi ahwal al-awa’il wa-l-awakhir” by Abu Muhammad Mustafa Efendi
ibn Hasan ibn Sinan al-Hashimi al-Jannabi. Our studies show that these data were
supplemented with the information from “Ta’rikh-i Jahan-ara” by Qadi Ahmad
Ghaffari Qazwini (died in 1567-1568) and “Habib as-siyar fi afrad ahbar-i-bashar” by
Ghiyath ad-din Khwandemir (1475-1536) in Arabic. For us, the Arabic translator of
“Habib as-siyar” remains unknown.

In the introduction of the book, the author announces his plan to present the
history of the Chingizid dynasties “Collection [of information] on the branches of
Chingizids” (“Majmu’ shu’ab min al-Jingiziya”), dividing them into five branches: 1)
Chingizids in Qaraqorum (Ulugh Yurt); 1206-1368; 2) a branch of them in Turan; 1227-
1370; 3) a branch of them in Iran (al-'Iraq) and Khorasan, 1256-1353; 4) a branch of them
in Dasht-i Qipchaq, 1226-1502; 5) a branch of them, which is called Uzbakiya
(Shaybekiya), in Mavarannahr, 1500-1598 [1, f. 2a]. Further, in the text of the book on
the insert, which gives an extensive and detailed genealogical diagram of the Chingizid
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rulers, the number of rulers for each of the branches is indicated: 1) Qaraqorum or
Ulugh Yurt - six rulers; 2) Turan — from the 7th number to the 34th number; 3) Iran
('Iraq) and Khorasan — from the 35th to the 50th number; 4) Dasht-i Qipchaq — from the
51st to the 94th number; 5) Mawarannahr — from the 95th to the 104th number [1, insert
folio between folios 178-179]. When presenting the history of the rulers of each dynasty
in the text of the composition, they are assigned autonomous numbering, starting with
one. For example, 46 Dasht-i Qipchaq rulers were given serial numbers. Here it is
noteworthy to indicate that the Crimean khans (1428-1792) are represented as
successors of the main line of the Juchids, rulers of the Golden Horde (1227-1502). For
the rulers of the Shaybekid (Uzbek) dynasty, 15 numbers are given.

In the section “Dasht-i Qipchaq”, when setting out the three branches “Kok
Orda”, “Aq Orda” and “Sultans of Khorezm”, the internal numbering of the rulers is
not affixed. It is completely absent. In the index of the book (Fihrist) compiled after its
completion, of these three branches, only one branch, “Salatin Khwarazm” is indicated
1, f. TMa].

Principles for Preparing the Original Text for Publication

The following text was typed from the manuscript and all the special characters
of the author were taken into account. Genealogical tables of rulers are of independent
importance. Therefore, we decided to give their photo illustrations along with the typed
text. The immediate ancestors of some Juchids remained obscure to the author [Urus
Khan, 1361-1375; Tuqtamish Khan, 1376-1395]. To approximate the origin of such
branches, Katib Celebi organized special subsections: “Kok Horde”, “Ak Orda” and
“Sultans of Khorezm”.

When typing, quotes from other sources were compared with the existing
editions and manuscripts [16; 17; 18].

The annex to this publication contains original typed texts in Arabic, Persian, and
Turkish, genealogical schemes of the Juchid rulers, as well as several photo illustrations
that were taken from the unique manuscript.
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