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Trade and industry in agricultural representatives participation of
production in Northern Azerbaijan at the end of the XIX — beginning
of XX centuries

In the late XIX —early XX centuries the whole group and the oil trading
community, noting receipt of large incomes from the vineyards and crops began to
buy fertile land on a large scale and to engage in agricultural production. Company
Forero’s brothers, brothers Arafelov’s brothers Hublarov’'s and more others have
built their work so that their work Principe ahead of their time for at least 70-80
years and were similar to the agro— industrial complexes, common in 1960-1970. But
all this is further aggravated the social problems within the privately owned village of
northern Azerbaijan.
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YuyacTb npeACcTaBHUKIB TOProBO—NPOMHCIOBUX KiJl B CilIbCHKOI0OCIO-
napcskomy BUpoOHuUTBI [liBHiYHOrO A3epbaiitkany B Kinui XIX —
no4aTky XX cToJiTh

Hanpuxinyi XIX — novamxy XX cmonime yina epyna Hagmonpomuciosyie i mo-
P2OBUX KiN, NOMIMUBWU OMPUMAHHS 6EIUKUX 00X00i6 8I0 BUHOZPAOHUKIE | NOCIBIs,
cmanu CKynogyeamu poorUi 3eMni Ha 8eIUKUX MACUmMabax i 3aiMamucs CilbCbkoao-
cnooapcokum eupobHuymeom. Dipmu dpamie Popep, bpamie Apagenosux, 6pamie
Xybnaposux i 6azamvox in. céolo pobomy no6yoyeanu max, wjo npuHyunu ix pobomu
sunepeounu csiti yac minimym Ha 70-80 pokig i Gyau cxodici HA acpapHO—NPOMUCIO8I
komnaexcu, nowupeni ¢ 1960-1970 pokax. Ane 6ce ye naoani noenubnosaio coyia-
JIbHI npoONeMu 8cepeOuHi npUBamHoBIACHUYbKo20 cena IlieHiunoco Azepbatiosxcany.

Kniouogi cnoea: kanimanicm, po3eumox, ceno, nigHiuHuil.
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RUSSIAN POLITICAL STEPS IN THE "ARMENIAN QUESTION"
AND THE COVENANT ON JANUARY 26 (FEBRUARY 8 ),
1914 BETWEEN RUSSIA AND TURKEY

Examines the role of Tsarist Russia in the Armenian issue . It should be noted
that tsarist Russia played an important role in the political revival of Armenian life in
the Ottoman Empire . Russia has initiated some plans to build a reliable support in an
occupied area. Among these plans Bila "Christian solidarity.[\In fact, there were
opportunities for the secret of the "safe ethnosocial partnership.” Russians considered
this partnership a real chance to achieve their economic and political goals .

Keywords: king , Russia , the Ottoman Empire, the Church of Echmiadzin.

(cTarTs APYKYETHCSA MOBOIO OPUTiHAIY)

Expanding imperialistic aims between Great Power
begining from the middle of nineteenth century influenced
to the Ottoman Empire, either. According to the Great
Powers, the Ottoman Empire was a state to collapse. From
this point of view, it is undeniable that Russia’s policy in
the area of his neighbour. According to Armenian historian
V.A.Parsamyan, as a result of the rapid development of
capitalist relations in Russia in the second half of the
nineteenth century bourgeoisie played an active role, both
domestic and foreign policy. Struggle for straits and the
struggle for new markets was one of the main tasks of the
foreign policy of the Tsarist regime [4, p. 267]. As we can
seefrom the notes of the author, Tsarist Russia’s aggressive
policy was clearly observed.
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It is known that the gradual strengthening of the Russian
Empire in the region from the nineteenth century, in
accordance with its historic interests Russia began to
implement some plans to create a reliable support which in
seized areas. Among such plans are “Christian solidarity”
was the first place. In fact, there were secret opportunities
behind of “safe ethno—social partnership”. It is known from
historical issues, Russians considered this partnership would
be real chance for realizing its economic and political aims
which this partnershiphas entered to the form of “open
cooperation” during Peter the Great. In front of such
economic and political interests both Iran and the Ottoman
Empire was considered an impossible barrier by Russia. For
fighting the “total force” (meant Iran and Ottoman Empire—
Z.A.) Russia began to implement long—term programs
which thinking of used it, and would be created from the
ethno—social base in this direction [5, p. 8].

Researchingof Russian archival documents show that
the tsarist government attached importance to the program
called the “cooperation with Armenians” in the early
twentieth century which tested as “successful policy”
program in the early nineteenth century. For preventing of
the escalating situation in the Caucasus in 1905, (meant
Armenian—Moslem conflict between 1905 and 1906-Z.A.)
the tsarist government as returned as to the traditional
policy with the restoration of Caucasus Governor by
Nicholas ILalso the newly appointed to Caucasus
Vorontsov—Dashkov (Governor in the Caucasus in 1905—
1915 years—Z.A.) restored the new political line with the
Armenians as soon as his coming. Caucasus Governor
[.VorontsovDashkov’s letter to Tsar Nicholas Romanov
(Nicholas II) dated October 10, 1912 confirm our notions
above mentioned: “...By appointed me to Caucasus
Governor with the purpose of reassuring the flame of
revolutionin the provinces, Your Majesty, to my mind,
would like to abolish the measures revoked displeasure
among the Russian’s Armenians.Despite comments of some
state leaders condemning my policy to Armenians, this
Governor post appointed by Your Majesty, gave me brave
confidence to realize it, but I’'m pleased to inform His
Majesty has a lot of loyalty citizens in Russia, and as well
as attracting Armenians in the Turkey to Yourself” [3].
After these ideas the Governor puts forward a plan of
loyalty to Turkey Armenians and indicates that one of the
main objectives is to ensure the loyalty of Armenians of
Russia: “To my mind, according to Berlin Treaty, Porta (the
Ottoman Government) has a commitment to protect
Armenians from Kurds and Circassians. In this issue we
should be decisive, and not to give this question to other
Powers. Now newspapers are written that Turkey’s
Armenians want to support from the government of Austria.
If we can’t get this question into our hands, it will be result
in the loss of Russian influence among the Christians of
Asia Minor and it can be interpreted as our silence among
the Armenians in the current situation. In the end, I can’t
hide from Your Majesty that the project of diplomatic
protection of Turkey’s Armenians by created me, intent to
involve all Armenians under the tsarist Russia” [3].

We can see clearly Armenian which tsarist government
realized his economic and political interests in the
monographcalled “Eastern Questionin Russian’s foreign
policy. End of the 18th century and beginning of the 20th
century”.In this book private chapter is devoted to the
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Armenian Question. Chapter II, Section IV, is called “The
crises in the Middle East in the 90s of the XIX century.In
the work are interpreted as follows which had been in the
90s of nineteenth century in the Middle East: “In the mid
90s, the struggle for the strengthening of the Far East, at the
same time a new conflict in the Middle East emerged from
the policy pursued by the government of the Sultan.
Abdulhamid II, who had lost control over significant areas
of the Balkan Peninsula, was trying to do own
compensation (recovery) the persecution and the
dictatorship of strengthening over the peoples of the
Ottoman Empire. Sultan’s policy is caused to protest not
only among the Christians, but also the Muslim population.
French Consul General travelling the European provinces of
Turkey noted the “bankruptcy, the terrible increase in the
incidence of begging” among the Muslims and Christians.
Consul General noted “this”and “the others”would like to
change management [6, p. 259].0f course, would be an
error to read something positive from this work written by
the staff of the Russian authors. Therefore, in almost every
sentence the authors justified expansionary policy of Russia
in the region, and trying to explain it with the “Christian
solidarity”. Interestingly, in the work has been
acknowledged betrayals of Armenians during the Russian—
Turkish war. We can read there: “The reforms of Berlin
Treaty about the Armenians were not realized. The people
of Macedonia, Crete and Fessaliyawere waiting to change
their life impatiently. Oppression regime was the Sultan’s
moral norm for especially non—-Muslim people.Armenian
population of Turkey was particularly critical. The
participation of Armenians on the side of Russia during
Russian—Turkish war in 1877-1878 had been resulted
repression of Sultan government against Armenians. Russia
is trying to increase the rights of the Armenians and attained
to put in Article XVI related to Armenians to the terms of
the Treaty of San Stefano which intended to reform in
Turkish Armenia without any delaying [6, p. 259].

One-sided approaching to the process and also in the
form of distorted, subjectivism show itself while they
respond to the internal policy of Ottoman Government in
the work written by the authors. The book says: Non—
regular cavalry detachments (Hamidiye) were created in
1891 in the territory of Asia Minor which consisting of
Kurds and the Circassians and not under the control of local
administration. Their definition was to organize the
implementation of the rule—of-law while expressing any
dissatisfaction “against the tyranny of the government in the
provinces. Hamidiye demonstrated its cruelty against
Armenians, and this was its main position. Also was seeing
real way to their physical destruction” [6, p. 260]. The book
says then: “Ottoman Government was trying to deprive
Armenian communities which they had a little
independence in religious and internal affairs. While formed
provinces in the Western Armenia, the Sultan government
was trying to divide provinces that it doesn’t dominate
Armenian population in any of the provinces. Armenians
asked to support from the government of Europe” [6, p.
260]. Surprisingly, the authors writing these sentences don’t
see to falsify the historical facts, I wonder...? However,
these evidences were demonstrated itself in Russia.

On page 262, the authors basing to the documents of the
French related to Russia’s position on the Armenian
question, writes: “The Russian government’s policy on the
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Armenian question was complicated. In the French
documents it was characterized as “the gentle and careful”.
Russia was continueng its traditional policy which intended
to protect the Christians in the Eastern crises in the 90s and
demanded from Sultan to reform necessity which meant in
San Stefano and Berlin Treaty” [6, p. 262].

Also, it is noted joyfully that, Russia took part in
together with France who did not want a new war in the
East.

Of course, the thoughts which contrary to the truth, for
example, the difficult economic situation of the Armenians,
as well as Abdulhamid II, who using the differences of
opinion between the European countries, tried new
Armenian massacres, we can’t agree with such opinions.
Because, Armenians themselves were behaving as the main
organizers of the killingof the innocent people.From this
point of view, British Consul in Erzurum Everettin report
dated on June 25, 1880: “The weapons and ammunition
coming from abroad had been arisen the Armenian
revolutionary groups to the rebellion. Almost the Armenian
houses were weapon storage[7, p. 157].

Thus, in the work which alleged “a peaceful
demonstration of Armenians at the request of improving
their lives lasted from September to Oct. 2 in 1895” is
actually the “Armenian fanaticism” is something else.

Therefore, Russia’s policy in the Armenian question had
been given by distorting of historical facts,Russia’s
expansionist policy in the Middle East was analyzed as
“Armenian fanaticism”.

It is known that till 1890, not being any desires from the
Ottoman government, (Note: replacing article 16 of the
Treaty of San Stefano in the Article 61 of the Treaty of
Berlin related to Ottoman Armenians, stated: “Ottoman
Government undertakes to implement the reforms local
needs in the provinces inhabited by Armenians without any
delaying and to protect the Armenians form the Kurds and
Circassians. All issues realizing on this problemwould be
notified to Great Powers controlling these reforms”)[2].
Armenians began to revolt as“name of reform” from this
time. The main goal of the Armenian Committees
supporting by British and Russians was to found an
autonomous Armenia and to achieve the intervention of the
European states to Ottoman Empire. For this purpose,
Armenians living in the various provinces of Ottoman
Empire were killing of innocent Muslim—Turks, rebellion in
many regions of Ottoman, such as Sasun, Zeytun, Mush,
Bitlis, also trying to intervention of Great Powers as soon as
possible.These revolts were ruled by Hncak Committee,
Dashnaksutyun Party, as well as Caucasus Armenian
religious leaders.

Researching ofRussian archival documents show that
rebellions during the years 1890-1896 in Turkey ruled by
Caucasus Armenian religious leaders [1, p. 7]. These facts
show the political interests of the Armenian Gregorian
Church, struggle for secular power and the desire to
maintain its position among the Armenians and also
intention of a mission to create a state in the territory of the
Ottoman Empire.

The facts show that in the 80s of the XIX century
England, France and Russia was fighting with one another
for control over the Ottoman Empire. There were a lot of
reasons, such as natural reources, strategic and geographical
position of Ottoman was a particular focus of attention. On
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the other hand, it should be noted that, in accordance with
Article XVI of the Treaty of San Stefano, Russia had
stepped a new policy related to Armenians which intended
to remain within the empire not to the policy of resettlement
of Armenians from Ottoman. These factors should be
emphasized as the rebellion act of Armenians by ruled
Armenian religious leaders against the Ottoman Empire.

However, Political and diplomatic victories of Russia
over Ottoman was decreased with LXI Article of Berlin
Congress laterSan Stefano Treaty. Now, England seized
control over the Ottoman Empire. But tsarist Russia didn’t
take its intentions. Russia tried to realize all possible ways
for its intentions. Of course, such a situation was considered
as godsend by the Armenians ressettled in the Caucasus
from the beginning of the 19th century, as well as the
Ottoman Armenians. They believed that they could found a
state the both secret dealings with Russia and with rebellion
in the Eastern territories of Ottoman, they could form a
state.

The researching of Archive documents of Russia show
thatVorontsov—Dashkov’ views about Armeniansbenefiting
from them to realize Russian policy in Russia, and also in
the territory of Ottoman which inteded in his letter to
Nicholas II dated October 10, 1912, coincided the
implementation of the Czarist government’s activity in this
area. Published by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 1915,
“Reforms in Armenia. November 26, 1912 — May 10, 1914
publication of diplomatic documents”[8, p. 165] claryfies
on this issue. Girs, Russian Ambassador to Turkey from
Istanbul reported that in a letter dated 8 June 1913, the first
secretary of the embassy with his direction initial project
(Avant — project) have been prepared by Mandelstam. The
text of the project was attached to the letter. According to
the first paragraph of the article, the province was created
consisting of Erzurum, Van, Bitlis, Diyarbakir, Harpoot and
Sivas (with the exception of some parts of). Next
paragraphs governor—general’s appointment, rights and
other issues were dealt with. Some changes were made to
the project after a series of diplomatic bickering and finally,
on January 26, 1914 (February 8) in Istanbul, between
Turkey and Russia was signed an agreement on the reform
of the Armenian [8, p. 165].

It should be noted that the agreement was sighned by
Russian Empire Konstantin Gulkevich and by Ottoman
Empire, Deputy Foreign Minister and the Grand Vizier Said
Halim. A comparison of the changes with the project of
Avant—Project allows us to follow the changes. We can see
that from the text of the agreement, the two regions were
created in the Eastern Anatolia: the first region was consist
of Erzurum, Trabzon and Sivas, the second region of Van,
Bitlis, and Diyarbekir and Harpoot. To these regions was
appointed 2 Inspector. Porta Majesty (Ottoman government)
undertook the following commitments under Great Powers:

—In the managment of two regions of the Eastern
Anatolia should be 2 General Inspector by foreigners: first
region combined Erzurum, Trabzon and Sivas, the second
region of Van, Bitlis, and Diyarbokiri Harpoot;

—General Inspector had the rights judicial, police and
administrative control;

—They had the rights on the appointment of senior
officials of the government of the Sultan;

142

—Hamidiye forces were kept as a reserve force and their
weapons should be given to military bases, which could
only be used during mobilization;

—Laws, decrees, administrative decisions were written in
the local language of the region. If necessary,by the decree
of General Inspector, every region had their rights to use
thier own language in the local administrative authorities
and in the meetinf of the courts. The resolutions of the court
should be modified to Turkish language, if necessary, the
parties could be modified to the parties’ languages...

—The document was signed by Russian official
Gulkevich and Said Halim by Ottoman official [8, p. 164—
165].

Conclusion.As stated from the facts, Russia and Turkey
came to an agreement on the Armenian reform. It becomes
clear that from the Russian—language publications on the
problem, and the documentsof Russian State Historical
Archive, in accordance with its historic interests Russia
began to implement some plans to create a reliable support
which in seized areas. Among such plans are “Christian
solidarity” was the first place. In fact, there were secret
opportunities behind of “safe ethno—social partnership”. It is
known from historical issues, Russians considered this
partnership would be real chance for realizing its economic
and political aims which this partnership has entered to the
form of “open cooperation” during Peter the Great. Of
course, the Armenians do not want to miss this opportunity,
never, thought to establish a state on the eastern provinces
of the Ottoman Empire. For this purpose, Armenians living
in the various provinces of Ottoman Empire were killing of
innocent Muslim—Turks, rebellion in many regions of
Ottoman, such as Sasun, Zeytun, Mush, Bitlis, also trying to
intervention of Great Powers as soon as possible. These
revolts were ruled by Hncak Committee, Dashnaksutyun
Party, as well as Caucasus Armenian religious leaders. They
considered that, rebellions in the Ottoman Empire, the
killing of innocent the Turkish — Muslim civilians is one of
the most acceptable ways. However, with the start of the
First World War the Armenians were “the de facto fighting
nation” in the side of the Russian Empire and also have
lowered the reform measures none.
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Moaitnuni kpoku Pocii B “BipMmencbkomy nutanHni” i Ilakr 26 ciuns (
8 soToro) 1914 mizk Pociero i Typeuunnoro

Posensioacmocs pons yapcokoi Pocii' y sipmencokomy numanni. Cnio 3aznavumu
, wo yapcvka Pocis eidizpasana 6axciugy poib 6 NOIIMuYHOMY 8i0pOONHCEHHI GipMeH-
cokol ocumms 6 Ocmancokiil imnepii. Pocis nouana 30iiicniosamu 0eski nianu wooo
CcmeopeHHsi HAOIliHOW onopoio 8 saxonnerii obnacmi. Ceped maxux niawie oira “
Xpucmusincoka conioapuicms”. Cnpagoi , mam Oyau maemui Moscaueocmi 3a 3 “6e3-
neunozo emuocoyianbHoi napmuepcmea’”. Pocisnu eésadcanu ye napmuepcmeo pea-
JILHUM WAHCOM O peanizayii c80iX eKOHOMIUHUX | NOTIMUYHUX Yinell.
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Knrwouoei cnosa: yap , Pocis , Ocmanceka imnepis , Llepkea Eumiaosin.

Ampaxoe3. [Dic.,npenodasamens kagedpwl ucmopuoepagpuu, UcmoUHUKO-
sedenus u Menooos, Bakunckuiieocyoapemeennuiil yHusepcu-
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MonuTnyeckue maru Poccuu B “apmsinckom Bonpoce” u Iakr 26
sstuBaps (8 gpespaist) 1914 mexxkny Poccueii u Typuueii

Paccmampusaemces ponv yapckoi Poccuu 6 apmanckom éonpoce. Cnedyem om-
Mmemumy, wmo yapckas Poccus uepana 8ajichyio pois 6 NOIUMUYecKoM 603pOAHCOeHUU
apmanckoll acusnu 6 Ocmanckoil umnepuu. Poccus nauana ocywjecmenamo nekomo-
pble nIaHbl N0 CO30AHUI0 HAOEHCHOU 0nopotl 8 3axeauenHou oonacmu. Cpedu maxux
naanos 6ina “xpucmuanckas coauoaprnocms’”. B camom Odene, mam Oviiu maiinvie
803MOdCHOCU 30 U3 “6€30NACHO20 IMHOCOYUANLHOU napmuepcmesa’”. Poccusme
CUUman Imo NApMHePCMBO PeaibHbIM WAHCOM ONisl PEanU3ayuu CGOUX IKOHOMUYEC-
KUX U NOTUMUYECKUX Yeell.

Knrouesvie cnosa: yapo, Poccus, Ocmanckas umnepus, Llepkoss Dumuaosun.
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[OKTOp iICTOPUYHUX HayK, AOLEHT Kadeapu

BCECBITHbLOI iCTOpIi Ta NpaBo3HaBCTBA, YMaHCbKUA AepXKaB-
HWIA NeparoriyHuin yHiBepeuTeT iM. Masna TuimHu
(YkpaiHa, YMaHb), zinaidasvyachenko09@rambler.ru

MPOrPAMA ArPAPHOI PE®OPMU YPALY C. BITTE

Po3enanymo ocrosHi nonodcenns npozpamu azpaproi pegpopmu ypaoy C. Bimme
Ha noyamky peeomoyii 1905-1907 pp. Poskpumo nocniou npem’epa ma censiHcoKy
06WuHy ma iHOUBIOYALbHY CENSIHCLKY 6IACHICHb. 3A3HAYEHO, WO Y PAOSHCHKIN ICMo-
piocpaii 6immescoKuil WX NOOONAHHI 3eMENbHO20 20100y KPUMUKYEABCH, Y5 JC
mpaouyis cnocmepizacmucsi | y pobomax cy4acHux pocilicoKux icmopuxis. Bionogio-
HO 00 Ybo2o cnpocmogyemuvcs 36unyeauents C. Bimme y nponomiwuymei. Hacono-
WYEMbCSL, WO OCHOBHUM 1020 3A80AHHAM Y PO3OYPXAHIT pesontoyicio Kpaini Oyno ne
nonubnents i 6e3 mo2o 20Cmpo2o NPOMUCMOoAHHA, a npumupenns. Koncmamyemocs,

wo 3micm npoekmy “OcHOSHUX NONOJICEHb Ol 3MIHU 3AKOHOOABCMBA npo censn’”,
AKUI CMAG OCHOBHUM OOKyMeHmoM, 3anpononoéanum ypsoom C. Bimme 3 azpaproeo
numMants, HOCUE COYIANbHO OPICHMOGAHUI, KOMNpoMicHull Xapakmep. 3pobneno
BUCHOBOK NPO Me, WO 3aNIAHOBAHI IHHOBAYIT OYIU CUCEMHUMU | MACUMAOHUM,
yinicnumu. Bonu cmocysanucs natisaxciusiviux cep cersncokoeo dymms: coyianb-
HO—eKOHOMIYHOI | npasoeoi.

Knrouosgi cnosa: Pociticbka imnepis, azpapre numanHs, iHOUGIOYaibHA CeNHCb-
Ka 61ACHICMb, CIMEUHA 8lACHICb.

Bupimiennst arpaproro nuranHs y Pocilicbkiit iMmepii
Ha moyarky XX CT. 3YMOBIIOBANOCS SK CYCHUIbHO—
MOJIITHYHIMH, TaK i COLiaTPHO—eKOHOMIYHUMH (PaKTOPaMHU.
3-moMix mepmmx, 6e3yMOBHO, HAWTOJOBHIIINAM Oyia cyc-
MUTBHO—TIONITHYHA aKTHUBHICTH CENSMHCTBA. 30poitHa Oopo-
ThOa censiH Oe3amnessiiiHO 3acBiuuia TOCTPOTY arpapHoi
npobiemMu y KpaiHi, MOTpeOy HarajibHOro ii BHpILIEHHS.
Came ToMy arpapHe mUTaHHs nepedyBaio y (oKyci mocriii-
HOI YBaru ypsyioBHX KiJ.

VY xoBtHi 1905 p. IIpem’ep—minictpom Pocilichkoi iM-
nepii crae C. Birre. ¥ 3anucui Ha iM’ss Mukonu II Bix 9
OBTHsL 1905 p. BiH OKpecIioe mporpamy IisuIbHOCTI 040-
JIIOBaHOTO HMM KaOiHery. Byayum nep:kaBHHKOM, Tpad BU-
KJIaJIa€ CYTHICTH 3aXO[liB, SKi HEOOXiTHO MPOBECTH 3aIsd
30epeXeHHsT POCIACHKOI IEep>KaBHOCTI 32 YMOB CYCHUTBHO—
MOJITHYHUX TOTPSCIHB, IO HepeknuBana immepis y 1905 p.
3-TOMiXX OCHOBHHX BiH BHOKPEMITIO€ BUPIIICHHS CEJSHCH-
KOro, pOOITHAYOrO 1 HALIOHAJIBHOIO NMHUTaHb. BBaXkaeMo 3a
JIOLUIbHE MPEMETHO 3YMUHUTHCS HA arpapHiil CKJIaJoBiii-
BITTEBCHKOI porpaMu pedopm.

Pedopmaropceka nisutbHicTs C. BitTe npuBepTana yBa-
ry 6aratpox mociinHukiB. [Ipodecop B. Cupotkin y mpari
“Benukue pedopmaTtopsl Poccun” mimkpeciioe, 1mo came
C. Birre me B 1893 p. po3poOuB mporpamy peopranizanii
CUIBCHKOTO T'OCIIO/IapCTBA IIUIIXOM PO3BUTKY (hepmepcTsa,
Ky moTiM B 1907-1911 pp. 3 po3maxom novaB 37iiiCHIOBa-
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1 I1. CronumiH [1, ¢.16]. b. B. Anansiu ta P. III. T"anenin
CTOSATh HA MO3MIIIi TOro, 1o, sikom Mukona II migrpumas
npoekT arpapuoi pedopmu C. FO. Birre, T0 116 ipHBeo 6
JI0 PpaJuMKAIBHUX 3MiH EKOHOMIYHOro YycTpor Pocii
[2,¢c.96]. A.II. Kopenin nuiue, mo po3podicna C. Bitre
nporpama i3 CelsiHChbKOTr0 MHUTaHHS BiJIrpaja JyKe BaXiH-
BY POJIb y TPOIIECi po3po0KH ypsiIoM HOBOTO KypCy arpap-
HOi MOJITMKH, HAMITHUBIIM B OCHOBHHMX pHCaX HAacTyIHE
CTOJIMIIHChKE 3aKOHOAABCTRBO [3, ¢.23].

HesBakaroun Ha Te, mo pedopMaTopchka IiSUIBHICTH
C. 0. Birre mocuTs mMUPOKO BUCBITIIEHA CyYaCHHMH JIO-
crigankamu, norisinun C. Birte Ha arpapHe mHTaHHS He
OynH TPIOPUTETHUMH B HAYKOBHX IOCIIIKEHHAX. ABTOD
CTaTTi, HE NPETEHIYIOYH Ha IIOBHE BUCBITJICHHS MPOOIEMH
CTaBHUTh 32 METY PO3KPHUTH CYTh IIPOrpaMu arpapHoi pego-
pmu ypsiny C. 1O. Birre.

V 3amucui Bix 9 xoBTHs 1905 p. mpem’ep 4iTKO BU3HA-
4ae Ti COLiaJIbHI CTaHU POCIHCHKOTO IMIIEPCHKOI0 COLiyMY,
Ha sIKi MO>Ke OIEPTHUCS Bliaja y OypXJIMBUI Mepioa peBo-
monii. Ha Horo nepekoHaHHs, B yMOBaxX KpU3W ‘“‘MOHapXis
MOBUHHA IIYKaTH ONOpPY y 3pUIMX Ta BPIBHOBAXEHUX BEpC-
TBax cycniinbeTa”. s IbOro NOTPiOHO SIKOMOTa IIBU/LIE
YCYHYTH 3eMENBHHUI ToJI0]] B OKpeMuX TyOepHiax [4, ¢.55—
56]. Omxe, MKBiAamis 3eMeTbHOTO AeDIUTY, Y PO3YMiHHI
C. BirTe, 3Moke cTabini3yBaTd CyCIUTBHO—TIONITHYHY CH-
TyaIito B KpaiHi, K10 HE MIOBHICTIO PUIUHUTH COLIAIbHY
KoH(poOHTaI[lf0 Ha ceii, TO, NPHHANMHI, CyTTEBO il
noM’sSKIINTH. Ha BHKOHAHHS IBOrO 3aBIOAaHHA Y 3allMCLi
MPOTIOHYBAJIOCS PO3IIUPHUTH 1 aKTUBI3yBaTH AisuibHICTH Ce-
JISIHCBKOTO OaHKy 3 KyIMIBIi—IPOJaXy MOMIIINIBKUX 3e-
menb. Ognak uum C. Birte He oOMmexuBcs. Bin Buctynus
3a Te, 100 JJ03BOJIMTH BUCTAaBUTH Ha Mpojax CenssHCbKOMY
GaHKy 4acTHHY Ka3eHHHX Ta HaIiIbHHX 3eMelb. Mimiocs y
Hill 1 PO Te, MO0 3MIMCHUTH 3a TUIATy YaCTKOBE Biqdy>KEH-
HS MOMIITUIBKUX 3eMeNb. BimdykKeHHIO MiasAraan HacaM-
mepes Ti MOMIIIUIIBKI 3eMJTi, [0 3/1aBaHCs TMOMIMIUKaMHU B
openny. ToOTo, Tak 3BaHMi HaTUIIOK. ToMy mpojax 1€l
KaTeropii 3emili CyTTEBO HE MOTIPIIMB OM MarepialbHHX
CTaTKiB MOMIMKKIB. Y Takuii crmocib mepemdayanocs 3011b-
IIMTH 3eMeNbHUH QoI OaHKy 3 THM, 11100 MOTIM 3 LBOTO
(oHOy mpolaBaTH 3eMIli CeNsHaM, sIKi TAKUM YHHOM 3MO-
KYTh IOBHICTIO 200 YacTKOBO, 3aJIeKHO Bil BiacHUX (i-
HAHCOBHX IIOTY)KHOCTEH, IOAOJIATH 3eMEJIbHUN nedinut.
Taki omeparii 3i 30uTbIIeHHS 3eMenbHOrO (GoHAy C. Birte
BUIIPaBOBYBaB nepex Muxonoro II TuM, 1mo y takuii cro-
ci0 “30inpIryBaniacs 3arajbHa IUIOIIA 3€MJICBOJIOMIHHSA, 3a-
CHOBaHA Ha OCOOWCTIi 3eMIIepOOCHKii mparli, IO BiATOBI-
JTAJI0 iHTepecaM JIepiKaBH, i IIe Majo Pi3HUIOCS Bil BUKYITY
3eMJli, HampuKiaj, A OymiBHMLTBA 3ami3Humi” [4, c.56—
571.

VY pamsgHChKiit icTopiorpadii BITTEBCHKHH IIISX IOI0-
JIaHHA 3€MEeJIbHOTO IOJI0AY KPUTHKYBaBcs [5], It0 & Tpaau-
IIF0 CIIOCTEPIraeMo i y po0OTax Cy4acHHX POCIHCHKHX iCTO-
pukiB [6, c.121]. I1o3ulliss KPUTHKIB 3BOJUTHCS O TaKOTO.
Y 1905 p., HansKaHi PEBOMIOLIMHUMH IOJISIMH, HacamIle-
pen Ha ceJli, MOMICHI ABOPSHH CTajlH aKTHBHO CHPOJYBaTH
CensiHCbKOMY OaHKy 3€MJII0, OTPUMYIOUM y TakKHi criocib
3Ha4YHiI KOMTH. bynmo peamizoBano 5 MuH. gecsaTtuH. Tomy
C. BirTe, npencTaBisiodn iHTEpeCH Ii€l YaCTHHH POCIHCH-
KOTO iMITEPCHKOTO COILIiyMY, 3allPpONOHYBAB y 3amucIi Big 9
xoBTHsL 1905 p. mpodinancyBatu Taki 3akyniii CessiHCh-
KOTo OaHKy.
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