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Abstract: Research objectives: An analysis of the evolution of the land-law institution
of soyurghal which was applied during the 15"-19™ centuries in the Chinggisid and non-
Chinggisid states that arose after the disintegration of the Mongol Empire and its uluses.
This work is an attempt to clarify the reasons behind the preservation of this imperial legal
institution during the post-imperial period, along with the points of commonality and dif-
ferences which emerged during its evolution in the different states and regions of Asia.

Research materials: This research is based on wide range of historical and legal
sources with information on soyurghal and its evolution. There are yarliks (or firmans) of
monarchs (patents and letters), historical chronicles, along with treatises on the political and
administrative structure of post-imperial states. The author analyses the documents of the
Kazan, Crimean, Bukharan, and Khivan khanates, as well as Kashgharia, the states of Ag-
Koyunlu and Qara-Kouynlu, Savafid Iran, and Mogul India. This research is also based on
results of scholars who have already discussed soyurghal of the imperial and post-imperial
period: M. Abduraimov, K.A. Antonova, A.M. Belenitskiy, P.P. Ivanov, A.K.S. Lambton,
V.F. Minorskiy, Sh.F. Mukhamed’yarov, I.P. Petrushevskiy, M.A. Usmanov, etc.

The novelty of the study: The presented article is the first attempt to compare the evo-
lution of institution of soyurghal based on a wide range of sources from different states and
epochs to clarify basic trends of this evolution and find the reasons for using different cate-
gories of soyurghal in different states to a greater or lesser extent.

Research results: The author finds that during the 15™"-19" centuries the institution of
soyurghal had three meanings: land investiture for vassals (state and military officers), land
investiture for state officers and clergy, and lastly a grant from the monarch to his subject in
general. These different kinds of soyurghal were used in all states which were analyzed in
the article. The conclusion is that this land-law institution was used in fact throughout the
whole area of the former Mongol Empire and that this imperial legal tradition was pre-
served during the period after the disintegration of the empire itself.
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Introduction

The land-law institution of soyurghal was established in the second part of the
14™ ¢." and widely used in the imperial states — successors of the Mongol Empire:
Chaghatay Ulus (Timurid Empire) [23], the Golden Horde [14, p. 112-139] and
Iran of Jalayirids [17, p. 210, 213, 215, 239]. In fact, it was a “modification” of the
similar institution of iqta which was a landownership of military aristocracy in the
Islamic states since the pre-Mongolian times and was adopted by the Chinggisids.
But, in contrast to iqta, soyurghal was closer connected with immunities in taxa-
tion, administrative and judicial spheres. Scholars are inclined to connect soyurghal
with the status of tarkhan: this status gave personal immunities (and even heredi-
tary, for several generations), and soyurghal gave the same immunities to land te-
nures of tarkhans (also hereditary) [38, p. 324].

Origination of soyurghal was reasoned by long-term civil wars in the
Chinggisid Uluses in the middle — second half of the 14" c.: rival claimants for the
throne were interested in loyal vassals and tried to provide this loyalty by giving
them vast land tenures with immunities in different legal spheres. As the role of
military aristocracy increased after disintegration of the Chinggisid Uluses in the
15"-16™ cc., the practice of granting of soyurghals was presereved in the post-
imperial states including even these of them which rejected the legacy of the Mon-
gol Empire in general (such as the states of Ag-Koyunlu, Qara-Kouynlu and
Savafids in Iran or the Great Moguls of India).

The analysis of institution of soyurghal in the political and economical aspects
in imperial period was done by famous scholars A.M. Belenitskiy (on a base of the
Timurid state) [11; 23], I.P. Petrushevskiy (on a base of the Mongolian Iran) [32],
A.P. Grigor’ev (on a base of the Golden Horde) [14]. Some researchers paid atten-
tion on the evolution of soyurghal in the post-imperial states: Sh.F. Mukha-
med’yarov (Kazan Khanate), M.A. Usmanov (Kazan and Crimean Khanates) [26;
40], M. Abduraimov, P.P. Ivanov, R.N. Nabiev (Bykharan Khanate) [1-3; 16; 28],
O.A. Evendiev, Sh.F. Farzaliev, V.F. Minosrkiy, I.P. Petrushevskiy, A.K.S. Lamb-
ton (Iran during the rule of Aq-Koyunlu, Qara-Kouynlu and Savafids) [12; 13; 24;
33; 34], K.A. Antonova (the Mogul India), etc. But all of these scholars paid atten-
tion to specific states and didn’t make their aim to analyze the institution of
soyurghal and its evolution in comparative legal context.

So, we are intended to analyze the evolution of soyurghal in different states on
the space of the former Mongol Empire, clarify similar features and differences of
its using in different states and regions and reasons of them. The source base for
our research include a wide range of historical and legal monuments. Among them
are yarliks and firmans of the khans of Kazan, Crimea, Bukhara, shahs of Iran,
emperors of the Mogul India, historical chronicles of Bukhara, Khiva, India, politi-
cal treatises of Safavid Iran, etc. Analysis of these sources allowed us to recognize
three principal kinds of soyurghal, and it makes sense to examine in details each of
them.

' LP. Petrushevskiy in one of his early works dated the beginning of the use of soyurghals
by the 13" c. [33, p. 58], but later revised his views.
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The land investiture for military officers

The main (and, in fact, original) kind of soyurghal as land investiture was a
land tenure for military officers. Firstly it was a “material supplement” for status of
tarkhan and provided the taxation, administrative and judicial immunity not only
for granted person himself but also for his land possession [2, p. 101; 26, p. 119].
Of course, such privileges provided loyalty of land-owners to their monarch — es-
pecially because even hereditary soyurghal had to be confirmed either by the next
monarch, or to the heir of the previous owner (defterdar) [41, p. 4345, 47, 73]~

At the same time each defterdar was, in fact, the absolute owner of his
soyurghal: he had the full, administrative, tax and judicial authority on the people
who lived within the borders of soyurghal, and officers of khans or shahs didn’t
have right to enter into his tenure [see e.g. 34, p. 231-232]°. And if tax collector for
some reason took any collected levies or taxes from the soyurghal, the monarchs
issued special edicts (firmans) to return the collected sum to the owners [34,
p- 238-239].

In the 15™-16™ cc. soyurghals for the military officers were extensive land
possessions (regions with numerous settlements and even cities). This practice was
widspread in all former uluses of the Mongol Empire: in the Jochi Ulus (Kazan and
Crimea), the Central Asia (Bukhara and Khiva), Iran (states of Agq-Koyunlu, Qara-
Kouynlu and Savafids).

Firstly the owners of soyurghals were tarkhans who were representatives of the
“gara suyek” (“black bone) or non-privileged class by birth and acquired privileges
of the “aq-suyek” (“white bone™), including immunities. But already since the 16"
c. the authority of the Chinggisids substantially decreases at the simultaneously rise
of influence of tribal clans’ aristocracy, and members of the “Golden Blood Line”
(descendants of Chinggis Khan) also became the owners of soyurghals at the same
terms as representatives of “qara-suyek” [2, p. 103].

The first examples of this trend took place in the state of Mukhamad Shaybani
Khan (1500-1510) in the beginning of the 16™ c.: after conquest of the Timurid
state in Chaghatay Ulus (Mawrannahr) he granted with soyurghals his close rela-
tives — son Mukhammad-Timur-sultan, cousins Khamza-sultan and Makhdi-sultan,
uncles Kuchkunji-sultan and Soyunj-Khoja-sultan, etc. — as well as his loyal vas-
sals from the clan aristocracy. So, Jan-Wafa-biy the Durman obtained Herat as
soyurghal, Qambar-biy the Naiman — Marv, Kepeq-biy the Qushchi — Balkh’, etc.
[15, p. 133; 16, p. 23]. The same policy was continued by one of the most famous
Bukharan khans, Abdallah II (1563—-1598) who also granted many of his relatives
(at that not only Uzbek, but also Kazakh sultans) with soyurghals [15, p. 264; 16,
p. 26; 18, p. 223]. The relatives of the Bukharan Shaybanids, Arabshakhids of
Khiva used the same practice: according to Firdaws al-igbal, for example, Aqatay
Khan “granted Kat to the two sons of Qal Khan [his nephews — R.P.]” [15, p. 444;

* But we don’t have an information that heir had to pay for confirmation of his rights [26,
p. 124], as it was in medieval Europe for feud (“relief”).

* It looks like an “udel” (appanage) in the Russia of the 12"-16" cc. or “pomest’e” (estate)
in the Russian Empire of the 18" — middle of the 19" cc.

* The representatives of the ag-suyek formally were only members of the Chinggisid family
(only by male line), seyyids and khojas.

* The statement of P.P. Ivanov that Kepeq-biy got Khorezm as soyurghal [16, p. 23] don’t
represent the facts: he was only an ataliq of the young Pulad-sultan, grandson of Shaybani Khan
who was appointed by his grandfather the nominal ruler of Khorezm.
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39, p. 34]°. The same practice was used also by descendants of Chaghatay — the
khans of Kashgharia: different sultans gained soyurghals from khans individually
or as heirs of their fathers [15, p. 387, 406].

Of course, giving of soyurghals to the members of khans’ families was not
aimed at strengthening the positions of ruling family: on the contrary, authoritative
khans intended to reduce the status of their relatives (and often — rivals) to the same
level as tribal leaders. As representatives of “qara-suyek”, Chinggisids-defterdars
also could be deprived of their soyurghals on the will of khan at any time [16,
p. 69; 26, p. 124-125]. Above mentioned Mukhammad Shaybani Khan more than
once changed the owners of soyurghals and replaced his relatives by more loyal
military commanders from the tribal aristocracy [see e.g. 15, p. 134]. According to
Khafiz-i Tanysh Bukhari, of Shaybanid regional rulers, Khudayberdy-sultan decid-
ed to change his hereditary soyurghal in Karshi for soyurghal of his relative Klych-
Qara-sultan in Sagardj: the latter was a cousin of powerful Abdallah Khan, and the
owner of Karshi expected that this monarch wouldn’t take the soyurghal of his
close relative [18, p. 150]!

If the power of supreme rulers became weaker, and they had to share it with
influential relatives, they also let them right to grant soyurghals. So, in the Crimean
Khanate of the second part of the 16" c. soyurghals were given by qalgha-sultan
Mukhammad-Geray (further Mukhammad-Geray II, 1577-1584) in 1576, Fatkh-
Geray-sultan (further Fatkh-Geray II, 1596) in 1595 and even khan’s daughter
Mikhri-sultan-khani in 1588 [41, p. 44, 53, 55].

When the Chinggisids were removed from the power in the Central Asian
khanates, the right to grant soyurghals to military officers was transferred to their
heirs — new rulers of these states. So, the emirs of Bukhara granted soyurghals even
in the first part of the 19" ¢. And the last example of using this kind of such land-
law institution, as we know, took place in 1870s in the Jetyshahr — the state of
Yaqub-beq in Kashgharia (1864—1877): he uses this imperial institution to stimu-
late the loyalty and effective administration of his regional governors: they had to
collect taxes for his treasure and participate in his military operations (as their pre-
decessors even in the imperial period!), but besides that had an absolute power in
their tenures. This practice allowed Yaqub-beq to rule without strong centralization
of power and had control over regional rulers [40, p. 113—-114].

Absolute power of defterdars on the territory of soyurghal and their numerous
privileges and immunities were under the control of monarchs and central state
authorities. Each yarlik or firman on granting the soyurghal was fixed in special
registers (defters) as well as terms of possession: exemption of payment of all or
specific taxes, judicial immunity or not, etc. Persian and Indian political treatises
contain valuable information on the state structures with functions to track the
holding of soyurghals and discharge the duties by their owners as well as propriety
of official patents for soyurghals. Such functions were entrusted to viziers them-
selves, heads of divans of some high-level tax collectors [5, p. 46; 20, p. 111; 25,
p. 78; 27, p. 15-16].

® An interesting anachronism connected with such practice takes place in
the “Qara Tavarikh” by Utemish-khadji, the Khivan author of the middle of 16" c.: he men-
tioned that Chinggis Khan gave conquered territories as soyurghals to his sons and grandsons
[31, p. 20, 26]. Of course, the historian transferred realties in Khiva of his times to the early
imperial period.
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The land investiture for clergy and state officers

The 15™ c. became an era of fight against the Chinggisid political and legal
heritage headed by the Islamic clergy. It strongly demanded from rulers of the post-
imperial Turkic-Mongol states to reject imperial state and legal institution includ-
ing soyurghals. Monarchs of non-Chinggisid dynasties who needed the religious
support to legitimate their rights for the throne couldn’t ignore such demands. But
at the same time they needed the loyalty of powerful clan aristocracy and high-
level commanders who owned the hereditary soyughals and didn’t want to loose
their benefits and privileges.

In search of compromise Uzun Hasan, the ruler of Aq-Qoyunlu (1453-1478)
already in the second half of the 15" c. began to grant with soyurghals the influen-
tial representatives of Islamic clergy equally to emirs and military commanders
[12, p. 172]. The Safavids who came to power not only as temporal but also as
religious leaders continued this practice and since the times of shah Takhmasp I
(1524-1576) gave even more soyurghals to clergy [10, p. 28; 34, p. 235]. A tem-
poral and military officers saved only their hereditary soyurghals’.

The soyurghals of clergy, however, also became hereditary and from time to
time there were conflicts among heirs, and rulers had to solve them and divide
landownership among two ore more heirs [8, p. 163—-164; 21, p. 44, 51]. No need to
say that such cases also became a reason of diminishing of the size of soyurghals in
the post-imperial states.

It’s interesting that descendants of Chinggis Khan in their states also practiced
granting Islamic clergy with soyurghals: after fall of imperial states their authority,
as we already mentioned, substantially decreased, and they needed in religious
ground of their power no lesser than non-Chinggisid rulers, their rivals. In the se-
cond half of the 16™ ¢. Crimean Gerays began to grant khojas with soyurghals [41,
p. 49]. Even powerful Shaybanids — such as Nawruz Akhmad Khan (1551-1556)
or Abdulla Khan, — gave and confirmed soyurghals to seyids, khojas and ulama.
According to the “Treatise on tithe and haradj lands” by Arif Bukhari, at the end of
the 18" c. soyurghal became an ownership of clergy whereas military aristocracy
gained only tankha [6, p. 17; 35, p. 197].

But the most radical transformation of soyurghal from temporal to clerical
landownership took place in the Mogul India during the reign of shah Akbar I
(1556-1605). He replaced soyurghals for military aristocracy by new land-law
institution — “jaghir” [7, p. 249] and left soyurghals only as clerical landowner-
ship®, at that firstly he gave them to Islamic clergy (“aime”, i.e. imams), but after
his religious reform began to grant with soyurghals also Parsees and Hindus [8,
p. 155-156; 9, p. 44, 587’.

As substantial part of officials in Turkic-Mongol states were representatives of
Islamic clergy, no wonder that at the same time the practice of granting them with
soyurghals also took place.

" For example, in 1656 shah Abbas II (1642—1666) by own firman confirmed the soyurghal
of emir who inherited it from his father, who, in his turn, gained firman from Safi I (1629-
1642), father of Abbas, to confirm his own inheritance of soyurghal from his father in 1638 [21,
p. 44, 46-47].

¥ If representative of clergy decided to change a military career, he obtained not soyurghal,
but jaghir [8, p. 158]

° In search of “Indian” equivalent for Turkic word soyurghal Akbar used in some of his
firmans word “madad-i me’ash” [8, p. 160-161].
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The tradition of granting the state officers with soyurghal took place even in
the 14" c.: according to “Dastur al-gatib” by Muhammad Nakhchivani, the
Jalayirids provided with such landownership high-ranking officers — sahib-divan,
etc. [20, p. 107]. However, it was not a wide-spread practice and it became usual
only since the 16™-17" cc. when sheikhs ul-Islam, cadis and keepers of shrines
also gained soyurghals [8, p. 167; 15, p. 490; 28]. The main difference of this kind
of landownership from soyurghals of military officers and clergy was that they
owned their soyurghals only while they kept their positions. For example, if the
keeper of shrine was moved to another position, his soyurghal passed to his succes-
sor in this shrine [8, p. 167]. At that if son inherited the position of his father,
soyurghal, in fact, became hereditary landownership — but, in any case, it was ne-
cessary to obtain confirmative yarlik from khan'.

The grants of monarch to his subject in general

The original meaning of the Turkic word “soyurghal” was “reward”, “bounty”
from ruler to his subject: it was used already in early Turkic times [19, p. 513]. It
kept this meaning in the Mongol empire, in the age of Chinggis Khan and his near-
est successors [26, p. 118; 30, p. 75]. As we could see above, since the 1™ e, it
turned into land-law institution, but it is strange enough that even in the 16"—17"
cc. soyurghal from time to time was used in its original meaning.

In the 1570s Baba-sultan, the Bukharan prince and long-term rival of Abdallah
I, decided to make it up with khan and asked for soyurghlal — not as landowner-
ship but as charity and forgiveness [19, p. 233]"".

In letters of Crimean khans, sultans and ever high state officials (viziers, etc.) we
also could find word “soyurghal” as “reward”, at that khan Islam-Geray Il (1644—
1654) and his nuraddin-sultan Ghazi-Geray asked Russian tsars Mikhail Fyodorovich
(1613-1645) and Alexei Mikhailovich (1645-1676) to grant with soyughal their
ambassadors. Crimean viziers asked the same Russian rulers for “kazna” (“treasure™)
to representatives of Geray house and soyughals for their servants. In his turn the
treasurer of khan in his letter informed tsar Mikhail that he granted Russian ambas-
sadors with soyurghal [4, p. 215, 454, 507, 511, 560, 568, 619].

In the “Tadhkirat al-Muluk” the pay-roll is cited where expenditure for
soyurghals and other grants exceeded 36 700 dinars: or course, here is a question of
rewards, not a land-law institution [25, p. 109; see also: 26, p. 118-119].

And, at last, one more interesting example of soyurghal took place in Ferghana
in 1578: regional ruler Muhammad-Khashim-sultan granted emir Ibrahim with
soyurghal for reconstruction of aryk: his grant was an immunity from taxation of
1/5 of his harvest [28, p. 27].

The decline of soyurghal

As we noticed above, the owners of soyurghals in the early post-imperial pe-
riod had many privileges in relations with state authorities and were absolute suze-

' R.N. Nabiev published a series of khans’ confirmative yarliks to hereditary cadis of
Ferghana who from generation to generation took up this position and, consequently, had
soyurghal [28; see also: 8, p. 168].

"' Such use of soyurghal (“sojurqa-, erintkd™) took place in the early medieval Turkic-
language Turfanese texts [29, p. 513].
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rains over their possessions — rulers, tax collectors and judges. But in the 18—
19" cc. rulers of Central Asia and Iran began to restrict the status of soyurghals.

Already in the 17" ¢. Bukharan rulers began to impose taxes on soyurghals
and deprive their owners of immunities in administrative and judicial spheres. To
avoid of discontent of powerful defterdars, khans and then emirs of Bukhara began
to grant them with new form of privileged possession — darbast (darubast) equal to
earlier soyurghals [2, p. 127; 35, p. 37]. Sometimes rulers used compromise in the
land-legal policy and granted heirs of soyurghal owners with “soyurghal with
rights of darubast”, and that allowed owners to save their privileges and immunities
[2, p. 127; 37, p. 55].

Owners who were in emir’s good graces had chance to transform their
soyurghals into “mulk-i khurr” (“white” private land property wit tax immunity):
this practice was used by the rulers of Bukhara and Kashgharia in the 16™-17" cc.
[2, p. 107; 28, p. 26]. But such examples were few in number, and the most part of
defterdars became not absolute owners but only receivers of revenues from
soyurghals'?, whereas the administrative and judicial power over them passed to
khans’ officers [2, p. 104105, 111]".

To meet the demands of clergy the Persian shahs obliged the owners of
soyurghals to pay Islamic taxes ushr and others [27, p. 16]'*. In the 17" c. the own-
ers of soyurghals in Iran also should pay some “presents”: in fact there were taxes
to maintain state officials who didn’t get a salary. So, according to “Dastur al-
Muluk” (treatise of the edge of the 17" — 18" cc.), each soyurghal should pay 90
dinars in favor of chief of tax collectors, 50 dinars in the favor of munshi al-
mamalik (head copyist), 14 dinars in favor of copyists, 17 dinars in the favor of
daruga (manager) of chancellery, etc. [27, p. 46-47, 64, 75, 80, 81]. And in the 18"
c. according to “Tadhkirat ak-Muluk (c. 1725), chief vizier had from soyurghals
714 dinars [25, p. 86]. And the most part of soyurghals in this period was trans-
formed into small ownerships over little settlement.

Just before the Russian conquest of the Central Asia, the soyurghal, in fact,
disappeared from land law of khanates: the only forms of tenures given by khans to
their officers were amlyak and tankha and they were not provided with wide range
of privileges and immunities as soyurghal [22, p. 116-118].

Conclusion

As we could see, the institution of soyurghal in its three principal kinds was
widely used in all states and regions of the space of the former Mongol Empire.
The only exception, possibly, was the Mogul India during the reign of the emperor
Akbar who used soyurghal only as investiture for clergy (at that not only Islamic
one): we suppose that the reason of this approach was Akbar’s thoroughgoing reli-

"2 It looked similar to the early medieval European land-law institution of benefit (in par-
ticular in Carolingian France).

" For example, Imam-Quli Khan of Bukhara (1611-1642) granted Khoja Yusuf with se-
veral settlements as soyurghal with benefit of 10 thousand khani [16, p. 81], i.e. this owner had
right only to get only revenue from these settlements, not to govern them or judge their inhabi-
tants.

" In firmans of Akbar Shah of India at the end of the 16™ © and even in yarliks of Amir
Khaydar of Bukhara (1800-1826) in the first quarter of the 19" c. soyurghals were exempted
from payment of zaket and haradj [2, p. 108; 8, p 160-161; see also, 1; 3].
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gious reforms and did not reflected the situation in the land law of the post-imperial
Turkic-Mongol world in general.

Earlier we already had an opportunity to see that the same situation was with
another Mongol imperial legal institution, tamgha, which also was preserved and
used for years after the fall of the empire and its direct heirs [36]. So, we have rea-
sons to state that soyurghal also became an effective legal institution even in the
states which rejected the Chinggisid political and legal heritage in general but pre-
ferred to save some useful institutions with some transformation and modifications
because of the position of Islamic clergy and own political interests.

The case of soyurghal allows us to consider the post-imperial Turkic-Mongol
world as a common legal space on a base of widely used imperial institutions. It
doesn’t mean that all states of this space were in a political unity, but they based
their legal relations on the same institutions and principles, that gave them an op-
portunity to interact more effectively and even allowed to adopt easily to political
and legal realities of another state if it conquered one or another region of the
neighboring one.

We wish, this research allowed to continue the study of using Mongol imperial
legal institutions and rules in the post-imperial Turkic-Mongol world to make sure
that imperial law deeply influenced on legal development of the states of this re-
gion and caused future integration on the Eurasian space.
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IBOJIOLNUS COIOPTAJIA B YMHI'M3UJCKUX U HEYUHI' N3N JICKUX
TF'OCYJAPCTBAX NOCT-UMIIEPCKOI'O ITIEPHOIA*

P.IO. Ilouexaes

Hayuonansnwiti uccnedosamenvckuii ynusepcumem « Bvlcuias wkona 9KOHOMUKUY
Canxm-Ilemep6ype, Poccuiickas @edepayus
rpochekaev@hse.ru

Llenv uccnedoeanus: UENbIO HACTOSIIEH CTATBU SIBIISICTCS aHAIN3 Pa3BUTHUS 3€MEJIbHO-
MPAaBOBOTO MHCTUTYTa COIOprajga B YMHTM3HJICKUX M HEUMHTH3HICKUX TOCYAapCTBax, BbI-
JICIMBILKXCS U3 cOCTaBa MOHIOJIbCKOW MMIIEPUU U €€ YIIyCOB U CYLIECTBOBABIIUX B XV—
XIX BB. IIpeanpuHuMaeTcs MOIBITKA BBIIBUTH MPUUYMHBI COXPAHEHHSI 3TOIO HUMIIEPCKOIO
MPaBOBOTO MHCTUTYTA B MOCT-UMIIEPCKUI TIEPHOJ, CXOJCTBA M Pa3INIMs BOJIIOLIH COIOP-
raja B Pa3HbIX CTPaHaX M PErHOHaX A3HH.

Mamepuaner uccneooéanus: OCHOBY MCCIIEIOBAHHS COCTABISIIOT HCTOPUYIECKUE U HC-
TOPHUKO-IIPABOBbIC MAMSATHHUKHU, COJACP)KAIIUE CBEICHHS O COIOpraje M Jarolife BO3MOXK-
HOCTB IIPOCJIEAUTH €0 3BOMIOLHIO B PACCMATPUBAEMBIN MEPHUOJT — XaHCKHUE SIPIBIKU (>Kajo-
BaHHBIC I'PaMOTBI U HOCJ'IaHl/ISI), HUCTOPUYCCKHUC JICTOIMUCHU U XPOHUKHU, TPAKTATBI O MOJIUTHU-
9YECKOM U aIMUHHCTPATUBHOM YCTPOMCTBE MOCT-UMIIEPCKUX TOCYAAapCTB. AHAINZUPYIOTCS
nokymeHTbl Kazanckoro n KpeIMckoro xaHcTB, cpenHeasnaTckux xaHcTB (Byxapckoro u
XwusuHckoro), Kamrapun, rocynapcts Ak-Koronny, Kapa-Koronny u Cedesunos B Mpane,

* JlaHHOE HCCIeOBaHNE BBHIMONHEHO NpH (pUHAHCHPOBaHWE HalmoHAIBHOTO HCCIENOBa-
TEIIbCKOTO YHUBEpCUTETa «BbIciias mkoma sxoHoMuku», Cankt-IlerepOypr, rpant Ne 18-IP-01.
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umnepun Benukux MoronoB B UHaun. MeTogoiaoruuyeckyro OCHOBY HMCCIEAOBaHUS CO-
CTaBITIOT TPYHABI HCCIEN0OBATENEH, paHee 00paIlaBIINXCs K N3YUYECHHIO HHCTUTYTa COIOpTa-
Ja B MMIIEPCKHH W TOCT-UMMepcKuii mepmomsl — M. AOmypammoBa, K.A. AHTOHOBO,
B.A. AxmenoBa, A.M. Benennukoro, [1.I1. WBanosa, O. JIsm6toHa, B.®D. Munopckoro,
[1.®. Myxamenpsposa, L.I1. ITerpymesckoro, M.A. YcmaHoBa 1 ap.

Hosusna uccnedosanus COCTOUT B TOM, YTO BIEPBbIC MPEATNPHHUMACTCS MOIBITKA Ha
OOIMIMPHOM CPaBHUTEIHHO-TIPABOBOM MaTepHajie MPOaHAIN3UPOBATh OCHOBHBIC TEHICHIIUN
B Pa3BUTUH MHCTUTYTA COIOpPrayia NpakTHYECKH Ha BCEM MPOCTPaHCTBE ObIBIIeH MOHTOJIb-
CKOH HUMIIEpUH, BBIACIUTL OCHOBHBLIC HAIIPABJICHUSA 3TOI'O pa3BUTHA, BbIABUTH IMPUYUHBI,
Mo4YEeMYy OTACJIbHBIC BUbI 3TOI'0 3€MECJIbHO-IIPABOBOTO MHCTUTYTA MOJJYYUIN 60J11)1uee NN
MEHbIIIEE Pa3BUTHE B OTACIBHBIX TOCYJapCTBAX.

Pesynbmamur uccnedosanus: aBTop NPUXOIUT K BBIBOIY, 4TO B X V—XIX BB. HHCTHTYT
coropraja pa3fessuics Ha TPH BHA: 3eMEIbHOE TI0XKAJIOBAHUE CITYXKIIIOW 3HATH, 3eMEIbHOE
MOYKAJIOBAaHWE TIPEJCTABUTEISIM TYXOBEHCTBA (B TEPBYIO OdYEpelb MYCYIBMaHCKOTO) U
MOYKAJIOBAaHWE CO CTOPOHBI MOHApXa CBOMM BEPHOIIONIAHHBIM HIJIM Ja)K€ MHOCTPAHIIAM B
1esioM. PasHple BUABI COIOPTaioB B TOH WM MHOW CTENCHHW MPUMEHSIINCH MPAKTHYECKH Ha
BCEM IPOCTPAHCTBE ObIBIIEH MOHTOJIBCKOW WMIIEPHH, YTO IMO3BOJISIET CHENIaTh BHIBOI O
JKUBYYECTH MMIIEPCKON MPaBOBON TPAAMIMH W OTIACIBHBIX NPABOBBIX MHCTUTYTOB Jake
Yyepe3 HECKOJIBKO BEKOB IOCTIe paciaa caMoi UMIIEpHH.
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