Sergey Kashtanov (Moscow)
Property in the Moment of Transition from Tribal Order to State
(Theoretical Questions)

The paper deals with theoretical distinction between property, posses-
sion, and use. At the stage of tribal society and chiefdom, only movable
property (including slaves) was possible. Land belonged to the tribe as a
whole, and thus chief could not intoduce taxation. Land property could not
be established but violently, by someone from outside the tribe. Such sub-
mission to a foreign chief as to ruler and judge is a universal model of state
formation; military contribution is the first sort of taxation. The two neces-
sary conditions of state formation are: 1) the sufficient level of development
of movable property; 2) the necessity (or desire) to subordinate to a foreign
chief. These conditions make possible the establishment of the ruler’s prop-
erty of land, and the taxation — the main feature of the state.

H.B. Konopamesees (Yepruzos)

JAPEBHEPY CCKHME I'OPO/JIA-3AMKH KAK HEHTPBI
®OPMHUPOBAHMA BOEHHO-CJIYKEBHOI'O COCJIOBHS
BEJIMKOI'O KHSDKECTBA JIMTOBCKOI'O

C npucoenuHenneM B cepeaute XIV B. Kuesckoit 3emnu k Be-
JIMKOMY KHsDKecTBY JIMTOBCKOMY, rOCYyaapcTBO CO3[AET HOBYIO CO-
LIMAJIBHYIO OIOpY — OC&KHBasg Ha 3eMJII0 BOEHHO-CIY)KeOHbIE 31e-
MeHThI. LleHTpaMH BO3HHKHOBEHHMS HOBOIO COC/IOBHS, TaK Ha3blBae-
MOt ciyxeOHOM XTI — 60ApCTBa U 3€MSHCTBA, B OONBIIMHCTBE
CBOEM CTaHOBATCA ropoxa-samku Kuesckoii Pycu.

Cxoxas cutyauus HaOnofaercs M B JPYrHX CTpaHax CpeJHeBe-
xoBoH EBpomnbi — Hanpumep, B [lonble, rae OKOMHLBbI APEBHUX ro-
ponoB-3amkoB, u3BecTHbIX ¢ XI-XII BB., cTanu neHTpaMu opraHusa-
LIMH Menko# ciyxeOHo# wnsaxTel (Bogycki 1972. S. 225-226).

AHaI0THIO HAXOIMM U B MCTOpUH MOCKOBCKOIO rocyAapcrsa, rie
OCHOBHOH (opMOit cimy>keOHoro 3emieBnajeHus Oblia BOTYMHE, HMEB-
1as Ge3ycnoBHbl BOEHHO-CITy)keOHbIH Xapakrep. CBOEro MakCHMalb-
HOTO Pa3BHTHA BOTYMHbI JOCTMIIM HA TEPPHTOPUH HEKOIrJa HE3aBUCHU-
MBIX KHsDKeCTB MOCKOBCKOro rocyaapcrsa — Biaaiumupo-MockoBeKo-
ro, Hwkeroponckoro, Poctosckoro, Cyznanbckoro, Tsepckoro u 6onee
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menkux yzaenos (llBatuenko 1990. C.36). OueBuagHo, 3ano3ganbiii
NIpOLIECC LIEHTpaIM3aluM 3TUX TEPPUTOPUI TNMO3BOJIHI COXPAHUTHCS
Hauboree apxauueckuM Gopmam 3eMiIeRIaIeHHS.

CucreMa Tak Ha3bIBaEMbIX «YKPaMHHBIX)» 3aMKOB, B GOJIBIIMHCT-
B€ CBOEM — OBIBIINX MEJKHX KHXHX LeHTpoB Kuesckoii Pycu, ume-
Jla OrpOMHOE KOJIOHW3ALMOHHOE 3HaueHWe. JTa cucTema Obuia co3-
JlaHa Ha OCHOBE ApeBHepYyCCcKoi cucteMbl 060poHs! kpas. Cocrosuia
OHa M3 TpeX JIMHHH 00OopOHUTENBHBIX 3aMKOB. [lepBas — ceBepHas,
npoxoguia no uenpy u Ilpunsaru (JIro6eu, Mozsips, OBpyu). Bro-
pas HayHHaIach OT BepxoBbeB pek Pock u TerepeB M uuia BrayOb
crpansl — Ocrep, Kues, JKutomup; Tperss — ro>kHas, HaYMHaIach OT
HIDKHETO TeyeHHs JHenpa U yepe3 Bce BepxHee TeyeHue byra Boc-
xonuna k [uectpy (KaneB, UYepkaccel, 3Benuropon, BuHHHLA,
Bpaunas). Oty nunuio Ha [Togonbe noruuecku 3ameikanu bap u Ka-
meHel. CyluecTBOBasla eIle OfiHA, YeTBEpTas JIMHHA JPeBHEPYCCKUX
ykpemieHunii no p. Cyna, HO B JIMTOBCKOE BpEMS OHa OCTajlach He-
BocTpeboBanHoH (Bnanumupckuit-bynanos 1890. C. 74-75).

BOJBIIMHCTBO 3THX TOPOAOB-3aMKOB NPHHAUIEKHT K TEPPUTO-
pun ITlonechbs, e, M0 MHEHHIO MCciieOBaTeNiel, HaCeNeHHe U XO-
3SHCTBO HE NOHECIH KaTacTpO(pUYECKOTrO YpOHa B pe3ysibTaTe MOH-
ronsckoro HamecTBust (Mous, Tomamescekuii 1994. C. 37). Apxeo-
JIOTHYECKHe JaHHbie CBUMETENBCTBYIOT, YTO HacTh CENbCKMX Moce-
neHui nponokana gynkunonuposars no XIII-XIV Be. (Bepemeii-
gk 2007. C.366-367). OueBHaHO, MECTHOE HAaceJeHHE TONbKO
BPEMEHHO NOKUHYJIO POAHbBIE IOMa, NepekH/ias HalleCTBHE 3aXBaT-
YYKOB B MyINax ¥ 6onorax. YacTH4HO 3TO NOATBEPIKAAETCA TONOHH-
MHKOH perdoHa — Ha3BaHHMSAMHM, NMPOU3OLIEAIIHMH OT GaMUINH WK
UMeHH Bhajenbua (popmupoBaHue Takux cen npoucxoawno ot XIII
Jo XVIB.).

ITo MHeHutO HMccnenoBaTener, NpurpaHHyHoe nonoxexnue Kues-
I{MHBI 3aCTAaBJIUIO KHA3EH ColepxkaTh 3HaYHTENbHbIE pE3epPBbl KOH-
HBIX JIPY)KHHHHUKOB, HaneneHHsix 3emuied (Pwibakos 1982. C. 478;
SAxosenko 1993. C.26-27). Eme 10 MOHrono-tTarapckoro Hauect-
BHUA MorJia OBITh MOCaKEHa Ha 3eMJTI0 BOEHHO-CITY)KeOHas KaTeropus
«naHHUKOB» Wi «Myxei» (Fomybosckuii 1881. C. 21; Edumenko
1903. C. 106-107). B nonb3y 3TOH BepCHH CBUAETENBCTBYET (akT
JIOKQJIbHOTO pa3MeIleHHs 3THX KaTeropuit »kurenell B HeOonbLIMX
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noceneHusx — ot 10 mo 20 meopoB. Hanuuue nomoGHBIX BOEHHO-
CIY)KE€OHBIX 3NIEMEHTOB, MOATBEPXKIACTCS apXEOJIOTHYECKUMH HC-
C/IeIOBaHUAMH — HaXONKaMH TNMpPEeIMETOB BOOPYXEHHS W BOEHHOrO
CHapshDKeHHUs, HE XapaKTEepHBIX IJs CENbCKUX roceneHuii (BepeMeii-
yuk 1998. C. 54). Ha 3HaunTenbHOE KOJIMYECTBO CENBLCKHX IMOCelTe-
Huii BpemeH KueBckoit Pycu Bokpyr ropomoB — LIEHTPOB BOEHHOH
opraHuzaiy obpaluaoT BHUMaHHe U [ojbekie uctopuku (Bobinski
2000. S. 481-568).

KpoMe npeBHEpYCCKHX 3JIEMEHTOB, Ha 3€MIII0 OCAKMBANach U
4acTh MOHIOJIbCKMX 3axBaTuMkoB. K npumepy, okono xyropa Iloso-
Benkoro Ha p. Poce u B paiione Jliobeua, Obina BeisiB/IeHa CBOEOO-
pasHas rpynna kepaMHkyu kosdua XIV — navana XV 8. (Kyuepa 1969.
C. 174-179). KueBckuMu KHA3bAMH M Benukumu kHa3eaIMu JIuToB-
CKMMH BO3Jle 3aMKOB OC)XHBAINCh U IUICHHBIE 30JI0TOOPIBIHCKHE
Tarapel. IlonbckMe HCTOPHKM OTHOCAT 3TOT MpoOLEcC K Hayary
XIV B. (Borawski 1977. S. 291-292).

HcTOYHHKOM NOMOJHEHUs ciyxeOHON WUIAXTHI ObUd U oben-
HeBIIMe OpeBHepycckHe Gospckue poxasl. B XIV-XV BB. Ha Kues-
I{HHY MOTJIa NePeCceIUTLCA U OnpeeieHHas YyacTh OpsHckoro Gosp-
crBa (Kongpateen 2006. C. 41).

Takum oOpaszom, mpeBHepycckue ropona-3amku Kueeckoit Pycu
Oblny neHTpaMu GOPMHPOBaHHUS BOSHHO-CITy>keOHBIX KaTeropui Be-
JIMKOro KHsDkecTBa JIMTOBCKOro — ciyxmioro 60SpcTsa U 3eMsHCT-
Ba, B3ABLIET0 Ha ce6s 0043aTeNbCTBO OXpaHbl pybexkel rocynapcTaa.
OYeBHIHO, YTO OCHOBHOM KOHTHHIEHT 3TOH WIIOAHOCTH» ObLT aBTO-
XTOHHBIM H HMeJl PAMYIO CBA3b C JOMOHTOJIECKHM TEPHOIOM.
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Igor Kondratiev (Chernihiv)
Old Rus Castle-Towns as Formation Centres
of Military Service Estates of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania

In the mid-14" century when Kiev land was annexed to the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania the state settled military service elements thus creating
a new social support. They were mostly castle towns of Kievan Rus which
became the centres of new estate origin, so-called service shlyahta, the bo-
yars and zemianstvo. A similar situation occurred in other countries of Me-
dieval Europe. In Poland, for example, the outskirts of ancient castle towns
known since the 11™-12™ centuries were the centres of minor service
shlyahta organization.

Analogy is found in the history of the Muscovite state where ancestral
land served as the main form of service land ownership. Ancestral lands
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reached its peak on the territories of once-independent princedoms of Mus-
covite state. Apparently, the delayed process of centralization of these terri-
tories made for the preservation of the most archaic forms of land owner-
ship.

The system of so-called “Ukrainian” castles — mostly former minor cen-
tres of Kievan princes — was of great importance. Russian defensive fortifi-
cations served the basis of this system, which consisted of three lines of
fortified castles. The first, the Northern one, spread along the Dnieper and
the Pripyat’ rivers (Lubech, Mozyr, Ovruch). The second one started from
the sources of the Ros’ and the Teterev rivers and went into the heart of the
country — Oster, Kiev, Zhytomyr; the third, the Southern one, started from
the lower reaches of the Dnieper and ascended to the Dnestr across the up-
per reaches of the Bug (Kanev, Cherkassy, Zvenygorod, Vynnytsa, Brat-
slav).

These castle towns belonged mostly to the Polesie territory where popu-
lation and economy had not suffered the drastic damage as a result of Mon-
gol invasion, according to the researchers. Archaeological evidence sug-
gests that some rural settlements existed until the 13®-14" centuries.

Researchers stated that the cross-border position of Kyivschina forced
the princes to keep significant reserves of horsed man-at-arms endowed
with land. The presence of such military service elements is confirmed by
archaeological artefacts such as armament and military equipment finds in
the rural areas.

Besides a few Russians the land was also settled by some Mongol invaders.
The captives from Mongol-Tatar Golden Horde settled near the castles, too. The
service shlyahta was supplied by impoverished Russian boyar families.

Thus, Russian castle towns of Kievan Rus were the formation centres of
military service estates of Grand Duchy of Lithuania, of the service class
boyars and zemianstvo that assumed the obligation to protect the state bor-
ders. This main cohort of such people was autochthonic and had a direct
reference to the Pre-Mongol period.

H.I'. Konosanoea (Mockea)

JABA HAIIPABJIEHHS] SKCITAHCHH PYCOB
B KOHTEKCTE BOCTOYHOEBPOIIEMCKOI'O
IOJIUTOI'EHE3A"

Hcnamckue aBropbl IX-X BB. (M6H Xopaanbex, H6H Pycre, 6H
Qannad, an-Mac‘ynu, anr-Hcraxpu, M6H Xaykan, «Xyaya ai-
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