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Ethno-cultural adaptation to . environment is most graphically
illustrated by such related cultural fields as subsistence economy and
settlement patterns. However, it is not easy to notice changes of adap-
tion because this is a slow process which may last for centuries;

it virtually coincides with the overall economic evolution, and
settlement patterns have a tendency to intensify and to involve
higher density of population.

However, in a number of cases the settlers involuntarily staged ex-
periments of sorts, when groups of them found themselves in a geogra-
phically alien environment and were obliged to work out within several
decades economic patterns and settlement systems suitable for the new
environment. This was usually encouraged by cultural contacts bctween‘l baceding
newcomers and 1nd1genous peoples and by borrowing cultivationvex~
periences of the latter. Therefore, ethnographic ‘studies of settlers and
their descendants must focus on the correlation between adaptive deve-
lopment of initial culture and cultural borrowings from indigeneous peop-
les. In order to solve this task we must make use of ethnic ecology, its
methods and data.

For this reason it is particularly interesting to analyse the tech-
niques of stock-breeding of the Russians in Eastern Transcaucasia and
those of indigenous peoples, including the Azerbaijanians, the Arme-
nians and the Tats. The analysis draws on the data collected by the
authorl in the villages of Chuhuryurt, Kirovka (formerly Maryevka), Khil-
milli, Astrakhanka, Ivanovka (southern slope of the Greater Caucasus i#
Shemakha and, in part, Ismailli districts); Slavyarka, Novo-Gorelovka,
Novo-Saratovka, Novo-Ivanovka (northern slope of the Lesser Caucasus in
Kedabek district).

These villages were founded in the 1840s-50s by the Russians who
were banished or voluntarily came to join their dissident sects, includ-
ing those of the Molokans, Dukhobors and Subbotniks. (In Transcaucasia,
the Molokans had a number of subdivisions.) Most of the Russian vil-
lages. in the region were originally multiconfessional, and at the end
of the 19th century Baptists appeared among them. However, sophisti-
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cated religious“Communities o Yconstituted a single whole, and vill-

ages were never devided into streets or sections on religious basis.
Most of the settlers came from the Central Chernozyom area of Russia
and middle Volga. A section of the settlers came from the Crimea to
which their ancestors had moved from the Central Chernozyom early in

the 19th century. o€ transkuman

In Russia peasants did not engage in nomadicYstock-breeding. Cat-
tle was kept within the limits of village subsistence area adjoining the
village. In 'summer, the cattle was grazing on village pastures and dri-
ven home every evening. In winter animals were stall-fede!;l"his techni=
que which is still used by small households is called“_"y“‘-“‘!f-based
stock breeding.

In Transcaucasia Russian settlers were confronted by very unusual
environment. The region is characterised by vast seasonal pastures (low-
lands in winter and highlands in summer) lying 50 to 200 km one from
another. The Kura-Araks lowland, dry in summer, was virtually uninha-
bited in the 19th century with the exception o 'Zerbaijanian settle-
ments scattered along river banks. In winter these semideserts and dry
steppes were used as grazing grounds for the cattle of seminomadic and
nomadic Azerbaijanian tribes (Padars, etc.). The foothills were used as
pastures by the mountaineers (Lezgins and other Daghestanians, Tats
and Armenians). Indigenous peoples engaged in nomadic and trans-
humant stock-breeding primarily constituted by sheep breeding.

Forests covered middle and lower slopes of the Greater and Lesser
Caucasus. This belt, especially its lower section which is favourable
for the cultivation of vines and other fruits, was the place where most
of the Azerbaijanian, Armenian and Tat villagc% were founded. Along
migration routes forests gra allx ?nway tovalpine meadows‘ and
mountain steppe¥springv: tumn pajs%ure"s‘ WHigher slopes (alpine and sub-
alpine belts) offered summer pastures and during many centuries of
their utilization the upper forest belt was considerably narrowed.

Before they were included into Russia, the khannates of Eastern
Transcaucasia granted privileges to Muslims, and Azerbaijanian no-
mads and seminomads had advantages in making use of pastures. Ho-
wever, tsarist government did not recognize their right to that land.
Pastures were monopolized by the government and animal breeders
were forced to pay rent. At first this policy did not change the techni-
ques of using land by indigenous peoples because upper slopes and
internal lowland areas could only be used as sedsonal pastures. Ho-
wever, state monopoly oMpastures and forests in that region made it
accessible to Russian dissidents.2
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Russian settlement in Transcaucasia had at least two distinctive
stages: (1) the period of trials and errors (1830s-40s) and (2) the pe-
riod when most of contemporary villages were established (1840s-50s).
This division is suggested by the history of above villages.

Initially, banished dissidents settled in places reserved for them
by local authorities (Slavyanka, Kisil-Kushlag, Topchi), but later on
people were allowed to settle in other areas (some of Kisil-Kishlag re-

sidents, for example, moved to Topchi). There was a tendency to ° scttbe

i z};;%l‘{,s%fo the f? thills at the first stage (Slavyanka is an excep-
tion)¥Winter pastures‘were given to the Russians for settlement be-
cause they were considered to he ‘ﬁ‘tsfavourable for cultivation (warm
climate, watetyand fertile soil and quite large and flat land plots). Land
was primarily valued for its convenience for farming and gardening. In
the same period and virtually under the same conditions settlements ap-
peared in the southernmost areas of the Mugan Steppe, for example, Pri-

shib, Privolnoye. However, outside southern areas of Mugan, the admi-
nistrative settlement was unsuccessful. Above villages, with the ex-

ception of Slavyanka, did not last more than a decade. In the foothills Russicw

settlers failed to sustain unfavourable conditions (malaria, polluted
drinking water and heat in summer) for tl_bzir 'ggnitzy‘ aad &i(e experien=
ces were not adapted to new conditions. ¢ Armeniansand Azerbaija-
nians weae well adapted to that environment.) At first,
the economic activity of settlers was not very successful either.

Nearby mountain slopes with more cowseseent natural conditions
attracted the settlers and encouraged the begginning of the second stage
of Russian settlement in Transcaucasia. Settlers from foothills and other
unfavourable areas sent delegates to investigate land plots offered by
the government. These lands were mainly located in middle slopes (700
to 1600 m above sea level). Most often they chose the upper and less
inhabited belt of middle slopes. Delegates saw two basic advantages
of new lands: a favourable environment (moderate summer, lack of ma-
laria, fresh drinking water); and habitual economic conditions (dry
farm lands, nearby pastures, and forests, which could provide them
with firewood and timber for building). Russian villages (Chuhuryurt,
Khilmilli, Novo-Ivanovka and Novo-Saratovka) usiially sprang up on a
plateau-like rolling land high above sea level. New settlers from Rus-
sia aware of the experience of earlier settlers tried to settle in the
arcas with Russian villages (Novo-Gorelovka and Maryevka). However,
erros were also committed at this stagecﬁrég”so settlements were moved
to more favourable places within the samevierritory (Ivanovka, Novo-
Gorelovka, Khilmilli, Novo-Saratovka).
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However, middle slopes were Mmfortable for the Russians
either. Cold climate, rocky soil and 'scanty areas of flat farm-
ing land obstructed agricultural development. Farmland shortages be-
came expecially strong in the beginning of the 20th century, when mi-
gration and natural growth considerably increasedﬂle' density of po-
pulation whithin a limited land area-yfhere were‘m 2 and infertile
lands, unfavourable for ploughing, but good for ‘summer grazing. Wood-
cutting, erosion on the ploughed slopes and, hence, disruption of crop
rotation gradually increased the area of pastures and encouraged fur-
ther development of stock-breeding.

Sulsivremce areas of Russian villages on middle mountain slopes of
Eastern Caucasus were quite large and many pastures in the peripheral
areas did not have road communications with host villages. Remote
Pastures (from four to eight ki(l&m%‘t)rgsdazvix f)rf)m the village) were used
in summer to graze young animalSvassembled in one or two herds. Herd-
smen spent night by a fire, slept on"burkas” and sometimes built huts;
they took turns once a week discending to the village (to have a bath
or get food). However, dairy cattle, draught animals and horses were
grazing outside villages and were put in a stall for the night. In winter
all animals were put to 'stalls (Khilmilli, Novo-Ivanovka). The same te-
chniques were sometimes used in steppe areas of Russia, especially
in Yast (ossack region ‘g'r‘zllvzu; Lareas .ien these regions were always
limited to communal Pa’g’&ra—dn - ﬁc't'uﬁ‘lty”‘s, tock-breeding - was vil-
lage-based. Changes of settlement patterns did not occur there either.

Slavyanka and Novo-Saratovka suggest a unique economic and sett-
lement patterns. In summer, dairy_ar}‘g‘dl;?péht‘,animals were grazing on N?uﬂ‘/y
pastures and in winter they were pul to. /while well-to-do fami-

e oleved lies (abO}lt one-thi‘r’d of the village) usually kept young € ¢¢/€¢ and

LLL&L"S‘EEE;)—:T&khutoroks (small farms) on the peripllery of cg'mmunal lands
(four to 'six kilometre's away from villages). A khutorok is always a re-
mote structure with a living accommodation and a facility for u¢aa€s,
In winter, elder sons changed each other there once a week and often
visited their village. A"khutorok was alWays located close to a”prigrev”
(southern slope) havi1|‘1g A pasture and rich heyfields. Middle slopes in
Transcaucasia diff‘e‘f\‘x"ﬁi[%rms of solar energy &« aﬁbw-«,’.:‘, Fhe

r; ” 3 0 ‘\\
(" ﬂ’gtr‘fm peace - Keburoe ;é’f/,mq. 2x posed’ g Yy Therefore,
y [ o N s
snow on prigrevs usually does not lie for more than two days. For this
reason, peasants grazed sheep on meadows dur-

ing all winter, while cattle was put to stalls and grazed only occasio-
nally. During a warm season khutoroks ‘were deserted and pastures and
heyfields were conserved.
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In this case stock-breeding was always limited to communal lands
and was virtually village-based; yet it involved more sophisticated sett-
lement patterns with seasonal economic bases outside villages.

Molokans of the Shemakha area lived close to lowlands (40 to
120 km off it). For this reason in the second half of the 19th century
Astrakhagka, Mary;evka and Chuhuryurt were making use of winter pas-
tures, or kishlags near the Kura River; certain areas belonged to pea-~
sant communities, while other lands were traditionally leased. Horse-
driv’?n wagons were used for communication between village's and kish-
lags. The journey lasted for a day or two but in winter there was no com-
munication.

In summer animals in these villages were grazed in the same man-
ner as in Khilmilli or Novo-Ilvanovka. In winter, only dairy and draught
animals were pu't, to stf’llls_Z while young cattle grazed on lowlands. Eve-
ry village had a khutor of khatenkas (small huts) or roofed accommoda-
tions; close to the huts were”baze's: or open enclosures with a shed and
a wall at one end. At night cattle were put to a"baz;’ and during day-
time animals were assembled together and grazed in turns by their ow-
ners. Winter pastures were used by every second or third family, which
had many animals. Such families of several generations appointed one
or two men, sometimes a spousal couple, to pasture animals during win-
ter on lowlands.

The evolution of stock-breeding in Ivanovka is of particular in-
terest. Village herds of young ¢y #t€e were grazing high in the moun-
tains during summer, 25 to 30 kilomentres away from the village. These
village pastures were called"yailag’f lln winter most of the herd was dri-
ven to remote winterpastures called kishl g"located onlowlands at a
distance of 25 to 30 kilometres away from \‘/illage . Thus, most of the
cattle was kept on grazing lands and only in spring and summer cattle
was driven closer tg(gillage o

In addition, some richer peasants in Ivanovka and Slavvyanka, by
the end of the 19th century, opted for cash sheep breeding. For this,
every year they leased alpine lands in summer atd lowlands in winter
from aborigines or the government. The sheep were catered for by hired
Azerbaijanian shepherds, but each flock was always accompanied by
young men of the owner's family.

Thus, subsistence area of each community was constituted by the

"main area adjacent to a village on the middle-sloped forested belt and

pasturelands on a half-desert half-steppe lowlands or,in a number of
cases, alpine meadows. The settlement pattern had also changed consi-
derably, for in winter a sectionof able-bodied population (very small

5




however) spent much time outside villages on seasonal bazes. «vyﬂt’a'i
distance from villages and basic differences of natural conditions be-

tween winter and summer pastures make it possible to consider such
stock-breeding as seasonal - i, fkamsﬁfmwvce_

Such factors as migration, subsistence areas constituted by land
plot§ lying at var%ous 'wertically spread landscal%cbglts, seasonal eco-
nomic bazes outside villages and often out‘sié%?ﬁfbis‘rstence areas, and
milking of sheep characterize the economic and cultural type of moun-
tain farmers and herdsmen, who practised seasonal migration
of animals and men to remote pastures. Thus, the culture of Russian
peasants in Transcaucasia quite quickly acquired basically new ele-
ments, which, however, were virtually identical to those of settled highlan-
ders. (Yet, in other spheres of economy and material culture, the Rus-
sians failed to develop techniques similar to those of the Caucasians.)

Above similarities, it seems, cannot only be explained by direct
borrowings. First, material attributes of pasturalism (temporary and
seasonal dwellings of herdsmen, enclosures and sheds for animals,
stock-breeding implements and fodder, and earmark‘s)are very different
for the Russians, the Armenians, the Tats and the Daghestanians . Se-
cond, the Russians virtually could not borrow the techniques of transhu-
mant mountain stock-breeding from indigeneous peoples, because no-
madic and seminomadic Azerbaijanian‘é traditionally controlled all sea-
sonal pastures and thus limited the chances of other peoples for the
extensive stock-breeding. Moreover, the nomads were traditionally re-
garded as the best shepherds and that is why the Russians and the Ar-
menians hired Azerbaijanian shepherds.

There is no ground to believe that the Russians directly borrowed
the patterns for stock-breeding from nomadic and seminomadic Azer~
baijanians. Apart from other distinctions settlers did not borrow noma-
dic adaptation models requiring seasonal migrations of entire families
of stock-breeders, including dependents (children and elderly people).
However, only a small section of the Rus‘s'}gr}‘s‘ w‘_e‘xg teo ﬁsglgtegq‘s‘tg‘l"s‘s..
Most of the members of extended family 1v€g‘"l'6§Fm'é?v
as the impact of transhumance on the family and 'social structure of pea-

sant communties is concerned, it resembles seasonal occupations of
, many ussians (cnaffsmen, wicdcutters, evc) fuom peesest commun s
Ll 1:§ﬁ‘ya,°in contrast to native stock-breeders of the Caucasus who
mostly engaged in sheep breeding, the Russians continued to raise ba-
sically cattle and began to movE%o remote seasonal pastures. This cir-
cumstance runs counter to the idea of direct assimilation by the sett-

lers of practices of indigenous peoples.
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Apparently, stock-breeding patterns new for the Russians, includ-
ing seasonal migrations, took shape under the influence of winter low-

land pasturing or pasturing on southern slopes. This may be borrowed dinecity

from their neighbours, nomadic and seminomadic Azerbaijanians, or by
hiring nomads as herdsmen who had no animals of their own. The transi-
tion to winter pasturing and transhumance occurred inless than 40 years.
Thus in the beginning of the 1880s Ivanovka and the villages of the She-
makha area made use of winter pastures along the Kura river on a regu-
lar basis.3

Thus, the Russian settlers confronted by new environment of eas-
tern Transcaucasia developed a number of specific cultural elements

(M stock-breeding- by making use of new natural resources (winter pas-

tures) and creating new socio-cultural mechanisms for their exploita-
tion (stock-breeding patterns). The latter, however, corresponded to
the basic model of Russian culture (settled way of life of cattle-breed-
ing households).
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