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Introduction. It is no secret that cotton has been cultivated in Armenia since
ancient times'. Its cultivation was put on a commercial basis during the period of
annexation to Tsarist Russia. However, after the establishment of Soviet rule in Eastern
Armenia, it took on a more organized character, when the cultivated areas were used
relatively more intensively, and the cotton yield was higher. This was facilitated by the
tangible state support for agriculture (in particular, cotton growing).

Without solid state support, it is impossible to significantly develop agriculture
(in particular, cotton growing) in the conditions of external competition. This explains
the relevance of the research topic.

The purpose of the article is to show the experience and importance of cotton
cultivation and state support for this sector of agriculture in Armenia during the Soviet
era. The study emphasizes the need to solve the following research problems:

1. to study the state of cotton cultivation in Soviet Armenia,

2. to identify the obstacles to the development of cotton cultivation,

3. to show that cotton cultivation developed further during the Soviet years due
to state support.

Numerous studies on agriculture (in particular, cotton cultivation) in the Soviet
period emphasize the need for state support. The Armenian SSR's intentions regarding
the expansion of cotton fields irrigated with the water of the Araks River have been
presented. Armenian authors have mainly conducted historical and economic-
geographical studies. There are publications dedicated to cotton cultivation issues in the
materials of the consultations covering the work of the Main Cotton Committee approved
by the Central Committee of the Armenian SSR.

The problems of agriculture, in particular, cotton cultivation, have been reflected
in the reports of the Armenian SSR government for various years and in the five-year
plans for economic development.

Literature review. Certain scientific questions were raised and statistical
materials were presented regarding cotton growing (in particular, Yerevan province and
the Armenian SSR) by V 1. Eferev (pre-war situation, seed production works, and planned
economy perspectives), I.I. Moskvitanov (irrigated areas in Transcaucasia and intentions

1 Mikaelyan, M., Cotton production in Armenia (Before the establishment of the Soviet regime),
Current issues of socio-economic development in the Republic of Armenia, collection of

scientific articles, 2024, No. 1, pages 240-254
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to expand such areas in the Armenian SSR), A.S. Kiperman (in Transcaucasia, especially
in Armenia, on cotton-growing areas, and the role of the Main Cotton Committee (GBC)
and the Russian-Armenian State Cotton Company created on its initiative)?.

Referring to the development of cotton cultivation in Armenia, Kh. Avetisyan
presented the state of cotton cultivation in Armenia in the 19th century and the first
quarter of the 20th century. The author showed the dynamics of its development during
the mentioned period, commented on the factors hindering and contributing to the
decrease and increase in sown areas of cotton, presented the positive international
experience of the development of the sector, and made valuable conclusions?.

D.V. Ter-Avanesyan referred to cotton cultivation in the USSR, who, speaking
about the historical development of cotton cultivation, emphasized the importance of
this crop for the countries of the Transcaucasian region. He showed that it was most
widespread in Armenia. According to the author, after the revolution, the Soviet
government paid great attention to cotton cultivation. In this regard, he emphasized the
importance of the creation of the Main Cotton Committee for the development of cotton
cultivation (in particular, noting the creation of new cotton experimental fields and seed
stations). In Armenia, in 1923, compared to the previous year, the sown areas of this crop
increased (about 9 times). He also presented the indicators of cotton cultivation and
harvesting in the pre-war and post-war periods (until 1954).

Cotton cultivation was also studied from an economic geographical perspective
by Professor G. Avagyan. The author, depicting the general state of agriculture in Soviet
Armenia, singled out its individual branches and subbranches. In his research, he
addressed the sown areas of technical crops (including cotton), gross harvest, and yield
dynamics. The dynamics of the specific weight of the gross harvest of cotton in the total
volume of the USSR were also presented*.

Methodology. In the scope of the article, the following research methods were
implemented:

e scientific abstraction (the development of cotton farming was observed in a
separate process from the rest of the economic phenomena),

e analysis and comparison (the development of cotton farming was studied in
separate regions, considering the similar problems referring to individual regions, they
were spread over the whole, and vice versa),

2 Russian cotton. Russian cotton growing in the past and ways to its revival in the USSR, M.,
1923, p. 101

3 Avetisyan, K., The development of cotton production in Armenia in the 19th and early 20th
centuries, Materials on the history of agriculture and peasantry of Armenia, vol. 1, Yerevan
1964, pages 194-225

4 Avagyan, G., Agriculture of Soviet Armenia (economic and geographical study), Yerevan,

1970, 393 pages
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e logical (when noticing a discrepancy between the evaluations of the previous
researchers' study results or the presented indicators, logical reasoning was used as a basis
closest opinion or index),

e  historical (cotton cultivation and realization of the product presented in
historical sequence).

Analysis. In Soviet Armenia, cotton cultivation was more organized. In the USSR,
cotton was considered a strategic raw material. Due to this, the state paid great attention
to the cultivation of this crop. It is no coincidence that after the Sovietization of the
Russian Federation, the task was set to comprehensively support cotton cultivation and
cotton production in general. For this purpose, on November 1, 1921, the Main Cotton
Committee was created, the charter of which was approved in 1922, September 225. The
local GMCs of Turkmenistan, Azerbaijan, and Armenia were created. Its goal was to
restore and develop the cotton-growing areas that existed in the USSR before the
revolution. Initially, the committee was created as a state organization working on
economic calculations, with the monopoly right to purchase cotton and supply it to
textile factories. In 1921, 12 thousand dessiatines (a unit of measurement used during the
Soviet era) of cotton were planned to be sown in the Union Federation, but 5-6 thousand
dessiatines were sown, half of which was not cultivated due to locusts, drought, and
floods. Later (in 1922) only a thousand dessiatines were sown, of which 650 were in
Armenia and 350 in Azerbaijan. Then the exclusive right of the GMB was abolished®.
Thanks to the efforts of the Central Committee of the Armenian SSR, cotton plantings in
1925 increased sharply, reaching 14,666 dessiatines (Table 1)7.

The following year, there were unfavorable conditions for agriculture. Because
of them, the sowing of a significant part of the crops was reduced. The areas sown with
cotton were also not spared by unfavorable weather conditions. They were reduced by
3480 dessiatines (by 26.5%). However, the share of cotton in the total value of crop
production was more than Y4 (it was 25.86%).

The following year, there were unfavorable conditions for agriculture. Because
of them, the sowing of a significant part of the crops was reduced. The areas sown with
cotton were also not spared by unfavorable weather conditions. They were reduced by
3480 dessiatines (by 26.5%). However, the share of cotton in the total value of crop
production was more than Y4 (it was 25.86%).

5 Russian cotton. Russian cotton growing in the past and ways to its revival in the USSR, M.,
1923,p.9

6 Kiperman, A., Cotton growing in Transcaucasia, 33-36 p., in the book: Russian cotton. Russian
cotton growing in the past and ways to its revival in the USSR, M., 1923, 33-36 p.

7 Cotton contracting in 1931 (Decision 334 of the Council of People's Commissars of the USSR),

Yerevan 1931, page 5
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Table 1
The sown areas of horticulture crops in Armenian SSR (production volumes (in
bushels) and their values, by years) 8

1924/25 ‘ 1925/26 Total output Value of Total output
Sown areas Bushels % RUB %
1 | Winter 75616 76873 | 10558100 | 42.11 8.417.400 | 51.2
wheat
2 | Spring wheat | 141475 | 169098 _ _ — —
3 | Cotton 14666 | 11186 447000 | 1.79 4.089.959 | 24.9
4 | Tobacco 271 | 487 19800 0.08 162.600 1.0
5 | Oilseed crops 5282 | 4416 113900 | 0.45 170.900 1.1
6 | Potato 10308 | 7228 161800 | 16.6 1.373.400 8.4
7 | Vegetables 3880 | 3977 2220000 | 8.8 585.000 3.6
and melons
8 | Fodder crops 3035 2871 835.500 | 3.33 _ _
9 | Pastures 57825 | 69012 732.300 | 26.84 1.613.700 9.8
Total 312.358 | 345.154 | 25088400 | 100.0 16.412.959 | 100.0

The following year, there were unfavorable conditions for agriculture. Because
of them, the sowing of a significant part of the crops was reduced. The areas sown with
cotton were also not spared by unfavorable weather conditions. They were reduced by
3480 dessiatines (by 26.5%). However, the share of cotton in the total value of crop
production was more than Y4 (it was 25.86%).

By resolution No. 334 of the Council of People's Commissars of the ASSR of May
12, the task was set to collectivize at least 50% of farms in the regions engaged in cotton
cultivation by concluding a cotton contract. It was also a political task, the purpose of
which was to accelerate the collectivization of peasant farms. Such tasks were also set
before the republics of the USSR and all cotton organizations to facilitate the conclusion
of such contracts. The contract also set certain economic tasks (see Table 2).

Contracts were concluded not only with collective farms but also with individual
farms, as well as with wealthy kulak farms (3 to 7%). Moreover, the cotton yield for these
farms was set at 10% higher than the average yield in the village. The contract provided
for support for each ton of Indian cotton in the form of an advance payment: 62 r. 70
kopecks for collective farms, 48 r. 11 kopecks for individual farms®.

8 The table is based on "Materials of the Report of the Government of the Armenian SSR (March
1925-January 1927)", Table 1.

9 The advance payment was planned to be given in 3 installments: 20% before sowing, 30%
before the first tillage and cultivation, and 50% before the third tillage and cultivation, ibid.,
pages 8-9.
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The advance payment for cotton cultivation in arid lands was set at more than
50%. To stimulate labor productivity in cotton cultivation, the yield target for 1931 was
also lowered for the union republics engaged in the cultivation of this crop™.

Table 2
Cotton contracting in the republics of the USSR in 1931
Collective Individual economics | Not
economies irrigable
sowing
ha Planned | ha Planned ha
yield, yield,
kg/ha kg/ha
1. In Soviet Azerbaijan 95.200 816 97.300 | 786 1000
2. In Soviet Armenia 15.050 | 1.120 8.850 1.100 -
3. In Soviet Georgia 4.750 650 9.450 630 300
Total 115.000 | - 115.600 | - -

As the yield data show, the yield in Armenia (both in collective farms and in
individual farms) was incomparably higher than in Azerbaijan and Georgia.

In the 1930s, cotton was cultivated not only in the Ararat Valley but also in Vayk
and Meghri regions!'2.

In the Soviet years, to increase cotton cultivation and develop cotton farming,
farmers engaged in cotton cultivation were given loans, stable cotton purchase prices
were set, and an appropriate amount of grain was provided (3 bushels of wheat were
given for 1 bushel of cotton)13.

After World War I and until World War II, cotton plantings in the
Armenian SSR reached their maximum (15.3 ha in 1913, 18 thousand ha in 1937). This
was greatly facilitated by the construction of the Hoktemberyan and Artashat canals in
1930-1932'4.

10 In Azerbaijan, 4.4 centners per hectare should have become 8.5, in Armenia, 8.0 and 11.0
centners, respectively, in Georgia, 3.3 and 7.7 centners.

11 The table is based on the materials from "Cotton Contracts in 1931 (Decision No. 334 of the
Council of People's Commissars of the ASSR), page 5."

12 Some authors, driven by the "fever of fulfilling the party task" of increasing cotton planting
areas, also proposed sowing this crop in the Shirak region and the areas near Lake Sevan (in
the present-day Vardenis region), without taking into account the climatic conditions (see
G.E. Avagyan, Soviet Agriculture of Armenia, Yerevan, 1970, p. 155)

13 Avagyan, G., Agriculture of Soviet Armenia (economic and geographical study), Yerevan,
1970, 393 pages

14 Karchikyan, O., Rates of development and structural changes in agriculture of the Armenian
SSR, Er., 1968, p. 49
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During the war years, cotton crops sharply decreased. There were at least two
main reasons. First, cotton was mainly sold in Russia. And the railways by which it was
transported were under the control of Nazi Germany. Secondly, in those years, the
solution to the bread problem was more important for the population of the republic.
This was because a significant part of the cotton fields were allocated to the cultivation
of wheat.

After the end of the war, increasing the sown area of cotton again became
important in the USSR. By the joint resolution of the USSR Council of Ministers and the
Central Committee of the CPSU (b) "On the Harvest and Procurement of Agricultural
Products in 1950", the USSR Ministry of Cotton and the party and Soviet bodies involved
in cotton sowing set the task of ensuring a high cotton harvest and procurement in 1950.
For this purpose, the task was given to supervise the preparatory work for cotton sowing,
as well as irrigation, weeding, fertilization, harvesting, and crop transportation?.
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Figure 1. Cotton sown areas in the Armenian SSR, 1940-1967, thousand
hectares!®

15 Resolution of the Council of Ministers of the USSR and the Central Committee of the All-
Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) “On the Harvesting and Procurement of Agricultural
Products in 19507, Orlov, 1950, p.24-25.

16 The chart was constructed based on the materials of the statistical collections "National
Economy of the Armenian SSR. Statistical Collection, Er. 1957, p. 61" and "Agricultural
Economy of the Armenian SSR. Statistical Collection, Er. 1969, p. 40"
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A special task was given to improve the quality of the harvest. In particular, the
cotton raw material delivered to the state had to be of selected varieties!’.

Already in 1950, cotton sown areas in the Armenian SSR amounted to 17
thousand hectares, and in 1954 - 18.7 thousand hectares (see Figure 1). However, in
subsequent years, cotton-sown areas gradually decreased. There were objective and
subjective reasons for this.

In a market economy, the owner of the commodity is free to carry out economic
activities and decide what to produce, for whom to produce, what resources to use, in
what relationship, and where to obtain these resources.

In the case of a command system, the state decided where to organize production,
with what resources, to whom to sell, and at what price. The Soviet Union was a classic
example of a command system. That is why, before participating in World War II, it was
advisable to organize cotton cultivation not only in the republics of Central Asia, but also
in the Transcaucasus, as well as in some regions of Russia, Ukraine, and Moldova. The
goal was to satisfy the country's entire demand for cotton with domestic resources.

After the war, the Central Asian republics gradually increased the cotton sown
areas and yield, due to which the cost of producing 1 ton of cotton was lower than in the
other republics of the Transcaucasus. Under the conditions of unified procurement prices,
the subsequent cultivation of cotton in Armenia became economically inexpedient.

It is no coincidence that the resolution of the 24th Congress of the Communist
Party of Armenia adopted on March 4, 1966, did not present a task for cotton cultivation
for the five-year plan for 1966-197018.

No indicators on this were reflected in the report of the Statistical Department of
the Council of Ministers of the Armenian SSR “On the implementation of the State Plan
of the National Economy of the Armenian SSR for 1965”. However, cotton cultivation in
the coastal region of the Araks River would become expedient if there was certain state
support.

Scientific novelty. The cornerstones of the cotton cultivation improvement have
been identified during different periods of Armenian SSR history. It has been
substantiated that cotton cultivation in Armenia during the Soviet years played a certain
positive role in the economy of both the USSR and the Armenian SSR.

Conclusion. After World War I, the areas under cotton cultivation in Armenia
(within the borders of the Armenian SSR) sharply decreased. After the establishment of
the Soviet regime, the volumes of cultivation of this crop reached 18 thousand hectares
before World War II. State bodies played a positive role in this.

17 In the Union Republics of Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Azerbaijan, and Armenia, at
least 80 percent of the cotton procured under the state plan had to be of the 1st and 2nd types,
in Kyrgyzstan and Kazakhstan - 75 percent, and in the Union Republics of Russia, Ukraine,
and Moldova - 50 percent (ibid., p. 25).

18 Resolutions of the 24th Congress of the Communist Party of Armenia, Yerevan 1966.
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For objective reasons, the sown areas of cotton were sharply reduced during
World War II. After the end of the war, the increase in cotton acreage was again
important in the USSR. The study showed that the development of cotton cultivation
proceeded rapidly only under conditions of comprehensive state support. Already in
1950, cotton acreage in the Armenian SSR amounted to 17 thousand hectares, and in 1954
- 18.7 thousand hectares. After that, until 1967, the indicator steadily decreased. Since
1968, cotton cultivation in the Armenian SSR has been suspended. However, under
conditions of active state support, cotton cultivation in the coastal region of the Araks
River will become feasible.
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PUULUULLAR UTUUNRE3ARLL 2USUUSULARY
(hunphphuyht hppuwtinipjut wphlikpht)

UPLUSGL UPLUSGL3UL

Zudwnnuwghnp

Zknwgqnunipjut  wpphwwimpemnibp: . Upbbjut Zujwunwind
lunphpnujhtt Jupgbp hwuwnmwwnybinig hbwnn pudpuliine dowlnipniup wnwyby
Juquulbpydwsé punype Ypkg: Swipwwnwpwspubpp hwdbdwwnwpwup wybkh
htwnktuhynpku Ehtt ogunuugnpdynid, hull npw pEppuwnynipniup wykih pupdp kp:
Tt tyyuwunnmd Ep yhnmpjut Ynndhg hobgyusd nhptljnhy wnwewnpuupubpp
b gniquuntnbunipjut (Uwubtwynpuybu pudpwulugnpémipiu) tjundudp
whwnwlwb onpwthkh weowlgnipniup:

Unwlg whunwlut wewlgmpjuu hhdtwynp oSpwgph, wpunwpht
Upguljgnipjutt wuydwutbpnid gniquunbnbumpnitp huwnjuybu padpulju-
gnpénipjniip) twwyhbu qupqugub] httwpwynp sk Gpht bpplhgh Zwjwuwnwip
dtntwdntifu (huh pudpuljkunt dpwulnipjudp qpunyt), wyw whwp Ehwogh wnth
wju hwiquuwtpp: Upwiny b pugunpymd htnwgnuynn ptduwgh wpphwlw-
unipyniip:

ZElnmwgnunipjul bywwnwul |3 gnug | hunphpnwghte
dudwtwjuwhujwénid  Zujuwunnwinmd  pudpujiint  owljmpjut  ywhnwlut
wowlgnipjut thnpdt ni uplnpnipiniup:

Ipuihg kukm] nuumdbwuhpoipput Uke Juplnply b htnlywy jubghp-
ubkph (nddwt wuhpwdbynnipniup.

1. niunidtwuppl) janphpnyuyhtt Zwjwunwind pudpuljtunt pwlnipyjui
Up&ulyp,

2. qupql) pudpwljtunt Upuljmpjut qupqugdut §nduttpp,

3. gnyg ww), np pjunphpnyujhtt muphubphtt pudpulbinte Uowlnipmniup
wnwyt] qupqugl) £ yhnwljut wewljgnipjut oinphhy:
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Utpnpupwunipiniup: Unyt wpppwnwiph phpwugpnid oqunugnpdyby ku
hEwnwgnunipjut wnwuplju hwunhuwgnn ntnbuwlwb Eplnyputph ntuntduwuh-
poipjut Up pwpp Ukpnpubp: Uwubwynpuwbu  ghuwlwb  JEpugupljwi,
Jtpnidnipjut nt hwdwnpdwb, dwjwsnipjut nt wpnwsdwl, npudupwubuljub
b yuwndwljut dEpnnubpn:

Qhunwljub npoypp: Puguhwpngl) b ZUZ-nid viupplp dudwbwlw-
hwwnjuwsubpnud pudpuljtunt Uowlnipjut wpyniupubph pupbjuddut hhdtw-
Jut Ynduubpp:

8nujg E vipyty, np Zuyuwunwinud pudpujiunt dpwlnipniup unphpnuyghtu
wwphtbpht  npnowlh gpuiwb nkp b juunwpl; W BUZU-h, U 20UZ-H
ntnbkunipjut hwdwp: Ujt wnwbdtwy bu pupdp nbkdytpny £ wdk) btpyph hwdwp
Juplnp daudwbwuhwngusutpnid b whnwlubh wewlgnipyut yuydwbkpnud:

Uunugws hhdtwljumt wpnymibipubpp:  Znpduémd  wpwbdtwgyl] L
pudpulbine dywlnipyub bpkp opowl w/ dhish Bplypnpn wonuphwdwpnhb
wUZU-h dwubulgnipeniup, p/ hin yunbpuqljut opowtp, tpp Ynruwgului no
whunwlwt dwpdhtiubpp jpunhp G gphp wdbjugtl] pudpulbiune dowldwb
gupunwpwénipniiubpp b pupdpugubl] ngpu phppunynipnip, ¢/ twunpy
nuph 50-wjut pywluuttph EpYpnpn Yhup, Gpp Ynruwljguljui nt ghnwlut
dwpdhiubpp  Zujuunwtnud  pudpuljiint  dowlmpniip  hwdwpl; Gu ny
uyunnwljwhwpdwp Junplunpbing npuw thnjuupku qupquguby
huwunnnugnpénipiniup b yunniy-putpwbgwpbnbih wpnwnpnipiniup:

Puwitmh punkp: Pudpulbunt dowlnipinilt, ywhknwliwit wpwewnpuip,
whunwlwb wowlgnipintl, pippuwnynipinil, junphpnuyhtt oppwth pudpwljugnn-
dnipjut nuukbn:

XJIOITKOBO/ZICTBO B APMEHUU
(BO BpeMeHa COBETCKO# BIACTH)

MUKAEJI MUKAEJISTH

AnnHoTamud.

AxTryamsHOCTh HcciaemoBaHuA. [locie ycTaHOBIEHHA COBETCKOH BJIACTH B
BocrouHoit ApmeHuY BhIpalBaHUeE XJIONKA CTAlI0 Oosiee opraHu3oBaHHBIM. [loceBHbIE
IIJIOIAZY MCIIOIB30BAINCh OTHOCUTEIPHO MHTEHCHBHEE, a €T0 YPOKaWHOCTH OBLIA BBIIIE.
OTOMy CIIOCOGCTBOBAIHM AUPEKTUBHBIE 33JaHUA CO CTOPOHBI TOCYAApCTBA M OLLyTHMAas
TOCYJapCTBEHHAs MOAJEePKKa CeIbCKOr0o X03sicTBa (0cO6eHHO XxyIonKa). bes comupgnoit
IIPOTPaMMbI TOCYAAPCTBEHHOM IOIAEPKKU CEeIbCKOe X03AHCTBO (0COOEHHO XJIOKOBOE)
HE CMOXeT CymeCTBEHHO paSBHBaTLCSI B YCJIOBI/IHX BHEIHHeﬁ KOHKypeH]_[I/II/I. BTI/IM
OOBACHIETCA aKTYaJIbHOCTD UCCIIEAyEMOI TEMBI.
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Llens mccmenoBaHma MOKA3aTh OIBIT U 3HAUYEHHEe TOCYAapPCTBEHHOM MOAZePKKU
BBIPAIIMBAHIA XJIONKA B ADMEHHUH B COBETCKOE BpeMi.

Hcxomsa wm3 3TOro, B HCCIE€OBAHUM BbIeJIeHa HEOOXOZMMOCTh PpelIeHUS
CJIeyIOMMUX 3a7a4.

1. M3y4nTh COCTOSHUE XJIIOIIKOBOACTBA B COBETCKOI ApMeHUH,

2. BBIACHUTH NTPOOJIEMbI Pa3BUTHA XJIOIIKOBOJCTBA,

3. IMOKa3aTh, YTO B COBETCKHE IOl BRIPAIMBAHME XJIOTYATHUKA 6JIarOIIOIyIHO
Pa3BUBAJIOCH O1aTOZAPs TOCYLAPCTBEHHOM IO/ IePKKe.

Merogonorua. B xome paGoThl HCIHONB30BAICA PAJ METOZOB H3yUeHUA
SKOHOMUYECKHX fBJIeHUMH, ABIAIOMMXCA IIpeIMEeTOM HCCaefioBaHuA. B wacTHOCTH,
MeTOJpI HAay4YHOrO abCTparvpoBaHWA, aHANM3a M CUHTe3d, WHAYKIUH H JeIyKIHH,
JIOTHYeCKHe U UCTOPHIeCKHe METOZBI.

Hayunas HOBu3HA. BeIABIeHBI OCHOBHBIE TPUYMHEI YIYUIIeHH Pe3yIbTaTOB
BeIpamuBanusa xjaonka B Apmanckoit CCP B pazusle neprozps! Bpemenu. [lokasano, uTo
BBIpAlllMBaHHE XJIONKA B APMEHHMH B COBETCKHe TOJBI CBHIIPAJO OIpefieJIeHHYIO
oJIOKUTEeNBbHYI0 poib nad skoHoMuku Kak CCCP, tak u ACCP. Oco6eHHO BBICOKHMU
TEeMIIaMH{ OH POC B Ba)KHBIE [JI1 CTPaHBI IEPUOABl U B YCIOBUAX TOCYAAPCTBEHHOH
MO/ ZIEPXKKH.

ITorydensl ocHOBHBIE pe3yJbTaTEl. B craTbe BBIZENAIOTCA TpU Iepuoja
BBIPANBAHMA XJIOIKA!

a/ mo yuacrus CCCP Bo Bropoit MupoBoii BoiiHe,

6/ TOCIeBOEHHBIN IIEpHOZ, KOTJa IAapTHiHBIE U TOCYZAPCTBEHHbBIE OPTAHBI
IIOCTABIJIM 337IaYy yBeJWdYeHUd IIOMAZell BBIPAIIVMBAHUA XJIONMKA M IIOBBINIEHHS €To
YPOXalHOCTH,

¢/ Bropas momoBuHAa 50-X TOJOB IPOLIJIOrO CTOJNETHS, KOTJa INAapTHiiHBIE U
TOCYyJapCTBeHHBIE  OpraHbBl  CYMTAJIM  BEIpAllUBaHME XJIOINKA B  ApMeHHH
HelleJlecoOOpasHbIM, Jenasg YHNOp BMECTO 3TOTO Ha pasBUTHE BHHOTPAJapCTBA MU
ITPOM3BO/ICTBA GPYKTOB M OBOIIEH.

KimioueBsle cmoBa. BrIpamuBaHme XJIONKa, TOCYZapCTBEHHOe 3aflaHHe,
rOCyZlapCTBeHHAA TO/JEPKKa, YPOXKaHHOCTh, KJIACCHI XJIONKOCEIOMUX TIPeJIPUATUN B
COBETCKUM IIEPUO/,.
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COTTON PRODUCTION IN ARMENIA
(During the Soviet period)

MIKAYEL MIKAYELYAN

Abstract

Relevance of the study. After the establishment of Soviet rule in Eastern
Armenia, cotton production became more organized, when the cultivated areas were
used relatively more intensively, and its yield was higher. This was facilitated by
directives from the state and tangible state support for agriculture (especially cotton).

The purpose of the article is to show the experience and importance of state
support for cotton growing in Armenia during the Soviet era. Based on this, the study
highlights the need to solve the following research problems:

1. to study the state of cotton growing in Soviet Armenia,

2. to identify the problems of cotton growing development,

3. to show that in the Soviet years, cotton growing developed successfully thanks
to state support.

Methodology. In the scope of the article a number of methods were used to study
the research subject. In particular, the methods of scientific abstraction, analysis and
synthesis, induction and deduction, logical and historical.

Scientific novelty. The main reasons for improving the results of cotton
cultivation in Armenian SSR in different periods have been revealed. It has been shown
that the cultivation of cotton in Armenia during the Soviet years played a certain positive
role in the economy of both the USSR and the Armenian SSR. It grew at a particularly
high rate during important periods for the country and under conditions of state support.

Main findings. The article distinguishes three periods of cotton cultivation:

a/ before the participation of the USSR in the Second World War,

b/ the post-war period, when the party and state bodies set the problem of
increasing the cotton cultivation area and increasing its yield,

¢/ the second half of the 50s of the last century. Half, when the party and state
bodies considered the cultivation of cotton in Armenia inadvisable, emphasizing instead
the development of viticulture and the production of fruits and vegetables.

Keywords. cotton cultivation, state task, state support, yield, classes of cotton
production in the Soviet period.
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