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Introduction. Cotton cultivation has been practiced in Armenia since ancient times.
According to academician B. Arakelyan, in the development of the productive forces of
the country in the 9th-11th centuries, "...cotton cultivation played a major role". It is
difficult to say when that culture entered Armenia, however, it is mentioned in the
Armenian geography of the 7th century, where it is said about Paytakaran province:
"May the cotton be poor and the barley grow itself’!.

Cotton cultivation was put on a more organized commercial basis during the period
of Tsarist Russian rule and after the establishment of the Soviet regime in Eastern
Armenia.

Studies show that in the Caucasus, particularly in Armenia, cotton production (as
well as the entire agricultural economy) in the 19th and 20th centuries, with some
interruptions (during the rule of Tsarist Russia), was under state patronage. In part, this
stimulated the economic operators engaged in cotton cultivation.

Cotton cultivation was more organized during the years of the USSR, when
relatively small areas were used more intensively, and cotton yields were higher. This
was facilitated by the tangible agriculture state support (especially cotton).

Without a solid program of state support, it is not possible to significantly develop
agriculture (especially cotton) in the conditions of evergrowing external competition.
This explains the relevance of the research topic.

The purpose of the study is to present the evolution of cotton cultivation in
Armenia and the importance of state support for this agriculture sub-sector. The study
highlights the need to solve the following research problems:

1. find out the prevalence of cotton cultivation in Armenia since ancient times,

2. study the problems of the development of cotton cultivation,

3. study the peculiarities and features of cotton cultivation in Armenia under the rule of Persia
and Tsarist Russia,

4. highlight that cotton cultivation was most developed during the period when the state
supported this sector of agriculture.

There are many studies dedicated to cotton cultivation in Armenia. However, they
mainly refer to the period of Tsarist Russia. In those studies, the emphasis is placed on
solving the problems of supporting the sector for trade purposes, as well as on cotton
cultivation, changes in sowing areas and yields, technical requirements for irrigation,

! Arakelyan Babken, Cities and Crafts in Armenia in the IX-XIIT Centuries, Armenian SSR GA Publishing
House. Yer., 1958, pages 45
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and cotton sales prices. In the Soviet period, the importance of state support for
agriculture was also emphasized. Studies have been carried out on the elimination of the
consequences of the sharp decline in cotton cultivation areas as a result of World War 1.
Armenian authors mainly performed historical and geographic-economic studies.

Literature review. In the study of I. Chopin, there is a historical review of the
geography, fauna, and flora of Historic Armenia and the ethnic composition, religion,
historical and cultural values, crafts, of the population, as well as about economy,
financial and tax system, etc. In particular, information related to cotton sowing,
processing, harvesting, sales, and paid taxes in the "mahals" (regions) of Yerevan,
Nakhichevan, Etchmiadzin, and Ordubadi was presented’.

Petrovich P. studied the cultivation of cotton in the Caucasus based on the data of
Yerevan, Yelizavetpol, Baku, Tiflis, and Kutaisi, and briefly presented cotton farming
from the Persian rule to 1912. He presented the dynamics of the development of
cultivated areas in Nakhichevan, Surmalu, Sharur-Daralagyaz, Yerevan, and
Etchmiadzin regions of Yerevan province, the reasons for their decrease, the number of
seeds sown per unit and cotton harvest, irrigation (at times), water sufficiency, the
wages of workers according to gender and age composition, as well as the sales prices of
seeds and cotton, and sales volumes.

The agronomist N.P. Taratinov considered the issues of the development of
horticulture in the Caucasus, highlighting the need for a complex approach? and state
support®. S.N. Timofeev observed the planned development of the experimental work in
agriculture (including cotton), direct agricultural assistance to the population, etc*.

Certain scientific questions about cotton production (in particular, Yerevan
province) were discussed and statistical materials were presented by V.I. Eferev (the
state of the art during the pre-war period and planned economy), A.S. Kiperman (cotton
farming in Caucasues), N.I. Moskvitinov (irrigation issues) and others. Professor H.
Tumanyan discussed cotton farming from the point of view of the emergence of large
producers as a result of the formation of church-dominorial economies.

Kh. Avetisyan made an interesting study on the development of cotton cultivation
in Armenia, presenting 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 the
development of the cotton industry during the mentioned period, commented on the
factors hindering and contributing to the decrease and growth of cotton crops,

! Historical monument to the state of the Armenian region during the era of its annexation to the Russian
Empire, St. Petersburg, 1852, 1232 pp.

2 Taratynov N.P., Brief instructions on the cultivation of American cotton in Transcaucasia, Tiflis, 1898, 14
p-

3 Taratynov N., On the issue of the development of cotton growing in Transcaucasia, Tiflis, 1912, 17 p.

4 Reports of the agricultural inspector in the Caucasus S.N. Timofeev. Meeting on the development and
unification of agricultural activities in the Caucasus Tiflis, 1913, 49 p.
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presented the international positive experience of the development of the sector, and
made valuable conclusions!.

Professor M. Adonts had also done some research on the cotton farming of Armenia
in the second half of the 19th century and the first decade of the 20th century. He gave
certain information and comments regarding the cotton sowing areas of Yerevan
province (by individual regions) the obtained harvest and their sales prices?.

Professor G. Avagyan also touched on cotton farming from an economic-geographic
point of view?.

Methodology. In the scope of the research, the following research methods were
implemented: scientific abstraction (the development of cotton farming was observed in
a separate process from the rest of the economic phenomena), analysis and comparison
(the development of cotton farming was studied in separate regions, considering the
similar problems referring individual regions, they were spread over the whole, and vice
versa), 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) and historical (cotton cultivation and realization of the
product presented in historical sequence).

Analysis. According to H. Tumanyan, one of the important consequences of the
evolution of land ownership in the 10th-12th centuries was that "the ecclesiastical-
manorial economy developed quite quickly... Monasteries, churches, the high clergy,
and a smaller number of secular feudal lords became organizers of the economy...
Horticulture and the cultivation of technical crops were largely developed in monastic
and manorial economies... The most common of the technical crops was cotton, which
was cultivated mainly in the Ararat Valley*.

Other historians mention cotton cultivation in their works (17th century), which
once again confirms its presence and role in the economy of historic Armenia°.

According to I. Chopin, cotton cultivation was the next important profitable
activity in agriculture in the Yerevan province after the cultivation of grain and flax.

During the Persian rule, the cotton mill was mainly intended to meet local needs.
At the same time, taxes were paid to Persian authorities on cotton®.

! Avetisyan K.A., The development of cotton industry in Armenia in the 19th century and the beginning of
the 20th century, Materials of the history of agriculture and peasantry of Armenia, vol. 1, Yer. 1964,
pages 194-225)

2 Adonts M.H., The national economy of Armenia and the Armenian economic thought at the beginning of
the 20th century, Yerevan, 1968, 494 pages.

3 Avagyan G.E., Agriculture of Soviet Armenia (economic-geographic study), Yer., 1970, page 391.

4 Tumanyan H.E., History of the economic development of Armenia, Yer. 1960, page 116:

> Materials of the history of the Armenian people, book 7, Small chronicles XIII-XVIII centuries, vol. 2,
compiled by VA Hakoghbyan, Yerevan, 1956, p. 551.

¢ Chopin I., Historical monument to the state of the Armenian region during the era of its annexation to the
Russian Empire, St. Petersburg, 1852, 1232 pp.
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According to Chopin on average 1490 tons of cotton crop was produced annually,
which is in line with data provided by the H. Tumanyan.

During the Persian rule, about 7.5 thousand acres of land were used for cotton
cultivation in the Ararat Valley, and the total harvest did not exceed 1500 tons. Cotton
was mostly cultivated by rich farms and the entire crop was sold to the Sardar.
However, this does not mean that individual farmers did not cultivate cotton. Every
year in the Yerevan province, peasants were obliged to pay a cotton tax to the Sardar
along with other types of taxes. During the Tsarist Russian rule, Armenian peasants had
no such duty to pay taxes with cotton. Not only the cotton sown areas but also the home
weaving industry was reduced during this period.!:

Cotton cultivation in the Yerevan province was revived to some extent in the 40s of
the 19th century when new seed material of cotton was brought from America and
Egypt with the efforts of Prince Vorontsov, the viceroy of Tsarist Russia in the
Caucasus. With the latter's intervention, customs duties on goods imported from
European countries and operating before 1846 (including cotton seeds) were
significantly reduced?.

The mentioned measures were not of significant importance for the development of
cotton cultivation in Yerevan province. First, the new preferential import tariff did not
last long. The special commission created in St. Petersburg to establish a new customs
tariff for Imperial Russia and the Kingdom of Poland also revised the preferential
customs tariff established for the Caucasus. The new tariff was put into effect from
January 1, 18513. Second, it took some time and experience to grow American seeds
under the conditions of Armenia. There were no suitable agricultural specialists in the
place. The agronomic characteristics of these seeds under local conditions were not
taken into account.

However, there was some resurgence in cotton farming. In addition to meeting
local needs, in 1851 and 1852, respectively 50704 and 66625 rubles worth of cotton
were sent to Turkey from the Yerevan and Nakhichevan regions through the
Alexandropol railway. The exported cotton was produced entirely in the Yerevan and
Nakhichevan regions*.

P. Petrovich, based on I.S. Khatisov's data, noted: "...at the end of the 1850s, 36-40
thousand bushels of cotton were produced in the Caucasus (75-85% of which were
produced in Yerevan province)®.

! Petrovich P., Cotton growing in Transcaucasia (According to the questionnaire of 1912), Tiflis, 1912., page 8.

2 Caucasian calendar for 1855, Tiflis. 1852, p. 412-413.

3 Even though the preferential tariff was significantly low before its imposition, it remained high for
importers, due to which the smuggling rate was high.:

4 Caucasian calendar for 1854, Tiflis, p.521.
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After the Caucasus came under the control of the Russian Empire, cotton
cultivation did not record significant development in the region. Only in the 60s of the
20th century, due to the global shortage of cotton (the supply of cotton from the USA to
Europe was stopped due to the civil wars of the North and the South in the USA), the
export of cotton from the Caucasus increased dramatically. In Yerevan province, it
reached 600,000 bushels. Cotton was exported from the Caucasus to Constantinople and
Marseilles. The price of cotton in Yerevan province reached 20 or more Russian rubles!.

After the end of the four-year civil war in America, European countries resumed
importing cotton from the American continent in 1866-1867 (it was cheaper and of
better quality, so apparently had had a competitive advantage). As a result, in the
Caucasus and in particular, in Yerevan Province, the production of cotton was gradually
reduced, and cotton cultivation experienced a decline. According to P. Petrovich, in the
course of 10 years after the second half of the 70s of the 19th century, the cotton sown
areas in the Yerevan province were reduced so much that they reached volumes under
Persian rule in the first decade of the 19th century.

Thus, 5-6 years of developing cotton cultivation in Yerevan province was followed
by more than 10 years of decline, as a result of which not only the cotton processing
entities suffered significant losses, but also the farms engaged in cotton cultivation.
Therefore, new incentives were needed for further development.

Russian textile industry companies (Nikolsky, Big-Yaroslavl, Moscow trade-
industrial, and Lodz manufacturing companies) acted as main cotton buyers in the
Caucasus in the 80s. Those companies distributed high-quality American cotton seeds to
cotton producers and brought cotton-ginning equipment and hydraulic presses from
America.

Cotton cultivation in Yerevan province began to grow at the fastest pace since
1885, when various commercial firms were established here, which provided cotton
growers with American seeds for free, on the condition that the entire crop was
purchased from them. Already in 1890, 26,065 acres of land were allocated for cotton
cultivation in Yerevan province (except for Alexandropol and Nor Bayazet regions,
where the conditions for cotton cultivation were not favorable), and 506,350 bushels of
cotton were obtained with a value of 3,215,245 rubles (in 1881, 42,828 bushels were
obtained)2:

! Kiperman A.S., Cotton growing in Transcaucasia, 33-36 pp., in the book: Russian cotton growing in the
past and the path to its revival in the USSR, M., 1923, p.101.
2 Memorial book of the Erivan province for 1892, Erivan, p. 174.
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Figure 1. The cotton production volumes in Yerevan province (bushel), 1880-1889!

According to V. Taratinov, the quality of Yerevan cotton has significantly improved
over the last 2-3 years, and local cotton was also sold for 6-7 rubles. According to the
author, the main positive influencing factor in increasing the yield was the cotton seeds
brought from the northern part of the USA, corresponding to the Caucasian climatic
conditions?.

V. Taratinov, studying the results of the localization of American cotton seeds in
Central Asia, refuted the idea that these seeds were gradually losing their positive
qualities. Moreover, according to the owners of cotton processing factories in Moscow
and Lodz, Yerevan cotton was superior to American cotton because it was easy to clean
from all kinds of excesses, and it was much more elastic, which significantly reduced the
costs of the factories. The author concludes that thanks to the increase in the reputation
of Yerevan cotton and the increase in demand, cotton cultivation gradually became
widespread in Gandzak and Baku provinces (before that, cotton cultivation was carried
out only to meet local needs).:

The patronage policy of the Tsarist Russian government significantly contributed to
the development of cotton cultivation in the region, thanks to which the price of cotton
in the domestic market increased significantly. According to the law, adopted in 1879, a
customs tax of 40 coins (in gold) was set for each bushel of imported cotton. Already in
1891 1 ruble and 20 coins were charged for each bushel of imported cotton. In Yerevan
province, an attempt was made to put the development of cotton farming on a scientific
basis. According to N. Taratinov, the first experimental cotton fields were established in
Yerevan province in 1889 and 1890. According to the author, it had a dual purpose in

! The Figure was composed by the author according to the data of “Petrovich P., Cotton growing in
Transcaucasia (According to the questionnaire of 1912), Tiflis, 1912. 146 p.” paper.

2 Taratynov N., On the issue of the development of cotton growing in Transcaucasia, Tiflis, 1912, 17 p. 903

3 Same place p. 907.
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the Caucasus: 1) to develop and spread cotton cultivation in regions where it was not
cultivated or had little demand, and 2) the demonstration fields were to improve the
qualities of the cotton crop, as well as to put its cultivation on the right track'. For that
purpose N. Taratinov developed a guide for cotton farmers in Andrkovkas, promoting
the cultivation of this crop with American seed. It covered selection of planting site, soil
quality and cultivation, seed quality, sowing, irrigation, plant care, proper selection of
pruning time, selection of seeds from harvested crop, protection from wind and weeds,
cotton harvesting and sorting, storage, and drying, according to the normative
requirements?.

Subsequently, as a result of the decline in demand for cotton exported from Russia
and the decrease in the price of cotton, cotton acreage was gradually reduced. For
example, in the entire Yerevan province in 1908, despite the increase in the harvest
time compared to the previous year, the sown area decreased from 24131 acres in 1907
to 18050 acres. In particular, in the Sharur-Daralagyaz region, the cultivation of the
local variety of cotton (Karakoza) was completely stopped, the remaining 2300 acres
were used only for the cultivation of the American variety (Table 1). As a result of the
significant decrease in the cotton demand, the selling prices of cotton also decreased (in
1908, one bushel of American-type cotton was sold for 9-10 rubles, local for 7-7.5
rubles)3.

Table 1
Cotton sown areas and cotton harvest in Yerevan province according to cotton varieties, 19084

The regions of Sown areas, |Total harvest, According to their variety
Yerevan province acres bushels American Local (Karakoza)

1 |Yerevan 4877 128360 105120 23240

2 |Ejmiatsin 4990 55300 54980 320

3 |Surmalu 3950 107325 81975 25350

4 |Sharur-Daralagyaz 2300 55200 55200 _

5 |Nakhidjevan 1933 34800 34800 _

Total 18050 380985 332075 48910

The reduction of cotton acreage could not go unnoticed by the Tsarist government.
The main suppliers of raw materials for the Russian textile industry were the cotton
growers of Turkmenistan and Caucasus. This explains the fact that cotton experimental
fields had significantly increased in the Caucasus since then, and the training and
instruction of cotton farmers had become important. In the next 3 years, the cotton

! Adonts M.H., The national economy of Armenia and the Armenian economic thought at the beginning of
the 20th century, Yerevan, 1968, 494 pages.

2 Taratynov N.P., Brief instructions on the cultivation of American cotton in Transcaucasia, Tiflis, 1898, 14 p.

3 Memorial book of the Erivan province for 1910, Erivan provincial stat. committee, 1910, 4-5.

4 The Table was composed by the author according to the data of “Memorial book of the Erivan province for
1910” pages 4 and 5.
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sown areas also increased, especially in the years 1909-1911 - 2.5 times. (Table 2, Figure
2).

140000
120000 +~
100000 B
goo00 B
50000 + H 1909
B 1910
40000 +
1911
20000 I B
0 ‘ —-l i ——
2
g8 E a
- 2= v = 4 B

Figure 2. The dynamics of cotton sown areas in Caucasus provinces, 1909-1911!

In all provinces of the Caucasus, cotton sown areas increased significantly from
1909-1911. The growth rates were particularly high in Tiflis (9.6 times), Baku (4.2
times), and Elizavetpol (3.75 times) provinces (see Table 2).

Due to the extremely high growth rate in three years, for the first time in history,
cotton sown areas in the Elizavetpol region were more than the cotton areas of Yerevan
province. This allowed the share of Elizavetpol province in the total cultivated areas to
become 42.6% in 1911 instead of 28.3% in 1909. Although during the same period, the
cotton sown area of Yerevan province increased by 11,400 acres, its share in the total
decreased (instead of 57.8%, it became 32.3%). In the same period, the sown areas of
Baku province also had a high rate of growth (4.21 times). This allowed the share of that
province to increase from 11.2% to 18.8%.

! The Figure was composed by the author according to the data of “Petrovich P., Cotton growing in
Transcaucasia (According to the questionnaire of 1912), Tiflis, 1912. 146 p.” paper.
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Table 2
Changes in the cotton sown areas in the Caucasus by provinces, in acres, 1909-1911 !

N Years

1 | Yerevan 29000 35500 40400 39.3
2 | Elizavetpol 14200 26600 53300 275.3
3 | Baku 5600 12200 23600 321.4
4 | Tiflis 520 1600 5000 861.5
5 | Kutayis 850 1900 2750 223.5
Total 50170 77800 | 125050 149.3

During the consultation on the development and unification of agricultural
measures in the Caucasus, Timofeev considered cotton farming to be one of the most
important branches of agriculture in the Caucasus (along with animal husbandry and
viticulture). Due to this, to directly help the population, it is planned to appoint
instructors in Erivan and Tiflis provinces - one each, Elizavetpol and Baku provinces -
three each. The task was set to increase the experimental fields of cotton in Yerevan
province and the eastern part of Elizavetpol province. Cotton seed improvement, disease
treatment, and pest control were highlighted?

Providing good seeds to cotton growers was emphasized at the Yerevan province
agricultural conference held on March 24, 1914. In particular, the American "King" seed
is most suitable for the province's climatic conditions. However, seeds of this type are
brought from Fergana (Turkmenistan), the price of which (including logistic expenses)
in the province is several times higher than the prices of local seeds. In addition, cotton
growers in the province sell cotton in clean condition (without seeds). Cotton growers
keep some of the separated seeds as planting material, sell some, and use the rest as
fodder or fertilizer. This is the main reason why cotton farmers prefer to use local seeds
(10-15 bushels per land unit) rather than buying American seeds at several times higher
prices3.

Thus, to improve the results of cotton cultivation in Yerevan province (as well as in
the entire Caucasus region), the state has simultaneously emphasized the need to use
appropriate, high-quality seeds and the expansion of test fields and their equipment.

Scientific novelty: Considering the cultivation of cotton in Armenia on a historical
basis, its characteristics before Persian rule, during the reign of Persia and Tsarist Russia,

! The Table was composed by the author according to the data of “Petrovich P., Cotton growing in
Transcaucasia (According to the questionnaire of 1912), Tiflis, 1912. 146 p.” paper.

2Reports of the agricultural inspector in the Caucasus S.N. Timofeev. Meeting on the development and
unification of agricultural activities in the Caucasus Tiflis, 1913, 49 p.1-42:

3 Journal of the Erivan provincial agricultural meeting dated March 24, 1914 (report of the provincial
agronomist), Yerevan, 1914, p. 32-33.
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and the role of driving forces in the development of the sub-sector in each period were
assessed.

Conclusion. This paper distinguishes three periods of cotton cultivation in Armenia:
a/ before Persian rule, b/ the period of Persian rule, and ¢/ the period of Tsarist Russian
rule. No written records of cotton cultivation have been preserved in the territory of
Historic Armenia, and those who reached our days are poor and informative enough.
The first written mention refers to AD. At the end of the 4th century.

In the Middle Ages, cotton was well known and spread in many places of Caucasus
and Armenia, especially in the Ararat Valley. It was widely used in thread, textile
production, and oil extraction, and the "waste" was used as fodder.

In the 10th and 12th centuries, church-dominorial economies developed rapidly,
where alongside horticulture, the cultivation of technical crops developed. During the
Persian rule, about 750 hectares of land were used for cotton cultivation in the Ararat
valley and 15 thousand cents of the crop was collected, and its lion's share was sold or
given to the Sardar (spatial authorities during Persian rule) in as taxes, and the rest was
used to meet the needs of the population.

During the years under the rule of tsarist Russia, cotton cultivation in the Ararat
Valley was put on a commercial basis. The obtained crop was mainly used in the Russian
textile industry, and in some years a part of it was exported to Persia, Turkey, and
Western Europe. This was also contributed to by the patronage policy concerning
cotton cultivation implemented by Tsarist Russia (based on its state interests).

This paper concludes that the development of cotton farming was fast-paced only
under the conditions of comprehensive state support.
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Jub ntuvwunwth mhpuybnnipniubph tkppn tnusd dudwbwwoppwinid, b
wpdlunpyl] b nipupwtsnip  dudwbtwlwhwndwénid npnpinh qupqugdut
Yojwbiibph nbpp:

Uwnugws hpltutn wpymbpbbkpp: Znpdusnmd wnwbdbtwgyt) b pudpu-
Yhunt dpwlnipjub kpbp opowl’ w/ dhish wyupujulwi whpuybnnpyub dudw-
twlwopowtp, tpp wyy dpwjupnyuh gupup tyuwnwl E hbnwwy k] padpwljh
tjuundwdp mbnuljut Juphpubph pwdwpupnidp, p/ gqupujulwt nhpuwyb-
nmpjul duadwbwlwopowtp, Epp wyp pnyuh dpwlnudp twb hwplunpuuph
punyp k Ypky (ByEnkguljut b juuwswnhpuljut hnpbpnid uvnnwugws phppp wd-
popontpjudp Judwnyt] b vwpnupht, hul] padpuljbunt dpwlnipjudp qpunynn
gniqughutptt § hwplp pwdpuyny Eu Jdwpk): ¢/ gupulub (nruwunwih
nhpuybnnipjut mwuphubpp, Epp pwdpwlbunt dowlnipnitp hhdtwwtnid
wnbunnpuyht punype k Ypt b dkppe pug dbpp pipwugt) L ybnwulut wowlgnipyui b
hupwtudwt gnpshpuljuquh Yhpundwdp: Fugwhwyngt) b nwppbp dudwbwlw-
hwwndwsubpnd pudpuljbint dpwlnipjutt wpyniupubph pupbjuddwt hhdtw-
Jut Yndububpp:

Puwbugh punkp pudpulbint dywlmpmih, nupudnp thopd, wbnwlub
wowljgnipintl, pippunynipnil, wdkphljjub ubpd, mknulwut ukpdtp, nkquljut
Quphplbip:
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XJNonkoBoaCcrso B APMEHUU
(mo ycraHoBneHus CoBeTckoii Bnactm)

Mukaen BapaspatoBuy MukaensiH

Annoramua. AKTyaJbHOCTh HCCIEZOBaHUA. MHOTOBEKOBOI OIIBIT BBIPAIUBAHUA
XJIOIKa (a TakKe Pa3BUTHUA CEIBCKOTO XO3AiCTBa) B ApPMEHMM IIOKa3al, YTO CTpaHa
ZIOOMIach ycexa B 3TOH 00JIaCTH, KOT/Ia TOCYAAPCTBO MOALEP>KUBAJIO M CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO
ee pa3sBUTHUIO.

B  ycnoBuax BHemHell KOHKypPeHIIMM  CeJIbCKOe  XO34HCTBO  (0COGeHHO
XJIOIKOBO/ICTBO) HE MOXeT CYIIeCTBeHHO PpasBHBAThCA 0e3 COMMIHON IIPOrpaMMBI
TOCYZJapCTBEHHOH IO IeP>KKH.

Ilexs mccienoBaHMsa — MOKA3aTh SBOJIONMIO BRIPANIMBAHUA XJIONKA B APMEHHM U
Ba)XHOCTB TOCYJapCTBEHHON MO EP>KKH STOM OTPacIt CeIbCKOIO X03AHCTBa.

Hcxoms wm3 3TOro, B MHCCIE€OBAHUM BbIEJI€HA HEOOXOZUMOCTb pelleHUA
CJIeYIONINX 337a4.

1. BBIACHUTH PacIpPOCTPAaHEHHOCTh BBIPAIIVMBAHUA XJIOIKA B apMAHCKOM MHpe C
IpeBHEHIINX BpEMEH,

2. U3y4YUTH IPOGIIEMBI Pa3BUTHUS XJIOIKOBO/ICTBA,

3. U3y4YUTH OCOGEHHOCTH BBIPALIMBAHUA XJIOIKA B ApMeHnu 1o, BiaacTsio [lepcuu u
Ilapcxkoii Poccuun,

4. TlokasaTh, YTO XJIOIIKOBOZCTBO ObLIO HamboJjiee PasBUTO B TOT IIE€PUOJ, KOTAA
TOCYZAPCTBO HYXX/AJIOCh B HEM U MO eP>KHBAJIO 3Ty OTPACIb.

Meropuxa. B xoze paboTBI MCIOIB30BAICA PSS, METOLOB U3yUYeHUA SKOHOMHYECKUX
ABJIEHUH, ABJIAIOIVXCSA IIPeJMEeTOM HCCIeJOBaHUA. B YacTHOCTH, MeTOABI HAyIHOTO
abcTparupoBaHus, aHaIW3a M CUHTE3a, HHAYKIUU U [JeOyKIUU, JOTUYecKue u
HUCTOPUYECKHE METOABI.

Hayunas woBmsma. PaccmarpuBas BeIpamuBaHHe XJIONKa B ApPMEHHHM C
HMCTOPUYECKOH TOYKM 3PeHUs, OBLIN Ipe/CTaBIeHBI er0 OCOOEHHOCTU O HAXOXKIEHUS
nox, Biaacteio llepcuu, B mepuop mpasneHus lIlepcun u mapckoit Poccum, a Takke
OLleHEeHA POJIb ABIDKYIIUX CUJI Pa3BUTHA XJIOIIKOBOACTBA B KAKABIN U3 DTUX IIEPUOZOB.

Iloxy4eHHsle OCHOBHBIE Pe3yJAbTaTBl. B cTaThe BRIJENIAIOTCA TpHU Ilepuoja
BBIPANMBAHIA XJIOIKA!

a/ mo mepmoja MepCHCKOH BJIACTH, KOT/A IeJIBI0 MOCAJKH XJIOIKOBOW KYJIBTYPHI
OBLIO y/IOBIETBOPEHME MECTHBIX ITOTPeOHOCTeH B XJIOTIKe.

6/ mepmo/, IepCUICKOM BIACTH, KOT/IA BEIPAIIMBAHUE DTOTO PACTEHHS TaKXKe HOCHIIO
IPUHYAUTETbHBIN XapakTep (ypo)kail, IOJy4eHHBIH Ha I[€PKOBHBIX U IIOMECTHBIX
3eMJIAX, TIOJHOCTBIO TIPOJABAJICA CAapAapy, a KpecTbaHe, 3aHMMAaBIINeCs BBIPAIIUBAHIEM

XJIOIIKA MM-JKe ILJIaTUJIN HaJIOI‘I/I).
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B/ TOABl TpaBleHHA Lapckoil Poccuum, Korza BhIpaluBaHME XJIOIKA HOCHJIO
TIpeNMYIIeCTBeHHO IIPOMBICJIOBBIN XapaKTep M BpeMA OT BpeMeHH IPOAOJLKAlIOCh C
HCIIOIb30BaHHEM MHCTPYMEHTOB rOCyAapCTBEeHHON IO IePKKU 1 CTUMY/IMPOBaHHUA.

BriaBiieHBI OCHOBHBIE (PAaKTOPHI YIydlIeHUA Pe3yIbTaTOB BRIPANIUBAHUA XJIOIKA B
pasHbIe IepUOJbIL.

KimoueBsie c10Ba: BBIpalBaHME XJIOIKA, MHOTOBEKOBOM OIIBIT, TOCYAapCTBEHHAsI
TmojJep>kKa, YpOXKalHOCTh, aMepUKaHCKHe CeMeHa, MeCTHBIe CeMeHa, MeCTHBIe

TOTPeGHOCTH.

COTTON PRODUCTION IN ARMENIA
(Before the establishment of the Soviet regime)

Mikael Yarazdat Mikaelyan

Abstract. The relevance: The centuries-old experience of cotton cultivation (as well
as agriculture development) in Armenia has shown that the country has achieved
success in this area when there was state support and promotion.

In conditions of external competition, agriculture (especially cotton cultivation)
cannot record significant development without a solid government support strategy.
Even today, in conditions of insufficient support from the state, the farmer feels
insecure while employing this very important activity for the country.

The purpose of the study is to present the evolution of cotton cultivation in
Armenia and the importance of state support for this agriculture sub-sector. The study
highlights the need to solve the following research problems:

1. find out the prevalence of cotton cultivation in Armenia since ancient times,

2. study the problems of the development of cotton cultivation,

3. study the peculiarities and features of cotton cultivation in Armenia under the rule
of Persia and Tsarist Russia,

4. highlight that cotton cultivation was most developed during the period when the
state supported this sector of agriculture.

Methodology: In the scope of the research several scientific methods were
implemented. In particular, methods of scientific abstraction, analysis and synthesis,
induction and deduction, and logical and historical methods were used.

Scientific novelty: Considering the cultivation of cotton in Armenia on a historical
basis, its characteristics before Persian rule, during the reign of Persia and Tsarist Russia,
and the role of driving forces in the development of the sub-sector in each period were
assessed.

Research findings: The article identifies three periods of cotton cultivation: a/
before the Persian rule, when the purpose of planting this crop was to satisfy local needs
for cotton, b/ the period of Persian rule, when the cultivation of cotton was also forced
(the harvest obtained on church and local lands was completely sold to the Sardar, and
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the peasants who grew cotton paid a tax with cotton). ¢/ the period of Tsarist Russia's
rule, when cotton cultivation was predominantly commercial and continued from time
to time with the use of state support and incentives. The determinants for improving the
results of cotton cultivation in different periods have been identified.

Keywords: cotton cultivation, centuries-old experience, state support, productivity,
American seeds, local seeds, local needs.
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