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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the research paper is to study the process of the occupation of
the Gazakh and Shamshaddil regions of Azerbaijan by the Russian Empire and the
changes in local governance, the economic life of the population, and especially in the
ethno-demographic situation that occurred in the first decades after the occupation,
as well as the consequences caused by these changes.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in a comprehensive analysis of the ethno-
demographic changes that occurred during the annexation of the Gazakh and
Shamshaddil regions to the Russian Empire and in the following decades, the
abolition of traditional governance and the introduction of a military-colonial regime,
the deterioration of the economic situation of the local population, as well as the
ethno-demographic changes that occurred against the background of these events.

Conclusions. It has been established that the first 60 years of the 19th century saw
radical changes in the administrative structure, socio-political, and socio-economic
conditions of these territories, which had a profound impact on the lives of the
population and the ethno-demographic processes in the region.

It has been demonstrated that during the occupation of the Gazakh and
Shamshaddil regions of Azerbaijan by the Russian Empire and in the first decades
thereafter, changes in local governance, the economic life of the population, and
especially in the ethno-demographic situation were actively supported at the state
level, primarily through legislative regulation.

It has been established that in the decades following the annexation of the Gazakh
region to the Russian Empire, the government's targeted anti-Azerbaijani policy and
the settlement of Armenian and Russian residents had a significant impact on the
land supply and living conditions of the indigenous Azerbaijani population as a whole.
This, in turn, led to significant changes in both population growth dynamics and the
ethnic composition. This article examines these changes based on official statistical
data and discusses their consequences.

Keywords: Gazakh, Shamshaddil, Russian occupation, colonial rule, population,
demographic changes, resettlement of Armenians and Russians
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AHoTania

Memow cmammi € po3rasag npouecy okynauii Pociicbkoro iMnepiero
['azaxcpkoro Ta lllammaaauibCbKoro paiioHiB Asepb6aii kaHy, 3’ sCyBaHHS 3MiH Ta ix
HaCTiJKIB, 0 Big0ysvca y mepini JeCATHUJITTS MicJAs I[bOTO Y CUCTEMi MiCIieBOTO
yHpaBJiiHHS, TOCIOAAPChKOT0 KUTTS HaceJeHHs U, 0c06JIMBO, B eTHOoAeMorpadiuHin
CHUTYyalLil.

Haykoea HoGU3HA 00CAI0MHCEHHA TIOJIATAaE y KOMIUIEKCHOMY  aHaJsIisi
eTHoJeMorpagiyHuX 3MiH, W0 BiAOy/MCcA MiJ 4ac nmpuegHaHHA [a3aXcbkoro Ta
[MamMuagguabCbKOro perioHiB Ao Pocilicbkoi immepii Ta B HacTymHi AeCATHJIITTS,
CKaCyBaHHA TpPaJMLiMHOI CUCTEMU YNpaBJiHHA Ta 3alpoBa/PKeHHA BiHCHKOBO-
KOJIOHIaJIbHOTO pEeXHUMy, TMOTiplIeHHS €eKOHOMIYHOrO CTaHOBHILA MiClieBOTo
HaceJIeHHs, a TAKOX eTHOieMoTrpadiyHuX 3MiH, 1[0 Bi/16yBa/IMCS HA TJIi IUX HOAiH.

BucHoeku. BcraHoBisieHo, 1o nepiui 60 pokiB 19 cToJTTA 03HaMeHYBaJUCA
paluKaJbHUMHM 3MiHaMH B aJMiHICTPAaTUBHOMY YCTpPOI, COL[ia/IbHO-NIOJITUYHUX Ta
coliaJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX YMOBAX LIUX TEPUTOPIH, 1110 BIJIMHYJIO HA KUTTS HaceJeHHA
Ta eTHOZeMorpadiyHi mpoIecH B perioHi.

Byso mnokasaHo, mo B mnepiof okynauil 'azaxcekoro Tta IlaMmaagniibCbKOro
perioHiB A3zepbaimkaHy Pociiicbkow iMmepi€o ¥ y mepii JeCATHUIITTS Mcasa Iiel
3MiHA B CUCTEMIi MiCIieBOro ynpaBJliHHf, TOCIHOJAapChbKOr0 >KUTTS HaceJeHHd Ta,
0cob6yiMBO, B eTHoJeMorpadiyHiii cuTyalii aKTHBHO MiATpUMYyBaJWCsd Ha
JlepKaBHOMY piBHI, HacaMIiepe/ 3a JOOMOI 010 3aKOHOJaBYOI'0 peryJIl0BaHHS.

BcTaHoBJIEHO, O B AECATUIITTS, AKi MOCAIyBaJIU 3a NPUEJHAHHAM ['a3axcbKOro
perioHy nmo Pociicbkoi iMmepii, misiecnpssiMoBaHa aHTHa3epbal/ KaHCbKa MOJIiITUKA
ypAAy Ta IepecejieHHSI BipMEHCBKOrO Ta POCIMCbKOrO HacesJeHHs BIVIMHYJM Ha
3eMJie3abe3MevYeHiCTh 1 YMOBH XUTTS KOPiHHOTO a3ep6ai»KaHCbKOr0 HaceJeHHs B
uisiomy. lle, y cBOw 4epry, Npu3BeJio [0 iICTOTHUX 3MiH fIK y JIMHaMIli 3pOCTaHHA
HaceJieHHs, i y MOro eTHiYHOMY CKJaji. ¥ cTaTTi Li 3MiHK pO3rJisilaloThbCs HAa OCHOBI
0QIiHHUX CTaTUCTUYHHUX JAHUX Ta 0OrOBOPIOIOTHCA IX HACIAKH.

Kmwouoei caoea: Tazax, Wlammaazis, pociicbkka oOKynaliis, KoJiOHiaJlbHe
MpaBJIiHHSA, HaceJIeHHsd, ieMorpadiyHi 3MiHH, IepecesieHHS BipMeH i pocistH
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INTRODUCTION

Gazakh (Gazakhli or Gazakhs), a very important part of the Azerbaijani Turks, has
been continuously mentioned in historical sources since the early Middle Ages. The
region inhabited by this tribe, the country of Gazakh, covered vast territories in the
northwestern part of present-day Azerbaijan, around the Agstafa River and from its
confluence with the Kura River eastward and south. There is information about the
Kosog (Gazakh) tribes!, who gave their names to the villages of Gazakhli and
Gazakhbeyli in the sources of the 7th century.

Academician Naila Valikhanli, citing the Arab author al-Kufi, noted that in 737, the
Arab Caliphate settled over 40,000 captives from among the Khazar tribes on both
sides of the Kura River. At this time, the Arab commander Marwan encamped in
Kasak with his 120,000-strong army and spent the winter there. Based on Arab
sources, N. Valikhanli determined that Kasak was located 40 farsakhs (220-240 km)
from Barda and 20 farsakhs (100-120 km) from Thbilisi, i.e., in the territory of present-
day Gazakh regionz.

The indigenous population of the Gazakh region consists of Azerbaijanis, who were
identified in 19t century Russian sources as Muslims, Turks, and Caucasian Tatars and
have continuously lived in these areas since ancient times. Ethnically, they belonged to
the following Turkic tribes: Gazakhly, Garapapag, Bayat, Ayrym, Garagoyunluy,
Garakhanly, Gadirli, Garalar, and Kengarli. Over time, the descendants of these tribes
interbred and formed an ethnic unity. From the 16t to the 19t centuries, this
population was collectively known as the ‘Gazakh-Shamshaddil Terekemeleri’.

During the rule of the Baharl;, Bayandurlu, and especially the Safavid dynasty, the
Gazakh tribes, tasked with protecting Azerbaijan's borders with Georgia, enjoyed
great prestige. As a whole, the strong influence of these tribes in the region was felt
by Russian officials at the beginning of the 19t century, in the first years of the
occupation. The commander of the Russian troops in the Caucasus, Count Gudovich,
in his report to Tsar AlexanderI dated January5, 1808, stated that “the Gazakh
province is stronger than Borchaly, Shamshaddil and other Tatar (Azerbaijani - auth.)
provinces, has a large population and influences them. Other Tatar (Azerbaijani -
auth.) provinces take an example from the Gazakhs; if the Gazakhs fulfill the required
taxes and duties, the others will act in the same way”3.

The purpose of the research paper is to study the process of the occupation of the
Gazakh and Shamshaddil regions of Azerbaijan by the Russian Empire and the
changes in local governance, the economic life of the population, and especially in the
ethno-demographic situation that occurred in the first decades after the occupation,
as well as the consequences caused by these changes.

LITERATURE AND SOURCES REVIEW
Despite the considerable body of scholarship devoted to the Russian conquest of
the South Caucasus and the incorporation of Azerbaijani territories into the Russian

1 Cemenos ILIl. Teorpaduyecko-craTUCTUUYeCKUH cyoBapb Poccuiickod wumnepuu. T.2. CaHKT-
[TeTepbypr: Tunorpadus B. Bezo6pasosa u K°, mxanBenuem A.H. Typy6aeBa, 1865. C. 424-425.

2 Valixanl N.M. Azarbaycan VII-XII asrlarda: tarix, manbalar, sarhlar. Baki: EIm va Tahsil, 2016. P. 52, 53.
3 BcemogaHHeIee foHOCeHHUe Tp. ['yaoBu4a, oT 5-ro sHBapsa 1808 roga. nok. 403. Akmul, co6paHHble
Kaeka3sckoll apxeozpaguueckoli komuccuet. T. 3: KaBka3 u 3akaBKa3be 3a BpeMs yIpaBJeHUs reHepaJsi-
denpamapiuana rpada MBana BacuibeBuua ['ymosuuya, 1806-1809 / mop pen. Ad. Bepasce. Tudnuc:
Tunorpadusa 'maBHoro ynpassieHuss HamectHuka KaBkasckoro, 1869. C. 224.
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Empire, the history of the Gazakh region has mainly been examined within broader
studies of imperial administrative reforms, military expansion, and demographic
processes. At the same time, certain aspects of the impact of the Russian occupation
on local governance, socio-economic development, and ethno-demographic processes
in the Gazakh and Shamshaddil regions have been studied unevenly. Therefore, the
existing historiography, on the one hand, provides an important foundation for the
present study and, on the other, reveals a number of unresolved issues that require
further investigation.

Very valuable statistical information about the period of Russian occupation and
rule is reflected in the cameral descriptions. Generally, the preparation of documents
known as cameral descriptions in the Russian Empire arose from administrative
needs and economic reasons. Thus, as the territory of the empire expanded, its
administration as a whole and in individual provinces faced new and serious
problems. Without complete and accurate information about the empire’s population,
fertile lands, underground and surface resources, economic opportunities, income-
generating areas, etc., it was impossible to make maximum use of the newly occupied
territories and solve the problems arising in this regard in a short time, in accordance
with the interests of the empire. This, in turn, naturally led to the collection of
statistical data and its analysis on a scientific and practical basis in Russia. From the
beginning of the 19t century, the continuous compilation of cameral descriptions on
an imperial scale served this purpose. Cameral descriptions played the role of official
state documents providing initial statistical information about the population and
economic sectors liable to pay taxes in the Russian Empire, including the newly
occupied Azerbaijani lands.

These statistical indicators, collected at the beginning of the 19th century, made it
possible to consistently monitor ethno-demographic changes in various regions of
Azerbaijan, including the Gazakh region, and to obtain information about important
developments in the economic life of the population.

A large amount of reliable information about important events that occurred in the
region in the first half and the middle of the 19th century is collected in the 12-volume
collection of documents entitled ‘Acts Collected by the Caucasian Archaeological
Commission’. The statistical data in the Acts, which contain reports, accounts, and
letters from representatives of the Russian authorities in the Caucasus, military and
civil officials, as well as the orders and decrees of representatives of the highest
authorities, make it possible to clarify the impact of Russian rule and its brutal
colonial policy on ethno-demographic changes.

Although the occupation of the northern part of Azerbaijan by Russia was widely
covered in works published during the Soviet era5, in accordance with the demands of

4+ AkTbl, cobpaHHble KaBka3sckoio apxeorpaduyeckoro kKomuccuero. B 12 T. Tuduuc: Tunorpadus
['naBHOro ynpassienusa HamectHrka KaBkasckoro, 1866-1904.

5 [IpucoennHeHne AzepbaiipKxaHa K Poccuu 1 ero nmporpeccuBHbIe MOCJAeCTBUSA B 06/1aCTH 3KOHOMUKHU
u KyabTyphl (XIX - Hau. XX BB.) / UHcTUTYT ucTOopuu u dunocodun AH Asepbaiimkanckont CCP; mozx
pexn. A.H. I'vauesa, B/l Mouanosa. baky: U3a-Bo Akajsemun Hayk Asep6aipxanckoit CCP, 1955. 295 c;
Uctopus Asepbaiipxana: B 3 T. / Akaz. Hayk A3ep6. CCP. UH-T uctopuy; nog pef. M.A. I'yceiiHosa [v ap.].
T.2: OT npucoeauHeHust Asepb6aiipkana Kk Poccun o PeBpasbckoll 6yprKya3HO-AeMOKpaTHYECKON
peBosmonuu 1917 roga. baky: U3a-Bo Akaszemun Hayk Azep6aipxaHckoi CCP, 1960. X+953 c.; Uctopus
A3zepbaiipkaHa: KpaTKUH oyepK UCTOpUH A3epbali/KaHa C [peBHEHIINX BpeMeH /0 HalluX AHeH / mofj,
pexn. Zxc.b. I'vauesa. baky: 31M, 1979. 304 c.
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the ruling ideology, the occupation process was mainly presented as a ‘voluntary
unification’, and the ‘positive economic and cultural consequences’ of the unification
were particularly emphasized. Since the Gazakh and Shamshaddi regions were under
the control of the Kartli-Kakheti Kingdom at that time, it was only noted that these
places were annexed to Russia along with Eastern Georgia, and the changes that
occurred during the occupation and governance: the establishment and
characteristics of the occupation regime, the restriction of the rights of local aghas
(Azerbaijani nobles), the severe impact of increasing taxes and duties on the lives of
ordinary people, the severe ethno-demographic consequences of the resettlement
and settlement of the region by Armenian and Russian populations, were ignored.

Among modern studies, the works of N.Valikhanlis, M.Abdullayev’, and
. Mammadovas are of particular importance, addressing the historical geography of the
region, agrarian relations under Russian colonial rule, and the value of official statistical
descriptions for reconstructing demographic processes. At the same time, the impact of
Russian occupation on the ethno-demographic development of the Gazakh region has
not yet been examined as a separate subject of comprehensive historical research.

THE SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ETHNO-DEMOGRAPHIC SITUATION IN THE REGION ON THE EVE OF
THE RUSSIAN OCCUPATION

In the 1730s, after Nadir Shah re-subjugated the country of Gazakh to Safavid rule,
he appointed his commander Subhanverdi Khan as the sultan of those places. At that
time, the Gazakh sultanate was again subordinated to the Ganja-Karabakh beylerbey.
When Nadir was proclaimed as Shah at the congress held in Mughan in 1736, the
Beylerbey of Ganja-Karabakh, Ugurlu Khan Ziyadoglu Qajar, expressed his
disagreement with this decision. Therefore, after Nadir Shah usurped the throne, in
order to weaken the influence of Ugurlu Khan Ziyadoglu, he removed the Gazakh,
Shamshaddil, and Borchali sultanates from his subordination and placed them under
the administration of the governor of Tiflis(Georgia)®.

After the death of Nadir Shah, the Kartli and Kakheti kings began to pursue an
independent policy, and the Gazakh, Shamshaddil, and Borchali sultanates also
remained as parts of Georgia. In 1774, by the decree of the Kartli-Kakheti ruler
Irakli II, Panah Agha, a descendant of Kosa Mirzali Agha, the ruler of Salahli, was
appointed head of the Gazakh Sultanate. When the Gazakh Sultanate was annexed to
Russia in 1801, the representative of this lineage, Nasib Agha, succeeded him. It is
interesting that shortly after signing the Georgievsk Treaty on the transfer of the
Kartli-Kakheti Kingdom to Russian protection in 1783, the commander of the Russian
army in the North Caucasus, Lieutenant General Pavel Potemkin, sent a report to the
central authorities about the unfriendly attitude of Iraklill towards his Muslim
subjects. This report, dated November 24, 1785, noted that the Georgian ruler, unable
to prevent the attacks of the Lezgins from Dagestan, “Irakli should have understood

6 Valixanl N.M. Azarbaycan VII-XII asrlarda: tarix, manbalar, sarhlar... 480 s.

7 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanhqglar va rus miistamlakaciliyi dévriinds Simali Azarbaycanda aqrar miinasibatlor
(XIX asrin 40-c1 illarina gadar): dars vasaiti. Baki: Adiloglu, 2005. 232 s.

8 Mamedosa U.M. «Ctatuctudeckue onucanus Hlammaauabckod u Kasaxckod AUCTAHIIMM» Kak
HMCTOYHUK JJIs M3y4YeHUsT UCTOPUM HacesleHUs 3akaBka3sbs (mepBas TpeTb XIX cT.). Cxodo3nascmeo.
2012. Bum. 59. C. 104-120.

9 bakuxanoe A.K. Twonucran u MHWpam. Pejakuud, KOMMeHTapuW, IpUMeYaHUs U yKasaTesu
3.M. Bynuamosa. baky: 91m, 1991. C. 172-173.
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that his subjects were not able to protect themselves from external intervention;
most of the population, which provided Georgia with the best soldiers, had left the
country: the people of Gazakh and Shamkhor moved to Shusha, the people of
Shamshaddily to Ganja, the inhabitants of Pambak moved to the Iravan Khanate, and
some to Kars..."”10,

The migration of the population from the Gazakh and Shamshaddil sultanates to
other regions continued in the following years. According to the agreement reached
between the Ganja Khanate and the Kartli-Kakheti Kingdom in 1787, after the Georgian
King Irakli I recognized the independence of the Ganja Khanate, 1,500 families from
the Gazakh sultanate led by Ahmed Agha and 3,200 families from the Shamshaddil
sultanate left their ancestral homeland and moved to the Ganja Khanate!

On the eve of the Russian occupation, both the sultan’s family and the beys and
aghas in the Gazakh Sultanate cultivated their private farms using the unpaid labor of
peasants. According to the researcher M. Abdullayev, most of the local beys and aghas
in the Gazakh, Shamshaddil, and Borchali sultanates had private farms that were
cultivated for several days a year by the unpaid labor of their peasantsi2. At the end of
the 18th century, the lands belonging to the feudal class were mainly cultivated by the
labor of landless ‘ranjbars’ (peasants) from among the subjects. The private farms,
owned by most of the beys and aghas and cultivated by the peasants jointly and
individually for a short period of time, were usually distinguished by their small size. In
addition to paying taxes in kind and money taxes, the agha peasants had to plow the
agha’s fields with their own harrows and plows for four days a year (two days in spring
and two days in autumn), and also had to fulfill the same obligation for all the agha’s
close relatives, in proportion to the amount of work they performed for one aghals.

In 1800, the representative of the ruler of Kartli-Kakheti in the Gazakh Sultanate
was the mourav Gersevan Chavchavadze; in the Pambak, Kolagiran, Muganli, and
Uzunlar regions it was Prince Georgi Tsitsianov; in Borchali and Shinikh, Prince David
Abashidze; and in Shamshaddil, Prince Adam Andronikov14.

At that time, each peasant family paid the Georgian tsar a crop tax of three kods
(1 kod was equal to 2 poods, or 32.8 kg) of grain per year: two kods of wheat and one
kod of barley. In total, every year the population of Gazakh paid 9,000 kods of grain
tax, the population of Shamshaddil 3,000 kods, and the population of Pambak 1,500
kods of grain tax?5.

However, not satisfied with these taxes, the Georgian King Iraklill and his
successors demanded additional taxes from the population of Gazakh. In addition, the

10 flybposur H.®. BpaTtbs [loTemkunbl Ha KaBkase. Pycckutl gecmruk. 1879. T. 139 (Ne 1-2). C. 78.

11 Mamedosa U.M. «CtaTtuctudeckue onucanus lllammaauibckoit u Kasaxckoit guctanium»... C. 105.

12 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanliglar ve rus mistomlakaciliyi dovriinds Simali Azarbaycanda aqrar
miinasibatlar... S. 42.

13 KosloHWa/nbHast MOJUTHKA pPOCCUMCKOro napusMa B AsepbadpkaHe B 20-60-xrr. XIXB. Y.1:
®eopasbHble OTHOLIEHUS U KOJIOHHAJNbHBIN pexxuM, 1827-1843 rr. / Akaa. Hayk CCCP, UH-T uctopuu;
pen., BCTym. cT. U.IL. [lempywesckozo. MockBa; Jlennnrpaz: Usa-so Akagemuu nayk CCCP, 1936. C. 97.

14 CoHCcOK TeM KHfA3bSIM M ABOpsiHaM ['py3MHCKHM, KOM IpU NMOKOWHOM Lape [eopruu UpakiueBuue
HMMeJIH I0/DKHOCTH MOYPaBOB, JI0K. 157. Akmbl, cobparHble Kaska3ckor apxeozpaguyeckoro KomMuccuero.
T.1..C.195.

15 PanopT A.c.c. KoBasieHckoro reH.-i1 KHoppuHry, ot 27-ro mas 1802 roaa, fok. 158. Akmul, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T.1 [/ mop pen. AL Bepsce. Tudnauc: Tunorpadus
I'naBHoOro ynpassienus HamectHuka KaBkasckoro, 1866. C. 196.
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complaints of the local population were not considered, and official arbitrariness was
widespread. The population of Gazakh was dissatisfied with this administration and
was forced to leave their ancestral landste.

ADMINISTRATION AND ETHNO-DEMOGRAPHIC SITUATION DURING THE OCCUPATION PERIOD

At the initial stage of the occupation of the northern part of Azerbaijan by Russia,
the Gazakh district was one of the first regions to be captured. As a result of the
annexation of the Kartli-Kakheti Kingdom to Russia on January 18, 1801, the
sultanates of Gazakh, Borchali, Pambak, and Shamshaddil, which were then
subordinate to it, also passed under Russian rule. By the decree of Tsar Alexander I
(1801-1825), ‘On the Internal Administration of Georgia’, signed on September 12,
1801, Georgia was divided into five uyezds?’, and the sultanates of Gazakh, Borchali,
Pambak, and Shamshaddil were included in the Lori uyezd (district)?s.

In Russian sources, since the time of the occupation, the position of mourav was
retained in the administration of these regions, which were called ‘Tatar distances’,
and the Georgian nobles who had previously held these positions remained in office
with the consent of the Russian command and were called pristavs. Prince Gersevan
Chavchavadze remained mourav (pristav) of the Gazakh distance, but in the event of
his departure elsewhere, this position was to be filled by another Georgian nobleman,
Prince Solomon Avalov?.

From the very beginning, the military-colonial authorities of tsarism in the
Caucasus, instead of basing their policy regarding the land rights of local feudal lords
on information that truly reflected the real state of affairs, tried to distort and limit
their landowning, political, and sericultural rights, which had developed under the
influence of local rules and customs, through false provisions and considerations. The
high command of the Russian troops in the Caucasus initially established military-
police control over local feudal lords in the Gazakh, Shamshaddil, and Borchali
Sultanates on the basis of the ‘Mourav Charter’ (1802)20,

According to the list compiled by Russian officials on May 8, 1802, there were 56
villages in the Gazakh region: 39 villages inhabited by Tatars (Azerbaijanis. - auth.) -
Shikhili, Seyid-ayrimli, Kilichpirzali, Salahli, Gushchu-ayrim, Aslanbeyli, Kurumsulu-
Janali-Pirali, Dashmakidli, Gizil-hajili, Poylu, Khilkhina, Gushchu-ayrim, Girakh-kesaman,
Jamil-Agha, Khalfali, Dash-gishlaghi, Tala-kendi, Huseyn-beyli, Fakhrali, Dag-kesamani,

16 [Ipomrenune Kasaxckux »xxuteseit ren.-i1. KHoppunry, 1802 r., nok. 784. Akmul, cobpaHHbie Kaskasckoro
apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 593.

170 yuypexxJjeHUM BHyTpeHHero B ['py3uM ynpaBJieHHUs, BblcOoYaiillle yTBepk/JeHHOe OCTaHOBJIEHUE B
12-%1 penb ceHts6psa 1801 r., Ne 20007. [TosHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Poccuiickoli umnepuu. CobpaHue
[TepBoe. T. 26 (1800-1801). Cankrt-Iletepbypr: IlewaTtano B Tunorpaduu Il OTaeneHus co6CcTBEHHOU
Ero Umnepatopckoro Benndectsa Kanuesnsapuy, 1830. C. 784.

18 BejoMOCTb O pasfiesieHUH ['py3uu Ha NATH ye3Z0B... C I0OKAa3aHUSAMHU Ye3/HbIX TOPOJOB U CeJIeHUH.
Mas 8-ro aus 1802 ropza, nok. 575. Akmol, cobpaHHble Kaskasckoro apxeoepaguueckoro komuccuer. T. 1...
C.461-465.

19 [Ilucemo reH.-n1. KHoppunra k g.c.c. KoBaneHckomy, ot 10-ro uroHsa 1802 roga, mok. 584. Akmubl,
cobpanHble Kaskasckorw apxeoepaguueckoro komuccuer. T. 1... C. 483.

20 The rights and duties of the mouravs were determined on the basis of the instructions of the accident
chief - captain-ispravnik (ITucemo ren.-i1. KHoppunra k f.c.c. KoBaneHnckomy, ot 10-ro utons 1802 roja,
JoK. 584. Akmvl, cobpaHHble Kaskasckorwo —apxeocpaguueckoro komuccuero. T.1.. C.482-483;
HacraBsieHHe KanuTaH-UCIPaBHUKAM, YYPeX/eHHbIM 10 ye3/aM, U3BJe4eHHOe U3 3aKOHOIMOJIOXKEeHUH
Poccuiickoét umnepuy, oK. 570. Akmbl, cobpaHHble Kaska3ckow apxeozpaguyeckoro komuccuer. T. 1...
C.451-452.
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Kilinc-kendi, Budagli, Dilbozglu, Chaparli, Chakhmakhli, Garagoyunlu-1, Garagoyunlu-2,
Kolagir, Gara-Hasani, Alpaut, Gizil-Hajili Garagoyunlu, Penkanali, Demirchiler-1,
Demirchiler-2, Urkmezli, Dash-salahli, Kemarli, Khoshkendi, and 17 villages inhabited by
Armenians - Kolacha, Barana, Kulpi, Kodkendi, Kizas-Beyli, Uzuntala, Skraci, Aksibara,
Qaranlukhdari, Lelekendi, Karatashi, Achasu, Khachtaraki, Hunani, Kushikendi, Bagnisi,
Agdani?l. According to the same source, all of these villages inhabited by Azerbaijani
Turks and Armenians were located on state-owned land.

In a report dated June 9, 1802, addressed to the commander of the Russian troops
in Georgia, Lieutenant General K.F. Knorring, the head of the Treasury Chamber of the
Georgian government, Kovalensky, stated that in 1801, 6,500 roubles in cash tax and
6,500 roubles in grain tax were collected from the population of the villages in the
Gazakh region. For 1802, it was planned to collect 433 khalvars (1 khalvar was equal
to 10 kods) of wheat and 21623 khalvars of barley as grain tax and 4,000 roubles in
cash tax2z.

The population of the Gazakh Sultanate addressed an appeal to Lieutenant General
K.F. Knorring in 1802, asking him to end the injustices committed by the Georgian
kings, to allow them to live according to the rules and customs of their ancestors, not
to demand new taxes in addition to the previously established ones, and to assist in
the return of the population that had migrated elsewhere by that time23.

However, this appeal was ignored; on the contrary, the high command of the
Russian army in Georgia, through the mouravs (pristavs), imposed strict military-
police control over the Muslim aghas and their population, and for the first time put
forward a provision that considered local aghas not the owners of the villages, but
‘administrators’24. Some of the aghas were removed from the ‘collection of state
taxes’, while others were deprived of the right to administer the villages altogether.

Part of the population of the Gazakh region, who did not accept Russian rule and
these new rules, began to leave their native lands together with their lords. As early
as 1801, the population of two auls in the Gazakh region had fled?s.

On July 3, 1802, a report from Major General 1.D. Lazarev to Lieutenant General
K.F. Knorring stated that this process was continuing. At that time, news arrived from
the auls of Gazakh that Panah Agha’s nephew, Muhammad-Sharif Agha, who was
grazing livestock in the mountains, had fled to the Irevan Khanate with 14 families;
Nasib Agha’s son, Captain Jafar, with 15 families; and Kasym Agha with two families26.

On October 14 of that year, a report sent by Captain Taganov from the Russian
military camp near the village of Tatly in Gazakh to Major General I.D. Lazarev stated

21 BejoMOCTb O pa3fiejieHUH ['py3uy Ha NATH ye3/0B... C TOKa3aHUAMHU ye3/HbIX FOPOJIOB U CeJIeHUH...
Mas 8-ro aus 1802 roza, nok. 575. Akmbl, cobpanHble Kaskasckoro apxeoepaguueckoro komuccuer. T. 1...
C. 462, 464-465.

22 ParopT HavaJibHUKa BepxoBHoro I'pysunckoro IlpaBuTesnbcTBa KaseHHolt 3Jkcneiunuu A.C.C.
KoBaneHckoro reH.-i1. KHoppunry, ot 9-ro utons 1802 roga, nok. 583. Akmul, co6paHHble Kaska3ckoro
apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 479, 480.

23 [Ipomwrenue Kasaxckux xxurteseit ret.-i1. KHoppunry, 1802 r., gok. 784. Akmul, cobpaHHbie Kaskasckoro
apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 593.

24 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanliglar ve rus mistomlakaciliyi dovriinds Simali Azarbaycanda aqrar
miinasibatlar... C. 176.

25 PamopT HavajbHUKa BepxoBHoro I'pysunckoro IlpaBuTesnbcTBa KaseHHoll 3Jkcneiunuu A.C.C.
KoBanieHckoro reH.-i1. KHoppunry, ot 9-ro utons 1802 roja, nok. 583. Akmul, co6paHHble Kaska3ckoio
apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 480.

26 PanopT reH.-M. JlazapeBa ren.-ji. KHoppunry, ot 3-ro utos 1802 roga, nok. 785. Akmbl, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeozpaguyeckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 594.
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that Sultan Nasib Bey refused to allow Russian soldiers to be stationed in the village
and that Panah Agha asked the Khan of Ganja for help?7.

At that time, the population of the Shamshaddil Sultanate was also migrating en
masse to the Ganja Khanate because they were dissatisfied with Sultan Nasib, who had
accepted Russian rule. While there had originally been 33 villages under the rule of
Sultan Nasib, led by 26 Azerbaijani and 7 Armenian kokhas, after the Russian
occupation only 4 villages headed by Azerbaijani kokhas and 5 villages led by one
Armenian kokha, with a total of 400 families, remained. The number of families that
migrated from the Shamshaddil Sultanate to the Ganja Khanate was more than 1,90028.

Immediately after the occupation, in 1802, according to the report of the mouravs
(pristavs), although there were 56 villages in the Gazakh Sultanate and 33 in the
Shamshaddil Sultanate, most of the settlements remained empty after the transition
to Russian rule. This seriously worried the tsarist officials. According to their
calculations, if the population had remained in place, it would have been possible to
obtain an annual income of 6,500 silver roubles from the Gazakh region and 3,400
silver roubles from the Pambak region. In addition, 7,536 poods of grain tax could
have been collected. Valued at 60 kopecks per pood, this would have yielded an
income of 4,521 silver roubles?°.

During the occupation of Azerbaijan by Russia, initial cameral censuses were
conducted in the Gazakh, Shamshaddil, Borchaly, and Pambak distances. Official
authorities tried to determine a new financial and tax policy based on the information
obtained about the population, including the number of state and entrepreneurial
peasant families, existing taxes and obligations, and all immovable and movable property.

According to the information provided by Russian officials in 1803, more than 10
thousand peasants lived in the Gazakh distance at that time. The statistical data of the
cameral description of 1806 differed sharply from these figures. The number and
ethnic composition of the peasants both in the Gazakh distance and in neighboring
regions are reflected in Table 1.

Table 1
The number and national composition of the rural population in the Gazakh,
Shamshaddil, Borchaly and Pambak distances in 1806

Distance Azerbaijanis Armenians & georgians Total
man | woman | total man | woman | total

Gazakh 6,010 5850 | 11,860 | 2,546 2,173 4,719 | 16,579

Shamshaddil | 2,473 2,315 4,788 664 588 1,252 | 6,040

Borchali 5131 4,575 9,706 442 342 784 10,490

Pambak 1,588 1,299 2,887 1,244 1,030 2,274 | 5,161

The table was compiled by the authors based on the following source3?.

27 PanopT Kam. TaraHoBa reH.-M JlasapeBy, ot 14-ro okTabpsa 1802 roaa, fok. 794. Akmbl, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeozpaguyeckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 596.

28 CBenenus o llammaguay, fok. 786. Akmol, cobparHble Kaskasckoro apxeozpagduieckoro KoMUcCCuero.
T.1..C.594.

29 [IluceMo reH.-M. JlasapeBa K reH.-1. KHoppuHry, pnok.353. Axkmbl, cobpaHHble Kaska3ckoro
apxeozpaguueckor komuccueiro. T. 1... C. 294-295.

30 ['eHepaJsibHas BeZloMoCcTb BepxoBHoro I'py3uHckoro [IpaBuTenbcTBa KazeHHOM JKkcnegunuu o 4ucie
npu6bIBaOIMX B ['py3un pasHOro 3BaHus JIOEeH U 0 BBIFOJHOCTAX UX, 28 okTsa6ps 1806 roga, oK.
1194. Akmul, cobpaHHble Kaskasckoro apxeozpaguueckoro komuccuero. T. 1... C. 714.



168 EMINAK

The table shows that in all the sultanates first occupied by Russia, there was a
significant increase in the population in 1806 compared with 1803. In the Gazakh
distance, 16,579 state and privately owned peasants lived in 1806, which meant an
increase of about 40 percent in the population of the region in a short period of time
compared with 1803. In the Shamshaddil distance, the population increased by 26
percent during these years and reached 6,040 according to the 1806 cameral
description. These increases were due to the fact that a significant number of the
families who had initially not come to terms with the Russian occupation and had left
their lands, tired of life as refugees, returned to their ancestral homeland.

At the beginning of the 19t century, the Gazakh Sultan and his subordinates joined
the active struggle against the Russian occupation. In June 1804, when the Qajar army
led by Abbas Mirza began its march to the northern regions of Azerbaijan, the
population of Gazakh, along with the neighboring population of Shamshaddil,
Borchaly, and Pambak, revolted against Russian rule en masse3!.

However, the Qajar state’s failure to achieve success in the war, and , on the
contrary, the new invasions of the Russian army in 1805-1806, led to a change in the
position of the Gazakh Sultan Nasib Agha. The Russian command’s announcement of
an amnesty for those who had gone over to the enemy also had its effect. In his letter
dated August 21, 1806, addressed to Baron Budberg, the commander-in-chief of the
Russian troops in the Caucasus, 1.V. Gudovich reported that the Gazakh Sultan Nasib
Agha had returned to his homeland from Kars Province, where he had taken refuge
with his entire family, after receiving assurances of amnesty from the Russian
command. After him, eight more families returned to their ancestral home3z.

In general, according to the cameral description of 1806, the population of the
Gazakh and Shamshaddil distances at that time was 22,619, of whom 16,648 (73.6
percent) were Azerbaijanis and 5,971 (26.4 percent) were Armenians.

One of the characteristic features of the period following the Russian occupation
was the rapid growth of the Armenian population in the Gazakh and Shamshaddil
distances. According to the information received by Russian officials from the
Armenian clergy for January 1822, the figures regarding those belonging to the
Armenian-Gregorian denomination were as follows: in the Gazakh distance, there
were 15 churches and 1,009 Armenian families in 22 Armenian villages, 976 families
of whom lived on treasury lands. At that time, there were 11 churches in 13 Armenian
villages in the Shamshaddil distance, where 381 Armenian families lived, of which
341 families were allocated treasury lands33.

A comparison of these figures for 1822 with those for 1802 shows that over the
previous 20 years, the number of Armenian villages in the Gazakh distance had
increased from 17 to 22, and in the Shamshaddil distance from 7 to 13.

31 BcenogaaHHelee npoieHye k.a. Jlopunkoro, ot 30-ro anpest 1806 roga, nok. 1. Akmbl, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeozpaguyeckoio komuccuero. T. 3... C. 5.

32 [Ilucemo rp. 'ynoBuua k 6apony Bynoepry, ot 21-ro aBrycta 1806 roga, fok. 187. Akmui, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeozpaguyeckoro komuccuero. T. 3... C. 105.

33 [lepeyHeBass BeJJOMOCTb O 4YMCJe ceJleHUH, NMPUXOJACKHUX [AbIMOB, IUTATHBIX LlePKBEeH W NpPHU HUX
npru4YToB ApMsHO-I'pUropraHckoro ucnoBefaHus, sHBapb 1822 ropga, nok.601. Akmul, cobpaHHble
Kaskasckorw apxeoepaguueckoro komuccuero. T.6, 4. 1: KaBkaz 1 3akaBKa3be 3a BpeMs yIpaBJeHUs
reHepasia ot uHbaHTepuu Anekcest [lerpoBuda EpmoJioBa (1816-1827) / oz pea. Ad. Bepace. Tudauc:
Tunorpadusa 'maBHoro ynpassieHuss HamectHuka KaBkasckoro, 1874. C. 449.
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Research by .M. Mammadova allows us to compare the statistics for 1806 with
those for 1826. According to this study, in 1826 there were 5,152 households
(families) in 74 villages in the Gazakh distance, with 33,187 people living in them.
Tatars (Azerbaijanis) lived in 49 of the villages, and Armenians in 25. Of the total
population, 24,696 were Tatars (Azerbaijanis), and 8,491 were Armenians34.

At that time, there were 2,384 households (families) in 36 villages in the
Shamshaddil distance, with a population of 18,202 people. Of these, 14,118 were
Tatars (Azerbaijanis), and 4,084 were Armenians35. Moreover, a significant part of the
Armenian population had recently been resettled to the region. For example, 113
Armenian families, i.e., 738 people (387 men and 351 women), were removed from
the Avladar settlement near Tiflis (Thilisi) and settled in the village of Chardakhli in
the Shamshaddil distance3s.

The analysis of these factual materials shows that in 1826, 74.4 percent of the
population living in the Gazakh distance were Azerbaijanis and 25.6 percent were
Armenians. At that time, 77.6 percent of the population in the Shamshaddil distance
were Azerbaijanis and 22.4 percent were Armenians.

When comparing the statistical indicators for 1806 and 1826, it becomes clear that
during these years the population of the Gazakh distance increased from 16,579 to
33,187, that is, more than twice, and the population of the Shamshaddil distance
increased from 6,040 to 18,202, that is, more than three times. During the same
period, the Azerbaijani population increased from 16,579 to 24,696, in other words,
by 49 percent, and the Armenian population increased from 6,040 to 8,491, in other
words, by 41 percent.

ADMINISTRATIVE MANAGEMENT AND ETHNO-DEMOGRAPHIC SITUATION IN THE POST-
OCCUPATION PERIOD

According to the cameral description compiled in 1831, there were 69 villages in
the Gazakh distance, and a total of 4,960 families or 17,632 men lived in these
settlements. It is noted that 12,836 of the men were Tatars (Azerbaijanis), and 4,796
were Armenians?’. If we take into account that there were as many women as men,
we can conclude that 35,264 people lived in the Gazakh distance in 1831. In 1831,
73 percent of the population of the Gazakh distance were Azerbaijanis, and
27 percent were Armenians. Thus, the percentage of Armenians in the Gazakh
distance increased from 25.6 percent to 27 percent between 1826 and 1831, while
the percentage of Azerbaijanis decreased from 74.4 percent to 73 percent.

As can be seen, the number of villages in the Gazakh distance decreased from 74 to
69 in 1831 compared with 1826, and the number of families (households) decreased
from 5,152 to 4,960. In our opinion, this decrease was due to the war between Russia
and the Qajar state in 1826-1828. During the military operations, a significant part of
the Azerbaijani population and the local feudal elite of the Gazakh distance fought
against Russia, and subsequently some of them were forced to leave their native
lands to escape the punitive measures of the Russian authorities.

34 Mamedosa U.M. «CtaTructudeckue onvcanus llammagunbckoit u Kazaxckoi auctadHnum»... C. 113-115.
35 ]bid. C. 110.

36 Ibid. C. 109.

37 3ybapes []. Kasaxckasg puctaHuusa. 06o3peHue Poccuiickux esaadenuti 3a Kaexkazom, e
cmamucmuyeckom, monozpaguueckom u ¢punarHcosom omuoweHusix. Y.Il. Cankt-IleTepbypr: Tum.
JenaprameHTa BHellHel Toprosuiy, 1836. C. 223, 227.
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The main reason for the decrease in the population of the Gazakh region after the
Russian occupation, as mentioned above, was the migration of the inhabitants of
these places to other provinces, mainly to Karabakh and the Ganja region. The fact
that part of the population left their native land was primarily due to the harsh
colonial policy of the tsarist authorities, as well as the harassment of the peasants by
their lords. Of course, there were also a number of other reasons. As a result, part of
the population of the Gazakh region left their villages permanently, moved to other
Muslim provinces, and established new settlements there.

True, in the Gazakh region, compared to 1826, an increase of more than 2,000
people in the population was noticeable in 1831, which was also due to natural
growth and was much lower than the average annual rate of the previous period.

This population was divided into 4 strata: the 1ststratum included lords and their
relatives and meliks; the 2ndclass included clergy (religious figures, mullahs, and
effendis); the 3rd class included kokhas or village elders, sergeants or corporals, their
family members, sayids, dervishes, and agha servants. Aghas (Azerbaijani nobles) and
meliks (Armenian nobles) were appointed by government representatives to
administer one or more villages and received a certain share of the taxes collected from
the village population. Relatives of aghas and meliks were exempt from paying taxes
and duties to the treasury and also had a certain number of servants. Peasants had to
cultivate their land plots free of charge. The clergy and the 3rd class were also exempt
from paying taxes and duties to the treasury38. The 4t class included peasants, who
were in the most deprived position. All taxes and duties were imposed on them.

According to the statistical data in the 1831 cameral description, at that time,
there were 2,561 households (families) and a population of 10,888 living in 50
villages in the Shamshaddil distance. Of these, 8,697 were Tatars (Azerbaijanis) and
2,191 were Armenians3°. Thus, at that time, 79.9 percent of the population of the
Shamshaddil distance were Azerbaijanis, and 20.1 percent were Armenians. The
Armenians living in the Shamshaddil region had supported the Russian army during
its wars against the Qajar state. As a reward for this assistance, they were exempted
from the control of Tatar (Azerbaijani) landlords.

It should be noted that another Russian author, A.D. Eritsov, noted that in 1838,
32,813 people lived in the Gazakh region#®. These figures indicate a stagnation in
population growth in the 1830s. The main reason for this was the harsh colonial
policy pursued by the Russian authorities. Armed uprisings against Russian rule took
place in various regions of Northern Azerbaijan, and the local Azerbaijani population,
fleeing oppression, moved to other places.

On April 10, 1840, Tsar Nicholas I signed the law ‘On the Administration of the
Transcaucasian (South Caucasian - auth.) Territory’4., and the implementation of new

38 |bid. C. 226.

39 3ybapes /]. llammaguiabckas auctaHuusa. 06o3peHue Poccutlickux esadenuti 3a Kasekazom, e
cmamucmuyeckoM, monozpaguueckom u ¢punarHcosom omuoweHusix. Y.Il. CaHkt-IleTepbypr: Tum.
JenaptameHTa BHelHel ToprosJy, 1836. C. 256-257.

40 Epuyos A./. ~ JDKOHOMHYECKMH  OBIT  TroOCyJapCTBeHHbIX KpecTbssH  Kasaxckoro  yesna,
EnvcaBeTnosnbckoi rybepHUn. Mamepuasibl 045 U3y4eHUs] IKOHOMUYECKo20 6blma 20cydapcmeeHHbIX
KpecmbsiH 3akagkasckozo kpas. T. 2, Bein. 3. Tudauc: Tun. A.A. MuxenbcoHa, 1886. C. 39.

41 Bpicoyaiillle yTBep>KAeHHOE YUpeXx/jeHue AJs yrpaBaeHus1 3akaBKa3cKUM KpaeM. 10 anpesa 1840,
Ne 13368. IlosHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Poccuiickoil umnepuu. Cobpanue BTopoe. T. 15 (1840), Y. 1. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Tunorpaduu Il Otnenenus co6crBeHHoit Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesnvecTBa
Kannessapuy, 1841. C. 237-261.
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administrative and judicial reforms began. Provinces, domains, distances, and ‘okrug’
(district) administrations created under the new administrative reform were strictly
adapted to the administration of the internal Russian provinces. According to the
newly introduced administrative division, the Gazakh distance, together with the
Shamshaddil distance, was included in the Elizavetpol district, which in turn was
included in the Georgian-Imereti province42. By the rescript of Tsar NicholasI of
December 6, 1846, the government recognized the full and hereditary property rights
of the beks and aghas to the lands of the estates and tiyuls that were in their
possession during the Russian occupation and rule. All the lands in the settlements of
Gazakh, Shamshaddil, and Borchaly that had previously been confiscated from the
aghas were returned to them as a special favor by the Tsar. At the same time, the right
of the aghas to private ownership of these lands was confirmed43.

These reforms carried out by the Russian government in the South Caucasus in the
1840s, in particular the replacement of the military-administrative system of
government with civil administration and the restoration of the rights of the local
nobility, partially improved the overall situation. This had a positive effect on the
ethno-demographic indicators in all areas, including the Gazakh region.

According to the cameral description of 1860, over the previous 30 years, there
had been a significant increase in the number of villages, families, and the total
population in the Gazakh region. At that time, there were 51 villages inhabited by
Tatars (Azerbaijanis), 26 inhabited by Armenians, and 2 inhabited by Russian
sectarians, making a total of 79 villages#+.

According to this document, Russian sectarian (Molokan) families lived in the
Gazakh region only in two villages: Golovino (22 families) and Novo-Dilijan (29
families), for a total of 51 families45. In addition to these two villages inhabited by
Russians at that time, the Russian researcher A.D.Eritsov also mentioned a third
village - Mikhailovka, stating that this village was founded in the 1840s and was
named in honor of Mikhail Vorontsov, who was the Viceroy of the Caucasus at that
time#o,

In general, the first Russian sectarian families began to be resettled in the Gazakh
region in the 1840s. The newly resettled Russian sectarian families founded three
settlements in the Gazakh region at that time - the villages of Golovino, Mikhailovka,
and Novo-Dilijan. In subsequent decades, the villages of Novo-Saratovka and Novo-
Ivanovka were founded by Russian sectarian families.

According to the cameral description of 1860, the total population of the Gazakh
region at that time consisted of 6,633 families4’. Based on the generally accepted
figures regarding the number of family members, we have estimated that in 1860, the
4,944 Azerbaijani families in the Gazakh region comprised 39,552 people, the 1,638

42 |bid. C. 238.

43 0 no3eMeJibHBIX NpaBax bekoB, MesinkoB 1 Arasapos. 6 fiekabpst 1846 r., Ne 20672. I[loaHoe cobpaHue
3akoHos Pocculickoli umnepuu. Co6panue BTopoe. T.21 (1846), Y. 2. CankT-IleTepbypr: [leyaTaHo B
tunorpaduu Il Otaenenus coocrBenHou Ero MMnepaTopckoro Besmdectsa Kannenspuu, 1847. C. 617-
619.

44 Qazax nahiyasinin Kameral tosviri. 1860-c1 il (Tarciims, tortib, 6n s6z va qeydlerin misllifi Nazir
dhmadli). Baki: “Elm va tahsil”, 2018. S. 22.

45 Ibid. S. 23.

46 Epuyos A./l. JKoHOMUYeCKHUH GBbIT rocylapCcTBeHHbIX KpecTsH Kasaxckoro yesza... C. 44.

47 Qazax nahiyasinin Kameral tasviri. 1860-ct il... S. 22-23.
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Armenian families comprised 14,742 people, and the 51 Molokan families comprised
612 people. Thus, in 1860, a total of 54,906 people lived in the Gazakh region.

Thus, the total population of the Gazakh region from 1831 to 1860 increased from
35,264 to 54,906, that is, by 56 percent. Also, during this period, the number of
Azerbaijanis increased by 54 percent, and the number of Armenians by 54.2 percent.

CONCLUSIONS

Analysis of the statistical indicators of the first decades of the 19th century shows
that during the period under consideration, significant changes occurred in the
population and ethnic composition of the Gazakh and Shamshaddil distances. While
in 1802 there were 56 villages in the Gazakh region - 39 inhabited by Tatars
(Azerbaijanis) and 17 inhabited by Armenians - in 1860 there were 80 villages in the
Gazakh region, 51 inhabited by Tatars (Azerbaijanis), 26 inhabited by Armenians, and
3 inhabited by Russian sectarians. In other words, over the previous 60 years, there
had been a significant increase in the number of villages inhabited by both
Azerbaijanis and Armenians.

Table 2
Number of villages and population in the Gazakh region in the first 60 years of
the 19th century and national composition

Azerbaijanis Armenians Russian Total
years village | popula- | village | popula- | village | popula- | village | popula-
tion tion tion tion
1806 39 11,860 | 17 4,719 - - 56 16,579
1826 49 24,696 | 25 8,491 - - 74 33,187
1831 25,672 | .. 9,592 - - 69 35,264
1860 51 39,552 | 26 14,742 | 3 612 80 54,906

Table 2 shows that while in 1806 there were 16,579 people living in the Gazakh
region, by 1860 the total population had reached 54,906. This allows us to conclude
that over the previous 60 years, the population increased by more than 3.3 times.
There were also significant changes in the number of families (households). In the
Gazakh region, there were 5,152 families in 1826, 4,960 families in 1831, and 6,633
families in 1860.

During the first 60 years of the 19th century, there was a significant increase in the
number of both Azerbaijanis and Armenians. In 1806, 11,860 people lived in the
Gazakh region; in 1826, 24,696 people; in 1831, 25,672 people in 4,960 families; and in
1860, 39,552 people were recorded (Table 2). Thus, from 1806 to 1860, the number of
Azerbaijanis increased by more than 3.3 times. The statistical indicators regarding the
number of Armenians changed as follows: in 1806 - 4,719 people; in 1826 - 8,491
people; in 1831 - 9,592 people; and in 1860 - 14,742 people. This meant that from
1806 to 1860, the Armenian population had increased by more than 3.1 times.

One of the important ethno-demographic changes that occurred in the Gazakh
region during the period in question was the resettlement of the first Russian
sectarian families. In the 1840s, three settlements were established in the Gazakh
region - the villages of Golovino, Mikhailovka, and Novo-Dilijan, and in the following
decades, the resettlement of Russians continued on a larger scale.
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Thus, the statistical indicators discussed above demonstrate that during the 60
years following the beginning of the Russian occupation, the Turkic-Muslim
population of the Gazakh region was systematically oppressed by the authorities. The
removal of the aghas from local administration, the confiscation of their landholdings,
and challenges to their ownership rights also encouraged the common people - the
peasants, who constituted the majority of the population - to abandon their ancestral
lands, tired of the arbitrariness of the Russian authorities.

On the contrary, Russian officials made various concessions to the Armenian
population, reduced taxes collected from them, freed Armenian villages from the
administration of Azerbaijani lords, even appointed officials of Armenian origin to the
post of ‘bailiffs’ (‘mourav’) (for example, in 1806-1809, the ‘bailiff’ (‘mourav’) of the
Gazakh distance was an officer of the Russian army of Armenian origin, colonel prince
losif Bebutov48), and relocated Armenian families from other places and settled them
on fertile lands.

All this was the result of the purposeful policy of the Russian authorities, which led
to the departure of part of the Azerbaijani population from their homeland during the
first 60 years of the tsarist regime in the Gazakh region, while the number of the
Armenian population increased rapidly and, from the 1840s onward, Russian
families, who were entirely alien to the region, were also settled there.
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