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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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Анотація 
Метою статті є розгляд процесу окупації Російською імперією 

Газахського та Шамшаддильського районів Азербайджану, з’ясування змін та їх 
наслідків, що відбулися у перші десятиліття після цього у системі місцевого 
управління, господарського життя населення й, особливо, в етнодемографічній 
ситуації. 

Наукова новизна дослідження полягає у комплексному аналізі 
етнодемографічних змін, що відбулися під час приєднання Газахського та 
Шамшаддильського регіонів до Російської імперії та в наступні десятиліття, 
скасування традиційної системи управління та запровадження військово-
колоніального режиму, погіршення економічного становища місцевого 
населення, а також етнодемографічних змін, що відбувалися на тлі цих подій. 

Висновки. Встановлено, що перші 60 років 19 століття ознаменувалися 
радикальними змінами в адміністративному устрої, соціально-політичних та 
соціально-економічних умовах цих територій, що вплинуло на життя населення 
та етнодемографічні процеси в регіоні. 

Було показано, що в період окупації Газахського та Шамшаддильського 
регіонів Азербайджану Російською імперією й у перші десятиліття після цієї 
зміни в системі місцевого управління, господарського життя населення та, 
особливо, в етнодемографічній ситуації активно підтримувалися на 
державному рівні, насамперед за допомогою законодавчого регулювання. 

Встановлено, що в десятиліття, які послідували за приєднанням Газахського 
регіону до Російської імперії, цілеспрямована антиазербайджанська політика 
уряду та переселення вірменського та російського населення вплинули на 
землезабезпеченість й умови життя корінного азербайджанського населення в 
цілому. Це, у свою чергу, призвело до істотних змін як у динаміці зростання 
населення, і у його етнічному складі. У статті ці зміни розглядаються на основі 
офіційних статистичних даних та обговорюються їх наслідки. 

Ключові слова: Газах, Шамшадділ, російська окупація, колоніальне 
правління, населення, демографічні зміни, переселення вірмен і росіян 
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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) tribes1, 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 Tbilisi, i.e., in the territory of present-
day Gazakh region2. 

The indigenous population of the Gazakh region consists of Azerbaijanis, who were 
identified in 19th 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, Garagoyunlu, 
Garakhanly, Gadirli, Garalar, and Kengarli. Over time, the descendants of these tribes 
interbred and formed an ethnic unity. From the 16th to the 19th centuries, this 
population was collectively known as the ‘Gazakh-Shamshaddil Terekemeleri’. 

During the rule of the Baharlı, 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 19th century, in the first years of the 
occupation. The commander of the Russian troops in the Caucasus, Count Gudovich, 
in his report to Tsar Alexander I dated January 5, 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 Семенов П.П. Географическо-статистический словарь Российской империи. Т. 2. Санкт-
Петербург: Типография В. Безобразова и К°, иждивением А.Н. Турубаева, 1865. C. 424-425. 
2 Vəlixanlı N.M. Azərbaycan VII-XII əsrlərdə: tarix, mənbələr, şərhlər. Bakı: Elm və Təhsil, 2016. P. 52, 53. 
3 Всеподданнейшее доносение гр. Гудовича, от 5-го января 1808 года. док. 403. Акты, собранные 
Кавказской археографической комиссией. Т. 3: Кавказ и Закавказье за время управления генерал-
фельдмаршала графа Ивана Васильевича Гудовича, 1806-1809 / под ред. Ад. Берже. Тифлис: 
Типография Главного управления Наместника Кавказского, 1869. С. 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 19th 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’4. 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 Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. В 12 т. Тифлис: Типография 
Главного управления Наместника Кавказского, 1866-1904.  
5 Присоединение Азербайджана к России и его прогрессивные последствия в области экономики 
и культуры (XIX – нач. XX вв.) / Институт истории и философии АН Азербайджанской ССР; под 
ред. А.Н. Гулиева, В.Д. Мочалова. Баку: Изд-во Академии наук Азербайджанской ССР, 1955. 295 с.; 
История Азербайджана: в 3 т. / Акад. наук Азерб. ССР. Ин-т истории; под ред. И.А. Гусейнова [и др.]. 
Т. 2: От присоединения Азербайджана к России до Февральской буржуазно-демократической 
революции 1917 года. Баку: Изд-во Академии наук Азербайджанской ССР, 1960. X+953 с.; История 
Азербайджана: краткий очерк истории Азербайджана с древнейших времен до наших дней / под 
ред. Дж.Б. Гулиева. Баку: Элм, 1979. 304 с. 
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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. Valikhanli6, M. Abdullayev7, and 
I. Mammadova8 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)9. 

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 Irakli II 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 Vəlixanlı N.M. Azərbaycan VII-XII əsrlərdə: tarix, mənbələr, şərhlər… 480 s. 
7 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanlıqlar və rus müstəmləkəçiliyi dövründə Şimali Azərbaycanda aqrar münasibətlər 
(XIX əsrin 40-cı illərinə qədər): dərs vəsaiti. Bakı: Adiloğlu, 2005. 232 s. 
8 Мамедова И.М. «Статистические описания Шамшадильской и Казахской дистанции» как 
источник для изучения истории населения Закавказья (первая треть XIX ст.). Сходознавство. 
2012. Вип. 59. С. 104-120. 
9 Бакиханов А.К. Гюлистан и Ирам. Редакция, комментарии, примечания и указатели 
З.М. Буниятова. Баку: Элм, 1991. С. 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 II 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 Khanate11. 

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 peasants12. 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 agha13. 

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 tax15. 

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

                                                
10 Дубровин Н.Ф. Братья Потемкины на Кавказе. Русский вестник. 1879. Т. 139 (№ 1-2). С. 78. 
11 Мамедова И.М. «Статистические описания Шамшадильской и Казахской дистанции»… С. 105. 
12 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanlıqlar və rus müstəmləkəçiliyi dövründə Şimali Azərbaycanda aqrar 
münasibətlər… S. 42. 
13 Колониальная политика российского царизма в Азербайджане в 20–60-х гг. XIX в. Ч. 1: 
Феодальные отношения и колониальный режим, 1827-1843 гг. / Акад. наук СССР, Ин-т истории; 
ред., вступ. ст. И.П. Петрушевского. Москва; Ленинград: Изд-во Академии наук СССР, 1936. С. 97. 
14 Список тем князьям и дворянам Грузинским, кои при покойном царе Георгии Ираклиевиче 
имели должности моуравов, док. 157. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. 
Т. 1… С. 195. 
15 Рапорт д.с.с. Коваленского ген.-л Кноррингу, от 27-го мая 1802 года, док. 158. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1 / под ред. А.П. Берже. Тифлис: Типография 
Главного управления Наместника Кавказского, 1866. С. 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 lands16. 

 
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 uyezds17, and the sultanates of Gazakh, Borchali, 
Pambak, and Shamshaddil were included in the Lori uyezd (district)18. 

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 Avalov19. 

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 Прошение Казахских жителей ген.-л. Кноррингу, 1802 г., док. 784. Акты, собранные Кавказскою 
археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 593. 
17 О учреждении внутреннего в Грузии управления, высочайше утвержденное постановление в 
12-й день сентября 1801 г., № 20007. Полное собрание законов Российской империи. Собрание 
Первое. Т. 26 (1800-1801). Санкт-Петербург: Печатано в типографии ІІ Отделения собственной 
Его Императорского величества Канцелярии, 1830. С. 784. 
18 Ведомость о разделении Грузии на пяти уездов… с показаниями уездных городов и селений. 
Мая 8-го дня 1802 года, док. 575. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… 
С. 461-465. 
19 Письмо ген.-л. Кнорринга к д.с.с. Коваленскому, от 10-го июня 1802 года, док. 584. Акты, 
собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 483. 
20 The rights and duties of the mouravs were determined on the basis of the instructions of the accident 
chief – captain-ispravnik (Письмо ген.-л. Кнорринга к д.с.с. Коваленскому, от 10-го июня 1802 года, 
док. 584. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 482-483; 
Наставление капитан-исправникам, учрежденным по уездам, извлеченное из законоположений 
Российской империи, док. 570. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… 
С. 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-salahlı, 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, 
Agdani21. 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 216⅔ khalvars of barley as grain tax and 4,000 roubles in 
cash tax22. 

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 fled25. 

On July 3, 1802, a report from Major General I.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 Ведомость о разделении Грузии на пяти уездов… с показаниями уездных городов и селений… 
Мая 8-го дня 1802 года, док. 575. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… 
С. 462, 464-465. 
22 Рапорт начальника Верховного Грузинского Правительства Казенной Экспедиции д.с.с. 
Коваленского ген.-л. Кноррингу, от 9-го июня 1802 года, док. 583. Акты, собранные Кавказскою 
археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 479, 480. 
23 Прошение Казахских жителей ген.-л. Кноррингу, 1802 г., док. 784. Акты, собранные Кавказскою 
археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 593. 
24 Abdullayev M.Q. Xanlıqlar və rus müstəmləkəçiliyi dövründə Şimali Azərbaycanda aqrar 
münasibətlər… С. 176. 
25 Рапорт начальника Верховного Грузинского Правительства Казенной Экспедиции д.с.с. 
Коваленского ген.-л. Кноррингу, от 9-го июня 1802 года, док. 583. Акты, собранные Кавказскою 
археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 480. 
26 Рапорт ген.-м. Лазарева ген.-л. Кноррингу, от 3-го июля 1802 года, док. 785. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 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 help27. 

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 roubles29. 

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 
 

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

Gazakh 6,010 5,850 11,860 2,546 2,173 4,719 16,579 
Shamshaddil 2,473 2,315 4,788 664 588 1,252 6,040 
Borchali 5,131 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 source30. 
                                                
27 Рапорт кап. Таганова ген.-м Лазареву, от 14-го октября 1802 года, док. 794. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 596. 
28 Сведения о Шамшадили, док. 786. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. 
Т. 1… С. 594. 
29 Письмо ген.-м. Лазарева к ген.-л. Кноррингу, док. 353. Акты, собранные Кавказскою 
археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 294-295. 
30 Генеральная ведомость Верховного Грузинского Правительства Казенной Экспедиции о числе 
прибывающих в Грузии разного звания людей и о выгодностях их, 28 октября 1806 года, док. 
1194. Акты, собранные Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 1… С. 714. 
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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 19th 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 masse31. 

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, I.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 home32. 

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 Всеподданнейшее прошение к.а. Лофицкого, от 30-го апреля 1806 года, док. 1. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 3… С. 5. 
32 Письмо гр. Гудовича к барону Будбергу, от 21-го августа 1806 года, док. 187. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 3… С. 105. 
33 Перечневая ведомость о числе селений, приходских дымов, штатных церквей и при них 
причтов Армяно-Григорианского исповедания, январь 1822 года, док. 601. Акты, собранные 
Кавказскою археографическою комиссиею. Т. 6, ч. 1: Кавказ и Закавказье за время управления 
генерала от инфантерии Алексея Петровича Ермолова (1816-1827) / под ред. Ад. Берже. Тифлис: 
Типография Главного управления Наместника Кавказского, 1874. С. 449. 
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Research by I.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 (Tbilisi) and settled in the village of Chardakhli in 
the Shamshaddil distance36. 

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 Armenians37. 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 Мамедова И.М. «Статистические описания Шамшадильской и Казахской дистанции»… С. 113-115. 
35 Ibid. С. 110. 
36 Ibid. С. 109. 
37 Зубарев Д. Казахская дистанция. Обозрение Российских владений за Кавказом, в 
статистическом, топографическом и финансовом отношениях. Ч. II. Санкт-Петербург: Тип. 
Департамента внешней торговли, 1836. С. 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 1st stratum included lords and their 
relatives and meliks; the 2nd class 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 4th 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 Armenians39. 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 region40. 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’41, and the implementation of new 

                                                
38 Ibid. С. 226. 
39 Зубарев Д. Шамшадильская дистанция. Обозрение Российских владений за Кавказом, в 
статистическом, топографическом и финансовом отношениях. Ч. II. Санкт-Петербург: Тип. 
Департамента внешней торговли, 1836. С. 256-257. 
40 Ерицов А.Д. Экономический быт государственных крестьян Казахского уезда, 
Елисаветпольской губернии. Материалы для изучения экономического быта государственных 
крестьян Закавказского края. Т. 2, Вып. 3. Тифлис: Тип. А.А. Михельсона, 1886. С. 39. 
41 Высочайше утвержденное учреждение для управления Закавказским краем. 10 апреля 1840 г., 
№ 13368. Полное собрание законов Российской империи. Собрание второе. Т. 15 (1840), Ч. 1. Санкт-
Петербург: Печатано в типографии ІІ Отделения собственной Его Императорского величества 
Канцелярии, 1841. С. 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 Nicholas I 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 villages44. 

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 
time46. 

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 families47. 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 Ibid. С. 238. 
43 О поземельных правах Беков, Меликов и Агаларов. 6 декабря 1846 г., № 20672. Полное собрание 
законов Российской империи. Собрание второе. Т. 21 (1846), Ч. 2. Санкт-Петербург: Печатано в 
типографии ІІ Отделения собственной Его Императорского величества Канцелярии, 1847. С. 617-
619. 
44 Qazax nahiyəsinin Kameral təsviri. 1860-cı il (Tərcümə, tərtib, ön söz və qeydlərin müəllifi Nazir 
Əhmədli). Bakı: “Elm və təhsil”, 2018. S. 22. 
45 Ibid. S. 23. 
46 Ерицов А.Д. Экономический быт государственных крестян Казахского уезда… С. 44. 
47 Qazax nahiyəsinin Kameral təsviri. 1860-cı 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-
tion 

village popula-
tion 

village popula-
tion 

village popula-
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 
Iosif 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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