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Abstract. The article aims to analyze information on the forms of land tenure among the Laks in the 19th —
early 20th centuries. The primary focus lies in examining the various forms of land ownership and determining
their prevalence within the territory occupied by the Laks during the specified timeframe. The author directs
attention to the prevalence of distinctive easements in Laks’ land tenure, emphasizing the insufficient
coverage of the reasons for their persistence in the works of many researchers and presents her perspective
on the sustainability of this particular type of land use. The theoretical and methodological framework of
the study is rooted in the general principles of historicism and objectivism. Alongside the stated objective,
the author employs specific historical methods, including logical, systemic, chronological, actualization, and
periodization. In writing the article, the author also utilized her field ethnographic materials and relevant
literature pertaining to the problem. Additionally, archival materials sourced from the Central State Archive of
the Republic of Dagestan (CSA RD) were incorporated, contributing novel insights to scientific discourse. The
study concludes in the identification of a significant factor contributing to the retainment of easement in Laks’
land tenure: the absence of forced crop rotation, wherein the community actively regulated the exploitation of
its plots, determining which lands to cultivate and which to leave fallow. The emergence of these easements can
be traced to attempts aimed at legally addressing conflicting economic interests between various communities,
as well as between communities and private owners. This occurred amidst escalating antagonism between
communal and private property, intensified by land congestion, evolving economic specialization, and the
waning influence of the community in matters of land tenure, economic activities, and social everyday life.
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O ®OPMAX 3EMVIEITIO/IB3OBAHUA Y JIAKIIEB
B XIX - HAYAJIE XX B.

Annomayus. llenpio cTaThU SIBJISIETCS AHAIN3 CBEJIEHUH 0 GopMax 3eMJIEII0Ib30BaHUA ¥ JaKIeB B XIX —
Havase XX B. OCHOBHOe BHUMAaHUE aBTOpa yieJaeHO GpopMaM 3eMeTbHOU COOCTBEHHOCTH U OIPEEIEHHIO
CTENEHH UX PACIIPOCTPAHEHHOCTH HA TEPPUTOPUH, 3aHUMAaeMOH JIAKIIAMHU B HCCIIEAyeMOe BpeMsi. ABTOp o6pa-
IIjaeT BHUMaHHE Ha paCIPOCTPAaHEHHOCTh B 3€MJIETIOJIb30BAaHUH JIAKIIEB CBOEOOPA3HBIX CEPBUTYTOB, TPUUHHBI
COXpaHEeHUs KOTOPBIX He MOJIYYMJIH JOJIKHOTO OCBEIlleH!s B paboTaX MHOTHUX HUCC/IeI0BaTeel, U IPUBOUT
CBOIO BEPCHIO YCTOMYHMBOCTH ATOTO BUJIA 3eMJIEMIOIb30BaHUsA. TeopeTUKO-MeTOJ0JIOTHUECKON OCHOBOU pabo-
THI ABJISIOTCS OOIIHE TPHUHITUAIIBI KICTOPHU3Ma U 00'beKTHBU3MA. B COOTBETCTBHY C BBIIBUHYTOH IETBIO UCCIIEO-
BaHUS aBTOP HCIIOJIb30BAJ M YACTHBbIE UCTOPUYECKHUE METO/IbI: JIOTUYECKUH, CUCTEMHBIN, XPOHOJIOTHUECKHH,
aKTyaJIM3aliuy, nepuoaus3anuu. [Ipy HamucaHWM cTaThU OBLIM MCIIOJIB30BAHBI MOJIEBBIE STHOTpaduueckue
MaTepHuaJIbl aBTOPA U CIleNHaIbHAA JINTEpaTypa o mpobjeMe. A Tak:Ke apXUBHbIE MaTepHAaJIbl, XPaHSIIUXCS
B lleHTpasibHOM rocy/lapcTBEHHOM apxuBe PecmyOsuku JlarectaH, KOTOpPbIe BIIEPBbIE BBOJATCA B HAYUHBIH
06opoT. B pe3ysibTaTe IpOBEAEHHOTO HCCIEIOBAHUS MBI IIPHUIILIA K BBIBOAY, YTO OJHON U3 IPUYUH COXPaH-
HOCTH CEPBHUTYTOB B 36MJIETIOJIb30BAHUH JIAKI[EB ABJISAETCS OTCYTCTBUE y HUX TaK HA3bIBAEMOTO ITPUHYTUTEb-
HOT'O ceBO0O0OPOTa, IPHU KOTOPOM OOIIMHA PETYJIMPOBajia MPOIlecC SKCIUIyaTallii CBOMX YYaCTKOB U pelrasa
KaKue 3eMJIU 3acesiTh, 4 KaKKe OCTABUTD IO/ map. BO3HUKHOBEHNE Ha3BAHHBIX CEPBUTYTOB OBLIO CBSI3aHO C
TIOITBITKAMHY ITPABOBOTO YPETYJIUPOBAHUSA MPOTUBOCTOSIIMX APYT APYTY XO3AHCTBEHHBIX HHTEPECOB PA3HBIX
OOIIMH, a TaKKe OOITUH U YaCTHBIX BJIAJIEIbIIEB B YCJIOBUAX HAPACTABIIET0 aHTATOHU3MAa B3aUMOOTHOIIIEHUH
OOIIMHHOM U YaCTHOH cOOCTBEHHOCTH HA (DOHE 3eMeTbHOH TECHOTHI, PA3BUBABIIIEHCS X03SHCTBEHHOH CIIeI-
aJIN3aIiuy, 0cIabJIeHUs TIO3UITUH OOIIMHBI B 36 MJIEMT0Ib30BAHUY, XO3IUCTBEHHOM U OOIIeCTBEHHOM OBITY.

Knarouesvle crosa: nakiipl; JlarectaH; CEpBUTYTHI; 3€MJIEBJIAJIEHHUE; 3€MJIETIOIb30BAHIE

Jia murupoBanusna: Pamasanosa 3.5. O dopmax 3eMJIenoap30BaHuA y JakneB B XIX — Hauasie
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The Laks represent one of the larger ethnic groups in Dagestan, with a reported population
of 162518 according to the 2020 All-Russian Population Census. Predominantly residing in
the Laksky, Kulinsky, and Novolaksky districts of the Republic of Dagestan, they have long
inhabited the regions now known as Laksky and Kulinsky, referring to it as lakku kIanu (lit.
“territory of the Laks”). Beyond these districts, Laks are also found in Akushinsky (Balkhar,
Kuli, Tsulikana, Ulluchara), Rutulsky (Arakul and Verkhniy Katrukh), Dakhadaevsky
(Shadni), and Charodinsky (Shali) districts. To the south, the Samur Range serves as a
natural demarcation, separating the Laks from their neighbors, the Tsakhurs and Rutuls.
The lower Dyultydag ridge in the northwest acts as a geographical boundary distinguishing
the Laks’ settlement territory from that of the Dargins.

The agricultural practices of the Laks did not emerge and evolve in isolation; rather, they
developed through direct interaction and mutual influence with the economies of other
Dagestan peoples. Consequently, the historiography of Lak agriculture and land tenure is
intricately connected with the historiography of agriculture among other Dagestan ethnic
groups and cannot be examined separately. The earliest ethnographic evidence, documented
by ancient and Arab scholars, are outlined in the works of Soviet researchers [1]. J. Gerber,
a foundational figure in Dagestan ethnography, presents valuable information about the
economy. He was one of the first to provide the description of the Laks, referring to them as
Kazykumuks [2], and published various details about their economic practices.

From the second half of the 18th century until the 1850s, the prevailing trend in literature
was dominated by works of a general descriptive nature, encompassing diverse information.
Primarily, these included reports, military-historical studies, and assessments from military
officials. L.I. Tikhonov’s work? is representative of this genre. Towards the end of the 18th
century and into the early decades of the 19th century, the ethnography of the Caucasus
received partial attention from scholars, travelers, as well as officers and civil officials
stationed in the region. Subsequently, during the 1840s to the 1860s, a substantial volume
of ethnographic material was produced by military personnel, supplemented to some extent
by civil servants and individuals from various professions. Notably, this period is distinctive
for the active involvement of authors from local nationalities in the field of Caucasus
ethnography.

Two studies by A. Omarov, featured in the “Collections of Information about the
Caucasian Mountaineers” [3; 4], should be mentioned. Additionally, P.G. Przhetslavsky’s
article, “Dagestan, its Morals and Customs” [5], is of significance. Based on the author’s
valuable observations of Dagestani life, including that of the Laks, the article provides
insightful material on their economy and daily life. Further contributions regarding the Laks
are found in the works of A.M. Dirr [6] and S. Gabiev [7]. D.B. Butaev’s articles also deserve
acknowledgment for their role in addressing land tenure issues among the Laks during this
period [8].

Within the publications of the Soviet era [9], the works of G.G. Osmanov stand out as
particularly relevant to our article [10; 11]. In 1961, H.-M.O. Khashaev’s monograph was

1. Results of the 2020 All-Russian Population Census according to the Rosstat website. Vol. 5. National composition and
language proficiency Available at: rosstat.gov.ru. https://o5.rosstat.gov.ru » vserosperep.

2. Tikhonov L.I. Description of Northern Dagestan // CSA RD. F. 59. Dagestan Regional Commission for the All-Russian
Agricultural Census. Temir-Khan-Shura. Inv. 1. File 114, 115, 116, 111, 113.
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published, discussing intriguing questions regarding the land and legal relations of the
Dagestanis. Notably, the article draws on materials from the Central State Archive of the
Republic of Dagestan and published archival materials [12]. Turning to the post-Soviet
period, the article utilizes the expanded and republished monograph by A.G. Bulatova [13],
the monograph by M.O. Osmanov [14], and the monograph by B.G. Aliev [15].

We refrain from incorporating works of the post-Soviet period on the history and
ethnography of the peoples of Dagestan in our study as we believe that many of them reiterate
the findings published by their predecessors.

In Lakia, forests were notably scarce. Expansive summer pastures situated on high
mountain ridges were only viable for use during the summer months. The absence of winter
pastures compelled the Laks to lease such spaces on the plains. Faced with a lack of self-
sustaining resources, the Laks turned to various trades in their pursuit of alternative means
of subsistence.

As correctly noted by H.-M.O. Khashaev, Kazikumukh played a role in Mountainous
Dagestan akin to that of a medieval city in Western Europe. The villages surrounding
Kazikumukh can be compared to the workshops of a medieval city, with each village
specializing in the production of a specific item. Collectively, these villages produced
everything necessary to fulfill various needs, including clothing, weapons, jewelry, and even
cooking. Dagestanis aptly referred to Kumukh as a city [16, p. 162; 17, p. 155]. The centers
of craft and trade, particularly in Kumukh and its neighboring villages, exhibited more
advanced relations. In contrast, another part of the region, centered around the village of
Kuli, maintained a degree of internal closure and isolation. Consequently, the process of
feudalization permeated nearly the entire society in the Kumukh region, while other areas of
the Laks retained semi-patriarchal-semi-feudal relations [9, p. 281-282].

This period was characterized by the following forms of land ownership: feudal, peasant-
private, state, waqf.

Communal ownership extended to pastures, partially to meadows, and forests. Some
privately owned lands comprised the possessions of the khan (until the first half of the 19th
century), beks, and wealthy uzdens (khuni katri) — designated as the mulks of feudal lords.
Another segment of privately owned lands consisted of small plots known as mulks, held by
free uzdens [18, p. 38]. Mulks, categorized by status, were further divided into those of large
landowners and those of free community members. In the former case, these were lands
exploited by feudal lords through the mediation of dependent peasants, while in the latter,
they were lands directly cultivated by their owners — free peasants [19, p. 277].

In the categorization of land ownership in Dagestan, particularly in Lakia, it is necessary
to acknowledge the significance of the mulk. The mulk is a freely alienable unconditional
property [1, p. 80]. Small free ownership of land not only conferred the right to own it
without hindrance or limitations but also included the ability to transfer ownership [20, p.
167]. “Mulk could be sold, passed on by inheritance, gifted to another owner, or bequeathed
to a mosque. In this respect, mulk is an analogy to the Russian patrimony, the Western
European allod” [16, p. 80].

Feudal landownership. The basis of the feudal property of the Kazikumukh khans and beks
was not arable land, but pastures. Pastures and grazing mountains were acquired through
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the appropriation of communal lands and primarily through seizing the lands of neighboring
peoples. For instance, the last Kazikumukh khan, Agalar, possessed 34 pasture mountains,
constituting the primary source of his income [14, p. 264—265] and yielding 2500 heads of
sheep annually [12, p. 27]. The khan distributed these sheep among the villages of his khanate
for sale. The village elders forced the villagers to buy sheep at the price set by the khan. In
the context of livestock farming, payment for pasture tenure amounted to feudal rent, as the
khans, by controlling the pivotal aspects of livestock farming, specifically pastures, placed
livestock breeders in a position of dependence [16, p. 161]. As an illustration, residents of
the khan’s villages, such as Urimi and Mukarki, annually contributed one bull, butter, and
cheese to the khan. Similarly, residents of Mukar provided 15 load-packs of firewood and
one kurdyuk (tail fat) each, those in Kamabhi offered 15 load-packs of firewood and one sheep
carcass each, and residents of Vikhli, in addition to firewood, supplied 1 2 kurdyuk and 30
dachus of barley. Furthermore, residents of the villages of Khusraninsky Magal contributed
two datyals* of oil each [7, p. 86].

According to the household census of 1886, the Kazikumukh district comprised 10340
households with a total land area of 51808 desyatinas. This land distribution included 4542
desyatinas of hayfields, 6736 desyatinas of arable land, 39880 desyatinas of pastures, and
650 desyatinas of forests. On average, each household had access to 5 desyatinas of total
land, of which 0.65 desyatinas were arable land. In contrast, 477 farm landowners collectively
held 3622 desyatinas [12, p. 86].

In the Kazikumukh Khanate, alongside the khan, beks, and chankas, large landowners
included representatives of the Qadi family. Unlike feudal economy in Russia, the system in
Mountainous Dagestan, including the Kazikumukh Khanate, did not involve the continuous
allocation of arable land to peasants by feudal lords, mainly due to the scarcity of such land in
the mountainous terrain. Arable land in the mountains was assigned to only a small portion
of dependent peasant rayats, a category of peasants reliant on feudal rulers. These rayats
either paid rent or performed various types of work for the landowner, such as herding
livestock, harvesting crops, plowing, reaping, and more [9, p. 278—279]. The majority of
rayats were prisoners of war and their descendants, and their numbers were consistently
replenished by impoverished commoners. Additionally, in villages like Tulizma, Khulisma,
Khosrekh, and others, the rayat group primarily formed through the lags, forcefully attached
to land [15, p. 158]. A lag was the full property of the owner; he could be sold, bought, gifted,
exchanged, etc. [21].5

To clarify the questions of feudal relations and the interaction between feudal lords
and peasants in Dagestan during the post-reform period, it is imperative to discuss the
transformations in land ownership and land tenure. In the period under examination,
notable changes unfolded in the evolution of commodity-money relations in Dagestan. The
heightened demand for agricultural products facilitated the expansion of rental relationships
with entrepreneurs within the feudal milieu. The majority of feudal lords sustained their

3. Dachu — a measure of volume among the Laks, equal to 12 kg.

4. Datyal — a measure of weight for butter, cheese, honey, equal to 3 kg.

5. In the Kazikumukh Khanate, as elsewhere in Dagestan, the original source of slavery were prisoners of war. However,
slavery in Lakiya did not outgrow the framework of domestic, patriarchal slavery, since slaves were of interest to the owner
not so much as labor force, but as a valuable commodity.
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livelihoods through land lease. However, these earnings often proved insufficient for their
luxurious or leisurely lifestyle. Consequently, many resorted to pledging their lands to
moneylenders at interest, eventually falling into inescapable bondage and being compelled
to sell their lands. Thus, feudal land ownership diminished, and classless land ownership
strengthened [2, p. 167-168], which unequivocally resulted from the penetration of capitalist
relations into Dagestan’s agriculture. A subsequent stride in this trajectory was marked by the
reforms of the 1860s. Following the conclusion of the Caucasian War and the establishment
of “peace” in the region, the Tsarist government opted to abolish autonomous feudal estates.
This move liberated up to 200 thousand people from the khan’s dependence [2, p. 25].

The abolition of the khanates precipitated changes in land-legal relations. Previously,
the escheated estates of peasants passed to the khans; however, following the liquidation
of the khanates, village council assumed management of these estates. Khans no longer
wielded influence over the communal-mulk land relations of peasants. In the 1860s, the
former khan’s lands were transferred to the ownership of the royal treasury. Consequently,
all khan’s lands in the Kazikumukh Khanate became state property, including 38 pastures
generating an annual income of up to 1.7 thousand sheep [18, p. 143].

Small-peasantry landownership. Apart from the mentioned feudal ownership, a distinct
form of land ownership emerged in the small peasant class. Mulki were personally owned by
free uzdens as unrestricted private property. Exercising this right, they engaged in various
transactions, including long-term leases, related to their land at their discretion. The
community, however, preferred that peasants sell their lands within the community rather
than to external parties.

Mulk ownership in Dagestan, especially in Lakia, differed somewhat from land ownership
under feudalism in Western Europe. In Lakia, as well as in Mountainous Dagestan, mulk
was allocated to a specific peasant from the lands he inherited for hereditary use from the
village community.

State-owned lands. In Dagestan, the establishment of state land ownership transpired
after 1813, involving the appropriation of both confiscated estates of feudal lords and
seized peasant lands. During the 1860s, the state land fund experienced a significant surge,
primarily at the expense of the khan’s estates. State-owned lands, predominantly composed
of pastures and forests, expanded notably. From the 1850s onwards, pastures were leased
out, with payment accepted in kind or currency. In 1862, the tax-farming system was
dismantled, and a fee per head of livestock was instituted as a replacement. Tenants were
required to pay a fee based on the estimated number of livestock they grazed. Towards the
end of the 1860s, in-kind contributions were substituted with cash payments. Starting from
1877, a tithe payment system was introduced, and plots were auctioned for rent [22, p. 149].

The peasantelite turned torenting extensive portions of state-owned pastures, contributing
to the escalation of speculation in state pastures. The Tsarist government leveraged the State
Land Fund to bolster its social support in Dagestan by allotting plots to individuals in service
to the throne. For instance, in the Kazikumukh district, the daughter of Colonel Nutsal Khan,
Shamaibike, received a pasture yielding an annual income of 1000 rubles [22, p. 150].

Waqf land tenure. In Lakia, as in other regions of Dagestan, the Muslim clergy assumed
the role of large landowners through mosque lands — plots of land bequeathed by believers.
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Both the property and a designated portion of its income were bequeathed. All this income
was termed “waqf.” Mosque lands were non-negotiable and could not be sold to anyone.
These mosque properties were categorized based on their use into three groups: 1) lands
directly owned by mosques; 2) lands permanently utilized by the heirs of the waqf grantor,
and 3) lands entrusted to the management of village communities [22, p. 151]. Tenants, as
outlined in the will, allocated a portion of the harvest to the mosque. The village council
determined the payment, which typically was half and one-third of the harvest [23, p. 10].
To provide context, data on the income received by a mosque in the Kazikumukh district in
1902 includes 2409 poods of grain, 3684 poods of baked bread, 292 sheep, 57 poods of meat,
135 pcs. of lamb thighs, 465 poods of lard, 32 poods of butter, 33 poods of cheese, 542 poods
of tolokno, 2 poods of salt, 11 poods of halva, and 1 pood of crude oil [24, p. 92].

In the Kazikumukh district alone, there were more than 2 thousand desyatinas of mosque
lands [16, p. 163]. Waqfs encompassed various assets, including lands, houses, animals,
and more. The clergy, by leasing mosque lands to the impoverished on a sharecropping
basis, claimed half of the harvest. Peasants, in return for their portion of the harvest,
worked on waqf lands, involving activities such as cultivating the land, harvesting crops,
providing firewood for the mosque, and undertaking the upkeep of mosque buildings and
mills. Notably, peasants were not obliged to sustain a multitude of ministers of the Muslim
religion, compensate them for performing religious rites, educating children, and handling
Sharia affairs [11, p. 48].

Communal lands. In addition to various types of land, there existed communal lands,
comprising pastures, partially meadows, and forests. A distinctive feature in the land tenure
of the Laks during the period under study was the development of specific easements: bart-
urttu, dukhra, and kakh.

The historical and ethnographic literature not only provides descriptions of the
easements by D.B. Buttaev, Kh.-M.O. Khashaev, A.G. Bulatova, R.M. Magomedov [8, p.
1—10; 16, p. 164—-166; 18, p. 39—41; 9, p. 266] but also offers interpretations. In particular,
researchers explain their genesis and survival until the 20th century by the unique
relationship between communal and private property in the context of land scarcity and
distinctive economic practices. Many scholars, following M.M. Kovalevsky’s concept,
argue that the preservation of easement appears to be a relic of former communal
property. Previously, this phenomenon in agrarian law was construed by numerous
researchers as the “ignorance” of the Laks regarding private property rights. However,
Kh.-M.O. Khashaev demonstrated that easements emerge in conjunction with developed
private property, reflecting its complex forms [16, p. 166].

1. Bart-urttu — the right to graze livestock on land owned by another person or another
rural community. The permitted period spans three spring months, extending “until the
20th day of the last month of spring.” In some cases, the duration of bart-urttu could be
confined to just a few days.

2. Dukhra — the right to graze livestock during the autumn months, typically from mid-
August to November. Essentially, this right could persist until the conclusion of bart-urttu

6. CSA RD. F. 90. Commission for the analysis of estate and land rights of the native population of the Dagestan region.
Temi-Khan-Shura. Inv. 2. File 15. L. 4.
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[16, p. 164]. Dukhra translates to “old grass,” indicating the right to utilize grass after
haymaking’.

3. Kakh — the right to graze livestock on arable land after the grain harvest. Those holding
the kakh right had the authority to prevent the owner of the arable land from winter sowing.
To plow their own land in the fall, the owner needed the consent of the individual exercising
the kakh right. The assignment of the kakh right required a payment of 2 rubles and 85
kopecks per desyatina. H.-M.O. Khashaev notes that after grain harvesting, little remained
on the arable plot since the grain was harvested cleanly, and the straw was cut at the root,
making it impractical to exercise this right. This right generated income only when autumn
sowing occurred on the specific plot [16, p. 164]. In reality, kakh pertains not to the remnants
of straw but to grass — specifically, young sprouts on the stubble. Individuals exercising the
kakh right could utilize these sprouts, but also to graze some sheep on it, which remained in
the village during autumn and winter.

The adat in the Kazikumukh district provided for bart-urttu to last until the 20th day of
the last spring month®. Due to that, frequent abuses of this right led to disputes and legal
conflicts among the populations of different communities. For instance, in 1865, residents
of Sukhi village initiated a dispute with residents of Vikhli (present-day Kulinsky district),
who possessed the right to three-day grazing not during the spring months but “after 277 days
counting from summer.” Concurrently, the residents of Sukhi pointed out the damage caused
by the Vikhli villagers during that time, as grass only grows in the early days of summer, after
which “nothing grows, and the communal land remains useless for our livestock.”° In 1907,
the rural society of Chitur of the Kazikumukh district petitioned to reinstate the right to use
land under the name bart-urttu, implying a claim about the use of the Kadiev lands by the
Kumukh society of the village of Chitur, causing discontent among the Chitur population.*

Considering the next servitude of kakh, it should be noted that under kakh is meant
autumn grazing, which started at the end of the grain harvest and lasted until winter, i.e.
before the snow falls.*

In 1885, the community of the village of Turchi submitted a petition to the Chief Civil
Commander of the Caucasus. The residents of Turchi complained that their fellow villagers,
who owned herds of sheep, prohibited them from plowing their arable lands in the autumn
season. Instead, these lands were left for grazing their sheep, and the petitioners were only
allowed to plow them in the spring, resulting in no crops left for the petitioners. Consequently,
they requested a prohibition against their fellow villagers and sheep farmers, who prevent
them from plowing and sowing their lands. Additionally, the holders of the kakh right
demanded an additional payment for conceding their right to autumn grazing. As part of
this arrangement, the landowner, i.e., the one sowing, had to pay the holder of the kakh right
“1/3 of saba of barley for each saba of bread sown.”s

7. Author’s filed material. Archive Fund of IHAE. F. 5. Inv. 1. File 331. L. 20.

8. CSA RD. F. 90. Commission for the analysis of estate and land rights of the native population of the Dagestan region.
Temi-Khan-Shura. Inv. 2. File 15. L. 4.

9. Ibid.

10. Ibid.

11. CSARD. F. 3. Army commander and civil manager in the Caspian region. Inv. 1. File 9. L. 7.

12. CSA RD. F. 9o. Commission for the analysis of estate and land rights of the native population of the Dagestan region.
Temi-Khan-Shura. Inv. 2. File 7. L. 7.

13. Ibid. L. 1-3.
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In a report addressed to the Commission for the analysis of estate and land rights of
the native population of the Dagestan region, dated September 26, 1885, the head of the
Kazikumukh district informed about the following: 1) among the arable lands for which there
are kakhs, some are the collective property of the entire village, while others are the private
property of individual owners; 2) kakh is not limited to individual strangers but is exercised
by entire rural communities in some fields. This right can involve fellow villagers of the field
owners or individuals from different villages; 3) the kakh right originated from the sale of
fields under special conditions. However, when exactly and in what order this right was
formed, none of the supporters can explain; 4) the social position of both the owners of the
fields and those entitled to the kakh has no significance in this context.'

Residents of the village of Khosrekh submitted a petition to abolish the right of Agalar
Khan’s daughter, Maya-khanum-bike, to kakh. Their argument was that she did not possess
livestock and, instead, leased out the right to kakh, resulting in losses for the community [16,
p. 165].

Evidently, the presence of livestock is a crucial condition for owning an easement right.
The lands subject to easements may have formerly been communal pastures, later cultivated
and converted into arable land due to the village’s population growth.

Under dukhra and bart-urttu, the measurement of pasture size was based on the number
of rams, with one desyatina per ram. Similarly, the area under crops was measured by the
amount of saba. For instance, having the kakh right for 12 saba meant having the kakh right
equivalent to one desyatina [16, p. 165].

These proportions underscore the significance of livestock ownership for acquiring
various easement rights.

Dagestan ethnographers attribute the origin of these easements to the community’s
historical ownership of arable land and meadows. As the practice of communal redistribution
ceased and individual plots transitioned into private ownership, the land, especially after the
harvest, appeared to revert to the possession of the rural community [18, p. 40].

The royal agricultural system still prevalent among the Laks played a role in the
transformation of former cultivated fields into communal pastures during fallow periods.

The genesis of easements, as explained by H.-M.O. Khashaev, can be traced to the unequal
distribution of land among different societies, varying land needs due to land scarcity, the
necessity to drive livestock to the mountains in spring and to winter pastures in the fall
through lands belonging to other villages, and primarily due to the prevalence of private
land ownership [16, p. 166].

We do not concur with the perspective presented by Kh.O. Khashaev regarding the origin
of easements, as we believe that the emergence and preservation of certain easements must
consider the conversion of land, once designated for communal pastures, into arable land.

Easements could come into existence through various means, including deed of giving
by the khan, the forceful seizure of land for temporary grazing from a weaker rural society,
concessions by societies granting the right to land use as compensation for blood price,
or joint agreements by landowners to grant rights to use for a fee either temporarily or
indefinitely [16, p. 166].

14. Ibid. L. 4.
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We believe that one factor contributing to the emergence and persistence of these
easements lies in the absence of “forced crop rotations” among the Laks. Unlike systems
where the community regulates the exploitation of plots, determining which lands to sow
and which to leave fallow, in Lakia, each owner independently decided which plot to cultivate
and which to leave fallow.

The analysis above leads us to the conclusion that the emergence of these easements
was linked to efforts aimed at legally addressing conflicting economic interests among
various communities, as well as between communities and private landowners. This
occurred within the context of increasing antagonism between communal and private
property, set against the backdrop of land scarcity, evolving economic specialization, and
the diminishing influence of the community in land use, economic, and social aspects
[25, p. 46—47].

It’s worth noting that in Lakia, there were also lands that saw joint alternate use by
several owners — “lagal shayssa lukhchchiv” [18, p. 42]*. A.G. Bulatova provides an
explanation for the origin of the term lagal: “... an arable or hay plot that previously
belonged to one family, which then divided, passed into the alternate use of new related
families if it was impossible to use it rationally by dividing it between individuals (due
to its small size or for other reasons). In cases where there were two or more of these
plots, individual families would alternately use both the better and less favorable plots.
Specifically, on arableland, the ownership would alternate every two years, corresponding
to the fertilization cycle, while on haymaking, the change occurred annually. If one of the
co-owners wished to sell their share, and there were two or more non-homogeneous plots,
they could not sell the better one without the agreement of their partner. Consequently,
the sale of a good plot often came with the condition of alternate use, encompassing both
plots with another co-owner, essentially under lagal terms... However, during the period
under study, shares in land were freely bought and sold, therefore lagal partnerships
often formed without any familial ties [18, p. 43]. It seems that the emergence of the
lagal institution was primarily linked to the scarcity of land in Lakia.

As stated in the Report of the acting head of the district dated December 12, 1849, materials
concerning the ownership of plots of free land and villages by members of the Kazikumukh
and Kyurinsky bek families highlight the presence of a category of land known as lagan in
the Kazikumukh Khanate. The report states: “freer and larger land in this khanate is known
as lagan. According to measurements, there were 10743 desyatins in it, including 9733
suitable and 1010 unsuitable; however, of this number, up to 4000 desyatins are occupied
by neighboring villages, leaving no more than 6000 desyatins of land completely free,
suitable for arable farming, and partially for grazing livestock.”® The report further states:
“... I suggest to determine the amount of land to be allocated and make the allotment when
the granting of villages takes place and when the measurement of the lands belonging to
these villages themselves is carried out by decree, to whom and how much land needs to be
added from lagal.””

15. Author’s field material. Archive Fund of IHAE. F. 5. Inv. 1. File 331. L. 35.
16. CSA RD. F. 3. Army commander and civil administrator in the Caspian region. Inv. 1. File 9. L. 132.
17. Ibid. L. 132.
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The institution of lagan, as highlighted by A.G. Bulatov, was brought to life by the private
ownership of arable lands and, to some extent, hayfields, as well as by land scarcity and
the challenges posed by dividing lands that were previously held in communal ownership
by a large family. These challenges arose due to the small size of land plots, inconvenient
locations, and variations in the structure and fertility of different parts of the same plot [18,
p- 431

It is essential to emphasize that, during the period under study, land ownership in
Dagestan, including Lakia, retained a medieval character. A considerable portion of the
land was still concentrated in the hands of prominent figures such as feudal lords, beks, the
military-feudal state, and the Muslim mosque [11, p. 112].

After 1860—-1867,the peasantry of Dagestan became subject to ahousehold tax. Comparable
to the state peasants of Russia, the Dagestan uzdens were obligated to fulfill in-kind duties in
favor of the treasury: povodnaya, dorozhnaya, kvartalnaya, and the payment of tax. Prior
to 1901, they were also responsible for paying zemstvo taxes, and following the tax reform of
1900, they contributed to the turnover tax as well as zemstvo taxes [11, p. 34].

Furthermore, the state land fund played a role in colonization efforts, involving
the distribution of a portion of this fund among officers and the highest echelons of the
bureaucracy.

The situation of the peasantry in Dagestan took a significant downturn following the
reform on July 7, 1913, as outlined in the draft “Law on cessation of the dependent relations
of the villagers of the Dagestan region and the Zakatala district from the beks and keshkele
— the owners and on the establishment in their localities of regulations on peasant affairs”
[12, p. 386]. This law detailed the conditions for terminating the dependent relations of
peasants, setting the redemption amount to be paid to the beks by the peasants for each
village individually. The redemption amount was provided to the beks exclusively from the
state treasury, and the peasants were obligated to repay it through annual equal contributions
spanning 20 years, from January 1, 1913 to 1933 [12, p. 388]. In total, the peasants were
required to pay the beks a sum of 302309 rubles [26, p. 355—356]. On average, each peasant
household in Dagestan had to contribute 23 rubles to settle canceled duties. The financial
challenge of paying this amount becomes apparent when considering that the cost of one
ram was approximately 3 rubles [26, p. 356].

In the Kazikumukh district, such relations persisted in eight villages with 842 households.
In contrast to Southern Dagestan, the development of dependent relations in this region did
not reach the same level. The dependent population, although obligated to fulfill duties in
favor of the beks, was still classified as belonging to the category of uzdens, meaning free
individuals [12, p. 359].

By the period under examination, the integration of the Dagestan region into the economic
system of post-reform Russia had already achieved a significant degree.

In conclusion, it is evident that the Laks, much like other Dagestani peoples, have a rich
agricultural heritage, supported by compelling archaeological and ethnographic evidence.
The agricultural practices in Lakia were significantly influenced by natural conditions and
vertical zoning, leading to a conceptual division of the region into two zones: mountainous
and high-mountainous.
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This study has revealed the crucial role played by social structure and land relations in
the economic evolution of the Laks. Throughout the examined period, spanning the late 19th
to the early 20th centuries, private ownership of arable land and, to some extent, hayfields

predominated in Lakia.

Adistinctivefeaturein Lakland tenure, distinguishing it from other regions of Mountainous
Dagestan, was the persistence of specific easements such as bart-urttu, dukhra, and kakh.
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