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       Problem  statement.  We  can  study  the  first  societies  of  Turks  starting   from  the  VI  century.  Here  we  can  speak  of  several  states  such  as the Turkic Khaganate (552-603), the  West  Turkic  Khaganate  and  the  East  Turkic  Khaganate. Those  states  encompassed    vast  territories  in  Eurasia  and  can  be  considered  very  effective  regarding  their management  of  social  processes.  The  issues  related  to  the  balance  of  property  and  social,  status  of  ancient  Turks  are  very  important  in  the  view  of  reconstruction  of  the  structure  of  the   fundamental  institutes  of  state  at  the  early  stages  of  its  formation. We  have enough  materials  which  prove  that  Turkish rulers  showed  and  proved  their effectiveness  all  the  time,  had  almost  unlimited  power  over  the subject  peoples  and the right  to  dispose their property. Yet  there  is  a question  that  has  not  been  answered  concerning  the  links between  social  and  legal  status  of  the  ruler  and  the  amount  of  his  property. 

      Introduction.  The  problems of  social  and  political  structure  of  the  society  of  ancient  Turks  have  been  raised  by  a  number  of  orientalists who  have  studied  different  sources. The  most  important  are  the  works  by  A. Bershtam [1], V. Bertold [2], S. Malov [3], V. Radlov [6],S. Kliashtornyi [7], D. Vasyliev [8], I. Kormushyn [9]. We  should  also  single out  the  work  that  appeared  in  Cambridge  called “ The  Turks  in  world  history” [10]  and  the  person who  is  thought  to  be  the  founder  of  the  school  of   Turkic  Law – Sadri  Maksudi  Arsala [11].

       When  we  speak of  ancient  Turks, their  special  approach  to  the  proprietory  right  and  the  right  to  property of  the Turkic  power  elite over  the  means  of  production  determined  economic  basis  of  forming  of  specific  Turkic nomadic  pattern  of  civilization.

       The  goal  of  research  is  to  study  the  balance  oflegal status  of  the power  elite  of  the  ancient  Turkic  society   of  Kagans  and  Becks  and  the  legal  structure  of  property.

        The  object  of  the  article  study. First of  all  we  have  to  decide  on  the  question  of  the  source  of  power  in  the  Turkic  Khaganates  at  the  dawn of  their  civilization.  Turkic  an  Chinese  sources  give  us  several suggestions  as  to  where  from  the  power  came   within  the  Turkic  states.  Firstly, it  became  possible  due  to  dynastic  alliance  with  one  of  the  recognized  rulers.  Here  the  most  vivid  is  the  example described  by N. Bichurin. A  Turkic  khagan , who  was  subject  to a  Rouran  khagan  and  was with  his  tribe  in  the  Altai  Mountains, offered the  Rouran  khagan  to give  his  daughter  in  marriage. The  Rouran  khagan  declined  the  offer and  the  Turkic  khagan  defeated the Rourans  and  the  Turkic  khaganate  drove  the   Rouran  khaganate  out  of the  Euro-Asian  steppes  [12, p.221] Due  to  this  example  we  see  the  next  source of  power/  having  defeated  the  Rouran  khaganate  the  Turkic  khagan  showed  to his  subjects  and  to  other  peoples  that  he  is  more  effective  than  the  Rouran  khagan  and  has  the  right  to  isolate  him.  Such  a  source  is  hardly  understood  by us  because  the  matter  of  legitimacy  and  to  comprehend  it  we  should  turn  to  the  issues  which  determine  relationd  between    the  power  elite  and  common  nomads who  realized  themselves  socially and  politically  within  the  family  institution.  Actually,  the  family  was  the main  economic  institution  in  the  society  of  ancient Turks [13, p228] and  on  this  basis  communities  were  formed,  and  then  the  peoples  and  then  the  states. Nomads  were  unwilling to forfeit  their  sovereign  right of  disposal  and  to  adhere  to  a  state;  that could  only  be  possible  in  case of emergency [2, p.22-23] when  nomads  needed  pastures, security, access  to certain  resources. Arbitration  played  a  very  important role  when  there  were  conflicts  between tribes or  single  families  related  to  the  use  of  means  of  production [3, p.36-37; 14, p. 17-18; 15, p. 65].

Turkic  khaganate  could  only  be  viable  when  social  setting, i.e. the  group of  people  or  noblemen, were  the  source of  power, and  in  case the power  was  received  by  the khagan  from  another  ruler,  such  a  state  crumbled. Thus  with  the  Chinese  to  the  Turk  khaganate  came  disorder and  distuction  as  states  N. Bichurin  having  studied  the Chinese materials [12, p241].  Such  a phenomenon  has  been  described  by  those  who  researched    the  history  of  Turkic  law and  the  background  of   the  civilizational conflict  between  the  Chinese  form  of  state  government  and  the  Turkic  one [11, p.203-05]

      Thus  we   have  to consider  the  next source  of  power  for the  Turkic  khagan − recognition  of  his  power  over  subject  peoples  by  other  peoples.  Such  recognition  became  possible  either  by  means  of  diplomacy  or  by  means of  war. Turkic  khagans were  often  at  war  with  one  another.  There  are  some  examples  when  khagans  had  mutual  recognition  if  none  of  them  was  able  to  win  the war  or when  the  victorer  could  not  have  absolute  control  over  the  defeated as  we  can  learn  it  from  the Kul  Tigin  tablet [3, p. 38; 14, p. 21; 15, p.68].

       The  Chinese  also  recognized  the  power  of  khagan which  was  seen  from  their  readiness  to  pay a tribute  a  certain  khagan  and  not  only  to  him  but also  to  his  vassal  leaders [3, p.34; 14, p. 38-39; 15, p.62]. The  Chinese  did  not  consider the  tribute to  be the  sign of  recognition  of  the  power  of  nomads  over  them, that was  seen to  be  a chance   to  regulate  social  and political  situation  on  the  territories  where  the  Chinese empire could  not  extend  its own power.

       Finally,  the  most  common  source  of  power  for  the  khagan  in the  High  Middle  Ages  was  his  origin  inheritance  of  his  status  from   his  father or  mother.  Ancestral  relations  of  ancient Turks  are described  in  detail  in  the works  of   A. Bershtam.  Nevertheless,  we  may  doubt  some  provisions  of  his research, especially those  that touch  upon  inheritance  of  the power  of  the late  khagan  by his  younger  son [1, p.106].  Having  studied  the  Chinese  Chronicles,  N. Bichurin    suggests  that  in  the  society of ancient Turks it  was  natural  if  elder  son  inherited  power  from  his  brother,  though  it  could  also  be  inherited  by   the  khagan’s  younger  brother [3, p.38; 14, p. 20; 15 p.68]. this  is  the  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  khagan’s  power  was  inherited  straight  up  and  in  case of  emergency  the  khagan’s  younger  brother could  be  given  power  by  the  Horde [12, p. 233, 235]. Khan’s  occurrence  without  the  decision  of  the  council  of  the  Horde [12, p.242]  N. Bichurin  thinks  to  be  absolute  violation  of  traditions; also  he  mentions  tat  the khan  could  be  chosen by  the  people [12, p.239].  The Kul Tigin tablet tells  us  about  the  succession   of  power  from  an  elder  brother  to  a  younger  one  and  then  to  the  sons  of the  late  khagan,  that  is  to  an  elder  brother  because  as  we  can  see  from  the  interpretation   of  the  text  inscribed  on the tablet   younger  brothers  did  not  keep  to  the  traditions  started  by  the  elder  ones,  and  sons  did  not  follow  the  traditios of  their  fathers. [ 3, p. 36; 14, p.17; 15 p.65].

    A. Bershtam’s  concept  is  based    on a  nomadic  tradition  according  to  which  the  younger  son  was  to  inherit  his  father’s household  because elder  brothers  separated  from  their father  and  had  their own  household  while  the younger  brother  lived  in  his  father’s  house..  Yet  when  it  comes  to  the  khagan’s  power  we  should  consider  the  fact  that  khagan’s  economy  was  established  for   war.  Thus  all   his  property and  all  his  activities  were  aimed  at  warfightig. So  his  successor   inherited  administrative  leverage,  armed  force  and  personal  property,  that  is  herds  and  tents. Khagan’s  relative  could  be  given  power  if  there  was  some  need  in  his   personal  skills.  Besides, we  should state  that khagan’s  power  was  not  absolute,  because production within  khagan’s  economy  was  absolutely different  from  the  production  of  a  common  nomad  who  produced  in  order  to enrich  his  family while the  khagan  wanted  to  make  his  power absolute and  descend it.

       By  the  example  of succession  of the  late  khagan  we  can  clearly  see  the  ratio  of  property and  social status. The  Tonukuk  inscription  says  that  the khagan’s tribal  alliance,  while  khagan was  the chief  of  a unit  of  the  armed  force,  did  not  have  savings  or  property  and  hunted  hares  and deer [4, p.65].  Such  episodes  are  important  for us  because  savings  and  riches  were  very  important    for  the  Turk sate  as  well  as  for  the khagan  himself,  but to  have  the  riches  they  had  to  go  through  poverty and  extreme  hardships.  So  we have  to  state that the  status  of  the  chief,  according  to  the   Tonukuk  inscription, was  the  first  step  to  the  position  of  the  khagan  [4, p.65] as  well  as   reading the  Kul  Tigin  inscriptions  we  can  see  that  the khagan  who erected  the  stela  before  becoming the khagan  had  been   the  chief  of  one  of  the Turkic  peoples, while the post  of the khagan  belonged  to  his  uncle [3, p.38; 14, p.21; 15, p.68].

       The  situation  was  different  when  it  comes  to the  proportion  of  the  beck’s  power  and  property. A. Bershtam  says  that  the  beck’s  social  and  legal status was  determined  by  his  material  being [1, p.110]. Of  course, we  cannot  doubt  that  to  some  extent  material well-being  determines  social  and  political  status  of  an  individual  which  is  shown  in  some  Yenisei  runic inscriptions [9, p.159]. Thus, the  source  of   the  khagan’s  property  was  his  power  and  authority, while the  source  the  beck’s property  could  be  of  a  different  orogin,  but  it  was to be  confirmed  by  the  khagan’s  power. It  is  characteristic  that   personal  property  is  not  mentioned in  the  inscriptions  dedicated  to  khans, their  relatives  or  servants  while  personal  property  is  considered  to be  absolute  in the  inscriptions  dedicated  to    the  beck’s.

    Conclusions.  It  is  obvious  that   all  the  sources  of  the khagan’s  power,  judging  by the available  inscriptions, were  formed due  to  the   khagan’s  effectiveness  in his  activity  which  was  aimed  at elimination  of  political  and legal  outside  influence  on the  institutional  basis  of  the  Turk  state.  The  aim  of  the  policy  of  the  Turk  khagans  was  to  built up  an optimal state  system with  the  traditional  social  and  economic  structure.
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Сацький П. В. Соціальний статус та інститут власності кагана і беків у суспільстві давніх тюрків у VI-VII ст.

У статті на основі матеріалів тюркської рунічної писемності досліджується походження влади кагана і беків у тюркських державах VI-VII ст., її місце і роль у державотворчому процесі у давніх тюрків. Також досліджується проблема співвідношення соціального статусу і права власності на матеріальні ресурси еліти давньотюркського суспільства.

Ключові слова: влада кагана, беки, власність, право розпоряджатися

Сацкий П. В. Социальный статус и институт собственности кагана и беков в обществе древних тюрков VI-VII вв.

В статье на основе тюркской рунической письменности исследуется происхождение власти кагана и беков в тюркских государствах VI-VII вв., ее место и роль в процессе государственного строительства у древних тюрок. Также исследуется проблема соотношения социального статуса и права собственности на материальные ресурсы элиты древнетюркского общества.

Ключевые слова: власть кагана, беки, собственность, право распоряжаться.

Satskyy P. Social status and institute of property of Kagan and the Becks in the society of Turks in VI-VII centuries
In the article from based on material Turkic runic writing study the problem of the origin of government and power of Khan and Becks in Turks states in the early stages of states-building in VI-VII century. Also examines the relationship between political elite domination on Turkic ancient society and its ownership on material resources.
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