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Main conceptual positions and methodological paradigms to problem
«leading a nomadic life empire» are considered in the article. There are
considered different approaches and methods of the study of the shaping
and operating the political system «leading a nomadic life empire». The
onward development to modern history thought in study social-political
sphere of the nomadic formation is shown.

Analysis of the modern historiography on the continuity and trans-
formation of the political organization of nomadic societies in research
surveys and discourse observed processes of different directions. Research
evidence shows that it is necessary to take into account the problem of
succession, analogies and special features of the state in the imperial tra-
dition of the Imperial confederations. The article deals with diversified
approaches to the problems by adding the migratory habits of political
entities of their systematization and reconstruction of a complex set of dif-
ferent types and models of power coupled into a single imperial structure.

Key words: Imperial confederations, the nomads, the scientific para-
digm, structure, power, management.

Makarapa «MMnepusiabik, KoHdeaepaums» MaceAeci OoMbiHIA He-
ri3ri KOHUENTYaAAbIK TYXXbIPbIMAQP >KOHE 8AICTEMEAIK MapaAMrmasap
KapacTblpbiAFaH. bipkatap aaic-Tecinaep apKblAbl UMNEPUSAbIK, KOHpe-
AEPALUMAHbBIH CasiCU XKYMEHIH, KYPbIAYbl MEH KAAbINTAcy epekLleAikTepi
aNKbIHAAAQADBI. KellumneAi KypbIAbIMAAPADBIH, CasiC-9AEYMETTIK >KaFAalbIH
3epTTeyAe Tapuxu OMAbIH AaMybl kepceTiaeai. Keuuneai 6ipaecTikrep-
AIH AaMybl >KBHE CasiCu YMbIMHbIH, Casicl TPaHCHOPMALIMSIChl MOCEAEAe-
pi GoMbIHLIA 3aMaHayM TapUXHAMAAbIK, capanTay KepCeTKEHAEN 3epTTey
i3A€HICTepi MeH LLOAYAApAA SPTYPAI OarbiTTarbl yaepicTep OaiKaAaAbl.
fbiAbIMM-3epTTey Toxkipnbeci aHbikTaraHAaM BYA MOCEAEAE XKAAFACTbIK,
YKCACTbIK, XXOHE MMMNEePUSIAbIK, KOHdeAepaLMIAapAaFbl MEMAEKETTIK ABC-
TYPAEPAIH epekiie GeAriaepi eckepy KaxKeTTiAir TyblHAaAbl. Makaraaa
KOLLUMEAI CasCch KYpPbIAbIMAAPADBIH, KAAbIMTACybl MaCEAEAepi KOm >KakThbl
KeAicTep caparnTaraAbl, OAAPAbl GiPTYTaC MMMEPUSIAbIK, KypbiAbiIMAQ Gi-
PIKKeH GUAIKTIH 8PTYPAI TUMTEPI MEH MOAEAAEPI PETIHAE XXYMEAEY MeH
KanTa Kypy MaCeAeAepi KapacCTbIpbIAAAbI.

TyiiiH ce3aep: MMMepUsIAbIK, KOHbeAepaLusi, KeLmneAirep, FbIAbIMK
TY>KbIPbIMAAP, KYPbIAbIM, B1AIK, Gackapy.

B cratbe paccmaTpurBaloTCs KOHLIENTYaAbHble 3aKAIOUYEHMS O TaKoM
MOAUTMYECKOM 06pa30BaHMM, KaK «MMMepckasi KoHeaepaums» U MeTo-
AOAOTMYECKME MapasnIrMbl. BbisiBAEHbI pasHble MOAXOAbI UM MPUHLMIMbI
UCCAEAOBaHMS MPOOAEMbl CYLLECTBOBAHUS M (DYHKLUMOHMPOBAHUS «MM-
nepckom KoHeAepaummn» U KoUueBbiX 06beAnHEHWIA Ha TeppuTopun EB-
pasuu. NokasaH Nporpecc MCTOPUUECKOrO 3HaHMUS B U3yUeHUn npobaem
COLMAAbHO-TIOAUTUYECKMX CTPYKTYP MMMEPCKOM KoHpeaepaumm. AHaAM3
COBpPEMEHHOI UcToprorpadun no npobAemam pasBuTUs 1 TpaHchopma-
LMK MOAMTUYECKON OpraHmM3almm KOYeBbIX OObEAMHEHMIA MOKa3aA, uTo
B MCCAEAOBATEABCKMX M3bICKAHMSX M AMCKYpPCE HAabAIAQIOTCS MPOLIECChI
pa3Hoi HanpaBAeHHOCTU. MccaepoBaTeAbCKas MpakTuka MOKa3biBaeT,
4YTO HEOGXOAMMO YUMTbIBATb MPOOGAEMbI NMPEEMCTBEHHOCTM, aHAAOTMIA U
0COBEHHbIX YePT rOCYAAPCTBEHHbBIX TPAAMLMIA B UMIMEPCKMX KOHeaepa-
umsx. B ctatbe ocBellaoTcs AMBEPCUMULIMPOBaHHbIE MOAXOAbI K NMPO6-
AEMaM MO CAOXKEHMIO HOMAAHbIX MOAUTUYECKMX 0OPA30BaHMI, UX CUCTe-
MaTM3aLmMm M PEKOHCTPYKLMM Kak CAOXKHOIO KOMIAEKCa pa3HbIX TUMOB U
MOAEAeN BAACTU, COEAMHEHHbIX B EAMHYIO UMMEPCKYIO CTPYKTYPY.

KaroueBble cAoBa: mmnepckas KoHpeaepaumsi, KOUEBHMKM, HAy4UHble
napaAMrMbl, CTPYKTYpa, BAACTb, YPaBAEHUeE.
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Currently there are new conceptual — methodological approaches
that allow establishing the historical, socio-political and ideological
background of the genesis, formation and development of the
phenomenon of «imperial confederation» and to extend opportunity
of their learning.In historical science, there are several theories of
state formations among the nomads. Discussion on the political
structures of the nomads has a sufficiently broad historiographical
base [Fedorov-Davydov; Khazanov; Markov; Pershytz; Kogan;
Khalil Ismail; Khazanov; Gellner; Popov A.V.; Kradin; Massanov;
Vasjutin etc.]. But this diversity of opinions and views in historical
science problem nomadic imperial political confederations and
nomadic structures is one of the little-known.

In development of the theory of a nomadizm the huge
contribution was made by L.N. Gumilev. The idea about the nature
and character of early statehood at nomads is most brightly expressed
in Gumilev’s works. The statehood at huns arose, according to the
historian, because of transition of the nomads separatedby ailam of
nomads to year-round migrations. According to L. Gumilevthis germ
of statehood is more ancient, than institute of the class state. The
Hun scientists consider as a society dominated by tribal institutions
and defines as «generic empire» [1]. As part of the Eurocentric
approach G. E. Markov developed nomadism problems. According
to his concept, in nomadic societies there are processes of property
differentiation and allocation of the dominating layer — military and
breeding leaders [2, page 14]. Strengthening military organization
eventually led to the emergence of nomadic empires, personified
the military centralization of pastoralists. But the nomadic empires
were the ephemeral education and did not have a strong economic
base. Association of various tribes to the nomadic empire could
be carried out only on condition of creation of the uniform control
system relying on strong military force. However when weakening
the central power disintegration of the nomadic empire began, the
military management system stopped the existence and steppes came
back from «Military and nomadic» in the «Community — nomadic»
state. Thus, the nomadic empires, according to the concept of
Markov, are not a state in the full sense of the word. G.E. Markov puts
forward conceptual situation that in traditional society fictional idea
of «unity of an origin» acts as an ideological form of understanding
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of really existing military-political, economic,
ethnic and other communications [3, p. 83-84]. The
modern Russian researcher A.l. Selitsky believes
that all members of a team the connected with secret
military cult, system of sacral knowledge, the strict
organization, the initiation ceremonies «turning»
them into «soldiers animalsy. It is interesting that,
on the one hand, these military associations went
against the principles of the breeding organization,
often broke the signed peace contracts, plundered
the next tribes, and their leaders could become rivals
to the local breeding authorities. But, on the other
hand, when squadleaders became military leaders of
the tribes / unions of tribes and teams turned into a
kernel of breeding army, these contradictions were
removed [4, p. 99]. The modern Russian researcher
V. V. Trepavlov believes that there was an organic
communication of the nomadic states with each
other. This communication defined continuity in
them socially — economic and political development
that allowed the above-named author to present each
subsequent nomadic state education arising in the
history as a stage or «steps of uniform development
of a social order of nomad» [5, p. 14-15].

One of the actual parties of modern historical
science is need of development of criteria which
would allow defining accurately the nature and
the maintenance of imperial structures of nomadic
associations. The research paradigm of N.N. Kradin
considers essence of object, defines two main
signs of «the nomadic empire»: 1. big territories,
2. existence of dependent or colonial possession.
Characterizing the nomadic empire as the nomadic
society organized by military hierarchically
principle, occupying rather big space and operating
the neighboring territories by means of external
forms of operation (robberies, war and contribution,
extortion of «gifts», nonequivalent trade, tribute, etc.)
the researcher allocates the following signs of the
nomadic empire: multistage hierarchical character
of the social organization, dual or triad principle of
administrative division of the empire, military and
hierarchical public organization, coachman serviceas
specific way of the organization of administrative
infrastructure, specific system of inheritance of the
power, etc. Further N.N. Kradin models structure of
the power in nomadic educations and allocates three
of their levels: 1. governor of the nomadic empire
and his rate; 2. the imperial deputies appointed
to operate the tribes entering the empire; 3. local
breeding leaders [6, p. 22]. Modern researchers note
inheritance the ancient Turkic of the state traditions
with different degree of their completeness later
Turkic state educations [7, p.228-261]. One of

interesting research constructions is the point of
view of S.G. Klyashtorny and T.I. Sultanov who as
follows define the term «empire» in relation to the
states created by nomads of Central Asia. « Without
trying to universalize the option of definition, we
will note that the concept «empire» extends us only
on the multiethnic educations created by military
force in the course of a gain, created by military
force in the course of a gain, operated by military
and administrative methods and which are breaking
up after decline of political power of the founder of
the empire... At the first stage of a gain the factor
defining its purposes is consolidation of steppe
tribes under the power, one dynasty and one tribe.
Then there are aspirations realized usually during
military actions — to put into dependence on the
consolidated military power of nomads of area and
the state with more difficult device and more diverse
economic activity, such balance of forces assumes
the final result — treaty dependence or any forms of
direct political submission. At this stage of the state,
created by nomad tribes, will be transformed to the
empire» [8, p. 9].

Essential to historical science is a solution
of a question of institutes of the state type in the
developed nomadic associations covering the
considerable mass of actually nomadic population.
Modern historians concentrate the attention on
one of such problems in nomadic associations of
Central Asia as structure of the power. Thomas D.
Barfild, analyzing the nomadic states of Central
Asia, comes to conclusion: «The nomadic states
represent «imperial confederations», autocratic
and state-like in foreign and domestic policy, but
the deliberative adhering to the principles and
federalism in internal affairs. They included the
administrative hierarchy consisting, at least, of
three levels: 1. imperial leader and his yard, 2.
the imperial deputies appointed for control of the
tribes entering the empire, 3. local breeding leaders
...Vassal tribes were controlled by the empire by
means of system of deputies, often members of
the imperial yard. Imperial deputies dealt with
regional problems, organized a set of recruits and
suppressed discontent of local breeding leaders.
The imperial government monopolized the sphere
of the international relations and military science,
speaking at negotiations with other powers on behalf
of all empire» [9]. Analyzing components of these
nomadic educations, it defines them as autocratic
and state-like in foreign and military policy, but
the deliberative adhering to the principles and
federalism in internal affairs. For such political
associations stability of existence it was maintained
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due to extraction of financial resources outside the
steppe. T. Barfild puts forward the theory of cycles
of the power, i.e. synchronism in dynamics of
changes is state — a bureaucratic organism in China
and military — political structure of nomads in the
steppe [9, p. 44].

T.D. Skrynnikova and N.N. Kradin define
process of creation of government institutions in
nomadic associations as «need for association and
creation of the centralized hierarchy at nomads
arose only in case of war for existence sources,
for the organization of robberies of farmers or
expansion on their territory, establishment of
control over trade ways. In this situation folding of
the difficult political organization of nomads in the
form of nomadic empires at the same time is both a
product of integration, and a conflict consequence
between nomads and farmers. From this point of
view creation of nomadic empires — is a special case
of «the aggressive theory» of a politogenesis». The
conceptual conclusions and the research principles
of these authors indicated absence in nomadic
empires of opportunity to control the power and to
carry out sanctions by means of legitimized violence
[10, p. 34]. Research receptions and the theorist —
methodological creation of S.A. Vasyutin denies
possibility of existence of ethno cultural integrity
with the general ideological system in the Mongolian
empire (carriers of such «imperial» ideology only
Mongols and, first of all, their elite could act). «In
the middle of the XIII century result of aggressive

actions of troops of Genghis Khan as a part of the
state appeared both nomadic territories and lands
mainly with settled population. The Mongolian
empire was transformed to the Mega Empire
including various political, economic, ethnic,
religious and other subsystems (uluses, «wings»,
segments of decimal system, tribal structures, oases,
the cities and agricultural territories, confessional
communities, etc. It was a peculiar symbiosis of
tribute and aggressive types of the nomadic imperial
organizations that distinguished the Mongolian
empire from most of her predecessors» — the author
emphasizes [11, p. 271].

The sequence of historical thinking and the
concrete historical, retrospective analysis and
modeling in modern the theorist — methodological
approaches shows that related structures and
genealogy caused «dispersion» and acentrifugal
of nomadic societies. However in nomadic
confederations military — hierarchical bodies of
political management, closely intertwined with
tribal segments, at the same time towered over
them, controlled them, organized their effective
use in compliance with the purposes of the imperial
management. Updating in modern historical science
of'such layers as «imperial confederation ofnomads»,
«nomadic political system», «political legal
relations» in nomadic associations and designing
them on the basis of new historical methods allows
to present complete model of difficult development
of nomadic statehood.
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