BCTAHOBJICHA CHCTeMa He3a0apoM Mpoiie BUMPOOYBaHHS HA MILHICTh, IO
YMOBOIO ii MIATPUMKHU MTOBUHEH CTATU KOMIIPOMIC M1 KOJHUIIHIMU Jep>KaBaMu -
MPOTEKTOPaMHU, a OTXKeE, KOJMIIHIA KOJEKTUBHUHN MPOTEKTOpaT 30epircs, mpasia,
3MIHUBIIM (OPMY 1 PO3MOJIT POJIEM MK yYaCHUKaAMU. TakuM YHHOM,
BCTAHOBJICHHSI POCIACHKOI TrapaHTIi TOJIbCHKOI KOHCTUTYII MPEACTaBIISIO
co00I0 OJIMH 13 MPOSBIB BIUIMBY MIKHApPOJHOI CHUCTEMH aOCOJIIOTU3MY Ha Ti
KpaiHu, B AKX HE CKJIaJocs abCOMIOTUCTCHKOI (POpMU TIpaBIiHHS.

VY 1mpOMy CEHCl 3HAXOJUTh 1€ OJIHE MIATBEPKEHHS KOHIIEMIIIS BILTUBY
30BHIIIHBOTO (hakTopa 1 (YHKIIT 30BHINIHBOI TOJITUKA Ha BHYTPIIIHE
CTaHOBJICHHSI Jiep>kaB paHHboro HoBoro uacy. TumonoriyHo OJM3bKI CHCTEMHU
rapanTii 1 nmpotekrtopary B XVIII cr. Oynm BcTaHOBIEHI m0A0 Po3apidiaeHOT
Himeuuwnu, iTamiichkux aepxas, a Takox I[lIBemii. Pazom 3 TuMm, rapanTis
MOJIbCHKOT KOHCTUTYLIi SIK MOJIITUYHA CHCTEMa NMaHyBaHHSA Oyia 0COOJMBUM
SBUIIEM, Tak SK OyJla HaMOUIBIIO MIPOI0 IHCTUTYIIOJNI30BaHA, a TaKOX
IpeacTaBisiia co00K0 3akpiljieHy B JI0roBopi ¢opmy aOCOIMIOTHOI B,
3[IIACHIOBAHO1 30BHI, 3 OOKY €BpPONEHCHKOI CHUCTEMHU aOCOIOTU3MY («CTApOTro
TOPSIIIKY» ).
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18" CENTURY ISLAMIC EMPIRES: TRENDS OF
CRISIS/DEVELOPMENT?

The 18th century is beginning to gain weight again in modern historiography,
although there have been special cases of a thorough study of its role in world history to this
day. According to modern historiographic trends, the 18th century created the basis for the
transition to modern times, although for Asian societies, the era of modernity did begin at the
end of the 19th century. It is studied what political, social and cultural foundations of the 18th
century created the preconditions for the existence of the great Islamic empires (Ottoman,
Persian and Mughal) and helped (or did not help) these states to compete in the world.

Key words: 18th century, Asia, Islamic empires, reforms, modernization, political
history.
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Ichamcoxi imnepii XVIII cm.: o3naku 3anenady/po3eumcky?

XVIII cmonimms nouunae 3H08 Habupamu 8acu 6 CyyacHiu icmopiozpagii, xou oxkpemi
BUNAOKU PemenbHO20 00CIONCeHHs 1020 POl 8 C8Iimositi icmopii Oyau 1 00 HUHIWHBO2O
yacy. 32i0no cyuacnux icmopioepagiunux nanpsamis, XVIII cmorimmsa cmeopuno nioepyHms
0151 nepexody 8 MOOepHUll 4ac, Xo4 Oas A3IUCLKUX CYCHIIbCmME, 0004 MOOePHOCMI 8ce Jic
nouanacs Hanpukinyi XIX cmonimms. [ocniosxceno, axi came noOaAimMuuHi, coyianvHi ma
kyremypui  ocnosu XVIII cmonimms cmeopuiu nepedymogu OJisi ICHYBAHHS BEIUKUX
icnamcvkux imnepit (Ocmancvkoi, Ilepcokoi ma Moeonvcvkoi) ma oonomoenu (wu He
00NOMO2NU) YUM 0epHCABAM KOHKYPYBAMU 8 CEIMI.

Knrowuosi cnosa: XVIII cmonimms, A3zis, icramceki imnepii, peghopmu, mooeprizayis,
noaimu4Ha icmopis.

So called “Long 18th century” roughly longed from 1680-1830 was
considered strictly European phenomenon as well as Blochian “Long Medieval
times” which lasted till throughout almost whole Europe in 19th century, and
ended only till industrialization created new type of society despite the Arno
Mayer's “persistence of the Old regime”, who claimed that world even in 1914
had a lot of crucial similarities with the world of 1815. 18th century has made
hard and long way from always obscurant, infrequent attention to its role as a
vital episode of global history from political aspect to the art history [1, p. 22].
Islamic Empires were a trade hubs, where still connected major land and
maritime trade routes, represented centralized monarchy and moreover
represented “Other” in comparison to European monarchy, which were jealous
to use so the called “Oriental despotism™ (term actually created by Europeans
themselves) to break their own local elites and concentrate all power in their
hands. Moreover, the concept of crisis is very useful in theorethical equlibritics-
you may use it to describe practically whatever you want, in this case we can say
that all these three empires were in constant crisis [3, p. 245]. But one important
clue is still accruing - The single most fundamental difference among these
states was the fact that the Safavids and Mughals declined almost entirely for
internal reasons, internal to their territories and societies. These two dynasties
had not been fundamentally weakened by European expansion before they
collapsed or declined, and their rulers and regimes were fundamentally
unchanged in political structure, military organization, and mentalité from what
they had been a century earlier [4, p. 339]. From the perspective of world
history, the simultaneous collapses of the Safavid and Mughal polities and
decline of Ottoman power relative to the European empires of the time ought to
have a common cause and form part of a global trend. It would be tidier and
trendier that way and, if the rising European powers were to blame, politically
satisfying for many observers as well. It appears, however, that the devolution of
central power, a more concrete expression than imperial decline, in the three
empires had different causes and different dynamics [5, p. 321].

['m trying to highlight major trends in development of this Empires:
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1. Sums of territory and its political division

2. Economic structure

3. Political structure

1. All these Empires witnessed enormous territorial changes during the
18th century: Ottomans was at last stopped their warrior enlargement on the eve
of the century and till 1774-83 lost their subsidiary states in Northern Black Sea
region, fastened control in the Balkans, Africa and Arabia. A characteristic
element of the transformation processes which the Mughal Empire underwent
during the eighteenth century is not one of external collapse, but rather
enlargement in internal crystallisation during the process of centralisation within
the provinces [2, p. 22]. Iran under Qadjars as well as Mughal India faced
centrification and even rebuild strong power of a monarch, even though they
Were usurpers.

2. Economic structure of all three Empires still lied in agriculture, with
moderately strong manufacturing, organized in guilds. Economic misbalance
and disparity with European economic world was still not such a disastrous, this
situation appeared only after industrialization of Europe which was after the
rough 1860 year. Alongside with incorporating Ottomans, Mughals and Sefevids
into European world-economy system lately had disastrous effects, that without
clear defensive economic policy lead to manufacturing backwardness in the
industrial age.

3. Political events in all these three Empires gradually changed from
typical autocracy to somehow multilateral political authority model, where
spheres were divided between central power and local political groups. That
type of power relation was simultaneously practical and adequate for pre-
modern world till 19th but become the reason of disintegration in modern era.

To sum up, developing of Asian Empires were quite an opposite of
European trends: centralization, improvement of defensive politics for industry,
and struggle for absolutism, which will occur at the end of 18th century.
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