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ON THE HISTORY OF RUSSIAN-SAFAVID TRADE AND ECONOMIC
RELATIONS IN THE XVI-XVII CENTURIES

The article deals with the terms of trade of the Moscow state with the Safavids, it is noted that the
main point where trade with the Qizilbashs and Moscow, was concentrated. It was also Astrakhan,
where several guest houses were circled for foreign trade and a special one for the Safavid trade.
Particular attention is paid to elucidating the nature of the Russian-Safavid trade exchange, when
the first merchants who marched at the head of this exchange were the sovereigns of both countries.
They conducted significant trade among themselves, which was expressed primarily in the original
form of the exchange of gifts, the presentation, which was mandatory. Along with this, there was also
trade in the form of a simple sale and purchase: the ambassadors usually received instructions to buy
certain goods needed for their sovereign. The materials we have collected on the trade relations of
the Safavids, despite their minority and fragmentation, allow us to provide an overview of the trade
relations of the Qizilbash state with the countries of the East and the West. These materials also
allow us to draw some conclusions about the structure, organization, and conditions of trade. In the
XVI=XVII centuries, the trade relations of the Safavids became sustainable and were characterized
by a wide range of countries and high intensity of trade. The development of trade and economic
relations led to the establishment of an extensive network of trade routes to the East and West in the
territory of the Safavid state and important centers of this trade, both within the state and on the
south-eastern borders. Shah I Abbas, who was interested in the development of Safavid trade, mainly
in expanding and strengthening trade relations with all countries, was interested in implementing the

active trade policy of the state.
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Introduction. The normalization and improvement
of political ties between Russia and the Safavids,
according to the Russian historian P.M. Karamzin,
should objectively lead to the establishment of strong
trade and economic relations, which already at the turn
of the XVI-XVII centuries. were distinguished by
mutual benefit and equality and were not interrupted
even during the years of foreign policy crises. The
proliferation of Russian cities, the scientist believes,
favoured the extraordinary successes of trade, which
more and more multiplied the royal income (in 1588
they extended to 6 million silver rubles) [1, p. 275].

Questions of Russian-Safavid trade relations in
scientific literature. S.M. Solovyov, using archival
materials, also covers in detail the individual periods
of the Russian-Safavid trade relations. The scientist
details the arrival of the English merchant Merik
to Moscow with a royal desire “to open the way to
Persia along the Volga for English merchants.” Not-
ing that after the British with the same demands the
French appeared, he emphasizes that under Philaret
neither the British, nor the Dutch, nor the French
were given the road to Persia, but after his death, rela-
tions changed and an agreement was concluded with
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the Holstein ambassadors in December 1634 allowed
a company of Holstein merchants to trade with Persia
through Muscovy for 10 years [2, p. 187].

According to N.I. Kostomarov, trade between
Russia and Persia until the middle of the 15th cen-
tury was insignificant. Only in the 16th century large
caravans were sent from Moscow to the southeast
[3, p. 170]. The Moscow state pursued a flexible for-
eign trade policy, combining foreign policy interests
with the interests of Russian feudal lords and mer-
chants, skilfully using, in the words of M. Polievktov,
“European-Asian transit of world significance”.

The famous researcher on the history of the peo-
ples of the East A. Shpakovsky, studying the history of
Russian-Persian trade relations in the XVI-XVII cen-
turies, notes that the trade of Moscow Russia with the
Safavids realised at the end of the XVI and begin-
ning of the XX century. The XVII century managed
to get better. Every year, embassies are sent from Per-
sia to Russia, as well as from Russia to Persia, which
include many merchants. The Muscovite state derived
considerable profit from the Persian trade, occupying
an advantageous position as an intermediary between
East and West. The author explains the stability of the
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Russian-Persian friendship in the XVI-XVII centu-
ries, namely, strong trade interests. The scientist pays
significant attention to the terms of trade with the
Safavids, noting that the main point where the trade
of the Moscow state with Persia, in addition to Mos-
cow, was also Astrakhan, where several guest houses
were set aside for foreign trade and a special one for
Persian trade [4, p. 29].

Particular attention is paid to the clarification
of the Russian-Persian trade exchange, when the
first merchants who marched at the head of this
exchange were the sovereigns of both sides: they
conducted significant trade among themselves, which
was expressed primarily in the original form of the
exchange of gifts, the presentation of which was man-
datory. Along with this, there was state trade in the
form of a simple purchase and sale, as well as private
trade, which was greatly constrained by the enormous
privileges of the former.

W.W. Barthold briefly outlining the main issues of
economic and other relations of Persia with the coun-
tries of near and far abroad, he claims that Western
countries paid attention to the Safavids for political
purposes (to fight Ottoman), and only then from the
economic side in order to enjoy the benefits of east-
ern trade. According to the scientist, the country in
world trade could play only a secondary role, because
the caravan trade did not occupy the main place, and
the sea trade with the Safavids was for the Europe-
ans only an addition to the trade with India, which
provided the greatest benefits. The author emphasizes
that both Western and Russian merchants were inter-
ested in trade relations with the Safavids [5, p. 759].

A. Zevakin believes that Russian-Safavid rela-
tions in the years under study were purely economic
in nature and were directed almost exclusively
towards the development of trade, and the main
issue considered at the diplomatic negotiations con-
cerned trade matters: the issue of oppression, abuse
and losses inflicted on the merchants of both states,
the issue of the collection of duties, the settlement
of trade, etc. Political issues did not play a signifi-
cant role. E. Zevakin also wrote about the economic
situation of Persia in the XVII century and about the
Russian-Safavid trade, where he dwelling on the rea-
sons for the economic decline of Persia at the end of
the XVII century / It concludes that Persia has lost for
Russia the significance in the XVII century [6, p. 70].

The book by M.V. Fechner that it is the only
monograph of him, deals with the issue of Russia’s
trade with the East in the XVI century. Meanwhile, in
the history of Russian foreign trade, the 16th century
seems to be the time of Moscow’s great striving for

the markets of the East, trade relations with the coun-
tries of the East, including with Iran, which began in
the XV-XVI centuries, acquire a permanent char-
acter at this time, differ high intensity of commod-
ity exchange and play a leading role in the general
foreign trade turnover of Russia [7, p. 5]. The study
examines the ways of trade between Moscow state
and the Safavid Empire, provides a description of
these routes with an indication of their economic sig-
nificance, as well as a description of the most impor-
tant shopping centres, where the activities of Russian
merchants were concentrated.

Often, due to the danger of an attack on caravans
on the way, merchants joined diplomatic embas-
sies, which were usually heavily guarded and fol-
lowed further along with them. In the work of Rus-
sian authors there is a detailed description of the
Volga-Caspian route to Azerbaijan and Iran, the
starting point of which was Moscow, from here the
travellers descended along the Moskva River and
the Volga to Astrakhan. Since the Volga route was
not distinguished by safety, the ships usually gath-
ered in large caravans, sometimes reaching up to
300 ships [7, p. 20].

Features of the formation of trade relations in
the study period. At the beginning of the XVI cen-
tury. after Ottoman was ousted from the Caucasian
coast of the Caspian Sea, the bulk of trade goods to
Qizilbashs again went through the largest centre of
eastern trade — Shamakhi, which was the final des-
tination of trade expeditions of many merchants
heading to Iran. In addition to waterways, the Rus-
sian state was connected with the Safavids and land
roads. Trading operations of the Safavid merchants
were carried out in the XVI-XVII centuries. in a
small number of cities: in Astrakhan, which again
acquired great commercial importance, where mer-
chants stored their goods and carried out trade opera-
tions, and their goods were examined and rewritten
by customs officers, moreover, Safavid merchants,
trading in Astrakhan mainly with their own goods,
often brought for sale also shah’s goods.

However, only an insignificant part of the Safavid
products brought to Astrakhan were consumed locally,
the bulk of them were sent up the Volga to Moscow
and to other cities of the Russian state. Another cen-
tre of the Safavid trade was Kazan, where the Gilan,
Shamakhi and Iranians conducted constant trade, the
main object of which was fabrics, and as for Nizhny
Novgorod, in the period under review, all the move-
ment of goods between Astrakhan and the internal
markets of the state passed through it, but it was only
for Qizilbash merchants, not only as a transit point,
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the city itself attracted them with local products, and
only a part of the Safavid products remained and were
consumed in the Volga region, the overwhelming
mass of them was sent further to Moscow and spread
in large and small batches to different cities of Russia.

Available sources do not make it possible to get a
complete picture of the total volume of trade opera-
tions and the economic structure of Russian foreign
trade. The most significant part in the group of export
goods to Qizilbash state consisted of leather, weap-
ons, metal products of economic value, distinguished
by high quality, relative cheapness and therefore had
a wide demand in the markets of the East, and in this
regard, during the reign of Fedora, they were ranked
as “reserved goods”, trade in which was a monopoly
of the treasury. An important place in Russian export
was occupied by products of woodworking produc-
tion, fur, where there was a great demand for them.
The export of furs to Qizilbash state was carried out
by both merchants and the royal treasury.

At the end of the XVI century due to the great
demand of the eastern market for sables, trade in the
latter was concentrated in the hands of the treasury.
Among other products of Russian crafts, honey wax
took the second place after furs in export to the Safa-
vid state, the wide demand for wax was caused by the
needs of lighting and apparently. Their classification
as protected goods were mainly a desire to limit the
export of these products due to the increased demand
on them domestically and on the external market.
Among the export goods, hunting birds are often
mentioned, which, although they were not included
in the number of protected ones, nevertheless, the
trade in hunting birds was apparently exclusively in
the hands of the government, they were constantly
sent to Qizilbash state as a “commemoration”, to
purchase hunting birds from the treasury merchants
from the Shah came to Moscow more than once. As
for the export of agricultural products, it constituted a
relatively small part of the total Russian export to the
East. At the same time, along with trade in products
of'its own production, Russia also conducted interme-
diary trade, selling some goods from Western Europe
to Qizilbash state. The re-export goods, which were
exclusively objects of the royal bargaining, include,
first of all, cloth, glass, and non-ferrous metals.

As the analysis of the structure of Russian imports
from the Safavid state shows, fabrics, especially silk,
constituted one of the most significant articles of
imports of the Russian state, often exceeding 70 % of
the total value of imported goods. Safavid materials
were very diverse in their varieties, in colour, eleva-
tion and softness of tones, they penetrated into Rus-
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sia, mainly through the Astrakhan and Kazan markets
and were used by the treasury even for distributing
salaries and were also sent in the form of commemo-
rations to the sovereigns of Western Europe.

Raw silk was imported to Russia mainly from
Azerbaijan and Iran, where silkworm breeding was
highly developed, especially the Caspian Sea region —
Shirvan and Gilan, which gave a large number of dif-
ferent varieties of raw silk/ Shirvan silk was of the
highest quality. Regarding the growth in the import of
raw silk, oil, it should be noted that it was in connec-
tion with the beginning of their re-export to Europe
[7, p. 79]. The absence of bilateral trade agreements,
in the conclusion of which Russia acted as the ini-
tiator and which were not implemented, through no
fault of hers, significantly complicated Russia’s eco-
nomic relations with Qizilbash state, since if there
were agreements, Russia’s foreign trade with the East
could undoubtedly take on a much larger scope and
would even more permanent than she actually had.

According to P. Bushev, the initiator of the estab-
lishment of diplomatic relations between Russia and
the Safavids was the Iranian side; trade issues played
a certain role in this. Mutual interest in trade was so
obvious to both sides that it did not require any spe-
cial negotiations. The parties reached an agreement
on the development of Russian-Iranian trade, includ-
ing the issue of the transit of Iranian goods to Europe
through the territory of the Moscow state, as well
as the status and actions of the merchants [8, p. 74].
Noteworthy is the written proposal of Shah Abbas I to
establish trade between states through special people.
Thus, Shah Abbas I laid the foundations for a new
form of trade through his people — Iranian merchants.

A study of the activities of Russian embassies in
the Iranian state of the XVI-XVII centuries written
by historians (Karamzin, Soloviev, Bushev, etc.)
in the archival documents shows that all Russian
embassies and missions in one form or another were
subjected to customs inspection in order to impose
duties on their goods. According to Russian histo-
rians, the Ambassadorial Prikaz (Degree) handled
the Iranian embassies incomparably more carefully
and satisfied “on behalf of the Tsar” the requests of
the Iranian merchants for exemption from duties.
Misunderstandings, nagging and mutual accusations
over the duty-free import of Iranian goods contin-
ued throughout the XVII century, the Russian side
proposed to cancel this privilege or limit the amount
of duty-free import of goods to five thousand rubles,
the Iranian side categorically refused. Established
explicitly at the end of the XVI century Shah Abbas
I, the practice of sending merchants with his goods
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to the Russian state for duty-free trade after a few
years turned into the right to duty-free import of the
Shah’s goods to Russia.

Among the works of A.A. Rahmani [9] whom
books was the first attempt in our historiography for
studying the main problems of the history of the Azer-
baijani people at the end of the XVI and XVII centu-
ries. A major specialist in Persian-language sources,
he managed to give a detailed picture of the socio-
economic history of Azerbaijan against a broad back-
ground of comparison with similar processes among
other peoples of Iran. In his studies, along with politi-
cal history, he paid great attention to the development
of issues of the socio-economic life of the Safavid
state, its trade, and economic ties with Moscow state.

Among the newest works of the period of inde-
pendence, N. Suleymanov’s monograph [10] is of
particular importance in the development of the
problem. On the basis of primary sources, the sci-
entist explores such serious economic problems
as agriculture of the Safavid state, domestic and
foreign trade, the activities of financial structures,
sources of replenishment of the state budget, the
situation of the rural and commercial artisan pop-
ulation, the expansion of the role of cities, which
played an important role in the economic life of
the country. The work especially emphasizes the
strengthening of trade and economic ties between
the Safavids and Russia during the period of Shah
Abbas I, when Russian merchants were given broad
privileges. Thus, the government of Boris Godunov
paid great attention to expanding economic ties with
the Safavid state [10, p. 271, 275].

Issues of the economic life of the Qizilbash state
were duly reflected in the works of Sh. Farzaliyev
[11], V. Piriyev [12], Z. Bayramly [13] and others,
where, on the basis of significant factual material
from various primary sources and works of a memoir,
important issues of life are highlighted of the Safa-
vid state in the years under study. Speaking about
the regular trips of Safavid ambassadors to Moscow
and presenting the list of the embassy, the researchers
emphasize the presence of a significant trade element
in the embassy. Persian merchants always came with
the Safavid ambassadors, who, like the ambassadors,
were given food from the Shah’s treasury. Moscow
merchants were also sent with Russian ambassadors,
and the Moscow government did not at all encourage
attempts by foreigners to take part in the Russian-Per-
sian trade and did not allow them to go with Russian
ambassadors to Qizilbash state.

Some significant issues in the socio-economic
life of the country are touched upon in the relevant
sections summarizing publications on the history of
Azerbaijan [14]. It is especially emphasized here
that in the XVI-XVII the Safavids conducted a large
trade with Russia and the main place in the trade
belonged to raw silk, which was produced in abun-
dance in Arash, Shamakhi, Julfa. Textiles, carpets,
oil, salt, rice were also exported from Azerbaijan to
Russia [14, p. 374].

The further practice of the Russian-Safavid trade
soon showed that both sides did not strictly adhere
to their obligations. The reason was mainly the arbi-
trariness and greed of the feudal medieval adminis-
tration, which the central government did not always
cope with. Therefore, soon began mutual claims of
both sides to oppress their merchants. However,
all the same, Russian-Safavid trade relations were
built from the very beginning on the basis of equal-
ity and mutual benefits. In addition, the equality of
Russian-Safavid trade relations could not but have
a positive impact on the construction of economic
relations between Iran and Western European states
in the XVI-XVII centuries.

Russian-Safavid trade, being itself a consequence
of the general growth of the country’s production
forces, was at the same time a major factor that stimu-
lated further growth in production and contributed to
the development of local trade. In this respect, eastern
trade was undoubtedly more important for the coun-
try’s economic development than trade with Western
Europe, which exported mainly raw materials from
Russia. The development of Russian-Safavid trade at
this time was largely due to the active trade policy of
the Russian state, which was economically interested
in expanding and strengthening its trade relations
with the countries of the East. While carrying out a
number of incentive measures within the country for
the Safavid trade representatives, the Russian govern-
ment, at the same time, through diplomatic negotia-
tions and charters, sought to streamline the terms of
trade of Russian merchants in the eastern possessions,
as well as the terms of trade of the namesake conduct-
ing private bargaining in Russia.

Conclusions. Thus, the information we have
collected on Russian-Persian trade at the turn of the
XVI-XVII centuries still allows us to present an
overall picture of trade relations between the two
countries in the period under review and draw some
conclusions regarding the structure, organization and
conditions in which this trade took place.
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Mawmenos PJO. 3 ICTOPII POCIHCBHKO-CE®EBUJICBKUX TOPTOBO-EKOHOMIYHHX
BIJHOCHH Y XVI-XVII CT.

Y emammi posenadaromscs ymosu mopeieni Mockoscwvroi deparcasu 3 0epacasoro Ceghegiois, 8i03Havaemucs,
WO OCHOBHOIO MOUKOI0, Oe byra 30cepedxcena mopeaiens 3 Kusunrbacvkumu oepacasamu ma Mockeoro, 6yna
maxooic Acmpaxans. Tym 6yn0 8i06e0eH0 Kilbka 20CMb08UX OYOUHKIB 0151 308HIUHbOI MOP2i6i 1l 0cOOIUBULL —
onsa mopeieni 3 Oepacasoro Ceghpesioie. Ocobnusa ygaza npuoiiaemvcs 3 SACYBAHHIO NPUPOOU DOCIICHKO-
ceghedudCbK020 MOpP208020 OOMIHY, KOMU Nepuli Kynyl, HA YOI AKUX CMOSALU npasumeni, 6yau cygepeHamu
000x Kpain. Midxc coboro 6oHU Genu 3HAYHY MOP2IGNIo, AKA BUPAJICANACA HACAMNEPe) 6 OPUSTHANbHILL
dopmi obminy nooapyuxis. Ilopao 3 yum icuyeana i mopeiens y ¢opmi npocmoi Kynieni-npooasxcy: nociu
3a38u4ail OMPUMYBANU THCMPYKYIL Kynyeamu nesHi mosapu, HeoOXIOHI ixHboMy 6onodapesi. 3ibpani Hamu
mamepianu npo mopeogenvhi sionocunu Ceghesudis, Hezsadxicaroyu Ha ix HegeluKe YUCIO i hpazmenmapHicmo,
00360/1510Mb 30IUCHUMU 027180 MOP2OBUX 8IOHOCUH KU3UNOACbKUX Oepoicas i3 kpainamu Cxody ma 3axo0y.
Li mamepianu maxodxc 003601:10Mb 3p0OUMU OesKi BUCHOBKU NPO CIMPYKMYPY, Op2anizayii i yMo8U mop2isii.
Y XVI=XVII cm. mopeosi sionocunu Ceghesudis nabynu cmitikozo xapaxkmepy i Xapaxmepusy8aiucs WupoKum
PO3KUOOM KpaiH [ 8UCOKOI0 IHMeHCUBHIcmI0 mopeieni. Pozeumok mopeo8o-eKoHOMIYHUX GIOHOCUH NPU3BIE8 00
CMBOPEHHs PO32anydiceHoi mepeci mopeosux uiiaxie na Cxio i 3axio na mepumopii depoicasu Ceghegiois i
BAMCIUBUX YEHMPIB Yi€l mopai6ii K 6cepeOUuHi depoicasu, mak i Ha nig0eHHo-cxionux kopoonax. Lllax A66ac I,
axull Oys 3ayixkasnenutl y pozeumky mopeieni Cegesudis, y posuupesni ma smMiyHeHHi mop2o8ux 8iOHOCUH 3
YCiMa Kpainamu, maxodic npazrys npogooumy aKmueHy mop2o8eibHy NoLmuKy.

Knwuogi cnosa: mpanzum, Kynuuna, Cmamyc, 20CIMuHHULL 08Ip, He0OXIOHI Mosapu.

Mawmeno PIO. U3 UCTOPUU PYCCKO-CE®EBUJICKUX TOPIOBO-9KOHOMUYECKHUX
OTHOHIEHUM B XVI-XVII BEKAX

B ecmamuve paccmampusaiomes ycnosus mopzoenu Mockosckozo 2ocyoapemsa c cocyoapcemeom Ceesuoos,
ommeuaemcsi, 4mo OCHOBHOU MOYKOU, 20¢ Oblid COCPeOOmMOoYeHa mopeosis ¢ Kkvizvlibautamu u Mockeo,
oviia maxoce Acmpaxanv. 30ech ObLI0 OMBEOCHO HECKOILKO 20CMEBbIX 00MO08 OJis 6HeWH el Mopeoiu U
ocobwlil — 0151 mopeosau ¢ 2ocyoapecmeom Ceghesuoos. Ocoboe sHuManue YOensemcsi GblACHEHUI0 NPUPOObl
PYCCKO-cehe8udCKo20 Mopeoeo2o 0OMeHa, Ko20d nepavle Kynybl, 60 21ase KOMOPbiX CMOIU 20Cyoapu, Oviau
cysepenamu obeux cmpar. Mescoy cobotl OHU e 3HAUUMETLHYIO MOP2OETI0, KOMOPAS 8bIPANCATIACH, NPEXCOe
6ce20, 68 OPUSUHATLHOL (opme 0bMeHa nodapKamu, NPenooOHeceHusMU, ymo 0viio obsizamenvHuiM. Hapsoy ¢
IMUM CYULECMBOBANA U MOP206TIsL 8 hopme NPOCMOlL KYNAU-NPOOAXCU. NOCAbL 00bIYHO NOTYYAIU UHCTNPYKYUU
HOKYNAamb OnpeoeieHHble Mosapul, Heooxooumsle ux cocyoapio. CobpanHvle HaMu MAMepuaibl 0 Mmopeosbix
omuouwenusix Ceghesudos, HecCMOMPsL HA UX HEOOTLULOE YUCTO U PPACMEHMAPHOCIb, NO38OAAIOM 0aMb 0030D
mopeosvix omHowenull Keizviibauickozo eocyoapecmea co cmpanamu Bocmoxa u 3anada. dmu mamepuanvt
maxdice NO360MAIOM COCIAMb HEKOMOPble GblBO0bL O CMPYKMYpe, Op2AHU3ayuu U YCI08USX MOP2OGIIU.
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B XVI-XVII 6. mopeogvie omuoutenus Ceghesuoos npuodpenu ycmouuugulii Xapaxmep u Xapakmepusosanucs
WUPOKUM pA30OPOCOM CMPAH U GbICOKOU UHMEHCUBHOCMbIO MOpeosénu. Pazeumue mopeoso-sxonomuueckux
OMHOULEH UL NPUBENO K CO30AHUI0 PA3EEMBIEHHO cemu mop2osblx nymeli Ha Bocmox u 3anad na meppumopuu
eocydapcmea Cegheguoos 1 6aX*CHHIX YEHMPOS IMOU MOP206IU KAK GHYMPU 20CY0apCmea, max u Ha 1020-
s6ocmoynvix epanuyax. Llax Abbac I, komopwitl Ovin 3aunmepecosarn 6 pazsumuu mopzosiu Ceghesudos u
6 pacuuperuu U yKpenieHuu mopeosblx OMHOWEHUL CO GCeMU CIMPAHAMU, MAKIHCe CMPEMUILCS NPOGOOUMb
AKMUBHYI0 MOP20EYI0 NOTUMUKY.
Knioueswie cnosa: mpansum, Kynuuna, cmamyc, 20CMuHblii 060p, HeoOX00UMble MOBApbL.
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