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Problems on which the current thesis is focused are detexdhby limiatations and
narrowness of the theoretic premises which premddoldavian as well as in Romanian
historiographies. This historiographic situation mgrisoned“ the typological
interpretation of Moldavian society in the periodfdre the Otoman domination into
quite narrow range. Both Romanian and Moldaviatohiens from pre-comunist period
made systematic attempts to find feudalism in thi&ical sense in medieval Moldova.
In the communist era situation has changed bubtests got into even narrower
Procrustes’ bed because of the ideological reasbmss obligatory to apply unilinear
Marxist-Leninist schema to medieval Modova. It etural that at least, according to
published texts, nobody among Romanian neither Boéh historians had any doubts
that Moldova before the Otoman domination (as asllater) was feudal in the sense of
Marxist socioeconomic formation. There are no sigsfs renewal in the post-
communist/post-soviet Romanian and Moldavian hisgpaphies neither (at least from
the point of view of classic Marxism). Actually eite are only two prevailing tendencies:
or Marxism is rejected at all, or there is a repeptof cliché from communist
historiography which sometimes even take rathepbii®d and distorted shapes. Such a
situation in both Romanian and Moldavian historaggries does not correspond neither
a quantity of accumuleted empirical data nor a ttyanf adequate solutions to more
particular issues and problems. It directly resthits first problem| dare to claim that
there is no adequate, conceptualized and debatedjemnterpretation of socioeconomic
structure of early Moldova based on classic Marxisieory of modes of
production/formations yet (I am inclined to namestinend of Marxism as endosocietal,
l.e. ,internal®). In the communist era Romanian istogyist Henri H. Stahl elaborated
very original conception of medieval societies afcestors of Moldavians and
Romanians but in general it was ignored by the lmottmmunities of of historians. So,
we can make a parallel between the conceptionilmitalism formulated by Stahl and
the Gudauius’/Bumblauskas‘ conception of Lithuanian peripddeudalism which was
not discussed well enough among Lithuanian histsrigeither.

Nevertheless there is an exception in Romaniamigfraphy which is worth of
mentioning. A Romanian historian Bogdan Murgesayetber with his collegues have
published a series of texts in which economic Inystof medieval and early modern

Valahia and Moldova was interpreted from the poihview of world-system theory (I



am inclined to name this trend of Marxism as exadat; i.e. ,external®). | do not doubt
that this approach in the context of Romanian hsgpaphy looks innovative. All the
same, one should pay one's attention to the fattvorld-system theory is relevant only
in case one has an intention to analyse dynamiss@éty in synchronous profile. But if
one is going to study peculiarities of the evolatiof particular society the analytic
potential of world-system theory is minimal. It uéts the second problemof the current
research. In fact, as already in 1970s an Amersoamlogist Daniel Chirot wrote, one
can not model the internal evolution of periphesatiety in an adequate way ignoring
the external imapct. And exactly the world-systdéraory explains principles how the
external impact functions. On the other hand, timeeAcan scholar did not reject the
concept of mode of production either (he was onbfined to rename it as a political
economy). Thus, there were already formulated nuettogical landmarks for further
researches of peripherial societies: to combine h bd¥larxist approaches
(formations‘/modes' of production and world-systdmories). Chirot himself apllied his
innovative methodological attitude in his studyaof Valahian case (from the middle of
13th century untill the beginning of the 20th cegju

Nevertheless even Chirot did not set a purposdatifyca set of criteria in a strict
way on the basis of which one could apply a combidearxist approach and a typology
of societies. Because of that reason in the workCbirot we can find some
inconsequences: some types of political economie® Wwased on the combination of
both Marxist approaches while others were baseg onl world-system theory. It
follows the third problenof the dissertation: we have no systematic setitdria for the
typology of peripherial pre-capitalist societies.ye

| set an aim of the research taking into considmmaprevailing tendencies in
Moldavian and Romanian historiographies which watagified in the description of the
problems of the research. The aim is as followsreioterpret the conception of the
social structure of early Moldova which dominatee Moldavian/Romanian
historiography (i.e. feudalism in the sense of NErsocioeconomic formation). | can
achieve my goal only after defining clearly thetemia and formulating the typological
scale which should be based on those criteria.

There is a constipation which makes the aim ofdiment thesis more accurate:

since the aim igsonceptual reinterpretatioof already existing knowledge about the



medieval Moldavian society, | restrict my reseamtly on empirical data which is
already available in historiography and | do ndtestask to find and use any new written
sources.

In my effort to achieve the set aim | formulatek&sf the dissertation as follows:

1. To define in a clear and precise way main concepts categories which are
relevant in the current research;

2. To reveal in a representative way diversity of Msirtheories of universal
history as a relevant context to the current reteand to expose advantages and
disadvanatages of particular theories, to findwlether they have any explanatory and
analytic value or not;

3. to define methodological premises of compatibiifycombining of two Marxist
approaches: classic (formations‘/modes' of produrctheory) and world-system;

4. to define a systematic set of criteria which wohkl applicable to typologise
pre-capitalist societies from the point of viewctdssic Marxism;

5. on the basis of the defined set of criteria to falate a typological scale which
would be applicable for classifiacation of socialsture of pre-capitalist societies from
the point of view of classic Marxism;

6. to formulate a principled combined typological gcah the basis of criteria of
both approaches;

7. to expose an impact of productive forces to theetbppment of relations of
production in medieval Moldova (in the middle oetii4th — in the middle of 16th
centuries);

8. to reveal all essential characteristics of socialcture of medieval Moldova
untill the Otoman domination which could enabled&termine the type of Moldavian
society (a scale of classic Marxism);

9. on the basis of data available in historiographyestimate a character and
intensity of an impact of external factor on theiseconomic development of early
Moldova (in the middle of 14th — in the middle d@th centuries);

10.to determine a type of Moldavian society in the dhedof 14th — in the middle

of 16th centuries based on both scales: that sbdaarxism and the combined one.



| would like to ground the novelty of the dissedat using three arguments:
theoretic-methodologic, thematic and historiographi

Theoretic-methodologic argumentombination of two Marxist approaches and
application of both of them in the case study isbsolute methodological innovation in
Lithuanian historiography (this combination is wmg. Darius Ziemelis in his recently
(in 2009) sustained doctoral thesis compared syieatly both Marxist approaches and
exposed their advantages and disadvantages whigt be revealed in the case study.
Nevertheless he did not propose any strategy obawtion of both approaches.

In general application of two theories simultandpisnot an unique in Lithuanian
historiography. Edvardas Gudawis in his texts has interpreted a place of Lithaan
world history from the point of view of combinatiaf two theories: classic Marxist
(formations‘) and the one of civilizations.

In the historiography of the other countries thembmation of both Marxist
approaches and application of this methodologyhendase study is already known. In
this context, first of all, | would like to mentiomorks of American sociologist Daniel
Chirot and Russian historian Nikolay Kradin.

Clear and accurate definition of basic criteria ahhshould enable to typologise
various pre-capitalist societies in a standardiz@y is a crucial thing. Such a set of
typological criteria as a character of exploitati@amdividual/collective) and a character
of relation between direct producer and means odlyction (individual/collective) was
not formulated in a clear, coherent way in Lith@emnhistoriography before neither. One
can find attempts like this al least in Anglosaxuostoriography but in another context
(eg. texts of Robert Brenner).

No doubt, we could also regard as methodologicuation the ,calibration” of two
typological scales and their application in thetipalar case study. It allows to move the
discussions about the variation of Marxist conaeptof evolutions of societies into
another, more systematized context.

Thematic argumenLithuanian historiography is especially poor frome point of
view of subjects of general history. There are ontyy few texts dedicated to the
problems of history of medieval Moldova and no ahall dedicated to social history of
Moldova in Lithuanian historiography. Researchesotifer peripherial societies are

necessary in order to dicuss conceptions of Litleuas also one of peripherial societies



(for example, the conception of peripherial feuskal in a wider comparative context
and to elaborate its adequate spatial and chromohogdels.

Historiographic argumentThe complex critical analyses of Moldavian/Ronaani
medieval and theoretic historiography accomplisimethe current dissertation from the
relevant point of view also should be treated agjuite new and provocative
phenomenon in respect to Moldavian and Romaniatorfography. It is posible that
radical reinterpretation of the nature of medieMdldavian society will encourage
discussions among Moldavian and Romanian histotiagsselves and will make some
contribution into rennovation of historiographidgtmose countries.

Methods of the dissertatiolspeaking in general any historian in his/her aede
and cognitive activities ues two main methods:dmisal and logical. The aim and tasks
set in the current thesis nevertheless influenceltbasing of some specific methods and
this is also a reason why some methods prevadspeact to the others. Besides universal
logical methods (analysis and synthesis, induct@mnl deduction), | would like to
distinguish three main methods which were applredty researchhistorical-systemic,
historical-typological and comparative

The aim of the thesis defined as conceptual repnegation of already existing
knowledge about Moldavian medieval society deteeatithehistoriographicnature of
this research. It means that texts of historiamsishbe treated as sources.

In the theoretic part of the thesis have been ftatad premises of the application
of methods enumerated before, i.e. carried outssacg procedures which enable to use
mentioned methods in the part of the case studgt Bf all, using descriptive method
there were represented the most essential elenoénidarxist theories of universal
history: main concepts and categories. Exactly hen hasis of them Marxist theories
explain causes of historical process and principfeRinctioning of human societies. |
apply the method of structural and functional asiglyn my representation of relevant
general theories and after that | compare them grtitmmselves (a comparative method
is also applied then | present classification aiersal models of history). | also apply a
procedure oflecomposition of systerfe both main Marxist theories, i.e. | distinguish
the most important subsystems in the functional stndctural senses of whole social
system of medieval Moldova which are necessarytudysin order to be able to apply

historical-sytematic method (structural-functioaaalysis).



In the part of the case study a historical-systemnmagéthod is realised: factographic
data about the socioeconomic reality of medievallddea in the period untill the
Otoman domination which is accumulated in MoldaXRomanian historiography is
analysed from the points of view of structure amactions.

In the chapter 4 historical-typological method pléed in the most consequent
way: on the basis of already defined criteria gjpetof medieval Moldova is determined
using at first the scale of classic Marxism anchtheduring the research | find out that
it is necessary, using the combined scale of bo#nxit approaches. Besides, on the
basis of already defined typological charactesstsome other peripherial European
societies of the middle ages are typologisesd lagwl tcompared with Moldova.

The structure of productive relations If one wants to define who is the exploiter
in a particular society one should find out who tcols means of production. This an
essential segment of any society's structure whyariy Semionov names an
exploitative cell and | am inclined to name it asexploitative subjectin one‘s turn if
one wants to define mode of exploitatioone should find out how surplus extraction
and redistribution functions in a particular sogiethis is no doubt also an essential
element of relations of production of any kind. Afidally, nature of connection
between direct producers and means of productimeate one more fundamental
element of relations of productionproductive cellor productive unit. We should keep
in our mind that Marxist understanding of a modepadduction includes not only a
process of production but also a mechanism of gsrgxtraction as well as
redistribution. Thus, a productive cell also fuoo8 as aobligatory unit So, | am
inclined to distinguish the three most importargneénts of relations of production:
exploitative subject, obligatory unit and a modeerploitation which connects previous
two.

No doubt, one should keep in his/her mind that atirety of relations of
production in a particular case never is pure haneqgus. That is a reason why the
issue of hierachy of criteria is always relevameGhould find out which are two main
social classes in a particular society. Those tlasses and the way how they function as
exploiters and direct producers will reveal basipleitative subject and basic obligatory

unit.



The relevant classification of Marxist models of uiversal history.
Contemporary Russian theoreticians of history Boewko, Korotayev, Kradin
classifing all posible models of universal histdigve distinguished four groups of
theories: two main — unilinear schema of develogn{emolutionism, modernisation
theories etc.) and those of civilizations — as waslltwo in-between — world-system and
multilinear evolution. From this list only thoseearelevant for us which could be
connected with Marxism, so | can exclude theorfesiwlzations. Besides, the first and
the fourth goupes could be united. The third grbwwuld like to rename as depedency
theories (despite the fact that there some difft@srbetween dependency theories and
world-system approach but they are not essentl)the other hand, | agree that the
group of dependency theories deserves to be traatetlependent item of classification
of Marxist models of universal history.

So, after correction of Bondareno‘s, Korotayev'stadin‘s classification and
applying for our purposes (i.e., only typology ofaMist theories is relevant), | can
represent very clear and simple dichotomous schefrjaevolutionist theories,
2) dependency theories of global scale.

Evolutionist theories one can also treate as dagbr(temporal) and endosocietal
(-internal®), since one applying theories of thimdk wants to reveal tendencies of
development in the sequence of time. Meanwhile caredescribe dependency theories
of global scale as sinchronic (spatial) and exatati,external®), because they explain
how system of societies function as a coherenegnat some point of time. So, those
theories accent external relations among societies.

As one can remember the group of evolutionist tlesois united (joint). Now |
would like to elaborate internal subclassificatafrthis group. The starting point would
be another classifiaction which was proposed bynaki the same team of Russian
theoreticians of history (Korotayev, Kradin, LinghAccording to those three authors
there are four subgoups of evolutionist theorigslinear, bilinear, multilinear, non-
linear. | am convinced that non-linear schemarsaaly step aside from Marxism, so this
subgroup | can exclude.

Finally we have a classification which is relevambur research as follows:

1. Evolutionist theories:

a. Unilinear,



b. Bilinear,
c. Multilinear.

2. Dependency theories of global scale.

Exploitative subject and productive/obiligatory unit as main criteria of
classification of modes of production/political ecoomies Now | would like to
represent a classification of the two most impdredements of mode of production, i.e.
exploitative subject and productive/obligatory unit

We can distinguish three types of exploitative sabjindividual (IE), group (GE,
clan), class (CE) as well as we can distinguisleghiypes of obligatory unit either:
individual (IP), group (GP), communal (CP).

On the table bellow | singled out nine posible comahbons of exploitative subject
and obligatory unit of various types:

TABLE No 1: all posible combinations of every typeof exploitative subject and

productive/obligatory unit:

IE GE CE
IP feudalism Clan feudalism Agent/bureaucratic
politarism
GP Archaic feudalism Archaic clan feudalism Archaatitarism
CP Semi-feudalism Clan semi-feudalism | Communal politarism
(communal)

It is quite easy to give a typical example of fdudede of production: France
under the rule of Capetian dynasty (987-1328 ADE ¢én take as a case of semi-
feudalism Kievan Russia, the ancient Egypt of tié Kingdom period can serve as an
example of agent/bureaucratic politarism (bureaicnaariation) or China at least in
some periods (then communities have disintegratethman epmpire (in 15th — 16th
centuries, for instance), Delhi sultanate (1206615%D) in India and Moscovian
state/Russia from the end of the rule of Ivan tlible (1547-1584 AD) untill the
beginning of the rule of Peterl (1682-1725 AD) cha examples of communal
politarism.

| am inclined to treate a group exploitative subgewell as a group obligatory unit

as undeveloped and preserved transitional typesa@mdspondingly those combinations
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of basic elements which include at least one thelsenents of transitional type as
secondary taxons of the classification. Main typessnoted by bold characters.

Nevertheless one should keep in one‘s mind thatnwanities (of direct producers)
existed in any pre-capitalist society despite thet to which type a particular society
belongs. On the other hand, communities differ e &s their functions. | can state that
the type of productive as well as obligatory uretetmines the type of community. It
means that classification of types of productivegatory units is based on the typology
of communities which | am going to represent bellow

Community as a point of departure of obligatory unt classification. | would
like to support Umberto‘'s Melotti‘'s statement whiaimed that, according to texts of
Karl Marx himself, a type of community is a decsivactor which determines
alternative social development. It means that tygfesommunities which Marx himself
has singled out are worth of attention. As one i@member Marx has dinstinguished
three types of communities: Asiatic (and Slavong tsansitional), Ancient and
Germanic. In the case of Moldova in the 14th — Xgthtury only two types are relevant:
Asiatic and Germanic.

There is no private property of land then we de#hwAsiatic communities.
Member of Asiatic community are only holders. Supeeand single property of land is
concentrated in the hands of monarch (or of a ohaftribe, or of a patriarch of a family
clan). A member of community is only a co-holderjaht property. Community is a
substance and a particular individual is an acciden

Marx did not elaborated enough a concept of Slava@ommunity: we can only
find some hints regarding this concept in his telt® judge according to those hints, a
Slavonic community was quite similar to an Asiabice and it could be treated as a
variation of it. Nevertheless the Slavonic one igtke bit modified and because of that
reason is slightly more akin to the Germanic comityurAccording to Melotti, the
Slavonic community is more dynamic and more indirfer transformation during its
development.

According to Marx, the Germanic type of communiiffais essentially from the
Asiatic one. The Germanic community is an unionnoflependent subjects (proprietors
of land). In reality the community exists only iric@am of meetings of land proprietors in

this case. In a case of Germanic communities thdigtund of land &ger publicu} also
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exists as in a case of Ancient community. But thisnly an appendage of an individual
property. In this case a household of every family unit of production.

Since, as | have already mentioned before, an Ahdige of community is not
relevant in the current research and Slavonic en®ot conceptualized clear enough, |
am going to use only the dichotomous Germanic/Asi@hdividualistic/collectivistic)
typology of communities.

Mode of exploitation as a criterion of classificabn of modes of production.
The only adequate and correct typology of modesxpfoitation which | know has been
formulated by British miediaval historian Chris Wiam (1950-). He proposed a simple
dichotomous schema based on rent/tax distinctibis Binomial schema is absolutelely
acceptable for me but it proposes nothing new leetid criteria of exploitative subject
and obligatory unit which | already have formulateefore. So, modes of exploitation
can be treated only as a secondary and additioiafion of typology of pre-capitalist
societies.

The scale of antagonistic pre-capitalist modes of productionKeeping in my
mind arguments which | presented in the theoresid pf the thesis | would like to
propose two variations of typological scale:

1) a scale of modes of production in which the faaibrexternal impact is

ignored as secondary;

2) a scale of political economies in which parametdrgternal structure as

well as of external impact are considered and coetbi

A scale of modes of productioris represented in the table No 1. There one can
find nine posible combinations of both criteriaesfdosocietal typology. Here | would
like to propose a list of four main types of modégroduction:

1) feudalism,

2) semi-feudalism (ocommunal feudalisjmn

3) agent/bureaucratic politarism,

4) communal politarism.

A problem of ,graduations” of the scale of politicd economies Formulating this
kind of scale | have an intention to base on thetrdzution of Imanuell Wallerstein
(concepts of world-economy and worl-empire), Dar@idirot (concepts of communal-

trading and protocolonial political economy) andk®ay Kradin (a conception of
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exopolitarian mode of production and the classiitcaof nomad empires). First of all, |
should define relations among the most importantepts.

The Chirot's concept communal-trading political eomy is applicable in the case
then a particular society is involved into zonees$ential impact of any world-economy.
The protocolonial political economy is involvedanarea of of essential impact of any
worl-empire correspondingly. The concept of comniireding political economy
reflects both external impact and internal soctalciure and because of that reason
correspondes my methodological principles. On thentrary, the concept of
protocolonial political economy expresses only thature of external impact (the
dependence in respect to the centre of world-empird ignores peculiarities of internal
social structure. That is a breach of the princgdléghe combination of both approaches
and is not acceptable to me.

From the first sight, it seems that the Kradin‘a@gpt of nomad empire is a
functional equivalent to Wallerstein‘s world-empifut actually if one is to analyse the
entire Kradin's classification of nomad empires ameuld be forced to change his/her
mind. Nomad empires of the first type (tributary¥ed to exploit neighbouring
agricultural societies using methods of ,distanpleitation” (episodic ,gifts“, robbery,
unequal trade, regular tribute etc.). As one cad, $® called methods of distant
exploitation almost coincide with methods of extdraxploitation enumerated by Yuryi
Semionov (only usury does not fit since it is ,,mal“). Thus, we can link tributary type
of nomad empires (and in some cases even idenwith Wallerstein's worlds-
economies, but not with worlds-empires. Besidescare also treate Chirot's concept of
the communal-trading political economy as a caskKraflin‘s tributary nomad empires.
In fact, | am inclined to treate the mentioned Gt# concept as an equivalent of
Kradin‘s exopolitarian (or xenocratic) mode of puation (but only under the condition
that a transit kind of trade is prevailing). As aeds the second and the third type of
nomad empires singled out by Kradin, no doubt, sbibuld be linked directly with the
Wallerstein‘s concept of world-empire.

An interpretation of exopolitarian mode of prododtiis a little bit problematic. For
example, Semionov claims that external methods >qflogation (also usury) are
parasitic and they can not form a separate mogecafuction but only hangers-on to the

others. On the other hand, Kradin criticizes Sews opinion and states that in the
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case of the exopolitarian mode of production anrergociety of exploiters correlates
with dependent societies as with a unit (cell) odbduction (war and non-economic
violence should be understood as a mode produdtiothis case). If the product
extracted from dependent societies prevails incthresumption of exploiters’ society it
means that in this case one can speak about etayaoli mode of production. Semionov
based his classification of modes of exploitationtioe question whether any mode of
exploitation is realised during the process of pwimn or later. This criterion is not
persuasive because, for example, a rent in kimdabsed in exactly the same way as a
tribute of nomad empire extracted from dependentalgural societies.

On the other hand, in the case then goods whickapr@ the circulation are made
in the country which is involved in some world-eoany, one can not link this country
directly with methods of distant exploitation and t@butary nomad empire (and
exopolitarian mode of production correspondinglyfis is the case then the impact on
internal development is based not on the politidapendence but on commercial
(market) relations. Of course, it is quite usuattrelations of dependence of both kinds
exist to some degree side by side but neverthétessmature of commercial (market)
relations as a case dependence differs. So, ilnd & dependence described above
prevails one can single out a case of tradingipalieconomy in the strict sense.

Thus, | can single out two variations of politieglonomy:

1) xenocratic political economy,

2) trading political economy.

TABLE No 2: all posible combinations of four main types of endosocietal scale

with both types of singled out political economies:

Xenocratic PE Trading PE
Feudalism Feudal xenocratic Feudal trading
Semi-feudalism Semi-feudal xenocratic Semi-feudaling
Agent/bureaucratic Agent/bureaucratic Agent/bureaucratic
politarism politarian xenocratic politarian trading
Communal politarism Communal poliatarian Communal poliatarian
xenocratic trading

14



Now | would like to represent examples which coomesl every type singled out
theoretically.

Kingdom of Naples in the 16th century (then it Imgled to Spain) is an example of
feudal xenocratic political economy (PE), ValacHizaing the Otoman domination is a
case of semi-feudal xenocratic PE (this is exattiyy case which Chirot treates as a
protocolonial PE). As an example of bureaucratiitgooan PE serves China under the
Yuan dynasty (1280-1368 AD). Babilonia as a satra@ipyersia (5th — 4th centuries BC)
was a case of communal politarian xenocratic PEy \deod example of feudal trading
PE is marine empire of Portugal (in the 15th — Ifhturies) and semi-feudal trading —
Kievan Russia. | am not able to give an examplebofeaucratic/agent politarian
xenocratic PE economy but there is no difficulttesgive an example of communal
politarian trading PE: the Laotian state in thehl4t 17th centuries or the state of
Songhay in Western Africa in the 14th — 16th caatur

CHARACTERIZATION OF MOLDOVA'S ENDOSOSOCIETAL TYPEAs |
defined in the theoreotic part of the thesis thare two most important criteria of
endosocietal classification: 1) exploitative subjeét) obligatory unit and 3) a mode of
exploitation which links those previous segmentssiiéicture of mode of production.
The third critetion is only secondary.

Now | shall describe Moldova using criteria whiclmdve pointed out. Let's start
from the exploitative subject. | claim that in Moldh in the 15th century one can talk
about private (seignioral) landowning but there soene specific features which are
worth of attention: on the one hand, during all gegiod relevant to us remained not
apportioned joint landownership, on the other hadwposing of land was very
restricted. It means that the seignioral landownivegs group rather then individual
during the entire period | am interested in. Sarespondingly the exploitative subject
was group rather indivual as well and besides a@kequrimitive form. Nevertheless, the
analysis of juridical aspect of seignioral landovemg did not reveal us clear enough
whether it coresponds respective economic poweroarBecause of that reason | shall
use an additional criterion — | shall define thevailing mode of exploitation. The most
important task would be to determine the proportietween private and state surplus
product raising. Unfortunately, there is no dirstdtistical data about the period | am

interested in. Nevertheless, | have some indinedicators which allow me to make a
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provisorial estimation. One should keep in one‘sadnthat in medieval Moldova:
nobility (at least laic nobility) had not fiscal munity, seignioral obligations were quite
modest (since the extensive mode of agricultur@agilexd), direct producers (peasants)
were not detached from the military service, m&oof slaves belonged to the ruler or
his spouse, a considerable part of incomes of iplaibnsisted of maintenance for the
service to a monarch; towns paid the same taxesdahthe same obligations as the
unprivileged part of rural population (and besidlesy paid some additional ones), the
level of urbaniztion in Moldova by the middle ofth&entury had reached 8%. Keeping
all tendencies listed above in my mind | am indline draw a conclusion that even by
the middle of the 16th century the scale of statplas product raising was no less than
private (seigniorial). It means that it is reasdedb talk aboutlass exploitative subject
in Moldova even before the 16th century (thereagdoubt that later centralized surplus
product raising prevalils).

Let’'s now pass on the issue of obligatory unit.l&fimed in the theoretic part of
the thesis, the most important indicator in thisecds definition of the type of
community. Only in a case of prevailing two-fieidling system communities tend to
evolve in Germanic (individualistic) way. The extere agriculture of Moldova
certainly blocked the possibility to Moldovian comnities to evolve in Germanic way.
It is obvious that in Moldova we deal with colledst type of community (it does not
matter if we would name it Asiatic or Slavonic).

Finally, from the point of endosocietal typologyraw two the most generalizing
conclusions:

1. If one regard a group exploitative subject as datimg then Moldova could
not be ascribed to any of four main types; it sidug interpreted as a case
of clan semi-feudalism

2. If one take a class exploitative subject for priwgithen the social structure
of medieval Moldova should be ascribed to the typeommunal politarism
In my opinion, this interpretation of social st of early Moldova

corresponds totally to Stahl's conception of tradisim.
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EXOSOCIETAL TYPOLOGY OF MOLDOVAFirst of all, | would like to remind
that my exosocietal typology will be based on twariations of political economies:
xenocratic and trading.

| am convinced that essential question the answemlich will determine
conclusions of entire exosocietal typology will @@nnection between transit trade and
the genesis of Moldavian statehood. So, the answiie question lies in the dichotomy
of conception regarding the genesis of Moldaviaingipality: Nicolae lorga’s versus
Serban Papacostea’s. Chirot’'s prognosis that lorgasception (the most famous
Romanian historian stated that transit trade wassoe factor during the genesis of
Moldavian state) will be rehabilitated has not aonéd: after the fall of the communist
regime in Romanian historiography the contrary mpinstill prevails (Papacostea,
Murgescu). On the other hand, neither Romanian Muldavian historiography did not
answer some questions yet (how did the Valachiar Basarab manage to accumulate
7000 silver marks by 1330 AD? What was the mainrewf wealth of Moldavian
monarch Peter Musat if he lent 3000 silver roulotethe end of 14th century to Polish
king and Lithuanian grand duke Vladislav lagiello?)

Thus, the conclusion drawn of exosocietal typolagywofold either: it was a
trading political economy (clan semi-feudal or coumal politarian trading economy) or
the exosocietal factor was not decisive enoughthnd is able to be ignored. In the
second case only the conclusions of the endosbtyetalogy are valid.

After all, it is very important to state that whate “typological diagnosis” one
chooses, on the basis of criteria determined irtltasis, the social structure of Moldova

before the Otoman domination could be treated adafian no way.

CONCLUSIONS

1. Three categories of productive forces should bglsthout: active (social), passive
(natural) and intermediate (demographic).

2. The relation between active and passive produdtivees should be defined as
follows: the passive productive forces is a giftmafture and not an achievement of

human beings; they get involved into the procesprdiiction and become productive
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forces as such (in a proper sense) only on comdiiat some society reaches certain
point of development of active productive forces.

3. Level (an indicator of productivity of pure socikind, it is connected with
development of active productive forces) and coodlit(total social productivity) of
productive forces determines nature of productalations.

4. Multilinear Marxist models of universal history lewot lost their scholarly
relevance but their further elaboration is meanihginly under the condition if one
defines typologic criteria in a precise way.

5. There are two typologic criteria of relations obguction (and mode of production
correspondingly): productive/obligatory unit angkitative subject.

6. Three categories of productive/obligatory unit {(udual, group, communal) as
well as of exploitative subject (individual, grougtass) should be singled out.

7. Classification of productive/obligatory units is deal on the typology of
communities sketched by Karl Marx himself.

8. If one wants to define a type of any peripheriadisty in a proper way one must
combine both Marxist methodologies: endosocietadty of modes of production) and
exosocietal (world-system theory).

9. In case of pre-capitalist societies the externglaot can be twofold (a particular
society can be involved into world-empire or a jgaiter society can be involved into
world-economy). Correpondingly there are two typdspolitical economies which
should be named as xenocratic and trading.

10.There was animal raising which prevailed in theudtre of the Moldovian
agriculture in the middle of 14th — in the middkel6th centuries (and later on).

11.Low density of the population and surplus of landable for cultivation enabled to
preserve the archaic and rather primitive technmfuagriculture (slash and burn/fallow
agriculture prevailed) correspondingly.

12.The peculiarities of the Moldavian agriculture imetperiod before the Otoman
domination determined the conservation of archaicias relations (communities of
collectivistic type, clan-kin landowning among thebility).

13.The most essential characteristics of social stracbof Moldova in the middle of
14th — in the middle of 16th centuries which enablelefine it's endosocietal type are

following:
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a. the productive/obligatory unit was a community ofectivist type;

b. the clan-kin type of landowning of nobility preved. On the other hand, it is
important to emaphasize that the state exploitadiotme direct producers was
not less intensive than private. It means thatti®eno monosemous answer to
the question about the prevailing type of the exaliwve subject in the society
of Moldova before the Ottoman domination. It cobklgroup as well as class
at aproximately the same scale.

14.0n the basis of endosocietal features describedeaboan state that from this point
of view we can treate the social structure of Meklon the middle of 14th — in the
middle of 16th centuries as a hybridatén semi-feudaindcommunal politariartype.

15.Because of the very limited basis of written sosraad ambiguity of conceptions
in the Romanian/Moldavian historiography determiigdthe state of written sources
there could be twofold exosocietal typology of nes@il Moldova:

a. Moldova was involved into European-Middle East weeconomy tfading
political economy,

b. exosocietal factor was not important enough for ddoh in the relevant
period and is able to be ignored.

16.Combining both Marxist methodologies (endosocietadl exosocietal) there is a
twofold interpretation either:

a. as a hybrid ofclan semi-feudal tradingand communal politarian trading
political economies;

b. exosocietal factor was not important enough for ddoh in the relevant
period and is able to be ignored, i.e. the resudsgnted in the conclusion 14

remains valid.
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REZIUME

Darbo problemos iSplaukia i$ teotirprielaid; ribotumo, kuris absolitiai vyrauja
tiek rumuny, tiek moldaw istoriografijoje. Tai jkalino“ Moldovos visuomeés iki
Osmam imperijos isivieSpatavimo tipologines interpretacijas siaueuogmuose.
Ikikomunistirgje rumuny ir moldaw istoriréje literatiroje viduramazi Moldovoje buvo
ieSkoma fedalizmo teisine prasme. Komunigéneroje situacija pasikeit tatiau
istorikai ¢l ideologiny priezagiy patekoj dar ankStesn,Prokrusto log“: viduramziy
Moldovai  noromis  nenonoromis teko taikyti vienglim¢  penkianag
marksizmo-leninizmo scheanNenuostabu, kad, bent jau sprendziant IS teksekas iS
rumuny ir moldaw istoriky nesuabejojo, kad Moldova iki Osmaisivyravimo (o taip
pat ir jiems vieSpataujant) buvo feod&limarksisties formacijos prasme. Posovie&ij@
tiek rumuny, tiek moldaw istoriografijoje taip pat nedaug nepavykovelgti teorinio
medievistikos atsinaujinimo marksistine prasme {bgau klasikinio marksizmo)
pozymi: arba marksizmo iS viso atsisakoma, arba gana itgkim pavidalu
referuojamos komunistinio laikotarpio istoriografj kliss. Tokia padtis moldawv; ir
rumuny medievistikje istoriografijoje neatitinka sukaupto empitrduomen ir atskin
klausimy adekvaiu sprendimo kiekio. IS to iSplaukipagrindire problema dristume
teigti, jog iki Siol neturime adekv¢@s konceptualiai reflektuotos ir pakankamai
iISdiskutuotos ankstyvosios Moldovos socioekona@minstrukiiros interpretacijos
paremtos klasikine marksistine gamybashidformacij teorija (disertacijos autoriusasi
marksizmo kryptbaty linkes vadinti endosociuminiu, t.y. ,vidiniu* marksizmu)

Darbo naujura galima pagisti trimis argumentais: teoriniu metodologiniu, tem
ir istoriografiniu.

Teorinis metodologinis argumenta®vieju pargindiniy marksisting visuotires
istorijos traktudiu derinimas ir kombinuotas taikymas konkretaus atvgyimui yra
visiSka metodologiét naujo\é lietuviy istoriografijoje, nors toki bandymy jau ity
anglosaksiskoje ir rusisSkoje istoriografijose (Ddio Chiroto ir Nikolajaus Kradino
darbai).

Nemaziau svarbus yra autoriaus atliktas aiSkus nbazkriterijy leidziartiy
vienareikSmiskai tipologizuoti ikikapitalistinesseiomenes apsikitimas. Eksploatacijos

pohidzio (individuali/kolektyvirg) ir tiesioginp gamintojy siejimo su gamybos
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priemoremis (individuali/kolektyvir¢) tipologinés dichotomijos irgi niekada nebuvo
aiskiai suformuluota lietuviistoriografijoje. Metodologine teorine novacijaafejotinai
laikytinas ir dviej; tipologiniy skaliy ,sukalibravimas” beiy pritaikymas konkr&iam
tyrimui. Tai leidzia perkelti diskusijas éd marksistiSkai suprantamos visuomeni
evoliucijos variani ir tipy i kitoki — susistemint— konteksi.

Teminis argumentad.ietuviy istoriografijoje kaip reta skurdu visuots istorijos
siuzet;. Lietuviy istoriky darhy skirty viduramziy Moldovos problematikai beveik, o
viduramziy Moldovos socialinei istorijai visiSkaiéna, nors kit periferiniy visuomeni
tyrimai batini norint platesniame lyginamajame kontekste dighti apie Lietuvos
ikikapitalistines periferirts visuomeas koncepcijas (pvz., periferinio feodalizmo) ir
plétoti jos istorijos laikinius ir erdvinius modelius.

Istoriografinis argumentas Disertacijoje atlikta  kompleksiska  kritin
moldaviskosios ir rurmuniSkosios medievigBnbei teorigs istoriografijos analiz
tyrimui aktualiu aspektu taip pat gal bati traktuojama kaip naujas ir provokatyvus
reiSkinys moldaviskosios bei rumuniskosios istoradigos atzvilgiu. Galima tiktis, kad
radikali XIV a. vidurio — XVla. vidurio Moldovos iguomers strukiiros
reinterpretacija paskatins diskusijas tarpcipaMoldovos ir Rumunijos istorik ir
prisidés prie Sip Saliy istoriografijos teorinio metodologinio atsinaujimo.

Svarbiausi tyrimo rezultatai:

1. Remiantis apsibztomis bazidmis endosociumigmis charakteristikomis galima
konstatuoti, kad iS Sios perspektyvos Moldovos ao@ strukira XIV a. viduryje —
XVl a. viduryje apitdintina kaip klaninio pusinio feodalizmar bendruomeninio
politarizmohibridas.

2. Dél Saltiniy bazs ribotumo ir iS to iSplaukiamos atinkamos tematikos
moldaviskoje/rumuniskoje istoriografijoje iSsakypozicijy ambivalentiSkumo Molday
XIV a. viduryje — XVI a. viduryje iS egzosociunis perspektyvos galima tipologizuoti
dvejopai:

a) Moldova buvatraukty i Europos-Vidurini Ryty pasaulekonomily (prekybire

politine ekonomija o pagal kombinuat tipologija — klaninés pusiau feodaliés

prekybires ir bendruomeniés politarinés prekybiids politiniu ekonomijy hibridas),

b) egzosociuminis veiksnys nebuvo pakankamai raik$as ir to@dl ignoruotinas.
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