Baagumup Ycnenckui
HUY BIII — Canxm-Ilemepoype

I'ocynapes nBop Bo BTOpOIi MoJi. XVI B. kak connanbHas ceTh:
NpeAIoKeHne MeToAa

Ananmm3 conumanbHbIX cereit (Social Network Analysis) — cpaBHUTENBHOE
HOBBIN U CPEIHEBEKOBBIX HCTOPHKOB MeTOA. B camom oO0mieM BuIe aHau3
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COITMANIBHEIX CETEH pacCMaTpHBACT COIHANIBHYIO PEAThHOCTH C TOYKU 3PCHUS
«TCOpHUU CETEH», B KOTOPOH CETh IMOHMMAETCA KaK COBOKYITHOCTHh Y3JIOB
(nodes) — y4aCTHHUKOB MCTOPUYECKOTO Ipoilecca — U CBs3el (ties), KoTopbie
MPEACTaBIAIOT COO0 OTHOIICHUS MEKIY «y3JaMu», Takue Kak Apyx0a, poj-
CTBO, CJIy»0a. JICJIOBbIC OTHOIICHHUS, CEKCyaJibHbIC OTHOIICHHS W T.J. Takue
CETH MOTYT OBITh BU3yaJIM3UPOBAHBI B BUJIE IHATPAMM, TJI€ Y3JIbI PEICTaBICHBI
B BHUJIC TOUYCK, a CBSI3M — B BHJIC JIUHUMA.

OnmHUM W3 TEPBBIX TPOMKHUX 3asBICHUN B 00JIACTH aHAJIM3a COIMATHHBIX
ceTeil B CPEeJHEBEKOBOM HMCTOPWHU CTaIH PabOThl 3KOHOMHUYECKOTO HCTOPUKA U
moiuToiiora Jlxxona IIsmkerra 0 conuanbHON M YKOHOMHUYECKOW OpraHU3aIlud
Onopennuu  smoxu Peneccanca, HammcanHble B 1990-x rr. VYcemex pabor
[IsmxerTa, coxpaHsIONe cTaTyc KIaCCHUKH B OOJACTH CETEBBIX MCCIEAOBAHUN
panHero HoBoro BpeMeHH, MOXHO OOBSICHUTH HE TOJIBKO HOBBIM IOIXOIOM K
COIMATILHON WCTOPUH, HO W COBEPIICHHO HETUITUYHBIM JUIS MOCJICIHEH Hccie-
JIOBATEJIbCKUM BOIIPOCOM: 32 MHTEPECOM K HCTOPHH CTPYKTYp M OTHOIICHHMH,
MOHATHBIM ISl COUAIBHON HCTOpHH, y II3[KeTTa KpoeTcs MpOBOKAIMOHHBIN
BOIPOC: «KakuM oOpa3zom Menanun npunuia K Biacté Bo dmopennnn?y». Conu-
ajpHas ICTOPHS C TAHHOM CITydae IpejiaraeT Kay3aibHoe 00bsICHEHNE.

W3 Bcex mMpOEKTOB MO CPeAHEBEKOBO MCTOPWH, B KOTOPBIX NMPUMEHSETCS
aHalln3 COIUAIBHBIX CETEH, W3BECTHBIX MHE Ha HACTOSIIHNA MOMEHT, MOXKHO
BBIZICNIUTH TPH KAaTETOPHH, B KOTOPBIX METOAMKA, KaK Ka)XeTCs, MPUMEHSETCS
HanboJjee IUIOOTBOPHO. JTO HMCCIICAOBAHUS TOPTOBBIX CBs3ei M Kaprorpadu-
pOBaHHE SKOHOMHYECKHX B3aWMOJCHUCTBHIA, MCCICAOBAHNUS MHTEIICKTYalbHbBIX
ceTell uiu pacrpocTpaHeHus uiael (K KOTOPBIM MPUMBIKAIOT HCCIEAOBAHUS Ce-
Tl KOPPECHOHJEHIINH), U, COOCTBEHHO, HCCIIEIOBAHMS, NCIOIb3YIONINE CeTe-
BOM aHa/IM3 71 TOHWMaHUA TOTO, Kak paboTaeT cpeTHEBEKOBOE OOIIECTBO.

s 9TOM mocnaeaHed KaTeropuy OJHOM M3 CaMbIX CEPbE3HBIX M HEIO0OIle-
HEHHBIX MPOOJIeM ocTaeTcs pa3paboTka caMoro 6a30BOT0 KOHIIENITA TCOPUU —
TOHATHUS CBA3U. J[0 caMOTro mocieaHero BpeMeHH MO CYTH €IUHCTBEHHBIM Me-
TO/IOJOTHYECKIM TPEOOBaHHEM K MCCIIEIOBATENIO OBUIO COOMI0OeHNE TIPUHIINTIA
TOMOTE€HHOCTH M3Y4YaeMBbIX CBS3€i: HEIOMyCTUMO B OJHON M TOW XK€ CETH HC-
MOJIb30BaTh, HANPUMED, APYKECKYI0 CBSI3b W (uHaHCOBBIE OTHOHIeHHUS. Camu
CBSI3M TIOHMMAJNCh KaK HEKHE ITOCTOSHHBIE OTHOIICHUS MEXAYy CyOBheKTaMu
couuanbHoil peansHocTU. IIpobiema, ¢ KOTOPOH CTOJIKHYJIUCh UCTOPHUKH, OKa-
3ajach CIOXHEe: HE BIIOJHE SCHA caMa IPHUPOJa CBS3H KaK CTPYKTYPHOTO dJie-
MeHTa. VICTOYHWKH 3acTaBiSIOT HCTOPHKOB 33/1aBaThCS TAKUMH BOIPOCAMHU,
Kak, HallpuMep, HAJIM4INe CBSI3U MEKIY ABYMsI KPECThSHAMHU, YIIOMHUHACMBIMU B
OJIHOM W TOM k¢ (DMHAHCOBOM JOKYMEHTE HIIM JIBOPSHAMH, BOCBABIIUMH B O
HOM M TOM K€ TOJIKY, T.€. 3aAyMaThCsl HaJ MPHUPOJIOHN CBS3EH CUTYaTUBHBIX W,
BO3MOXHO, CITydalHBIX. YTO MBI TIOHMMaeM IIOJ CBSI3bI0 B TAKUX CIydasx U
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HAaCKOJIbKO BaJIMJHO Takoe IoHuMaHue? B 3HauuTEeNbHOM cTeleHH UMEHHO pac-
IIPOCTPaHEHUE UCTOPUUECKUX MCCIECNOBAHNUN C IPUMEHEHUEM METOINKH aHAJIH-
3a connanbHbIX cered B 2000-X IT. MPUBENO K MOSBICHUIO «CUTYaTUBHOTO) TO-
HUMaHHS CBSI3U: TaK, HapuMep, B pabote 00 obmuHe B Buzantuiickom Erunte
(EIMHCTBEHHOM II0Ka MCCIIEJOBAHUU COLIMANBHBIX CETEH B CPEeJHEBEKOBbLE MO-
Horpaduyeckoro ypoBHs) J»xoBaHHU PyQ¢duHH CTPOUT CBSA3HM M3 COBMECTHBIX
YIOMHWHAHHAN KPECThSH B JOKYMEHTaX, UCKIII0Yas U3 MX YHCIIA TaKUe, TOe yIo-
MUHAHME IPOUCXOIUT BCErOo OJHAXIbI (T.C. €CJIU JIBE INEPCOHBI OKAa3bIBAIOTCS
YIOMSHYTBHI COBMECTHO B IBYX JIOKYMEHTax U OoJiee, IOCTYIUpPYyeTCcs TMIIOTEeTHU-
yecKasi CBSI3b MEXKAY HUMH).

UTo B TEOPHH COLHUANIBHBIX CETEH MOXKET OKa3aThbCs MOJIE3HBIM IS U3yde-
HUS OT€YECTBEHHOI'O CPEHEBEKOBbA U, B YACTHOCTH, CIYXKWJIOH Koprnopauuu?

B1utoTe 10 HACTOSMIETO BPEMEHHU CTPYKTYPY CIIy’KHIJIOW KOPIIOpPALMK UCTO-
PUKH TPEICTABIAIOT B MHCTHTYLHMOHAJIBHOM KIIFOUE, BCIICH 33 H3MEHEHUSAMU
uepapxuii B 0UIHAIBHBIX JOKYMEHTaX MCHSIETCS M CTPYKTYpa: OT IEPBBIX I10-
IBITOK cTpaTtu¢ukanuy (crated ThICAYHON KHWTH, KHs3eH M meTeil OOspCKUX
JIBOPOBBIX JIBOpPOBON TeTpajgu) 10 «KIACCHUUECKOW» CTPYKTYPbI MOCKOBCKHUX U
ropoioBbIX YMHOB. Kak mpezacraBisercs, aHaJIu3 COLUAIbHBIX CETEH MOXKET J0-
TIOJIHATH TaKO€ MHCTUTYIUOHAIILHOE IOHUMaHUE NEPAPXUH.

B ycioBusx 04eBHMIHON HEXBATKM MCTOYHUKOB JINYHOTO MPOUCXOKICHHS
CYLIECTBYET, KaK KajKeTCs, BCEro JABa CH0co0a IpPEeJCTaBUTh TPaAULMOHHBIE
CBA3M B COLUAIBHON CTPYKTYpPE CIIYKHJION KOPIIOPALMK: 3TO POJICTBEHHBIEC CBSI-
31 (U3 KOTOPBIX, [0 MOHATHBIM HUCTOYHMKOBBIM IPUYMHAM, IOYTH IOJIHOCTHIO
HCKIII0YAIOTCS OTHOLIEHUSI CBOIMCTBA) U, C HEKOTOPBIM JOIYILIEHUEM, COCEICKHUE.
KoneuHo, 110Jj00HbIE CETU, BO3MOXKHO, JIOOOIBITHBIE AJS BU3yaldU3allUM CIly-
JKWIOH reorpaduu, Manao 4To MOTYT IOBEAATh O COLIMAIbHOMN CTpyKType. BHyT-
pEHHHUE CBS3H, MAaTPOH-KIUEHTCKHE OTHOWIEHHA B XVI B. PEKOHCTPYHPYIOTCS
TOJIBKO HaME€KaMHU WM BOOOILIE yraablBarOTCs MHTYUTUBHO. To ke KkacaeTcs
IPUABOPHBIX IIAPTUI» — BO3MOKHO, OJTHOM U3 CaMBbIX HHTEPECHBIX TEM IOJIU-
tudeckoil uctopuu Poccuu B XVI B (Hanpumep, 60pbObl IPUIBOPHBIX I'PYIIIU-
poBok B manonerctBo MBana IV u mocne cmeptu MBana V). Bo3moxxHbIE BBI-
XOZBI U3 3TOH CUTyaIllMl — COOBITHIHOE MM CHUTYallMOHHOE MOHUMAHHE CBSI3H
U COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX MOAX0A K (POPMUPOBAHUIO CETH.

MHe npeacTaBiseTCs, 4TO pa3psaHas NOKyMEHTAIUs MPENOCTaBIsET BO3-
MO>KHOCTH JUIsl aHAJIM3a CUTYaTHBHBIX CBA3CH BHYTpH 'ocynapeBa nsopa. B ka-
YecTBE TUIOTEe3bl IIPU 3TOM IPUHUMAETCs NOINYyIIEeHue, 4To JBa U Ooiyiee COB-
MECTHBIX Ha3HAYeHMs OJHUX U TeX XKe JIUI[ O3HAYaloT HaJW4ue CBS3U (B pale
CIIy4aeB 3TO yHAacTCsl IMPOBEPUTH, HAIOKHUB CEThb POJCTBEHHBIX MM COCEICKHX
CBs3€H, HO 3TO y/aeTcs JaJIeKO He BCerya).
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Busyanuzupyewm Jin Mbl IPU 3TOM KaKHE-TO OTHOLICHUSI BHYTPU CITYKUIION
KOPIOpAIMu WK JIOTHMKY PaOOThl Pa3psAHBIX bSKOB, JAIONIMX COBMECTHBIC
Ha3HAUYCHUS JIOJSAM, YK€ CIyKuBmmM Bmecte? s oTBEeTa Ha STOT BOMPOC
MOKHO TOMNBITAThCS CPABHUTH JBE CUHXPOHHBIE CETHU: ONPUYHBINA, a MO3JHEE
T.H. 0coObI#t 1BOp MBana IV u 3emckuii 1Bop.

Puc. 1. Ocnoguvie c6sa3u 3eMcK020 (Creda) u onpuunozo (cnpasa) 080pos 6
1566—1570 ce. /[ns ynpoujenust cxemvl 6Mecmo nepcoHaluil Ha mecme «y3108» ga-
MUTUYU € HAUOOTLULUM KOTUYECMBOM CBA3Ell.

OTnuuus 3HAYUTENBHBI: 10 KIIOYEBBIM KOJWYECTBCHHBIM ITOKA3aTEIISIM,
XapaKTEPU3YIOIIMM COLUANBHBIC CETH, ONPHYHBIA ABOP obiamaer Ooiee IeH-
TPAIN30BAaHHOW, HO MEHEE IUIOTHOM M KOMIAKTHON CTPYKTYpOW: KOJIMYECTBO
CBA3€H MEXy IepCOHAMH B CpEeJHEM 3HAa4NTeNbHO MeHbIne (1,73 nmpotus 3,74),
KOJIMYECTBO TMEPEXOJIOB «OT Mepu(epur K HEHTPY» ceTH Ooiblie (B cpeaHeM
4,76 npotus 2, 52). Takue HAOIIOACHUS MMO3BOJISIOT CEIaTh OCTOPOYKHBIN BbI-
BOJ| O KAYECTBEHHBIX CTPYKTYPHBIX OTJIHYHUSAX, HE OOBSICHSIOINXCS «JIEIO0MPO-
W3BOJICTBEHHBIMIY MTPOLIETYyPaAMHU.
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HauBHO OBLIO OBI MOJAraTh, 4TO BCE MOBTOPSIOIIMECS COBMECTHBIC HA3HA-
YEHUS] CUTHAJIM3UPYIOT O MAaTPOH-KIUEHTCKUX OTHOIICHUsIX. Borpoc o mpupoje
00HapY)KEHHBIX CBSI3eH YPE3BBIYANHO 3alyTaH U TPEOYET CHEIHANIBHOIO H3yue-
HUSL.

The Royal Court in the 16th century as a Social Network: the possibili-
ties of methodological approach.

Social Network Analysis is a relatively new method for medieval histori-
ans. According to the most common definition, Social Network Analysis exam-
ines the social reality in terms of "network theory ", in which the network is un-
derstood as a set of nodes — members of the historical process — and ties,
which represent the relationships between the nodes such as friendship , kinship,
service, business relations etc. Such networks can be visualized in the form of
diagrams, where the nodes are represented as points and ties are represented as
lines.

One of the first high-profile applications of social network analysis in the
field of medieval history were the works of the economic historian and political
scientist John Padgett on social and economic organization of Renaissance Flor-
ence, published in the 1990s . The success of the Padgett’s work, which keep the
status of classics in the field of network studies of Medieval and Early Modern
times, can be explained not only by his use of a relatively new approach to so-
cial history, but by quite atypical for the social history research question: "How
did the Medici come to power in Florence?”. Social history in this case suggests
a causal explanation.

Of all the projects on medieval history, which use the Social Network
Analysis , known to me at the moment , there are three categories in which the
technique seems to be applied in the most fruitful way. These are the studies of
trade relations and economic interactions mapping , quantitative researches in
intellectual history or and mapping of ideas diffusion ( which are flanked by the
study of networks of correspondence ), and researches using network analysis to
understand how the medieval society was composed and structured (which use
social network analysis in the most basic sense).

For this last category one of the most serious and underrated problem is the
development of the basic concept of the theory — the concept of communica-
tion. Until very recently, in fact the only methodological requirement of the re-
searcher was the principle of homogeneity of the studied relationships: for ex-
ample, for obvious reasons friendly relations and financial relations are not valid
in the same network. Bonds themselves are understood as a kind of permanent
relationship between the subjects of social reality. The problem faced by histori-
ans was more complex: the very nature of tie as a structural element it is not al-
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ways clear. Sources force historians to ask such questions as, for example, if
there was a link between two peasants mentioned in the same financial instru-
ment or nobles, who fought in the same regiment. Therefore historians are forces
to reflect on the nature of links, which are situational (probably even random).
What do we mean by communication in such cases and how valid is this under-
standing ? To a large extent, it is the spread of historical research using the
method of SNA in the 2000s. that has led to the emergence of "situational " un-
derstanding of the relationship : for example , in the work on the Aphrodito
community in Byzantine Egypt (this far the only study of social networks in the
Middle Ages at monographic level ) Giovanni Ruffini builds ties of joint men-
tions of farmers in the documents, except when reference occur only once (if
two persons are mentioned together in the two or more documents, is postulated
hypothetical relationship between them) .

How the theory of social networks may be useful for the study of Russian
Middle Ages and, in particular, the service-men class?

Until now, the structure of the service-men class were understood by histo-
rians largely in an institutional manner, following the hierarchy changes in offi-
cial, from the first attempts of stratification to the "classical" structure of ‘chiny
moskovskiy i gorodovye’. It seems that Social Network Analysis can comple-
ment such institutional understanding of hierarchies.

With the apparent lack of sources of personal origin, it seems there are only
two ways to present traditional ties in the social structure of the serving corpora-
tions: the ties of kinship (of which, for obvious reasons, are almost completely
eliminated the relations of marriage) and, with some assumptions, the neighbor
networks. Of course, such networks might be interesting to visualize the geogra-
phy of the serving elite, but there is hardly something they can tell us about the
social structure. Internal communications, patron-client relations in the 16th cen-
tury are reconstructed only with some hints or even guessed intuitively. The
same applies to the Court "parties" — perhaps one of the most interesting topics
of the political history of Russia in the 16th century (for example, the Court
groups in the infancy of Ivan IV, and after the death of Ivan IV). Possible ways
out of this situation — the event-driven or situational understanding and com-
munication and a relevant approach to the network research.

It seems to me that the service documentation (‘razryad’) — provides the
ability to analyze situational ties within the Czar's court. As a hypothesis it is
assumed that two or more joint service appointments mean an association of
persons (in some cases it is possible to check it by loooking up in a network of
family or neighborhood ties , but it is not always possible).

Do we visualize some kind of actual relationships within the serving corpo-
rations, or just the logic of the clerks or the razryad, giving joint appointments to
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the people who have already served together? To answer this question, we can
try to compare the two synchronous networks: Oprichnina , later called the
“Special” Court of Ivan IV and Zemshina.

Fig. 1. The main links of zemsky (left) and oprichniy (right) courts in the years
1566—1570 . To simplify the scheme, instead of personalities the families with
the most links are placed as nodes.

The differences are significant : the key quantitative indicators characteriz-
ing social networks, oprichnina yard has a more centralized, but less dense and
compact structure: the number of links between persons on average, significant-
ly lower ( 1.73 vs. 3.74 ), the number of transitions from the periphery to the
center in the orpichniy Court network is significant larger (average 4.76 to 2.52).
These observations lead to the cautious conclusion that the quality of the struc-
tural differences can not be explained by the "bureaucratic" procedures.
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It would be naive to believe that all of the repetitive joint appointments give
signal about the patron-client relationships. The question of the nature of these
relationships is extremely confusing and requires a special study.

34


User
Текст




