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This is where
St Petersburg began.
The Merchants’Yard
-and=Trinity-Square
———on<City Island.
Engraving by Alexey
-_R_ols.t 1716.
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Archbishop Feofan Prokopovich

Aamexuii nymewecmsennux
pon Xaeen, nobvieasuuil

6 Ilemepbypee 6 1736 200y,
3aNUCAN BNEUAMAEHUS OM
scmperu ¢ apxuenucKonom
Hoszopoockum Deogparom:
«dmom 2ocnodun noxposu-
mensemeosan pegopme
L]eprsu, xomopyro nposodun
umnepamop Ilemp 1lep-

6vlll... B morodocmu orn mmo-

20 Jlem NYMewecmsosal noy-
mu 60 écex cmpanax Eepo-
not u Asuu. Bo scaxozo poda
YUCHOCU OH MALO UMEN,
ecau umen 60obwe, cebe pas-
HbLX, 0C00eHHO chedu pyccro-

20 dyxosencmea. Ilomumo uc-

mopuu, 6020c106UA U PuUA0-
cogpuu, on obnadan
UPe3sLIai o anyooKUMU
NOZHAHUAMU 8 MAMEMAMU-
Ke U uMen K netl 0co0y1o
cxnonnocms. On 3nan mnozo
e8PONEUCKUX A3DIKOS, YMeN
NOHUMAMD U 2060PUMD HA
HUX U YIHce 8 NPeKAOHHOM
so3pacme co ecem npuexca-
HUEM 3AHUMANCT, UMU».

The Danish traveller

von Hagen, who visited St
Petersburg in 1736, recorded
his impressions of a meeting
with Archbishop Feofan of
Nougorod: “This gentleman
Jacilitated the reform of

the Church that Emperor
Peter I carried out... In his
youth he spent many years
travelling in almost all the
lands of Europe and Asia.
In every manner of scholar-
ship he had few equals,

if indeed any, especially
among the Russian clergy.
Apart from history, theology
and philosophy, he had

an exceptionally profound
knowledge of mathematics
and a particular inclination
Jor it. He knew many Euro-
pean languages, being able to
understand and speak

them, and even at an
advanced age studied them
with all diligence.”

EBrenuit AHUCUMOB / by Yevgeny ANISIMOV
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Kneso-MorunsaHckas
aKagemus Bcerga 6biia
MUCTOYHWKOM YHEHOCTH,
KOTOPYIO BNUTbIBana
Pycckas lNpaBocnaBHas
LlepKoBb, poaHas Aoyb
BW3aHTUICKOWM LIePKBU.
CTyfaeHTbl MorunsHcKomn
aKagemuu.

[paBtopa XVII BeKa.

The Kiev Mogila Academy
was always a fount of eru-
dition that nourished the
Russian Orthodox Church,
the daughter of the
Church of Constantinople.
Students of the Mogila
Academy. 18th century
engraving.

CnpaBa. Bug nnowaam

Lepsviii buoepagp Peoda-
na axademux lomaubd
baviep nucan, wmo e2o
2epot Gvin «3eNEHO2NA3BIM
XONEPUKOM CaM2BUHUYE-
K020 memnepamenma».
Tymewecmeus u npuxnro-
uenus 6 Fepone ouens
MHO20MY HAYUUAU MOAOOO-
20 Uen06eKa. .

In the first biography of
Feofan, Academician Got-
tlieb Bayer wrote that the
archbishop was “a green-
eyed choleric with a san-
guine temperament”.

The young man learned
a great deal from his
travels and adventures

in Europe...

Bce 510 npasna — uenosexa 6osee o6pa-
3oBaHHOTO, yeM PeodaH, He OBITIO B TO
BpeMs B Poccun. Ho otHions He o6paso-
BAHHOCTBIO OH ITPOCJIABUJICS B HUCTOPUH
Poccun XVIII Beka, a coBceM MHBIMU Kade-
CTBAMH — IIPUCIIOCOOIEHYECTBOM U IU-
HUYHDBIM ITPArMaTU3MOM.

CsejieHns O €ro IPOUCXOKJIEHUU BECH-
Ma TyMaHHBI. BO3MOXKHO, OH OBUI CHIHOM
pasopHBIIErocs KynIja WIN YbUM-TO He3a-
KOHHOPOX/IECHHBIM OTIPLICKOM, HO HECO-
MHEHHO OJITHO: MaJIbYUK ITO NMeHH Eneasap
PaHO JTUIINJICS POAUTENCH. YIacTHe B CyAb-
6e CUpPOTLI IPUHAI AA8a — pekTop Kueso-
Mormngackoit akagemun Peodan Ilpoko-
IIOBUY, B KOTOPOH TAJIAHTINBBIA IOHOIIA
ITOJTy YT IPEKPacHOE 0O0pa3oBaHue. 3aTeM
OH COBEPIIEHCTBOBAI 3HaHUSA BO JIbBOBE 1
1OCJI€ TPUHATHUSA YHUATCKOHN BEPBI IIPOIIe
nemkoM noutu scio Esporny. B Iloabme n
IepMannu oH mocenag 3HaAMEHUTbIE IIPO-
TECTAHTCKHE YHUBEPCUTETHI U BCKOpE JI0-
6pascs 1o camoro Puma.

Eneazap yumicsa B Batukane (u cxopee
BCETO, TMIPUHST KAaTOTUINU3M), HO KaKIE-TO
06CTOATENBCTBA BBIHYAUIN €TO ITOCIENTHO
U TalfHO 6eXaTh OTTy/A Ha poauHy. OH Bep-

MHHU. A BCKOpPE €My MPEJCTaBUJICS CAydaid
pPEIIUTENLHO W3MEHHUTH CBOIO CyALOY:
Ha TOP;KECTBEHHOM GorocayxeHun B Kue-
Be B uecThb IlosraBckoi moGean 1709 roxa
B npucyrctsuu Ilerpa I ®eodan npousnec
CTOJIb GJINCTATEILHYIO Pedb, YTO LAphb OT-
METUJI OPATOPA U BIOCAEJACTBUU IMPUBJIEK
K TOCYJApCTBEHHOMY JI€Ny. DTUM «JI€JIOM»
crano pecdopmuposanue Pycckoii ITpaBo-
cnaBHol Ilepxsu, kazasmelicsa Ilerpy ap-
XaUM4YHOW U OIIMIO3UIMOHHOMN €ro BJIACTU.
OHa He YKJIaIbIBATACh B CTPOHHYIO CUCTEMY
«PEryJIsapHOTO» rOCyAapcTBa, KOTOPOE CO3-
JlaBaj raphb.

Cpenu wuepapxos Pycckoit Ilepxsu
HE OBLIO YMEJBIX ITPOBOJHUKOB HJACH IIa-
P4, @ GOJIBITUHCTBO GBLIO IPOTHUB IMETPOB-
cxkux pecopm. Jla u camu mpicu IleTpa Ha
ceii cyeT 6bUIN BeCcbMa TyMaHHBI. OH XoTe
B I[€JIOM INPOU3BECTU HEKHE «HUCIpaBJIe-
HUS», HABECTU MOPAJIOK B [yXOBHOM UHHE,
«BUJISl B HEM MHOTHE HECTPOCHUS U BEJH-
KyIO B JIeJIaX €ro CKyAocTh». Kak IleTp mpo-
BOJIUJI «UCIIPABJIEHUSA» U «HABOAWI IOPs-
JIOK» CPeJyl CBOUX IOJJIAHHBIX, U3BECTHO
BceM. Ho Bce ke B LIEPKOBHBIX Jlej1ax OH
omacajicsl JIeHCTBOBATDb TPYOO U MPIMOJIH-
HeiHo. IlpoBectn pedopmanmio B ayxe

HyJsIca B popHoe JoHOo IIpasocaasnoii Llep-
KBU M IPU IOCTPYOKEHUH B MOHAXH B3SLI
nms cBoero asaau. B Kuese ne momin ne 3a-
METUTh TAJIAHTIUBOTO, *XKHMBOTO U 06Gpa3o-
BaHHelIero gepHena: ¢ 1705 roga cran
npodeccopoM MO3TUKH B POAHON axaje-

1 cobopa ceatoro MNeTpa
B BaTukaHe. [paBiopa
[JomeHnKo MpoHTH.
1790-e roabl.

Right. View of St. Peter’s
Square and Cathedral

in the Vatican.
Engraving by Domenico
Pronti. 1790s.

Jliorepa (uero xorenock 6bI IleTpy) 6GbLTO
HEJIb3sI — Y BCEX CTOSLI Iepe IIa3aMU IIPHU-
Mep FepONUIECKOrO COIMPOTUBICHUS CTAPO-
OOpsILEB, 3aKOPEHEJBIX PACKOJBHUKOB,
CYACTIIUBBIX TEM, YTO CMOIVIA [OCTPAJATD

Anodeo3s MeTpa |. KapTMHa Hen3BecTHOro
XYZLOXHWKa NOBTOPSIET KOMMO3ULMIO
rpaBtopbl JaHuuna fonaxoBcKoro,
nogHeceHHow Netpy ®eodaHom
Mpokonosuyem. 1710-e roapl.

The apotheosis of Peter I. This painting
by an unknown artist imitates the compo-
sition of an engraving by Daniil
Golyakhovsky, presented to Peter

by Feofan Prokopovich. 1710s.?

BnaropogaHblit xect nobeauntens:

MNeTp | BO3BpPALLAET NIEHHBbIM LWBEACKUM
reHepanam wwnarv nocne MontaBckomn
6uTBbI. JIuTorpadwms MNetpa MiBaHoBa

¢ opuruHana bopuca YopukoBa.

1840-e roasbl.

The noble gesture of the victor: Peter |
returns the captured Swedish generals
their swords after the Battle of Poltava.
Lithograph by Petr lvanov from the origi-
nal by Boris Chorikov. 1840s.
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All this is true — in Russia at that time
there was no better educated man than
Feofan. But it was not in the least for his
erudition that he went down in Russian
eighteenth-century history, but rather for
completely different character traits — op-
portunism and cynical pragmatism.

Our information about his origins is very
vague. He may have been the son of some
ruined merchant or somebody’s illegitimate
by-blow, but one thing is beyond doubt: the
boy named Yeleazar lost his parents early.
An uncle took an interest in the orphan’s
fate. This was Feofan Prokopovich, the rec-
tor of the Kiev Mogila Academy at which the
gifted youngster received a splendid educa-
tion. Then he furthered his studies in Lvov
and, after adopting the Uniate faith, trav-
elled on foot around almost the whole of
Europe. In Poland and Germany he attend-
ed the famous Protestant universities and
soon reached Rome itself.

Yeleazar studied at the Vatican (and
most probably converted to Catholicism),
but some circumstances obliged him to
flee hastily and in secret back to his home-
land. He returned to the bosom of the

Orthodox Church and when he entered a
monastery he adopted his uncle’s name.
The talented and educated monk was
inevitably noticed in Kiev and in 1705 he
was made professor of poetry at his alma
mater, the academy. Soon, though, an
event occurred that decisively changed his
destiny: at the thanksgiving service held in
Kiev in the presence of Peter the Great
after the victory at Poltava in 1709, Feofan
gave such a brilliant speech that the Tsar
remembered the orator and later engaged
him in state business. That business was to
be the reform of the Russian Orthodox
Church, which seemed to Peter archaic
and opposed to his authority. It did not fit
into the neat system of the “regular state”
that the Tsar was creating.

The reform of the Church required untra-
ditional acts and new activists. Such men
were duly found — Feodosy Yanovsky, Feofan
Prokopovich, Gavriil Buzhinsky, Feofilakt
Lopatinsky and a handful of others. They
were all Ukrainians or Poles by birth and
linked by service to Peter’s secular authority.
But their exceptional abilities, their brilliant
erudition and their fervent activities were in
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3a Bepy. Crpagasbues B Poccum mo64r:
TOJIBKO JIall PyCCKOMY Y€JOBEKy IOCTpa-
JIaTh — U ’KU3HDb €T0 OCBAIIAETCS HAPOJHOU
MOJIBOI U BBICIIUM CMBICJIOM, IIO3TOMY MO-
HApXHU 10 BO3MOKHOCTHU CTAPAINUCH HE JO-
IIyCKaTb 3TOrO.

Jns pedopmbr LlepkBu HY>KHBI 6bUTH He-
TPaANIMOHHDbIEC JeHCTBUSA, TPEeGOBAINCH
Hosble oau. U takue Hanummcs — Peopno-
cuit Anoscknii, ®eodan Ilpokomnosny, Ia-
Bpuni byxunckuii, Peopunakr Jomarun-
CKUI 1 HEKOTOPBIE Apyrue. Bee onn 6b11m
POJOM YKpaWHIIbI WMJIM TOJSAKH, BCEX HX
oObeIMHsLIA CIIY:KO0a cBeTCKOI Biaactu Ile-
Tpa. OHAKO UX HEOOBIKHOBEHHBIE CIIOCO0-
HOCTH, UX OjIecTsasl y4€HOCTb, UX KHIIy-
yas AeATeJIbHOCTD OKA3IUCh OOpaIleHbl, B
CYIIHOCTH, Ha JIEJO YHUUYTOXEHUS CaMO-
crosareabnocTu Pycckoit Lepksu. B cosna-
HUM HApOJa CTaga MCKOPCHSTLCA BCAKAS
aIbTEPHATUBA BCEIOAABIAIONIECH, MOTydei
CHUJIE TOCY/IAPCTBA.

®eodan, npussanubiii [Terpom jsa ocy-
mecTBaeHusa pepopmel Llepksu, okaszancs
UJI€aJIbHBIM UCIIOJHUTENIEM — YMHBIM, TOH-
KHM, TBOPYECKUM, HO OJJHOBPEMEHHO IIO-
CJIyIIHBIM, BCE IIOHMMAIONIUM, JIOBSIIIUM Ha
JIETy TYMAaHHBIE€ LIAPCKHUE IOMBICIBI, KOTO-
pbleé OH TOTYaC 001K B U3SAIIHbIE CIOBA.
Bech ero u3ompeHHBIN yM, JKMBOE BOC-
npudrue, o6pasHoe MbIILICHHE, (peHoMe-
HaJTbHASA PYANITNS YICHOTO, TAJIAHT IHCa-
Tenss OBLTM HaIpaBICHBI Ha CIyKEHUE

CrnipaBa. Jly6oK. Uuptonb-
HWK XOYET PaCKONbHUKY
6opoay CTpryb.
PackpaweHHas rpastopa
Ha fepeBe.

Hadyano XVIII Beka.

Right. Popular print.

A barber wants to shave
the beard of a dissenter.
Painted engraving

on wood.

Early 18th century.

losopun Deogpar npexpacro nocmagienHvim 2040c0M, noouep-
KUBAS cKa3anHoe 3P pexmuvim sxcecmom, nozou. On a61o Ha-
cnanc0aics c8oetl HeobbIKHOBEHHOU BAACTIBIO HAO ayoumopuel.

Feofan spoke with a finely modulated voice, emphasising what
he said with effective gestures and poses. He clearly enjoyed his

extraordinary power over his audience.

MoHacTbIpb CBATOrO
AneKkcaHapa HeBckoro.
[paBlopa Anekces 3y6oBa.
1716 rop.

The Alexander Nevsky
Monastery.

Engraving by Alexey Zubov.
1716.

MapTuH Jllotep —
OCHOBaTesb NPOTEeCTaHT-
CKOrO y4eHus, KoTopoe
OCYXKAa€eT MOHaLLIeCTBO

N YXO4 OT MUPCKON XU3HU
1 NpU3HaeT 3aBUCMMOCTb
LlepkBu oT rocygapctea,
4TO UMMNOHUPOBANO
MNetpy |. MopTpeT paboTsbl
JNlykaca KpaHaxa
Crapuero. 1529 rog.

Martin Luther, the founder
of Protestant doctrine,
which condemns the
monastic life and retreat
from the world and recog-
nises the dependence

of the Church on the
State, and which
impressed Peter I.
Portrait by Lukas Cranach
the Elder. 1529.
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essence directed towards destroying the
independence of the Russian Church.
Feofan, whom Peter called upon to carry
out the reform of the Church, proved an
ideal agent — intelligent, subtle, creative, yet
at the same time obedient, all-understand-
ing, able to grasp the Tsar’s vague intentions
“on the fly” and to immediately clothe them
in elegant words. All his refined intellect,
quick wits, versatile thinking, phenomenal
scholarly erudition and talent as a writer
were put in the service of the strongest, of his
master. He could convincingly and strikingly
prove absolutely anything: the correctness
and necessity of denunciations (everyone has
a duty to report on others and God approves
of “unwanton condemnation”), the possibili-
ty of breaking the secrets of the confession,
the need for filicide (in the case of Tsarevich
Alexei) and the permissibility of changes in
the order of a church service going back a
thousand years to suit the secular authorities.
When he was called upon to explain the ben-
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cunbpHEHmeMy, xo3sauHy. OH Mor y6eau-
TEJbHO, SIPKO JIOKAa3aTh abCOTIOTHO BCeE:
MPABIJIBHOCTH U HY’KHOCTB JJOHOCOB (JOHO-
cuTh 06s13aHBI Bce, 1 bor ogo6pser «Hebes-
JICTBbHBIA M3BET»), BO3MOXKHOCTBH HapyIIIe-
HUS TaHbI UCIIOBEAN, HEOOXOIUMOCTD Chl-
HOyOUMIicTBA (B gesie mapeBuua AJiekcest
IlerpoBuya), AONYCTUMOCTh WM3MEHEHUS
TBICAYEIETHETO MOPSIJIKA IEPKOBHOU CJIYK-
6bI B yrogy cBeTckoil Bractu. Korga morpe-
60BaI0Ch O6OCHOBATDH O3y KOJIETHATD-
Horo ymnpabjieHHns llepkoBpio B TpOTH-
BoBec equHOAepxkapuio llarpmapxa, To
deodan GaecTsIE AETAET 3TO B IPOCTPAH-
HoMm «Jlyxosnom Permamente». JlecaTtkmu
IIpUMEPOB U3 MHPOBOU HMCTOPHUU, H3SII-
HBIX CHUJJIOTU3MOB, IUTAT 13 CBAIMEHHOTO
ITucanns n Tpygros otnos Llepksu npuso-
JSIT YUTATEJIS K TBEPAOMY YOEKACHHUIO, IYTO
HET HUYEro XYK€ €JUHOBJIACTHUS, YTO BCE
6J1ar0 — OT KOJUIEKTUBHOIO YIIPaBJIEHUS,
IIOYTH PECIYOIUKH.

OjHAKO eci Hy’KHO 060CHOBATH 6e3rpa-
HIYHYIO BJACTh CAMO/IEPIKITA PAITIOHAINCT-
cknvn aprymeHTamMu, ®eodan numet QyH-
JaMEHTaJIbHbBIE TPAKTaThl «CJI0BO O BIACTH
U 4eCTU Hapckoil» u «[Ipasaa Boammu MoHap-
mieii», B KOTOPBIX YoeanTeIbHEHITNM 06pa-
30M JIOKa3bIBACT, UTO TOCYJaph HE TOIBKO
JlaH Hapojay borom, 4To OH — €ro BOXIb,
KOPMYMH, IOJYYUBIINI BIACTb HaJ JIOAL-
MU B pe3yJIbTaTe OOLeCTBEHHOIO JOI0OBOpa,
YTO HET HUYETO JIy4dlle eJIUHOAEPKABHI.

efit of collegial government of the Church in
contrast to the one-man rule of the Patriarch,
Feofan did so brilliantly in the wordy Spiritual
Regulation. Dozens of examples from world
history, exquisite syllogisms, quotations from
Scripture and the Fathers of the Church
bring the reader to the firm conviction that
there is nothing worse than autocracy
and that all benefits derive from collective
government, almost a republic.

But when he has to justify the unlimited
power of the autocrat with rationalistic
arguments, Feofan writes the fundamental
treatises A Word on the Power and Honour of the
Tsar and The Truth of the Monarch’s Will, in
which he convincingly demonstrated that
not only had the Tsar been given
to the nation by God, that he was its leader,
its helmsman, given power over people
through a social contract, that there was
nothing better than autocracy.

Most importantly, though, with all their
talents, with all their fervent activities,
Feofan and his fellows in the Synod persist-
ently and consistently promoted the gener-
al idea behind the transformation of the
Petrine era — the establishment of com-

Metp |. C KapTUHbI
BaneHtuHa CepoBa.

Cnpasa. Co6op Coduu
HoBropoacKkown, B KOTOPOM
3By4an ronoc PeodaHa

W Fe ero NoOXOpOoHWHN.

Peter I. From a painting
by Valentin Serov.

Right. St. Sophia’s Cathe-
dral in Novgorod, where
Feofan’s voice was heard
and where he is buried.

TponuKmm cobop,
3a/10KeHHbIN 16 Mad
1703 roaa, — nepsbIi
xpam CaHkT-lMeTepbypra.
3neck Metp | npuHan TuTyn
POCCUMICKOro nmnepatopa.
[paBlopa Ha gepeBe

K. BerepmaHa ¢ opuruHa-
na K. HucyeHkoBa.

1872 rog.

Trinity Cathedral, founded
on 16 May 1703 —

St Petersburg’s first
church. Peter accepted
the title of Emperor of
Russia here. Engraving
on wood by K. Veyerman
from the original by

K. Nischenkov. 1872.

Ha AnTekapcKom ocTpoBe
pacnonaraance NpUropoa-
Hble ycabObl MPUBINIKEH-
HbIX MNeTpa |, BKoYas
navy deodana.

MnaH XyaoXKHMKa
Ca3oHoBa.

KoHeu, XVIII BeKa.

The country estates of
Peter I's closest advisers,
including Feofan, were on
Aptekarsky Island.

Plan by the artist Sazonov.
Late 18th century.

Deogpan ¢ yereuenuem
NUCAA HE MOABKO 00HOCHL
u nponosedu, Ho U cmu-
XU, @& MAKICE NHECHL, UC-
mopurecKue coMuUrenus,
mpaxmamovt no A02uKe,
pusuxe, nosmuxe, nedazo-
euxe. Ilramon, Apucmo-
menn, Luyepor 6vuau emy
MAaK JHce SHAKOMbL, KaK

u Koneprux, lanuner,
Cnumnosa. Beex ux,

KaK u 0py2ux molcaume-
setl Opesnocmu, cpeorese-
K068, Bospoocdernus

u Hosozo epemenu, on
YUMAA 8 NOOAUNHUKE,
3HAN U N00UA.

Feofan enthusiastically
wrote not only denuncia-
tions and sermons, but
also poems, plays, histori-
cal essays, and treatises on
logic, physics, poetics and
teaching practice. Plato,
Avristotle and Cicero were
as familiar to him as
Copernicus, Galileo and
Spinoza. He read all of
them, and other thinkers
of Antiquity, the Middle
Ages, the Renaissance and
the Modern Era, in

the original, knew and
loved them.

Ho camoe mraBHOE: BceMu CBOUMH TaIaH-
TaMU, BCEM CBOECH KUIy4EH AEATEIbHOCTHIO
®eodan u ero cnoABKHUKN 1o CHHOIY
HACTOMYMBO U IIOCJIEOBATENBHO IIPOBOJIU-
JII TEHEPAJIBHYIO HJCIO NPeodpa3oBaHUIA
IleTpoBCKOIi 31IOXM — YCTAHOBJIEHUE IIOJI-
HOTO U 6€3yCJIOBHOT'O KOHTPOJISI BJIACTH HaJ
BceMH cdepaMu JKHU3HU PYCCKOTO YeJIoBe-
Ka, HaJl €T0 JyXOBHOU, 3¢MHOI U 3arpoOHOM
JKU3HDBIO, HaJl €T0 TEJIOM U JyIIOM.

IleTp Tak HeHABHEJ MOHANIECTBO HE I10-
TOMy, YTO CpeJu MOHAXOB OBLIO HEMAJIO
6e37eIbHIKOB, 2 TTIOTOMY, UTO HE TEpIIEl,
YTOOBI B OOIECTBE, KOTOPOE OH CO3/IaBaT B
Poccun, KTO-TO MOT OBITH HEIOABIACTEH
(xoTs 6BI B AymIe!) BCETPOHUKAIOMECH CHIe
rocyfrapcrtpa. IleTpy 6bl1a HEBBIHOCHMA
MBICJIb O TOM, YTO KTO-TO MOKET CJIYKUTD
HE €My, 3eMHOMY BJIACTUTEJIO, A JPyroMmy,
IYCTb Ja’ke BbIcmeMy, Biaaabike. ITImpoko
U3BECTHA UCTOpHUA O TOM, kak B CuHOzE
CTAJIM IPOCUTH LAPSI BOCCTAHOBHUTH OTMeE-
uennoe B 1700 roay marpuapurectso. ITetp
B POCTHU BBIPBAJI U3 HOXXEH KOPTHK, C CU-
JIOM BOTH&JI €ro B CTOJI 3aceJaHUN U 3a-
kpryanx: «BoT Bam matpuapx! Emy u mogun-
HANUTECDH!»

UYewm xe BoobIe pykoBoacTBoBaICH Peo-
¢an B sxusHU? Bpsaj sm Bepoii, COMHUTETb-
HO, 4TOOBI OH UCKPEHHE Bepwa B bora, yx
CIMIIKOM JJIEKO PACXOJATCS €ro Jeja
npuHnunamu Bepopl. Ho npu aTom o He
OBLT 3JI0/ICEM, PA3BPATHUKOM, CPe6GpOIIIOs-

plete and unqualified state control over all
spheres of a Russian’s life.

Peter had such a hatred for monastics
not because there were no few idlers
among the monks, but because he could
not tolerate the idea that in the society that
he was creating in Russia somebody might
not be subservient (even in their soul!) to
the all-penetrating power of the state.

What was it that guided Feofan in life? It
can hardly have been faith — indeed it is
doubtful whether he did sincerely believe
in God, so far removed were his deeds from
the principles of faith. Yet he was not a vil-
lain, a libertine or greedy for money. No!
Feofan was a true son of the European sev-
enteenth century, a time when people were
intoxicated by scientific discoveries. This
was the age of boundless faith in reason, in
the capacities of man, who through knowl-
edge could change himself and nature.
God and morality were shifted out of sight,
out of mind — it was after all obvious that
the world evolves in accordance with the
laws of mechanics and mathematics, as
shown by Newton, Descartes and Locke.

All these ideas were close to Feofan’s

neM. Her! ®eodan 661 HCTUHHBIM CBIHOM
espomneiickoro XVII Beka, Bpemenu, Korjia
JIO/ICH TMBSHIUIN HAyIHBIE OTKPBITHA. DTO
6BIT BEK OE3rpaHUYHON BEPBI B pas3yM, B
CITOCOGHOCTHU YeJIOBEKa, KOTOPBIH, 6Jaro-
Jlapsi 3HAaHUSIM, MOXKET U3MEHHUTD U €e0sl, U
npupojy. bor u Mopask 6bUIN OTOABUHYTHI
MOJaJbIIE C IVIa3 JOJON — Beab OYEBUIHO,
YTO MHUP Pa3BUBAETCS 10 3AKOHAM MEXaHH-
KU, MaTreMatuku, 1o Hpiorony, Jekapry,
JIokKky.

Bce atn mpen 6pum 6amskun Peodany.
Om, xak u Iletp, cunrtan ce6sa HocuTeaeM
HOBBIX 3HAHUI, HOBBIX MEPEIOBBIX NPHUH-
nunos. B aToit cutyanmum co «crapbem» Iie-
PEMOHUTHCA HE IMPUXOAMIOCH — MPOTrpecc
HE CYUTACTCSA C MOPAJIbIO, BEPOH U Tpaju-
nueii. Koneuno, cam ®eodan pasureabHO

deodaH MpoKonosuy.
PesuoBas rpastopa.

Feofan Prokopovich.
Carved engraving.
XVIII Bek. 18th century.

heart. He, like Peter, considered himself
the bearer of new knowledge, new progres-
sive principles. In such a situation there was
no call to go gently with the “rummage” of
the past — progress takes no heed of moral-
ity, faith and tradition. Of course Feofan
himself differed dramatically from the
ignorant Russian clergy. He had a well
developed sense of beauty; he was full of a
love of knowledge, gripped by a genuine
passion for books, art and poetry. But all
the fire in his ardent heart was directed
towards self-affirmation. It manifested itself
in a desire to be first, best, prominent in all
things. In short, his pride was stronger than
all his vices and weaknesses. In addition he
loved to play a role, was a great actor and a
real silver-tongued orator. Feofan knew
human nature and how words could influ-
ence. He had a fine sense of the moment
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OTJINYAJICS OT HEBEKECTBECHHOTO PYCCKOTO
JYyXOBEHCTBA. Y HEro 6bUIO pa3sBUTOE UYB-
CTBO NPEKPACHOTO, OH OBIT IPEUCIIOTHEH
JIOOBU K 3HAHUSAM, OXBAa4yeH ITOMJIUHHOMN
CTPaCTBIO K KHUTaM, UCKYCCTBY, moa3un. Ho
BCsI CTPACTb €TO IBLIKOI AyImu ObUTa HaIIpa-
BJIEHA Ha caMoyTBep:keHne. OHa IposaBIIs-
JIACh B CTPEMJIEHMU BO BCEM OBITH IIEPBBIM,
JIydIINM, 3aMeTHbBIM... CJIOBOM, TOpAbIHA
ObLIa CUJIbHEE BCEX €T0 IIOPOKOB U CJI1A00-
creii. K Tomy xe oH JIOOWI TUIEACHCTBO-
BaTb, ObUI BEJUKUM apTHCTOM U HACTOS-
mum 31aToycToM. Peodan 3HAT YerOBEUE-
CKYIO TTPUPOJY, MOABJACTHYIO CJIOBY, TOHKO
JYBCTBOBAJI OOCTAHOBKY, TyOJIMKY, MOT TOBO-
PUTH TaK, YTO JIOAU 3AMUPATH OT BOCTOP-
ra, IUIAKAJIN OT CKOPOH, MBICJIEHHO IIEPEHO-
CUJIMCD 3a TBICSYU BEPCT U COTHM JeT... OH
SIBHO HACJAXKJAJCS CBOEW BJIACTBIO HaJ
aynpuropueil. Jlaxke ceiffuac, IpousHocs ap-
XaW4YHBIM U1 HAILIEro cJyXa TEKCT €ro
TpaypHOU peun Ha norpe6enue Ilerpa Be-
jaukoro B 1725 roxy, Mpl He MOKeM He IO-
YyBCTBOBATH BCEI MOIIY TaTaHTa, BCEH rub-
KO BBIPA3UTETBHOCTH €TO fA3bIKa: «UTo ce
ecth? Jlo 9ero MBI JOXKWIN, O POCCUSHE?
Yro sBugnm? Uto gemaem?.. [lerpa Bemmxo-
ro norpe6aem! He meuranme mm cue? He
COHHOE JIM HaM IpuspjeHue? Ax, Kak Huc-
TUHHAS HaM Itedaib! AX, KaKk U3BeCTHOE Ha-
e 3J0KJIouYeHue!..»

M Bcero pecatb MUHYT JUINTCA 3Ta BO-
mieAmas BO BCE XPeCTOMATHU PYCCKOTO

and his audience. He could speak in such a
way as to make people go rigid with rapture,
weep with sorrow, picture themselves a
thousand miles or a hundred years away. He
clearly enjoyed his power over his listeners.
Even know, when reading over the archaic-
sounding text of his eulogy at the funeral of
Peter the Great in 1725, we cannot but feel
all the might of his talent, all the lithe
expressiveness of his tongue: “What is this?
‘What have we come to, o Russians? What do
we see? What are we doing? ... We are bury-
ing Peter the Great! Is this not a dream?
Not a vision brought by sleep? Oh, how gen-
uine the sorrow is to us! Oh, how aware we
are of our misfortune! ...”

This speech that has gone down in all the
textbooks of the Russian language lasts only
ten minutes. It was impossible to speak
longer — the long, hard day of the funeral
rites has exhausted hundreds of people.
They were already numbed by sorrow and
exhaustion. Now they had to be awakened
again, to have their feelings heightened...

Feofan would not have been the Byzantine
courtier that he was, if he had failed
to immediately draw the attention of all

KoHuyunHa MNeTtpa Benukoro.
Nutorpacdus MeTpa
MBaHoBa ¢ opurMHana
Bopuca YopuKosa.
1840-e roapl.

The death of Peter the
Great. Lithograph

by Petr Ivanov from
the original by Boris
Chorikov. 1840s.

MopTpeT EkaTepuHsbl .
XVIII BeK.

Portrait of Catherine I.
18th century.

KoHKJI031s Ha npecToso-
Hacnegwe. Pa6ota [eoprus
MyCUKMICKOro — NepsBoro
PYCCKOrO XyAOXHWUKa-MU-
HuaTiopucTta. 1717 roa.

The decision on the suc-
cession to the throne.
Painting by Georgy
Musikiysky, the first
Russian miniaturist.
1717.

LlapeBHbl AHHa [MeTpoBHa
v Ennsaserta lNeTpoBHa.
MopTpeT paboThbl

JNlyn KapaBaka.

1717 rog.

Tsarevnas Anna
and Elizabeth.
Portrait by Louis
Caravaque. 1717.

Mocne cmeptu MNeTpa | Peogocuin
AHOBCKMI NOHOCK MOKOWHOrO,
Ha3blBas ero CTpalHbIM FPELHUKOM,
TMPaHOM M pacnyTHUKOM. Bckope
npousoluna ero ccopa ¢ EkatepuHoi |,
1 ®eofocKit 3aKOHUYM CBOIO KU3Hb
3aMypOBaHHbIM B KeJlbe
HuKkono-KapenbcKoro MoHacTbIps.
MopTpeT paboTbl Anekces
AHTponoBa. 1770-e roabl.

After the death of Peter |, Feodosy
Yanovsky reviled him, calling him

a terrible sinner, a tyrant and a liber-
tine. Shortly afterwards he argued
with Catherine | and ended his days
shut up in a cell in the St. Nicholas
Monastery in Karelia.

Portrait by Alexey Antropov. 1770s.

Nppmans Frigs ik alisiisibi e
Pidami Joium

CredaH FBopcKuit 6bi1 MecTobio-
cTiTenem naTpuapliero npecrona
¢ 1700 ropa, B 1721-m 6bl1 Ha3Ha-
YyeH npe3ungeHTom CuHoaa. B ceoeit
KHUre «<KaMeHb Bepbl» BbICTYMNW
NpoTMB nog4ymMHeHus Llepksu
CBETCKOM BNacTu.

[paBlopa Ha aepeBe. 1872 rog.

Stefan Yavorsky was locum tenens
of the patriarch’s throne from 1700
onwards, and was appointed Presi-
dent of the Synod in 1721.

In his book The Rock of Faith

he opposed the subordination of the
Church to secular power.

Engraving on wood. 1872.

S3BIKA pedb. A JIOJbIIE TOBOPUTDH U HEJb-
31 — TSDKEJBIA M JOJTUI JA€Hb TPAaypHON
IIEPEMOHUN YTOMUIJI COTHH JIOJieH, OHU
yKe OTymesau oT ckopou u ycraroctu. Ceit-
Jac HY)XKHO BHOBb IPOOYAUTH, OOOCTPHUTH
UX YyBCTBA...

Peodan He 6611 661 PeodanoM-Iape-
JABOPIIEM, €CJIM OBbI TYT JK€ He OOpaTHI BCe-
o0IIero BHUMaHUSA Ha CTOAIIYIO Y Tpoda
npeemuuny Ilerpa Exarepuny I: «Mwup
BECh CBUJIETEJDb €CTh, UTO KEHCKasl IUIOTh
He MemaeT Tebe ObITH Mon06HON IleTpy
Benuxomy... Kak Ham He HajedaTucs, 4To
3/leTaHHOE OT HETrO YTBEPAWINU, HeJofe-
JIAHHOE COBEPIIUIINA U BCE B TOGPOM CO-
CTOSTHUU YA CPKUIIN». BripoueM, mormmas,
4TO BEK EXaTepHHBI MOXKET OBITh HEJOJIOT,
deodan NTOMUHAET ¥ TPUCYTCTBYIOIUX B
co6ope BO3MOXKHBIX IPEEMHUKOB IIPECTO-
J1a — «Jepei, BHyKoB, mieMsHHuI>. Ci1o-
BOM, HECMOTPSI Ha TParu3M MOMEHTA, Jia-
sexo Buepexn cMmorpur Peodan, roross
cebe MeCTo U Mojyie HUX, OYAymux rocysja-
peii. Ilorom mcropux llepksBu muTpono-
aut Esrenuii octopokHo HarmmeT o Peo-
¢ane: «Bce weTnipe MOHapxXa, TpPU KOHUX
OH CJIyXKWJI, UFBABJISAIN €My BCETa OTINY-
HYIO JOBEPEHHOCTh — HO U OH XXEPTBOBAI
UM BCEM».

Jla, on «xepTBOBaI» — CrubaICA Iepes
CUJIBHBIMM, JIACKAJICA K paBOpUTAM, Iepe-
6eraj U3 OJZHOTO Jarepst B Apyroil. Emy,
«KapMaHHOMY IIOITy», ObUIa HEOOBIKHOBEH-

present to Peter’s successor, Catherine I,
standing by the coffin. But, realizing that
Catherine’s reign might be brief, Feofan also
mentioned the other possible inheritors of
the crown present in the cathedral — “daugh-
ters, grandchildren, nieces”. In short,
despite the tragedy of the moment, Feofan
looks far ahead, preparing himself a place at
their side too, should they come to power.
The Church historian Metropolitan Yevgeny
would later write cautiously of Feofan: “All
four monarchs under whom he served always
expressed exceptional trust in him — but he
too sacrificed everything for them.”

Yes, he “sacrificed” — bowed down before
the powerful, made up to the favourites,
defected from one camp to another. The
endearments of secular authority were
exceptionally important to him, the “pock-
et priest”, because more than anything he
loved earthly delights and pleasures. With
great care, not limiting himself in any way,
he constructed his residences, adorning
them with fine furniture and paintings. He
spared no expense and enjoyed exotic dish-
es. He was immensely fond of life and afraid
of death, considering it “the most wicked of

HO Ba)KHA JIACKA CBETCKOH BIACTHU ITOTOMY,
YTO OH GOJIbIIE BCETO HA CBETE OO 3€M-
HBIC VJOBOJBCTBUA U HACIAKICHUS.
C 6oIBIMM TITAHUEM, HE OTpaHUYNBAs Ce-
651 HUYEM, OH CTPOUJI CBOU IMOABOPDS, VK-
palraI uX NPeKpacHO Me6eIblo, KApTHHA-
mu. OH He KaJes1 JeHer U HACTaKaIC DK-
3orudeckumu O6mogamu. OH 6Ge3MepHO
JIIOOJI )KU3HD U OOSIJICS CMEPTH, CUATAS €€
«3JIOM BCEX 3071 31edmum». Peodan Bugen
GJIAKEHCTBO HE B COCPEJOTOYEHHON MOJIH-
TBE, IOABIDKHUYECTBE MIN CTPAJAHHUU 32
BEPY WM JIOJACH, a B MHOM: OH IHCaJ, 9TO
«BJIAKEHCTBO YeJI0BEeYEeCKOe COCTOUT B CO-
BEPIICHHOM H300MJINHM BCETO TOTO, UYTO
JUISL X)KU3HU HYKHO 1 nipusitHo. K cemy or-
HOCUTCSI OCOGJIMBO BBITOJHOCTB, KPacoTa
Y IPUATHOCTb MeCTa, 6JIaropacTBOpeHUE
BO3/lyXa, 3/[paBue IUIU U IUIOJJOHOCUE 3e-
MJIM M1 IPOY.».

U yxe Tonbko mosromy ®eodan 661 TaK
3aBUCUM OT MHJIOCTEHN BJIACTHU, TaK OOSIICS
JIMIIUTHCS BO3MOMKHOCTU HACTAXKAATHCS
3TOH KM3HBIO. Beb OH He XoTen cyabobI
csoero ToBapumia o Curaony Peogocnus,
KOTOPBIA Kak-TO pa3 NPOSIBUJI CTPONTH-
BOCThb 1pu jasope Exarepunnr I u ymep B
COOCTBEHHBIX HEUNCTOTAX, 3aMypPOBAHHBII
B XOJIOZIHOI MOHACTBIPCKOM Kesbe. A yaep-
JKaThCS HA IIJIaBY B TO BPEMs OBLIO TPYIHO.
Bparos y Hero 6bLI0 MHOXXECTBO — OJHU
HEHABUJIEJIM €ro, XOXJAIIKOro 4yXKaka, 3a
€peTUYEeCTBO, 32 IPE3PEHHE K PYCCKUM

all evils”. Feofan saw bliss not in concen-
trated prayer, acts of devotion or suffering
for the faith or for others, but in something
else: he wrote that “human bliss consists in
a perfect abundance of everything neces-
sary and pleasant in life. That particularly
includes the advantageousness, beauty and
pleasantness of a place, healthy air, good
food, fertile soil and so on.”

And already for that reason alone Feofan
was so dependent on the favours of the
authorities, so afraid of losing the chance
to enjoy this life. He most certainly did not
want to share the fate of Feodosy, another
member of the Synod, who on some occa-
sion made a display of obstinacy at the
court of Catherine I and died shut up in a
cold monastic cell. But it was not easy to stay
afloat in that period. He had a host of ene-
mies — some hated him, the Ukrainian out-
sider, for heresy and his scorn of Russian
ecclesiastical traditions, others for the evil
he had done to them personally, others still
for the fact that he was talented, intelligent,
educated and close to the throne. Feofan,
who was quite often hit on one cheek, never
turned the other and did not have the habit
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LIEPKOBHBIM TPAJULUAM, JpPyrue — 3a 3J10,
KOTOPOE OH JIMYHO UM JeJaJl, TPETbU — 3a
TO, YTO OH TAJTAHTINB, YMEH, OOPa30BaH,
npubmukeH K rocyrapsam. Peodan, He pas
OUTLIN B JIEBYIO INEKY, HIKOT/IA HE TOJCTa-
BJISITT TIPABYIO U HE MIMEJI Tary6HOI JIst MHO-
TUX TPUBBIYKN IpomaTs. OH ymopHO npe-
cJIeJoBaJl CBOMX WMJEHHBIX U JUYHBIX Bpa-
roB, 3acaXuBald HeZoOpokeraTeae B
JlaJIbH€ MOHACTBIPM U TIOPbMbI, Ha KaK-
JIbI JIOHOC Ha HETO IIMCAJ BCTPEYHBIHN J0-
Hoc. Ilo cioBaM ogHOTO M3 CBOMX OHOrpa-
¢oB, Peodan BCIo CBOIO KU3Hb HE IIOKUAI
TaiiHOll KaHIEXApUN: ObUI TaM JUOO MOJ:
CJ€ACTBEHHDBIM, JUOO0 OOBUHHUTEJIEM, JIHUOO
caM IIHCAJ JOHOCBHI, JH00, HAKOHEI, OIpa-
BJABIBAJICS, KOT/IA JOHOCHI ITHCAIN Ha HETO.
ITo OblTa TPyAHAS, OJUHOKAS >KU3HD.
Jarckuit nyremecrseHHuk ¢poH Xares nu-
mret, 9To PeodaH GbUI «UETOBEK OIMHO-
KM, BOOOIIE 6e3 KaKuX ObI TO HU GBLIO APY-
3eit». Brpodem, y Hero 6bUI CBOI KpyT 06-
ImeHus — HavaJabHUK TaliHOI KaHLeIapuu
ITetp TosncToii, a MIOTOM CMEHUBIIMI €I0 HA
sToM nocty Anjpeii Ymakos. Peodan 6bu1
UX CHOJBIDKHHKOM, CHEIHUATHCTOM IIO Ay-
XOBHBIM Jie1aM. OH BolIes B UCTOPUIO KaK
HACTOAMMUI UHKBU3UTOP — YMHBIH, IUHNY-
BbII 1 Oecromagubiii. Bmecre ¢ Peogo-
cueMm fAnosckum u Ilutupumom Huskero-
poacknM Peodan 6e3KATOCTHO TPECTE0-
BaJI cTapoodpsaanes. M xeno 6p1U10 HE TOTD-
KO B YHCTOTE BEPbl — KaK pa3 B UUCTOTE

of forgiveness that had proved fatal to
many. He doggedly pursued his ideological
and personal foes, had ill-wishers shut up in
distant monasteries and prisons, and for
every denunciation of him he wrote a
counter-denunciation. In the words of one
biographer, Feofan spent his whole life in
the Secret Chancellery: either under inves-
tigation himself, or an accuser; either writ-
ing denunciations himself or, at last,
demonstrating his innocence when denun-
ciations were written against him.

It was a hard, lonely life. The Danish trav-
eller von Hagen wrote that Feofan was “a soli-
tary man, without any friends at all”. But he
did have his social circle — Piotr Tolstoi, the
head of the Secret Chancellery, and then Tol-
stoi’s successor Andrei Ushakov. Feofan was
their fellow-fighter, a specialist in spiritual
affairs. He went down in history as a true
inquisitor — intelligent, cynical and merci-
less. Together with Feodosy Yanovsky and
Pitirim of Nizhny Novgorod, Feofan pitiless-
ly harried the Old Believers. To the end of
his days, Feofan wrote opinions on manu-
scripts confiscated during searches, attend-
ed torture sessions and advised Ushakov on

npasociaasus Peodana MOKHO COMHEBATD-
cd, a B JK€JAHUHU JOOUTHCA MOPAIbHOU I10-
6eapl HAX «3JIE€JEHENBbIMI PACKOJIbHUKA-
Mu». He pa3 oH y9acTBOBaJI B «/JUCKYCCHAX»
C HUMU, HpI/ITOM OJJUH U3 <<,HI/ICKYT3,HTOB>>
BHCeJ Ha /ibI6e B 3aCTEHKE, a APYroil cujest
B 30JI0YE€HOM KpecJie, 31KIMast HOC OeJIbIM
mratoukoM. Jlo camoit cmeptu ®Peodan mu-
CaJl OT3bIBbI HA M3bATHIC IIPpU 00ObICKaX py-
KOIIMCH, IIPUCYTCTBOBAJI IIPU IBITKAX, COBE-
TOBAJI YIIAKOBY, K KAKUM Ka3HAM IIPUTOBO-
PUTH HECUACTHBIX Y3HUKOB...

Ho u3bpannasg uM KOIJa-TO CyeTHas
JKU3Hb HE IIpHUHECIA €My YMUPOTBOPEHU,
HE CIlacjla OT CaMOr'O CTPAIIHOTIO JJIS HErO
«37ICHIIEro 37a»: AaTYaHWH (POH XarcH B
1736 roay ryssut mo mpexpacuomy cagy Peo-
¢arna Ha AITEKapPCKOM OCTPOBE C APSIXIBIM,
YCTa]ILIM, 6OJIBHBIM CTapI/IKOM, XO0TdA TOMy
eme He ObLIO U LIECTHAECATH. JTO ObLIO
[IOCJIe/{HEE JIETO APXUEIHCKOIIA. .. W

MeTtp Toncton — HaYanbHUK
TaiHOM KaHLenspuu.

MopTpeT paboTbl leopra [3ens.
1720-e roabl.

Piotr Tolstoy, Head of the Secret
Chancellery. Portrait by Georg Gzel.
1720s.

Camoe cmpawmoe ors Peogpana «3netiuiee 310> NPou3owLo
8 cenmabpa 1736 e00a — on ymep. Eeo ¢ serurum nowemom noxopo-
HUAU 8 00HOU U3 CEAMBIHD PYCCKO20 NPABOCAABUS — 8 Xpame

Cogpuu Hoszopodcxorl.

The “wickedest evil” came to Feofan on 8 September 1736: he died.
He was buried with great honour in one of Russian Orthodoxy’s
sacred places — St. Sophia’s Cathedral in Novgorod.

what manner of execution the unfortunate
prisoners should be sentenced to.

Yet the earthly life that he at some point
chose did not bring him consolation, did
not save him from what he feared most,
“the wickedest evil”. In 1736 von Hagen
strolled around Feofan’s beautiful garden
on Aptekarsky Island with a feeble, tired,
sick old man, although he was not yet sixty.
That was the Archbishop’s last summer. ®

Jly60K, NoSABUBLUKICA BCKOpe
nocne noxopoH lMetpa I. Mbiwmn KoTa
norpe6atot. PackpalueHHas
rpaslopa Ha gepee. XVIII BeK.

Popular print that appeared soon
after Peter I's funeral. Mice are
burying a cat. Painted engraving
on wood. 18th century.



