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From the Book of Tilles
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[N SEARCH OF IVAN THE TERRIBLE

RICHARD HELLIE

—

n the Terrible has proved to be one of the
most enduringly fascinating periods of R'ussian history. Re-
atively little documentary evidence survives from the years
of Ivan’s life—he was born in 1530 and reigned between
1547 and 1584—but enough is extant to permit the creation
of an interesting narrative. S F. Platonov’s study sums up
the pre-revolutionary knowledge of that era and represents
a superb attempt to offer a rational explanation of the pol-

icies and actions of Ivan the Ternble.
Fedorovich Platonov (1 860-1933) was the re-

Sergei
llence of the St. Petersburg school of

presentative par exce
Russian historiography. The members of this school based
their historical interpretations on ““facts” rather than on a

broad understanding of the nature of the historical process.
This school, some of whose other members were K.N.
Bestushev-Riumin (1829-97), A.S. Lappo-Danilevsky (1863-
1919), V.1. Sergeevich (1835-1911), A.E. Presniakov (1871-
1929) and N.I. Kostomarov (1817-85), stands in contrast

to the Moscow “‘state’ historical school represented by K.D.
Kavelin (1818-85) and B.N. Chicherin (1825-1904), and
their successors S.M. Soloviev (1820-1879), V.O. Kliuchev-
sky' (1841-1911) and P.N. Miliukov (1859-1943). The his-
torians of the Moscow school tended to fit the facts to a
broad framework of historical development initially derived
from the theories of the German philosopher, G.F. Hegel.
The latterapproach to the writing of history was rejected

The reign of Iva
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2 ed for two things.
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the elaboration of gran most not
v is perhaps f vast numbers of dogy,.

Sergei Platono . ation O
his supervision of e puh"m?;m';:uzu‘Iir.tul.enrl}aF in the Russign
ments on early modern Bu:lm;umenta! study, published jp,
Historical Library, and 1S bles. This turbulent period of
1899, of the Time 023”{;‘3‘;{ from the death of Ivan [y
n 1584 ?:Efi:fu;mtmn of tae Romiay Gyesty iy
Ilnﬁl.’r Consequently his present sudy of (van s Terrible
serves as an historical prelude to his survey of the Time of
bles.
Tmup;:anm'- the grandson of a serf, was born on June ¢
(28) 1860. He completed studies at St. Petersburg Uniyer.
sity in 1882, and after 1889 he was a professor at this .
stitution. There he directed the department of Russian his-
tory, succeeding his mentor, K.N. Bestuzhev-Riumin, an
historian with a positivist outlook, who had died two yea
earlier. Although he was to become a leading light ; B
: g light in the
St. Petersburg school of history, Platonov ack
, : : CKnowledged th
influence of both Soloviev and Kliuchevsky in th it e
tion of his own historical perceptions. Thus like So lrmla.
and Kliuchevsky, Platonov underscored the r:)l s
forces, geography and climate, in histo d € of materi]
¢d the military role of the state, On t;'l}’l and he also stregs,
Was not a determinist. Rather he tend gy hand, he
the place of moral forces in hj;tc'ry EﬂHlpd to de-emphasize
. m%EIf funj:]amentauy




IVAN THE TERRIBLE i

agent in the constitution of society. When he set about
studying the late sixteenth century, an era when various
social classes appeared to prompt the state power, this ori-
entation generated difficulties for him. It was also typical
of Platonov that, while he accorded considerable attention
to the personalities of rulers, he nonetheless joined many
other Russian historians in taking little account of the com-
plexities and subtleties of international relations.

In 1888 Platonov defended his master’s dissertation,
“Old Russian Tales and Stories about the Time of Troubles
of the Seventeenth Century as an Historical Source.” This
work was published for the first time that same year. As
his doctoral dissertation, Platonov in 1899 presented his
magnificent “Essays on the History of the Time of Troubles
in the Muscovite State in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth
Centuries,” which appeared in three editions prior to the
Revolution, and again in 1937 in the Soviet Union. Platon-
ov's major shorter but important historical writings were
anthologized in Articles on Russian History (1883-1912).

The most singular achievement of Platonov's career
was his account of the Time of Troubles. The volume treat-
ing this era published in 1899 will remain a classic work of
history. To contemporaries, however, perhaps Platonov was
better known and more influential because of his textbooks.
His Textbook of Russian History, used in secondary schools
in Russia, saw many printings, and remained in use among
Russian emigres after the author’s death. I myself have an
edition published in Buenos Aires in 1945. An abridged
English translation of this textbook was published in 1928,
and reissued in 1964 by University Prints and Reprints (now
Academic International Press). At present it continues in
use at several American colleges and universities. Equally
influential was Lectures on Russian History, read for a quar-

ter century at St. Petersburg University and published in ten
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shape the OF o ence of Platonov’s propensity for factyy"
i tt'{:il survives among the Leningrad historians of ;
presentat] ork remains notably less schematic and dogn,
Is

qay{h;htelilraaf of their Moscow cr:':tunterparts, the succe
E:? the ideological “state” historical school.

d by two Festschrifts: 7o ge

Plat_ﬂ;: ﬂ‘:f;:r;;;:fnﬁpm_yFrfendﬁ and Admirers (1;319; :
A Ed‘i’?::; 970) and Collection of Articles on Russian ;.
El:;l ]}}ed&‘ared rlz S. Réﬁﬂ; (1922), which begins wit

: tono .

’ l|sI:tft;3t§£ ll;evulutinn Platonov published a number of
shorter works. Besides the work presiented in translgtinn
here, issued in 1923, in 1921 he publ{shad a 'shurt biogra-
phy, Boris Godunov (published 1973 in English translatiop
by Academic International Press), treating a central figure
in the Time of Troubles. Next, he wrote a transitional ar-
ticle on the development of serfdom with the title “On the
Time and Measures of the Binding of Peasants to the Land
in Muscovite Russia” (Archive of the History of Labor in
Russia, 1922, Book 3). In this essay he attempted to recon-
cile the old “nondecree interpretation” of enserfment with
recently discovered evidence pointing to active state involve-
ment in this process. Then, in 1925, he published Moscow
and fﬁf'“"ﬁ‘sf (printed in English translation in 1972 by
Academic ]nternatit?nal Press) wherein he discussed Russia’s
return to Western civilization in the sixteenth and seven-

teenth centuries, after the “deto e s
: ur to t
era of Mongo] conquest. he East” during the

Even though he was q
Ov continued to h

viet government.

.~ 4 conservative monarchist, Platon-
}Td 'mportant posts under the new So-
© Was head of the Archaeographic
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1918-1929), director of the prestigious Push-

sion
ij?1mHn::1ise of(the Academy of Sciences’ !n§titute of Russian
Literature (1925-29), and director of the library ot: Ehe Aca-
demy of Sciences (1925-28). Ultimately these positions con-
tributed to his downfall. Notwithstanding his prestige, Pla-
d from his posts at the beginning of the

tonov was remove _
Stalin Revolution. He was accused of illegally keeping ar-
chival materials of great state importance, including the Ab-
dication Act of Nicholas II. Subsequently it was alleged
that he had been part of a monarchist plot to overthrow
Grand Duke Andrei Vladimirovich

Soviet power and place Vi '
on the Russian throne. The great literary critic and genius,
d seeing Platonov after his

R.I. Ivanov-Razumnik, reporte
arrest. The dean of pre-Soviet historiography had been sub-
jected to utter humiliation. Thereafter Platonov was exiled
to Samara (now Kuibyshev) on the Volga, where he died.

It should be mentioned that Platonov, while not con-
sidering himself a great literateur, was a master of the Rus-
sian language. The art of Platonov’s writing style is not
easily conveyed in translation. His lexicon was far richer,
more varied and more specific than that of any Soviet his-
torian of whom I am aware. In addition, his writing is dis-
tinguished by the frequent and telling inclusion of terms
and phrases drawn from the period under examination.
These are extremely difficult to render into modern Russ-
ian, not to say English. That the translator has succeeded
so well in this treacherous task is a tribute to his skill.

In writing Ivan the Terrible, Platonov made exemplary
use of the documentary evidence then available, and he re-

lied heavily on primary sources. One of the major docu-
ments he employed was the “correspondence” between
Tsar Ivan and a renegade military deserter, Prince Andrei
Kt}rbsky. Platonov’s text carries recurrent quotations from
this exchange. Therefore the reader should be aware that
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strate ived between approximately |
s contriv o i ¥y 1623
sky is 8 f:;f::a}; quthors. If Keenan is right (according tz"d
1675 Sblf’ “nikov, a prominent student of Ivan’s Tule, the
R.G. ::;:eﬁﬁ lacks scientific substantiation), Platongyg
Keenan “correspondence” do not serve to llys.

the . :
extracts from ught they did. However, while Keenap

thoug
trate what he lid ground (although a computer Study

aee of these materials would be desirable)
?1;1 ;i:: :lar:ﬁgdgin 3 review *in the Journal {:Jf Modern Hf;;ry
the exchange in question is not an essential source for Jy,,’
[V's reign. To be sure, tf_us cnrres_punqencg brilliant]y illy-
minated a dramatic conflict at a rich hls_tﬂnca! moment.
But our image of that time and place will not be signif;.
cantly altered by the demise nf the correspondence. Most
of what was cast into sharp relief by the fire of the ex-
change is still there, but is simply more troublesome to
find without its light. Moreover, the “letters” of Ivan ang
Kurbsky ultimately may prove to be helpful secondary
sources. Others, of course, may disagree with these judg-
ments.

Because of the sparseness of primary sources, Ivan’s
reign always has been the object of diverse and essentially
incompatible interpretations. All readers of Russian history
should be aware of the varying conceptual approaches to
this era of Russia’s development, for interpretation is the
essence of history. The rationality of Ivan’s actions, parti-
cularly during his later life, and the role of his reign in Rus
sian history, are the basic interpretive issues involved.

e aﬁil:::t_s for the rationality of Ivan’s actions were
(1686-1750) 11" the eighteenth century by V.N. Tatishchey
+ W Scattered remarks that partially pre-modern

_

Edward Keena

seems to be on SO

— — —




IVAN THE TERRIBLE

Russian histonian drew parallels between Ivan and his own
contemporary, Peter the Great. Tatishchev justified Ivan’s
policies on grounds that they strengthened monarchical
rule. Furthermore, he condemned as treason the actions
of some dissipated aristocratic magnates. The Oprichnina,
which began in 1565 as a separate court for Ivan IV with
its own army-sized palace guard and in time encompassed
half of the Muscovite state, Tatishchev viewed as a proper
instrument of state policy. Another historian, [.N. Boltin
(1735-92), noted that Ivan utilized the Oprichnina to liqui-
date the magnates’ economic and political sources of power.
Writing in the nineteenth century, K.D. Kavelin perceived
Ivan’s actions as having clearly objective causes. The Op-
richnina, a corps of 6000 men, entailed an effort by the
tsar to create, on the basis of meritorious service and with-
out regard for social status by birth, a group of servitors
loyal to him. This new group would replace the hereditary
aristocracy as the major political force in the Muscovite
state. The formation of the Oprichnina, according to Ka-
velin, completed a cycle in the Hegelian struggle between
the aristocracy and the state. Similarly, S.M. Soloviev ob-
served the Oprichnina as a necessary stage in the process
of the long struggle between the clan, personified by the
aristocratic boyars, and the state, which, in the sixteenth
century, finally triumphed. Adhering to Hegel's principle
that all that is real is rational, Soloviev endorsed the despo-
tism of Ivan’s reign, particularly the struggle of the tsar to
strengthen the new middle service class at the expense of
the old boyar class. Platonov’s teacher, K.N. Bestuzhev-
Riumin, upheld views similar to those of Soloviev when
analyzing the role of the Oprichnina in the development
of state power.

The first historian to find feudalism in Russia was
N.P. Pavlov-Silvansky (1869-1907), who observed that the
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tively underminec: Aﬂwﬁ from feudal political fragmep,
of transition, MoVl irteenth century toward the form,
tion originating 11 along class lines, beginning aroupg

8 , ctur
| tion of a state SUTVC o th century-

| ; t . . ;
the middle of the $X Eoue, vist historians in Russia in e
L The appearance =
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on injected a newer although pg
jewpoint int0 the study of sixteenth cen.
, hkov (1868-1927), despite his

Muscovy. N-A
;uhjrﬁ of analytical focus away e .
litical superstructurc toward the , arrived
> theless at views somewhat analogous to those of Pay-
?;'fgminsky. In Rozhkov's reckoning, there occurred duyr-
ing the second half of the sixteenth century the onset of

» a transfer of power from the ap-

the “gentry revolution
panage nobility of princes and boyars to the mass of gen-
try. The Oprichnina comprised one of the episodes of this

revolution, the origin of which was an economic Crisis

wherein a money economy crowded out the natural econ-
omy practised by the princes and boyars, and forced an
end to feudal relationships.

The first dean of Soviet historical studies, M.N. Po-
krovsky (1863-1932), proclaimed an even more startling
thesis. He maintained that the natural economy support-
ing I‘eu:_ialism yielded to merchant capitalism, the political
expression of which was autocracy. Accordingly, the Op-
richnina was nothing less than an alliance of the bourgeoi-
sie and the middle service class landholders. The alliance
::Fu:]: :and product of a socio-political process begun long
Hhle T ;;;eﬂ E;: ocess so mechanically inevitable and irresis-

play of personalities and moralities as agents

—




VAN THE TERRIBLE Xvii

o

of history pale in comparison. Regrettably, the simplici-
ties of this historical interpretation conceal a certain inter-
nal inconsistency. Were it true that the agrarian revolution,
the destruction of large patrimonial or manorial estates, was
completed in the first half of the sixteenth century, then
the Oprichnina was senseless, for it was assaulting an alrea-
dy powerless enemy. Pokrovsky further insisted that the
Oprichnina represented a gesture of self-defense by Tsar
Ivan, an interpretation which violated the author’s Marxist
understanding of the impersonal causation of the historical
process. Trying to salvage something of his thesis by grasp-
ing at straws, Pokrovsky also attributed the Oprichnina to
Russia’s failure in the Livonian War. The middle service
class (dvoriane), thwarted in its attempts (0 grab new lands
in the Baltic area, turned to the seizure of boyar lands.
Finally, echoing one of Platonov's ideas, Pokrovsky sug-
gested that the Oprichnina also represented an endeavor
by the other partner in the alliance, the merchant bour-
isie, to seize control of the trade routes to the West.

Soviet historians have continued to explain Ivan the
Terrible's policies and actions as rationally motivated, al-
though with less élan than Pokrovsky. S.V. Bakhrushin
(1882-1950), LI. Smirnov (1909-65), and R.1. Wipper
(1859-1954) all idealized Ivan and found in most of his
measures thoughtful steps necessary to the modernization
of Russia. A Soviet scholar writing today, A.A. Zimin,
continues this tradition in Reforms of Ivan Groznyi (1960)
and The Oprichnina of Ivan Groznyi (1964). The latter
work pictures the Oprichnina as needed to reinforce the
state against the threats to it posed by the appanage prin-
ces, Novgorod (an independent republic until the 1470's,
brutally sacked by Moscow’s troops in 1570), and the
Church (many of whose leaders were executed).
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In this instance the desire to invent an institution where
none existed is similar to the attempt to create a “‘Boyar
Council.” The term “chosen council” is found only in An-
drei Kurbsky's History of Ivan IV, a work which Edward
Keenan is convinced is another seventeenth-century forgery.
Be that as it may—the term is not necessary for Platonov—
it was these people, Ivan’s chosen advisers, who “set Ivan
off” by their betrayal during his illness in 1553 when they
swore fealty to his cousin, the appanage prince Vladimir A.
Staritsky, instead of to his own infant son, Ivan. Yet, for
Platonov, the entire matter of the *“‘chosen council” was
troublesome. Because he could not define precisely the as-
pirations of the members of the “chosen council,” his anal
ysis lacked complete scientific veracity. Dealing with im-
ponderables such as the “chosen council” was nothing like
confronting indisputable historical facts—the executions of
princes and transfers of land to new holders. Despite such
problems, the present translation is the most persuasive pre-
sentation available in English representing the rationalist in-
terpretation of the reign of Ivan the Terrible.

But—isn't it also possible that the tyrant Ivan was in
actuality a madman whose actions defy any rational ac-
counting? Because of this very real possibility, some his-
tonans have pictured the actions and reign of Ivan the Ter-
rible as the irrational, erratic rule of a pathologically afflict-
ed individual. Always the positivist, Platonov in this late
work remained convinced of Ivan’s rationality. Still, the
attentive reader will notice that he was at least modestly
seduced by the pathological explanation.

The pathological interpretation of much of Ivan’s be-
havior also originated in the eighteenth century. M.M.
Shcherbatov (1733-90), an ardent defender of the gentry,
condemned Ivan’s autocracy and his replacement of the
boyars in state administration by officials of non-noble
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the “pathological” interpretation. While Ivan’s reign con-
sisted of considerably more than the Oprichnina, I wish

to focus mainly on that

because it has become the axis

of historiographic interest. Again, the reader will decide
which interpretation is more tenable.,

| Thle!(}prighnina was one of the most bizarre episodes
in Rugm s entire history. Created in 1565, within seven
years it encompassed half of the territory of the Musco-

vite state, and included a palace guard of 6000 debauched
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from burning Moscow, whi :
of the Zemshchina (that EI; tgf hiil;g:;nﬁ year the army
Oprichnina) defeated the Tatars, There y not a part of the
the Oprichni : upon Ivan closed
down prichnina. Platonov, it should be '
thought the Oprichnina was nut1clnse.;| until ll;ltntmned,
Ivan died. In the observation of the Sov;::tl » 84, when
Veselovsky (1876-1952), Platonov was mis dlsgunan S.B.
that the records of the Oprichnina and Zenfsh lfi;he o
not integrated after the split ceased to exist inc IS'?EWHE
Ivan’s true interest in launching the Oprichnina
mains obscure. If indeed this measure helchl;i to lél;ng-li
date the autocracy, it did so, according to R.G. Skr}rnm‘:
kov, the ‘auﬂ:mr of The Beginning of the Oprichnina (1966)
The Oprichnina Terror (1969) and other studies, in ways ;
?;m.ch_muld not have been anticipated or planned. When
initiatives are inserted into a functionally integrated nation-
al system, they often produce systemic consequences other
than those immediately intended. So it was with the Op-
richnina. It is difficult to understand why Ivan feared the
old magnates. Institutionally, the officials were appointed
by the ruler and served at his pleasure. They enjoyed only
that official identity which the sovereign conferred upon
them. Nor did they possess an organization of their own.
The oft-cited “Boyar Council” (Duma) is the figment of
the imagination of the nineteenth-century historians K.A.
Nevolin (1806-55), N.P. Zagoskin (1851-1912), and V.O.
Kliuchevsky, a myth still being perpetuated. As for the
provincial princes, they were too busy struggling for place
(mestnichestvo), power, and personal enrichment in Mos-
cow to pose any collective threat to the monarch. Even
during the political chaos of Ivan’s minority (1533-47) no
group or individual ventured to decentralize Muscovy or
to diminish the institutional power of the monarchy. More-
over, it has been shown that neither the boyars nor the
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not endangered. Ivan was suspicious, he surrendereq tq
fear and suspicion, and struck out at all who seemed hos-
tile and dangerous—nobles, ordinary servicemen, church.
men, menials. His unceasing hunt for enemies who were
not resisting him inspired insane, unnecessary terror, Ty-
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Presumably, this at!itude was based on Platonov’s un-
willingness to grant the irrational full entry into history. It
rested also on what must have been a definition of insanity
considerably different from what would be countenanced
today. Platonov insisted that Ivan was capable of feeling
sincerely and of functioning physically. By insanity, there-
fore, he apparently meant a state of derangement in which
the afflicted foams at the mouth and is perpetually violent.

By more recent definitions of insanity, Ivan would
appear to have been a paranoid. The paranoid’s basic pro-
cessing rule of thought is that whatever threat can be con-
ceived is to be believed. Given the facts, it would be rea-
sonable to characterize the Oprichnina as a madman’s de-
bauch. In this light the following behavior of Ivan the Ter-
rible is more intelligible. In December 1564, Ivan left Mos-
cow for Aleksandrova, where he ordered an enormous fort-
ress built. Threatening to abdicate, he refrained from doing
so when the capital townsmen, agitated by Ivan’s agents,
vowed to aid him in liquidating his enemies. When the tsar
returned to Moscow in February of 1565, there to proclaim
the Oprichnina and to execute and deport his “enemies,”
his beard and hair had fallen out.

R.G. Skrynnikov’s works delineate the ever-widening
circles of Ivan the Terrible’s suspicions and liquidations,
as one ‘‘case’’ led to another. Prior to the launching of
the Oprichnina at the beginning of the 1560’s, Ivan’s dis-
grace had fallen on Silvester and Adashev. Before 1560
these men had been leading members of the “chosen coun-
cil.” They were replaced by members of the Zakharin fam-
ily of boyars, who soon lost Ivan’s favor, and were followed
by Boyarin A.D. Basmanov, an old Moscow noble, who
launched a reign of terror against those Ivan suspected of
disloyalty. The old Moscow nobility, unqer Basmanov,
were Ivan’s tools at the outset of the Oprichnina, when
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the Monastery of St. Cyril in Beloozero to pay for the
building of a private cell for himself should he desire to
pecome a monk. In aggregate, these acts hardly seem
those of a person in full possession of his faculties.

Perhaps Ivan’s talk of abdicating led to discussion
of a successor. This was the background against which
the “Staritsky plot” evolved. Prince V.A. Staritsky had
been the candidate chosen to succeed Ivan during the
latter’s illness in 1553. Staritsky remained a logical
choice during the era of the Oprichnina. For whatever
reason, the unfortunate Staritsky was arrested, and later
executed with other members of his family in October
1569. (The prince himself was compelled to drink pois-
on.) Apparently, while in custody, he denounced L.P.
Fedorov, a powerful personage with the high rank of
Equerry, who had befriended early victims of the Op-
richnina by providing bail for them. Fedorov was mur-
dered by the Oprichnina in September 1568.

arins, called for the curtailment of repressions. In re-
turn, he was tried on fabricated charges, removed from
his post, and incarcerated in a monastery. Then came
the turn of Novgorod. In this “case’” the central figure,
Boyarin V.N. Danilov, had been an associate of Equerry
I.P. Fedorov. The oprichniki descended on Novgorod

in 1570 to execute Danilov and all linked to him. As
many as 4000 perished in this pogrom alone. Disturbed,
Archbishop Pimen of Novgorod, who had collaborated
with the authorities earlier in the trial of the Metropoli-
tan Filipp, made his feelings known, and was repaid with
accusations of treason. The Oprichnina leader, Basmanov,

Somewhat earlier, in a sermon delivered in March 4.
1568, Metropolitan Filipp Kolychev, who had been ad- |
vanced to his post as head of the Russian Orthodox
Church thanks to the support of his relatives, the Zakh-
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Like Stalin’s terrorism and purges, the Oprichnina was
@ product of a tyrant’s paranoia. It destroyed individyals
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| prayers for the dead. Thereupon Ivan sent to monasteries
{ tists of thousands of victims, together with cash offerings
F for the saying of the prayers for the souls of the deceased.
| From available evidence it is reasonable to conclude
that Ivan was a classic paranoid. That the “correspond-
ence’” between Ivan and Kurbsky possibly no longer can
be considered a primary source is unfortunate, for it i
heavy with relevant testimony. Even so, as a secondary
source, it serves to illustrate what the seventeenth century
considered to be a plausible portrait of Ivan. The evidence
cited here, together with that on record elsewhere, demon-
strates that Ivan made erroneous judgments about threats
to him posed by others, dangers which did not correlate to
experience. This is the basic feature of paranoia, a disor-
der of middle age (35-50). Ivan was 35 to 42 years of age
at the time of the Oprichnina. Paranoia frequently occurs
after the death of a spouse, as seems true in Ivan’s case.
The sadism, debauchery, and sexual abuse institutionalized
in the years 1565-1572 suggest erotomaniac expressions of
noia. Today the disorder seems to afflict particularly
the more intelligent, more educated elements of society.
The impressions of Ivan gained by numerous foreigners
picture a highly intelligent, knowledgeable individual. Ob-
viously, Tsar Ivan suffered most severe delusions of perse-
cutions and, correspondingly, he was intensely hostile, vig-
ilant, and suspicious.

It is a matter of record that Ivan repeatedly accused
of treason men to whom once he had been very attached.
These he attacked in anticipation that they might strike
at him. Furthermore, the tsar’s condemnation of the re-
fusal of the magnates to swear fealty to his infant son dur-
ing his illness in 1553, a rational decision from their point
of view, might be termed a disordered retrospective falsifi-
cation. To these paranoid characteristics should be added
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To turn for a moment to the operation of the Opri.
nina, headed by Ivan as its lord, it should be understoog
that this institution did not in reality supplant or even dy.
plicate the state administrative network. It did include cer.
tain administrative bodies and officials: palace court offices
and their administrators, a treasury, a keeper of the seal,
and regional tax chancelleries (cheti) for revenue gathering,
P.A. Sadikov (1891-1942) showed that the cheti were or-
ganized to collect the old “feeding” (kormlenie) revenues
which had been paid to the centrally-appointed provincial
governors (namestniki) until abolished in 1555-1556. Then,
for a brief interval, according to the Leningrad historian
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in the second l}ﬂll‘ of the sixteenth century in the di-
step of the establishment of central, specialized bureaux
"m;.:gw and was in accord with the historical develop-
in Mo p th‘ﬂ period. Thus there was nothing extraordinary
T"Etn [i:innnvatiun. In fact, given the generally predatory
i re of the Oprichnina, it is hardly surprising that its sole
!‘“‘“fm“ﬂnai innovation was connected with a form of pop-
insti cploitation, taxation. With this exception, few if any
1 ‘iistrati-.re reforms were introduced by the Oprichnina,
ﬂdm;,m changes made in the order or manner of govern-
"mm diplomacy, or foreign policy. Using primarily medi-
m;; fm-ms. the Oprichnina may be understood as a state
iritl'l.i“- or over, a state, at the beginning of the early mod-
= eﬁ{ contrast, senior boyars headed the Zemshchina and
inherited, or rather continued, most of Muscovy’s regular
administrative machinery as it exlslcd‘ in 1564. These of-
fices and officials, all directly subservient to the monarch,
5 comprised the Treasury, the Keeper of the Seal, the Mos-
’ «ow Administrative-Judicial Chancellery, the Service Land
Chancellery, the Robbery Chancellery, the Great Revenue
Chancellery. The existing Foreign Affairs and Military
chancelleries continued to function, in the Zemshchina,
for both segments of Muscovy. Apparently a single Post
Chancellery, the marvel of Western visitors to Muscovy,
operated as usual. A joint Robbery Chancellery existed
to prosecute felons when one party was subject to Zem-
shchina administration, the other to the Oprichnina.
There were several important ways in which this
! incredible product of Ivan’s diseased imagination sapped
the strength of Muscovy. It is clear that the Oprichnina
debauch contributed to Moscow’s conspicuous lack of
success in the Livonian War. More telling was the blow

the Oprichnina (in conjunction with the Livonian War)
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i;ﬁ%:lt Central 10 the pathnlngica:l i_nlerprctaticn_ :::-t* Ivan the
I nil} he ple’s reign is a f}:ll appreciation c:tf the milieu which
'anﬂy?' T"m-”ed the flowering of so many bizarre happenings.
ag ¥ .rm'mer'? were few other than certain natural restraints,
}rse-ﬁeh F:r:::vas gcﬂgﬁph}" tradition, and perhaps kinship structure,
fghs ’hﬁ suﬂme Muscovite moparch. Continuing to use the termi-
h] t to arll of political science, there were almost no direct re-
s o0 no '-'_153; on the Russian monarchy: there was no constitu-
Ng b h. s_tralﬂnﬂ tradition of the rule of law. One may attempt to
Ireg o, tion, . this, and particularly the seemingly total absence
2 taflq ﬂx-‘?la‘;imﬂt, or institutional, restraints, by noting that Rus-
thaher&- ql" ldnid not experience those aspects of t"euda!isp‘u which in
> t . West gave birth to ideas about the pluralistic and auton-
la. the < access of different groups to the major attributes of
of th ﬂﬂ"f“l' cultural, and political life. In Muscovy there were
ng. ¢ sﬂ'-“f‘a_t' states, and the Russian medieval political tradition
'ana_ "% ﬂ:;u}; bequeath to the sixteenth century a feeling of di-
eng, g;:atom}f between state and society. Early Bussia did not
ed develop notions of an autonomous class society or the class
ans cOnsciousness characteristic of Western Europe. The state
tended to dominate society. These faf:tufs contnhu_ted to
er and were expressed in the absence of indirect restraints on
[ﬂd [van the Tﬂl‘I’lb]E-'.

The Church could not restrain the monarch, for it had
- | been the state’s handmaiden for most of the. time since }ts
| introduction in 988, the date of ‘the conversion of Russm_
.-’ to Christianity. Ivan removed with ease any clergyman, in-
cluding the head of the Church himself, the metropolitan,
opposed his actions.

e Tgsgnobility was incapable of uniting to resist the un-
| dertakings of the ruler. Professor Gustave Alef has demon-
strated that a population explosion had so swelled _ﬂ:lE'HUH'I'
ber of aristocrats and, because of the practice of dr_ndtpg
inheritances equally, had so reduced their estates in size
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periphery and even less influence on the center derived
from this authority. Prior to Ivan’s new arrangements,
local administration was the province of centrally direct-
ed provincial officials (volosteli, tiun y). Nearly all of
these officers were slaves belonging to the governors
(namestniki) appointeq from Moscow. Consequently, the
middle service clags dvoriane and deti boyarskie assumed

POSts recently held by slaves, Although it is true that

_t_hese had been slaves with Comparatively high prestige,

e
—"—l—-—__-_.___

a m
that, hat in hand, ;’;ts
Moscow, begging




adl

VAN THE TERRIBLE

i

rtheless they cannot have b ]
na::a tradition of standing up fglﬁﬂéllittrnal their succes-
Not until the middle service class acquired m;chﬂnty,
status and prf:rngatl‘ves once limited to the o e of tt!e
“jass boyars and princes did it dare attempt tff service
its standing. But this did not take place until tI:m;'n 4
palf of the seventeenth century when the m“"arcle-l irst
chaken by a vast social crisis. In Ivan’s day the mig’dras
servitors lacked status and power, and their loyalties we
well emt::;:ftht!ﬁnnwn tg Lhe Oprichnina investigation ch;ﬂ-
ler ey could be sorted ou : :
a?lld cfr in the Zemshchina. HACKSeT. W oI
Apart from the absence of direct and indi .
on his will, Ivan the Terrible possessed a:n;;':fzuzz‘f:rmts
wer. This was the grip he had on the popular imagina-
tion of Muscovy. As monarch he enjoyed among the Rus-
sian people the sacred image of God’s earthly regent, one
who spoke with divine authority. And on this theme Ivan
played brilliantly. For example, when he journeyed to Al
eksandrova to begin the Oprichnina, ostensibly Muscovy
was left without government. Contrary to custom, a group
of boyars was not named to govern in the absence of the
sovereign. The people of Russia, awed by the image of the
Muscovite sovereigns built up by certain church officials
since 1500, cowed in terror and, in the words of a chron-
icler, pleaded: “How can sheep be without a shepherd?”
The establishment of the Oprichnina remedied this want.
The popular notion of the autocrat as the wise and protec-
tive shepherd rendered Muscovy’s population inert and pas-
sive, and allowed Ivan to practice unprecedented official
barbarism. He, like his modern counterpart, Stalin, expe-
rienced little difficulty in finding a handful of savages—
Basmanov, Skuratov and Griaznoi, the Muscovite counter-
parts of Yezhov, Yagoda, Beria and Poskrebyshev of the

XXX 11




N SEARCH OF IVAN THE TR

RRy
XXXV ELE
ho organized thugs and cuttp,,,

. i o .. Cdlg

W

930s and 19408 were mdfﬂﬂme]f: ﬂgﬂﬂhn!kj) to :(E‘QL

]I,in'E HK‘J[} EﬂHﬂ ted of disloyalty by their mmﬂﬂjduﬁ«lg

ize all 7 _
and bruid i intcfpmtatm" here afg}led shﬂuld "“1
ter. . };ﬂ opov’s claim that the O?Pch“ina Waahe
compared with e ol 8 half-witted tyradnt. By care .
g senscless vET et ranslation the student Pf histo :
reading this e_xt'—fi sghts into the relative Slgﬂ:!ﬁ{:an ce of g.:
2ain mmu_iﬂilgim 1al, and personal factors in the Pagees )
pl'uCﬂ 4 SCOVY.
ﬂt:ﬂﬂ M“tﬁ;ﬂﬂlﬂ{ recent interest not only to his

2 i tﬂ']'jana
Soviet Ministry of Health publication Forengj, Medicirée
The

cinskaia ekspertiza, 1969, No. 1: 1970,
{Sudrbna-mfd*”‘"ska ia,,y exhumation of Jvap o, Y
rted On 2 recent tempo S y
repo s limestone coffin in the C:athedral gf _thﬁ Afchange[
gﬂtnl:c IHMW Kremlin by a special commission of ¢h USsy
Ministry of Culture to conduct anthropological ang Chemcy
toxicological, as well as historical, studies. . Ivan had been
buried in the woollen garb of a monk. His skull wag Smal],
with a strongly developed relief, a low brow and signi icant]
projecting eyebrow region and chin. Judging by the &e[etny
Ivan the Terrible was about five feet ten inches %

. tall and myg
have possessed great physical strength. With the ex

al stre tio
astrongly pronounced proliferation of Osteophytes, n i
logical changes were manifested in [van’s

O patho.
aTEeai

L T T I o e e . SRS om0 @



pREFACE
msﬁ-‘"'";ﬁ_f: WIECZYNSKI

—_—
s [van Groznyi is a well conceived attempt to pur-

P!atﬂﬂﬂ"‘ gt

cue a simple objective, that of clarifying the motivation of

jvan the T errible in his pnht?cal work and of elucidating the
influences that caused his reign to assume its peculiar polit-

jcal nature. Although recent scholarship has broadened and
deepened our understanding of Ivan and his policies, Platon-
ov’s essay remains of great value to students of Ivan’s reign.
For in this work Ivan’s personality, his biases and his mo-

tives emerge with a definition and a clarity rather unique in
historiography. It must be admitted that throughout these
pages we encounter little of the color, imagery and style

that make Platonov’s Moscow and the West and his work

on the Time of Troubles such interesting and vivid literary
accomplishments. Conceived and completed during the ear-
ly years of Soviet rule in Russia, this book reflects some-
thing of the turmoil and uncertainty through which its au-
thor and all Russia were passing. Probably it is remarkable
that its author, who soon was to suffer dislocation and ban-
ishment, was able to complete his manuscript at all, for mo-
mentous events can easily strangle creativity. Yet the stark-
ness of Platonov’s style and the bluntness of his exposition

well suit the directness of his intention. In the end we are
left with an interpretation of Ivan’s accomplishments that

divests his actions of much of the confusion, contradiction
and mystery with which they have often been invested by
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y friends and associates have assisted me not only
scing this work but throughout my professional ca-
in pfﬂdp,-afe:sﬁﬂf Cyril Toumanoff, formerly of Georgetown
reer. ity and nOw historian of the Order of Malta in Rome,
Unp.rﬂ:k dled my interest in early Russian history by his

: ve become legend among his for-

first hich ha
e ectures, W
hnﬂﬂntdLnIS_ Professor Olgerd P. Sherbowitz-Wetzor of

er ﬂ;ﬂﬂ University, who has enriched generations of
¢ Russia by his work on the Russian Primary

ts 0 . .
deﬂicle' imparted to me something of his own love for
s. His death in 1970 was a sad

y Russian manuscript
ea 10 many friends and colleagues. Professor Thomas T.
Joss Father Frank Fadner and Father John Songster, all

EF E:;:rgcmwn, guided me through my apprenticeship as
an historian and have assisted me in many ways thereafter.
wolter J. Fabrycky of Blacksburg, Virginia offered
My valuable suggestions on the interpretation and trans-

s in the original. Professor Peter

jation of difficult passages 1n | :
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sult Russian sources throughout the United States. Mr.
Albert Graham, curator of the Slavic Room of the Library
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ence aids. Mrs. Carolyn Alls and Mrs. Diane Williams of the
Department of History of Virginia Polytechnic Institute and
State University typed parts of the manuscript and have as-
sisted me in ways too numerous to mention. Professor
Richard Hellie of the University of Chicago has not only
enriched this work by his original introduction but has sug-
gested many valuable emendations of the translation and

—




PREF-‘\QE

XX Xviii
of Y :

annotations, Professor Robert Cr;frg?the traﬂllfblljm"%t.
sity kindly offered to investigate :;’kes that remain 3 .
references in Platonov's text. Mis fving Russi TC thy
result of my own obstinacy- In ﬁlegnilrll:;luahle ai;I:u:t?]nm'
nol .ndebted 1O : _ pil
by Dsgeylig:aiag Err-ihﬂﬁ'a:-ew-. Dictionary ©f Iﬁ}‘;ﬂfﬂ Historicg, ™
Terms fmm.rhe Eleventh Century 10 ew Ha\ren’
1970).

Once again my wife, Jo, has proved I:‘U o my mogy
indispensable associate and coll?bore_:tm. heell:t patience in
reading and editing the manuscripts 1° matched only by ¢

hich she has tolerated a husband wh, )
§

graci ith w
ciousness wi end into the depths of early Ry, ’

disappeared for weeks on €nc
sian history. Without her assistance and her €ncouragemey,

this work could never have been completed.

Virginia Polytechnic Institutg
and State University







®

IBLE IN RUSSIAN HISTORIOGRAPHY

Wxﬂ
...—-"""-_-—_
ok would be needed to review in detail what
out Ivan the Terrible by historians and
Mikhail Shcherbatov’s History of Rus-
4 0 yan Grozny,! our knowledge of Ivan
0 | his times has passed through a number of stages and
::5 realized great success. It can be said that this success
marks one of the brightest pages In the'_ histn;y of our
scholarship and stands as one of the decisive victories of
the scientific method. 'The author hnpes‘ that theE follow-
ing pages will make this statement sufficiently evident.
The main difficulty one faces when studying the era
of Ivan the Terrible and his personal character and signi-
ficance is not the complexity of the period and that of its
central figure, but the great lack of material needed for
such study. The turbulence of the Time of Troubles and
the famous Moscow fire of 16262 destroyed so many Mus-
covite archives and ancient documents that the events of
the sixteenth century must be studied from odd remnants
and scraps of written material. Those not conversant with
the methods of historical work probably would be amazed
f Ivan the Terrible cannot be writ-

if told that a biography o
ten, for we know extraordinarily little of the man himself.
Biographies and descriptions of Peter the Great and his fa-

ther, Tsar Alexis, can be written because these interesting
individuals have left us their manuscripts: their official pa-
pers, notes, correspondence—in a word, their archives. But

entire DO
b% been written ab
From Prince

poets: R.Yu. Wipper’s /
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n to us from Ivap
, «t has come ‘: do we have so myq
nothing of the SO0 . iting, i All the efforts of s
do not know his ™ ten bY - 3 to disc A “m.
a scrap of paper writ ikhachev, giscover sy

p e of his writing q

, -haeographels 7" oo ole line O ’ Ca
o atha:d Etro identify 2 :égfcher limited himself t, o

fl ent a ) .
t?iﬁthingh Th:slcafﬂf":jons without making a_ss._lmptlf‘:h
lishing two prief inscMP" " o wn that he was willing ¢, r:‘%u

d let it D€’ e of Ivan’s handwriting

as he put it, an facsimil _
gard one of them ﬂﬂf . original texts of the htﬂl’ary

We have none only their copies; and frop
works attribu}ﬂ:st‘fu ga;;agﬂ; the HUthG‘I"S own tesxt. 't|]*1&
we cannot rEL?‘EpiSIIE“ to Prince .:ﬁndl‘ﬂl Kurbs‘_'k? in 15
Ivan’s famausll i jts various editions and copies, and y,
reads dlfff“;?t;n which edition and which copy must p,
;?E; wworks” attributed t0 Ivan. Even Ivan’s ‘Tﬂtafﬂfnt"
0572, which is an official document, I not extant in jy
s been reprinted from an incomplete

- »inal form but ha _
;;dg]:j]gfective copy of the eighteenth century. If a learneg
skeptic were to appear and contend that all of Ivan’s
wworks” were spurious, it would be difficult to argue with
him. We would have to prove Ivan’s authorship through ir.
ternal evidence, for the documents themselves fail to con-
firm it. The sole exception is Ivan’s correspondence with
one of his favorites, Vasily Grigorievich Griazny-II'in®
When Griazny was captured by the Crimean Tatars, Ivan
“graciously”’ began to correspond with him concerning his
ransom. In time the texts of the Tsar’s letters and those
of Griazny were included in the official record of “Cri-
mean Affairs” and can therefore be regarded as true doc-
uments, an exact and authentic copy of their correspon-
dence. For this reason the Tsar’ ith
Griazuy has be e I'sar's exchange of letters wi
en accorded unusual historical significance

i
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he most recent scholar to study these matters, P.A. Sad-

?;ﬂv 7 has correctly concluded.
o h Ivan’s personal writings and letters. Yet

So it is wit ; ;
e more can be said for the entire body of chronicle ma-
ealing with this era. In the sixteenth century the

sia came under official control;

f chronicles in Rus
the chronicles become reserved and biased.

The official chroniclers either depersonalized the particular
rds that they used or else altered them to suit

chival reco : ‘
:I;eir needs. They strictly adhered to the government’s

of view when recording events that occurred in their

les were somewhat revised to re-

point g
Often these chronic
as can be seen from the so-called

day.
ﬂegt Tsar Ivan’s attitudes,
48 The thirteenth volume of the Complete Col-

Litsevoi svO
Jection of Russian Chronicles contains fragments from sev-
eral pages of this collection that apparently have been revis-
ed and augmented at Ivan’s personal command. Clearly the
historian who uses such a source must be extremely cau-
tious, lest he fall victim to a one-sided interpretation of
events. But the same danger threatens the historian from
the other side as well. The Tsar and his official chroni-
clers described events in Moscow in their own fashion.
But so, too, did Ivan the Terrible’s political enemies.

The notorious Prince A.M. Kurbsky fled to Lithuania
to escape the terror in Moscow and there composed his
History of the Grand Prince of Moscow. This work, a
very learned lampoon, was intended to influence public
opinion in Lithuania. It contains much historical materi-

al that is valuable and exact; therefore all of Kurbsky’s
biased attacks upon Ivan acquire special force. Yet for all
that it remains a lampoon, not history, and we cannot ac-

cept the word of its author.
The accounts of Ivan provided by foreigners are yet

more biased. The clearest example of this is the “epistle”

littl
terial d
writing ©
for this reason
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. . and Kruse,” on the «
Written by the Livonians, Ta{g?;ﬂd Prince of Moscow_'l;l -

Precedented tyranny of .the ¢ Englishman, Giles Flete
Even that learned and diSCTe®" S "0 th, did not escapeh:;’m
g

Z an $
in Moscow five years after IV attributed to the deag

imes, wh}[{:h & :
ff"fm] -?D:)fmﬂ t;l;ﬁ:;:lal guilt for all the disorder i, Rug
uscovite

sian life at that time. rks with the chronicle mate,:

istorian who WOTRS ' ey
d IThc - accounts from Ivan's era must exercise SPecig)
and literary ¢ prepared not only for pure Subjec.

i ould b -
Eir?tt;oguinf%rs I::Jras.:r»i-':man: bias in every source that he con.

king with the literature of thoge

: ?:Jnlltess h??irlldthlfi?n;?tl: onguncertain ground. h]-?'ittﬂr S0Cia]
and political strife set its stamp oy E:;f:rytt Ing. Ivan’g
contemporaries directed their llt?m!’}' ethm S toward the
urgent problems of the moment; but the primitive stat,
of their political consciousness prevent?d them from yp.
derstanding and passing firm and clear Jl:;:lgments On these
matters. In all the “‘debates,” “epistles, “denunciatiuns;,
“petitions”” and “tales” of the period the scholar searches
in vain for definite conceptions and programs. He encoyy.
ters only a vague babble and obscure allusions to reality,
allusions made still more incomprehensible and suspect by
the ignorance of the copyists of these works. The litera-
ture of this era, like the historical sources, fails to offer the
historian much in the way of interpretation, nor does it
provide him the purely objective facts he needs to create
his own interpretation of the times.

Since this is the state of the historical materials, it is
clearly impossible to compose a serious and factually com-
plete biography of Ivan the Terrible. It is worth our while
ltx?a;?sca Iﬂ‘ Whli; we actually do know of the various years of

€. We shall remember that there are a number of

years of Ivan’s life for which we have no information at all

—
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xample, there are no data concerning the earliest years

Ff?}r;ji life, except for three or four references in the letters

0

Jvan’s father, Grand Prince Vasily, written to Ivan’s moth-
of Elena Vasilievna, in 1530-1533. The Grand Prince was
er,

and was concerned about the health of his first-born,
ﬂwﬂg;use about Friday Ivan became ill;”” that is, “there ap-
b;-ed on his son Ivan’s neck, right under the back of his
head, a large, hard spot.”” The infant’s abscess healed safe-
ly a;ld thereafter qntll the thlrteen_th year of his life we
know nothing of his health or of his life in general.

At the end of 1543 the orphaned thirteen-year old sov-
ereign first displayed his t'Eilil‘lp'E'I'. He arres:.ted one of the
most distinguished boyars, Prince Andrei Shuisky, and
wordered him to be turned over to the kennel keepers, and
the kennel keepers seized and killed him.” “And from that
time,”” the chronicle observes, “the boyars began to fear the
Sovereign.” Yet nothing further is known of the doings of

the young Grand Prince until 1547. During that year Ivan
married and exchanged the title of Grand Prince for that of
Tsar.!? Then another dark interval follows until 1549. Dur-
ing the years 1549-1552 Ivan passed laws and waged war.
In 1553 he fell gravely ill and quarreled with his boyars;
and “from that time there was enmity between the Sov-
ereign and his people.” The second half of the 1550s
again grows dark, and we know nothing of Ivan’s person-
al life. We know a little only about his policy toward
Livonia and of the beginning of war with that country.
In 1560 Ivan’s first wife died, and Ivan himself underwent
something of a change in personality.

Accounts of the last years of Ivan’s life are filled with
tales of his atrocities and of the terror of the oprichnina.
P:ut these accounts are almost exclusively the work of for-
eigners and Kurbsky. Russian sources remain silent and

limit themselves to brief observations, such as that in 1574

s i
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ogy or an
personal li
ters series of ¥
Jvan himself. What so

x V
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more or less plausible and that more or less cnflfann t0 the tellectué
testimony of the meagre material that has survived. of thos!
An eighteenth-century historian, Prince M.M. Shcher- ed by

batov, in his History of Russia, “"having studied the history but dec
of this sovereign,” came to the conclusion that Ivan “seen; vorites
to have so many sides that he often appears to have been evil” 2
more than one man.” Captivated by the contradictions of first-r2
his sources, this historian transferred those contradictions ness
;; i;hir;?namcter of his hero. _He fqunq it impossible to re- e
some of I1ir.51gnu’§mS e ]dedu?tfons In his attempt to explain out a
without wit thff{fgna qualities. He remarked of Ivan, not fails -
i o base who bears autocratic power and yet and
distrust and grim ven;:nfzta*{ac;er e SIS, tray;
Would not venture, Hayino ind: eyond this Shcherbatov Outs
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wngmsted them with his “shrewd and far-seeing intell;-

» and saw in this anomaly the internal contradics:
ence of Ivan’s character. diction

E .
and dll:‘::itsyﬂﬁmry of the Russ_:‘an State Karamzin express-
od the same view of Ivan,+a|be1t with greater literary skill.
He was fascinated by thq idea of describing the age in which
[van lived. *“What a glorious character for an historical por-
rait!” he wrote of Ivan to Nikolai Turgenev. The somber
drama of those times struck I(aramzm_ as entertaining from
the literary point of view, and he deplcteq it with great ar-
tistic effect. But, like Shcherbatov, he failed to capture
jvan’s character, even !hﬂli,g.h‘?le, too, tried to understand
him “through spe:culalmn. ' pesqlte all attempts at spec-
ulation,” Karamzin wrote in his History, “the character of
[van, who was a _model of virtue in his youth and a vicious
plood-sucker during the years of his manhood and old age,
is a riddle to the mind.”

Karamzin attempted to solve this riddle by relying
upon Kurbsky’s interpretation that Ivan always lacked in-
tellectual independence and surrendered to the influence
of those around him. He was virtuous when “he was guid-
ed by his pair of chosen favorites—Silvester and Adashev,”
but declined morally when he drew closer to depraved fa-
vorites. He appears to have been *‘a mixture of good and
evil” and combined seemingly incompatible qualities: “a

first-rate intellect” and a “‘rare memory” with the savage-
ness “‘of a tiger” and “shameless slavishness toward the
most vile lusts.”” Although Karamzin constantly lashes

out at the contradictions in Ivan’s nature, he nevertheless
fails to supply the key to explaining these contradictions
and leaves the riddle unsolved in his own mind. His por-
trayal of a subservient sovereign who was susceptible to
outside influences would have been complete, had Karam-

zin admitted in his work that Ivan had been an intellectual

o i A—
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rs. using the material presenteq in

was natural thazﬁfhihould attempt toI constt;uct an evep
Karamzlr;_ﬂtfi‘id' subtle depiction of Ivan than that Pre.
more realisti

. himself. The Moscow Slavophileg
sented by Karamzin t during their discussions of Iyvap’
made such an attemp literary circle.’> The fruit of their
character within th?; Aksakov and Yury Samarin cop,.
judgments K*D"S!tﬁa n[:l his work on Stefan Yavorsky anq
mitted to pknnt. vich, Samarin summarized it in a few
Feofa? l;rﬂnf;pfmysiery lies within his soul, which mar.
Z?;ﬂziy n‘ﬁxed vital consciousness of all the shortcom.
ings, evils and vices of that century with 1mpqte§1ce"and
inconstancy of will.” Ivan’s “terrible contrad;ctgt:;n
between his superior intellect and his weak will is the
basic characteristic that explains his entire nature,
Aksakov made a more complete evaluation of Ivan,
although he began from the same viewpoint as had Sam-
arin. “Lack of will and an unbridled will are one and
the same,” he said of Ivan and pointed out that “Ivan’s
ruin” and moral downfall occurred when he “cast off
from himself the moral bridle of
dicted to caprici

Ct, was one of Ivan’s basic features. But
just as

fundamental to him. “Ivan IV

I"::;,Lh:(’:?ry nature of art, come to life,” Aksakov said.
was dommatec! by images and conceptions
®Ir beauty and compelled him

—
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to love them and to translate them into reality in his own
life. Not cold, sober thought but the quest for beauty and
jofty artistic meaning dominated Ivan and drove him to
commit the most savage ar‘ld meanest of his deeds. There-
fore we find in Ivan that “‘there were many motivations in
his soul,” and these complicated his spiritual nature.

The attempts by the Slavophile school to develop Kar-
amzin’s view and to give it greater integrity marked the be-
ginning of a long line of artistic reproductions of Ivan’s
character. After the Slavophiles we encounter Kostomar-
ov.17 who dealt with Ivan more than once in his popular
works. Then came Count Aleksei Tolstoi, with his The
Silver Prince and The Death of Ivan the Terrible.'® The
impressions they created became popular. And when An-

tokolsky, Repin and Vasnetsov'® embodied this view in
precise portraits, everyone began to feel that Ivan had be-
come understandable and obvious, that everything about
him could be understood through psychology and pathol-
ogy. Ivan’s extraordinary refinement of cruelty, the fickle-
ness of his moods, his wedding of a sharp intellect to an

obviously weak will and his inclination to succumb to out-

am. | side influences—all these traits attracted pathologists to
d | Ivan. As a result, a sizable medical literature dealing with
) { Ivan was gradually created. N.P. Likhachev has attentive-
N ly studied and interpreted this literature.?® To the histo-
i rian using the scientific critical method all of this litera-
iff' ! ture seems unscientific, its diagnoses capricious and based
[ on facile and completely groundless conjecture. There is
| no reason to believe these doctors who, three hundred
! years after the death of their patient and on the basis of

unverified hearsay and opinions, diagnose him as “‘para-
noid,” “a degenerative psychopath™ possessed of ‘“‘violent
mental derangement” (mania furibunda) and “delirious
notions” and who generally lead us to pronounce Ivan a
sick and completely irresponsible individual.
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i y’ﬁf IET;‘;!L};I tsult-lel??was first exposed to a correct his-
» he representatives of the so-called “his-
torical method by the rep oy 21 -
torical-juridical” school, led by SM _Solm_'lev. Sol?ﬂiev
brought to the study of Ivan’s activities his own basic idea
that the historical life of the Russian people follows a con-
tinuous line of development in which the historical life of
the Russian people embodied the entire process of the de-
velopment of the patriarchal form of life into state forms.
Soloviev wished to determine the role played by Ivan in
this process. Soloviev saw Ivan as a positive figure who
was the bearer of the state “principle” in the life of his
Effhljﬁ 2$gtggﬂzgpﬁ:ent of the obsolete “appanage and
better than did i n grasped the problems of his times
0S¢ contemporaries who were more con-

servative. He forged : ;
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= He had a state program and
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sought broad political goals. One need not hide Ivan’s
| weaknesses, shortcomings and vices; but it must

person? i
ﬁmembcrt'—d thﬁat these :;!o not constitute his historical
significance- Ivan’s domestic reforms and foreign policy

e him a great figure in history. The historian cannot

rstand him otherwise.

Soloviev's viewpoint was adopted by his entire school.
An extreme, artificial idealization of Ivan was perpetrated
in an article by Soloviev's contemporary, K.D. Kavelin.2?
Kavelin depicted Ivan as “‘great,” considered him a pre-
cursor of Peter the Great and lamented that Ivan had
peen ruined by his environment, which was “dull,” “in-
ane,” “indifferent and apathetic” and devoid of *“‘any
spiritual concern.” In his fruitless struggle against this
environment Ivan perverted his “grand designs,” while he
declined in his personal morals because of his fatal failure
to change this environment.

Kavelin’s hyperboles, of course, were not accepted by
the entire historical-juridical school, but the notion that
Ivan could be compared to Peter the Great was developed
further. In his detailed article, “Some Comments on the

Poetic Representations of the Character of Ivan the Terri-
ble,” K.N. Bestuzhev-Riumin?* resolutely promoted this i

comparison and drew a parallel between “our two great his- '

torical characters: Peter the Great and Ivan Vasilievich the

Terrible.” According to Bestuzhev-Riumin’s view, they were

“two men of identical character, identical goals and almost

identical ways of achieving those goals.” The main differ-

ence between them was that one succeeded in realizing his

aspirations, while the other failed. Bestuzhev also saw a

parallel between their respective foreign policies, and es-
pecially compared their striving for the Baltic Sea. Bestu-
zhev, like other historians of this school, paid scant atten-
tion to Ivan’s personal characteristics and vices. These

unde
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and other catastrophes. The renowned “reforms of local

government™ [zemskie reformy) that took pla -
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- as determined.? The activities -
opnch:'t’;;z :: defense of the southern bcund:rt;jeTz??;:e
’“mo,:erﬂ studied, as well as the related question of the
state | tion of the “\!{ild Field.”? The composition
-ture and way of [lfe of the sel_-vice class?’ were ciari—

struc Much was explained concerning the process by

ﬁe@-h the peasantry was bound to the land and by which
wh}gus categories of slavery developed. The real dimen-
i’_f}":ﬁ of the disorder that affected the populace were clari-
fs'ilﬂdr as well as the outcome of that disorder—the depopu-
lation of the center of the state. Moreover, the entire “Baltic

estion” Was studied, as \}rell as all the peripeties of the

international struggle for Livonia and the Finnish coast.

Our knowledge of the historical material of this peri-
od became so much more complete and certain that the
entire history of the reign of Ivan the Terrible had to be
reconstructed. One can only be amazed at the vast differ-
ence that appeared, in the span of a single generation, in
the treatment of this era in the universities. How little the
Jecturer of the nineteenth century (or, to be more precise,
of the 1870s and 1880s) could offer his audience concern-

ing Ivan the Terrible can be seen in the History of Russia

of N.K. Bestuzhev-Riumin, who was, in his day, a first-rate
professor. How the same material is presented today can
be seen by comparing any academic textbook of Russian

historg/, such as V.O. Kliuchevsky’s Course of Russian His-
tory.® The enrichment of this era by new and valuable
material cannot help but affect our understanding of Ivan
himself, his personal role and his personal capabilities.
There is no longer the slightest doubt that Ivan, who
received his education and developed his intellectual inter-
ests in the company of the Metropolitan Macarius,?® was
one of the best educated men of his age. Nor can there be
any doubt that the reforms of the 1550s were a complete

— iR
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...« The old notion that the last vea
,uthont:]ﬁ riod of despondent inertia and m?nﬁ{m
m’;:kded away, as 'there_ unfolded before historiang thsga?a;%&
ry aﬂr jvan pursuing his customary wide—ranging activifie-
U Finally, when the causes and course of the socia| cric
¢ led to the devastation of the center of the M“F-covit:m
rhﬂte py the 1580s were explained, Ivan Personally was clear
sta he charge that, hecat_xse :::f his alleged cowardice apa g
ed hlessness, he allowed his gifted enemy, Stefan Bath
wort him. It ha th isi ¥,

triumph over him. Ppens that the crisis developed
rapidly that Ivan was deprived of 511] the resources need-
3 to continue the struggle and that‘ In this instance Iyan
hardly could have exerted personal influence over the course
of events. _

In short, every success, however limited, in studying
this era has tended to enhance Ivan’s stature as a politician
and a ruler, while the question of his personal traits and
shortcomings ha§ grown less important for a general under-
standing of his times. Stud‘y of Ivan’s governmental activ-
ity presents the historian with a broad and complex picture
that has the same features for the beginning and the end
of Ivan’s reign. The men around Ivan changed and their
influence upon him may have changed, and Ivan himself
may have lived virtuously or viciously. Yet for all this the
characteristics of Muscovite policy during his reign remain-
ed constant. That policy was always broad in its dimen-

[vAN

Ivan’s |ife

1o

il

sions and was distinguished for its daring initiative, broad
conceptions and energetic implementation of planned meas-
ures. Clearly Ivan himself was responsible for these fea-
tures; they did not originate with Silvester, nor did they
pass away with Basmanov and Maliuta Skuratov.3®* And
Ivan was the same person during the second period of his
reforms, when the oprichnina destroyed the agrarian-class

Structure, as he had been during the earlier period, when

R i e
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face the task of striking an exact balance between the
pow 135 ' ihe subjective evaluations portrayed above.
extr present study will not presume to play the role of
., petween these various opinions of Ivan the Terrible.
piective s to present the “image” of Ivan that was form-
od in the quthor’s mind during his study of the most signifi-
qnt hislﬂl'i‘-‘ﬂl materlal of the period under discussion. In a
. pssay many things must be stated superficially or even
over in silence. But the author will be gratified if
E?s reader derives from _this work a firm appreciation of the
great moments of the ]u?e and work t:'nf Ivan the Terrible, as
well as of certain undeniable and verified features of his char-

acter and his mind. The author has no pretention of recrea-

ting a complete characterization of Ivan or a finished likeness
of the man, for he believes it quite impossible to do so.

»
CHAPTER 11

[VAN'S UPBRINGING

| THE GENERAL CONDITIONS OF THE ERA

Ivan chanced to have lived and worked during one of the
most important periods in the life of the Great Russian

people. Fate had set that people upon an undulating plain,

covered with forests and cut with rivers, uninhabited and

readily open to settlement. Settlers freely spread across
that plain, much as water spreads over a smooth surface.
The course of the colonization carried masses of people
from the west and the south to the north and the east,
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nage princes found that the; :

it s’gﬁig affairs depended upon ;i;:;gﬂmm and ad.
increase of “newr:gmers" into their lan dﬁwl POpulace,

g enriched these princes; but a decrease in‘;“me_nﬂd
ssened their political importance and F“}fltlun‘

The migration of population from the Kliazma R lean.”

he Upper Volga that occurred after Batu’s

yeakened Vladimir and Suzdal and strengthe

and Moscow. The increase in the population
on the plateau between the rivers Kostroma and Unzha
Jlowed the fifteenth-century princes of Galich to stand

against Moscow and to sustain a long and stubborn st

gle with Moscow for supremacy in eastern Great Russ:?

The dependence of princes upon the vagaries of the
colonizing movement began to weaken when the migra-
tion of people was temporarily brought to a halt at the
srontiers of the Pomorie and the Lower Reaches® The
natural obstacles of the wild and forested portages and
the resistance of the people of Novgorod barred them
from the north. War with the Cheremisy barred them
from the east. Arable land was largely settled during the
fifteenth century and farmers became more densely set-
fled in their peasant communities |volosti] than ever
before.

Thus the grand princes of Moscow gained a definite
opportunity to register their population and began to
bind it to one or another form of state obligation. The
second half of the fifteenth century and the first half
of the sixteenth are noteworthy for these efforts to im-
pose obligations upon the people. The princes of Mos-
cow, after they had taken under their sway all the lands
of the Lower Reaches and had overcome Novgorod the
Great, hastened to “define” their ownership of both areas.

Thousands of service landholders were installed on service

assacres®
ned Tver
of Galich,

|
|
[
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s umeit{icuvi}e sovereigns. These princes were in.
serve”” the | <trained in their right to dispose of their ap.
Creasagly L?*n trimonies,” and when rendering service be-
cp:;igﬁf;qui of the ordinary boyars. Like the boyars,
they also lost the right to leave the Muscovite service and

to exempt themselves from submission to Mgscuw. |
All of Muscovite life became organized in keeping
with the idea of “strengthening’ the state. In order to
serve this ideal some people were bound to state service,
which they rendered from their own land, while others
were bound to taxation, which was also wrung from
their lands. Some rendered state service from patrimo-
nies (hereditary lands) or from service tenure land (offi-
c:a{ a{lo'tments of land), while others had to pay taxes on
t;:‘*fr tilled fields of good, average or poor land,” or on
their residences in the “urban settlements” [posady] or
on their shops in the “market.”
s ni'::ﬂs tﬂ:e Terrible was born precisely at the time when
ate structure had triumphed, when the indepen-
disappeared, when Novgorod an
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ost the last trace of their peculiar political life,
' Grand Prince of Moscow had really become “the
when t7 e a1l the sovereigns of the entire Russian land,”
govere £ the entire populace of the unified country began
“bound” to the state. The suc-

and WheT  ige that it was

cessf) Jﬂs 2t that time the evil of the day, the immediate
lan'i tem that occupied every mind and agitated emotions
thought All who grasped the meaning of the pro-
and that Was unfolding debated its significance. Some
ol comed it; while others condemned it, lamenting the

jent liberties tha had vanished. _
an Those Who admired and esteemed the arising state

reated what we might call its jdealogy by designating the

Grand Prince of Moscow the highest political power. They

called him «the Tsar of Orthodoxy,” the successor to the
| monarchs of Byzantium, while Moscow they

umenica
o of Rome, the focus of the entire

named as the successor
Christian world. Writers who subscribed to this view-
point expressed sentiment that was very elated, porten-
tous and triumphant. In addressing the Grand Princes of
Moscow they did not shy away from lofty epithets and
excessive praise when painting in vivid hues the extraor-
dinary successes Moscow had realized in “gathering’’ the
Russian land and in struggling with foreign enemies.
From his very childhood Ivan must have heard and
absorbed these joyous hymns of national exultation.

They had been adopted by the ruling circle that sur-
had expanded them into an of-

rounded him and that
ficial theory of the power of Moscow and of the state

created by this power.
Much later Ivan came to know another prevalent

current of public thought, one that can be termed re-
actionary and oppositionary. There were some who

- AfmaLITy e-
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e for his fine appearance’ (as Karamzin put it).
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TIME
V
vasilievich, the Terrible, was born on

- n
Grand Pﬂﬂcfﬂﬂ- His father, Grand Prince Vasily Ivano-
the time. Because he

vich, W& idren from his first marriage with Solomonia
o ¢ of faithful Musco-

had ™ “"p o had, t scandal
Sse inated this marriage in November of 1525 and,
dal, on January 21, 1526 married an

vites

- ter scan

still gred ithuania who was of the family

sky princes. The uncle of this princess, Elena

the GIinSKY L, - ce Mikhail Lyovich Glinsky, who had
* had been educated in

vamong the Germans,
smm:;;lsl:ﬂms and had served the Duke of Saxony. His
ry in Lithu-

military exploits had brought him great glory
But after @ quarrel with the Grand Prince of Li-
where he was re-

ania. _

thuania, he made his way tO Moscow, :

ceived with great honor. He also brought his brother,
erous family to Moscow.

Vasily Lvovich, and Vasily’s num
But Prince Mikhail did not fare well in Moscow either.
He was arrested on suspicion of wishing to ‘““depart” from
Moscow in order 1O return to Lithuania. While he was im-
ed Princess Elena

prisoned, however, his niece, the orphan
Vasilievna, came of age and the Grand Prince chose her

as his wife. Elena had been brought to Moscow as an in-
fant twenty years before her marriage and had been rear

and educated according to Muscovite customs. But never
theless she had come from a foreign family with a cultural
tradition that was not Muscovite. Contemporaries used this
circumstance to explain the conduct of the Grand Prince
:’"hﬂ, contrary to acceptable Muscovite morals and in order
o please his young wife, “shaved his beard and began to
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been longing and that she would give birth to “a Tit e

broad intellect,”'4 that e cess Elena :
: ’ a quarter of a century before Ivan’ i i
birth a monk named Galaktion, from the F Coaly g
astery, had foretold that Grand Prj \Y “cxapotitov Mos il spoke
able to capture Kazan, but that hisnEE asily would be un- in general
grace” (and the name ,“hran" " SO, f;avured with the Kingd
mself read these and similar f’ightEned

\
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: official chronicle collections and from them
“tE]TilJLE" tempgr

jes 10 ¢ he was supposed to have a
redestined to become a

d that = d
jearm® tellect and was P
proad 11 n. But these Muscovite pro-

and 8 ror and statesma _
conque the complications and troubles in

ot foresee
tsc‘?;dzﬂs to spend his childhood and part of his

J"'-"“th' ¢ his father before he was four years old. Vas-
“sore’’ on his leg tormented

. died i ¢ suffering; @ :
ily months and caused general blood poisoning.
him fOf timent that the outcome would be fatal, Vas-
rm his council beforehand” and gave instruc-

he land should be organized and the state

rned after his death.” He was _especi_ally concerned -
i1l and spent much time discussing matters

yars. He seems to have decided to pass the |

to his little son, Ivan, and to form

a boyar council'® of trustwor-

s Vasily chose: the

usins once

to fo

princes Bel 0 Wi ' . CouSInS
removed), Prince Mikhail Lvovich Glinsky (his wife’s uncle),
the princes Shuisky and their kinsman, Prince Boris Ivano-
vich Gorbaty-Suzdalsky, Mikhail Semenovich Vorontsov,
this college of executors

Apart from

the Grand Prince entrusted to Prince Mikhail Glinsky, the

boyar Mikhail Yurievich Zakharin and his own attendant,

the state secretary '’ Shigona, protection of the Grand Prin-

cess Elena and guardianship over “how she was to manage
to treat her.” He

without him and how the boyars were
also spoke intimately with these people about his desires

in general “and gave them orders about everything, how
the kingdom was to be managed without him.”

~ The Grand Prince was especially worried and even
frightened by his brothers, the appanage princes Yury
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.-p, who might “seek the
* drei JvanoV? der Ivan. W

Ivanovich and }t]nt” s son and ml;;] s s fhen the
realm er}truste dnol onger con:n o W rom his
Grand trinee C'gd to convince - hat they had > Dbl
brothiess, 75 md remain true t0 W hat his so oo
that they shoul e Crosh that is, tha h n shoulq
and sworn U_P‘;I“O o realm, that JUSté‘;:S:n:il;f Prevajl i,
come sovert:gmat there shou be nf_li e, b among
the land an h they promlSEd Va_SI yd' q , 1S grave
them. Althﬂll:sr alleviated- Vasily di€ c}n December
doubts Wt s for his family and for the fate of the

4, 1533, anxiou
nce had hardly been buried

Indeed, the ©7<. t. The a
the overnmen ppanage
;,"’ hel t$uu;le;airaien;nuncedgand was arrested_by thegml_
J rmtfg a1S with the consent of the (:.;I'aﬂd Princess. TWO
:::gnthg jater the second appanage prince, Andrei, was ban.
ished to the town of Staritsa in his own appanage and a
«statement” Of his complete submission to the Muscovite
ent was extracted from him. Shortly thereafter
h the cooperation of her fa-

d Princess Elena, wit
[van Feodorovich Obolensky-Telepnev, freed
ointed guardianship and carried outa

She arrested her eminent uncle,
[van F. Belsky and Ivan

Grand Pri

governm
the Gran
vorite, Prince
herself from the app
coup in the government.

Mikhail Glinsky, as well as Princes
M. Vorotynsky. Another Belsky, named Semen, and Zakh-

arin’s kinsman, Ivan Liatsky, escaped the danger of falling

into disfavor by fleeing to Lithuania. During this upheaval

the Shuisky family was spared!® and remained in the gov

;;’I‘l’é‘e”g: but mUCf} power and rule was concentrated in the
§ﬂc:f: thf favorite, Telepnev, who acted in Elena’s namé

1534 untii “t ; 0; the Grand Princess lasted from the end of

in enticin the eginning of 1538. In 1537 she succeeded
g the appanage Prince Andrei to Moscow an

oot Y
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[NGING
uPBR
_ . chains, where he soon died, and also ar-
hirm i" € son, Vladimir, who were kept under

i nﬂl : his
prisonife and WS B the beginning of 1537. But
All thlsnths jater Elena herself passed away, on April

dl

g fow MOT i h

g few ng to a persistcnt rumor that made the
3 1538 Ahffir;:i:e gthe boyars had removed her with the
] S .H.t l "

pou :cOn.
of pois week

sed after her death when “on
help @ ° aly @ had pas
searce ¥ yar €0

uncil of Prince Vasily Shuisky and

ers Of mePri “e Ivan, and others who sympathized with
ite, Telepnev, was seized ‘“‘and was

them: od 10 3 chamber behind the palace, near the sta-
consign re he died of hunger and the weight of his chains.”
wh d Ivan Mikhailovich Shuis-

odorovich Belsky an
from prison. Thus with Telepnev’s fall

:;s r:instated about Grand Prince Ivan the sort of
that had been intended by the dying Vasily. Only
Lvovich Glinsky was not part of it; he had died
on September 15, 1536, about two years after

theré
regency
},ﬁklﬂil

o In e;raluating the system of government that function-

ed in Moscow during Ivan’s infancy and after the death of
pis mother, it must be remembered that power resided in
the hands of those families to whom it had been entrust-

ed by Grand Prince Vasily. All of them were intimate
with Vasily’s family and were either of his own family (the

Belsky) or of the clan of his wife (the Glinsky) or else were
most noble princes descended from the Rurikids who, hav-
ing won the sovereign’s confidence, inevitably achieved pre-
eminence in the duma and the administration (as was the
ase with the Shuisky family). Had these magnates of the
palace been able to agree among themselves, they could

have provided an ordinary regency—a dynastic council act-
ing in the interests of the monarch who was their ward.
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.ed the period of theijr

d n:allisb_d ; le
Hutbthc:jﬁ,r ql;anr;cécrdcz';s[ﬂnt discord, from which the
to become

fered alike. or.
i d his subjects suffere s oisces o e
ereign an dy the several pi i nNce
When we si‘._urj }rthiﬁ discord, we discover that y, .
we have conccrﬂl %05’3"3’ did not stem from pointg o
mity among ”;L;;fr and Glinsky families always appeareq ira-
ciple. The B:i-sti;rcs of the grand princes and court fayoy.
the role of r::,ldm complete solidarity with the head of the
ites who live .tions of the Shuisky family always P
“clan. Tht:{i;s and manifest neither a political Program,
wild and I,a:;i;iﬂg principle. All these clashes among the
nor a df;:;;erorf appear to have been the result of Persop.
bfgf?amﬂy animosity, not a struggle between partieg or
:rganized political factions. S—
One contemporary has independently discerned tp,
constant, self-seeking character of tl_l?se clashes between
the boyars: “There was much hostility among them

based on personal gain and family advancement; each

that

sought his own interests, anr_i r}ot t_hose of th'e sovereign
or the land.” These most distinguished and influential
dignitaries were patronized by friends and clients who,
using the success of their patrons, began to derive per-
sonal benefit and “personal gain™ from their advancement,
These clients were given positions of power, in which they
became “as ferocious as lions, while their slaves acted like
wild beasts when dealing with the common people.” Nei
ther political pretension nor social aspiration can at all ex-

plain the shameful, predatory conduct of these favorites

Who seized power over the country during the infancy of
the Grand Prince.

the death of his mot
of the boyars, the §

Ivan had to watch passively when six months after

huisky family imprisoned Ivan Belsky
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her and the restoration of the regency

that were
1542 his

ber of ag
sent to
shortly t
lowns,
the nigh
boyars,
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te secretary, Feodor Mishurin,

¢ to death the sta
and P 7004 not like it that he defended the cause of
hey " at the beginning of 1539, they

'.fﬂt L utfr.
Prince. 5
the F}ﬂﬂgrf soked the Metropolitan of Moscow, Daniel,
bly . monastery, ‘‘because he was of the

qnd fOF¢ od as Prince Ivan Belsky.” In his place the abbot
same qll‘ﬁnif)’ Monastery, Joasaph, was appointed Metro-

. oq But Joasaph proved to have a mind of his own
ﬂluﬂhﬂn t_h:- [1]'“!' was l‘lght. il‘l lhe summer Df |540 lﬂ'
cted UPO ‘s release. This act terminated the dic-
S f the Shuisky family; it was as though the pow-
been restored. The invasion of Mus-
the Tatars from Kazan during the

winter months at the end of 1540 and by Tatars from the

. 219 during the summer of 1541 extinguished the quar-

rels of the boyars and strained every nerve in the Musco-
fense of the state. But

: ment toward the de
vite & " the Shuisky family resumed

when this danger had passed
their old ways. Prince Jvan Vasilievich Shuisky spent the
entire second half of 1541 in Vladimir with his troops,
.o the Tatars from Kazan. But while there he also
a revolution, relying upon detachments of troops
that were devoted 10 him. During the night of January 3,
1542 his units burst into Moscow and committed a num-
ber of acts of violence. Prince Ivan Belsky was seized and
sent to prison in Beloozero, where he was put to death
shortly thereafter. Belsky’s friends were settled in various
towns. The Metropolitan Joasaph fled in terror during
the night to the chambers of the Grand Prince, but the
boyars, led by Shuisky, discovered him and, in the pres-
ence of the sovereign, subjected him to humiliating treat-
ment, dragged him away and exiled him to the Kirillov
Monastery. Archbishop Macarius of Novgorod was nomi-
nated and appointed Metropolitan in his place.
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The Shuisky family again t}-zﬁiﬁn‘gﬁﬁ?ﬂ;
Moscow. But the most dmmgmleft the scene, ap fap,
ily, Prince Ivan Vasilievich, no% he senior bin pal'\‘-"nu,_l,
worn out by illness. In his Stf'?i;nse'the Pl‘in?.::sfihe
Shui ily came into pro . n
an:l] '?]::nfﬂ?ﬁ,faﬁmich Shl.IlSl"l}" ant_i Prlrlt?]e Feodor Ivan
vich Skopin-Shuisky- Andrel S'hmsk}f,_ . e ifﬂndfathﬂ of
the future Muscovite Tsar, Vasily Shuisky, became SUprep,,

A year and 2 half later a decisive change occurpeq ;. ™

In
the course of the di

Ty

sturbances that beiet Russia. [n Sep.
isky family, in the presence of
e H:g rfilrel;ropyolitan- “while in counci wittlﬁhe
Grand Prince,” did violence to Feodor Semenovich vor,,
tsov. “because the Grand Prince favored ar.tfl cared for pip .
 He was almost killed and was spared only “‘on the say f
the Sovereign, for Ivan strem{t}usly interceded for him,
Nevertheless, Vorontsov and his son were exiled to Kos.
troma, against the will of the sovereign. Whllei: this was
happening, boyars insulted Metropolitan Macarius in the

sovereign and

court by ripping the robe he was wearing. family- Clo
The outrage perpetrated against Vorontsov exhausted yithout Offi

Ivan’s patience. Ivan was now thirteen years old. He de many acts ¢
tested the Shuisky family for their continuous offenses eterious inf
against him and resolved to seek revenge for their abuses, 1546 mark
probably surreptitiously instigated to do so by the boyars. tion has pr
Three or four months after the incident involving Voron- Was said of
tsov, on about January 1, 1544, Ivan suddenly “ordered ind robbe,
the kennel keepers to seize the leading member” of the them fropy
Shuisky family, Prince Andrei Mikhailovich Shuisky. “And wheri
Fhe k_ennel keepers seized and killed him as they were leat htdislﬂaﬁ
ing him to prison.”?% Those who could not believe that Mitted ex
the young sovereign was capable of such conduct said of g |
. Prince Andrei that “the kennel keepers killed him near the s of I
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ates on orders of the boyars, and he lay naked

K“"’iﬂi gates for two hours.”
near The death of Prince Andrei ended the hour of the
shuisky family. The Efﬁcigl Moscow chronicle says that,
having murdered this leading member,” the Grand Prince
exiled his prother, Prince Feodor Ivanovich Shuisky, and
other members of their ruling circle, “‘and from that time
the boyars began to fear and obey thev quereign." The
regency came to an end, fpr all tht_: principal members ap-
inted to it by_ Grafld Prince Vasily had now departed
this life. Mikhail Glfnsky was no longer living, nor were
[van Belsky and Vasily and Ivan Shuisky. Only second-
tive dignitaries remained, such as the princes

or inac
ry Feodorovich Belsky and Mikhail Yu. Zakharin.

d not master Ivan’s will.
pecially close to his uncles, Yury and

their mother (Ivan’s grandmother),
Princess Anna. The Grand Prince, who was still too im-
mature to govern, now conferred authority upon this
family. Cloaked by the young sovereign and seemingly
without official standing, the Glinsky family committed
many acts of savagery and violence and exerted very del-
eterious influences upon the sovereign. The years 1544-
1546 marked the hour of the Glinsky family, and the na-

tion has preserved unhappy memories of this period. It
was said of the Glinsky family that ““their slaves assaulted

and robbed ordinary taxpayers, and they did not restrain

them from doing so.”
When Ivan had matured and grown physically strong,

he displayed evil tendencies. He tortured animals, “com-
mitted excesses,” “‘gathered many young children about
himself” and went so far as to attempt to “kill and rob all

sorts of people, women as well as men, while impiously
galloping and running about everywhere.” His “pets” who

rate
Dmit
These di

Jvan was €s

Mikhail Glinsky, and




Tsar will

grace and e
ri

joint denuncia
ed to be false.
after the official
been destroy
Glinsky fami

the upper classes O
the lower classes.
in Moscow, mobs
sessions killed one

32_’/-
insk Y fan‘!ilY-_“Ut only fa;

1 }.r.
e and M7 Shey

inclination towa Ceate

nc ecuteé P‘*Gp] [va
ﬂg thc
0

tion of them

These Were th
guardianship
ed and the unofficial
ly had been established.

It is hardly surprising that the
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. 'ged him
pf‘ﬂ Taklﬂg advantage of his

. rDmptEdH him to dis.

mischi€ -Cuntempnrar‘ies tell us this
van was very quick to ey.

-

edl: i i .
entl for mSIgr!lﬁcant faults
h boyar circle they be.

mining s 2 : faction suffered a
¢ the Shuisky ' $ Much

o
dﬂppﬂﬂents' a
HI.L Sem enovich VOrontsov is a goog

seen how in 1543 the sovereigy
tsov, but the Shuisky fam-
¢ Prince Andrei Shuisky’s death, the
him close tO himself.” But in 1546
executed along with Prince Ivan
he Shuisky clan, because of a
both, a denunciation that prov-
e first steps taken by lvan
of the Shuisky family had
guardianship of the

bloodshed and robbery in
ccasioned mutiny and bloodshed among
In 1547, after a series of great fires
of people who had lost all their pos
of the Glinsky family, Prince Yury, then

came “in a rebellious mob to the Sovereign” at the village

fered 2 “leart

kople SO Ma
God had gra

famil ;
Witl:o{z’t h;f;;en,}"’aiplﬂaged and their slaves
er.” “And many unknown deti

I':I’L ﬁlﬂelronrnskoe and demanded that the sovereign’s grand-

handed ’ov:rn?{; Etiﬂd Ivan’s other uncle, Prince Mikhail, be
them, and th em. But the sovereign did not surrender
, ¢y were spared. The property of the Glinsky
“perished

poiarskie
—
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d come from Severia and were reckoned slaves of
family also perished.”?! Because of this mas-

re of the hated family, the hour of the Glinskys came
end, and with it ended the first period of Ivan’s
th. His life now entered upon a second stage.
you \’;’e have dwelt upon these disturbances among the
poyars in some detail, in order to demonstrate exactly
what Ivan witnessed during his childhood. Not an ideo-
great political clashes, but petty hos-

ical struggle, not great | :
L’f’ﬁg:y and spite, mean intrigues and acts of violence, pil-

e and caprice—all_this he had to observe and tolerate
day in and day out. 2 Against this background Ivan’s
tions were formed and his spirit developed.

rst percep ’ ;
e f a better nature that influenced him

And everything O ure |
was debased by the unhealthy instincts that had been

aroused by his surroundings.
Yet something of a better nature assuredly did af-

fect him. Better influences did enter the palace, for ex-
ample, in the person of Metropolitan Macarius. Macar-
jus came to Moscow from Novgorod with the halo of
literary fame. While archbishop of Novgorod he had

achieved extraordinary popularity and had been consi-
dered a “learned” and a “holy” man. He had *told the

people so many tales” with such clarity that all “felt that
God had granted him the wisdom to read Holy Scripture
and to interpret everything with simplicity.” When he ap-
peared in Novgorod “the people found great happiness not
only in Novgorod the Great but also in Pskov and every-
where. And grain was cheap, and the burden of taxation
upon monasteries lessened, and slaves had someone to in-
tercede for them, while orphans had someone to feed them.”
These virtues of the pastor were obvious to all, but
Macarius applied them to an undertaking difficult for the
crowd to understand. He resolved to gather into one

ho ha
:};B Glinsky
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pooks that could be foung i

n “all the re8 ol of Noveorod was mogt g,
the Russian lan S oy No.,rgomd was S C}lltureu
able for such wor ‘Macarius spent ten Yea]zs at this v,
city of all Rusﬂ;’ut himself many men jﬁl © collecteq |,
He assemhh?d]a >0 worked on his Edllg!‘li::lT s!taff. Amﬂng
erary material a secretaries such as D.G. Tolmachey, detj
them were smtcs U M. Tuchkov, and churchmen, sycy
boiarskie sucf‘l,-l']ieslﬂf- The result was that !}y 1541 the
the famous B was completed, a vast collection of mo,
Cheti Minei®” W “divine”” works: lives of ty,

ges of

than 13,500 :srgliﬂfks of the Old Testament and the |ik,,
saints, Sermons, © L 4 bout 1,300 lives of saints alone,

The cullectrhﬂﬂj:;‘:znsferred to the position of Metropoy;.
.wﬁchw Macarius relocated his fellow workers i
;jgsr?:)w and there continued his customary labors, am.
plifying and improving his material. This work went on
around the young sovereign, who was in direct contact
with the Metropolitan. The sovereign became conversant
with everything that was being read at the time, emulated
the literary interests of the Metropolitan, fell under his in-
fluence, studied under his direction and became accustom-
ed to appreciating and respecting his moral virtues. Because
he was little inclined to join political strife, avoided intrigue
and was peaceful and devoted to intellectual life, Macarius
remained uncorrupted by the clashes of the boyars and
their abuses. To the young sovereign Macarius seemed 2

man from another world.

The.gif ted and intelligent Ivan readily and easily imbib-
ed Macarius’ lofty outlook on life and assimilated, along
with literary knowledge, the nationalistic and political
}S:.allz -h*’ld by fhose who surrounded the Metropolitan.

X Si‘ng[ll'nagln.'atmy: Was especially fired by their theory qf
® ecumenical Orthodox state under an autocratic

34 Lk

collection “all the readin

— -

when they des
er brother, Yu
of 1546. The




V
o would be the 'Tsar of Dl:thodoxy." The
e w i s’ school suly:d Ivan’s taste, and read-
g0 of his favorite occupation. By the time that he

] . ! me umatuf“?'v" [van had become an educated,
L,;]:"‘Ehﬁ'h b ,-l:fﬁ ;Hs rson, ONe quite ad?anccd.hy the standards
it [ b men, o o v N 115

by L e of the 1 ® | reason and very loquacious, who was con-

5 pderfu wledge gained from lessons in books."

used the duality in Ivan’s na-

o 94| & f wor
live:f 'y fen‘ wit l;gjrr:t.:msl1""’-‘*“’5 o :
ang Of ot T y Macarius’ influence totally dominated Ivan, it
Saj "I”il; re. " ove recreated him. But Macarius’ influence had
S Ln{tsﬂ 3 would d with the atmosphere of the palace, which was
ety Ong 1o conte poisoned by arbitrariness, violence and deprav-
:orke:]{aﬁ ,:;;om'_nln3 ghuisk?’ and Glinsky families had sufficiently en-
. bon’ I ity- that Ivan would become acquainted with the nega-
k %mlm sured ts of life at that time. By committing acts of
Ct ﬂuntaoﬂ tive » and violence in his sight, they seduced him into
Cony,, 1 - gavagery.
Emui;:m" ﬂpn;i:"gf thcgghmnicle acmunt_s tha} deal with the
der h;ﬂ young Jvan are expressivg concerning his character. They
accugy In- speak of his viciousness, idle amusements and even plun-
. Om- dering. Local chronicles do not conceal their displeasure
ed B‘% when they describe the journey Ivan made with his young-
, irige er brother, Yury, t0 Novgorod and Pskov in the autumn
, Macwiy | of 1546. The men of Pskov complained that the Grand
heir district, had no concern for business
t is, galloped about on

Prince, while in t

but “raced about everywhere’” (tha

horseback) and “‘spent little time” in Pskov. Ivan’s broth-
“and did not manage

er also spent little time in the city,
hurried back to Mos-

ily imb

along his patrimony at all.” Both of them

litical cow, “after causing the Christians much destruction and

Jitan. loss of time.” The royal sojourn was regarded a disaster.

ory o Local chronicles report that during Ivan’s stay in Nov-
gorod, at the end of November, 1546, Ivan robbed the
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Cathedral of St. Sophia.
mysteriously Jearned
in the wall.” Return

the

Pskov felt that justice wa
they sent seventy messen

plain of their
plaintiffs foun

his
of t
the

wished to m

InJ

February occurred Ivan’s

about the chest.” B
learned nothing
the wall “on the sta
chambers” and foun
lion—*which he poure

Moscow.”

of

doorkeeper and

Once, during t

namestnik,

i \IELE

While visiting the Cathed, .
an ancient money chest ml':ill he

ing at
sexton, 1
ut “after

from them.
ircase that led up to the ecchsiasti %;,

B t tmasure!t-— .
d there "a grea silver
d out, loaded on carts ang Sentbtl:}-

he spring of ]_547, when the peop]
s not being rendered in thE?rf;j?;

4 Prince Turuntai-Pronsky
d the Grand Prince in the little village of
Ostrovka in Kolomenskoe, where he customarily wept “to
amuse himself in the coolness of the evening.” The SOV-
ereign was displeased that they had disturbed him anq
“singed the men of Pskov and disgraced them by poyr.
ing hot wine over them. He also scorched their beargs
and hair by burning them with candles and ordereqd them
to lie naked upon the ground.”
All this happened during the same months when
Ivan, under Macarius’ guidance, in solemn and touching
speeches addressed the Metropolitan and the boyars and
suught_ their advice concerning “the desire of the Great
Sovereign to marry and to seek the blessing to rule the
kingdom as Grfmd Prince.” In autumn of 1546 he made
frivolous trip to Novgorod and Pskov. In December
ge same year Ivan innounced to Macarius and to all
ovars, even those “who were in disfavor, that he
arry and to be crowned with a Tsar’s crown.”

ight, Ivan began tq “to Cealeq
n order to learn mmet}:}u“

torturing them greatly ng
Ivan nﬂveﬂhﬂ[eﬁs brﬂke’oh{"
Pe

ers to Ivan in Moscow o

mnly accepted the royal title. In

marriage to the daughter of the
e
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25 Roman Yurievich Zakharin 26 and the devout

n foot by the newlyweds to the Trinity-St. Ser-
And on about June 1 of that year the

pskov experienced the new Tsar’s mocking

I’n"chify
oko_ ssion ©
tery-
S Monas
gthintiffs fmm
P¥  and kindness. )
[t is clear that Ivan could easily accommodate lofty

rds and magnificent and solemn ceremonies to base
w0 s and licentiousness. His mind accept.ed noble thoughts
4 his aspirations were bold, but t}lese did not ennoble his
i him from moral ruin. They lay on the sur-

r preserve 1 !
?O:: Ekepa beautiful coating but failed to penetrate deeply
;1,;1 pecome part of the spiritual being of the depraved

youthq

CHAPTER III
THE FIRST PERIOD: REFORMS AND THE TATAR QUESTION

| THE YEAR 1547: FORMATION OF THE CHOSEN COUNCIL

A new period in Ivan’s life began with the magnificent
ceremonies of his coronation as Tsar and his marriage. The
festivities in the palace took place almost at the same time
as a series of great fires in Moscow, which were accompa-
nied by a popular mutiny and the massacre of the Glinsky
family. During Easter of 1547 the Kitai-gorod' burned; a
week later the quarters of the city that lay beyond the Yau-
za River burned down. In June occurred the great fire that
occasioned the massacre and achieved historical significance

P L
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. : an’s moral “‘regep..
C. its connection With ],Nr:: fire, as w Tatigp
'?‘l::ealt;nseti?cf ]léie‘r-'nlin was ii?-“[{;ir:sid_:} of Musﬂf\!:,a;r:h"'?st
By that the Cmi ‘lswell as all the vegeta le% and graqc b {tﬁ:ﬁ
den burned up, e It is estimated that 1,700 mey, dieg |
vegetable garde ns.Tmr departed for the vlllage of V"Tﬁbie:';
these fires. Th‘fwd e the Gity could Tevive
where he rt:m[i'liq .s that had burned masses of peopje sougy
In the place misfortunes that !’lﬂd befalle!] them e
scapegoats for the Glinsky family and their servit

p— ng the c B Ors,
i tm:in r‘:::;?}r;c of the Glinsky clan and went ¢, the
They murde

_ ing that he surrender o
Tsar at uor?rt{‘”g;fﬂﬁﬂgd;ﬁfm with executions, ;:gr:;:
IhCW~ T!:quj;:ﬁEd-ﬂrtCT claiming many victims.
mmc;::& Ehe half of 1547 was a time of_ intense eXperi.
ences for Ivan. It is hardly strange that his contemporarje
regarded this precise period as the beginning of an inpe,
change in the young Tsar. In his History of the Greg
Prince of Moscow, Prince A.M. Kurbsky very graphically
recounts that after the fire and mutiny God mimculously
“stretched out a helping hand and gave the Christian land
some respite.” At that time “there came” to the Tsar *,
certain man, a priest in calling, whose name was Silvester.
a newcomer from Novgorod the Great, who rebuked him

in God’s name through the Holy Scriptures and severely

admonished him in the awesome name of God and also told
him of miracles and apparitions seemingly sent by God .. ..
And it followed that he healed and cleansed his soul of its

leprous sores and set right his depraved mind.”

Still more graphically has Karamzin recounted Ivan’s
_Tegeneration.” Relying on Kurbsky’s account, Karamzin
Interprets the word “newcomer” used by Kurbsky in the
sense that Silvester burst suddenly upon the Tsar from

p—

irit and condu
Ecncluse of Kur
that of the off
the popular mu
ant change—n¢
Wite gmfgmmen
" After the
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her and had been unkno .
meﬁ'her;;;?;cmrding to Karamzin, “Tl?e t}?ﬂ::lm _I;Te-
ﬂausl}'-mbling at his palace at Vorobievo and the viﬁui;

rem that is, his wife) was praying, there appeared a
e individual in the robes of an ecclesiastic, whose
strik @ as Silvester and who had come from Novgoroa
pame roached Ivan with a pointing, menacing finger, 1ook-
ﬂe?ﬁi a prophet, and proclaimed to him in an earnest
Iﬂf;pe that God’s judgment will resound over the head of
f]f; Tsar who is frivollc::us and _given to evil passions . . _ .
:{aving shaken his spirit and his heart, he gained mastery
over the imagination and mind of the youth and worked
o miracle: Ivan was made a new man.” But in truth, there
no miracle, just as Silvester’s appearance was not sud-
den. This was merely what D.P. Golqkhvostov has called
“the vivid coloring” of an eloquent historian.
1t is well established that Silvester had been in Mos-
cow long before the events of 1547; he probably arrived
there in 1542 in the company of his patron, Metropolitan
Macarius. On the other hand, neither the chronicles nor
any other documents lead us to believe that there was a
drastic change in Ivan after the fire of 1547. Only Kurb-
sky (and only if he is to be understood in the sense that
Karamzin understood him) depicts a sudden change in the
spirit and conduct of the young Tsar. But it is precisely
because of Kurbsky, when we compare his account with
that of the official chronicle, that one can surmise that
the popular mutiny of 1547 really did occasion an impor-

tant change—not in the Tsar, however, but in the Musco-

vite government.
After the mutiny the influence of the Glinsky family

came to an end and their control of events terminated.

The mob killed Yury Glinsky, while his brother, Mikhail
Vasilievich Glinsky, who, in Kurbsky’s words, “‘was the
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' fled from Moscow ﬂlOng With «

. . 9 ? 3 Dth
instigator of all evil, 1l€ him.” Yet even when ¢ Oter
servile men who were With he did not feel safe. Witl;:sklf

hid in his villages at Rzhev,

isky ci : t
prominent supporter of the Shuisky circle, Prince e lhe

ted to flee to Lith vap,
: i_Pronsky, he attemp an,
%11:3 g:g?nntt?:eli)rﬂf)light as soon as the ground wag frozen:

tangled * Zn,
in November. 1547, but became entangled “in the y,
in A ,

_ ickets”” of the overgrown frq.:
close and lmpﬁ'.s;t:zttggkieve their objective, Seekj:;lgl
of Rzhev and di they themselves went to Moscow, Wheel-
ok pursuers& They attributed their actions ¢, fe "
they were arrested. | gt O lear,

. ‘“ ndertook this flight out of foolishne
saying that “‘they u d f Pri v Hiess,
overcome by terror at the murder of Frince Yury Glingky »

But there was no massacre for them to fear at tpj

time. Moscow had been calrn_ for a logg time now. Tpe
Tsar was celebrating the marriage Of_hls younger brother,
Yury, to the Princess Paletsky. During those very days of
November, 1547, the advance guard of the Muscovite troops
that had been assembled to conquer Kazan set out from
Moscow, and the Tsar himself decided to ride out to his
army. In short, life in Moscow was following its custom-
ary course. Yet the sovereign’s own uncle fled to Lithu-
ania, rather than make merry at the wedding of his young-
est nephew. With him fled an important boyar who be-
longed to the Shuisky faction, that is, to a circle of palace
nobility that was quite estranged from, and even hostile to,
the Glinsky family and that in no way had been a victim
of the popular massacre.

Clearly, it was not fear of rebelling mobs that drove
the funaways to Lithuania, but fear of the change in the
ruling circle in Moscow. Instead of the compromised andd'
beaten Glinsky family, other trusted persons now surrout
ed the Tsar. They were of such a disposition that M’mﬂ
Glinsky, the “instigator of all evil,” and Turuntai, the
S ——— 4____--_-/
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¢ pskov who had oppressed the people of that
‘"r] athe Glinsky family had been in power, could
o peresﬂ‘-‘—“ﬁ“"' They accordingly decided to save them-

: eserved punishment.
::” b ﬁlfglﬂﬁug;erﬂetoﬁc Kﬂrbskg explained to his read-
with or in which this new ruling group was formed
er the mann After telling us of how the “newcomer,” Sil-
about Ivan- to Ivan, he continues: ‘‘At that time a noble
rf:l:ln:d Aleksei Adashev became associated with him

yout the common good and prosperity. And at
{Sihrestﬂr) f?;ksei was very much favored by the Tsar and

m,;_timﬂ Amcnt with him.” Silvester and Adashev togeth-
was in :3 jed Ivan of the evil of “those former” rulers “who
dp:;r:en extremely vicious,” then had them dismissed or
E?-gstmiﬂﬂd them by the fear of the I_iving God.” To take
he place of these dismissed and'bamshed rulers, “those
above-mentioned vicious beasts,” Adashev and _Slhrester first
senlisted the assistance” of Metropolitan Macarius, who urg-
ed the Tsar to repentance and ‘inner renewal, and secondly
gathered about themselves advisers—*‘men of reason and
perfection, of venerable old age . . . and others, who, though
of middle age, were also excellent and brave, . . . and these
they drew close to him in harmony and friendship, so that
without their consent he resolved or planned nothing.”

The revolution that took place in the palace is evident.
The popular mutiny toppled the guardianship of the Glin-
sky family. Those who happened to become close to Ivan
and who had not been part of the nobility that had ruled
earlier took advantage of the spiritual weakness of the Tsar
“who was given to evil passions.” Through personal friend-
liness and moral force they established their influence over

the Tsar and separated from him all his former guardians
and advisers: his uncle, Glinsky, as well as those who sup-

ported the Glinsky family. Inspired with a desire for the
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common good, they took as their Obgfcgi.?fhthe Mora] i,
provement of Ivan and the beﬂﬂfifr'::d = wli Eovernme,,,
In Metropolitan Macarius they &2 © coulq help,

and often inspire them.
Thus for the first time a moral atmosphere develo

‘therto had seen only evil ang arbitra
:lzu;r:;::& ‘;?rss:f. The new atmosphere generateq aa;w
erful influence not only upon the course of governmy,, "W
affairs, but also upon the growth of Ivan’s persong) Ptityg,
for governing, with whi_ch he unquestionably hag been e,
dowed. Yet even now it was impossible to {_lestr.g}, the bag,
instincts and habits that had been ingrained in himy since
Chﬂd??id}eamﬁame to assume that the formation of the
new ruling circle about Ivan did not occur at once, byt
took place gradually. Adashev anq Silvester succeeded ip
outing the Glinsky family immediately and in consolidat.
ng their influence over the Tsar, who was accustomed tq
guardianship and collaboration in matters of government.
But time was required to gather “the men of reason ang
perfection™ and to organize them into a coordinated ang
orchestrated circle. On the basis of the chronicles and
registers of the years 1547-1549 it can be established that
by the autumn of 1547 the Glinsky regime had collapsed:
but indications of the new trend in government policies
are noticeable only at the beginning of 1549. The Tsar
spent all of 1548 in his customary routine: a winter cam-
paign against Kazan without any special result, devout
pmce§§mns“_ t0 monasteries during the summer, “riding
around™ hunting during the autumn “for his royal amuse-
ment, and trips to distant “holy places” in the Zamosko-
Iwe. Matters of government do not seem to have occupied
i:fh:z};hmm than they had previously. It seems that this
°f¢ gradually came into being behind Ivan’s back
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ﬁﬂ’.’/
il of those who were enlisted as favorites

" wchosen co Adashev. A program of action was imple-

the ter and : . -

by es | relations were established that little by little
ed AN complete dependence upon the “‘council of

pimself was later to call the *““chosen coun-

ouncil, unfortunately, is not

al”™) mposition of this ¢
The ¢0 P But it is clear that it did not coincide in
the boyars,” the tradi-

3':“Y‘ ik
known ﬁ;nei with the duma of all th
gn, nor with the intimate duma,

its pé 1 of the soverel
. ouncil 0 : . :
imﬂf‘;;maw dynastic council? It was rather a private cir-

: favorites for their own purposes, which

the
mﬂngﬂ around the Tsar not in the form of an insti-
ing of friends ““who wished him well.”
le stood the priest, Silvester, con-
om testimonials from all quarters agree that he
was the all-powerful favorite. The official chronicle says:
“This churchmar, Sjlvester, was held in great favor by the
Sovereign, who took his advice on spiritual and secular
matters. He was, as it were, omnipotent, because all heed-
ed him and no one mocked him or opposed him in any
way . ... And he wielded great power over all matters,
hough he were both

things holy and secular alike, as t
Tsar and saint in name and appearance, although he held

the position not of saint or Tsar, but of a priest. Yet

he did all things only for the best and with his advisers

had control of all things.” The Tsar himself confessed

that, as a child, he had been subject to Silvester’s will and
wishes, to whom he ‘‘submitted without argument.”

In Ivan’s words, Silvester and Adashev deprived him

of all power and so oppressed and persecuted him that

it would have been better to be a slave than to have such
E;I:er as was mine.” The initiative in all this Ivan attribut-

o Silvester, for it was Silvester who had selected for

tion A
Wi head of this circ
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hers “who p]

o - » Adashev and ot : 3 P Case

;l;e ‘:CGUI'ICI] _o[ dt:thK :: bsky also considered Sll\'ester i‘la
m." For his part, » who first planned to reedy

a true flatterer, ianshi
E;???gen'?;} then submit him b e o Advis.

¢ ection.
ers %t(; ;i??gaggvg:gf‘ of course, was ﬂfl’e young Aleyg,.
Adashev, who was the same 25° ?15 I;E (hﬁrﬂfam bec?use
his duties brought him close to :lﬁi ol has.ha“ R
= hamberlain" and aide [-Ffﬂapf ij, g s 11e h\red wi
ﬂfﬂ Tsar), it was Adashev who fonvey o l'-:a{:, the infy,.
ences that emanated from the chosen council. During
the years 1547-1548 Adashev was not adHIEmber of the
boyar class, nor of the advisory group [ umnye chiny).
He came from the upper strata of the provmma:[ middle
service class (from Kostroma) and entered, ’lvan $ court by
accident, probably among the "Pl{’}'mates whp were
brought into the palace to play with Grand Prince Ivap
when he was small. This circumstance later allowed Iyap
to say that he did know how “the dog Aleksei” found
himself in Ivan’s company during the days of his child-
hood: *“It was not our custom to settle batozhniki’ in
our royal palace during our youth.” According to Ivan’s
account, he later favored Adashev—“plucked him from the
manure”—because he expected of him “‘sincere service” and
thought that he could replace the ““magnates” who were
traitorous to the Tsar.

It seems that Adashev’s personal traits affected his

44

sationing the chi
d. First of all, in
i neans “pringes’

subsequent career at court. Kurbsky speaks of him with of ¢

lavish praise, saying that he was “in some ways and in N he pnj
some of his characteristics like the angels” and was so per- I Q,fthat s, |
fect that “coarse and mundane men would find it diffi- N ;ﬂf the .
cult to believe.” When Adashev was with the army in 5y th M yoy
Livonia, Kurbsky claims that not a few Livonian towns Vhd% hoge
were ready to surrender to him “because of his gOOdﬂess'” Yy hnhnd!eq

Iy
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TH

dashev’s death, at the beginni .
Long 3% AGLC polish archbishop of Gricome, & ol
noV :,rhilﬂ in 1585 questioning the Muscovite ajm'c.»assal;]ﬂkow.
skliu,aﬂ Novosiltsov, about Godupoy, compared Gﬂdun::’m
gashev. He spoke of Adashev in very flattering terms say-
g that ho WS R 'who was wise, gracious and efﬁc’ien‘?
d w«ruled the {b:luscmrlte state In @ manner that Godunoy
should emulate.”” Thus Adashev’s personal qualities won
pim broad popularity even beyond the borders of his home-
lamj-(}f the other members of the “‘chosen council” we
know by name (from Ivan’s own statements) only Prince
pmitry Kurliatev, an old servitor of Grand Prince Vasily
who was granted the title of boyar in 1548 or

[vanovich, .
st certainly the name of Prince Andrei Mikhail-

1549. Almo
ovich Kurbsky can be added to the council. About others

we can only guess. But is can be affirmed that, judging
from the general tendencies of the council, the princely
element prevailed in its membership and that princes from
various appanage lineages probably formed a majority.

[van himself refers to this in his letters to Kurbsky when
mentioning the chief desires of the members of the coun-

cil. First of all, in one passage from his letters® Ivan sure-

ly means “princes” when he uses the term “traitors” in
saying that traitors intended to pass the throne not to his
son, but to the appanage prince, Vladimir Andreevich. Ivan
felt that Kurbsky was “born of a snake-like fiend,” that is,
he was of the princely line, and therefore “breathes forth
venom,” that is, betrays the Tsar. “‘You are evil,” the

Tsar says of the appanage princes, “‘and have inherited your
treason from your ancestors.” It is well known that in
1553 the “chosen council” did abandon Ivan, supported

}’ladimir Andreevich and did not wish to crown Ivan’s
infant son.
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Secundly‘ HCCD]’diﬂg to Ivan, as Eﬂﬁn 33{:11%;\'&31&1‘13 in..
fluence had become Consolidated and t eth . en Coungjp»
Was formed, Silvester “pegan” to IESLOI: enere::e'dom 3
“landowning by the princes” that had be Ticted by
2 fvan 1II. These had def'ﬂ?ed

t Prince : . »
he decrees of Grand f your patrimonies,” Ivan wro

you (that is, the princes) © ,
“ i1 d you the estates you demang
Sl e (O mey e grantehe:e estates like the wind.”» ed

and unfairly distributed the .
lated into gur language, this passage meant that the cho.

sen council” was quick to return to thE_desc}:andams of the
appanage princes the ancestral patrimonies that had beep
confiscated from them. The council also restored to the,
the freedom to transfer and bequeath these lgnds, a free.
dom that had been destroyed by the l‘_viusc:owte SOVereigng
This act, of course, seemed to be motivated by class inte,.

ests and revealed the tendency of the council to represent
the private interests of the princes. In addition to these
definite allusions made by Ivan himself we must consider
the general impression conveyed by Ivan in his letters that
it was precisely the princes who were the major enemies
of the Tsar and hindered his personal freedom and his will
The priest Silvester and Aleksei Adashev were the first non
princes who, together with the princes, attempted to con-
tinue the guardianship over Ivan.

In all probability the nature of the relations that
sprang up about Ivan can thus be explained. The young
sovereign fell under the personal influence of “‘the priest”
and Adashev, who was close to Ivan in age. The two were
filled with the desire to improve the government and to s
lect fit people to work in it. They considered the descend:
ants of the appanage princes most suitable for governing
the state, for they preserved habits of government and me™
ories of dynastic rule. It was precisely among these peopk

that Silvester and Adashev sought their advisers (appﬁf*’“ﬂf
pm—
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Peasantry should petition the Tsal:' .abﬂlut an?thm. : -
€I on the part of the boyars or t _Flrds ?vfs{hENG if the SQD\
°Teign thinks their complaint justi 'E] i E.S‘Dvergign f"-
VOT them and grant them ar}:d their slaves a trial With o a
deti boiarskie and peasants. The Tsar granteq the, thFh
Condition and concluded the discussion With the Wor 1r‘rls
“Henceforth I shall not set my heart againt YOU begy
Of these things. But in the futﬁure yOou must gc¢ diffgr:e
On the same day Ivan delivered the same Speech tnuy'h
the “‘generals, princes, deti bOIarSF_ae and the higher l‘an?;'
courtiers,” that is, to the upper circles of the Muscﬂ?ite ing
court and administration.’ On the next day, February %
the Tsar and the Metropolitan were present whep the by,
duma passed a resolution closely connected with the Sai:af
speeches of the previous day. The Tsar ang boyars “doce
that in all the cities of the Muscovite land the nameswk?ed
were no longer to try the deti boiarskie in any instﬂl‘ll:g "
cept for murder, theft or if they were caught at bﬁgaﬂéage-
The Tsar also sent his charters! to the deti boiarskie i, all
towns.”

Ivan spoke of these VEry same matters tq the higher
clergy at the Council of the Church, known as the Stoglgy 1
at the beginning of 1551 “Last year | humbly asked you
forgiveness of my sins, as did my boyars, and you blessed
us and forgave us our transgressions. And with your bless-
ing I have also forgiven my boyars all their previous faults
and have asked them to be reconciled with all the Christians

[Sudebnik]'? a5 of 014, 56 that justice might be rendered
fairly .. .. In accordance with your wish the Code of Law
has been corrected . . . anq throughout the lands of my

i




i gration- ol Read them and judge them."”

0 b?i;’;“};m'm all these govemmeptal meas-
mor? wWhen the Tsar jaunched his reform of
n his work of renova-

ke humbly of his sins”
pented before them

nci - -
i reform and sought their _fﬂrgl#enes&,
d reconciliation of the

mise to .
o for the reformation an _ ; :
ers. He repeated this penitential con-

lav Council 1n 1551 with a very
speech, which he did not spare himself and

revealed his own VICES, then again summoned
He set the common

1 revival.
f his administrative innovations
ing repentance and

but by practical measures as well. He re-
estniki, allowed local citi-

:<diction of nam
s, conferred self-government

h"mm}' asky] zens to partu;npate in their court
, and youby§  upon jocal communities, revised the Code of Law and aug-
ries of resolutions that aimed at allow-

mented it with a €
ing justice and fairness to prevail. For the first time the

people recognized in their authorities clearly pmnuunced
for the general pros-

features of hum
perity.
These were Ivan’s first steps
were the glory of his youth. Wit
moral an.d practical matters the gover
E:angﬁ in local administration and repo

urch Council in 1551, asking its approva

aneness and concern

toward the reforms that
h unusual enthusiasm for
nment carried out
rted them to the
|. These initial
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thers, which once agajy,

: d by © i
were then t_ﬂ!lﬂwe- and granted local adminjs
measures d inistratiOf = .iia] reorganization
dealt with local 3 “.lﬁon to ther mlFf thermore, a » the
trative units, 10 @ ,]u'-go‘-’f nment. urnization E;I'ld S;."es
right of complete 5 £ ced i the orga G
of changes Were ! < of the state The conditions of

ilitary f :Se of the service class were altereq,

tion of the MU= ¢ 1o |
service and the W0 ::1 the realm of finance and taxation.
Changes Wer® ey ssible to determine the E?{tent to
mi?] initiative affected all this or how

f the “‘chosen council” upon him.
that this strenuous and system.
ent was brought to fruition by
rtured by his abilities. From an
and undisciplined youth Ivan gradually grew
politician, having passed through a prac-
tical school under the leadcrsh'ip of the “‘chosen council.”
But when Ivan matured and his character _f'i_ll:in.ll},r formed,
he not only grasped and mastered the political arts of his
instructors but discovered their class interests. Then the
“chosen council” became, in his eves, a “‘council of dogs,”
and he rid himself of its influence and divested himself

of the enthusiasm for morality, which it had communicat-

ed to him.

inexperienced
to becﬂme an 3b]f.'

3 REFORMS IN LOCAL ADMINISTRATION

gaieegrladu]al successes realized by our historical research
e sﬂ‘:]“" y rezealedv the entire content and course of the
during thge wgﬁ?me‘j out by the Muscovite government
onide.s bb'. - 549—1556.. Hence, it is now possible 0
rief, general outline of the internal consistency

of this activi
this activity. As we have shown, this work began with
__-l-l-"'-—-
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ocal administration. The govern-

” dﬁ]]ing ';.':dicatﬁ the violence, pillage and dissen-
sudesi ced w-e'strﬂ tive k carried on by namestniki
et pe 8 m""se .ame 10 rely upon the customary
it o pu:;r"-’m'ls activity that had existed in Great

]'B (into which
made up of es-
small service ten-
trimonies” [vot-
munes of the
wned by the clergy,

5.

wdistrict” (uezd
time) were
andholders,
e “little pa

ers, and agen
«did they enter them

oth J it
b » But an the other lands the primitive
19 was in effect. The SOVEr

rural chief [:-f.cha'i::asna'J'']1

a namestnik Or

i int

eﬁnr falfeﬁ Jocal districts to manage the judiciary and the

administmtinn. This official was accompanied 10 the

jace of his appointment by his menials and ruled with

the help of slaves; who received their compensation from
and ‘‘customs dutiﬁ:s.”II This sort of administra-

tion brought with it the right 10 collect income for the

use of the centrally appointed governor, and because of

this arbitrariness, illegal extortion and violence flourished.
_ As long a the appointed governor remained in pow-
er, it was impossible 10 contend with him. But when he

L;depﬂned from his kormlenie,” he could be followed to
Thﬂ;ww by plaintiffs who sued him for injuries and losses.
ig agT,fmTEm began to take action in 1549 by demand-
e usf eral settlement of all such suits (it decreed a pe-
reconciliation in all cases’’) and resolved to institute
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hat would make it impossible fGF

e. The government excludeq th:uits to
; | jurisdiction o‘f aPPointeq eti
the towns of the Muscovite Jang the ﬁgoy.

to pass judgment on the dey; boi Uneg,.

a system t
arise in the futur -
boiarskie from the gener
ernors (“in all
niki are no longer ' i
in any instance, except for murder, theft or if they aj:e
at brigandage”)-
«:.aaughltn the peasant communes the government o, .
vantage of the ancient forms by which tax‘Paying it

of | ized. The ap i
mic life had been organized. Portionme
ggglnlzvy of taxes and other obligations that were im;;s_

e peasant communes according to 3 ¢
:(s:lsetgrﬁ;r wgre left to the taxpayers themselves, n}nmf[g
dition. the tax-paying community, which was bound t,,.
gether by mutual guarantees, selected a full stafy of com.
munal representatives who managed all matters dealing
with the taxes paid and services rendered the government
In order to regulate appointed governors, the gO\'Emment.
commanded these communes to select “court people”
[sudnye muzhi] to participate in the judicial process. The
government further enacted a general law (as part of the
Code of Law of 1550) that appointed governors were not
to administer justice without the participation of “court
people” and “local clerks™ [zemskie d’iachki] (“and
namestniki and appointed governors and their agents
were not to pass judgment without the elders and the
sworn men.”).
But the authorities did not stop at this. They quick-

ly reached the conclusion that it was necessary to replace

in general the archaic system of kormienie with other forms

of local administration that were more in keeping “’ith,tm
demands of the times. Apparently it was from the various
forms of local self-government that had developed mmf:

way of life in the northern half of the state, and had worke
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d mnto?

P
g l:llisf
" the Muscovite reformers derived the idea
that = i ration exclusively upon the principle
]a

a
i :ﬂ:}; dg;l_u And so in the autumn of 1552, after
s hif_gmrer"m Ninst Kazan and while the Tsar was cele-
afﬁgtm ign aﬂry over the Tatars, Ivan poured out favors
e o Bis ,“L:Ecr ) the govereign granted kormlenie to all
1ing an he Tsar announced his deci-

pré oo t that t
jﬂdl;-j:;-" Tt;lskﬂ.e’:?f"je and to undertake a new system
g:n o “T,:isnisf ration that was more beneficial and agree-
3 ce-
:’;,,, 2 thf’uspfggi,asidﬂr this new system. When, at the end
' man was leaving to baptize his newly born son,
of 1552 the Trinity Monastery as was customary, he or-
pmit: % vars “t0 have sessions concerning kormlenie”
from the duma. That is, they were to

gered (a7 psence

during h::‘:conmuences of its abolition and the means of
scusS ta e ministrative system throughout the dis-
cred n% he country. But this did not happen at once. The
tricts aund that the boyars began this work by favoring their
n self-interest and “sought to gain enrichment™; most of
ov ct advantage for themselves and for

ll, th desired to extra
iheir own class of appointed governors from the abolition of
To understand this circumstance, one must re-

kormlenie.
member that the destruction of the old system raised two
plems: First, who was to replace the appointed governors
at the district level and to whom would their duties be rel-
how would those who had had the right

egated. Secondly,
of kormlenie be compensated for the income that would

be lost to them after they lost this right. Ivan was of the
opinion that the boyars were especially concerned with the
second question. Perhaps one must look here for the rea-
son why resolution of this matter was delayed.
Aj:uﬂrding to the chronicle, this matter was not resolv-
ed until 1556. Then appeared “the royal decision concerning
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. was to be preserved ng
kormlenie”—that the ;};Stg‘:nmm!es and districts Wouldngrr
and that in its stead t e local populace. |p a i

g M th a3
their authorities from amON%. Tt owns and distri -

. jained that in Cls ¢
ngn!tnzle Eiﬁra;cil;nment. over and above the custom, hat
adopted sell-

o blished a Laxb on tllileil‘ busin
taxes, “‘there W - would be collec

and on their lands, ‘?nqt;?:s:i:etary." Thereaftz-d i;ﬂ;t the
Tsar’s treasury by his Bd by the populace for the ;n'atinﬂalel
of the expenses mwﬁiernors, there was instituted a tte-
nance of ap?omfjjmg;ion“) for the state treasury, F::m
(“a ;_-urmfwu:c ;Lof revenue the Tsar acquired the TeSOUreg
this new sou the local officials who had lost their korm

to CO"‘P"?LS?IEmms duties.” Concerning this the chmniciy
and Ithsm:il ) Itl:;c sovereign ‘‘regulated ’fhe kormlenie of th:
‘;Pc:ﬁ and the magnates and all warriors with just pay.

' 1e}r’trs‘," that is, an annual salary in money for some, ang
for others “a salary in money €very four years, and every
‘three years for still others.” _Thus the law resolved the
problem of local administration.

In practice this resolution was m_'nplemented as follows,
The populace of one or another locality was allowed to pe-
tition the Tsar to recall the namestnik or rural chief [volo-
stel’] who had been supported by kormlenie and to allow
the transition to one or another form of self-government.
A petition of this sort was followed by a decree from the
sovereign addressed to the elected elder who had formerly
been attached to the appointed governor: “When this char
ter of ours reaches you, then you should order namesrm:k
(so-and-so) to leave our service (in such-and-such a locality)
and should no longer support him as namestnik witl} any
salary (from such-and-such a date) or give such salaries 10
him or to his slaves; rather you yourself shall manage

the monies and other dues which were formerly paid to ¢
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THE fik And you are to pass judgment on
yernor - d ou (the elder) are to collect revz-z
,ﬂred ﬂﬂmge . An Y};“ are also to select sworn men
’Fpow in sllﬂuft cases: hich formerly went to the appoint-
fro ce income W hen you have collected the receipts

o s N To send the money to us in Mnscow.
. ost simple when it was applied to

. mas universal and where the popula-
?: class structure. Here the Musco-
3 P’a':g whomﬂsﬂn. u;;on ready-made and ancient forms
ion ""“‘:;g;ities I‘ei“;g taxation. If the tax-paying commune

n

te 3% ernm nancial control as of old, but

. dlf? b n;; ?]?;nglice, which the gppointed gov-

Wi - diciary aed then it inherited, pract_lcall_y speaking,

of all aspects ?f pruvti_nmli}l life. 'Ll‘rl:m
admir omplete form ol seli-govern >

;:::IIH of ! 5!_22‘:;3::;’;% fa\?orite heads,? judgze_? of the

qere the favori <worn men, elders of the court,”’ the good

gl 1 ians of law and order.

uard
on2® and other 8 ed forms of local self-government were

mplicat of It :
behll’z:::tgﬂwhire the same district [guba ]19 contained
0

both @ tax-paying populace and servit:§ people, the d:eri

poiarskie. In these places the tax-paying cCOmmunes in

ihe district retained their former features and puntrolled,

rough their own provincial elders,3? economic matters

and matters of taxation, while the judicial process and the

police, which had been in the hands of the appointed gov-

emor, were transferred to a special district elder 3! who

was selected from among the deti boiarskie. Then sworn

men and a state secretary were chosen to assist him, and

::Eﬁimmpﬁsed a special office, the district office.3? De-
ping from old roots in the land, all these types of self-

s0verning communes preserved local features and at times

“me very complex in nature.
——
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In esse ed from among the populace anr:n

caused to be remov o : _ b
o it—the outside a e
ment that was foreign PPointeq Eoy.

rs and their self-seeking and coarse meniajs
erno ve new impetus to the independen; ,, ™

» reform g3 : . o b
the he populace had carried on from the time of ork r;! e Thle 8
thatdt t:;l; Eanagﬂﬁ and their weak princely coyrgs inde. 07, o is“gtl pitﬁl'
P vemment's interest in the Provinces was maintgjpeq H e Cna
after the abolition of kormlenie by special agents of th jt\e it ;e 187 o :
central authorities—the (WS mm::?mm“ers* ? the cen , ir.t D’T: stﬁff.“ the

ers-¥ and the census reviewers. All prevaili : ¥ ];yui d in
takers | Ng admjy,. e P g he &
istrative functions were thl_ls assumed by local Organizay; 5 g rt of ! 1
which achieved state-wide importance because of this 1 f,:,:ed & pasts in tl"l‘e
. : jﬂ,ﬂqﬂ p{;musaﬂd ’
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4 THE REFORM IN MILITARY SERVICE AND FINANCE i vice ass fOF the

a’eiﬂfﬁcec e C

sower Of the € e
The reform of local administration was closely connecteq ;ﬁa;ﬂtf:d-

with a reorganization of military service. As soon as the
government developed the notion of limiting the authority
F}f appointed governors and abolishing kormlenie, another
idea necessarily grew in its mind. This was the betterment
of the or_ganization and maintenance of the service class,
from which the appointed governors had been drawn. From
1550 to 1556 one measure followed another toward the
goal of improving the internal organization of the military

tion of the system of
mental service., In the
ry operations agains
@zation in the regj

service cl £ ¥ dvided intg hun
i ass and the service it rendered, regulating the holé unireds were 5
g of land and improving military technology. Unfortunt o te hil TI;PGII
1[01” 08 ||

:r{é '],td;{mpo hls.sible to reconstruct the course of the reform

measmeslg t ks area of governmental activity. Only mnlatff

o Ufficja;ef nown, and these not always in their c'omple:r

icle a orm. Some of them survive today only I chro
ccounts that are not always intelligible.




- easure dealing with the service cl
Th*‘{ii?w?'lgf October 3, 1550 concerning mf?m-
e ecial detachment of “‘the better landholding
among the defi boiarskie,” one thousand in
o settle on lands around Moscow.
n,”" who were recorded in a special
Thes€ f the Thousand,”” were to be “ready for missions”
nd diplomatic nature and had to rend-
0T he capital, where they comprised “the regi-
e ' of the Tsar and the Grand Prince’ (that is, his guard).
e Jace staff was recruited from among this “special
The palace and in the general course of business they were

;hausiln;is- part of the government, supplying personnel for

tmt:m nd posts in the civil and military administration. All
f;’l’: this “thousand”” was made up of some 1,078 men who
hem’m—gice tenure land and patrimonies and formed a mid-
dile service class for the capital. They were the apex and

flower of the service class. This was the first measure

adopted. _ _ .
same time and immediately thereafter measures

t the

mnc;ning the military system were enacted. The year
1550 also saw the “‘the Sovereign’s decree’’ on the restric-
tion of the system of places [mesrnichesrvo]?’ﬁ during regi-
mental service. In the years that followed, during the mili-
tary operations against Kazan, a series of measures ““on or-
ganization in the regiments” was undertaken. The army
was divided into hundreds. The ‘“heads” in charge of these
hundreds were appointed from among the better warriors,
“from the children of great fathers, from fine lads and
from those skilled in military matters.” The objective of
all this was the improvement of discipline, and it seems
that this goal was reached. During the campaign against
Kazan in 1552 Ivan observed more than once that the dis-

cipline and military spirit of his troops reached a high level.

o o :
Mo inistrative a
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; ividing the g
, model 197 o o ATY intg
that the T ed “‘chosen streltsy™37T .
We can 33‘“‘;T{th'-‘ nuv.'l\,- for . In 1550 the Sfreffsy e
dreds W .con INIARET ¥ ;
t.l‘;::;s.:nw ~the Sﬂmbﬂizﬂi . siX rLgllT:lemS, E;Ch CONtajp,
Moscow Were oS regiment had a Lﬂnlrnan er drawp
g 500 men. A ie. These regiments were also djy;q
I—r{;)ﬂ“l the deti hoiar’s 'hcadg," “with one of the deyi bofﬂrskie

dred ﬂ;glr;;:.wfi simultaneously with the abol;.

a general decree “to all the people cop,
how they are to render service ip the
ed from “the survey of seryic
i’ 25 made everywhere, in order to reg,.
Fat; ii:ﬁ_m., (mershchiki] had properly allotted the
fannd o the service landholders, taking away excess land
from some and bringing others up to the norm, the Tsar
then decreed a general rate of service for all: “For every
135 acres of good, arable land (that is, for 400 acres total
in a three-field agricultural system)?‘g one man on horse-
back, in full armor, must be provided, with a second horse
for long campaigns.” Anyone entitled to hold an estate of
more than 400 acres had to provide additional soldiers from
among his own peasantry according to the same calculation:

for every huncr®
In 1556 there

tion of kurmhwff.d
ervice, an

cerning servic e

future.” This decree result
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s that belong to |
o s those that bel
g of the Church, |
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TH
,/’—'_
he authorities also edited an official “*Service
gentry: lmz,-fadndﬁz kniga], which recorded official
chﬁrtcrm ents to the most important posts made since
apPﬂm All told, these measures led to the regulation of
]'*7_5* and the equalization of service obligations and
meeraﬂo“ for service. Thus they encompassed all
rc:mmt"s of the military organization of the state.
l‘SPW:[;',jmctl:.f connected with these military and admin-
. ianovations were the measures adopted in the
m of finance. We haw-':- alr_e:ady observed the resolve
ualize the service obligations of the deti boiarskie
to eggulatiﬂg their holding of land. Ivan himself was
by rt!}’ concerned with the idea that it was mandatory
;::chieve equality and order in this sphere. Still ex-
ant is his memorandum to the Stoglay Council, in which
he writes: 2 | have_resolved to send my census takers
throughout the entire land to record and register the
jands that belong to me as Tsar and Gran;l Prince, as
well as those that belong to the Metropolitan, the pre-
ates of the Church, the monasteries and the Church,
the princes, the boyars, the owners of patrimonial es-
ates and holders of service tenure estates and the lands
that belong to independent peasant communes and all
others, regardless of their owner . . . to determine whose
they are, and to measure land that is arable and not ara-
ble, and to measure and record all meadows, forests, all
other resources, so that henceforth there will be no suits
over possession of water and land. Whatever a man has
been given, that he will possess hereafter.... Andl
shall know who has been granted what, who needs what,
and who renders service on the basis of what resources.
I shall know what is inhabited and what is uninhabited.”
The Tsar’s decision to “‘survey the land” was imple-

mented then and there, in the 1550s. A general inventory
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of lands (called a “cen bt
measures were executed on the basis of that g,

the status of service Iﬂ"‘.dhmding by the service peg
examined and patrimonial (hereditary) lands y
Secondly, important changes Were l'l:tmduceﬂ-m the
of assessing taxation, and a new uni of ;g““ﬂl‘l W
; 1,067 acres.”? B
tuted: the sokha of qu t? : Oth Meag,,
aimed at the just equalization gf SEIVICes, paymenys an({ﬁs
obligations of landholders. It is vnnecessary to dwey) ,,
' the technical details of this matter. ‘Buffice it tg gy, 0
. that in the realm of agriculture and finance, as iy Other
: realms. the activity of the government was dimﬂguished
! by its broad scope and was motivated by a desire fo, the
: common good and for justice.
| These activities led to changes not only in the pro-
{ vinces, where the methods of taxation and assessing the
burden of taxation were altered, but also at the cepger
of the state, in organs of fiscal administration. Here, par-
llel with the central fiscal institution of the “Grang Palace"
[bol’shoi dvorets], which had existed since olden times,
other institutions arose, such as the ““Great Parish” [bol'shoi
prikhod] and the Taxation Chancelleries*® To further cop.
plicate fiscal administration at the center of the state, intro-
duction of the “kormlenie redemption” had great effects
after the abolition of appointed governors and their korm-
lenie. The taxes from communes that had been submitted
to self-government which were based upon the new census
were delivered to Moscow in the form of a tax to replace
the “income and court dues” of the appointed governor.
These taxes were treated as “part of the Tsar’s treasury”
and were managed by special state secretaries. These state
secretaries received the title of Taxation Secretaries [cher-
verinye diaki], and the chancelleries to which they belong

ed were called the Taxation Chancelleries. It was from the

“Take counse;
tis matter sh
ministrative
05e¢ what
i the coung



V
ncelleries that the service people who had

Tﬂ.ﬁaﬁa!} ;;ormft’""e received their “just payments™ and
oSt theid salaries in the ‘fc:rm of cash. From the name
were *nstituﬁ‘]“’ Taxatlon_Cl':ancellery, to which they
of the i 4 to receive their ‘‘chancellery money™ (chet-
n were given the name of chet-

o Mty were 1 7 i), these me
5, d, i”llt' orinye den 80
s ﬁh&l{h yertniki
t in ﬁt;:’eh' " D SOCIAL MOVEMENT
: 5
B p g .
fﬂruk recall the Stoglav Council, then we shall have en-
N g If we ssed all aspects of the reforming work of Ivan and
osg © by > «chosen council.” Originally called into session to
Ng t th ecclesiastical matters at the beginning of 1551,
d broader significance. It became a

this uncil acquire '
state deliberative body, to which the Tsar presented, for

e apprﬂVﬂl: his Code of Law and the “administrative
; ers” [ustavnyeé gramoty] that contained the princi-

es of his prmrincial reforms. That this was no mere
formality 1 clear from the Tsar’s wording of his questions
o the council concerning provincial affairs. He not only
informed the council of what had already been done but
also asked it to judge and resolve one matter or another.
«Take counsel together on all things and determine how
this matter should be handled in the future. Consult the
sdministrative charters of your grandfathers and fathers
to see what was decreed.”” He asked the spiritual fathers

of the council not only for their “pbenediction” but also
for their signature “‘on the Code of Law and the admin-

istrative charter which will remain in the Treasury,” so that

this law would have the sanction of the ecclesiastical author-

ities as well.
Ivan was of the opinion that unity of ecclesiastical

Bl
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.. ac generally necessary ¢
rity :;‘;;:i’xprﬁwd his i““fnt?u:«.hf Teng,
r needs and all disorders i | E;Eftr
Lave ”wr"'“.)rc rIghtl}: called the Sto ang »
ly a L:i;‘rl“"‘"l,f)f the Church byt , COun:
wof the Church and the 180¢- ;:isb?;{;%mm fOr the ge, !
.nt of the (‘Iu:ru!] was just as as was the G
Op=mL‘I-“:rugr:tm of reforms during those years. A E‘;:_Erm
I(T;l;i[::t;niﬁk;“ has put it, at t,he t:?lsml of the Council |,
great idea of renewing the [h‘“r": _t rough ‘fﬂuncil
tion.” To be sure, the council L,merf‘:d. all sides of Uscq
vite ecclesiastical life: C.hurch .WDTS‘hIP- the e}dministmiﬁ-
M4 courts of diocesan bishops: the way r,]'f 1hfe of the "
white clergy:*? monastery life and monasticism itself: th
Christian life of laymen: external piety—all this came
before the council for its judgment. The result of its de.
liberation was an entire book, the Stoglav, which ;s in
Golubinsky’s words, ‘“‘the code of the council, aﬂcﬂrd;ng
| to which the administration of the Church was tg be exe.
| cuted and Church courts were to function in the futyre »
These efforts by the government in Moscow eliciteg
thought of a social nature as well. The era of reforms i
reflected in the literature of the times through many pUb-
licistic works devoted to problems of Muscovite life at
that time. Thes_e WD]‘!\'S discussed and condemned the sys-
tem of kormlenie, which “makes towns and communes

Support magnates, while these magnates grow rich from

and secular autho
vating of the state. an
to the council
Some historians
Council not mere

‘a1l ou

Y "the
lenglah

;;1!5%“ gh::quample .0f the “Sultan Mohammed, Tsar of
© lurks, ™ was pointed out as one who “allowed no

one to be the namesnik -
. . {]f » 3
his magnates fro any city,” but “compensated

of the very refor
posed. These it m that was actually afoot was here pro-

dishonorable collections from the tears and blood of peas-

m his own treasury.” In short, the design

crary works discussed means of organizing
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jlitary forces, even while Ivan was adoptine h:
:::’_,'mml; for regulating and improving the afn:::g r{'];;,w“
4 and resolved general questions of administration
the Tsar was counseled not to rule through his own
n alone but with the participation of wise advisers:
«The Tsar st!,auld not bear the dignity alone but should
ek the advice of his advisers on every matter.” “The
Tear should be strictly advised on everything by his boyars
and his close friends.” At lllmrs these works even sounded
the need for the sovereign “to take™ broad counsel “con-
tjnu:ﬂ!h" with “all the people, from all his cities every

" In other words, they expressed the need to con-
voke representatives “of all the land.”

Questions of governmental practice were interlaced
with moral themes by these writers, and it is Interesting
that the entire body of the literature of the day seems
to exhibit the same sort of moral enthusiasm being ex-

by young Ivan himself. Yet it is difficult to de-
termine the extent to which Ivan’s reforms were influ-
enced by this literature and the extent to which these
literary themes were a consequence of the governmental
work of the “chosen council” and the Tsar himself. The
chronology of these publicistic works cannot be estab-
lished with exactness, and their authors are not always
known. It is therefore impossible to substantiate g
causal connection and consistency between the literary
word and the deeds of the government. But in their en-
tirety these works produce a strong impression and depict
the era of Ivan’s reforms in extremely vivid colors.

gnd
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TATAR KHANATES
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¢ THE CONQUEST \

-(]'u"it ¢ aIS{] By
o gyl NS . During the first haje (}f{x
The ql‘al'“-? foreign pﬂl“ﬁem of the “Tsardom” s K:&
in 1ts s Pro
prﬂsst?;i[:lnccntuﬁ' > p;,{oscow. Founded by the Tata;an
sixtee

old Bulgarian kingdom 44 the state
+ noted for its internal strength, Here ,
o

'as o nd the m
of Kazan W& "' ristocratic clans, a “rzy ang bekjds

emselves, keeping Kaza,, .
iedle:I;% thThe non-Tatar trﬁ:}es t]::t 1{:}3
--Ts;d:*dﬂm” of Kazan did not particulgy
ed part of the rule and easily became estranged from k.
appreciate Tatf{; just as easily as subjects of Kazan, The
an, yet re:urnF Ki zan, however, for all its weaknesses, y,
government 0 te the development of trade on the Volga apg
e prgnt]g itself the populace of the Volga region. Qy
mlfsﬂ?ﬁ:rnhand, the colonizing drive of the Rus.sign people
J_rr!:[::I the lands of the Cheremisy and the Mordﬁn!ans along
the Volga forced the Cheremisy and the Moydwmans to
seek in Kazan a stronghold against the'Russu{ns, and the
Tatars were able to render them effective assistance, The
Tatars converted this defensive war into an offensive con-
flict and attacked the Russian frontier, ravaging dwellings
and farmland and leading away prisoners. The war with
the Cheremisy “went on without end” in the trans-Volg
region. This war not only depressed the economy of the
farmers but obstructed the routes of commerce and colonr
zation. Communication between the center of the Musco-

Vite state and the Russian northeast, with Viatka and Perm,
could be accompl;

0scow con
enemy. The othe

e

state of perpetual

sidered Kazan 2 dangerous and vexatio®

shed only through a detour far to thenort®

I Tatar hordes6 did not border on Musco™
__---"""'f

p@pjlatiﬂﬂ
had found
town of V
Secondly,
within Ka
curt, a F
i khang

Was at tir



evond the “Wild Field.” -

for the”a':ﬁu';ﬁe defense against them. lth:ta si(ﬁ?:bfgf’

ia’s immediate neighbu_r aru:jt although Kazan itself

ot close to Muscovy, its allied non-Tatar tribes were

ase were ruled by l(azap and joined Kazan in its

struggle with Russia out of tribal and religious animosity.
ighbors cosl the Russian populace dearly, and

th good reason that the Russian people sang in

their SOngs that “‘the city of Kaz;m is built upon bones,

and the stream of Ka:zan_ runs with il:;load.“

When at the beginning of the sixteenth century the
te government gained a clear picture of the civil
wars in Kazan, it attempted to realize advantage from
them. First of all, the Muscovite authorities took every

apportunity to prepare an army to campaign against Kaz-
an itself. Russians appeared beneath the walls of Kazan,
raided its environs and stormed the city itself. But they
were unable to hold their ground for very long beneath
Kazan, for they lacked bases of operation and were far
from their own frontiers, among a restless and hostile

pulation. In order to establish such a base, Vasily IlI

had founded at the mouth of the Sura River in 1523 the
town of Vasil’ (Vasil’sursk) and stationed a garrison there.
Secondly, the Muscovite government endeavored to form
within Kazan itself, among mutually hostile groups at
court, a Russian party and with its help establish in Kaz-
an khans who favored Russian interests. This strategy
was at times successful, but usually the protégés of Mos-
cow did not remain on the throne, and Moscow merely
derived the consolation that its policies had greatly aggra-
vated the troubles in Kazan and decisively weakened the
enemy.
By the time Ivan had matured and the “council”
had formed around him, the problem of Kazan had become

—

Muscovi
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solution could no longer 1,

ell. Operations against Kazeagela?eq

sO urgent that its final

IS W 2
Ivan understood thi from the time when Moscoy,’ "‘"B{e

El?;lr? ?ﬁaﬁﬁ? (}éﬁ';ﬁ[ei]. was deposed in 1546 - pfnt&gé

ovite troops appeared Ollgy,:

uslﬂr:ﬁ Tf‘ltls:-: a brief time. In 1550??:?“1 Kamlg-
was present beneath Kazan as part 01_? the usug] o 1;;]-[&
P_d an important decision. Pﬁusmg at the =" g,

:flaecgiaga River on the sw{iile? l}ound Mountgjp» o

might say in view of Kazan itself), Ivan, on the adviee

: :ded to build on that site a mi]jtal'}' bas f'
3:;1?;1:!:]_?;#:;;23” and in order to make the land ﬁfEK Or
smaller.” From this moment the systematic conquest o

1.

Kaza?"brgi | an extensive plan was proposed. In early
spring the state secretary, Vyrodkov, was sent to the dis.
trict of Uglich on the Upper Vﬂlgf_l to prepare timber fo,
the fortress of Sviazhsk (*‘to cut timber for walleg forti-
fications and churches™), then to float this timber down
the Volga, accompanied by generals who protected it, to

their usual ¢
an but turned ba

the mouth of the Sviaga. Then troops “in boats” assem-
bled before Kazan, that is, forces came by the water route
along the rivers Oka and Volga, and troops “from the
field,” that is, forces from the right bank of the Volga and
from Nizhni Novgorod. In addition, detachments from the
Kama River and Viatka were sent against Kazan. Thus Kaz-
an was encircled on all sides and was unable to concentrate
its forces to resist on the Sviaga. In May of 1551 the Mus
covite vanguard was already in sight of Kazan and, in a
sudden assault, sacked the suburb of Kazan (that is, the
settlement below the walls of the fortress). Then the man
Muscovite army approached the Sviaga and began to erect
a fortress on Round Mountain. The timber floated down
from the province of Uglich was sufficient only “for half

e

g “the SOVe

But at tl
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meadow side.
the town of |
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.o The other half of
mountaln 0 the tOW T )
F::fmﬂdiamly by the people FhemSelvesh OIll:;hewaS built
l“theb’ completed the town in four weeks.” whipot, and
s-base Was completed, it was filled with SUI;;E:S ¢
0

fg[‘tfﬂs i :
sort, military equipment and provisions. With thi
: is

f;grf;peration came to an end.
The founding of the town of Sviazhsk had important
n

its. The “mountain people,” that is

SW™ . who lived on the right bank Oft l:iecgg\lrash as_d
cerved the SUCCesses of the Russians and appeared g;:*s‘-l A
azhsK with expressions pf submission and a desire to serve
MoSCOW- To prove their good faith they were sent on a
raid under the walls of Kazan, where the Tatars beat them
pack. Then their officers went to Moscow for an audience
with the sovereign, where they were entertained and re-
warded. From this incident involving the “mountain peo-
ple” Kazan itself learned the importance of Sviazhsk. The
Tatars began negotiations with Muscovite generals and sub-
mitted tO Moscow’s will. They surrendered their two-year
old Khan, Utemish-Girei, and petitioned Ivan to return to
them Shah-All, whom they had dethroned. Ivan agreed,
and “‘the govereign granted Shah-Ali to Kazan.”

But at this point Moscow decided to partition the
Khanate of Kazan. Shah-Ali was to receive “the entire
meadow side and Arsk: but the entire mountain side to
the town of Sviazhsk the Sovereign, by the grace of God,
brought under his OWn control on the petition of the in-
habitants of this re,gion.”'w This decision pleased neither
Shah-Ali nor the people of Kazan. «Tsar Shah-Ali praised
the action of the Sovereign, but he was not pleased that
the mountain side was to belong to the town of Sviazhsk
and not to him in Kazan.” Ambassadors from Kazan told

the boyars that “‘they must not do this, dividing the land.
nd his mother,

But Moscow had its way. Utemish-Girei a

e —
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eyed “’42& Shah-Ali was mstaue;p,‘

ere O™ JaverY- “that the matter hag
g T seﬂmgw had triumphed. been

rs. cO
. that Mosquickl}' arose. Shah-Ay aroyg,

ed 30 . tionS se, to stre .
finally 150" cﬂmphba‘n Kazan becaul f Ka Hg‘t,hen his

s€ rude Jristocrats who were hostile to
urned against him, and he real.

” Kaza?'ﬂKMUScDI;V tﬂi\"isﬁd

- into Kazan, but he g4
_ he “c0 te rrison 1 : e-
ized :,:a;:ﬁng . Musf??m agamgsiem and do not wish t,
m‘md saving that * % Then Moscow came to the deg;.
clined, S faith. Jonger but to persuade the
hecome 01 h-Ali no 10 g

it Sha stead of a Khan, an appoip;.

in
people 0 n tloazc::ﬂéﬂnfk and to keep Kazan in gy,
ed governor 10 force. This namestnik would alsg
mission by mlll?rﬁ’wa? from the Khanate of the remaining
hasten :he_wtt::ﬁ afm the Tatars “‘starve these captives ang
e iegrmund prsons.” Folloing gt
;ﬂis with Shah-Ali and those faqtmns in Kazan that sup-
ported Moscow, Ivan sent Aleksei Adashev to Kazqn in
February of 1552 to remove Shah-Ali and to appoint Prince
Semen I. Mikulinsky namestnik in his place. But just be-
fore Mikulinsky was to arrive in Kazan, the people of Kaz-
an “committed treason,” shut up their city and refused to
submit to the Muscovite sovereign. Warfare then erupted
throughout the entire region. The men of Kazan incited

against the Russians not only the inhabitants of the “mea-

!'t
.o to deat? L jenesS '
ting his Mt not live 1

e e Was further complicated when
and recejyeq from th;,rl ;{Hunlcated Wash other Tatar centers
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g1 P |
va digar_Mohammed, who was installed in Kazan
: also appealed to the

li. In addition, they

for assistance: e
ado ted several military measures as early as
. .on of Sviazhsk, which was suffer-
. wa reinforced. On all routes to Kazan
e crossings’” of the rivers Kama, Viatka and
ents were stationed, 'O that troops could
volgd) " ¢ leave Kazan.” In Moscow itself the mobiliza-
11e was mounted. It was
along the Oka and Vol-
army overland from
k. Heavy artillery was

himself intended to march

olomnd to M!
. water 11 advance. Jvan
dvanc-

part of the army that was a

n
- is OW
with s 50

ing overland. _
1552, the overland army began 1ts movement

though without haste, for the Russians expect-
e attack by the Crimean Tatars on the southern
Russia. This expectation was realized. The
Crimea reached Tula and besieged the town,
but was quickly repulsed by the detachments sent from
Kolomna. Only when it could be verified that the Crimean
Tatars had retreated tO their homeland and that all danger
from the south had passed did the Muscovite army advance

from Kolomna eastward through the steppe to Sviazhsk,
which it reached only in mid the true signi-

-August. Now

ficance of the fortress of Sviazhsk, which was, as Kurbsky
said, “in truth superb,”’ became evident. The army entered
Sviazhsk “as though it were coming into its OWN homes, af-
ter that long and very difficult march.” Kurbsky attests
that in Sviazhsk there was everything the

h heart desired.
uge supply of provisions had been delivered to the fortress

e
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by water, and even uq;n_unth:ss Numbers of m&rch
i;;iwar-:d‘with goods ol every kind,

Antgn
The siege of I{uran,_whlclsl lasted Mong, -
was mounted in earnest I'TTT' .vu:lzh:;lk. The.““*ratf hayy
been prepared with fort:_mg'l‘ » 4Nd a] the “T'lf:im“““ hag
art of siege warfare, as it was P‘l'at.?tICEﬂ at the limg of
applied. The besiegers built trenches thqy

: ran un ¢ ""EI'E
City, and in these trenches "}f“f“ ere pusitinr:v:-;? -:.,h'*
their firearms. The siege artlllgl“y Operateq not only t'r“h
concealed battery positions but also from a HIUWET;* ;:nn
moveable wooden turret upon whl_f:h ten heauy Buns
fifty light cannon had bl:t:n lifted into place. nd
thc.fnrtrcss were undermined -

"N undertakip, .
to Muscovite engineering. Russians haq first pe ew

iliar with the use of mining in 1553, when Li’ihuan?a:m
forces took Starodub with the help of Mining, A, that
time the garrison of Starodub “did not Understangq the
craft of mining, for prior to this mining paq Ot beey
known in our country.” Yet fifteen

had its own “miners.” Ivan had with p
“a German named Razmys]S!

in destroying Cities,”

"to his stude

MOost important business.” ip order to
M€ more rapidly. The outcome was
reached on October 2, 1552, A ter

an explosion of the

penetrated the fortress and cap-
Khanate of g

azan had fallen and Kazan be-
Came a Russjap town.

though Ivan waq later to reproach his boyars be-
Cause they “had

neglected the administration of Kazan
(for after the captyre of Kazan little care was taken to
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e conquered region), nevertheless Mosc
orgdl grcaﬂ}’ from the victory it had won. The n?;;d?:nﬁl-
ion was firmly bound to Moscow by a series of fort-
g ﬁgjgst ablished in the non-Russian regions and by ener-
. cO nization of th_e newly-acquired grain-producing ex-
getic in the Volga region. Two or three decades after the
of Kazan,” the city of Kazan and the entire bank

“ta ngVul ga as far as Astrakhan had become part of the

of the -
detachments reached Astrakhan while the

ussian
](haﬂ;lte of Kazan was be!ng _absorbed anu_:l, profiting from
druggles among the Nogai princes, occupied Astrakhan “for
e Sovereign” in 1536. Once they had consolidated their
posiliﬂl" in this city "'so th:at they could remain without
feat,” Muscovite genera Is “posted C'ﬂssacks and streltsy
Jlong the Volga, deprived the Nogai of all freedom and
took away from the people of Astrakhan all their fishing

unds and fords.” Thus Moscow had completely at its

disposal access to the Caspian Sea and to the markets of

! The brilliance of the victories won over these age-old
enemies, the Tatars, the removal of the constant danger
that the Russian people had faced from the warfare of the
Tatars and Cheremisy, the acquisition of new lands for the
Russian economy and the Volga route for Russian trade—
all this brought Ivan extraordinary glory. All literary works,
from the rhetorical compositions of Muscovite writers to the
unsophisticated songs of the people, glorified the young
Muscovite Tsar as a hero. The people did not hear the pri-
vate opinions that circulated about the personal cowardice
Ivan had shown during the gravest moments of the general
" assault on Kazan, when, in Kurbsky’s words, the Tsar’s coun-
yar tenance seemed to change from fear, his heart became

R
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to lead the Tsar to the place of batye. Cla?. the ;. G"d

| ﬁ,:;m
» t : r .
Ivan entered the next period of his e amaidw'n ‘hh?:, 1;9**{{!15'; ffofﬂ
Ork. ¢ wat" 1o
: ‘n,ﬁfb;;;iff‘_ 0 ©
Wﬂed. wl on
Fam e

CHAPTER IV

:”j i

t £
ﬂﬂg i
THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION \ P i?ebrﬂﬂﬂ
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1 IVAN'S ILLNESS \ E:au‘?ﬂTph. m
\ .ﬂtnum H'E

The Kazan campaign of 1552 and Ivan’s -

which followed in March of 1553, 3Ppan:g:$1:.e;unm’
change in the Tsar’s disposition. [van had gmwﬁ? :
hood because of the unusual experiences of bloody Map,
flict, the impressions of his journey through ap aummn»
gion to remote Kazan, and the brilliant political sum;
that had redounded to his credit. Consciousness of ys
own personal predominance in these great ent

must have increased Ivan’s appreciation of his own worth
and stimulated his self-respect and self-importance. Mean
while, however, the collaborators and friends who surroun
ed him—the *“council” of the priest, Silvester—continued to
look after the Tsar as regents and guardians. Even during
the days of his greatest triumph over Kazan, Ivan said, b
still suffered the influence exerted over him by his asso-
ciates. The Tsar had been forced to make the return trp
from Kazan to Moscow in a manner he had not wished.
Ivan said that “I was seated in a boat like a captive, s

- trip through
rounded by a handful of people during the trip Y

T
- Ayence-

fahves
givester a1¢

syture than
Ivan learned
tat he had
The fo
of the Tsar
the sick T
his situatic
Ivan Mikh
make a wi
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and faithless land.”” In reality, Ivan had sailed

tGﬂdl"f’S to Nizhni Novgorod, then rode on
::: volga f_r?;; ﬁ::;zl Ivan felt that those who had com-
5 trﬂ take this route had risked his life by provid-
peliet Eth only a small escort in the unpaciﬁed_,’non-

ing him egions that stretched from Kazan to Vasil'sursk
R'ﬂ\?ir;l:nf with indignation Ivan exclaimed: “They tried
an

: soul into foreign hands.”
" dell}v::ar;:t}i;ad already felt the burden of the guardian-

i i 1 then throughout
hip durin the campaign against Kazan, n th
h chiebragtions in Moscow that followed this victory the
the

ng Tsar, even in his daze of glory, gratitude and person-
y;u;lriumph must have become even more sensitive to this
a 3

telage. He undoubtedly was i_n precigely such a mood
when he fell seriously ill, and his associates, who were ac-
:;gtomed to guiding the Tsar, came face to face with the
possibility that they might lose him, and with him their
influence. Throughout the critical days when the Tsar’s
death was momentarily expected, the worried circle of
Silvester and Adashev showed more concern for their own
future than devotion to the dying Tsar and his family.
Ivan learned and evaluated this fact, and the guardianship
that he had found burdensome now became hated.

The following is what happened during the fatal days
of the Tsar’s illness. In keeping with old Russian custom,
the sick Tsar was told directly, albeit with difficulty, that
his situation was critical, and the sovereign’s state secretary,
Ivan Mikhailov, “reminded the Sovereign of the need to
make a will.” The Tsar then commanded that “his will be
drawn,” and herein he bequeathed the kingdom to his son,
Prince Dmitry, who had been born during the Kazan cam-
11’;;8{;‘ an,d was_stﬂl “in 'the cradle.” Aside from Dmitry,

sar's family contained two other princes: the Tsar’s

rsebac
jled 1

brother, Yury Vasilievich, and his first cousin, Vladimir




- IVAN THE T

R
R[ELE
Andreevich (who was the son of the 4Ppanage . .
nareevic

. . p n‘tﬁ
' 0
itsk who had been rl]lnEd‘c?Tr:rl?:jilhzr!t‘;fess Elgna:lf
St?nlsdin to Muscovite proce t";:-r T‘%‘lﬂscnwr |u nor g,
Q'Lc?rmugld succeed the T‘Sar‘t descent Aa i, Hdher‘
lrlnhr sucufﬂﬁi[}" h}-’ tflrtl: ; 5 . s Sﬂﬂ“ ls o
strh.tl}'dtf]; n composed, Ivan made his intimgt,
r £ E‘E : 2 .
uilll hl: ross “to be loyal to thL_Tsarewchl Prin Doy,
hsdﬁ :hg 'l;nvars swore the oath T“E’I Fﬂmplete will: Iy »
in the sovereign's presence. 'Oﬂ Y Frince D¢ 'KUrﬁ;ﬂ
mh was reported to be sick, was not Present, Higtey
e f’a member of the *“chosen council, an accomyyit A
;-?.:-E.sm whom Silvester, Ivan claimed, hafl allow intg
tl'ile bﬂ}'E;r duma,” that is, made one of the INtimate
The day after the Tsar had brought hjs :

. yar
. e : Ntimate V-

ars to Kiss the cross,” the “Sovereign SUMmoneq 4 hi

boyars™ and personally informed them of his wij asking

them to swear allegiance to Dmitry, Ivan dig not wigh 1,
oath taken in his presence, for he was “exhauﬂed,“ but i
the presence of his intimate boy_ars in the “Entry Hall” of
the palace. But now Ivan experienced an
plication. The boyars began to make *
shouts and loud noise”™ in the presence
Tsar. They did not wish to “serve the infant” ang told the
Tsar that during Dmitry’s infancy relatives of the boy's

mother, members of the Zakharin-Yuriey family, would ruk.

“and we have |

majority.” “And we

, Daniel and his broth-
setmon.” He demand-
of them. Others were told to

already kissed the cross and now

nd not allow the boyars to kill my

0 the Zakharins (Daniel Romano-

°r of the Tsar’s wife, and his first cousin,

—

remember that

must Support his Son “‘a

*oN by any device »
vich, the brotp
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e PR
//; the Tsar said: “And you, Zakharins,

ic
yasilY omﬂﬂf{;‘r? Do you expect the boyars to spare you?
o you he first victims of the boyars! Yet you should
ther and should not abandon my

nd his mo ‘
gie for my s::;:d by the boyars.” Finally the Tsar went to
wife 1° bﬂ;a” and there, after many squabbles and “mutiny,”

the nrc the oath to Dmitry. Then Ivan commanded that

ll swwadimil' Andreevich Staritsky also be summoned to

prince ath in his presence. But it took threats by the

sweal the ?‘td persuasion by the boyars to make him pledge
nephew. Prince Vladimir’s mother,

to his infant
ss Efrosina, also reluctantly consented to affix

ly seal to the oath. _
encountered this unexpected resistance over

the crowning of his son, he asked the boy-
do not kiss the cross for my son, Dmitry,
dy have another Sovereign?” Ivan did not
pave to wait long for an answer. That another “sovereign”
was indeed being mnsidere:d‘by the boyars_ !I‘ﬂI]‘IEdlEIE]}'
pecame clear. It was not Prince Yury Vasilievich, for he
could not be considered because of his lack of intelligence.!
It was, however, Prince Vladimir Staritsky. Ivan gathered
much information on this matter. He became satisfied that
Prince Kurliatev had used the excuse of sickness to avoid
taking the oath with the other intimate boyars, because he
had conducted negotiations with Prince Vladimir ““to see if
they desired him to rule the state.” Ivan further learned
that Silvester himself was championing Vladimir and had
quarreled with the intimate boyars concerning him. Then
Ivan discovered that the intimate boyar who had been his
father’s servitor, Prince Dmitry F. Paletsky, had pledged
h:_s allegiapce to Dmitry but was now concluding dealings
with Vladimir, as with one who would be Tsar, to the ef-

fect that after his coronation Vladimir would not bring

the Prine=>,
per son’s prince

When Ivan
ion of
the question ©
ars Wflﬂhﬂ' you
pecause you alred




f
L]

TERRInL;‘
harm to the appanage of the dim-witted Prince y
o Yy

evich, who was related to Paletsky by
a]T_lld before Ivan’s very eyes, th:.; f%}hern;?‘r}?izga E:ﬁy P d :
shev “began to speak’ against the Tsar’s fam:y. ©"Olit, 1 ¢ a0 qC
Yuriev:g:hich s?gniﬁcdgthat he did not 1?5#’ the ;:’k”‘ﬁi- ¢ ?-ﬁafw::a 19
crowned. 10 5¢¢ h«fﬁr'.h ¢=F: Ih.ﬂgt de?
o : & T ret
All this information shocked Ivan, While ; y A I_'jw. ¢ in M
learned things that he could never have lﬁam&dm he hag cffdmﬁ (heh 'y ot
healthy. His friends and associates, even Whil While !hﬂﬂ sﬂ""?’.mt oL
him, had disliked his family and at this mop.C SV fvitoyaneh o
: Moment ¢ © " gals” sag®
had all but openly betrayed him. At that diff; OF crisiy g e P reas
ment they had not been ashamed to convey tl::c!” m I:ﬁ‘?ﬂlhis lss'f
ments to Ivan himself, sentiments which pe fmf“ sent;. Flg_rdli[:meagmﬂ _5]_
pleasant, and impressed upon him the impq l'tannd fa!f i hﬁb’ﬂugm di
within the ruling house by the insignificant , ©€ enjoyeg e g-lfjmnl‘i’I I
Viadimir. Here was a source of danger tq [y;ﬂ?a'!f'%t Pringe mh-‘ms «And we
thereafter,” says the official chronicle, “there w And A wwhen he
enmity between the Sovereign and Prince Vhdiasf great B poyarss t
evich, as well as trouble and insurrection amuﬂgm El:ﬁ;:m ‘:b: ald we 5€
d how
2 T(l:i:ﬂns::: BETwEEri THE TSAR AND THE 1% of ou!
COUNCIL o the Zakharin
— | iah
Ivan recovered by May of 1553, but his little son, Dmi s “':: ; |
who had been the cause of all the strife in the ’lac;mm‘ I-m'm;t' .
drowned in June of the same year. All the c&nl:?nuti:;n ﬁms iline
that had attended Ivan’s will and the oath to Dmitry had :;a; )
been in vain_. But the consequences of that clash proved MIE‘;?:I
to be grave indeed. The struggle had come out into the tat wg “
open and had greatly intensified the hostility among the 'ﬂumjrﬁt P
boyars, with the “‘chosen council” on one side and the in- e nop, e
timate boyars and the Tsaritsa’s relatives on the other. Ths W thgy “I‘:FTL
: s

hostility seems to have prompted those persons who thought
I
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in jeopardy in Moscow to go over * ino™
"‘"’Eﬁif; JBQI;; Prince Semen Vagsilievich [t.zt:::o&ng
of ovsky headed this venture. His “brothers and nephews”
RoS also part of this conspiracy. An investigation dis-
wergd that Prince Semen had concocted the idea of taking
bt during the Tsar_’s illness and that in 1553 he hagd en-

d into secret dealings with the Lithuanian ambassador
[e!:fl was then in Moscow, Stanislas Dowojna, passing on to
Howﬂjna several state secrets. Prince Semen then sent his
Jave, Bakshei, to Lithuania and also his son, Prince Nikita,
{0 prepare passage to t’lgat quuntry for others who partici-
ated in this “treason. ‘Prmce Semen explained the reason
for his uneasiness by saying that “Ivan did not favor all of
them, brought dishonor to the great clans and drew close
to himself junior people” (that is, those who were not
noble). “And we were also disturbed,” Prince Semen con-
tinued, “when he married and chose a daughter of one of
his own boyars, thereby marrying his own slave woman.
How could we serve one of our own sisters?”’ Prince Semen
had learned how very great was the danger that he would
“serve one of our own sisters’’ when the sovereign fell ill
and the Zakharins could have seized everything after his

death.
Thus the boyar treason of 1554 sounded the same

theme that had been heard during the terrible days of the
sovereign’s illness. But now a further reason was offered.
Ivan’s grandfather had married a Greek princess, his father
had married a princess from a “great’ clan, but Ivan had
“married his own slave woman” from an ordinary family

that was not princely. This circumstance, as it happened,
had humiliated the “‘great clans” who now had to serve

“the non-noble people” of the Zakharin family and “one

of their own sisters.” Clearly, the princes considered Ivan’s
Marriage unwise and not in keeping with his, or their, dignity.

—
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The possibi specially humiliating to all pr
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thgy df.'ﬂ']’!';ﬂgee ﬂal p05]tlﬂn bEt_WEEn thEEE hi;:ﬁl i]]
[van’s pers ne. Before this host:]ity L far:;'e&

was not an FE0 ation of 1553, Ivan conty P
the 0Pt "or perhaps did not CONSCIOuEly notice 1 M
ware ?;.fashe\* and the princes were his g“"“v‘mmem.' Silye,
ter, A 7Zakharins, and the ]ntlmatfe boyars Who gy, S fay,
ily, t_hfl him formed his intimate circle, Decomu:
ed ;l:jﬂbe maintained between th? two. Byt Now 5
cou d. and Silvester and the princes Wwere tainteg E d
oper;eo-f Prince Vladimir. Ivan could no longer or the
?:rTner trust in the ““‘chosen council™ ang may haye be: hig
to fear it. Let us remember that Ivan believeq gy, Sile

ter and Adashev “did not hesitate to accord the;, own
vorites as much power as they did me.” The Tsar feyy

that all the organs of authority were held by the coungj,

When Ivan and the intimate dumg séntenced Pripg,

Semen Lobanov-Rostovsky to exile in Beloozero, the Priest
Silvester and his associates, according to Ivan, “began to
hold that dog in high regard, and to render him every as-
sistance, and not only him, but his entire clan ” Despite
the punishment inflicted upon this “traitor,” afterwards
“all traitors began to realize a time of prosperity, while
from that time onward we suffered great oppression.” Cor-
rectly or not, Ivan was perfectly sincere in considering him-
self dependent upon and “oppressed” by those whom he
could no longer trust. This explains why he tolerated t'he
_council” around him long after his emotional break with

~
JANS FINAL PERIO]
TEE OPRICHNINA

| ROBLEMS OF FO
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it in 1553, He simply feared it. The “‘council” continued twoyyg be im

to execute its governmental work according to the plan that - “Onnect »

flad been created at the beginning of the reforms that had M the shor o

been Introduced through its influence. %’n'mh Ce ki
Bl jy oty

It was seemip i Ivan more of I¢
gly not until 1557 that Iv .
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. mself from his feeling of de
nd his wfriends and associates.” A[:anc:t;lsctetﬁgﬂs: i
fhe work toward domestic reform terminated (for l;l;le time
1 of these reforms was considered complete) ande L
O of foreign policy came to the fore. The fall of Ft:ub-
ghanate of Kazan 'aroused the hostile energy of the C i
. Tatars, and during 'the 1550s Moscow had to mak —
il efforts to defend its southern frontiers. In addil?ospe-
.;ompﬁ‘catmns arose on th_ee western borders with Sweld o
’ still more SO, with Livonia. While assessing th En
jitical situation determining the immediate tasks Z?ﬁﬂal
covite policy, the Tsar abruptly broke with the “coun '1];1‘5-
ond turned his attention to the west at a time when t;il
wcouncil”’ was stubbornly oriented toward the south ;ith

this Ivan’s emancipation began.

CHAPTER V S-'

VAN'S FINAL PERIOD: THE BALTIC QUESTION AND
THE OPRICHNINA

{ PROBLEMS OF FOREIGN POLICY: THE CRIMEA AND
LIVONIA

It would be impossible to recount at length all the circum-
stances connected with the great struggle for trade routes
and the shores of the Baltic Sea that took place during the

sixteenth century. Moscow was but one of many partici-
s P nts in this struggle. Sweden, Denmark, Poland and
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the Livonian Order was

1S time, is wel b OFR .
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e circle of (= g ;
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. notably the archbishop of Riga. The towns, having at-

- tzined freedom and autonomy long before, tried to emu-
late the Hanse and occasionally seized control of political
leadership in Livonia. The urban aristocracy desired to
obey neither the Order nor the archbishop. Finally, the

Reformation had penetrated Livonia and had created reli-
ternal unity of the

ecclesiastical authorities,

gious animosity, destroying the in
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Livonian Order and introd i
| ations. This was the fina] , iy
into all class organizd % 3 to follow, low o,

vonia, and disintegration
derstood all the substanc, -
¢

. Il the complexity of relagjo,
tween the Baltic stales. But Moscow, m‘be sure, we h
derstood its immediat¢ interests and the immediate
cal situation. Livonia's crisis, 1S internal Unsteadineg ;h-
its military weakness were no SE_‘GFFF to Muscovite 4;
mats. They considered the possibility and the oppop,
o ness of intervening in Livonan affairs to acquire th, e
bors needed for Russian commerce, harbors that g ton.
trolled Russian commerce {0 that time. The objects f
Moscow's longing were Narva, then Reval and, if suggeg
were had, Gapsal and even Riga.

But Moscow also well understood all the complexity
of its own political situation. Muscovy’s brilliant success
" the East and, after the subjugation of the Tatar khan.
ates, its advance to the Caspian Sea and the markets of the
¢ East, had disturbed the peace of the Moslem world, roused
the Crimean Tatars and upset the Turks. Moscow could
xpect an attack from the south and southeast. Thisdan-
r seemed especially fearful to careful people who knew
e power of the Turks and the terror they had inspired in
ntral Europe. At the same time Moscow could not ex-
t to remain at peace with Lithuania and had to be con-
t with a temporary armistice with this country of from
o to six years. Border relations with the Swedes were
intricate that in 1555 they had led to a war that had
cen waged sluggishly and had ended in 1557 with a peact
treaty of forty years that was favorable to Moscow (and 1t
seems that this war offered Moscow proof of Swedens

weakness).
f foreign
___.--"'.'

Russian minds concerned with problems 0
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V
e of two “orientations.” Some maintained

jicy hfldai': :;k of the moment was that of consolidating
f;l‘ the n;unqll ered by Moscow and thf:‘. defense, as aggres-
he qreds Possiblﬂ‘ of the southern frontiers. Others consid-
gvelY ait the current task was that of obtaining trade routes
ored Ihfq ¢ and access to the Baltic Se?. The first group
go I ored the Crimean Tatars Moscow’s major enemy, with

<h Sultan second. The second group considered

ent opportune for an assault_ against Livonia, which
the 7 ¢ unable to secure aid from either Sweden or Lithu-
then ¥ { having concluded peace treaties with Moscow.
anid, J;:;:n er group must be regarded more cautious politi-
The han the second, but the latter were undoubtedly
cians ;naiti‘“ﬂ and more daring. The “council”—Silvester
“ﬂﬁhis friends—belonged to the first group. Ivan sided
:.:th he second orientation.

If Silvester’s faction had been consistent, it would
have jimited itself to measures against the Cri+mcan Tatars
that were in keeping with the practical situation of the
iime. Defensive troops would necessarily have been held
ready on the borders, scouts wngld have been sent into
the “Wild Field” and at times raids would have been
mounted against the Tatars, in order to intimidate them.
After the fall of Kazan and Astrakhan the Crimean Tatars
nad to expect Moscow 1o attack them also. Measures of
ihis sort actually were undertaken, probably at the insis-
tence of the “‘council.” But the great success that these
measures unexpectedly achieved turned more impression-
able heads and inspired the “council” with the dream of
an immediate conquest of the Crimea. Wise caution was

forgotten and circumspect programs of action gave way to

dreams of castles in the air.
Thanks to good fortune, the aggressive actions launch-

ed against the Crimea during 1555-1560 grew from short




84 IVAN THE TER;
raids and reconnaissance patrols to impfﬁﬁm\.

Among these were the raids carried out by Ivanp:,-m““m, 1'_‘;:_:.45;,
remetiev, Diak RzhevskY. - A

Prince Dmitry Vishnemsklh‘ i
others. In 1556 Rzhevsky reached the shores of the p f; [

Sea near Ochakov and stirred up “the entire Crime,» ALK
against himself. A year later Vishnevetsky mﬂuﬂt: 'F’}tr
area and attempted to build 4 Oer. (/. !

Maney [/

tions in the same ; .
base for himself on the island ?.f Khortitsa in the y, Y, ##
River (where later the famous Sech™ was locateq!) . ‘f ,‘.{ﬂ:;ﬂ

2 ¥ | ¥
the same time the Cossack ataman,” Mishka Cheryagp, 7
raided Tatar villages ON the Sea of Azov. Noting t“;:;mn, | 11_1! ik
ordinary success of all these and similar undertakings :n? |‘iftfﬂ

taking into account the drought and epidemics th, Falt

drainiﬁ'tg the encampments ‘?f the Nogai Tatars ¢ untn :?h; A ﬁysu
years, the “shosen council SUECUFlhEd to temptation gng 1y
began to urge [van “to advance with the great forces und il,-i‘_'_ &
your command against the Khan of Perekop,? for the " n: | f: ﬁﬂgﬂ'

is ripe.” Apparently such recommendations were made
Kurbsky says of himself and h]s];n; ..?‘f ﬂnﬂf Pw

once, but many times. _

complices: “Again and again We entreated the Tsar ang W ﬂ][gulh

advised him 10 march in person or to send a great army at 3 [he{riﬂ]l

that time against the Tatars. But the Tsar, to the great o -
L

chagrin of the woouncil,” did not heed these words. Rather, |, a0l
¥ !Iﬁéa‘m

he turned his attention t0 the West. W
It is now difficult to know whether “‘the time was ﬁﬂi!ﬁﬂiﬂ*&

ripe”” for Livonia or for the Crimea at that moment. But s ampet

clearly a campaign with “a great army” against the Crimes yee 51 A

would have been extraordinarily difficult, while Livonia 3

was near at hand and was obviously weak. In those days e was undy

oss the “Wild Field” would T pron”
have had to be launched from positions in Tula, for south g iy
of Tula extended “the steppe,” that is, the uninhabited 4 Tar i
expanse of what is now the black earth belt. Here the ‘o

Russians did not have such strong-points s Vasil'sursk %'FHQT:J]

e \

an advance against Perekop acr
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|
4&1‘; er provided against Kazan. Active

ontiers and their gradually in-

0 : roved a feasible and expedient
ool P”.lanm:l:; c;splong as Silvester’s “council”” had
- ourse, the «council” had been right. But
ed this co _ect,gf moving the enormous Muscovite
antasti’ p;g the ‘“Wild Field” to the Black Sea coast
field army aferdly unfeasible. Such a plan would have been
43S undoub - the rule that the scope of military
3 scandaloushould be extended only with caution.
operation’ . ears passed after this plan was proposed be-
W attained appreciable results in settling and
fore Mﬂscohe «wild Field.” Only then did it extend the
fortl ?,mgof state settlement from the Tula region approxi-
. he Bystraia Sosna River. At the beginning of
58 ceventeenth _centurj_f the first Pretend{;—:{r pr?{pofsed toh
begin his campaign against the Tatars o urks from the
.. Sosna, from Elets and Livny.' But this campaign,
had been the political dream of an adventurer,
1ot the mature plan of an astute statesman. At the end
of the seventeenth century Prince V.V. Golitsyn attempted
to attack the Crimea from a base still farther to the south
but, as we know, with no success.> The later and more
successful campaigns toward the Black Sea by Peter the
Great and Miinnich® demonstrated as graphically as had
Golitsyn’s campaigns the great difficulty of the endeavor
and served as a painful but useful lesson for later opera-
tions.

_ Ivan was undoubtedly right when he refused to

march in person” against the Crimea with “a great army.”

l‘:&ufﬁ Kurbsky cursed Ivan’s advisers who allegedly di-

. it i;zﬂzofmmda Crimean war, calling them “flatter-

s Hims fls mrades in eating afnt_:l'drmkmg, neverthe-
se flatterers, if the responsibility really was theirs,

—
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then the “brave ang

e N the rowand a isKy, even hop:;\

men” whe il l“-'f‘ I :
“The time Was NY for Moscow 1N the “‘ﬂ.t l?

‘ ax_ and han dil oot squander This opporg,.
:?‘t::; ::1 part of the Livonan inhentance that Ip
! . 0
bevome exchedl. aot Ivan personally whe hyeg &
e : [ he Muscovite goy
Livomian queitiva hetore T0e FHES . n
QoUrse of‘i‘wnts in Moscow’s political relations mtt:h
tire panoply of relations with Livonia had investeg thi &

;'m.:he\i g s, Moscow demanded that Livoni hr&“ﬁ

s mitatany. Tnbute itself was of small importance, =
Gd the d;-m.,tfhj tor tnbute rest upon ll‘l!jiswubk kﬂl
prnviples. All understood that Moscow's stated intentioy
ais meralv A prr.‘tr:.'ﬂ and 5}1nb0hc. NOI][@ that PaYmex
of tribute already had been agreed upon in a treaty of
1303, Moscow interpreted this treaty as an earlier indiy
+2 of the political subservience. if not of the entire [;
\nian Federation. then at least of the district of Dorpat
<cow therefore insisted that Livonia refrain from friead
relations with Poland or other countries. Agreement io
the tribute would have signified Livonia's recognition
its dependence upon the Tsar: refusal to pay the tribuk
¢ Moscow grounds for intervening in Livonian affars
For about three years the Livonians fruitlessly at-
tempted to avoid paying this tribute. During these yean
Livonia suffered bitter civil dissension and an unfortunate
war with Poland. In desperation Livonia concluded with
the King of Poland. Sigismund Augustus, an alliance agams
Moscow in September of 1557. By the end of 1557 the
Russian army was already poised on the bordu_s of Livoag
In January, 1558 it entered Livonia, and the King of F*
land sent the Livonians no assistance. "

—— == e —
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_ Thus began Ivan's famous Livonian War. The strike
against the enemy came atl an opportune time—immediately
after Livonia had become the protectorate of another state
yet before help for the Livonians could arrive from that *
state. No one in Russia was at aj) displeased that the war
hl-'ﬂJ begun. Even Kurbsky, a member of the “chosen coun-
cil, " writes of the Livonian War and his participation in it
with fcrfl:-r- [?ﬂq alone relates maliciously Silvester's and
Adashev’s lack Ef sympathy for this “German” war. “And
from t_ha! time,” Ivan wrote to Kurbsky l:um;emirtg. the
beginning of the war, "what great burdens we suffered
from the priest, Silvester, from Aleksei (Adashev) and from
you . - - ! With what sorrows were we alflicted, all because
of the Germans!™

Yel ittis difficult to believe that Silvester and Adashev
were speaking from political insight and were not simply
vexed with a Tsar who had not heeded them. No one in
Moscow could then have imagined just how complicated
the Livonian affair would become. No one expected all
the powers that longed to gain the Livonian inheritance to
take a stand against Moscow: Sweden, Denmark and the
Polish Commonwealth, with the Holy Roman Emperor and
all of Germany after them. Moscow rejoiced at its quick
and easy victory, not foreseeing that it would lead to bitter
military ordeals and fatal domestic disorder.

7 THE COURSE OF THE LIVONIAN WAR

p—

[r its most general outline the course of the Livonian War
was as follows. At the start of 1558 Muscovite troops dev-
gstated Livonia almost as far as Reval and Riga. In the
spring they took Narva and several other fortresses. In
July Dorpat (Yuriev) surrendered after a brief siege. The
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intervention 11

vonia. ..n onslaught was repeated in 1559 :
.T;Efc}tiiﬂihments appeared before Riga ang e""ﬂﬁam

Musco ted into Courland. During the spring a Dapp o
hp;':sﬂr:mpowered to treat Livonian affairs came to MGS-m
mwyand obtained from lvan an armistice with Liyop;, for
half a year (“‘from May 133‘!111 anﬁmber ) -Thﬂ Danes an-

nounced that Reval was “obeying™ the Danish King apq
therefore asked that the Tsar not touch that city, Althoy
he granted the King of Denmark a truce ““for a byj

od,” Ivan challenged his claim to Reval, declarin

ef peri.

e : g dECiSi‘FE]y
that he would keep Reval “‘in his own name.” During ts
truce Moscow expected the Master of Livonia to make 2

personal appearance in Moscow or else send “his best men”
to “petition concerning their faults” and to conclude a
peace “however the Sovereign would grant it to them.”
But the Master did not come, and the Livonians used the
Tqﬁgﬂd of Lruce to ﬁn‘d detjenfiers and allies against Moscow.
N Ej:‘l dS{;lIIIgSL Liéeese zghes within the Imperi_al Diet in Germz-
N, Denmark and Poland—in short, where

them a year earlier—ang in the course of

i MosooW:
able partitiont
wgining POStt
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grick, King of
o the Kingdom:
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Liviand to the King of Poland. But the Holy Roman Em-
ror nominally preserved supreme authority over Livland,
and the Master himself became Duke of Courland, clearly
subordinate to the King of Poland and the Emperor.
The secularization of Courland concluded the process
the medieval Livonian Federation was destroyed,
had to be considered one of its heirs. Ivan

did in fact own a considerable portion of the escheated in-
heritance, but no one except the Danes wished to recognize

his Jegal right to anything. A proposal was even made that

MosCOW transfer to their more legitimate owners everything
that Muscovite troops had seized before the truce of 1559
the campaigns of 1560 and 1561 (Ma-

afterwards during
and demands of this sort were not pre-

. wurg, Fellin). But . |
:.g:l:d fﬂ Ivan sternly and directly, for the Livonian lands

were immediately seized by all claimants, who at once be-
an to contest each other, ignoring Moscow. Because an

> ediate war between Denmark and Sweden over Estland
:;Lﬁed certain, these powers could not deal simultaneously

- . Denmark therefore proposed to Ivan an ami-
w:;?eh;:fi?;n within Livonia, and Ivan held such a strong
Eaa; ining position in these negotiations that the Danish
e rs humbly asked in the name of his friend, Fre-

f Denmark and Norway, that lvan bequgath
. odom of Denmark its portion “in your patrimony
:::II:: II,(ithnian land, my Great Sovereigr:: Ivan, Tsar o}' all
Russia by the grace of God.” iThe Tsar “because uf his
petition and request” was gracious to the Dat_ush King and
bequeathed him his portion. This happened in 1562.
Eight years later a new agreement was reached between

Denmark and Ivan. Both parties, recognizing [van’s supreme
rights over Livonia, transferred the country as a whole, in-
cluding the towns “now under the Lithuanians and the
Swedes,” to the ownership of the Danish “Prince,” Duke

py which
and Ivan now
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, him king over his patrimop

- "]’ﬂﬂdt- him e . . H y; the

Magnus. 'Irli'j rf:d,. and wrote: ‘Wehgwe ]hflrn his Crowy, s
land of LIV - eat Sovereign himself and mgy, . fron,
the hands o ", "o mpromises of this sort redyceq the ¥
[rihttlﬂf"'.r"_‘;f;‘r ,etween Russia and Denmark over . E;
danger O 5
tested towns a1

e jands but did ]r_mt acﬂie:ve accord, !
i ir own peculiar policies an{ j
sndr.:». Lgnr;df;:]*»f‘:ﬂ::,:on Uqlljy because the foﬂun:s the ¢y
;E::ftd them and sided with their common enemj
Sweden and the Polish Commonwealth. ‘
" For much the same reason Sweden did not gt —_—
embark upon an open struggle with Moscow. Swegq, -
on the verge of its seven year war (1563-1570) with De §
mark. the cause of which, by the way, was OWnership of
Estland. The Swedes therefore feared to divide their for
Sending their troops to occupy Reval, which was Subjectcfs‘
Sweden, they simultaneously conducted peacefu], thou 0
not very benevolent, negotiations with Moscow. In 156]
the carlier peace treaty between Moscow and Sweden was
even reaffirmed when a new Swedish king, Eric X1V, came
to the throne—"that there should be an armistice with him
Just as there had been with his father.” But herctmon e
King of Po!and, Sigismund Augustus, who concluded 3
lt'«‘mla“ty with the Livonian authorities in 1559 concerning a
olish protectorate over Livonia, lost no time in demand-

ing (in January and again in August, 1560) that Ivan end

the war in Livoni -
Auellt, (56 nia and set the date for its cessation at

King of Polang ¢ lime detachments sent by the
a
Lithuanian et PPeared in the theater of war and the

8 "
at the hands D;n EE,bChdelewlCZ, suffered his first defeat

r S
War become 4 war W«SkY- Thus Moscow saw the Livonian

of w
€s:
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Grand Principality of Lithuania. At the beginning of 1563
he was able to inflict upon the enemy a telling blow. A
Jarge Muscovite army besieged and captured Polotsk, while
forward units of this army appeared before Vilna. The

fall of Polotsk caused a great sensation in the Polish Com-
monwealth. Despite the great victory won by Hetman
Nicholas Radziwill over the Muscovite army in 1564, Li-
thuania longed for peace. Lithuania went so far to secure

a long truce that it conceded to Russia the parts of Lithu-
qnian territory it had captured. The opportunity to acquire
lotsk in the same manner tempted Ivan. But he did not

Po
settle this matter alone. Instead, he summoned on June
28-July 2, 1566 an Assembly of the Land [zemskii sobor],

a representative assembly of the higher clergy, the boyars,
9 merchants and all com-

the service people and the “‘gosti,
mercial people’ (that is, representatives of the trading and
manufacturing class). This assembly rejected an armistice

on the conditions offered and supported continuation of

the war in the hope of further military successes. The war
did continue, though sluggishly. Military operations were
conducted with varying success and alternated with attempts
at peaceful negotiation. Finally, a truce was concluded in
1570 on the basis of uti possidetis (each side retaining what
it had gained by the given date). The duration of this truce

was set at three years.
But the war with the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth

resumed not after three years, but seven years later, in 1577.
The interval between 1570 and 1577 was filled with events
that were very important to Russia and to Ivan himself.
First, a serious peril arose from Turkey and the Crimea.
Secondly, a rift occurred with Sweden. Thirdly, there

arose the issue of uniting Moscow and Lithuania (and even
Poland) through the selection of Ivan for the Polish-Lithu-
anman throne upon the death of King Sigismund Agusutus.
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sweden occurred. Supported by l_Hoscu
a siege of Reval, and the _Musco_wte governme 3
openly hostile in its relations with the Swedes e&:atu i
the success of its “yassal.”” But when Magnus had tor

Reval after gaining nothing, Ivan himse‘lf began
trz:-rg;l;n into Estland in 1572-1573. The Russians cap-
?ured several fortified castles but generally had little success.
The affair dragged on listlessly for years, and the Swedes
had no objection to signing a peace. We ourselves ?annut
understand,” the Swedish King John wrote .to Ivan, “‘why

u are warring on us.” If the issue were simply Reval,
tl?e Swedes were prepared to let the Hc_rly Roman Emperor
preme sovereign of the city. “Then you can

e the su ]
s from Reval through the Emperor.” But lvan

rive income _
i o extract income from more places than Reval. In

ired t ; :
?Es;fl?he seized Pernov and Gapsal, intending to co‘ntrul all
later, in 1577, he turned his attention to

d. Then . .
[E‘I's:ll;::d, where his troops clashed for the first time with the

army of King Stefan Bathory, who supported the Sw_edes.
Thys began the final period of the Livonian War, which

prought to Ivan total defeat.
During the period of truce between Moscow and the

Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth that began in 1570, the

last Jagellonian king,'® Sigismund Augustus, died (in July,
1572) and the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth became

an elective monarchy. Among the candidates to the throne
of the Commonwealth was Ivan himself, who was supported
by the Lithuanian pani!! and part of the Polish gentry. But
Ivan’s candidacy soon collapsed, for the Tsar set conditions
that were very convenient for him but unacceptable to the
Pol_es, especially to the Catholics among them. This is ex-
plained by the fact that Ivan did not seriously expect to be-
come the elected and limited monarch of a non-Orthodox

“untry. As we know, the name of the Muscovite Tsar had

—
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: 76 and at first was totally occyp:
e ffs'i"ﬁf”foﬁoudatmg his position within thep;iate_ By
then he turned to the cor}tcst with Ivan with uﬂmmmant
energy. In 1577 Bathory's troops began to OPerate i 1;,
land. The year 1578 was de?'DFEd to Preparations for "
great campaign and to negotiations with Moscoy Concer,.
ing a truce. Moscow was agreeable to a truce of three
years, but Bathory already had prepared for war and haq
no desire to avail himself of such an accord. Ip the sup.
mer of 1579, when Ivan was advancing with a large army
for action against the Swedes, Bathory attacked Polotsk
and took the city. In 1580 he made his way to Velikie
Luki and took that town, which was of strategic impor-
tance. The capture of Polotsk and Velikie Luki placed
Bathn;y on the line of communication between Moscow
and Livland, “near the heart of Muscovy,” from which

he had easy access tq the upper reaches of the Volga and
the center of the Muscovite state.

But the king was not aiming at Moscow. He directed

his next blow a¢ Psk .
turing the town of OV during the summer of 1581, @
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successes ended. He had recaptured the Lithuanian terri-
tory that had been seized by Ivan and had cut off Ivan
from Livland and had subordinated Livland to Poland. In
summary, he had deprived Muscovy of all the fruits of its
earlier victories. But he saw little success on Muscovite
soil. Pskov repulsed all of Bathory’s assaults, and the king
had to remain before Pskov throughout the winter. This
inclined Bathory to negotiate for peace. Ivan also desired
peace, “‘though it was against his will, for he saw that at
this time the Lithuanian King and his many lands was act-
ing in concert with the King of Sweden.” Moscow under-
stood that the enterprise was lost, because both of these
enemies had taken the offensive (during these years the
swedes had captured Gapsal, Narva and the entire seacoast
as far as the Neva River and the town of Karela). Moscow
rapidly lost the internal strength needed for the struggle.
Peace negotiations were opened with Bathory at the
end of 1581 at Iam Zapolsky (near the town of Porkhov)
and resulted in a truce of ten years. This truce was con-
cluded with the provision that all of Livland and all the
towns that Moscow had captured from Lithuania be trans-
ferred to Bathory. Acting as mediator during the conclu-
sion of the peace was the Papal envoy, "a priest of the
Roman faith,” the Jesuit Antonio Possevino, whose name
was mentioned in the original copies of the peace charters
as the official representative of the Pope. Somewhat later,
in June of 1582, Bathory succeeded in making vanquished
Moscow pledge not to send troops against Estland during
the entire ten-year period of the truce and “not to take”
the towns, whether Russian or Lithuanian, that had been
@ptured by the Swedes. This provision marked the virtu-
4l cessation of hostilities with the Swedes and ultimately
“gnified Russia’s capitulation. The pledge was formalized

b £
Y treaty with the Swedes in August, 1583, signed on

——
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gnd Srbl;:f? ;trthge start of the Livonian War. Ivan’ first

it 1rl:]a igns against Livonia and his attack on Polotsk gy
;id ‘imempomﬁﬁ by the number of armed men that
were involved. On the way to Polo_tsk the Muscovite army
soverflowed” the roads because of its great numbers, and
the Tsar had to take special efforts to keep the masses of
soldiers in marching formation. But when Bathory deliy-
ered his blows against Polotsk, Velikie Luki, Ozerishche
and Pskov, Ivan no longer had enough men to relieve those
fortresses or to send into the field against hostile armies.
To use Kurbsky’s expression, Ivan and his entire army hid
in the forest “like one who is a prisoner or a fugitive” and
trembled and ran away, even though no one pursued them.

In fact, Moscow did not send field armies against Bathory

nl};ichnina, f
panation of |
themselves se
tary, Ivan Tis
chronicles,” ¢

but only opposed him with garrisons, while from a distance
Ivan and his “court” merely observed the movements of
the enemy. During the closing years of the war indications
of the obvious exhaustion of resources needed for this sri
gle were apparent. As early a5 the beginning of 1580 Ivan

res : ;
orted to €xtraordinary measures concerning the clergy’s
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rights to own land and privileges and limited thf:m_be:cause.
the growth of ecclesiastical landowning ““was bringing great
jmpoverishment upon the military men.”” Later we shall
see other signs of the economic crisis that befell “.“: Mus-
covite state. But on the whole, Bathory was beating an
nemy who was already exhausted, an enemy whom he

4 d not toppled, but who had lost his strength even before

the contest had begun. - :
The internal disorder in Muscovite life at that time,

the exception of certain incidental natural di_sasters,
two causes. One was Ivan’s so-called oprichnina ant_l
had sequences. The other was the spontaneous behavior
its wnmﬂscovitﬂ laboring masses who were set in motion
of th?gresakfﬂg their traditional abodes, began to scatter
and, the center of the state to its outlying regions. Both
from easons were related, took effect simultaneously and
these I ckly brought the Muscovite state to domestic

r ui . .
mf;l:gpge- Let us now turn to an explanation of this
ca

jcated process.
mmp{_l]::: me;fning of the oprichnina has been completely

: istorical research conducted in recent
;:f;ﬂ';ﬂﬁﬁ;ﬂ Ef Ivan’s day failed to comprehend the
oprichnina, for the authorities offered the people no ex-
lanation of the measures they adopted; and the measures
fhemselves seemed very strange. The humble state secre-
ury, Ivan Timofeev, “a reader of books and a writer of
chronicles,” says in his ““Annals’ that the matter was such
that the Tsar “came to hate the towns of his land™ and
angrily divided them, “in order to create a schism, as it
were.” Another contemporary expressed himself more
forthrightly and said that, upon dividing the state, the Tsar

took part of it for himself and gave the other part to Grand

Prince Simeon Bekbulatovich, commanding that in Bekbula-

lovich’s portion “part of the people should be ravaged and

with
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covite state orgamsrr; plied with special vigor and copgje.
technique had b::gf ?qovgﬂl'od the Great and Viatka.
Bet?;ig”;vta?ﬁsczf“" reign the city of Kazan was remade
into a Russian city after a few years and the Tatar inhgpj;.
ants of the city were deported to a ““Tatar settlement » De-
prived of its local ruling class, the conquered territory
promptly acquired a new one from Moscow, then imitated
this class by adopting its orientation toward the center of
the state to which they both owed allegiance.
Because this tactic had known such great success
against foreign enemies, Ivan planned to employ it against

domestic enemies, that is, against those who struck him as
hostile and dangerouys,

ki Ivan decided to deport the land-
;T;‘ﬁsggfﬁ from thejr hereditary appanage lands to lo-
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conducive to opposition. In place of the evicted aristo-
cracy Ivan settled petty service men, the deri boiarskie,
on small plots of service land formed from the old, large
patrimonial eslate:;.r The Tsar’s implementation of this
plan was accompanied by such a tangle of details that he
pewildered l'EIS contemporaries, for they could not grasp
the thrust of his endeavor.

Ivan began his effort by leaving Moscow secretly in
pecember of 1564. Not until January, 1565 did he send
ews of himself from Aleksandrovskaia Sloboda. He threat-
e ed to abdicate completely because of the treachery of
ene boyars. Only following fervent petitions by the people
rl; Moscow did he agree to remain in power, but solely
. n the condition that he would not be thwarted “‘in
}apﬂ sing his disfavor’ upon the traitors “and punishing
impo and taking their moveable property and effects,
Ih."am,-r;;.alking for myself in my domain a thing apart [op-
3.”d jna], that is, to make a special court for myself that
Mﬁ}é be used completely for my own use.” Thus his ob-
o e was to oppose “treason,” and the oprichnina was
Jffctfvstrument. Ivan’s new “‘special court” was composed
"‘sblg ars and deti boiarskie, a new “‘thousand™ who were
o rgd in the same manner as when in 1550 a thousand
s?‘l:;g pest courtiers had been chosen for service in the
. ital. This first thousand had been given service tenure
wtgtes.in districts near Moscow. Now Ivan granted this
::cund thousand service tenure estates in the districts of
those towns “‘that were taken into the oprichnina.” These
men became the oprichniki, destined to replace disfavored
princes on their appanages. | '
From the very start the Tsar set aside court villages
and communes for the upkeep of his new court, attaching
to it some of the streets and settlements of the city of

Moscow. He took “into the oprichnina” more than ten
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as it were. He appointed as “Grand Prince c?f All Russia”
the baptized Tatar “Tsar’ (that is, Khan), Slmeoq,Bekbyla- |
tovich, and placed under his jurisdiction “the land,” that s, i
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Gh‘ > the zemshchina. Ivan began to call himself ““The Prince
'fhif%; of Moscow™ and asked the “Grand Prince”’ permission “‘to
:py}J examine people, I::-:.)yars and courtiers and deti boiarskie

| b‘i and court people. Durir_lg this period, which was admit-
ntﬁ tedly brief (1575-1576), it seemed that the title of Tsar
Cesp had utterly dlsap;?eared_ The oprichnina was called the
"(-Ej-;f “court” of the Prince of Moscow and “the land” became
3 the “‘Grand Principality of All Russia.”

;’f& The direct significance of Ivan’s actions is clear. But
'IEd we are not at all certain about his motives for instituting
:!a[it a3 “special court™ to inspect the lands, banish the aristo-

: cracy and, finally, embark upon the vicious executions

Ttn,! that attended the act!wtiqs of the oprichnina. We have

9 seen that during Ivan’s childhood there had been no strug-
e between boyar parties within the Muscovite court. nor

had there been oppositional factions of boyars or princes.

4 The hostility expressed by several princely families, though
b it darkened Ivan’s childhood, was a simple but chronic

t difference of opinion among members of the regency to

i) which Vasily III had entrusted guardianship over the infant
b fvan. The little Grand Prince had not witnessed political

' struggle around him, nor had he beheld opposition from
d estates or factions. No group of those around him had
aspired to profit by the weakness of the supreme author-
ity by taking into its own hands the government of the
state or by gaining influence over the affairs of state.
From his childhood Ivan had no reason to believe that
his autocratic power was endangered. He must have form-
ed such a belief only in the course of his intimacy with
Silvester and the “‘council.”

We have said that the composition of the ‘““‘council”
Was presumably princely and its leanings, it seems, also
prncely. The influence of “the priest” and his “‘council

 OLdogs” was very great during the initial years of their
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: said, “‘everything was not done»
fﬂfﬁ:ﬁ ::Iécff;. :11\;:10 my will, but according to thej; 2::
sire”). Ivan feared them and their favorite, Pnncr_& Vladimir
Andreevich. Seeing that they hac@ already eff&ctwely de-
prived him “‘of the power vested in me by my' fﬁfﬁfalhm;’
b Ivan felt that they could also attempt to fjer’F him of

his power formally, by crowning Vladimir in his steaq
For the first time, and very keenly at that, Ivan sensed
the danger of opposition around him. He realized, of
course, that this opposition stemmed from class, princely,
concerns and was enhanced by the political memories and
instincts of the princes, “who wished in their treacherous

manner” to become autonomous “'sovereigns™ equal to the
Muscovite sovereign,

wﬂl’k-

. he “council,” and its members
their former relationship had been severed

—
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The more sensitive among them wished to escape the situ-
ation created by the Tsar’s distrust of them and his dis-
pleasure at their enmity toward the Tsaritsa’s family by
fleeing at once to Lithuania. The princes of Rostov did
so, and their act, of course, merely deepened the rift that
was opening. But on the whole the matter dragged on un-
til the beginning of the Livonian War, when the Tsar at
jast openly revealed his independence from the “council.”

During the first years of the war, perhaps influenced
y the success that had been won, Ivan finally freed him-
self from his association with “the priest” and Aleksei

Adashev. Both were dismissed from Moscow—Silvester to

, monastery and Adashev to the war zone. Attempts by

their friends to intercede for them and to gain their return

were refused and tended to annoy Ivan. Their intercessors

ubsequently fell into disfavor themselves, yet they made

sew attempts to secure the return of the former favorites.

;1,1 his reminiscences, Ivan reveals that at first he believed

that, once having become free of Silvester and Adashev,
he {:;Juld easily abolish the “council.” But the friends of
the dismissed stubbornly held their positions, dreaming of

a return to power and in general displaying “‘an inflexible
mind” on the matter of “making their intentions known
more forcefully” to the Tsar. Then Ivan lost his moral
palance. The matter was complicated by the death at that
time (on August 7, 1560) of Ivan’s wife, the Tsaritsa Anas-

tasia, who had long been ill (since November of 1559).

The Tsar linked her death to the “‘poisonous hatred” that,

to his mind, Silvester and Adashev had felt for the Tsaritsa

and seemed to regard his sad loss the fault of the entire

“council.”

Now Ivan’s break with the “council” became a sharp
and violent conflict. With comparative graciousness Ivan
had rejected the first attempts to restore Silvester and

—
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reasons alone. Upon the death of his wife and the remgyy
of “the priest,” Ivan IEVEI:tEd_tO the habits of his youth
and became dissolute, falling into drunk_ennes_s and debayg,

ery. Ivan’s overall conduct aroused against him not only
the “council,” but all who valued good morals and the fe,.

vent “ritual” of palace life. Interesting stories circulateq
throughout Moscow of how some of the old magnates cop.
demned Ivan for his sins. Prince Mikhail Repnin was sup.

posedly put to death at the Tsar’s command for having

sternly censured a clownish masquerade during an orgy in
the palace.

Unfortunately, little reliable and specific information
is preserved concerning the years 1559-1564, which formed
the interval between the period of the “‘chosen council”
and the beginning of the oprichnina. But there can be no
doubt that with the dismissa] of the “council” and the

death of Anastasia a chaspm opened between Ivan and the

i
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upper layers of the Muscovite aristocracy. On one side _
stood the Tsar and his new retainers, chosen from the mid-
dle layers of courtiers. Among them was only one person
with a princely title (Prince Afanasy Viazemsky) and only
one family that was at all high-born (the Basmanov-Plesh-
cheev family). On the other side was the entire high-born
aristocracy, those who had been close to the “‘chosen coun-
cil,”” as well as those who had been remote from it. Silves-
ter’s friend, Prince Kurliatev, was a member of this faction,
put so were others who managed to win the Tsar’s disfavor
even though they were estranged from the “‘council” and
even hostile to it. Among these were the Tsar’s young un-
cle, Prince Vasily Mikhailovich Glinsky, and the senior
me;nbcr of the Belsky family, Prince Ivan Dmitrich Belsky.
The latter belonged to the family that had been part of
[van’s guardianship, until they were displaced by the “cho-
sen (;(JUI'ICH_ » ‘ ' .

Thus Ivan’s inept and crude break with the ““chosen
council” led to his blind hatred of large segments of the
aristocracy. Nothing approaching political opposition
could be seen among the aristocrats. They openly cen-
sured the Tsar for his immorality and feared his inclina-
tion to subject people to disfavor quickly, even decreeing
the death penalty, as had happened to Adashev’s family.
But Ivan interpreted the resentment felt by the boyars

in an unexpected manner. Ivan felt that all malcontents
were in league with the “chosen council” and, assuming
that the “council” desired to rob him of his power, he
attributed the same desire to all boyars angl especially, it
seems, to the princes. All of Ivan’s extensive correspon-
dence with Kurbsky is filled with suspicions of this sort.
In these letters Ivan readily accuses his guardians of belit-
lling the Tsar’s power. They had been the old boyars of

his father, as well as his friends, and associates of Silvester
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had once been sovereign. The old “princely” pat-
their vestiges of an independent way of life
iti ourished in these princes
. co-rulers “‘of all Russia’
o was of their own family
nd was not even the senior member of their “gcm:mtion.“
.ided to remove the princes from their patrimonies
i jons with local com-
erial well-being,
pon which rest-
ch their social

mining their mat
he foundation u
s and upon whi

su I}eriont v

OHSEQUENCES OF THE OPRICHNINA

THE €

t up for himself in the oprich-
A » in order tO liberate himself from the
e on bonds of kinship and relationship through marriage
in the old palace. Lodging himself in his
tion of Moscow, another

c
were
that .0 the Arbat seC
e Tsar surrounded himself

lac
o pagandmvskaia Sloboda), th
om he found acceptable

| .

S ew servitors and boyars Wh > ACCCT

with ““thousand”” of oprichniki, be-
- 1ce after province he

rsue his objectives. Provinc
the oprichnina and “sorted out his slaves.”

First of all, he destroyed OfF removed to outlying regions of
Muscovy the large landowners-—the princes and boyars. Their
menials either a d their lord or were dispersed and

had to find new lords to serve. The large patrimonies Were
then divided 1ntO small allotments, which became service ten-
ure estates for the uprichniki, whose status was that of the
deti boiarskie. After the large landowners, smallholders
were dealt with in turn. They, 10O, were removed 10 new

that Ivan s¢
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who, |“rmuI 41l this the old landowners were, :
s here they might be usefu] in de

feng.

+worthy-
trustWOlt "7 tiers, W B :
he IO = most striking example of this go of

sent to 1 . Th 3
ing the :.tf; {"on the borders was the massive demﬂatign
resettlemen le from twoO provinces of ngﬁfﬂd

ervice peop - .
in 1571 c;‘f :::1ﬂal;sofbfd into the oprichnina to Sepe,y.
that had be€ the Lithuanian border, Whm;

iat on
- _,he and US\"I J . = .
Ozerishc sin their economic life anew while Suard.

.Iheyhzaic:;iigagainst the enemy.
= tTh«? sorting out of “'slaves™ that occ_urred d“ﬁng the
- chnina was accompanied by Pcrsecutmn of all whq in-
g:frred the disfavor of Fhe sovereign and by outright vio-
lence by the oprichniki against those whom they coylg
abuse with impunity. In the eyes o t!1e people, the en.
tire operation of inspecting and resettling landowners 4.
sumed the nature of a disaster and political terror. The
sovereign was not merely content with effecting this trang.
formation; he also raged against those whom he suspecteq
of “treason” (or what today we would call unreliability).
With unusual cruelty he executed and tortured without
investigation or trial those whom he deemed offensive,
exiled their families and ravaged their holdings. His op-
richniki felt no shame when Killing defenseless people
“for fun” or robbing and raping them. Ridding himself
of the earlier frame of mind impressed upon him by the
“cnunml," Ivan grew morally degenerate, wallowed in or-
gies and dcl?auchery and surrounded himself with repro-
bates, allowing them everything their licentiousness de

manded.
Yet even then the Tsar preserved the qualities that

e sure that |
hed fallen by
doubted that
rach his goa
ening of the
1 complex
tlective, Jog
ut also to 2
ave desi
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his practical training had bestowed upon him during the
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riod of his first reforms. He completely guided the
course of the government. He conducted affairs during

the oprichnina confidently and steadfastly, moving direct-
ly toward his goal and attaining it. The system of prince-
ly landowning was shattered; and the princes were torn
from their ancient nests and scattered throughout the en-
tire land. The most eminent members of this class were
destroyed. Their preeminence within the government

was ended. Choice positions in the boyar duma and in
the palace now fell to the aristocracy of the new order—
the sovereign’s favorites and the relatives of the Tsar’s
wives. The Rurikid and Gediminovich princes retained
their positions only when they were able to win the sov-
ereign’s favor by their willingness to serve in the new op-

richnina system.
During the last years of his life Ivan was able to cele-

e his victory over his domestic enemies. No longer

was the Tsar constrained by the “sovereigns and gover-

nors” who had oppressed him in his youth. By his own
admission, Ivan acted in accordance with an apostolic in-
nction: “Some are judged mercifully, others are saved
through fear.” Ivan finally became ‘‘an autocrat” in re-

ality, for he “‘himself constructed” his realm. But we can

be sure that he also understood the error into which he

had fallen by launching the oprichnina. Probably he never
doubted that he had chosen an incongruous means to

reach his goal. The objective of the oprichnina, the weak-
ening of the aristocracy, could have been achieved by a

less complex method. Ivan’s measures, though they proved
effective, led not only to the destruction of the aristocracy

but also to a number of other effects that Ivan could hard-

ly have desired or expected.
First of all, the method the oprichnina used to exam-

ine lands held by princes caused the entire land to be

brat
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Lesser people, th
suffered no less than their masters. According to an o]q
Muscovite custom, not only was the property of a man
who fell into disfavor confiscated, but his documents g
well, his “charters and title deeds.” Such title deeds now
lost their validity, and the people in bondage, “‘the slaves
of the disgraced boyar,” received their freedom, some-
times with the injunction that they were not to join anoth-
er household. Condemned to a free but hungry existence,

éilteasgﬁgﬁgglgrgecam;han itine'rant element dange{ous to the

that were reor 2;1' dei_labo_nng peasant population of lands
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estates had formed communes, with their own elected of-

ficials managing taxation and other matters. But when
these patrimonial estates were divided into small service
tenure allotments, the commune was dissolved and the
easants were dispersed in individual households under the
control of service landholders. They now found them-
selves in worse conditions, in a state of bound dependence.
Under rich and privileged proprietors the peasants had pro-
fitted from the advantages of immunity. But under poor
and common landholders they now “‘drew their burden”
without privileges of any kind. Transfer to a new pro-
rietor was therefore a calamity upon the peasants that
forced them to leave their place and seek “‘new lands.”
Thus all classes that were affected by the oprichnina
underwent economic disruption. Willingly or unwillingly,
they traded their settled way of life for a mobile, if not
way of life. The stability of the population

nomadics
earlier achieved by the government was now lost through

the fault of that very government.
Secondly, the inspection of ownership rights of

inces and boyars and the transfer of disgraced people

tp;new lands could have been done with the same degree
of calmness with which in later years (for example, un-
der Tsar Feodor Ivanovich in 1593-1594) the landowning
rights of monasteries were reviewed, even though monas-
tery lands were at times confiscated. But Ivan had found

it necessary to link this operation with political terror,

, some-
) join anotk executions, the disgrace of individuals and whole families,
, existenc: and devastation of the homesteads of princes and entire
rous to the towns and districts. ‘As the: qprichnina developed, the
on of 6 state began to experience civil warfare and yet could not
g lc]hsce_rn the reason for l;hls warfa;‘e. Eor the Tsar was
ot uml‘i"ﬁ enemies who did not resist him.

e ere 1s no need to recount in detail the persecutions

trimot® _

-
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years 15 ‘e properly by Viewing this ep,. 1Y€ tr. the e
the matter ml-?en epoch of murder. Not conte e Peﬁﬂétﬂ of _Eﬂ.fj
single, unbros, hobility alone, Ivan vengeq y: With MY d.
destruction :}' 11 walks of life and put thep, t 'S Wry he .hili"‘ o™
on people ot @ There exists, for example . E deagy, l: U, lﬂgd\rite
eat numbeor- how in 1574 “the Tsar el;cut I'Ief chrg,. ch&afl}‘
cle acmunéhistaiﬂ Square of the Kremlin, maﬁd in MD:II- its ﬁ-51
o 158 ﬁ;l"::-:andrite (Evfimy) of the Chudoy Mn? bﬂyamtﬂ‘w,_ ;ﬁﬂiﬂ th
e Ar*cst and many people of all kind.» |, ;);la““fv,; pts ., 10
archpri¢ ign against Novgorod. { 10 g n* and
went on a campaig . i dﬂpart Tﬁu t il
Aleksandrovskaia Sloboda in December of the ed fy, iy wil
c:r and sacked towns along the way (sych as‘;{‘?‘:eding O?th- al‘-:':
%ver). several weeks he spent in Novgorgq t‘:“_tlﬂn_ angd ?l grem
killing people by the hundreds and even by tpe ;‘;1““2 ang o King
If the incredible figure of 60,000 victims recqy, ded”}i&an : 310 tl‘:
chronicle cannot be acfepted, We must accept the ::t_he Eﬂhﬁﬁ w].
of the Tsar’s “‘synodal” (the book in which the namshm““ 3 Ynast)’_‘,
the dead were recorded, to be remembered 5t MHSS}? of Thi
in Novgorod 1,505 men were “'separated” (that ;s 131.:(mt 4 9o
death). Men of that day recalled the Tsar’s visita"(ion ‘?t 5E;;111‘-’13' '.
horror. They said that because of him “Novgorog g, . ginces |
Great became desolate™ and that “because of him Many dunovs |
people began ,5102 look like beggars and wandered aboyt ives by
foreign lands.”™* The area around Novgorod also suffereq died O
and Pskov experienced some torment, although this city than “
merely witnessed pillage and not executions. F"PI"’;
Not content with victimizing boyars and common birod
people, Ivan lightly and readily exterminated members of ““‘“’:
the clergy. He even exiled and ordered killed Philip, the ‘g:‘l
v

Metropolitan and head of the national Church, a man whom
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Ivan himself had forced to agree to become metropolitan.
Prince Vladimir Andreevich Staritsky, whom the “chosen
council” had intended as Ivan’s successor, likewise perished.
The result of this insane and generally unnecessary
terror was the complete derangement of the domestic life
of Muscovy. The aristocracy, exhausted but not quite an-
hilated, along with its feeling of fear nourished bitter

ni
red toward “‘the ancient blood-drinking clan™ of the

hat -
Muscovite sovereigns and looked forward with anticipation
to its early end. At the close of 1579 Kurbsky, celebrating

Bathory's victory over Ivan, prophesied in a letter to Ivan
that, in the words of the psalms, “those who use their
throne to create lawlessness will not remain long in God’s
oht'* and that ‘“‘those who gorge themselves on Christian
sﬁwd will soon vanish with all their household.” Ivan’s
Egalfh. already broken by his orgies, and his lack of grand-
hildren, could have suggested to Kurbsky that the “blood-
Sfiﬂki“g clan” was dying out. The same hope for a quick
d to the tyrant must have been the consolation of still
g?heﬁ who were persecuted, among whom the Muscovite

dynasty had savage enemies.
y This dream came true. Before a quarter of a century

pad passed following Ivan’s death, descendants of the per-
secuted princes seized the Muscovite throne through the
rinces Shuisky. They immediately clashed with the Go-
he Romanovs, who then represented the rela-

dunovs and t _ 1 _ |
tives by blood and marriage of Ivan’s family, which ha'_d

died out. Other strata of the populace were no less bitter
than the boyars. The oprichnina a}nd the terror turned all
people against “their” cruel authority and at the same time
introduced dissension into society. In the accurate obser-

wtions of the Englishman, Giles Fletcher, who was in Mos-
cow soon after Ivan’s death, Ivan’s base policies and bar-
haric actions had so shaken Muscovy and aroused such




l14
—

8eneral dissatisfaction and imp]r?:ianhgle 1_;?}:;’:dht May
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in subsequent events in Russia-

5 DISPLACEMENT OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND
ECONOMIC CRISIS

1y

The government first noticed dl:c;rﬁi*erdgmung the
people about the year 1570, but this disorder p,q = it
begun earlier. Presumably 1l was Occasioned, first, . Ol
strenuous efforts of the authorities to regulate the < the
of service land tenure and, secondly, by the cqp, :
Kazan. Both occurred in the 1550s. We haye Bins.
in their proper place the procedures adopted rega ot

' Tdin
standards of service demanded in return for seryjce Es%ﬂé

ent of a full thousand servitors op servi ~
::z}rln;3 z:tt;:i?snin the vicinity of Moscow, and the ge:nmE lin-
sus of service and tax-paying lands in order better 1, c:“'
culate services and payments. All these actions iNcreageg
the burdens imposed on the people by the EOvernment g4
encouraged emigrations to new and more desirable place,
And better places did exist, in the newly conquered Vo
region. Settlers were lured there by the rich soil, abun-
dance of water and forest and unbounded room for settle-
ment, tillage and business. Needing garrisons for the ey
towns it had founded, the government invited to the Mig-
dle Volga “immigrants from the upper reaches,” from the
Oka and the Upper Volga. The administration distributed
lands in the Volga region to service people and clergy in
order to strengthen the Russian element in the region, and
these landholders brought with them to their new home-

steads a work force drawn from the ancient center of the
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road from the

At the same time thc_
ened past Nizhni Novgorqd
e he Votiaki” to

nown in Great
astward and
ation by

Great Russian state.

the Viatka, then
Russia for riches. Masses of people moved €

northeastward, partly encouraged in their migr

their civil authorities.

But not only the Volga region enticed people frm:n
native Muscovite districts. The “wild Field,”” which
e south of Riazan, Tula and Kaluga and hitherto

had remained unsettled, beckoned to them. This region

was used by Russian and Tatar w_anderers, who found there
refuge from the tyranny of enemies and sanctuary from the
law, OF else sought their livelihood f'l_'om hunting or booty

y pi]'laging Russian and Tatar frontier sejctlements.. By the
middle of the sixteenth century the Russians had become
redominant on the “Wild Field.” Calling themselves “Cos-
: d without hindrance by the Tatars over

sacks,” they roame
the vast expanse that reached to the Northern Donets and

the Lower Don. On the banks of the “steppe’’ rivers they

arected their hunting “ca{nps" and_ “tje]t tents”’ liurty],

where they lived by hunting and fishing. But there was

hetter business to be found in the “Wild Field.”” Military

ursuits were more attractive. Once having formed a mili-
tary detachment, called a stanitsa, and having chosen an
sataman,” they could go south to the Black Sea and ob-

tain “homespun coats” in the Tatar and Turkish settle-
ments. On the steppe roads, the shliakhi, that ran from
Muscovy to the south, they could rob Russian and foreign
merchants and even ambassadors from the Tsar and the
Khan. Finally, when summoned by the Tsar, they could
hire themselves out to state service and join the Muscovite
army in special detachments. In this manner men followed

each other into the “Wild Field,” abandoning the state Ivan

their
jay to0 i
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Livonian War had made it impossible f,
to live in Russia. " them | y 2%
~ This emigration from Muscovy to ¢ Cony; s Me? oo
did not seem to disturb the governmen; ae Wilg F; N :f‘*;a” ﬂf!‘a
contemporaries felt that he even encouyr, t firg _ l“’ld'* 105, gfw 2
to the south, in order to “fill the b“rdersged thig E':Ean's f"gpafﬁbu“ﬂt?
military men and thereby strengthen fmntfhf is lanud‘L‘- M ic 401¢
the enemy.” One writer of this period ha;er forg ad Wity n?-ooﬂtﬂ €
ed that if “any vile creature who had comy. ot %nﬁaingt ? ged 4 10
and was sentenced to death could escape tm“tﬁd evij oMt lﬂﬂgﬂiﬂe f
the steppe or the region of Seversk,” thel_:hthe funsaf:ts e sfhjrds a
cape ‘“‘from death.” But with the passage fe Coylg &:f 1«'0’[ mﬂiﬂt‘
sequences of this sort of indulgence began?[ time ¢y, fné‘)’still ﬂ;
Muscovite authorities. They then CDHClude;' distyyy, Iiﬂn- the Fr
sion of people from Muscovy’s heartland tq that tp, d; !f‘}"::le Ll"’oa‘
gion and the “Wild Field” would have 3 gjr the Volg, n:f' ot y seven ©
conditions at the core of the state. © effect Upon Uﬂder cultl?
By the 1570s the economic situation at ?:;, falloW-
of Muscovy had become critical. The outf]o the cenge, e Of the F
lation created in those areas an economic vu;; of POpu- qate fﬂm‘.ﬂlq
of a lack of workers. The cadasters remarkeq because to any give]
very many “barren places that once were villa Ebout the uring £he
ed patrimonial estates overgrown with forests gﬁ’ deser %000 pEO
doned by their inhabitants, their churches “w‘ithlages-ab?“‘ gveled the
and arable lands left fallow without cultivation ﬂ;l - oy s Of
places the memory of departed lords remained ‘ali\? some outflow
wastelands still bore their na s fever that
mes. But elsewhere the mas for la
ters were already forgotten and “there was no one to find e b'.
their names.” Wherever the state of affairs in the vicinit —
of Moscow can be calculated numerically, striking t"lgurf:s?r IE;;m onj
emerge. Land surveys demonstrate that ‘t;y the time of i’i“ wm*kﬂ.
Ivan’s death the thirteen stany4 of the M district % while
comprised not over 13 R 1 Thm"‘E'hl
r 135,000 acres of arable land. Of this, S¥ith
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es (in round numbers) lay fallow on
service and patrimonial estates and, in addition, as many as
10,800 acres were taken off the tax rolls because of the ab-
e of their owners. Thus as much as forty per cent of
the arable land was no longer performing its normal eco-
nomic function. The remaining sixty per cent (that is,
81,000 acres) were divided as follows: 31,050 acres be-
Ionggd to service and _patrimonial masters and 49,950 acres
pelonged t0 monasteries. Hence, by the end of Ivan’s reign
the service people of the Moscow district left fallow almost
1w0'fhj"d5 of the arable land they could have overseen.
They maintained 31,050 acres but abandoned 54,000.

Still more dismal information is available at this time

of Novgorod that lay near the theater

from the provinces :
of the Livonian War. Here one estimate concludes that
only seven and one-half per cent of all arable land was

under cultivation, while ninety-two and one-half per cent
lay fallow- [nformation is lacking concerning the percent-
age of the populace that left the central districts of the

sate for the frontiers, or the number of those who went
o any given place. We have only an “estimation’ that

during the last years of the sixteenth century not less than
20,000 people left for the “Wild Field” and that these
swelled the ranks of older emigrants from Muscovy. This
figure, of course, hardly approximates the scope of this
outflow. Its true dimensions can be appreciated from the
fever that gripped proprietors and landowners in their strug-
dle for labor forces at the end of Ivan’s reign. Using all
means legal or illegal, seemly or improper, they tried to
;itgl:; ;1]1 tgletir ;ar;:ils the labor force that was 'slipping away
B whileest 0 ho their peasants and slav_es in their ser-
ol rw;nlg to ﬂbta}n others from different sources.
peacetul transactions and court actions, as well

. .
with violence and deceit, they kept their own people

———

as many as 43,200 acr
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their -;::;chntesf for laborers was won, of course, by the
influential and rich landowners (and most nftez) by the T_hf'ﬁ
monasteries, which had at thenr_disposal fﬁpancual capita) distr
and ties with Moscow). But this competition injured 3 00
both the peasantry and the petty servitors who helq ser. wars
vice tenure estates. Their peasants were the first tq fall nd
into economic slavery, while the service men, having lost thet
their peasants, came to ruin and could no longer render wal
service from their lands. In both instances the govern. the
ment was the loser. The ruined peasant fled or sank into ths
slavery and consequently paid no taxes. The ruined land- o
holder not only found it impossible to render service but u
also “wasted™ his official service estate and destroyed its 0
economic value. It was therefore unavoidable that the t
sovernment should intervene in this matter. In 1580 Ivan :

extracted from a “consecrated council” and its head, Met-
ropolitan Antony, g solemn promise that in the future

monasteries and other ecclesiastical landowners would

—
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acquire no new lands or hold lands
the “military class has suffered im
Probably about this time the sove
ed which said that peasants shoul

force and that in general peasants were not to be moved
about for a certain period of time “during forbidden years”
which would be determined in adva nce by the government.
Unfortunately, the exact text of this “decree” by Ivan is
not preserved. But it did exist and was essentially the first
formal and provisional limitation upon the peasant’s right
to leave his master, a freedom that hitherto had been re-
cognized by Muscovite legislation.

in mortgage, because
poverishment from it."

reign’s “decree” appear-
d not be carted off by

¢ THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE CRISIS: THE
SOUTHERN BORDERLANDS

The political terror and the depopulation of the central :
dgistricts of the state brought the Muscovite tsardom to ;

3 domestic crisis of extraordinary magnitude. The long |
war, the raids mounted by the Tatars in 1571 and 1572
and the crop failures that accompanied those years fur-
ther aggravated this crisis. Ivan faced a grave and intri-
cate problem. The land refusec{ to give the government
the men and the means to continue the war. Because of
] the rapid dispersal of the populace, the country generally
g lost the resources needed to support the government. The
authorities had to repair the disorder and seek new means
of restoring the strength of the state. It was natural that
the political leadership should seek these resources in the
lands to which the laboring force had fled and attempt
to reenlist these forces in state service and satisfaction of
obligations they had avoided by flight.

As far as the Volga region was concerned, the process
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of settlement had proceeded under the ¢
the direction of Muscovite officials, pm.yt“ anq g,

registration of labor forces and resourceg S T n
was accomplished conveniently and eff
as the mid-1560s, after the Gonf;lscated
istributed to Russian owners, the gener,) - '20ds
l‘::rsldsbt?egan in the “Tsardom” of Kazap, 'lr‘ﬁgemr“t' ere
recorded crown lands, service tenure estage, fo:a tey
“who had been given a service rank,” teﬂantlm
lands “which of old had belonged to the Tatars
ash and Mordvinians and which were now gy; :
tribution as service tenure lands.” . In one e Dre for g
all registered lands fell under official contro] anq :nmh*’
sidered when services and paymer?ts were “PPGrtiunm Con,
But matters were arranged differently i, the s;d+
in the “Wild Field.” At the beginning of the Sixtﬂe::]l;’
century the frontier of permanent Muscovite Settlemep
advanced from the Oka River (‘“‘from the bank,” 4 i t
was said at the time) to the fortified “line,” wh
the stone fortresses of Kaluga, Tula and Zaraisk
tral authorities strengthened and guarded this line, whigh
was garrisoned and reinforced by natural and artificial
“fortifications™ against Tatar raids. Attentive to the smal.
lest detail, the government took care to be “mor,

€ wary”
and ordered extreme watchfulness. But in the meantime,

. The

despite the danger along the entire expanse of the fortified

frontier, the agricultural and commercial segments of the
population pressed forward ever farther to the south.

Without permission and even without the knowledge of
the authorities these people settled “on new lands,” in
occupations of every kind. Their thrust outward was 50
dynamic that the more enterprising among them even
settled beyond the limits of the fortresses, where the set-
tler was no longer protected by the moats, walls and

e —————————————

‘-’nmtﬁ’ﬂf"k)':
the frontier
Tula south
Briansk. M
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ramparts of towns but only by natural “fortifications™ —
thickets or the current of tree-lined brooks. People of
this sort escaped all official notice and were quite lost 1O
the state. It was impossible to record them in the cadas-
ters or to subject them to any kind of service or tax.
Meanwhile the needs of the government became ever more
gcute and by 1571 Moscow had definitely resolved that
action should be taken to deal with the problem of the
southern frontier. News of the Tatar raids of 1570 pro-

vided the immediate impetus for doing so.
In January of 1571 the sovereign resolved “to con-

ruct stations and guard detachments,” that is, to put
er and improve the network of mounted sentry pa-

trols and stationary observation posts that had long ex-
tended along the southern frontier but now was consider-
te. The enterprise was entrusted to a boyar,

ed inadequate
Mikhail I. Vorotynsky. He summoned from the

prince : ;
southern towns to Moscow people experienced in out-
and “who were already accustomed (to guard-

st duty 2 e
ing the border) for ten or fifteen years.” These people
1l the frontier towns, deti boiarskie, long patrol

i Dm a
4 trol riders!® and guides [vozhi], should all

riders, short pa . &)y B
January or in February.” With them

come to Moscow in
Vorotynsky perfected a plan for early warning posts on

the frontier, by which the security line was extended from
Tula south to the Bystraia Sosna River and to Orel and
Briansk. Much of the expanse of the “Wild Field” there-

by became part of Muscovite territory.
This was the manner in which the government colo-

nized the “Wild Field,” with a plan that was technically
devised very assiduously and in great detail. Since the
course of this special work gave rise to administrative
questions that went far beyond the jurisdiction of Voro-
tynsky’s special commission, these problems were referred

st
in ord
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to th[‘! bﬂyar duma., where thE}' wWere dlscu ik’ ‘H‘]‘J

by special “‘decisions” made by the boy, - ed o f A
dragged on for several years. Vﬂmtynsk : The'l,% ’ '-"!,.j
the boyar Nikita R. Yuriev. The time.tay, Vas r fanh, of Jent o0
“stations and guard detachments”™ were l‘ae b h#% ﬂr.:r '[]1;"[(1
was altered more than once tnfont‘mm fo D“%itl-nh N bef’,ﬂ"q
ever farther southward on the “Wild Fie]  the adylﬁ“tq‘ 1; 11{3:‘, ﬂ:\l
isolated agricultural settlements. In Mﬁsm of Tniﬁahtt Jh" "*!['“"’:
voted ever greater attention to the tagg nfw Mﬁti;ah’a ( f ';d
“Wild Field.”” At the end of Ivan’s reign acﬁlgnizihﬁ;’l 0 Gﬂ'f‘j?pj

first years of the reign of _his successor, k, d d'-"ir::!" the
the problem of incorporating the “Fielg* Odoy l"&n the

vernmental authority became parar. " 1thin 4 g o 1 ne ©

o gﬂThc dominant idea behind all It)h?:::‘:i';nt_ lhﬁap - o 3".!;“ hn;::
solve this problem was the realization that i:ls ak&nt [ﬂsi""ckﬁgﬂl‘l

sary to build fortresses on the “Field‘u o Wag nec; Cﬂthﬂ ﬁf S
close all fords across the rivers on Tatay = t“tm ang ET:O | ov8 heo
south to the Oka River—"to establish fop, Gtﬁ from e e t; %
along the Tatar routes.” Thereafter it “'GUIdnt © forg, s " ole
sible for large Tatar forces to move secretly a'ﬁ; impo it P0G
steppe. To counter raids by smaller Tatar P Ut the i'“'peﬂyatif
various types of “fortresses,” from “barrier D?CMems’ dgpalfé‘:ﬂ .
trees” in the forests to ramparts and moats j, t:'leﬂed .
were created between the towns. All this fnrmgs Dling i T;E q
broken line of fortifications, beyond which - an y. 0 o
sentry posts (the “guard detachments”) ang muui:ﬁt mf:twaﬁ
trols (the “stations™) kept watch. The network of mff Eﬂ cultiy
resses that was conceived in Ivan’s day and implemene nthe tov
by him and his successor enclosed the huge expanse of wre Ol
the “Wild Field” between the Don River, the Upper Ok “ithe of
and the left tributaries of the Dnepr and Desna rivers.® 0 Eplen
This territory represented a distinctive conquest by Mos ihuted

of the %
Timent

T~

cow, for the object of this conquest was neither enemy
towns nor an alien people but desolate places and peopk

—
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of one’s own nationality. Indeed, the intention was to
prevent the enemy from entering this conquered region.
For this purpose towns were built and an effort launched
to bind to these towns the local Russian settlers who had
abandoned Muscovy’s central provinces and had crossed
the line of Russian settlement.
The Muscovite general who was sent to the “*Field”
to found a new town arrived at the place where he had
been ordered to bluild the town and began his work. He
athered informatlnnl;‘:flong the brooks™ of the presence
of free homesteaders’ ' 1In tl}usc parts. Whenever he learn-
ed of the existence of free inhabitants, he invited them
to visit him and commanded “‘the ataman ani‘:l the wealthy
Cossﬂﬁks from all the rivers to come to him in the town.”
f the sovereign he strengthened their con-

name O
In the “settlements’’ (homesteads) and persuaded

r their
trol Ove serve the sovereign by defending the borders and

them t.,:: town. These individuals then comprised the ser-
the ﬂﬂﬂ le of the new town. They were the government’s
vice pe€ sgtiﬂﬂ for its loss of military forces caused by the
chrmPenI tion and ruin of the central districts of the realm.
dEpogu tathis was not the limit of the responsibilities of

fre:: inhabitants who were now f:::-r_r:il:nlyr reincgrp_matﬁd
the the state by the official colonization of the “Field.
L h new district of the “Field” farming for the govern-
B manded; this was the so-called “tithe of arable

s de ; _ e
g:fgtc:fl?ivated for the state,” which all minor military men

: with the exception of the deti boiarskie)

:]e:a] i{)?i:;; go plow along with their own linds. The

“tithe of arable land cultivated for the stlate was neede_d
to replenish the state granaries, from which grain was dis-
ributed for various needs. This grain provisioned the men
of the garrison, who did not have their own farms. Gov-
ernment grain was also sent to towns farther to the south,
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where agriculture had not yet been Initiateq ang

sent to the Don Cossacks as a form of ”Sala;'y fru:;..'"'ra‘S Cve,,

Sovereign.” In this manner the governmep, |:nlamn.mI the

compensate for the losses In 3grlcultura? Producyg : to

the natural consequence of the economic Crisig Withiat “"ETQ

covy, n Mus_
Concerns for the settlement and for¢

ifiﬂatiun of ¢
Volga region, especially of the southern fmntierg & he

covy, and concerns for the organization of the Hi’;amu;
and laboring populace in the'se regions were the ain
of governmental activity during the last yearg o Ivan o
reign. As the authorities scaled down the forcefy, repy
sion of the oprichnina, they devoted corres Nding}y EIESF
er attention to organizing the frontiers Which haq beenm"
part of the zemshchina. Therreseafcher Who limjg his o,
servations of Russian life during this period tq the legis,h_-
tive activities of the central organs of authority wiy have
; to recognize that these institutions gcmmpﬁshed NOthing
. and that Ivan dragged out his days in a disma] mood, gys.
fering painful military reverses and at Flmes sun'endering
| to fits of savage bitterness. Yet_thf: slightest acquaintanc,
with the special historical materials that dea] With the e
tablishment of services and labor in the new]
tiers of the state afford an understanding of
terests of the government were directed. These concerns
did not require general legislation and were limited to de
tailed implementation of a practical plan that had been
adopted. Although the activity of the government is not
reflected in laws and decrees, this work testifies to the
courage and viability of the government as much as had
the broad reforms of the early years of Ivan’s life or the

impetuous venture of the oprichnina.
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7 IVAN'S LAST YEARS

[van’s most notable literary works date from the second
half of his reign, from the time of the oprichnina, the
war with Lithuania and Sweden and the organization of
the southern frontiers. Among these were his “‘very long™’
epistle in response to Kurbsky’s first letter in 1564, his
testament of 1572, his message to the Kirillov Monastery
in 1573 and the letters and official charters apparently
sed by the Tsar himself (the charters to King John

m
;? S'Ezdeﬂ and to Bathory, his letter to V.G. Griazny,
forth). Two features characterize Ivan’s literary

and s0 1¢ : . k
le. First, he is u_nusually ?erbose and given to gracing
sty - stylistic lavishness with meandering citations from
his ks he had read (“‘whole paragraphs and passages,” to
gte Kurbsky). Secondly, Ivan greatly appreciated any
. r. from good-natured irony to the bitterest

q
f bante : :
ot- £ loved to mock his correspondents in a snide

sm, and : : | '
sa;;?]er,oppﬂrtunely or irrelevantly introducing clownish
’ - -
Illlgmﬂﬂts into serious discourse.
e

There is NO need to dwell upon analysis of all these
works by [van, for they have been evaluated many times

ur historians and have become highly renowned. For
by © urposes it should be noted that, regardless of how

n::; gval uates the literary qualities of these writings, they
:;Stjfy that their author retained his intellectual powers

until the last years of his life and that Ivan’s writings can

in no way be considered ravings of a madman or nonsense
of a stupid individual. Always they express a definite
theme, logically developed. There is constancy of thought

and clarity of feeling. Generally they show sense and wit.
But apart from all this, these works contain valuable
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cere and dCeR. " that thelt o honor of “presigin. 2Meq
er of his adViser™ . oolely tfwd his person were .2
all things. Tcmllfag his family an aning alaves” -e ‘;hl‘e
reigning,” and V1% " these ‘cu e b and “the
ened with d‘]r{gt"tf ~ When y “D\FE,[CaLmE this
priest” who CH°EL ' gisperse the CANESTOMS  counci,
fear an rdice Of another 5?11:1[& ,;la];lfugmlsed that
sank into cOWZ former favorites had impetled them ¢, Te.
his rift with hlS” i 10 harbor evil intentions towarg
sort to “treasorn T " s not they, but he who attaey,,
him. I8 4 those who opposed him or those whom
and persecuted | s. But it seemed to Ivan that they haq
he found suspff":"’;ﬁal he had to “'stand by himself and

attacked him andThis qura of fear and his urge to defenq
protect himself. Il of Ivan’s “widespread and very nojg
himself Pﬂf}‘;ﬂifsﬁy_ From the Tsar’s point of view, th:
:I;:s[:fjncf:? of the oprichnina Was a mecessary measure of
sclf—d&’t;f:sz;er Ivan raged against “‘traitors,” he displayeq
this attitude of a man oppressed and endangen-:d_ His tes-
tament of 1572 clearly reflects this state of mind. Evep
while he was authoritatively disposing of his “treasury”
and all of his “Russian Tsardom,” Ivan presented the im-
age of one sorely beset by enemies. “I have been banish-
ed by the boyars, because of their willfullness, from my
possessions, and now I wander about my lands,” he wrote.
By the words “‘my possessions” he meant the capital, and
by the word “lands™ he meant those places where he lived

with his “court.” In his later testament of 1582, which has |
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Not come down to us, this Strange passage has a different
reading. Those who lived in the eighteenth century and

saw the testament of 1582 report that the Tsar “speaks
mare clearly of these things and forbids revenge; his wan-
dering means that he was pleased to live in Starits

was even more pleased to live in Aleksandrovskaia Slobo-

da.” Yet even in this version, which is not as strange as

the testament of 1572, the words “banished by boyars”

as used by the tyrant seem psychologically abnormal.
This impression is strengthened by the consistency

with which Ivan represents himself and his children as

peing banished and oppressed. “*May God have mercy

d bring you to your kingdom and keep you there,

. wrote to his children, *“and 1 bless you.” In anoth-

hrﬂn]a{:ﬂ Ivan says: “"May God have MErcy on you, free

. Pfrnm troubles, and may vou never be separated.”

s in his well-known epistle to the Kirilloy Monaster;y,
Eve) & brimming with accusations against the monks, 1%
whict rceive again the attitude of one who is in danger.
polah b Ivan’s third marriage to Marfa Sobakinal? result-

ﬂ!ﬂver*dgam of many of her relatives. In a letter Ivan
ed IF ﬂ':rﬂ laam Sobakin, the uncle of Marfa, who was con-
recall armm]k and says of him that “Varlaam’s neph-

t%dhgd to tc;rmen! me and my children u..rith the help
oy but God hid me from them. Their sorcery |
o m{EET}:ﬂed and for this reason it happened” (that is,
was dlscl exec!utedl- History knows nnthingﬁmf any con-
thg;ﬂér attempt against Ivan by the Sobakins: Ivan
sp

alone reveals this apparently imaginary danger posed him

is unfortunate family. :
by th[l:a l[llns feeling of fear before non-existent danger re-

" 1a that is so well
elements of the persecution mania
:?nl:n and so widespread in our own times. As happens
among those suffering (or having) this mania. it did not

A
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violence 2
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“about MY lands, Among those Who undergo this manjs_

And, as is typIc@ :hclination to joking and mock.

the talkativeness a7 . n simultaneously em
stic O G er
haracter’ of his life Ivan was no 8ed.

ery that is SO C :
: active ¥ :
puring the 13st man deprived of peace of mipg

| he was
: mz;d?lal:;tel;aél;et{éar or himself and those clgse to him,
’ %I;lis ias one dimension of his “abﬂquallt)’- ﬁnother,
which was related to ‘hJS STO"Qalled sadism,”
his blending of cruelty and depravity. This feature of
red by his unfortunate child-

’ ture hﬂd been fﬂste ) "
Ivan's na ortions in old age. His

hood and grew 0 extreme prop '
victims perished In refined tortures and died hundreds at

a time, for the sight of blood and torments gave the ty-
faction. At times Ivan “repented,” ac-

rant distinct satis
“he was corrupt of reason and beastly

knowledging that
of mind,” that he defiled himself by murder, lechery and

every kind of evil act, that he was “like the foulest and

vilest corpse.” But this was merely ritual.

Ivan sincerely and deeply repented and mourned only
when, in a fit of anger, he killed with his staff his own son.
Tsarevich Ivan was his father’s sole hope of continuing
the clan, one who in all certainty would have continued
his father’s policies and ruled with the same temper. Only
at the moment that he smashed his own future, SO toﬁspeak,
B
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Moscow on November 12, 1581, Ivan

wrote that he was unable to come to Moscow, because the

Tsarevich “‘has fallen sick and is now fatally ill.”” This dis-

Pﬂmh is an eloquent testimonial to the mental disarray
throughout the days that followed his

that overcame Ivan
unintcntional crime. Yet soon after the Tsarevich died,
Jvan recovered and returned to business. This was the

time of the important and urgent negotiations with Bathory

concerning peace, and there was no time for grief.
But during those gloomy years Ivan’s intellectual life

and WOrk were not spent totally in vile exhibitions of cru-
cism. Until the day of his death Ivan carried

elty 3nd cyni

with him the good lessons he had learned from the “chosen
wuncﬂ,“ such as lts.abxhty to organize broad administrative

measures and its aptitude for implementing these measures
ractically and systematically. However one judges his
rsonal conduct, Ivan, as a statesman and a politician, re-

mains a distinguished 'flgure.

In concluding this account of Ivan’s activities during

the second half of his reign, we must mention one ten-

dency noted and censured by his contemporaries. This

was his disposition toward foreigners and his interest in

At the beginning of this essay it was

Western Europe. i
noted that intercourse with Europe was a tradition in Ivan’s

tamily. Both his grandfather and his father had begun and
maintained relations with the governments of Central and
southern Europe. The subjugation of Novgorod and Pskov
made Russia the close neighbor of the “Northern European’
Livonians and the Swedes and through them also of the
Hanseatic League. The marriage alliance with the Paleolo-
gos family attracted to Russia representatives of the Latin
nations, especially Italians. Ivan himself was the first to

poda to the boyars in

Y
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tions with England. The Livoniap "

o s ar
initiate relat relationship with Denmark, When hr“um.'t
Ivan a certain had common enemies. Wag

interes
[van was In
ances that emerged from thege e

lso curious about gh_e culture of Eums degy
cience and its religion. Earjjer B e, it
marked how, soon after MO%C?\:’ first became ?qulajnt{;“‘
with military mining, a 'SpECla 15 In mining, g ‘Sappehn

appeared before Kazan In lvan;comsp;::},j along it

students. Mentioned also was l;;ns dChiitte, who TeCryjj.
ed all varieties of specnqllsts for ussia th_"‘?fughout Cemr&l
Europe. Ivan was also interested in physicians, Schlitge
invited to Russia more than twenty F}grn-lan Members o
the medical profession. Those recruited in this Manner

were unable to make their way to ;"’3" through the Cus-
toms gates of the Hanse and Lwoma: For this reason
other physicians freely entered Russia through the Mouths
of the Northern Dvina and Kholmogory. These were Eng-
lishmen for the most part, and among them were people
who were indeed adept at their skills, such as Robert Jacob
and Arnold Lenzei® There also appeared in Moscow in
1570 a graduate of Cambridge who was German in origin,
the doctor and astrologer (““sorcerer’’) Elisaeus Bomel, or
Bomely. This rogue and intriguer was destined to play a
prominent role during Ivan’s day. For an entire decade
he attended the Tsar not only as a physician but also as
a fortune teller, astrologer and a maker of poisons that
were meant for those who fell into Ivan’s disfavor. Con-
temporaries knew of his intimacy with the Tsar and found
it distressing. They even conjectured that Bomel had been
sent to Ivan by his enemies, the Lithuanians and Livonians,
saying thf_lt they “sent him 2 foreigner, a fierce sorcerer
named Elisaeus, who was close to and favored by the Tsar

commercial alh
ings. He was d
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and caused the Tsar to fear him . . . . He led the Tsar
away from the faith at last and caused him to become
vicious toward the Russian people and to love foreign-
ers.” So said one chronicle. Another contended that
Bomel really robbed Ivan of his senses. The Tsar, in the
words of this chronicle, “went off on campaigns and

wars and made his own land desolate; and because of
this unbeliever (Bomel) Ivan’s mind became frenzied and
he intended to destroy the land, if the Lord had not end-
ed his life.” Although Bomel was finally put to death by
[van for the same reason that lvan‘executed many of his
(avorites—on suspicion of “treason *—nevertheless his in-

fluence upon the Tsar sank deeply into the memory of

: 21
Russian people. _
e One writer of the beginning of the seventeenth cen-

[van Timofeev, more clearly than other contempora-
tury, e orth the idea that by the end of his life Ivan sym-
ne:hfzed with foreigners and had succumbed to their influ-

ce Timofeev said that the Tsar, after slaughtering some
E? hi.s poyars and driving others away, ‘“‘began to love those
aha had come to him from neighboring countries.” Some
wf these he made his intimate advisers (“privy to his secret
fhﬂugmg“}; to others he entrusted his health, be:.“:ause of
their “wisdom in doctoring.” But they l:lfought_ harm to
yis soul, as well as ill health to his boqiy, and in addition
filled Ivan with “hatred of his pepple. Timofeev thought
that even people of average intelligence sho_uid have under-
stood that “one should never accept the faith of one’s
enemies.” But in the meantime Ivan “with such great wis-
dom was overcome by no one, except by the weakness of
his own conscience,” and placed himself in the hands of
foreigners. ““Alas,” Timofeev exclaims, “his entire soul
was in the hands of barbarians, who did with him what-
ever they wished.” Here Timofeev first and foremost

—
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s Bomel, n’s reign, Were appearing in thgn'“ﬁ

remember

d of Iva ;
th, by tltejgnconsiderable numbers. l_inghsh and EMU;
covite state n Moscow and in the Rusg; Ute},

ded 1
]",[ts who tra & - oy l-a
merchad > orthern Europeans and L:thuan_lans Who . Tth:
capture towns as far away as Laishey- forem :
» 1

setﬂsi;goir:sﬁlg came to Moscow with large mtinuesgn
?ﬁ;se ~;:u:u::up[f: could create the impression th‘r‘ft the T ::.H
conferring power upon theﬂ foreign element in Russi, andas
protected and enco'uraged it. .

Rejecting the inescapable exaggerations, we shall p,q
follow the chronicles and repeat that Ivan was depriveq t
his senses “‘by one who was non-Orthodox.” Byt s mnf
acknowledge that he was clearly and strongly incjip P
have contact with Europeans and the West. There b
no doubt that during moments of ““fear” of “treagop» hrea
even considered the possibility of leaving Russia ang 4 n

those times desired to seek sanctuary in the West, in Eng.

land #
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CHAPTER I: IVAN THE TERRIBLE IN RUSSIAN B aifﬂ".t;ng,
ish
of *g"’]"':hfe e
1. Mikhail Mikhailovich Shcherbatov (1733-179q) publ; erd:l“ P
History of Russia from the Earliest Times in seve, mlulsltm ; 0 IJ
appeared between 1770 and l?gl: His work was Sigmrme‘ that Griazﬂf'f'
only in that it was the first historical study in Ryggj, l;nnt not 6. gﬂﬂ’cntfﬁj
primary sources but also because it did not limijt its mve;ﬁ:l!r Upon ua:: o pim l 5
to the person of the monarch, but studied the roje of lhehgm?“ bR tars: i
in the development of the Russian state. Robert Yuﬁeﬁc}ruh.'h‘? the :
(Vipper) (1859-1954) was a Latvian monarchist who prog.. " PP | potr Al %
editions of his work on the reign of Ivan IV. The firg Etlitl:_ttcl three fneﬂ cﬂmpof'-j
written in 1922, was the version known to Platonoy. Wip fon, :uh*‘ (Mosco®
sequent versions, composed during World War 1[I, relished f:; $ sub. S " for ]1.;5 v
turn to strong centralized authority realized under Stajin, and wentieth
. wol
2. The great fire of 1626 originated in the commercial city (Kitai. : |
gorod) and spread to the Kremlin, where it engulfed many buildings 3, The litsevC
used by the government and the Church, destroying archival Materia| cow in 1560'1
and other treasures. niniatures. It
the second ha
3. Nikolai Petrovich Likhachev (1862-1936) specialized in Russian
documents of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, as well as 9. Johann Ta
genealogy, paleography and numismatics. His work on dating ps- aptured by t|
per and watermarks was invaluable to the dating of Russian manu- of their educg
scripts. 1 Livonia an
- o g,
4. N.P. Likhachev, Delo o priezde v Moskvu Antoniia Possevina e, Taube
(St. Petersburg, 1893), p. 60, table IV. (Platonov’s note) :;‘:;“hme th
0 teryg
- Ll - - - c
5. Prince Andrei Mikhailovich Kurbsky (1528-1583), to whom _
{
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Platonov refers repeatedly, was a close adviser and associate of Ivan
the Terrible. In 1564 Kurbsky abandoned the armies he was com-
manding in Livonia and sought asylum in Lithuania-Poland, claiming
that Ivan was preparing his execution. From Lithuania Kurbsky be-
gan a correspondence with Ivan and also composed his History of
the Greatr Prince of Moscow. Most of Platonov's references to Kurb-
sky's writings intend the latter work, which has been translated into
English and edited by J.L.1. Fennell, Prince A M. Kurbsky's History

of fvan IV (Cambridge, 1965). As noted in the introduction to his

work, the authenticity of all of Kurbsky's writings has been called

into question.
6. Griazny-II'in became one of Ivan’s favorites after the Tsar's es-
trangement from Silvester and Adashev. Although Ivan’s letters re-

buked him for his stupidity in allowing himself to be captured by
the Tatars, [van secured his release by paying the ransom demanded.

7. Petr Alekseevich Sadikov (1891-1942) studied under Platonov,
then composed a study of Ivan IV’s reign, Ocherki po istorii oprich-
niny (Moscow-l.tﬂingmd, 1950). Sadikov is best remembered, how-
ever, for his work on Russian history and literature of the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries, concerning which he wrote more than twen-

ty works.

8. The litsevoi svod is an illuminated manuscript created in Mos-
cow in 1560-1570, comprising more than 10,000 pages with 16,000
miniatures. It surveys history from the creation of the world to

the second half of the sixteenth century.

9. Johann Taube and Elert Kruse were Livonian nobles who were
captured by the Muscovite army during the Livonian War. Because
of their education and experience, Ivan made them his ambassadors

to Livonia and Denmark and later entrusted them with a military
command against Livonia. When their attack on Dorpat ended in
filure, Taube and Kruse, fearing Ivan’s displeasure, fled to Lithu-
ania, where they wrote the above-mentioned letter on the persecu-
tion and terror mounted in Russia by the Tsar.

—

5
w
!
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10. Giles Fletcher (1546-1611) served in Russia in ) L!
4n ambassador of Queen Elizabeth 1o the court of 8- 589

Feodor Ivanovich. His account of Russia, Of the g
wealth, is generally regarded the most importang Enm-“ C‘f’,"ﬂnk, '
tion of affairs in Russia before the eighteenth cemuﬂuh el-c:i;

11. The term “boyar’ designated members of the high
the Muscovite service aristocracy. This title could b " rank
e conft"td Efn

an individual only by the Tsar.
12. Although Ivan III had first used the title of Tsar,

ployed it only intermittently. Ivan IV began the cu“‘o":had em.
of this title, which now became perpetual, TY uge

13. In 1571 Prince Ivan F. Mstislavsky, one of Ivan’s ok
chi :
and leading field commanders, confessed to hﬂ?ing b ﬂmyigaﬁ?m

by aiding the Khan of the Crimea, DevletGirei, during ap
across the Oka River. It is possible that those decapitateq ilafk
had been involved in this treachery. Mstislavsky himself hag 574
death by pledging to refrain from future treason and by pm?;_clm
three boyars who were to stand surety for his futyre actions. ing

14. Nikolai Mikhailovich Karamzin(1766-1826), Russian historian

and novelist. His History of the Russian State in twelye volumes
nished at his death and records Russian history only

was left unfi
until 1613. Often criticized for its romantic approach to history,
remains important because of its citation of many sources

this work
later destroyed by fires and other disasters.

I15. In an attempt to escape censorship and police harassment per-
petrated by the regime of Nicholas I, the Slavophiles met in literary
salons and circles in Moscow, where they discussed the many issues
that later became part of their nationalistic ideology. Seeking a com-
prehensive system of thought to explain Russian greatness, they par-
ticularly studied the evolution of Russian institutions and the impor-

tant roles played in world history by Russian rulers.
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16. Konstantin Sergeevich Aksakov (1817-1860) was one of the
most important and talented members of the Slavophile school

and devoted much of his writing to history and philology- Yury
Feodorovich Samarin (1819-1876), renowned for his poetry, also
developed Slavophile ideas in a number of philosophical and his-

torical essays and devoted much energy to writing of and working
for the emancipation of the serfs.

Ukrainian

Ivanovich Kostomarov (1817-1885) was a
Petersburg

or at the universities of Kiev and St.
f many historical works.

18 Count Aleksei Konstantinovich Tolstoi (1817-1875) is the au-
- e Terrible and other works of histori-

thot of The Death of Ivan th
His novel, The Silver Prince, is a vivid and exciting de-

ction.-
aal f life in the days of Ivan IV.

Pj;:{iﬂ'ﬂ o

ky (1843-1902) was a sculptor whose
ﬁd-eli!?’ to historical detail and insight into the character of historn-
cal figures won him great renown. In 1870-1871 he produced in
pronze the likeness of Ivan to which Platonov here refers. llia Efi-
movich Repin (1844-1930), the famous naturalist painter, produced
yis “Ivan the Terrible Kills His Son, Ivan in 1885. Viktor Mik-
hailovich Vasnetsov (1848-1926), who often painted historical scenes
and episodes from Russian epic poetry, produced a portrait of Ivan

that hangs in the Tretiakov Gallery in Moscow.

20. Likhachev, op. cit., Pp- 62ff. (Platonov’s note)

17. Nikolai
pistorian, profess
and the guthor o

(9. Mark Matveevich Antokols

21. Sergei Mikhailovich Soloviev (1820-1879) was professor of his-
tory at the University of Moscow. His History of Russia from the
Earliest Times in 29 volumes is renowned as the most ambitious

history of Russia ever produced.

ilnld.e Apganage (w.:a'e[) was the term used to denote land held by
. n;ﬂ ;;;l Russian princes during the thirteenth-sixteenth cen-
e was a meeting or assembly of townsfolk. In some

—
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N
cities, such as Novgorod, the veche became powerfy) enoy &
Ppan,,_ te.

termine the political life of the community. Both the ,

the veche were, as Platonov indicates, obstacles to the cﬁﬂs:ﬁg: ang
o
n

s ke
of strongly centralized governmen

23. Konstantin Dmitrievich Kavelin (1818-1885) Was profe,

legal history at the University of Mnsn:t}w anfi SUpporteq g
that the Russian state was not of popular origin hut_ had bee W
pressed upon apathetic masses by strong and far-seemg iﬂdi\ri{}
His historical views caused him to remain a staunch SUPDorte, g

monarchy during his own times.
= 2 . hﬂv—Rjumin (l 829.

24. Konstantin Nikolaevich Bestuz 1897

professor of history at the University of St. Petershu,g_ Hg ‘;’i:f

avowed systematic interpretations of histnr;,_r E“_]d, argued the ol
played in historical development by strong individuals apg S

tuitous events and accidents.

25. Platonov’s claim here is unh?nableltoday. Both the financiy)
system and the oprichnina are still subjects of controversy among

historians.

26. Russians of Ivan’s day used the term the “Wild Field” (o &
note the vast, largely unpopulated steppe that extended beyond
the southern borders of the Muscovite state and separated Russian

territory from the lands of the Tatars.

27. The service people (sluzhilye liudi), of which the boyar class
was preeminent, were the servitors of the Muscovite government.

They were charged with rendering military, administrative and
other types of service for the state in return for compensation,

often in the form of landed estates.

28. Vasily Osipovich Kliuchevsky (1841-1911) is probably the ;

most respected historian of the Russian state. A great stylist an

popular lecturer at the University of Moscow, he pioneered the

sociological approach to the study of Russian history. His Cours
—
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HAPTER 11

jn Russian History in five volumes treats Russian history until the
reign of Nicholas 1.

29. Metropolitan Macarius not only provided Ivan with a strong
education but also urged him to reform the Church and morals in
Russia, encourage literary pursuits and promote the power and
majesty of the office of Grand Prince.

. Service tenure land (pomestie) was land given servitors in re-
curn for service to the state. The holding of such land was condi-
tional and could be revoked by the government if the service ten-
ure Jandholder (pomeshchik) failed to render service.

trimonial land (votchina) was owned outright by its lord.

Jl.ﬁk?pomﬂﬁe’ it could be willed to descendants without the
L;:me of the central authorities.
3

peti boiarskie (literally, “sons of the boyars™) were a lower
32',3 ry of servitors in the Muscovite state. By the time of Ivan
categ) pore much of the responsibility for rendering military ser-

[V they :
vice 10 the sovereign.

3 Aleksei Basmanov and Grigory Maliuta Skuratov were Ivan’s
c|.;;,e friends and collaborators during the oprichnina. Silvester

will be identified in later chapters.

(HAPTER II: IVAN’S UPBRINGING

. The extreme northwest section of Russia that adjoined the White
$aand the Arctic Ocean was known as the Pomorie.

l .
The Cheremisy were a people of Finno-Ugrian origin who settled

ctlﬂn D’F 1 1 . 1
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3. The Mordvinians were another Finno-Ugs RIELQ
land stretched along the Sura River, sﬂuth‘E::n Peopie "
L of R_az‘ L
n,

4. The Zavolochie section of Novgorod's hom,
that lay in the basin of the Northerp Dﬁnsael -
the

and Ustiug. » Moty s, arg,

o
5. Batu Khan led the Mongol invasion of S ‘“El‘h
century. Fear of later Mongol raids ang P“nji?m N the thi
many Russians to migrate to new homesteags d‘"'e Xpediy, "“tmh
zone, where forested wastes made Mongo] ncurg T |
and less frequent. fSiong

tleme
- nt
Rive, 5w

N the fo eq
Ie
mﬁre dii ql

e \'Dr‘_‘t -

6. The Russians called the territory liberag
Kazan the “‘Lower Reaches.” Hed from ne Khang

¢ of
7. Sophia Paleologos, who married Ivan Iif 147
of the last Byzantine Emperor, Constantine XJ
Constantinople in 1453 she had converteq tq (.
lived in Rome as a ward of the Papacy untj]

2, was tp, .

fter the“;e Niece
Cathglicism s
her marriage 1:::

2 large Contip.

Sl N
Vh Ny,

8. Sophia was accompanied to Moscow in 1477

gent of courtiers, merchants, artists and r.:i-mr::,}m.m?ir wh
secure the reunion of the Latin and Orthodox church 0 hoped ,,
Westerners. Sophia was highly influential in intmducie:‘ and otg
and its court to many aspects of Western and B?Zaming Mosco
learning and manners. ¢ Culture,

9. The Grand Prince apparently adopted Western dress and -
Western customs. This imitation of the “heretical” Westem;n .

seems to have been especially distasteful, if not scandalous, to
tive Russians. » 10 na-

10. Sviatopolk the Accursed (980?-1019) became Grand Prince of
Kiev after a vicious civil war with his brothers, two of whom (the
canonized saints Boris and Gleb) he put to death. He was sid to
have had “two fathers” because the chronicle records that his

T in matters

0. A state sa
'h-_“




certain
ers
to na-

ince of
n (the
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NOTES: CHAPTER 11

is mother when she was already preg-

Viadimir, married h

father,
by another man.

nant with Sviatopolk
Located forty miles northeast of Moscow, the Trinity-St. Ser-

.15 Monastery, one of the most important in Russia, was famous
for its miracles and popular as a place of pilgrimage for Russian
qoblemen and common folk alike.

undertook to build a church in a sin-
e da when seeking favors from God. The desire to have the

- tion answered as quickly as possible probably accounts
:th which the building was erected.

i1.
12. Wealthy Russians often

he term yurodivy (plural, yurodivye) was used in Russia to
ate obviously insane or half-witted holy men (the so-called

'{F;E:; in Christ”) who frequented public places or waited along
dsides 10 urge their fellow Christians to practice morality and
Russians believed that the yuro-

yltivate devotion in their lives.
df"md voluntarily surrendered his reason to God, in order to

< me @ more perfect instrument of His grace.

heco
feast of the apostle Titus is celebrated on August 25, which

s Ivan’s birthday. Hence the meaning of the prediction. In the
" John Chrysostom, Titus was the most clever of St.
Perhaps this explains the words “broad intellect.”

ily began to prepare a group of close and trusted

(s, That is, Vas
1d continue his policies and protect his family

Jdvisers who wou
after his death.

I6, Platonov here does not mean the so-called *

i ) ed “boyar duma”
;c:uuilml (sovet) of hf'mdplcked individuals. The d!fma (or bo T:t
o inwgt:he ct}uncq uf' prominent servitors who assisted thg

ers of legislation, administration and foreign affairs

1. A dtate se
c ak: '
retary (diak; plural, diaki) was a functionary in




ThRg,
O
the Muscovite cl\r]] Sﬂ‘rvice W!lo F)ftEﬂ_seWed ah
the boyars, acted as an officet :tanous dem“ments:;?]%t a8
ment or occasionally was appointe head of a deparyp,,, the g;“ 3% 705
The state secretaries have been called the mMainspring ﬁ?‘ “fna:'t"'* I;g,ﬂ %8
cow bureaucratic apparatus Many of them seem tq hav::he L, tﬂa,ﬂf:j p "'ﬂ"a1
slave origin. been o . “5; w"fs o
of
" - : MG . 1i? {l?n
18 With the exception of Prince Andrei Mikhailoviey, g e ¢
who was imprisoned apparently f?r his role in the mause!:u“kh ( p Cj: ¢
appanage Prince Yury- (PlatonoV’s note) Of the ¢ co’lcria
- My it
19. After the political disintegration of the “Golden Mo 0" say 0
large Mongol state that had dominated Russia from it capit, the ”
Sarai, three successor states emerged: the khanates of g, za;l at N o
trakhan and the Crimea. The Khar!ate of the Crimea, Which’&s' 90 Grawl;
came a vassal of the Ottoman Empire, was politically more ?E y @ 10 ‘|
and militarily stronger than the other two Khanates and pog, dbh judwi 0 13"36_35
constant threat to Russia until the Crimea was absorbed int tﬁe aiﬂ g :
Russian Empire by Catherine II in 1783. sij»hw‘f;gfﬂ
v gl
20. Apparently the kennel keepers believed that Ivan wisheq them ¢ % AD ﬂk‘:";
murder Shuisky privately. Because of a mistranslation of thig a“ﬂu:?t R@‘ g O
from contemporary sources, many American histories of Russia haye 40 often |
live 3ppe

stated erroneously that Shuisky was thrown to the hunting dogs at jy,y
command and was torn to pieces in their kennels. The Russian word ms
is psar’ (plural, psari) and was originally used to designate ser-

question
d the dogs in households of princes and noblemen.

vants who maintaine
By Ivan’s day, however, the psari were high-ranking courtiers who pro-

bably had nothing to do with the keeping of dogs and their kennels.

21. The Glinsky family had brought a detachment of militia servi- |
tors from Severia to Moscow to protect themselves against the mobs l.: |

of the city. Twice before smaller fires in the city had impelled the
inhabitants to seek scapegoats among the Glinsky clan. For their
part, the Glinsky family feared, seemingly with good cause, that

their enemies were setting fires deliberately to cause them emoi

rassment and trouble.
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=~ = 2 levier 10 Kwrbsks. bvan recousxs that the bovars poor

Tod and clothed ham and b brother behawed mopederih 1owwd
themm | "Often | ate bate. mox

meemory Of s father. They abso stode pubbc mooey . pobd . mlver
sl fess and “dad evervithimg for thew own emn.” Thess accoss
ooms were for the most part dwected amarst the Shusky charn
(PaosoY's note )

>3 The Cherr Maner (terally . Monthly Readings) compied by Ma-
' coasssted of twebve large volumes of devotional and mstroc-

xaal matermal 50 aranged that rebmous reading was prowided for
m. day of the moath.

mowesrruk (plural. nemesrniki) was a local official appointed
M A Grand Prince or Tsar to serve as local administrator and
b O towns and thewr surrounding dstncts. As Platonov wall
- ‘t‘ﬂ' these officmals provided for thewr own mamtenance
apias ; by reverue derived, sometimes excessively and for-

he Jocal community.
iy from 1

wichii (phural, okol 'nichie) was, in cenlt_a.l anfi eastern
.An czo,,i:::uof;}:ulgh rank in the Muscovite service aristocracy
h";lt:ﬂ received lofty military, diplomatic, judicial and adminis-
mm ,ﬁninlﬂtm-
i ] nder the name of
< family later won historical greatness u :
% T |t was customary for members of each generation of
E 1+ to change their last name, patterning it upon the first
- Ay dfather. First known as the Koshkin family, the
s &meiy called Yuriev, Zakharin and finally Romanov.
Jaa WS

5.

—
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ERIOD: REFORM \_
T ey prif€ of
‘W ity” i = ant glity 40
1. Kitaigorod was (hE walied =, & GLacty e
t.‘;;st of the Kremlin. 'It;:rl;?"l:"d‘-used <5 rein?ér:et:s;hknqwn ;:c;]? gdsﬁl" " [va
ich were filled ¥ i € wal] g, | g P ot
: t:::-'l‘mv::li-:; ﬂlus section. Here ?‘"; lg; merchants anq trade}[;h-lt % } " foﬂcn.
ﬂl:tir markets and here much © the business of the City Wasg hag ' i_;‘n“r" por
C -
ducted. on. e i has
ion beyond th 9. Whi€ el
2. Zamoskovi€ {]itemll}’. the reg:o dy e Moskva Rive -lc‘leh 1619 IEI"‘:
the term by which Russians designate the lands north angq e;:{"is F:-W ap id o
Moscow. of 1“11 o 1A Jeliv
- hnigia duma) . 1_.:rﬂ“w Sing
. The intimste duma (olezhraie S o the select groy, 0l romyy
: n whom the Tsar relied for the most D P of PE'-,‘;MS \
contrasted with the dumg nﬂfma?lna:,f WS:'E]
t 00

high dignitaries UpO
st It can be
general session of all the Tsar’s advige
a. These ¢
uﬁ-

and urgent advice.
boyars,” which Was the
4. We know the individuals who comprised the boyar dumg . 10. sl a0
«q]] the boyars™ and the intimate duma during those years R oiﬂnc from t!
that time the intimate boyars were Prince LF. Mstislavsky .Pr't oo
v.I. Vorotynsky, LV. Sheremetev “the senior,” Prince D f che The Con
liatev, M.Ya. Morozov, Prince D.F. Paletsky and Daniel Ii‘;'nmm' il e its {
vich Yuriev-Zakharin. Of these only Kurliatev belonged to thnn- whuﬁ dre
“hosen council.” (Platonov’s note) g one

1497 and ¥

5. According to Dal’, a batozhnik was a servant with a batog (stick)
qudebnik ©

who walked before the train of the Tsar or the bo
yars and
th_e way. In the North the word meant an ecclesiastical wafl:;zd ily wit
with a stick (according to Dal’). (Platonov’s note) ' iy
6 11 - & - .
Sochineniia kniazia A.M. Kurbskogo,” Russkaia Istoricheskaia B ?dm
THnities.
sgnated 1

Biblioteka, XXXI, pp. 28, 30, 55. (Platonov’s note)
st
——
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7. The Rurikids were, of course, the descendants of Ru_rik, who
founded the ruling Russian dynasty. The Gediminovichi were de-
scendants of princes who had accepted the political control of the
Grand Prince Gedimin (or Gedymin) of Lithuania, who ruled the
Principality of Lithuania from 1316 until 1345 and added much

Russian territory to his state.
8. That is, Ivan addressed a council of bishops and other eminent
churchmen, at which prominent boyars were present.

9. This important information can be found in a little known chron-
icle which has not been reprinted with care (Polnoe sobranie russ
kikh letopisei, XXI1I, pp. 528-529). This event of February 27,

1549 apparently gave rise to the legend concerning the Assembly

of the Land of 1547 or 1550, when the Tsar was alleged to have

solemnly delivered on the square a penitential speech to all peo-
ising them justice (see Karamzin, Istoriia gosudarstva

ple, promis
Vil, chapter III and notes 182 and 184). (Platonov’s

10. These charters (gramoty zhaloval nye) were probably the Tsar's
official notification to the deti boiarskie that they would be im-

mune from trial by the namestniki.

{1. The Council was known as the Stoglav (Hundred Chapters)
because its final pronouncements were issued in a2 work comprising

one hundred chapters.

12. The first Sudebnik, or Code of Law, had been promulgated in
1497 and was largely a compilation of procedural rules. Ivan’s
Sudebnik of 1550 was much more ambitious and complex, dealing

heavily with matters of local administration.

13. Elders (starosty) were esteemed men selected by local com-
munities. Sworn men (seloval niki) were officials who were de-
tgm_ted'tu attend the courts convened by namestmiki to ensure
that justice was done. They pledged their impartiality and devotion




i A TaR TERRy,
Lg

to justice by kissing the cross; hen_cc their title, which derive

the Russian word “10 kiss. .‘E‘urshr were elected ciyi) offigi S from,
served as judges or administrators in rural areas but whose .-

tion was that of police. Pfan'desmrskfc*_ were elected ufﬁcialsam fune,
with preserving order in local cu_mmu:mles. T.hey receiveq the?:'g‘*ﬂ
(which originates from the Russian word for fifty™) from Name

: BIr .
tary counterparts, who commanded units of ﬁft}r Men in the Mrurﬁlh.
= 8C0).

vite army.

14. A dependent town (prigorod) was what we would today o
a suburb, a smaller urban area administratively subordinated 1, :
larger municipality.

15. The peasant communes (volosti) were communities that
semi-autonomous and administered by elected officers who —
lated the use of common lands such as pastures, forests ang SOUrces
of water, apportioned land to individual households ang collected
taxes and maintained law and order in the name of the SOvereign.

were

16. Rural administrative districts (pogosti) were originally sett]e.
ments in the North that contained at least one church, a market.
place and a cemetery (from which this term derives). By the end
of the reign of Ivan IV the term meant fiscal and administrative

units that had developed from these humble origins.

17. These charters (ustavnye gramoty) were patents of local self-
government granted to communities by the Tsar upon petition.

18. In Ivan’s day the uezd resembled the modern notion of a coun-
ty, an administrative-judicial unit that centered about a municipality.

19. Kormlenie (literally, feeding) was the system by which namest-
niki supported themselves, in lieu of salary, by appropriating part
of the court fees, taxes and other revenue paid by the local popu-

lace.

20. A rural chief (volostel’) was the counterpart of the namestnik
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;II)';; NOTES: CHAPTER III
V) T N
J" rf}.} F} t“ I\ in rural rgg;inns, Oversecing the pﬂSﬂﬂl COmmunes and also SA.I.pp-GI"t-
X ,:”ﬂ qu;'\ ing themselves through kormlenie.
e : o= ,
\ ingular, korm) were specified payments, in kind or in
Ti"r**"i.l I&.\ ineiaz:ymff:;‘f: b;r namestniki for their maintenance. Cus_mms
b, duties fpash.’my} were those revenues collected in compensation for
1 Iﬂdi} roviding any one of several official services for the local communi-
d"q{ﬂ % :; In theory, two-thirds of all funds collected by the namestnik
Lji ﬂ}e to be paid to the central government.
Un,.
in"l(‘l 22. It was precisely this sort of plaintiff who came to the Tsar from
Ce;-‘ Il'&I ov to complain of Prince Turuntai-Pronsky and whom the Tsar
afeql%;‘ﬁ! prutally tormented in the village of Ostrovka during the spring of
s i’ldmd:: 1547. (Platonov’s note)
F”le ht;&%h 23. These were assessors [prisiazhnie] who derived their title from
;| the fact that they were made to “kiss the cross that they would
| ly ther their revenue and profits in justice and without guile.” (Pla-
;Ch, ] fh:[& tonov’s note) X
) b The,u' 24, Favorite elders (izliublennye starosty) were elected officials
Iﬂmmm.m who acted as local governors and judges in the courts. ".-

95, Favorite heads (izliublennye golovy) were officials of local ad-
ministration who collected taxes levied by the state.

s R

of o g
e
Petitiog, 26. Judges of the land (zemskie sudi) were local judges elected by
1 the local populace. As part of Ivan’s reforms they now assumed
100 of 3 oo the judicial functions previously held by namestniki and volosteli
| Ui, '
27. Elders of the court (sudetskie starosty) were locally el
s it y elected
e B. The good men (liudi
al P - The good men (liudi dobrye) were wealthy, respected and sup-

posedly uncorruptable men who we
: ! re named to serve as i
assistants in courts on days of trial, e

ot |
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29. The guba was, after Ivan’s reforms, a cmm\
wit}]lu&:ti‘l d%
O1p 1

The boundaries of each guba usually coincided
19 of this chapter).
of et

local uezd (see note

30. Provincial elders (zemskie starosty) were | ocall
ministrative counterpart of the Y Clectey
zﬂﬂ!kie ﬂd'urfh'n

who were the ad :
judicial process (see note 26 of this chapter),

31. The district elder (gubnf)i starosta) was an electeg
served as criminal judge in his local district. elde,
32. District office (gubnaia izba) designated the buildi

R in wi-

offices of the district government were housed, a5 well 4
the
1.

tire apparatus of district government.
33. Town commissioners (gorodovye prikashchiki) ;
) implemeneg i

decrees of the central authorities in their towns ang v
made by namestniki and volosteli, verifying their legality Aregy,

34. Census takers (pistsy) were common clerks who kepy g,
Census,

35. Census reviewers (dozorshchiki) kept the inventory of
tion and tax records, revised tax assessments and Iegﬁtewd?&m

ership of lands and peasants.

36. Mestnichestvo was a highly complex system that determined
the relative standing of each prince, boyar and servitor in the Mus.

covite court. Claims to service position were based upon each in-
dividual’s place in this system. Thus the Tsar was constrained by
custom to observe this hierarchy when appointing military com-
manders, administrators and other officials. This system lasted un-

til 1682.
rquebuses

37. Streltsy (singular,
who comprised the first permanent regiment ¢ fom

Created by Ivan the Terrible, these military units were exem[{h
taxation and lived in their own communes, where they wered

strelets) were infantry armed with arq
s of the Muscovite army:

__.—-""""-

). The white ¢
ot monastic, cler
ation was often

4. Mohammed
d captured C
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business and other lucrative occupations during

Ed; to engage in trade,
%:H their free time.
r’! 38. The three-field agricultural system came into use in Russia at
the end of the fifteenth century and involved the rotation of crops
h% across three plots of land in succession.
39, The sokha (literally, plow) was a territorial unit that encom-
ssed tracts of farmland in rural areas and numbers of individual
”m households in urban areas. The size of the sokha (plural, sokhi)
hf-. varied according to the quality of farmland or the income and
- wealth of the townsfolk. For a clear definition of the limits of
Enserfment and Military Change in Mus-

sokhi, se€ Richard Hellie,
covy (Chicago, 1971), p- 125.

40. The bol’shoi dvorets was an institution that managed the ex-
tensive palace-owned lands and oversaw the taxing of their peasant
pulation. The bol’shoi prikhod later assumed some of its respon-
he Taxation Chancelleries (cheti) were created during

he sibilities. T
o the oprichnina to collect revenues formerly paid to officials who
had subsisted on kormlenie.

g

ey 41. Evgeny Evsigneevich Golubinsky (1834-1912) was perhaps Im-
perial Russia’s greatest historian of the Russian Church. His History
of the Russian Church in two volumes is still considered the stand-

ard work on the subject.

i
My g
" 42. The \r.rhjte clergy were the parish priests. Unlike the “black,”
iy or .munastlc, clergy they were allowed to marry. Their level of edu-
g ation was often very low and their moral lives little better.
]

43, Mohammed II, who was Ottoman Sultan from 1451 to 1481

and captured Constantinople in 1453.

i “, -

N4 low tﬂ;;f;;he Volga Bulgars who did not accompany their fel-

s | ey nesmen to their new homeland on the Danube but founded
Wn state in the Volga-Kama basin. e

") ey
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45. The murzy and beki Were princely and gy Rklhtﬁ
: reserve their immunities and i“depﬁ?lg:'mh ‘orgy
: fice
hy

wished to p
ing for cont
Khanates of Astrakhan ang ¢y,

46. That is, the
River became the dividin

e the Vﬂlga
47- Th.ai 15, under the Cﬂﬂlrﬂl ﬂf

rito that femai"Ed e
territory der the ju]‘]SdlCtiOn of the Russians

now came un
i 1 t once sy
. 2,700 Russian captives Wel'f.": a Irende

;8 Kazan. According tO Muscovite calculations, Gaed to hebq,h
ed to Russia from the Khanate of Kazan througy S‘viazhs o r““ﬁh
going “up the Volga”_'a"d this did n;t count those ypo alone
by other routes by going to Viatka, Perm and anngda__f:t e
to their own p
tonov’s note)

g line y,

laces,

Tatars were a tribe of independent Tatarg y,
0¢

49. The Nogai
ast of the Lower Volga and the basip of the th.
ak

trolled the area €
(Ural) River.

50. According to Kurbsky, Ivan’s personal regiment, Which be leg
in battle, numbered over 20,000 men.

§]. Karamzin interpreted the word “Razmysl” as it was used in
the chronicle as a common noun and explained that it meant a
“foreign engineer.” In the dictionaries of Dal’ and Sreznewsky the

word “razmysl” has several meanings, but none in the sense of
“engineer.” It is most likely that “Razmysl” is a corruption of

the family name “Rasmussen.” In 1602 the Danish envoy, Peter
Rasmussen, was called “Petr Razmys!” in Moscow. (Platonovs

note)
I
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NOTES: CHAPTER IV — v

CHAPTER IV: THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION

ave been the main sup-

was irresponsible. Kurb-

ut mind, memory or speech
Until his death in 1563
r in official records

1. If Yury had been capable, he would h

rter of his nephew, Dmitry. But Yury
sky flatly says of him that “he was witho
and, strange as il seems, had been born so.”
Yury is remembered for no accomplishment eithe

or in the chronicles. (Platonov’s note)

CHAPTER v: IVAN'S FINAL PERIOD: THE BALTIC QUESTION
AND THE OPRICHNINA

R
e base of the Ukrainian Cossacks that developed

1. The Sech was th
If of the sixteenth century on islands in the

during the second ha
Lower Dnepr River.

taman was the title accorded military commanders elected by

2 A
Cossack communities.

the various

3. Russians often referred to the Khan of the Crimea as the “Khan

of Perekop.”

4. Although the first Pseudo-Dmitry had envisaged such a campaign
against the Tatars of the Crimea, subsequent political developments
within the Muscovite state prevented him from undertaking this en-

terprise.

site In 1687 and 1689 Golitsyn attacked the Crimean Tatars on the
ppe and suffered great reversals, largely because his forces suffer-

ed
from lack of water and supplies and were exhausted from the

long di
B distances they had marched during these campaigns.

——
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ich was military adviser to Peter (p, Ge
i 3 s - e
commander of the Russian armies under the Empress *"mne‘tilhtn

ian i . that invaded Moldavi n
1739 he led a Russian armiy ‘ 3, captyy
cmsscd;the river Pruth and penetrated as far as Jassy ed Kh':'tin

6. Burkhard Munn

orpat had assumed an obj;

. at
Grand Prince of Mﬂscow_g 10N g

7. In 1503 the Bishop of D
pay an annual tribute 10 the

8. The term “hetman” (which derived from the German Haup,
was the title by which the supreme commander of the military P

of Lithuania and Poland was known. forees

9. Gosti (singular, gost’) were the richest and most privilegeq vy,
of merchants in Russia. They re-?ewed their title from the Tsy, ol
served the government by collecting state revenue and regulating

state commercial operations.

10. The Jagellonian dynasty ruled Poland, Bohemia, Lithuania g4
Hungary during the fourteenth to sixteenth centuries.

11. A pan (plural, pani) was a member of the feudal aristocracy of
Poland and Lithuania. The pani held the most important positions
of national and regional government and owned vast estates and

large numbers of serfs.

12. The notion that Ivan caused 5,000 of the 6,000 inhabited

households of Novgorod to become deserted must be abandoned.
Novgorod quickly decreased in population because of the effects
of the Livonian War. Yet there is no doubt that the massacre of
1570 claimed a great many victims and furthered the impoverish-

ment of the region. (Platonov’s note)

13. The Votiaki were a Finnish tribe of the Permian group living
primarily in the southeastern part of the Viatka region.

14. Stany (singular, stan) were rural administrative units that wer®
subdivisions of the uezdy in Muscovite Russia.
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NOTES: CHAPTER V

15. Long patrol riders (sranichniki) patrolled large areas of the
steppe and alerted towns of impending danger. Short patrol rid-
ers (storozhi) rode about a smaller area and reported signs of dan-
ger to local control and observation posts.

16. The major fortified towns in this network were Briansk, Orel,
Kromy, Novosil’, Livny, Elets, Voronezh, Oskol and Kursk. (Pla-

tonov's note)

17. The Russian word for free settlers of this sort is zaimshchiki,
which denotes individuals who occupied and cultivated previously
unused land in uninhabited areas. Muscovite law recognized the
right of ownership of such land by virtue of occupancy.

18. The Kirillov (St. Cyril) Monastery had been founded south-

east of the town of Beloozero by St. Kirill at the end of the four-
teenth century. The monks of this monastery drew the ire of the
Tsar because of their great love for wealth, their neglect of religious
and monastic duties and their immorality.

19. Marfa Sobakina died two weeks after her marriage to the Tsar.
Three members of her family were executed and her uncle was ban-

ished by Ivan to a monastery. (Platonov’s note)

20. Robert Jacob was an English physician whom Queen Elizabeth
sent to Russia in 1581 at Ivan’s special request. Arnold Lenzei was
3 Belgian doctor whose medical treatises were translated into Russ-

ian on orders of the Russian government.

21. On Bomel see S.F. Platonov, Moscow and the West, trans. and
ed. by Joseph L. Wieczynski (Hattiesburg: Academic International
Press, 1972), pp. 20-21; also Lloyd E. Berry and Robert O. Crum-
mey, Rude and Barbarous Kingdom (Madison, 1968), pp. 292-293.

22. Here Platonov briefly summarizes many of the themes which
he develops in his masterful study, Moscow and the West.
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¢ to have considered the idea of seekin
in England in 1567, when he sent a secret message through E;:fugt
Jenkinson to Queen Elizabeth, asking that each pledge aSylumthunT
other in the event of a great domestic crisis. Elizabeth mm‘; the
that “if any mischance might happen in his estate . . . we d-: Ivap
him, he shall be friendly received into our dominions.” Kaﬁsure
later affirmed that the idea of a flight to England was Sugges'ﬂmzin
Ivan and promoted by Bomel, but there is no evidence for thiefd to
tention. Indeed, Bomel first met the Tsar two years after EhZa;:':'“
offer of sanctuary in England. Ivan’s reason for considering e th's
tion apparently was his fear that the oprichnina would crgea:nlga.
many enemies for him to destroy. € too

23. Ivan seems firs

Reconstruction by M.M. Gerasimov published an-
23,1963

uary 1964 following exhumation on April

IVAN THE TERRIBLE




