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AnHoTtaums. B cratee paccmarpuBaercs poab IlpaBocmaBHOW ILEpKBH Ha BBIOOpax B
IV T'ocynapctBeHHyto AyMy. B ycinoBusx pa3MbIBaHMs COLIMATIBHONW OMOPHI CYIIECTBYIOLIETO CTPOs
IIPaBUTEIBCTBO CTPEMMIIOCH MCIIOJIB30BAaTh JYXOBEHCTBO C LEJIbIO IIOJIYYUTh HY)KHBI COCTaB
nenyraroB. B To jxe Bpems y llepkBu ObuIM CBOM OCHOBAaHUS MIATH Ha BBIOOPBI U MIPaTh
CYIIIECTBEHHYIO poJib B Oyaymieit Jlyme. JlyXOBEeHCTBO HE CKPBHIBAIO CBOETO HEIOBOJILCTBA YKa30M
o BeporepnumocTd oT 17 anpens 1905 r., no koTopomy Bce KOH(peccuu MOTYyYUIN 3HAYUTEbHYIO
cBOOOay aesATenbHOCTH, HO [IpaBociaBHas LIEPKOBb OCTalach B MPEKHEH 3aBHCHMOCTH OT
rocynapcTBa. J[yXOBEHCTBO XOTENIO PACUIMPEHHs] aBTOHOMMHU, OOJIbIIEH CaMOCTOSTEILHOCTH MPU

COXpaHEHUHU MPUBWIETHPOBAHHOTO MIOJIO’KEHUS, BOCCTAHOBJICHUS naTpUapIlecTsa,
npeoOpa3oBaHuid B 1EpKOBHOM ku3HU. [loka3aHbl TNPUYMHBI HEJOBOJBCTBA CBAIIEHHUKOB
nomutukoi Il JIymber (pemeHuem o mnepenadye LEPKOBHO-TPUXOACKHX IIKOJ TOCYIapCTBY,

MPOEKTaMU PACIIUPEHUs MpaB CTAPOOOPSAIIEB M MPOY.), YTO CTHUMYJIMPOBAIO HX YydacTHE B
n3bupareapHo kKammanuu. Packpeita pons o6ep-npokypopa B.K. Cabnepa u Caareiimero Cunona
B OpraHuzaiuu BbIOOpPOB. OTMeuaeTcss JBONCTBEHHOE OTHOIICHUE TMPABUTENIBCTBA K YYACTHUIO
IlepkBu B BBIOOpax: C OJHON CTOPOHBI, CTPEMIIEHHE WHCIIOJIb30BAaTh JTYXOBEHCTBO Kak
MOJIMTUYECKUI pecypc, C APYroil — TMOMBITKM OTPaHHYUTh CAMOCTOATEIbHYIO poib LlepkBu
(cooTBeTCTBYIOIMMUE  yKa3aHWsl  TyOepHAaTopaMm, BBIJICIICHWE  CBAIIEHHUKOB B OCOOBIC
MpeABapPUTEIIbHBIC ChE3/IbI HACTOSITENICH IEPKBEH B paMKax 3eMJICBIIAEbYECKON KypUH U MPOY.),
O0COOCHHO YYHMTHIBas WMMEBIIHECS ¢ Hel pacxoxaeHus. [IpeaBplOOpHBIE MaHUMYJISAIUU BiacTei
BBI3BAJIM HEJOBOJLCTBO 3HAYUTEILHOTO YHUCHA CBSIICHHUKOB, MOHMMABIIUX, YTO BIJIACTh HX
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UCIONIb3YeT Kak OeclpaBHBIX CTaTHCTOB, HE MPOBOAS MPU STOM KapIWHAIbHBIX IIEPKOBHBIX
pedopm. Ilpu 3TOM pedb MUAET HE TOJIBKO O MPOTPECCMBHO HACTPOCHHBIX CBSIIEHHUKAX, HO U O
KOHCEpBAaTOpax, OTPULIABLIMX SIBHO HAMETHUBIIMICA OCIe YKa3a 0 BEpoTepnuMocTy oT 17 ampens
1905 r. Kypc Ha pacHIMpEHHE PETUTHO3HBIX CBOOOJ. Jlemaercst BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO BBIOOPHI B
IV TocynapcTBeHHYIO yMy IpHUBENIN K HapacTaHUIO OTUyKJeHus LlepkBu OT BiacTu.

KuroueBbie cioBa: IlpaBocnaBHas niepkoBb, Csareimmii Cunon, Coser MuHUCTpoB Poccuiickoit
umnepun, Coro3 pycckoro Hapojia, n30uparesnbHble KaMIanuu, [ 'ocyrapcTBeHHas Tyma
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The State and the Orthodox Clergy in the Election to the
Fourth State Duma of the Russian Empire

Abstract. The article studies the role of the Orthodox Church in the elections to the Fourth State
Duma. In the conditions when the social foundation of the existing system was losing its stability,
the government sought to use the clergy’s power to get the necessary composition of deputies. At
the same time, the Church had its own reasons to participate in the elections and play a significant
role in the future Duma. The clergy did not hide their dissatisfaction with the Decree on Religious
Tolerance dated April 17, 1905, according to which all confessions were given considerable
freedom of activity, but the Orthodox Church remained in its former dependence on the state. The
clergy wanted greater autonomy while taking a privileged position; they were striving for the
restoration of patriarchate and for the changes in church life. The article provides the reasons for
dissatisfaction of the clergy with the policy of the Third Duma (decision to transfer parochial
schools to the state ownership, projects to expand the rights of Old Believers, etc.), which
stimulated their participation in the election campaign. The article studies the contribution of Chief
Procurator V. Sabler and the Holy Synod to the election campaign. It is noted that the government’s
attitude to the Church’s participation in elections was ambivalent: on the one hand, the government
used the clergy as a political resource; on the other hand, given the existing contradictions, it limited
the independence of the Church (instructions to the governors, the grouping of priests into special
preliminary congresses of church leaders within the landowning curia, etc.). A lot of priests were
displeased with the pre-election manipulations of the authorities. They understood that the
government used them as powerless extras without conducting any significant church reforms. Not
only progressive-minded priests but also conservatives did not accept the policy of expanding
religious freedoms that was clearly outlined after the adoption of the Decree on Religious Tolerance
dated April 17, 1905. The author concludes that the elections to the Fourth State Duma led to the
growing alienation of the church from the state.
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BBenenne

Baxxneiimelr ocobeHHOCThIO M30upartenbHoi kammnanuu B IV T'ocynmapcTBeHHyIO
nymy Poccuiickoli MMIIEpUH  CTajo IIMPOKOE YYacTHE B HEW IPaBOCIABHOIO
nyxoBeHcTBa. Jlerom 1912 r. neBpiid myOmummcr «Pycckoro OorarcTtBay
C.4. EnnaTtbeBcKkuid nucat:

N3 Bcex ¢GakTopoB pycCKOM KH3HHU, COCPEIOTOUYMBAIOIINX HA ce0e B MOcCieIHee
BpeMsi BHUMaHHUE OOIIECTBAa, HECOMHEHHO HaubOoJiee SIPKUM SIBISIETCS IIUPOKO
pasBepHyBIIasics o Poccun npeaBeiOOpHas arurtaiusi B cpeae AyxoBeHcTBa. 1
HE TOJBKO caMa aruramus, a MU TO, YTO BCKPBUIOCH MpHU HEH, HoBas
OpraHM30BaHHOCTb, HOBBIE LEIM U CPEICTBA, B OCOOCHHOCTU SICHO
HAMEYAIOII[AsCsl HOBAsI POJIb yXOBCHCTBA .

JlaHHO€ OOCTOSITENCTBO HEOJHOKPATHO OTMEYAJIOCh KaK B COBETCKOW, TaK W B
COBpeMeHHOI wuctopuorpaduu; ydactue LlepkBu B BBIOOpax paccMaTpUBaIOCh
MOMYTHO C JIPYTUMU CIO’KETaMH M30MpaTelIbHON KaMIIaHWU B TJIAHE B3aUMOJICHCTBUS
W/MIM TIPOTUBOCTOSIHUS BJAaCTH U 00mecTBa’. JlyXOBEHCTBO MO3UIIMOHMPOBAJIOCE,
MpeXJe BCEro, Kak IMPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIA PECypc, HEOOXOIUMBINA ISl TOCTHUXKEHUS
OTIpEeJICTICHHOTO pe3yibTaTa BhIOOPOB. [Ipy 3TOM HCTOPUKH 3a4acTyl0 CTaBWJIM 3HAK
paBEHCTBA MEXAy MO3uIusMU LlepkBH W BIAacTU, YTO MPUBOIMIO K OIIMOOYHBIM
CY)KJIEHUSIM, HampuMep, O TOM, UYTO BBIJICJICHUE CBSIICHHUKOB B 0OCOOBIC
Mpe/IBApUTENIbHBIC ChE3/Ibl HACTOSITENEH IIepKBEH (B paMKax 3eMJICBJIA/ICNIbUECKOM
KypuHu) ObUIO C/ICJIAHO «B IEJSAX YCUJICHUS 3HAUCHUS JTyXOBEHCTBA U 00eCTieUeHus 3a
HHMM HCKYCCTBEHHOTO IIpeo0afanus Ha BeIOOpax»®. B cTaThe OymeT moKa3aHo, 4To
1[EJTM TAaHHOT'O BBIJICJICHHS ObUTH IPYTUMU.

VYyactue AyXOBEHCTBAa B BBIOOpAaX SBIAETCS YacTbio Oosiee 00IIe mpoOieMbl
B3auMo/ielicTBUs LlepkBU U rocyaapcTBa B MOCIEAHUE NACCATUIICTUS CYIIIECTBOBAHUS
Poccuiickoit umnepun. B coBpemeHHON ucTtopuorpaduu mgaHHON MpoOJieMaTHKE
HOCBAIIEH DA BaXHBIX paboT’, He 00HENEHO BHMMAHUEM yd4acTHE NYXOBEHCTBA B

Y Ennamvescruii C. HyxosenctBo // Pycckoe 6orarctBo. 1912. Ne 9. C. 36.

2A6p€X A A Hapusm u IV [dyma (1912-1914). Mocksa: Hayka, 1981; /[axun B.C. bypxya3us,
OBOpsAHCTBO M 1apu3Mm B 1911-1914 rr. PaznoxeHue TpeTbeUIOHBCKOM cUCTEMBI. JIEeHMHrpan:
Hayxa, 1988. EDN: YVIDYF; Buwmnesecku 3. JlubGepanbHas onmo3uuus B Poccun HakaHyHe
nepBoi MHpoBOMl BOMHBI. MockBa: Poccuss mononas, 1993; Conogves K.A. 3akoHonmarenbHas U
WCIIOTHUTENIbHAS BJacTh B Poccum: MexaHusmbl B3aumopaeuctBus (1906-1914). Mocksa:
Poccwuiickass momutnueckas sHuukioneaus (POCCIIOH), 2011. EDN: RDVSRN; Poccwuiickas
uMmnepust Mexay pepopmamu u peomonuen. 1906-1916 / mon penakuument A.M. Munnepa,
K.A. ConoBbeBa. Mocksa: KBagpura, 2021.

® Buwmnescru 3. JIuGepanbHas onno3unus B Poccun HakanyHe nepBoit MupoBoii BoitHbl. C. 94.

4 Q@upcos C.JI. Pycckas llepkoBb HakanyHe nepemen (koHerp 1890-x — 1918 rr.). Mockaa:
Kynerypueiii nentp «JlyxoBnas o6ubmuotexa», 2002. EDN: VIXJBR; ®@upcos C.JI. llepkoBs B
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paboTe poCCHUICKOro mapiaamenTa’, HO ydactue LIepkBH B BBHIOOpAX CHEUMATIBLHO HE
AHAJIM3UPOBAJIOCH.

[TosToMy mpencraBisieTcs 1EIecO00pa3HbIM PACCMOTPETh BOMPOC 00 y4yacTuu
JTyXOBEHCTBA B M30uparenbHol kammnanuu B IV T'ocynapcTBeHHYIO IyMy € y4ETOM
no3unmu [IpaBociiaBHOM LEPKBU, KOTOpas HE MPOCTO SBJISUIACH HHCTPYMEHTOM
BJIACTH, HO M MMeJa COOCTBEHHBIC MHTEPECHI Ha BhIOOpax. Takol pakypc MO3BOJIHAT
Jy4Ill€ TMOHSITh HEMPOCThIE B3aMMOOTHOLIEHMS rocyaapctsa u lLlepkBu B mnepuon
JlyMCKO MOHapXuu.

OcHOBHas YacTh

[TosBnenue I'ocynapCTBEHHON JyMbl KaK ITOJIUTUYECKOTO HMHCTUTYTA HE MOIJIO HE
3aTpoHyTh [IpaBocnaBHyro HepkoBb. Cpa3y e BO3HUK ECTECTBEHHBIM BOIIPOC,
JOJDKHBI JIM CBALICHHUKM y4acTBOBaTh B BbIOOpax W pabortaTh B mapiamente? Kak
n3BecTHO, KanoHbl [IpaBocinaBHOM LIEpKBM OJHO3HAYHO HE TO3BOJLIKOT €U
BMEINMBATLCS B IOJNUTHYECKYIO oku3Hb rocymapcrBa’®. Ha  Ilereprodekmx
coBenanusax yera 1905 r. npu oOcyxneHnH U30MpaTeIbHON CUCTEMBI Pa3aBAINCh
rojoca NPOTHB YYacTHs CBSAILICHHUKOB B BbIOOpax, rOBOPMWIOCH OO0 OTCYTCTBUU
€IMHCTBA B HX cpeae, o BonHeHusx B LlepkBu. bynymmuii obep-npokypop
Cesareiiiiero Cunona kus3b A.J[. OOoneHCKUM, BbICTyHAas MPOTUB IMPUBICUYECHUS
OyXOBEHCTBA B ['ocyjapcTBEHHYIO 1yMy, O JUEPKUBAI:

KT0 13 X0opommx CBSIIEHHUKOB, TOPOKAIIUX CBOCIO MACTBOIO U MPEBLIIIE BCETO
CTaBAIIHUX CBOE JIyXOBHOE MPU3BaHUE, OPOCHUT MPHUXOJI HA JIOJITOE BPEMS CECCHH.
Pasge [anonbr?’

Opnnako Bo300yanana apyrasi Touka 3peHus, chopmMyIupoBaHHAs BUIHBIM MPABBIM
nesrenieM rpagom A.A. BoOpuHCKUM:

Nmnepun. Ouepku u3 1epkoBHOM uctopun smoxu Mmmneparopa Huxonas Il. Cankrt-IlerepOypr:
Catuc, 2007; @pus I. «'yourensHoe Onaroyectue»: Poccuiickas 1IepkoBb U TaJieHUe UMIepuu /
nepeBos ¢ aHriuiickoro A.I'me6osckoro, M. JonOunoBoii. Canxrt-IletepOypr: M3naTenbcTBO
EBporneiickoro ynusepcutera B Cankt-llerepOypre, 2019. EDN: WSLXMU; Cagonos A.A.
l'ocynapctBo u koHbeccun B mo3aHeuMIIepckoi Poccuu: mpaBoBbie acleKThl B3aMMOOTHOIICHHH.
Mockaa: IIpocnekt, 2023. EDN: PVZHRH

> Poxckos  B., npomouepeti. llepkoBHble Bompocsl B [ocymapctBenHoil Jlyme. Mocksa:
N3narensctBo KpyTuikoro nogsopss, 2004.

® O6ocHOBaHME JAHHOTO TE3HCa CM.: @upcos C.JI. Pycckas LlepkoBb HakaHyHE MepeMeH (KOHeI
1890-x — 1918 rr.). C. 343-344.

T, acanyes H.C. Ilepexutoe. Yupexaenue I[ocynmapcrBeHHoil aymbel B 1905-1906 rr.
[lerporpan: 18-aa ['ocynapcrBennas tunorpadus, 1919. C. 29.
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JIyXOBEHCTBO HPEJCTABIsAET M3 ce0sl OrPOMHYI0, IO CBOEMY BIMSHHUIO Ha

HaCeJIEHUE, CUIIY, CHIy Pa3syMHYI0 U CIIOKOMHYIO U IIOTOMY 3aCIIy’KHBAIOILYIO
8

TOTr0, YTOOBI MPABUTENILCTBO NPU3BAJIO €€ cede Ha MOMOIIb B cocTaB Jlymbl .

B urore nonutuyeckue cooOpakeHHs B3sUIM BEPX, U CBALIEHHUKH MOJYYUIIU IPABO
y4acTBOBaTh B BHIOOPAX Ha OOIIMX OCHOBAHUSX IO 3€MJIEBIIAJICIbUECKON KypHH (Kak
BJAQJCNbIBl 3€MJIM) M 1O TOPOJCKOM KypHM TIPU HaJIUYUM HEOOXOJIMMOTO
MMYIIIECTBEHHOT'O 1IEH3A.

Bo Bpems BbiOOpoB B | ['ocynapctBennyto nymy Hu Cesreimii CUHOZ, HU 00€ep-
npokypop kHa3b A.Jl. OOoneHCKWN, OTIWYABIIMICS YMEPEHHO-THNOEepaTbHBIMU
B3rJIsiJaMU, HE TpeOOBajiM OT CBSIICHHUKOB OOS3aTENbHOTO  Y4acTUsl B
n30uparenbHol kammanuu. B mocnmanum CunHoja mepen Beibopamu B Jlymy ot
18 depans 1906 T. CBAMICHHUKY pa3peniaioch H30UpaTh ACTYTATOB W OBITH CAMOMY
n30paHHBIM (KaK OBLIO 3JIETAHTHO CKAa3aHO MO ATOMY IOBOJY — «HET €My B TOM
YKOPU3HBI»), @ TAK)KE CBOUM MACTHIPCKUM CIIOBOM BIUSITH Ha BHIOOPHI PaJId «IIPaB/IbI
Boxueit»’. Takas Mo3uis OOBACHAIACH OOLIUM COCTOSHMEM IOJMTHYECKOTO
«OpoxeHus», oxBaTUBIIUM lLlepkoBb. OauH U3 MOCIENYIOMMX 00€p-IPOKYpPOPOB
Cunopna B noxiane Hukonaro |l Tak XxapakTepu3oBall CUTYallUIO:

[Tonoxenue [IpaBocnaBHOM 1epKBU ObUIO HEYCTOMUMBO U onacHO. Habmronancs
nporecc OOHOBJIEHUYECTBA, ObUIa TOJHAS Pa3HY3lIaHHOCTh I€YaTH, LEPKOBHas
IIKOJIa COBEpPUIEHHO OTOMIACh OT PYK, €HapXuajlbHble MPEOCBSLICHHbIE ObUIM
YacThIO YBJIEYEHbl MeYTaMU O «HOBOM cTpoe» llepkBu... Mexay TteM, 3TO
Opo’keHHE B Cpele JyXOBEHCTBA, OCOOEHHO CEJIbCKOI0, MpPEICTaBIISIO
BEJTMUAIIITYIO OMACHOCTh HE TOJBKO s L[epKBH, HO I [UIsi FOCYAapcTBa .

JIyXOBEHCTBO OBICTPO TOJUTU3UPOBAIIOCH, YTO OTPA3UJIOCh Ha pe3yJbTaTax
BBIOOPOB: U3 6 cBseHHUKOB | ['ocymapcTBEeHHON AyMBI BOE MOACPKAIH MPABbIX;
JIBOE BCTYNWIHM B KaJeTCKyr0 (pakmuto (moamnucanu Beiboprckoe Bo33BaHUE); ABOE
noanepxkanu JieBbix. Ha BoiOopax Bo Il Jlymy Brnactu cramu yxke 0ojiee aKTUBHO
MCITOJIB30BaTh TOTEHIIMA KOHCEPBATHBHO HACTPOCHHBIX OaTrommiek. [upKymspHbIii
yka3 Cesreimero Cunona ot 12 gekadbpst 1906 r. o0si3pIBasl BCEX CBSIIEHHUKOB,
MMEBIIUX HEOOXOIUMBIN 1I€H3, SIBUTHCS HA BHIOOPHI U MOJAEPkKATh TeX KaHIUIATOB,

8HeTepr0(bc1<oe coBemanue o Tnpoekte ['ocymapctBeHHoi Jlymbl mox JuyHbIM - Ero
Nmnepatopckoro BenmuectBa mnpencenarenbctBoM. CekperHbie mportokoisl. Berlin: Eberhard
Frowien Verlag, 1905. C. 110.

% Or Cssreitero Cruona MacTBIPSIM TMpaBoCiaBHOI poccuiickoi LlepkBu mepen BeiOOpaMu B
I'ocynmapcreennyto Jlymy // LlepkoBHbri BecTHUK. 1906. Ne 8. C. 228-2209.

0 Beemopnanneiimme  sammcku  oGep-mpokypopa  CB.  Cumoma C. JlykesHoBa  //
l'ocynapcrBennsiii  apxuB  Poccuiickoit ~ ®denepamuun. @&, 543, Om. 1 . 421.
JI. 7-7 00.
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KOTOpBIE  CTOSJIM  HAa  MO3WLMAX  BEPHOCTH  [PABOCIAAaBMIO M Iapro'l.
LlenenanpasieHHble ycuaus LIepkBU MO3BONMIA YBEJIMYUTh YUCIO CBSILIEHHUKOB BO
Il Iyme no 13 yenoBek, HO UX MOJUTUYECKHUE MPEANIOUTEHUS MO-TIPEKHEMY OBLIU
JaJeKy OT JKeJIaHui BIacTel — 4 npasbIx, 1 mporpeccucr, 4 kazgera, 4 nesbix ™.

N3menenne wusbuparenbHoro 3akoHa 3 wioHd 1907 1. co3maBajgo HOBBIC
BO3MOKHOCTH JJI MPaBbIX CUJI, 4TO CKa3anoch U Ha poau Llepksu. Ilepen BoiOopamu
B Il dymy Ceareiimmii CuHHOJ peKOMEHI0Ba KIIUPUKaM U30UpaThCs B ACMYTAThl, BO
MHOTUX  TyOepHMsiX ObUIO  MOOWJIM30BAaHO  KOHCEPBATHUBHO  HACTPOEHHOE
nyxoBeHcTtBo. B pesymerare B Il TocymapctBenHyo  nymy — mpouuwio
48 CBALICHHUKOB,  KOTOPbIE  PACIPEACTWINCh IO  CBOMM  TOJUTHYECKUM
NPEANOYTCHUSIM  CleAylomuM  oOpazoMm: 16 mpaBeix, 14  HaIMOHAIUCTOB,
7 OKTAOpHCTOB, 4 mIporpeccucra, 7 GecnapTUiHbIX 2,

Ycnennble Juisi BIACTH UTOTH Y4YacTHsl TyXOBEHCTBA B M30MpaTeIbHOW KaMIlaHUU
noAToNKHYy M Cesatedmuii CUHOA K H3MEHEHUIO CBOEH MO3UIMH 110 YYacTHUIO
IYXOBEHCTBA B MOJuTHYeCKUX maptusix. [lonawamy, B mocimanuu CuHOAa mnepen
BbiOOpamu B | I'ocynapctBennyo nymy ot 18 ¢epans 1906 r. rosopusnocs: «He
MOJKET MAacThIpb U HE JIOJDKEH CBA3BIBATH CE€0S HU C KaKUM COIO30M, HU C KaKoOu
napTueii, oo oauH A Hero coto3 — XpuctoB B Llepksu boxueit». B To ke Bpems B
TOM JK€ MOCIAHUU COAEPIKAJICSA MPU3BIB K TYXOBEHCTBY «IIOCTOSTH JIaKe€ 10 CMEPTH»
3a Bepy, Laps nu OteuecTBO M «uapckyto Biaacth [lomazannvnka boxus He naTh Ha
nonpanue Bparam»'®. Takas «HaanapTuiinasy mosuius CHHOA IPUBOAXIA K TOMY,
YTO IMPaBOE€ AYXOBEHCTBO NojjepkuBano Coro3 pycCKOro HapoJa M aHaJOTMYHbIC
OpraHM3ali CKOpee IYXOBHO, Y€M OpraHM3allMOHHO, T.€. 0€3 BCTYIUIEHUS B MX
psansl. Ilocne xe BoiOOpoB B Il JIlymy B Omnpenenennn Casiteiimiero CuHopa oT
15 mapta 1908 r. ObLIO YETKO CKa3aHo:

[IpenocTaBuTh enapxuanbHbIM MPEOCBAIEHHBIM. .. pa3peniarb U 0JarocaoBIATh

ydacTue MOJBEJOMOr0 UM IIPABOCIABHOTO JTYXOBEHCTBA B JesArenbHOocTH Coro3a
1

PYCCKOTO HApO/Ia ¥ APYTHX MOHAPXMUCCKUX MATPHOTHYECKHX 00IIecTB. ..

ITocne aToro B I'maBHbIi coBeT Coro3a pycCKOT0O Hapojaa BOIUIO 3 CBSIIEHHUKA (U3
koTopbix 1 Obu1 enuckorom). B 1909 r. B8 CPH nacuuthiBanocs yxe 32 enuckora,

1 [Mupxynspubiit yka3 Cesreitiero Cunona, ot 12 gexabps 1906 r., 3a Ne 11, mo moBony
BbIOOPOB B ['ocynapcreennyto Jlymy B 1907 r. // LlepkoBubie Benomoctu. 1906. Ne 50. C. 530-531.

12 @upcos C.JI. Pycckas LlepkoBs HakanyHe nepemeH (koHen 1890-x — 1918 rr.). C. 355.

3 Pooickos B., npomouepeil. llepkoBHbie Bonipockl B ['ocymapcTeennoi yme. C. 319-321.

4 Or Cesreiimero Curona MacTBIPSIM IpaBOCIaBHOW poccuiickoit LlepkBu mepen BbiOOpamu B
I'ocynapcrBennyto Jlymy // LlepkoBHsriil BecTHuk. 1906. Ne 8. C. 228-2209.

> [lapusm B GopsGe ¢ peBomrommeii 1905-1907 IT.: cOOPHHK IOKYMEHTOB / IO peIaKIIHeH
A K. [Ipesena. Mockaa: ConuanbHO-3KOHOMHUYECKOE U31aTenbCTBO, 1936. C. 237.
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T.€. IPUMEPHO YETBEPTAsl YACTh apXUEPEUCKOro Kopmyca. TpeTh CEeIbCKUX OTNIENIOB
CPH BosrnaBum cBsmeHHUKH'®. BiacTh OKOHYATENBHO yOeamnach B JIOSILHOCTH
LlepkBH 1 MPaBOMOHAPXUYECKUX CUMIATHUSAX 3HAYUTEIHHOTO YUCIIA TyXOBEHCTBA.

Utorn wusbuparensHoii kammanuu B Il JIlymy B coBokymHOCTH ¢ ydacTuem
nyxoBeHcTBa B CPH moATONIKHYJIM NpaBUTEIBLCTBO K MBICIU IIUPOKO UCIIOIb30BaTh
[IpaBocnaBHyIO IEpKOBh KaK MOJUTHYECKUU pecypc Ha Bbibopax B IV [Jymy. K
1912 r. BnacTh Tepsia ONopy B cpejie YMEPEHHBIX 2JIEMEHTOB (OKTSIOPUCTOB U T.I1.); B
IpaBbIX MapTHUSIX HAOMIOAANICS PACKOJ, OHU yTpauuBaiu cBoil aBToputeT. Cyxanach
colMalibHasi 0a3a CyIIECTBYIOIIETO CTpos. B Takoi cuTyauuu poJib JyXOBEHCTBA
BO3pacTajia, OHO Ka3ajoCh «IOCJEAHEH OMOpON» MOHAPXWUU, W3 YETO BBHITEKAJO
KeJaHue MOOMIN30BaTh CBAIIEHHUKOB J1J1s1 M30paHus HY>KHBIX KaHUAATOB.

[Ipu sTOM BlacTh MOHMMAJA, YTO JJIsl MPUBJICYECHHS CBSIIICHHUKOB K BbIOOpaM
HEJIOCTaTOYHO TPOCTHIX AIMUHHUCTPATUBHBIX ycwinii CuHOga — HEOO0XOIUMBI
omnpeneneHHbie oOemanus. I[loatomy B deBpare 1912 r. Hawanace paboTa
[IpencobopHOro CoBelanusi, KOTOPOE, MO CYTH, CTAJIO MTPOIOJIKEHUEM JICSITEIbHOCTU
[Ipenco6opuoro mpucyrctBus 1906 r., cO3BaHHOTO C IEJIbIO OOCYAUTHh OCHOBHBIC
MOJIOKEHUSI LEPKOBHOM pedopMbl M OpraHu3oBath co3biB [lomecTtHOoro cobopa c
MEPCIEKTUBON BOCCTAHOBJIEHUs mnaTpuapmiectsa. B Havane 1907 r. B ycnoBusax
cnaga peBomronuu  Huxomait Il omnoxkun Bompoc o co3biBe Cobopa Ha
HeonpeaeneHHoe BpeMs. Co3biB [Ipenco6opHOro coBemianus 3a moJroja J0 BbIOOPOB
B IV Jlymy nomken OblT MOKas3aTh JyXOBEHCTBY HaMEpPEHHUE BIIACTEH BEPHYTHCS K
PACCMOTPEHUIO IIEPKOBHOM pedopMbl M TeM CaMbIM CTHUMYJIUPOBAaTh SIBKY Ha
BBIOOpPHI. B IIEPKOBHBIX Kpyrax MOIUIM CIYyXd O BO3MOXKHOM BOCCTAHOBJICHUU
MaTpuapuiecTsa B CBSI3M C IpsayminM mpazgHoBanueM 300-netust noma PoMaHOBBIX.
[Ipu 5TOM HUKAaKMX peaIbHBIX IIEPKOBHBIX MPeoOpa3oBaHuii B 0003puMoOM OyayIeM
1apeM He TUTaHUpOBajioch; B 3amucke O0ep-npokypopy B.K. Cabnepy ot 2 mapra
1912 r. 6bUIO0 HEABYCMBICIEHHO CKa3aHO O «HEBO3MOXKHOCTH MPEAPEIICHUS ceildac
cpoka co3biBa [TomectHoro CoGopa»'’.

B ucropuorpaduu pemienue o cosbise [Ipeacod0opHOTro coBeliaHus CBSI3bIBACTCS C
nasjaeHueM ['ocynapcTBeHHOM nyMbl. He oTpuIias 1aHHOTO MOTHBA, BCE K€ 3aMETUM,
yto B ¢eBpane 1912 r. Il Jlyma noxkuBama mocieaHHE MECSIbI, BJIACTh YXKe
MEePEeHOCUIIa aKIEHT Ha MapjaMEHT CJIEAYIOIIEro CO3bIBa, a 3HAYUT U Ha BHIOOPHI B
Hero. IlpaBocnaBHOW T1EpKBM Ha JTUX BbIOOpPaX OTBOJMWJIACH COBEPIICHHO
ompenereHHass pojib, O KOTOPOW SICHO BBICKA3aJCAd PEIaKTop (HUHAHCHPYEMOM
npaBUTENbCTBOM razersl «Poccus» UM, [Nypiann:

18 Cmenanos C.A. Yepnas cotHsi. Mocksa: Okemo; Ay3a, 2005. C. 156. EDN: QOWOKX
o @upcos C.JI. Pycckas llepkoBs HakanyHe niepemen (konerr 1890-x — 1918 rr.). C. 416.
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VYuyacTtue AYXOBCHCTBA B BBI60an OBLIO IMOCTPOCHO TaK, 4YTO (baI(TI/I‘IeCKI/I

CBAIICHHUKNW  OOJI?KHBI 6BIJ'II/I, CKOpEC, ABJATHCA JIMIIb I/136I/IpaTCJ'IBHBIM

MaTcprajioM, 4cM CaMOCTOSITEJIBHOM MOJIUTUYECKON CHHOﬁlS.

Opnaxo LlepkoBb He kenana BhICTYNaTh MOJIUTUYECKUM CTaTUCTOM — Y Hee ObuIn
CBOM OCHOBaHUS UATH Ha BBIOOPHI M UTPaTh CYIIECTBEHHYIO poJib B Oyaymen Jlyme.
JIyXOBEHCTBO HE CKpBIBAJO CBOEr0 HEAOBOJBCTBA YKa30M O BEPOTEPIHMOCTH OT
17 anpenst 1905 1., mo KoTOpoMy Bce KOH(MECCUU MOJYUHIIA 3HAYUTEIBHYIO CBOOOLY
NEeSTENBHOCTH, YTO MPHUBEJIO, MOMUMO MPOYEro, K MEpPeXoAy YacTH BEpPYIOUIUX U3
IpaBOCIaBus B MHBbIE BepoMcroBenanus. Ilpu ostom IIpaBociaBHas ILIEPKOBb
cBOOOABI HE TMONy4MJia, MO-TIPEKHEMY MpPOJOKala 3aBUCETh OT TOCYIapCTBa.
Pasymeercs, 1iepKOBHbIE HEpapXu HE CTaBWIM Bompoc 00 otaeneHun llepksu
(6ompIyt0 poJib 3A€Ch Urpald (UHAHCOBBIE COOOpaKEHHUs), HO OHU XOTEIH
pacliupeHHsi aBTOHOMHUH, OOJbIIEH CAMOCTOSITEIPHOCTH TP  COXpPaHEHHUU
MPUBUJIETUPOBAHHOTO TOJOXKEHUS, BO MHOIOM YyTPAay€HHOro Iocie VYKaza o
BEPOTEPIIUMOCTH.

B LepKOBHBIX Kpyrax HE CKpPBIBAJIM HEAOBOJBCTBA TEM, 4YTO CBeTcKas Jlyma
pemaeT UEPKOBHBIE BOIPOCHI, HE TOBOPS YK€ O HAIMYMMA CPEIU JIEIyTaToOB
CBAILLIEHHOCITYXUTENEeH JApyrux KoHdeccuil (moiaydyanaoch, K MHpUMEPY, YTO
KAaTOJMYECKUE CBSILIEHHUKH B MapJiaMeHTe NPUHUMAIIA Y4acTHE B PEIIEHUH Ipo0sieM
[IpaBocnaBHoO# nepksH). HeynusutenbHo, uto, Beictynas B Jyme 12 mapra 1912 r.,
B.K. Cabnep rosopmi: «f ngymaro Tonbko ofHO: yTo llepkoBp Hamia JoipKHA
HaXOJUTBCS COBEPUIEHHO BHE IHETA 3aKOHOIATEIBHBIX YUPEKICHUN» .

K sroMy 1006aBisiiochk HEIOBOJIBCTBO «aHTULEPKOBHONY» moiauTukor |l Tymsr
(pewieHne o mepenadye LEPKOBHO-MIPUXOACKUX IIKOJ TOCYAApCTBY, CTPEMIICHHE
pacIliupuTh NpaBa CTapooOpsILEB, «mpeHeOpexxeHue» aenamu [IpaBocnaBHOIM
nepkBu u 1pod.). Tak, 9 uroHs 1912 r. ceamennuk H.E. I'emenkwmii, BeICTymas B
[apJIaMEHTe OT MWMEHU JyXOBEHCTBA, OXApPAaKTEPU30BAJI IMOJMTHKY JYMCKOIO
OonbIIMHCTBA  (IpeXkAEe  BCEro,  OKTAOPHUCTOB)  KaK  «IMOXOJ  HaIuX
“koHCcTHUTYHHMOHAIMCTOB” mpotuB CB. IlpaBocmaBus», «pa3pylieHHE LEPKOBHBIX
YUPEKIACHUIN», «yKACHBIE HANaJKW W TIyMJICHHs» Hal LIepkoBbro, B pe3ynbTare
KOTOPBIX «BCE JYXOBEHCTBO B CBOEH COBOKYITHOCTH OOMXEHO, OCKOpPOJICHO.

18 ITepenucka npencenarenss CoBera MUHUCTPOB C Mpejcenaresem ['oc. 1yMbl, TOC. CEKpeTapemM
U JIp. JOJDKHOCTHBIMH JHuaMu // Poccuiickuii rocynapcTBEHHBIH MCTOPUYECKUM apXuB (Jayiee —
PI'A). ®. 1276. Om. 1. J1. 35. J1. 24.

Ye 17 anpens 1905 1. mo 1 smBaps 1909 r. mepenuio w3 mnpaBocinaBUs B JApYyrue
BepoucnoBeganusi 308 758 uenoek (Caghonos A.A. TocymapctBo u KoHbeccuun B
no3anenmnepckoi Poccun. C. 178).

20 Qunocoghos /I.B. llepxoBuble aena // Exxeroguuk razetsl «Peub» Ha 1913 roa. CaHkT-
[leTepOypr: M3nanue penakuuu razetsl «Peub», 1913. C. 343.
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Otcroa ciieoBai COBEPILIEHHO €CTECTBEHHBIA NPHU3bIB K CBSIICHHOCTYKUTEISAM
IIMPOKO y4YacTBOBATh B IpsAylleld M30MpaTeIbHOM KaMIlaHWH, «BbIOMpaTh B [lymy
MCKpPEHHE Bepyrolux 1 uTymux Caryro Llepkoss jmonei»,

JIyXOBEHCTBO CTpEeMHUJIOCH yepe3 JlyMy MOBIMITh HA PEIICHHWE CBOMX IMPOOJIEM.
Tak, KOppecloHIeHT ra3eTsl «YTpo Poccum» KoHCTaTHpOBAI:

CuHOJl CMOTPUT Ha POJIb TyXOBEHCTBA B BHIOOPAX, KaK Ha /110 HEPKBH U JKeJaeT
UMeTh B 4-i JlyMe CIUIOYEHHYIO TPYHIy JYXOBEHCTBA Ul HMOMICPKKH psla
IIPOEKTOB, KacalolIUXCs PEOPraHu3alMy LIEPKOBHOTO CyJa, HalpuMmep, O
[IEPKOBHOM TIpuXoje, 00 oOecrneueHur ITYXOBEHCTBA, O CpEeAHEH LEePKOBHOM

IIKOJIC 1 T.H.22

KoHeuHO, LEepKOBHBIE HMEpapXW HE MOTJIM HE 3aJyMbIBAaTbCd M O KapIHHAIBHBIX
BOIIPOCAaX, TAaKUX KaK BOCCTAHOBJIIEHHE COOOpPHOCTH, co3biB [lomecTHOro cobopa,
BBIOOpBI MaTpuapxa, nepectporika B3auMooTHolueHuil LlepkBu m rocyaapcra. U
XOTsl ObUIO OYEBUIHBIM, UYTO PEIICHHWE ATUX BONPOCOB 3aBUCHUT, MPEKIE BCETO, OT
UMIIEpATOpa, MMETh [0 HUM IIAPIAMEHTCKYH0 TMOIJIEPXKKY IPEIACTaBIIIOCH
HEJIAIIHNAM.

[ToaTomy IlpaBociiaBHasi LIEPKOBb AaKTUBHO BKJIIOUMJIACH B BBIOOPHI HE TOJBKO B
KAaueCcTBE NPaBUTEIbCTBEHHOTO pecypca, HO M HUCXOJsi M3 CBOMX COOCTBEHHBIX
untepecoB. IIpu Cunone Ob110 co31aHO 0c000€ OIOPO MO PYKOBOJACTBY BBIOOpaMH;
Ha MECTax OPraHU30BBIBAINCH OCOOBIE €MapXHaIbHbIE KOMUTEThI, KOTOPBIE JIOJKHBI
ObLIM CHEAUTh 3a SIBKOM CBAIIEHHUKOB Ha BBIOOpHI, MPEANHUCHIBATH 3a KOIO
roJIocOBaTh U T.I. CBAIIEHHUKAM HE Pa3pellaioCh BBIIBUIAaTh CBOM KaHIWJIATYpPhI B
Hymy 0Oe3 paspelieHus €nucKONoB. BbUIM MpeanpuHATHI ClienualbHbIe MEpPbI MO
HEJOMYILEHUIO Ha BbIOOPHI HEHAJEKHBIX B MOJIUTHYECKOM IJIaHE CBALICHHUKOB. B
npecce coob1anocs, yto CHHOJ pa3zociall B enapXuu

3a1poOCbl OTHOCHUTCIILHO MCpOHpI/IHTI/Iﬁ AYXOBCHCTBA Ha MPCACTOAIINX BI)I60an;
nacr Ju OHO CINIOYCHHO, HC 3aMCUCHblI JIM CBAIICHHHUKH, BXOJAIIHC B
COTrJIalICHHUEC C TaK Ha3bIBACMbBIMU NPOTrPpECCHMBHBIMHU MAPTUAMH, YTO CUHHUTACTCA
COBCPIICHHO He,Z[Ol'[yCTI/IMI:uIM23

Omnacenust CuHoAa MO MOBOJAY «HEOJAroHAJAEKHBIX)» CBSIIEHHUKOB ObUIM BITOJHE
o0ocHoBanbl. Ha 3aceganuu LK kagetrckoit maptuu 11 urons 1912 r. npuBoaunuck

21 [TpaBeie maptun. 1905-1907. Jlokymentsl u marepuanbl / coctaButens HO.M. Kupbsanos.
Mockga: Poccuiickas monurraeckas saipkoneaust (POCCIIOH), 1998. T. 2. C. 257-258.

22 Yyacrre IyXOBeHCTBa B BbIOOpax // Y1po Poccuu. 1912 (5 anpens). Ne 79. C. 4.

B duma. Ob6ep-npokypopckas patb // LlepkoBb. CTapooOpsaueckuil 1epKOBHO-00IECTBEHHBIN
xypHai. 1912. Ne 31. C. 741.
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(aKTHI TONBITOK y4acThs B BBIOOPaX «IIPOrPECCHCTOB-CBAIICHHUKOBY» B BsTke u
ITepmu®™; B 3ampoce (pakuuu nporpeccuctoB B 1V Jlymy roBOpHMIIOCH O 3ampere
enuckorna B OpJOBCKON I'yOepHUU SIBISATHCS HA BHIOOPHI ABYM YIOJHOMOUYEHHBIM OT
JIyXOBEHCTBA, TaK KaK «OHM OBUIM 3alOf03PEHBI B IIPOTPECCHMBHOCTH»; OT
Bonoroackoil ry0epHUM HECMOTpSi Ha BCE YCWJIMSI BiacTed M30payiv CBAILEHHUKA
neBbIX B3rasagoB”’. T109TOMy HEPKOBHOE PYKOBOACTBO JKECTKO KOHTPOIMPOBAIIO
BBIOOPHI aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIMU Mepamu. B emapxum ObLITM  KOMaHIUPOBAHBI
CUHOJIaJIbHbIE YMHOBHUKHM BO IJIABE€ C YMHOBHUKOM IO OCOOBIM MOPYYEHUSIM MpHU
O6ep-tipokypope kHsizem W.II. IllaxoBckum. K cepeaune asrycra 1912 r.
erapxuajabHble BJIACTH HamMeTWiau 93 kaHampara OoT IyxoBeHCTBa B JlyMy, B TOM
upucie 19 enuckonos®,

[IpenBoi6opHBIE MeporpusaTus LlepkBu MpUBICKIM BHUMAaHHE OOIIECTBEHHOCTH,
BBI3BaB €€ HETAaTMBHYIO pEaklMio. B mpecce MyCCHpOBAINCH CIYyXU O CTPEMIICHHH
Brnacteit u llepkBu mpoBect B Jymy 150-180 cBsIIEHHHKOB; BBICKA3bIBAIHCH
OMAaceHusl, YTO BJIACTh, OMHUPASICh HA MOJIEPKKY IPABOrO JyXOBEHCTBA, IMPEBPATUT
JlyMy B 3aKOHOCOBEIIATENIbHBINA OpraH. Y MEpEeHHO-TIPABbIE U OKTAOPUCTHI HE JKEJIaIH
IOTEPATH TOJOCA B 3€MIIEBIIAJIEIBYECKON KypuM. B mpecce Bcex HampaBlIeHHN
(kpome KpailiHe TMpaBbIX) Hayalach KammaHUs TMPOTHB YYacTHs JTyXOBEHCTBA B
BbIOOpax. TUNHMUHBIE 3ar0J0BKH cTaTeil o0 ponu LlepkBu B n30MparenbHON KaMIaHUU
3Byyanu Tak: «llocnegnuii ommot», «llocmenuuit ko3wipb». A.M. ['yukoB ¢
pa3ipakeHHEM TOBOPUJI HAa OJHOM M3 MPEABBIOOPHBIX COOpaHUNA O MOOWIM3AIUU
CBAILEHHUKOB:

Vxe wu3BecTHbl (DaKThl SBHO 3aroTOBJICHHBIX CIIHCKOB B PYKOBOJCTBO
nyxoBeHcTBa. CI0BOM, KOMY-TO KeJaTesIbHO, 4TOObI HaJ yeTBepToil Jlymoil ObLa

2B cBs3M C 3amperoM Ui HEJIETalM30BAHHBIX NAPTHil HCIIONB30BATh B IPEABBHIGOPHOIM
aruTallud CBOM Ha3BaHMs, BCE CTOPOHHUKM ONIMO3UIMOHHBIX TNapTHH Ha3bIBAIN  ceOs
«IIPOTPECCUCTAMU.

» IIporokoner IlentpanpHoro Komurera w©  3arpaHU4HBIX TPyNn  KOHCTUTYLIHOHHO-
neMoKpaTudeckoit maptuu / nox penakiueit B.B. [llenoxaeBa. MockBa: Poccuiickas momuTudeckas
sarmkroneaus (POCCIIOH), 1997. T. 2. C. 63.

2 3ampoc 1 peud (ppakiuu nMporpeccucToB o BeiOopax B UerBepTyto I'ocynapcrBennyo [ymy.
Mockga: Tunorpadus U.B. Jleontsena, 1913. C. 12.

2 Ez2opos A.H. Bnacte u 06mectBo Ha Beioopax B [V ['ocynapcTBeHHY0 1ymy (110 MaTepuaiam
Bonoroackoii ryoepaun) // Historia provinciae — sxypHan peruonansHoi ucrtopuu. 2023. T. 7, Ne 3.
C. 933-934. https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2023-7-3-4, EDN: TMVHKM

28 Jlaxun B.C. Bypxyasusi, ABOpAHCTBO U napu3m B 1911-1914 rr. C. 67.
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BBIBCIHICH APJIbIK: «C PaspClICHUA €ro IpPCBOCXOAUTCIILCTBA ry6epHaTopa ncC
29
0J1ar0CI0BEHUS €T0 MMPCOCBAIICHCTBA» .

[IpaBUTENBCTBO TAKKE OIMACAIOCH PE3KOr0 YCWICHUS IOJUTUYECKOTO BIIMSHUSA
IlepxBu, W 1y 3TOTO OBUIM CBOW TPHUYMHBL. Biacte He coOMpanach MOOMIPSTH
KJIEpUKAJIU3M, XOTS OT/EJIbHBIC JIEBbIC MYyOJUIUCTHI €€ B 3TOM 0OBuHsIM. Eie B
1908 r. O6ep-npokypop Casreitmero Cunoma IL.II. M3Bonbckuii mucan napio B
IOKJIagHoW 3amucke: «B  mpaBsmux kpyrax LlepkBU KaHOHMYECKUU CTpOH
MTOHUMAJICSI HE KaK BHYTPEHHSISL €€ CaMOJEsITEIbHOCTD, a KaK HOBas (popMa BIACTU» U
yKa3blBaJl Ha TO, 4YTO IIEPKOBHAs HEpapXus BCTalla HA IyTh BMELIATEILCTBA B
rOCyJIapCTBEHHBIE JIENA.

OTou HepKOBHO-HOHHTH‘IeCKOﬁ arutaigvi HbIHC HAAO0 IIOJOXKUTL IIPCACII,

HaIrtIOMHUB HepKBI/I, dTO MCTOYHHK BJIACTH — OJHMH, U 4YTO BCC B TOCYIAapCTBC

“ 30
JOJIDKHO 3TOU BJIACTH IIOKOPATHCA .

Pazymeercs, Henp3si NMPUNKCHIBATH TEOKPATUUECKHE HJEH BCEMY ITYXOBEHCTBY, HO
HEKOTOPBIM apXuepesiM OHU ObUIM HE YYK]IbI.

B34rbiii mpaBUTENbCTBOM TOCHE YKa3a 0 Beporeprnumoct ot 17 ampens 1905 r.
KypC Ha pacUIMPEHUE PEJIMTHO3HBIX CBOOO ISl PA3IMYHBIX KOH(pECcCUuil HEe MOT He
OpUBECTH K HapacTtaHuio KoH(puiukta ¢ [IpaBocinaBHOM LEPKOBBIO, PE30HHO
oracaBUIEICs yTPaTUTh CBOE MPUBUIIETHPOBAHHOE MoyoxeHue. B nexadbpe 1907 r. B
nucbme [LI1. M3Bonbckomy I1.A. CTONBINMMH KOHCTaTUPOBAJ:

[To cymiecTBy, koHeuHO, CMHOJI HE TOJIBKO COBEpIIEHHO 3a0biBaeT Manudect
17 okts0pst 0 cBOOOJE COBECTH, HO M BMANAET B MPOTUBOPEUYHUE C OCHOBAHUSIMHU
Manudecra 17 anpens o BepOTepHI/IMOCTI/I31.

B TOo *e BpeMs NpeMbep-MUHUCTP HE COOMpalics BBIHOCHTH MPOTHBOPEUHS C
LlepkoBbio B MyOJIMYHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, MOAYEPKHUBAs B TOM ke mucbMe: «B Jlyme
e potus CHHOA MBI HE OMIEM» 2,

He Morno moHpaBHUTbCS BIACTAM M CIUIIKOM TECHOE COJIMKEHHE MOJIUTHYECKU
aKTMBHOTO JIyXOBEHCTBA C KpaliHE IPaBbIMU KPYraMH «IyOpOBMHCKOIO» TOJKa®,

29 [Taptust «Coro3 17 okts6ps». [Iporokonsr cbe3noB, koHpepennmid u 3acepanuii LK / mon
penakmueit B.B. IllenoxaeBa. MockBa: Poccuiickas monmutudeckast suuukinonenus (POCCIIOH),
2000. T. 2. C. 376.

%0 Hut. mo: @upcos C.JI. Pycckas llepkoBb HakanyHe nepemeH (koHer 1890-x — 1918 rr.).
C. 393-39%4.

UILA. Crombimus, Ilepenucka / mox penaxmmen II1.A. Iloxxuraiino. Mocka: Poccuiickas
nonutudeckas sunuknonenus (POCCIIOH), 2004. C. 185.

%2 I1.A. CrosimuH. [Tepenucka. C. 185.
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OTpUIIABIIUMH W 0€3 TOro HE CTOJb YK 3HAUYATEIbHBIE  AJICMEHTHI
KOHCTUTYLIMOHAIN3MA U IapiamMeHTapusma nepuona Jymckoit monapxun®. IIpasoe
JYXOBEHCTBO HEOJHOKPATHO BBICTYIAJO C MPU3bIBAMU €CIU HE YNpa3aHUTh [lymy
BOOOIIE, TO, MO KpailHEH Mepe, cheiaTh €€ 3aKOHOCOBENIATENIbHOM, YBEIUYUTH
NPEICTaBUTENILCTBO CBAIIEHHUKOB M T.I. Tak, apxuenuckon Bosorojackuit u
Toremckuit Hukon (PoxnecTBeHckuil) HakaHyHE BRIOOPOB B Jlymy paccyskaai:

Bynet mu onsith M3MeHeH n30MpaTebHbIN 3aKOH WIIH K€ OYIyT MPUHSATH MEPHI K
0oJiee CTPOTOMY €ro HCIOJHEHUIO MyTeM Pa3bsICHEHHH, KaK 3TO HEIaBHO OBLIO
C/IeNIaHO B OTHOIICHUW K WMyJesiM, — MBI HE 3HaeM; 3HaeMm oaHo: Llapp ectb
BBICIIIMI MCTOYHUK 3aKOHOB, M HHMKTO HE cMeeT oTHHUMaTh y Hero mpaBa He
TOJIbKO U3MEHSITh, HO U OTMEHSTh 3aKOHBI, eciini OH cue nmpu3Haet 3a 61aro. OH
MOXET U BOBCE OTMEHUTH 3aKOHHI 0 J{yme: Beapr OH 1ai ux, U €CJIM HalJeT, u4To
3aKOHBI He oTBedaroT Onary Ero Hapoma, TO KTO ke mocMeeT 3anpeTtutsh Emy u
OTMEHY ux?%

B ampene 1912 r. enuckon IlckoBckuit u IlopxoBckuit Anexcuit (MosuaHOB)
oOpaTuiics C BO33BaHMEM K JIyXOBEHCTBY HE BCTYNaTh B OJIOK HU C Kakou
MOJIUTUYECKOW CHJIONW, a 00pa3oBaTh CBOIO MAapTHUIO, OCHOBAaHHYI0 Ha WHJeajax
caMoJIepKaBUs .

Buansiii penuruo3zno-oduiectBeHHbiil aestens [.B. @unocodo nucan mo atomy
MOBOJY:

Crapblii pe)XUM KaKeTCs IEPKBH Topa3zio Oojee pealibHbIM, HEXKEIU HOBBIM,
ropasjio 0oyiee PEIIMTHO3HBIM, a TIOTOMY Y Hee HET U HE MOXKET ObITh HUKAKOMH
SHEPTUM TepecTpauBaTh ce0s B COOTBETCTBUU C HOBBIM pekuMoM. M mostomy
KaXJbld pa3, KoOrja TMPaBUTEILCTBO MIIET y LEPKBU MOILIACPKKUA B
KOHCEPBATHUBHBIX CBOUX YCTPEMJICHHUSX, OHO TpOOyXJAaeT B IEPKBU
YCTPEMJIEHHSI BOBCE HE KOHCEPBATUBHBIE, a pecTaBpallMOHHbIE. [lepKoBb
COTJIaCHa Ha MOCIyIIaHWE, MOTOMY YTO IMOCIYyIIAaHHE HACKBO3b MPOHU3BIBAET
PYCCKYIO MOHaIIecKyro uepapxuro. Ho ecnmm k Heit oOpamarorcss HE BO HMS
MOCTyIIaHus, @ BO UMSI aKTUBHOTO YYaCTHs B IOJIMTUYECKOM KU3HU CTPAHbBI, OHA
celyac e, ¥ COBEPIICHHO €CTECTBEHHO, Pa3BEPTHIBAECT 3HAMs pecTaBpauuu. B

%8 (JlyOpoBHHIIAMH»  HA3BIBAIM  CTOPOHHHKOB  IIPABOCIABHO-MOHAPXHYECKOH  MAPTHH
«Bcepoccuniickuii JlyopoBuHckmii COr03 pycCKOTO Hapoay.

% OTMeTHM, 4TO M3-33 HErNIACHOTO pacropsukeHus BiacTeil B 1V ToCyIapCcTBEHHYIO AyMy He
n30paiv HU OJHOTO «IyOpoBHHLIAY». [TonpoOHEe 0 B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUSAX «IYOPOBHHIIEB)» C BIACTHIO
cMm.: Heanoe A.A. lpasble naptuu Poccuiickoit nmmnepun. Cankrt-IlerepOypr: Bnaaumup [ans,
2024. EDN: BECHGH

» Apxuenuckon Huxon. Mou nuesnuku. Beim. I11. 1912, Ceprues Ilocan: Tunorpagus Casto-
Tpounxkoii Cepruesoii Jlaspsr, 1915. C. 119.

% Arurauus Cunona / Yrpo Pocenn. 1912 (18 anpens). Ne 90. C. 3.
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9TOM CMBICJIE, PYCCKOE IPAaBUTENIBCTBO, IOCKOJIBKY OHO HCKPEHHE INPU3HAET
HOBBIM CTPOM, COBEpIIAET BEIUYANIIYIO OIIMOKY, BBOJS LIEPKOBb B IOJHUTHKY.
ITosokeHMe eme OCHOXKHAETCS TEM, YTO JaXke B IIpelesaXx CTaporo CTpos y
LIEPKBU CYLIECTBYIOT CBOM JAaBHME W OYEHb CEPHE3HBIE CIIOPBI C BIIACTHIO

. 37
CBETCKOMH, TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM ¢ 00ep-IpoKypaTypon ™ .

«PecTtaBpallmoHHas» TMO3WLMS 3HAYUTEIBHOIO YHMCIA UEPKOBHBIX JIesTENICH
BbI3bIBAJIA PA3/IPAXKEHUE YMEPEHHO-IIPABbIX KPYrOB, B MOJJIEPKKE KOTOPBIX BIIACTH
ocTpo Hyxaanack. Tak, nepMmckuii ryoeprarop N.®. Koiiko otmeuat:

C Bomapennem B Cunoge Cabnepa AyXOBEHCTBO CTaJI0 MOJMTHUKAHCTBOBAThH B
caMOM y3KOYEPHOCOTEHHOM HamNpaBJICHHH, YTO, OYEBHIHO, TiaBoro CuHOma
noompsuiock. M korma B Ilerporpaa mpueskanu apxuepeu, TO OHHU, TOBOPAT,
oecenoBanu ¢ CabnepoM HE CTOJBKO O JYXOBHBIX HYXKJAX CBOMX EMapXHid,
CKOJIbKO OCBEIOMIISUIM €r0 O HAlpaBJICHUU JESATEILHOCTH MECTHBIX BJacTeH W,
TJIABHOE, HACKOJIBKO JTa JIEATEIBHOCTh COOTBETCTBOBANA  OXKHIAAHUSIM
Jy6poBuHa u ero npucHbix. Ecim, ckaxem, rybepnatop He Bctynan B «Coro3
PYCCKOTO HapoAa» W HE COTJamIajics OBITh MpelnceaaTeiIeM B MECTHOM OTAETE,
ero cervac ke 3a4KCIIsUIH B pa3psij HeOJAaroHaAC)KHBIX U BParoB MPaBOCIaBHON

I_ICpKBI/I38.

HeynuButensHo, uro nmubepanbubiii myonunuct A.C. U3roes, pa3dupas MO3UIUIO
«PEaKIIMOHHO-AEMAaroru4eckoro NpaBoCIaBHOIO KIEPUKAIA3MAY, 3aMedall:

ACMaroruducckasa ACATCIbHOCTb JYXOBCHCTBA, MOTryIIas BCTPETUTH COUYYBCTBHC

o 39
Mmacce, €1Ba JiM, OJHaKoO, 6yzxeT IMOJIB30BAaTbLCA MIOAACPIKKOU ITPABUTCIILCTBA .

IIpaBuTenbCcTBO  OKa3aJoch B CIHOXKHOM cuTyauud. C  OIHOM  CTOPOHBI,
UCIIOJb30BaHNME  NOJOOpaHHBIX  TOJIOCOB  JIyXOBEHCTBA  IMPEACTABIISIOCH
Oe3abTepHATUBHBIM, C Jpyrod — ammetuThl LlepkBu HYX)HO OBLIO Kak-TO
orpaHn4uTh. [103TOMY NMPaBUTENBCTBO MPEANPUHSIIO PsIT MEP C LENBIO HE JOMYCTUTh
n30paHusl OOJIBILIErO YKcia CBAIIEHHUKOB, ueM Obuto B Il yme, onupascs B 3Tom
BOIIpOCE Ha nojaepkky Hukonas 11°°. Tax, 17 aBrycta 1912 r. MuHHCTp BHYTpEHHUX
nen  A.A.MakapoB HampaBuwi LHMPKYJSIPHYIO TelerpamMmy ryOepHaTtopam c

3 Qunocogos /I.B. llepkosubie nena. C. 336.

% Kowko HM.®. BocnomuHaHUs ryoepuaropa. Ilepmp (1911-1914) / cocraBuTens
H.I". [TaBnoBckuii. Ekarepun0Oypr: Jlemunosckuii uacturyt, 2007. C. 90.

% Useoes A.C. [Tepen BeiOopamu // Pycckas mpiciab. 1912. Ne 4. C. 3.

40 Hakanyne BbiOopoB Hukomait Il nybnuyHo moxanepkan OrpaHUYMTEIbHBIE  MeEpbl
MIPAaBUTENILCTBA MO0 OTHOLIEHMIO K LlepkBu Ha BcTpeue ¢ mpeacraButensimMu [locTossHHOTO coBera

O6benunenHoro nBopsincTBa (Conosves K.A. 3akoHOomaTenbHash M HCIOJHUTENbHASs BIACTh B
Poccun. C. 357).
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Pa3bACHEHHEM, YTO «HAJIMYHOE KOJMYECTBO JYXOBEHCTBA B TpeThel Jlyme MOJIKHO
CUMTATBCS MAKCHMAILHBIM» 1 €r0 YBEITHUCHHE KKPAifHe HEKETATEIBHOY .

MecTHble BiacTH pacrojaraid COOTBETCTBYIOUIMMH pbluaramu. CBSIIEHHUKH, B
OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM, IPUHUMAJIM Yy4YyacTHE B BbIOOpax MO ChE3gaM MEJKHUX
3eMJIEBJIA/IETbIEB, 0COOCHHOCTHIO KOTOPBIX ObliIa KpaliHE HU3Kasl siBKa U30uparesei,
HE MPEBBIIIABIIASA B CPEAHEM IO cTpane 10 %*. B Takux YCIIOBHSX OPTaHU30BAaHHBIC
CHHOZIOM CBSIILICHHUKH MPAKTUYECKH TFapaHTHPOBAHHO MOJy4Yaaud OOJBIIMHCTBO HA
ChE3/1aX MEJKUX 3€MJIEBIIAEIIBLIEB U MOIJTIM IIPOBECTU TOJBKO CBOMX BBIOOPIIHKOB,
HE CUMTAsIChb C MHEHUEM YMEPEHHO-IIPaBbIX cuil. Ilpu Takol cuTyanuu JyXOBEHCTBO
MOTJIO TOJYYHTh CIUIIKOM OOJBIIOE YHUCIO BBIOOPIIMKOB B T'yOEpHCKOM
n30MpaTeTbHOM COOpPaHMU M CYIIECTBEHHO HApacTUTh CBOIO YHMCIEHHOCTH B [lyme.
YroObl 3TOTO HE MPOU3OILIO, MECTHBIE BJIACTH CTaJH BBIACIATH CBSIICHHUKOB B
ocoOble  MpeABapUTENbHBIE  CBhE3[bl  HACTOATENEW  IIepKBEH B paMKax
3eMJICBIIAICTPYECKON KypHH ~, HO TOJBKO B TEX CIIy4asix, KOI/[a OHU ObLIH YBEPEHBI B
0JIaronpuUATHOM HCXOJI€ BBIOOPOB MO JAaHHOM Kypuu 0O€3 MOJ0O0paHHBIX TOJIOCOB
JTYXOBEHCTBA. JTO ObLIO cenano B 245 ye3aax u3 330, 1715 KOTOPBIX PacHopsKEHUs
O CO3bIBE MPEABAPUTEIBHBIX ChE3/10B ObUIH OMyOauKoBaHbl 10 11 centsadps 1912 r.
Tem He MeHee, poJIb JAYXOBEHCTBA OCTAaBAJaCh BECbMA 3HAYUTEIBHOM — B
47 ryOepHUsIX ¢ LIEPKOBHBIM 3€MJIEBJIAJICHUEM Ha ChE3/1aX MEJIKMX 3€MJIECBIIAJICIIBLIEB
6b110 M36paHo 7 162 cBsuieHnnKa u3 8 764 BeioopmukoB (81 %)™

IlepkoBHOE  PYKOBOJACTBO  OTKPBITO  TOKa3ajl0  CBOE  HEJOBOJIbCTBO
OTPAaHUYUTENIbHBIMU MEPOIIPUATHAMU MpaBUTENbCTBA. Tak, B KoHIE aBrycra 1912 r.
CHUHOJAJIbHOE MpeaBbIOOpHOE OIOpO BBICKA3AJIOCh B MIpecce NMPOTUB 000COOJIECHUs
JYXOBEHCTBA B OT/AEIBHYIO KYPHIO, T0Jlarasi, YTo JyXOBEHCTBO Ha BHIOOpAaX TOJKHO
HATH «pyKa 00 pyKy cO BceMH m30mparermsimMm»’. OTMETHM, 9TO OC/IE BBIGOPOB
B.K. Cabnep B MHTEpBbIO IIpECCE YTBEPHkKAAJ, YTO MPABUTEIHCTBO «IIEPEIYTal0 BCE
ero kaptb». OH mojarajg, 4YToO «eciu Obl CBALICHHUKUA HE OBbUIM BBIIEICHBI B
OT/IEIbHYIO KYPHIO, OJTYHHIIHCh ObI COBEPIICHHO MHBIE PE3y/IbTAThl BEIGOPOB» .

* Mepermicka ¢ rybepHATOpPAMH ¥ LUPKYJISPEI TIOCTEAHAX B CBSA3H C MPOBEICHHEM BBHIGOPOB B
I'ocynapcrennyto nymy // PTUA. @. 1327. On. 2. /1. 247. J1. 43-44.

*2 Manvuesa O.T. N3buparenvHas cucreMa u npakTuka Poccun B mepuo 1yMCKOM MOHApXUU
1905-1917. Mocksa: Ksanpura, 2018. C. 179. EDN: ZBBBJJ

“ TeM caMbIM CBETCKHE MEJKHE 3eMJICBIAEIbIEl JaXe IPH KpaifHe HU3KO SBKE HA BHIOOPHI
MOTJIM TapaHTHUPOBAHHO M30paTh CBOMX MpPEJCTaBUTENEH B BHIOOPIIUKU O€3 yuyacTHs JTyXOBEHCTBA,
YTO OrPaHMYUBAIIO YHCICHHOCTh CBANICHHUKOB B TyOSpPHCKOM M30MpPaTEIbHOM COOpaHUH.

YA UL Bei6oper // Exerogauk razersl «Peus» Ha 1913 roa. Cankt-IlerepOypr: Mznmanue
penakuuu razersl «Peub», 1913. C. 218.

*® Cumoz o BEIGOpHO# TakTHKE KyX0BeHCTBa // YTpo Pocern. 1912 (29 asrycra). Ne 199. C. 3.

%% Okoio napiamenTa // Ytpo Poccun. 1912 (24 nosiops). Ne 271. C. 3.
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Brigenenue nyxoBeHCTBAa B 0COObIE ChE3/bI MPECieoBalo0 U Apyrue menu. Bo-
NEPBBIX, MOBBIIIAICS YPOBEHb KOHTPOJISI HAJ TOJIOCAMU CBAIIEHHUKOB, YTO OBLIO
BaXXHO TPHU MPOLEAype TAMHOro Toj0coBaHUs. Bo-BTOpbIX, XOTS Obl Ha ypOBHE
Che3/1a MEIKUX 3EMJICBJIAJICIBIIEB MOXKHO OBLIO OCIA0UTH MOCTOSSHHO BO3HHUKABIIIHE
Ha pa3HBIX CTAaIUAX BBHIOOPOB TPOTUBOPEYHS CO CBETCKUMH H30MpATEISIMU
YMEpPEHHO-TIPaBOT0 TOoJKa. Tak, Ha che3]l 3emiieBnajenbiieB KaaqHUKOBCKOTO ye3aa
Bonoroackoit rydepaun npunuio 11 3emieBnanensiieB u 25 cBsnieHHUKOB. OUH U3
cBeTckux usoupareneit A.A. KoposneB ObLI 3TUM BO3MYIIEH, 3asBUJ, YTO CBOE
MPUCYTCTBUE HA CBE3/I€ OH CUMTAeT OECMOJIE3HBIM, MOMPOCUI OTMETUTh €ro
BBIOBIBIIMM W TIOKWHYJ 3aJI 3acefaHus. Bciem 3a HUM Cbe3l JEMOHCTPATHBHO
MOKHHYIIM eIlle YeTBEpO 3eMiIeBaebien’ . Ha KoH(bepeHIMn KaJeTcKoil mapTuu B
deppasie 1913 r. npencraBuTens U3 BopoHeka pacckasbiBai, 4TO

B BOpoBCKOM ye3nie Ha cbe3fe KPYMHBIX 3€MJIEBIAJACIbLEB M CBAIIEHHUKOB
n30paHbl ObUIM TOJBKO CBSIIEHHUKH, a JBOpPsSHE HE OaUIOTHPOBAINCH, HO
YCTPOWJIM TaK, 4YTO BBIOOpHI OBUIM OTMEHEHBI, Ha CIEAYIOIIUX BBIOOpPAx
JyXOBEHCTBY YK€ OBUIO BHYIIEHO, YTOOBI OoJibllie 2 CBAIICHHUKOB HE
BbIOMpanu. To ke U B 3aJJOHCKOM Yye3/e, TJie CBSIIEHHUKOB O0Ka3aJloCh OIHUM
YeJloBeKOM Oouibllle, 4eM JBOpsAH. Ha npenBbiOOpHOM coOpaHUM B3aMMHOE
0KECTOUEHHE JABYX STHX IPYII BBIPA3HIOCH Aaxe B rpy0oii pyrann. .. "

CX0Xyl0 KapTMHY PpHUCOBAJI MPEACTaBUTENb W3 [BepH, OTMEYaBIIMA, YTO
aMUHUCTpAIMST C JYXOBEHCTBOM O3JIOOMJIM CBOMM TIOBEJACHHUEM JBOpsiH. B
pe3ynbTare, TJIaBHAs JIMHUSA TPEABBIOOPHON OOpHOBI cTalla MPOXOIUTH HE MEXKITY
MIPaBBIMH | JIEBBIMHU, KaK OOBIYHO, @ MEXKTy CAMUMU TTPABBIMHU:

AYXOBCHCTBO HC MOIJIO MMPOBECTH HHU OAHOIO ACITyTara 6J1aroz[ap51 TOMY, 4YTO
ABOPSHE CTapaInCh HC MIPOITYCKATb CBHH_IGHHI/IKOB49.

[IpaBuTEHLCTBO HE COOMpANIOCh YCUIUBATH MOJUTHYECKYHO poib llepkBu B
Oynymieit Jlyme, o 4eM TOBOPUT MPOBaJ IJIAHOB CO3JIaHUSI OTACIBHON (Ppakuuu u3

4 Ez2opos A.H. Bwibopel B I'ocymapcTBeHHble nymbl Poccuiickoil mmmepuun B Bosoroackoi
ryoepHun: peruoHaibHble ocoOeHHocTH // TaBpuueckue ureHus 2015. AkTyanbHble MPOOIEMbI
napjaMeHTapu3Ma: HUCTOPUSL W COBPEMEHHOCTb: MaTepuainbl MeXIyHapoJHOW Hay4dHOMH
koHpepenimu (Caunkr-IlerepOypr, 10—11 nexabps 2015 r.): cOOpHMK HaydHBIX cTaTted / mon
penakmueit A.b. HukomnaeBa. Cankt-ITerepOypr: DnexCuc, 2016. U. 1. C. 87. EDN: YORJIZ

“® Coesmpl u KOH(EpeHIIMH KOHCTUTYIIMOHHO-JIEMOKPATUYECKOW MapTUu / TOJ peaakiuen
B.B. IllenoxaeBa. MockBa: Poccuiickas mnonutudeckas sHiukionequs (POCCIIOH), 2000.
T. 2. C. 400.

* Chesmp n KOH(EepeHIIMU KOHCTUTYIIHOHHO-1eMoKpaTrueckoit maptuu. C. 401.
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CBAIIEHHUKOB. [IpaBOMOHapxuyeckas LEpKOBHAs Ipecca BCAYECKU MPOABUTANa ITy
nnero. Tak, yepnocorenHsid «Kosmokom» nucan:

CBsIIEGHHUK — Be3J€ CBSIICHHUK, MAaCThIph LEPKBU, 3HAYUT, U B
locypmapctBennon Jlyme Kaxaplii JenyTar, NOPEACTABUTENb LEPKBUA, IIPHU
rOJIOCOBAHUH, MPEXKJIE YEM IMOJATh CBOM TOJOC HA Ty WU JAPYTYIO CTOPOHY,
JOJKEH HEMIPEMEHHO 3a]1aThCsl BOIIPOCOM: a YTO, B MOJIb3Yy WJIM BO BpEX LEPKBU
Oyznet ato peweHue? ['ooc cBO OH JIOJIKEH MOAATh B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT 3TOT0 U
MOJILKO OM 5mMo20 Oomeéema Ha JTaHHBIA BOIPOC CBOEU HEPEUCKOW COBECTH...
Hano npeanpunsare, urod6sl B |V TocymapctBenHoit Jlyme 00. IyXOBHBIE
IPEJICTABISUIM COOOI0 CTOMKYIO M CIUIOYEHHYIO paTh... MUMEIONIYI0 BO TJiaBe
BOJKIISL — CBSITUTEIIS .

Ha ponp mapiameHTCcKOro nuaepa Hameuascsi OJUH M3 HamOojee aBTOPUTETHBIX
wieHoB |l Jdymbl, mutpononur Enoruit (I'eopruesckuii). HakanyHe BbIOOpOB
B.K. Cabnep mnpemioxun eMmy BO3IJIaBUTh OYyAyIIyIO OTIEIbHYIO (pakiuio u3
CBAILIEHHUKOB, HO EBNOruii oTkaszancs, cka3as, 4TO 3TO ObLIO Obl CTPAIIHBIM BPEAOM
s Lepksu:

Poccus He 3HaeT kiepukanu3Ma, U TaKoe SBICHHE KaK MapTUsl «HAIIMOHAIHHOTO
KAaTOJIMYECKOI0 UEHTPa»... ObLIO Obl HaAlIeMy HapoAy YYyXKIO... H30JIUpys
JyXOBEHCTBO OT Hapo/a MbI CAEIIAeM €ro OJIMO3HBIM, «IOMbI HaIe31u B Jlymy»...
JIyXOBEHCTBO BO BCEX MapTHUsIX JOKHO paboTarh Mo coBecTu. BakHee, 4TOOBI
OHO OBLJIO BKPAIUIEHO BO BCE MOJUTHYECKHE MAPTUU M B HUX YKE 3aIIHINAI0

1
HCPKOBHEBIC BSFHSI,Z[I)IS .

Takas mo3unus crtouna EBnoruto mecra B mapiameHte — CHHOJ 3alpeTusl emy
oammotupoBatbea. B IV Jlyme Cabnep Mor Obl HalTH MOCIYUIHBIX HEPapXoB U
JOTOBOPUTHCSI C HUMH, HO OTACIBbHON (paKIMK JTyXOBEHCTBA TaK M HE OBLIO
CO3/1aHO, YTO, TIO BCEW BUTUMOCTH, OOBSICHSIIOCH MO3UIIMEH BEPXOBHOM BIACTH.

JUis TOHMMaHus 93TOM TMO3ULUMU CTOMT OOpaTUTbCS K  PACCYXKICHUSM
OCBEJOMJICHHOW ITPECCHI:

CoBepIlIeHHO €CTECTBEHHO, UTO Mpe/rnoaraemMas «1epKoBHasE Gpakuus» He TO,
YTO TOJIOCOBATh, a JBIIIATH HE TIOCMEET 0e3 yKa3aHUs eMUCKONCKOro nepcra. Ho
HENb3s 3a0bIBaTh TaKXK€ M TOTO, YTO M CMHCKOMBI HAXOIATCA B IOJTHOM
MOMYMHEHUU y o0ep-mpokypopa CB. CHHOAA... Takum oOpa3oMm, B

>0 ut. mo: @uma. O6ep-npoxypopckas pats. C. 742.

> Eenoeui (I'eopeuesckuii). Ilyrb Moeit sxu3Hu: Bocnomunanus MuTtpononura Esnorus
(I"'eopruesckoro), U30keHHbIE TIO €ro pacckazam T. ManyxuHoil. MockBa: MockoBckuii pabounii;
BIIM/L, 1994. C. 213.
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['ocynapctBenHoil [lyme mony4yuTcs He CBAIIEHHUYECKasi, HE EMUCKOIICKas, He
«LIEpKOBHAas» (Ppakiiys, a MpOCTO MOCTylIHas U Oe3riacHas 00ep-poKypopcKas
paTh MO TJIABEHCTBOM BIAJBIKM €MHCKOIA, HE CMEIOIIEro MPOTUBUTHCS 00ep-
npokypopckum BeneHusM. [Ipu kommuectse B 40—50 rosocoB u mpu OTCYTCTBUH
abcomoTHOro OoybIMHCTBA B JlymMe y ofHOM KakoW-amb0 mapTuu Jr000i
3aKOHOMPOEKT MOXKET ObITh oOOpalieH B IMpax TroJocaMH «CHHOJAIbLHON
¢bpakuun», — u ['ocynapctBeHHoi Jlyme mpuaercss MpHUCIyIIMBATHCS K TOMY,
4ero XoueT 06ep-IPOKypop CB. CHHOIA .

O4eBUHO, YTO MPABUTEIILCTBO HE XOTENO CTaBUTH ce0sa B JlyMe B 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT
nosunur CHHOIA, 0COOEHHO YYMTHIBAsS UMEIOIIUECS C HUM pacxoxaeHus . [opasno
NpeINnouTUTEIbHEe OBIJIO pacrlpe/ielieHne MOoJ00paHHBIX CBSIIICHHUKOB MEXKIY
pazIMYHBIMM ~ TpaBbIMU  (PpakUsMU, YTO  CO3JABajJO  BO3MOXHOCTb  JUIS
IIOJINTUYECKUX MaHeBpOB. 1l03ToMy mocienoBall HEIVIAaCHBIM 3allpeT Ha CO3JaHUE
«1IepKOBHOIW» (pakiuu, HapymuTh Kotopbiit B.K. Cabnep He mocmer.

Peakuusi CBSIIEHHUKOB Ha MPEeABBIOOPHBIE MAHMITYJISIUU BlacTed ObLia
HeonHOo3HauHOM. HaOmromast 3a xomom BbiOOpoB, C.H. bynrakoB BblAEnWI TpH
KaTeropuu BbIOOPIIUKOB OT AyXOBeHCTBAa. OHM HE OCO3HABAJIM JABYCMBICIECHHOCTH
CBOETO MOJIOKEHUS M OBbUIM «OCJEIUIEHBI TOM MHHUMOM pOJIbIO, KOTOpasi Oblia UM
OTBEJICHA», JpPyTrue ObUIM «3aXBauy€Hbl “TPaBbIM~ TMOJUTUKAHCTBOM», a TPETbU
«JIEWCTBOBAJIM TIOJl BJIMSHUEM CTpaxa W MPOTUB COBECTH, M CO3HABAIM ITO,
CTBIIMJIUCh M MYYHJIHUCh, — KOHEYHO, JJII HHUX 3TO OBUIO TOPBKHUM YPOKOM
HOJIMTUYECKOTO BOCITUTAHUA» .

Cynss 1o OTKJIMKaM COBPEMEHHUKOB, CpEIu CBSIIEHHUKOB Mpeodiiagaio
HEraTUBHOE OTHOILIEHHE K HMCIOJIb30BAHUIO UX BIAcTsIMU Ha BeIOOpax. CapaToBCKUN
okTs0pucT nucan A.W. I'yukoBy B centsiope 1912 r.:

BonpmmHCTBO JyXOBEHCTBa CUYMTAET ceOsi OCKOPOJICHHBIM HaBSI3aHHOM eMy
poJiblo, TpuyeM, Oyaydd BBIICJICHHBIM B OTACNBHBIM Che3] JUisi BbIOOpa

2 duma. O6ep-npokypopckast path. C. 743.

>3 Hanpuwmep, B mapte 1912 r. B.K. Cabnep nanpasui B CoBeT MUHUCTPOB NPOEKT «IlooxeHus
O TPaBOCIIABHOM IIPUXO/E», KOTOPBIN ILIEJ Bpa3pe3 CO BCEMU IUIAHAMU IIPABUTEIBCTBA M0 ATOMY
BOXHEUIIEMY BONPOCY UEPKOBHOM »ku3HU. [lodTOMy yke B ampene pe3ko NPOTHB MPOEKTa
BBICTYIWIN KJIOUYEBBIE IPEICTABUTENN BIACTH: TOCYIapcTBEHHbIN cekperappb C.E. KpskaHoBCKUi,
MuHucTp roctuimu W.I'. HlernoButos, MmunucTp HapoaHoro npocsemenus JILA. Kacco n munuctp
BHYTpeHHUX aen A.A. MakapoB. CaGuep ObUT BBIHYXIE€H OTCTYIIHUTH, 3a0paB CBOM MpoeKT. JlaBaTh
B Takoi cutyauuu O0ep-npoKypopy MOIIHBIA HHCTPYMEHT BO3AEHCTBHSI Ha MPABUTEILCTBO B JIUIIE
«IIEpKOBHOM» (DpaKIuu B mapjaamMeHTe ObLTO OBl MOTUTHYECKUM Oe3paccyacTBoM (CM.: beanog A.JI.
[IpaBocnaBHBI TpUXOA Ha 3akare Poccuiickoli WMIEpPHH: COCTOSHUE, IUCKYCCHH, PEPOPMBI.
Mocksa: Unapuk, 2021. C. 719-723).

> Bynearos C.H. Ha BeiGopax (U3 nueBHuKa) // Pycckas meicib. 1912. Ne 11. C. 188.
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YIOJHOMOYEHHBIX, OHO HE MOXET MPOSBUTH TOH HE3aBUCUMOCTH, KOTOpasi ObLia
Obl BIIOJIHE €My JIOCTylHa B OOIIeM H30UpaTeIbHOM CBhE3/I€ BCIEICTBUE
HEBO3MOXKHOCTH (IIPOT0JIOCOBAThH 3a TOI'0, KOO OHU CUUTAIOT HY)KHBIM. — A. E.)
n KOHTpOJ'IHSS.

Buanslii rocynapctBeHHbIN aesitenb, copaTtHUk [1LA. Croneimuna B.M. I'ypko nucan:

[IpunoMuHa 3amMedaTeNbHYI0 CIEHKY 3THUX BbIOOpOB. CTOS BHM3Y OOJBIION
napagHoil JecTHUIlbl [[BOpsiHCKOro coOpaHusi, YBUIET s CIYCKAIOUIYIOCS BCIO
Ipynny BHIOOPIIMKOB OT JyXOBEHCTBA.

— Hy uto, oTupl, — ckazam s UM, — BOT K Y€MYy Bac NPHUBEIO TO, YTO BHI
NPEBPATUIINCH B CTAJI0 TACOMBIX KAKUM-TO YHHOBHUKOM.

— B 2TOM MBI HE BHHOBATHI, — OTBETHUJIIM OHH B T0JIOC, OYKBaJlbHO CKpEXKella

. 56
3y0amu OT 3710CTH, — 3TO Bce [leTepOypr NpoKIsSThINA .

C TOYKHM 3peHUS KOJWYECTBEHHBIX IMApaMETPOB, BHIOOPHI MPOILIH MPUMEPHO TaK,
KaK ¥ 3alyMbIBaJIOCh TIPABUTEIHCTBOM. UHCIIO CBSAIIEHHUKOB CPEIU BHIOOPIIIMKOB OT
3eMJICBIIaIeTIbUeCKOM Kypun coctaBmio 771 ven. u3z 2 365 (32,6 %), 4ro 3amMeTHO
Oonplie ToKaszarenell BIOOpoB 1907 1. — 533°". B ryOepHCKHMX H30UpATENbHBIX
coOpaHusx o01ee Yucao BRIOOPIIMKOB OT TyXOBeHCTBa gocturio 14,5 %. B utore B
Hymy Ob110 130pano 47 cBsmeHHUKOB U3 442 nemnytatoB (10,6 %). B To e Bpems,
HecMOTps Ha Bce ycunusi CHHOZA, TOTUTUYECKOTO €AMHCTBA CPEIU HUX JTOOUTHCS HE
ynanochk. Pacrpesnenenne ayxXxoBeHCTBA MO (PpakiusiM BBIMJISACIO CIACAYIOMIUM
oOpa3oM: mpaBbie — 21, HAIMOHAIMCTHI U YMEPEHHO-TIpaBblie — 19, ¢ppaxius nenTpa —
2, OKTAOPUCTHI — 2, IPOrPECCUCTH — 3%,

3akioueHue

Taxum oOpa3zom, [IpaBociaBHas lepKOBb NPHUHsJIA aKTUBHOE y4acTHe B BhIOOpax B
IV T'ocynapcTBeHHYI0 AyMy HE MPOCTO MO yKa3Ke CBETCKUX BJACTEH, a UCXOAS U3
CBOMX COOCTBEHHBIX MHTepecoB. OJIHaKO MpaBUTEILCTBO ¢ BepoMa Hukomas Il nHe
MO3BOJIMJIO JTYXOBEHCTBY ChIrpaTh CBOIO MapTuio. BracTe sicHo mokasana llepkBu
CBOE OTHOILIEHHE K HEel Kak K aJIMUHUCTPATUBHOMY pecypcy, HEOOXOIuMOMY Jis
pemenus nonutuyeckux 3aaad. C.H. bBynrakoB nomguepkuBai:

> IIpencraButensHble yupexzaeHuss Poccuiickod umnepun B 1906—1917 rr.: marepuansl
nepiroctparuu Jlenapramenta nonuiuu / cocraButens K.A. ConoBbeB. MockBa: [Tonutnueckas
saiuknoneaus, 2014. C. 278.

s ypko B.M. Yeptsl u cuiaydThl mnpouuioro: IlpaBuTenbcTBO M OOIIECTBEHHOCTh B
napcrsoBanne Hukonas |l B u3oOpaxenun coBpemeHHuka. MockBa: HoBoe nurepartypHOe
o6o3penne, 2000. C. 625.

> Poccmiickas ummeprs MesxkIy pedopMamu u pesomoreit. 1906-1916. C. 81.

%8 Jlakun B.C. Bypxya3us, ABOpsHCTBO U mapusm B 1911-1914 rr. C. 67.
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ITocnencrBus 3TOr0 CaTaHUHCKOIO 3aMBIC/IA — CHEIAaTh TYXOBEHCTBO OpPYAUEM
59
BBIOOPOB MPABUTEIBCTBEHHBIX KAHIAUIATOB — OYyT HEUCUUCIUMbI

Emy BTOopun JI.B. ®unocodos:

Heynaunoe mpuBieueHue IyXOBEHCTBAa K BbIOOpAM HE TOJIBKO HE IMPUBEIO K
JKeIaTeNIbHBIM UL IEPKOBHOI'O BEJIOMCTBA PE3YJIbTATaM, HO HAHECIIO IPIMOM U
HEnomnpaBUMbIA  ymiepO OeloMy JIyXOBEHCTBY, B 3HAYUTEIBHOH Mepe
JIUCKPENTHPOBAB €r0 B I7a3aX HAPOIHBIX Macc’’,

[lonuTrka BiIacTe BbI3BaJa HEAOBOJIBCTBO 3HAYMTEIBHOTO YHCIIA CBSIICHHUKOB,
MMOHUMABIIMX, YTO BJIACTh MX HMCHOJB3YET KaK OECIpaBHBIX CTATUCTOB, HE MPOBOJIA
IIPU 3TOM KapJUHAIbHBIX LEPKOBHBIX pedopM. [Ipu 3TOM peub UIET HE TOJIBKO O
IIPOTPECCUBHO HACTPOCHHBIX CBAILIEHHMKAX, HO U O KOHCEPBATOPAX, OTPULABIIAX
SBHO HAaMETHUBILIMICS Mocie YKkaza o Beporepnumocty ot 17 anpensa 1905 r. kype Ha
pacllupeHre PpeJMruo3HbIX CBOOOA Juisl  pasznuuHbix KoH(peccuit. [lo3gnee
BpemeHnHoe mpaBUTENLCTBO B 00Jiee MOCHENOBATENBHON (hOpME MPOAOIKHUIO 3TOT
KYPC, YTO BBI3BAJIO CEPhe3HBINA KOHGIUKT [[paBOCIaBHOMN LEPKBU ¢ HOBOM BIACTHIO,
HCTOKH KOTOPOTO ObUIN 3aJI0’KEHBI YK€ B Iepro JyMCcKoil MOHapXUH.

B wutore BeiOOpsl B |V T'ocynmapcTBeHHy:0 aymMy NpHUBENM K HapacTaHUIO
otuyxzeHus LlepkBu oT Biactu. B coBpeMeHHON HcTOpHOrpa@uu KOHCTaTUPYETCH,
YTO HAKAHYHE PEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIX NOTpsiceHui 1917 r.

CBOIO ONITO3UIMOHHOCTHh IO OTHOIIEHUIO K CYIIECTBYIOIIEMY HOPSAKY BELIEH,
TaKk WIM WHAYe, JECKIapUpOBaId OOJIBIIMHCTBO IIEPKOBHBIX JAesITeNe. ITO U
BBICIIME WEpaApXH, U TMPEACTABUTEIIN JTYXOBHOW Tpodeccypbl, U psIOBBIC
CBSIIIICHHO- U IIGpKOBHOCJ'Iy)KI/ITCJ'II/IGZ.

CoBepilieHHOE ecTecTBeHHO, uTo [IpaBociaBHas LIEpKOBb HE OKa3ajga HUKaKOU
MOJJEPKKU MOHApXUK B JHU DeBpanbCKON PEBOJIIOLINM.

) oD o
-ﬁltv) 'ﬁlt,) -ﬁlt,)

> byneaxos C.H. Ha BbiOopax (13 nueBHuka) // Pycckas mpiciab. 1912, Ne 11. C. 189.

%0 Qunocoghos /].B. Lleprosusie aena. C. 345.

° Cwm.: E2opos A.H. Munuctp ucnoBenanuii A.B. Kaprames u koHpeccuoHanbHasi MOIUTHKA
Bpemennoro npasutenbctBa // Historia provinciae — xypHan peruoHaiabHou uctopuu. 2021. T. 5,
Ne 3. C. 843-885. https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2021-5-3-5; EDN: CTRUBI

%2 Pozosnwiii ILT. [TpaBocnaBHast nepkoBb U Pycckas peomronust. Ouepku ucropuu. 1917-1920.
Mocksa: Becrs mup, 2018. C. 25. EDN: OHZLRW
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to the Fourth State Duma of the Russian Empire Research

Introduction

Active participation of Orthodox clergy in the elections to the Fourth State Duma
of the Russian Empire was an important feature of this election campaign. In the
summer of 1912, the left-wing author of the Russkoye Bogatstvo, S. Elpat'evsky,
wrote:

Of all events of the Russian life that have recently attracted public attention, the
large-scale pre-election campaign among the clergy was undoubtedly the most
striking. And not only the campaign itself, but also what has been revealed
during the campaign, the new organization, the new ends and means, and
particularly the remarkable new role of the clergy.*

This fact has been repeatedly noted in both Soviet and modern historiography.
The participation of the church in elections was studied along with other subjects of
the election campaign in terms of interaction and/or the confrontation between
government and society.> The clergy were primarily seen as a governmental
resource necessary to achieve a certain election result. At the same time, historians
often equated the positions of the Church and the government, which led to false
judgments, for example, that the grouping of priests into special preliminary
congresses of church leaders (within the landowning curia) was performed “in order
to strengthen the importance of the clergy and ensure their artificial predominance
in elections.” The article will prove that the purpose of this grouping was different.

The participation of clergy in elections is part of a broader issue of interaction
between church and state in the last decades of the Russian Empire. In modern
historiography, a number of important works® are devoted to this issue, the

1'S. Elpat'evskii, “The Clergy” [in Russian], Russkoe bogatstvo, no. 9 (1912): 36.

2 A.Ya. Avrekh, Tsarism and the Fourth Duma. 1912-1914 [in Russian] (Moscow: Nauka,
1981); V.S. Dyakin, Bourgeoisie, Nobility, and Tsarism in 1911-1914. Decomposition of the
Third-of-June System [in Russian] (Leningrad: Nauka, 1988), EDN: YVJDYF; E. Vishnevski, The
Liberal Opposition in Russia on the Eve of World War | [in Russian] (Moscow: Rossiya
molodaya, 1993); K.A. Solov'ev, Legislative and Executive Power in Russia: Interaction
Mechanisms (1906-1914) [in Russian] (Moscow: Rossiiskaya politicheskaya entsiklopediya
(ROSSPEN), 2011), EDN: RDVSRN; A.l. Miller, and K.A. Solov'ev, eds., The Russian Empire
between the Reforms and the Revolution. 19061916 [in Russian] (Moscow: Kvadriga, 2021).

® Vishnevski, The Liberal Opposition, 94.

*S.L. Firsov, The Russian Church on the Eve of Change (Late 1890s — 1918) [in Russian]
(Moscow: Kul'turnyi tsentr “Dukhovnaya biblioteka”, 2002); S.L. Firsov, The Church in the
Empire. Essays on the Church History of the Era of Emperor Nicholas Il [in Russian]
(St Petersburg: Satis, 2007); G. Freeze, “Subversive Piety”: The Russian Church and the Fall of
the Empire [in Russian], trans. A. Glebovskii, and M. Dolbilova (St Petersburg: Izdatel'stvo
Evropeiskogo universiteta v Sankt-Peterburge, 2019), EDN: WSLXMU; A.A. Safonov, The State
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participation of clergy in the work of the Russian parliament is also studied,” but the
participation of the church in elections has not been analyzed separately.

Therefore, it seems reasonable to study the issue of clergy participation in the
election campaign for the Fourth State Duma, taking into account the position of the
Orthodox Church, as it was not just an instrument of power, but it also had its own
interests in the elections. This perspective will make it possible to better understand
the complex relationship between the state and the church during the period of the
Duma monarchy.

Main body

The emergence of the State Duma as a political institution could not but affect the
Orthodox Church. A natural question immediately arose: should priests participate
in elections and work in the parliament? As we know, the canons of the Orthodox
Church do not allow it to interfere in the political life of the state.® At the Peterhof
meetings in the summer of 1905, the electoral system was discussed, and there were
remarks against the participation of priests in elections, about the lack of unity
among them, and about disturbances within the church. Prince A. Obolensky, the
future Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod, spoke out against the involvement of
clergy in the State Duma and emphasized:

Which of the good priests who value their congreagation and put their spiritual
vocation first will leave the parish and go to a long session. Only Gapons could
do that?’

However, another point of view prevailed. It was formulated by Count
A. Bobrinsky, a prominent rightist:

The clergy are a huge force in terms of their influence on the population; it is a
wise and calm force and therefore it deserves to be called upon by the
government to help in the Duma.?

and Confessions in Late Imperial Russia: Legal Aspects of Relations [in Russian] (Moscow:
Prospekt, 2023), EDN: PVZHRH

> V. Rozhkov, Archpriest, Church Issues in the State Duma [in Russian] (Moscow: Izdatel'stvo
Krutitskogo podvor'ya, 2004).

® For justification of this idea, see Firsov, The Russian Church on the Eve of Change, 343-44.

"N.S. Tagantsev, What | Have Lived Throug. The Establishment of the State Duma in
1905-1906 [in Russian] (Petrograd: 18-aya Gosudarstvennaya tipografiya, 1919), 29.

® The Peterhof Conference on the State Duma Project, Chaired by His Imperial Majesty. Secret
Protocols [in Russian] (Berlin: Eberhard Frowien Verlag, 1905), 110.
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As a result, political considerations prevailed, and priests were given the right to
participate in elections on a general basis from the landowning curia (as land
owners) and from the city curia if they had the necessary property qualification.

During the elections to the First State Duma, neither the Holy Synod nor the
Chief Procurator, Prince A. Obolensky with his moderate liberal views, required
priests to participate in the election campaign. On February 18, 1906, before the
Duma elections, the Synod announced that the priests were allowed to elect deputies
and be elected (as it was literally said, “they are above reproach for this”), and also
to influence the elections with their pastoral word for the sake of “divine truth.”
This idea appeared because of the general state of political “unrest” that engulfed
the church. In his report to Nicholas Il, one of the later Chief Procurators of the
Synod described the situation as follows:

The situation of the Orthodox Church was unstable and dangerous. There was
renovationism, the press was completely unbridled, the church school got out of
control, diocesan bishops were filled with dreams of a “new order” in the
church. .. However, such unrest among the clergy, especially among rural
priests, was the greatest danger not only for the church but also for the state.™

The clergy quickly became politicized, which was reflected in the election results:
out of 6 priests of the First State Duma, two supported the right wing, two joined the
Cadet faction (signed the Vyborg Manifesto), and two supported the left wing. In
the elections to the Second Duma, the authorities actively used the potential of
conservative priests. The circular decree of the Holy Synod dated December 12,
1906, required all priests who had the necessary qualifications to appear at the
elections and support those candidates who were loyal to Orthodoxy and the tsar.*!
Purposeful efforts of the Church increased the number of priests in the Second
Duma to 13 people, but their political preferences were still far from the wishes of
the authorities: there were 4 rightists, 1 progressist, 4 Cadets, and 4 leftists."

On June 3, 1907, the electoral law was modified and created new opportunities
for the rightists, which also influenced the role of the church. Before the elections to
the Third Duma, the Holy Synod recommended that clerics should be elected as

¥ “From the Holy Synod to the Pastors of the Russian Orthodox Church before the Elections to
the State Duma” [in Russian], Tserkovnyi vestnik, no. 8 (1906): 228-29.

10 «ysepoddanneishie zapiski ober-prokurora Sv. Sinoda S. Luk'yanova” [Memos addressed to
the emperor by Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod, S. Lukyanov]. F. 543, op. 1, d. 421, |. 7-7 ob.
Gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii [State Archive of the Russian Federation], Moscow,
Russia.

1 «Circular Decree of the Holy Synod dated December 12, 1906, no. 11, on the Elections to the
State Duma in 1907” [in Russian], Tserkovnye vedomosti, no. 50 (1906): 530-31.

12 Firsov, The Russian Church on the Eve of Change, 355.
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deputies, and conservative clergy were mobilized in many governorates. As a result,
48 priests were elected to the Third State Duma. They divided according to their
political preferences as follows: 16 rightists, 14 nationalists, 7 Octobrists,
4 progressists, 7 non-partisans.

The results of clergy participation in the election campaign were successful for
the government. They also prompted the Holy Synod to change its position on
clergy membership in the political parties. At first, on February 18, 1906, before the
elections to the First State Duma, the Synod declared, “A pastor cannot and must
not be a part of any union, any party, as the only union for him is that of Christ in
the Church.” At the same time, this declaration called on the clergy to “stand up
even to death” for the Faith, the Tsar, and the Fatherland, and “do not allow the
royal authority given by God to be trampled by enemies.”** This “supra-party”
position of the Synod encouraged the right-wing clergy to support the Union of the
Russian People and similar organizations in a spiritual way rather than
organizationally, i.e. without joining them. After the elections to the Third Duma,
the Decision of the Holy Synod dated March 15, 1908 clearly stated:

Authorize the diocesan bishops. . . to allow and bless the participation of their
Orthodox clergy in the activities of the Union of the Russian People and other
monarchical patriotic societies. . ."°

After that, the Main Council of the Union of the Russian People (URP) included
3 priests (one of them was a bishop). In 1909, there were already 32 bishops in the
URP, that is about a quarter of the bishop corps. A third of the rural departments of
the URP were headed by priests.'® The authorities finally became convinced of the
loyalty of the church and the monarchical sympathies of a significant number of
clergy.

The results of the election campaign for the Third Duma and the participation of
clergy in the URP prompted the government to actively use the Orthodox Church as
a political resource in the elections to the Fourth Duma. By 1912, the government
had been losing its support among moderate representatives (Octobrists, etc.); there
was a split in the right-wing parties, and they were losing their authority. The social
foundation of the existing system was losing its stability. As a result, the role of the

3 Rozhkov, Church Issues in the State Duma, 319-21.

4 «From the Holy Synod to the Pastors of the Russian Orthodox Church before the Elections to
the State Duma” [in Russian], Tserkovnyi vestnik, no. 8 (1906): 228-29.

A.K. Drezen, ed., Tsarism in the Struggle Against the 1905-1907 Revolution: A Collection of
Documents [in Russian] (Moscow: Sotsial'no-ekonomicheskoe izdatel'stvo, 1936), 237.

165 A. Stepanov, The Black Hundred [in Russian] (Moscow: Eksmo; Yauza, 2005), 156, EDN:
QOWOKX
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clergy increased, it seemed to be the “last support” of the monarchy, and there
emerged the idea to mobilize priests to elect the necessary candidates.

At the same time, the authorities realized that administrative efforts of the Synod
were not enough to attract priests to the elections and that certain promises were
needed. Therefore, in February 1912, the Pre-Conciliar Conference started its work.
In fact, it continued the activity of the Pre-Conciliar Commission of 1906 aimed at
discussing the main provisions of church reform and convocation of a Local Council
with the prospect of restoring the patriarchate. At the beginning of 1907 the
revolutionary movement weakened, and Nicholas Il postponed the convocation of
the Council for an indefinite time. The convocation of the Pre-Conciliar Conference
six months before the Fourth Duma elections was intended to show the clergy the
authorities’ intention to restart the consideration of church reform and thereby
encourage turnout. There were talks in church circles about the possible restoration
of the patriarchate due to the upcoming celebration of the 300" anniversary of the
Romanov Dynasty. Nevertheless, the tsar did not plan any church reforms in the
near future. In his note to the Chief Procurator Vladimir K. Sabler dated March 2,
1912, he stated that “it was impossible to know the date of convocation of the Local
Council.”"’

In historiography, the decision to convene the Pre-Conciliar Conference is
associated with pressure from the State Duma. Without denying this reason,
however, we note that in February 1912, the Third Duma was living out its last
months, and the authorities were already shifting their focus to the next convocation
of the parliament and therefore to the elections to it. The Orthodox Church was
given a particular role in these elections, which was clearly stated by I. Gurlyand,
the editor of the government-funded newspaper Rossiya:

The clergy’s participation in elections was conceived in such a way that priests
were supposed to be electoral resource rather than an independent political
force.'®

The church, however, did not want to act as a political extra, as it had its own
reasons to participate in the elections and play a significant role in the future Duma.
The clergy did not hide their dissatisfaction with the Decree on Religious Tolerance
dated April 17, 1905, according to which all confessions were given considerable

7 Firsov, The Russian Church on the Eve of Change (Late 1890s — 1918), 416.

18 “Perepiska predsedatelya Soveta ministrov s predsedatelem Gos. dumy, gos. sekretarem 1 dr.
dolzhnostnymi litsami” [Correspondence between the Chairman of the Council of Ministers and
the Chairman of the State Duma, the State Secretary, and other officials]. F. 1276, op. 1, d. 35,
I. 24. Rossiiskii gosudarstvennyi istoricheskii arkhiv [Russian State Historical Archive] (RGIA),
St Petersburg, Russia.
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freedom of activity, which led to the fact that some Orthodox believers converted to
other confessions.*® The Orthodox Church, however, did not receive freedom and
remained in its former dependence on the state. Certainly, the church leaders did not
strive for separation of the church (financial considerations played a major role
there), but they wanted to expand autonomy and receive greater independence while
taking a privileged position lost after the Decree on Religious Tolerance.

In church circles, no effort was made to conceal dissatisfaction with the fact that
the secular Duma considered church issues, not to mention the presence of
clergymen of other faiths among the deputies (for example, in the parliament it
happened that Catholic priests took part in solving the problems of the Orthodox
Church). It is not surprising that, speaking in the Duma on March 12, 1912,
V. Sabler said: “I have an idea that our church should be completely outside the
yoke of legislative institutions.”*

To this was added dissatisfaction with the “anti-church” policy of the Third Duma
(decision to transfer parochial schools to the state ownership, projects to expand the
rights of Old Believers, “disregard” for the affairs of the Orthodox Church, etc.).
Speaking in the parliament on behalf of the clergy on June 9, 1912, priest
N. Gepetsky described the policy of the Duma majority (primarily Octobrists) as
“the campaign of ‘constitutionalists’ against Orthodoxy,” “destruction of church
institutions,” and “terrible attacks and mockery” of the Church, as a result of which
“all the clergy were offended and insulted.” It was followed by a natural appeal to
the clergy to actively participate in the upcoming election campaign, “to elect to the
Duma those persons who sincerely believe and honor the Holy Church.”?!

The clergy sought to influence the solution of their problems through the Duma.
A correspondent of the Utro Rossii newspaper stated:

The Synod sees the participation of the clergy in elections as a matter for the
church and wants to have a cohesive group of clergymen in the Fourth Duma to
support a number of projects related to the reorganization of the church court,
for example, a church parish, providing for the clergy, a secondary church
school, etc.?

19°308,758 Orthodox people changed their religion in the period between April 17, 1905 and
January 1, 1909 (Safonov, The State and Confessions, 178).

20 D.V. Filosofov, “Church Affairs” [in Russian], in The 1913 Yearbook of the Rech Newspaper
(St Petersburg: Izdanie redaktsii gazety “Rech”, 1913), 343.

2L Yu.l. Kir'yanov, comp., The Right-Wing Parties. 1905-1907. Documents and Materials [in
Russian], vol. 2 (Moscow: Rossiiskaya politicheskaya entsiklopediya (ROSSPEN), 1998),
257-58.

22 «participation of Clergy in the Elections™ [in Russian], Utro Rossii, no. 79, April 5, 1912, 4.
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Undoubtedly, the church leaders could not help thinking about radical issues, such
as the restoration of conciliarity, the convocation of the Local Council, the election
of a patriarch, the restructuring of relations between church and state. Although it
was obvious that the decision on those issues depended primarily on the emperor, it
would be beneficial to have parliamentary support.

Therefore, the Orthodox Church actively participated in the elections not only as
a government resource, but it also acted in its own interests. A special election
management bureau was established at the Synod; special diocesan committees
were organized locally to monitor the turnout of priests in elections, to instruct who
to vote for, etc. Priests were not allowed to nominate their candidates to the Duma
without the permission of bishops. Special measures were taken to prevent
politically unreliable priests from participating the elections. According to the press,
the Synod sent to the dioceses

the requests on the activities of the clergy during the upcoming elections,
whether the clergy are united, whether there are priests cooperating with the so-
called progressive parties, which is completely unacceptable.?®

The Synod’s concern about the “unreliable” priests was reasonable. At the
meeting of the Central Committee of the Cadet party on June 11, 1912, There was a
mention of “progressive priests”®* who had made attempts to participate in the
elections in Vyatka and Perm;® the request of the progressive faction to the Fourth
Duma stated that the bishop in Orel Governorate had prohibited two clergymen
from participating in the elections, as “they were suspected of progressivism”;?
despite all preventive measures, a left-wing priest was elected in Vologda
Governorate.”” Therefore, church leaders took administrative measures to tightly
control the elections. Synodal officials headed by the official on special assignments

under Chief Procurator Prince I. Shakhovsky were sent to the dioceses. By mid-

2 Fita, “Chief Procurator’s Hosts” [in Russian], Tserkov'. Staroobryadcheskii tserkovno-
obshchestvennyi zhurnal, no. 31 (1912): 741.

24 As the unlegalized parties were not allowed to use their names in election campaign, all
supporters of opposition parties called themselves progressists.

2\/.V. Shelokhaev, ed., Protocols of the Central Committee and Foreign Groups of the
Constitutional Democratic Party [in Russian], vol. 2 (Moscow: Rossiiskaya politicheskaya
entsiklopediya (ROSSPEN), 1997), 63.

2% The Progressive Faction’s Request and Speeches on the Elections to the Fourth State Duma
[in Russian] (Moscow: Tipografiya I.V. Leont'eva, 1913), 12.

2’ AN. Egorov, “The Authorities and Society in the Elections to the Fourth State Duma (Based
on the Materials of Vologda Governorate),” Historia Provinciae — the Journal of Regional
History, vol. 7, no. 3 (2023): 933-34, https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2023-7-3-4; EDN:
TMVHKM
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August 1912, the diocesan authorities had identified 93 clergy candidates for the
Duma, including 19 bishops.?®

The pre-election activities performed by the church attracted public attention and
aroused a negative reaction. There were rumors in the press about the desire of the
authorities and the church to introduce from 150 to 180 priests to the Duma; there
were fears that relying on the support of the right-wing clergy, the authorities would
turn the Duma into a quasi-legislative body. The moderate rightists and the
Octobrists did not want to lose their votes in the landowner curia. A campaign
against the participation of clergy in the elections was launched in the press of all
ideologies (except for the extreme right wing). Typical headlines about the role of
the church in the election campaign were such as “The Last Mainstay” or “The Last
Trump Card.” At one of the pre-election meetings Aleksandr I. Guchkov spoke with
irritation about the mobilization of priests:

There are known facts of the existence of the lists of clergy leadership compiled
In advance. In short, it is desirable for someone to put a label on the Fourth
Duma: “Authorized by His Excellency the Governor and blessed by His
Eminence.”?*

The government was also afraid of a dramatic increase in the church’s political
influence, and for a good reason. The authorities were not going to encourage
clericalism, although some left-wing publicists accused them of that. In 1908, Chief
Procurator of the Holy Synod P. Izvolsky reported, “The Church rulers meant the
canonical system not as its internal self-activity but as a new form of power.” He
pointed out that the church hierarchy had taken the path of interference in state
affairs.

This clerical-political agitation must now be put to end. We must remind the
church that there is the only power and that everything in the state must obey
this power.*

Certainly, we cannot accuse all clergymen of theocratic ideology, but some bishops
shared such ideas.

After the Decree on Religious Tolerance was adopted on April 17, 1905, the
government turned to expanding religious freedoms for various confessions. That

28 Dyakin, Bourgeoisie, Nobility, and Tsarism, 67.

2\/.V. Shelokhaev, ed., The Party “Union of October 17.” Minutes of Congresses,
Conferences, and Central Committee Meetings [in Russian], vol. 2 (Moscow: Rossiiskaya
politicheskaya entsiklopediya (ROSSPEN), 2000), 376.

%0 Cited in Firsov, The Russian Church on the Eve of Change, 393-94.
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could not but lead to an aggravation of the conflict with the Orthodox Church,
which was reasonably afraid of losing its privileged position. In December 1907, in
a letter to P. 1zvolsky, Pyotr A. Stolypin stated:

In fact, not only does the Synod completely forget the October 17 Manifesto on
freedom of conscience, but it also runs counter to the grounds of the April 17
Manifesto on religious tolerance.*

At the same time, the Prime Minister was not going to put the contradictions with
the church on public display, emphasizing in the same letter, “In the Duma, we will
not speak out against the Synod.”**

The authorities could not accept the too close rapprochement of the politically
active clergy with the extreme right-wing circles, which supported Dubrovin’s
ideology®® and denied some ideas (already not so significant) of constitutionalism
and parliamentarism during the Duma monarchy.** The right-wing clergy repeatedly
called for the Duma to be made more deliberative, if not abolished altogether, and
for the representation of priests to be increased, etc. For example, Nikon
(Rozhdestvensky), the archbishop of VVologda and Totma, reasoned on the eve of the
Duma elections:

We do not know whether the electoral law will be changed again, or whether
measures will be taken to enforce this law more carefully by means of
explanations, as it was recently done in relation to the Jews; we know only that
our Tsar is the supreme lawmaker, and no one dares to deprive Him of the right
not only to change but also to repeal laws if He sees it as a blessing. He may
even repeal the Duma laws altogether, as He is the one who has made these
laws. And if He finds that the laws do not serve the good of His people, who
will dare to forbid Him to repeal them?®®

%L p_A. Stolypin. Correspondence [in Russian], ed. P.A. Pozhigailo (Moscow: Rossiiskaya
politicheskaya entsiklopediya (ROSSPEN), 2004), 185.

%2 p A. Stolypin. Correspondence, 185.

% Dubrovintsy or Dubrovin followers was the name of the supporters of the Orthodox
Monarchist party called All-Russian Dubrovin Union of the Russian People.

% 1t should be noted that none of the Dubrovintsy was elected to the Fourth State Duma due to
the non-public ban of the authorities. For more information about the relationship between the
Dubrovintsy and the authorities, see A.A. lvanov, Right-Wing Parties of the Russian Empire [in
Russian] (St Petersburg: Vladimir Dal’, 2024), EDN: BECHGH

% Archbishop Nikon, My Diaries, vol. 3, 1912 [in Russian] (Sergiyev Posad: Tipografiya
Svyato-Troitskoi Sergievoi Lavry, 1915), 119.
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In April, 1912, Alexis (Molchanov), the bishop of Pskov and Porkhov, appealed
to the clergy advising them against joining the groups with any political force but
for forming their own party based on the ideals of monarchy.*

Dmitrii V. Filosofov, a prominent religious and public figure, wrote on this issue:

The old regime seems to the church much more natural than the new one, much
more religious, and therefore the church does not and cannot have any energy to
reorganize itself in accordance with the new regime. And so, every time when
the government seeks support from the church in its conservative aspirations, it
awakens in the church the restorative rather than conservative aspirations. The
church is ready to obey because obedience is the foundation of the Russian
religious hierarchy. But if the church is addressed not for obedience but for
active participation in the political life of the country, it immediately, and quite
naturally, unfurls the banner of restoration. In this sense, the Russian
government, sincerely accepting the new order, makes the greatest mistake in
introducing the church into politics. The situation is further aggravated by the
fact that even within the old order, the church has its own long-standing and
very strong disputes with the secular authorities, mainly with the Chief
Procurator’s department.e'7

Many churchmen supported the “restoration” policy, which irritated the moderate
rightists whose support the authorities urgently needed. Thus, Perm Governor
I. Koshko, noted:

When Sabler took over the Synod, the clergy started to take part in politics,
acting for the benefit of the extremely reactionary Black Hundred group, which,
obviously, was encouraged by the Synod leader. It is said that when bishops
came to Petrograd, they talked with Sabler about activities of the local authorities
rather than the spiritual issues of their dioceses and they discussed how those
activities corresponded to the expectations of Dubrovin and his associates. For
example, if a governor refused to join the Union of the Russian People and did
not agree to be the chairman of the local department, he was immediately taken
unreliable and was considered an enemy of the Orthodox Church.®

It is not surprising that when analyzing the position of “reactionary demagogic
Orthodox clericalism,” liberal author A. Izgoev noted:

% «“The Synod’s Agitation” [in Russian], Utro Rossii, no. 90, April 18, 1912, 3.

%7 Filosofov, “Church Affairs,” 336.

%% |.F. Koshko, The Governor’s Memoirs. Perm (1911-1914) [in Russian], comp.
N.G. Pavlovskii (YYekaterinburg: Demidovskii institut, 2007), 90.
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The demagogic activity of the clergy may meet with the sympathy of the masses
but it is unlikely to enjoy the support of the Government.*

The government found itself in a difficult situation. On the one hand, there
seemed to be no alternative to using the “selected” voices of the clergy; on the other
hand, there was a need to restrain the demands of the Church. Therefore, relying on
the support of Nicholas |1, the government took measures to prevent the election of
more priests than there were in the Third Duma.*® On August 17, 1912, Minister of
Internal Affairs A. Makarov sent a circular telegram to the governors explaining that
“the current number of clergy in the Third Duma should be considered the
maximum” and that its increase “was completely undesirable.”*!

Local authorities had the necessary instruments to impact the Church. The
majority of the priests took part in elections at congresses of small landowners with
an extremely low voter turnout, which did not exceed the national average of 10%.*
Under such conditions, the priests attracted by the Synod were guaranteed to get a
majority of votes at the congresses of small landowners, and they could involve only
their own electors regardless of the opinion of moderate rightists. As a result, the
clergy could get too many electors in the governorate electoral assembly and
significantly increase their number in the Duma. To avoid such situation, the local
authorities started to group the priests in special preliminary congresses of church
leaders within the landowning curia.*® However, it was possible only if the
authorities were sure of a favorable result of the elections for this curia without the
“selected” votes of the clergy. It was done in 245 uyezds out of 330, for which
orders to convene preliminary congresses were published before September 11,
1912. Nevertheless, the role of the clergy remained very significant: in

¥ A'S. 1zgoev, “Before the Elections” [in Russian], Russkaya mysl', no. 4 (1912): 3.

“On the eve of the elections, Nicholas II publicly supported the government’s restrictive
measures against the church at a meeting with representatives of the Permanent Council of the
United Nobility (Solov'ev, Legislative and Executive Power in Russia, 357).

! “perepiska s gubernatorami i tsirkulyary poslednikh v svyazi s provedeniem vyborov v
Gosudarstvennuyu dumu” [Correspondence with governors and their circular letters regarding the
State Duma elections]. F. 1327, op. 2, d. 247, Il. 43-44. RGIA.

*20.G. Malysheva, Electoral System and Practice of Russia during the Duma Monarchy of
1905-1917 [in Russian] (Moscow: Kvadriga, 2018), 179, EDN: ZBBBJJ

*In such a way, even if the turnout at the elections was extremely low, the secular small
landowners could certainly elect their representatives to the pool of electors without the
participation of the clergy, which limited the number of priests in the governorate electoral
assembly.
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47 governorates with church’s land ownership, 7,162 priests out of 8,764 (81%)
were elected at congresses of small landowners.**

The church leaders openly expressed their dissatisfaction with the government’s
restrictive measures. At the end of August 1912, the Synod election bureau spoke
out in the press against the grouping of the clergy into a separate curia, claiming that
the clergy should go “hand in hand with all voters.”* Let us note that after the
election V. Sabler said in an interview with the press that the government “had
thrown a wrench into all his works.” He believed that “if the priests had not been
grouped into a separate curia, the election results would have been completely
different.”*

The grouping of the clergy into separate congresses served other purposes as well.
Firstly, the votes of priests were controlled more carefully, which was important in
secret voting. Secondly, it was possible to relieve the contradictions that constantly
arose at different stages of elections with secular moderate-right voters at least at the
level of the congress of small landowners. So, 11 landowners and 25 priests came to
the congress of landowners of Kadnikov Uyezd of Vologda Governorate. This
enraged A. Korolev, one of the secular voters. He found his presence at the congress
pointless, asked to mark him as retired, and left the meeting hall. After him, four
other landowners defiantly left the congress.*” At a conference of the Cadet party in
February 1913, a representative from Voronezh said that

in Borovsk Uyezd, only priests were elected at the congress of large landowners
and priests. The nobles did not stand for the election but arranged so that the
elections were canceled and at the next election they explained to the clergy that
no more than 2 priests could be elected. The situation was the same in Zadonsk
Uyezd, where the number of priests turned out to be one person more than that of
nobles. At the pre-election meeting, the mutual bitterness of these two groups
was expressed even in rude swearing. . .*

*“Ya. L., “Elections” [in Russian], in The 1913 Yearbook of the Rech Newspaper
(St Petersburg: Izdanie redaktsii gazety “Rech”, 1913), 218.

> «Synod on the Clergy’s Elective Tactics” [in Russian], Utro Rossii, no. 199, August 29,
1912, 3.

% «“Near the Parliament” [in Russian], Utro Rossii, no. 271, November 24, 1912, 3.

" AN. Egorov, “Elections to the State Dumas of the Russian Empire in Vologda Governorate:
Regional Features” [in Russian], in Tauride Readings 2015. Current Problems of
Parliamentarism: History and Modernity: Proceedings of the International Scientific Conference
(St Petersburg, December 10-11, 2015): A Collection of Scientific Articles, pt.1,
ed. A.B. Nikolaev (St Petersburg: ElekSis, 2016), 87.

%8 \/.V. Shelokhaev, ed., Congresses and Conferences of the Constitutional Democratic Party
[in Russian], vol. 2 (Moscow: Rossiiskaya politicheskaya entsiklopediya (ROSSPEN), 2000), 400.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History, 2026, vol. 10, no. 3
750 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)



A.N. Egorov. The State and the Orthodox Clergy in the Election

to the Fourth State Duma of the Russian Empire Research

An official from Tver described the similar situation and noted that the
administration together with the clergy had embittered the nobles with their
behavior. As a result, the electoral contest started not between the rightists and the
leftists, as it usually happens, but among the rightists:

the clergy could not nominate any deputy because the nobles did their best to
prevent priests form winning.*

The government was not going to strengthen the political role of the church in the
future Duma. It can be proved by the fact that an attempt to create a separate faction
of priests failed. The right-wing church press promoted that idea in every possible
way. For example, the Black Hundred’s newspaper Kolokol wrote:

A priest is always a priest, a pastor of the church; and therefore, even in the State
Duma before submitting his vote to one side or another, every deputy
representing the church must necessarily ask the question whether this decision
will be beneficial or harmful for the church. And his vote must depend only on
the answer to this question of his priestly conscience. . . We should act so that in
the Fourth State Duma... the clergy represented a determined and united
army. . . headed by a hierarch.”

Metropolitan Eulogius (Georgievsky), one of the most respected members of the
Third Duma, was nominated as a parliamentary leader. On the eve of the elections,
V. Sabler offered him to head a future separate faction of priests, but Eulogius
refused, saying that it would incur terrible damage to the church:

Russia has nothing to do with clericalism, and such a phenomenon as the
“national Catholic center” party. .. would be alien to our people. . ., by isolating
the clergy from the people, we will make them odious, it will seem that “the
priests have infiltrated into the Duma” ... The clergy in all parties must work
according to their conscience. It is more important if they would be present in all
political parties and defend the church’s views there.”*

This point of view cost Eulogius a post in parliament: the Synod had not allowed
him to be nominated. In the Fourth Duma, Sabler could have found obedient
hierarchs and reached an agreement with them, but a separate faction of the clergy

%% Shelokhaev, Congresses and Conferences, 401.

50 Cited in Fita, “Chief Procurator’s Hosts,” 742.

>l Evlogii (Georgievskii), The Path of My Life: Memoirs of Metropolitan Eulogius
(Georgievskii), Recorded by T. Manukhina Based on His Stories [in Russian] (Moscow:
Moskovskii rabochii; VPMD, 1994), 213.
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was never created, which might be explained by the position of the supreme
authorities.

To understand this position, it is worth referring to the arguments of the informed
press:

It is quite natural that the supposed “church faction” will not dare to breathe, let
alone vote, without the bishop’s order. But we should not also forget that the
bishops are completely subordinate to the Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod. . .
Thus, the State Duma will not have a clerical, or episcopal, or “church” faction,
but it will just get an obedient and voiceless chief procurator’s hosts headed by a
bishop who does not dare to disobey the Chief Procurator’s commands. If the
number of votes is 40-50 and if one party does not have an absolute majority in
the Duma, any draft law can be rejected by the votes of the “synodal faction,”
and the State Duma will have to respect the ideas proposed by the Chief
Procurator of the Holy Synod.

Obviously, the government did not want to depend upon the Synod’s stance in the
Duma, especially given the existing contradictions with it.>® The distribution of the
selected priests among several right-wing factions was much more preferable, as it
created an opportunity for political maneuvering. This resulted in a non-public
prohibition of the creation of a “church” faction, which V. Sabler did not dare to
violate.

The reaction of priests to the pre-election manipulations of the authorities was
contradictory. Observing the election process, S. Bulgakov identified three
categories of electors from among the clergy. Some of them did not realize the
ambiguity of their position and they were “blinded by the imaginary role that was
assigned to them”; others were “captured by ‘right-wing’ politicking”; and there
were those who “acted under the influence of fear and against conscience, and they

%2 Fita, “Chief Procurator’s Hosts,” 743.

% For example, in March 1912, V. Sabler submitted a draft of the “Regulations on the
Orthodox Parish” to the Council of Ministers, but the draft contradicted the government’s plans
for this crucial issue in church life. So, already in April, the highest government officials (State
Secretary S. Kryzhanovskii, Minister of Justice I. Shcheglovitov, Minister of Public Education
L. Kasso and Minister of the Interior A. Makarov) strongly opposed the draft and Sabler was
forced to withdraw it. In such a situation, it would be politically reckless to give the Chief
Procurator a powerful tool to influence the government through the ‘“church” faction in
parliament. (See A.L. Beglov, The Orthodox Parish during the Decline of the Russian Empire:
Status, Discussions, Reform [in Russian] (Moscow: Indrik, 2021), 719-23).
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were aware of this, and they were ashamed and tormented — for them it was
certainly a bitter lesson of political education.”

According to contemporaries, most priests disapproved the fact of being used by
the authorities in elections. A Saratov Octobrist wrote to A. Guchkov in September
1912:

Most clergymen are insulted by the role imposed on them as well as by the
grouping into a separate congress to select their representatives. Because of
restrictions (on voting for the one they consider necessary. — A. E.) and control,
the clergy cannot express their independence that would be completely available
to them in a common electoral congress.*

I. Gurko, a prominent statesman and associate of P. Stolypin, wrote:

| remember a remarkable scene that took place during this election. When | stood
at the bottom of the front staircase of the Hall of the Nobility, | saw the whole
group of clergy electors descending.

“Well, fathers,” I said to them, “this is what you’ve come to after you’ve been
turned into a herd shepherded by some official.”

“It’s not our fault,” they said aloud, almost grinding their teeth in anger, “It’s all
damned Petersburg.”®

As for the figures, the election results met the government’s expectations. The
number of priests among the electors from the landowning curia was 771 out of
2,365 (32.6%), which was much more than in the 1907 (533 electors).”” In
governorate electoral assemblies, the total number of clergy electors reached 14.5%.
As a result, 47 priests out of 442 deputies were elected to the Duma (10.6%). At the
same time, despite all the efforts of the Synod, political unity among them was not
achieved. The distribution of clergy by faction was as follows: 21 rightists,
19 nationalists and moderate rightists, 2 representatives from center faction,
2 Octobrists, 3 progressists.>

>*S.N. Bulgakov, “At the Elections (From the Diary)” [in Russian], Russkaya mysl’, no. 11
(1912): 188.

> K.A. Solov'ev, comp., Representative Institutions of the Russian Empire in 1906-1917:
Materials of Perlustration by the Police Department [in Russian] (Moscow: Politicheskaya
entsiklopediya, 2014), 278.

*%\V/.I. Gurko, Features and Images of the Past: The Government and the Public in the Reign of
Nicholas Il as Portrayed by a Contemporary [in Russian] (Moscow: Novoe literaturnoe
obozrenie, 2000), 625.

> Miller, and Solov'ev, The Russian Empire between Reforms and the Revolution, 81.

>8 Dyakin, Bourgeoisie, Nobility, and Tsarism, 67.
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Conclusion

Thus, the Orthodox Church took an active part in the elections to the Fourth State
Duma. It acted not just under the instruction of secular authorities but also in
compliance with its own interests. However, with consent of Nicholas IlI, the
government did not allow the clergy to play their own game. The authorities clearly
showed the church their attitude towards it as an administrative resource necessary
for solving political problems. S. Bulgakov emphasized:

Making the clergy a tool for electing government candidates is a satanic idea and
its consequences will be countless.™

D. Filosofov expressed the same idea:

The attempt to involve the clergy in the elections was not successful in terms of
achieving the desired goals of the church; moreover, it caused direct and
irreparable damage to the white clergy, who lost their credit with the public.®

The policy of the authorities caused dissatisfaction of many priests, who
understood that the government used them as powerless extras without carrying out
any significant church reforms. Not only progressive-minded priests are meant here
but also the conservatives who did not accept the policy of expanding religious
freedoms for various confessions that was clearly outlined after the Decree on
Religious Tolerance dated April 17, 1905. Later, the Provisional Government will
continue this course more consistently, which will cause a serious conflict between
the Orthodox Church and the new government.®! But the roots of that conflict date
back to the time of the Duma monarchy.

So, the elections to the Fourth State Duma resulted in the growing estrangement
between the church and the government. According to the present-day
historiography, on the eve of the revolutionary upheavals of 1917,

in one way or another, most of the churchmen expressed their opposition to the
existing order. Among them were highest hierarchs, professors of theological
institutions, and ordinary priests and churchmen.®

*9S.N. Bulgakov, “At the Elections (From the Diary)” [in Russian], Russkaya mysl', no. 11
(1912): 189.

%0 p ilosofov, “Church Affairs,” 345.

®1 See A.N. Egorov, “Minister of Confessions A.V. Kartashev and Confessional Policy of the
Provisional Government,” Historia Provinciae — the Journal of Regional History, vol. 5, no. 3
(2021): 843-85, https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2021-5-3-5, EDN: CTRUBI

%2 p.G. Rogoznyi, Orthodox Church and the Russian Revolution. Essays on History. 1917—1920
[in Russian] (Moscow: Ves' mir, 2018), 25, EDN: OHZLRW
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It is absolutely natural that the Orthodox Church did not give any support to the
monarchy during the days of the February Revolution.
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