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I'opoackoe nmpocTpancTBo nmoBceaHeBHOro o0menus B Jlongone XVII cronerus™

Urban Space of Everyday Sociability in Seventeenth-Century London

Annomayus. EBpomelickas KynbTypa paHHero HoBoro BpeMeHM OTMEUYEHa CTPEMUTEIbHBIM
pa3BUTHEM TOPOJCKON KYJIbTYphI, BKIIOYABIIEM B ceOs TMOSIBJICHHE Pa3HOOOPa3HBIX MyOTUUHBIX
MIPOCTPAHCTB, CTAHOBUBILIUXCS HOBBIMHM LIEHTPaMH COIMAJILHOTO OOIIEHUs. DTU TpaHchopMaluu
CYILLECTBEHHO U3MEHMII TaKTUKU MTOBEJAEHUS ropokaH. B 1aHHOHN cTaThe Ha OCHOBE JHCBHUKA aHT-
nuiickoro ynHoBHUKa CoMmioans Ilunca ananusupyercsi, Kakue BO3MOXHOCTH JJIsi OOLIEHUs Tpe-
JocTaBisuIo poctpancTBo Jlonaona XVII Beka, n Kak MOTIM BApbUPOBATHCS MOJIEIH ITOBEJCHUS B
OTHOIICHUU O6III6HI/I$I B HaCTHOM JIO0M€, Pa3JIMYHBIX H}’6J'II/I‘IHI)IX 3aBCACHUAX, a4 TAKIKC Caaax U Iap-
Kax.
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Abstract. History of early modern Europe was marked with the rapid development of urban cul-
ture which included the emergence of various public spaces that were to become the new centres of
social intercourse. These transformations significantly changed behaviour tactics of the urban resi-
dents. Based on the diary of the British official Samuel Pepys, the article considers the opportunities
for communication that the space of seventeenth-century London offered and the variations in be-
haviour patterns with respect to socializing in a private home, in different public establishments,
and gardens and parks.

Key words: urban space, Samuel Pepys, diary, sociability, London, Early Modern period,
home, tavern, theatre, park, garden

B nocnenHue necaTuieTus, MOCie «IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO IIOBOPOTA» B I'yMaHMU-
TapHOM 3HAHWH, U3YYEHUE TOPOJACKON Cpe/bl MPUBIIEKAET BCE OOJbIIEE BHHUMAaHHE.
[lossBUIOCH OrpOMHOE KOJMYECTBO MCCIEAOBAHUM KOHKPETHBIX TOPOJAOB B TOT WJIHU
MHOU TEPUOJ, WIM K€ OTAEIBHBIX AJIEMEHTOB I'OPOJICKOTO IMPOCTPAHCTBA. BronHe
000CHOBaHHO, OCHOBHO€ BHHUMAaHHE B 3THX HCCIECJOBAHUSIX YJEISETCS rOpojy Kak
nyOJIMYHOMY MPOCTPAHCTBY. A HAaCKOJIBKO Mbl MOXKEM CKa3aTh, YTO T'OPOJ PAHHETO
HoBoro BpemeHu ObUT TakKe U MPOCTPAHCTBOM YacTHOro oOmeHus? Kak ormevaror
MCCJIEI0BATENM, BCEBO3MOKHbIE MyOJMYHbIE MPOCTPAHCTBA, HANOJ00UE TaBEpPH, Ia-
00B, KiIyOOB, KO(eeH WM MApPKOB, KOTOPbIE aKTHBHO pa3BUBaIUCh B JIOHAOHE
XVII croneTus, cTajii UCTIOIB30BaTh JJISl 3aKPEIUICHUS U TTOICPKAHUS Pa3IAYHBIX
COLIMAJIbHBIX CBA3EH, XOTs €lle B Havalle BeKa dTa (PyHKUUs NpUHaAJIexKala npeumy-
LIECTBEHHO HEMHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX COL[MAJIbHBIM MHCTUTYTaM, BpOJE MPHUXOJa, IBOpA,
KOPIOpaIHii, 11eX0B ¥ T.I.' B 3TOM OTHOIIECHHH OOIIECHHE yKe MPEACTABIIAIOCH Me-
HEE UHCTUTYLIMOHAJIM3UPOBAHHBIM.

O4eBUIHO, YTO NMOBCEAHEBHBIM OMNBIT TOPOACKOTO CYIIECTBOBAHUS B IEPBYIO
odepellb ONPENEIISIICS COUUAIBHBIM CTaTyCOM KMTENS] — HAYMHAsA OT MECTa €ro Mpo-
KUBAHUA M 3aKaHYMBAsi TEMU F'OPOJCKUMH MPAKTUKAMH, KOTOPbIE ObUIH €MY JTOCTYII-
Hbl U COOTBETCTBOBAJIM €T0 IMPEICTABICHUSAM O JOMYCTUMOM M MPUINYECTBYIOIIEM
MoBeIeHUHU. ['0poIcKoe MPOCTPaHCTBO, 00J1aAaBIlIee JOBOJIBHO YETKUMU XapaKTepu-
CTUKaMU U HaOOpOM MPENOCTaBISIEMbIX BO3MOXKHOCTEHM i OOIICHUS >KUTENEH ¢
Pa3JIMYHBIMHA COLMAJIbHBIMU CTaTycaMHd, — 3TO HE MPOCTO JEKOPALMH, B KOTOPBIX
MIPOXOMJIA X TOBCEIHEBHAS )KNU3Hb, HO Ta CTPYKTypa, KOTOpasi 3Ty MNOBCEAHEBHOCTh
JNETEPMUHHUPOBAJIA. YIKE C OTOM TOYKU 3PEHMS U3YUYECHUE ITOBCEIHEBHBIX IIPAKTUK I'O-
ponckoro npyxkeckoro oOmieHusi B Jlonmone XVII Beka kpailiHe WHTEPECHO, TO-
CKOJIbKY B HOBO€ Bpems IpOCTPaHCTBO KPYITHBIX I'OPOJOB HAYMHAET CTPEMUTEIBHO
MEHATHCS, HEU30€KHO TpaHCHOPMUPYST MOBCEAHEBHYIO KU3Hb MX KHUTenen. Hero
CTOUT OJUH TOJIbKO Benuknii noHmoHCKuM noxap 1666 r., Bo BpeMsi KOTOPOro BbITO-

' Bucholz R.O., Ward J.P. London: A Social and Cultural History, 1550—1750. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2012. P. 203.
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pelia BCs LIEHTpaJibHAs 4acTh TOPOJia, U €€ MIAHUPOBAIOCH HE MPOCTO OTCTPOUTH 3a-
HOBO, HO BOIUIOTUTBH MPHU 3TOM CaMbl€ COBPEMEHHBIEC IPEJICTABICHHUS O TOM, KaKUM
JIOJKHO OBITh 3TO TOPOJICKOE MPOCTPAHCTRO.

Ho wucropusi moBceAHEBHOCTH, MO MEHBIIEH Mepe, B HHTeprpeTanuu Ambda
Jlioarke” mm Mumrenst ne CepTo’ MHTEpECHa He TONBKO H3YYEHHEM ITOH HaBSI3bI-
BAEMOI1 JIIOJSIM PaMKH, HO M TOTO, KaKyl0 TaKTHKY (ToBops cioBamu ¢ CepTo) BbI-
OupaeT OTIAENBHBIA WHAWBHU, KaK OH CaM KOHCTPYHPYET COOCTBEHHYIO IOBCEIHEB-
HYIO XKW3Hb, IIPUHUMAsi BO BHUMAHUE T€ BO3MOXHOCTU U OTPAHUYEHUsI, KOTOpBIE
JOUKTYIOTCSL €My KyJIbTYpPOU, U HAIIOJHAS CBOU JIEUCTBUS TEMU WA UHBIMU CMBbICIIA-
MU. 1 B 3TOU CBSI3U OKa3bIBACTCs BaXKHBIM U3YUYUTh HE TOJIBKO TO, KAKME UMEHHO Ba-
PUAHTBl COBMECTHOT'O BPEMSIIPEIIPOBOKICHUSI BEIOUPAIOT T€ WUJIM MHBIC JIOJIU, U YEM
ATOT BBIOOP MOXKET ObITH OOYCIIOBJIEH, HO U TO, KaKWE€ MPAKTUKU U MO KAaKUM MPUYH-
HaM MOTYT pPacCMaTpPUBAThCS WM HE PACCMATPUBATHCS KaK JPYKECKUE, COCEICKUE
WJIA JIeJIOBbIC, KAKUE U3 HUX CBS3aHbI C IIPOBEICHUEM JI0CYra, U KaK Mbl MOYKEM OII-
pPEIEIUTh 3TOT CaMblil JOCYT. [IpuyueM 3Ta Cl10KHOCTh CBA3aHa, MPEXKIE BCETO, C MPO-
CTPAHCTBEHHBIM U BPEMEHHBIM (PAKTOPOM MOBCETHEBHOTO OOIICHUSI.

B Toii Mepe, B KakOW OTHOIIECHHS MOJPA3yMEBAIOT KaKylO-TO COBMECTHYIO JIEsI-
TEJIbHOCTh Y JIMYHBIE KOHTAKTHI, OHU JOJKHBI MMETh MECTO B OIPEICIIEHHOM IIPO-
ctpaHcTBe. COBEpPUIEHHO YHUKAIBHYI0 BO3MOXXHOCTh HM3Yy4aTh MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIM
aCIIeKT TMOBCEIHEBHBIX MPAKTUK OOIICHUS MPEAOCTaBJISCT CaMblii M3BECTHBIM aHr-
nuvickuit tHeBHUK XVII cTronetus, nanucanuwii Comrossnem [Tuncom, nzodumyromniui
Pa3HOOOpa3HBIMU MOJAPOOHOCTSIMU TOBCEIHEBHOW KYJBTYpPbl, KOTOPBIA U OYyJEeT OcC-
HOBHBIM UCTOYHUKOM MH(OpMAIUU B JAHHOM MCCIICIOBAaHUU.

[Turc O6b11 MIaamIUM peOEHKOM B MITQJIIICH BETBH CEMEMCTBA, HE TOJYYHBIIAM
HUYErO OT 3€MeJIb U MHOM COOCTBEHHOCTH CcBOero Aeaa. OH ObUT CBIHOM MOPTHOTO U
MPAaYKu, HO UMEJI BIUSITEIBHOTO POACTBEHHUKA U MOKPOBUTENS c3pa MOHTETTO, MPO-
TEKLHS KOTOPOTO MOJIOKUIIA Hayajlo XOpollen kapbepe. [lunc B TeueHne cBoen xKu3-
HU MHOTO pa3 MEHsJI MECTO XHuTelbcTBa. Poauiics on B paitone Concbepu Koprt, psi-
noM ¢ Oaurt-ctput, y rpanul] Cutu. B 1660 r. mepBbie THEBHUKOBBIE 3aIlMCH OH Be-
IeT B 1oMe B DKc-fpne, B 3amaiHON apuCTOKPATUUECKOW YacTu ropoaa. B Tom xe
roJly HAaUMHAETCs B3JIET €r0 Kaphephl, Oyiarogaps ycrnexam ero nokpoutens, u [urc
CTAaHOBUTCSl KJIEpKOM B YmpamieHuu ¢(iaoroM. OIHAKO MapagoKCaIbHBIM 00pazoM
ATO TOBBIIICHHUE CTAaTyca CIIOCOOCTBYET €ro MepeceIeHNI0 B BOCTOUHYIO 4acTh JIoH-
noHa. Bnpouem, xots IIunc okazancs majiek OoT JBOpa U apUCTOKPATHH, €TO HOBOE
KUJIbE HAXOAWJIOCh B MPECTHKHOU TOproBor yactu Cutu. Ero HOBBIN J10M, B KOTO-
POM OH OyJIeT KUTh Ha MPOTSDKEHUH BCETO TOTO BPEMEHH, YTO OYJET BECTUCH THEB-

* JTioomxke A. Vctopus moBcenaeBHocTy I'epMannn. HoBbIe OIXOIBI K H3yUCHHIO TPYAA, BOT-
bl ¥ Bnactu. M.: POCCIIOH, 2010.

3 Cepmo M. de. W306perenne noscennesroctu. CI16.: EBpomneiickuii yausepcurer B CII6.,
2013.
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HUK, Haxoawics Ha CHUTHHT-JICHH, B HEMOCPEJACTBEHHON Oym30cTH OT TayspcKoro
XoJiMa. DTo OBUIO eIMHOE OOJIBIIOE 3/aHME, TJe PACcIoJiaraioch caMO MOPCKOE Be-
JIOMCTBO, @ TaK)K€ UJIb€ €r0 OCHOBHBIX YMHOBHUKOB. OHO MMEJI0 O0IIui BHYTpEH-
HUW JBOp U paHbllIe NMpHHAAIEkKano OoraTeiM KymnuaM. OJHaKo COBCEM pPSIOM 3a
CPEIHEBEKOBOM TOpOJICKOM cTeHoW Haxoawicsa McT-sHn — OemHbie OOJOTUCTHIC
npeamecthst Jlonmona, kyaa [lumc u Tem Oosiee ero )keHa HE CUUTAIM BO3MOKHBIM
I ce0st 1axe 3aXO0AUTb.

[Iunc Tak uau MHa4Ye NOAAEPKUBAT OTHOLIEHHSI C OTPOMHBIM KOJIUYECTBOM JIFO-
neii’, B epByIo ouepe/b B CHIIy CBOUX 0OS3aHHOCTEH, HO MPH 3TOM B OBCEAHEBHOM
Kpyre €ro oOIIeHUs] JOBOJIBHO JIETKO BBIJEIUTH TEX, KOTO OH UMEHYET «JIPY3bsIMU».
DTO JIFOAU YEM-TO €My MHTEPECHBIE, C KOTOPBIMHU MPUSATHO MPOBOJUTH BPEMS U, ca-
MO€ TJIaBHOE, JIIOJIM, Ha Ybe J00OpOe OTHOIIEHUE K ce0e OH MOXET MOJOKUTHCS, YTO
OTHIOAIb HE 03HAYAET, YTO MPAKTUKU OOIIEHUS C STUMU JIFOJIbMU OYJIyT KaK-TO CyIIe-
CTBEHHO OTJMYATHCS OT CTPATErMH BBICTPAUBAHUS JAEIOBBIX WJIM WHBIX OTHOIICHUHU.
OCHOBHAs MPUYHMHA 3TOTO — OTCYTCTBUE BBIJICJICHHOCTH BPEMEHU J10Cyra. /JHEBHUK
[Turica HUKOMM 00pa30M HE MOATBEPKIAET TE3UC O TOM, YTO ropoja panHero Hosoro
BPEMEHU J1a€T BO3MOXKHOCTH BBIJICIUTH IOCYT Kak 0c000€ BpeMsl JIHs, TIOCBSIIICHHOE
YaCTHOW JKU3HH, Pa3BJICUYCHHSIM, OOLIEHUIO C NIPY3bsIMHU M T.N. OOBIYHBIA JEHb U3
xu3HU [lurica, qaxe BOCKpeCEeHbE, MPEICTABISIET COOOM MOCTOSTHHOE CMEIICHUE e
Y yIAOBOJBCTBUU. B KauecTBe mpumepa MOKHO IIPUBECTH CHUHOIICHUC JIEJI, TIEPEUHC-
JICHHBIX UM B OMMCAHUU OJHOTO JHs, 2 Mas 1664 r., KOTOPBIM HUYEM OCOOCHHBIM HE
OTJIMYAJICS OT BCEX OCTAIbHBIX:

[ToBansBmMCh B TmOcTeNH, OH otnpaBwics B CeHT-I[KeWMCKUl ABOpel s
BCTPEUU C TEPLOTOM ﬁopKCKHM, CBOMM KOJUJIETOU COpOM Y. baTTe€HOM M KOHTpOJIe-
pom ¢uota copom [konom MuHHecoM. BbIoHUB HaMeUYeHHYIO paboTy, OHH MPO-
ryJisiich o Xosuty BectmMuHcTepckoro aBopiia, oocykaasi jena. 3ateM, Takxke 1Mo
nenam, Ilunc otnpasuics Ha Oupxxky. OToO€naB oMa U HABECTHB CBOETO IMaTpoHa
sopaa MoHTEr, OH BCTPETWICSA CO CBOMM APYyroMm kKanutaHoM deppepcoM, CBOEH
KEHOM M ee ToJIPYyTroi, 4To0b! Mporynsathes B CeHT-/[>KeMCKOM TTapKe U OTIPABUTh-
ca B teatp. [lociie TeaTpa — BHOBB MPOryJiKa MO MAapKy, U HOTOM, pa3Be3s AaM Mo J0-
Mam, TTurc omsTh OTHpaBiIseTcs B obuc paboTaTh, Iie OCTACTCS 10 CAMOTO YKUHA .

Peub uaeT HE TOJIBKO O TEMIIOPAIBLHOW, HO U O ITPOCTPAHCTBEHHON HEBBIUJICHEH-
HOCTH MPAKTUK OOIICHUsS] — KOTJIa 00l UM BU3UTHI B TIPOCTPAHCTBE YACTHOTO J10-
Ma, PaBHO KaK M «Pa3BJICUCHUs» B MyOJUMUYHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE — MY3bIKAJIbHbIC BEUe-
pa, IpPOTYJIKU MO MapKy, BU3UTHI B T€ATP, IIOCUMICIIKA» B TABEPHE U T.II. €IIE HE ac-
COIMMPOBAIIUCH C YAaCTHBIM OOIIEHHEM, HO ObutM (popMaMu MOJAEPKAHUS JTHOOBIX

‘B «Ounuknoneauny Comrodis [urca HacuuresiBaerces 6osee 2 700 umeH.
> Pepys S. The Diary of Samuel Pepys. Vol. 1-11. Berkeley; Los Angeles: University of Cali-
fornia Press, 2000. Vol. V. P. 138-139.
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3HAYMMBIX JJISl YeJIOBEKa OTHOIIEHUH. B kadecTBe mpuMepa MOKHO MPUBECTH OTHO-
meHust [lumnca ¢ ero OCHOBHBIM CONEPHUKOM 32 MUJIOCTH MOHTETIO, PYTHM €T0 TO0-
MOIITHUKOM U TipoTexke — J[xonom Kpumom. [lumc ormeuaeT ero «aypHyr HaTypy»
(14.06.1666)°, He pa3 muurer, uto HeHaBuaut ero (22.06.1668)’, HO HmomEEpKUBAET
MMOCTOSTHHBIC OTHOIIICHMS, TTOYTH €XEAHCBHO W HE 0€3 yIOBOIBCTBHUS BCTPEUASCH C
HUM JIOMa WK B abe, OTIPAaBIISISICH BMECTE Ha MPOTYIKY B TApK, B TeaTp U T.1. Ecim
OBl HE yIIOMUHAHUA O 0oJiee YeM MPOXJIAJHOM OTHONICHUH, UX MPAKTUKHA OOIICHUS
BEChMa HarlOMUHAJIH OBl Apykeckue. [Iurc Ha3bIBa 3TO OOIIEHNE «OTIBIXOMY, HO HE
BBICTPAMBAJ CBS3M MEXKIY «OTIBIXOM» U «Ipyk00i» M HUKOT/Ia He mMeHoBan Kpuna
«IPYTOM»:

Berpermiiest ¢ Kpunom u nporynsuics ¢ HuM nio Ilapky, kpyr wim aBa, HO 6€3 0co00ro
yIIOBOJIbCTBUS, TIOCKOJIbKY B FOJIOBE KPYTUIIUCH 3aMbICIIbI, KaK Pa3fgo0bITh JIEHET, B CUITY
4ero s He MOTY MO3BOJIUTH cebe TOT JOCYT, KOTOPBIM Mbl UMEIN OOBIKHOBEHHE MPOBO-
TuTh BMecTe. Kpome Toro MHe HeJlaBHO pacckas3alld CTPaHHYIO0, HO IIPAaBAUBYIO HCTOPHUIO,
o ero nomnkITkax B Okcop/ie jieusb ¢ KEHIMUHOM, KOTOpYIo criaciu Kpuku. OHa crana u3-
BECTHA, U 9TO MOTHUXOHBKY 3aCTaBIsIET MEHsI HeHaBUAeTh ero (18.02. 1666)8.

Takum oOpazoM, komnanus i gocyra y Ilumnca BoBce He paBHO3HAYHA JPYKECKOU
KOMIIAHUHW, a 3HAYUT M MPAKTUKU MPOBEJCHUS JI0Cyra HE OBbUIM CHEUU(PUYECKU
«apyxeckumm». BmecTe ¢ TeM, IPOCTPAHCTBO TIOpPOJa IPEAOCTABIAIO JOBOJBHO
MHOTO BO3MOKHOCTEH JJisi OOIIEHUS, YTO MO3BOJISUIO BRICTPAWBATh Pa3HbIE CTpaTe-
UMW OOIICHUS C Pa3HBIMU JIIOJbMU, U TOJAPOOHBIE onucanus [lurca mo3BomstoT HaM
MPOCENUTh, KAK OH MOJb3yETCA 3TUMUA BO3MOKHOCTSIMM.

Pa3Butue ropoackoit cpeasl B XVII Beke cnocoOCTBOBaNIO TOMY, YTO MPEKHUE
CTpAaTEeTUU COIMAIBHOTO OOIICHHS BCTYMAalOT B KOHQIMKT Apyr ¢ apyrom. Kapin
VYacTxay3ep oOpatusi BHMMaHUe Ha Hexenanue [lurca ncnonbp3oBaTh ceMeiHbie 00e-
IbI JUISl TIOJIIEPKAHUST HEOOXOIUMBIX cBsseii’. On MPOBOJIUT CPABHEHUE CTPATErui
BBICTpPAaUMBaHUA COLIMAIBHBIX CBsi3el [lumca m ero crapuiero coBpeMeHHHKa Anama
Voiipa. B nieHTpe BHUMaHus Y3CcTXay3epa HaXOASTCS BCE OTHOLICHUS, KOTOPbIE TaK
WM WHA4Ye CIOCOOCTBYIOT TMOBBIIMICHUIO COIMAIIBHOTO TPECTHXKAa — C COCEISIMH,
TIPY3bsIMHU, KOJIJIETAMHU M T.I., KOTOPHIE MOTJIM UMEHOBATHCS «IPYXKOOiD», U TO, KaK
MOJJICPKAHUE ATUX OTHOIICHUN COOTHOCUTCA C CEMEHMHOMU XM3HBIO. OH OTTajlKuBa-
ercst OT Te3uca, uto HoBOMy BpeMEHHM CBOMCTBEHHO MOCTENIEHHOE pa3MbIBAHUE BbI-
IECYKA3aHHBIX OTHOLICHUM W, HAIPOTUB, MOBBIIICHUE 3HAYUMOCTU CEMbH, U yTBEP-
KJAET, YTO CYIIECTBOBABIINME PAHEE KAK B3aMMOJIOIOJIHAOIINE CTPATETUU MOAIEP-

% Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VIL P. 167.

7 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IX. P. 248.

¥ Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VIL P. 46.

? Westhauser K. E. Friendship and Family in Early Modern England: The Sociability of Adam
Eyre and Samuel Pepys // Journal of Social History. 1994. Vol. 27. No. 3 P. 517-536.
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’KaHUSI OTHOIICHUH B IMyOJWYHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE U B MPOCTPAHCTBE JOMa TEPEKUBA-
FOT KpU3HC. YICTXay3€ep CHPABEMIMBO OTMEUYAET, YTO MOIYYEHUE TOJKHOCTH B MOP-
CKOM BEJOMCTBE 03Hayaso s [Iurnca He TOIbKO CyIIECTBEHHOE MOBBIIICHHE CTaTYy-
ca, HO ¥ MpoOJIeMbI C BHICTPAaUBAaHUEM OTHOIIIEHUN. ETo HOBBIE KOJIETH U COCEU —
cop YuibsaMm barreH u cap Yuibsam IleHH — yxke cocTosBIIMEcs Ha KOPOJIEBCKOU
ciryx0e 1 0oJiee COCTOSITENIbHBIC, XOTS M OTHOCUJIUCH K HEMY JIOBOJILHO TTPUBETIIMBO,
MBITAJTUCh BBICTPOUTH OMNPEICIICHHYIO CYOOpAMHAIIMIO, YTO HAYMHAET BOJHOBATH
[Turica ¢ 1661 r. C atim o0cTosiTeTbcTBOM BecTxaysep cBsi3bIBaeT TOT (PaxT, YTO 3U-
Mol 1661-1662 r. Ilurnc pe3ko orpaHuyuiI Kpyr cBoero oOIleHHs U eile 0ojee 3a-
METHO — OOIIEHHE B TABEPHAX M MHUBHBIX _, 5KeJIasi COKPATHTh PACXOIbI H COCPEOTO-
YUTHCS Ha JIeJIaX, a TAKXKe MOJIHATH CBOM COI[MATbHBIN TPECTUXK.

OpHako, OTMEUaEeT UCCIeNoBaTeNb, B ciaydae Ilunca 3Tu u3MeHeHus He crocoo-
CTBOBAJIM HAJAKUBAHUIO CEMEHHBIX OTHOMICHUH. OH 0OBACHIET 3TO TEM, YTO TOPO/I-
CKO€ MPOCTPAHCTBO JaBajio OO0JIbIIIE BO3MOXKHOCTEH ISl 5KEHCKOM COIMa0eTbHOCTH.
[Tunc, B obnmune oT Diipa, )KUBIIETO B CEIBCKOW MECTHOCTH ﬁomeHpa, HEPEIKO
OTMPABISICA B TOpOJ ¢ keHOW. COKpaTuB CBOE «IIyOJIMYHOE» OOIIEHUE, OH TEM Ca-
MBIM JIMIIIHJI €€ MOYTH BCEX YJIOBOJIBCTBUM. DKOHOMUS paau Oyaymiero 0oJjiee BbICO-
KOro craryca («3aBeCTH CBOIO KOJICKY»), OCTaBWJIa DnU3a0eT MmoYTH BOBce 0e3 00-
meHus. HacnaguTees ke miogaMyu 3KOHOMUM OHA TaK U HE YCIIeNa, MOCKOJIbKY PaHo
ymepJia.

[Turc, ogHako ke, He JieJlaeT BHIOOP U B MOJIB3Y TOCTeNpUUMCTBA. Ero yromiser
HEO0OXOJMMOCTh HAHOCUTH BU3UTHI U TOTAKATh KEJIAHUSIM TEX, KTO CUMUTAET cels
BBIIIIE HETO, PABHO KaK M TIIETHO 3a3bIBaTh UX K cebe momoii. bonee-MeHnee paBHbIe
OTHOILIEHUS], CO B3aUMHBIMU BU3UTAMH, Ka3aJlOCh, HAIAAUIUCh y Ilurca ¢ Yunbsimom
ITenHoM, HO TOTOM W OHU UCTIOPTUIUCH. OCHOBHBIM MECTOM MOJIIEPKaHUSI OTHOIIIE-
Huit s [unca cranoButcs oduc, TeM cambiM [uric 0osee 4eTKO OTACISIET «J1efia» U
«CEMBIOY.

BecTxay3ep npuxoauT K BbIBOIY, YTO

npyx6a u Opak npeabsassuin MykurnHaM X VII cronerus tpebGoBaHMs, KOTOpbIE BCTyMa-
JIU B MIPOTUBOpEUNE MexAy coOoi. JKeHarble My>KUMHBI Pa3HbIMU CIOCOOAMU MBITAINUCH

6aHaHCI/Ip0BaTB MCXKAY HUMU, MaHUITYJIUPYSd CBOUM YYaCTHEM B PA3JIMYHBIX MHCTUTYTaX

1
oO0LIeHUs .

OH CBs3BIBAET KaK HAMETHUBIIUECS TPOTUBOPEUUS MEKY Pa3HbIMU (hOpMaMU COIlHa-
OenbHOCTH, Tak U Heynauu [lumca B Tex cTpaTerusix, KOTOpble yAIUCh Y3Hpy, C
TpeOOBaHUSIMU MeErarnojurca U MHOM CTPYKTYpOM TopojAcKoro coobdimiectBa. OgHako
ATU PACCYXKIACHHS HEJb3s IPU3HATH BIOJIHE KOPPEKTHBIMU, ITOCKOJIbKY Ya3up u llurc
M3HAYaJIbHO HAXOJWINCh B MPUHIUIUIHAIBHO PA3JIMYHBIX CUTYalUsX (BOPOYEM, TOXKE

' Westhauser K.E. Friendship and Family. P. 524.
" Westhauser K.E. Friendship and Family. P. 530.
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00yCIIOBJIIEHHBIX OOJBIIECH COIMATIbHON MOOMIBHOCTBIO, CBOMCTBEHHON TOPOACKOMY
COOOIIECTBY). Y2ip BBICTpaWBaJ OTHOIICHHUS B CTaOWIHLHOM COOOIIECTBE, TI€ OH
MMeJl TaBHUH, BCEMU MPU3HAHHBIA COIMAIBHBIA CTATyC, €My HE OBLIO HYXIbI JOKa-
3bIBaTh CBOM MPETEH3UH HA COLMAIIbHOE MOJ0KeHUE. [IuIic ke oka3ancs B paauKaib-
HO OTJIMYHOM CHUTYyallld, TTOCKOJIbKY €ro COIMalbHBIA CTAaTyC, PaBHO Kak U KpPyr 00-
HIEHUs, pe3Ko u3MeHuicss. OH MpeTeH0Ball Ha PABEHCTBO C TEMH JIIOJAbMU, B KPYr
KOTOPBIX BOILIEJ, OHU K€ CUUTAIM €ro, BUCPAIIHErO MajbuylKa Ha MOOErynIkax, Bbl-
CKOYKOH, Oe3ycinoBHO oOsajnaromumM Oosiee HU3KUM cratycoMm. Heymaum Ilumca Bo
MHOTOM OOYCIJIOBJICHBI HEXKEJIAaHUEM €0 HOBBIX KOJIJIET MPU3HABATh 32 HUM TOT CTa-
TyC, Ha KOTOpbIN OH mpeteHayeT. [loBeaenune Yaiipa ObUIO HAlEIECHO HA TO, YTOOBI
MOACP)KUBATH CBOU cTaTyc, moBeneHue Ilurca — Ha TO, 4TOOBI €r0 3aBOEBAT.

Kpome Toro, u3 paccMorpenust oTHomeHun Ilurca ¢ ero nokpoBureneM J0paoM
MOoOHTETI0 1 HOBBIMHU KoOJuleraMu YwibsiMOM batreHom u YuibsmoMm IleHHOM Bpsin
JI1 BO3MOYHO CJIEJaTh BBIBOJ O CTPATETUSIX APYHKECKOM KOMMYHHKalMU. beccnopHo,
BCE€ 3TH OTHOLIEHUS MOTYT OBITh ONMHCAHBI B TEPMHUHAX APYXKObI, U, O€3yCIOBHO,
[luric mpeTenayeT Ha TO, YTOOBI OHHM CTaJM TAKOBOM, OJJHAKO OH OCTEpErajics TaKhxX
onpenesneHnii. OH CTPEMUIICS 3aBOEBATh YBaXCHHUE Y WIbsiMa barTeHa, HO HE IIEHUT
ero:

B nonpens, Oynyuun npurnaimes, s otupasuics ¢ capom JIx. [Kaprepom] u mucrepom
Kosentpu x capy Y. barreny, u Obu1o oueHs Becesno. M s Obl1 04eHb IpyxKento0eH ¢ ¢o-
poM YUIbSIMOM, M OH CO MHOH, M cOrjamaics cO MHOW, HO 5 3Hal0, YTO OH 3aBUAYET
MHE, 1 He 1eHio ero (29.07.1662)"2.

PaBabiM oOpa3zom B oTHomieHuu Y. Ilenna Ilurc He pa3 oTmedaeT «(anbIIUBOCTh
ero apyx6sm» (20.02.1667)". He BroiHe MOHATHO, MoYeMy BHIGOp YocTxaysepa Gbin
OTpaHUYEH ITUMU JIIOJIbMHU, B TO BpeMs Kak llurc, nake okazaBIIMCh B HOBOW IS
ce0s cuTyalluu, BIIOJIHE YCIEIIHO BBICTPAUBaJl OTHOIIEHUS KaK CO CBOMMU TPEKHU-
MH 3HAKOMBIMH, CBSI3U C KOTOPHIMHU OH CUMUTAJI HYKHBIM MOAAEPKUBATh, TAK U C TEMU
HOBBIMH «JIPY3bSIMU», C KOTOPBIMU HE MPUXOIUIIOCH HANIPSIMYIO KOHKYPUPOBaTh. by-
JI€T TOYHEE CKa3aTh, YTO TOPOJ MPEAOCTaBIs OoJjiee MMPOKUM U Pa3HOOOpPa3HBIN
Kpyr OOIIEHHUs, a TaKX€ BO3MOXKHOCTb HCIIOJIB30BaTh OOJIbIIIE PA3JIMYHBIX IMPO-
CTPAaHCTB KOMMYHUKAIIUU, @ COOTBETCTBEHHO — BO3MOKHOCTb JJISI BBICTPAMBAHUS
Pa3JIMYHBIX CTPATETHil KOMMYHUKAIIUU C PA3HBIMU JIFOJbMH M3 CBOETO OKPYKEHUSI.
CoHO COTOCTaBJISATh U MOJIOKEHUE KeHbl [lurnca u xeHwl Yaiipa. Dnuzader
[Turnc, x0Tk W XajloBajlach Ha OJWHOYECTBO, MPOCS My»Xa O KOMIIAHbOHKE, TEM HE
MEHEe, BeJla BEChMa aKTUBHYIO JKHM3Hb HE TOJILKO B KOMIIAaHMM MYka. OHa HEpeaKo
OJIHA OTHPABJISIACH C BUBUTAMU K CTAPBIM JIPY3biIM (MY>K OPOU MOJIBO3MUI €€ B DKC-
Spn), unu Te MpUXONUIU HABEIIaTh UMEHHO €€ BO BpeMs «pabouero mus» [lumca,

12 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. III. P. 148-149.
13 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VIIL P. 75.
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OHA OTIPABISJIACH C MOAPYTaMH WM KOMIAHROHKAMH Ha TPOTYJIKH, TIOPOA BEChMa
JUTHTEIIbHBIE, HE TOBOPS YKE O TOM, YTO MY>K BBIBO3WII €€ B TOCTH, B T€AaTP, B MapKH U
T.11. B deBpane 1665 roga oH oTMedaeT, 4TO K€HA HECKOJLKO HEJCNh HE BBIXOIUIIA
M3 JI0Ma, YTO SIBHO OBLIO 4eM-TO HeoObranbIM (27.02.1665)'.

JleficTBUTENBHO, HEJb3s1 HE COTJIACUTBhCS C OCHOBHBIM TE3UCOM Y3cCTXay3epa o
TOM, YTO MHOKECTBEHHOCTh BO3MOXKHOCTEH JJISI COIMATN3AINNA, KOTOPYIO HaYNHACT
npeaiaraTh ropojckas cpena JIoHaoHa, MOKET MOPOKIaTh KOH(MIUKTE B CEMEWHBIX
OTHOIICHUSAX. HO TeM MHTEpecHel MOCMOTPETh, KaK TOpPOXKaHE MPUCTIOCA0THBAIINCH
K HOBBIM BO3MOXKHOCTSIM M KaKue TaKTHUKH, BeIpakasich ciioBamu Murens ne Ceprto,
OHHU WCIOJIb30BaJIN, OCBAUBasi TOPOJICKOE MPOCTPAHCTRO.

JIOM

Busutsl 1 006e/1b1, 0 KOTOPBIX paccykaall ¥YacTxaysep, — 00bIYHasl, TpaAuLMOHHAS
MpaKkTUKa MOJAJIEPKAHUS caMOro pa3HOro pojaa OoTHouleHui. McciemoBaTenu, 3aHu-
MaroIIKecss UICTOPUEH ceMbU U Opaka, CBS3bIBAIOT MOJOOHBIE TPAIULUU COLUAOEIb-
HOCTH C MPEJICTABIEHUEM O CEMEHHBIX y3aX KaK OTHOILIEHUSX, HHTETPUPOBAHHBIX B
0oJj1ee MIMPOKUN KOMIUIEKC colMalIbHbIX cBsA3eil. Kak ormMeuaetr Cbro3aH DOMIOCCEH,

B IIPE/ICTaBIICHUSIX paHHer0 HOBOTO BpeMEHU OTCYTCTBOBAJIO pa3/ielieHue MEXY ,,CEeMb-

eit” u ,,0011ecTBOM”, CeMbsI TIPEJICTABIIACH UICATbHON MOJENBI0 HE TOJMBKO TeHAePHOU
N 15

CHCTEMBI, HO M OTHOIIIEHHH B OOIIECTBE .

COOTBETCTBEHHO, TOCTETIPUUMCTBO OBLJIO CTOJIb )K€ BAXKHOM CTpaTerueit mojaep-
KAHUS COITMATBHBIX OTHOIICHUH, KaK U MyOJIuYHOE OOIICHHE.

OpnHako, AEHCTBUTEIBHO, HENMB3s CKa3aTh, YTO s [lumca sta cTpaTerus sBisieT-
Csl OCHOBHOW. BO MHOTOM 3TO CBSI3aHO C TE€M, YTO Pa3IMYHBIC TPAKTUKH MOICPHKa-
HUS 3HAKOMCTB ObLIM HE3aMETHO BITUCAHBI B KPYT MOBCEIHEBHBIX Aes1. OCOOEHHO 3TO
3aMETHO B OTHOIICHHH COBMECTHBIX 00€/10B (KaK JOMa WM B TOCTSIX, TaKk U B MyO-
JUYHOM 3aBesieHnH). bosbias yacTb COBMECTHBIX 00ef0B B nome [lumca — sTto He
TOP>KECTBCHHBIC, 3apaHee IOJATOTOBIICHHBIC MEPONPHUATHS, T.H. «3BaHBIC OOCIBI».
Kaxk npaBuio, KTo-To, 3arJISIHYBIIWA K HEMY JHEM, OCTaBaJics Ha Tpame3y. O0enanu
anrnmuyane B XVII Beke T0BOJIBHO paHO, @ MOCEMY, BBIIIOJIHUB ONPEICICHHYIO YacCTh
CiykeOHBIX 00si3aHHOCTEW B oduce, [Iurnc oTmpasisics 00enaTh C «Ipy3bsiMu», a
3aTeM BHOBb IPHHUMAJICS 3a JIeJIa:

4 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VI. P. 45.

'S Amussen S.D. Gender, Family and the Social Order, 1560—1725 // Order and Disorder in Ear-
ly Modern England / ed. by A. Fletcher and J. Stevenson. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1987. P. 196.
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B odwuce Bce yrpo. B monnens Bce Mbl o0enanu y kanutana Koyka 3a roBsokeum riie u
JIPYTUM OTIUYHBIM MSICOM; XOTSI BCE OHO OBLIO 3aMOPOXXEHHBIM M MOYTH BCE HEAOXKAPCH-
HBIM. 3aTO OYEHb BECEJIO M MbI CaMU MPUTOTOBWIN O0bINOE OiF010 nu4n. beut m{uctep]
VBnuH 1 B 04eHb XOPOIIEM HACTPOEHUHU. BCIO BTOPYIO MOJIOBUHY JTHS O TEMHOTHI IIPOBE
OYeHb MPUATHO. 3aTeM HOIpoIIaics U B oduc, TJe Halrcal HeCKOIbKO MHUCEM, U TOMOM.
l'onoBa monHa e1amMu ¥ HEKOTOPBIE TIPOOJIEMBI C KUIBEM U CYETaMU CTAJIA CTOJIb CePhe3-
HBIMH, YTO 3TOH HOYBIO 5 J1a ceOe CII0BO OOJBIIE HE MUTHh BUHA M TOMY ITOJJOOHOTO, M OC-
TaBUTh TaKOE HaKa3aHWEe, MOKyAa s HE OTAaM JOJTM M HE OIlady BCE pPacXOJbl
(21.12.1665)"°.

Cnemuduka ciyx0nl Ilurca, 3actapisBiias €ro MOCTOSHHO IMEPEMENIaThCs IO
JIOBOJILHO OOJIBIIIOMY TOPOJY M OOMJIME 3aBEACHUH, T/I€ MOKHO OBLIO MPOBECTH Bpe-
MsI M1 BKYCHO MOECTh, JCJaJId BO3BpAILCHHE JOMOW TOJBKO pajau o0eaa He camoit
yA0OHOM U BBITOJIHOU MOJIEJIbIO MOBeACHU. BbIOOp Mexay 00e10M IoMa WK 3a €T0o
MpeJieJIaMu Yallle BCero OMpeAesiicsl TEM, IJIe U C KEM B JaHHBIM MOMEHT HaXOJIUJICS
ITunc: «...c m[ucrepom] JI>x. Munnecom u M[uctepom| Koenrpu B CeHT-/[)xeiimc u
TaM O4eHb c1aBHO moodemamu ¢ m[ucrepom] Kosentpw...» (02.06.1664)". Kak mpa-
BwiIo, [lunc obenan momMa, ecii B COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMN MPOMEXKYTOK BPEMEHU HaxXo-
Iuicst B cBoeM odrice (pacIionaraBIieMcsi B TOM e 3aHHM)'® WM T1e-TO MOOIH30-
CTH.

HeynuButenpHO, 4TO Takoro pojaa o0ejbl, BHE 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT TOTO, TJie OHU
MMEJIM MECTO, Yalle BCEro CIYyXWIH He(OopMalbHbIM MPOJOJIKEHUEM CITYKEOHBIX
00s13aHHOCTEW. YKUHBI U UTpa B KapThl, 0€3yCIOBHO, ObUIM OOJBINE OTIAEIEHBI OT
TOBCEIHEBHBIX JI€J, TOCKOJIBKY MPOXOAUIN BEUEPOM, a TIOTOMY Yallle UMEJI MECTO B
MPOCTPAHCTBE JIoMa:

...3areM Kk M[uccuc] Tepuep, rne most xena u Jle0. [[lebopa Yunnet — cinyxanka [Tuncos],

u s, 1 beitTiiep mpoBenu Beuep M y>KUHAIHU, U UTPAIH B KapThl, U OBLIO OYEHb BECEJO, U 3a-
. 1

cuM oMot criath (23.01.1668)".

Henb3st ckazaTh, 4TO 3TO OBLIO YETKO YCTAHOBJICHHBIM MPABUIIOM, MTOCKOJIBKY HEpPEI-
KO Jiena 3aaepkuBanu llurica nomo3nHa U BBIHYKIAJIW YKUHATh B JIPYTOM MECTE.
WNHuTepecHo U TO, UTO TaKOe «BeuepHee» OOIIeHUE, KaK MpaBuiio, cBs3biBaeT [lumnca
BCE ¢ TeM ke Kpyrom juil. (Muccuc Dnu3adbet TepHep — jkeHa Kiiepka B Y IPaBICHUH
dbnotom, Yunesim belitiep — Toprosetl.)

16 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VL. P. 335-336.

' Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. V. P. 166.

" MoxHO OTMETHTB M TOT (haKT, YTO HECMOTPS HA TO, UTO B «IHEBHUKOBBI» TEPHOJ TIPO-
CTpaHCTBEHHAs JINCTAHIINS MEXIY «padOTON» M «JIOMOM» Y HETO OblTa ()aKTUYECKH CBEJCHA K MU-
HUMYMY, B THEBHHKE OH BCET/]a YETKO MPOBOAMT PA3THUUSI MEKIY STHMH IBYMS IMPOCTPAHCTBAMH,
yKa3bIBasi, MOIIEI JIU OH «IOMOI» HIH «B oucy. KeHmuHaM BXOA B OHCHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO OBLIT
3amnpetieH u [lunc Hepeako oTmpaBisuIcs TyAa, IpeceKast TEM CaMbIM CIIOPBI C CYIIPYTOM.

¥ Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IX. P. 36.
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BooO1ie MOKHO OTMETUTh, 4TO Kpyr oOuieHus [lumca — 310 riaBHBIM 00pa3om
JIOJM, TaK WKW WHAYE CBA3aHHBIE CO c(epoil ero o0si3aHHOCTEH. DTO JIOAM Jopaa
MoHTero, YNHOBHUKH, ¢ KOTOpPhIMU [IMIC KOHTaKTUPYyeT MO JejJaM MOPCKOro Be-
JIOMCTBA, MOPSIKH, TPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO KAUTAHbI, KYIILbl, 3aHUMAIOIINECS MOPCKOM
Toprosieil. Hepeako 3a 00eoM WM y>KMHOM TPOJOJIKAIOT 00CYKIAThCs JIEJIOBbIC
BOIpockl. HecMOTpsi Ha Takyl0 HMPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO M TEMIOPAJIbHYIO HEBBIJEICH-
HOCTb JIOCYTa, 3alMCH B JHEBHUKE IMO3BOJISIIOT TOBOPUTH O TOM, 4TO [Iunc oueHs yet-
KO pasrpaHu4MBai OOLIEHUE, UMEIOIIEEe MECTO 3a MpeernamMu «padodyero» MpocTpaH-
cTBa — cobcTtBeHHOro oduca, Yairxomia, Cent-JxeiiMckoro aBopua U T.I., JaxKe
€CJIM peyb IjIa 00 OOIICHUH ¢ OJHUMH U TEMHU K€ JII0JIbMHU. DTO BPEMSIIPEIPOBOK-
JieHre ObLIO IEHHO JJISI HETO MPEXKJe BCEro MOIydyaeMbIM YI0BOJIBCTBUEM, KOTOPOE
[Iunc HEM3MEHHO MOTYEPKUBAET:

TaKxke Ko MHe Ha obOex mpumen m[uctep] Xoy. M y Hac ObUT ci1aBHBIN 00ed U OTIMYHAS,
OKUBJIEHHAsl U OYeHb NpuUsATHas Oecena. S Momydnsa orpoMHOE HaclaXJeHHE OT TOro, YTO
Ipy3bs coOpanuck 3a MouM ctosioM (06.01. 1667)%.

OTO0 yA0BOJIBCTBUE OT OOLICHHSI HAMIPSAMYIO KOPPEIUPYET C TEM, KOTO U3 CBOUX IOCE-
TUTEJICH WM X035€B, K KOTOPHIM OH MPUXOJIUT caMm, [1urc uMeHyeT «Iapy3biMmu», Xo-
TS ¥ HE ONPENENSAET MOTHOCTBIO CYTh «JIpYyKObl». B Texcre Ilunca 1oBonbHO 0TUET-
JIMBO BBIAEINAETCS KPYT JIML, OOIIEHNUE C KOTOPBIMU JOCTABIISIET EMY YAOBOJIbCTBHE.

Taxoke oueBHUIHO, YTO KpyT oOmeHus [lurnca He TOMOTeHEeH U pa3Hble KOMITAHUU
IIOYTH HE IepeceKarch. Bo BCAKOM citydae, nmpuriamas rocreu, Ilunc ne crpemucs
ATU pa3Hble KOMIIAHUM TEpPEMEIIaTh, JaXe €CJIM WX MOTJIU Obl OOBEIUHUTH OOIIHE
unrTepecsl. K npumepy, ogHuM u3 Oonbiiux yBiaedeHuil [lurnca Obulo nexue, U cyuie-
CTBOBaJa OTJEJIbHAS KOMIAaHUs, IyIIow kKoTopoit Obun Tomac Xumn u Tomac DHa-
pIOC, KOTOpBIE MPUXOAMUIIN K HEMY JTIOMOM JIJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI MpeaThes 001eMy yBie-
YEHUIO0 U HUKOTJA HE MEPECceKauch ¢ IpyruMu 3HakoMbiMu [lumnca. Xotsa 31y 3Ha-
KOMCTBa TaKXe ObUIH «IeJOBbIMU» — Tomac DHAPIOC ObLI KyHIIOM, UMEBIIHMM JIE€Ta C
Tanxepom, Tomac Xuiin — cBsiz3aH ¢ MOPCKUM KOMHUTETOM, HO 3TO Oblia ocobast My-
3bIKajbHAsg KoMnaHus uis nenust. («Beyepom mpuinen m[uctep] DHIpIOC ¢ KEHON U
M[uctep| XU U OCTAINCh, UTPAJIU U TEJIU, U Y>KUHAIW; TPEBOCXOIHEUIIAsi KoMIIa-
HUs, CTOJIb MPHUSATHAsA, OCTPOYMHAsi U Oe300uaHas, Jydllled HE MOTY M MOXKeIaTh»
(11.06.1665)*"). IIpu stom IIumc He CTPEMUIICS MO3HAKOMHTD STHX IIOICH U C APY-
TMMU CBOMMH 3HAaKOMBIMH, C KOTOPBIMH HEPEIKO TpeaaBajics JIIOOMMOMY X000u B
roCTsIX, JIOMa WJIU B Cajy.

Takxxe ornensHo Ilumc BcTpewasncss co CBOMMHU NPEKHUMHU APY3bSIMH, CBSI3bI-
BarOIIMMH ero ¢ MoHrerto n Jkc-fApaom — cempsimu XaHToB, [IupcoB, kanuTaHoM
®eppepcom u apyrumu. A ana Onuzader [lunc Bce moapyru, KOTOpbIX OHa MOTJia

2% pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VIIL. P. 5.
2! Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VL. 125.
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HaBeIIaTh OJ[HA, 0€3 MY)Ka, OrPAaHUYMBAINCH ITUM KPYTOM CTapbIX APY3eid U coce-
bi ()7 5

...l TIOCTIE TIOJYAHSI BBIIIEN C EHOW, KOTOpas OoTmpaBuiach obenath ¢ Y. XbIOUTOM U
Yumner y m[uccuc] ITupc. Ho s 1 He qyman octaBaThCs ¢ HUMH, ITOCKOJIbKY MHE OYEBU -
HO, YTO MOS JK€Ha BCTPEBOKEHa Moel Apyx0oi ¢ ueil ([Jebopoit Yuiner — A.C.) u Hemm.
U noromy s obexan ¢ munopaom Kpro, ¢ kotopsim Obu1 M[uctep] bpayn, kiepk [anatsi
nopzos, u M[ucrep] Jixon Kpro (1.01.1668)*.

Xots, 0e3yCclIOBHO, OHa BCTpeYaiach U C HOBBIMU 3HAKOMBIMU MYy»a, HaJdaKuBajia
OTHOIICHUS C MX KCHaAMU:

.1 goMmoH, e obnapyxwmin M[uccuc| Ilen, m[uccuc] Pyr u Cmura, koTopbie Urpaiu B
KapThl C MOEH KEHOM; 5 Aall UM Oapelib yCTPHIL, U K Y)KUHY OblIa KypHIIa. .. (29.01.1662)>

Bo3MoxkHO, HEKOTOpasi OTCTPAaHEHHOCTh Jnu3abeT [Iurc oT HOBBIX 3HAKOMCTB
My»ka ObllIa CBsi3aHa C TEM, YTO OH YACTEHbKO HE KeJiaj MPUBJICKATh JKEHY ISl BbI-
CTpavBaHUsl HOBBIX B3aMMOOTHOIIICHUN Ha CIIy0€, UTO MOATBEP>KIAET OCHOBHOM Te-
3uc Yacrxaysepa. [1o 3Toil ke mpuurHe OH HEeYacTo Opall ¢ co0oil KeHy, OTIpaBIIs-
SICh B TOCTH K HOBBIM KOJIJIETaM, Ja0bI M30€KaTh IOJOOHBIX SKCIICCCOB:

Ob6enatp k copy Yunbsamy [lenny (3To ObUT TOP>KECTBEHHBIN MPA3THUYHBIN JCHb C HUM,
JICHb €T0 CBaIbOBI; M 'y HAC OBLIO MMOMUMO XOPOMIETro (UjIe TOBSIMHBI U JPYTroT0 OTIUIHO-
ro (usie BoceMHaIaTh CIAJIKUX MUPOTOB Ha OJIF0JI€ TI0 YKCIY JIET, MPOKUTHIX UM B Opa-
Ke); TaMm ObuT cop Y. barTeH co cBOei KeHOW U JOUYephbMHU U MOJIKOBHUK Tpecyaiut u maiop
XonMc, KOTOPBIN, Kak 51 TOYyBCTBOBAJ, ObUT CKIIOHEH TTOBOJIBHUYATH U COMU3ZUTHCS C MOEH
YKEHOW; HO sI IOJKEH 3TO MPEAOTBPATUTh (06.01.1662)24.

Mo3KHO TPEeNIoNI0KUTh, YTO Pa3HOOOpa3Kue MPOCTPAHCTB sl OOLIEHUS, KOTOPOE
npenoctasisail JIOHIOH, HE TOJIBKO JEMCTBUTEIBHO MOIVIO IPOBOLMPOBATH pPa3iIvy-
Hble KOH(IUKTHI, HO U MPEJOCTABISIIO BO3MOKHOCTh IO CBOEMY YCMOTPEHHIO pa3jie-
JSTh KpyT'M OOLIEHUSI B CBOEM JIOME, HE B ylIepO noepxkanuto cBsazeil. UMeHHo sta
BO3MOXKHOCTh TpHUBEJa K ToMy, uro lIumc penko ycrpauBasl 3BaHble 00€Ibl, MpH-
3BaHHbIE MOJJIEP’KATh OTHOLIEHUS C KOJUIETAaMHU U COCEISIMU, MPEATIOYUTAast OOIICHHE
HEOOJIBIIMMU PA3PO3HEHHBIMU KOMITAHUSIMH, B KOTOPBIX OH YYBCTBOBAJ C€OSl KOM-
¢doptHee. 1 kak pa3, 3a UCKIIFOUEHUEM KOJIJIET-CONIEPHUKOB B Oouce, 3Ta cTpaTerus
eMy BIojHe ynasanack. M ecnu Yunesam barren npennouynran He 3BaTh keHy [lunca
B CBOIl JIOM, TO IpyrHe €ro 3HaKOMbIEe, HEPEJIKO Ja)ke 00jiee BHICOKOIIOCTABIICHHBIE,
MOCHUTAJIM 32 HEHl 9KUIaX, 4TOObI OHA MOTJIa IPUCOEAUHUTHCS K OOILIECTBY:

*2 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IX. P. 1.
3 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IIL. P. 19.
* Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IIL. P. 4.
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B monmens mo mpurnamennio Bce Mbl K MUJIOpAY bproHkepy obenarh, T/1€ OBLIT XOPOIIHA
MAPOT C OJICHMHOW U YPE3BBIYAHO Beceso. 31echk OblT cop Y. Jloiinu, HeTaBHO BEpHYBIITU-
cs u3 Mnceuya u3-3a 6ones3nu u panenusi, u m[ucrep| Menuna u Kanuran Kok. Jlopa bpros-
kep, Kok Takske mociaiu 3a Moeit skeHoilt, 1 ona 6su1a Tyt (09.09.1665)%.

[TYBJIMYHLBIE 3ABEJIEHA

Bo03M0XHOCTB coueTaTh camble pa3HbIC CTpATErHu MOBEACHUS U OOIICHUS CIlIe B
OOJIbIIICH CTETEeHU aKTyalbHa, KOTJa pedb MJET O MyOJUYHBIX MPOCTPAHCTBAX T'OPO-
na, Kotopele B panHee HoBoe BpeMst cTaHOBATCS Bce 0oJiee pa3HOOOpa3HBIMU U MHO-
rourciieHHbIMU. OKOHYaHUE TPaXIAHCKUX BOWH, CHATHE MYPUTAHCKUX 3aMpPETOB B
nepuoj PectaBpanuy 3HAUUTENBHO OKUBUJIN T'OPOJICKYIO KU3Hb, B CBSA3U C YEM TO U
JIEJ10 MOSIBIISIIMCh HOBBIE MECTa, BbI3bIBatomue nurepec [lunca. [Ipu 3ToM Henb3s 3a-
OBIBaTh, YTO MPOCTPAHCTBO TOPOJIa OBLIO UEPAPXU3UPOBAHO HE TOJHKO B IJIAHE BbI-
O0opa MecTa KUTeIbCTBA. MHOTrMEe COMAIbHBIC MTPAKTUKU, CBSI3aHHBIE C KOMMYHHUKA-
[UEH, ONpeACISUTUCEH B TIEPBYIO ouepeanb cTtaTycoM. [Iumncy ObLIu HEOCTYMHBI Oasbl
U MPOYME MPUABOPHBIE PA3BIICUEHUS], BKIIIOUAsl CIIOPTUBHBIC, — K IPUMEPY, TEHHUC,
Ha KOTOPBIA OH TOJIBKO MPUXOAUI NOCMOTpeTh. C Ipyroil CTOPOHBI, CYIIECTBOBAIN
pa3BieUYECHUsl, KOTOpbIE OH CcUMTal Jyisi ceOsl 3a30pHBIMHU, BPOJE Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX
YIMYHBIX 320aB — QyTOO0Ia WK neTymuHbIX 00eB. ColMalibHbIE CBSI3H, O€3YCIIOBHO,
MOPOM BBIHYXKJAJ K HEKOTOPBIM BUJaM aKTUBHOCTHU. [IuUIC HE yBIeKaucs CIOPTUB-
HBIMU UTPaMH, HO BeCcHOU 1660-ro roja Hayam 4yTh JIM HE €KEAHEBHO UTPATh B KET-
au. ITo Bcel BUAMMOCTH, 3TO OBUIO yBJEUYEHHE €ro MaTpPOHa, KOTOPBIM HEPEAKO U
CTAHOBWJICS TAPTHEPOM WJIM CONIEPHUKOM B UTpe. Jpyrue urpbl ymoMuHaroTCsi B €10
TEKCTE JIMIIb HECKOJBKO pa3, MOSBUBIIKCH B KU3HU [Iurca siBHO HE B CHIIY JTUYHOTO
YBJICUCHHS, a paau mojaepxkanust komrnanuu. C Apyroi CTOPOHBI, MPEeHEOpEeKEHHUE
TUMU PopMaMu OOIICHUS, HEBO3MOXKHOE B CJIydae OTHOIIICHUN MAaTpOHA U KIUEHTA,
B 0o0Jiee paBHBIX OTHOIICHMIX OKA3bIBACTCS BIIOJIHE MPUEMIIEMBIM B CHJIy TOTO, YTO
OHM pacCMaTPUBAIOTCSI CKOPEE KaK JIMYHBIC YBIICUEHUSI, HEXKEU KaK MPAKTUKH, 00b-
eUHSIONINE T€ UM UHBIE COOOIIECTBA. DTOMY CIIOCOOCTBYET T€TEPOreHHOCTh KpyTra
obmenus [lunca, a TakkKe MHOKECTBEHHOCTh MPAKTUK M MIPOCTPAHCTB OOIIEHUS, KO-
TOpasi MO3BOJIAET JIeaTh HHAUBUIYATbHBIN BHIOOD.

Ecau roBopuTh 0 T€X MPOCTPAHCTBAX, KOTOPBIE B HAMOOJIBIIICH CTENIEHU 3a1eHUCT-
ByeT caM [lurc, To Ha4aTh CTOUT CO BCEBO3MOXKHBIX MUTEUHBIX 3aBEICHUN, KaOAKOB
1 TaBEPH, 0 KOTOPBIX OTYACTH YK€ IIa peub Bbllle. MHOTHE UCCIEA0BATEIN OTME-
YalOT, YTO OOLICHHE B MOAOOHBIX 3aBEICHUAX ACCOIMHUPOBANOCH C IOHOCTBIO ™,
«KJITYOHBIM 0OIIIEHHEM», U ObUIO CBOMCTBEHHO TE€M, KTO TIPHOOIIAETCS K MUPY B3pPOC-
JIBIX, JKEJIaeT 3aBsA3aTh HEOOXOAUMBIE I KAPhEPhl CBS3H, OTUIAUUBAS BHIMUBKY «IAPY-

%> Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VI. P. 217.
26 Cwm., nanpumep: Shepard A. Meaning of Manhood in Early Modern England. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2006. P. 103.
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3ei». A MOTOMy, KaK MUIIET YJ3CcTXay3ep, Takoe OOLICHHE HE MPHUCTAI0 YEJIOBEKY,
TIO3UIMOHUPYIONIEMy celsl yake JOOMBIIMMCS onpeneneHHoro yernexa’ . C 3Toif 3a-
00TOi 0 cTaryce (HampsAMYyI KOPPETHPYIONUM U ¢ ((MHAHCOBBIM TIOJIOKEHUEM) HIC-
CJIeIOBaTENb CBSI3bIBAET OTKa3 Yaipa u Ilunca or cimnikom yactoro oOueHus B mo-
JTOOHBIX 3aBEJCHUSIX.

C npyroii CTOpOHBI, TABEPHBI U MUBHBIE OTHIO/Ib HE OBUIN 3aIlOJHEHBI JIUIIb FOH-
namMu. «MHOrue JIOHJOHIBI, — OTMEYAIOT UCCIIEA0BATENN, — MOCEIaan MUBHBIE, Ta-
BEpHBI U KODENUHU I TOTO, YTOOBI HACIAIUTHCS XOPOUIEH KOMITAHUEH, paccaaOUTh-
Cs1, BBIIIUTH, HIOKYPHTb, OOMEHATHCS HOBOCTAMM H CILUICTHAMM» . JIIi MHOCTpaHIIeB
ATO IMpPUCTpaAcTHE OpOcalIoCh B I1a3a U Ka3aloCh CBUAETEIbCTBOM JIEHH, CBOMCTBEH-
HO aHrnmiickoil Haumu. ®Dpanny3 Camioane CopObep, MOCETUBIIMNA AHIIIMIO B
1663 r., oTmMeuan:

[Tocne eapl NpUHATO NOKYpUTh Tabaky; U 3a 3TUM 3aHATHEM IPOBOJAT JI0JIrO€ BpeMs B
pasroBopax. IlouTeHHbI€ IOAM B 9TOM HE CTOJIb YCEPAHBI, KAK HApOJ, HO IPAKTUYECKU
HE MPOXOAUT M JIHS, YTOOBI PEMECIIEHHUKY He MOTpeO0BajIoCh OTIPABUTHCS B Kabak Io-
KYpUTb C KEM-TO U3 CBOMX JIpy3ed. BOoT mouemy BOKpYT IIOJIHO TaBEPH, a JI€a B JIABKAX
BEyTCA MEJIICHHO” .

Mapk XeinBya, U3yYUBIIMI pa3iM4HbIE CBUAETENBCTBA, KAacAlOIIUECs JIOHAOH-
CKHMX Ka0aKoB, IPUIIIEN K BBIBOAY, YTO COBPEMEHHUKH BUJIETIN U CYIIIECTBEHHYIO T10-
3UTUBHYIO POJIb MUTEHHBIX 3aBEJICHUM, MPU3HABAs UX 3HAYMMOCTh KaK LIEHTPOB 00-
IIEHUS B JIMYHOU U COLMAJILHOMN KU3HU noceruteseir . COBMECTHAs BHIMMBKA MOTJIA
paccMaTpUBaThCA Kak CHOCcO0 pa3pelieHusi KOH(MIUKTAa WIA CUMBOJIM3UpPOBAJa 3a-
KITIOUCHHE JET0BOH TOTOBOPEHHOCTH . B CTaBIIeM yxke KIacCHYECKHUM HCCISI0Ba-
HUU aHruiickux kabakos [Tutep Knapk nomguepkuBall UX pojib B COUUATBHOMN KU3HU
Pa3JIMYHBIX COOOIIECTB, KaK MIPOCTPAHCTB OOIIEHUS, TJIe MOTJIM 00CYKAaThCA Jeia U
3aKJTI0YAThCS CIETKU, MPOUCXOauT 0OMeH mHbopMalireii, o0CyXaanuch MoJUTHYe-
cKHe COOBITHSI, POPMHPOBATHCH COLHATBHBIC PHTYAIBI .

B 1665—68 rr., koTOopble OcTanuch BHE cepbl BHUMaHHUS YicTxaysepa, [lurc
BHOBb HAQUMHAET Yallle MOCeNIaTh TaBepHbI U MUBHBIC. OOBICHUTH 3TO MOXKHO TEM,
YTO ATU OOIIECTBEHHBIC 3aBEJICHUsI, TIpeJiaraju JOBOJbHO OOJBIION CHEKTP BO3-
MOKHOCTEM i oOmeHust. [eicrBurensro, B 1660—62 rr. [lunc ucnonb3yet ux s
COIMAIIM3AINHU. ITO MEPUOJ, KOTJa EMy HYKHO YTBEPJIUTh ce0s1 B HOBOM OOIIECTBE U

*" Westhauser K.E. Friendship and Family. P. 525

% Porter S. Pepys’s London. Stroud, 2011. P. 62.

* Sorbiére S. Relation d’un voyage en Angleterre. Paris: L. Billaine, 1664. P. 149—150.

3% Hailwood M. Alehouses and Good Fellowship in Early Modern England. Woodbridge:
Boydell & Brewer, 2014. P. 56

3! Hailwood M. Alehouses and Good Fellowship in Early Modern England. P. 114.

32 Clark P. The English Alehouse: A Social History, 1200—1830. London, New York: Long-
man, 1983. P. 2.
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COXpaHUTh HEOOXOIUMBIE CBSI3U B cTapoM. OJWH U3 COCOOOB, K KOTOPHIM OH TIPH-
0eraer — 9TO «IHUPYIIKW» B JIOCTATOYHO OOIIMPHBIX KOMITAHHSIX B TE€X 3aBEACHHSIX,
KOTOPBIE PACIIOIOKEHBI B HEMOCPEACTBEHHON OJIM30CTH OT, COOTBETCTBEHHO, Ka3Ha-
yelictBa W mepBoro goma Ilumnca u oduca YmpasineHus (HJIoToOM W BTOPOro Joma
ITumca:

OcraBuB xeny y M[uccuc]| Xant s Kk Musopay, a ortyaa c cyabeit-aapokatom do-
yinepoM, m[uctepoM| Kpugom u m[uctepom| lennu B PeitHCckuit BUHHBIN JOM, U C
Hamu kanuTaH XaiiBapja c¢ “Ilnumyra”, KOTOpOMy Teneph MpUKa3aiud MPUBE3TH B
Koncrantunonons nocnanHuka jgopjaa Yundencu. Ham Obl1o 0o4eHb Beceso U Cy-
IbSi-aIBOKAT J1all KamuTaHy XdOWBOpIY KISITBY BEPHOCTHU M TOKOPHOCTH
(09.08.1660)".

BrnocnenctBun noio0HbIE NMUpIIECTBA CXOIAT HA HET, HO [lunc ocraeTcs 3aBcer-
nataeM KaOakoB. Y HEro JOBOJBHO OBICTPO CPOPMUPOBAICS Y3KHUUA KPYT JTHOOMMBIX
MECT, HO Yalle Bcero BbIOOp ObuI ciiyudaeH. M3 148 momoOHBIX 3aBelIeHUM, YIIOMHU-
HaBIuxcs B nHeBHUKE [lurca, Toiapko 17 BcTpeuatores B Tekcte 6osee 10 pas. B oc-
TaJbHBIE OH 3a0eran B cpefHeM 2—4 pasa 3a BeCh «IHEBHUKOBBIN» mepuoj. Kpaitne
penko Ilurc noceman nuTeHHbIE 10Ma, KOTOPHIE CUATAIUCH 00Jie€ HU3KOTMPOOHBIMU
3aBefeHusIMU. B mopamisitomiem yucie ciaydaeB [lumc mocemnian TaBepHbl, UMEBIIUE
6oee BBICOKHIT CTATYC U CITY/KHBIIHE LEHTPAMH OOLICHHUS IS TOPOICKOM ITHTHI .

N3 ynomunaembix 17 TaBepH B mepBble TOJbI BeAeHUS qHeBHUKA [luric ¢ 60b-
IIUMU KOMITAHUSIMH UMeEJ OOBIKHOBEHHE TMOCeNIaTh JHIIb ISTh. YeThlpe W3 HUX
(«T'onoBa Obika», «PeiiHckuil BUHHBI AoM», «CosHile» u «Horay) OblIu pacmoso-
’KEHBI B paifone YaiTxoiia u Toiasko «/leapdun» — B paiione Tayspa, rae HaxoauI-
cst HoBbIM ntoM [lumca. TlepBoe BpeMsi OH BeAeT cedsi Tak e U B HOBOM KOMIaHUH, B
KOTOPYIO BXOJSIT OTHIOJb HE TOJIBKO «00a c3pa YWibsiMay, OTHOLIEHUSI C KOTOPHIMU
B CUJIy CONEPHUYECTBA HE OYEHBb CIOKUJIMCh, HO U KAalMTaHbl Cy/I0B U pa3zHooOpa3-
HbI€ YAHOBHUKHU, TaK UJIM MHAYE CBSI3aHHBIE C €r0 HOBBIMHU OOS3aHHOCTSMH U TIOCTO-
SHHO OKOJIauMBaroluecs B opuce YupasieHus GI0TOM, pSIOM C KOTOPBIM ObLI pac-
nosioxkeH «/lenphuny»:

3aTem 1oMO# M 00HApPYX W, 9YTO 00a cIpa YuiabpsiMa u erre OoJbIas KOMIIAHUS OTIPaBHU-
nacek B «/lenmpur» mpomuts 30 MMIIMHTOB, KOTOPBIE MBI KaK-TO TOJYYMJIM OT cIpa
VY. Ilena 3a ero kpyxky. 3aech Obutu cop P. Camnarcom, Xommc, kam[utaH| AJUIeH,
M[ucrtep] Tepuep, ero xeHa u qoub, Muneau barren u m[uccuc] Maprta u npeBocxoHas
KOMITaHUSI 0€3/IeTbHUKOB; TaK MBI MPOCUICITH YPE3BhIUAHO BECENIO JIOMO3/IHA; U 3aTEM
ctanu o0bsICHATEL capy Y. [leHy cyTh Aena, HO OH OBUT CETOAHS MbSTH U TTOYTH OTKJIFOYHJI-

33 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. I P. 217.
** O0’Calligan M. Tavern Societies, the Inn of Court, and the Culture of Conviviality in Early

Seventeenth-Century London // A Pleasing Sinne: Drink and Conviviality in Seventeenth-Century
England / ed. by A. Smith. Cambridge: D.S. Brewer, 2004. P. 38.
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CdA, TaK 4YTO Mbl HEC MOIJIM HHUYCTO €MY BTOJIKOBATb, YTO CHIC 60J'IBH.I€ Hac pa3BCCCINIIO
(09.09.1661)*°.

Kopuenuc Jlrocapt «Cuena B TaBepHe». (Cornelis Dusart. Scene in a tavern)
Pucynok, ok 1675—-1704. (bputanckuii my3eii)

KonruecTBO Takux MHOTOJIFOHBIX MTUPYIIEK CTAHOBUTCSA MEHbIE B 1661 Troay mo
OTHONIIEHUIO K CTapbiM 3HAKOMBIM, U B 1663 — 110 OTHOIIIEHUIO K HOBBIM. BO-TIepBBIX,
9TO JIEUCTBUTEIBHO JOBOJIBHO Pa30pPUTEIBHO. BO-BTOPBIX, HAMEPEHUE MOIEPKATh
CTapble CBSI3U ObUIO JIOBOJIBHO OTYETIMBO 3asIBJICHO, OCHOBA HOBBIX OTHOILEHUH —
3asioxkeHa. [anpiie [urc obmiancs mpeuMyIiecCTBEHHO ¢ KaXIbIM B OTJIEJIHOCTH, a
HEe co BceMHM cpasy. Henb3si ckazarh, 4YTO MUPYLIKUA MPEKPATHIIMCh BOBCE, TEM OoJiee
YTO B TABEPHE MOXHO OBLIO HE TOJBKO MOJKPENUTHCS WA BBIMUTH BUHA, HO U TIOUT-
paTh B KapThl — HHTEPEC, PA3AECIABIIUNCS HE TOIBKO [Iuricom, HO U €ro KeHOM.

Tem He MeHee, 32 UCKIIFOYEHHEM yKa3aHHbIX 5 MecT, [Iunc naxe B 1660—62 rr.
MPUXOIWI B MOJOOHBIE 3aBE/IEHUS B OCHOBHOM C 1—2 criyTHUKamu (4TO, KOHEUHO, HE
03Hayajo, 4YTO OH HE MOT HaWTU TaMm Oojiee oOmUpHYO KommnaHuto). C 1663 r. 1o
MO>KHO CKa3aTh MOYTH 000 BCEX €ro BU3UTaX B TaBepHBI U Nadbl. Kak mpaBuiio, Takue
BCTpeUr He OBbLIN 3arIaHUpOBaHbI 3apanee. OH TO U AeN0 BCTpeyas 3HakoMbIX B Ka-
3HavencTBe, Ha bupxe, B CeHT-/[KEeNMCKOM ABOPIIE WM IPOCTO HA YIULE U B CaMOM
TaBEPHE:

3> Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IL. P. 175.
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3atem ¢ m[uctepom| Kpugom B «I['0510BYy KOpOIIsi», T/I€ CIaBHO Mmoobenanu, u mocjiae odeaa
Mexay capoM Tomacom YWIIMCOM M IpyruM He3HakomieMm, Kpuaom n MHOU 3aBsi3anachk
Oecena. OHU, HE 3HASI O TOM, KTO S €CTh, TOBOPHJIN 00 OIMIMOKaX U KOPPYIIUU BO (IIOTE, O
OOJIBIIKUX TpaTax Ha HEro, 4TO S B KOHIE-KOHIIOB OMPOBEPT U BBIBEN UX U3 3a0yXKICHUS.
OHU BOCIPHUHSUIA 3TO OYEHb XOPOILIO, U S HAJICIOCh, 3TO MOCIYXHUT K IM0JIb3e, 00 00a OHU
wiens! mapnamenta (08.02.1663)°.

B ToMm ke palioHe CKOHLIEHTPUPOBaHbl OCHOBHBIE TABEPHBI, B KOTOPHIX OH ObIBAJ.
Hepenko, nepemeniasich 1o ropoay U BCTpedasi pa3HbIX 3HAKOMBbIX, [Iurc no 3—4 pasa
3a JIeHb 3a0erai B 1Malbl UM TaBEPHBI, U C OJHUMH U TEMH K€ JIOJAbMHU OH BCTpe-
qaJicsl NPUOIU3UTENBHO B OJJHUX M TEX K€ TABEPHAX — TaMm, e Oblia BEPOATHOCTh UX
BCTpeTUTh. Kak y»e TOBOPHUIIOCH, OYEHB CIOXKHO OTAEIUTh B JAHHOM CIIy4ae €ro
ApY>KEeCKOe OOILIEHUE OT JEJIOBBIX KOHTAKTOB, MOXKaJIyi, TOJIBKO 3apaHee Ha3Ha4YeH-
Hble BCTpeuM ObLIM OOYCIIOBJIECHBI B MEPBYIO OYEpEIb MHTEpecamMu jena. Takue mo-
BCEJIHEBHbIEC 00JIee WM MEHEE JUIUTENIbHbIE KOHTAKThl (B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOrO, 3a-
TJISHYJIM JIA OHU Ha CTAaKaH 3Jisl WM paau o0ena, KOTopbli, Oeras mo ropoxay, [lumc
HE BCEr/la UMeJ BO3MOXKHOCTb IIOJyYUTh 10Ma), KaK [IPaBUIIO, COYETAIIN O0CYKICHHUE
7en U 3aayuieBHyro Oeceny. Jaxe 3axons moobenath B oauHouecTBe, llumc, kak
IIPaBUJIO, OTMEYAJI, HAIIIEJI JIM OH B TABEPHE XOPOIIYI0 KOMITAHHIO:

U tak s B TaBepHy «I'0ostoBa momnay, riae oOHapyxui m[ucrepa] ['aynena u kanurana ba -
Bopna, 1 Huka Ocbopha, cobuparomuxcs o0enarb, U s 0To0eqal ¢ HUIMHM U Ham ObLIO
4pe3BBIYANHO BECEIIO, KAK MHE HE ObLIO yiKe JaBHO. .. (14.12.1665)%

JlaBanu 5TH 3aBEJICHUS U APYTYIO BO3MOXKHOCTh, KOTopyto [Iurmc Bce Oonpie Ha-
YUHACT IICHUTD MOCJIC HEOJHOKPATHBIX CKAHJIAJIOB C KEHOMN M3-3a €ro CIUIIKOM IpPH-
CTaJbHOTO BHHMAHHS K JKCHIIMHAM, B OCOOCHHOCTH K JIOMAIlIHEH MPHUCITyTre, — BO3-
MOYXHOCTH CHSITh KOMHATY JJisi JTFOOOBHBIX an/IKnqueHHﬁ3 ® B mocieanue Toxsl OH
9JacTO 3ariisAIbIBAeT B OINPEACIICHHBIE TaBEPHBI M3-32 pa0OTABIIMX TaM HE CIIMIIKOM
MIETIETIIIBHBIX CITYKaHOK, VJTA IPUBOAUT Tya CBOMX JTFOOOBHHUII.

CoOCTBEHHO TOBOPS, 3Ta MHOXKECTBEHHOCTh Pa3HbIX CTpAaTEeTuil OOIIEHHUs C pas-
HBIMH JIFOAbMU, MPEIOCTaBIIIEMast 3aBSICHUSIMHA BPOJIe TaBEpH M KaOaKoB, Jeaga ux
00s13aTeIBbHBIM 3JICMEHTOM ITOBCEIHEBHOTO ombITa Ilumca, nbo 3a penKuM HCKIroYe-
HUEM He ObLIO JTHS, YTOOBI HAIll Tepoi ux He moceTui. U, 6e3yciioBHO, 00IbIIIOE 3HA-
YeHHE B ATOM OOIICHUU MMeJia COIMAIbHAS POJIb €Ibl 1 OCOOCHHO aJIKOTOJIBHBIX Ha-
MUTKOB, CIIOCOOCTBOBABIINX HEMPUHYKJIEHHOMY OOIICHHUIO.

HHTepeceH onbIT HCIOJIb30BaHMs [Iuricom 1 mpocTpaHcTBa KoeeH, MOsSBUBIITHX-
ca B Jlongone B 1650-x rr. x B Tekcre Ilumnca ynmomuHaeTcs Bcero 7, HO UX U B

3% Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IV. P. 37.

37 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VI. P. 329.

3% Kiimin B. Drinking Matters. Public Houses and Social Exchange in Early Modern Central
Europe. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007. P. 132.
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JIEHCTBUTENHFHOCTH OBUIO KyJa MEHbIIE, YeM MUTEHHBIX 3aBefeHUi. O COLMOKYIIb-
TYypHOU ponu Kode U ero posu B TpaHchopMaluy COUanbHON KU3HU HAITMCAHO He-
Mano mccnenopanuit . Cremmduka KopeeH 3aKIouanach B TOM, 4TO TaM He Tpojia-
BaJIM QJIKOTOJIbHBIX HAMMUTKOB, HO MOKHO OBLIO MOMPoOOBAaTh MOMUMO KOode Apyrue
AK30THUYECKHE TOBAPHI — Yail U IIOKOJIa/], TOKYpUTh TabaKy U KyNHUTh CaMble pa3HbIC
CHa/100bs1. DTO OTCYTCTBHUE AJIKOTOJIS, KAK CUUTAIOT UCCIIE0BATENH, CIIOCOOCTBOBAIO
6osee cepre3nbiM Oecenam. bpaitan KoysH xapakrepusyer kodelHu Kak MpocTpaH-
CTBO, TJIe JIIOJU COOMPAIIMCh, YTOOBI y3HATh CBEKHE HOBOCTHU U OOCYIUThH BakKHBIC
crenku' . TaM 3aBA3bIBAINCH JUCKYCCUH HA CAMbIC PA3HbIC TEMBI, OT HOIUTHKU (4eM
pociiaBuiIcs pecnyonukanckuit Pora-kimy0, cobupapmmiics «Y Maiinzay) 10 eru-
METCKUX JPEBHOCTEW WM M3y4YeHUs1 HaceKOMbIX. CTOMI KOPEe OTHOCUTENBHO Jelie-
BO, MO3TOMY B KO(EHHSX coOMpanach camas pasHas myGmuka'. Ve B 1660-x rr.
NOSIBUJIACH CBOEIO pojia crienuanusanus kodeeH, commxkapias Ux ¢ KIyoHou ¢op-
Mot obmienus. B xodeiine Jlnoina Bcrpedainuch KyIibl U MOPSIKU, 3aHATHIE B MEXK-
IYHApOJHOW TOProBjie€ (CYMTAETCS, YTO M3 3TOrO BHIPOC CTpaxoBoM aom Jlnoina),
kodelnsa «Y Ywumiay, paaoM ¢ Koent-I'apaenom, Obuta mo0uma JIuteparopaMu, ee
3aBcerjgaTtaeM M aymoil kommanuu Obul Apamarypr xon Jpaiinen, koroporo Ilumc
HeMHoro 3Han no KemOpuxy. HecMoTpst Ha mpu3HaHHYIO poiib KoheeH B popMupo-
BaHUU MyOJUYHOU cepbl, OHM MOIJIM PACCMAaTPUBATHCS U KaK «4aCTHOE» MPOCTpaH-
CTBO JUISl OTIbIXa, Oecel] ¢ Apy3bsiMU U cocelsiMu. Kak ¥ B TaBepHax, 3/1€Chb MOTJIO
coOupaThCs YacTHOE JIoKalibHOe coolmiecTBo. b. KoysH nmoguepkuBaer, 4To HUKaKoO-
ro MPOTHUBOCTOSTHUSI MEXKY «YaCTHOW» U «IIyOnmnuHON» (yHKIMeH kodeeH He Obl-
no®.

[Tonavamy IlTunc nerTaeTcst UCMONIB30BAaTh KOPEHHM TaK ke, KaK U MPOYUe MUTEH-
HbI€ 3aBeieHus, 3a0eras TyJa ¢ OJHUM-IBYMSI MOMYTYMKAMH, — KaK MPOCTPAHCTBO
IUTsL OOLIEHUS C APY3bsIMU, 3HAKOMBIMU U KOJIJIETAMH, MECTO, TJI€ MOKHO ITOTOBOPUTD
Y TIOUTPaTh B KapThI:

% Cwm., nanpumep: Ellis A. The Penny Universities. A History of the Coffee Houses. London:
Secker&Warburg, 1956; Cowan B. The Social Life of Coffee. The Emergence of the British Cof-
feehouse. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2005; Ellis M. The Coffee House: A Cultural History.
London: Hachette UK, 2011. O ponu xodeeH B GOPMHUPOBAHUN YUTATEIHCKON ayUTOPUU MUIIET
JI. AnsiOveBa: Anabvesa JI. Jluteparypnas npodeccust B Aurmun B XVI-XIX Bekax. M.: HJIO,
2004. C. 119-132.

0 Cowan B. The Social Life of Coffee. P. 79.

! MicenenoBarenu 10/Ir0 CIOPHITH, TOMYCKATHCH JTH B KOGEiH  KeHImHbL. [10BOIOM /s uc-
Kyccuit 6bi1a «Iletunus xeHuuH npotus koge» 1674 r. ITo Bceit BUANMOCTH, ClIEAYeT COTIacUTh-
cs ¢ b. KoyanoMm B TOM, 4TO (hopMaIbHOTO 3aripeTa He CYIIECTBOBANIO, HO crienuduka kodeeH u 3a-
BSI3BIBABIINXCSI B HUX JTUCKYCCUH MPAKTUIECKH MCKITIOYaia BO3SMOXXHOCTh YYacTHsI B HUX KCHIIHH.
Bo BcsakoM ciryuae, [Tunc kak-To pa3 BeIBEJ KEHY M € KOMIIaHbOHKY B KodeitHto (30.03.1668).

*> Cowan B. Publicity and Privacy in the History of the British Coffee-Houses // History Com-
pass. 2007. V.5.No. 4. P. 1183.
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3arem B YaWTXoJUI U TaM BCTpeTus M[uctepa] Mypa, ¢ KOTOPBIM 3aBs3aJICsl Pa3roBOp O
BBIXOJIKE MUJopaa B Yescu, 0 4eM MBI TOBOPUIIH, TOOUPAsCh MO BOJIE U B OOJBIION KO-
¢eitne Harpotus bupxu, rae gonroe Bpems npocunenu Oecenys. M s MOHAI, 9TO MHJIOP
COBEpIICHHO OTJAJICA CBOEH JEBKE, y KOTOPOIl MO Bcell BUIUMOCTU PeIyTalusi OObIYHOM
npoctutyTki (19.08.1663)%.

WnTeprep noHp0HCKON KOPEeHHN. AHOHUMHBIA PUCYHOK.
Ok. 1690—-1700 (bputanckuii myseit)

Nmenno tak oH obmiaiics B kodeitHe «Y Yuinay: oTMedasi, 4To TaM BOKpyT Jpaiie-
Ha coOupaeTcs OmpeelIeHHOe COOOIIEeCTBO, CaM OH 3aXOJIWJ TyAa C OJHUM-IABYMSI
OPUSITENSIMHU, 9YTOOBI BBIMUTH KO(de U, Topoii, moodenats. OH 4acTo 3arisabiBal B OTY
kogeiinio B 1660 roay, ocoOOEHHO B €ro Havaje, HO BOBCE MepecTall MOCemaTh 3TO
Mecto nociie 1662 roga. BeposTHO, 3TO CBA3aHO HE TOJBKO € MEPEE3IOM, HO U C TEM,
4yTo ¢ KOHIA 1663 rona Ilunc usmeHseT crpaTeruio U HaYUMHAET XOAUTh B KOo(elHu
OJIMH, PaJy TOTO, YTOOBI MOCIYIIATH UJIM TIOY4aCTBOBATh B MHTEPECHBIX Oecenax, Ko-
TOpPbIE TaM 3aBS3bIBAIMCH, TOPON MEXKIY MalO3HAKOMBIMHU WJIM BOBCE HE3HAKOMBIMU
moasmu. BeposTHO, Oeceibl TUTEpaTOPOB OBLIHM ISl HETO HE CIUIIKOM WHTEPECHBI,
MO03TOMY OH BBIOMpai KodeiHu, rae cooupanoch 6osiee yaeHoe oOLIeCcTBO:

B nonnens B kodeiiHto, rae Obula mpeBocxoaHas oecena ¢ capom YuibsimoM [lertu, koto-
PBII TIPEJUTOKII pacCMaTpUBATh KaK BECbMa CIIOPHBIN BOIPOC O CYIIECTBOBAHUH PA3IIH-
9usi MeXy OOAPCTBOBAaHHEM M CHOBHJICHHEM, ITOCKOJIBKY CIIOXKHO HE TOJBKO IOHSTH, Je-
JaeM JIM Mbl HEYTO B JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTH WM )K€ BO CHE, HO M BBISICHUTH Pa3HHILy MEXIY
oxumM 1 apyrum (02.04.1664).

# Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IV. P. 280-281.
* Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. V. P. 108.
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WNupiMu cioBamu B mpocTpaHcTBe KodeeH [lurc HaunHaeT peaan3oBbIBaTh pagu-
KaJIbHO MHYIO CTPAaTErHI0 COLMAa0eIbHOCTH, OCHOBAHHYIO Ha OOIIUX MHTEpecax Mpu
OTCYTCTBHH HEOOXOAMMOCTH MOAIEPKUBATh CBsI3U. OH HE CTAHOBUTCS 3aBCETIaTaeM
OJIHOM KO(elHU, HO MOCEHIAET HECKOJIBKO, TEM CaMbIM JieJias COOOIIECTBO OOIIEHNUS
MaKCHUMAaJIbHO OTKPBITBIM U HEMOCTOSHHBIM, YTO MO3BOJISLIO cO37aBaTh 3G deKT 00-
meHust paau oomenus, 6ecensl paau 6ecensl. U ecnu, 3aberas B TaBepHy, OH HEpEI-
KO OTMEUaeT, 4TO TaM He OBLJIO XOpoIllel KOMIIAaHUH, TO HEYAauHbIi MOX0] B KOdeii-
HIO CBSI3BIBAETCS C TE€M, YTO TaM He ObUIO «MHTepecHoM Oecenpl». KodeitHu B cuity
HK30TUYHOCTH MPOJABAEMOr0 TaM TOBapa U HEM30EKHBIX PACCKA30B O 3aMOPCKHUX
CTpaHax ObLIM OYEHb TECHO CBSA3AHBI C KYJIbTYpoOu Jto0onbiTcTBAa. OKCPOpacKkue Ka-
(e ObuUIM 3HAMEHUTHI TEM, YTO TaM BCTPEUYANHCh AHTIMHCKAE UHTEIJICKTYalbl — Vir-
tuosi. Kak numietr b. KoysH, ycnex kodeeH OCHOBaH Ha COUYETAaHUM MEPKAHTUJIbHOU
JICIIOBOH CMEKAJIKM M DHTY3Ma3Ma Virfuosi B oTHomeHnn kode® . B cumy storo He-
yIUBUTENBHO, uTO [lurc BeiOMpaeT B OTHOIIEHUN KO(DEEH Ty K€ CTPATEeTHIO0 MOBe/Ie-
HUS, YTO U B OTHOILICHUH JAPYTUX MECT, KyJa €ro BJe4eT Hay4yHOE JIIOOOMBITCTBO —
I'pemem-komiemxa u KoposneBckoro odmiectBa (pu BCEX pa3IMyMAX, OCOOCHHO B
oTHoteHn KoposneBckoro o0ImiecTBa, MpeIcTaBiIsBIIEr0 cOO0M 3aKphITOE COOOIIe-
CTBO, B OTJINYME OT COOOIIECTBA MOCETUTENEH KO(eeH) — OH MpearounTai Ipuxo-
JUTH Ty/a OJIUH, XOTs €ro MOCTOSIHHBIN MapTHep 1o pa3siedyeHusM [xon Kpuya tak-
e OBbLI 3aBCEerjaTraeM 3TUX MECT (Y4TO W Jenajio €ro OOIIEeCTBO MHTEPECHBIM IS
[Tunica, HECMOTpsI HA HETIPHUS3HB ).

[lo cytu nena, U3MEHMBIIMECS OTHOIICHUS WHJIWBHUAA U OOIIECTBA, O KOTOPBIX
CTOJIb YaCTO BCIIOMHHAIOT, TOBOPSI O (POPMUPOBAHUU ITyOIMUHOM cepbl (B TOM UMC-
Je U o0 Ko(enHsX), I3MEHWIM U MPEACTaBICHUs O 4acTHOM oOmeHuu. [loBenenue
[Tumica TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO JJIsl HETO ObLTAa BayKHA Ta BBIKIIOYEHHOCTH U3 00s13aHHO-
CTe MOAJep)KaHWsl COLMAIBbHO 3HAYMMBIX OTHOIIEHWH, BO3MOXXHOCTH OOINATHCS
JUIIH B CUJTy HAJIMYUS YaCTHOTO MHTEpEca K caMoMy MpeaMeTy Oeceibl — OOIIMX Ya-
CTHBIX MHTEPECOB, CBSA3AHHBIX C «JI0CYroM». BrojHe BEpOsITHO, YTO MOSIBICHHUE Ta-
KHUX TIPOCTPAHCTB B TOPOJIe, AAIOIINX BO3MOKHOCTH OOIIEHUS «II0 HHTEpecam» OyeT
croco0CcTBOBaTh (OPMHUPOBAHUIO HOBOTO Hjeaia APYKObl, KOTOPBIA HAMIET CBOE
HAWBBICIIICE BHIPAXCHHE B POMAHTHYECKOM KaHOHE pojcTBa ayil. CoBpeMEHHUK
[Tunca Ixon OOpu oTMeyasl «COBPEMEHHOE MPEBOCXOJICTBO Ko(deeH B 3TOM O0Jb-
IIIOM TOPOJIE, 10 MOSBJICHUSI KOTOPBIX JIFOJW HE 3HAIN, KaK MOKHO ITO3HAKOMHTHCS 32
TpeieNiaMy UX COOCTBEHHOr0 Kpyra mim coobrectsa» . Ipudem Iumc mosib3oBascs
ATOW BO3MOXXHOCTHIO OYEHb CKPOMHO, MO CpaBHEHHIO ¢ camuM OOpH, KOTOPBIH, 1O

* Cowan B. Publicity and Privacy in the History of the British Coffee-Houses // History Com-
pass. 2007. V. 5. No. 4. P. 1184-1185.
* dubrey J. Brief lives: a Modern English version. Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 1998. P. 6.
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CBUJIETENBCTBY HCCIIE0BaTENeH, B nmepuoa Mexay 1672 u 1680 rr. moceman okojo
60 pasaH4HbIX KobeeH .

Jlnsa Iunca u O6pu kodeitHu, Kak U yuyeHble COOOIIECTBa, — 3TO HE MPOCTPAHCT-
BO JPY>KECKOr0 OOIIEHMsI, HO MECTO, IJIE MOKHO 3aBsI3aTh HOBbIE 3HAKOMCTBA, KOTO-
pble MOTOM OYAYT MOJJEPKUBAThCS 3a MpeesiaMu 3TOro npocrpancTsa. C npyroi
CTOPOHBI, «Ipy3bsiMm» [InIic Ha3bIBaI NPEUMYILIECTBEHHO HIMEHHO T€X CBOMX KOJUJIET
U COCelleld, C KOTOPhIMU MOMHUMO €N €ro OObEIMHAIN UMEHHO OOIIME HHTEPECHI.
JUIst HEero OKa3pIBaIOTCS PABHO BAa)KHBI BOBMOXHOCTh OKa3aTh PEAIbHYIO )KM3HEHHYIO
IOMOIIb U JyllIeBHAsA 01u30cTh. M mpocTpaHCTBO ropoja JaBajio CHOCOObI yIOBIIe-
TBOPSATh 3T UHTEPECHI.

Eme oaHuM KpaiiHE 3HAYMMBIM MYOJIMYHBIM MPOCTPAHCTBOM B ku3HU Ilumca
ObL1 TeaTp. Hapsiay ¢ My3bIkoi U HayKOM, OH ObUT OJHUM U3 CaMbIX OOJIBIIMX €ro YB-
Je4eHuil. bpiBanu rnepuosl, KOra OH MOCeIai TeaTp €XEeIHEBHO, a TO U 110 JBa pa3a
Ha JHIO, U JJaXKe MbITAJICA OOPOTHCS C ITUM YBJICYEHHEM, PAaBHO KaK U C IPUCTPACTH-
eM K BoImuBKe . Ho, B OT/IMUME OT TaBEpPH, Ky/Ja OH 3aXOIHI C TeM U3 HPUATHBIX
MOJIE3HBIX JIIOJEH, KTO MOABEPHYJCS MOJA PYKY, WIH KO(EeH, KyJa OH OTIPAaBIISICS
0JlvH, B Teatp [Iunc xoaus1 mpeuMyIecTBEHHO ¢ TEMH, KTO pa3/Ielisil €ro CTPaCTh:

OtuM yTpom 3amies Mo Ky3eH Tomac [luric, sxenast 010/KUTh Y MEHS JIEHET, 4TO 51 HE MOT
cenath, MOKyAa ero orel He Hanucan [Iuroyry cBoe coriiacue Ha Mpojaxy 3emMeinb. Mbl
TOTYAC YUUIH, U 51 HEHAal0Aro Ha bupxy u jnomoii ob6enath, a 3ateM 1o Boje B Kopones-
ckuil teatp. M BbICaIUBIINCH, BCTPETWICS ¢ KanuTaHoM DeppepcoM U €ro IpyroM, ma-
JIEHbKUM YeJIOBEYKOM, KOTOPBIM 4acTO ¢ HUM ObIBAaET, U OH OTIPABWJICS C HaMH, IOKyJa
MBI eMoTpeni «JTio60Bb B nabupuaTe» (10.06.1663)%.

Yaiie Bcero oH ObLI B TeaTpe ¢ eHoM, kanutanoM DeppepcoM i Kpuaom, ToUuHO
TaK K€, KaKk U B OCTAJIBHBIX CIIy4asX — OTIPABILSICH Ty/1a MMOCPEAU [IHS, B IIEPEPHIBE
MEXKy JCJIaMHU.

CAJIbI 1 ITAPKH

PaBubIM 00pazom Ilurnc ¢ 60Jb1IIMM YIOBOJIBLCTBUEM MCHOJIb3YEeT aKTUBHO Pa3BU-
Batouteecss B XVII cronetun ropojickoe mpoCTPaHCTBO ISl MPOTYJIOK. TaKOBBIMU
OBLITH, TIPEXKIIE BCETO, MAapKU, TJIaBHBIM 00pa30M KOPOJIEBCKHE, a TaK)Ke HEKOTOPHIC
OOIIMpHBIE TTOMEIEHUS] U BHYTPEHHHE ABOPHI. Jlaxke MPOTyJIKUA MO TOpOy MOTJIU
JNOCTaBUTh yAOBOJIbCTBHME. HO MOCKOIBKY MPOCTPAHCTBO TOPOACKHX YJIUI[ €UIE HE
OBLII0 MPUCTIOCOOIICHO 11T KOM(OPTHOTO MEPEIBUKEHUS TIEIIEX0/10B, TAKUE MPOTYJI-
K¢ ObLTH penkuMu U Henonrumu. Kak npasuo, [Iurc co cmyTHUKamM# 1OJIb30BAHCH

*7 Powell A. John Aubrey and His Friends. London: Hogarth press, 1988. P. 183.

¥ Cm. 06 stoM: Cmozosa A.B. Comiosns Tlurc i Topxkectsennsie o6erst // IITATU / STEPS.
2018. T. 4. Ne 3—4. C.97-114.

¥ Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IV. P. 179.
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XOpOIIIe TOTOA0N JJIsi TOTO, YTOOBI JOWTH 10 MECTa HAa3HAUCHHUS TEIIKOM, a HE B
skunaxe. [Iporynkoil oH Ha3bIBal JII0OOW OoJiee MM MEHEe IJIUTENbHBIA Menni
MIPOMEHAJI, BOBCE HE 00s13aTEJIbHO B OTKPBITOM MpocTpaHcTBe. [IpuueM, Kak U B ciiy-
gae ¢ TaBepHAMU, ITH POTYJIKH ObUTH TECHBIM 00Pa30M CBSI3aHBI C UCIIOJTHEHUEM €T0
CITY’K€OHBIX 00513aHHOCTEH W MPOXOJUIIN B TeX MecTax, rae [lumnc ObiBai mo ciyxeo-
HBIM HaJOOHOCTSIM, U C TEMH JIIOJIbMH, KOTOPBIX OH TaM BcTpedan. M st Oecembi-
MIPOTYJIKH TaKKe OBbLIN OeceTaMu U O Jeiax, U 0 JIMYHOM, B O 4eM yroaHo. OgHum u3
Takux Mmect, rae [lunc vyacto mporynuBaiics, Obl1 BectmMuHcTep-xoi (ceiigac 3To
cTapeiIas COXpaHUBIIASICS YacTh CTApoOro ABOpIia). BpeMst oT BpeMeHH 3TOT OrpoMm-
HBIH 3aJ1 UCIIOJIB30BAJICS ISl CYACOHBIX 3ace/laHui, a B 0OBIYHBIC JTHU OBLT 3al0JIHEH
JJaBKaMHM KHUTOTOPTOBIEB. TamM HepeaKko MOXHO ObLIO BCTPETUTh MHTEPECHOTO CO-
OeceqHuKa WUiM moOeceloBaTh ¢ KHUTOTOProBlaMH. B cuiy 3TOro, mpocTpaHCTBO
BecTtMuHCcTEp-X0171a OBUIO MECTOM, T/I€ MOKHO OBUIO y3HATh MOCJIEIHUE HOBOCTH H
CIUICTHH . Hepenko ObiBast B BectmMuHcTepe mo «aemnamy», [lumnc nporynusancs, me-
J1asi HECKOJIBKO KPYTOB 110 3TOMY 3aJly, U BeJl OCCeIbl:

U orcrona B BecTMHHCTEp-XO0JIT CITyIIaTh HAIIE JIEJ0, HO OHO €IIe HE PacCMaTpUBAIOCH
CETOJIHSI, TaK YTO CIYCTHJICS BHU3 U TaM IporyiuBaics B XoJuie u BcTpetui Hana [Tukke-
pUHTA, KOTOPBIA paccka3all MHE HOBOCTH O €ro IUieMsHHUKe [mnbepre, okazaBiieMcs
OOJIBIIIMM JKYJIMKOM, 3aTe€M S B3sUT B 000poT M[ucTepa] BIuHA ¢ KOTOPBIM TIPOTYJINBAJICS
JIBa 4yaca, IMOYTH JIO Yacy JHs... (26.04. 1667)51

Jpyrum mpocTpaHCTBOM Ui MPOTYJIOK, B KOTOPOM MO CIY>KEOHBIM JieaM 4acTo
okasbiBasics ITunc, 6pu1 Cent-JkeiiMcKuid U, HECKONBKO pexe, — [ala-napk. [Tapku
paccMaTpUBaIMCh UMEHHO KakK MPOCTPAHCTBO, TI€ MOXKHO OCYLIECTBIIATH IPOTYJIKH.
Bonbiias yacTe MpocTpaHCcTBa MapKOB MPEACTaBIIsia co00i ra3oH — AJis MPOTyJIOK B
CYXYIO IIOTOZY, JUIsl CBIPOM IOTO/BI IIPEAHA3HAYAINCH BBIMOLIEHHBIE TOPOKKHU U, Ha-
KOHEIL, JIJIS )KapKOTr'0 COJIHEYHOTO JHS — TeHUCThIe ajuien. B CeHnT-[)keMCKOM mapke
M0 TIOBEJICHUIO KOpoJieBbl ['eHpuerThi-Mapuu Taxxke ObLI BBIPHIT OOJBIION KaHAM C
OCTPOBOM IIOCEPEAMHE, HA KOTOPOM pa3BeIU dK30TUYECKUX BOAOIUIABAOIIMX IITHL.
Kapn Il cmenan mapk OTKpbITBIM 1711 TyOnuku. [Maiig-mapk ctayn myOJUYHBIM eInie
panblie, mpu Skose I, — 3a onpenenaeHHyo MIaTy TyAa CTajdd MycKaTh OJIarOpoIHYIO
nyonuky, a Kapn I cnenan ero 1oCcTynmHbIM Ji1 BCEX MPUCTONHO OJETHIX TOPOKaH.
Ho nockonbKy TOraa napk HaxoAWICs Ha HEKOTOPOM yzAaneHuu ot JIOHI0Ha U TyAa,
KaK MpaBWIO, MPUEIKATU B DKUIAXKAX, MOCEIaNa ero JO0CTaTOYHO oOecreueHHas
nyOmKa.

Hns [Munca Cent-/[xelMCKUN TapK — 3TO MPOCTPAHCTBO, MPUJIETAIOIIEE K JBOP-
1y, KyJla €ro TO M JieJI0 Npu3bIBatoT Aena. OH HEU3MEHHO MOJIb3YETCsl ATUM, YTOOBI

%0 Loveman K. Samuel Pepys and his books: Reading, Newsgathering and Sociability. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2015. P. 94.
> Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. VIIL P. 181.
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IPOTYJIATHCS MO MyTH TyJa WIA 0OpaTHO, WM K€ B OKUAAHUU HYXHOTO juia. Ho
TaKXe HepeaKo OH 3aleraer B nmapk 1o jpopore u3 Jlonnona B Bectmuncrep umm o0-
pPaTHO UMEHHO JJIA TOr0, 4TOOBI MPOTyNsAThCA. Hepeako oH aenaer 3170 B OIMHOYECT-
BE€ — ITOPA3MBILLIATE U «IIOABINIATH CBEKUM BO34yXOoM». IIporynuBaercs OH U B KOM-
[IAHUW OJJHOTO-ABYX CIIyTHHKOB, IPUYEM KOMIIAHHS TUX JIFOACH IOYTH HE BapbUPY-
ercs. Ecim He cumTath Kopoiis, repiora Mopkckoro, MOHTEr 0 M MPOYHX BBICOKOIIO-
CTaBJICHHBIX JML, 4dame Bcero Ilunc mporynusaercs B mapke ¢ Jlxonom Kpuaowm,
@ununnom Yopukom, Jhxopmxem Kaprperom (kazHaueeM (uioTa U MOTOMY Hayallb-
HukoM Ilumnca, koTopsiii umenyer Kaptpera B uncie cBoux apy3ei) U YHUIbIMOM
KoBeHTpu (cexkperapeM reprora Mopkckoro, Taxke apyrom Ilumca). Wms J[xoHa
Kpuna ynmomrHaeTcs B CBSI3M € NPOTyJIKaMU B MAPKE YaIle BCEro:

3arem ¢ Kpunom kynuiu nobcrepa U OTHPAaBWINCh B MHUBHYIO, II€ CIIY)KaHKOH paboTaer
Becesas caMOyBepeHHas JICBYIIKA, a €CIIH OBbITh CIEPKAHHBIM, TO U OYCHb 00XOAUTENbHAS
C TOKYHNaTeJSIMH, KOTOPBIE Ty/1a 3aryisiIbIBAlOT. TaM MBI €T0 ChEIH M 3aTE€M OTIPABUINCH
B MAPK XOPOMIEHHKO Hporymsthest (22.06.1663).

[Ipuuem, B obuiectBe Kpuaa [urnc mo0uT nocemars U Apyrue napku, Ho [aiig-napk,
10 IPUYMHE €ro yAaJIeHHOCTH, IIuric nmocemaer ropasno pexe.

Bb160p KOMITaHUM MHTEpPECEH B OTHOIIEHUU 00ouX napkoB. B pailone Bectmun-
crepa, rae pacnonoxkeH CeHrt-J[keMMCKHN Tapk, Haxonarcs Y aut-xoiul, KasHauei-
CTBO M MHOTHME JIPyTH€ TOCYAAapCTBEHHBIEC YUpexaeHus, Kyaa [Iunc Hepeako ormnpas-
JSIE€TCSA U C «OOOMMHM COpaMH Y WIIbSIMAMU» U CO MHOTUMHM JAPYTUMH JIFOJAbMH, C KOTO-
PBIMH, OZJHAKO, HUKOTJ1a WJIM 7K€ KpallHE PEAKO 3aXOJUT NOTYJIATh B MapK.

Buna Cent-J)keiiMCKOTO TIapKa CO CTOPOHBI ByKHMHTEMCKOTO ABOpIIA.
I'paBropa, 1736 r. (bputanckuii my3eil)

>2 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IV. P. 192.
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Taxxe [unc kpaiine peako Opan Ha nporynku B Cent-J[»eitmc cBoro xxeny. Ec-
JI OHU BBIOMpPANKCH B 3TU Kpasi BMecTe, To [Iurc, kak mpaBuiio, 3aBO3MII *KEeHY K 3Ha-
KOMBIM, TPEXKJIE YeM OTHPABUTHCSA Ha MPOTyNKy. 3ato B ['ali-mapk oH e3aui mpe-
UMYIIECTBEHHO C JKEHOW WJIM B KOMITAHUH POTHBIX:

S1 momoii 1, HEMEJIEHHO MEePEOIEBIINCH, C )KEHOM OTIPABUIICA KOJISICKON K Muiopay CaH-
JBUYCKOMY, HO TIOCKOJIbKY OHHM OO€Ialii, MbI HE CTAJId BBIXOJUTH, a MONUIH K M[HUCCHUC]
Tepuep. Tam mepekycuiiv, W, MPOYUTAB YacTh Xopomied nbeckl, M[uccuc] Te[odwmms],
MOsI ’K€Ha M S B MX KOJISICKE OTIpaBWiIMCh B ['aii-napk, moiaHblid kaBanepoB. Tam Obuio
IPUATHO, XOTA ¥ UryMHO (22.04.1664)>°.

B 166869 rr., B Temioe Bpems rona, Ilurnc HaumHaeT BeiOMpaThcs B [aiig-mapk
OJIMH-JIBa pa3a B MeECsI, HEM3MEHHO B KOMIIAHUU KeHbI. BooOIie, oTmpaBissch B
MapK HE OTOMY, YTO OH ceHlyac HaXOAMUTCS IJe-TO PSAOM, & HAMEPEHHO COOMpPasCh
Tyzaa u3 aoma, [lurc, kak mpaBuio, COBEPIIAET TAKYIO MPOTYIKY B KOMIIAHUU KEHBI U
POJHBIX, K KOTOPBIM MOXET IPUCOEAUHUTHCS KTO-TO M3 €ro Apyseil. Ha takue 3a-
MJIAHUPOBAHHBIE MTPOTYJIKH OH HE €3/IUJI IPOCTO C APY3bsIMU, AK€ C TAKUM OOJIBIITUM
JTHOOUTENEM «IOJBIIATh BO3AYXOM» M CIELUUAIMCTOM IO Pa3BEIECHUIO Ca/ioB, KaK
JI>xon VIBuH.

beuno B mpuropogax JIoHIoHa 1 HEMAJIO YAaCTHBIX MyOJWYHBIX NapkoB. OJIMH U3
HUX TI0JIb30BaJICA 0COOBIM BHMUMaHUeM [lurica, HECMOTps Ha TO, YTO JIeXKall B OT/a-
JIEHUH OT €r0 MOBCEAHEBHBIX MApPIIPYTOB U HUKAKUE JI€JIa HE MOTJIM €ro IpU3BaTh B
ATOM HampasieHuU. D10 Bokc-xomn wnn Hero-CropuHr-rapaeH — nepBblid U3 IOs-
BUBIIMXCA MyOJUYHBIX «Ca0B YOBOJIbCTBHIN, pACIIOIOKEHHBIN HA I0)KHOM Oepery
Tem3bl.

Bua ot Bxona B cagel Bokce-xomn Ha 00bIION TpOMEHaT
U OpXECTpy C UrparoluMu My3bikaHTamu. ['paBiopa ok. 1743 r. (bpuTtanckuit my3eit)

>3 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. V. P. 130.
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Hero-Crnpunr-rapzaes otkpbsuics B 1661 roxay. ITurnc npuBoauT ero cpaBHEHHUE CO
«ctapbiv» Ona-CHpHHT-rapieH’ — Takke MyOIMYHBIM MapKOM, KOTOPBIH pacrona-
rajics Ha Mpuieraslield TeppuTopun 10 KoHua 1660-x rr. B 1660-e rr. B JIongoHe
OBLIO YK€ JOBOJIBHO MHOT'O IyOJIMYHBIX IPOCTPAHCTB, IJI€ MOKHO OBLJIO IPOTYJIATh-
cs1, Ho Hpro-CripuHr-rapjieH npeajgarai ropasao 00:blie BO3MOXKHOCTEH ISl OTAbIXa,
3TO OBLI CBOErO pPOja NPEAIIECTBEHHUK IAPKOB Pa3BICYCHUN:

3aTeM JOMOHM M CO CBOEM KEHOM, IBYMS CIyKaHKaMU U MaJIbYMKOM B35 J0JKYy B DoKc-
xou (sic!), rae s yxxe naBHo He Obu1. B Ona-CrnipuHr-rapaeH, U TaM JIOro TYJIsId, | Je-
BHIIbI CTAJIM PO30BETh. TOr/1a Mbl OCTAaHOBUJIUCH, BUS, UTO MBI MOKEM IOECTh TOJBKO 3a
M3PSTHYIO IJIATY U OTCTOSIB I0JIr0€ BpeMsi. Mbl BHOBB BBIILIN, HO HUKTO TaK U HE 00paThi
Ha HaC BHUMAaHUS, Mbl MOTJIM OBl ITOECTh, TOJBKO €CIIM Obl IPHHECIH C COOOM XOTh YTO-
Hubynw. Torna ornpaBunuck B Heto-CrpuHr-rap/ieH, e s elie HUKoraa He Obll, U KOTO-
PBI MHOTO 0OJIbIIIE MPEABIAYIIETO. 31€Ch MBI TAK)KE MPOTYJISUTUCH, U MaJTbYUK MPOJIE3 ue-
pe3 KMBYIO U3TOPOJIb U MPUHEC MHOXKECTBO po3. M mocine moyiroil mporysiku MpouuIu 3a
orpany, Kak U B mpeaplaymeM mecte. M Tam 3anuii B Apyroit 1oM, KOTOPBIA ObLT CaMbIM
OOBIKHOBEHHBIM, ¥ TaM MOJIYYHJIN MUPOTH U COJICHYIO TOBSIIUHY, U 3J1b; U TOT/Ia OYEHb J0-
BOJIBHBIE — IOMOii 10 Boze (29.05.1662)°.

HoBplii caj oTnuyancs TeM, 94To TaM MOXHO OBLIIO HACNIaXKIaThCsl IEHUEM IITHII, IBE-
TaMH, ArojaMu U (PyKTaMH, CpbIBasi UX MPSIMO C JIEPEBHEB, a TAK)KE BCEBO3MOKHBI-
MH JIJAKOMCTBAMH, KOTOPBIE TOJABAIM B JOME ynpaBuTeNs. B «canay ya0BOJIBCTBUIN
MOYHO OBLIO TaK»Xe MOCIYIIaTh MYy3bIKY WU YCTPOUTH MUKHUK, UTPATh B IIAPhI WIH
JIPYTUE UTPHI HA CBEXKEM Bo3):[yxeS6. JKenast OTHOXHYTh U Pa3BEITHCS B TEUCHUE JHA,
ITunc mopo¥ HaBenbIBAJICS CloAa, ONAThH ke B KoMmaHuu Kpupa. OmgHako ropasao
Jarie OH MPUE3XkKaj CIoJIa B KOMIIAHWM JKCHIIMH — JKCHBI, JTIOOOBHMIIBI WM 11EJI0M
KOMIMAaHUU JaM. «Y JOBOJIbCTBUS SIBHO ObUIM pacCUMTAHBI HA dKEHCKOE OOIIECTBO, a
HE Ha yeJWHEHUE WM Cephe3Hylo Oeceny myxkuuH. [Ipuuem, mo Bceld BUIAMMOCTH,
3TO MPOCTPAHCTBO MO3BOJISIIO BECHbMA BOJIBHOE TTOBEJCHUE:

...51 B3st1 Mepcep (komnanbonka Dnuzadet [lunc — A.C.) u no Boge B Cnpunr-rapaes. 1
TaM MBI ¢ OOJIBIINM YIOBOJIBCTBHEM IMPOTYIUBAIKCH, U €JIH, U MM, U TIEJH, TaK YTO JIFO-
IM TIOJIXOJIMJIA TIOCIyIIaTh HAc, a JBOE JIeTe OJHOr0 M3 HalllMX COCeNeH, OKazaBIIHecs
TaM, HPHIIIA K HAM TI0]] I€PEBO H HPHHSUIACH MHJIO OTIUIsChBaTh (11.05. 1668)°.

YuyacTue XeHbI B pasHOro poza yBECCICHUAX B IIPOCTPAHCTBC Iropoaa MMO3BOJISICT
OTMCTUTb MHTCPCCHYHO 3dKOHOMCPHOCTL: KOT'Za pCib Yy [Tunca HACT O «OOCYICT» B

> McenenoBaTenn Takke OTMEUAIOT, Y4TO €Ie OJMH Cajl ¢ HasBanueM CIIPHHT-TapIeH pacroa-
rancst mexay Yapunr-Kpocc u Cenrt-Jlxeiimckum napkom. Cm.: Bucholz R.O., Ward J.P. London:
A Social and Cultural History, 1550—1750. P. 202.

> Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IIL. P. 94-95.

% Dowling S.J. The English Pleasure Garden, 1660—1860. Oxford: Shire publications, 2011.
P. 13.

>7 Pepys S. The Diary. Vol. IX. P. 196.
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YUCTOM BHUJIE — HE OT/ABIXE B MPOMEKYTKAX MEXKIY JeIaMH U MepedeXKaMu Mo ropo-
1y, a 0 3allJIJaHUPOBAHHBIX «BBIE3/Iax» Ha MPUPOAY WJIHM B TEaTp, 3BaHBIX 00eqax — OH
BCEr/la OKa3bIBACTCS CBSA3AH C CEMbEN — KEHOU, MPUCITYTOU U, IOPOM, TPOUUMH POI-
cTBeHHUKamu. K 3Toil KOMIaHUM MOTJIM MPUCOETUHUATHCS OOUH-ABA Apyra. I B aTom
CMBICJI€ HEJIb35 HE BCIIOMHHUTb, UYTO CIIOBO friends 0003HAuUaIo u Jpy3eil, U poAcT-
BEHHUKOB. /1 HOMMHAIBHO ATH IOCIEAHUE MMEIN NMPUOPUTET B OTHOLIEHUU «CBO-
6oxHOTO BpeMenu» [lurmca, HO Ha TPaKTUKe, B MPOMEKYTKAX MEXIY JeJiaMu U B ca-
MOM TIpoliecce Aeanus 3Tux aei, [urnc yaensut ropas3no 0osiblie BpeMeH! 00IEHUIO
CO CBOMMH 3HAKOMBIMH.

B nemoM M0XHO chenaTh BBIBOA O TOM YTO, HECMOTPSI Ha Pa3MbITOCTh T'PaHUIL
MEXIY «padouuM BpPEMEHEM» U «IOCYTOM», IPYKECKUMH, MPOPECCUOHATbHBIMU U
POJICTBEHHBIMU KPYT'aMH OOIIEHHS, MHOXXECTBEHHOCTh IPOCTPAHCTB, KOTOPHIE MOXK-
HO OBLJIO HMCHOJB30BaTh JJIsi YacTHOro oOuieHus, nmo3Bosisia [luncy BapbupoBaTh
CBOM CTpaTEeTruu MOBENEHUS JUIsl YAOBIETBOPEHUS CaMbIX Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX HHTEPECOB.
JpoOGHOCTh M BapUATUBHOCTHh KPYroB OOIIEHUS, KOTOPYIO MO3BOJSUIM 3TH YCIIOBHS,
CIOCOOCTBOBAJIA BO3MOKHOCTH YXOJUTh OT HOPMAaTUBHOCTH, aKLIEHTUPOBATH TOT WX
MHOM BUJ yJIOBOJIbCTBUS, MOJTy4aeMoro oT obmienus. Bee 3To cnocodcTBoBaso dop-
MUPOBAHUIO MPEACTABICHUS O JOCYre Kak O BPEMEHH, IIPEAHA3HAYEHHOM JUJIsl 4acT-
HBIX yJI0BOJIbCTBUM, 3aJI0JITO JI0 TOTO, KaK €ro CTajo BO3MOXKHBIM OTAEIATH OT pabo-
YEro BPEMEHMU.

oy, o’ oy,
—te? 'ﬁlt,) —t

In recent decades, which followed the spatial turn in the humanities, the research
of urban environment has been attracting more and more attention. A large number of
works focused on certain cities in a certain period or on a certain element of urban
space have been published. Quite reasonably, the published research pays special at-
tention to the city viewed as a public space. But to what extent can we consider an
early modern city as the space for private communication? As researchers point out,
various kinds of public space such as taverns, pubs, clubs, coffechouses or parks,
flourishing in seventeenth-century London, began to serve the purpose of securing
and maintaining various social relations while at the turn of the century this function
was performed by various social institutions such as the parish, the court, the guild,
etc. In this respect sociability was becoming less institutionalized.

' R.0. Bucholz and J.P. Ward, London: A Social and Cultural History, 1550—1750 (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2012), 203.
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Obviously, the everyday experience of city life was determined by the social sta-
tus of a city dweller in the first place, beginning with the place of residence and end-
ing with the urban practices which were available and complied with the concepts of
permissible and befitting conduct. Having quite distinct characteristics and offering
opportunities for communication to the residents of different social status, urban
space was not just the scenery for daily life but the structure which this daily life was
determined by. From this point of view studying everyday practices of companion-
ship in seventeenth-century London is of great interest because during the Modern
Period space in large cities was changing rapidly, thus inevitably changing the every-
day life of their residents. Suffice it to say that after the Great Fire of London in 1666
which devoured the central part of the city it was planned not only to rebuild it but to
implement the state-of-the-art ideas of what urban space should be like.

However, what is of interest in the history of everyday life, at least, as it is inter-
preted by Alf Liidtke” and Michel de Certeau,’ is not only the study of the frames im-
posed on people, but also the tactics (as de Certeau put it) chosen by an individual,
the way he structures his everyday life taking into accounts all culture-conditioned
opportunities and constraints and filling his actions with various meanings. In this re-
spect it appears important to study the options of spending time together that different
individuals chose and the motivations of their choice. Of no lesser importance are the
practices of pastime and the reasons why certain practices may or may not be consid-
ered friendly, neighbourly or business, which of them are connected with the leisure
time and how leisure can be defined. What is more, in the first place, the difficulty is
connected with spatial and temporal factors of everyday sociability.

So far as a relationship involves some joint activities and personal contact it
should unfold in certain space. A unique opportunity for studying spatial aspect of
everyday sociability practices is offered by the best known English diary of the
17™ century written by Samuel Pepys. Being rich in various details of everyday cul-
ture, the diary is the primary information source for the present research.

Pepys was a younger child to the youngest branch of the family and gained noth-
ing from the land and other property which came down to his great granduncle. He
was a son of a tailor and a laundress but he had an influential relative and patron, Sir
Edward Mountagu, whose patronage helped Pepys launch a successful career. During
his life Pepys changed place of residence many times. He was born in Salisbury
Court, not far from Fleet Street and the boundaries of the City of London. He wrote
his first diary entries in the house in Axe Yard in the aristocratic western part of Lon-

> A. Ludtke, Allitagsgeschichte: zur Rekonstruktion historischer Erfahrungen und
Lebensweisen (Frankfurt; NY: Campus, 1989); A. Lidtke, The history of everyday life: recon-
structing historical experiences and ways of life (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1995).

3 M. de Certeau, The Practice of Everyday Life; translated by St. Rendall (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1984).
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don. That same year, due to his patron’s success, Pepys’s career took off and he be-
came Clerk of the Acts of the Navy Board. But in a paradoxical way this raise in sta-
tus furthered his removal to the eastern part of London. However, despite the fact that
Pepys was far from the court and aristocracy, his new accommodation was located in
the prestigious merchant part of the City. The Navy Office Buildings where he resid-
ed during all the years while he kept his diary were located on Seething Lane, in close
proximity to Tower Hill. It was a large construction which housed the Navy Office
itself and the accommodation for its primary officials. The building had a spacious
courtyard and earlier belonged to rich merchants. However, just behind the medieval
city wall there was the East End, the poor marshy suburb of London, which Pepys,
and his wife all the more, considered impossible to visit.

One way or another, Pepys kept in contact with a large number of people.* First
of all, they were somehow associated with his official duties but those who he called
friends can be easily singled out from his everyday circle of contacts. They were the
people he took some interest in, enjoyed spending time with, and, most importantly,
whose goodwill towards him he could rely on. But that by no means implied that the
practices of socializing with those people would be considerably different from the
strategies of building business or any other relationship. The primary reason for that
is the fact that the time spent on leisure was not particularly specified. The diary of
Samuel Pepys by no means confirms the statement that the early modern city allowed
to define leisure as specific time of day for private life, entertainment, socializing
with friends, et al. An ordinary day of Pepys’s life, even a Sunday, was an invariable
blending of business and pleasure. A synopsis of activities listed in the description of
one day, 2 May 1664, which differed very little from the rest, can serve as an exam-
ple:

He stayed in bed late and went to St. James’s Palace to attend the Duke of York
with his colleague Sir W. Batten and Comptroller of the Navy Sir J. Minnes. Having
done their work, they took a walk in Westminster Hall, talking of business. After that
Pepys went to the Royal Exchange on business. He dined at home and visited his pa-
tron Sir Edward Mountagu. Then he met with his friend Captain Ferrers, his wife and
a friend of hers to take a walk in St James’s Park and to go to the theatre. After a ride
in the park he took the ladies home and went to his office where he stayed till sup-
per.’

The point here is that communication practices were singled out neither in time
nor in space. Dinners or visits in the space of a private home as well as entertainment
in public space (musical evenings, walks in the park, going to the theatre, get-
togethers in taverns) were not associated with private communication. They were the

4 “Encyclopedia” of Samuel Pepys contains more than 2 700 names.
> S. Pepys, The Diary of Samuel Pepys. Vol. 1-11 (Berkeley, LA: Harper Collins and Universi-
ty of California Press, 2000), vol. 5, 138-39.
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forms of maintaining any relationship significant for an individual. By way of exam-
ple we can mention Pepys’s relationship with his principal rival for Mountagu’s fa-
vour, his other assistant and protégé John Creed. Pepys mentioned Creed’s “ill na-
ture” (14 June 1666)° and said more than once that hated him (22 June 1668)’ but
constantly kept in touch with him seeing him at home or at a pub, going for a walk or
to the theatre together nearly every day and not without pleasure. But for the less than
tepid attitude that Pepys mentioned, their communication practices would have re-
sembled friendship. Pepys called this intercourse leisure but did not make any con-
nections between leisure and friendship and never called Creed a friend:

Met with Creed, and walked with him a turn or two in the park, but without much content,
having now designs of getting money in my head, which allows me not the leisure I used to
have with him. Besides an odde story lately told of him for a great truth, of his endeavour-
ing to lie with a woman at Oxford, and her crying out saved her; and this being publicly
known, doth a little make me hate him. (18.02.1666)"

Thus, for Pepys, company for leisure was not equivalent to the company of friends,
so the practices of spending leisure time were not specifically friendly. At the same
time, urban space offered quite a number of opportunities for socializing, which made
it possible to work out different strategies for socializing with different people and
Pepys’s detailed descriptions allow us to retrace the way how he used those opportu-
nities.

The development of urban environment in the 17" century led to the fact that the
previous sociability strategies came into conflict with one another. Karl
E. Westhauser noted Pepys’s reluctance to use family dinners for keeping the neces-
sary contacts.” Westhauser drew a comparison between sociability strategies of Pepys
and his elder contemporary Adam Eyre. Westhauser focused his attention on all the
relationships which could somehow promote social prestige (the relationships with
neghbours, friends, colleagues, etc. which could be referred to as friendship) and how
maintaining these relationships correlated with family life. Proceeding from the asser-
tion that the Modern period was characterized by gradual blurring of the above-
mentioned relationships and, on the contrary, by the increasing importance of family,
Westhauser said that once mutually complementary, the strategies of maintaining re-
lationships in public and in private were experiencing a crisis. He pointed out that
Pepys’s appointment to the Navy Office involved not only promotion in his status but
also certain problems in building relationships. His new colleagues and neghbours Sir
William Batten and Sir William Penn, who had already won wealth and honor in roy-

® Pepys, The Diary, vol. 7, 167.

7 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 9, 248.

¥ Pepys, The Diary, vol. 7, 46.

? K.E. Westhauser, “Friendship and Family in Early Modern England: The Sociability of Adam
Eyre and Samuel Pepys,” Journal of Social History, vol. 27, no. 3 (1994): 517-36.
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al service, although rather affable, preferred to consider Pepys as a subordinate,
which began to alarm him in 1661. Westhauser links this to the fact that in the winter
of 1661-1662 Pepys limited his social circle and even more notably reduced the sig-
nificance of the public house'® as a context for his sociability with the view of cutting
his expenses, focusing on work and increasing his social prestige.

According to Westhauser, however, the changes in Pepys’s life didn’t help to im-
prove his family relationship. The scholar explains it by the fact that urban space
gave women more access to sociability. Unlike Eyre who resided in rural Yorkshire,
Pepys often went into town in the company of his wife. By withdrawing from his
public sociability, Pepys deprived her of most pleasures. Saving money for the sake
of a higher status in the future (to keep a coach) didn’t give Elizabeth many possibili-
ties to socialize. And she had no chance to enjoy the fruits of her husband’s effort be-
cause of her early death.

However, Pepys did not opt for hospitality either. He was getting tired of paying
visits and indulging those who considered themselves higher than him in rank as well
as inviting them to his home to no effect. Pepys seemed to have established more or
less equal relationship with reciprocated visits with Sir William Penn, but later their
relationship grew worse. The office became the main venue for socializing and by
that Pepys separated business from family more distinctly.

Westhauser concludes:

Friendship and marriage made competing demands on seventeenth-century English men.
Married men balanced them in a variety of ways by manipulating their participation in dif-
ferent institutions of sociability.""

Westhauser links both the revealed contradictions between different forms of socia-
bility and Pepys’s failure in using the strategies that worked well for Eyre with the
demands set by the metropolis and by a different structure of the urban community.
However, this statement can hardly be accepted as unconditionally correct since Eyre
and Pepys found themselves in essentially different conditions (accounted for by
greater social mobility inherent to the urban community). Eyre was building relation-
ships in a stable community which recognized and accepted his long-standing social
status. He didn’t need to justify the claim for his social position. Pepys found himself
in a completely different situation as both his social status and his circle of acquaint-
ances changed dramatically. He sought equality with those whose circle he had joined
but having been at their beck and call, he was treated as an upstart of indisputably
lower status. In many respects, his failures resulted from the reluctance of his new
colleagues to recognize the status he claimed. Eyre’s behavior was aimed at maintain-
ing his status while Pepys’s objective was to win it.

' Westhauser, Friendship and Family in Early Modern England, 524.
""Westhauser, Friendship and Family in Early Modern England, 530.
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What is more, considering the relationship between Pepys and his patron Lord
Mountagu and between Pepys and his new colleagues Sir William Batten and Sir
William Penn, one can hardly draw a conclusion about friendly communication strat-
egies. There is no doubt that all these relationships can be described in terms of
friendship and there is no doubt either that Pepys claimed them to be such, but he was
careful to avoid such definitions. He sought William Batten’s respect but did not
think highly of him:

At noon, being invited, I went with Sir G. [George Carteret] and Mr. Coventry to Sir W.
Batten’s to dinner, and there merry; and I very friendly to Sir Wm [William] and he to me,
and complies much with me, but I know he envies me, and I do not value him. (29 Jul

1662)"

Similarly, Pepys mentions “the falseness of Sir W. Penn’s friendship” (20 Feb
1667)"* more than once. It is not quite clear why Westhauser chose to focus on these
two individuals, while even after finding himself in new circumstances, Pepys quite
successfully developed relationships both with his old acquaintances which he con-
sidered necessary to keep up and with the new “friends” who he didn’t have to com-
pete directly. It would be more accurate to say that the city provided a wider and
more diverse sociability context as well as the opportunity to use a greater number of
various venues for communication and, accordingly, the opportunity to develop vari-
ous strategies for communicating with different people surrounding an individual.

It 1s quite difficult to compare the positions of Pepys’s and Eyre’s wives either.
Although Elizabeth Pepys complained of loneliness asking her husband for a com-
panion, she led an active live not only in her husband’s company. She frequently vis-
ited old friends on her own (Pepys sometimes gave her rides to Axe Yard) or they
paid visits to her while Pepys was at work. She took walks that could be quite long,
accompanied by female friends or companions, not to mention the fact that Pepys
took her on visits, to the theatre, to the park, etc. In February 1665 he wrote that his
wife hadn’t been “out of doors”'* for several weeks and it was out of the ordinary
(27 Feb 1665).

As a matter of fact, one cannot but agree with Westhauser that the multiple op-
portunities of socializing which metropolitan London environment offered could
cause conflict in marriage. Yet, even more interesting it is to examine the ways that
city-dwellers used to adapt themselves to the new opportunities and what tactics (in
terms of Michel de Certeau) they employed for exploring the urban space.

12 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 3, 148-49.
" Pepys, The Diary, vol. 8, 75.
' Pepys, The Diary, vol. 6, 45.
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Visits and dinners discussed by Westhauser were a common traditional practice
of maintaining relationships of different kinds. Historical research of marriage and
family relates such sociability trends with the idea of marriage as a relationship inte-
grated into a greater complex of social relations. As Susan Amussen puts it,

the distinction between ‘family’ and ‘society’ was absent from early modern thought. The
family defined the ideals of the gender system, as relations between husband and wife pro-
vided a model for all relations between women and men."

Correspondingly, hospitality was as important for maintaining social relations as
communication in public was.

However, it is hardly possible to say that Pepys viewed hospitality as the basic
strategy for socializing. To a high degree, it is accounted for by the fact that various
practices of keeping up acquaintances were incorporated into Pepys’s daily routine.
Dinners in company (both at Pepys’s or someone else’s and at a public venue) illus-
trate it particularly well. Most of the dinners at Pepys’s weren’t ceremonial events
planned in advance, the so-called dinner parties. Usually someone who had called on
him in the afternoon stayed for a meal. In the 17" century the English had dinner ear-
ly, which 1s why having done a part of his work at the office, Pepys had dinner with
friends and then got down to business again:

At the office all the morning. At noon all of us dined at Captain Cockes at a good chine of
beef, and other good meat, but, being all frost-bitten, was most of it unroast; but very mer-
ry, and a good dish of fowl we dressed ourselves. Mr. Eveling there, in very good humour.
All the afternoon till night, pleasant, and then I took my leave of them and to the office,
where I wrote my letters, and away home, my head full of business and some trouble for
my letting my accounts go so far; but that I have made an oath this night for the drinking
no wine, &c., on such penalties, till I have passed my accounts and cleared all. (21 Dec
1665)'°

Due to specific character of his work, Pepys had to move around the city, where
there were great many venues to spend time and enjoy a good meal, so coming back
home only for dinner was not the most comfortable and economical pattern of behav-
ior. The choice between dining at home or out was defined by where Pepys was and
who accompanied him at the moment: “...with Sir J. Minnes and Mr. Coventry to St.
James, and there dined with Mr. Coventry very finely...” (2 June 1664)'" As a rule,

'S D. Amussen, “Gender, Family and the Social Order, 1560—1725,” in Order and Disorder
in Early Modern England, ed. A. Fletcher and J. Stevenson (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1985), 196.

' Pepys, The Diary, vol. 6, 335-36.

7 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 5, 166.
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Pepys dined at home if at dinner time he was at the office (which was in the same
building)'® or somewhere nearby.

It is no surprise that no matter where such dinners took place, they often were an
informal continuation of official duties. Suppers and playing cards were separated
from the daily routine to a greater extent because they took place in the evening and
therefore in the space of a private home:

...then to Mrs. Turners, where my wife and Deb [Deborah Willet, a maid employed by
Pepys] and I and Batelier spent the night and supped and played at Cards, and very merry;
and so | home to bed. (23 Jan 1668)"

But it cannot be seen as an established rule because quite often work kept Pepys busy
till late at night and he had to have supper somewhere else. It is interesting to point
out that the evening intercourse of such kind usually connected Pepys with the same
circle of acquaintances. (Mrs. Elizabeth Turner was the wife of a clerk in the Navy
Office and William Batelier was a merchant).

In general, it can be noted that Pepys’s circle of contacts mostly included people
somehow incorporated in the sphere of his official duties. Here belong the retinue of
Lord Mountagu, officials Pepys contacted on the Naval Office’s business, seafarers,
predominantly shipmasters, merchants engaged in seaborne trade. Quite often, they
continued to discuss business matters at dinner or at supper. Despite the fact that lei-
sure was singled out neither in time nor in space, entries in the diary allow us to say
that Pepys clearly differentiated the communication outside his working space such
as his office, Whitehall, St James’s Palace, etc. even if he described communication
with the same people. He valued such pastime because it gave him pleasure which he
hardly failed to emphasize:

Here came also Mr. How to dine with me. And we had a good dinner — and good merry
discourse, with much pleasure, I enjoying myself mightily to have friends at my table.
(6 Jan 1667)*

This pleasure from communication directly correlated with who of his guests or the
hosts he visited Pepys referred to as friends although he did not define the meaning
he put into friendship. Pepys’s text clearly identifies the circle of individuals he en-
joyed spending time with.

It is obvious that Pepys’s contacts were not homogeneous and different groups of
his acquaintances hardly ever met. At least, when inviting guests, Pepys didn’t intend

'8 Another fact to be mentioned is that while Pepys kept the diary the distance between the of-
fice and home was next to minimum but he always clearly distinguished the two venues and indi-
cated if he went home or to the office. Women were not allowed into the office space and Pepys of-
ten went to the office to avoid altercation with his wife.

' Pepys, The Diary, vol. 9, 36.

20 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 8, 5.
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to merge them even if they could be united by some common interests. For example,
singing was among Pepys’s hobbies and there was a special company life and soul of
which were Thomas Andrews and Thomas Hill who visited him at home in order to
enjoy the hobby. They never met other acquaintances of Pepys’s there despite being
his business acquaintances as well. Thomas Andrews was a merchant dealing with
Tangier and Thomas Hill was associated with the Navy Office but they were special
companions for music and singing. (“In the evening comes Mr. Andrews and his wife
and Mr. Hill, and staid and played and sung and supped — most excellent pretty com-
pany; so pleasant, ingenious, and harmless, I cannot desire better.” *' (11 June 1665))
Pepys didn’t intend to introduce Andrews and Hill to his other acquaintances in
whose company he sometimes enjoyed his favourite hobby on visits, at home or in
the gardens.

In the same way, Pepys met his old friends linking him to Lord Mountagu and to
Axe Yard separately. Among them were the Hunts, the Pierces, Captain Ferrers and
others. Old friends and neighbours were the only people Elizabeth Pepys could visit
alone without her husband’s company:

...about noon abroad with my wife, who was to dine with W. Hewer and Willet at Mrs.
Pierce’s; but I had no mind to be with them, for I do clearly find that my wife is troubled at
my friendship with her (Deborah Willet — A.S.) and Knepp, and so dined with my Lord
Crew, with whom was Mr. Browne, Clerk of the House of Lords, and Mr. John Crew.
(1 Jan 1668)*

Buy there is no doubt that she met with her husband’s new acquaintances and tries to
connect with their wives:

...and so home, where I found Mrs. Pen and Mrs. Rooth and Smith — who played at Cards
with my wife, and I did give them a barrel of oysters and had a pullet to supper for them.
(29 Jan 1662)>

Certain 1solation of Elizabeth Pepys form her husband’s new acquaintances might
be connected with his reluctance to use her for strengthening his new relations at
work, which confirms Westhauser’s key idea. That is why he seldom let his wife ac-
company him on visits to his new associates in order to avoid this:

Thence to dinner to Sir Wm. Pens (it being a solemn feast-day with him, his wedding day;
and we have, besides a good chine of beef and other good cheer, eighteen mince-pies in a
dish, the number of the years that he hath been married); where Sir W. Batten and his Lady

! Pepys, The Diary, vol. 6, 125.
*2 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 9, 1.
2 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 3, 19.
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and daughter was, and Colonel Treswell and Major Holmes, who I perceive would fain get
to be free and friends with my wife; but I shall prevent it... (06 Jan 1662)**

Supposedly, the diversity of venues for socializing London provided could indeed
provoke various conflicts but made it possible to receive different acquaintances at
home separating them at will without impairing relationships. Pepys seldom hosted
dinner parties aimed at maintaining relationships with associates and neighbours but
gave preference to spending time in different smaller companies where he felt more
at ease. Except for his rival associates at the office, Pepys used this strategy quite
successfully. While William Batten chose not to invite Elizabeth Pepys to his home,
other acquaintances of Pepys, even those of higher rank, wanted her to join the party
and sent a carriage for her:

At noon by invitation to my Lord Brouncker’s, all of us, to dinner, where a good venison
pasty and mighty merry. Here was Sir W Doyly, lately come from Ipswich about the sick
and wounded — and Mr. Eveling and Captain Cocke. My wife also was sent for by my Lord
Brouncker, by Cocke, and was here. (9 Sept 1665)>

PUBLIC ESTABLISHMENTS

The possibility to combine different strategies of behavior and communication is
even more relevant when it is the matter of public spaces of the early modern city,
which were becoming more and more varied and numerous. The end of the Civil
Wars and the removal of Puritan bans during the Restoration made city life more ex-
citing and from time to time new venues kindled Pepys’s interest. But it should be
remembered that the choice of place of residence was not the only thing subordinated
to the hierarchy of the urban space. A great number of social practices connected with
communication were defined by status in the first place. Pepys had no access to balls
and other entertainment at court including sports like tennis which he could only
watch. On the other hand, he considered some kinds of outdoors activities such as
cock fights or football disgraceful. Obviously, social relations necessitated certain ac-
tivities. For example, Pepys was not keen on sports and games but in the spring of
1660 he started playing ninepins nearly every day. Apparently, it was a hobby of his
patron who often played with Pepys or against him. Other games are mentioned in the
text only a few times in the context of his acquaintances rather than his interest to the
games themselves. However, neglecting such forms of socializing which would be
impossible in the relationship of a patron and a client is quite acceptable in a relation-
ship of persons of similar status because they are viewed as personal hobbies rather
than practices uniting different communities. Heterogeneity of Pepys’s acquaintances

** Pepys, The Diary, vol. 3, 4.
> Pepys, The Diary, vol. 6, 217.
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as well as the diversity of practices and venues of communication allowed him to
make his personal choice.

Speaking about the venues frequented by Pepys himself we should begin with
various drinking establishments, alehouses and taverns mentioned above. Many re-
searchers point out that public house sociability was associated with “young men”*°
and “clubbing.” The public house was a place where ambitious young men just start-
ing their careers could treat or pay for their companions to cultivate connections. That
is why, according to Westhauser, public house sociability was not appropriate for a
person who claimed to have achieved certain success.”” He argues that concern about
status (correlated with financial standing) made Pepys and Eyre reduce their public
house sociability to infrequent occasions.

On the other hand, young men were not the only clientele of pubs and taverns.
Research shows that “many Londoners frequented alehouses, taverns and coffee-
houses, to enjoy company and relax, drink, smoke, exchange news and gossip.”*
Foreigners found this habit striking and considered it as evidence of the British lazi-
ness. Samuel Sorbiere, who was a Frenchman, after his visit to England in 1663
wrote:

It’s common enough for them to after Meals to Smoke Tobacco, in the interim of which
they converse a long time and freely: People of Quality do not use it so much as others;
and there is scarce a Day passes but a Tradesman goes to the Alehouse or Tavern to smoke
with some of his Friends, and therefore Publick Houses are numerous here, and Business
goes on but slowly in the Shops.”

Mark Hailwood who studied various evidence regarding London alehouses concluded
that contemporaries saw some positive role for sites of recreational drinking, and re-
cognized the importance of communal centres of sociability to the personal and social
lives of their customers.” Sharing a pot of ale could be considered as a means to seal
a business deal or to resolve a neighbourly conflict.”' In his classic study of the Eng-
lish alehouse Peter Clark emphasized its role in social life of different communities as
the venue for sociability where business could be negotiated, deals could be made,
news circulated and social rituals were formed.>

2% See, e.g., A. Shepard, Meaning of Manhood in Early Modern England (Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2006), 103.

" Westhauser, Friendship and Family in Early Modern England, 525.

8 S. Porter, Pepys’s London (Stroud: Amberley, 2011), 62.

% S. Sorbiére, Relation d’un voyage en Angleterre (Paris: L. Billaine, 1664), 149—50.

% M. Hailwood, Alehouses and Good Fellowship in Early Modern England (Woodbridge:
Boydell & Brewer, 2014), 56.

3! Hailwood, Alehouses and Good Fellowship in Early Modern England, 114.

32 P. Clark, The English Alehouse: A Social History, 1200-1830 (L.; NY: Longman, 1983), 2.
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In 1665—-1668, which were the years Westhauser did not take into consideration,
Pepys resumed his visits to taverns and alehouses. It can be accounted by the fact that
these public establishments offered a great number of opportunities for socializing
which Pepys resorted to in 1660—1662. This is the time when he needed to gain foot-
hold among his new companions and to keep the necessary contacts with the old
ones. One of the ways Pepys chose to achieve this was merry-making with numerous
companions in the establishments located in close proximity to the Treasury and to
his first home and, accordingly, to the Navy Office and to his second home:

Left my wife at Mrs. Hunts and I to my Lord’s. And from thence with Judge-Advocate
Fowler, Mr. Creed and Mr. Sheply to the Rhenish Wine-house, and Captain Hayward of
the Plymouth, who is now ordered to carry my Lord Winchelsea Embassador to Constanti-
nople. We were very merry, and Judge-Advocate did give Captain Hayward his Oath of
Allegiance and Supremacy. (9 Aug 1660)™

Later on, such pastime wound down but Pepys remained a habitué¢ of public es-
tablishments. There was a number of purlieus, but in most cases Pepys’s choice was
random. The diary mentions 148 establishments and only 17 of them are mentioned
more than ten times. On average, during the diary years Pepys visited other estab-
lishments from two to four times. Seldom were they alehouses, which were consid-
ered to be the establishments of lower sort. In most cases, he preferred taverns which
were the venues of higher status for city elite sociability.*

Of the 17 establishments, with large company Pepys frequented only five. Four of
them (Bull Head, Rhenish Winehouse, the Sun, and the Leg) were located in the area
of Whitehall and only the Dolphin was not far from the Tower and from Pepys’s new
home. At first, he behaved in his usual way with his new companions among which
were not only “Sir Williams both” with whom he was not on particularly good terms
because of the rivalry, but also ship masters and associates from the Navy Office in
the vicinity of which the Dolphin was located:

Thence home, and found Sir Wms. [Williams] both, and much more company, gone to the
Dolphin to drink the 30 s. that we got the other day of Sir W. Pen about his tankard. Here
was Sir R. Slingsby, Holmes, Captain. Allen, Mr. Turner, his wife and daughter — my Lady
Batten, and Mrs. Martha &c. and an excellent company of fidlers; so we exceeding merry,
till late. And then we begun to tell Sir W. Penn the business; but he hath been drinking to-
day and so is almost gone that we could not make him understand it, which caused us more
sport. (9 Sept. 1661)*”

33 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 1, 217.

3 M. O’Calligan, “Tavern Societies, the Inn of Court, and the Culture of Conviviality in Early
Seventeenth-Century London,” in 4 Pleasing Sinne: Drink and Conviviality in Seventeenth-Century
England, ed. A. Smith (Cambridge: D.S. Brewer, 2004), 38.

3> Pepys, The Diary, vol. 2, 175.
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Cornelis Dusart. Scene in a Tavern.
Drawing, ca. 1675—1704. (The British Museum)

But convivial large gatherings with the old acquaintances became less frequent in
1661 and the same happened with respect to the new acquaintances of Pepys’s in
1663. Firstly, it was indeed quite wasteful, and secondly, the intention to maintain old
connections had been clearly stated and the foundation for developing new relation-
ships had been laid. Later on, Pepys tended to communicate with his acquaintances
one at a time but not all together. We cannot say that Pepys stopped spending time
drinking in company, all the more so, since what taverns could offer was not only
food and drink but also a game of cards, which was the hobby Pepys and his wife
shared.

Nevertheless, except for the five above-mentioned venues, Pepys visited such es-
tablishments in the company of one or two persons (which, of course, didn’t mean
that he could not find more company there.) Such meetings were not prearranged.
Pepys would encounter his acquaintances at the Treasury, the Royal Exchange,
St James’s Palace, just in the street or in a tavern itself:

Thence with Mr. Creede to the King’s-head ordinary, where we dined well; and after din-
ner Sir Tho. [Thomas] Willis and another stranger and Creede and I fell a-talking — they of
the errours and corruptions of the Navy and great expense thereof, not knowing who I was
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— which at last I did undertake to confute and disabuse them; and they took it very well and
I hope it was to good purpose, they being Parliament-men. (8 Feb 1663)*°

That was where the taverns he frequented were located. Quite often, while mov-
ing about the city and coming upon different acquaintances of his, he could make
brief visits to pubs or taverns three or four times a day. And usually he met with the
same people at the same taverns where it was likely to find them. As it was men-
tioned above, it is difficult to differentiate Pepys’s friendly companionship and busi-
ness contacts, only the prearranged rendezvous might have been motivated by busi-
ness matters. Such day-to-day meetings (longer or shorter, depending on whether it
was just a glass of ale or dinner which sometimes Pepys was not able to have at
home, having to move around the city too fast or too far) usually combined business
negotiation and heart-to-heart talk. Even when Pepys went for dinner on his own, he
usually noted if he had found good company:

... so I to the Pope’s-head tavern, and there find Mr. Gawden and Captain Beckeford and Nich
Osborne going to dinner and I dined with them, and very exceeding merry we were, as I had been a
great while... (14 Dec 1665)*’

The public establishments offered another opportunity which Pepys appreciated
after numerous altercations with his wife caused by his close attention to women, to
housemaids in particular. It was the opportunity to rent a room for amorous adven-
tures.” In the last years of keeping the diary Pepys was a habitué of certain taverns
because of the not too prudish maidservants or brought there his paramours.

Basically, the multiplicity of strategies for socializing with different people,
which the establishments such as taverns and alehouses offered, made them a part of
Pepys’s everyday experience. The days when he didn’t visit a public establishment
were rare. And, naturally, of great significance was the social role of food and drink,
particularly, of alcoholic beverages which facilitated free and easy communication.

It is noteworthy that initially Pepys tried to take advantage of the space of the cof-
feehouses that appeared in London in 1650s. Pepys mentioned only seven of them in
the diary, but the fact is that coffeehouses were much less numerous than drinking es-
tablishments. Quite much has been written about social and cultural significance of
coffee and about the role it played in the transformations of social life.*” The peculiar

3% Pepys, The Diary, vol. 4, 37.

3" Pepys, The Diary, vol. 6, 329.

% B. Kiimin, Drinking Matters. Public Houses and Social Exchange in Early Modern Central
Europe (NY: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), 132.

% See, e.g., A. Ellis, The Penny Universities. A History of the Coffee Houses (L.: Seck-
er&Warburg, 1956); B. Cowan, The Social Life of Coffee. The Emergence of the British Coffee-
house (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2005); M. Ellis, The Coffee House: A Cultural History
(L.: Hachette UK, 2011). L. Aliab'eva describes the influence of coffeehouses on readership, see
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feature of coffeehouses was that they didn’t serve alcoholic beverages but, along with
coffee, one could enjoy such exotic commodities as tea, chocolate and tobacco. His-
torians believe that the absence of alcohol encouraged more serious conversation.
Brian Cowan describes the coffeehouse as a place where people gathered together to
learn about the news of the day and discuss matters of mutual concern.*” The discus-
sion in coffeechouses revolved around most various subjects from politics (e.g. the
famous Rota Club, a republican group, whose meeting place was Miles’s coffee-
house in Westminster) to Egyptian antiquities or insects. Coffee was quite cheap, so
among coffechouse clientele were people from all levels of society.” In the 1660s
coffeehouses became somewhat specialized in the way which made them similar to
clubs. Lloyd’s coffeehouse was frequented by sailors and merchants engaged in for-
eign trade, (and it is known to be the beginning of Lloyd’s of London), Will’s coffee-
house near Covent Garden was a favourite meeting place for men of letters. The heart
and soul of the company there was the poet and playwright John Dryden whom Pepys
knew at Cambridge. Despite its recognized role in the formation of the public sphere,
the coffeehouse could also be a private place to relax or to engage in personal conver-
sation with friends and neighbours. Like taverns, coffeehouses were venues for pri-
vate local communities. According to B. Cowan, the public and the private functions
of the coffechouse were not in opposition to one another.*

Initially, Pepys tried to use coffeehouses in the same way as he used other drink-
ing establishments when he came there with one or two companions — as a space for
communication with friends, acquaintances and colleagues, a place for conversation
and playing cards:

Thence to White-hall and there met Mr. Moore and fell a-talking about my Lord’s folly at
Chelsey, and it was our discourse by water to London and to the great Coffee-house
against the Exchange, where we sat a good while talking; and I find that my Lord is wholly
given up to this wench, who it seems hath been reputed a common Strumpett. (19 Aug
1663)*

L. Aliab'eva, Man of Letters profession in 16"—19" century England [in Russian] (Moscow: NLO,
2004), 119-32.

% Cowan, The Social Life of Coffee, 9.

*! There was a long discussion among scholars on whether women were permitted into coffee-
houses. The cause for discussion was the Women'’s Petition Against Coffee of 1674. Apparently,
one should agree with B. Cowan that there was no formal ban but in practice the specific nature of
the coffeehouse and of the conversation held there prevented women from taking part in it. In any
case, Pepys took his wife and her companion to a coffeehouse once (30 March 1668).

2 B. Cowan, “Publicity and Privacy in the History of the British Coffee-Houses,” History
Compass, vol. 5, no. 4 (2007): 1183.

® Pepys, The Diary, vol. 4, 280-81.
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Interior of a London coffeehouse. Anonymous drawing.
Ca. 1690-1700. (The British Museum)

That was the way Pepys socialized at Will’s. Pointing out the community assembling
around Dryden, Pepys himself went there with one or two companions just to drink
coffee or to have dinner. He frequented Will’s in 1660, particularly in the beginning
of the year but after 1662 stopped going there at all. It might have been connected
both with the change of his place of residence and with the fact that in the end of
1663 Pepys altered the strategy and started visiting coffeehouses on his own to listen
to or to take part in interesting conversation, sometimes between people who hardly
knew each other or total strangers. Supposedly, he didn’t take much interest in liter-
ary talk and chose coffeehouses where he could fine more learned company:

At noon to the Coffee-house, where excellent discourse with Sir W. Petty; who proposed
it, as a thing that is truly questionable, whether there really be any difference between wak-
ing and dreaming — that it is hard not only to tell how we know when we do a thing really
or in a dream, but also to know what the difference between one and the other. (2 Apr
1664)*

In other words, in the space of the coffeehouse Pepys started to implement a
completely different sociability strategy based on the community of interest and the
absence of necessity to maintain relations. He didn’t become a habitué of a particular
coffeehouse but visited several of them, thus making the community for communica-
tion as open and changeable as possible which made it possible to produce the effect
of communication for the sake of communication, conversation for the sake of con-
versation. After visiting a tavern, Pepys often noted that there was no good company,
but a visit to a coffeechouse was unsuccessful if there was no “excellent discourse.”

* Pepys, The Diary, vol. 5, 108.
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Due to the exoticism of the commodity they sold and to it the tales of the foreign
lands related to it, coffeehouses were closely associated with cultural curiosity. Ox-
ford coffechouses were famous for being the places frequented by the intellectual
community of virtuosi. According to B. Cowan, it was the combination of mercantile
business savvy and virtuoso enthusiasm for the new coffee commodity that allowed
for the flourishing of the coffechouse.”’ Therefore, it is no wonder that for coffee-
houses Pepys chose the same strategy as for the other places where his inquisitiveness
drew him: Gresham College and the Royal Society (despite all the differences, par-
ticularly in respect of the Royal Society which, unlike coffeehouse communities, was
a closed community). Pepys preferred to go there alone though his constant partner in
entertainment John Creed was a habitué as well (which is why Pepys found his com-
pany interesting despite the dislike).

In essence, having undergone certain change, the relationship between an indi-
vidual and society, which are so frequently mentioned in connection with the devel-
opment of the public sphere (including the coffeehouse), changed the idea of personal
communication. Pepys’s behavior shows that he appreciated the possibility of not
having to maintain socially important relationships and of engaging in conversation
when there was personal interest to the subject of conversation, that is, common per-
sonal interest connected with leisure. Possibly, the emergence of the urban spaces
that enabled sociability based on common personal interests facilitated the develop-
ment of the new ideal of friendship, the highest representation of which was the ro-
mantic concept of the affinity of souls. Pepys’s contemporary John Aubrey noted ap-
provingly “the modern advantage of Coffee-howses in this great Citie, before which
men knew not how to be acquainted, but with their own Relations or Societies.”*® But
Pepys was quite modest in taking the advantage of coffeehouses if compared to Au-
brey who frequented about 60 coffeechouses between 1672 and 1680."

Both for Pepys and for Aubrey coffeehouses as well as learned communities were
not just the space for friendly communication but also a venue to make new acquaint-
ances that would be kept up beyond that space. On the other hand, the people he
called friends were those associates and neighbours who, in addition to business,
shared his personal interests. For him the chance to give real help and emotional
bonds were of equal importance. The space of the metropolis made it possible to sat-
isfy those interests.

The playhouse was another type of public space of utmost significance for Pepys.
In addition to music and science, the theatre was one of his passions. There were
times when he went to the theatre daily or sometimes two or three times a day. He

* Cowan, “Publicity and Privacy in the History of the British Coffee-Houses,” 1184-85.
® J. Aubrey, Brief lives: a Modern English version (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 1998), 6.
" A. Powell, John Aubrey and His Friends (L.: Hogarth Press, 1988), 183.
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even tried to fight his passion for the theatre and his weakness for alcohol.*® Unlike
taverns where he went in the company of those nice and useful acquaintances who
happened along or coffeehouses where he went on his own, Pepys went to the theatre
in the company of those who shared his passion:

This morning came my Cosen Tho. [Thomas] Pepys, to desire me to furnish him with
some money; which I could not do till his father has wrote to Piggott his consent to the sale
of his lands. So by and by we parted, and I to the Exchange a while; and so home and to
dinner, and thence to the Royall Theatre by water; and landing, met with Captain Ferrer’s
his friend, the little man that used to be with him, and he with us and sat by us while we
saw Love in a Maze. (10 June 1663)49

Most frequently he went to the theatre in the company of his wife, Captain Ferrers or
Creed during the day in the intervals between work activities.

GARDENS AND PARKS

In the same way Pepys took pleasure in using the rapidly evolving urban space of
the 17" century for walks. Here belong parks, mostly Royal parks, as well as some
covered spaces and courtyards. Even walks in the city could be enjoyable. However,
as the streets did not provide enough comfort and convenience for walking, such
walks were rare and short. Usually Pepys and his companions took advantage of good
weather to get to their destination on foot rather than in a coach. What Pepys referred
to as a walk was any promenade of some duration and not necessarily in the open
space. As was the case with taverns, the walks were closely connected with his offi-
cial duties and occurred in the places Pepys visited on business and in the company of
the people he met there. During the walks he could discuss both business and person-
al matters. One of the places where Pepys frequently went for a walk was Westmin-
ster Hall (the oldest extant part of the Palace of Westminster). The hall contained the
law courts and the walls were lined with bookstalls. It was a place to meet an interest-
ing interlocutor or to talk to the booksellers. The space of Westminster Hall was one
of the main centres for the exchange of the latest news and gossip.” Quite often,
coming to Westminster on business, Pepys would walk up and down the Hall talking
to acquaintances:

Thence to Westminster Hall to hear our cause, but did not come before them to-day; so
went down and walked below in the Hall and there met with Ned Pickering, who tells me
the ill news of his nephew Gilbert <who is turned a very rogue>. And then I took a turn

* For more, see A.V. Stogova, “Samuel Pepys and Solemn Oaths” [in Russian], Shagi / Steps,
vol. 4, no. 3-4 (2018): 97-114.

¥ Pepys, The Diary, vol. 4, 179.

K. Loveman, Samuel Pepys and his books: Reading, Newsgathering and Sociability (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2015), 94.
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with Mr. Eveling, with whom walked two hours, till almost one of the clock... (26 April
1667)°!

St James’s Park and, less frequently, Hyde Park where Pepys often happened to
be on business provided another kind of space for walks. Parks were considered to be
the space where one could take walks. A great part of the park area was covered with
lawns for walks in dry weather, paved paths were intended for wet weather and shady
lanes were wonderful in hot sunny days. At behest of Henrietta Maria a canal was
dug with an island where exotic waterfowl was bred. Charles II opened the park to
the public. Hyde Park was open to the public even earlier. James I permitted limited
access to gentlefolk for a charge and Charles I opened the park to the general public.
Being at some distance from the centre of London at the time, Hyde Park was visited
by quite wealthy public who usually came there in carriages.

For Pepys, St James’s Park was the space adjacent to the palace which he had to
visit on official business. He seldom lost the chance to take a walk on the way to the
palace or back or while waiting for his appointments. He also went to the park on the
way from London to Westminster or back just to take a stroll. Quite often he did it
alone in order to think and to breathe fresh air. Also, he took the walks there with one
or two companions and the company did not vary a lot. Apart from the King, Duke of
York, Mountagu and other persons of high rank, most frequently Pepys walked in the
park in the company of John Creed, Philipp Warwick, George Carteret (Treasurer of
the Navy and so a superior of Pepys who referred to him as a friend) and William
Coventry (secretary to Duke of York and also a friend of Pepys’). When writing
about his walks in the park, Pepys mentioned the name of John Creed most frequent-

ly:

Thence with Creed and bought a Lobster, and then to an alehouse; where the maid of the
house is a confident merry lass and, if modest, is very pleasant to the customers that come
thither. Here we eat it, and thence to walk in the parke a good while... (22 June 1663)°*

Pepys enjoyed visiting other parks in Creed’s company, but visits to Hyde Park were
not frequent due to its remote location.

The choice of company is noteworthy in respect of both parks. In Westminster,
where St James’s Park was located, there was Whitehall, the Treasury and other gov-
ernmental offices which Pepys visited with “Sir Williams both” and with a large
number of other people whose company he rarely chose for walks in the park.

! Pepys, The Diary, vol. 8, 181.
>2 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 4, 192.
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Prospect of St. James Park from Bukingam House.
Engraving, 1736. (The British Museum)

Rare were the occasions when he took his wife to St James’s. When they went to
the area together, usually he took her to some acquaintances before going to the park.

On the other hand, he visited Hyde Park predominantly in the company of his wife or
relatives:

I home, and immediately dressing myself, by coach with my wife to my Lord Sandwiches;
but they having dined, we would not light but went to Mrs. Turner’s and there got some-
thing to eat; and thence, after reading part of a good play, Mrs. The [Theophila Turner], my
wife and I, in their coach to Hide parke, where great plenty of gallants. And pleasant it
was, only for the dust. (22 Apr 1664)

In the warm season of 1668—1669 Pepys visited Hyde Park once or twice a month,
always accompanied by his wife. In general, when Pepys visited parks not because he
just happened to go by but because it had been planned and he went there from home,
he chose the company of his wife and relatives whom some of the friends could join.
But he never went for such outings just with friends, not even with such an admirer of
fresh air and specialist in gardening as John Evelyn.

In London suburbs there was a number of privately-run public parks. One of them
drew Pepys’s attention despite the fact that it was remote from his everyday routes
and no business could summon him there. It was Vauxhall or New Spring Garden,
one of the first public pleasure gardens, on the right bank of the Thames.

>3 Pepys, The Diary, vol. 5, 130.
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Vauxhall Gardens shewing the Grand Walk at the entrance of the Garden & the Orchestra with the
Musick Playing. Engraving and etching, ca. 1743. (The British Museum)

New Spring Garden opened in 1661. Pepys compared it with the “Old” Spring
Garden™ that was also a park till the end of 1660s. In 1660s London there was quite a
number of public spaces for leisurely walks but New Spring Garden offered much
more entertainment, it was a forerunner of amusement parks for adults:

Thence home, and with my wife and the two maids and the boy took boat and to Fox hall —
where I had not been a great while — to the Old Spring garden. And there walked long, and
the wenches gathered pinks. Here we stayed; and seeing that we could not have anything to
eat but very dear and with long stay, we went forth again without any notice taken of us;
and so we might have done if we had had anything. Thence to the New-one, where I never
was before, which much exceeds the other. And here we also walked, and the boy creeps
through the hedge and gather[s] abundance of roses. And after long walk, passed out of
doors as we did in the other place. And so to another house, that was an ordinary house,
and here we have cakes and powdered beef and ale; and so home again by water with
much pleasure. (29 May 1662)

What made the new garden notable was that visitors could enjoy birdsong, flowers,
berries and fruits, picking them from the trees, as well as various dainties served
there. In the pleasure garden one could listen to music, have a picnic, and play balls
or other outdoor games.”® When in need of relaxation during the day, Pepys visited

>* Bucholz and Ward, London, 202. There had been a Spring Gardens between Charing Cross
and St. James’s Park.

> Pepys, The Diary, vol. 3, 94-95.

36 S.J. Dowling, The English Pleasure Garden, 1660—1860 (Oxford: Shire Publications, 2011),
13.

586 2019 ¢ Vol.3 e« Ne2



http://hpchsu.ru RESEARCH

the garden in the company of Creed. More often, however, he came there accompa-
nied by women: his wife or mistress or the whole party of ladies. The delights of
pleasure gardens were intended for female company rather than solitude or serious
conversations of men. The space of pleasure gardens must have inspired familiarities
and amorous intrigue:

...I took Mercer (Elizabeth Pepys’s companion — A.S.) by water to Spring-garden and there
with great pleasure walked and eat and drank and sang, making people come about us to
hear us, and two little children <of one of> our neighbours that happened to be there did
come into our Arbour and we made them dance prettily. (11 May 1668)°’

Participation of Pepys’s wife in various kinds of entertainment allows us to point
out an interesting regularity. When it was the matter of leisure in itself — not short pe-
riods of rest during the pauses in business activities or moving around the city but
prearranged outings in the open, visits to the theatre, dinner parties — Pepys was al-
ways connected with his family: wife, housemaids and sometimes other relatives.
One or two friends could join the company. In this respect we could not but recall
that the word “friend” meant both friends and relatives. Nominally, the latter were
given priority in Pepys’s free time, but in reality while at work or during the breaks
between his business activities, Pepys spent much more time socializing with his
friends.

On the whole, we can conclude that despite the blurring of the lines between
work and leisure time and between friendly, professional and family circles of con-
tacts, the multiplicity of spaces which could be used for private sociability allowed
Pepys to vary his behavioral strategies in order to satisfy his most diverse interests.
Discreteness and variability of social circles under such conditions made it possible
to avoid conventionality and to emphasize a certain type of pleasure derived from
communication. It facilitated the formation of the notion of leisure as the time intend-
ed for personal delights long before it was possible to separate leisure from working
hours.
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