Two Muscovite Chronicles

I have brought together here my article printed as “Two Unpublished Muscovite
Chronicles” in Oxford Slavonic Papers XII (1979): 1-31, and the addendum “A
Scriptorium in Kholmogory: Some Observations on Palaeography,” which had been
submitted to OSP but by editorial decision not included with the rest of the article, as I
had originally intended it should be.

My anonymous dedication in the article is to lakov Solomonovich Lur’e; I had originally
written it in the fainopis’ | had deciphered in RNB (then GPB) MS Pogodin 1311 (see
Edward L. Keenan, The Kurbskii-Groznyi Apocrypa [Cambridge, MA:, 1971]: 122). The
editors of OSP decided that was too obscure even for their readers and insisted I render it
in Cyrillic. Lur’e immediately understood I was probably referring to him and insisted
that, even if he had “re-discovered” the Kholmogory Chronicle (which he then published
in PSRL, Vol. 33), its discovery (or at least first use in scholarly publication) should be
credited to the famous 19"™-century historian Sergei M. Solov’ev. When he was preparing
the chronicle for publication, Lur’e consulted with me concerning the dating of its
manuscript (see PSRL, 33, p. 4n9); I also identified for him the appended text about the
miraculous signs in the heavens over the “Serbian land” (see la. S. Lur’e,
“Kholmogorskaia letopis’,” TODRL XXV (1970), p. 136n4).

It is important to note that when the article for OSP was in press, I learned too late that
one of my “unpublished” chronicles, the Bezdninskaia letopis’ had in fact already just
been published by V. I. Koretskii, “Bezdninskii letopisets kontsa XVI v. iz Sobraniia S.
O. Dolgova,” Zapiski Otdela rukopisei (Gos. biblioteki SSSR im. V. I. Lenina) 38
(1977):190-208. Probably, had I been more attentive, I would have seen Koretskii’s
article in time to cite him or otherwise alter my article. Koretskii published the chronicle
from copy D with variants from MS B. He also provided considerable information and
some interesting hypotheses concerning the chronicle and Bezdnin, derived in part from
manuscript sources not available to me. He concluded that Bezdnin indeed was the
author/editor of the chronicle and did the work in the St. Joseph-Volokolamsk Monastery
soon after he entered it in 1586 (the date is confirmed by a document of that year, but the
entry in the service registers for 1589 concerning Bezdnin remains to be explained).
While that conclusion is reasonable, I am not convinced that Bezdnin’s authorship or the
provenance of the chronicle have been satisfactorily proven.

Shoreline, WA
May 25, 2013



OXFORD
SLAVONIC PAPERS

Edited by
J.L.I. FENNELL A. E. PENNINGTON
and
1. .. FOOTE
General Editor

NEW SERIES
VOLUME XII

OXFORD UNIVERSITY PRESS
1979



Two Unpublished Muscovite Chronicles

By DANIEL CLARKE WAUGH
Omxprgameno Xoamozopexoti remonucy noceauan

TrHE very numercus short Russian chronicles found largely in late
Muscovite manuscript miscellanies have understandably interested
scholars less than the larger narrative sources for the history of early
Russia.! Too often the short texts contain no information that is not to
be found in other sources, or if some information is unique, it is provin-
cial in focus and often trivial. None the less, even where their content
s meagre, such short texts can reveal a great deal about the process of
historical compilation (especially in the period when it is generally
accepted that chronicle writing in the strict sense was dving) and may
illuminate the activities of individual scriptoria, the study of which has
only begun. A short chronicle which illustrates these points is that
found in three seventeenth-century Muscovite miscellanies: Moscow,
State Historical Museum (GIM), Museum Collection, No. 2524
{hereafter M); Leningrad, Saltykov-Shchedrin Public Library (GPB),
Collection of M. P. Pogodin, No. 1579 (hereafter P); and Leningrad,
Library of the Academy of Sciences [BAN), 16.7.15 (hereafter A}.2

The author is grateful to the Inter-University Committee on Travel and Grants and the
International Rescarch and Exchanges Board for supporting the rescarch which made this
article possible,

' For exceptions see, for example, A, A, Zimin, ‘Kratkie letopistsy XV-XVI w.”, ffori-
cheskii arkhiv, v (1950}, 3—39; Ya. 5. Lure, ‘Kratkii letopisets Pogodinskogo sobraniva',
Arkheograficheskil exhepodmik za rofiz g. (1963}, 431—44. M. N. Tikhomirov took a particular
interest in such short chronicles. See bis “Lapiski o regentstve Eleny Glinskoi 1 boyarskom
pravlenii 1535-1547 gg.", fiforicheskie rapdski, xlvi (1954}, 278-88, and his valuable deseriptive
catalogue, Kratkee zamethi o letopisnybh profevederipabh o rukopisnpkh sobranipakh Maskey (M., 1962).

2 These manuscripts are described as follows:

1. GIM, Museum Collection, No. 2524—-D. C. Waugh, “O¢ visy Deseription of Manu-
scripts Containing the Cerrespondense’, in: E. L. Keenan, The Kurbshu-Grommpi Apocrypha
(Cambridge, Mass., 1971}, 174-19.

2. GPB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin, No. 1573—A. F. Bychkov, Opisante trerkommo-
slapparskikh § rosskikk nokepimpkh sbormikor Tmperatorskoi Publichnoi biblistels, 1 (Spb., 1882},
13046 {extracts from the chronicle, pp. 139-40), and Waugh, ‘¢ v Description’, 126-30;
for new information concerning the composition of the miscellany of which P was anly a part,
see I K. U [ C. Wangh], ‘K izucheniyu istorii rukopisnogo sobraniva P. M. Stroeva’
{pt. 2}, Trudy Qtdela drevnerussbod [iteratory (hereafter TODRL), xxxii (1977}, 135-8.

3. BAN, 16.7.05—0Opiranie Rokopimoge ofdela Biblisteki Akademii nonk SSSR, i, vyp. 2
(M.-L., 1965}, 2t0-r2. G. Z. Kuntsevich prepared for publication a lengthy description of
M, which included quotation of sizeable portions of the chronicle. See the incomplete page
proofa of vol. §i of hiz Sechinenive kewazpa Knrdskoge, Leningradskoe otdelenie Instituta istorii
Akademii nauk 555K, Russkaya sektsiya, fond 276, ap. 1, No. g0, pp. 224-90.
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For convenience, 1 shall call the text the *Chronicle of Iov Ivanov’,
after the owner of its earliest manuscript ().

The purpose of this article is to analyse and publish the texts of the
Chronicle of Iov Ivanov and of another interesting short chronicle
used in its second redaction, the so-called Bezdnin Chronicle.

Compiled most probably in the middle of the seventeenth century,
the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov has hitherto attracted attention primarily
because it contains information about events on the Northern Dvina
River in the second half of the sixteenth century and unique informa-
tion (in its second redaction) about a dumnyi dvoryanin, M. A. Bezdnin
(Beznin).? The chronicle has not been published in its entirety, nor
have scholars observed that in two of its three manuscripts we appear
to have what we might term *author’s text’ (that is, for each of the two
redactions), Morcover, the content and palacographic features of these
manuscripts and a number of others suggest the existence in or near
Kholmogory of an important scriptorium in the middle third of the
seventeenth century, one where there appears to have been a particular
interest in historical compilation.

The second of the texts to be published here was named the “Bezdnin
Chronicle’ by its discoverer, the late Academician M. N. Tikhomirowv,
because of its information on the activities of M. A. Bezdnin in 15844
The portion of this chronicle copied in manuscript M was reworked into
the text of the Chronicle of Tov Ivanov in its second redaction (in 7).

I. THE CHRONICLE OF 10V IVANOYV

The Chronicle of Iov Ivanov is found in its first redaction in manu-
scripts M and A, while P is the only copy known to me of the second
redaction. As will emerge from the study which follows, M is the
author’s text, containing ample evidence of cutting and splicing from
a variety of sources.s The seams evident in the palacographic features of
M have been smoothed over in A and P. The latter are, none the less,
important for establishing the full text of the original, since two folios of
M (preceding the current f. 1 and between f. 7 and f. 8) were lost
between the manuscript’s completion in the third quarter of the seven-
teenth century and its binding in the nineteenth century. There is
every reason to believe that P and 4 reproduce accurately the missing
portions of the text.

1 ¥a. 5 Lur'e, ‘O neizdannol Kholmogorskol letopisi®, [usledoraniva fo olechestrennomu
istochnikoredeniye, Shormik stotet, pasmyashchemnykh 75-letiyu profestora 8. N, Valka (M.-L.. 1964},

454, 1. 17; Tikhomirov, Kratkie zametki (0. 1), 1o,
4 Tikhomirov knew of only one full copy; 1 have located a second and ome other

fragment,

s Authors' texts are quite rare; see the remarks of Ya. 5. Lur'e in “Lavrent’evskiya
letopis’ — svod nachala XIV v, TODRL, xxix {1974}, 57
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At the basis of the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov is a ‘core’ text consisting
of short entries concerning Russian—but especially Muscovite—
history from the coming of Ryurik and his brothers to the late sixteenth
century, While one cannot be absolutely certain which articles came
from this source, it seems likely that they included the ones for the fol-
lowing years: 6300 {an erroneous date for the calling of Ryurik), 6496,
6666, 6745, 6875, 6888 (an erroneous date for the fall of Constantinople
to the Turks), 6986, 6993, 7018, 7022, 7061, 7071, 7079(?), 7081, and
7085. Probably included as well were the entries for 7088, 708q, and
the first of two entries for 70g92. The entries in the text become more
detailed for the later years, so that the bulk of the text is devoted to the
reign of Tsar Ivan IV (1533-84) and, especially, the events of the
Livonian War. If my assumption is correct about the inclusion of entries
for 7088, 7o8lg, and 7og2, then the text ended at a logical point with
the death of Ivan IV and the enthronement of his son, Fedor Tvanovich.
I feel that the enumerated articles all come from a single source, chiefly
because they follow one another in correct chronological sequence and
without any palaeographic indications that they were being taken from
different sources (the entry for 7079 is an exception—see below). In
contrast, entries that apparently derived from different sources often
were inserted in the margin by the copyist, are otherwise set off’ from
the main text, or are found out of chronological order.

Among the entries in this core text, one is of particular interest for
the unique information it contains. For 7088, the chronicle tells how
a certain ‘Doctor’ Elisey advised Ivan IV against going to the aid of
Polotsk. As a result, the Poles took the city and Ivan had the doctor
executed for treasonous dealings with the enemy. As Ya. S. Lur’e has
pointed out to me, the *doctor” in question is undoubtedly the Eleazar
Bomelius, whose torture and execution for treason are described in
loving detail by Sir Jerome Horsey in his Travels.® We cannot be sure
whether the information about Polotsk has any basis in fact, but the
detail of the chronicle entry suggests that it may have been composed
near the time when the ‘core’ text was compiled.

The entry for 7079 draws our attention because it is found in the
margin of f. 37, with a note by the copyist on f. 27 indicating where it
should be inserted. The entry is also eurious because of its content:
information about a battle on the River Shelon’ on 14 July 1571, in
which the Novgorodians deleated the Lithuanians. I have been unable
to confirm that such a battle occurred. Furthermore, 1 find it a rather
striking coincidence that the date is so close to that of the important

¢ Sce L. E. Berry and R. O. Crummey (eds.), Ruds and Barbarows Kingdom: Russia in the
Accounts of Sixteenth-centiry English Vepagers {Madison, Milwaukee, and London, 1968), 274,
279, 202-3. Ya. 5. Lur'e drow my attention 1o a passage in the Pskov 111 Chronicle, where the
evil deeds of this Doctor Elisey are described somewhat differently, but with the same general
thrust (Pifovskic lelopisi, ed. A, N. Nasonov, vyp. 2 (M., 1955), 262).
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victory of Grand Prince Ivan 111 over Novgorod on the Shelon’:
14 July 1471 (6g7g). Could not the entry for 7079 have been made up
an the basis of confused information about the battle a century earlier?
Be that as it may, it seems likely that the copyist came across that
information only after he had begun f. 3. Either he found it in a
separate source, or, if in fact the 7079 entry was part of the core text,
he unwittingly overlooked it while inserting the entry for 7080 from a
different source and then discovered the omission when he returned to
the core text.

The entry for 7080, which concerns the Tatar invasion of 1571,
stands out because of its length—two and a half pages, in contrast to
the two-line entries that immediately precede and follow. Morcover,
unlike all the preceding articles, the entry for 7080 begins Aera,
instead of B aera. We know of a number of separate accounts in
Muscovite manuscripts concerning the Crimean invasion; while most
are longer than the one found here, clearly there is some textual con-
nection between our entry and those accounts.” It scems likely that the
chronicler turned to a source other than the core text for this entry.

A second marginal insertion in manuscript M is the entry for 7087,
which gives details of a fire in Kazan'. Both the content and position
of this insertion suggest that it derives from a separate source consulted
by the copyist only after he had recorded his core text. Textually this
entry is related to one found in the later Mazurin Chronicle, two
other entries of which (see below) are also very close to ones found in
the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov.® Until more evidence is found, we can
only posit that the two chronicles have a common source.

Following the first entry for 7092, there are indications of irregulari-
ties in the compilation. Note the sequence of dates in the entries from
that point: 7001, 7002 (written in the margin and repeating in part the
previous entry for Jo92), 7009, 7093, 7105, and 7104. Certain physical
features of the manuscript are also revealing, as the following table
SUMIMArIEes

Falias Walermarks Lines per page Cinmabar Remarks

L Type 1 17 Mo A separate sheet pasted in.

ofyF — 8 Yes

45" = 17 Yes

[ _— 8 Yes Text ends rddle of £ 67;
f. &¥ blank.

% The account in the chronicle could easily be a retelling of one of the texts published by
V. L. Buganov in ‘Povest’ o pobede nad krymskimi tatarami v 1572 godu’, Arkbeograficheskii
ezhegodnik za rgfr p. (1962), especially pp. 269-75. However, the information about the
captured Divei Mirea being taken to Novgorod is found, to the best of my knowledge, only
in the Pickareoskii fetapisels; see Materialy po istorii 855R, i (M., 1955), 80-1. A seventeenth-
century chronicle may eventually be discovered which will prove to be the source for this
particular article in the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov,

8 Polnoe sobranie russhikh letopisei (hereafler PSRL), xxxi (M., 1968), t42.
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Falizs Waterrmarks Lines per page Cinnabar BRemarks

ol Type 11 18 Yes A single folio (presumahbly
onee pasted in) missing
between §, 7 and . 8.

Br-v Type II {other g Yes[MNo Exira line added to bortom
half of preced- of I, & and lacking cinna-
ing) bar; f. 8" has regular

spacing and no cinnabar.
gf-12¥ Type 111 17 Mo Text ends after 4 lines on

f. 127; L. 12" blank.

The copyist normally wrote 18 lines per page for the core text, as well
as for a significant portion of the rest of the manuscript. Where he has
only 17 lines per page or, more rarely, 19, there appears to have been
a special reason. The easiest case to document is f. 1, which has a
watermark that appears again only much later in the manuscript.
With the exception of the first line (Bacuabesnus Kasans saan), £ 1 is
devoted entirely to information concerning the Northern Dvina region
in the second half of the sixteenth century. The source of this informa-
tion is the “Short Chronicle of the Dvina Foevody’, recently discovered
by Ya. S. Lur'e in a manuscript containing the Kholmogorskaya letopns’.
It seems that the compiler of the Chronicle of lov Ivanov came across
this Dvina information after he had already copied the now missing
first folio of his manuscript and the present {f. 2 seqq. Although he had
to violate chronology in order to include the new information and not
throw away what had already been copied, he was able to do so by
taking only so much of the Dvina information as would fit on one page,
beginning that page with the line that began the current . 2 (in order to
complete the entry for the year 7061, which began at the bottom of the
now missing first folio), and then erasing that line from the top of what
is now f. 27 (the erased Bacuanepia Kasans maan is still visible). The
guotation from the ‘Short Chronicle of the Dvina Foevody® is, incident-
ally, an exact copy of the beginning of that work.

We encounter once again a page (f. 4) with only 17 lines of text
where the sequence of entries noted above (7091, 7092, etc.) begins.
Unfortunately, it is here less easy to determine what material may have
come from what source. Of some things, though, we can be certain,
The second entry for the year 5092 undoubtedly came from a source
different from that which supplied the first entry for that year. Both
recount the enthronement of Fedor Ivanovich, but the dates they give
differ (in the first, 28 May; in the second, 1 June; the correct date is
a1 May). It is possible, but less likely, that the second of the entries
came from the core account, in which case the preceding entry for

? See Ya. 8. Lur'e, ‘Eholmogorskaya letopis”, TOORL, xxv {1990}, especially p. 1355
K. N. Serbina, ‘Dvinskii letopisets’, Vspomogatel'nye istoricheskie distsipliny, v (1973), especially
p- 207. This short chronicle of the Dvina sorredy is published as an appendix to the £hsl-
magorskaya letopis” in PSRL, wxxiii (L., 1977), 145~
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7092 would have come from a different source. Whether or not the
entries that follow, for 7009 and 7093, came from the same source as
that for Jog2 is uncertain;*® exactly what happened at this point in the
compilation of the chronicle can probably be established only when
we find more of the sources used.

The entries for 7105 and 7104 stand apart in that, like the entry for
4087, neither of them contains Moscow information. The first deals
with an earthquake in Nizhny Novgorod; the second concerns the
discovery of the relics of S5 Gury and Varsonofy during the construction
of a cathedral in Kazan’. The Nizhny Novgorod information appears
to have derived originally from a Nizhny Novgorod chronicle, although
in the version used by the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov it is textually almost
identical with the same information reproduced in the late seventeenth-
century Mazurin Chronicle.’ Presumably, the two have a common
source, The information about the discovery of the relics in Kazan’ is
found in a nearly contiguous passage in the Mazurin Chronicle. As
with the Nizhny Novgorod entry, the texts about the Kazan' relics in
the two chronicles are virtually identical—suggesting a common source,
if not direct borrowing one from another. We may hypothesize that
the copyist of M completed the first few pages of his chronicle, leaving
the test of one signature blank. On the blank pages (beginning
with £. 47) he then added entries from various sources, including one
that contained the two items for 7105 and 7104. Following the latter
he left 1} pages blank (f. 6~), because he had in hand material
already copied for a continuation of the text beginning with the year 7105.

Beginning at the top of I. 7 (the paper of which is different from thatof
f. 6), we find that continuation—an entry on the fortification of Smolensk
in 7105 and a very interesting account of the death of Fedor Ivanovich
and the election of Boris Godunov in 7106. In particular, the eulogy of
Fedor Ivanovich stands out for its literary quality. A very poetic text, it
reminds us of 2 number of famous laments from early Russian literature:

Hxo COANIE 3AILTE B JAAIBIA CTPAHED H 3CMAN, CBela pyculickas yrace, H
KO KAMEHE ApATHil, A7AMAHT, AHIE CBOE COKPBI, BO rpof BCCAMCH 1 B 3EMAN
JATEOPWCA, CHET NOMEpYE, ¥ KPAcHLN URET XpuCTHAHBCKUIL yBaAe. H o
KHTAPHC KPerrudl Ue KOPEHH HCTOPMKECH, H HE DCTACH OTPACAN HIT MaAd or
cemenn (£ 75Y).

I have not yet established its source, but I suspect that the chronicler
simply adapted the lament from another work.'*

to The entry for jog3 is somewhat mysterious: presumably it is referring to what other
sources report under J0g4, the beginning of the construction of the stone “White City"
{Beawit ropoa) ‘nosse semamie ockmit’ in Moscow. CF, for example, PSRL, xsxi, T44.

1 See A. 5. Gasisky, Nizhegoradskii fetopisets (Nizhny Novgorod, 1886), 36-45; Drempam
rogsiiskaye mivdfofike, 2 ed., xviii (M., 1791}, B6-7; PSRL, wxxi, 146,

12 Cf, another rather poctic passage, under 6888, wherethe chronicler reeords: ‘Geabommaii
MAXMET BASCTE TPEIECKYI0 NOTACH, FKO e BETP 1 Gyp4 3cAHA Bea Bea pecT coTnopin.”
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At the end of the account of Boris’s election, once again there is a
break in the manuscript. When he began f. 8, the copyist had planned
for an 18-line page. The account of the election left space for 2 lines,
but we find that § have been written in—by the same hand, in an
obviously cramped style—in order to fill the space. F. 8" likewise has
an extra line, but with even spacing. From f. g to the end of the chronicle
the pages contain only 17 lines each and the paper is different from any
of the preceding folios. The text beginning at the top of L. ¢ {and
ending on f. 127) deals with the Time of Troubles, from the death of the
first false Dmitry in 1606 to the election of Mikhail Romanov in 1613,
after which the chronicle jumps ahead to its last entry on Tsar Mikhail's
death in 1645 (7153). Clearly, what the chronicler attempted to do on
f. 8™ was to squeeze in whatever was necessary to provide the transi-
tion between Boris’s election and the death of the false Dmitry L, either
because the text beginning on f. g had already been copied or possibly
because he simply hoped to reach a convenient stopping-point at the
bottom of f. 8 (the former seems the more likely alternative).

We can identify the source for the whole passage from the enthrone-
ment of Boris to that of Mikhail Romanov. Later in M (ff. 173"-176%)
is the text of a letter written in 1613 in the name of Tsar Mikhail
Romanov to two ‘Megapolinsk’ princes, ‘Fionmarkon” and ‘Rulyak’.?
As was common in letters during and immediately after the Time of
Troubles, this one to the two French princes includes a short self-
contained tale about events during the Time of Troubles. We know that
many such tales were simply copied verbatim from one gramota to the
next. Of all the accounts I have seen, the version found in the letter to
Fionmarkon and Rulyak is textually closest to one included in a letter,
also written in 1613, from Tsar Mikhail Fedorovich to King Louis
XII1.1+ Probably the editing of the letter to King Louis to the shorter
form in the letter to the princes was carried out in the Diplomatic
Chancellery. The further editing of the tale for inclusionin the Chronicle
of Tov Ivanov was probably done by the chronicler himself. He appears
to have had access to both the letters of 1613 (that to Louis XIII is
found in P and in GPB, F.XVIL.15, manuscripts probably made in

13 On their identity, sce Givi Zhordaniya, Ocherki iz istorii Jranko-russkikh otnoshenit kontsa
XV i pervai polaving XVII w., i (Thilisi, 1959}, especially pp. 359-47. The text of the Jetter has
been published, from P, in Akly istoricheskie, sobrampe i izdanmye Arkhengraficheskapu kommisicyu,
iii {Spb., 1841}, ¢—7. The differences between copies M and P are trivial, except as noted in
n. 15 below.

14 Tg the best of my knowledge, this letter remains unpublished. Clopies are in P {lacking
the ending) and in M5 GFB, F.XVILis, the texts of which contain only insigaificant
differences, A textually related but longer letter from Tsar Mikhail Fedorovich to King
Louis XIIT of 1615 has been published by V. N. Berkh, Trarstvovanie {rarpa Mikhaila Fedore-
picha § vzplyed ma meghdutsarstoie (Spb., 1832), 116-50, and apparently exists in a manuscript
copy in GIM, Collection of A, 8. Uvarov, No. 1405 {752} (714). Textual comparison sug-
gests that the text of 1615 was composed on the basis of the version of 1613,



8 TWO UNPUBLISHED MUSCOVITE CHRONICLES

the same scriptorium as M), yet he chose the shorter text. He probably
decided to use it only when he had copied on in manuscript M and come
across in one of his sources the letter to the French princes. At that
point, he made a complete copy of the letter for the manuscript, copied
also a portion of the tale about the Time of Troubles (but in contracted
form), and went back to fit the parts together.’s He then determined
how much connecting text was needed (miscalculating slightly) and
completed the task of editing by cramming in whatever would fit on
f. 8. Significantly, the text of the full gramota on ff. 175°-176" and the
extract from it inserted in the chronicle are distinct from the surround-
ing texts in that they contain no cinnabar initials. Moreover, the
connection of the gramota with the editing which took place after the
core text of the chronicle had been copied is suggested by the fact that
the paper used for insertion of the Dvina information (see above,
p. 5) reappears in the manuscript only from the section containing the
text of the full gramota.

The nature of the editing in the account of the Time of Troubles can
been seen from the following comparison of the chronicle with its source.

Chronicle of lov Tvansy

W upa ero gepekape, 10 DPRIKEID
AeficTpy, 2 10 JAOMY YMBIIIACHERIO,
H [0 HEHABUCTH OACKOTD M AH-
tosckoro  JnrmMonra KopoaR B
NaHoB paj, 9eped MHOTOD eI0 Ko-
poacBCEOS KFGJE-TH.OC HEAOBAHBE, B
MockophcrOM TOCYAAPCTRE CMYTA 1T
Mescycobre yaummaaca, Heroropoit
BOp, GepHELL, epeT, yunen Upu-
ka Orpenses, sa nckoropsie Goro-
mepckme  ero gexa, © Mockeu
abemas B AnTBY, B CBEprA © CEOR
HEPHOE TAATHE, HASBAACH LA PEBITIEM
Juurpeer  yrACLKHM, BEAHEOTO
rocyaaps, gapi Meana Bacuasesiaa
scea Pycim cumonm . . (f 87Y).

Letter to Fionmarkon and Rulyak

I npu ero gepikape, N0 BPAKHI
ACHCTRY, & M0 3AOMY YMBITIACHBID,
¥ 00 [CHABMCTH MOACKOTO Il AMTOE-
croro AurinodTa KOPOAR i IIAHOB
pag, "\epes MHOMOE €00 KOPOACE-
CKOE i naies fad KPeCTHOE LEAD-
pause, B nawen NMocropckom rocy-
Aapctse oMmyTa 1 Mexycolbe yau-
uuaocn, Hexoropodl mop, aeprel,
eperig, e Fpuunca OTpenses,
aa uexotoprle GOTOMERCEHE N CKd-
pedwe coou Aeaa, wz Moooscxoze
zocydapemea sfexan B NAuTBY, o
cecpra ¢  ccha  MepHOe  TIAAGTRE,
w aezemsciut ofpaz ebfyea, u apazon
fyxonucanue Ka cebn 0as, ayie KocHemcR
wapeckozo, mo om Boza omuyuen bydem,
masBasca  papesndes  JdrTpees
VIACTIIKIM, BEAMKOTO TocyAaps fag-
WEENHEIR MMM UADA N GEINKO20
wuazn  Meana Bacuanemira Bcea
Pycun camodepweya cumom . . . (£
174%)-

15 While the letter is found in P in a copy nearly identical with that of M, one should note
that a few readings suggest that the chronicler used the copy in M or its immediate proto-
graph as his souree rather than the copy in F.
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For the most part, the chronicler simply omitted titles, extra epithets,
parts of lists, and the like. There seems to have been no effort to change
the sense of the text. When he reached the point where the letter re-
ferred to the Tsar in the first person, the chronicler changed that to
the third person; he also added the date of the election of the first
Romanov, something that was not needed at the same point in the
letter, which was properly dated at the end. One could, of course,
question whether the indicated changes are decisive in proving the
direction of borrowing that I have indicated. Assuming the authenti-
city of the letter and given the other facts available concerning manu-
script M and the author’s text of the chronicle, a reverse relationship
seems very unlikely.

The first redaction of the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov seems to have
existed in at least one seventeenth-century copy that has not come down
to us. The evidence for this is provided by the late seventeenth-century
copy 4, which derived from a copy which lacked one folio, The
copyist of 4 simply wrote on, regardless of the break.® Otherwise A
reproduces the full text of the first redaction, including the portion at
the beginning and a later one which are now lost in M because of
missing folios. A or its original did improve M in one respect, by placing
the entries for 7093 and 7099 in correct chronological order. Also, the
marginal notations of M were inserted in their proper places and the
text copied through without leaving empty spaces. Manuscript A is,
though, somewhat carelessly copied; furthermore, it is occasionally
difficult to determine its original readings, since someone in the
eighteenth century undertook to correct some of the mistakes in
copying as well as some errors in dating that appear to have been
present in the original chronicle.’” In using A for variant readings,
I have therefore attempted to give only those readings that were in
the original seventeenth-century text of that copy.

Unlike 4, manuscript P is probably contemporary with M. More-
over, there is evidence that the copyists of P may have had direct access
to M, since the editing that they undertook to form the second redac-
tion of the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov reflects knowledge of another text
contained in M.'8 In particular, we note in P two insertions, one for
7079 and the other for 7092. The first of these, concerning the burning
of Moscow in 1571 by the Tatars, is inserted in correct chronological

" The passage in question in 4 is: “\eta 7089 awromcxoit xopoar Credar OSoryp
NPEXOAHA K FOCYAAPERY, UAPCEY M BEAMKOIC EHATA ropoAy. Aeta 7001-ro ceeficroil
Koposs Pyrogus paaan| 1] (BAN, 16.7.15, . 857).

17 This hand of the marginal notations (and apparently the corrections) in the chroniele
is identified in Opisanie Rubopimoge otdela BAN 58K, iii, vyp. 2, pp. 210, 212, a3 that of an
army corporal, 5. K. Smirnov.

1% 1 specify copyists, because the hand changes on f. 147 beginning with the entry for yoflg.

It appears that the second hand is the one which added the headings throughout the manu-
script.
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sequence. The second, concerning the activities of Mikhail Andreevich
Bezdnin, is inserted out of sequence, berween the entries for 7105 and
7106. In M both texts are found not in the Chronicle of lov Ivanov
(fl. 1-12}, but in another short chronicle copied in the same manuscript
on ff, 73'—76". That text is a portion of the Bezdnin Chronicle, the

leatures of which 1 shall discuss below

- In using the Bezdnin Chronicle,

the copyists of P extracted information they did not already have in
their basic text. The only change made in the borrowed material was
the replacement of B aera 707g-ro with Toro me rogy (there was
already an entry for 7079), and Toro e aera with B aera 7092-T0
(there being no indication of the date in the preceding text). That this
editing was done by the copyists of 2 is supported by the fact that three
additional items of information from the text of ff. 758"—76° in M were
inserted in P by its second scribe after he had already completed the

copying of his text

Another feature of P which distinguishes the second redaction is the
omission of the tale about the Time of Troubles. P concludes with two
short entries on the death of Fedor Ivanovich and the accession of
Boris Godunov. It seems likely that the two were created simply by
contracting a longer entry in the first redaction of the Chronicle of Tov

Tvanov:

First Redaction (M)
Aera 7106-ro remmaps s 7 JAEHE
NPECTARHCA JapE W BEAHENE Enazw
Degop Manosim sockonckaii
pcea Pycmu, yaobpenne 1 camo-
Aepacll  rocydaperea Mockorts-
CHOTO, CBOCA BEAHKM® OTYHHBL, o
MHOUMX FOCYARpCTE 00AAjATeADL, B
I3 aAevo rocysapersa ero. flko
coamge zamze . ... B aera 7107
centafipns B § Aens mo BeAcHHIO
UapHIL ., .. 1 0o GAarocAoBeHIIg ., |, |
Hopa natpuapxa mockomsckoro. ..
nocrasaed Gnere #a Mockee Borow
nalipasimil rocy Aaps, gaph 1 pean-
ull xagan Bopue @egopopnws na
UPEBEANLUEM  [IPECTOAC  |japeTRa
Mocxkospekaro., . . (fl 7-8),

Second Redaction (P)

B aeto 7106-ro rensapa B 7 AcHE
IPCCTABUCA LAph I BCAHNKHI KHI3h
Deaop Meanommun mockoncxuii 1
Beea Pyeint, B 15 Aeto rocyaporea
CBOETD.

[B aleta y107-ro cenrabps B 3
AcHb Bocnipuar ceunerp [Mockos]-
CEOTO  TOCYAApCTEA M MHOTHX
rocysapers weea  [Pycin] Bopuc
Peaoposmas Fogynon (f. 167¥),

The reason for the contraction of the first redaction by P is easy to

find. Later in P the copyist(s)

included not only the letter of Tsar

Mikhail Fedorovich to Fionmarkon and Rulyak, but also the Tsar’s

' See the reproduction of £ 14Y in Waugh,

there,

“De virn Description’ (o, 2], 127, and the discussian
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letter to King Louis XIIT. Both texts contain accounts of the Time of
Troubles, which, as we already know, were more detailed than that in
the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov. Moreover, P as it now stands is only part
of a much larger manuscript, which contained, infer alia, two long
and well-known accounts of the Time of Troubles, the so-called Tnoe
skazanie and the account written by the monk Avraamy Palitsyn.2e
To add yet another account which merely duplicated material to be
inchuded later in the manuscript clearly seemed to the editor pointless.

The final change made in the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov by the
author(s) of its second redaction was fo remove the account of the
Nizhny Novgorod earthquake and to make of it a longer and separate
tale, which was then placed at the end of the chronicle. In expanding
the description of the earthquake, the author of this new text seems to
have taken as his main source an account very close to that found in a
late seventeenth-century Nizhny Novgorod chronicle.r He began by
using the Chronicle of Tov Ivanov (Ilewcpexnii rpyc Osiers . . .}, switched
to the new source briefly (o MOHACTEIpS K KOHIOIIEHHOMY ABODY . . .},
returned to the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov {npexk cero no aeTonucies . . X
and then filled in with details from his second source {(Taxo xe npne B
mania Aeta . . .). Finally, the author of the text in P added references to
an earthquake in Constantinople in the time of Emperor Justinian and
another in Antioch as further evidence of the power of God’s wrath.
The source for these items was probably a Chronograph.=:

I have attempted to summarize in the accompanying stemma the
relationships among copies M, 4, and P of the Chronicle of Iov Ivanov
and their sources. That portion of the stemma dealing with the Dvina
chronicle information may well become more complex than depicted;
similarly, an investigation of the sources for the Mazurin Chronicle
would undoubtedly provide a somewhat more complex scheme for the
transmission of the entries on Kazan' and Nizhny Novgorod (for 7104
and 7105). The hypothesized copy of the letter to the Megapolinsk
princes which served as a source for M and P is probably part of a large
manuscript miscellany that contained also other works found in both
M and P. However, since they are not directly related to the problem
under discussion, I have not attempted to include these items in the
diagram.

a0 Tletails are in my ‘K izucheniyvu' {n. 2); the two long works about the Time of Troulles
are now in M5 GPE, Collection of M. P. Pogedin, Mo. 1503,

it See the texts published in Gatsisky, op. cit. {n. 11], especially pp. 56-g, and in Dranpaya
rossifsbaye pinlighka, loc. cit. {n. 17). One should note that the seventeenth-century Russian
chronicles record under 7104 a different version of the account of what appears to be the
same carthguake. Textually, this second account is related to that of the Nizhny Novgorod
Chronicle for 1o, Cf PSRL, xiv {Nouri letopisets), 48-9, and xoxxi (Mazurin Chronicle], 146.

12 Both earthquakes are recorded in the *“Chronograph of 1512%, which in turn took the

information from a Byzantine chronicle. See PSRL, xxii (1), 205. The text of the Chronograph
in that version lacks details included in the account of F.

Blogh4E B
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A few words should be said about the date and provenance of the
Chronicle of Iov Ivanov, The death of Tsar Mikhail Fedorovich in
1645 is a terminus a quo for the compilation; the paper of M suggests that
it was copied in the mid 16505 or somewhat later, Several facts point
to the work having been done in a scriptorium in Kholmogory. The
two owners recorded in the inscriptions on M were Kholmogory priests
associated with the most important churches of the town. The inclusion
of information from the Dvina chronicle also suggests provenance from
that region of Muscovy. Moreover, related Dvina chronicle extracts
are found in several other manuscripts, as indicated in the stemma.??
Some of those manuscripts have clear associations with the Dwina
region, as revealed by owners’ inscriptions; all have palacographic
features connecting them with M and P. Inscriptions and similarities in
handwriting suggest that certain other seventeenth-century manuscripts
may also be linked with this group.>* While further study of all these
related manuscripts is needed, and others undoubtedly will be found,
the evidence I have seen so far indicates that they may be the products
of an important but hitherto ignored scriptorium in the Russian north,
one which contained an extensive library of Muscovite secular literature.
Possibly, that scriptorium was associated with the main {Preobra-
zhenskii) cathedralin Kholmogory in the period between 1650 and 1680,

II. THE BEZDNIN CHRONICLE

The Bezdnin Chronicle is contained in full in two manuseripts: GBL,
JSond g2, Collection of 5. O. Dolgov, No. 3 (Museum Collection, No.
58g0); GIM, Collection of E. V. Barsov, No. 1811.25 Both manuscripts

21 The manuscripts are: GEEB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin, Mo. 1405, the bulk of which is
taken up by the Kfolmagerskaya {etepir’, to which is appended the short chronicle of the Dvina
voevody; GPB, F.XVILa5, a miscellany containing an interesting collection of secular litera-
ture, including several works found in P; State Lenin Library of the USSR (GBL), Collec-
tion of M. 5. Tikhonravov, Ne. 557, a historical compilation which uses in part the Stepernaya
Eniga.

% Among them are: GIM, Collection of the Synodal (Patriarchal) Library, No. 129/77, the
copy of the ‘Cosmography of 1670’ made in Kholmogory (sce the facsimile of the hand on the
cover of Kognografive ré7e g (ledaniya Obshchestva lyubitelei drevoei pis'mennosti, o,
bwid, leviii (Sph., 1878-81)); BAN, g2.8.4, containing a *Book of Degrees’ (Stepennara bniga)—
see pl. [11] and [12] in G. N. Moiseeva, Lonmonossy § dresnerusskara Nieratura (L., 1971). M3
GIM, Coilection of Count A, 5. Uvarov, No. 1844 (756) may also be associated with this
group: this possibility should be checked, since | was unable to include it in my palacographic
comparison based on samples of the hands in other manuscripts. Unfortunately, limitations
of space do not permit me to include the details of that study here.

# A brief description of the two manuscripts is as follows:

1. GBL, Collection of 5. O, Holgov, No. 3, late sixteenth or early seventeenth century,
4%, 12 ff., unbound. The date may hest be approximated on the basis of the paper and hand-
writing, The hand iz a single cursive; the paper includes at least two small pot watermarks,
one with a single handle and rosette wop with the letter G(?) on the side, and the second an
apparently single-handled pot, with the letiers PB/O on the side, It is possible that the latter
is a variant of the one depicted in E. Heawood, Watermarks Mainly of the Seventeenth and
Egghteenth Centuries {Monumenta Chartac Papyraceae Historiam Ilustrantia, 1) {Hilversum,
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are similar in appearance and date (late sixteenth or early seventeenth
century); it may be that they have a common provenance. A portion of
the chronicle is also found in GIM, Museum Collection, No. 2524,
ff. 753'=76".

In content, the Bezdnin Chronicle resembles any number of other
short chronicles compiled in Muscovy, especially those which have been
found in miscellanies from monastery libraries. There is a heavy em-
phasis on events involving the Orthodox Church: the appointment
and death of metropolitans, the death of important abbots, and so on.
However, there is no concentration on a single monastery: the Troitse-
Sergiev, St. Kirillo-Belozerskii, Chudov, and other monasteries are all
mentioned, It does seem likely, however, that we should associate
the compilation with a monastery close to Moscow. In particular, one
notes that the final entry concerns the fact that the visiting Patriarch
of Antioch dined in the Chudov Monastery in 1586, The chronicle
is full of events concerning the dynasty of the Moscow princes—
births, deaths, marriages, conquests, etc., most of them recorded very
laconically.

In the portion of the chronicle dealing with the period before the
mid-sixteenth century, two articles stand out because of their length.
The first, for the year 6496, recounts the establishment of the church
hierarchy in the time of St. Vladimir, The text of this entry is very close
to that found in a short chronicle compiled in the Kirillo-Belozerskii
Monastery apparently by the elder Efrosin at the end of the fifteenth
century.® In fact, a number of other entrics in the Bezdnin Chronicle
are also found (usually with somewhat different wording or detail) in

1950), No. 3575 {1608}, However, since this is found only on £ 12, one should be cautious in
using it to date the portion of the manuscript that contains the chronicle text. The chronicle
ocoupies [T, 17-11%, with a space left at the bottom of £ 11 On £ 1%, which is otherwise blank,
i1 a partially legible cighteenth-century inscription, dated 31 Aug. 1711, apparently con-
taining some kind of tongue-twister, The first folio of the manuscript is damaged and quite
dirty, suggesting that the manuscript [ay around unbound and, if connected with a larger
manuscript, came at the beginning of it.

2, GIM, Collection of E. V. Barsov, No. 1811, [ate sixteenth or early seventeenth cen-
tury, 4%, 12 ., unbound, As with the Dolgov copy, dating is only approximate. The band is
& Muscovite cursive, very similar 1o that of the Delgov copy. The paper includes two variants
of a small single-handled pot, topped by & crown with a rosette and with letters LA on the
sidde. Pencilled on the paper wrapper of the manuscript is a note, dated 1041, by M. Sheh,
{presumably Marfa Vyacheslavna Shehepkina): ‘k. XV1 8. no nosepxy u noa. .. The
chronicle occupies [, 1™—12%, with one line left blank on £, 12¥. The manuscript may at one
time have been the beginning of a larger one, as there are contemporary signatures, £ 1 = 1,
and £ g = 2. Note that in the brief description by Tikhomirov, Kratkie zametki (o. 1), 10,
references to watermarks in Briquet's Les Filigranes are wseful only for approximating the type
of those found in the manuscript and not for precise identification.

#b What turns out to be the second half'of that chrenicle and the one of the greatest interest
to use, because it contains the material pertzining to Russian history, s published in Zimin,
“Kratkic letopistsy® {n. 1), 2a-7 (see especially pp. 26~7). Regarding the other hall of the
chronicle, see B. P. Dmitrieva, *Veaimootnoshenie spishov **Zadonshchiny™ 1 tekst “'Slova o
palicu Igoreve™ " in: Sove o polku Tgoreve § pantpatniki Kulihouskogo trikla (M.—L., 1966}, 251, n. 78.
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Efrosin’s chronicle.?” Given the fact that such material could have been
compiled independently from a number of sources, it would be precipi-
tate to suggest a direct textual link between Efrosin’s compilation and
the Bezdnin one until further work has been done on the many short
chronicles of Muscovy. The second article that stands out for its length is
that for 6938 concerning the gathering in Lithuania summoned by
Grand Prince Vitovt, at which were present not only the Lithuanian
and Polish magnates and church leaders but also a host of foreign digni-
taries, among them the Metropolitan and the Grand Prince of Moscow.
A number of chronicles record this event, but none that I have found
includes all the details of the Bezdnin Chronicle (especially concerning
the presence of a Wallachian zvevoda, Stefan, and the archbishops of
Cracow, Vil'na and Polotsk, and regarding Vitovt’s order that those
present have their living expenses provided until they left the country).#®
It is not clear why such a lengthy entry, consisting largely of a list of
dignitaries who attended, was included among the short entries of this
portion of the chronicle, nor can one say for sure what its source was.

The Bezdnin Chronicle is of particular interest to us for the material
it contains near its end under the year 7ogz. It is here that we encounter
Mikhail Andreevich Bezdnin (or Beznin) fighting successfully against
the Tatars, and then boldly confronting an unruly crowd in front of the
Kremlin and persuading it to disperse. Bezdnin, a dvoryanin whom we
first encounter in documentary sources in 1550, had a successful and
active service career until around 1589.2* His military service saw him
fighting in the west during the Livonian War and on the southern and
eastern borders against the Tatars. In the r580s he was engaged in the
reception of foreign ambassadors; it is during this same period that we
find him involved in a number of mestnichestve disputes, most of which
seem to have been settled in his favour. The razryadnye knigi, in which
one finds an extensive record of Beadnin’s service, contain no direct
evidence of the events recorded in our short chronicle for the year joga.
The only other reference 1 have found to the campaign against the
Tatars and Bezdnin’s leading role in it is in an obviously fictionalized
and uncertainly dated account in the Nooyi letopisets, a work compiled

37 See, for example, his entrics for 6745, 6816, 6862, 6888, GBgoe, Gooo, Go18, Gogn, Go36,
Bgzg, 6y17, Bggz, and, at the end also out of chronological order, Bg53; in Zimin, “Kratkie
letopistsy® {n. 1}, 22-7.

2% What should be the earliest version of this entry is in the Nikanor and Vologda-Perm”
Chronicles [PSRL, xxvi, 186, and xxvii, 102). A second version—one that & closer to the
Bezdnin Chronicle text—is in the Contracted Spod of 1493 and the texts dependent on it
{PSRL, xxvii, 26g).

2 On his career, see V. B, Nirbok, “Mikhail Beznin — oprichnik, monakh, avantyurist,
Voprosy fsiorii, 1of5, No. 11, pp. 214-16; 5. P. Mordovina and A. L. Stanislavsky, ‘Sostav
csobogo dvora Ivana IV v period “velikogo knyazheniya™ Simeona Bekbulatovicha’, Arbhes-
praficheskii ezhegoduik za 1478 g (1977h 181, His last recorded function was to receive a

Crimean tsarevich in February yog7 (1589)—see Razryadeaya kniga 1559-1605 gg., ed. L. F.
Kuz‘mina and V. I. Buganov (M., 1974, 245.
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in the 162082 There Bezdnin is the only military commander men-
tioned; his victory comes in response to @ prophetic command of
Tsar Fedor Ivanovich: ‘Go, slaughter all the Tatars'. This account
and that in the Bezdnin Chronicle could well have a common SOUTCE;
the Novyi letopisels could even have used the Bezdnin text. However,
we have insufficient material to prove such a relatonship.

The Moscow rebellion of 1 584 is recorded in the Novyi letopisets and
the carly seventeenth-century Piskarevskii lefopisets at greater length than
we find in the Bezdnin compilation.?t The mention of Bezdnin in
connection with the rebellion is unique to the Bezdnin Chronicle:
whereas there we find him and the dumnyi dyak Andrey Shchelkalov
pacifying the mob, in the Piskarev Chronicle we learn only that the
boyars somehow settled their differences and that certain of them-—
unnamed—went to the Frolov Gate to quicten the crowd. The Nouyi
letopisets names Shchelkalov and others, and creates quite & dramatic
scene of the crowd’s shouting for the head of Bogdan Bel'sky. However,
Bezdnin is absent in that version 100,

As Academician Tikbomirov suggested, we might Jogically conclude
that the Bezdnin Chronicleis somehow to be associated with the Bezdnin
famnily.’* We might go on¢ Stcp further and hypothesize that Mikhail
Andreevich Bezdnin himself had something to do with the chronicle’s
compilation. So far 1 have been unable to determine the circumstances
which brought Bezdnin's service career to an end {one may guess that
he fell victim to one of the purges carried out by Godunov). In any
event, after 1589 he is no longer recorded as being in state service. In
1591, though, there appears in our sources an elder of the Volokolamsk
Monastery, Misail Beznin, who has been identified as the same indivi-
dual.s? It is of some interest that this newly appeared elder seems to
have occupied a prominent place in that monastery’s affairs. But at
some time in the mid 15908 he appears to have quarrelled with his
fellow monks.?* The next (and so far, the last) place where 1 have
encountered the elder Misail Beznin is as one of the signatories, this
time for the Troitse-Sergiev Monastery, of the charter confirming the
election of Boris Godunov in 1598.% The dumnyi dvoryanin Bezdnin thus
appears to have spent his last years in a monastery. And it is in monas-
teries that short chronicles most closely resembling in content the

. PSRL, xiv, 48.

3+ Ibid. a5; Materialy po istorii SSSR, ii (. 7}, 8.

31 Tikhomirov, Kraikie ramethi (0. 1), 10.

33 Sec Aﬁ{rfmdafmgozemfm[admim i khogyaistva thereafter AFZER), i, ed. A. A, Zimin (M.,
1G56), 437, 440, 446, 456, 492. Cf. MNirbok's assertion, without precise documentation, that
Bezdnin is recorded in the documents of Volokolamsk Monastery as early as August 1586
(‘Mikhail Beznin' (0. 20), 2151

w AFZKR, i (0. 33h 456,

s Akty, sobrannye v bibliotekakh i arkhizakh Rossiiskoi imperii Arkheograficheskoyu ekspeditsiey
Imperatorskel Akademii nawk, it (Spb., 1856}, 42, 47-
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Bezdnin Chronicle were compiled. True, as [ have already suggested,
there is no one monastery that is singled out for particular attention in
the Bezdnin Chronicle, but other short monastery chronicles do not
always focus merely on local news. 1 would suggest then that the
Bezdnin Chronicle, which ends with an item for 1586 and is found in
manuscripts which might be dated as carly as the 1590s, may have
been compiled in one of the monasteries housing the starets Misail and
possibly by the elder himself. If such is the case, then a search for texts
that may be related directly to this compilation might begin in the
collections from the Volokolamsk and Troitse-Sergiev Monasteries.

Alternatively, one might argue that the chronicle was undoubtedly
completed in the 15805, before Bezdnin’s disgrace. If such were the
case, one would have an explanation of why his role in the events of
1584 was singled out {whereas the silence of later sources could reflect
censorship connected with knowledge of his subsequent career).
Another argument in favour of the compilation dating from the 1580s
is that any chronicler so intensely interested in church affairs would
hardly have remained silent about the establishment of the Patriarchate
in 1589, if writing after that event. The final item in the chronicle
concerning the visit of the Patriarch of Antioch to the Chudov Monas-
tery in 1586 has a kind of immediacy to it that might point us toward
that monastery as the place of compilation, even though otherwise
the Chudov Monastery is by no means singled out by the chronicler,
Clearly, on the matter of provenance as well as on the question of how
the chronicle found its way to Kholmogory in the middle of the seven-
teenth century, we are still unable to provide definite answers.

In preparing the critical text of the Bezdnin Chronicle, I have used
as my base copy GBL, Dolgov, No. 3. There is really little to choose,
though, between that copy and the one in GIM, Barsov, No. 1811. The
number of copyist’s errors and minor additions or omissions in cach is
about the same. The Dolgov copy does include one entry (for 7oz24)
not found in the Barsov copy. I have no way of ascertaining whether
that entry was part of the protograph for the two manuscripts, but in
the absence of information to the contrary I have included it as part of
the text., The fragment of the chronicle found in GIM, Muscum Col-
lection, No. 2524 is removed by a considerable time, and presumably
by intermediary copies, from the two full copies and the protograph;
it is clearly inferior to the copies in the earlier manuscripts.
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TEXTS

The texts have been prepared according to the form wed in TODRL, with the standard
substitutions for Slavonic letters but preserving the eriginal orthography and noting all but
purely orthographic variants from the second and third copies. Notes designated by letters
pertain to peculiaritics of the publizhed copy; netes with numerical superscripts pertain to
the other copies,

THE CHRONICLE OF 10V IVANOV

Text given according to MS GIM, Museum Collection, Mo, 2524 (abbreviated M), with
variants from MS5 GPB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin, No. 1573 (abbreviated ) and BAN,
16.7.15 {abbreviated A},

[A. 11]* % B acta G300 nafpamaca Tpu Gpata ot nemey: Propuk, Cimeyc,
Tpyeop.3® Popur y6o cege 8 Hoseropoae, a Cnueye na beaeosepe, a Tpysop
so HaGopcre.

B aera G4g6-ro kpecrica Baaaumep knenckmid.,

B acta 6666-ro nocras rpajy Mockey kamae 10peit® Baagmmposi,

B aeta 6745-ro npuxogua ygaps Bareit, u rpex pagn HAUMX BCIO 3EMAID
TIOTIAEHH,

B aera 6875-ro mmase peanxmil Juurpeit Meaiosimus Joncknit ocnosa
Mocksy rpag KameHHod HA YCIEX MPH MHTPONOAMTE AACKCCH ATNPCAd B §
AEHE,

B aera 6888-ro¥ mecagat! mama npn gape KoHoTAHTHHE HapHUaemaro
Jporoca, rpex paas wammx, Hapoja xpictHanckoro, GesGomseii Maxsmer
BAACTE TPEUCCKYED TIOTACH, SKO e peTp uwh Oypa seana sed Oea pecTi coTmopH.
A meex yapeit | [a. 11 06.] [r]pescckie or seanrore gaps Roncranrina go
typeroro sanmma 86,4 Tlocaegmnt maps Koscrsnrun cun Manyiaon,*# cero
yluma Ty prI.

Aera GgB6-ro xusan seanknit Mean Bacnasessun®s Hopbsrpaa seanksit sa
ceha pana,d 4

B seta fggg-ro xuase seansuii Hean Teepe pana,

B rera go18-ro muman sexnwidi Mean Baciasemies Tlekos saas rensaps 8
24 JACHE.

B aera 7022 knass peanxnii Bacuaelt CuoseHCR B3AA,

B aeta yobii-ro uaps u seanknii kiass Mean® || [, 1] Baciasesnus® Kasans
BasA,

B roum e rogy Owa wa Jeuie Hamectrik kuaze Ceamen Munwyaunckoil a
Tlyuron, Toit el w ofipor afupan na ceGa, a gans rocygapio sGupas, A kax
on BY Mockee chexaa, v nocae GsIan BRO0pHOH TOAOBE KOAMOTOPCKOR a ©
an Jemmckone vesay cyasm, ¥u cyauant® ma Koamoropax pepxmme #n
HIGHHBIEY [IOACBHHEL

#-2 Text from P} omitted in AL b Corrected from A; in P IOpee. © Corner
of page torn off. 4 Written in the margin in a different hand. ¢ M begins here,
! Corrected from A3 in M and P tome.

36 A adds O Bpavane pyccroi Jesa. 7 G50 A. 3% Tpyeos A; corvected Iater
o Tpyeop. 3% Bifia-ro A (apparently a later correction). 12 fgbo-ro 4 (apparently
a later correction). “ Omitted A, a2 oaan A 4 4 adds frano, a.
A adds Osao, # A adds p3aa. 45 Omitted A. el 4 poyanan A,

0 onEmHbe A, 2 noaosiss A
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st 5 Gz-m rogy npuwes aranickoll kapaGab NpoBcABBATE ABITHCKOBG
YOIsA | aamoa B Yuckyo rySy u sivosas. M cyasu o tom niucass ko rocy-
AAPIo, & HEMEL nonAlR i Kopauan Ha Koamoropax, a otmnycky ms se Geiao,

1153 & fg-M roay npHATS HA ABHHCKOES YCTRE ATANICKIR 9eThIpe Kapatau. |
[~. 1 06.] A BoAorOUEME CYAB © HEMEKHMM TOBAPEL XOAHAH X KapabaaM Ha
KOPEABCKOS YOTEE H M0 §5-H T4,

A B ga-m roay nprcaans ¢ Mockss®s na sy socsoas [erp Adonache-
puas Hagrewwn aa Jasemanus Husudoposus Boaoxor, m Apxanreancroii
FopoJ TIOCTABHAM 0AHEM rogom u ceexarn & Mockse. I nocae Toro nprceaans:
ua Jsuny npukashsie gerd Gospecene.

B g5-s rogy npsman g ApxaHreabcRoMY Fopoay rasaHckme kapalam, a na
HEX Toprossie unosemisl Ouapesnos Opat TuMoxa © ToRapeILIL

A B g5-M roay OpHIIAM K TOPOAY arausckye kapabam. || [~ 2]

8B aera 7o71 gaps Mean Bacuasesnas Toaoreck sasa.b

iB aeta J07g-ro mioas B 14 acub Ha lleaone Goit Gra. Hosropoayss anros-
cENX Al ofAR 1 BOEROA BaAAN. i 56

Heta yolo-ro xpemcroit gape Jesaer Kupelt opumes na rocygapesy,
UAPERY M BEAMKOTO KHAZA 3EMAI0 MOCKOBBCKYID © BeankinM cobpanmes, a
xotea Mockey sacectn, M nprmea k pexe Oke, 1 rocydaps, Uapd 1 BEAHKOTO
wimsn Meana Bacuasesnua seea Pyewn cayra nopoeroga wesae Muxamao
Hreanopiue BopoTHMHCKOH B HHBIC TOCYAAPEBE BOCBOBL CO MIOPHME AR ABMI
uapa Berpernal ¥y pern Oxi nog CepnyxopeiM Ha nepesoscs? 1 ACAD € HIM
AEAAAN, M MHOUMX '.l'ﬂ'l'ﬂp Ill:ﬁlr‘l.ﬂ].{} a ]Ililr:‘xj'a MHOROCTRD Ifﬂ'l'ﬂ[iy.ﬁ.[:l H BEO
smuornx Mecrex. VM momea gapes ® Mockee co poesst AmABME 2 B po3roH
aoaeit ve || [a. 2 06.] pocnyerna. M soesogs knsze Muxanao Boporsmckoit
© ToBapeILM nouLa 3a gapes K Mockse H pagan ¢ cofolo ropod ryasii, uro
ofoz muenyerya, H o cuapagom® u ¢ nymreasi. M coman uaps y Boc-
pecenus 8 Moaogex, u ofos nocramman. 1 ceeaan yaps, wTo 3a HiM MoC-
KOBCKHE BOCBOJABL TPHOIAM, M BOPOTHACE™ €O BCEMM CBOMMH AOJBMI Ha
MoOCKOBCKEX Boenod. I opumman ko ofiosy ¢ meammow spoctino, w2 yuasm
npucrynari Hakpenko. M Bossnm smaocepanem n npernerete Boropoaues
M CBATHIX PYCKIX WIOJ0TEOPUOE MOANTBAMY, BOCEOAM HA TOM Acrc yOuam y
UAPA A3 ¥ CBHIHOE CTO [JaPeBHTCE M UIMPHERCKNY KHISCH NIYPSID ero i Myps 1
TaTap MHorHx, 1% Goasuero || [a. 3] Bocsoay Jusna smypay “Haraiickono aa
Kasawncrun® opas gapesiwa Bl sxmenix seaan, M croma uaps v ofosy v
poceoa 6 apeit u, ve xoqn k Mockse, nopormaca B Kpun®s co peen ceomm®

£ One ling erased: Bacoasnenua Rasaus paga. b Added in the same hand in cinnabar
a mark and the note npucryn wa noae, aflter which is written in a different hand m1a
Apyrfow] anct[e]. =l Written at the bottom of f. 57 in the margin by the same hand,
following a mark hke that added on f. 27, ¥ Corrected from A; omitted in M and P,

5T AP, 52 pponone wmats A B AP A adds . 5 Mockee P,
3% The second redaction (P) adds Toro we roay B npmooa kpescxkare mapa Jesaer
Kupes Mocksa sea noropesa, 8 Mockeer He paa, nobemsas DO rHesos romis,
B Toil e nowmap npectasncy kagas Mean Quorpeesid beackodi 3 gemey w0 0T Bealkaro
moMapy, & OhIA pANen B0 MAOTHX MECTCX OT TATAP, MCCAJR Max o 24 aeun; P then

aclds B, 5% mopose P 8 pnm A corrected later to sHBDG 3% Oimitted A,
5 camapagon A, 5 poporHamca A 82 Ormitted 4. 8 a d.
&4+ Haraftckoil so Jazanckma (later corrected to Kasarckna) A, 8 Drin (later

corrected to Kpem) A. 5 coom (Jater corrected to cpoma) A,
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BOHCKOM DOCPAMACH, & [NOAOHY pyCRaro He sasan muxoro. A Jusit mypay
FIOCAZAM BOCBOALL KO TOCY AR IO, U M BearKoMy kiaaio Heany Baciasemono
scea Pycun p peauxnit Hoswropoa. A kasanxue opast [japesinys GuA GoAbHO
PAHEH gepsaid ero 40 rocydapa va Mockse.

B aera jo8i-ro uaps Mean Bacuanesian Ilaitay mana,

B aeta 7085-ro gaps Mean Baciasenitas Kecs ¢ Topapoiym ssma.

KB aera yolly-ro mons® B 23 geus B noayaennoe spema B Kasamn noxap
Guers®® peauk. 3aropeca® y Huxoant Tyasckaro, u pagsl Bce i roctns gsop
i B HAMCHHOM TOpPOAEC MHTPOUOOAMYE ABCD BCE™ BRIrOpesc,” Masa™ YacThk
nocagy ocraca.k

B aera 70B8-ro aurossexoii kopoas | [a. 5 06.] Crepan O6oryp npuxoama
k Hoaveexy u Tloareck maan, w maagsuiky Kunpuana v BoeBOA nomman i
atogeli moGua. A yaps u seanxuit kuase Mean Bacuareruas scea Pycin 8 To
spemd 6uin B0 Tlckose, 1 He BeAeA eMy NPOTHE KOPOAT HTH HEMTHH, AOKTOp
Eancell, HOpOBMA AMTORECKOMY KOPOAIO, I FOCYJape, Iaph, W BeaukHil
kiass Misan Bacuasenn 'scea Pycuu' 79 s3a 10 ero kasama cueprsio.

Toro me aeta AmTORCKHE A0AH BaAaK ropogox™ Coxoa, a aogelt MockoR-
CHITX TTOGIAK.

Aera joBg-ro aurtosckoii kopoas Credan OBoTyp npuxogua k rocyaapesy,
uapeey 1 peaHkOro KHAIL ropoay ko Iemosy™ | [A. 4] "0 crosa nog ropo-
AOM NOATOAY, H OLIA B TO Bpems Bo [lckose namecriny w noesoga, kiase Hean
Ierporng lyickoii. Topoa orcroma u aRTOBCKNX AoOgeil Byiaasn, MOGHBAAT
seoro, M xogua ot rocysaps, gaps u seankaro xnman Meawa Bacnasesnua
Beea Pycin k antonckosy kopoao k OBorypy nocoa kxsss Juurpeit Exepxoit,
Cuenan Topoan: Mockopckoi rocygaps mama Ayku Beamsme, a anronckoit
KOPOAL BIAA HEMELIKHE TOPOARL,

Toro se aera noabpa 5 18 aens npecrapica uapesut xiass Fean Floanosmnu
s caofioge Arexcanjpornckoil, 1 npnesescn Ha Mocksy u noroxen s uepxan
apxanrreaa Muxanaa » npugese.

Aeta joga-ro mapra s 18 AeHb npectaBHcH Uaps M seanknit kumsn Mean
Bacuanesia § [a. 4 06.] mockobcknit™ seea Pycuit, so mmouex Mowa, n
rmoaosen Ha Mockee B geprsy aprarreaa sxe Mixanaa s tos me MpHAEAE, 79

Toro xe aeta mana p 28 gens® noctasacH GEICTE HA NPEBEAHIIEM TTPECTOAS
uapcrsa Mockossckaro, n Baagmvmpekom i Kasasckom w1 Acropoxamcronm
M MHOTHX FOCYAapeTe Beankus Pycun ygapesus xnnse Qegop Meanoswas, u
BeHYAH BeHyeM JAPCKUM, 3 [OMASAH CRATEIM MEpPOM. 70

Aera JogI-ro ceeiickoii kopoas Pyrogum nasa ®

=B aera 70g2-ro rocygapn, uaph 1 Beanknit kuass Oeaop Meanonny ncea
Pyeun cege na gapereo MockopbcROS M BEHUACH JAPCKIIM BEHIEM HioHA B52
1 AeHbs™

-k Added in the margin in the same hand. ! Repeated, the second time having
been erossed out. a=mt W3 ritten in the margin by the same hand.

57 1o A, €8 Gria P % garopeaoca A; saropes P, 7 Omitted A,
" 4 adds e n. 73 masan d. 7 A adds m. ™ ropog P 75 Added later in
margin in A, =76 Omitted A. 77 Added in second redaction (P): mma 29 Aer,
7 MECALL % P adds m. 7 Added in second redaction (P); xua 53 aeta, 7

MECALL ¥ P adds in margin B 31 AcHb. Bt pagan A; added in margin in different
hand B aemo go91-¢ rocyJapesind nopeasmses: godckoit atavan Epwar Tumodees
sana Cubupexoe paperso P, 2 Oimitted A.
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BB aera jogg-ro npuxodua k Mockee speivcknil gaps, B Do MuAo-
CEpAIEM rOCYAApest Boero sl Hapa nofman® || [a. 5]

B aera joq3-ro so papcmo @eogopa lMpawomia scea Pyciun ochosawd
Ouiets Ha Mockee Tpag kaMeHHOHM OKOAD seMAAHOBO TPAda MaMA B § ACHS,

BB aera Tro5-ro npst GaarouecrisomM gape Deogope Franosnye miona & 18
AcHb B 3-M wacy wowst, B Hingrem Hoserpage s llesepckom monacreipe
6LICTE NOTPACCHIE MOHACTEPIO, MHOTHR EeAlln HopasmAnct, i Xpam® xamen-
nott Boamecema XpHCTOBA M © KOAOKOARHEID BECH DOIBANMACH, & TENAQH
Xpan Hu‘rcpuna NpeYscTLic Eompnﬂum.l B 3CMAID OCEA 110 HHAHNE oRomka,b?
A awogeli Bor moMmAoBas, HM eAHH SEAOBEK HE HATHO. A TO BCC POIANOMAND
orpaay u soporta | [A. 5 of.] MosacTeipekne 1 caysGe poe, Buern e cuil
Tpyc npn apxumapute Tpudone. A® npese cero B ToM e Hinnen Hope-
rpaje 3a 400 Aer Gbiaa caofoga eeepx no Oxe pexe Nog cTapsM ropoom,”
M TAKOME OMOARIAL FOPA, AKO M NECYCPCKAR, H SASRIIAAD [IOATOPACTA ABOPOD
¢B A ALMH M ©O CKOTOM, I HM eJUH SCAOBEK OTTYAY He H30hiA,

B Aeta 7104-TO NOBEAC TOCYAAPS, UAph M Beanknil kuass Peogop Heano-
BHaE Beea Pycum B croeii orune B Kasanu » kamennom mytpu ropoge® s
Ipeobpasenckom MOHACTHIpE EKaMEHHYH LEpKOBL Sasoutn® Goroaenxoe
Ilpeotipame- | [a. 6] nue Tocnoga namero Meyca Xpucra. M nauawa pos
KotaTy, 1 ofpeTolla YCCTHRIA MOUIM Hie BO CBATRX oTel] Haunmx Lypus
APKHENHCKONA HAIAHCKATO M Bapcynodus  €IMokoma  TRCPCKATD  HOBEIR
HIAOTROPIIOR OKTAGPR B 4 JACHL TIpH METpONOoAHTe Kasanckom Epsorene u
npu apxumapure Apcenun Bucoxom®s | [a. 7] Aera 7105-m0 wionn B 12
AcHe sarosmen ObcTh B OMOASHCKY Tpaj KaMeHHO!l a owhajmpan ero no
rocyaapesy, yapery w eeanxoro kmmsn @Oegopa Meawomuua scea Pyoun
BEACHBIOY mypru ero, GoapuH 1 kouwmeil Bopuc Pegoposns Fogynos.”

© Fn the margin in cinnabar and the same band is written at this point apu.
@ Corrected from A; in M ropogogos.

&35 This entry follows the next ane in A. 84 A adds Geaodi. S50 Ohmitted in
second redaction (F). 8 A adds xosoamRoi. T omornie A, L
¥ ropoga A. o gaaouian A, # Oymitted P, %2 Togomys A; added in

second redaction (P): B asta 7002-r0 IPHXOIRAR KEPERMOKIN It HATAHCKME AKAN 40,000,
a ¢ msnn Apacaan mypsa Jusies cem 3 Gparse, i1 no rpexom ORy pery nepenas, 1
Kosearecr w Mewmeck 11 Macaseck 1 Momaficemx ¥ J0porofysickis IeMCEHX MECT
saxpaTHAM Do Yrpe pere ¥ Gsau ¢ rocygapiorodl [se]aae ase megess, # nosony
GEITMCACHHO BasA, [K]uarii 1 GoApeEE MHOMTe momsans i ge[reit] wx, o nouas
Hi TOCYARADERLL FEAAR.

[M] maz 8 9 aeus Ba [PAsAHUE SEABUIATOCH JHAMEMMA Ha HeGecH YecTHAro W
sumoTeopugaro kpecra locnoaus, Ha pexe ma Oke, na nepeaase Yore Brucs pexn
prame Koayrs BepeT 3 AeCaTh MPHIEOA HA KPEMCENN I HA HAIAHCKIX MOASH rocy Japes,
yapes 1 nexukoro ks Peogopa Heanowmua peea Pocun socsoga Muxawso Osape-
epun Deanns, a € MM ToCyaapess BmfopHse apopane Goawmme suass Onapeii
Bacuawenia TpySepxoit ga wuase Ongpeit Jamrrpeesma Xiakos 1 MHBEE MHOTHES
BOARIITHE ABORAHE W POPOATELI AcTel ﬁ-u.npuxux o CTpeALUM TOCY ARDCEL ABEOHIELIC,
a roaopasu, 3 Dpuropses Musyaunus ga ¢ Orapeest Muteosus, o wpemcikux
HAraficgnx Aoaefl Mporux nmofuan o notonnan, u JupmeBa ceHA yOHAW 1 ASHER
MHOCHE MOMMAAH, B DOAOHY OTHOADHIAN GOABNDI 70,000, ¥ KHAIHHL U GORpHHL 5t
acredt wx 1 peafuix aoaeil] » ok Mockse mpaumoa, aan Bor, sgoposo co Blcesm)
rocyaapenust Apopassr A B Te nopu wa M[ockse] nocoa amroscxoi Aes Conera.

Toro me MecAUA MAWA B 22 ACHB [0 TPCXOM, HMCpHL MOCKOBCEAN TPMCTYIAAT K
ropoay GOALUEMY KPesan, H BopoTa D poscnCrie BROHAN I CCRAR, W myTuRy GoABIIyIO,
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Aera® 7106-To remBaps B 7 ACHL [PECTARNCK Laph M BEANKHE KHAIL
®egop Mpanomrus mockoncknii 1 seea Pycun, Mygobpenie u casojepixen
rocyaapcsa MOCKOBBCKOTO, CBOCH BEAMKHA OTHMHLL, M MHOIX IOCYAApCTR
ofiragaress,® B 15 ACTO Tocyjapcrma cro.® flko coAHlle samac B JarHws
CTPAHBL 1 BCMAN, CBEIUA PYCHHCKAR yTace, I #KO KaMeHs JAPArHil azamauT
AMUE CBOE COKpHI, BO TPOG BOEANCA It B SEMAN 3ATROPHCA, CBET noMepye, |
[ 7 06.] u kpacHsil ynet xpucTuanscrnil yazae. H oaxo xunapuc kpenxsii ne
KOpEHH HCTOPMECA M He OCTACK OTPACAH HH MAaAZ OT ceMmeHs.s

Cun e narpuapx Hos Mockopckuil BIAER, 1 € MITTPONOAKTEL 1T APXHEITHE-
KOUBE M ©0 BCEM OCESLIEHILINM BOCACHCKIM coBOPOM, I TOCYIAPEER], UAPCRET 0
BEAMKOTO Kagag OOARIIIHC Er}ﬂpe H ABOPAHE W FOCTH M HA PO, BCCA SEMAK BH e
awo B MockorECKOM TOCYAApCTBe [APCKOTD CHOAHMER HIL CIMHADD HECTH,
xomy na MockosckoM rocyaaperse gapes GUITIL A BO HHOBEPHLI™ JEMAM BO
OpABI UAPS A B BAPAIH KOPOAHR TIPOCHTH HA FOCY ARPCTRO HE HIBOAHILA IOCAATH,
CHUEBH PagH BHHL MMen?®® B0 yMe y#acTs!™ i crpax v cepaust. apu || [a. Bye
YED COXNMITUE MMEIT CHBCDHYTO G}’WPMHFJ{?FJ EEPY,, @ KOPOAN EANHHIT, CHOMM
nasoxrennes ot bora ornagoma w OAATOBEPHA OTBCPTOWWACH, WMENOT Horo-
MEpCKYIo AATHIFECKYIO M AOTOpCKym epeck, Aabu ma Mockosexom rocy-
Aapetne GyAydd XPUCTHAHECKME [PADEIC BEPHt HE UCKASUAM, M K CRoell
npeaecti K GycopManckoii pepe u K Goromepcroit aarnuckoit epecit Gaa-
FOREPHEN XPHCTHAH HACHABCTROM He npespatian. M Guan ueaom Gaaronep-
HOMY ToCyJapeny, yapesy u Beamkoro kuass Qegopa Meanoswua urypiury,
Gospairy 1 komomenyd Bopucy ®egoposiaio Toaysosy | [a. 87 06.] arobu
Bopue Pegpposuas noxasosan, npusa npecros Mockonckoro u Baaamop-
crora 0 Kasanckaro o ACTOPOXAHBLCKOID UAPCTEA I CAEMIKAA CKHIICTD BCEA
Pyciit Ha FOCYAAPEED, YApeso it veankoro kiass Deojopa Meanomiaa scca
Pycnn mecro. M Bopue ®eaoposuus uenofurss X He IIpespya W TPOCHA
CpoKa, AOHAEKE TOCYAAPIO, AP 1 BeskoMy kussio Deozopy Meanomro
Grdmenunie MAMITH 40 AHM OPEHACT, M OT LADMUL W BCAIKIC KHAMMHT
Wpuma @egoposie, cecTprl cBoci, NOAYINThH BAATOCADREHME.

Toe se annst uaps it seankoro kunsa Peogopa Msanosnua yapuya Ppuna
nocrpiniecs Ha Mockse B npeuecTHEM ACBeMEM MOHACTHIPE TNPETHCTHIC
Boropoanu uectHaro ea Ogerurpe 1t HApedeHHa Gate Axrercanipa,

B Acta 7107 cenTafips 8 § AEHb N0 NOBEACHITIO UAPHLILE i BEAHKIH KHATIHHP |
[ 8] muokn Asexcangput u no GAArCCAOBCHIIO H 9EAOGUTEIO cBATEHMIATO
Mora maTpnapxa MOCKORBCKOTO H 1O uernfUTEI0 e BCEMD OCBHINCHHATO
BCEACHECKATO coGOpa M IADEBLIX 3 BEAMKOrO Kitfad Godp It ABOPAH I BCETO

e Text from A3 omitted in M. 1 Corrected later from woiesy.

koropan crorsa nporre Ppososckxx BOpoT HA AofHOM MeCTe Nog ropoa moABOpo-
THA, I AETH GORPCKITE MAOFHE HA KOHEX W3 AYKos 13 orpoa crpeassm. Hon sanse no
DpoAGECKITC BOPOTIA BEXOAUAM KO Beeil sepuit aymmoil asopaum Minawno Ouape-
eoiras Besmnn ga quax Onapedi Hleaxkanon, 1 acpih YIODOPIANL B € MOCTY COCARAH.
TTpst Toum e noche ARTOBCKOM JAbe TOBO e A nocoa Qe ¥ TOCY AAPA C YIPA.

" B aero P =4 Omitted P, o5 copoero P P adds [B aleta 7107-ro cenabps
B 4 geut socnpuar crpmerp [Mockow]ckoro rOCYARQCTEA M MHOPMX TOCYARPCTS BEER
[Pycur] Bopue Geaoposmas logysos. The second redaction (#) ends with that line.

# A adds ero. o s gene A, 9 yon sepaem A " pmeaxy A,
wr yrac A. d
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BOMMECTEA M FOCTEll M XpHCTHAHCTEA noctasacH Gucrs ma Mockse bBorom
uabpanHuLlil Tocyaaps, Baps u pexuknit ks Bopre Degopornys Ha npese-
Ampem npectoae gapersa Mockossckaro, w GAATOCAOBEHUEM H PYKOMOAO-
swemmen ceareiimaro Mosa narppapra MOCKOBCKATO M BCCACHCKOND BENMAN
BEHIIEM UAPCKHM M TIOMARIAN CBATRIM MIIDOM.

I npun ero Aepiane No Bpasmein AeCTBY a MO SAOMY YMBIUACHRIO I 0O
HEHABMCTH TIOACKOTO M AnToBcKoTo AKuremonta kopoas u nauon pag || [». 8
of.] Hepes MHOrOE €ro KOPOAEBCKOE KPECTHOC JICAOBANLE B Mocrorrcronm
rocyAapcTRe cuyTa i meskycofee yummuaaca. HexoTopoii mop, =epHel,
epeTii mnvanes [priuka Orpenser,'®! aa HeRoTOpbie GOTOMEPCKHE EI0 AEAR, ©
Mocspsr 30emar’™ g AHTBY, 1 cBeprA ¢ cefif HEPHOE TIAATHE, HAIBAACH LApEBI-
uenm JlamTpeeM yraeukis, Beaukoro rocyiaps, uapa Meana Bacwanesiua
pcea Pycun cumom. A gapesuua Juurpes He CTAAD A0 TOTO BPEMCHU 3a 13
aet. I paseim geficrsos, ToT sop UpHilika gomea 40 UAPCTRYIONIATO rpaja
MocKBE H TAPCKOTO MPEcTOAR JOCTILRE, H TOCYAAPEM MOCKOBCKHM HMCHOBACK.
M suas ero aayio npeaecTs, Mockosckoro rocysapersa Gospe o BCAKHMX
YIHOB AM0AM CHEXARCA 30 BCEX TOCYAAPCTE B [apcTeyoymii rpag Mockey, u
COEAMHACH CAMHOMBICAGIHO H 0BAMIA TOro Bopa, 3A0f cMeprn npegaam. |
[x 9]

M uo y6uitcree Toro sopa I'pumkn, no nabpaniio BCAKIX YMHOB M BCETO
Pocuiickoro rocyaapeTea yarsmaca Ha MockoBCKOM rocy AapeTee rocy Aapes,
papes i3 BoAp oT poja cy:xjassckux kassell Backaeit Meanosiis lyitcxoi.
M nocae toro FRurmvonT kopoab yMucarn Mockosckoe rocysapereo CMyTHTH
Gorsmu npesuero. VM mopyimia nepeMHpe, M oOIIPECTYNHE CBOC TKPECTHOE
{JEAOBAHNE, H TIOCAC IIOCAOBT CROMX, KoTopule yummman Ha Mockse sup ©
yapes Bacuasem n® mpectnoe peaosamne. Hacaaa spyroso mopa poaoM
sHAoBIHA, Haspas ero yapesnges Jarrpeest e, 6yaro on Tor I'pmnka, sto
Grn na Mockse 1t ¢ Mocksw yGesant x mng 8 Ioasmy sus, 1 ror apyroii
pop cobpanca, ¢ anropckinan aoaesu | (Ao 9 06.] npuwes, noa Mocksowo
cToaA TaGopaMi, 1 Topoasl H YE3AR BOERAA, # KPODE HATIPACHYIO TPOAHBAN,
u k& Mockse npueryiias. A moasckodt AlHrHMonT KOpoAs Hepes KpecTHOC
perosanbe ropos Cuoseneck pasms, M ymbicad ¢ msmenmukn Mockosckoro
rocyAaperea, o9 Mixamaom Caetoprn CarTBIROBRM M C B0 COBCTHMEHHA,
KOTOpHIE HIMEHIAN Uapio BACHARID, OTEXAM X KOPOAKD, TIMCAA M NPHKAIHEAA
B Mocksy k 60ApOM M BCAKHX WHHOB K AlogeM, SYTTO OH, JKAACKUH O XpH-
cruancTse nipumea B MockoBckoe rocy Aapereo, Tof rocyapeTso YCOoKouTE
u KpoBb yHATH, & Ghmy 6 Ha MOCKOBCKOM FOCYJApCTBE ChIHY €I0 KOpO- I
[ 10] aesrmo Baagimcaaey » pauel pepe rpeueckaro 3aKoHa i HUKOTOROTO
ana B MockosckoM rocygaperse He geaari. M paps Bacuaeii, ars nokow
XPHCTHAHCKOrO, rocyAapeTso ceoe orcrapua. A sa Mockosckoe rocyaapcrso
nzoGparn GEIAN HOABCKOTO KOpoAcEnda Baajncaara i 3 rerManoM KOpYHHEIM
¢ Cranmcaapom HeaxopscxkiM, 1 0 ToM © Boesm Aoropop Owa yanHeH, H
EpecTieiM peaoBansesm ¢ ofe cTopomst yrpenaed. I Aurnmonr Kopoab
chiHa cEoero Ha MOCKOBCKOE rocyaapcTso HE jar, i cau ot CMoaeHcka He

= Corrected from A3 in M 1 mocaos, # Corrected from A; omitted in AL
t Repeated, the second time having been crossed out.

wr Orpeser A. 192 Geaman A. Ll -
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OTIIEA, ' M TI0 CI'0 BEACHLID AHTOBCKRE A it mssmernms Muxafiao omanom
pomant » Mockny., 11 yapa Bacwasa wagm, x xopoao otocaass, a Mocksy
peaeh | [ 10 06.] MOABCKIM 3 AHTOBCKHM AMIEM BEIKEUE H BRICCTR, H [JCPKEH
Bowmont u sonacTap ockpepunai. M cearefiuaro Depmorena, marprapxa
MOCKOBCKAro M pcca Pycui, © DpecToAa CBCPIAM M B SATOUCHBE YMOPHAH M
BCARMX 9HHOB AoJeil Muomecteo noGuan u Mockry sacean. 1 Mockoscroro
rocyjapctea OoApe M BCAKHME AIOAHM, 3a TY''S €r0 KOPOAEKBCKYH) MHOIYIO
HeMnpanay, IpoTHE ¢ro craan, # crod nod Mocksow retmana Kapaa Xortxeesa
mofuan, ¥ 2 sanack B Mockey se nponyerian, 1 Mockopcroe! 10Oy IapcTno
ommerian, M wa seannnx rocyaapersax, Ha Baagmuepokom u MockoBcros 1
Hoyropogikom 1 na papersax Kasanckom 1 Acropoxasckos u Cnbupexom i
Ha Boex Beanknx | [A. 11] # npecaapuux rocyaapersax Pocuniickaro uaperesa
1o Bosgmell BoAR 1 MO TACMEHK BEAMKIDX rocydapeif, gapeil pocniickix a no
BAAIOCAOBEHMIO MATEDHIO BOAHKHE IoCyJapsiHi crapuisl unoxo Mapdm
Weanostm 1 no wafpamno u mo geaotirse Mockopckoro rocysaporsa
napeil ¥ gapesuues, Kotopsie caymar 8 MockosckoM rocyaperee u Goap u
OKOABHMYNX M ABopaH'® n Beero MOCKOBCKOTO rocyjapcrsa  YUHHHACHK
rocyaapem, gapem B Beamkind kHases Mixauao Qegoposuus seea Pycmn
caMogepmuent®? B ASTO FI2I1-C, NOHEGKE OH IOCYAaph BEAHKOTO TOCYAap:
CAABHBIE MAMATH [apa 1 BeaRkoro kuass Meana Bacmasesiua scea Pycum
camoAep:aal® JaKoNIEIC CYIPYTH A CEIHA €T0 Uaps i Beaukoro kunaa Qegopa
HMeanopnua Beea Pycun™ || [a. 11 06.] maTepu Beamkue rocyaapsiem'’®
UApHIE M BeAmkne xaarmHm Awnactacedt Pomanosmm Hpresa posmoro
maesananka Pegopa Muwurnoa Posanosa W presa cein,

AeTta ¥159-T0 TOAY HIOAA'! MPOTHE I5-T0 9MHCAZ B HOUH BOACIO boskmeo
REAHKOTO TOCYAapd, uaps I peanxoro xuasg Muxawaa Qegopomnua ncea
Pycun caMogepsia He CTAAD, OCTABM JEMHOC LJAPCTRA, OTHAE B BEUHOE
GaameHcTRO HEGECHATD UADPCTEND, 4 OTKOAS CErO CRETA, BEAMKMH IocyAaps,
Uaph M BEAMKHID KHA3H Muxanro Oegoponnus Beea Pycun GrarociosHA
ChIHA CBOEMD BEAMKOro Tocyaapd, Yuapemia kumsn Asewces Muxanaomraa
frTH Ha cBoes yapckos npectoae Ha Baagu- || [A. 12] Mepexom 1 na Mockos-
CKOM TOCYAApCTBE M HA BCEX BEANKHX rocyaapersax Pocmilckaro yaporemi
HAapes M BEAMKIM EHAseM boca Pycim,

THE TALE OF THE NIZHNY NOVGOROD EARTHQUAKE
GPRB, Collection of M. P. Pogedin, Ne. 1573

[». 17] Teweperuii Tpye Guicts & Hignow Hoserpaafe npn]* Gaarouecctunom
yape i rocygape u seankom kuase Ofesope] Mpanopme soea Pycun B acTo
7105-ro [mona) 5 18 gens B TpeTHil wac Hoyw. T MOHACTEIPA K KOHIO-
men]noMy ABOPY M B MOHACTHPBCKYIO crofoaky BBepx no Boare pexe, n Ha

v Corrected from MOCKOBCROELCHOE, ¥ Written above the line.

# Here and in other places indicated by brackets the text has been restored, since the
corner of the manuseript has been torn off,

4 grmead. 1% ped. ¥ geopan A, W camogepmen A, 1% camopsia A
we A4 adds camoaepia. e Omitted A. 11 youA A.
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MOHACTBIPE H HH/KC MOHACTEIPA A0 nedep, sins o Boare peke Boero Ha nepery
TOABMAHCH 1QeAH BeAmkn. F Ha Boex npuimes cTpax # yKac BEAHKO, fKo me
BRICTE FIpe# Cero no actomucyes sa wersipinera aer. B Huwxuen Howserpage
104, cTapsiyM ropogon seepx 110 Owe pexe Geina caoBoga, u Bomuit roes » Te
AcTa GEIAI SHAMCHIM TAKOBA ! OMOALIAL TOPA CHEPXY 1 3ACKIIAAD TTOATOPACTA
ABOPOB € AKBMIT M CO CHOTOM, OTTYAY HHEAKOB udeaobek He mabsin. Taro me
HEIHE B HAIIA ASTA, TPEX PAJi HALNX, BCH TAKOBAS CTPAMAEM MPABeJHEIM
CYA0M, MOHACTHIDE CTOAA B IOAY TOPRE TION GOABILIOHD UOpoM, M IHO9asd
GoAbIlad TOpa 1104 MOHACTEIPEM OCBITATHCH M C ACCOM. ApxuMapHT e || [A
17 ofi.] [Tpudon] s Gpatien 1 vecs ocsalenneni cobop Hada [Moan]TH MiAO-
criparo bora, gabw yxporua npa[segu]eidi ceoit rHes, 1 B3eM TIpeuncTEIR
Boropoanys [of]pas 11 npoass 9i0A0TBOPHENA MKOHEL, BEIIAH 33 MOHACTHPE ©
nmAZUEM B ¢ mecHEME gyxoeusnar U npormeo Soasume roper naga Owrra mym
BeAHKOIT I Tpeck or Aecy, B Bosamnms muaocepauen i npessersia Boropo guist
FACTYNACHUEM TOH MHAOCTHIO, IPOIIAA TOPA 110 MOHACTEIDE 1I0OJ JEMALID, W
ofiapuaaca ropa ta B Boare pexe. A wotopele cyau Guiaa v Gpery, o Te craan
Ha rope oT BoAE Aarede, a B Boare yuusmanca Oyrpw seanxus, M wa mona-
CTRipt M B CADDOAE 3EMAID HM3AOMAAD, M MOHACTLHIPCHOE OCHOBAHWE BCE
3ABUTHYAOCH © MecTa B Boary pery, w xpam Goawnoll kamennoit Bosnecenme
X PUCTORD OT TOTO PAIPYIIMAOCH A0 OCHOBAHHA. TOKMO OCTAACH cAUH BEpX,
KOTOpodt Ohia HAA MEPTBEHMKOM, M KOAOKOABRHHIA paschiMaracd. A reracid
xpam Ioxpos npecearsin BoropodHusr clnaTHyAD Ha cropoHy i ofHUIHACK B
sesmarn || [a. 18] camenn ¢ Tpu famcko o komeu oataph[pl, cBATHA] BOpOTA
TIOBAAHAMCH, 1 TIOBADHE M AeAHU[KH B oy |mmaa, 1 xachns H oTrpaja MoHa-
CTBIPECKOE . . . CTpoeHHE nepeaomano, w Ha Gpery Boarm xplam] Huxoas
QEAOTBOPLA SABHIHYAD © MecTa 1 manepts ofaomano, B B caobode Asopst
#lclmararo. Apmmaprra ke Tpufona 3 GpaTieio o MOHACTHPCKIX CAYT H
XPHCTHAH OT cMepTH Bor noMuaosas, HU eAMH TCAOBCK HE Haruba, S0 we 1
Hpest cero, Tpex paan Haumx, npi gape Mycrmmaare Sucrs vpyc 8 Kowcran-
THHE TPaje, 10 PASAHTHEX MECTEX TPHAT KA3HE.

Taxo e n peanknil rpag Anrnoxms Bosinu rHEBOM HAaNpacHo Bech
magech, H rpol GRICTE MUBYIIMM B HEM, MHHM SKE 110 3CMACK MAJO0LUIACT U
riorpefonIach, HEUBIM e AHBI CYLIE, M OFHb M3 3CMAH [PHINE H HIOMPE IX,
M TAKO JHC OT ACPR OTHE CROAMH, AKO MOAHMA, H nocacan ofperamimmxcn
nonaamowy. lourniickmit ke rpay pasceaecs Ha NOAB, [OA €ro Oaje
ey || [a. 18 06.] ... noa semacio, BIRIBAXY MHAOCTH, HIpOCH . . . [pe-
BHICTE 3CMAR TPACYLUHCA ACTO BCE,

THE BEZDNIN CHRONICLE

Text given according to MS GBL, fond g2, Cellection of 5. O, Dalgov, No. 3 (Museum Col-
lection, No. 58g0) {abbreviated 13, with variants from M55 GIM, Collection of E, V. Barsov,
Mo, 1811 (abbreviated B), and Museum Caollection, Mo. 2524 {abbreviated M).

[~ 1] B aero 6463 xpemwenne HBaamennste Oanrn Gaber peskoro xkuaan Baa-
AVMeEpa.

B aero 6496 Bo uapcrso Bacuasa n Koctarmma rpeveckmx ot narpuspxa
Dotua kpecTiea KARss seankn Baagumep » Kopeyni. M npuseae ¢ cofioo na
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rpes nepearo MuTponosnTa Jcosa B Kues o © HuM 4 enmckonLn, H KpecTH
pyceryio semao, M e Gmiers 5 Kiene nepenit murponoant Aeon, a wersipex
COUCKONOR Nocaina no rpajom. llepmaro nocagu e Beaerpage m napeue
apxnenuckonom.® Broparo apxmenuckona nocaaua g Pocrope; nocaa ero
chiHOM cBoMM co Kiasesm Bopucos. Tpersaro ennerona nocagn s Yepmarose,
Yerpepraro enmcxona nocaadu B Boaunmcxoii aeman. Ceilt me Murponoadt
Jeon o CHB 4 ENMCHONRL KPECTHIUA PYCEYI 3emaso. Teil mepeomnpectons
LB HAPHITAINTCA, Akose 0T cux Hada || [A. 1 0f.] Muomanicn npasosepuan
BEPA KPECTLANBCKAN, ¥ OT JACOHA MHTPOIIOAHTA NOCTABASHH OBIUA 110 HITEIM
rpagos ennckons B Hoerpag, B IToaoreck, B Boasmckyio semaso,

Apocaan, cxn Baaguwmepon,'? nocraen 8 Hoerpaa nepearo enmsckona
Armma Boromennna. Torga e 1 chna csoero? crapeiimaro Baaamuepa n
Horerpaae nocagu. Toit ke kunse peanxuit Apocaar moctaen o Aweet!
wroparo enuckona Ruaary n Hoverpage, napuuaemaro Ayxy.

B acro Ojoo ppectasmca mpenogofumii mrymen Bapaawm woaoteopen
DyreicKmit®

B aeto 6742 gapr BaTeil mpaxoaia Ha Pyce.

B aero 6754 vOeenne waman Muxanaa Yepuwropckoro n Goaspusa ero
Pdeogopa.

B aero 691 nocrasaes Opicrs B murponoanTtsl Makcuy rpevammn, Hua
|| [ 2] 22 Aera.

B aero 6816 mocrapaen Geicte B murponoamtel Ilerp, n npuwae 8 Boao-
Jumep. AUIA 20 AT B MUTPOTIOANTEX.

B acto 6862 nocrasaen Gpicts 8o Laperpase Aackcedl smrmponoasT, n!
AIA 25 AETA, ¥ MOAOIKEHE! GRICTE MECTHRIA €10 MOIUH B £I0 cosjanuei ofurean
ua Mockse, B Hogose Monacteips & aeto 885,

B aero 6879 poanca kuaze Bacuaeit duurpeesny Jdovexaro.

B aeto GBE88Y nobBomge Gpletes seanxaro wmmsa Juorpen Meanowmua
HJoneraro. lobua sa Jonom Momas uapa.

B rero G8go pama papes Taxramenn rpajg Mocksy omasom o MHOro zaa
COTBOPHA,

B aero 68g7 npecrasiea xuass || (A 2 06.] seansuit Juorrpeit Heanosny
AJoscroli Mecalla Mag n 1g Jens, 118 Beia HA BEAMKOM HHAMHEHHE MOCKOBCIKOM
2g aeT 1 B Mecay, a Boex aeT i 58 1 5 Mecange.

B aeto 6808 npecrapnea [lunon sMuTponoanr, wro Gua no Arexcee 9050-
teopye. Boopymuaca Gua Ha OAcKCeeRO MECTO DPIATH NPECTOA MIEPOIOA-
cinit Mirrait, or Craca ¢ 1oporo apxuMapiT, ' 3 MAHTHIO €O MCTOUIMKY Ha
ca Boasomua camosoacteos. M nomea w [laporpagy crasurmea, n Bory me
TIOTYCTHBITY MY TAKOBALD TPECTOAA CBATEALCKA BOCTIPHATH FOPAOCTI Pa i,

B aero 68gg° senmacs wuass Bacwaelt damrpeesns Jowckaro. Tlomsa
Cofumro, ameps Burosra Kecryrepnya, xopoas anrosckaro. || [a. 3]

B aero Ggoo nppecrasmen npernogobueii urymen Cepriii wogoTsopen

* Corrected from B; in [P apxsenyckonas, b Corrected from 8; in 0 ero. & Sic.
4 Corrected from B; in D Go®d, ¢ Corvected from £; in D 6800.

uz Baagmep B 13 Huwame B, s Ormitled B, us Onitted B,
Ve apacemangpT M
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pagonexckuil. Toro e rogy npecrasmca npenmodolasit wrymes duurpii
npuayTuksil mogoreopey. Toro xe rogy oxaansii Temnp Axcax npuxogma
Ha Pycs, u Eacu rpag Bsaa, M KHA €ACTCCKOBO MOADHMA NPH GAATOYECTHROM
peankoM knase Bacuase Junrpeemrae Jonckaro sayka Heana Heanosnua a
npasayka Meana Jamiropnua smockosckaro Kaauts,'? npn surpomnosure
Runpuane kuesckom u acea Pycnn,

B acro Ggog npiusae ofpas npeuncrsie Boropoguus ua Borogumepa na
Mocxey npn seanrom knase Bacuare Jdsmmrpeesias Jorbekaro.

B aero 6904 npecrapuea Credan nepmeckmii emmcron na Mockee || [A. g
ofi.] 1 noaomen 6wmere ¥ Cnaca Ha rocyaapese apope.

B aeto Bgry npecrapmca peamkas xuarnpa’ Esgoxen wmmwe Jdmurpeena
Joncrore, so mnogex Edpochnsa, mecaga mona B 7 Aens. Ona e wayan
A0 mMaHAcTHpA BoSHECEHCKOIO K NOCTPHIAHBI HPOCTHAL 30 MEAOBEK, pas-
AMYHEIMHE HEAYTH ojepsuMbl, a ¥ wuaan Juutpecsa rpoba Jonckaro
Apxapriae va naogasn ga y kaarnsn Edpocunnm  Boanecenckonm mMona-
cTeipe ¥ rpofos CBEN caMi o celie BOSTapaxycA.

B xeto 6016 nomae kuass peankmit Bacuaeit Juurpeesia k Cuonencey 1
pag rpas duarposer, w nomnae k Basve, B p3mna ¢ TECTEM CRBOMM © BEAMKMM
knaacyM Buroprosm nepemupie or pomecrsa ceatsie Boropoaugs ao Merposa
AHH.

Toro e aera norope rpaa Pocros, o gepross || [A. 4] kamenan cofopuan
OAaAeci, M KOADKOABI PASAHIHACH, 1 AIDACH MHOMO TIOMOPE M MCTONE MECAlA
MIOHA B 21 ACHE.

B aero Bgry nprae kmase mermsmil BuToBT Ha sATH CBOCNO, HA BEAMKOTO
wiasA Bacuasa JduuTpecsdta MOCKOBCKOTO, H TO CABIIAB, KHA3LE BEAWEMI
Bacuaelt nonae nporasy ero. M cangomwacs o pene o Yrpe u Ty s3nwa mup
npomes cofoln, sancme Hease OBAO CHHTHCH BOiCKOM o TOM MecTe, ayGpona
HACTAT M NYTh V30K, H PassiiolacH,

Ha 1y se sumy nomae Gesbosusil xuase Eaurell na meamworo wasas
Baciaps Jmirtpeessua, maymn k Mockse cosome rpag Cepnyxos, a amacit
MHOEECTBO CCCYE, A MHLIX B MOAOH Mobege, u npuinae & Mockse aexabpn s 5
AEHE, M 3eMAE DYCCKOM MHOrO 3aa cerBopua, || [A. 4 06.] a rpagy Mockpe
HHMTOME YCIIE,

B aero 6918 semige mpeocerurennnit suTponoant Mornil smesckuit wa
aparpasa ma Mockpy B Ha BCK PYCEYIO semaso, 1 npumae ma Mockey !
B Berur gews, anpeas B 22 JeHs.

B aeto G930 raag GuicTh cuaes no Beell pyccroil seman, na Mockse oxos
pacit fro pyGato a Koaomite oxos pans no gsa pyGas,b

B aero G935 mop Gelcrs cuaen wa s ma Mockse 1 no peeit acuan
pyexoit, Toro xe roagy npecrasses Kupia siogoreopers.

B aero 6ig3b nmpecrammca wrymen Humon tpoenmuit, Ceprees yaesm,
Hoabpa B8 197 AeHE,

B aero G938 chesy Geta » Aurse ® xopoao Buronry Kecryresnmo, or
MHOTHX SEMAb BEAHKHE KHAIM M KOPOAM, MHTPONOAHTEL M BAAJEIKS] OT

I Corrected from KEATTEHTL, & Corrected from B omitted in D, b Corrected
from 8; in D py6asr.
17 Badds u. 1= Oymitted B.

B15G545 c
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pasauesx || [A. 5] sesab, NOCART 11 BOEBOAB! 1 KIN3H MECTHUIL, H MHOMKECTBO
nanos i OoARD OT MHOUHMX UAPCTR, ¥ MHOTHE FOCTH 1 MHOMO GesuscacHo
apactea. [lepsoii Goa ey ero xuass seasnii Bacuaeit Bacuasesiras smockon-
ckoif, sropoli Namao Oarnpiopm, Kopoas Beaukomoackiti, Tperell Kiasn
veamkinit Bopue Asexcangporuu teeperndi, werseproil Yuwswivep, seanmnii
BOCRO/IA HOMETLKNIL, MATOH apanias, rocos OT mankl 13 Pua, mecrott
cesont! Asonus ga Credan, poepoisl BOAGIICKHE, DCMOIT KOPOAL SeIILCKIEH,
Acerreit Dorudl, smurponoant mockopcksdl, gecaroll apumbnckyn Kpakos-
cEwHif, nepeoil na gecaTe GHCKYN BHACHCKN, BTOPOH Ha Aecath GHokyn noaoT-
umniti, KHAsH sccThun, Goape x manose || [A. 5 o6.] u rocts neawsme ot
pasanuex crpait. Koo e neangid Butost Recrytenis, mouTn keArkmMm
HECTBMIL M Aaphl, §1 SA3pHE KOCTOMA0 10 ADCTOANNIO, H KOPMEL 1OCHAZS
HAPTAHLL! Y 110 BRUINMCEM, ¥ YIPLKEIHE BOANC TBOQH M0 BCH JHU, W YPEANEB
BOCEX O H{}'I‘DP.I:I}{ ]'[I.]TPIL‘EB.K CREXAANICH, OTIOYCTIL C MHPDM EOCTOHE 40 BO CEOACIH
C BCANEOR SCCTHR, 1 B CBOEH 3EMAN ANTORCKOI 110 BCCM CTANOM TTOBEAEA
E-'I:EI'HPB.TII l{DpM.b.l BCAHMKHC, AGIHACHKE KOEAD X BO CROK 3EMARD ﬂp"”a'lt.

B aero fggg npectasmca Qornit murponoant. Toro e aeta mraa cronsa €
HEACAE, PLIOE D BOAE MEQAM, TAKO ME B ITTHUL Ha SCMAD Ia3aM0, He BILACAN
aeraTi. Toro ke rogy mapra s 14 Aens npecra- || [ 6] pucs urvaen
Xpuctodop, Kipuaos yaenimk,

B aeto 646 Godt Gua na Beacne ¢ Beansm kimnsem Bacinaseym Baciasepnuem
wapn AMETY, H BEAMKOTD Kinan obmam.

B acro fo4f poaves woass seansnt Moap or seanxoro xugss Bacwana
Bacrareniua,

B aero Bgsg 'M0ecre Goii'*? nog CymaaseM © TATAPEL I BEAMKOID KHAZA
Bacwaes B noans Bagan.

B aero G54 knass seanknii Baciaeli Bacuanesin Buires oT Japa HC NOACHY.
Toemxe s savmss Jsurpeit Mlesaca ga gusse Mean Ongpeesny mosaiicxodt
meapuioro weaan Bacnass Bacmasemiua nonmasy y Tpougwm s Cepruesc
MOHACTHIpE 11 090 ¥ nero puEgass H aaan emy Boaoray e kopsaehse B yaea. ||
[+. B of.]

B aeto Bogbi Typesnit gaps ssaa Ilapurpaa.

B aeto 6g8o nocae posccrsa XpHCTOBA ABHCA 3BC3AA DEAHKA, OT HEA M
Ayd Zoaor BeaMi. Toese suMul rexsaps asucs spesga xnocrara, Toro ae
ACTA ﬁpﬂxﬂ}tﬂ,’x ]"_I,ﬂ.FIL Axh[':ﬂ." H DABKCHH BhIxCL.

B aero g8 npecrasucs upenoaobumit nrymen [adnormit Goporscrnii
Mas B 1 ACHE,

B aero BgB6 wmmas seanruil Mean Bactasessyu p2aa Hoswrpaa,

Toro me rogy suMe pojuca seanmoyy wimao Moany Bacuanesnsao cois
Hean of BEAHKHE KHAMIHN TREPAIILKN,

B aeto Hgiy) mapra B 25 geus poancs xuase seanknii Bacanedt sanosuas
sockoperuit 1 kpecrinua ero y Tpounst || [a. 7] » Cepraene monacraipe.

B aero 6ggo oxtsbpa B 6 aeus poaitca seankomy kuamo Heany Bacnavesi-
o cwi Jduirrpein

b S, ¥ Corrected from B3 in 1) GoB7.

1 gapaanme B, ras-i20 fojj Gua B,
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B aero Gggz poaucs eeanwomy weszo Meany Heasopuao cum Amntpei
a BayK Beankomy kHaz0 Meany Bacasesnao.

B aeto 6Gggq centefipn B 12 gens xknase seankn Mean Bacuanesna nana
Treps.

B aero Ggog mease eeanwuil Mean Measopuus pasan Kasaue, u or cefin
nocaa Ha gapereo B Kasass Marse aumaonea gapa.

Toro me aeta pognca peankomy kuazo HMeany Bacwasensmo cern Cemen.

B aeto Gogy npecrasuea eponrredt murpoioant seea Pycinr || [A. 7 06.]

B aero 6gg8™" npecrapmca kuase Meanw Meanosnas scea Py,

Toro e rogy poawes seauromy kunsio Meany Bacuasesimo can Ongpeit.

B aeto Gggy cofop 6ma wa Mockpe Ha HAYTOPOTURNK EpPETHEOR npu
peankomM Kaaze Bactuase Hranomiue soea Pycon.

B aero yo15 mioHa B 24 AeHE'S wgaps kasascki Marse aemu rocredi pycrux
necer B Kasann, o oraomuasea oT peaukoro kuasd, a Mianaa [aammgat
TIOHMAA.

B rero jo14 npectapnca xnask eeawsndl Meas Bacwasesus pcea Pyeim
caMojepiel], a ObIA HA BEAHKOM KHIDKCHEE 473 ACT4, 3 BCEX AET IEHBOTA

Toewe ocenn chil ero kxase sesnki Bacuaeit Meanosi smenmnaca 26 aer. ||
[~. 8] Howas Coromoneto, Aggeps Kpea Cabyposa.

Toro we roay kunss seansnii Baciaeit nocaas Gpata cooero suman Jduurpes
yraeTiraro Aga kuasa @ejopa Bopreosnua soroanraro noa Kasans a ¢ Hismu
MHOMKECTEO BOCBOJ M BONHCTBEA, M AI0ACH pycrix ofHAN I 3A08C OTAYYHAN,

B aeto yo22 kisse peamianii Bacuaeit Heanosuas 83fA y ANTOBCKOTO KOPOAS
rpaa croarstit CMOACHECK MECAIIa HEOA.

Toro ske aeta nobHAN MOCKOBCKIX BOEBO B AMTOBCKEON aesan nog Opero,

1#B aero jo24 npecrasuca npenogobueit nrysmen Mocud soronrmit cen-
Tebps B § AeHE. '3

B aero jozg npecrasucs kuaas Juvurpeit Meanopna yraerisoii.

Toro me acta obperomia momm Maxapua 40A0TEOPUA KOARSHHCKATO
secaua mosd. || [A. 8 of.]

Toro e aeta moas B 26025 npuxo s gaps Marser a erant ¢ i Buiao 190
THICALIE 1 MHOTO 3A3 COTBOPHA KPECTEAICTEY.

B aeto 7059 aprycta B 25 AeHs' ¢ cepednl HA METBEPr POANCH BEATKOMY
KHAIHD BE!CII.\.EI.’) HHH.H:OHH“K) CII'[H, M Hap:Kﬂ]fm HMH I:'MY ]."IBH-"-

B aero jo42 npectasuca knsse seankidi Bacwaeit Meanosim camogepaen
seea Pycin, Ha rocyaapecree Guia 28 aer, a Boex aer mua 54 11 8 mecius n g
Aueii,

B aero Jo43 moan B 3 AeHs poauct Gaaroseprosy kimaw Ounapen Heano-
BHYIO CTAPHTIKOMY chH Baagmaep.

B aero 7046 npecrapmca GaaropepHan peankas kuariia Eaena anpeas g g
AcHb B 2 wac gun. || [A. g

B aero jo48 anpeas B 7 AeHs B nepesil 9ac TMa OBIAA A0 YCTBEPTATD 94cA
Ak

k Added and crossed out M CHEN TTAA IO MHOUHL MECTOM,

=t Gogh B "2 Ohnitted 8. 123 Kaenwra B, 124124 Omitted B,
15 B adds genn. 128 Omitted 8.
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B aeto jo50 asrycra v 22 gens cryas GnAA BEANKA 11 CHET MAA 110 MHOTHM
MECTOM.

B aero job61 paps u seasknil xiase Mean Bacuasesis ssan Llaporso
kasanckoe 1 offeix gapel Cesoona n Asexcanapa ceea & Mockse it yammma
BCH 110 CBOCH BOAL, M BOCROJ CBOMX ITOCATIA W hmﬁ;ﬂﬁl MHOTHX BOHHBCKHX
OCTARIIA.

B aero 7068 npecrapucs GAaroBCpHAR BCANKAR KHATHMHE AHACTACET ABIYCTR
B 7 ACHE.

B aeto y071 gaps & peamkuil xusas Mean Bacwasesnn paga anTopckmii
croanni rpas [oaoteck.

B aera’® 50792 b npiuxog kpaivckore gapa Jesaer Kupes Mocksa e
noropeaa, a Mocksur we saan, nobeman Bomumy || [A. g 06.] ruesom rommm.
B roit me nomap npecrasucs sanss Wean Jarrpeesia Beascrolt 3 gy n
OT BEAMKOTO NOKAPY, 2 GhiA paHeH BO MHOIMX MECTEX OT Talap, Mecaga man
n 24_'30

B aerois ?uBu'lz uroan O e paph KPRIMCKHET ,Jlmf'r K_npei& T PHXOAHA
Ha P}’CB € BEAMEOID TIOXBAADI0 M XOTEA AKH ACBE DOXMTHTICH BCE UADCTRO
Mockoeckoe, 1t He uagA's ogaaussii saogeil npoTusy cefie MOCKOBCKHE PATH.
I Bor ueaosexoawbien 1 npeancras Boropognga oTepaTi raes ceofl npane-
HBfl OT NPABOCAABHAID KPECTHHHCTEA M HEAMKHE WIOAOTBOPUBL pycKHE'®
MOAMTROIO OMOTAR, B oT rpaga Mockew gaps mofesmans HHKEM e TOHUM, W
kan Gyaer na Moaoanx 1 rocyaapuckme pocsogn knase Mixaliao Meanosis
Bopormuckoit © rosapeuyy aa kpsas Mean Ilerpomis lyiickoil, paps
Epanvckoro ofuan, 7 u Goawmono Bocsoay Jusns mypay Bsian kuea. ||
[r. 10]

B aero'® Jognts® npectaruca napepid kuass Hoan Heanosia noatps » 1914
B [ Mac HOIM 4 BOCX ACT MHBOTA €0 20 ACT™ 1 7 MCCHLTS.

B aero't 7001 v papa ¥ seanxoro kngsa Meana Bacuasennua scea Pycun
POAHCA CBH 1 HAPEROMIA ma emy uapessys Jviapedt, mecaua orralps s 19742
HA TaMATh cesrtaro npopoka Homam

B aero' gog2'$ npecTaninca uaps i seanit kanss Mean Bacuasesit soea
Pyeiit camoaepsey mapra 8 18 AenL ¢ cepejn! Ha MeTBepr B NATOM dacy
HOWMI, & BCCX ACT SRHBOTA €10 5% ACTA M 7 MCCHL[B.

Toro se roay ceac wa yapereso #a Mockee cun ero gapesn knaas Qeogop
Wranosmu’#s mecaga mas B 31 4eds'¥ B aegeao 7 no Tacye® a o7 posmecna
ero 28 aer.

Toro e Aera npuxogan kpaserse || [A 1o of.] u narafickne A g+
40,000 Apocaa'® svpaa Jusies coti s Gparen, i mo rpexos Owry pery nepe-
Aaapas, 40 150y poenaar MHOTHe ropogst sa Owom pexow,'* 1 Kosereck, n

1 Corrected from B in D aoae, m Corrected from B, M; omitted in D

o Caorrected from B, M; in D [lac.

117 M begins here. 18 pera M. 120 707g-ro M. e B M add acus.
W aeTa M, 12 gofio-ro M. ' o M. ™ gocxuTuTs M. 1 yaae ML
16 ppckoscHme B 47 grinan M. LB aera M. 9 gago-ro M.
1a g Af add gewE. W oaera M, w2 B M add geu. 3 pera M.
e qoge-ro M. 145 M adds Beea PycHit cCAMOACpREL] PYCKHA 3CMAM 1T BCen 0DAACTIL.
“i Ormitted 5. T M adds a e M3 Apacaan M. 9 pepemas A,

-5 Oymitted M.
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Meyorsck, 5! i Mocareck, i momalicknx 1 goporofyserinx 2 prseMeKig' 5
MECCT SAXBATHAM 10 ¥Tpe No pexe, 1 OblAN B FOCYAAPBCKOH 3EMAM 2 HCAEAL,
¥ OOAOHY GeadiicAcine B3saM, H KHATHHH M GOSPEHE MHOTHE TIOHMAAM 1
Jdereil WX, ¥ NOmAK #3 rocyaapesst seman. Ml man 8 7 gens's spasmaroc
anaMenue'™ pa Hefecn secTHAro Mo RRBOTEOpAILAro kpecta Tocnogin #a pene
ra Oxe na nepenase Yers Buicwt pewu casnue'$s Koayrn 156 gecats seper. 56 Tpn-
WOA HA KPRIMCEHX W Ha Harafcknx amoJgeii rocyapernts? pocsoga Muxaiivo
Onapeesirs Besgamt, a ¢ masM rocydapesst suGopHbie AnopAne GOALIINE KHAIL
Ongpeit Bacuasesnn TpyGeruxoit 4a || [a. 11] xiaas Ongpeii's® Jusrpeesus
XHAKOR, M MHBIE MHOTHC GOABIIHE ABOPANE, W ropoasn's® Jeteii Gompexix, n
cTpeasist 40 nopontie Tocy Aapessi®® 5 rorosamn 3 Ipuropren ¢ Muxyansnis
Aa ¢ Ongpees ¢ Murkossing, 226" gprivesss u sarafickux aoaell Muorx
nofisan 825 noronsa, 2 i dusnesa cuina yERAS 1 #35IKH MHOTTIC TIOMMAAT 1
TIOADHY OTIIOAOHHA DOAL!S) COMBAECAT TRICHILE, 1f KHATHHE 1 Goapee 1 geTeil
ux' u k& Mockse npumes, gasn Bor, si0poBo €O BoeMm ToCYaapeRmiMi
ApopaHEL. A B Te nopwt OeiatS Ha Mockse nocoa amrorckoit Aee Corera.

H'88 toro sxe Mecaya B 22 ACHE TI0 FPEXOM 9€PHE MOCKOBBCKAR TIPHCTYTIANL
 ropoay Goasmosmy,'? u sopota Pporosckite BHOGHBAANYE 1 cerAM, 31 TymEY
GOALIYIO, KOTOPaR cTOAAA 'S Ha YaolnoM!'™ mecte, Ha'?! TOPOg OBOPYTHA, 72
o aerw Gosperite || [A. 1106.] MEOTHE HA KOHEX 113 AYKOB Ha TOPOJ CTPEARAN, 173
B smansre 5o @poropckiie BopoAUA BHXOZIAM KO Beeft wepuu Aymuoil geops-
nun Muxatino Ongpeesna Besgunn aa anas Ownapeit [leaxason, # uepns
YIOBOPHAM M € MOCTY COCAAAM TIPH TOM e mocae auTosckoM Aspe, Toro sme
A nocoa G y Tocyaapa ¢ yTpa.tT

B aeto jogg npuexan gapesua Mypar Kupuit kprivcroit, Jesaer Kupeen! s
CHIH, Yapo rocydapo caymutd, Qejopy Heanosuao MockoBBCEOMY.

B aero Jogg npuexas k Mockee navpnapx anmsoxmiickmnii Moakms, a s
Wioaoee xacfa aa mMecaya Hioas B 16 ACHD B BOCKPCCHENT A,

151 Megreer M Megernor B, 1537152 gepekmx A 153 M adds Ha mpas aHk,

134 guasenns A, 155 ppnme M. 19156 pencTE 3 ACCATE M. 147 M adds
uapes u seanroro kuasa Peogopa Meanomma zeea Pyoumn, R g AL
13 ropogobux M. Y0 rocy gapess gpopobke ML 160 g Mt Opnirged B,
8 Goastm M. 164 A adeds 1 DAk Ao el 165 Oirniteed AL, 188 Omitted M.
157 A adds x kpesaso, #8 prifuan M. 1% M adds npoTie Qporoscrux Bopor.
170 Aabaowm M, oo M. 17 oAROPOTIAN M. 173 A, B add n,

17 A ends at this point. 175 Kues 8.



A Scriptorium in Kholmogory: Some Observations on
Palacography

Daniel C. Waugh

This previously unpublished essay was written to accompany the rest of my article that
was published in Oxford Slavonic Papers, N.S., Vol. XII (1979), pp. 1-31, as “Two
Unpublished Muscovite Chronicles.” As the general editor, I. P. Foote, in his letter dated
14 September 1977 explained, “As you rightly observed in your letter of 27 May, its
length makes it impossible to consider publishing it in full... We feel that part 3 extends
the scope and diversifies the interest of the article and for that reason could be most
readily excluded. An important consideration too is the saving in plates that this would
allow. I think we should be able to manage a maximum of four plates (faces), and with
this limitation it would hardly be possible to give any adequate illustration of your
palaeographic discussion.”

I repoduce here the original typescript of that part 3 of the article as submitted to OSP,
the pagination and numbering of the endnotes thereby beginning as they did in the
typescript (with p. 22 and n. 35). To a limited degree, when the rest of the article was
revised for its eventual publication, some material from this part 3 was incorporated into
notes. The two pages of palacographic tables and the 15 additional plates follow the
notes. In this pdf file, where they have been scanned from a photocopy, the plates are less
than ideal quality, but I could not now reproduce them from the original photographs,
which, in any event are not much better.

My interest in this material developed from my examination of two of the manuscripts,
Pogod. 1573 (and its related parts) and Muz. 2524, whose northern connection intrigued
Edward Keenan when he was writing his Kurbskii-Groznyi Apocrypha. There has been
additional work on Russian scriptoria which might be brought to bear if this essay were
to be revised. Undoubtedly some corrections are needed here; it may well be that I was
somewhat optimistic in specifying the northern provenance of all the manuscripts I
discuss. However, I would at least hope this material, dated as it is, would contribute to
the as yet necessary examination of Muscovite scriptoria, most of whose histories have
yet to be written.

June 2012
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Itl. A Scriptorium in Kholmogory: Some Observations on Paleography.

Apart from its interesting content, manuscript GIM, Museum Collection
No. 2524 is of value in helping to identify a group of manuscripts that
may have originated in the same scriptorium. As the following material
will demonstrate, that scriptorium was most probably located in Kholmo-
gory, which can with some assurance be taken as the place where the Chron-
icle of lov lvanov itself was compiled. The manuscripts in question in-
clude the following: GIM, Collection of the Synodal (Patriarchal) Library
No. 127/77 (hereafter designated 5) and Museum Collection MNo. 2524 (hereafter
M), GBL, Collection of N. S. Tikhonravov No. 557 (= T), BAN, 32.8.4 (= B),
GPB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin Nos. 1405 (= X) and 1573 (= P), and
FLXVIL5 (=F).3°

What do these manuscripts have in common? First, most of them may in
some way be associated with the region of the Horthern Dvina River and in
particular with the area around Kholmogory. An inscription by the copy-
ist tells us that S was copied in Kholmogory in 1670 (olate 6): inscriptions
on M identify two of its owners, the Kholmogory priests lov lvanov and
Aleksey Zolotarev (plate 7). F was at one point owned by the d'yak
Dmitry Stepanovich Volottsky, who served on the Dvina from mid-January
1678 to early February 1681, a fact which is suggestive, although it does
not by itself prove anything about the provenance of E}3ESEueral of the
manuscripts contain chronicles or portions of chronicles with Tocal Dvina
information. As indicated earlier, M and P contain the opening entries
of the "Short Chronicle of the Dvina voevody,' a work known in full in

X, where it is appended to the Kholmogorskaya letopis'. T and F each
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contain entries found also in the Dvinskii letopisets, a work for which

most copies seem to have circulated {and probably nriginated] in the
Arkhangel sk/Kholmogory rcgion,a?

A second connecting link between some of the manuscripts is the
fact that they have certain works in common other than the Dvina chron-
icle information. This is particularly striking for M and P, not mere-
ly because, as | have suggested above, the latter apparently used the
former as a source, but because the two seem to have had as a common
source a manuscript miscellany containing many of the same works. F
overlaps with those two to a lesser degree, but significantly contains
a copy of the 1613 letter of Tsar Mikhail Fedorovich to King Louis XIlI,
a work whose only other copy | know is in P, and a variant of the "Extracts
from the Kizylbash Books' that appears to be close to that in M and P.
Mot all the works in common to the three manuscripts are found in the same
redaction in each one, but this fact of itself does not exclude the pos-
sibility of the three having used a common SDurce.33 It does seem that
the copyists of these three manuscripts had common access to a rich library
of secular literature, a fact about which 1 shall say more later. B is

a copy of a "Book of Degrees' (Stepennaya kniga), and T contains extracts

from that work. This may be mere coincidence, but one cannot exclude the
possibility, which could be checked by close textual comparison, that T
was made using B or its source.

The third connecting link among the manuscripts--and this is one which
pertains to all seven of them--is their handwriting. | shall examine certain
paleographic features of the manuscripts in some detail in order to demon-
strate that connection and in order to provide materials for further study

of what | feel was an important scriptorium in the Kholmogory region, one
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which hitherto has been ignored by scholars. | should stress that the
following examination must perforce be preliminary and its conclusions
highly tentative. The reasons for this are several: | was not able
to examine all the manuscripts in equal detail (in fact, two of them,

S and B, | know only from poor reproductions of small portions of taexl:]';gr[j
! was not able to compare them directly; since my paleographic study of
the manuscripts de visu was subordinate to other matters at the time, the
bulk of my analysis was done later from microfilms and photographs, which
have obvious limitations for such study; and finally, | have been unable
to pursue leads to other manuscripts that might likewise be associated
with the seven treated here and throw more light on the paleographic
problems they pose.
The accompanying table should facilitate comparison of the hands
in the seven manuscripts and help establish the features that we might
associate with the scriptorium that | posit was their source. | should
stress that the table is not intended to represent all the hands in any
one of the manuscripts {where more than one copyist may have been involved)
but illustrates only certain of the hands that seem to share features
in cnmmnn.h] Analysis of the remaining hands must be left for future
study. Here it suffices merely to note that there is a wide variety in
styles of handwriting found in the manuscripts taken as a whole. In
some instances, changes in style occur more than once on a page, which
may suggest that we are dealing with a copyist or copyists who were com—
petent at writing in a number of styles which, taken individually, would be
virtually impossible to identify as being from the same hand (plate 8).
The hands that display the most common (and characteristic) features

and have been illustrated in the table are not easy to classify according
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to the traditional designations used in Cyrillic paleography. |I. P.
Sakharov termed the hand of S "Archangel semi-uncial,” but | would be
inclined to characterize it as ''cursive tending toward semi-uncial,"
which, as we know, is not a terribly helpful description for any hand
that one would wish to identify with |::rrua«:i:=;i.:*.~r1..t'}2 Clearly in the first
style reproduced in the table for P, the hand is cursive (plate 9--first
hand), although when broken down into individual letters, that style is
little different from what Sakharov called semi-uncial. [t may be best
then, until someone has developed a better system than we now havé for
classifying Cyrillic hands, that we simply put the guestion of terminclogy
aside and proceed to a description of the hands' features.

The features that would seem to mark most clearly the common basis
for the hands in all the manuscripts are several, and unfortunately the
verbal description of these features individually is often insufficient
to distinguish them from many other varieties of Muscovite cursive. MNone-

theless, taken together they do form a distinctive style. For one thing,

short vertical strokes (such as those found in n, 1, ¢, and several letters)

tend to be concave to the right, with the curve being especially pronounced

at the thickened bottom {(that is, the end) of the pen stroke. The letter

p in all cases is attested in a variant formed by a long, nearly vertical stroke,

thick in the middle and thinner on the curves, and shaped like an elongated

Latin "'S," with the head formed by a second stroke that often begins slightly

concave to the right and then curves rather sharply left with a slight down-

ward slant. The superscript p in most cases is of similar shape, formed by
a roughly horizontal "S$'" stroke that is curved sharply enough at the begin-

ning so that the head of the letter may be completed by a nearly straight
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stroke on a diagonal down and to the right. A second variant of the
superscript p that seems characteristic for the scriptorium is vertical

with a short straight stem and formed (possibly--this is not entirely

).

clear from the pictures) by a single stroke (attested in M, T, B,
A second letter that is a mark of this scriptorium is the g with a long
single tail drawn diagonally from top right to bottom left and ending
with a gently curving horizontal stroke back to the right. The only
manuscript for which this is not attested is S, an omission which may
reflect merely the small size of my sample from that manuscript. In

all cases, this characteristic g seems to have been formed by a short,
curving first stroke that creates the left side of the letter's head,
with the second stroke forming the right side and then sweeping down
without break into the tail. This letter shows well one feature of the
scriptorium, the angling of the pen so that the lines drawn at approxi-
mately a 45-degree angle down from right to left are thin and the ones
angled from upper left to lower right contrastingly thick. The drawing
of this g also can suggest which of the handg definitely are different:
in X, the second stroke angles from upper left to lower right at its
beginning and continues to do so beyond the end of the first stroke

{and hence the line of the text) before curving back to the left in the
tail; in F the break left in the tail occurs well below the line, which
gives a markedly vertical appearance to the letter, in contrast to the
examples in the other manuscripts. A third letter that is charateristic
for the scriptorium is the 3 with an extended horizontal tail ending

in a stight to marked hook. The letter seems to be formed in every case
from a single pen stroke, with the lines in the top of the letter show-

h3

ing a distinct angle downward. The version of this letter in the first
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style of P is quite distinct from the others--the letter ends in an ex-
treme hook back to the right. Another letter which seems to be drawn in
similar fashion in all the manuscripts is the EJ formed by three strokes,
one a usually straight vertical on the left (in the case of P, character-
istically hooked at the bottom), and with the stem on the right rising
only slightly, if at all, above the horizontal stroke. In some cases,
the letter has been formed by only two strokes, with the horizontal one
moving right into the stem of the letter, often with a marked loop.
Manuscripts M and T are marked by variants of this letter made wighout
the vertical bar on the left; and manuscript F contains numerous examples
of a variant that is drawn like a » and is not attested in the other manu-
scripts. The hands of all the manuscripts contain two characteristic
variants of the »: one is formed probably from a singie stroke beginning
with a slight to marked hook at the top of a long stem and then moving at an
angle back under the hook before curving back aroundfor the base. The an-
gle of the stem seems to vary considerably within each manuscript, al though
we note in P a tendency toward the vertical. In F a characteristic of the
hand is a shallow angle from the vertical for the stem and the virtual ab-
sence of the hook in a great many examples of the letter. The second main
variant of this letter is of particular interest for the way in which the
hook at the top is treated in P and F, where it has been curved up to open
to the right in @ number of instances rather than simply open upward as in
the other manuscripts. Another thing that can be seen clearly from the
second style in P is the tendency of that copyist to make the loop in the

base with a sharp angle rather than a rounded stroke as in most other

cases. A similar thing can be observed in P for the b and w and helps to
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distinguish the hand(s) of that manuscript from the others.

it seems to me that four of the seven manuscripts (5, M, T, and
B) probably contain the work of a single copyist. 0f the four, the
most difficult to associate with the group is S, partly because my ac-
quaintance with its hand is limited to a very few lines of text in a
reproduction of somewhat dubious quality. Some letters found in the
other three manuscripts in several variants are known to me for S in
only a single variant, which need not necessarily be typical for the hand.
Moreover, of the four manuscripts, S seems to be the youngest: it’hﬂﬁ
a definite date of 1670, whereas watermark data for M, T, and B suggest
that they may have been copied as much as two decades earlier. One might
hypothesize that a copyist in his prime around ca. 1650 may have been
physically failing two decades later; such a supposition would help to
explain the apparent shakiness of the hand in § (note especially the let-
ters 3 and I).

Among individual letters in these four manuscripts, one notes in
particular 6, with a curving stem angled up to the right and ending in
a hook {attested only in 5, T, and B), the variant of the superscript M
with the clearly crossing individual strokes (in M, T, and B), the w with
the long hooked tail below the middle mast of the letter (in M, T,and B},
the 3 with a short tail that flattens out or begins to curve downwards
(in all four), the n in which the top of the left vertical stroke is
curved to the extent that it almost meets the right one (in M and T).
Aside from what comparison of individual letters reveals, perhaps of
equal significance is the fact that the overall appearance of the hand

in question in all four manuscripts is strikingly similar but somewhat
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distinct from that of the remaining three (for S see plate 6, for M
plates 1-3, for T plate 10, and for B the plate cited in n. 39}). One
might characterize the common element here as a certain roughness or
lack of polish, which means that the copyist tended to be rather casual
about angles of strokes, preserving horizontal lines, spacing, and
uniformity of size. In contrast, both styles represented for P in the
table are more regular--one with a marked flowing horizontal line (plate
9--first hand) and the other with a distinct reqular verticality {plate
). F has a rather consistent emphasis on the vertical (due especially
to the predominance of lona, practically straight stems for the letter
) although the hand is much more similar in overall appearance to that
of S, M, T, and B than is that in P. Finally, X is in a class by itself,
since it most closely approaches semi-uncial and has a formal, squarish
and solid appearance lacking in the other manuscripts (this reflects,
among other things, use of a different pen (plate 13).

One other aspect connects 5

5, M, T, and B, the treatment of diacritical

marks and accents. The accents in all four cases are placed with strokes
that are similar in shape, angle and thickness. Similarly, the form and
positioning of diacritical marks seems to be the same in these four manu-
scripts. In contrast, the first style of P has a distinctive treatment

of the mcTe or uco (with the accent at a shallow angle from the horizon-
tal and the 3satenuo under it and approximately horizontal). Also, in the
first style of P, the accents for the most part have been eliminated. In
contrast, the second style of P has the accents but only rarely the dia-
critical marks. |In F the treatment of the accents and diacriticals is es-

sentially that of the first group of four, although the lines of the accents
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tend to be drawn with a somewhat thicker stroke than in that group.
Finally, X is characterized by heavy lines in its accents and frequent

use of the sapua (the accent grave).

| have not attempted to do a systematic analysis of the letter com-
binations found in the manuscripts, but should nonetheless note briefly
that certain combinations quite common to late Muscovite cursive may be
found Tn many or most of our sample. We note especially the combination
of ¢ and E_(in which the first loops down and around to the beginning of
the second), the run-together | and B, various combinations involving
o and r (especially in genitive endings), o, e and 8 in the word soesoga,
and so on. Ligatures are rare (one example in a marginal note in I}.

The letter combinations are, of course, most frequent in the hands that
are most genuinely to be classified as cursive--namely the first hand of
P illustrated in the table and parts of M which clearly were written
hurriedly.

One final aspect of this group of manuscripts that is worth noting
is the matter of 1:lt.-~n:ar:-r.ai:mn.Ml In all cases, we find rather liberal use
of cinnabar, although in at least some instances this would appear to have
been added by a hand other than that of the main scribe (certain initials
in M; headings in P and perhaps in part in E}. Both S and F contain exam-
ples of rather careful Basw, which appears to have been executed by two
different scribes although it is basically in one style and with the
same width-to-height ratio of 1:7 (plates 14, 15). Moreover, in F, a
manuscript on which clearly a considerable amount of care was lavished,
we have a fine large decorated initial B in the old printed floral style

(plate 12) as well as some other smaller but elegant initials (for exam-




31
ple, the B on fol. ESr, where one also finds the HHEI:).I'E While such de~-
coration appears relatively infrequently in view of the total number of
manuscript pages involved in the seven books we have discussed, neverthe-
less, it would appear that the scriptorium where the seven all probably ori-
ginated was capable of producing work of high aesthetic quality.

One should note by way of caution though what Nikolay Charykov
pointed out regarding the copyist of S: namely that he was rather sloppy
in reproducing his text.hﬁ If this was indeed the same copyist as for M,
which | tend to think, we might suggest that his rough draft of the '"Chroni-
cle of lov lvanov' is consistent with the picture of a copyist who was not
overly skilled: given the shortness of the texts involved, his rough
draft might have been somewhat more skilfully put together than it was,
instead of having insertions that seem to have come as something of an
afterthought. Be that as it may, as Charykov also indicates, the scrip-
torium in which S was produced (or, possibly, the one in which it was
housed) contained a highly skilled and very careful editor, apparently a
cleric, who corrected the mistakes of the scribe and glossed the text.

One would like to be able to specify the precise scriptorium in
which these manuscripts were produced. However, so far we can do no
better than to agree with Charvkov that we probably are dealing with a

47 As he correctly points out (for §), the

church or monastery in Kholmogory.
manuscripts are too early to be associated with the most famous bookman of
the area, Archbishop Afanasy. 48 It is likely though that those working

in the scriptorium were associates of the two priests who owned M. lov

Ilvanov was a priest of the Church of the Epiphany and in 1701 became
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klyuchar' of Afanasy's Cathedral of the Transfiguration. When Aleksey
Venediktov syn Zolotarev owned the manuscript, he was a priest in the
Church of St. Nicholas in the lower posad of Kholmogory (prior to 1682),
after which he preceded lov lvanov as klyuchar' of the cathedral. We
know that Zolotarev was involved in compiling the official records of the
cathedral (the chinovnik) and was interested in versification. Also, his

son-in-law appears to have been one of the compilers of the Dvinskii

]EtﬂEiSEtS.hg

We have in this group of manuscripts an indication of a serious in-
terest in history and historical compilation as well as material suggest-
ing that the copyists had access to a very rich library of Muscovite liter-
ature. Iolotarev's circle would seem to qualify as a possible source for
our manuscripts insofar as historical records are concerned, but we can
at the minute only speculate on the identity of the library in question.
That library contained, inter alia, the following: a chronicle or chroni-

cles of all-Russian scope and size, the Stepennaya kniga, the 'Chronograph

of 1617," a Kozmografiva, the first two letters in the "correspondence"

attributed to Prince Kurbsky and Tsar Ivan IV, the "Tale of Two Embassies,'
lvan IV's apoeryphal correspondence with the Turkish sultan, letters of
Tsar Mikhail Fedorovich to foreign princes and kings, letters of govern-
ment and church leaders to religious leaders in the North, the ""Kazan'

'a tale about the conquest of

History," Trifon Korobeinikov's '"Journey,'
Siberia, an account about China, the tale concerning the taking of Pskov
by King Stefan Bathory, Fedot Kotov's journey to the Near East, various
tales about the Time of Troubles, and much more. It may be, of course,

that we are dealing with material copied from books loaned from the two

largest libraries in the region, those of the Antoniev-Siisky and Solovki
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Monasteries, but it seems as likely that we should seek the source for
the material in Kholmogory itself. The cathedral which was built for
Archbishop Afanasy in the 1680's under his aegis obviously came to have
a rich library, but the nucleus for that library undoubtedly was there
before. Whether or not we can identify precisely what | venture to sug-
gest was a significant center of Muscovite book production in Kholmogory
awaits further research in the yet poorly charted treasures of Soviet

manuscript collections.
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35, As | ha;é-dEmonstrated elsewhere, three other manuscripts now
in separate bindings were part of a miscellany that included P, namely
GPB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin Nos. 1503, 1576 (the last portion) and

1629). See Uo, "K izucheniyu." Descriptions of the manuscripts under

discussion may be found as follows: 1) S--Kozmografiya 1670 g. (lzdaniya

OLDP, XX1, LVII, LXVI1I} (St. Petersburg, 1878-1881), pp. 2-3; T. M.

Protas'eva, comp., Opisanie rukopisei Sinodal 'nogo sobraniya (ne voshed-

shikh v opisanie A. V. Gorskogo i K. |. Nevostrueva), pt. | (No. 557-819)

(Moscow, 1970), pp. 107-108; 2) T--A. N. Nasonov, "Letopisnye pamyatniki

khranilishch Moskvy (novye materialy)," Problemy istochnikovedeniya, IV

(1955), p. 273 (my own estimate of dating, judging from watermarks, is as
early as the 1640's but more likely the 1650's; note the late seventeenth
or early eighteenth-century inscription indicating ownership by Ivan

Afanas'evich Fan''fisin); 3) B--Opisanie Rukopisnogo otdela BAN SSSR, Vol.

111, vyp. 1, 2nd ed. (Moscow-leningrad, 1959), pp. 502-507; 4) X--la. S.
Lur'e, "Kholmogorskaya letopis'," pp. 135-136 (my estimate of date from
watermarks is late 1660's to mid-1670's); 5) F--Waugh, '"De visu Description,"
pp. 135-138. For M and P, see n. 2 above.

36. 1 am assuming that he is the Dmi try Stepanov whose career is

described in S. B. Veselovskii, D'yaki i pod'yachie XV-XVII wv. (Moscow,

1975), p. 492. Unfortunately, although the names of several owners of B



Lz
are known (the earliest dated inscription is for Stepan Gerasimovich
Dokhturov, son of an important state secretary, on | September 1671},
so far | do not have any information that any of the owners had a con-
nection with the Dvina region.

37. See Serbina, '"Dvinskii letopisets,' p. 199. Although the Dvina
chronicle fragments in F and T for the most part overlap, each one con-
tains entries not found in the other. MNonetheless, a common protograph
is possible for the two; the source for that in turn was a snurcerof the

Dvinskii letopisets.

38. | am thinking especially of the '"Tale of Two Embassies,' in
different redactions in F, on the one hand, and P and M on the other.
P cannot have copied only from M though, since the latter lacks the
ending found in P. Also, note that the tale about Stefan Bathory's
attack on Pskov in F is different from the version in manuscript GPB,
Pogodin 1629 (one part of P).

38. For S

S, see above; for B, see the eleventh and twel fth {un-

numbered) pages of plates at the back of G. N. Moiseeva, Lomonosov i

drevnerusskaya literatura (Leningrad, 1971).

40o. A hand in a similar style is in the portion of manuscript
GPB, Collection of M. P. Pogodin No. 1563 (fols. 101" -105Y) containing
fragments of a Dvina chronicle for the years 7061-7134; my notes sug-
gest that another manuscript with similar hand in part may be GIM,
Collection of A. 5. Uvarov No. 1844 (756).

L1. The sources for the table are as follows: 1) for S--the re-

production of the colophon on the title page of Kozmografiya 1670 g.;

r

2) M--fols. 17, 3", 8", 117; 3) T--fols. 1917, 195" r

, 197", 200"; &) B--




b3

r

fol. 69; 5) f_{Firﬁt variant)--fols. 12, Ihr; {second variant)--fols.

v r

92", 117%; 6) F--fols. 65", 2817; 7) X--fols. 23", 95", 130". In having
the photographs made for the table and plates, | attempted to maintain
approximately the size of each original manuscript. However, | did not
have exact measurements; so clearly some size inaccuracy resulted. For

B in particular, there is noticeable reduction.

42. Kozmografiya 1670 g., p. 3n. Cf. the remarks of N. N. Rozov,

"Skoropisanie ili skoropis'? (0b utochnenii termina},' Vspomogatelhye

istoricheskie distsipliny, Il (1969), pp. 134-143.

43. While this form is not attested in the colophon of 5,
which | used for the table, it is found in the cinnabar heading at
the beginning of the manuscript, apparently written by the same hand.

L4, Another potentially revealing datum for establishing the iden-
tity of provenance for the manuscripts is their paper. With the excep-
tion of a few sheets of paper containing the Arms of Berne in X and M
(whose identity | have not been able to establish through direct compari-
son), there is apparently no overlap in paper usage for the five manuscripts

| have examined (M, T, P

P, F, _)E} and the ones for which information has been

published (S, B). There is enough likelihood that their copying was spread
over a number of years so that we should not necessarily expect overlap
in a place where new paper supplies presumably were available at the
start of each navigation season.
L5, For §, Prutas'&ya makes a special note of the opening initial

{Opisanie rukopisei Sinodal 'nogo sobraniya, p. 108).

46. Kozmografiya 1670 g., p. 82

47. Cf., however, the observations of K. N. Serbina ('Dvinskii leto-

pisets,' p. 205}, who feels that the Dvinskii letopisets was compiled in




il

the voevoda's chancellery of Kholmogory, an observation based primarily
on considerations of language and style and on the chronicler's use of

the short chronicles of the wvoevody and namestniki but relative lack of

concern over church affairs. While her observations may hold for the
chronicles, | think it somewhat unlikely that the scriptorium with which
| am dealing could be the voevoda's chancellery, which is not Tikely to
have had the resources needed for work of the scope evidenced in these
manuscripts. In any event, the manuscripts do not contain what one
might consider to be typical Muscovite chancellery hands. One cannot
exclude the possibility that the "scriptorium' in question was several
locations, whose scribes had been trained in a single center.

4B. Kozmografiya 1670 g., pp. 82-83.

4g. See my "De visu Description,” pp. 115-116, and the literature

cited there; also, K. N. Serbina, "Dvinskii letopisets,' passim.
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Plate XIII: MS Pogod. 1405, fol. 118F.
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