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WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

Linear and Surface Measures
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Weights
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c. | kg, 2.2 Ibs
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Ibs, <. § bushels
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Grivenks: 205 grams

Kad 4 chetverss, 14 puds, 505.56 Ibs
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Moncy

Aﬁ;uﬁﬂmﬁwﬁcnpdmpﬁh

Chervoness (chervonny): gold coin of first half of
18th century worth ¢ 3 rubles
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ruble (18-19th centuries)

Copeck: two Muscovite dengas
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Grisma 20 Muscovite dengas, 100 grivaas equals |
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Grosh lisowsky (Lithuanian grosh): 5 silver copecks
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Moskovka 112 copeck
Muscovite Denge: 200 equals | ruble
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ue at the same time. For details consulr Sergei G. Pushkarev, Dictionary Russian
Terms from the Eleventh Century to 1917 (Yale, 1970). ¥

(grain measure dating from 16¢h century):
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miles, 1.0668 km
Voloka (plowland): 19 desiatinas, 20 hectares, ¢y

acres

Siof Kruzhka (cap). 1/10 vedro, c. 1.3 quam,
liters :
Vedrs (pail): 3.25 gallons, 12.3 liters, 10 seofy

Koroh (basket): 7 puds, 252 Ibs
Osmina (cighth): 2 osmina o a chetvert (dry

Polosmina (sixreenth): 1/2 osmina

Pud 40 funm, 36.113 Ibs (US), 40 Ibs (
16.38 kg

Rad 14 puds, 505.58 Ib

Zolotwik 1196 Ibs, 4.26 grams
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Peniaz 10 equals one grosh (Lithuania)

Poltina (poltinnik): 50 copecks, 100 dengas, 1
ruble

Poltora 1 1/2 rubles

Polupoltina (-nik): 25 copecks, 50 dengas
Ruble: 100 copecks, 200 dengas

Shiroky grosh (large silver coin): 20 Muscovis
copecks.

i Doniitas
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Ducar. c. 3 rubles
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Levok Dunch silver lion dollar
Thaler (Joachimsthaler): c. 1 ruble, 1
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PREFACE

This book is an unabridged translation of Volume 24, Chapters 2-6, which
are pp. 391-647 in Volume XII of the multi-volume edition of Istoriia
Rossii s drevneishikh vremen (History of Russia From Earliest Times, 29
vols., St. Petersburg, 1851-1879) published from 1962 through 1966 in
Moscow.
Soloviev’s text presents anumber of challenges to the translator. Whilst
his own Russian is the standard literary language of the late nineteenth
century he includes a considerable amount of archival material from the
mid-eighteenth century that ranges in style from stilted officialese through
the often contorted language of rescripts of the College of Foreign Affairs
to the freer prose of some of the military commanders, whose use of
Russian is often highly individualistic. For the purposes of this volume I
have attempted to render the text in a uniform style of standard English that
smooths the varied linguistic patterns of the original in the interests of
clarity and plain, common sense. Much has been lost of the flavor of the
original in the process. Both Soloviev and his sources use long sentences,
sometimes punctuated with semi-colons but often not. The subject, and
sometimes even the sense, frequently become lost to the reader. Again in
the interests of clarity I have broken these sentences into smaller concep-
tual bites. Soloviev, like many more modern commentators, associates
Prussia with the state of that name that developed from the mid-eighteenth
century until the unification of Germany in the mid-nineteenth. In order to
make it clear that he is talking about the original kingdom of Prussia, from
which Frederick the Great took his title, Soloviev often, but by no means
consistently, precedes it by the word East. Where Soloviev has not added
the adjective and there is an element of ambiguity I have added “East” in
the interests of clarity. Soloviev also, and this time consistently, refers to
Great Britain as England, insensitive to the feelings of the Scots and the
Welsh. I have retained this usage as it highlights even an educated
Russian's lack of awareness of the importance of such matters in the
outside world.
Aneffort has been made to find English-language equivalents for all the
technical terms Soloviev employs (ranks, offices, titles, legal, administra-
tive and so forth) in the belief that English is no less rich in such terms than
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other languages. This is intended to smooth the flow of the narrative for the
reader and to avoid marring the pages with annoying untranslated words,
The exceptions involves words which have become common in English
such as cossack.

Most of the subtitles are based on the descriptive topic headings
clustered at the beginnings of the chapters in the Russian edition. These
headings have been moved into the body of the text as sublitles to mark,
and 1o ease for the reader, the transition from one subject to another,
Soloviev's arrangement of the material has been followed strictly.

Brief explanatory or interpretative malterials have been added as
footnotes to each chapter at the end of the book. Emphasized words or
phrases in italics are the author’s.

The general policy followed in annotating has been to identify promi-
nent personalities at first mention and to give explanation and elucidations
of less common or obscure terms and passages, assuming the typical reader
to have relatively little familiarity with Russian history. These appear as
numbered footnotes found at the back of the book by chapters. Most of the
author’s own notes are not included because their highly specialized
archival, documentary and bibliographic nature is of value solely to
specialists who will prefer to consult the ori ginal Russian text. In addition,
most of the notes added by the editors of the edition published in the Soviet
Union are technical in nature and fuller bibliographic citations than those
in Soloviev's notes, and these have not been included. When the author’s
notes and those of the Soviet editors are included, they are so designated.
All other notes are those of the present editor.

Russian personal names are preserved in their Russian form except for
Alexander, Alexis, Michael, Nicholas, Catherine, Elizabeth and Peter,
which English usage has made familiar with respect to Russian historical
figures. This applies to prominent individuals; Russian forms usually are
used for the less prominent. Certain other names and terms have been
anglicized for the sake of clarity and because they are used widely—
Danzig, Volhynia, Galicia, rubles and others.

The editors of the edition published in the USSR frequently have added
patronymics and other names, and these have been retained withoul
brackets; patronymics appearing in the original edition also have been
included. Plural forms for names and terms which might be confusing have
been anglicized. Most Slavic surnames show gender, and this has been
preserved. Since an “-a" at the word end usually indicates a female,
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Shuvalov would have a wife or daughter, Shuvalova. The final “-iia” in
feminine personal names has been shortened to “-ia"—"“Maria” instead of

“Marna”.

Non-Russian names, locations, terms, ranks and so on are spelled
according to the language native 1o the person or particular to the city,
region or culture when this can be determined. Confusion arises at times
because the text is not clear about nationalities. In such cases the context
is the guide used and as a last resort the Russian spelling in the text is
accepted. Individuals whose families were once non-Russian but had been
in Russian service for generations are named by the original spelling of the
family name. Turkish, Tatar, Persian and other names and terms are
spelled in the original according to accepted forms in scholarly books. In
some instances, if not otherwise ascertainable, they are transliterated from
the Russian as given by Soloviev. The names of geographical locations
conform to commonly accepted English usage—Moscow, St. Petersburg,
Copenhagen, Saxony, and so forth.

Finally, with respect to transliteration, this translation follows a modi-
fied Library of Congress system omitting diacritical marks and ligatures,
rendering the imtial “la-" and “lu-" as “Ya-" and “Yu-" (*Yasnaia™ and
Yury”), the suffixes “-ii", “-skii”, “-skaia”, and “-skoe™ as “Dmitry
Poliansky”, “Polianskaia™ and “Polianskoe™, and the form “-0i" has been
replaced by “-oy™ (*Tolstoy™ and not “Tolstoi™) for certain family names
familiar in this form in English. In some cases “-i-" has been inserted in
place of hard and soft signs, or apostrophes indicating these signs. Hence
Soloviev and not Solov’ev. The soft sign is not indicated by an apostrophe,
as in some transliteration systems, but is dropped completely.

All the dates, as in the original, except where otherwise specified, are
according to the Julian calendar (“Old Style™); that is, for the eighteenth

century, eleven days behind the Gregonan calendar used in the West. A
table of weights and measures is included at the front of this volume for the
convenience of the reader.

Inconclusion I would like to thank Edward Orchard, the general editor,
for his patient and invaluable assistance and suggestions, as well as
acknowledging the help of my colleagues Alexander Kruglov, Aleksei
Vikulov and Sandra Bennett. Naturally 1 accept responsibility for any
errors or inaccuracies in the translation.

Peter C. Stupples



INTRODUCTION

The last years of the reign of Empress Elizabeth were dominageq
Russia’s participation in the Seven Years War. Every diplomarjc .
deavor, every activity of central government and many considerationg n.
changes to internal regulations were driven by Russia's war effort ang “::
increasing financial and organizational burdens it placed upon govern.
ment and the nation as a whole.

Russia became involved in the Seven Years War for two major re
The first followed from Elizabeth’s own sense of mission as the daughye,
of Peter the Great. As early as 1753 she identified Frederick I1, the king of
Prussia, as her principal enemy, the major threat to Russian €Xpansion
the Baltic region, to Russia’s domination of Poland and as a dangergy;
potential ally of the Turks, thus also threatening Russian eXpansiop
towards the Crimea. As her father had defeated Sweden in order to open
up the Baltic and Ukraine, so Elizabeth set her sights on weakening angd
evendismembering the state of Brandenburg-Prussia for the same reasons.
To pursue this policy she needed suitable alliances, which led her into the
complex web of diplomatic maneuvers that took place in Europe in the
1750s. It was Russia’s obligations to these alliances that present the second
major reason for its participation in the war.

Elizabeth’s first natural ally in support of her intentions was Archduch.
ess Maria Theresa of Austria whose possessions in Silesia and Glatz had
been overrun by Frederick I in 1740-1741. Austria was at the time allied
to Great Britain. When Britain asked Maria Theresa for assistance against
Frederick in 1755, she declined until Russia could be induced 1o attack
Frederick the moment he moved a single soldier across his borders.
Britain, through its envoy Hanbury Williams, had been laboring for two
years already to secure Russian agreement to this idea, in exchange for
financial subsidies, in order to prevent Frederick from attackin g Hanover,
the German state inherited by the king of England. The Russian chancellor
Alexis Bestuzhev-Riumin saw sense in this alliance with Britain and
Austria against Frederick and the best way to secure Elizabeth's ambi-
tions. In addition Bestuzhev considered France the second most trouble-
some power in Europe threatening Russia’s intentions, in particular

through France’s anti-Russian policies in Poland and Sweden. Britain was

the principal enemy of France and thus would be the natural ally of Russia.
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[t was Britain which in 1755 made the first move to unsettle this pattern
of alliances by making overtures to the king of Prussia which were
reciprocated. Though negotiations with Russiacontinued through Hanbury
williams it became increasingly clear that these were based upon a false
premise—that Prussia and Britain were enemies and not allies. This was
made manifest in January 1756 when Britain and Prussia signed the
Convention of Westminster. Under its terms Britain secured the protection
of Hanover in exchange for supporting Frederick with financial subsidies.
France was outraged by this turn of events, which saw its ally Prussia now
in alliance with its mortal foe Britain. Elizabeth also was outraged by such
seeming duplicity, and Hanbury Williams found himself considerably
weakened in the competition that then ensued with France for Russian
sympathy. Austria now also saw its own advantages lying with France, an
ancient adversary, rather than Britain. Thus the “old system” of alliances
of Britain, Austria and Russia against France and Prussia was superseded
by the “new system™ of Russia, France and Austria against Britain and
Prussia. The new alliance between France and Austria was established by
the Treaty of Versailles of 1756 1o which Russia adhered in 1757. Russia
did not break off relations with Britain. Both valued their trading links with
each other, and this cool but well regulated relationship was to prove
valuable 1o all parties when the time came to press for a peace settlement
al the end of the war. These events and changes in policy are admirably set
out by Herbert Kaplan in his Russia and the Qutbreak of the Seven Years'
War (Berkeley, 1968).

The “old system™ died slowly in the imagination of the participants, as
many of its considerable advantages frequently made themselves obvious,
and the disadvantages, particularly the alliance with France, irked Russia
considerably. Elizabeth was not one to make sharp distinctions between
past and present policies. Soloviev makes it clear that, while pursuing the
“new” system, Elizabeth never lost sight of the advantages of the “old.”
She was driven by the ambition to expand Russian territory in the Baltic
and during the years covered by this volume repeatedly made it plain to her
allies that she expected to be rewarded for Russia’s participation in the war
in support of Austria by acquiring the kingdom of Prussia, often referred
to as East Prussia, the hereditary lands of Fredenick himself and the
territory from which he derived his very title. Should he lose Prussia he
would be obliged torevert to his secondary rank of elector of Brandenburg,
losing his royal crown. East Prussia was a prize worth fighting for.
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n to exchange East Prussia for the dye

of Courland with Poland, but there is no evidence that she would have

to this. Courland, to all intents and purposes, was already the giftof R"-ESia,
and possession of East Prussia would have secured a long and very Usefy
seaboard for Russian commercial expansion in Europe.

These intentions of Elizabeth greatly alarm ed Maria Theresa, who g;4
not want to see a weakened Frederick replaced as a potential threay
Austria by a more powerful Elizabeth. Austria was also aware of Russig,
. terest in the Balkans. Russia already was standing up for the rights of h,
adherents of the Orthodox church in Serbia and Croatia.

Though France was severely defeated by Britain in America, India ang
Africain the early 1760s, Louis X'V nevercame to terms with his country’s
permanently weakened position in Europe. France still behaved as if j
were the major power on the continent. It freely interfered in Polish affairs,
paying subsidies and bribes to its adherents in the corrupt Saxon-Polish
court and to those Polish gentry opposed to Russian influence. In Sweden
it also arrogantly meddled in domestic affairs, again supporting those
interests opposed to Russia. Russia’s new ally, then, acted more frequently
in relation to Russia under the terms of the “old system” rather than the
“new.” With each British victory over France, Russia saw the wisdom of
retaining good relations with Pitt and Newcastle.

Within court circles Elizabeth kept in office the adherents of both the
“old" system and the “new”. The chancellor Alexis Bestuzhev-Riumin
was an anglophile and francophobe, a passionate advocate of the “old.”
Yet his position was constantly undermined by his deputy Mikhail
Vorontsov, who was pro-French and supported in this sentiment by the
powerful Shuvalov family. Elizabeth refused to side clearly with the one
or the other until events at the end of 1757 forced her hand. On September
8 Elizabeth suffered a mild stroke from which she swiftly and fully
“ecovered. On newsof thisevent the Russian commander-in-chief Apraksin
appeared to be about to move rapidly back to the vicinity of St. Petersburg
but changed the velocity and direction of this return into a quest for winter
quarters nearer his supply depots when Elizabeth's recovery became
known to him. Apraksin was a close friend of Bestuzhe v-Riumin and als0
of Grand Duchess Catherine. Bestuzhev-Riumin’s enemies claimed thal
there was a plot, in which Apraksin was implicated, to secure the thron¢
for Catherine on Elizabeth's demise. The participants were arrested it
1758, but no evidence of a plot was found.

Elizabeth also stated her intentio
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Elizabeth did not pursue these rumors with total commitment. She had
brought her nephew, Prince Peter of Schleswig-Holstein-Gottorp, a grand-
son of Peter the Great, to St. Petersburg as her designated heir, but he had
proved scarcely worthy of the honor. He was an ardent admirer of
Frederick the Great and the Prussian way of government. If he became tsar,
the main thrust of Elizabeth’s foreign policy would be reversed. Though
his wife Catherine was also German, she could see that her advantage at
the Russian court lay in opposing Frederick, either under the “old” or the
“new” system. There would be a lot of sympathy for her to take the throne,
despite her tenuous legitimacy to do so. She had no love for her husband,
nor he for her. They clearly stood for opposing government policies.

Soloviev is always hesitant to display his own prejudices. Nevertheless
the thrust of his historiography is to unfold the steady growth in power and
territory of the Russian state. Peter the Great is an obvious hero. Soloviev
emphasizes that Elizabeth followed in her father's footsteps. Bestuzhev-
Riumin also followed Peter’s policies. The implication is that Soloviev
also had sympathies for the “old system” and those who supported it.
Catherine certainly would have been more likely than her husband to
pursue these policies, and therefore had there been a coup, as there was 10
be in 1762, Russia’s interests would be served better by Catherine than by
Peter. The commission which examined Bestuzhev did not ask the nght or
always the direct questions. Time was allowed toelapse before Bestuzhev's
arres! to give him time to destroy evidence of a plot. Word was passed (o
Catherine in time for her to act in her own best interests. In other words,
although Elizabeth was forced by the anti-Bestuzhev faction to act against
the plotters, she did so in such a way that clear knowledge of a plot would
be kept from her. By the standards of the time she dealt with the supposed
plotters with great leniency.

Nevertheless Bestuzhev was removed from his post and Vorontsov
elevated 1o the chancellorship, while the Shuvalovs became almost undis-
puted managers of the government. The “old system™ clearly was defeated.
Soloviev's anti-French sympathies find much to be regretted in this. In his
assessment of Elizabeth’s reign he remarks that Vorontsov found the strain
of running foreign affairs, with all its intricacies and careful consider-
ations, beyond his strength in contrast, the assumption 1s, Lo the ease and
astuteness with which Bestuzhev handled this portfolio during his years in

office. He also displays an admiration for Bestuzhev when recounting his
witty and incisive replies to the investigating commission, using the




P

opportunity less for a defense of himself than for an attack upon

policies of his enemies at the Russian court, attacks which Bestuzhey kney,
would be read and understood by the quick intelligence of the eMpres,
There is little wonder she was lenient with the “plotters” who so dﬂmun..

strably stood for the very policies she held so dear.
What Soloviev also makes clear is that under Bestuzhev the College of

Foreign Affairs had become, in so short a time, a very sophisticageg
department of government. Russian ambassadors abroad were well-
informed, meticulous in their reports, balanced in their judgments and
highly professional. If most Western European nations still regardeg
Russia as barbaric and unworthy of their very company, nevertheless
Russian diplomats such as Prince Alexander Golitsyn in London ofjen
were treated with great respect. In fifty years the Russian foreign service
had transformed its operations from medieval practice into the sophistj-
cated diplomatic discourse of its contemporaries. In Sweden Panin kept
aloof from the intrigues indulged in by the French, while in Polang
Volkonsky and Voeikov were very confident in navigating the diplomatic
shoals that swept around the Polish-Saxon court and inter-magnate riva)-
ries, even if they did so with the assurance of politicians who knew that
their own forces easily and swiftly could silence any opposition to the
ultimate will of their government. Poland was a diplomatic colony of
Russia. The king owed his crown to Russian support, in exchange for
which he had acknowledged Russian claims to Courland. Russiamovedits
troops through Poland to fight Prussia with little regard for local rights.
Polish and Turkish interference in Ukraine was irksome, but ultimately
manageable.

To the modern mind the Seven Years War is an example of that
interdynastic rivalry that so characterizes European history before the
nineteenth century. It was an archaic war. The armies fought for the
Habsburgs, Bourbons, Hohenzollerns or the house of Hanover almost
regardless of nationality or statehood. Officers of all nationalities offered
their services to the best paymaster or the army with the greatest prestige.
James Keith, for example, was a Scottish Jacobite who served in Russiain
the 1730s, assisting the Irishman Lacy in the invasion of Poland in 1733,
yet he later joined Frederick the Great, becoming a field marshal in the
Prussian army. The Russian army employed a large number of German-
speaking officers, some of whom were trained in Prussia or had fought
with the Prussian army. These officers were invaluable to Russia, as they
were more competent and better trained than their Russian counterpart

xvi INTRODUCTION

e
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As the war developed a number of younger Russian generals came to the
fore, lessening the necessity of relying upon those whose loyalty some-
imes may have been insecure. For example many Baltic Germans cer-
tainly would have preferred the victory of Frederick the Great and Prussian
expansion into the Northern Baltic over Russian expansion to the south.
Elizabeth's choice of Grand Duke Peter as her heir is another example of
setting dynastic imperatives over those of the nation-state. Elizabeth’s
primary loyalty was to the memory of her late sister Anna of Holstein, and
she elevated her sister’s son to the throne despite his known antipathy to
Russia and things Russian, and indeed 1o her own foreign policy.

Elizabeth set and maintained the direction of foreign policy initiatives,
and particularly Russia’s participation in the Seven Years War, yet her
interest in the management of the war effort was almost non-existent and
her grasp of the realities and cost of war unbelievably naive. Her remark
that if it came to it she would be prepared to sell her jewelry and gowns to
pay Russia’s way gives some sense of her comprehension. Russian
scholars have pointed out that while Elizabeth made seven appearances at
the Senate in 1742, she attended four times in each of the following two
years, and only bothered to come three more times in the remaining
seventeen years of her reign.

If the Seven Years War was archaic in the sense of its dynaslic
motivation, it was also a very modern war. Armaments were becoming
more sophisticated. The carnage in battle was very high. The parties were
very evenly balanced so that a swift solution was always unlikely. It was
only Russia’s second experience of the conditions of modern warfare but
this time against the most formidable military machine in Europe. In these
circumstances its army performed very creditably. The military back-
ground to the period is interestingly surveyed by Christopher Duffy in hus
two books Russia's Military Way to the West. Origins and Nature of
Russian Military Power, 1700-1800 (London, 1981) and The Army of
Frederick the Great (Newton Abbot, 1974).

Soloviev's work is one of serious scholarship, very thorough, and
expository in nature. It ranks with the classics of nineteenth-century
historiography and laid the groundwork for the Russian historical writing
that followed.

This reputation as a scholarly foundation piece is well deserved.
Soloviev utilized an immense body of archival material previously un-
tapped. This material is impressive, and in keeping with Soloviev’s
emphasis on the history of the Russian state, both political and diplomatic.
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[tmay be instructive to note some of the vastarray of sources: the

of the Conference, the Journals and Protocols of the Senate, the Voronggg,
Archives. the Shakhovskoy Archives, the Moscow Archives of the M;,,
istry of Foreign Affairs, the diplomatic papers of Russian relations with
Austria. Prussia, Sweden, Denmark, France, Turkey and Great Britaj,
materials published in Sbornik Russkogo Istoricheskogo Obshchesty,
(Collection of the Russian Historical Society) and contemporary Russa,
newspapers. He utilized the memoirs of Catherine the Great and A. T
Bolotov. as well as the collected works of Frederick II. He also made ys,
of secondary sources such as A. Schaefer’s Geschichte des siebenjéihrige,
Kriegs (History of the Seven Years War), Ernst Hermann's Geschichte dey
europdischen Staaten. Geschichte des russischen Staats (History of the
European States. History of the Russian State), F. Raumer’s Beitréige 7y
neueren Geschichte (Essays on Recent History), and M. E. Boutaric
Correspondance secréte inédite de Louis XV (Secret and Unedited Corre-
spondence of Louis XV). This is truly an impressive list, especially when
we consider that this is a partial one.

Inevitably Soloviev takes up a lot of space in recounting the evens of
the Seven Years War as they affected Russia. He naturally takes a very
patriotic tone, but was not unaware of the fragile nature of the victory at
Gross-Jagersdorf and the near defeat at Zorndorf. Neither was he indiffer-
ent to the poor leadership of the Russian forces, only Saltykov emerging
with even the semblance of a reputable performance. Soloviev does not,
however, take a broad look at Russian achievements and weaknesses. It
was amonumental task of logistics to keep such a large and heterogeneous
body of men as made up the Russian army on the road and in a forward
direction in days of poor communication, unmetalled roads and moving
through a generally hostile local population. The Russian commissary did
a commendable job with little reward. The Prussians and Austrians were
often fighting within or near their own frontiers. Their lines of communi-
cation were firm and short. The Russians were fighting often hundreds of
miles from their border, with lines of communication frequently threat-
ened and extended beyond the limits previously experienced by Russia in
prolonged warfare. The Russian army was comparatively untrained and
ill-equipped. It suffered from a debilitating inferiority complex when
confronting a commander with the reputation of Frederick the Great.
Foreign officers within its ranks, either as mercenaries or volunteers, were
often contemptuous of their Russian companions and the Russian com-
manders-in-chief. Despite these real and imaginary weaknesses, Russia
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and Austria were about to achieve a final victory when they were robbed
of its realization by the death of Elizabeth and the accession of the pro-
prussian Peter III. Soloviev brings out the jealousy and lack of trust
between the Russians and Austrians. The Austrians were fearful of
Russian success, and the Russians convinced that it was they who were
taking the brunt of Frederick’s aggression.

Soloviev 15 less successful in covering Russian domestic affairs.
Although he relates some decisions of the Conference and the Senate he
does little to analyze the relationship between these institutions and their
relative responsibility for managing the affairs of state. The Conference
was established on March 25, 1756 1o administer the war effort against the
king of Prussia. The best discussion of this establishment and the early
activity of the Conference is to be found in Kaplan, but there is no such
scholarly treatment available for the last years of Elizabeth’s reign. The
Conference had authonity, through the empress, 1o issue decrees on any
matter relating to the war, which would have the power of law throughout
the Russian empire. The Senate, which carried out the daily routine
management of government policy through the various colleges subordi-
nate to it, was obliged to accommodate the decisions of the Conference
within that daily management. The membership of the Conference and the
Senate overlapped. In the final years of Elizabeth's reign both institutions
were working inefficiently and were subject to the corroding corruption
common in Russian political circles in the eighteenth century. There were
too few men of talent or commitment to fill the highest managenal
positions. The same few families supplied minisiers, ambassadors and
admimistrators. These families were now Russian rather than Baltic
German, but were short of the highly trained support they needed torun a
state machinery of swiftly growing complexity and responsibilities.

Soloviev pays no attention to Russia's cultural development. Here
Elizabeth’s reign can be distinguished clearly from that of her predecessor.
There was respect for education, European education, in the circles of the
élite. Grand Duchess Catherine herself was proud of her own leaming, and
Soloviey remarks on the fact that she had a copy of the French encyclope-
dia in her rooms. We learn of payments for Locatelli’s opera company, yet
we must look elsewhere for the intriguing details of its existence in
barbaric Russia. We read of reports in newspapers, yet Soloviev makes no
mention of their influence, distribution, readership, of censorship and the
control of information. Of literature and poetry we leamn nothing. He
certainly would have read about the acculturation of the middle nobility in
the writing of Andrei Bolotov, one of his sources.
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Soloviev's tantalizing glimpses into the Russian provinces raise th,
common prejudices of Western Europeans. Bribery and corruption weg,
the common stuff of daily life. Inefficiency and arbitrary rule, cruelty ang
lawlessness were everywhere. Yet in the absence of any analysis of th,
common realities of Russian life at the time, Soloviev presents a view of
Russian history posited upon the evidence of notorious court Cases,
exceptions rather than rules. A cursory perusal of Boswell’s journals of hjs
Grand Tour is enough to convince the reader of the general primitiveness
of Europe in the mid-eighteenth century. Russia was indeed by compar;.
son a backwater, yet there was now a sense of political vigor and economic
energy absent a century before. Mining and manufacturing were signifj-
cant realities. International commerce was on the threshold, even though
it is clear that banking methods, already well advanced in Britain, France,
Holland and Germany, were almost unknown and the subject of suspicion
and disbelief that they could assist Russia’s economic development. The
precarious nature of Russia’s economic management, as demonstrated by
Soloviev, nevertheless bears comparison with similar primitive economic
instruments operating further to the West. In the whole of Europe the
economy was there 10 serve the dynasty and its aristocratic supporting
class rather than to assist the development of the nation-state. Only slowly
over this period was popular sentiment given ear. In Britain Pitt was
popular because his style of aggressive empire-building satisfied the
prevalent ambitions of ordinary British citizens. In Brandenburg-Prussia
and German-speaking Eastern Europe there was great popular enthusiasm
for Frederick the Great, a leader standing up for German rights against the
Hapsburgs and the surrounding non-German speakers. These sentiments
did not yet cohere as nationalism. Soloviev gives no indication as to
whether the Seven Years War was popular or not amongst ordinary
Russians. No doubt it was seen by most soldiers of the line as just another
burden that life placed so indifferently upon the backs of the unprivileged.

The reign of Elizabeth is liule studied in Russia or the West by
comparison with that of Peter the Great coming before it or of Catherine
the Great that almost immediately follows. Marc Raeff’s two books,
Imperial Russia 1682-1825. The Coming of Age of Modern Russia (New
York, 1971) and Origins of the Russian Intelligentsia. The Eighteenth
Century Nobility (New York, 1966) are sound introductions to the period.
Hans Rogger offers another general discussion in his book National
Consciousness in Eighteenth Century Russia (Harvard, 1960). There are
two lives of Elizabeth herself. Robert Nisbet Bain, The Daughter of Peter
the Great. A History of Russian Diplomacy under the Empress Elizabeth

|
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petrovna 1741 -1762 (London, 1899) has not been bettered as a general
summary- Bain leans heavily on Fhe work of Soloviev. Tamara Talbot
Rice's Elizabeth, Empress of Russia (London, 1970), though more recent,
offers few additions to the work of Bain. The detailed diplomatic history
of Herbert Kaplan, Russia at the Outbreak of the Seven Years War
(Berkeley, 1968), is one of the few substantial scholarly works on the
period. A more recent work, Evgeny V. Anismov's Empress Elizabeth.
Her Reign and Her Russia, 1741-1761 (Gulf Breeze, Fla.: Academic
[nternational Press, 1993), offers dramatic and provocative glimpses of
high politics, court intrigue, Elizabeth’s coup and personality, eminent
personages and lively court culture.

The life of Catherine the Great during the reign of Elizabeth is discussed
in both John T. Alexander, Catherine the Grear. Life and Legend (New
vork, 1989) and Isabel de Madariaga, Russia in the Age of Catherine the
Great (London, 1981). Gerhard Ritter’s book Frederick the Great. An
Historical Profile (London, 1968) gives a useful summary of his reign, and
the set of essays by Peter Paret, Frederick the Great. A Profile (New York,
1972) contain more detailed studies. The Polish background can be traced
in Chapter 17 of the second volume of Norman Davies, God's Playground
(Oxford, 1981). The political situation in Scandinavia is summarized
succinctly inChapters 12-13 of David Kirby, Northern Europe inthe Early
Modern Period. The Baltic World 1492-1772 (London, 1990). Details of
military matters in the eighteenth century can be found in the books of
Christopher Duffy, The Army of Frederick the Great (Newton Abbot,
1974) and Russia's Military Way to the West. Origins and Nature of
Russia's Military Power 1700-1800 (London, 1981).

In arecent brief survey of the period, the second edition of Paul Dukes,
The Making of Russian Absolutism (London, 1990), the author rather
casually dismisses Elizabeth’s government as scarcely more competent
than that of her predecessor Empress Anna. Yet Soloviev is probably right
to point out that the seeds of Catherine’s success were sown in the reign of
Elizabeth. Russia’s participation in the Seven Years War marked a
forward momentum upon which Catherine could build. The future parti-
tion of Poland was made possible by the growing power of Russia and the
disarray of the Polish political state. The training of the aristocracy in
statecraft and diplomacy was a resource that Catherine was able to utilize
more consistently and more broadly than her immediate predecessor. As

Soloviev (p. 289) rightly points out, “while giving our due to Catherine II
We must not forget how much, both within Russia and without, was
Prepared for her by Elizabeth.”
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OPENING OF THE SEVEN YEARS WAR, 1757

TREATY BETWEEN RUSSIA AND AUSTRIA

winter interfered with the movement of the armed forces but not with
diplomatic preparations for war. On January 22 a new treaty was con-
cluded in St. Petersburg between Russia and Austria. The treaty of May
1746' was confirmed, in particular the separate and secret article of that
treaty which formed the basis of the present agreement. Maria Theresa
undertook to maintain not less than eighty thousand regular troops against
Prussia for however long the war lasted. Elizabeth also would maintain
eighty thousand troops, as well as between fifteen and twenty ships of the
line and at least forty galleys. The treaty powers agreed to furnish each
other with detailed and precise information on the state and condition of
their forces, which was to be forwarded reciprocally by generals who had
the right to be present and 1o vote on councils of war. There would be
mutual agreement in respect to the general plan of military operations.
As the king of Prussia was currently using the greater part of his forces
against the army of the empress-queen, the empress of All Russia under-
took to move her forces into his territories as soon as possible. The em-
press-queen agreed to engage the Prussian forces in order to assist the
operations of the Russians. Both sovereigns undertook to conclude nei-
ther peace nor an armistice with the common enemy, the king of Prussia,
without mutual agreement. They would pursue the war until the empress-
queen received undisputed possession of the whole of Silesia and the
county of Glatz.? The peace of Europe could be established securely only
when the king of Prussia lost the means to disturb it. Both empresses
would use all the means at their disposal to render mankind this service,
and they would communicate these intentions 1o all other powers inclined
towards their policy. In separate articles the treaty powers commuitted
themselves to summon other sovereigns to join their alliance, in the first
place the king of France and then those of Sweden and Denmark, while
Sweden must be compensated in keeping with its participation in the war.
Russia and Austria were obliged to use every means at their disposal, not
only for the return of Saxony to the king of Poland,’ but also to furnish
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him, at the expense of Prussia, with appropriate compensation for b
losses. In a separate and secret article Austria was obliged to pay Ru;_f.:
a million rubles a year. The treaty was written in French, but it wag in.
serted into the agreement that this was not to be taken as a preceden The
treaty was signed by Count Alexis Bestuzhev-Riumin,' Count Mikhgj|
Vorontsov® and Count Nicholas Esterhazy.”

In order to divert Grand Duke Peter Fedorovich's” attention from g,
king of Prussia, Mania Theresa considered it necessary 1o conclude a particy,_
lar agreement with him, according to which the court of Vienna would
him one hundred thousand florins. Kaunitz' was displeased, and said th,
empress was throwing this money out of the window, because the grang
duke would not change in his feelings towards the king of Prussia. Mari,
Theresa could agree to the annual payment of a million rubles to Russi,
because by a new treaty, concluded with France on May 1, 1757, the king
of France undertook to pay her ten million guilders. The king agreed 1o
pay money to the empress-queen and to assist her with armed forces un)
she obtained Silesia, the county of Glatz and the principality of Crossen
through a peace settlement with the king of Prussia. The elector of Saxony
was to receive the duchy of Magdeburg. France would receive part of
Austria's Netherlands possessions, while the other part would be awarded
to the son-in-law of Louis XV, the Spanish Infante Philip.

The treaty between France and Austria determined what both powers
would receive if they forced the king of Prussia to conclude peace. Yet
when Russia, in a special declaration, wanted to assert its desire to obtain
the province of East Prussia, to be bartered with Poland in exchange for
Courland,” Maria Theresa strongly opposed such a declaration. Esterhazy
explained to Vorontsov that the empress-queen was prepared to obtain for
Russia not only East Prussia but even greater acquisitions. Moreover the
word she had given would have greater force and action than an empty
resolution concluded in general terms. Should this resolution and secret
become known, France would suspect and distrust both courts. The king
of Prussia, Poland and other powers would spread the voice of censure
throughout the world.

The fact is that the court of Vienna already had let France know about
the Russian demands, and from France came the advice to tell Russia thal
it was not yet time to make France a proposal about such matters. More-
over the French ambassador in Vienna received a warning from his court
that Vienna would be making a mistake if it favored the expansion of
Russia in the proximity of Germany, and the court in Vienna would per
haps be the first to repent. :

2 TREATY BETWEEN RUSSIA AND AUSTRIA

= ki
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“In My humble Wi'ﬁm-"rvm observed in his repor o the
onceming Esterhazy’s advice, “in the present delicate and exy ‘;‘::
plex circumstances It seems we may act upon this wish of the court of
vienna without criticism. When God gives His blessing to Russian arms,

and East Prussia and the other territories of the king of Prussia are con-

quered, perhaps in a general peace treaty, according to the circumstances
existing at the ime, we can retain Courland or the city of Danzig, or re-
ccive some other benefits in compensation for our losses * The inattes
was st aside until a more propitious time.

REATY BETWEEN RUSSIA AND FRANCE

We have seen that at the very end of 1756 Elizabeth acceded to the first
Treaty of Versailles, but with a particular stipulation with respect to Tur-
key and England. Bekhteev'” had to explain to the French ministry that
Russia was slow in acceding to the Treaty of Versailles. It not only wanted
to renew this sound agreement, but also to give it an unshakable founda-
tion. Therefore it was concerned particularly with this problem, and not
with the form alone. Were both England and Turkey excluded from the
wreaty, it would simply amount to a restoration of friendship," as England
in respect to France, and Turkey in respect to Russia, were the only pow-
ers that could be expected to violate the peace.

Bekhteev told Vorontsov that it was impossible to describe how this
most secret declaration was a matter of regrel to the French court. It con-
sidered the affair dishonorable, and suspected that the chancellor created
it on purpose, wishing either to cause France 1o fall out with the Porte or
lo create coldness between France and Russia. Rouillé" expressed the
fear that Bestuzhev on purpose had given instructions that the declaration
should not be communicated to the Porte. “Vice Chancellor Vorontsov,
as an honest man, would not have done this,” said Rouillé. They were
extremely irritated by Douglas," putting all the blame on him. Rouillé
even made up his mind to tell Bekhteev that if this was the way things
were to be done, it was impossible to have any dealings with the Russian
court.

LOUIS XV FAILS TO RATIFY SECRET RUSSIAN DECLARATION

Officially Bekhteev announced on February 8, 1757 that the deed of ac-
Cession was ratified, but that the ratification of the declaration was not
agreed. The king said that he “could not agree to this excellent secret
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deed, which Douglas had the stupidity 1o sign.” Rouillé told Bﬂldum
flatly that political reasons and the particular interest of France woyjg
permit the king to do so. In present circumstances the Porte must be helg
back from joining with England and the king of Prussia, in order oy ;,
lose influence with the Porte or destroy French trade in the Levang

The Porte was greatly alarmed on hearing of the Treaty of Versailj,
and in particular of Russia’s accession. Only one reassurance would caim,
the Porte, that it specifically be excluded in the deed of accession, Ty
reassurance was given. After this it would have been contrary 10 the cys.
tom and conscience of the king to conclude at once two deeds about i,
same matter in direct contradiction one with the other, especially as j,
France no one was assured that secrets could be kept (it rarely happeneg
that the most secret paragraph did not come out). Such conduct, howeyer
would not be vindicated by reason of a secrel. Therefore his majesty l].tF
king put his hopes in the known sincerity and perspicacity of the empress
The justice of the reasons preventing ratification of the declaration woulg
not escape her. This incident, however, was regrettable to the French
government.

“Indeed.” wrote Bekhteev, “the French court has been thrown into
great sorrow and confusion. On the one hand it is constrained by the re-
assurance given to the Porte, and on the other feels the unpleasant con-
sequences of the denial of ratification. The ministry is seriously annoyed
with Count Esterhazy, with Douglas and with Count Starhemberg;*a
Esterhazy for forcing Douglas to sign the declaration, and at Count Star-
hemberg for failing to interprel sufficiently exactly the opinions of the
French government, which counted on him in this matter. Rouillé spoke
about Douglas with great displeasure. In conclusion Rouillé begged me
10 assure her imperial majesty that, in spite of this unpleasant incident, the
king sincerely wanted the real affirmation of a friendship successfully
renewed and gave an assurance that the unpleasantness that has occurred
in no way would hinder him, together with Russia, from taking measures
for the satisfaction of the courts in Vienna and Saxony with respect to the

king of Prussia.”

4 CONFLICTS BETWEEN RUSSIA AND FRANCE OVER POLAND

CONFLICTS BETWEEN RUSSIA AND FRANCE OVER POLAND

In addition to Turkey, Poland also gave considerable trouble, becaust
France was afraid lest the Russian party in Poland become strongef fol
lowing the entry of Russian forces into that country. The French cout
saw a clear sign of the strengthening of the Russian party, the party of ¥
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cuﬁﬂqskis.“ in the appuilntmtm of a nephew of the Czartoryskis, and
4 friend of Wwilliams," ._Smmslnw Poniatowski,"” as Polish plenipotentiary
in St. Petersburg. In vain August I1I" reassured the French court. In vain
Bekhteev assured Rnunl}fi that Poniatowski gave his word of honor 1o
adhere 10 the present political system." If his conduct proved to be in any
way hostile, the king would recall him immediately. Rouillé kept repeat-
ing one thing, that Poniatowski was a friend of Williams. Rouill¢ handed
Bekhteev a nole stating that the king of France recognized the need for
the passage of Russian troops through Poland but that it was necessary 1o
anticipate any harmful consequences that might arise. There was no doubt
(hat the Poles attached to Russia were planning a confederation.® They
counted on being supported by the Russian generals commanding the
forces in Poland and hoped that the presence of the Russian army, even
if it took no part in Polish affairs, would give them greater strength. Their
enemies, who had resort to the French court, would be forced to convoke
their own confederation and would perhaps even want to forestall their
enemies.

As the passage of Russian forces through Poland was designed to ren-
der assistance to the king of Poland as soon as possible by entering the
ierritories of his enemy, the French court acknowledged, and would ac-
knowledge as the best scenario, that Russian troops proceed to East Prussia
from Courland, scizing a small part of Samogitia.”' If both imperial courts
believed it necessary for Russian forces to go through Poland by another
route the French court, for the maintenance of peace in Poland and to
spothe the Turks, would agree to this on one condition, that the Russian
forces pass through Poland with all possible speed, observing the strict-
est discipline and paying for everything meticulously. Later the French
court acknowledged that before Russian troops entered Poland the Rus-
sian ministers in Warsaw must let it be known, verbally and in writing,
that on their passage through Poland the forces of the empress had no
intention, under any pretext whatsoever, of interfering in the domestic
affairs of the Commonwealth and that everything would be left as it was,
in particular the prison regulations. Russia must use all its influence to
restrain its adherents from forming a confederation and must not in any
way intervene in the private disputes of the Polish grandees. The king of
France for his part was prepared to make a similar declaration to the Poles,
not to expect any help from him in sowing discord in the Commonwealth
or in impeding the passage of Russian forces.
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BEKHTEEV ON RELATIONS BETWEEN ALLIED COURTS

Bekhteev, on returning the note to Rouillé and thanking him for jg 5.
communication, remarked there was no need to demand reassurg Wi
such a matter as the maintenance of peace in Poland, which the em
herselfl desired more than anything else. This note would merely m;“’
prove that the perfidious interference of troublemakers trying 1o "
distrust between the two courts had succeeded, and that the French
suspected that the empress intended to support some kind of confeder,
tion. Such a note would be disagreeable to the Russian court ang Mighy
even confirm all those reports of the unfriendly acts and opinions of the
French ministers in Warsaw and Constantinople, which thus far the eg,
press had not believed. Not only was there no need for the formal de.
larations asked for, but the French court had not a single legitimate rea.
son to demand them. It was inconsistent with the dignity of both coyny
to act so formally at the behest of some concerned Poles, whom it was j;
no way possible to satisfy. If the French court listened to them, simjjy
declarations would have to be demanded often, whereas it was very easy
to avoid any unpleasaniness without any declarations at all. Simply let the
ministers of the allied courts do their level best to maintain the Poles jg
a well-disposed system, while acting in accord on all matters.

“The guilty party in this whole affair,” wrote Bekhteev, “is Count dg
Broglie,” the French ambassador in Warsaw, who has the reputation here
of an expert on Polish affairs. The head of the French party in Poland is
the crown hetman. Therefore the forces of the Commonwealth are under
the control of this party, which is stronger than all the rest. If it knows tha
no one will stand up for the others, it will oppress them, and thus bring
about unrest in the Commonwealth. Count de Broglie is a very restless
man, loves to lay down the law and is forever changing his ideas. Through
the natural sharpness and quickness of his mind he is always in a posi-
tion to think up a multitude of ways to defend his ideas.”

Bekhteev was sent to Pans 1o establish friendly relations between France
and Russia, considered natural and necessary in consequence of the change
in political circumstances. He did not allow himself to be carried away by
his position, and appeared sober and cautious, “All power resides in the
marquise de Pompadour™ through the king's extraordinary kindness to-
wards her and trust in her,” he wrote to Vorontsov. “She undoubtedly
possesses a very penetrating and remarkably cunning mind. Marshal de
Belle-Isle, in spite of his advanced age, has a fresh mind and memor)-
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in speeches brief rather than verbose his ideas are very clear, and he ex-

them distinctly and coherently, so that it is very easy 1o under-

his opinion. Only one fa.ull can be attributed to him, a passion to

1o his riches. Hc:sidcs,_ hﬂ is thought a man able 10 give the appear-

ance of sincerity 10 parasitism and hypocrisy. The abbé de Bernis® is

Jstute and has a very lively imagination. In political matters he is consid-

erably learned and knnwlﬁdgcahlc,_ smooth-tongued, loves society and

merry-making. He knew the marquise when she was Madame d'Etioles.

[n greal poverty he wrote verses for her and was an accomplice in her

= erry-making. When things turned Fll.ll well for her she promoted him

litle by little, that is (o say from nothing to the rank of a minister of state.
it could be said that he is her privy councillor.

«In foreign affairs these two ministers have the most power with great
store set upon them by the marquise, which is why all the ministers from
foreign countries address themselves to them. They are from time 1o time
resented by Monsieur Rouillé, but he does not dare to be annoyed openly
ot this, being afraid of losing his position. It would seem in every way that
it is impossible for courts to be more fnendly than the one here with Vienna.
The present particular concern of the court in Pans for the interests of
Vienna may be ascribed to two principle causes, to the influence of the
marquise and to the attraction of acquiring new territories. Only the mar-
quise herself and the abbé de Bernis, as creators of this system, are try-
ing to procure its advancement. Other ministers follow the same policy,
and as long as these (two individuals are in power, it will be followed.

“In general I must say that thus far the people themselves dislike the
Austrians. There is a sense of obvious indignation that troops and their
maintenance are being wasted on the relief of their ancient adversary. The
court in Vienna thinks the court here has perceived much of what is go-
ing on. It appears that the ministry in Paris is not very discerning, but the
machinery established in ancient times is so stable that it cannot be dam-
aged easily. In fact France finds great profit in the present circumstances.
Its view always has been to weaken the house of Austria and gradually
o acquire the Netherlands. Perhaps France will acquire them and in ex-
change give Silesia to the Austrians, to whom it rightly belongs. Either
way France will be the victor. Moreover France, though unwillingly, al-
ready sees the strength of the king of Prussia who, being of the Protes-
'ant faith, conceives of wielding power himself in Germany and of shar-
ng France's influence. With time Prussia will be as much or even more
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dangerous perhaps to French interests than even the house of Aygy,

- : 3,
which France could at least restrain through the Turks.

“For all these reasons you will understand that it has been sy
to the ministry here that there is no benefit to France in relating 1o
sia other than on a basis of sound friendship. The ministry, huwﬂ.q
through its own weakness, afraid of and wishing to please the m“-""-l'-lisc:
who is rather inclined towards the court in Vienna, holds the same Opin.
ion on this matter. For this reason Count Starhemberg tried to conclyg,
negotiations before the arrival of the ambassadors without the good of.
fices of all the other courts, although their interests now have been g,
cussed. Nothing was left to them but a common accession and accep,
tance. Russia could forgive the court at Vienna this policy. There was p,
need to express our disagreement. The matter common to us both de.
manded that France be brought seriously into play against the king of
Prussia in whatever way possible, in order to bring that state back into jj;
proper borders, and this is Russia’s principal point of view. Now thy
France has been brought into play, Russia must of necessity take an ac.
tive part at court here.

“All the powers at present railing against the king of Prussia for his
victories are hopeful of success. Austria, as an unwarrantedly offended
party, undoubtedly will take back Silesia, both by right of conquest and
as a recovered possession. France will not dispute receiving the Nether-
lands as it was promised formally by treaty. Sweden also will take back
from the enemy land which belonged to it and to which it still lays claim®
Moreover the three major allies have anticipated this and not only prom-
ised Sweden what was mentioned above, but even have bound themselves
formally by treaty. So these three points between the allies have been de-
cided beforehand. In any general conciliation no one will dispute this.
The only difficulty will be for Russia alone to gain what it was promised
from the present conflict, namely the acquisition of Courland, in addition
to weakening the position of the king of Prussia. It is true this has been
resolved with the court of Vienna but the other allies, who will be major
powers in the peace-making, do not know about it. It is true that later they |
can say they have no right to dispose of the property of others and must
not do so. Moreover, having obligations to Poland, they will deter Rus-
sia in every way possible. Russia can put forward the fact that it will ced¢ |
East Prussia to Poland in exchange for Courland.

“The obvious reply is that Russia has no right to East Prussia, or a 5
nexation of territories belonging to the king of Prussia, because it made |

8 BEKHTEEV ON RELATIONS BETWEEN ALLIED COURTS
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an auxiliary power, both because of its obligations to the | i

rria and to the house of Saxony. Everyone, owing ti

1 ing obtained all they wanted. will then betray Russg :::T;;a;.m
(he court of Vienna will not want 10 stop the peace process for Russi?:
cake. On the contrary, should it pt_:rsisl in holding on to East Prussia

Russia will be abandnﬂﬂ:! by Austria. For political reasons we must un-'
gerstand that Sweldcn, which cannot be trusted fully, may declare explic-
itly against Russrm. Mnr!:t:.w:r o ﬂ'{ﬂt end Sweden can put pressure on
Russia by being In a pﬂsuhmn tln incite the Poles and Turks, merely sug-
gesting 10 them that Russia, without any right, wants to 1ake possession
of Courland from the Commonwealth, to which it rightly belongs. First
it is absolutely necessary that, If Russia is successful militarily, it declare
war, for which there are legal grounds, on the king of Prussia. Second, to
communicate with France and Sweden and formally declare that if Rus-
sia conquers Prussia (the province), then in any peace settlement it will
be obliged to give East Prussia to Poland, and Russia must be compen-
sated for the materials used and losses suffered in prosecuting the war. It
remains for Russia to discuss this and come 1o an agreement with the

Commonwealth.”

war a5

BESTUZHEV-RIUMIN APPOINTED AMBASSADOR TO FRANCE

On June 10 Count Mikhail Petrovich Bestuzhev-Riumin® arrived at Ver-
sailles as Russian ambassador plenipotentiary. In 1755 the senile and
infirm Bestuzhev was recalled to St. Petersburg from Dresden, where he
left his wife in an advanced stage of consumption. Nevertheless in a let-
ter to Vorontsov he volunteered to travel as ambassador to France. “Your
excellency has been the worthy instrument of the peace settlement be-
ween our court and the French to which not a little of our glory and honor
is attached. Moreover you are pleased to be the worthy instrument in the
appointment of an ambassador there. This distinction will be a particu-
lar pleasure for me, and your standing with the French court will increase
when your faithful friend and servant is appointed to the post there.”
Bestuzhev was appointed and it is easy to understand how his brother

the chancellor regarded this appointment. The brothers observed the out-
ward civilities, visited each other. Mikhail Petrovich on one occasion
dined with the chancellor, but Williams made a wilty observation regard-
ing this dinner. “You can imagine how merry and joyful this dinner was.
Had there been miilk on the table, it would have curdled from the sight of
their faces.”
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Bestuzhev travelled to France by way of Warsaw and used the OPpor.
tunity to write to the empress from there about Gross,™ whom he foung
not to his liking. “On taking my leave from the local dignitaries and
officials, they said plainly and practically unanimously that the Russiag
court is losing a great deal in having Gross here as envoy. He is a Mos;
strange individual, who ruins all useful matters by his strange behavio,
In particular he shows a lack of respect to the magnates, which is entirely
inappropriate in the Commonwealth. We must treat everyone there ip an
outwardly friendly manner, and try to incline everyone 1o our poing of
view with solicitude. Moreover he does not comprehend the local system
at all, and keeps only to the Princes Czartoryski, who are so angry wi,
Count Briihl®™ that they no longer enjoy as much power as previously,
They act in a manner hostile to the court, as the granting of rank and the
receipt of estates for service does not depend upon their recommendation,
They act in accord with Benoil,™ the chargé d’affaires of the Prussian king
in Warsaw, evidently communicating secretly with the Prussian court. Grogg
has attached himself blindly to their party and threatens their enemjes
with Russian protection, which the Czartoryskis enjoy. As a consequence
the grand crown hetman and other great nobles adhere as one to the French,
and the others to the Prussian party. Seeing Gross's incompetence and the
lack of self-restraint in his speech, seeing that he cannot keep a secret, no
one has the slightest trust in him. Everyone has an aversion to him and
avoids his company. I cannot describe what degradation there is for Rus-
sia from this.”

Bestuzhev was charged to win over the Polish gentry, so that Poland
would declare war on Frederick II, taking the part of their king, but his
efforts were in vain. “I have even come to hate the Poles myself,” he
wrote to Vorontsov, “and it is obvious that you do not like them. I have
flaunted before them glory and honor, urging them in their own self-in-
terest to assist their king, that in present circumstances they might obtain
for themselves all the Prussias. I put before them the example of King Jan
Sobieski," when he marched against the Turks under the walls of Vienna
What glory and honor the Polish nation gained.

“I make no progress. They merely continue their malice between them-
selves. I also told them that when the king of Prussia achieves success in
his objectives they will be the first to suffer. They reply that Russia will
not allow such a thing to come to pass. They are a strange people. They
are ready to indulge in any base behavior in their own interests, 1o throw
their arms about your legs or to kiss your hand.”

10 BESTUZHEV-RIUMIN APPOINTED AMBASSADOR TO FRANCE
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O the way Bestuzhey met his dying wife,” deiven out of Saxony by
ihe Prussian invasion and, sick himsell, brought ber 1o Paris o die. Not.
wihstanding these cire umstances Bekhieev described the conduct of Besty.
hov ol 8 reception by the king. “His excellency, in spite of many attempts
by the embassy equerry, ncted intelligently and with that dignity natural
o his character i everything, not letting himsell be deafened by the cease-
less 10¢ al gossip Rather it seemed 1o me that he proceeded 1w the audi-
ence and spoke maore boldly than the others and with such bearing that he
ool noL Y Miciently take pleasure either 1o see or 10 hear the opinion of
the French on this occasion,”

At Versailles it was easier for Bestuzhev 1o talk about Polish affairs
because he no longer had 1o treat with a Rouillé under the influence of de
Broglie, but with a new minister, that abbé de Bernis with whom we are
Aready familiar. Bestuzhev managed 1o persuade de Bernis that not all
aews coming out of Poland should be believed, because of the character
of the Poles, as well as that of de Broglie. In present circumstances there
must be no confusing the important with the unimportant, Prussian affairs
with Polish. In St. Petersburg Douglas was told quite plainly that the
declaration requested by his court was nol in any way compatible with the
dignity of the empress. The king himsell would clearly perceive this were
he to reject all the perfidious suggestions of restless people, and rely on
the good faith of her imperial majesty.

DE L'HOPITAL NAMED FRENCH AMBASSADOR IN ST. PETERSBURG

In conjunction with Bestuzhev's appointment the marquis de I'Hopital™
simultancously was appointed ambassador to St. Petersburg. Bekhteev
described him in the following manner. “He is a fine figure of a man,
probably a little over fifty, very kindly. It seems that he asked for this
appointment himself, and comes to us with enthusiasm.” Bekhteev, in his
response 1o Vorontsov, was not very complimentary about the nobles
within the embassy. “When they were presented to me I did not know
what 10 do. You cannot believe how little knowledge they have about us
here. The reason is that few if any of their nobility have been to our coun-
ry, and only those of a mean disposition, or at the very least the impov-
erished, not even excluding those who were ambassadors. Through vexa-
tion, or in justification of their bad deeds, they put mean opinions about
us as much as possible. So that apart from scholars and those who know
what is going on (and not even all of those), the other Frenchmen, especially
those of exalted station, think the French must die of cold and hunger among
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OPENING OF HOSTILITIES

us. It is difficult 1o drive out of their heads such a fi
c:f the luxuries in which the nobility here is imme
little understanding which it has in general abou

OPENING OF HOSTILITIES

While the previously unthinkable union of the three great Conlingnty)
powers, Russia, Austria and France, was dragging its feet in Paris and S
Petersburg, the initiator of this union, the common enemy Frederick
opened the campaign in April with the invasion by his army of Bohemig
After a bloody battle near Prague the losses in both armies were even, [

a battle in June at Kolin, Frederick suffered a defeat, as a consequence of
which he was obliged 10 evacuate Bohemia.

PRUSSIAN SPIES

The Austrians adhered to the treaty. They took on the main Prussian army,
Now the Russians had to fulfill their obligation to enter Prussian domaing
at the same time. In February the Austrian general St. André, appointed
by the treaty to be on the military council of the Russian forces with vo-
ing rights, arrived at Field Marshal Apraksin's™ headquarters in Riga,
“This new arrival,” Apraksin wrote about St. André, “seems 10 be a man
of tolerable sentiments, with no small knowledge of the military arts, a
steadfast individual. He told me that because of the present condition of
the enemy, we must attack him with all our might at any opportune mo-
ment. We must not in any circumstances divide the army lest he take the
opportunity to make raids upon detachments in the first instance, as he is
in the habit of doing, reducing the main army to impotence by defeating
outlying detachments. He added, that with such a proud enemy we must
not use stratagems (meaning dividing our forces), but either act with strength
or do nothing.”

Apraksin then learned that the proud enemy was using other means in
addition to the defeat of separate detachments. At the general headquar-
ters in Riga was an assessor for secret work, Veselitsky, a Montenegrin
by birth, who analyzed the ciphered letters of Blom, a Livonian lieuten-
ant colonel, who as a consequence was arrested and gave evidence that
in 1753 he had wanted to transfer to Prussian service and in order to re-
ceive leave stated that he was expecting an inheritance in Prussia. He
made a request 10 Frederick 11, but was told that he could not be taken
into Prussian service because of his age, as he was already seventy-three.
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he was preparing 1o leave Potsdam the well-known Manstein™
Woee see him and detained him. Later a Captain Winterfeldt made him
o lﬂsi;iun not to leave Russian service, but to be a Prussian spy with
a pr?Pﬂ of one hundred and eighty chervontsy. His duties consisted of
sadT information about Russian regiments, about conscript levies,
= : lﬁc various movements of the forces. His letters were addressed to
e urator Berens in Berlin and appeared to relate to litigation in con-
: rion with his inheritance, but Manstein received them and not Berens.
frrgn Blom was in Potsdam, Field Marshal Keith,* General Winterfeldt"”
and Manstein In particular called on him. .Wm is Prince Ivan?"® Is he
well and is he married? Was it true that Princess Anna™ died, or was the
body of some other woman pul in her place? Was Biron alive and well ™
w;.-,; Miinnich alive?' Blom heard Keith, Winterfeldt, the king's adjutant
Buddenbrock and Colonel Manstein read a letter written in French, which
Keith had received from Russia, which said that profound disagreements
existed between the most important people in St. Petersburg, that the
| chancellor’s influence was greatly diminished. News about Colonel Olitz
and the peasants also was added. Keith read the letter, concealing the
signature with his hand. Keith, on Blom's assurance, received letters from
Russia by almost every post with precise information about everything
that was going on. In his correspondence Blom used a pre-arranged lan-
guage. Fifty sheep stood for fifty thousand recruits, the cavalry was re-

ferred to as oxen, and so on.

ST. PETERSBURG'S DISPLEASURE AT APRAKSIN'S SLOWNESS

Even at the beginning of the year there was dismay over Apraksin’s tar-

diness, This displeasure considerably perturbed Chancellor Bestuzhev,

whose influence was in decline. He was surrounded by strong and exult-

ant enemies. Apraksin remained his only friend of any importance. His

success in the war was extremely important for Bestuzhev. Apraksin's
failure would deprive the chancellor of his last support. Moreover the
chancellor was afraid that his enemies would ascribe Apraksin’s tardiness
to him. All this forced Bestuzhev 1o hurry Apraksin, who became angry.
Apraksin was a good man but no longer young (he was fifty-four). The
“pacific field marshal,” although he seemed much more bellicose than the
other two pacific field marshals, Razumovsky* and Trubetskoy,* pre-
f’:‘-ﬂﬁd to live on a friendly footing with everybody, in comfort, in mer-
fiment and in luxury, so that generally he did not want to hurry the cam-
paign. He had reason to hope that the affair would not get to the point of
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actual warfare. that it would be limited to a campaign similar (o othe,
western campaigns of Russian auxiliary detachments under Empress Anp,
and recently under Elizabeth, outings 1o excite fear and to hasten peace.
Moreover the young court was against war, and 1o go counter 1o the hej;
1o the throne and his wife* was far from Apraksin's mind. Moreover hjs
clever friend the chancellor was on the side of the young court, and op
his departure said that the campaign should not take place until every.
thing was ready. Apraksin thought everything still far from ready, thar 5
great deal of preparation must be done over a long period'in order to fight
successfully against the most significant military commander of the age
and his exemplary organized forces.

It was good that the Austrians were able 1o hold Frederick back. Should
he turn against the Russian troops with his main forces, would the Aus.
trians help? Their slowness was legendary, and were they advancing now?
What gave the chancellor the idea to hurry the Russian forces to com-
mence a campaign in winter without waiting to see what would happen
between the king of Prussia and the Austrians?

On February 17 Apraksin wrote to Bestuzhev in greal agitation, say-
ing that he would resign from command of the forces. He complained
about the Austrians and concluded with a question. He asked if the chan-
cellor had changed his mind, because in St. Petersburg Apraksin had been
privy to Bestuzhev's opinions, and on all issues they agreed with his own,
Apraksin sent this letter with a trustworthy fellow, Quartermaster General
Weymam,* so that he could ascertain from the chancellor what the problem
was, and why he was being so hurried. Bestuzhev answered through Wey-
marn that Apraksin, in his opinion, had no cause whatsoever for displeasure.
“Up until now not one of your representations has been refused. There
have been, it is true, several and at times severely compelling reasons nol
to accept them, but your excellency may have noticed that even these
always have been entrusted to your final consideration and decision. When-
ever you have put forward the difficulties and impossibilities against a pro-
posal, immediately you have received our agreement. It is true that from
here we cannot see everything as well as your excellency, but none the
less we must let you know our opinions.

“It is true that no one here has such influence, where their op
representations always receive such swift approbation. Similarly we can-
not complain about our allies. They ask us like beggars for alms. Yes, and
truth to tell, their situation is very pitiful. If only we were in their posi-
tion and had the same reassurances from them as they received in the

inions and
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presence of your excellency, I would dare say that we already would have
quarrelied with them. On the contrary, their silence speaks 10 our con-
science even more, and so lamentably that with this silence they give us

1o cause either 10 express our Opinion or 1o justify ourselves, Yet in truth
we have nothing to offer.

«On another matter I do not have 1o express anything other than my
extreme regret that your excellency should doubt my sentiments. They
have not changed, nndl upon my life they will not change. Put them to the
test. I shall bear any difficulty to maintain your friendship, which is most
valuable to me. Meanwhile I shall not have any peace until I am assured
that your excellency is confident of the true diligence and devotion | have
owards you.”

With this letter Bestuzhev sent another letter from the grand duchess,

in which she also begged Apraksin to delay no longer. Weymarn was
instructed to tell the field marshal that the grand duchess’s letter was

genuing, SO that he should not have any doubts. Apraksin was extremely
angry. He had hoped he would receive through Weymarn a statement
from Bestuzhev agreeing to his wish to stall, but was deceived. The let-
ter from Catherine took away his last hope. Yet a man parts with hope
with difficulty. “These are all the chancellor’s tricks (ideas),” he said in
a fit of temper and took from a box another, earlier letter of Catherine and
checked one against the other. They were by the same hand' There was
nothing more to be done. In his reply to the chancellor he dismissed the
misunderstanding, which proceeded from the use at that time of the for-
eign word sentiment, which meant both opinion and feeling. In his pre-
vious letter Apraksin had understood by the chancellor’s change of sen-
timents a change of opinion or point of view, but Bestuzhev considered
this a reproach, an alteration in their friendly feelings.

It was not until May 17 that Apraksin crossed the Lithuanian border
from Courland into Samogitia and on the twentieth was in Szawly. On the
eighteenth General Vasily Abramovich Lopukhin entered Lithuania. The
cavalry was under the command of General Lieven and Count Rumi-
antsev.* On June 4 the forces entered Kovno and stayed there until the
sixteenth, as the number of the sick significantly increased because of the
heat. Besides, wrote the field marshal, because of difficult and narrow
roads a considerable amount of reorganization of the transports had to be
d'_JnE, and to a certain extent the previous dispositions changed. On the
fincteenth almost all the army was beyond the Nieman. On the twent-
¢th the field marshal himself crossed the river.
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o the rwentieth. On the twenty-fourth Memel surtendered on condition
that the garrison be relcased with their arms.

The taking of Memel was celebrated at Tsarskoe Selo on July 6. A
service of thanksgiving was held “for the blessing of the Most High at the
very beginning of this armed conflict.” Thas blessing was sent 10 a detach-
ment of the forces, whercas the main army with Field Marshal Apraksin
had yet 10 cross the border. On July |5 Bestuzhev agan had w0 write o
Apraksin. “My unbounded candor with your excellency will not permit
me to conceal from you how very much generally it is regretted here that
a lack of provisioning has hampered your excellency’s advance into en-
emy termitory and your expedition of the matier in hand up until now. Mr.
Lehwaldt (the Prussian field marshal), making use of this circumstance,
already has begun to withdraw. This regret is multiplied even more by the
fear that, in the meantime, he should leave East Prussia completely. That
would be a considerable loss, which could not be rewarded by the con-
quest of Konigsberg and the whole of East Prussia, from which God knows
what interpretations will be made. My total diligence in support of your
excellency forbids me to conceal the fact that at an evening reception on
the day of the Conference® her imperial majesty, coming out into the hall
in the absence of others expressed her displeasure to myself, to Prince
Nikita Yurievich (Trubetskoy), Alexander Borisovich (Buturlin)® and 10
Prince Mikhail Mikhailovich (Golitsyn)™ that your excellency was linger-

ing so long in Poland.”

On July 18 there was a new letter from the chancellor to the field mar-
shal. “The duties of a sincerely devoted friend, with extreme regret and
in the utmost confidence, do not permit me to hide the fact that, in spite
of all the strong measures of an edict prohibiting [loose talk] among the
people issued in your interests, the sluggishness of your march, and con-
sequently of the military operations, is beginning to produce all around
the city here very reprehensible talk with respect to your excellency, some
even extending so far as to promise a reward to the one who can find the
missing Russian army. It is true that such false commentaries proceed
from an ignorance of the difficulties experienced by your excellency in
this affair. As these things always do harm and are able to do harm to
your excellency, I would advise you, in spite of calming sentiments in this
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matter sometimes proffered to you from another quarter, that yoy o,
come as far as possible all the difficulties you are experiencing ang .
ten your march and operations, and so cut short the opinions eXPresseq
above and shut everybody's mouth.”

I8 RUSSIAN FORCES CROSS THE BORDER

RUSSIAN FORCES CROSS THE BORDER

On July 19 news was received at last from the main army that op the
fourteenth it was only half a mile from the Prussian border, near Wiers.
bolowka. It was awaiting the other forces which had been unable 1o Move
with them because of the narrowness of the roads. The causes of the slow
movement of the forces was appended to the announcement of this news
“The great obstacles and difficulties which slowed our campaign as fa
as Kovno in no way can be compared with those we have had to over.
come from Kovno to the present. Reserve stores were well maintained up
to Kovno. Prudence and the proximity of Prussian forces did not permjy
us 1o stage those forward. Intolerable hot days, which in themselves haye
caused difficulties in the campaign, deprived us of the means of recejy-
ing stores and forage by water, for the rivers became so shallow that boats
no longer could get through. We had to bring stores to the army on local
carts that demanded as much time as it did labor.”

On July 20 the main army crossed the East Prussian border and imme-
diately began minor skirmishes with the enemy. In the meantime Fermor
occupied Tilsit from Memel, and was moving to join with the field mar-
shal. Russian troops crossing the Prussian borders, according to the roll,
numbered up to one hundred and thirty-five thousand in all, but in real-
ity this number was considerably less.

BATTLE OF GROSS-JAGERSDORF

At last on August 28 the inhabitants of St. Petersburg were woken at four
in the morning by a one hundred and one gun salute. At nine the previ-
ous evening a courier, Major General Peter Ivanovich Panin,* with trum-
peting heralds, galloped into Tsarskoe Selo where the empress was stay-
ing, bringing news of a major victory gained on August 19 by Russian
forces over the Prussian field marshal Lehwaldt on the banks of the Pre-
gel, near the village of Gross-Jagersdorf. Apraksin described the affair n
the following manner. .
On the seventeenth the enemy occupied the forest not more than a mile
from the Russian army with the aim of hindering further movement of the
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qussians, and for three days running gave every appearance of intending
1o attack them. On the nineteenth at five in the morning, when the Rus-
jans began 10 mMOVE and were passing through the forest, the enemy also
began (0 leave the forest and to approach the Russian regiments in good
. under cover of strong artillery fire. In half an hour, approaching the
Russian front, they attacked “with such fury at first on the left flank, and
then on the right, that it would be impossible to describe it.” Fire from
<mall arms continued without interruption from both sides for about three
hours. T must confess,” wrote Apraksin, “that in all this time, in spite of
the courage and bravery both of the generals, staff and senior officers, as
well as of all the soldiers and the great work of the secret howitzers newly
devised by Count Shuvalov (which are of such value that, of course, he
merils your imperial majesty’s favor and rewards for such good work),
.« was impossible to foresee anything decisive regarding victory. This was
particularly s0 because the renowned forces of your imperial majesty,
being on the march, could not be deployed or utilized with such flair as
[ would have wanted and would have arranged, because of the great num-
ber of baggage carts.”™
In spite of this the enemy was broken, scattered and driven off by light
forces across the Pregel river to its previous camp near Wehlau. There
had not been such a brutal battle in Europe before, according to the evi-
dence of foreign volunteers, in particular the Austrian lieutenant field
marshal St. André. From our side the losses were not yet known. Counted
among the dead were the general commanding the left flank, General
Vasily Lopukhin, whom Apraksin was unable to recall without tears,
Lieutenant General Zybin and Brigadier Kapnist. Lieutenant Generals
Yury and Matvey Lieven and Matvey Tolstoy were wounded, as were
Major Generals Debosquet, Villebois, Manteuffel, Weymarn and Briga-
dier Plemiannikov, but all without grave harm. The enemy lost eight can-
non, three howitzers and eighteen field guns. More than six hundred pris-
oners were taken, amongst whom were eight senior officers. Deserters
were put at more than three hundred.

Apraksin wrote that Major General Panin, who carried news of the
victory, was the orderly general under his command throughout the cam-
paign. He shouldered a great deal of hard work and had helped the field
marshal a great deal during the engagement. Where the field marshal
himself could not make his way, he sent Panin in order to persuade peo-
ple and to approve their actions, so that he was under the heaviest fire.
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“Certainly with time,” added Apraksin, “through daring and b'“ﬂ:.r ke
may be a great general. In a word all subjects of your imperial mg;
in the army entrusted to me in this battle, each according 1o his ﬂn}
conducted themselves as the natural duties of service 1o their sovere;
demand. The volunteers, in particular Prince Repnin,” Count Bryce
Apraksin, fervently and fearlessly distinguished themselves. All the gen-
eral staff, in particular the young generals, acted very bravely and Wwere
under such fire that two horses were killed or wounded under some. M,
jor General Villebois, although wounded in the head, 1o the very end of
the engagement never dismounted from his horse. Lieutenant Nadasdy s
in the Holstein service of his imperial majesty, who is serving as a vg).
unteer under me, is daring and brave and has such an eagerness to serye.
He was not only to be found in all partis, even in the advance guard, by,
acted everywhere superbly and fearlessly. 1 entrust all staff, senior offic.
ers and all the troops, prostrating themselves at the feet of your imperig|
majesty, to your most imperial maternal generosity. The foreign volup.
teers, first of all General Field Marshal Lieutenant of the Holy Roman
Empire Baron St. André particularly distinguished humself, together with
the staff and senior officers serving under him. The French regimental
commanders Fitingof, in particular L"Hopital, and the Saxon regimental
commander Lamsdorf, with their officers, also deserve not a litile praise
for their brave deeds.

“As regards myself [ confess to your majesty, as before God, that at
first I was most unhappy when the enemy attacked us on the march with
such fury and in such good order. As I was behind the baggage cans, |
suddenly realized that I could not move everywhere as | would have wished.
[ was exposed to such fire that somewhere near me Sergeant of the Guards
Kursel was killed and two grenadiers were wounded, a sergeant-major of
hussars was killed and several officers and a hussar also were wounded,
as was the horse under me. In a word I was in such danger that only God's
right hand preserved me, for I wanted rather to seal my loyalty with my
blood than to witness failure.”

Because of the nature of this work we are unable to enter into details
of the military action, but we cannot overlook the account of an eyewitness,
Bolotov, in which the report of the commander-in-chief is both clarified and
expanded.® We must not forget here that we are dealing with the story of
a nineteen-year-old lieutenant, written under the influence of Apraksin's
subsequent actions. “1 confess before you that all the circumstances wete







