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VOX REDACTORIS

DOI 10.15826/qr.2017.4.258

WINDOW TO RUSSIA: EVERYDAY LIFE  
AND MYTHOLOGY IN HISTORY AND LITERATURE

The Problema Voluminis section of Quaestio Rossica no. 4, 2017, 
continues to develop the theme of the Revolution, which does not seem 
complete without a proper scholarly overview of its heritage beyond 
ideological clichés. Dr Tatiana Krasavchenko (Institute of Scientific 
Information on the Social Sciences of the Russian Academy of Sciences) 
searches for new facets of the Russian character in relation to authentic 
and fictitious features of Russian reality. Krasavchenko writes about the 
complex perception of Russia by the English author William Gerhardie, 
whose works reflect both Russian and English literary traditions. He was 
fortunate enough to be a witness to the dramatic historical events of the 
early 20th century, and his vivid images of Russia in the 1920s and the 
1930s inherited the artistic discoveries of A. P. Chekhov. The desire to 
understand Russia in its controversial natural, historical, and cultural 
manifestations is peculiar to another British writer, Joseph Conrad, 
whose work is studied in the article of Professor Svetlana Koroleva 
(Nizhny Novgorod Linguistic University). These two articles reveal 
a common mode of perception of Russia as a despotic country whose 
inhabitants are, on the one hand, aggressive and infantile, but, on the 
other, rather talented and kind-hearted. The writer of the latter article 
is convinced that the true identity of the Russians lies in the territorial 
openness of the Russian steppe, which inspires dreams of freedom, and 
in oppressive government, which methodically degrades human dignity. 
Without a doubt, this theme remains relevant, especially once put into 
the context of universal history. 

A scholarly biography of Karen Hewitt, a professor at Oxford University, 
is offered in terms of her contribution to the reception of Russian literature 
in the UK (Scientia et vitae Section).  Hewitt’s colleague and friend, Olga 
Sidorova (Ural Federal University), cites interesting biographical facts, 
revealing the way in which the British scholar deepens her interest in 
Russian literature and demonstrating her multi-faceted research talents, 
which are highly valued by the Queen of the United Kingdom.

Identifying the peculiarities of the translation and study of Sergey 
Yesenin’s works in Germany, Professors Natalia Nikonova, Daria Olitskaya 
and Ekaterina Khilo of Tomsk University consider the process within the 
framework of receptive aesthetics. The article presents new data on the poetic 
perception of one of the most iconic poets of the Russian 20th century abroad. 

			   Quaestio Rossica · Vol. 5 · 2017 · № 4, p. 915–924 



Vox redactoris916

Aiming for a deeper understanding of the history of the Russian 
Revolution, Quaestio Rossica is publishing articles based on new archival 
data. In Soviet historiography, the main idea behind the study of the October 
Revolution was the historical ‘inevitability’ of the revolutionary events 
and their worldwide historical significance. In the post-Soviet period, the 
question of the Revolution, while present, lingered in the background of 
the historical discipline, mainly in the form of discussions on the occasion 
of yet another anniversary. Thus, the main question of what the Revolution 
was (a riot, a conspiracy, a military mutiny or a revolutionary ‘choice of the 
masses’?) has not yet been exhaustively researched. For some reason, in the 
early 20th century Russia deviated from the well-trodden path of European 
bourgeois modernization and went its own way. 

Understanding the Revolution also implies characterising Soviet society. 
What did it represent? Was socialism in fact ‘built’ at all? If it was, how and 
to what extent was the ‘ideal’ blueprint distorted? In addition to the direct 
consequences of the 1917 revolutions (i. e. the abolition of the old state 
system and the following civil war, massacres and destruction), historians 
should also take indirect results into account, such as the ideology from 
which belief in potential of a new human being and a new cultural code 
emerged. It was an attempt to create a new society ‘from scratch’: it had 
no historical analogues but sought to achieve the utopian notions that  
it should be free of war, oppression, and inequality and that it should be  
a place where all citizens would have equal rights to exercise their talents 
and receive material and spiritual gratitude from society. 

 Having taken power into their own hands, the Bolsheviks had only 
a vague idea about the purpose of their struggle – the ‘Society of the 
Future’ and the principles upon which to build it. Their policies were 
largely determined by the belief in the need for a dictatorship built on 
the principles of violence. For Russia, this historical experiment had the 
most dramatic consequences. Among other things, it led to the formation 
of a new system of social inequality and pseudo-democracy, one based on 
mobilization mechanisms which discredited the very idea of socialism. 
The process of translating initial ideas into particular political decisions 
and actions still requires careful study. The utopianism of those ideas 
and objectives, as well as the lack of a clear vision for the ‘Society of the 
Future’ and the unprecedented historical conditions of the project, all 
contributed to the mythologization and radicalization of the strategies 
and practices of violence.  The implementation of the ‘Soviet Project’ 
led to a paradoxically split historic reality, as evidenced by a strange 
bifurcated result that was simultaneously imaginary and real: on the one 
hand, there was the objective reality of Soviet society as a new system  
of inequality and lack of freedom; on the other, the shining convictions 
of the Soviet people that their system was an ideal example of the highest 
possible justice and harmony.  

In the section The Russian Revolution, 1917–2017: The Mythology  
and Reality of Everyday Life, Quaestio Rossica presents articles that reveal 
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the processes by which the new society was constructed and analyze the 
dialectical relationship between mythological beliefs and actual practices 
of everyday life. The themes involved are labor, trade, everyday life, and 
motherhood. 

Professor Sergey Krasilnikov (Novosibirsk State University) examines 
the transformation of the mythologeme ‘liberated labor’ into an idea of 
socially useful work and the various practices by which it was organized in 
early Soviet society (civilian employment in the military, regime-restricted 
employment such as sharashka, coercive labour, etc.). Such practices, 
according to the author, were directed less towards the realisation of a 
labourer’s individual capacity than to the ‘nurturing’ of the Soviet spirit and 
re-education through punishment.

Associate Professor Alexey Kilin’s article (Ural Federal University) 
analyses the daily trade practices of Urals workers in the 1920s. It also 
reveals how the early socialist idea of ‘distribution according to labor’ 
was transformed into the later Soviet multi-tiered and highly hierarchical 
distribution system, which, in an improved form, continued to exist until 
the end of the Soviet era. The substitution of market-based trade with a 
system of distribution and redistribution (named much later as “Soviet 
trade”) contributed to the proliferation of various trade practices among 
the general public, mostly unauthorized by the state. A significant part of 
society was involved in these trade practices (workers and, later, kolkhoz 
peasants). Their needs could not be met by the authorities because of the 
constant shortage of goods and services. 

The article by Professor François Nérard (Université Paris 1 Panthéon-
Sorbonne) examines the problems of organizing and developing the public 
canteen system in the early Soviet Urals. The author debunks the Soviet 
myth connected with the ideas of the socialist way of life as a sphere of 
public, rather than private, practices. The development of a network of 
canteens, one of the vectors for ‘liberating’ women from kitchen slavery, was 
essentially a mechanism for redistribution of food, as a separate subsystem 
in the overall hierarchy of Soviet distributions.

 The discourse on the Soviet type of emancipation continues with 
the article by Professor Elena Chernyshova (Moscow Pedagogical 
University) on the myth of motherhood and childhood in the works 
of Andrey Platonov. This myth absorbed utopian ideas of ‘liberating a 
woman’ and educating a ‘new citizen’. Mythologizing women’s roles in 
a socialist society and its absurd opposition to reality is achieved by 
Platonov through parody, hyperbolization, complex symbolics, and 
incidental plots. Turning the idea of motherhood into total nonsense, 
the writer debunks the new mythology, trying to return the reader to an 
understanding of genuine humanistic values. 

The article by Professor Lyudmila Mazur (Ural Federal University) 
subverts the belief that young people were the first to practice revolutionary 
ideas. Using the materials of the All-Russian Party Census of 1922, the 
author concludes that there had been noticeable changes in the composition 
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of the party, where poorly educated youths had become the majority. Young 
people, controlled by the Communist Party and Komsomol organs, became 
not only the driving force behind socialist transformations, but also a 
personnel reserve for high leadership positions. The most important factor 
in mobilizing the youth was a special policy aimed at the ideological frying 
of young minds, abundant political education and the mass militarization 
of the younger generation. 

An article by Professors Gunnar Thorvaldsen (University of Tromsø, 
Norway) and Elena Glavatskaya (Ural Federal University) is devoted to a 
comparative analysis of several great revolutions (the French, the Russian 
and the American) and the specifics of post-revolutionary censuses (their 
organization, programme and results). The main assignment of the censuses 
was to obtain reliable and complete information about the population 
of a country that had just survived revolutionary upheavals. Statistics 
can provide objective information, but they can also become a powerful 
conductor of myths designed by the authorities, proving the presumed 
success of the state’s programme, as demonstrated by the history of the All-
Union population censuses of 1937 and 1939.

The Disputatio section features articles based on new archival sources 
and historical data that have undergone considerable recent reassessment. 
Professor Alexey Frolov (Institute of History, RAS) analyzes a 15th-century 
document from the archive of the Trinity Monastery of St Sergius, resulting 
in more accurate dating, attribution and information, especially with 
regards to the functioning of the monastery. Professor Evgeny Akelev from 
the Higher School of Economics (Moscow) provides new facts about the 
timing of Peter the Great’s decrees on shaving beards and the connection 
of this policy with a new image of the Russian citizen. This is the second 
work by Professor Akelev on this interesting and paradoxical topic to be 
published in Quaestio Rossica (2013, no. 3): both present a multifaceted 
understanding of the various ways in which European everyday culture 
became familiar to Russians in the course of the development of the 
imperial state. Ideas related to Montesquieu’s treatise The Spirit of the 
Laws that came to be included in Russian social thought by the 1760s are 
reviewed in the work of Associate Professor Mikhail Kiselev (Ural Federal 
University). The author presents convincing facts about the critical 
attitude of the Russian elite to the provisions of this philosophical treatise 
and looks to other important sources for fundamental laws in Russia.

Quaestio Rossica continues in this issue to explore the theme of historical 
memory. The article by Professor Evgeny Rostovtsev and Associate Professor 
Dmitry Sosnitsky (St Petersburg, HSE) provides data on the glorification 
and politico-cultural use of collective memory about the life and deeds 
of Dmitry Ivanovich Donskoy, a prince from the 14th century, during the 
second half of the 19th and early 20th centuries.  

The linguistic research of the Tomsk scholars Professor Zoya Rezanova 
and graduate student Alexandra Bub deals with the phenomenon  
of semantics of collocation-binomials in Russian speech and the frequency 



Vox redactoris 919

of various genesis. Drawing upon various sources (Russian National 
Corpus, as well as dictionaries and questionnaires) reveals the evidence  
of the diverse quality of binominals, the integrity of their components  
and the development of polysemy.

In the Controversia et recensiones section, Professor Adrian Selin (HSE, 
St Petersburg) enthusiastically praises the efforts of historians from the Ural 
Federal University for their studies on the social history of modernity. The 
evidence for this is a conference on social stratification held in Ekaterinburg 
in November 2016. An interesting discussion on the participants’ theses is 
accompanied by reflections on the prospects for the development of this 
branch of history. 

The review by Professor Tatyana Snigireva (Ural Federal University, 
Institute of History and Archaeology of the Ural Branch of the 
Russian Academy of Sciences) observes the effective work of a Russian 
and Belarusian team of philologists in trying to understand poetic 
culture in contemporary society. The collection of articles, published 
in 2016, is a successful example of collective research in the fields of 
literary history and poetics, revealing new names and new research 
areas to the reader.  

Lyudmila Mazur, Larisa Soboleva 
(Ural Federal University).

Translation by Anna Dergacheva

В четвертом номере QR в рубрике Problema voluminis продолжает-
ся развитие темы революции, которая не может быть завершена без 
научного освещения ее последствий вне идеологических штампов. 
Поиск новых граней осмысления русского характера в соотношении 
с реальными и вымышленными особенностями русской действитель-
ности исследуется доктором филологических наук Татьяной Красав-
ченко (ИНИОН РАН), повествующей о сложном восприятии России 
английским писателем Уильямом Джехарди, чье творчество отража-
ет русскую и английскую литературные традиции. Ему повезло быть 
свидетелем поворотных исторических событий XX в., и его яркие об-
разы России 1920–1930-х гг. продолжили художественные открытия 
А. П. Чехова. Желание понять Россию в ее противоречивых природ-
ных и историко-культурных проявлениях свойственно другому пи-

© Dergacheva A., translation, 2017
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сателю из Великобритании Джозефу Конраду, чье творчество пред-
ставлено статьей доктора филологических наук Светланы Королевой 
(Нижегородский лингвистический университет). Соединение двух 
статей выявляет общий модус восприятия России как деспотической 
страны, жители которой агрессивны, инфантильны, но талантливы 
и отзывчивы. Писатель, по мнению автора статьи, убеждает соотече-
ственников, что идентичность русских кроется в территориальной 
открытости великих равнин, подталкивающих к мечте о воле, и де-
спотического правления, унижающего достоинство человека. Тема 
несомненно современна, поскольку вписана в контекст общечелове-
ческой цивилизации. 

В направлении рецепции русской словесности в Англии рассма-
тривается научная биография профессора Оксфордского универси-
тета Карен Хьюитт (рубрика Scientia et vitae). Коллега и друг Карен 
доктор филологических наук, профессор Ольга Сидорова (Уральский 
федеральный университет) приводит интересные факты ее биогра-
фии, раскрывающие путь приобщения британской подданной к рус-
ской литературе, показывает грани ее исследовательского таланта, 
высоко оцененного королевой Великобритании.

Исследователи Томского университета доктор филологических 
наук, профессор Наталья Никонова и кандидаты филологических 
наук Дарья Олицкая и Екатерина Хило, выявляя особенности пере-
водов и изучения творчества Сергея Есенина в Германии, рассматри-
вают процесс в рамках рецептивной эстетики. В статье приводятся 
новые данные о поэтическом и читательском восприятии за рубежом 
одного из самых национально-знаковых поэтов XX в. 

Углублением истории Русской революции являются статьи, осно-
ванные на новых архивных сведениях. В советской историографии 
главной в понимании феномена Октябрьской революции была кон-
статация закономерности произошедших событий и ее всемирно-
исторического значения. В постсоветский период проблема револю-
ции имманентно присутствовала, но в основном в виде дискуссий по 
случаю очередной юбилейной даты. И главный вопрос о том, что же 
это было – бунт, заговор, военный мятеж или революционный вы-
бор масс – до сих пор не выявлен с надлежащей полнотой, так же как  
и причины, по которым Россия сошла с проторенной Европой дороги 
буржуазной модернизации и пошла своим путем. 

Понимание революции диктует характеристику советского об-
щества как главного ее результата. Что оно собой представляло? 
Был ли социализм все же построен, какими усилиями и с каким 
искажением идеальной схемы? Помимо прямых последствий рево-
люции 1917 г. (смена государственного строя и Гражданская война, 
разруха и проч.), следует учитывать опосредованные результаты,  
в основе которых лежит убеждение в возможности формирования 
нового человека и нового культурного кода. Речь идет о попыт-
ке создания нового общества, исторических аналогов которому не 
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существовало, но имелись утопические представления о том, что  
в нем не должно быть войн, угнетения, все должны иметь равные 
права, реализовывать свои таланты и получать признательность 
общества в материальной и иных формах. 

Взяв власть в свои руки, большевики имели самые общие пред-
ставления о цели своей борьбы – обществе будущего и о том, как его 
построить. Их политику во многом определяла уверенность в необхо-
димости диктатуры, построенной на принципах насилия. Для России 
этот исторический эксперимент имел неоднозначные последствия. 
Среди прочего, он привел к формированию новой системы социаль-
ного неравенства и псевдодемократии, опиравшейся на мобилиза-
ционные механизмы, что дискредитировало идею социализма. Про-
цесс воплощения идей в политические решения и действия требует 
тщательного изучения. Утопичность идей и целей, отсутствие четких 
представлений об обществе будущего и беспримерные конкретно-
исторические условия реализации проекта способствовали как ми-
фологизации стратегий, так и радикализации практик с установкой 
на насилие. Реализация советского проекта привела к раздвоенной 
исторической реальности, демонстрирующей мнимый и реальный 
результат: объективированная реальность – советское общество как 
новая система неравенства и несвободы, субъективированная реаль-
ность – убеждения советских людей, что советский строй – пример 
высочайшей справедливости. 

В разделе Революция 1917–2017: мифология и реальность по-
вседневности представлены статьи авторов, с разных сторон рас-
крывающие процессы конструирования нового общества и анали-
зирующие диалектическую связь мифологических представлений  
и реальных практик повседневности. Это касается труда, торговли, 
быта, материнства. 

В статье доктора исторических наук, профессора Сергея Кра-
сильникова (Новосибирский университет) рассмотрена транс-
формация в раннесоветском обществе мифологемы «освобожден-
ный труд» в идею общественно-полезного труда и разнообразные 
практики его организации (вольнонаемный, режимный, при-
нудительный), ориентированные не столько на реализацию воз-
можностей человека, сколько на его воспитание и перевоспитание  
путем наказания.

Статья кандидата исторических наук Алексея Килина (Уральский 
федеральный университет) посвящена анализу повседневных торго-
вых практик рабочих Урала 1920-х гг. Также в ней раскрываются осо-
бенности трансформации социалистической идеи «распределения по 
труду» в советскую многоуровневую систему распределения, которая 
в усовершенствованном виде просуществовала до конца советской 
эпохи. Подмена механизмов рыночной торговли системой перерас-
пределения, получившей позднее название «советской торговли», 
способствовала распространению среди населения разнообразных 
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торговых практик, как правило, не санкционированных властью. 
В них была втянута значительная часть общества (рабочие, а позднее 
и крестьяне-колхозники). Их потребности власть не могла удовлет-
ворить из-за постоянного дефицита товаров и услуг. 

В статье доктора исторических наук Франсуа Нерара (Фран-
ция, Сорбонна) анализируются проблемы организации и разви-
тия системы общественного питания на Урале раннесоветского 
времени. Развенчивается советский миф, который связан с пред-
ставлениями о социалистическом быте как сфере общественных,  
а не частных практик. Развитие системы столовых, будучи одним 
из направлений «освобождения» женщин от кухонного рабства, 
по сути своей представляло механизм перераспределения продук-
тов питания, входя в качестве самостоятельной подсистемы в си-
стему распределителей.

Дискурс об «эмансипации по-советски» продолжает ста-
тья доктора филологических наук Елены Чернышовой (Москов-
ский педагогический университет) о мифе материнства и детства  
в произведениях Андрея Платонова. Этот миф вобрал в себя утопи-
ческие идеи «освобождения женщины» и воспитания «нового чело-
века». Мифологичность представлений о роли женщины в социали-
стическом обществе, их абсурдное противопоставление реальности 
достигаются А. Платоновым через пародию, гиперболизацию, сим-
волы, сюжеты-казусы. Доводя до бессмыслицы идею материнства, 
писатель развенчивает новую мифологию, пытаясь вернуть читателя  
к пониманию подлинных гуманистических ценностей. 

Статья доктора исторических наук Людмилы Мазур (Уральский 
федеральный университет) ниспровергает убеждение, что носите-
лем революционных идей была прежде всего молодежь. Используя 
материалы Всероссийской партийной переписи 1922 г., автор делает 
вывод о заметных изменениях в составе партии, где малообразован-
ная молодежь стала составлять большинство. Молодые люди, кон-
тролируемые партийными и комсомольскими органами, станови-
лись не только движущей силой социалистических преобразований,  
но и кадровым резервом для высоких руководящих должностей. Важ-
нейшим фактором мобилизации молодежи стала особая политика, 
направленная на идеологическую обработку сознания, политическое 
воспитание, военизацию молодого поколения. 

Компаративному анализу нескольких великих революций 
(Французская, Русская, а также гражданская война в США)  
и специфике последовавшей после революции переписи населе-
ния (организация, программа, результаты) посвящена статья про-
фессоров Гуннара Торвальдсена (Университет Тромсё, Новергия) 
и Елены Главацкой (Уральский федеральный университет). Ос-
новная задача переписи – это возможности власти в получении 
достоверной и полной информации о населении страны, пере-
жившей революционные потрясения. Статистика может давать 
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объективную информацию, а может стать транслятором мифов, 
конструируемых властью, удостоверяя успех государственной 
программы, как это демонстрирует история Всесоюзных перепи-
сей населения 1937 и 1939 г.

В рубрике Disputatio опубликованы статьи, основанные на новых 
архивных источниках и исторических сведениях, подвергшихся со-
временной интерпретации. Кандидат исторических наук Алексей 
Фролов (Институт истории, РАН) подвергает анализу документ XV в. 
из архива Троице-Сергиева монастыря, в результате которого уточ-
няются его датировка и атрибуция, что повышает точность и кон-
кретность знания о функционировании монастыря. Новые факты  
о времени появления указа Петра Великого относительно бритья бо-
род в связи с представлением о новом образе российского гражда-
нина приводятся кандидатом исторических наук доцентом  Евгением 
Акельевым из Высшей школы экономики (Москва). Это уже вторая 
статья автора на эту интересную и парадоксальную тему, в которой 
отражается многогранность понимания путей приобщения к евро-
пейской бытовой культуре в контексте имперского вектора разви-
тия государства (см.: Quaestio Rossica, 2013, № 3). Идеи, вошедшие 
в российскую общественную мысль к 60-м гг. ХVIII в., связанные  
с трактатом Монтескье «Дух законов», рассматриваются в работе кан-
дидата исторических наук Михаила Киселева (Уральский федераль-
ный университет). Автор приводит убедительные факты критическо-
го отношения русской элиты к положениям философского трактата  
и практике обращения к другим важным источникам фундаменталь-
ных законов в России.

Журнал постоянно поднимает тему исторической памяти. В статье 
доктора исторических наук Евгения Ростовцева и кандидата истори-
ческих наук Дмитрия Сосницкого (Санкт Петербург, ВШЭ) приво-
дятся данные о процессе глорификации и политико-культурного ис-
пользования памяти во второй половине XIX – начале XX в. жизни  
и подвигов Дмитрия Ивановича Донского, князя XIV в. 

Лингвистические изыскания томских ученых доктора филологи-
ческих наук, профессора  Зои Резановой и аспиранта Александры Буб 
касаются феномена семантики коллокаций-биномиалей в русской 
речи и частотности различного генезиса. Обращение к различным 
источникам (Национальному корпусу русского языка, словарям и 
анкетированию) открыло факты разнообразного качества биномина-
лов, целостности их компонентов и развитием полисемии.

В рубрике Controversiae et recensiones доктор исторических 
наук, профессор Адриан Селин (Высшая школа экономики, Санкт-
Петербург) с большим энтузиазмом характеризует усилия истори-
ков уральского федерального университета в изучении социальной 
истории Нового времени. Свидетельством этого является Конфе-
ренция по социальной стратификации, проведенная в Екатерин-
бурге в ноябре 2016 г. Обсуждение докладов участников дополня-
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ется размышлениями о перспективах развития этого направления 
истории. 

Рецензия доктора филологических наук профессора Татьяны Сни-
гиревой (Уральский федеральный университет, Институт истории и 
археологии УрО РАН) повествует об результативной работе русско-
белорусского коллектива филологов, направленной на осознание 
стихотворной культуры в современном обществе. Изданный в 2016 
г. сборник статей — пример совместных исследований, относящийся 
как к истории литературы, так и к ее поэтике, открывающий читате-
лю новые имена и новые направления исследований. 

Людмила Мазур, Лариса Соболева 
(Уральский федеральный университет)
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WHEN DID PETER THE GREAT ORDER  
BEARDS SHAVED?* **

Evgeny Akelev 
National Research University Higher School of Economics, 

Moscow, Russia

At first glance, the question of the exact date of the beard shaving decree might 
seem insignificant or too narrow. In reality, however, this tiny issue could play 
an important role in discussions of how Russia was transformed in the late sev-
enteenth and early eighteenth centuries. Oddly enough, there is no consensus 
on the date when Peter ordered his subjects to shave their beards in scholarly 
literature. The author of this article summarises all the available sources on this 
subject, both those previously used by historians and those he has uncovered, 
including documents from Peter’s personal chancellery, the Privy Chancellery, 
the Moscow chancelleries and local authorities, as well as testimonies of contem-
poraries (Zhelyabuzhskii’s diary, the autobiography of Prince Boris Kurakin, the 
diary of Johann Georg Korb, etc.). The author concludes that, on the one hand, 
the introduction of beard shaving was apparently conceived by Peter the Great 
during his Grand Embassy or immediately afterwards. On the other hand, con-
siderable tangential evidence and financial accounts of the Moscow chancelleries 
confirm that a formal prohibition on wearing beards apparently had not existed 
before the decree of January 1705. Consequently, the author assumes that beard 
shaving was gradually introduced in Russia. Peter first planted the idea in the 
minds of members of the elite through playful shaving spectacles and personal-
ised oral decrees, allowing its diffusion among ever widening circles of people. By 
the end of 1704, Peter might have concluded that his subjects were prepared for 
a legislative ban on maintaining a beard. Indeed, by the time Peter’s famous 1705 
decree was announced in Russian cities, many of his subjects had already parted 
with their facial hair, and they did so voluntarily.
Keywords: Peter the Great; the Petrine epoch; cultural reforms; beard shaving; 
power and society; everyday practices.
Вопрос о точной дате указа о брадобритии только на первый взгляд может 
показаться слишком узким и малозначительным. Ответ на этот частный 

* The article was prepared within the framework of the Academic Fund Program 
at the National Research University Higher School of Economics (HSE) in 2016–2017 
(grant № 16–01–0100) and supported within the framework of a subsidy granted to the 
HSE by the Government of the Russian Federation for the implementation of the Global 
Competitiveness Program.

** Сitation: Akelev, A.  (2017). When Did Peter the Great Order Beards Shaved? In 
Quaestio Rossica, Vol. 5, № 4, p. 1107–1130. DOI 10.15826/qr.2017.4.270.

Цитирование: Akelev A.  When Did Peter the Great Order Beards Shaved // Quaestio 
Rossica. Vol. 5. 2017. № 4. Р. 1107–1130. DOI 10.15826/qr.2017.4.270. 
© Akelev Е., 2017	 Quaestio Rossica · Vol. 5 · 2017 · № 4, p. 1107–1130



Disputatio1108

вопрос может играть немаловажную роль в модели преобразования Рос-
сии конца XVII – первой четверти XVIII в. В научной литературе нет точ-
ного однозначного ответа на вопрос, когда Петр I указал своим подданным 
брить бороды. В статье обобщаются все имеющиеся на этот счет источ-
ники, как известные, так и вновь открытые: документы Кабинета Петра I, 
Ближней канцелярии, московских приказов и органов местного управле-
ния, а также свидетельства современников («дневные записки» Желябуж-
ского, автобиография князя Б. И. Куракина, дневник И. Корба др.). Пока-
зано, что, хотя введение брадобрития в России было задумано Петром I 
во время Великого посольства или сразу после него, многие косвенные 
данные и комплекс финансовых отчетов московских приказов позволяют 
уверенно утверждать, что формального всеобщего запрещения ношения 
бороды не существовало до знаменитого указа января 1705 г. Полученные 
данные позволили сделать вывод о постепенном характере введения бра-
добрития в петровской России. Оно насаждалось сначала в элитарной сре-
де посредством шутовских брадобритий и персональных устных указов, 
а затем по цепочке распространялось и в более широких кругах. Возмож-
но, к концу 1704 г. Петр I пришел к мысли о том, что его подданные уже 
достаточно подготовлены к запрещению ношения бород на уровне законо-
дательства. Действительно, к моменту, когда в 1705 г. в российских городах 
был оглашен знаменитый указ Петра, многие его подданные уже успели 
расстаться со своими бородами, причем совершенно добровольно.
Ключевые слова: Петр Великий; Петровская эпоха; культурные реформы; 
брадобритие; власть и общество; повседневные практики.

The question posed in this article’s title might surprise readers. Indeed, 
there is a massive amount of popular and academic literature on Peter the 
Great, and it is the rare historian who has ignored such landmark reforms as 
the shaving of beards and the transition from the traditional national mode 
of dress to the Western European style, which have become emblematic of 
the Petrine cultural revolution and Peter’s reforms generally. Is it necessary 
to write a scholarly article about the date when Peter ordered his subjects to 
shave their beards when answering this question requires merely cracking 
open any book on Peter or grabbing a dusty old textbook from off the shelf?

Oddly enough, however, there is no consensus on the issue in the schol-
arly literature. Some historians, such as Nikolai Ustrialov, Sergei Solovyov, 
and Grigorii Esipov, agreed that the decree on beard shaving was issued 
immediately after Peter returned from his Grand Embassy in September 
1698. They were not troubled by the fact that the first known decree on 
beard shaving dates only to 1705 [ПСЗ. Т. 4. № 2015]: they believed the 
original decree had simply not been found [Устрялов, т. 3, с. 195; Есипов, 
т. 2, с. 163, 174; Михневич, т. 2, 79; Винклер, с. 168; Чижов, с. 333–334; 
Руденко, Мицкевич, с. 44–46]. According to a second point of view, voiced 
by Evgeny Anisimov and Anatoly Shashkov, the first decree on beard shav-
ing was promulgated in 1700, along with the famous decree on European 
dress of 4 January 1700 [ПСЗ. Т. 4. № 1741], while the decree issued on 
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16 January 1705 was merely a reitera-
tion [Anisimov, p. 218–219; Шашков, 
с. 301]. Finally, there is a third scholarly 
opinion: that the 16 January 1705 de-
cree was the first decree on beard shav-
ing [Hughes, p. 24; Акельев, Трефилов, 
с. 156–157].

At first glance, the question of the 
exact date of the beard shaving decree 
might seem insignificant or rather 
narrow. In reality, however, this tiny 
issue could play an important role in 
discussions of how Russia was trans-
formed in the late seventeenth and ear-
ly eighteenth centuries. This is clearly 
illustrated by Solovyov’s conception, according to which the Petrine re-
forms were a well-planned and thoroughly conceived programme for 
Europeanizing Russia. Solovyov argued that the introduction of beard 
shaving occupied a special place because it marked the beginning of the 
active phase of Europeanization. Returning from the Grand Embassy 
in late August 1698, Peter realized the rebellious streltsy (musketeers) 
were ‘only an armed force, backed by a mass of people hostile to reform’. 
But Peter was ‘ready to fight to the death; he [was] aroused, boiling; he 
would stop at nothing; he would attack, seize, and trample the banner 
of his enemies. This banner was the beard, this banner was the old long 
dress’. It was no accident that Peter launched the Europeanization of 
Russia by transforming the external appearance of his subjects. Solovy-
ov explains it as follows: ‘Man tries to express his state of mind, feelings, 
views, and aspirations mainly in his appearance, clothing, and hairstyle. 
Once the superiority of the foreigner and the duty to learn from him has 
been recognized, imitation immediately manifests itself, naturally and 
necessarily beginning with appearance, with clothing and hair dressing’. 
During the ‘first movement towards the West’ in the reign of Boris Go-
dunov, Russians began imitating the outward appearance of Europeans. 
Beard shaving emerged then as well. This, however, provoked a reaction 
among adherents of the old ways against ‘foreign, prodigal, and disgust-
ing practices’. Thus, ‘the beard was made a banner in the struggle be-
tween the two parties, and it [was] clear that when the party of the new 
won, its first act would be to bring down the enemy banner’. Hence, it 
was no accident that the Petrine reforms, aimed at Europeanizing Rus-
sian, had begun with beard shaving and exchanging the Russian man-
ner of dress for the European dress. ‘Entering the European arena, one 
naturally had to wear European dress as well, [since] it was a question of 
which family of nations to belong to, European or Asian, and, accord-
ingly, of wearing the clothing and sign of this family’ [Соловьев, т. 7, 
с. 549–550; т. 8, с. 100–101].

Countermarked beard tax token. 1705
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If, however, we imagine the introduction of beard shaving in Russia 
dates not to 1698 but to 1705, the picture Solovyov paints cannot be histori-
cally accurate. Indeed, if Peter had ordered beards shaved after reforming 
the municipal administration, introducing a new calendar, reforming the 
army, founding St Petersburg, and effecting other changes, then perhaps 
beard shaving did not have such central significance for him? Perhaps he 
did not have such a principled, rigid attitude to the issue? Perhaps the Euro-
peanization of his subjects’ appearance was implemented not as abruptly as 
Solovyov imagined, but gradually, calmly, and carefully, in several stages?

In this article, I will try to answer the question of when exactly Peter the 
Great issued the decree on compulsory beard shaving for his subjects.

* * *

First of all, I must define the chronological limits of my search. We can 
identify two dates that clearly demarcate the introduction of beard shaving 
in Russia. The first is 26 August 1698, the date of Peter’s return from his 
Grand Embassy, when, according to a report made by the Austrian envoy 
Guarient and the diary of his secretary, Korb, the tsar personally cut the 
beards of the boyars who had come to greet him. Beard shaving could not 
have been introduced earlier than this date. There are several pieces of in-
direct evidence that corroborate this. One of them is found in the case of 
Abbot Avraamii of the Andreevsky Monastery.

In late December 1696 or early January 1697, Abbot Avraamii sent 
Peter the Great a letter in which he criticized the autocrat’s actions. Af-
ter reading it, the tsar ordered Avraamii’s immediate arrest. The inves-
tigation, conducted at the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery from January 
to March 1697, revealed that Avraamii’s text had been inspired by con-
versations with friends and acquaintances who had visited him in his 
monastery cell. Several of them – clerks Ignatii Bubnov, Nikifor Krenev, 
and Kuzma Rudnev, and peasants Ivan and Roman Pososkhov  – were 
arrested. The investigation concluded the men had criticized the tsar for 
‘obscene amusements’, ‘jokes and deeds displeasing to God… which he 
ought to forbid his subjects, but which he perpetrates himself ’,1 unfair 
trials, bribery and red tape in the chancelleries, and the fact that the tsar 
had become ‘immensely stubborn’, did not heed or take any ‘good advice’ 
from his mother, wife, confessor, and others, and did not ‘deign to live’ in 
his palace in Moscow. It is worth noting, however, that neither Avraamii’s 
letter nor the case files contain any mention of beard shaving and replac-
ing Russian dress with European clothing [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 
484. Л. 4–34; Бакланова, с. 145–146; Голикова, 1957, с. 77–86; Cracraft, 
p. 19–20].

We must now identify the second date that will help us establish the pe-
riod during which beard shaving was introduced in Russia. The first known 
decree on beard shaving is dated 16 January 1705. (I have been unable to 

1 Avraamii had in mind Peter’s Unholy Council (for more details, see: [Zitser]).
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find any earlier decree among the documents of Peter the Great’s personal 
chancellery and the other chancelleries or in the books of decrees). This 
decree proclaims:

На Москве и во всех городах царедворцам, и дворовым, и городовым, 
и приказным всяких чинов служивым людям, и гостям, и гостинной сот-
ни, и черных слобод посадским людям всем сказать, чтоб впредь с сего 
его великого государя указа бороды и усы брили. А буде кто бород и усов 
брить не похотят, а похотят ходить с бородами и с усами, и с тех имать 
с царедворцов, и с дворовых, и с городовых, и всяких чинов служилых 
и приказных людей по 60 рублей с человека, с гостей и с гостинной сотни 
первыя статьи по 100 рублей с человека, средней и меншей статьи, кото-
рые платят десятыя деньги меньше 100 рублей, с торговых, и посадских 
людей по 60 рублей, третья статья, с посадских же, и с боярских людей, 
и с ямщиков, и с извозчиков, и с церковных причетников, кроме попов 
и дьяконов, и всяких чинов с московских жителей по 30 рублей с чело-
века на год. И давать им из Приказа земских дел знаки, а для тех знаков 
и для записки приходить им в Приказ земских дел без мотчания, а в горо-
дах в приказныя избы, а те знаки носить им на себе. И в Приказе земских 
дел, и в городах, в приказных избах учинить тому записныя и приход-
ныя книги. А с крестьян имать везде по воротам пошлину по 2 деньги 
с  бороды по вся дни, как ни пойдут в  город и  за город, а  без пошлин 
крестьян в воротах, в город и за город, отнюдь не пропускать. И о том 
для ведома по воротам с сего великаго государя указу прибить письма, 
а в города воеводам послать его великаго государя грамоты. <…>. А буде 
кто из царедворцов, и из градских, и из приказных, и из посадских лю-
дей похочет ходить с бородою, и ему бдля взятья знака ехать к Москве 
и явиться в Приказе земских дел. А в Сибирские и в Поморские городы 
знаки послать с Москвы [ПСЗ. Т. 4. № 2015]2.

2 Henceforth, with this the great sovereign’s decree, all courtiers, officials, military ser-
vicemen, chancellery clerks, the gosti, members of the Gostinaia sotnia, and all townsmen 
in Moscow and all the other towns are to shave beards and mustaches. If some do not wish 
to shave beards and mustaches, and wish to go about in beards and mustaches, they are to 
be taxed yearly: courtiers, officials, and all ranks of military servicemen and chancellery 
clerks, 60 rubles per person; the gosti and members of the Gostinaia sotnia of the first rank, 
100 rubles per person; members of the Gostinaia sotnia of the middle and low ranks who 
pay a tenth money [desiatyia den’gi, an irregular military tax] of less than 100 rubles, traders 
and townsmen, 60 rubles per person; third-rank townsmen, boyars’ servants, coachmen, 
cab drivers, and clergymen, except priests and deacons, and all ranks of Moscow residents, 
30 rubles per person. The Moscow Police Chancellery is to give such persons a token in re-
ceipt, as will the chancellery houses in the other towns, which tokens they must wear. In the 
Moscow Police Chancellery and the chancellery houses, registry and payment books should 
be made for this purpose. As for peasants, let a toll of two dengas per beard be collected at 
the town gates each time they enter or leave town, and henceforth do not let peasants pass 
through town gates, coming or going, without paying this toll. This the great sovereign’s 
decree should be sent to all the military governors [voevody] and nailed on the gates of the 
towns. <…> Those courtiers, officials, chancellery clerks, and townsmen who wish to go 
about in a beard should come to Moscow to the Police Chancellery to obtain a token. And 
tokens should be sent from Moscow to the Siberian and White Sea towns.
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Was the decree enforced? The answer is definitely yes. Thus, the de-
cree on beard shaving was sent from the Moscow Police Chancellery to 
the town of Ryazhsk on 10 February 1705. A confirmation decree was sent 
there on 3 March 1705, and received on 20 March 1705. It ordered that the 
decree be announced ‘on many trading days by heralds’, nailed to the town 
gates, and entered into the book of decrees in the chancellery house, and 
that the military governors have it in front of them on their desks so that 
it should never be forgotten [РГАДА. Ф. 1154. Оп. 1. Д. 29. Л. 1–1 об.]. 
On 12 February 1705, the Moscow Police Chancellery sent the decree on 
beard shaving to the Siberian Chancellery [РГАДА. Ф. 214. Оп. 5. Д. 859.  
Л. 10 об.; РГАДА. Ф. 199. Оп. 1. Портф. 133. Ч. 4. Л. 185, 215; Памятники 
Сибирской истории XVIII века, с. 273]. From there, the decree was dis-
tributed to Siberian cities and towns. On 18 April 1705, the decree, instruc-
tions, and 5,000 beard tokens were delivered to Tobol´sk. The decrees and 
tokens were then sent to even farther-flung Siberian towns. Hence the de-
crees on beard shaving and German clothing were delivered to Tara on 17 
May 1705 [РГАДА. Ф. 649. Оп. 1. Д. 1. Л. 4; Ф. 158. Оп. 1. Д. 130. Л. 1–1 об.]. 
The decree and 500 beard tokens were received in Eniseisk on 28 July 
1705 [РГАДА. Ф. 199. Оп. 1. Портф. 133. Ч. 4. Л. 215–216; Памятники 
Сибирской истории XVIII века, с. 273–276]. In Tomsk, the decrees were 
received on 16 September 1705 [Шашков, с. 311], and the decree and 400 
copper beard tokens arrived in Irkutsk only on 2 October 1705 [РГАДА.  
Ф. 214. Оп. 5. Д. 859. Л. 10 об.– 11].

The cases investigated by the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery also elo-
quently point to the fact that the decree was implemented everywhere. 
Thus, on 19 April 1705, in the Trinity-Sergius Monastery village of Du-
brovo in the Murom district, monastery servant Yakov Gnusin was shaving 
his beard while peasants were making feed for cattle. Looking at Gnusin, 
Boris Petrov said, ‘I would behead the man who ordered beards shaved!’ To 
which Gnusin replied, ‘Are you in your right mind? Why do speak so? God 
deigned it, and the sovereign has decreed that beards be shaved’ [РГАДА. 
Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Д. 305. Л. 7–7 об.]. In July 1705, the Preobrazhenskoe Chan-
cellery investigated the case of Denis Semenov, peasant elder on the estate 
of stolnik Egor Yanov in the village of Malye Gorki in the Kostroma district. 
While he was in the landlord’s yard ‘before Trinity Sunday’ (which fell on 
May 27 in 1705), Semenov said, ‘Many of our peasants have been to Mos-
cow, and their breads have all been shaved. But I do not wish to live if my 
beard is shaved’ [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Д. 325. Л. 4 об.].

In addition, there is plenty of evidence of negative reactions to the de-
cree’s enforcement among the populace of Siberia and the Volga region. 
Thus, the decree arrived in the Siberian town of Tara on 17 May 1705. The 
military governor, stolnik Mitrofan Vorontsov-Vel’iaminov, proclaimed 
it in public places on several occasions, but the townspeople and district 
residents refused to obey it. On 5 June 1705, 500 Tara Cossacks and lesser 
nobles (deti boiarskie) came to the chancellery house to declare they would 
not shave their mustaches and beards and would not change their dress 
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[РГАДА. Ф. 158. Оп. 1. Д. 130; РГАДА. Ф. 649. Оп. 1. Д. 1; Покровский, 
с.  49–50]. Residents of Tomsk likewise refused to comply with the de-
cree [Шашков, с. 301–322]. But the supreme manifestation of discontent 
with the beard shaving decree was the Astrakhan Revolt of 1705–1706 
[Голикова, 1975; Akelev, p. 263–266].

There is no doubt, then, that the 1705 beard shaving decree, as pub-
lished in the Complete Collection of Laws of the Russian Empire, was indeed 
circulated to all the towns and enforced. But should we deem 1705 the year 
when Peter introduced beard shaving in Russia? Or had a general decree 
appeared earlier, sometime between 1698 and 1704?

* * *

It is well known that the introduction of beard shaving was only one 
of a package of measures aimed at Europeanizing the external appear-
ance of Russian subjects. Replacing traditional Russian dress with Western 
European clothing was another component [Кирсанова; Hughes, 2001; 
Шамин, 23–38]. The first decree on wearing Western European clothing 
is well known. Published in the Complete Collection of Laws of the Russian 
Empire and dated 4 January 1700, it states:

Бояром, и  окольничим, и  думным ближним людем, и  стольником, 
и стряпчим, и дворяном московским, и дьяком, и жильцом, и всех чинов 
служилым, и приказным, и торговым людем, и людем боярским, на Мо-
скве и на городех носить платья, венгерские кафтаны – верхние длиною 
по подвязку, а исподние короче верхних тем же подобием. И то платье, 
кто успеет сделать, носить с  Богоявлениева дни нынешнего 1700 года, 
а кто к тому дни сделать не успеет, и тем делать и носить, кончая с ны-
нешния Сырныя недели [ПСЗ. Т. 4. № 1741]3.

Anisimov has suggested that ‘apparently at that time [i.e., in early 1700], 
too, the decree came out about shaving beards to the cited categories of the 
population [i.e., those mentioned in the decree on western dress]. A sec-
ond degree [on beard shaving] appeared on 16 January 1705’ [Anisimov,  
p. 218–219]. Shaskov shared Anisimov’s opinion [Шашков, с.  301]. The 
History of the Swedish War also seemingly points to the simultaneous adop-
tion of decrees on wearing European dress and beard shaving in 1700.  
Between accounts of the founding of the Order of St. Andrew and the in-
troduction of the new calendar, the latest edition of the History (compiled, 
apparently, in 1726) contains the following passage:

3 Boyars, lords-in-waiting, privy councilors, table attendants, crown agents, Moscow 
nobles, crown secretaries, court attendants, servitors and chancellery men of all ranks, 
trading folk, and boyar men in Moscow and other towns shall wear dress, Hungarian 
caftans, the upper garments down to the garter, and the lower garments, shorter than the 
upper, in the same fashion; and those who succeed in making this dress shall wear it from 
Epiphany of this year 1700, and those who do not succeed by this day shall make and wear 
it by this Shrovetide.
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Тогда ж заблагоразсудил старинное платье российское (которое было 
наподобие полского платья) отменить, а повелел всем своим подданным 
носить по обычаю европских христианских государств, такожде и боро-
ды повелел брить [Гистория Свейской войны, т. 1, с. 201].4

This passage, composed between 1722 and 1723, and later repeatedly 
edited, shows that the compilers of the History regarded both measures, 
the introduction of European dress and beard shaving, as having been 
adopted as the same time as the new calendar at the turn of 1699 and 1700 
[Акельев, с. 93–97].

But do other records from 1700 corroborate this view?
The 1700 decree on wearing Hungarian caftans, naturally, caused seri-

ous concern among the populace. We know, for example, that as early as 
mid‑1699, information that the decree was in the works was leaked from 
the Moscow chancelleries and provoked great public interest. We find the 
following entry for July 1699 in Zheliabuzhskii’s diary:

Да явился было указ о французском платье, и тот указ многие списы-
вали, и с тем указом многих ловили и на Потешный двор водили и рас-
спрашивали: где они такой взяли и  у  кого списывали? [Желябужский, 
с. 317–318].5

In one copy of Zheliabuzhskii’s diary, this entry contains a curious 
continuation, which for some reason had been crossed out in the manuscript 
and hence was not included in the other copies, on which the published 
version was based:

…И по тем роспросам дошло Помесного приказу до подьячего Се-
мена Жукова, что списки явились от него для того, что ему было велено 
о том платье учинить выписку в доклад, а явился тот указ в народ прежде 
докладу. И за то ему, Семену Жукову, учинено наказанья – бит кнутом 
нещадно [РГАДА. Ф. 181. Оп. 2. Д. 125. Л. 455 об.– 456].6

This entry shows that the 1700 decree on European dress was so remark-
able that information about it had spread around Moscow in July 1699 even 
as it was still being drafted in the Moscow Kremlin. Service Land Chan-
cellery clerk Semen Leont’evich Zhukov [Веселовский, с. 186; Демидова, 
с. 198–199], who had been entrusted with making an excerpt for a report 

4 It was then that [Peter] deigned to abolish the old-fashioned Russian dress (which was 
like the Polish dress) and ordered all his subjects to dress in the manner of the European 
Christian countries, as well as ordering [them] to shave [their] beards.

5 There had appeared a decree on French dress, and many people copied that decree, 
and many were caught with this decree and taken to the Mock Court [Poteshnyi dvor] and 
questioned where they had got it and from whom they had copied it.

6 And these inquiries led to Semen Zhukov, a clerk of the Service Land Chancellery. The 
copies had come from him, because he had been ordered to make an excerpt for a report 
about [the decree on] dress, but the decree had been made public before the report. For 
which Semen Zhukov was punished with a merciless whipping.
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on the decree, could not help sharing information about the decree with 
colleagues and acquaintances. Consequently, copies of the decree quickly 
spread through Moscow, triggering a criminal investigation whose records 
I have not been able to find, unfortunately.

When the decree was published, it provoked a lively discussion, which 
could not but lead to many incautious statements and, as a consequence, 
a number of political investigations and trials. Thus, on 15 February 1700, 
three local clergymen in the Shal’sk parish of the Olonets district – priest 
Ivan Rodionov, deacon Dmitrii Maksimov, and sexton Efrem Kirilov – dis-
cussed the latest news in the refectory after a church service. We can recon-
struct their conversation, as based on their confessions of guilt (povinnye 
chelobitnye), as follows:

Дьячок Ефрем Кирилов: ‘изволил наш великий государь летопись пи-
сать от Рожества Христова тысеча семсотого году, да платье носить на 
Москве венгерское’.

Священник Иван Родионов: ‘слышал я  ныне в  волости от проезжих 
людей, бутто государь изволил убавить великого поста неделю, а после 
Святы Пасхи в среду и пятки мясо и млеко ясти во весь год’.

Дьячок Ефрем Кирилов: ‘как де будуть такие его, великого государя, 
указы присланы к нам в погосты, и будут люди по лесам жить и гореть, 
я де пойду с ними жить и гореть туды же, а в среду и в пятки мяса ясти 
не стану’.

Священник Иван Родионов: ‘возми де и меня с собою туды же жить 
и гореть, а у церкви Божиих служить не буду: знать то, что ныне житие 
к концу приходит’.

Дьякон Дмитрей Максимов: ‘государь бутто иное без ума шавит’ 
[РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 817. Л. 32–36]7.

The decree on Hungarian dress was also being discussed in Smolensk 
at this time. Ivan Matveev, a clerk in the Smolensk Chancellery Chamber, 
came home and told his folk the latest news: ‘A decree of the great sovereign 
has been rendered in Moscow: every rank has been ordered to wear Hun-
garian dress’. Upon hearing this, his relative Matrena Fedorova said: ‘That is 
not the tsar. When in Moscow the great tsarina gave birth to the tsarevna, 
a girl, the girl tsarevna was stolen and switched with him who is now Tsar 
Petr Alekseevich. And he is not the tsar; he is of German stock. Because 

7 Deacon Efrem Kirilov: ‘Our great sovereign has deigned to count the years from the 
Year of Our Lord seventeen hundred and to wear Hungarian dress in Moscow’.

Priest Ivan Rodionov: ‘I have heard now in the volost from travelers that the sovereign 
has deigned to shorten Lent by a week, and after Easter [to allow] eating of meat and milk 
on Wednesdays and Fridays the year round’.

Deacon Efrem Kirilov: ‘If such decrees of the great sovereign are sent to our parishes, and 
people begin living and burning themselves in the forests, I will go there as well to live and 
burn with them, but I will not eat meat on Friday’.

Priest Ivan Rodionov: ‘Take me there with you to live and burn, because I will not serve 
in God’s church: it seems as if life is coming to an end’.

Deacon Dmitrii Maksimov: ‘The sovereign does sometimes seem to blather thoughtlessly’.
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he is not the tsar, he is replacing the Russian dress’ [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. 
Стб. 822. Л. 1–2; Ф. 6. Оп. 1. Д. 14].

From these and other cases handled by the Preobrazhenskoe Chancel-
lery in 1700–01, it follows that the 1700 decree on Hungarian dress caused 
serious concern among the Russian populace and was vigorously discussed 
in many Russian towns [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 819; Стб. 884; Стб. 
934; Стб. 1021]. However, we find no mention of beard shaving decrees 
in these case files and certain other sources. Thus, among the records of 
Peter the Great’s personal chancellery is preserved a letter to the tsar from 
pribyl’shchik (seeker of new revenues) A. A. Kurbatov, dated 20 March 1700, 
in which Kurbatov writes:

В состоятельных твоих государевых имянных указех о кафтанах вен-
герских и о пременении ножей и о протчих народи во исполнении того 
якобы ослабевают, чают тому быть по-прежнему. И ежели в воли твоей 
государевой положися, что тем указам быть впредь нерушимо состоятел-
ным, благоволи, государь, чрез самодержавное твое повеление те состо-
явшияся указы подновить вторично, хотя, государь, под видом и страха, 
дабы и впредь имянных твоих государевых указов в скором исполнении 
не пренебрегали [РГАДА. Ф. 9. Оп. 2. Отд. 2. Кн. 1. Л. 103].8

We should note that Kurbatov makes no mention of the beard shaving 
decree in this letter, either. We would imagine that had the beard shav-
ing decree been promulgated along with the decree on Hungarian caftans, 
rumors about it would certainly have quickly spread around Russia, and 
this would definitely have been reflected in the records of political trials 
and other sources. However, in 1700, nothing was known about the beard 
shaving decree in the Shal’sk parish of the Olonets district or Smolensk or 
even in Moscow.

Unfortunately, however, the issue raised in the title of this article cannot 
be regarded as finally solved at this point. After analyzing a great number 
of case files from the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery, Esipov concluded that 
‘these cases… confirm the assumption that a general order on beard shav-
ing existed earlier than 1705’ [Есипов, с. 174]. After studying the entire 
corpus of documents from the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery for the period 
1698–1705, I can confirm that Esipov’s conclusion is not ungrounded.

In 1703, the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery investigated a case involving 
monks, from the Simonov Monastery in Moscow, who were suspected of 
promoting texts on the prohibition against beard shaving. The investigation 
found that Petr Konarkhist, cell attendant of the monastery’s abbot, had 
in December 1702 personally compiled a miscellany of ‘sundry edifying 

8 The people have been feeble, as it were, in executing your sovereign personal decrees 
on Hungarian caftans and the use of knives and other matters, wishing things to be as they 
were. And if it is your sovereign will that these decrees be inviolably fulfilled, deign, sire, 
that by your autocratic command these same decrees should be renewed again, albeit, sire, 
under threat of punishment and lest in future the swift execution of your personal sovereign 
decrees be neglected.
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things… to be read to cure gloom’. He included an article on the prohibition 
against beard shaving excerpted from a printed edition of the Kormchaia 
Book he had taken from the abbot’s cell. Before Christmas, Konarkhist gave 
the unbound miscellany to Hierodeacon Iessei Shosh to correct according 
to the rules, ‘оne article after another, as decently as possible’ and write ‘a 
laudatory preface’. Several days later, Shosh heard a conversation between 
Hierodeacon Irinarkh, the monastery’s librarian, and the monastery’s for-
mer treasurer Feodosii in the monastery refectory. Feodosii asked Irinarkh 
to find him a copy of the Kormchaia Book with the prohibition against 
beard shaving. The monk explained he was interested because the monks 
and laymen who came to him for confession often confessed to the sin of 
beard shaving. He needed to find out what rule applied to such transgres-
sions. The librarian replied by giving a wave of his hand and saying: ‘It’s 
not a matter for nowadays’! Hearing this conversation, Iessei approached 
Feodosii and told him he had such a book. Feodosii asked him to bring it 
to his cell. The same evening, Iessei brought the book to Feodosii’s cell and 
showed him the article, excerpted from the Kormchaia Book, containing 
the prohibition against beard shaving. According to Iessei, Feodosii asked 
him to allow him to copy this text, but he would not do this, explaining: 
‘Nowadays beards are shaved b y  the sovereign’s decree and thus he would 
not venture to let Feodosii copy it’ [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Ч.  1. Д. 42.  
Л. 2, 4–4 об., 6 об.]. In another of his testimonies, Iessei, while trying to 
explain exactly when the conversation between Feodosii and the librarian 
had taken place, once again mentioned the beard shaving decree:

…в прошлом де 1702 году перед Рожеством Христовым, а в котором 
месяце и числе, не упомнит, после того, как симоновским слугам почали 
брить бороды, а по какому указу, не ведает [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Ч. 1.  
Д. 42. Л. 8 об.]9.

Note that Iessei learned about the beard shaving decree because in De-
cember 1702, before Christmas, the monastery servants, who guarded the 
monastery and the convicts who were held there, began to have their beards 
shaved. The monk knew no further details regarding this decree.

In addition to mentioning the beard shaving decree, this case is also 
noteworthy because of the way Prince Fedor Romodanovskii, head of the 
Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery, reacted to it. When explaining why he had 
excerpted the prohibition against beard shaving, Konarkhist was forced 
by Romodanovskii to answer the following questions. Had he spoken to 
anyone about the prohibition against beard shaving by way of reproach-
ing him? Had he ordered anyone to copy out the prohibition? Had he in-
tended to publish the article and rebuke beard shavers? [РГАДА. Ф. 371. 
Оп. 1. Ч. 1. Д. 42. Л. 4 об.]. In October 1703, Iessei Shosh and Konarkhist 

9 [It was] in the previous year, 1702, before Christmas, but in which month and at what 
date, he does not remember; [it was] after they had begun shaving the beards of the Simonov 
[monastery] servants, but upon what decree, he does not know.
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were defrocked in preparation for torture and given the lay names Prokofei 
and Ivan; in November 1703, they were tortured on three occasions. In-
vestigators attempted to find out what to what end and at whose insistence 
Prokofei had excerpted articles from the Kormchaia Book in his miscellany 
[РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Ч. 1. Д. 42. Л. 26–27]. Prince Romodanovskii thus 
saw the danger that the text could be used to undermine the state’s author-
ity. He suspected Konarkhist of having published the prohibition in order 
to rebuke people who were now shaving their breads, as well as of conspir-
ing with other malefactors.

Prince Romodanovskii harbored similar suspicions towards Nizhny 
Novgorod barge hauler (burlak) Andrei Ivanov, who in December 1704 ar-
rived in Moscow and announced that he had come on a matter of great im-
portance to the tsar. At the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery, Ivanov declared 
he had come to tell the tsar that he was acting wrongly by destroying the 
Christian faith and ordering the shaving of beards, the wearing of German 
dress, and the use of tobacco. Beard shaving, said Ivanov, was addressed in 
the Sobornoe Ulozhenie (the 1649 legal code), where it was also written, 
allegedly, that anyone who wore foreign (inozemskoe) dress would be con-
demned, although Ivanov did not know where exactly this had been writ-
ten because he was illiterate. In the olden days, anyone who used tobacco 
was punished by having his nose cut, he said. Ivanov had no acquaintances 
in Moscow, and no one had sent him to deliver this message to the tsar. 
He had come on his own because many townsmen were ‘shaving [their] 
beards, wearing German dress, and using tobacco’ in Nizhny Novgorod as 
well, and he had to come so that the tsar would order everything changed. 
Aside from this, Ivanov had no other business with the tsar. Ivanov was 
tortured at the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery and asked who his co-con-
spirators were. Who had sent him to Moscow and urged him to denounce 
the tsar? After being tortured, Ivanov died at the chancellery [РГАДА.  
Ф. 371. Оп. 1. Ч. 1. Д. 245. Л. 1–2 об.].

Prince Romodanovskii’s tough response in these cases could not be 
accidental. There is evidence that incidents of public protests against the 
widespread practice of beard shaving did indeed take place in Russia be-
tween 1699 and 1704. Authorities regarded these protests as extreme mani-
festations of disloyalty to the tsar.

In 1700, the Military Chancellery (Razriadnyi prikaz) investigated the 
posting of several leaflets against beard shaving in public places. The first 
such leaflet was discovered, posted on a cross, seven miles from Trinity-
Sergius Monastery on the road to Moscow, on 27 May 1700. On 1 June 
1700 and 18 June 1700, respectively, identical leaflets were discovered on 
the gates of the Michael the Archangel Monastery in Yuryev-Polsky and the 
town of Suzdal [РГАДА. Ф. 210. Оп. 13. Стб. 1741. Л. 1–2, 6–7, 21]. Unfor-
tunately, the leaflet itself has not been preserved in the case files. We know 
it was sent to the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery on 11 August 1700, but a 
search for the case file among the chancellery’s records has proved fruitless. 
Nevertheless, we can get some sense of the leaflet’s contents on the basis 



Е. Akelev                    When Did Peter the Great Order Beards Shaved? 1119

of indirect evidence. When the leaflet found on 18 June 1700 was brought 
to military governor Vasilii Islen’ev at the Suzdal chancellery house, he or-
dered it read aloud. During the reading, Fedor Mikhailov, a clerk at the 
chancellery house, suddenly exclaimed: ‘The bishop and archbishop of Tver 
were also going to announce the same!’ When interrogated, the clerk testi-
fied that several years before he had heard from treasurer Iona Vologotskii 
that the metropolitan of Suzdal had urged the bishops to go to the tsar 
and plead (bit’ chelom) with him ‘not to shave beards’ [РГАДА. Ф. 210.  
Оп. 13. Стб. 1741. Л. 37–38]. It is clear that the leaflet also called for  
a similar plea to the tsar ‘not to shave beards’. Most likely, this appeal was 
addressed to military servicemen, and hence the Military Chancellery con-
ducted the investigation.

As we can see, case files from political criminal investigations and trials 
during the period 1700–04 testify to the fact that the practice of beard shav-
ing was spreading, and that a segment of the populace reacted adversely 
to it. And yet it would seem the same case files from the Preobrazhenskoe 
Chancellery during the period 1698–1704 show no evidence of the forcible 
introduction of beard shaving through decrees, fines, and prosecutions, as 
we see in many cases from 1705. To confirm this, I will examine one more 
such case.

In July 1701, the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery investigated a case sub-
mitted from the town of Romanov on 30 March 1701. The incident had 
taken place during Easter Week 1700. Vikula Fedorov, a priest at the Trinity 
Church, had been making the rounds of houses with icons and perform-
ing prayer services. It was then that he performed prayers at the house of 
his spiritual son, the soldier Parfenka Nikiforov, son of Kokorev. The sol-
dier was beardless: as Nikiforov explained, he had begun shaving his beard 
while serving in the army outside of Azov [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 920. 
Л. 2, 16]. When those present at the service came to kiss the cross, Fedorov 
and Nikiforov had an interesting exchange, which can be reconstructed 
in detail by comparing the testimonies of the defendants and witnesses in 
the case. Fedorov rebuked his spiritual child: ‘Why have you shaven your 
beard? You should have better asked me, because you are my spiritual son’ 
(it is important to note that the priest himself admitted to saying this, and 
the witnesses confirmed it) [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 920. Л. 12–15]. 
Nikiforov attempted to justify himself: ‘The boyars and princes in Mos-
cow now shave [their] beards, because the great sovereign so deigned it’ 
[РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 920. Л. 16]. One witness conveyed Nikiforov’s 
reply slightly differently: ‘The sovereign does not now forbid us to shave 
[our] beards’ [РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 920. Л. 12]. Nikiforov claimed 
that Fedorov responded by calling him an enemy and infidel (basurma-
nin), and saying something offensive about the tsar: ‘What a mind the great 
sovereign has. He is a madman like you are’. But the witnesses did not cor-
roborate the claim that Fedorov had made offensive remarks about the tsar, 
and later, at the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery, Nikiforov himself confessed 
he had defamed the priest because he had been drunk [РГАДА. Ф. 371. 
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Оп. 2. Стб. 920. Л. 16]. The judgment in the case was even more curious.  
On 31 July 1701, after listening to the particulars of the case, Prince Ro-
modanovskii ordered the slanderer Nikiforov sent to the Military Chan-
cellery for reassignment to the service and Fedorov released from the 
Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery and given a letter vouchsafing his freedom 
[РГАДА. Ф. 371. Оп. 2. Стб. 920. Л. 29]. This case clearly shows there was 
still no general ban on wearing beards in 1701. Otherwise, a priest who had 
rebuked his spiritual charge for beard shaving would have not gone unpun-
ished and been released so easily from the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery 
on Prince Romodanovskii’s personal order.

The following picture thus emerges from the cases investigated by the 
Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery between 1699 and 1704. There is no evi-
dence there was a general ban on beard shaving during the period. At the 
same time, however, these same cases indicate that the practice of beard 
shaving was widespread in Russia at the time. People encountered shaven 
men more and more often. Thus, soldier Parfenka Nikiforov, who had re-
turned from military service outside Azov to the town of Romanov in 1701, 
had taken up the habit of shaving during his time in the army. In 1702, a 
number of laymen and even monks confessed the sin of beard shaving to 
an elder at the Simonov Monastery in Moscow. In Nizhny Novgorod in 
1704, many townsmen were ‘shaving [their] beards, wearing German dress, 
and using tobacco’. Rumors that ‘boyars and princes in Moscow now shave 
[their] beards’, the ‘great sovereign so deigned it’ and ‘does not now forbid 
us to shave’ had penetrated the most remote corners of Muscovy.

Scholars have long noted that the fashion for beard shaving had begun 
to spread through Russia well before Peter’s reforms. For example, accord-
ing to The Life of the Archpriest Avvakum by Himself, in 1648, Avvakum re-
buked Matvei, son of boyar Vasilii Sheremetev and a future famous military 
governor who then held the rank of cup-bearer (chashechnik), for beard 
shaving [Житие протопопа Аввакума, с.  62]. This example shows that 
beard shaving was even then fashionable among young noblemen. Shamin 
reasonably assumes that Tsar Fedor Alekseevich was quite sympathetic to 
beard shaving [Шамин, с. 34]. Indeed, the fashion for beard shaving among 
Russian courtiers in the 1680s and 1690s is borne out by contemporary 
portraits (parsuny), in which beards are almost absent, but a number of 
people quite close to the throne are portrayed with bare, clean-shaven chins 
[Русский исторический портрет. Эпоха парсуны]. The fashion for beard 
shaving was, apparently, so widespread among townspeople by the 1690s 
that Patriarch Adrian was compelled to appeal to the flock to stop shav-
ing their beards [Есипов, прил., с. 64–72]. But in the years 1698–1704 the 
process was, seemingly, significantly accelerated thanks to Peter the Great.

It is well known that immediately after returning from the Grand Em-
bassy, the tsar began forcibly depriving top officials of their beards. Peter 
either shaved the boyars’ beards himself or ordered jesters and barbers to 
do it. Diplomatic dispatches by Christoph Ignaz von Guarient, Imperial 
ambassador, and the diary of his secretary, Johann Korb, attest that im-



Е. Akelev                    When Did Peter the Great Order Beards Shaved? 1121

mediately after returning from the Grand Embassy in August 1698, the 
tsar began forcibly removing the beards of state officials [Устрялов, т. 3, 
с. 621–623; Korb, p. 155–157]. Forcible beard shaving subsequently became 
a regular feature of Peter’s court. Thus, describing the New Year’s celebra-
tions on 1 September 1698, Korb remarks: ‘Nor could the irksome offices 
of the barber check the festivities of the day, though it was well known he 
was enacting the part of jester by appointment at the Czar’s court. It was 
of evil omen to make show of reluctance as the razor approached the chin, 
and was to be forthwith punished with a boxing on the ears. In this way, be-
tween mirth and the wine-cup, many were admonished by this insane ridi-
cule to abandon the olden guise’ [Korb, p. 160]. Visiting Moscow in 1702, 
Cornelis de Bruyn mentioned the same thing: the tsar’s barbers could cut 
off anyone’s beard at the tsar’s table and anywhere else [Де Бруин, с. 92].

So, gradually there were fewer and fewer bearded faces among Peter’s reti-
nue. But should we imagine that all these forcible beard shavings at court tes-
tify to the fact that the beard shaving decree had already been issued in 1698? 
Many historians have answered this question in the affirmative. For example, 
Sergei Chizhov writes, ‘it should be admitted that the reform occurred im-
mediately after the tsar’s return from his voyage, that is, in September 1698, 
and the beard shaving reform, in particular, occurred earlier than the dress 
reform, not vice versa, as might have been supposed when considering the 
decrees included in the Collection of Laws’ [Чижов, с. 333].

In 1871, Esipov found a document among the archives of the Armory 
Chamber that seemingly corroborated this hypothesis. The copy of a per-
sonal decree by Peter the Great reads as follows:

В нынешнем в 207-м году октября в … день великий государь, царь 
и великий князь Петр Алексеевич, всеа Великия и Малыя и Белыя Ро-
сии самодержец, указал по имянному своему, великого государя, указу 
в Серебреной полате зделать ис красной меди пятнатцать тысячь девять 
сот три чеха, а на них на одной стороне бородяные признаки, а на другой 
стороне напечатаны слова: ‘двести седмой год’. А, зделав те чехи, отослать 
в Преображенской приказ во ближнему столнику князю Федору Юрьеви-
чю Ромодановскому с товарыщи. А что на дело тех чехов, на медь и масте-
ровым людем на кормовую дачю и на всякие припасы денег изойдет, и те 
денги взять ис Преображенского приказу [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 1. Д. 33560. 
Л. 1; Сборник выписок из архивных бумаг о Петре Великом, т. 1, с. 166; 
Деммени, с. 5; Руденко, с. 19]10.

10 On the … day of October of this year [7]207, the great sovereign, tsar and grand 
duke Petr Alekseevich, autocrat of All the Russias, Great and Little and White, has issued a 
personal sovereign decree to make fifteen thousand nine hundred and three cheques [cheki] 
from copper in the Silver Chamber; there should be beard signs on one side of them, and 
on the other, the words “year two hundred and seven” should be printed. After the cheques 
are made, they should be sent to the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery to the stolnik Prince 
Fedor Iur’evich Romodanovskii and company. And all the money for making the cheques, 
for copper, for victuals for the workmen, and other supplies should be taken from the Preo-
brazhenskoe Chancellery.
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As the text makes clear, the decree deals with the manufacture  
of 15,903 copper tokens, with ‘beard signs’ stamped on one side and the 
phrase ‘year two hundred and seven’ on the other. The State Hermitage 
Museum has the only extant specimen of the 1698/1699 beard token. 
Its authenticity is debatable, but it closely resembles the ‘cheques’ de-
scribed in the decree [Чижов, с. 336–337; Деммени, с. 4–5; Руденко, 
с.  15–16, 102–103]. Based on this evidence, Chizhov concludes that 
the ‘reform of beards and dress not only already existed in 1698, but 
had even undergone a further development at this time: the permission  
to wear a beard on condition of paying a duty for it, in witness  
of which beard tokens or “cheques”, as they are named in the decree, 
were to be issued’ [Чижов, с. 335].

The decree, however, leaves us with more puzzles than answers. Why 
did Peter order the minting of such an exact number of tokens (15,903)?11 
For whom were they intended? Was the decree implemented? Why was 
the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery ordered to implement it? If the decree 
existed not only on paper, why has only one token, whose authentic-
ity is in any case still questioned by many experts, survived? Mikhail 
Demmeni, who first published the 1698 beard tokens decree, doubted 
whether it had been fully implemented [Деммени, с.  4]. I  have also 
been unable to find any traces in the records of the Preobrazhenskoe 
Chancellery of its having been implemented. There is no mention of 
the beard fee in the political case files for the period 1698–1704. On the 
contrary, there is some evidence that beard shaving was not obligatory 
even for courtiers at this time. Thus, in 1700, Grigorii Talitskii testified 
that the boyar prince Ivan Ivanovich Khovanskii had once asked him: 
‘They are shaving beards. What should I  do if they shave my beard?’ 
During his first interrogation, Khovanskii admitted he had indeed said 
this [РГАДА. Ф. 7. Оп. 1. Д. 1348. Л. 12 об.– 13]. It follows from his 
testimony that Khovanskii had continued to wear a beard. It is unlikely 
he was wearing a beard only because he had paid the tax. If he had paid 
it, why would he have been afraid that his beard could be shaved off at 
any moment?

The fact that even people in court circles wore beards in the years 
1698–1704 is borne out, evidently, by the 1705 decree on beard shaving, 
which ordered that Moscow courtiers, in particular, should have their 
mustaches and beards shaved. If they refused, courtiers, military offic-
ers, and chancellery officials had to pay a 60-ruble yearly fee in exchange 
for beard tokens [ПСЗ. Т. 4. № 2015]. It is interesting that beard shaving 
is first mentioned in Zheliabuzhskii’s diary only in 1704, although there 
are repeated mentions of the drafting and promulgation of the decree on 
dress in the entries for 1699–1700:

11 I. V. Rudenko, a numismatist, convincingly accounted for the odd number of beard 
tokens in this document (15903 pieces): probably, this was the calculated number of 1.03 
gram tokens that could be produced from one pood (16.38 kilograms) of copper. The only 
surviving beard token from 1698/1699 weighs 1.05 grams [Руденко, с. 16].
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Иван Данилов сын Наумов на смотре бит батогами нещадно за то, что 
у него борода и усы не выбриты. И после смотру им, воеводам, была сказ-
ка, чтоб у них впредь бород и усов не было, а у кого будет, и тем будет гнев 
[Желябужский, с. 346–347]12.

It transpires that until 1704, military servicemen could report for in-
spections wearing beards because there had been no special decrees to this 
effect. But at the same time, apparently, the authorities disapproved of the 
wearing of beards. Especially among military servicemen, wearing a beard 
was regarded as a sign of disloyalty to the tsar.

In this regard, it is also important to note that Prince Boris Kurakin 
mentions the reforms to dress and beard shaving in his autobiography. 
However, he writes about the 1700 decree on Hungarian dress in a chap-
ter dealing with the events of the twenty-second year of his life, that is,  
1697–1698:

Того ж года состоялся указ носить платье венгерское. И потом, спу-
стя полгода, состоялся указ носить платье, мужское и женское, немецкое. 
И для того были выбраны по воротам целовальники, чтоб смотреть того, 
и с противников по указу брали пошлину деньгами, а также платье реза-
ли и драли. Однако ж чрез три году насилу уставились [Куракин, с. 257]13.

I should note that there is some chronological inaccuracy in this part 
of Kurakin’s autobiography: in this same chapter on 1697–1698, Kurakin 
discusses the introduction of stamped paper, the establishment of the Privy 
Chancellery under Nikita Zotov’s leadership, and the Moscow fire of 1701. 
And yet he correctly dates the beard shaving decree to 1705:

Того же года указ состоялся брить бороды, и начали брить все во всем 
государстве. А будет кто не похочет брить, на год платить 30 рублев в каз-
ну [Куракин, с. 273]14.

Evaluating all this evidence, one is inclined to conclude that the 1698 
beard tokens decree was not implemented, and that the general order to 
shave beards, despite the fact that courtiers were forced to shave regularly, 
should be dated only to 1705.

12 Ivan Danilov, Naumov’s son, was mercilessly cudgeled at muster because his beard 
and mustache had not been shaved. And after the inspection, they, the military officers [vo-
evody], were told that henceforth they should not have beards and mustaches, and those 
who did would be punished.

13 The same year, the decree on Hungarian dress was issued. And then, six months later, 
the decree to wear German dress, men’s and women’s, was issued. To this end, tax collectors 
[tseloval’niki] were chosen to keep watch at the gates, and they took a fee in money from 
those who opposed the decree, and also cut and tore their clothing. However, they had bare-
ly established themselves after three years.

14 The same year, a decree on beard shaving was issued, and they began shaving everyone 
throughout the realm. And those not willing to shave had to pay 30 rubles a year to the 
treasury.
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However, there is yet another document that upsets all these conclu-
sions. In 1858, Ustrialov published a report, dated 24 January 1701, sent by 
the Austrian envoy Pleyer to Emperor Leopold I, which includes the fol-
lowing passage: ‘here a tax on beards has also been established [according 
to which] a nobleman or rich man can keep his beard for 50 rubles, that is, 
100 reichsthalers, a commoner, for 2 grivnas, that is, 20 kopecks, and if he 
does not have this amount of money, his beard has to be cut. In my humble 
opinion (since many are willing to give up not just 50 rubles but their own 
heads if only to keep their beards) it will bring [the treasury] large sums of 
money’ [Устрялов, т. 4, ч. 2, с. 552]15.

This document raises a number of questions. If the tax really had been 
established in 1701, why it is not mentioned elsewhere, such as Zheliabu-
zhskii’s diary or Kurakin’s autobiography? Why it is not mentioned in the 
records of the political investigations conducted by the Preobrazhenskoe 
Chancellery? Why has not a single beard token from 1701 survived, while 
those from 1705 are quite common? [Чижов, с. 339; Руденко, с. 16–17, 
106–121].

The records of the Moscow Police Chancellery, which handled the im-
plementation of the decrees on European dress and beard shaving [ПСЗ. 
Т. 4. № 1999; № 2015.], would help in finally solving the riddle of when 
beard shaving was introduced in Russia. Unfortunately, however, its archive 
has been almost completely lost. RGADA has a mere 72 case files from 
the Moscow Police Chancellery, none of them containing information on 
our subject [Центральный государственный архив древних актов, т. 1, 
с. 55–56; РГАДА. Ф. 231. Оп. 1].

Happily, my search for Moscow Police Chancellery records in other ar-
chives has been more successful. On 14 March 1701, Peter the Great per-
sonally ordered the chancelleries to prepare monthly account statements 
and submit them to the Privy Chancellery [Милюков, с. 83]. A collection 
of these monthly and annual statements from the various chancelleries for 
the period 1701–1714, statements that were deposited in the archive of 
the Privy Chancellery, are now kept at RGADA in the Armory Chamber 
archive [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3]16. Among these records are the monthly 
and yearly statements of the Moscow Police Chancellery for 1701–1708 
[РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 26, 79, 112, 129, 145, 168]. They help us to trace 
how the decrees on European dress and beard shaving were implemented 
during this period.

A so-called caftan duty is mentioned among the neokladnye items of 
income in the account statements of the Moscow Police Chancellery for 
1701–1704 [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 26. Л. 12, 14, 15, 17, 24, 26, 29, 33, 
36 об., 39 об., 42 об., 45, 48, 51, 54, 57; Кн. 79. Л. 2 об., 7 об., 14 об., 21 об., 
28 об., 36, 43 об., 49, 53 об., 59 об., 66, 72, 173, 180 об., 187, 198, 204, 211, 

15 I thank Petr Prudovskii for his help in translating this document.
16 P. N. Miliukov based on Privy Chancellery documents stored in the State Archive of 

the Russian Empire (now RGADA f.19). He did not have access to the Armory Chamber 
account books I analyze here [Милюков, с. 80–81, 83].
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217 об., 225, 231 об., 238 об., 244, 250]. In some cases, this item is identi-
fied as a ‘Caftan duty on non-stipulated [neukaznyi] dress’. In 1701, annual 
income from this source was 1,151 rubles [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 26. 
Л. 19 об.]; in 1702, it dropped to 428 rubles [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 26. 
Л. 62]; in 1703, it increased to 464 rubles [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 79. 
Л. 82 об.]; and in 1704, it increased even more, to 531 rubles [РГАДА. 
Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 79. Л. 260]. In January 1705, a new irregular source of 
income appeared on the Moscow Police Chancellery’s books: a duty ‘on 
beards’. In 1705, the sum collected from the duty on beards was 4,040 rubles 
[РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 112. Л. 86]. In the account statements, this in-
come item is placed next to the item listed as ‘caftan duty on non-stipulated 
dress’ which, beginning in July 1705, was split into ‘on non-stipulated dress 
in Moscow’ and ‘on dress as well, as reported from the towns’ [РГАДА.  
Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 112. Л. 3, 11 об., 16 об., 24 об., 35 об., 41 об., 47 об., 54 об.,  
60 об., 65 об., 72–72 об., 79 об.]. In January 1706, the beard duty income 
item was likewise split into ‘on beards in Moscow’ and ‘on beards, as re-
ported from the towns’. Moreover, the latter was combined with the item 
‘duty on dress and saddles, as reported from the towns’ [РГАДА. Ф. 396. 
Оп. 3. Кн. 129. Л. 2 об.]. For example, the November 1706 account state-
ment contains the following entry:

Неокладных [статей дохода].
<…>

С неуказного платья московского сбору: 17 рублев 20 алтын.
З бород – 17 рублев 7 алтын 2 деньги.
По отпискам из городов с  платья и  з  бород  – 32 рубли 23 алтына  

4 деньги [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 129. Л. 77 об.]17.

In the annual account statement for 1706, however, all the items – the 
duties on dress, beards, and saddles in Moscow and the towns  – were 
merged into a single item: ‘On non-stipulated dress, beards, and saddles in 
Moscow and from the towns as dispatched: 4,670 rubles, 15 altyns, 2 den-
gas’ [РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 129. Л. 90].

Sent from the various chancelleries to the Privy Chancellery, the month-
ly account statements for 1701–06 unambiguously show that if the January 
1701 beard duty decree mentioned in Pleyer’s report really did exist, it was 
not implemented. Probably Pleyer reported rumors and hearsay about the 
possible introduction of a law on beard shaving rather than referring to a 
certifiable fact. In any case, the relevant income item for the duty on beards 
appeared only in 1705 in connection with implementation of the 16 Janu-
ary 1705 beard shaving decree. In addition to monthly account statements 

17 Neokladnye [income items]:
<…>
Duty on non-stipulated dress in Moscow: 17 rubles, 20 altyns
On beards: 17 rubles, 7 altyns, 2 dengas
On non-stipulated dress and beards, as reported from the towns: 32 rubles, 23 altyns,
4 dengas.
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from the Moscow Police Chancellery of 1701–1708, which have undergone 
detailed scrutiny, I also studied the 1701 financial accounts of the Preobraz-
henskoe Chancellery, Military Chancellery, Foreign Affairs Chancellery 
(Posol´skii prikaz), Investigative Chancellery (Sysknoi prikaz), Monasterial 
Chancellery (Monastyrskii prikaz), Palace Chamber of Justice (Dvortsovyi 
sudnyi prikaz), the War Affairs Chancellery (Prikaz voennykh del), and the 
Great Treasury (Prikaz Bol´shoi kazny) (РГАДА. Ф. 396. Оп. 3. Кн. 1, 5–8, 
11, 13, 16, 26, 31, 79, 112, 129, 145, 168). Income from a levy on beards is 
not mentioned in any of these sources.

* * *

The answer to the question posed by this article’s title cannot, evi-
dently, be too simple. Our primary conclusion should be that beard shav-
ing was gradually introduced in Russia. It was conceived by the Peter the 
Great, apparently, during his Grand Embassy or immediately afterwards. 
In late August–September 1698, men from Peter’s inner circle under-
went a comic beard shaving, a procedure described in Korb’s diary and 
Guarient’s reports. It was then that Peter hatched plans for prohibiting the 
wearing of beards among a portion of the populace. This is indicated by 
the tsar’s October 1698 personal decree on the minting of 15,903 copper 
beard tokens, as preserved among the records of the Armory Chamber. 
This plan was not implemented, however. Beard tokens were not minted 
in this particular quantity, and a formal prohibition on wearing beards 
apparently did not exist until the decree of January 1705, although local 
orders on beard shaving for military servicemen could have been issued 
between 1701 and 1704.

Why did Peter decide not to implement his plan for comprehensive 
beard shaving in 1698? Perhaps he was aware that his Russian subjects 
were not ready for this decree. 1700, nevertheless, saw the promulgation 
of the decree on European dress, which was widely discussed. Despite the 
assumption made by some historians, we should note that the beard shav-
ing decree was not issued at the same time as the decree on European dress. 
This is borne out by the records of the Preobrazhenskoe Chancellery and 
the account statements of the Moscow Police Chancellery.

At the same time, the period 1699–1704 witnessed the rapid spread of 
a fashion for beard shaving among military servicemen, townsmen, and 
even clergymen. Obviously, Peter had to have been aware of this, and by 
late 1704 he had already decided the ground had been sufficiently pre-
pared for a general prohibition on wearing beards. Hence, in early 1705, 
a decree on beard shaving was issued that applied to all townspeople 
except the clergy. And yet Peter demonstrated a fair amount of flexibility 
on this point: when it became evident the decree had provoked great re-
sentment in the towns of Siberia and the Volga, it was partially repealed 
[Akelev, p. 266–270].
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СОКРАЩЕНИЯ
ABBREVIATIONS

АСЭИ ‒ Акты социально-экономической истории Северо-Восточной Руси
ASEI ‒ Akty sotsial’no-ekonomicheskoi istorii Severo-Vostochnoi Rusi

ГАСО – Государственный архив Свердловской области 
GASO ‒ Gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Sverdlovskoi oblasti

ИИ НАН – Институт истории, Национальная академия наук Белоруссии
II NAN – Institut istorii, Natsional'naya akademiya nauk Belorussii

НКРЯ ‒ Национальный корпус русского языка
NKRYa ‒ Natsional’nyi korpus russkogo yazyka

НПК ‒ Новгородские писцовые книги
NPK ‒ Novgorodskie pistsovye knigi  

ОР РГБ – Отдел рукописей Российской государственной библиотеки
OR RGB ‒ Otdel rukopisei Rossiiskoi gosudarstvennoi biblioteki

ОР РНБ – Отдел рукописей Российской национальной библиотеки
OR RNB – Otdel rukopisei Rossiiskoi natsional’noi biblioteki

ПСЗ – Полное собрание законов Российской империи, повелением государя 
императора Николая Павловича составленное
PSZ – Polnoe sobranie zakonov Rossiiskoi imperii, poveleniem gosudarya 
imperatora Nikolaya Pavlovicha sostavlennoe 

РГАДА ‒ Российский государственный архив древних актов
RGADA ‒ Rossiiskii gosudarstvennyi arkhiv drevnikh aktov

РГАСПИ ‒ Российский государственный архив социально-политической 
истории
RGASPI ‒ Rossiiskii gosudarstvennyi arkhiv sotsial’no-politicheskoi istorii

ЦДООСО ‒ Центр документации общественных организаций Свердловской 
области
TsDOOSO – Tsentr dokumentatsii obshchestvennykh organizatsii Sverdlovskoi 
oblasti
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