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Abstract: The author has examined the correspondence of socio-religious figure and founder of
the Imperial Orthodox Palestine Society (IOPS) V.N. Khitrovo with Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod
K.P. Pobedonostsev in the 1880s; the problem of propaganda of the Catholic and Protestant churches
in the Holy Land is explored. It is shown that in his detailed reports, historical essays and letters
V.N. Khitrovo informed K.P. Pobedonostsev about threats to Orthodoxy in the Holy Land. V.N. Khit-
rovo rightly supposed that the success of Western propaganda was due to the Western powers’ imple-
mentation of their national interests. The religious policy of France and the Protestant powers (England
and Germany) was a “tool” for promoting their national interests. “Propaganda” and religious penetra-
tion of Western faiths manifested themselves in religious and political forms, which was embodied
in the creation of educational institutions, hospitals, the spread of semi-secular women’s orders, and
the education of the local population. V.N. Khitrovo associated the success of Catholicism with
the activities of Latin Patriarch I. Valerga. A special way of penetration into the Holy Land was
biblical research, one example of which was the activities of Victorian General Gordon. V.N. Khitrovo
considered that the weakening of Orthodoxy in the Holy Land was due to not only modest funding,
but also insufficient coordination of secular and church institutions of the Russian Empire in the imple-
mentation of state religious policy. The author comes to the conclusion that the correspondents had
trust-based relations and similar views on major religious and political issues.
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3anaaHasa peJMruo3Has nponarasija B CBaTou 3emiie
B nepenucke B.H. XutpoBo u K.II. [lo6egoHocueBa B 1880-e rr.

Biiagumup Biaagumuposud biioxuH
Poccuiickuii yHuBepcuTeT Apyk06bl HapoaoB, MockBa, Poccus

blokhin-vv@rudn.ru

AnHoTanua: PaccmaTtpuBaercs nepenucka oOIECTBEHHOIO U PEIUTHO3HOIO JEATeNsl U OCHO-
Barelsi iMriepaTopckoro npaBociiaBHOro najiecTuHekoro obmecrsa B.H. Xurposo ¢ 06ep-npokypopom
Caareitmero Cunona K.II. ITo6enonocuessiM B 1880-¢ IT., uccneayercs npodiema MpomnaraHibl KaTto-
JIMYECKOM U IpoTecTaHTCKOM LepkBeil Ha Cearoit 3emie. Iloka3aHo, YTO B CBOMX OOCTOSTENbHBIX OTUeE-
Tax, UICTOpUUYECKUX ouepkax u nmucbMax B.H. Xutposo undpopmuposan K.II. ITobegonocuesa 06 yrpo-
3ax mpaBociaBuio B CBATO 3emie. Ycnexu 3anaaHoi nponaranasl B.H. Xutposo HeOe30CHOBATEILHO
CBSI3bIBAJI C peau3allieil 3amajHbIMU JIepXKaBaMU CBOUX Hal[MOHAIbHBIX MHTepecoB. KoHbeccuonanb-
Hasl nojauTHka OpaHMu U IPOTECTaHTCKUX Jiep>kaB (AHIIMM U ['epMaHun) ABIAIACH «AHCTPYMEHTOM»
IIPOJBIDKEHUS MX HAlMOHANBHBIX MHTEpecoB. «lIpomaranna» M peauruo3Hoe NPOHUKHOBEHUE 3amaji-
HBIX KOH(ecCUil IPOsBIsIACh B PEIUTHO3HOM U IOMUTHYECKOH (hopMax, YTO BOILIOMIANIOCH B CO3/1aHUU
yueOHBbIX 3aBe/leHUH, OOIbHUIL, PACHPOCTPAHEHUU IOJIYCBETCKUX KEHCKUX OPJAEHOB, NPOCBELICHUU
MECTHOro HaceneHus. Ycnex katonuuusma B.H. XuTpoBo cBsi3pIBan ¢ AeATENBbHOCTBIO JlaTMHCKOTrO
narpuapxa M. Banepru. OcoObIM HanpaBlIeHUEM IIPOHUKHOBEHUS Ha CBATYI0 3eMIIO SBISUIMCH OuO-
JIEHICKHME UCCIIEN0BAHUSA, OJHUM U3 IIPUMEPOB KOTOPBIX CTaNla JEATENBHOCTh BUKTOPHAHCKOIO FeHepaia
I'opnona. IIpuuunsl ocnabaeHus npasociasus Ha Cearoit 3emine B.H. XuTpoBo CBsI3bIBal HE TOIBKO
CO CKPOMHBIM (PUHAHCHPOBAHUEM, HO U C HEJIOCTATOYHON KOOPAMHAIUEH CBETCKHX U LIEPKOBHBIX HH-
cTUTYTOB Poccuiickoif uMnepuu B peaau3aluy rocyJapcTBEHHON KOH(PECCHOHAIBHOM MOIUTHKU. AB-
TOp NPHUXOOUT K BBIBOAY, YTO KOPPECIIOHIEHTOB CBS3BIBAIN JOBEPUTEIbHBIE OTHOLIEHUS M CXOXKHE
B3IVIA/IbI IO OCHOBHBIM PEJIMTHO3HBIM U IMOJIUTUYECKUM BOIIPOCAM.

Kmoyessle c/10Ba: Bocrounslii Borpoc, HallMOHAIbHBIE HHTEPECHL, Pycckast 1yxOoBHas MUCCHS,
BHEIIHSA LIEPKOBHO-TOCYJAPCTBEHHAs [IOJUTHKA, Benukue nepkasbl

BiarogapHocTi M GuMHAHCUpoBaHUe: CTaThs HaIMCaHa B paMKaX peanu3anuu IIporpaMmer
(dbyHnaMeHTanbHbIX HayuHbIX uccienoBanuil UIIIIO — MunoOpHayku P® no nanpasnenuro «Poccust
n bmxkanit BocTok: ucropudeckue, NOJIMTUYECKHUE, APXEOJIOTHUECKUE U KYJIbTYpPHBIE KOHTAKTBI U CBSI-
3m» Ne 100517-1-174.

Jna nutupoBanua: broxun B.B. 3ananHas penuruosHas npomnaraniga B Cesroil 3emie B nepe-
mucke B.H. Xutposo u K.II. Tlo6enonocuesa B 1880-¢ rr. / BectHuk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcuTeTa Apyx-
6b1 HaponoB. Cepust: Mcropust Poccun. 2023. T. 22. Ne 4. C. 670-679. https://doi.org/10.22363/2312-
8674-2023-22-4-670-679

Introduction

In the second half of the XIX century the Middle East and Palestine were the focus
of international contradictions, where the interests of such great powers as Great Britain,
France and Russia intersected. The instrument of geopolitical confrontation was often
“soft power,” when the establishment of political dominance occurred through religious
penetration. In this regard, the study of the causes, forms and methods of Western reli-
gious propaganda, as well as the organization of opposition to the expansion of Western
influence in Palestine is an extremely urgent task. Of particular interest is the correspond-
ence of V.N. Khitrovo, the founder of the Imperial Orthodox Palestine Society (IPOS)
with Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod K.P. Pobedonostsev in the 1880s, the period
when the role of the Church in Russian foreign policy increased significantly.

The history of studying this issue is quite long. Even pre-revolutionary researchers
showed interest in non-Orthodox propaganda, analyzing its forms and methods. However,
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scientists were interested in the first half of the XIX century®. The only exception was the
work of F. Grekov who examined the history of the 10PS in the 1880-1890s, where
V.N. Khitrovo’s correspondence with K.P. Pobedonostsev was touched upon only in passing®.

This issue was also covered in the press in the 1920s%. In Soviet works, religious
issues in the foreign policy of European countries and Russia in the Middle East were not
the focus of scientific discourse, and therefore V.N. Khitrovo’s correspondence with
K.P. Pobedonostsev remained in the periphery of scientific interest®.

The studies of the Russian presence in the Holy Land became extensive thanks to
the contribution of N.N. Lisovoy, one of the outstanding Byzantine scholars in Russia,
philosopher and historian. Although he emphasized the important role of K.P. Pobedo-
nostsev in the establishment of the IOPS, he did not specifically consider V.N. Khitrovo’s
correspondence with K.P. Pobedonostsev in the context of understanding the non-Orthodox
influence®.

V.N. Khitrovo’s correspondence with K.P. Pobedonostsev was specifically consi-
dered by A.Yu. Polunov; however, it was not studied separately from the perspective
we indicated®.

Modern Russian scientists have examined the problems of foreign policy of the Euro-
pean powers quite extensively concentrating their attention on the first half of the XIX centu-
ry. Russian researcher 1.Yu. Smirnova notes:

The study of the prerequisites for the Crimean War convinces us that an important factor in the di-
plomacy of the leading powers was their religious policy — the establishment of the church and mis-
sionary presence in the Mediterranean countries, proselytism among the Orthodox population of
the Eastern Patriarchates, the weakening of the authority of the Orthodox Russian Empire in order to
oust Russia from the Middle East region’.

The purpose of the study is to clarify the position of V.N. Khitrovo and K.P. Pobedo-
nostsev towards Western religious propaganda in the Holy Land in the 1880s.

! See: V.N. Anichkova, “Francuzskaia katolicheskaia missiia na Vostoke [French Catholic Mission in
the East],” Soobshcheniia Imperatorskogo Pravoslavnogo Palestinskogo obshchestva 17, no. 3 (1906): 352—-362;
P.V. Bezobrazov, “Inoslavnaia propaganda v Palestine i Sirii [Heterodox propaganda in Palestine and Syria],”
Soobshcheniia Imperatorskogo Pravoslavnogo Palestinskogo obshchestva 20, no. 3 (1909): 405-420; A.A. Dmitriev-
skij, Deiateli Russkoi Palestiny [Figures of Russian Palestine] (St. Petersburg: Institute Olega Abyshko, 2010).

2 See: F. Grekov, Imperatorskoe Pravoslavnoe Palestinskoe Obshchestvo. Ocherk ego deiatel'nosti
za 1882-1890-ye gg. [Imperial Orthodox Palestine Society. Essay on his activities in 1882-1890s] (St. Pe-
tersburg: The P.P. Soikin’s Publ., 1891).

3 See: F.I. Uspenskii, “Konkurentsiia narodov na Blizhnem Vostoke. Rossiia i Frantsiia [Competition
between peoples in the Middle East. Russia and France],” in Soobshcheniia Rossiiskogo Palestinskogo ob-
shchestva 29 (1926): 1-27.

4 See: V.A. Georgiev, Vneshniaia politika Rossii na Blizhnem Vostoke v kontse 30-40-kh gg. XIX veka
[Russian foreign policy in the East in the late 30-40s of the XIX century] (Moscow: Iz-vo Moskovskogo
universiteta Publ.), 1975; V.A. Georgiev, N.S. Kinyapina, M.T. Panchenkova, and V.l. Sherest. Vostochnyi
vopros vo vneshnei politike Rossii: konets XVIII — nachalo XX veka [The Eastern question in Russian foreign
policy: the end of the 18™ century and the beginning of the XX century] (Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1978).

5 See: N.N. Lisovoy, Russkoe dukhovnoe i politicheskoe prisutstvie v Sviatoi Zemle i na Blizhnem
Vostoke v XIX nachale XX v. [Russian spiritual and political presence in the Holy Land and in the Middle
East in the XIX and early XX centuries] (Moscow: Indrik Publ., 2006).

6 See: A.Yu. Polunov, “K.P. Pobedonostsev i russkie uchrezhdeniia v Sviato Zemle [K.P. Pobedo-
nostsev and Russian institutions in the Holy Land],” in K.P. Pobedonostsev i russkaia dukhovnaia missiia
v lerusalime v tsarstvovanie imperatora Aleksandra Ill. K 170-letiiu osnovaniia, 19-27 (Moscow; St. Peters-
burg: Indrik Publ., 2017).

" LYu. Smirnova, 1) “Konfessional'naia politika velikikh derzhav na khristianskom Vostoke v 50-60-€ gg.
XIX v. [Confessional policy of the great powers in the Christian East in the 50-60s. XIX century],” Khris-
tianstvo na Blizhnem Vostoke, no. 1 (2017): 91-111; See also: 2) “Confessional vector of Russian foreign
policy: on the history of interaction between the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Holy Synod in the 19" centu-
ry,” Vestnik istoricheskogo obshchestva Sankt-Peterburgskoj dukhovnoi akademii, no. 3 (2021): 351-360.
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The source base for the article is V.N. Khitrovo’s letters to K.P. Pobedonostsev,
his detailed historical reviews of Western penetration into Palestine, which were obvious-
ly analytical in nature. Many of them were intended to solve specific problems and con-
flicts that arose between Russian consuls, representatives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
on the one hand, and representatives of the Russian Ecclesiastical Mission, on the other
hand. V.N. Khitrovo considered that his task was to convey objective information to
K.P. Pobedonostsev, on whom the effectiveness of protecting Russian interests in the Holy
Land depended directly.

A significant array of letters and notes of K.P. Pobedonostsev was published in exten-
sive collections of documents about V.N. Khitrovo; they are of a truly encyclopedic nature®.

In addition, it is the works of K.P. Pobedonostsev® that are of conceptual signifi-
cance for the study of the issue.

International context

When characterizing Russia's foreign policy, it is important to take into account that it
was dictated by the protection of not only its national interests, but also of Orthodoxy, since
Russia considered itself the successor of Byzantium. This was especially vital in the Holy Land,
which dictated the need for coordination in the activities of secular and church authorities™.

According to I.Yu. Smirnova, promoting the foreign activities of the Russian
Orthodox Church was one of the main functions of the Russian diplomatic department.
Above all, the religious orientation of Russian diplomacy manifested itself in such an ethno-
religious region as the Christian East, where for historical and religious reasons Russia’s
religious policy could not but coincide with the state policy™.

In the 1880s, the importance of the ethno-religious aspect increased even more.
The Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878 further weakened Russia's position in the Middle
East. To a large extent, this was due to the fact that many leaders of the Church, especial-
ly the Bulgarians, representatives of the Patriarchate of Constantinople, and Hellenists,
were increasingly guided in their religious activities not by universal Christian principles,
but by purely national motives and interests. The political expediency began to prevail
in religious circles, behind which stood national governments. In Palestine there became
active the Catholic and Protestant circles inspired by their national governments. Under
these conditions, the Russian government began to make adjustments to its foreign poli-
cy. It was K.P. Pobedonostsev that became the embodiment of change.

Being a deeply religious person and a man of integrity, K.P. Pobedonostsev keenly
assessed the challenges of modern Western secularism®2. In the conditions when the idea of
separating church and state was actively asserted in the political culture of European countries
and among liberal circles in Russia, the Chief Procurator of the Synod emphasized the im-
portance of the spiritual activity of the Church in society. K.P. Pobedonostsev wrote:

The more obvious spiritual representation in a state, the stronger and the more important it is...*3

8 See: K.P. Pobedonostsev i Russkaia dukhovnaya missiia v lerusalime v tsarstvovanie imperatora
Aleksandra I11. K 170-letiiu osnovaniia [K.P. Pobedonostsev and the Russian spiritual mission in Jerusalem during
the reign of Emperor Alexander Ill. To the 170th anniversary of its founding] (Moscow: Indrik; St. Petersburg,
2017); Rossiia v Sviatoi zemle. Dokumenty i materialy [Russia in the Holy Land. Documents and materials] (Moscow:
Indrik: Sotsium-A Publ.), 2015; V.N. Khitrovo, “Pravoslavie v Sviatoi Zemle [Orthodoxy in the Holy Land].”
Sobranie sochinenii i pisem, vol. 1 (Moscow: IOPS Publ.; St. Petersburg: Oleg Abyshko Publ., 2011).

9 K.P. Pobedonostsev, Gosudarstvo i Tserkov' [State and Church] (Moscow: Institut Russkoi tsivili-
zatsii Publ., 2011).

10 1.Yu. Smirnova, “Confessional vector,” 353.

1 bid.

12 A Yu. Polunov, “K.P. Pobedonostsev i russkie uchrezhdeniia,” 20.

13 K.P. Pobedonostsev, vol. 2 of Gosudarstvo i Tserkov', 312.
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This attitude encouraged Pobedonostsev to actively intervene in the “secular” foreign
policy and influence Russian diplomacy.

The appointment of K.P. Pobedonostsev as Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod was
of fundamental importance for the Russian cause in Palestine. The support of the grand
dukes in this matter testified to the state priorities of the Russian government™.

According to the fair remark of L. Gerd, under K.P. Pobedonostsev, “in Russian
foreign policy Pan-Slavism was replaced by Russian national policy.”*®

V.N. Khitrovo became an indispensable correspondent and expert for Pobedonostsev;
he discussed with Pobedonostsev the key issues of foreign church-state policy. The ac-
quaintance with V.N. Khitrovo’s journalism, his letters and detailed essays shows how
deep and insightful Khitrovo's judgments were about the problems of the Russian presence
in the Holy Land.

When characterizing the relationship between these two outstanding figures of
Russian religious life, one cannot fail to take into account the factor of their personal
friendship and like-mindedness. V.N. Khitrovo initiated the creation of the IOPS, and
K.P. Pobedonostsev provided the society with serious material and organizational sup-
port. It is known that in the first years of the IOPS activities, the meetings of the society
were held in Pobedonostsev's house®. V.N. Khitrovo sent the project for creating the
IOPS to K.P. Pobedonostsev for consideration. In his letter to K.P. Pobedonostsev dated
January 2, 1882, he wrote:

In our personal conversations, as well as in writing, | expressed to you my strong belief in the necessity
and benefit of establishing such a Society!’.

Thus, it was also about personal contacts and conversations.

Also impressive is K.P. Pobedonostsev’s high assessment of V.N. Khitrovo’s
knowledge in the field of church life. In a letter dated February 4, 1883, Pobedonostsev
asked Khitrovo to evaluate the works of priest Kashmensky in order to recommend them
for publication on behalf of the Palestine Society:

Honorable Vasily Nikolaevich! Let me ask you to consider the attached manuscripts: Priest Kash-
mensky, a respectable man and a remarkable figure in our Church. Another manuscript was handed
to me long ago by Mr. Sumarokov. | would like to know whether you consider it appropriate to pub-
lish any of these manuscripts on behalf of the Palestine Society. Sincerely yours, K. Pobedonostsev?s.

The first thing that is especially important to consider when studying V.N. Khitro-
vo’s legacy is the connection between his religious observations and the awareness of
the foreign policy changes taking place in Europe. After publishing his essay “Orthodoxy

4 N.N. Lisovoy, “K istorii russkogo dukhovnogo prisutstviia v Svyatoi Zemle i na Blizhnem Vostoke
[On the history of the Russian spiritual presence in the Holy Land and the Middle East],” in Trudy Instituta
rossiiskoi istorii RAN. 1997-1998 gg. Issue 2, 56-89 (Moscow: IRI RAN Publ., 2000), 67.

15 Lora Gerd, “Konstantinopol'skaia patriarkhiia i Russkaia tserkov' pered revolyutsiei [Patriarchate
of Constantinople and the Russian Church before the revolution],” Gosudarstvo, religiya, Tserkov' v Rossii
i za rubezhom, no. 1 (2016): 290.

6 N.N. Lisovoy, and M.A. Mikileva, “K istorii russkogo dukhovnogo i politicheskogo prisutstviia
v Sviatoi Zemle i na Blizhnem Vostoke [On the History of the Russian spiritual and political presence
in the Holy Land and the Middle East],” in Rossiia v Sviatoi zemle. Dokumenty i materialy, vol. 1 (Moscow:
Indrik Publ., 2015), 38.

17 «pis'mo V.N. Khitrovo k Ober-prokuroru Svyateyshego Sinoda K.P. Pobedonostsevu ot 2 yanvarya
1882 [Letter from V.N. Khitrovo to the Chief Prosecutor of the Holy Synod K.P. Pobedonostsev dated Janu-
ary 2, 1882],” in vol. 3 of Rossia v Sviatoi zemle, 98.

18 “Pis'mo Ober-prokurora Sv. Sinoda K.P. Pobedonostseva k pomoshchniku predsedatelya pra-
voslavnogo palestinskogo obshchestva V.N. Khitrovo ot 4 fevralya 1883 g. [Letter from the Chief Prosecutor
of the Holy Synod K.P. Pobedonostsev to the assistant to the chairman of the Orthodox Palestinian Society
V.N. Khitrovo dated February 4, 1883],” in Rossia v Sviatoi zemle, 123.

674 ARTICLES



Bnoxun B.B. Bectuuk PYIH. Cepusi: UCTOPUS POCCUUN. 2023. T. 22. Ne 4. C. 670-679

in the Holy Land” in 1881, that is, during the period when Pobedonostsev became the po-
litical support of new Emperor Alexander 111, Khitrovo noted:

From this year the so-called “Eastern Question” is acquiring acute character, and the political goals of
the European powers are often hidden behind a religious banner. This latter circumstance in particular
should not be overlooked for a correct assessment of the position of Orthodoxy and the religious
movement in the Holy Land over the past 40 years'®.

“Valerga’s cause will not be lost...”

The work “Orthodoxy in the Holy Land” was preceded by an essay addressed
by V.N. Khitrovo to outstanding statesman and Orientalist scholar Admiral E.V. Putyatin
entitled “Jerusalem Question. Note to Count E.V. Putyatin” (1878) which outlined
the threats to Russian religious and political influence in Palestine. First of all, this is
the spread of Catholic propaganda. The key idea of the letter is to state the fact that
the sponsor of Catholic influence and propaganda was the French government. In this
regard, Khitrovo considered the appointment of Joseph Valerga, the protégé of France,
as Patriarch of Jerusalem:

Thanks to the war (Crimean War — author’s note) and the influence of France, the Catholic propaganda
became especially significant in the Holy Land <...> Valerga was undoubtedly a man of remarkable
capabilities. Appointed as Patriarch of Jerusalem, first of all, he faced strong resistance of the Fran-
ciscans of the Holy Land, not only his co-religionists, but also those hierarchically subordinate to him?,

The author writes that in order to break the resistance of the order, Valerga enlisted
the support of Napoleon 11121, At the same time, Khitrovo notes:

Valerga let them (the Franciscans — author’s note) carry out their previous activities and drew atten-
tion to those aspects that they were not involved in — increasing Catholic influence and the spread of
Catholic propaganda?.

It was the increasing political influence of France and the spread of political propa-
ganda attractive among the local population when Latinism was a tool of France that
Khitrovo considered very dangerous:

But apart from this religious propaganda, one cannot help but pay attention to political propaganda,
mainly of France <...> | will allow myself to point out a special type of political propaganda, which
was especially practiced by imperial France. This is government scientific expeditions. They were
well thought-out, had abundant funds and all kinds of advertisements. Whereas in scientific terms
they did not always achieve the desired success, then in political terms they contributed a lot to
the charm of Catholic France. To confirm what has been said, | will mention the names of Guerin,
Rey, Renan and especially Senator Saucy?3.

According to V.N. Khitrovo, “the scientific expeditions achieved their goal.” Even
with other figures and the death of Valerga, the influence of France became strong, and
“his (Valerga’s — author’s note) cause” will not be lost*.

Two years later, on April 12, 1880, Khitrovo wrote a letter to K.P. Pobedonostsev
named “Essay on the situation of Orthodoxy in Palestine.” In it, he again emphasized that

19 V.N. Khitrovo, “Pravoslavie v Sviatoi zemle [Orthodoxy in the Holy Land],” in Sobranie sochine-
nii i pisem, vol. 1 (Moscow: I0PS Publ.; St. Petersburg: Oleg Abyshko Publ., 2011), 130.

20 V N. Khitrovo, “Ierusalimskii vopros. Zapiska, podannaia Grafu E.V. Putiatinu 19 Oktiabria 1879 goda
[Jerusalem question. A note submitted to Count E.V. Putiatin October 19, 1879],” in Sobranie sochinenii i pisem, 68.

2 1bid., 68.

22 1bid., 69.

23 bid., 69.

24 1bid., 70.
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Joseph Valerga expressed the national interests of France. Unable to crush the influential
Franciscans, Valerga turned to the imperial government of France for help:

Then he decided to turn to the newly formed Imperial France which was beginning to interfere
in Eastern affairs, and it became Valerga’s strong ally <...> Thanks to the then all-powerful French
government <...> he returned to Jerusalem as an absolute master?>,

From the moment of enhancing his standing, J. Valerga launched Catholic propa-
ganda through “semi-secular, semi-monastic women’s orders.” One of the most famous
and influential in its 24 years of presence in the Holy Land was the “Sisters of Zion”
community, a part of whose funding came from one of the sisters who was married to one
of Rothschild’s nephews?.

In his Essay V.N. Khitrovo points to two types of Latin propaganda: religious and
political. The religious propaganda was carried out through “free distribution of medi-
cines,” free medical care, and “arrangement of foster homes for pupils.” The whole of
Jerusalem was surrounded by a network of “Latin monasteries, schools and hospitals,”
like “advanced forts,” which contributed to the conversion of the population in a number
of Jerusalem suburbs to “total Latinism.”?’

The second method of propaganda is political. Khitrovo subtly noticed the strengths
of French influence — “sending government scientific expeditions.” France conducted
serious biblical research. In this regard, it is necessary to note Charles Gaillardot, a “fol-
lower of Renan,” physician, archaeologist, geographer, who spent most of his time
in Egypt, Lebanon and Palestine. Moreover, scientific research often went hand in hand
with reconnaissance missions®. V.N. Khitrovo wrote to Pobedonostsev:

I can’t help but notice that in most of these expeditions carried out mainly at the expense of the French go-
vernment, it was political factors that played an important role, as in the English and German expeditions?®.

According to Khitrovo, the main negative result of Latin propaganda was the re-
duction in the number of Orthodox believers in the Holy Land. He noted:

In 1880, the number of Protestants reached 2 thousand, and the number of Roman Catholics — 12 thousand.
According to the information | have, both of them have 165 different institutions, such as monasteries,
schools, shelters, hospitals, hospices, etc. Of the 14 thousand people who make up the Protestant and
Roman Catholics communities in the Holy Land, 8 thousand represent the Orthodox Christians whom
the non-Orthodox missionaries managed to detach from Orthodoxy, for the most part, over the last ten years®.

Khitrovo considered that an even greater danger was posed by the conversion to
Catholicism of children who were mostly poor and politically oppressed. In addition,
children were strongly influenced by the “first impressions” of upbringing. According to
Khitrovo, the persistence of the existing trends would lead to the fact that “Orthodoxy
will cease to exist in its cradle”".

Protestants in the Holy Land

The protestant propaganda which sought to establish itself from the 1840s also be-
came successful very quickly. The Protestantism gained a firm position in schools, hospi-
tals, and agricultural colonies. One of the tools for establishing its influence in Palestine

% K.P. Pobedonostsev i Russkaia dukhovnaia missiia, 63.
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became scientific biblical research. In this regard, indicative is the role of British mis-
sionary, General Charles George Gordon who made a pilgrimage to the Holy Land in
1883. Interest in the Holy Land was steadily increasing in Britain from the middle of
the XIX century, when the Palestine Exploration Fund was founded (1865) which attrac-
ted numerous science enthusiasts.

Gordon was an absolute representative of the Victorian era; he was striving to es-
tablish the influence of the British Empire everywhere. At the same time, he defended
the ideas of biblical archeology which represented the implementation of the Protestant
struggle against the power of the Catholic Church, symbolizing the depth of penetration
of evangelicalism into English society, reviving interest not only in the New Testament,
but also in the desire to bring the spiritual Bible into line with the historical one. From
this point of view, the search for the site of the Holy Sepulcher, which was carried out
by Gordon, then became the final challenge to the Catholic Church®.

Gordon was inspired by the intellectual atmosphere of his time. The historical, reli-
gious and scientific context following the Napoleonic Wars, the progress of science in-
cluding Darwin's theory of evolution, and the revival of religious belief and Bible study
in Britain led directly to Gordon's views on the Holy Land*:,

As a result of archaeological research, the assessment of which is not considered
in the article, Gordon came to a very bold conclusion that Christ was crucified in another
place, outside the old city, and his grave outwardly resembled a human head. This point
of view called into question the opinion of both Catholics and Orthodox Christians.
This “revolutionary idea” of Gordon became a kind of challenge to the traditional ideas
of the place of Golgotha.

Gordon came to these ideas based on the ones of John Nelson Darby, who died
shortly before Gordon arrived in Palestine. Darby was the founder of what is known as
dispensationalism, which in turn influenced his group of followers known as the Ply-
mouth Brethren. In his works, Darby identified the real, historical Jerusalem with
the spiritual one, which opened up enormous possibilities for subjective interpretations
of gospel history*.

In this regard, of interest is V.N. Khitrovo’s assessment given in his “Letters about
the Holy Land™:

Gordon's assumptions remain assumptions even among his compatriots; it’s not even possible to have
a serious scientific debate about it, since he didn’t provide any indisputable evidence other than his
own guesses. There are many such assumptions regarding Jerusalem, precisely because it is Jerusalem
and not another city®.

Having rejected the “scientific arguments” of General Gordon, Khitrovo came to
a political conclusion, which consisted in the “conceit” of Protestants, especially the German
ones. He noted that the Protestants, “not having their share in the Temple of the Resurrec-
tion,” squeezed into those places where they had not been allowed before®.

V.N. Khitrovo’s correspondence with K.P. Pobedonostsev, detailed reports and his-
torical reviews of Protestant and Catholic propaganda were supposed to convince of
the danger of this phenomenon and attract the attention of government officials in order
to intensify Russia's foreign policy efforts in Palestine.
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The response to the non-Orthodox propaganda was the establishment of the Imperial
Orthodox Palestine Society, which was given the highest state authorization. V.N. Khitrovo
convincingly raised the question of the effectiveness of the Russian presence in the Holy
Land. For him, the inconsistency of spiritual and secular authorities in promoting Russian
interests in Palestine was obvious®'. In this regard, he wrote to Pobedonostsev that for more
than a quarter of a century, with short interruptions, there had been going on “a silent
struggle between the Patriarchate, the consul and the head of the spiritual mission.”*

At the same time, V.N. Khitrovo understood that the fate of the Russian cause
in the Holy Land depended not only and not so much on material factors, or “the annual
generosity of the Empress,” but on the raising of the issue of our policy in Palestine,
on the significance of national-religious priorities. He concluded:

We should not forget the covenant given to us — the defense of Orthodoxy and remember the words
of Robinson: whereas a Catholic is a natural ally of France, a Protestant - of England and Germany,
then an Orthodox Christian is an ally of Russia®.

Conclusions

V.N. Khitrovo’s correspondence with K.P. Pobedonostsev shows that their rela-
tionship was of a confidential personal nature, and Pobedonostsev highly appreciated
V.N. Khitrovo’s expert assessments of the religious and political situation around the Holy
Land. V.N. Khitrovo’s long cooperation with the Chief Procurator of the Holy Synod was
determined by the unity of their religious and political views. The leitmotif of V.N. Khit-
rovo’s correspondence is the conviction that the success of Western propaganda depended
on the political interests of European countries. V.N. Khitrovo regularly and persistently
reported to K.P. Pobedonostsev about the need to coordinate secular (Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, consuls in Palestine) and religious (Russian Orthodox Ecclesiastical Mission)
institutions in the implementation of religious policy in the Holy Land, which corre-
sponded to K.P. Pobedonostsev’s ideological views of the moral and educational role of
the Church in the state life of Russia.
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