[bookmark: _gjdgxs]Name: ____________________________ Group: A or B (Circle) Team: 1 or 2 (Circle)
[bookmark: _jbdeef7w2w7h]Unit 16-19: The Transformation of Eastern Europe
[bookmark: _gfsu3n9sdfq6]MQ: Who was truly the “Greatest”? Peter the Great or Frederick the Great?
Historical Context: During the 17th and 18th centuries, Eastern Europe underwent a transformation. The old Powers of Poland, the Holy Roman Empire, and the Ottoman Empire were succeeded by the new powers of Austria, Prussia, and Russia. As you will read below, the new powers controlled almost every aspect of their country: the military, nobles, the peasants, and even fashion. In many ways, these rulers were heavily inspired by the state and rule of Louis XIV, and sought to emulate him. In other ways, as you will see, they critiqued and even opposed some of his stances, offering new freedoms and privileges to their citizens. Frederick II of Prussia & Peter of Russia, amongst others, have often been called “Enlightened” Despots - absolute dictators who sought to introduce educational, social, legal, and religious reforms to their people. In the words of Joseph II of Austria, these men saw their mission as “Everything for the people, nothing by the people.” These rulers often stated that the king’s job was mainly to uplift his people, and were the best suited to do so. At the same time, these men not only sought to internally improve their empires, but also to expand them in successful wars through military reforms and strategic strokes of genius. In turn, both Frederick and Peter have long received the title “the Great”. Your job is to evaluate who was the most impressive, the most “Enlightened”, and “Greatest” Despot of all - Peter the Great or Frederick the Great through a seminar presentation and debate. 
Part One: Examine Sources 
Document 1 - Source: On Frederick William I, Count von Seckendorf. King Frederick William 1 (1713-1740) of Prussia made possible the rise of Prussia through his tactics below. Seckendorf was the Austrian ambassador in Berlin and serves as an eyewitness to these events. Though about Frederick William I, his son Frederick II the “Great” continued these policies and lifestyle. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Seckendorf?

It is certain that nowhere in the world one can see troops comparable with the Prussians for beauty, cleanliness, and order. Although in drill, training, and marching much is forced and affected, nearly everything is useful and efficient. Besides, it must be admitted that the army and the troops lack nothing that is needed. The soldiers number 70,000, and every regiment has at least a hundred more men than the normal figure. The Arsenal is superabundantly provided with field artillery and siege artillery, and only the teams are missing. Moreover, there is such an enormous store of powder, shot, and shells as if a great war was threatening. In Berlin and all about Brandenburg one sees as many troops moving as one saw in Vienna during the last war against the Turks. All this activity is directed by the King in person, and only by him. Besides, he looks after the whole public administration in all its branches. With such care and thoroughness that not a thaler [note: a monetary unit] is spent unless he has given his signature. Those who do not see it cannot believe that there is any man in the world, however intelligent and able he may be, who can settle so many things personally in a single day as Frederick William the First, who works from 3 o'clock in the morning till 10, and spends the rest of' the day in looking after and drilling his army...
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Who is over the military and sees its direction personally?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What time span does Frederick William I work from? What does he do the rest of his day?


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) What does Frederick William I seize control of here, it seems?


5. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 


Document 2 - Source: Political Testament of Frederick William I, The Soldier King, 1722. Frederick William I wrote his political testament as his guide for his son, Frederick II aka Frederick the Great. Within are notes and details on how Frederick I seized and maintained his power - Frederick the Great would follow these to a T, except, as you will see, Frederick William I’s advice on religion. 
Instructions on how my successor to the throne of Prussia is to shape his conduct, and the necessary information on the whole state of the army and Provinces. I have written this in Potsdam on January 22, 1722. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was the author?

Since I clearly perceive that my health is growing worse year by year... I have set down the following instructions that my dear successor may model his conduct on them. 
I begin with a few words on my own life. I stand well with Almighty in God. From my twentieth year I have put all my trust steadfastly in God, Whose gracious hearing I have ever invoked, and He has also constantly heard my prayer, and I am assured of salvation through the grace of Jesus Christ and His bitter passion and death. I heartily repent all grievous and inner sins which I have committed and pray to God to forgive them for Jesus Christ’s sake. I have always labored to make myself better and to live a godly life so far as I was humanly able to do so, and with God’s help I will so persevere until my end. So help me the Holy Spirit, through Jesus Christ, Amen. 
Let my dear successor be well assured that all successful rulers who keep God before their eyes and have no mistresses or, rather, whores, and lead a godly life – on such rulers God will shower down all worldly and spiritual blessings. I therefore beseech my dear successor to lead a godly life and to show a good example to his lands and army, not to drink and gorge, which lead to a dissolute life. Neither must my dear successor allow any comedies, operas, ballets [etc.] to be held in his Lands and Provinces, he must abhor them because these are godless and devilish things, whereby Satan, his temple, and kingdom are increased....
Beware of flatterers and toadies; those are your enemies who always agree with you, and they are capable of leading you astray into all sorts of mischief. You must not listen to them, but reject them flatly, for by their imperceptible flatteries they seduce you into many evil sins which can damage the well-being of your lands and army, for flatterers are your greatest enemies, but those who tell you the truth are your friends, and it is they who love you, be assured of that.... 
Finances and the Military
You must manage your finances personally and alone and order the command of the army personally and alone and dispose of the two main points alone; then you will have authority in the army through the command and the love of all your officers and civil employees, because you alone hold the purse strings, and you will be respected and admired by the whole world for a sage and good ruler – may Almighty God help you to it! 
I beg my successor most earnestly to impose no cuts in the pay of the regimental commanders, junior officers, and rank and file, and to leave their commissariat as he will find it after my death....
My dear successor, what will the world say of the increase in the army when you mount the throne? That you are a formidable Power in the face of your enemies, of whom our House has very many, and your friends will hold you to be a clever and sensible ruler; may Almighty God help you to be it, I wish it from my heart, Amen. 
The Lands, the People, and the Economy
I must make my dear successor acquainted with all my Provinces, the Lands and their inhabitants. 
This country is lacking in small towns; my successor must establish new ones in Lithuania, and in the Prussian towns there are no manufactures, but manufactures are the true backbone of a land, and of the Prince of a land, so my successor must establish manufactures in Prussia and in all his other Provinces where there are none, especially manufactures of woolens; for that purpose my successor must forbid the importation of all foreign woolen goods into Prussia and all his Provinces under pain of confiscation of all the offender’s assets, and if they come a second time, they must be jailed at hard labor forever. My successor must also keep to my edict that no raw wool shall be exported from any Province, under pain of forfeiture of life and limb, and my successor must protect the manufactures in all his Provinces, then you will see how your revenues will increase and your lands and subjects will flourish....
The Nobility
As to the nobles, they had of old great privileges, which the Elector Frederick William broke down through his sovereign power, and I brought them to obedience in 1715 by the single land tax... In Prussia there is also a powerful nobility; the Counts’ Estate is the most considerable. My successor must keep a watchful eye on the families of Finck and Dohna or they will share the rule with my successor, and both families still cherish the old Prussian Polish privileges in their hearts, be assured of this. My successor must make it a policy, and direct his efforts thereto, that the nobles and Counts of all his Provinces, and especially Prussia, are employed in the army and their sons put into the cadet school; this gives strength to his service and army, and more tranquility in his lands. My successor must also grant only to very few of them permits to travel abroad, for first they must stand in your service... It is good that my dear successor should enjoy the advantage that the whole nobility is brought up in your service from youth up, and know no lord except God and the King of Prussia, but if my successor does not act so and takes heaps of foreigners into his service as senior officers he will not be served so well by the foreign officers... If all your officers are children of your own land, be assured that you will have in them a reliable army and good, reliable officers, and no potentate has better than that. You must be courteous and gracious in your behavior toward all nobles, from all Provinces, and sort out the good from the bad and distinguish the true among them, then you will be loved and feared....
Religion 
As to religion, I am a Calvinist, and with God’s help I shall die one, but I am assured that a Lutheran who lives a godly life will achieve blessedness as well as a Calvinist, and the difference has been created only by quarrels between the preachers; so hold Calvinists and Lutherans in equal honor, do good to both religions and make no difference between them – God will bless you for it, and you will be beloved on all sides....
My dear Successor must not let the preachers of either religion meddle in worldly affairs, for they like meddling in worldly affairs and have to be kept on a tight rein, for the clergy would like to be the Popes in our faith, for with the Papacy the priests decide everything....
You must not tolerate Jesuits in your lands. They are devils who are capable of much evil and intrigue against you and the whole community, so you must not allow them to settle in your lands, under whatever pretext they try to do so....
The Jews. As to the Jews, there are, unfortunately, very many in our lands who have no letters of protection from me. Those you must chase out of the country, because the Jews are locusts in a country and ruin the Christians.... 
… Meanwhile I commend my soul to God and herewith give you once again my paternal blessing and wish you to keep God before your eyes and to rule your lands justly and in fear of God, and may you always have loyal servants and obedient subjects and a strong arm and a victorious army against all your enemies... May Almighty God help you to this through Jesus Christ! 
Your true father, till death 
F. William 
Potsdam, the 17th February, 1722

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why should rulers keep God before their eyes, according to Frederick?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What three forms of entertainment did Frederick order his heir to ban?


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why did Frederick order his heir to personally command and oversee the finances and military?



5. ( Evaluate the Source ) Who, according to Frederick, should establish manufactures in Lithuania and Prussia? How can the King protect those manufactures, and ensure they succeed?



6. ( Evaluate the Source )What wa Frederick’s overall advice concerning the nobility?  Why do you think, based on the text, Frederick advises his successor to ensure the nobility are drafted into the army?



7. ( Evaluate the Source ) What two religious groups were tolerated? What two religious groups were rejected and ordered to be chased out?



8. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 


Document 3 - Source: Political Testament & Memoirs, Frederick the Great, 1752. Frederick the Great, who ruled the eastern German state of Prussia from 1740-1786, was the model for a new type of monarch: The Enlightened Despot, or a ruler who would rule with benevolence and provide allowances of freedom and liberty. In this document, written in 1752, he sets out his basic theory of politics and the role of the sovereign.
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was the author? What was his purpose of writing?

Selection 1: 
Politics is the science of always using the most convenient means in accord with one's own interests. In order to act in conformity with one's interests, one must know what these interests are, and in order to gain this knowledge, one must study their history and application . . . One must attempt, above all, to know the special genius of the people which one wants to govern in order to know if one must treat them leniently or severely, if they are inclined to revolt . . . to intrigue . . .
[The Prussian nobility] has sacrificed its life and goods for the service of the state; its loyalty and merit have earned it the protection of all its rulers, and it is one of the duties [of the ruler] to aid those noble families which have become impoverished in order to keep them in possession of their lands; for they are to be regarded as the pedestals and the pillars of the state. In such a state no factions or rebellions need be feared . . . it is one goal of the policy of this state to preserve the nobility.
A well conducted government must have an underlying concept so well integrated that it could be likened to a system of philosophy. All actions taken must be well reasoned, and all financial, political and military matters must flow towards one goal, which is the strengthening of the state and the furthering of its power. However, such a system can flow but from a single brain, and this must be that of the sovereign. Laziness, hedonism and imbecility, these are the causes which restrain princes in working at the noble task of bringing happiness to their subjects . . . A sovereign is not elevated to his high position, supreme power has not been confined to him in order that he may live in lazy luxury, enriching himself by the labor of the people, being happy while everyone else suffers. The sovereign is the first servant of the state. He is well paid in order that he may sustain the dignity of his office, but one demands that he work efficiently for the good of the state, and that he, at the very least, pay personal attention to the most important problems . . .
You can see, without doubt, how important it is that the King of Prussia govern personally. Just as it would have been impossible for Newton to arrive at his system of attractions if he had worked in harness with Leibnitz and Descartes, so a system of politics cannot be arrived at and continued if it has not sprung from a single brain . . . All parts of the government are inexorably linked with each other. Finance, politics and military affairs are inseparable; it does not suffice that one will be well administered; they must all be . . . a Prince who governs personally, who has formed his [own] political system, will not be handicapped when occasions arise where he has to act swiftly, for he can guide all matters towards the end which he has set for himself . . .
Catholics, Lutherans, Reformed, Jews and other Christian sects live in this state, and live together in peace. If the sovereign, actuated by a mistaken zeal, declares himself for one religion or another, parties spring up, heated disputes ensue, little by little persecutions will commence and, in the end, the religion persecuted will leave the fatherland, and millions of subjects will enrich our neighbors by their skill and industry.
It is of no concern in politics whether the ruler has a religion or whether he has none. All religions, if one examines them, are founded on superstitious systems, more or less absurd. It is impossible for a man of good sense, who dissects their contents, not to see their error; but these prejudices, these errors and mysteries, were made for men, and one must know enough to respect the public and not to outrage its faith, whatever religion be involved.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Overall, how did Frederick see the purpose of the King? 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Outline at least 5 different characteristics of the type of king Frederick calls for. 


4. ( Analyze Other Documents ) How did Frederick II differ in his treatment of religion compared to his father, Frederick I?


5. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 


Selection 2: 
A sovereign must possess an exact and detailed knowledge of the strong and of the weak points of his country. He must be thoroughly acquainted with its resources, the character of the people. and the national commerce.... Rulers should always remind themselves that they are men like the least of their subjects. The sovereign is the foremost judge, general, financier, and minister of his country, not merely for the sake of his prestige. Therefore, he should perform with care the duties connected with these offices. He is merely the principal servant of the State. Hence, he must act with honesty, wisdom, and complete disinterestedness in such a way that he can render an account of his stewardship to the citizens at any moment. Consequently, he is guilty if he wastes the money of the people, the taxes which they have paid, in luxury, pomp and debauchery. He who should improve the morals of the people, be the guardian of the law, and improve their education should not pervert them by his bad example. Princes, sovereigns, and king have not been given supreme authority in order to live in luxurious self-indulgence and debauchery. They have not been elevated by their fellow-men to enable them to strut about and to insult with their pride the simple-mannered, the poor and the suffering. They have not been placed at the head of the State to keep around themselves a crowd of idle loafers whose uselessness drives them towards vice. The bad administration which may be found in monarchies springs from many different causes, but their principal cause lies in the character of the sovereign. A ruler addicted to women will become a tool of his mistresses and favourites, and these will abuse their power and commit wrongs of every kind, will protect vice, sell offices, and perpetrate every infamy.... The sovereign is the representative of his State. He and his people form a single body. Ruler and ruled can be happy only if they are firmly united. The sovereign stands to his people in the same relation in which the head stands to the body. He must use his eyes and his brain for the whole community, and act on its behalf to the common advantage. If we wish to elevate monarchical above republican government, the duty of sovereigns is clear. They must be active, hard-working, upright and honest, and concentrate all their strength upon filling their office worthily. That is my idea of the duties of sovereigns.
1. ( Analyze Other Documents ) What advice from Frederick I does Frederick II seem to have carried on?


2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Did Frederick root his power anywhere in the text on God? What did he seem to root it in instead? 


3. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 



Selection 3: 
[Mr. Warren’s Note/Context]: When he became king, Frederick II expanded his dominions. A major achievement was his seizure of Silesia (a province) from Austria in the War of the Austrian Succession, despite previous promises to respect a non-aggression pact. The rest is Frederick’s justifications for his invasion of Silesia. 
Posterity will perhaps see with surprise in these Memoirs accounts of treaties which have been concluded and broken. Although examples of broken treaties are common, the author of these Memoirs would require better reasons than precedent for explaining his conduct in breaking treaties. A sovereign must be guided by the interest of the State. In the following cases alliances may be broken:
(1) When one's ally does not fulfill his engagements;
(2) When one's ally wishes to deceive one, and when one cannot by any other means prevent him;
(3) When necessity (force majeure) compels one;
(4) When one lacks means to continue the war.
By the will of Fate, wealth influences everything. Rulers are slaves of their means. To promote the interest of their State is a law to them, a law which is inviolable. If a ruler must be ready to sacrifice his life for the welfare of his subjects, he must be still more ready to sacrifice, for the benefit of his subjects, solemn engagements which he has undertaken if their observance would be harmful to his people. Cases of broken treaties may be encountered everywhere. It is not our intention to justify all breaches of treaty. Nevertheless, I venture to assert that there are cases when necessity or wisdom, prudence or consideration of the welfare of the people, oblige sovereigns to transgress because the violation of a treaty is often the only means whereby complete ruin can be avoided.
To me it seems clear and obvious that a private person must scrupulously observe the given word, even if he should have bound himself without sufficient thought....
The word of a private person involves in misfortune only a single human being, while that of sovereigns can create calamities for entire nations. The question may therefore be summed up thus: Is it better that a nation should perish, or that a sovereign should break his treaty? Who can be stupid enough to hesitate in answering this question?
1. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 




Document 4 - Source: The History of Peter the Great, Alexander Gordon, 1718. Gordon was a Scottish soldier who tutored and later became a general and good friend of Peter the Great. He wrote a history about Peter in 1718, which provides an intimate glimpse of the life and views of the Tsar himself.

1. ( Research Author & Context ) What was the document exactly? Who wrote it?


This great emperor came in a few years to know to a farthing the amount of all his revenues, as also how they were laid out. He was at little or no expense about his person, and by living rather like a private gentleman than a prince he saved wholly that great expense which other monarchs are at in supporting the grandeur of their courts. It was uneasy for him to appear in majesty, which he seldom or never did, but when absolutely necessary, on such occasions as giving audience to ambassadors or the like; so that he had all the pleasure of a great emperor and at the same time that of a private gentleman.

He was a lover of company, and a man of much humor and pleasantry, exceedingly facetious and of vast natural parts. He had no letters; he could only read and write, but had a great regard for learning and was at much pains to introduce it into the country. He rose early; the morning he gave to business till ten or eleven o'clock at the farthest; all the rest of the day, and a great part of the night, to diversion and pleasure. He took his bottle heartily, so must all the company; for when he was merry himself he loved to see everybody so; though at the same time he could not endure habitual drinkers, for such he thought unfit for business. When he paid a visit to a friend he would pass the whole night, not caring to part with good company till past two o'clock in the morning. He never kept guards about his person. . . He never could abide ceremony, but loved to be spoke to frankly and without reserve. . . .

In the year 1703 the tsar took the field early, cantoned his troops in the month of March, and about the 20th of April brought the army together; then marched and invested another small but important place called Neva-Chance, which surrendered on the 14th of May. The commodious situation of this place made the tsar resolve to erect on it a considerable town, with a strong citadel, consisting of six royal bastions, together with good outworks; this he soon put into execution and called it St. Petersburg, which is now esteemed so strong that it will be scarcely possible for the Swedes ever to take it by force.

As he was digesting the scheme of this, his favorite town, which he designed not only for the place of his residence but the principal harbor of his shipping, as having a communication with the sea by the river Neva; having duly observed and sounded it all over, he found it would be a very natural project to erect a fort in the isle opposite to the island of Ratusary; which for a whole league over to the land is not above four feet deep. This is a most curious work scarcely to be matched. He went about it in winter, in the month of November, when the ice was so strong that it could bear any weight, causing it to carry materials such as timber, stone, etc. The foundation was thus laid: trees of about thirty feet in length and about fifteen inches thick were taken and joined artfully together into chests ten feet high; these chests were filled with stones of great weight, which sunk down through the sea, and made a very solid foundation, upon which he raised his fort, called Kronstadt.

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) In the eyes of Gordon, what were at least 3 strong qualities of Peter the Great? 


3. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 





Document 5 - Source: The Russian Law Code of 1649. The Russian Law Code of 1649, promulgated by Tsar Alexis I (1645-1676), consisted of 25 chapters. The chapter that affected the greatest number of Russians was “Legal Procedure Concerning the Peasants.” The laws listed here finalized the process by which free Russian peasants were reduced to serfdom, in which they lost their freedom of movement and were permanently bound to a lord’s estate. This was the landlords’ solution to the long-standing problem of the shortage of farm laborers caused by widespread peasant migration to the vast central plains of central Russia and Siberia. In 1646 and 1647, the state carried out a census that recorded the names of all peasants; they and their descendants were regarded as attached to the estate on which they were registered. By the end of the 17th century, serfs could be bought and sold by their lords. They differed from slaves of the Americas in that they at least had a plot of land on which they could grow crops for their own consumption. Peter did little to change these laws in his reign.

1. ( Research Author & Context )  What was the document exactly?


Chapter XI. Procedure Concerning the Peasants
1. All peasants who have fled from lands belong to the Tsar and are now living on lands belonging to church officials, hereditary landowners, and service landowners are to be returned to the Tsar’s lands… These peasants are to be returned with their wives, children, and all movable property. 
3. Fugitive peasants must be returned with their wives, children, and movable property… 
4. All hereditary landowners, service landowners, and officials managing the Tsar’s lands must have proper documents identifying their peasants in case of dispute. 
12. If a girl flees after the promulgation of this code and marries another landholder’s peasant, then her husband and children will be returned with her to her former landholder. The movable property of her husband, however, will not be returned with them. 
15. If a widowed peasant remarries in flight, then both she and her husband will be returned to the lord of her first husband, provided her first husband was registered with a landholder.
16. If the peasant widow’s first husband was not registered with a landholder, then she must live on the premises belonging to the lord of the peasant she married. 
18. A peasant woman in flight who marries will be returned with her husband to her former landholder.
19. Peasant women who are permitted to marry another landholder’s peasant must be given in which they are precisely described.
34. When fugitive peasants of different landowners marry abroad, and then return to Russia, the Landholders will cast lots for the couple. The winning service landowner gets the couple and must pay five rubles to the landholder who lost because both of the peasants were in flight abroad.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Did the Law Code of 1649 provide the peasants any legal rights in their dealings with their landlords?



3. ( Evaluate the Source ) To what extent was the Law of Code of 1649 sensitive to the situation of the spouses and children of the fugitive serfs?

4. ( Determine the Truth )How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 
Document 6 - Source: Jean Rousset de Missy, Life of Peter the Great, 1730. Jean was a French Huguenot writer, from early in life in the Netherlands. He was a renowned historian and author on international law and a prolific journalist. He wrote his work on Peter the Great, compiling it from primary and secondary sources available to him at the time.
The tsar labored at the reform of fashions, or, more properly speaking, of dress. Until that time the Russians had always worn long beards, which they cherished and preserved with much care, allowing them to hang down on their bosoms, without even cutting the moustache. With these long beards they wore the hair very short, except the ecclesiastics, who, to distinguish themselves, wore it very long. The tsar, in order to reform that custom, ordered that gentlemen, merchants, and other subjects, except priests and peasants, should each pay a tax of one hundred rubles a year if they wished to keep their beards; the commoners had to pay one kopek each. Officials were stationed at the gates of the towns to collect that tax, which the Russians regarded as an enormous sin on the part of the tsar and as a thing which tended to the abolition of their religion.
These insinuations, which came from the priests, occasioned the publication of many pamphlets in Moscow, where for that reason alone the tsar was regarded as a tyrant and a pagan; and there were many old Russians who, after having their beards shaved off, saved them preciously, in order to have them placed in their coffins, fearing that they would not be allowed to enter heaven without their beards. As for the young men, they followed the new custom with the more readiness as it made them appear more agreeable to the fair sex.
From the reform in beards we may pass to that of clothes. Their garments, like those of the Orientals, were very long, reaching to the heel. The tsar issued an ordinance abolishing that costume, commanding all the boyars[i.e., the nobles] and all those who had positions at court to dress after the French fashion, and likewise to adorn their clothes with gold or silver according to their means. As for the rest of the people, the following method was employed. A suit of clothes cut according to the new fashion was hung at the gate of the city, with a decree enjoining upon all except peasants to have their clothes made on this model, upon penalty of being forced to kneel and have all that part of their garments which fell below the knee cut off, or pay two grives every time they entered the town with clothes in the old style. Since the guards at the gates executed their duty in curtailing the garments in a sportive spirit, the people were amused and readily abandoned their old dress, especially in Moscow and its environs, and in the towns which the tsar often visited.
The dress of the women was changed, too. English hairdressing was substituted for the caps and bonnets hitherto worn; bodices, stays, and skirts, for the former undergarments. . . The same ordinance also provided that in the future women, as well as men, should be invited to entertainments, such as weddings, banquets, and the like, where both sexes should mingle in the same hall, as in Holland and England. It was likewise added that these entertainments should conclude with concerts and dances, but that only those should be admitted who were dressed in English costumes. His Majesty set the example in all these changes. . .
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was the author? How trustworthy might he be or not be?



2. ( Evaluate the Source ) How did Peter reform the custom of long beards among the Russians?



3. ( Evaluate the Source ) How did the old generation respond? The young men?

4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Regarding clothing, what country did Peter order the people to emulate fashion wise? 




5. ( Evaluate the Source ) How did he encourage such adherence to fashion?


6. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 



Document 7 - Source: Johan Georg von Korb. Korb, the Austrian ambassador to Russia, was there when Peter the Great suppressed the Streltsy rebellion in 1699, which attempted to depose Peter and possibly restore his half-sister Sophia to the throne. He provides an eyewitness to the actions that unfolded. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was the author? How might that influence his perspective?


How sharp was the pain, how great the indignation, to which the tsar's Majesty was mightily moved, when he knew of the rebellion of the Streltsy [i.e., the Muscovite Guard], betraying openly a mind panting for vengeance! He was still tarrying at Vienna, quite full of the desire of setting out for Italy; but, fervid as was his curiosity of rambling abroad, it was, nevertheless, speedily extinguished on the announcement of the troubles that had broken out in the bowels of his realm. Going immediately to Lefort (almost the only person that he condescended to treat with intimate familiarity), he thus indignantly broken out: “Tell me, Francis, son of James, how I can reach Moscow by the shortest way, in a brief space, so that I may wreak vengeance on this great perfidy of my people, with punishments worthy of their abominable crime. Not one of them shall escape with impunity. Around my royal city, which, with their impious efforts, they planned to destroy, I will have gibbets and gallows set upon the walls and ramparts, and each and every one of them will I put to a direful death." Nor did he long delay the plan for his justly excited wrath; he took the quick post, as his ambassador suggested, and in four week's time he had got over about three hundred miles without accident, and arrived the 4th of September, 1698---a monarch for the well disposed, but an avenger for the wicked.
His first anxiety after his arrival was about the rebellion---in what it consisted, what the insurgents meant, who dared to instigate such a crime. And as nobody could answer accurately upon all points, and some pleaded their own ignorance, others the obstinacy of the Streltsy, he began to have suspicions of everybody's loyalty. . . No day, holy or profane, were the inquisitors idle; every day was deemed fit and lawful for torturing. There were as many scourges as there were accused, and every inquisitor was a butcher. . .The whole month of October was spent in lacerating the backs of culprits with the knout and with flames; no day were those that were left alive exempt from scourging or scorching; or else they were broken upon the wheel, or driven to the gibbet, or slain with the axe. . .
To prove to all people how holy and inviolable are those walls of the city which the Streltsy rashly meditated scaling in a sudden assault, beams were run out from all the embrasures in the walls near the gates, in each of which two rebels were hanged. This day beheld about two hundred and fifty die that death. There are few cities fortified with as many palisades as Moscow has given gibbets to her guardian Streltsy. (In front of the nunnery where Sophia [Peter's sister] was confined) there were thirty gibbets erected in a quadrangle shape, from which there hung two hundred and thirty Streltsy; the three principal ringleaders, who tendered a petition to Sophia touching the administration of the realm, were hanged close to the windows of that princess, presenting, as it were, the petitions that were placed in their hands, so near that Sophia might with ease touch them.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) In what ways did Peter punish those who rebelled? 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why did Peter seek to publicly punish the rebels, in your opinion?



4. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 








Document 8 - Source: Russia under Peter the Great by Voltaire, 1760s. Voltaire (real name Francois Marie Arouet), was born in Paris in 1694. He was originally a famous playwright, later historian and then became a philosopher. He stressed the importance of focusing on what could be verified when writing history, often rejecting the influence of the supernatural upon history. He often lived at the famous courts of differing monarchs, whether with Frederick the Great in Prussia in the 1750s, though the two quarreled and he eventually left. Voltaire’s interest in Peter the Great first began upon seeing Peter strolling informally in the streets of Paris in 1717. “Neither he nor I”, recalled Voltaire years later, “had any idea that I should one day be his historian”. As will be seen, Voltaire Peter the Great was a great European monarch, for he brought civilization, culture, order, the arts, enlightened thinking, etc. to the chaotic world of Eastern Europe. In the eyes of Voltaire he “civilized in 50 years” the realm of Russia. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was the author? How did Voltaire view Russia?


When, about the beginning of the present century, the Tsar Peter laid the foundations of Petersburg, or, rather, of his empire, no one foresaw his success. Anyone who then imagined that a Russian sovereign would be able to send victorious fleets to the Dardanelles, to subjugate the Crimea, to clear the Turks out of four great provinces, to dominate the Black Sea, to set up the most brilliant court in Europe, and to make all the arts flourish in the midst of war--anyone expressing such an idea would have passed for a mere dreamer. Peter the Great built the Russian Empire on a foundation firm and lasting.

That empire is the most extensive in our hemisphere. Poland, the Arctic Ocean, Sweden, and China lie on its boundaries. It is so vast that when it is mid-day at its western extremity it is nearly midnight at the eastern. It is larger than all the rest of Europe, than the Roman Empire, than the empire of Darius which Alexander conquered. But it will take centuries, and many more such Tsars as Peter, to render that territory populous, productive, and covered with cities, like the northern lands of Europe…

… Before Peter's day, Russia had neither the power, the cultivated territories, the subjects, nor the revenues which she now enjoys. She had no foothold in Livonia or Finland, little or no control over the Cossacks or in Astrakan. The White, Black, Baltic, and Caspian seas were of no use to a nation which had not even a name for a fleet. She had to place herself on a level with the cultivated nations, though she was without knowledge of the science of war by land or sea, and almost of the rudiments of manufacture and agriculture, to say nothing of the fine arts. Her sons were even forbidden to learn by travel; she seemed to have condemned herself to eternal ignorance. Then Peter was born, and Russia was created…

This same year, 1718, witnessed the greatest benefits to Peter's subjects--in general improvements, in the establishment and perfecting of manufactures, in the construction of canals, and in the development of commerce. An extensive commerce was established with China through Siberia, and with Persia through Astrakan. The new city of Petersburg replaced Archangel as the seat of maritime intercourse with Europe.

… Peter was now the arbiter of Northern Europe…

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What were the great achievements of Peter? 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What made those achievements impressive, in the eyes of Voltaire, considering the past history and context of Russia?


4. ( Determine the Truth ) How can this be used to argue Frederick/Peter was the “Greatest”? Not the “greatest”? 












Part Two: Thesis
1. Define what makes a ruler “Great”. 




2. Write a 1-2 sentence thesis with specific historical points.
a. In this thesis, you must necessarily repeat the question of the packet, and explain who was the greatest - Peter or Frederick. 
b. This can either be a basic thesis, which takes one side over the other, or a complex thesis that would acknowledge the flaw of one while arguing for the more important successes, etc.  
i. Meaning, you might argue there were certain aspects (i.e., social, economic, etc.) that are great about one ruler, but other ways in which he was flawed. However, you still must say who overall was the greatest, albeit you have established a degree of nuance/complexity.
c. You should include a counter argument against an expected attack on one of your positions, or for one of your weaker positions after your thesis and state that in your introduction after your thesis. 
THESIS:
















COMPLEX THESIS 

There are a few simple tricks to take a basic thesis and add complexity. You can usually make a basic thesis complex by doing one of the following:

→ Use the “although/because” format
→ create a hierarchy of significance
→ connect to a larger trend

EXAMPLES: 

Basic: The Reformation was caused primarily by political ambition as rulers used the opportunity to undermine the Pope to their own advantage. 

Complex: Although earlier reformers like Luther and Calvin focused primarily on religious changes, citing abuses by the Catholic Church and the need for emphasis on justification by faith alone, religious reformation became more widespread as it was used primarily to serve political purposes by both national monarchs and local nobles and princes.

**How? Explains another issue that was a cause but claims that political ambition became the most significant cause over time and most contributed to the spread of the Reformation**

Basic: European Imperialism was caused by a desire to expand political influence, Social Darwinist ideas, and economic interests. 

Complex: Although Social Darwinism was given as an excuse for European Imperialism, the true motives were to pursue US political and economic interests abroad in the pursuit of empire.

**How? Takes basic list and adds analysis that one “cause” was an excuse while another cause was the true, direct cause.**

Basic: Absolutism in France under Louis XIV differed from the Constitutional Monarchy in England as the Stuarts had limits to their power and the “Sun King” did not.

Complex: There were more limits on the Constitutional Monarchs in England than the Absolutists in France, but both the Stuarts and the “Sun King” believed in ideas of “divine right” and tried to limit the powers of their nobles. 

**How? Does not just CONTRAST the characteristics of the political systems but also COMPARES how they were similar.**

Basic: By the end of the 19th century, conditions for workers in cities improved dramatically due to the rise of unions and reform movements. 

Complex: By the end of the 19th century, conditions for workers in cities improved dramatically due to the rise of unions and reform movements. However, a significant gap between the rich and poor continued throughout the period even as the middle class expanded.

**How? Explains both CHANGES & CONTINUITIES, not just a change.** 






Part Three: Summarize Evidence and Confront Counterargument
Instructions: Your group will through the presentation outline on the following pages:
1. Create a clear and interesting contextualization.
a. Meaning: This is like the Star Wars text crawl. You want to catch the audience’s attention, and then get them caught up on what’s going on in this time period. When giving a presentation, you should never assume your audience knows  the background and time of what you’re talking about. 
2. Write/Outline your thesis on the previous page in the speech outline. 
a. Example: See handout “Complex Thesis”. and Part 2 for more details. 
3. Summarize supporting evidence from all the sources (which are to be parenthetically referenced), and explain in detail the reasoning for their points. 
a. You must also incorporate at least 1 substantial reference to notes we discussed in class as part of your evidence. 
4. FINALLY, you must also explain why a possible counter-argument is incorrect, which too must be rooted in the sources. 




	Contextualization







Thesis / Points









Point 1

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence























Point 2

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence

















Point 3 (if necessary)

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence


















Acknowledge and Defend Against Counterargument

1. State Counterargument


2. Defend











Concluding Statement:
























Part Four: Presentations. Each team will present and share their position with the class. Each member will be assigned a portion of Part Three to go over. The listeners will mark each box with a 1 (None at all), 2 (Little or Barely),  3 (Somewhat), 4 (Mostly), or 5 (Yes, perfect).

	Did they have a clear context and thesis with specific points that acknowledged a counterargument? Did they clearly enumerate their points and transition well between points? Did they have a clear conclusion?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did they use at least 6 of the sources for the two sections they focused on and have at least 1 substantial reference to notes? Did they strengthen their argument through corroboration, or combining documents that support their conclusion, and combating documents that rejected their conclusion clearly?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did each speaker speak clearly? Have adequate volume? Have good eye contact? Avoid too many “ums”? Use proper tone, pace, and language throughout? Did the team equally divide parts?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did they seem to properly understand and interpret each text rightly, in alignment with their argument? Did they acknowledge authorship and use context in their historical argument and discussion of documents, or ignore the surrounding context?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	In turn, did they include a possible counterargument in their discussion, and strongly defend against one raised by a peer / teacher?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 



Total Points for GA, T1: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GA, T2: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GB, T1: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GB, T2:  _________ out of 25


