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Y ecmammi npoananizosano nayrkosuii dopobox omysa Muxaina 3ybpuyvkozo (1856-1919) 3 eusuennus
yepkoeroi icmopii ma penicitinoi npobremamuxu. Aemop usHauae npobremamuxy 0ocaioxcenv omys Muxaina
uepes aHaliz 1020 HAYK08o-nyoaiyucmuyHux npays. Koncmamosarno, wjo ceoi naykogi docniodxcenns in 6ydysas
HA4 OCHOBI OQHUX €NAPXIANbHUX MA OeKAHAMCbLKUX apxigie ma Oibniomek a MAaKoxC 32i0HO BIACHUX CHO-
cmepeoicenb. Biosnaueno, wjo Haykosi Hanpayrto8anHs ciio YMOGHO pO30LIUMU HA Mpu RIOZpYynu: apxeoepagpiyHi,
ananimuyni ma icmopuuni. JJo nepwioi epynu npaye Hanexcamv nyoOnikayii apxieHux OOKyMeHmie ma mame-
pianie, 30Kkpema HU3KYy YepKOGHUX aKkmie ma OQIiYitiHux OOKYMeHmis, 00 0pyeoi — GUCBIMICHHS YEPKOGHUX 8I0-
HOCUH, 63AEMUH MIJIC CEAUWCHHUKAMU MA MIJIC GIPYIOUUMU MA CEAUWEHHOCLYICUMENAMY, GiIONOBIOHO 00 MPemboi
2PYNU HANeHCAMb NPayi ICMOPULHO20 3MICIY, Y AKUX amop nodas eidomocmi 3 icmopii yepxeu 6 I anuuuni ma
CYCIOHIX mepumopiil a makodic icmopii oxpemux napoxii Kkpaio. Bcmanoeneno apxeocpaghiuny ma icmopuymy
YiHHICMb GIOHAUOEHUX MAMEPIanie, SAKi € SHAUYWUM 0AHCEePEeNOZHABYUM MAMEPIANoM Y 00CTIONCEHHT YePKOBHOT
icmopii ma npooremamuxu I anuuunu.

Biosnaueno, wo necamusnum sguuwem 6 yepkoguux cnpaeax Hanpuxinyi XIX — nowamxy XX cm. ma
icmopii omeyb Muxaiino 86axicas MOCK8OQIIbCME0 ma nepexoou epomad na aamuncokux oopad. Hazonoweno,
Wo Ha 1020 OYMKY, ye Hece 3azpo3y 0/l €OHOCI PYCbKO20 HAPOOY, a MAKodiC He Cnpusc 1o2o pozsumxy. Cnio
HA2ONOCUMU, HAPOOO3HABEYL OOHOYACHO CMABAS HA 3AXUCH CilbCbKO20 OYXOBEHCMEA, npome, KPUMUKYe ix 3a
CabKutl 38 30K i3 MiCYeBUM HACeNeHHAM MAd He aKMUGHICMb Y epOMAOCHLKO-KYIbMYpHill pobomi. Biosnauumo,
o 00CHIOHUK HeOOCMAMHbO KPUMUYHO Ni00a6a8 aHANi3y GUKOPUCMAHI OOKYMEHMU, a 30ilCHIO8A8 MIlbKU iX
nybnikayii. 3azHauaemocs, wo O0aHa Memamuka auule YacmKO80 GUCEIMNEHA Y HAYKOBUX HANpaylo6aHHIX
GIMYUSHAHUX MA 3aPYOINCHUX OOCTIOHUKIS.

Knrouosi cnosa: Muxaiino 3yopuyvkuil, yepkea, Mockeo@itbcmeo, enapxis, ceswenux, Cmasponieis,
0YX08€HCMBO.

Formulation of the problem. A separate page in the scholarly work of the well-known
Ukrainian ethnographer Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi i (1856-1919) was devoted to the study of the
history of the church and the coverage of the daily life of the clergy. As a priest, he had access to
diocesan libraries and archives, allowing him to process ancient materials that he subsequently
published on the pages of scholarly journals of that time.

An analysis of the main research of publications. Church history in the study of Priest
Mykhailo Zubrytskyi has been poorly studied until recently, so today there is no generalizable work
in Ukrainian historical and ethnological science in which his research activity is analyzed. However,
the work of Ukrainian researchers Hryhorii. Demian and Andrii Zaiarniuk and the Canadian scientist
Frank Sysin should be singled out, in which they partially analyze the publications of the natural
scientist on this problem.

As the Ukrainian researcher G. Demian rightly noted, this work of the natural scientist was
skillfully used to encourage his colleagues to patriotic work®.

! Jlem’ssr T. ManoBizomi cTopinku »uTTs i HaykoBoi mpari Muxaiina 3y6pumpkoro. 3anucku HTIL. Ipayi
cexyii emnoepagii ma gporvknopucmuxu. 1992. T. CCXXIIL C. 181.
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Setting objectives. The purpose of the article is to review and analyze the scientific
achievements of Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi i in the study of church history.

Presenting main material. On the basis of archival materials, priest M. Zubrytskyi i issued a
large number of documents concerning the clergy and parishes of the region under his own name®.
Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi’s publications on church history and the problems of the church, in our
opinion, should be conditionally divided into three groups: archeographic, analytical and historical.

The first group of publications of the researcher should include works of archaeographic
content, in which priest Mykhailo published documents and materials on the history of the church and
church problems, found in decanal and diocesan archives and libraries.

Among the valuable documents found by priest M. Zubrytskyi i is the “Chronicle of
Stavropygy™, the original of which is in the funds of the Institute of Literature of the National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine — Stavropigian University (since 1788).

A considerable array of documents and correspondence of priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi i was
published on the occasion of the opening of deanery and parish libraries for the years 1825-1854",
which contained almost as much of his own analysis as the publication and summation of documents®,
as well as the state of the Greek Catholic clergy at the peak of its Polonization in Galicia®. As the
Canadian scientist F. Sysin points out, this collection demonstrated the devotion with which the
hierarchy supported the Russian language’. A series of documents were published by a researcher
regarding the refusal of peasants to sign petitions for the return of land to church and parish property.
The scientist found petitions from the villages of Hvizdets, Limna and Khashchov in the Turkiv
region. People “justified the refusal of signatures for fear of betrayal, b. the return of the serfdom™®,

His general interest in the history of education prompted him to publish the documents of a
Galician Greek Catholic dean from the early 19th century®. In the collection “Materials to the cultural
history of Galician Rus XVII and XVIII centuries, collected by M. Zubrytskyi, Jur. Mayor, Eve. Ko-
byletskyi, Iv. E. Levitskyi and Yves. Frank” priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi placed documentary mate-
rials 1oon the history of the school and the first Ukrainian educational society that existed in 1816—
1818™.

Among the archeographic works on this topic should be highlighted the publication of “Sale
of” half “in the village. Skopje in 1592”**. It contains a foundation letter from the village of Skopova,
about the sale of Stanislav Tarnavskyi to Yatskova Telesnitskyi for 266 zI*%, also a list of duties
(natural and labor) performed by the peasants in favor of the priest.

In addition to the case of the sale of a half-family, priest Mykhailo has documented at least
four such cases on the basis of processed documents. The first of which dates from 1637, where

2 3yopurpkuit M. 3i0pani TBopH 1 MaTepianu : y 3 T. / peakoi. ®pank Cucus Ta id. Bua. 2-e, Bunp. JIbsis, 2019.
T. 1 : Haykosi npari. 610 c.

3 Biguin pyxomucuux (ouiB i Tekcronorii lucturyty miteparypu im.T. I IlleBuenxa HAH Yipainu (zami — LT).
®. 3. Ian @panko. Cnp. 3323. 3yopuuskuii [| Xponika CraBponurii. Bunmcku 3 xponiku 3a 1662—1699 pp.
JIpBiB, 17.1X.1841. Pykonuc HEBIIOMOIO PYKOIO MOJIBCHKOI0 MOBOIO. 1 apk.

* 3y6pumpkuii M. Jlekananbhi it mapoxisishi G6i6morexn Ilepemuchkoi emapxii. 3anucku HTIL. 1909. T. XC.
Kn. IV. C. 119-136.

® 3y6pumpkuii M. 3i6pani tBopu i Matepiamu. T. 1. C. 38.

® 3y6pumpkuit M. Tpuanakn 10 ictopii pycekoro gyxosenctsa B Iammunni in 18201853 pp. 3anucku HTILI.
1909. T. LXXXVIII. Ku. II. C. 118-150.

" 3y6puubknit M. 3i6pani TopH i marepianu... T. 1. C. 38.

8 3y6pumpkuit M. TTapoxisHH BiIMOBIIOIOTH MiMICIB HA TETHINIO POTHB BiZOOPAHS HEPKOBHUX i MAPOXisih-
HUX 1i0p B 1848 p. [nomaTok: opuriHainbHi TeKCTH JOKyMeHTiB]. 3anucku HTLI. 1904. T. 57. Ku. 1. C. 6-8.

% 3y6purmkuii M. 3i6pani Topu i matepiami. T. 1. C. 38; 3y6pumpkuii M. Tlepexix pychkoi rpoMay Ha JTaTHH-
ceKuid 00psin (nonuck 3 Crapocambipuinm). [ino. 1907. 28 motoro (13 mapta). U. 47. C. 2.

10 3yopuipkuit M. 3i0pani TBopu i Marepianu : y 3 1./ peakon. @pank Cucus (ronosa) Ta in. 2016. JIeBis. T. 2 :
Martepianu o 6iorpadii. 616 c.

1 3yopurpkuit M. [Ipomaxa “momiBctBa” B ¢. Cxonoi 1592 p. 3anucku HTII. 1898. T. XXV. Ku. V. C. 1-2.

12 3y6puupkuii M. J{0GpoificTBO MOMBCHKOT IIISAXTH IS PYCHKOI LEPKBH i PyCHKOro ayxoBeHctsa. [ino. 1902.
10 (23) rpynus. U. 275. C. 1; 11 (24) rpyaus. 4. 276. C. 1-2.
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Vladyslav Zelensky sold Ivanov in Zalich for 200 zt."®, the next case of the sale of the insurgency took

place in 1642, according to which Martin Krasitsky sold the insult to Mikhailov in Hirina for 400 zt.*.
In 1650, the third such incident occurred. In Rushelchichi for 400 zi., A sale was made to Felician
Grokhovsky by Gregory Timkovich®. And in the last case of the sale of the half-breed the researcher
recorded in 1668 for 150 zt. Nikolay Firley in Grechpol sold Vasyl Paslavsky™. Priest Mykhailo
emphasized that “the sale of the half-breed was common in Poland”"".

On the basis of the book “Acta revisionis ecclesiarum intra decanatum...””, priest Mykhailo
Zubrytskyi i published materials on the situation of the clergy and churches. The author points out that
the number of parishes decreased “by that time there were 30, but now there are no 10”*°. The reason
for this, he pointed to the transition of the population to the Latin rite and the decline of “spiritual”. On
the basis of the sources, the author described the duties of the peasants for the benefit of the priests in
different villages of the region (Pnovnichi, Bakhiv, Rushelchichi, Sinnin, Riplin)?°. The arbitrariness
of Polish and insulted landowners, the onslaught of the Roman Catholic clergy, poverty and the feudal
dependence of the peasantry — all the information submitted by the scientist, according to G. Demian,
led to the gradual degradation of part of the Ukrainian priests®.

A series of documents on the history of local clergyin the XVI century collected by priest My-
khailo Zubrytskyi, were published on the pages of NTSH Notes?. The paper contains documents of vil-
lage parishes, namely: Zamikhiv, Khyryna, Rushelchychi, Grechpil, Yatkovichi, Dubkovychi (now the
territory of the Polish Republic)®, as well as the position of the clergy and relations with peasants, etc.

To the greatest achievements of Priest Mykhailo in the history of religion in the nineteenth
century and religious relations between Galicia and the Ukrainian lands within the Russian Empire are
the publication of letters from the Galician priestly family from under Mshanets, which in the 70’s of
the XIX century moved to the Kholmshchyna?. Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi published letters from the
priest S. Salvitsky to the priest A. Nazarevich in Mshanka with information about the transition of part
of the clergy from Galicia to the Holm region went at the end of the 60s and in the first half of the 70s
of the last century, the Russian clergy from Galicia to the Hill to convert their Uniates to
Orthodoxy”?.

The second group of ecclesiastical researcher’s works is analytical content. In them, Priest
Mykhailo Zubrytskyi analyzed church relations, information about priests, relationships between ordina-
ry people and clergy, as well as the place of the clergy in the historical events of the nineteenth century.

One of the first works of a researcher on church topics called “Notes in the Servant printed in
1666% was published in 1889 on the pages of the newspaper “Zoria” in 1889. The content of the
article reflects information about priests, their appointments and changes, data on marriages and deaths

918

B 3yopurpkuit M. J106poaificTBO MOIBCHKOT IUIAXTH JJIs1 pPYCHKOi IIEPKBHU 1 pyChKOTO TyXoBeHCTBa... C. 1.

Y Tam camo. C. 1.

5 Tam camo. C. 1.

16 Tam camo. C. 1.

Y Tam camo. C. 1.

18 Acta revisionis ecclesiarum intra decanatum Pruchnicensem comsistentium. Item inventaria, decreta refor-
mationum circa eandem revisionem, ac decreta controversiarum continentia. Per me Danielem Zatwarnicki,
ejusdem loci Decanum anno Domini 1765 die 9 Januarii compleri coepta.

19 3y6pumpkuit M. 3Ham061 1S XapaKTePHCTHKH KUTTS CBITCHKOTO I. KaT. JyXOBeHCTBA B I'amumpkiii Pyci B
XVIII B. Mamepianu oo xkyaemyproi icmopii I aruyvxoi Pycu XVII i XIX 6ixy, 3iopani Mux. 3yopuyskum, FOp.
Keimom, Is. Kobuneyvkum, Is. E. Jlesuyokum i Is. @panxom | min penakuiero Isana ®panka. 1902. C. 18.

20 Tam camo. C. 23.

2! Jlem’strr . ManoBizomi cTOpiHKM sKHTTS i HayKoBOi npari Muxaiina 3ybpumpkoro... C. 181,

2 3yopunbkuit M. Kinbka qoKyMeHTIB 110 icTopii citbehbkoro ayxoBenctsa B [anmmaunai XVII-XVIII BB. 3anucku
HTII. 1903. T. LI. Ku. 1. C. 2-12.

2 Tam camo. C. 4.

24 3y6pumpkuit M. 3i6pani tBopu i Matepianu. T. 1. C. 37-38.

2 3yopurpkuit M. [Nanuneki csimennku B Xonmuuai. 3anucku HTI. 1908. T. LXXXIV. Ku. IV. C. 174.

% 3y6puubkuit M. 3amucku B CryxebHuKy medataniM 1666 poky. 3ops. 1889. 1 (13) mummsa. Y. 13 i 14.
C. 322-234.
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of different persons. Priest Mykhailo pointed to the great value of church history, since “the shematism
of the peremiskoi diocese of the years 1877, 1879 and 1880 avenged a large number of literacy”?’.

In The Right Prizes of Priests, Priest Mykhailo focuses on the difficult socio-economic situa-
tion of priests who have no protection from the local secular intelligentsia. The researcher emphasized
that the priests did little work for the people’s cause: “If all the priests had united together and worked
together for the good of their people, the Russian cause would soon go to the front”?. At the same
time, he expressed his dissatisfaction with the election of the priests to the deeds, stating that “the
present right is quite bad, because it seeks to please the uncle, and the peasants must remain silent.
This is no wonder, because this right was established and approved by the uncles”?.

Particularly valuable is the publication of priest Mykhailo Zubritskyi about Bishop Ivan
Snegursky, who was called “by far the greatest bishop of the Diocese of Peremogy”® through his
active work and struggle for the Ukrainian people. The scientist analyzed the works dedicated to the
memory of the bishop. Among such works, he distinguished the following works: priest Ivan
Naumovich and priest Justine Zhelekhovsky. The researcher himself points out that “this was a living
man, who was deeply moved by the disgust of working sincerely for the renewal and revival of his so
very unhappy people™.

The scientist published the relations between the peasants and the monks of the Lavra
Monastery in the Dilo newspaper. Priest Mykhailo states that “though they have great expanses of
land, they enter into a dispute with the peasants about the land”*?. The monks support the elder, but the
local Hrytsak family opposes giving the land to the monks. The family was sentenced to prison for
this. The researcher also submitted the Starostin decision on this situation in the publication®,

Publication “Letter from priest Lomnitsky from Kromerizh in 18487 priest Mykhailo
submitted materials to characterize the impact of the revolutionary events of 1848 on the outlook and
actions of the Ukrainian clergy in Galicia, its national consciousness®.

To the third group of publications of priest Mikhailo, include the work in which he provided
historical information on the history of the church in Galicia, the history of individual parishioners of
the land and more.

A separate part of priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi dedicated the history of a separate religious
community — a parish, a scholar published a note in the newspaper “Dilo” for 1895, also in
“ZNTSh”*. An example of such a community were the Lopushnitsa parish in the Dobromyl district
and the Ripnik parish in the Korosnia Deanery. In the first parish, the scientist mentioned two priests:
priest Vladislav Pope (from 1850 to 1871), priest Vasyl Bachynsky (from 1873 to 1894)*'. Describing
each of them, the ethos scientist points out: “While you were a parish priest, priest Dad, everything
was going fine. Powder draws all to sobriety, and when anyone is drunk, have to buy beer in the
church under the church”...“people drank some of the vodka at least™*. He stressed that everything
changed for the new gunpowder. “Bachinsky often does not brave anything for the services of a
parochial, and when it is brave, it is very small, but it is not very busy with its parishioners. The

27 3y6pumpkuit M. 3amucku B C1yxeGHUKY medaTaniM 1666 poxy. 3ops. 1889. 1 (13) mumust. Y. 13 i 14. C. 233.
28 3yopurpkuit M. [IpaBo npuseHTH ChBAIECHHUKIB. hambkiswuna. 1895. 16 (28) weprus. Y. 11, 12. C. 87.
2 Tam camo. C. 88.
%0 3yopunpkuii M. II’sTnecara piununsg cmeptu O 1. enmckona IBana CHirypebkoro. Hammcas Muxaiino
3yopunpkwuii. Jino. 1897. 7 (19) mas. 1. 102. C. 1.
3! Tam camo. C. 1.
%2 3y6purpkmii M. 3 Crapomickkoro muuryts Ham: TIpEKpi BiTHOCHHN maHyi0Th B ceiti JIaBPOBi MesKH 1aBPiBCh-
KHMH MOHa3aMHu a censtHami... fino. 1901. 22 motoro (7 mapra). U. 42. C. 2.
% Tam camo. C. 2.
3 3y6pumpkmii M. TTiceMo o. Jlomummpkoro 3 Kpomepika 1848 p. 3ops. 1888. 1 (13) mucromaa. U. 21. C. 358-359.
% Jlem’sin . Manosizomi cTopisku xuTTs i HaykoBoi mpaui Muxaiina 3y6pumpkoro... C. 182,
% 3yopunpkuit M. IMapoxist Jlomymauns B JloOpomunbebkiM moBiTi. [fino. 1895. 14 (26) xostas. Y. 231. C. 1-2;
3yopunbkuii M. Kanoniunuit ormsin napoxii Pimauk B KopocHsiaeskim nexanari B ['annuuni B 1870 p. 3anucku
HTII. 1912, T. CVIL. K=u. I. C. 119-128.
37 3y6pumpkuit M. Tlapoxis Jlonyumums B Jlo6poMiIbehKiM oBiTi... C. 1.

Tam camo. C. 1.
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church began to fall, people had no place to go. The parishioners did not hear the sermons and
teachings of the church outside the church, rarely when they came together, and when anyone
appeared, he was sent to the prison”®. In a letter to the editorial office of the Dilo newspaper, Priest
Mykhailo said that he himself saw the situation in the parish, and also heard something from people™.
Concerning the second parish — Ropnik, the ethnographer publishes materials on its review, the con-
fession of the peasants about the beating of the nobleman Grabkovskyi local priest, etc*. Summarizing
the inteLIzigence data, the author stated that “it will be a precaution for people to work more over the
people™™.

In his reports, articles, speeches of priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi defended the clergy. The radi-
cal congress of 1897 in Lviv, where priests received the most negative feedback, was no exception. He
emphasized, “the gradual people did not once and not two grumble about the intolerance of the church
and its servants; more than one did not like the fact that the church had summoned other people who
thought differently, and that they pursued and heartlessly pursued it”™**. At the congress, “priests” was
called the greatest misfortune of our peasants, and with this opinion the researcher disagreed and cited
the following: “the lack of peasants for years will not give a crusader to keep the priest”*. He also
protected the priests from being unable to preach Marx and Lassalle in the church.

The scientist praised the activity of priest Grytsykevych, giving him the following charac-
teristic: “This is not an evil priest and would gladly help the people’s cause™. Also, such priests
include Priest Jaworski, who, according to Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi, was “a man of resolute and
kind Rusyn™*, emphasizing his skillful cultural and political activities*’.

In one of the following articles, Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi reproached the secular Ukrainian
intelligentsia: “the Russian, especially the secular intelligentsia, do not have the least influence on the
lower strata of the Russian population® and the clergy “are more in contact with the people from
their official duties, and those who live in the countryside converge even more with their parishio-
ners”*, about poor communication with the masses. The researcher also submitted a letter to Bishop
Snigurski (1846), who defended himself against Polish chauvinists. The author summed up “the most
spiritual men come to battle, earnestly labor for the good of their people”® and “a capable priest can
become the focal point of the whole village of the parish™".

Priest Mykhailo criticized priest Mykhailo Pruhnitsky of Turka in one of his publications®. He
emphasized that the priest, apart from purely ecclesiastical affairs, did not engage in social and cultural
work among the population of Turks and Melnychny. The researcher emphasized that “it would be
good for other intelligent forces, especially priests, to take up work”®,

% 3yopurbkuit M. Iapoxis Jlonymrauis B JJo6pomMiibChbkiM moBiTi... C. 1.
171 @. 100 (beneii I. M.). On. 36. 1704. (3yopurskuii Muxaiino. Jluct mo penakuii razetu “Jlino”. MiaHers.
23. X. 1895 p. aBrorpad), 1 apk.
" 3y6purpkmii M. Kanoriurmii ormsi mapoxii Pinank B KopocHsiHebKiM ekanati B Nammausi B 1870...
2 JI. @. 100. Ox. 36. 1704. Apx. 1.
4 3yopunpkuii M. [leski 3aMIiTKH HaJ Hapagamu pagukaniB Ha 3’1311 y JIeBoBi. (ITucemo 3 cema). [Jino. 1897.
13 (25) xoBtHa. Y. 232. C. 1.
* Tam camo. C. 1.
* I ®. 100 (Bemeit 1. M.). Ox. 36. 1701 (3yGpuuskuit Muxaiino. Jluct 1o [....]. Mmaseus. 3.XI. 1894 p.
aBtorpad). Apk 2.
“® JI. ®. 100 (Bexeit I. M.). Ox. 36. 1709 (3y6puubkuii Muxaiino. Jluct 1o pexakwii razer “Jlino”. MimaHes.
11.IX.1896 p. aBTorpad). Apk 1.
" TJ1. ®. 100 (Bexeit I. M.). Ox. 36. 1703 (3y6puubkuii Muxaiino. JIuct 1o pexaxiii raseru “Jlino”. MimaHes.
7.X. 1895 p. aBrorpad). Apk 1; IJI. ®@. 100 (bener I. M.). Oxn. 36. 1710 (3yOpunpkuiit Muxaiino. Jluct mo
penakmii razetn “Jlino”. Mmanenp. 13.XI1.1896 p. aBrorpad). 2 apk.
*® 3y6puubknii M. B icropii Hepas meimo mosroproe csi. Jino. 1902. 29 mas (11 uepsrs). U. 119. C. 1.

Tam camo. C. 1.
%0 Tam camo. C. 2.
5 3yopurpkuit M. 3b cena (Jleski ranku 10 po3Baru HamuMm marypuctam). Jino. 1895. 22 munus (3 ceprHs).
Y.162.C.2
52 3yopurpkuit M. [Tucemo 3 Typku koo Xuposa. /Jino. 1902. 8 (21) ciuns. Y. 6. C. 2.

Tam camo.
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Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi was particularly negative about Moscow philosophers. The
researcher condemned the actions of the Moskophiles priests Roman Krushynskyi of Leninka and
Dmitry Marchak of Golovetskyi, stating that they were writing documents in Polish, and that the only
one who was writing in Russian was Fr. Ivan the Economic, the gunner in Galivka>. Under the very
title of the publication Moskophiles on the Services of Poland, he noted that the Moskophiles priests
“pecame Polish patriots and forgot entirely about their” Russian “patriotism”°. He praised the activity
of Priest Prelat Voytovich, who, as a member of the district school council, “did not care about the
science of Russian™®, and because of such activities of one person, “young thanks come out with pure
analphabets™’. Priest Mykhailo Zubritsky positively covered the activity of Bishop Sylvester
Sembratovich, who was “so unloved by Muscophiles” who performed “low revenge” on the priest™.

In one of his publications, the researcher stated the reasons for the loss of respect for clergy
among people. He attributed to them, above all, the activities of the priests themselves™. The scientist
argued that the priest should deliberately work for the benefit of the community and the entire people,
contribute to raising the conditions and standard of living of the peasant®. It should be added that
1846 was a year of propagation of aticlerical agitation and sentiment, which resulted in the spread of
songs among peasants directed against both priests and landowners®".

The ethnographer’s process of Catholicization of the Ukrainian population of Galicia and the
transition from one rite to another also did not help. In particular, one of these transitions was recorded
and published by priest M. Zubritskyi. The peasants of the Sunday Sambir County “in order to have
their spiritual priest announce the conversion to Latin”%, since “they had only a third Sunday to go to
church, and to the parish church to go far”®,

At the same time, the transition from Roman Catholic rite to Greek Catholic was in every way
prevented by the leadership of the elderly. One such case was published by Priest Mykhailo
Zubrytskyi under the title “Not equal measure™®. In it, the researcher described the fact of a young
man’s transition from a Greek Catholic rite to a Roman Catholic one and a ban on the opposite. The
Sambir Commissioner of Torsk, resorting to a sophisticated interpretation of the legal provisions on
this issue: “for the law knows the transition from religion or belief to another faith, but not from ritual
to ritual of the same faith”®. In the end, Priest Mykhailo successfully summarized this case “from the
Russian rite to the Latin to freely go, because the law does not allow, but the same state law does not
allow to move from the Latin to the Russian rite”®.

In one of priest Mykhailo Zubritsky drew attention to such a phenomenon as pilgrimage. In
particular, he gave an example of a pilgrimage of people from Rus to Calvary or Calvary, who were
very popular. This was used by the Franciscan monks, who “conceived at their churches to build
chapels, inheriting the buildings at Calvary and called them also Calvary”®’. According to the records
of a scientist in Galicia there were two such places “one circle Wadowice in Zebrzydow and the other
on Paclav circle Dobromyl”®. In order to increase the number of pilgrims to these places, rumors

> 3y6pumpkuit M. MockBodinu Ha yeyrax nonsumam. Jino. 1902. 15 (28 uepsns). U. 133. C. 3.
% Tam camo. C. 3.
% 3y6pumpkuit M. MockBodinseTso B iepapxii. Jizo. 1903. 27 nagomucta (10 rpyams). U. 268. C. 2.
% Tam camo. C. 2.
%8 3y6pumpkuit M. EnoxansHa npukmouka y MockBodimis. Jizo. 1902. 6 (19) mumas. Y. 148-149. C. 2.
> 3y6pumbkuit M. 3b cerna... C. 2.
% Tam camo. C. 2.
®! Bagprriox A. Imiomn emancumanii. “Bu3BonbHI” mpoekTH i ramumpke ceno B cepexuni XIX. Kuis : Kpurnka,
2007. C. 49.
%2 3yGpuubknit M. Tlepexix pychkoi rpoMajm Ha TaTHHCHKHI 06ps... C. 2.
% Tam camo. C. 2.
64 3yopurpkuit M. He pina mipa. Jirno. 1899. 24 xxoBtHs (6 magonucta). U. 240. C. 1.
Tam camo. C. 1.
% Tam camo. C. 1.
67 3yopurpkuit M. BoromonbsHi moxomu B KanbeBapito, kono JloOpomwis. Bamexiswuna. 1892. 24 nunas
(5 cepmnst). Y. 30. C. 150.
% Tam camo. C. 150.
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spread that “the one on Holy Calvary tortured Jesus Christ”, to which Priest Mykhailo replied: “not on
Patslav, good people, tortured Christ, but on Calvary, the mountain near Jerusalem”®®. Thus, he denied
the “sanctity” of the local Calvary and warned people against ill-advised expenses, because most of
their money (donations and so on) was left to the “shinkar Jews”.

Conclusions. The study found that a lot of space in his studies, Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi
devoted problems and history of the church. His works are rich in archeographic, analytical and
historical content, which covers a variety of pages in the history of the church of Galicia. The
peculiarities of the church relations between the priests themselves and between parishioners and
clergy are highlighted. At the same time, previously unknown pages from the history of individual
parishes in the region have been uncovered. Priest Mykhailo supported and praised the clergy’s socio-
cultural and political activities, but criticized them for not being too active in the community. He
particularly evaluated the activities of Muscophiles and the transitions of communities from one rite to
another. Previously unpublished materials authored by Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi are involved in the
work-correspondence and church chronicles.

The results of the research can be used for further research of church history and issues in
Galicia, with the subsequent involvement of historiographical and source material.

CHURCH HISTORY IN SCIENTIFIC RESEARCHES OF P. MYKHAILO ZUBRITSKYI

Mykola TUHAI
State Higher Educational Institution
“Vasyl Stefanyk Precarpathian National University”,
Department of ethnology and archeology,
Shevchenko St., 57, 76018, lvano-Frankivsk, Ukraine
e-mail: tmikola69@gmail.com

Summary

The article deals with the scientific achievements of Priest Mykhailo Zubrytskyi (1856-1919) in the
study of church history and religious issues. He stated that he had based his research on the data of the diocesan
and deanery archives and libraries, as well as on his own observations. It is noted that scientific work should be
conditionally divided into three subgroups: archeographic, analytical and historical. The first group of works
includes the publication of archival documents and materials, including a number of church acts and official
documents the second — the coverage of church relations, relations between priests and between believers and
clergy, according to the third group include works of historical content, in which the author provided
information on history of the church in Galicia and neighboring territories, as well as the history of individual
parishioners of the region.

The archeographic and historical value of the materials found has been established. It is noted that
Priest Mykhailo considered the phenomenon of church affairs and history to be Muscophilic and the transitions
of communities into Latin rites. He believed that this was a threat to the unity of the Russian people and also not
conducive to its development. It should be emphasized that the historian at the same time stood up for the
protection of the rural clergy, but criticized them for their weak connection with the local population and not
active in social and cultural work. Note that the researcher was not critical enough to analyze the documents
used. It is noted that this topic is only partially covered in the scientific work of domestic and foreign
researchers.

Keywords: Mykhailo Zubrytskyi, church, Muscophilism, diocese, priest, Stavropigia, clergy.
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