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IIi,n;cyMOK 
Y CBOffI OKC<!Jop,UCbKifI ,UOIIOBi,n:i II.3. «5IK p03IIJIHJIHCH 

BOHH: Kaiscsxa Marpononia, Ilaproponcsxa Il arpiapxia, i 
reaesa Eepecrencsxoi Ynii», n-p Eopuc (y,n:JHK, snxnana-r 
IncTHTYTY iM. MHTp. Annpea Illerrransxoro, i ,n:npeKTop 
IncTHTYTY Icropli UepKBH y JlhBOBi, poarnxnae icropnxne 
mo Yaii nanpuxinrrl 16-ro cToJiiTTH. 

ABTOp rreprne 3'HCOBY€ panae crrisuinaoureaaa Mi)!( 
Llapr-oponosr i Kueaosr, Bi.U sacuynaana Kaincsxoi 
M1ITpOIIOJiii: JJ:O caryauil nicna MOHroJICbKOl aasana, KOJIII 
Ilapropon crrpuaa MOCKOBChKHM rrperenclax ,n:ep)KaTH ennne 
u;epKOBIIe yrrpaaniuna nan ycixra cxlnuism CJIOB, HHaMH, III.O 
crrpn snrmno ueaxe TepTH cepen u;epKOBHIIX qnHHHKiB 
JIHTOBCbKOro KIIH3iBCTBa. 

Kni:BChKY Mn rp on on ho norrineno aaacn inox 
<Dnope11Ti(1cbKOI Yu ii, na «BIIIII.Y 11 HHIII.Y» Pycs. Lle 
n o a a ro x MOCKOBCbKOI MHTpOIIOJiii: HK oe gjaKmo 
aBTOKeq,aJihHOI. Tpannni KHtBChKOl Mn'rporrorrii HK raxoi, 
Bi,n: 145 8 p. no Bepecrencsxoi Ynii crriananan a 3 Me)KaMH 
I10JihCbKo-Jl11ToBchKOI JJ:ep)KaBH. ITicJIH <DnopenTificbKOl Ynii: 
Kaiscsxi M1ITpOIIOJIIITH III.e xinsxa ,n:eCHTHJiiTh CTapaJIHCH 
nepxcarn 3B'H30K HK 3 Llaproponosr TaK 3 PHMOM. 

Typeusxa neBOJIH ae .U03BOJIHJia Ilaproponcsxin 
Ilarpiapxii HaJie)KHO orrixysaracs KHtBChKOIO UepKBOIO, HKa 
TaKO)K aaaa an a nea6HHKHX TPYJJ:HOIII.iB 3i CTOpOHH 
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pllMOKaTOJIIIU:bKHX ,II,ep)KaBIIHX BJiaCTe1). Y npyriii ITOJIOBIIHi 
l o-ro CTOJiiTIH KH!BCbKa M1ITpOITOJiiH 3 pisunx npu-nrn 
CTOHJia Ha,II, opra11iJau:i1)11010 Ta MOpaJibHO-KYJihTypIIOIO 
rrporracrro. B ocranuix ,II,eCHTIIJiiTTHX usoro cropinna 
rroxnaaersca ,II,eHKe Bi,II,pO,II,)KeHIIH B KH!BChKiii M1ITpOITOJii1, 
oco6mrno sepes ,II,iHJih11icTb fiparca, npyxapens, Ta qepe3 
Bi,II,HOBJieHe aauixasneuan rpeU:hKOIO crra,II,l.lUJI-1O1O. 

1589 p. qon1p1,1MiCHqHi Bi,II,Bi,II,HIIH 
Mn rp orrorr i i Ll apr o pcnc sx a a Il a'rp i a p xora 

KHIBCbKOI 
Cp ere i ero 

rrpn-mnnnacs ,II,O rro,II,sif11101 peaxuii. 3 o,II,1101 croponn fwro 
iuiu:iHTIIBH CKpim1n11 Kni"BChKY UepKBY, arre 3 npyroi aonu 
nocian a nesrony Mi)K CaMHMH €ITHCKOITaMH Ta Mi)K 
ie pa p x i ero a MHpHIIaMH. B ,Il,O,II,aTKY ,II,O us o ro 
perpopraaropcsxm! pyx 3j 3axo,II,y ITO"CJaB MaTH CBOI eqJeKTH B 
M1ITpOITOJii1. Il o s arrae BHpHIIaTl1 ,II,YMKa, uto 3aXi,II,Hi 
rri,II,XO,II,H ,II,O penirutnnx rrporinesr Toro qacy MO)KYTb 
cTaHOBHTH na11ecI>eKTHBHirny po3s'.113KY ,II,JIH nporirresr 
KHi"BcbK01 UepKBH. 

Y 1590-Hx poxax ernrcxorrn KH1BcbK01 Mrrrporronii 
06,II,HCKYTOBYIOTb Ta IlpiffOTOBJIHIOTbCH no HKO!Cb q,opMH 
noejmanna 3 PHMOM. Y cepii 3aHB €ITHCKOITary 3 U:HX poxin 
"CJaCTO BHpHIIa€ ITIJTalllIH epeTll"CJIIHX cexr, HKi 3arpO)KYIOTb 
Ilepxsi Ta rrporn KOTpHx Llaproponcsxa Ilarpiapxls ue nae 
HaJie)KIIOI )];OITOMOrH. BJia,II,HKH CITHCYIOTb p.11,a; rrepenysroa 
)];JI.II 3aKJIIO"CJelllrn u:epKOBI-IOro ITO€,II,HaI-11IH, aoceperoxyroxnci, 
oco6mnio nan BHMoro10 36epeITH uinicnicrs UepKBH Ta 11 
Jiirypri"CJIIO-o6pH,11;0B01 crranumna. Bi,IJ,qyBWH, uto MO)l(e 6yn1 
crrporns 3j c ropoun I'peusxoi UepKBH, raopui Y11il 
BKJia,a;aIOTh cepen cB01x rrepenysrca BHMoru rrpo aarreanenna 
06opo1111 3j cropo nn ,a;ep)KaBu n ep en aa xorta sm 
Llaproponci.xoi Ilarpiapxli. Baxomsr Te)K 6yJio ,a;o611THCH Bi,a; 
KOpOJIH a6COJIIOTIIOI piBHOCTH Mi)K PYC!>KlfMH a 
JiaTJIIICbKHMH €ITHCKOITaMH, BKJIIOqI-1O 3 MiCU:HMlf B cofn-ri. 
Lli BHMorn uie oriumpulure posporineno B 33-ox aprnxynax 
O,II,06pe11Hx ciMOMa PYCbKHMH €1IHCKOIJaMH Ha OCTaHHhOMY 
cnaoni nepen yaiero, B xepani 1595 p. Boceun roro poxy 
enacxorm TI0Tif1 i TepJieU:hKHII rrepen Tiarroro Km1MeHTOM 
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VII B1rnBnm1 ainnanlcri, K111BcbK01 11,epKBH PnMcbKOMY 
Tiarri. 

Il oenn an n a Knincsxoi Mn rporr on ii 3 PHMOM 
aaraeproseao nin qac co6opy B Eepecri 6-10 )KOBTJJ.H 1596 
p., MHTpOITOJIJ1TOM i n ' .HTbMa €ITHCKOITaMH. Bonuon ac 
Bi;:i:6yBaBC.H co6op npaaocnasnnx aa npyroxy xinui Toro )K 
MiCTa. 

ABTOp aaxmoxye CBOIO J:IOITOBiJ:lb 3aKJIHKOM J:10 
cysopoi 06, €KTl1BIIOI OJJ;iJJKH uiei TaK KOHTPOBepci!IHOI 
ITOJ:lll. 3a rracro 3BOJ:IHTbC.H Bee J:10 IJOJieMiKH, o6oponn csoro 
CTaJJOBHlll,a, i T.IJ. I..Uo6 Bi;:JHOBHTH 3B '.H3b Mi)K 11,epKBOIO­ 
MaTip 'IO B Llaproponi a 11,epKBOIO-J:IOqKQIO B Kneai nicna 
'lOTHpbOX CTOJiiTh Bi;:i:qy)Kemrn 6y;:i:e nen erxo. Tpe6a 
CTapaTHCH npnfirn J:10 crri.lJbJJHX aaxmoxens rrpo MHIIyJie, 
ll.1,06 MOITH pa30M 6y;:i:yBaTH Ma1i6yTll€. 

The onset of dialogue between members of the Church of 
Constantinople and her Ukrainian Orthodox spiritual dependents 
on the one hand, and members of the Kievan Church in 
communion with Rome on the other, is a significant ecumenical 
advance, especially when viewed in historical perspective. The 
convening of the "Kievan Church Study Group"-albeit for non­ 
binding, informal consultation-constitutes the most important 
encounter between the Ukrainian Greco-Catholic Church and the 
Patriarchate of Constantinople since the end of the sixteenth 
century. In 1596 most of the hierarchy of the Kievan 
Metropolitanate (at that time coinciding with the Ukrainian and 
Belarusian lands of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth) 
removed itself from Constantinopolitan obedience and submitted 
to papal authority. Through the Union of Brest, the Kievan 
Metropolitan and five of the seven Bishops of his province re­ 
established communion with the Bishop of Rome unilaterally, 
without the blessing of the Constantinopolitan Patriarchate. The 
turn towards Rome constituted a conscious departure from 
Constantinopolitan jurisdiction. Variously interpreted in historical 
and polemical literature, the context of this departure merits re­ 
examination for a better understanding and evaluation, sine ira et 
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studio, of the relations between Kiev and Constantinople as they 
stood four hundred years ago. 

Medieval Background 
The Union of Brest marks a fundamental divide in the 

history of the Kievan Church.1 From the time of Volodimer and 
the establishment of Christianity in Rus' at the end of the tenth 
century, the Kievan Metropolitanate2 was a daughter Church of 
the Patriarchate of Constantinople. The creation of the 
Metropolitanate under Byzantine tutelage was itself the most 
important institutional sign of the official entry of Kievan Rus' 
into Christendom. During the eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth 
centuries, the Kievan ecclesiastical province gradually came to 
encompass the East Slavic lands, thereby bringing them into the 
Byzantine eccelsiastical sphere. Hierarchically subordinated, 
spiritually indebted, culturally dependent, and liturgically united, 

1 The present article is based on the author's recently completed Ph.D. 
dissertation at Harvard University, "Crisis and Reform: The Kiev an 
Metropolitanate, the Patriarchate of Constntinople, and the Genesis of the 
Union of Brest." All interpretations and facts presented here are substantiated in 
detail in the latter work soon to be published. 
2 For the purposes .of terminological consistency, the designation "Kiev an 
Metropolitanate" will predominate in the discussion of the medieval background 
of sixteenth-century developments, despite the fact that for the early history of 
the Church in Ukraine and Belarus the Byzantine sources generally refer to the 
ecclesiastical province using the title "Rus' Metropolitanate"; see John 
Meyendorff, Byzantium and the Rise of Russia: A Study of Byzaniino-Russian 
Relations in the Fourteenth Century (Cambridge, 1981) 75. The title 
"Metropolitan of Kiev and All Rus'" was first used in September 1347 by the 
Emperor John VI Kantakouzenos regarding Metropolitan Theognostos: 
"metropolites Kygevou, hypertimos kai exarchos pases rusias," F. Miklosich 
and I. Millier, Acta patriarchatus Constantinopolltani, vol. 1 (Vienna, 1860) no. 
117, p. 261; no. 119, p. 265. In 1380, the Synod in Constantinople decreed 
that the title of the Rus' Metropolitan should begin with the name of his 
cathedral seat, in keeping with general ecclesiastical tradition, ibid., vol. 2 
(Vienna, 1862), no. 337, p. 17. This title became standard at the time of 
Metropolitan Kypryan (1390-1408); for a discussion of the evolution of the 
Metropolitans' title, see Andrei I. Pliguzov, "On the Title 'Metropolitan of Kiev 
and All Rus'," Harvard Ukrainian Sudies 15 (1991) 340-53. 
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the Kievan Metropolitanate was solidly a part of the greater 
Byzantine Orthodox world. 

While heir to selected aspects of the Byzantine legacy, the 
Kievan realm was open to other influences. Its geographical 
location brought Rus' into contact with the Eurasian steppe, the 
Baltic north, and Catholic West Slavdom through commerce, 
combat and diplomacy. This intercourse, as well as a growing 
sense of political potency, resulted in indigenous desiderata for 
the Rus' polity, society and Church-which could not but be 
reflected in the interaction with Byzantium. Tensions in the 
hieratic relationship between Kiev and Constantinople were 
already evident in the eleventh and twelfth centuries when the Rus' 
disregarded Constantinople's prerogative to select Kievan 
Metropolitans, and installed Metropolitans (Ilarion, 1051-54; 
Klym Smoliatych, 1147-55) without Constantinople's previous 
sanction. Such instances of Rus' ecclesiastical insubordination to 
Constantinople were, however, the exception rather than the rule. 
Despite intermittent relations with the Papacy, the Kiev an 
Metropolitanate, led by Byzantine-appointed hierarchs respecting 
Byzantine imperial policy, continued to rely on the Patriarchate of 
Constantinople. 

The late medieval political restructuring of the borderland 
between Europe and Asia, spurred by the rise of the Mongol 
Empire, affected the constitution of the Kievan Metropolitanate 
and created a new context for its relations with Constantinople. 
Following the decline of Kievan Rus' and the Galician-Volhynian 
principality, during the fourteenth, and the first decades of the 
fifteenth, century, Rus' lands were gradually annexed by the 
neighbouring states, which were on the rise. The Grand Duchy of 
Lithuania was the major beneficiary, progressively absorbing first 
Belarusian lands, then Volhynia and central Ukrainian territories 
on both sides of the Dnieper. After the extinction of its dynasty, 
Galicia fell to the Kingdom of Poland in 1349. During the last 
decades of the fourteenth and over the course of the fifteenth 
century, the northeastern lands of Rus' came increasingly under 
the control of the Muscovite Principality. Thus, the late-medieval 
territory of the Kievan Metropolitanate was divided between three 
states: Lithuania, Muscovy and Poland. It was in the interest of 


