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Ilincymok

¥ cBoill okcgopachKil momoBimi m.3. «SJK posmrmIncs
ponn: Kuniscbka Mutpomoiis, Ilapropoaceka IlaTpispxis, i
rene3a Bepecreficbkoi Ymii», m-p Bopuc I'ymssik, Buxiagad
Inctutyty iM. Mutp. Angpes IlenTuumbkoro, i THPEKTOp
Incrutyty Icropii LlepkBu y JIbBoOBi, posrismae ictopuune
10 YHii Hanmpukinmi 16-ro crotriTrs.

ABTOp mepille 3’sICOBYE€ paHHE CIIBBiTHOLIEHHS MiX
Hapropogom i KuesBom, Big 3acHyBanHs KwuiBchkoi
MuTtpomomaii mo cuTyalii micJs MOHIOJICbKOI HaBaJdH, KOJH
Ilapropoy CrIpHsB MOCKOBCHKHM IIPETEHCiAM HEpPIKATH E€IHHE
[EepKOBHE YIPAaBIiNHA HaX yciMa CXiZHIMH CJIOB’SIHaMH, IO
COPHYHIHIO JesKe TepTd cepel UEPKOBHHX YHHHHKIB
JIntoBchkoro KusizipcTaa.

Kuiscbky Murtpomonilo MmomiIeHO BHACTigOK
Onopenrificekoi Yuii, Ha «BHIMy # HHmMY» Pycs. Ile
MOYaTOK MOCKOBCHKOI MHTpomoxii sk de dakmo
aprokedanpnoi. I'pannni KniBcbkoi MuTtpomomii sk Takoi,
Bim 1458 p. mo Bepecreficbkoi YHii cmiBmagamm 3 MexXaMmu
ITonscuko-JInToBevkoi Hepxkasu. Ilicna dmopenTifichkoi YHil
Kuiscbki MHTpOMOMHTH ILIe KiTbKa MECATHIITh cTapanmncs
IepskaTi 3B’130K AK 3 IlapropomoM Tak 3 Pumom.

Typeubka HeBoJ He mo3Boasta llaproponchkii
IaTpispxii namexno omikyBaTHcs KuiBchkoio IlepkBoro, sfKa
TaKO3X 3a3Hala HeaOHAKHX TpYAHOINIB 3i CTOpoOHH
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PHMOKATOMHIBKHX IEpXaBHHX BJIacTell. Y Ipyrill moJoBHHI
16-ro cromitrs KuiBcbka MuTtpomonis 3 pi3HHX HOpHYHH
cToslyla HaL OpraHizanifiHol0 Ta MOpPaJbHO-KYJILTYPHOIO
mpomacTio. B ocTanHiX EECATHIITTAX ObOrO CTOPiYUA
MMOYNHAEThCS Jesike BigpomkeHHs B KuiBchkifi MuTporrodii,
0co0JHBO 4Yepe3 MisbHicTh OpaTCB, JApyKapeHb, Ta 4Yepes
BiIHOBJIEHE 3alliKaBJICHHS IPEIBKOI0 CIIAJUHHOIO.

1589 p. wornpumicsani Bigigmunm Kuiscbkoi
Mutpomourii Ilapropogchkum IlaTpispxom Epemieio
OpHYNHIIacs O IMOABiiinoi peakiii. 3 OXHOI CTOPOHH IOrO
ininisTuen cxpimmmn Kunisenky IlepkBy, ame 3 mpyroi Bonn
OCislIN  HEe3rogy MiXX CaMHMH €ENHCKONMaMH Ta MixX
iepapxiero a wMupsimamMu. B gomaTky g0 1bOrO
pedopmMaTOpchbKHIT pyx 3i 3axogy modaB MaTH CBOI e€(eKTH B
Mutpononii. Ilounnae BHpHHATH [yMKa, IO 3axigHi
MigXoaMm xo penirifnnx mpo6lieM TOro dYacy MOXKYThb
CTaHOBHTH HaHe(eKTHBHilly po3B’sA3KYy A MpoGieM
Kuiscbkoi Llepksu.

Y 1590-ux pokax emnckomnu KniBchkoi MuTtpomourii
OOIHCKYTOBYIOTh Ta HPHIOTOBISIOTHCSA OO AKOich (opmm
noegnanusa 3 PuMom. ¥ cepii 3asaB emuckomaTty 3 IHX pOKiB
9acTO BHPHHAE MHTAHHSA E€PETHUYHHX CEKT, AKi 3arpOoXKyIOThb
Iepxsi Ta mpotn xorpux Ilapropomcbka IlaTpispxis ne mae
HaJIeXHOoI JomoMoru. Biragukiu coucyloTh psAj IEpeLyMOB
IUTS 3aKJIOYEHHs LIEPKOBHOTO MOETHAHHSI, 30CEPEIKYIOUNCh
ocobaHBO Haj BHMOrown 36epertu mimicuicts IlepkBu Ta ii
JiTypriuno-o6psamosoi cmaguiuud. Bimuysum, mo Moxe 6yTn
cupotuB 3i crtoponn ['pempkoi IlepkBu, TBopmi Ynii
BKJIAJalOTh CEpEl CBOIX IEPEIyMOB BIMOTLH IIpO 3aIl€BHEHHS
oboponn 31 cCcTOpOHH J[ep>KaBH Iepej] 3axomaMi
apropoacskoi ITaTpisipxii. Basxknnm Texx 6ymo moOHTHCS Bix
Kopouss abcomoTHOi piBHOCTH MiX PpyCbKHMH a
JAaTHICLKHMH €MHCKONaMH, BKJIIOYHO 3 MIiCHfAMH B COMMI.
Li sBumorn e obwmpiime po3po6ieno B 33-0X apTHKYIaX
omobpennx ciMoMa pPyChbKHMH €NHCKONAMH H4 OCTaHHLOMY
cuHoni mepen ymiero, B 4epBHi 1595 p. Bocenm Toro poxy
ernuckonu Ilorift i Tepmeubpkuit mepex ITamoro KianmerToMm
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VII Bussuan Bigmanmicte Kuiscbkoi IlepkBu Pumchkomy
ITami.

IToegnanus KuiBcsbkoi Murpomonii 3 Pumom
3aTBepa’XeHo mmig dac cobopy B Bepecrti 6-10 >xoBTs 1596
p., MHTPONOJHTOM i II'ATbMa €NICKOmaMH. Bogmnougac
BimOyBaBcsa cobop MpaBOCTaBHHX Ha JPYroMy KiHIII TOro K
MmicTa.

ABTOp 3aKJIOUy€ CBOIO [IOIMOBiIb 3aKIHKOM [0
cyBOopoi 00’€KTHBHOI OLiHKH Iliei Tak KOHTpoBepcCiliHol
mofii. 3a 9acTo 3BOTHTLCS BCe JO IMOJEMiKH, 06OPOHH CBOIO
cranoBnma, i T.m. [[{o6 BigHOBUTH 3B’A3b Mix IlepkBoio-
maTip’to B Ilapropomi a IlepkBoro-moukoro B Kuesi micis
9OTHPHOX CTOJITh Biguy>XeHHs Oyae Helerko. TpebGa
crapaTHcsi NPHATH MO CHUTBHHX 3aKJIo9elb PO MIHyJe,
1106 MOTTH pa3oM OyZyBaTH MalibyTiHE.

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.! From the time of Volodimer and
the establishment of Christianity in Rus' at the end of the tenth
century, the Kievan Metropolitanate? 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 Kievan
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 "Kievan
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 Byzantino-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:
"metropolités Kygevou, hypertimos kai exarchos pasés rusias," F. Miklosich
and 1. Miiller, Acta patriarchatus Constantinopolitani, 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 Kievan
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



