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He left his mark on state control theory and local history research and eventually
fell victim to unjust repression. A thorough examination of M. M. Paviov-Silvansky s
life and work promises to add new dimensions to the early development of legal
research at the All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences and to begin the process of
restoring justice concerning the jurist and his scholarly contributions

The aim of the article. This article seeks to reconstruct the researcher s biography
scientifically, as well as to clarify and assess his scientific legacy.

Results. Utilizing archival and other sources, we have reconstructed the scientific
biography of the researcher. This includes compiling genealogical data on his closest
relatives, characterizing his pre-revolutionary work, detailing his contributions to the
development of academic legal studies, and his influence on the cultural and
educational spheres in Lubny, Poltava region. The study also covers his life and
activities after leaving Ukraine and the circumstances surrounding the unlawfully
initiated criminal case against him.

Conclusion. While M. M. Pavlov-Silvansky may not be ranked among the most
illustrious legal scholars, he was unquestionably a talented scientist, a pioneer who
personally laid the organizational and methodological foundations for further research
of customary law in Ukraine. He offered valuable insights on several aspects of
enhancing domestic state and legal institutions, and made significant contributions to
the cultural and educational prosperity of his hometown, Lubny. Nonetheless, there are
notable gaps in his biography, especially concerning the final years of his life and the
circumstances of his death, which future generations of researchers will need to
elucidate.

Key words: Ukraine, All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences, the Commission of
Customary (folk) Law, History of Jurisprudence, Customary Law, Pavlov-
Silvansky M. M., scientific biography, unlawful repression.
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OESIKI ACMEKTW NPABOCIIABHOI CKITAQOBOI
OEPXABHOIO PEXMMY MOCKOBII (XIV-XVII CT.)

Posanaoaiomvcs Oesxi acnekmu CmanoGienHsa ma iHCMumyyito8anHs npagocias s
ma 1020 ponv y oepocagnomy pesicumi Mockosii. Bucgimmoiomvcs nepulonouamku
MOCKOBCHbKO20 / POCIUCHKO20 NPABOCIA8 s 1l OCHOBHI acnekmu npoyecy Habymms
asmoxeganii mockoscvkoi npasociashoi yepksu (1488) ma ymeopenns mockoscokoeo
nampiapxamy (1589). Buokpemnioromovcs mpu cmadii npoyecy. Pozensaoaromucs 6iono-
6i0HI [deonocemu, 30kpema, asmopcmea Dinoghes (1523—1524) «Mockea — Tpemiii
Pump.

Cmeepooicyemocs, wo cmanogients i po3gumokx MOCKOBCbKO20 Npasocias’s Gio-
0yeanucs y miCHOMY 63a€M036 A3KY Ma 63AEMO3ANEHCHOCE MIdC 6140010 | YEPKE0Io
8IONOBIOHO 00 BI3AHMIUCLKO20 NPUHYUNY «CUMGDOHTIY.

Knrwuosi cnosa: oepocasnuii pexcum, Mockosis, Mockea — Tpemiii Pum, npaso-
C1a8’s, «PyCKii Mipy.

Bondaruk Tetyana. Some aspects of the Orthodox component of the state
regime of Moscovii (XIV-XVII centuries)

Some aspects of the formation and institutionalization of Orthodoxy and its role in
the state regime of Muscovy are considered. The beginnings of Moscow / Russian
Orthodoxy and the main points of the process of acquiring autocephaly of the Moscow
Orthodox Church (1488) and the formation of the Moscow Patriarchate (1589) are
covered. Three stages are distinguished. Relevant ideologues are considered, in
particular the authorship of Filofeus (1523—1524) «Moscow — the Third Romey.

1t is argued that the formation and development of Moscow Orthodoxy took place
in a close relationship and interdependence between the government and the church in
accordance with the Byzantine principle of «symphony».

Key words: state regime, Muscovia, Moscow — the Third Rome, Orthodoxy, «Ruskiy
miry.

AKTyasbHicTh TeMH. [Ipotunais pociiicbkiit arpecii, METOIO SIKOT € 3HUIICHHS
YKpaTHCHKOT IepiKaBH, 3yMOBIIIOE TIOTPeOy aHaJi3y pamiu3My sIK TOTaITapHoOI i/1e-
0JIOTIT Ta MPaKTHKH, (PYHIAMEHTOM SIKOTO € ICTOpis, KyJIbTypa, MpaBociaB’s Ta ix
BiZIOOpaXKeHHS B JICP>KaBHO-TIPABOBHX Iporecax. IIyTiHChKa «BiifHa 3a MHHYIE»
nepeyBaiia BiiiHI 3a TepuUTOpit0 YKpaiHu Ta € ii cyTTeBUM (DaKTOpPOM, a CIIOBiLy-
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BaHa 3arapOHMKAMH 1CTOPUYHA CXeMa «PYyCKOH icTOpii» Ma€e 3HAYHU TIPOIIOHTOBA-
HUH pyIiHIBHUI NoTeHLian. BiAnoBigHO 11e clIOHYKa€e 10 IepeoCcMHUCIIeHHS i Oara-
THOX 1CTOPUKO-TIPABOBUX MPOLECIB 1 SBHII, HAacaMIepel THX, SKi CTAHOBISTH
ICTOpHYHE TIIO pammn3My. 30KpeMa, akTyaJIbHUM € PO3IIISiL CTAHOBJICHHS T 1HCTH-
TYLiIOBaHHS [IPaBOCaB’sl Ta HOro poii B AepskaBHOMY pexxumi Mockosii. Amxe,
stk 3a3Hauyae T. €BceeBa, IEPKOBHA 1CTOPIS — a B TAHOMY BHIIQJIKY ii IIEPKOBHO-JIEP-
JKaBHA IPOEKLis — Ui MPAaBOCIABHOI CBIIOMOCTI He mpocTo cmnaamuHa. Lle
JKHBHUH Mpoliec, MO MOCTIHHO TPHBAE, BIATBOPIOETHCS, TOBTOPIOETHCS i MOZIEITIOE
ICTOPHYHY TIEPCIIEKTHBY .

Orusp giTepaTypu 3a TEeMaTHKOIO A0CTiKeHHs. J[0CIi/KEHHIO CTaHOBJICH-
HSI MOCKOBCBKOT ITPaBOCIIaBHOT IIEPKBH NPUCBAYEHO 3HAYHUI MACHB IPallb, CEPel
akux BHOKpemuMo nopoOku II. Hikomaescpkoro, I. Brmacoscbkoro, O. Caras,
Makapis (Bysirakosa), A. Kapramosa, H. Cininnnoi, f. Jlypese Ta iH. ABTOpaMu
cydacHux pociimpkens € 0. Munuk, B. Knoc, 1. Topaienko, 1. IIpenosceka,
JI. Kucnsik, I. KoBaib, A. Kydepa, T. €BceeBa Ta iH. BomHouac crienianbHoi yBaru
JI0 MOCKOBCBHKOTO MPABOCJIAB’S SIK CKJIAIOBOI IEpKaBHOTO PEKUMY B icTOpiorpa-
¢bii He mpuILILIOCS.

ITocranoBka mpodaemu. [IpaBociaB’ss MPOMOHYETHCST PO3IIAIATH SIK €Jie-
MeHT aepkaBHoro pexxumy Mockosii XIV-XVII cr., sikuii 6a3yBaBcs Ha Bi3aHTii-
CHKOMY TIPUHIINIT «CUMQOHID», 3TITHO 3 SIKUM [IEPKBA, HAPO/I 1 BlIajia CTAHOBIIATH
OJIHE IIiJIe.

MeTo10 CTATTi € PO3MIISLL OCHOBHUX €TalliB IHCTUTYLIHHOIO Ta 171€0J0r1YHOr0
oopMIIEHHSI MOCKOBCBKOTO IIPAaBOCIHAB’Sl SIK CKIAJOBOi IEP)KaBHOTO PEKUMY
Mockogii.

Buxkian ocHoBHOro Matepiany. [lepionoyaTrkn MOCKOBCHKOTO / POCIHCHKOTO
[PaBOCJIAB’sl CIIBBiIHOCATH 3 «IIOCITAHHAM Ha CTOIM» Yy CXITHUX 3eMisix Pyci
MpeCcTaBHUKIB auHacTii PropukoBudiB. Tak, g0 ckimany kaHoHizoBanoi 1039 p.
KoncrantnHOMoIbCHKUM maTpiapxoM KHIBCHKOT MHUTPOIONIT 10 OPIUHCHKOTO
nanysaHHs (1240) na Pyci-Ykpaini Bxoauio 16 enapxiii, 3o0xpema B mictax Ianuui
i Jlynpky. BogHouac yxe B poKH TpaBiiHHS BonoauMupa ta JisuIbHOCTI MEPIINX
KUIBCBKUX MUTPOMOUTIB cB. Muxaina (988-92) ta JleonTist (992—-1008) BunuKa-
[OTh emapxii Ha Teputopii cydacHoi Pocii: HoBroponceka (mepiimii €mucKor
HNoaxum Kopeynsuun (992—-1030), PoctoBehka (neprunii ermckon deomop (992),
sKi Oynu cki1a10Bot0 yacTuHO KuiBchkoi Mutpononii. 3rogom (Ha nou. XIII cT.)
3’sBunncst Bonoaumupo-Cy3nanbcebka 1 PszaHcbka enapxii Ta iH. [TocTiiiHi 3arpo-
3u KueBy 3 Ooky Yiyca 3yMOBHIIM IIEPEHECEHHS MUTPOIOINYOL Kadeapu Ha 6e3-
nieuninri cxigni Tepern. Kuputo 111 Makcum (1283—-1305) nepeOyBaroThb 371e0151b-
moro y Bonogumupi Ha Kisizemi, a [letpo (1308-26) Ta @eornoct (1328-53) —y
Mocksi®. Y mporieci yTBOpeHHs Ta 3MilHeHHs: MOCKOBII, 10 BijOyBaaucs K y
MPOTUCTOSIHHI, TaK 1 y B3aeMofii 3 30510100 Op/oto, hi3uyHa MPUCYTHICTH KUIB-
CHKMX MUTPOIOJIUTIB Ha Kadeapax i MiCT cTana CyTTEBUM apryMEHTOM s 310-
OyTTs aBTOKe(abHOI IepkBH y Benukomy kHs3iBCcTBI MockoBchkoMy. Taka aBTo-
Kedairist MicIeBOi LIEpKBU BCTAHOBJIECHA akToM 1448 p., BHACIIIOK SKOTO B IOPHC-
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JKIIIT MOCKOBCHKOTO MUTPOTIOIMTA ONMHIIINACS CX1HI €rnapXii KOJUIIHBOI €INHOT
KuiBcbkoi MuTpomnonii. SIcKkpaBor iFOCTpAIi€l0 TaKUX TCHACHIHM € MisIbHICTh
BHUCBsiYEHOTO TiepenyciM Ha KuiBcbky murpononito rpeka @otist (1410), skuit
M0CiB MOCKOBCBHKY Kaepy Ta 00paHoro MUTpOTouToM KuiBchbkiM 1 JINTOBCHKAM
Ha cobopi B HoBorpynky I'puropis [lambanaka (1415).

@oriit 1 Llambanak mpe3eHTyBadM MPOTWICKHI TUIM LEPKOBHUX i€papxiB:
croBinyBani doTieM 3aralbHONPUMHATI y CEpeHbOBIUYI KAHOHU 1 IIpaBUJIa Liep-
KOBHOT'O JKUTTSI Ta MOCTAaHHs, HAMMCAHI HUM Yy JKaHPi AUCHUILTIHAPHUX BKa3iBOK,
pastoue BinpisHsimcs Bix TBopiB Llambanaka, B skux akTyasizoByBanics Kopryc
Apeomnaritik, TBopiHHA I'puropis Hiccbkoro, loanna Jlamackina Ta CumeoHa
Hosoro borocnosa (T. 3B. Ipyruii MiBIEHHOCIOB SHCHKHUI BIUTUB) 1 B30PYBAJIHCS
Ha Kpallli 3pa3ku KHEBOPYCHKOI MPpomnoBii3. MoxxHa 3a3HaunTH, 110 DoTieBa CyBo-
pa kaHOHI4YHicTh Ha moHa] 200 POKiB CTajla BU3HAYAIBHOK O3HAKOK ISl JKUTTS
MOCKOBCBKOT0 MaTpiapxary 3 yciMa Horo crarHaliiHUMu HOpMamHM yIpaBIliHHS.

Jle-tope mpoIec CTaHOBJICHHS CaMOCTIHHOT MPaBOCIaBHOT IEPKBH B MOCKOBIT
3aBepiuBcs 1589 p., KoM KOHCTAHTHHOIONbChKHN marpiapx €pemis I Tpanoc
il 4ac TPUBAJIOrO Bi3UTy (YTpUMaHHS) O MOCKBU BU3HAB ii TOMILIIHBOIO MOC-
KOBCHKOTO MHTpOIOJIHTa MoBa marpiapxom. Ilicis IlepesciaBchkoro J0roBopy
(1654) nap Omnexkciit MuxaitnoBuy i MOCKOBCHKHIA MaTpiapXaT BUCYHYJIH MPETCH-
3if Ha KuiBChKY MUTPOIIONIIO, SIKa HA MOPYILEHHS LIEPKOBHUX KAaHOHIB OyJia BKIIIO-
4eHa 710 ckiiaxy MockoBcbkoro marpiapxaty (1686). ['apanToBaHa iif pu oMy
MIMpPOKa aBTOHOMISI yKe Uepes Kilbka poKiB 6yma rpy6o mopymeHa. [i Tepuropis
Oyna cyTTEBO 3MEHILICHA, MMpaBa Ta MpuBiiel JiKBiOBaHi, a 3pemror KuiBchka
MUTPOIOJIiS IEPETBOPEHA HA PAJOBY €lapXito MOCKOBCBHKOIO MaTpiapxary.

OTiKe, y CTaHOBJIEHHI MOCKOBCHKOTO ITIPAaBOCIAB’Sl MO)KHA BHOKPEMHTH TpPHU
crazii: 1) aeueHTpanizaiis KAiBCbKOT MUTPOIIONIT Uepe3 MOCiiaHHS KHUIBCHKUMHU
MUTpONoIUTaMu Kadenp y Micrax, siki Oymu mig nporexroparoM 3onoroi Opau
(macamnepen Pocto, Bonogumup Ha Kisizemi, Mocksa) (o 1448); 2) popmyBan-
Hsl JIBOX TE€4il Bi3aHTIHCBHKOTO CXIiJHOTO MPABOCIAB’Si — MOCKOBCHKOTO TIPaBO-
cJ1aB’ sl HABKOJIO MOCKOBCHKOT'O MUTPOIIOIMTA Ta PYCHKOTO IIPABOCIaB sl — HABKOJIO
mutrpononura KuiBcekoro, I'amuipkoro Ta Beiei Pyci (ap. mon. XIV-XVI cr,
npudoMy MoCKOBChKa rpaBociiaBHa 1iepkBa y 1448—1589 pp. He mana odiniiHOro
BHM3HAHHSI CBOTO CTaTycCy, a CTaTyc marpiapxary orpumaia 1588 p.); 3) mornmuHaH-
Hsl KHiBChKOi MuTpomnoiii MockoBchkuM marpiapxarom ( ap. moiu. XVI — ap. mou.
XVII ct.).

Sk 3a3HaYaNIOCs, MOCKOBCBKE ITPABOCIAB Sl yCTAIIOBAJIOCS Pa3oOM 31 CTBOPEH-
HSIM €JIMHOT IIGHTPa1i30BaHOT MOCKOBCHKOI IepyKaBH, JISTITAMHOCTI SIKii 3HAYHOIO
MIpOIO0 J0JaBaly KHIBChKI MHTPOMOJNUTH, IO MOCIAanH BiANOBiAHI Kadempw.
[HIIUMY BKJIMBUME YHHHUKAMHU i1 JICTITUMAIIT Ta TIOCUJICHHS JIep)KaBHUX amOi-
i Oynu 3axoruieHHs TypkaMu KoncrantuHonons (1453), o cipuuMHMAIO Ma/IiH-
Hs Bizanrtilicbkoi imMmnepii Ta Ofpy>KEeHHs BEJIMKOIO MOCKOBCBHKOTO KHsI3sl IBana 111
3 Codieto [Taneornor (1472) — mieMiHHULICIO OCTAHHBOTO Bi3aHTIHCHKOTO iMIIepa-
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TOpa, SIKMHI HOCIPUSB YHE3AICKHEHHIO Benukoro kus3iBcTBa MOCKOBCHKOTO Bijl
Opnau.

o6 3 Codiero, xo4a it He HaBaB MOCKOBCHKOMY KHSA3I0 IOPHIMYHHX 200
(haKTHYHKX MIJCTaB JUIs MPETEH31H Ha yChaJKyBaHHS Bi3aHTilICHKOTO MpecToiy,
CTaB MPUBOJOM Ilepedpaté Ha ceOe POoNb 3aXUCHUKA MPABOCIAB’S SK OYLIbHUKA
€IMHOI TPAaBOCIABHOI JIepKaBH («roCylaph 3a XPHCTHSIHCTBO XOYET CTOSATH»), a
MOCKOBCBKIH II€pKBi BMBUILUTUCS y IMPaBOCIaBHOMY CBiTi. BoxHouac y weit
nepiof izest crnaakoBocTi MOCKBH Bijl Bi3aHTil sIK XpUCTHSHCHKOT TPaBOCIABHOT
iMIepii cTae JAepKaBOTBOPUOIO.

Mo2kHa CTBEP/KYBATH, 1[0 B3a€MOBHT JHUH cUM0103 P KaBH 1 LIEPKBH CIIPH-
YUHKUB OCTaHHS MOCKOBIT SIK TEOKPATHYHOT JIepyKaBH, OCHOBHOIO 03HAKOHO SIKOT €
B3a€MHE BU3HAHHS 1 OrojpkeHa (y pizHi criocoOH) B3a€MOJis CBITCHKOI 1 LIepKOB-
noi Biaan’. Ha piBHi ixeit Bimnmosinna cum@oHis BUHHKAae Hanpukinii XV — Ha
nouarky XVI cr. i Brimoersest y xonnenuisx «Hosuit I3pains», «Cssita Pycb»
TOIIO, CYTh SKUX 3BOJIIIACS JIO OJHOTO: IO JIMIIE MOCKOBCEKE «JIPEBHE OIarode-
CTsI» JIapy€e CHaciHHs 1 1110 Jiuiie MOCKOBIs TifiHa Ha3BU XPUCTHSIHCHKOT JACPKaBH.
OnHuM i3 HeplImMX BHCHYBaB TaKy Te3y MOCKOBCHKHMI MHUTPONOIUT 30CHMa
(1490-1494) y ny6ninuctruHii nepenmosi «CrioBimieHHs mpo [lacxaito Ha BOCh-
My THCSUY JIT», y sIKil «cTapuii» KoHCTaHTHHONONL HE MOPIBHIOBABCS, @ MOCTY-
MaBCsl ICHTPAIBHUM MicIleM «HOoBoMy» KoHcrauTiHOMOMIO — MOCKBI»*.

BBaxkaerncest, mo ines npo translatio imperii (nmepexia imnepii) Big Pumy i
Bizanrii 10 MOCKOBCHKOTO IapcTBa BUHMKJIA 32 yaciB kHs3s Bacwris 11 (1505—
1533), a 1547 p. Isan ['po3Huit y3sB co0i TUTYN Haps Ta 03ByYMB MpPETEH3IT HA
HOJIITUYHE HACTYITHUITBO BiJl pUMCBKHUX Hie3apiB. Ta mie Ha moyarky X VI ct. Taka
izest Oyaa oOrpyHTOBaHa iCTOPHYHO M TeosoriuHo B koHuemniii dinodes (1523—
1524). 3a fioro TBepKEHHSAM, HepIMid PuM 3aruHyB uepe3 NPUXHIBHICTH [0
SI3UYHUIITBA, Npyruid Pum — BizaHTis — 4epe3 NpHUMUPEHHS 3 KaTOJIUITBOM, TPETil
Pum — Mocksa (11ig MockBoto, 3a3Ha4yae Dinodeii, po3ymieThCst HE TaK KOHKPETHE
MICTO, SIK Jep’KaBy 1 MOCKOBCHKY LIEPKBY) — CTOSITUME BIUHO 4epe3 BIPHICTh IIpa-
BOCJaB’10, a ueTBepTomy He Oytw’. IIporosiayroun Bizanrificbkuit cumdoHiaamit
imean XpuCTUSHCBKOI nepxkaBu, Dinodell HaronouryBaB Ha CHJIbHIN, CyBOpIiH i
CIpaBeUIMBIN CBITCHKIH apChKiii Bai, 0e33acTepeKHOMY IMiIKOPEHHI Tii mmifia-
HUX 1 craryci MOCKOBIT SIK €TMHO ICTUHHOT XPUCTHSIHCHKOT ICPIKaBH, Y KHTTI SIKOT
HOBHOIO MipOI0 TIOBHHHI BTUIMTHCS KAHOHH HPABOCIABHOI Bipu®.

[Mommpena B yciX XpUCTUSIHCHKUX KpaiHax Teopist «Prumy, o TpuBae» B moea-
HaHHI 3 igeer0 6oroodpaHocTi MOCKOBIi CTand OCHOBOIO IS IIPABOCIABHOIO
MECIaHCTBa, SIKE CBOJIFOLIIOHYBAJIO BiJl 130JIAIIIOHICTCHKOTO (JIMIIE MH CIIACEMOCH)
JI0 eKCIAHCIOHICTCHKOTrO (IOHEceMO CrmaciHHA BciM). CBO€ 3aKpiIUICHHS L imest
orpuMana B «Ilokrazneniit rpamoti» (1589), miaroToBneHii 10 yTBEpAKEHHSI MOC-
KOBCBKOTO Tarpiapuiectsa: «Y 1001, OiarouectuBomy 1api, Jlyx Cesaruii nepeOy-
Bae [...] napesHiii Pum ymaB amoiiHapieBolo epeccro, a apyruit Pum —
KoncranTnHOMOIb epedyBae y BOJIOAIHHI OHYKIB arapsiHCbKUX, 0€300)KHHUX Typ-
kiB. TBO€ 3k, 0 OnarouecTuBMid Lapro, Beiauke Pociiickke napcto, Tperiii Puwm,
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0J1arouecTsIM BCIX IMEPEBEPIIyE, 1 TH €TUHUN MMiJ HEOSCOM XPHUCTHUSHCHKHN 1ap
IMEHYEIICST Y BChOMY BCECBITI» .

Tak Maibxe yepe3 cropivyus 3aeToHyBata ines crapusg Pinodest IIckoBebkoro,
sIKHaWKpale Hagalo4nuch IS IPOTOJIOMICHHS HaJCBITOBOTO 3HaYeHHS MOCKOBII.
Bona X crae OCHOBOIO IIE€ OJHOTO MPOIPAMOBOTO Ta BXKE CBITCHKOTO TBOPY
«IToBicTb 0 3auani MockBuy» (Onm3bko 1610) 1 Bxke KoM BU3Ha4YeHa: MOCKOBis —
CBiTOBa MOHapXisi, a il mpaBuTenb — Boxuii oOpanens®.

Voxe Onexciit MuxaiinoBuy parayB 10 BiapokeHHs BizanTilichkoi iMnepii 3
LHeHTpoM Y MOCKBI K BCEJICHCHKOI MOHApXIi, 0 00’ €JHY€E B €IMHY JIepPKaBy BCiX
npaBociiaBHUX, a napiBHa Codist Bcrymae 1686 p. no CBAIIEHHOI JIrM TPOTH
TypedqunHu Ta MOHAJ yce CTaBUTh OOPOTHOY 32 BU3BOJIICHHS «THAHHUX IIPABOCIIAB-
HUXY.

BucnoBku. OTKe, CTAaHOBJICHHSI 1 PO3BUTOK MOCKOBCHKOTO TIPaBOCIAB S Bifl-
OyBaJcs y TICHOMY B3a€MO3B’SI3Ky Ta B3a€EMO3QJIC)KHOCTI MK BJIaJO0K 1 1iep-
KBOI. MoxxHa norogurtucs 3 1. Banbxuk, 1m0 peniridiHO-MONITHYHI BiIHOCHHU B
MockoBii IPUCYTHI HE B SIKHXOCh OKPEMHUX C(epax KHUTTS, a CHCTEMHO OXOILTIO-
FOTh COOOO BCi COIIiajIbHI B3a€EMO/IIT, 3yMOBITFOFOYH TCOKPATUYHUN XapakTep Jep-
»aBHOCTI. BizaHTificbkuit mpuHIMIT «cUM(OHID» — MOHANTICHINIOI CriBIpaIt
peniriiinol 1 cBiTcbkoi Bnagu OyB OCHOBOIO JEPKAaBHOIO pexuMy MOCKOBIi.
Hacuniaxom Takoi criBmpani cTaiy camojepKaBHa TPAJUIs 1 IPaKTHKa cakpali-
3anii mpaBUTeNs, 0COONMBUI HaMiBpeiriiHUE cTatryc MOCKBH Ta TOsiBa M03a4a-
coBoi ieonoremu «MockBa — TpeTiit Pumy», sika crasia BUXiTHOO JUIs TIONATBIINX
ieoorivHuX oOpaMiieHb BHYTPIIIHBOI 1 30BHINIHBOI MOMITUKH POCiiichKol nep-
xaBU. 30KpeMa, Ha Hill 0a3yBalucs yBapiBcbka (GopMyia «caMOIEp>KaBCTBO, IIpa-
BOCJIAB’sI, HAPOIHICTHY Ta KIIIOYOBHI KOHIIENIT POCIHCHKOI HAliOHAIBHOT i1el —
KOHIIENT «PYCKOTO Mipay, IKUI 3aBK/i OYB 1/ICONOTIYHUM BUIIPABIAHHIM POCIiii-
CBKOTO IIOBiHI3MY, iMIepiaiaMy i BilicbKoBOI arpecii'’, a choromui craB dyHma-
MeHTOM pammMy. [Ipotunis pammsmy, skuil sBiIste co000 (GopMy 0COOIHBOIO
MeCIaHCBhKOT CaMOCBIZIOMOCTI POCIHCHKOTO CYCHUIBCTBA K CYCIUIBCTBA TPAJUILIO-
HaJIICTCHKOTO 1 KBazipeliriiHorol1, B ymoBax, ko KpemiieM 1iopa3 BUCYBarOThb-
csl Jefalli MpUMapHill Bepcii «pyckod icTopii», 3yMOBIIIOE MOAANIBIILY AOCIHiA-
HULIBKY yBary 0 #oro (yHIaMeHTaJ bHUX BUXIJIHUX YMHHHUKIB, CEPE/ IKUX MOC-
KOBCBHKE TIPABOCTIAB sl BIJIIrpae IEHTPAIbHY POJIb.

1. €Bceea T. Pocilicbkuii npaBociiaBHUM MeciaHi3M sk 0a30BHI apXeTHI MOJIITHYHOT
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Incruryr ictopii Vkpaimum. KuiB: Hayk. nymxa, 2010. URL: http://www.history.org.
ua/?termin=Moskovskyj_patriarkhat 3. Illymino C. I'puropiii Ilambanak sk aHTOTOHICT
mutpononura Potis KuiBcbkoro Ta crnagxoeMelb KHEBOPYCHKUX JIT€PaTypPHUX TPaAHUILIH.
Cigepancoxkuu  aimonuc,  2020. URL:  http://dspace.nbuv.gov.ua/bitstream/
handle/123456789/173316/10-Shumilo.pdf?sequence=1 4. 1492 . Murpononmra 30CHMBI
U3BEILEHIe 0 MacXaluy Ha OCbMYIO THICSUY JeT. Pycckas ncropuueckast Oubnmuorexa, usna-



304 ITPABOBA JIEP’KABA e Bunyck 35

BaeMast Apxeorpadudeckoit komuccuer. CII6., 1880. T. VI. 5. Mamuuun B. Crapen
€neazaposa MoHacTbIpst Duiodeii u ero nocnanue. Kues, 1901. 6. Joxi. auB.: MoiceeHko
JI. M. Bino6paxenns midy «Mocksa — Tperiit Pum» B momituri Pocii: ictopiorpadist mpo-
onemu. [ ymanimapruii sichuk. Yucmo 32. Bum. 16. C. 165-176. 7. [loknaaena rpamoTa mpo
3acHyBaHHs Pocii marpiapmiecta. 1589, TpaBenb. ApxiBHa koris Bix 6 ciunst 2019 poky Ha
Wayback Machine. 8. l'ayxman M. Ceancu unrtanns «Hopoi imnepcekoi ictopii IliBHiuHOT
€ppasii: mwsix go Tperboro Pumy». URL: https://uamoderna.com/blogy/mikhailo-
gaukhman/seansy-chytannia-nii-pche-6/ 9. banpxuk I. A. BigHocuHM nepikaBu 1 LEPKBU:
«cumoHis» BHaa. auc. ... KaHa. opua. Hayk. cmen. 12.00.01. Opmeca, 2007. C. 12.
10. T'mpuu 1. «Pycckiit Mip»: Bix konuenty «Mocksa — Tpetiit Pum» no pammsmy. URL:
https://www.prostir.ua/?blogs=russkij-mir-vid-kontseptu-moskva-tretij-rym-do-rashyzmu
11. I'pomoB C. Tpu mxepena i 100 minbiioniB ckiagoBux pammsmy. URL: https:/
localhistory.org.ua/texts/statti/tri-dzherela-i-100-milioniv-skladovikh-rashizmu-chastina-
iii-rezultati-roztinu/

References

1. Yevsieieva T. Rosiiskyi pravoslavnyi mesianizm yak bazovyi arkhetyp politychnoi
kultury tvrotsiv «svitovoi revoliutsii». Problemy istorii Ukrainy: fakty, sudzhennia, poshuky.
2007. 17. S. 115-137 [ukr.] 2. Mytsyk Yu. A. Moskovskyi patriarkhat. Entsyklopediia istorii
Ukrainy: T. 7: Mi-O / Redkol.: V. A. Smolii (holova) ta in. NAN Ukrainy. Instytut istorii
Ukrainy. Kyiv: Nauk. dumka, 2010. URL: http://www.history.org.ua/?termin=Moskovskyj
patriarkhat (ostannii perehliad: 08.04.2024) [ukr.] 3. Shumilo S. Hryhorii Tsambalak yak
antohonist mytropolyta Fotiia Kyivskoho ta spadkoiemets kyievoruskykh literaturnykh
tradytsii. Siverianskyi litopys, 2020. URL: http://dspace.nbuv.gov.ua/bitstream/
handle/123456789/173316/10-Shumilo.pdf?sequence=1 [ukr.] 4. 1492 h. Mytropolyta
Zosymy yzveshchenie o paskhaliy na osmuiu tusiachu let. Russkaia ystorycheskaia
byblyoteka, yzdavaemaia Arkheohrafycheskoi komyssyei. SPb., 1880. T. VI [rus.] 5. Malinin
V. Starets Yeleazarova monastyria Filofei ta yoho poslannia. Kyiv, 1901 [rus.] 6. Detalnishe
dyv.: Moisieienko L. M. Vidobrazhennia mifu «Moskva — Tretii Rym v politytsi Rosii:
istoriohrafiia problemy. Humanitranyi visnyk. Chyslo 32. Vyp. 16. S. 165-176. URL: https://
er.chdtu.edu.ua/bitstream/ChSTU/1569/1/19.pdf [ukr.] 7. Pokladena hramota pro
zasnuvannia Rosii patriarshestva. 1589, traven. Arkhivna kopiia vid 6 sichnia 2019 roku na
Wayback Machine [rus.] 8. Haukhman M. Seansy chytannia «Novoi imperskoi istorii
Pivnichnoi Yevrazii: shliakh do Tretoho Rymu». URL: https://uamoderna.com/blogy/
mikhailo-gaukhman/seansy-chytannia-nii-pche-6/ [ukr.] 9. Balzhyk I. A. Vidnosyny
derzhavy i tserkvy: «symfoniia vlad. Dys. ... kand. yuryd. nauk Spetsialnist 12.00.01.
Odesa, 2007. S. 12. [ukr.] 10. Hyrych 1. Russkii mir»: vid kontseptu «Moskva — tretii Rym»
do rashyzmu. URL: https://www.prostir.ua/?blogs=russkij-mir-vid-kontseptu-moskva-tretij-
rym-do-rashyzmu [ukr.] 11. Hromov S. Try dzherela i 100 miloniv skladovykh rashyzmu.
URL: https://localhistory.org.ua/texts/statti/tri-dzherela-i-100-milioniv-skladovikh-
rashizmu-chastina-iii-rezultati-roztinu/ [ukr.]

Bondaruk Tetyana. Some aspects of the Orthodox component of the state
regime of Moscovii (XIV-XVII centuries)

Introduction. Counteraction to Russian aggression, the goal of which is the
destruction of the Ukrainian state, necessitates the analysis of racism as a totalitarian
ideology and practice, the foundation of which is history, culture, Orthodoxy and their
reflection in state-legal processes.
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The aim of the article is a consideration of the main stages of the institutional and
ideological design of Moscow Orthodoxy as a component of the state regime of
Muscovii.

Results. The beginnings of Moscow/Russian Orthodoxy are associated with the
«sitting at the tablesy of representatives of the Rurik dynasty in the eastern lands of
Rus". In the process of the formation and strengthening of Muscovii, which took place
both in opposition and in cooperation with the Golden Horde, the physical presence of
Kyiv metropolitans in the cathedrals of its cities became a significant argument for the
acquisition of an autocephalous church in the Grand Duchy of Moscow. It was
established by the act of 1448, as a result of which the eastern dioceses of the former
single Kyiv Metropolitanate came under the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan of
Moscow.

The de jure process of establishing an independent Orthodox Church in Muscovii
ended in 1589, when Patriarch of Constantinople Jeremiah Il Tranos, during a long
visit (stay) to Moscow, recognized its then Metropolitan Job of Moscow as its patriarch.

Three stages are distinguished. the decentralization of the Kyiv metropolis due to
the holding of chairs by the Kyiv metropolitans in the cities that were under the
protectorate of the Golden Horde (primarily Rostov, Volodymyr na Klyazma, Moscow)
(until 1448), the formation of two currents of Byzantine-Eastern Orthodoxy — Moscow
Orthodoxy around the Metropolitan of Moscow and Rus ‘ian Orthodoxy — around the
Metropolitan of Kyiv, Galicia and All Rus" (second half XIV-XVI centuries, and the
Moscow Orthodox Church from 1448 to 1589 did not have official recognition of its
status, and received the status of patriarchy in 1588) , absorption of the Kyiv
Metropolitanate by the Moscow Patriarchate (second half of the XVI — second half of
the XVII century).

It is claimed that the mutually beneficial symbiosis of the state and the church
caused the emergence of Muscovii as a theocratic state, the concepts of «New Israely,
«Holy Russiay, etc. At the beginning of the 16th century the concept of Philofey (1523—
1524) — «Moscow — the Third Rome» — appeared, which became the basis for Orthodox
messianism. Aleksey Mykhailovych was already striving for the revival of the Byzantine
Empire with its center in Moscow as a universal monarchy uniting all the Orthodox
into a single state, and in 1686, Tsarina Sofia joined the Holy League against Turkey
and, above all else, put the fight for the liberation of the «persecuted Orthodoxy.

Conclusions. The formation and development of Moscow Orthodoxy took place in
a close relationship and interdependence between the government and the church. The
Byzantine principle of «symphony» — the closest cooperation between religious and
secular authorities was the basis of the state regime of Muscovii. The result of such
cooperation was the autocratic tradition and practice of the sacralization of the ruler,
the special semi-religious status of Moscow and the emergence of the timeless ideology
«Moscow — the Third Romey, which became the starting point for further ideological
frameworks of the internal and foreign policy of the Russian state. In particular, it was
based on the Uvarov formula «autocracy, Orthodoxy, nationality» and the key concept
of the Russian national idea embodied in racism - the concept of «Ruskiy miry.

Key words: state regime, Muscovia, Moscow — the Third Rome, Orthodoxy,
«Ruskiy miry.



