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This article considers issues on implementation of environ-
mental policy in Ukraine, which is focused on preservation of
the surrounding environment safe for both wild and inorganic
nature, protection of population’s life and health from the
negative influence caused by environmental pollution, estab-
lishment of harmonious cooperation of society and nature. In-
formation about monitoring of atmospheric air, water, soils,
wastes and biodiversity is given below.
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Introduction. The present ecological situation in
Ukraine on all levels (official and unofficial) is unam-
biguously classified as catastrophic. We inherited the
deformed national economy, in which the most hazard-
ous industrial branches (metallurgical, mining, chemi-
cal, nuclear energy etc.) play an important role. Wearing
(moral and physical) of the industrial equipment, retar-
dation from the global technological standards, huge
man-made load on environment (in Ukraine the norms
of European countries are exceeded by 5 — 6 times), un-
controllable accumulation of different wastes and ab-
sence of the facilities for their efficient disposal signifi-
cantly complicate the situation. The list of environmen-
tal problems to be solved urgently is incomplete. There-
fore to eliminate negative man-made consequences for
natural environment and to improve the ecological sit-
uation the environmental monitoring system is applied.

Generally accepted definition of monitoring is as
follows: monitoring is a complex system of observation,
collection, processing, systematization and analysis of
information on environmental condition, which esti-
mates and forecasts changes, develops reasonable rec-
ommendations for making managerial decisions.

Analysis of recent researches and problem
statement. Term “monitoring” comes from Latin “mon-
itor” (Latin — to control, observe). Canadian scientist R.
Man introduced this notion into science on the threshold
of UN Stockholm Conference dedicated to the environ-

mental problems (June 1972). Professor Man offered to
call monitoring “a system of repetitive observations
over one or more environmental elements in time and
space with particular purposes and under the prelimi-
nary scheduled program”[1].

Yu. A. Israel (1978) called monitoring “a system
of observations which allows defining of changes of bi-
osphere condition under effect of anthropogenic activi-
ty” [2].

The term “environmental monitoring” was wide-
spread in the international practice after UN Environ-
mental Conference of 1972 and UN General Assembly,
which passed the UN Environmental Program approved
by the resolution dd. December 15, 1972. Within the
framework of this Program the concept and program of
monitoring and environmental condition assessment
were developed [3].

In Ukraine 8 monitoring system entities are re-
sponsible for observation and informational support in
the state environmental monitoring system: the Ministry
of Natural Resources, the Ministry of Emergency Situa-
tions, the Ministry of Healthcare, the Ministry of Agrar-
ian Policy, the Ministry of Building and Housing and
Communal Services, State Committee on Water Re-
sources, State Forestry Committee, State Committee on
Land Resources. In their work these state authorities are
guided by Decree of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
No.391 dd. 30.03.1998 “On Approval of the Provision
on the State Environmental System”[4].

Nowadays, in the period of Ukraine’s integration
into the international community, implementation of in-
ternational environmental (air, water, soil) control
standards and development of a standards set for envi-
ronmental control system are on the agenda.

Internationalization of the environment quality
problem actualizes not only natural-and-scientific, so-
cio-economic and international political aspects of the
environmental management.

The purpose of the article is to disclose control
mechanisms for solution of global problems: pollution
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of atmosphere, hydrosphere, lithosphere, destruction of
biosphere, which cannot be solved within the territory
of one country.

Content of the article. The environmental mecha-
nism of nature protection and natural resource manage-
ment activities in Ukraine has been formed during three
last decades. There are two main developmental periods
of this mechanism: regulatory — from 1960" till the be-
ginning of 1990™, when a set of environmental laws was
passed, and eco-economic, starting from 1991, when the
Law of Ukraine “On Environmental Protection” was
enacted establishing the basic principles of formation of
economic mechanisms of nature protection and natural
resource management activities. Further on, with vary-
ing completeness degree, this mechanism was devel-
oped in land, water, forestry, subsurface, atmospheric
air protection legislation, decrees of the Cabinet of Min-
isters of Ukraine and in other instructive and normative-
methodological documents developed in accordance
with the indicated Law.

Anthropogenic environmental pollution extends to
all spheres of the Earth. Thus, air pollution control is of-
ten required for general environmental and population
health protection. It should be determined which air pol-
luters shall be checked and to which degree they shall
be reduced. Attempts to manage all polluters from all
sources are impractical and unnecessary. While moni-
toring and managing influence of the main air pollution
sources on general environmental and population health,
they shall be given the highest priority. The largest
emissions containing toxic components shall undergo
special monitoring.

Air quality management is a term used to describe
functions, which include management rules, manage-
ment strategy, emissions inventory, atmospheric obser-
vation network, data management system, recruitment
of the organization and financing, systems for analysis
of complaints and sampling operations. Air quality man-
agement includes consideration of various management
strategies, which shall finally lead to environmental pro-
tection and general population health. Development of
the scientifically reasonable system of environmental
quality regulation, including atmospheric air, suggests,
foremost, establishment of such levels on anthropogenic
influence on the environment, which would not be harm-
ful for human beings, animal and plan populations, bio-
geocenose in general.

Actual monitoring of air pollution levels is an es-
sential requirement both in air quality management and
control. The World Meteorological Organization
(WMO) became the center of global atmospheric moni-
toring. According to resolution of General Assembly
No.1721 (XVI) dd. 20.12.61 on international coopera-
tion on peaceful uses of outer space, the WHO formu-
lated plans of the new global weather forecasting sys-
tem, which was called the World Weather Watch
(WWW) consisting of three global systems: observa-
tion, telecommunication system and data processing.

In 1970 the WHO Executive committee accepted
the proposal on establishment of the global atmospheric

pollution monitoring system. The network consists of
two station types: regional air pollution stations — sta-
tions designed for indication of distant changes in at-
mospheric composition through changes in regional ac-
tions on land use or other actions (samples for SOy- ,
CI- , NH4t , NOs- , Catt+, Mgt+, K+ , heavy metals,
alkalinity, conductivity etc.); basic air pollution stations
— stations designed for registration of distant changes in
atmosphere, values of specific parameters for weather
forecasting and climate with minimum impact of local
or regional factors (such parameters as turbidity, chemi-
cal composition of sediment (as on regional stations),
nitrogen in air samples are analyzed).

Consideration of environmental aspects in water
resources use implies implementation of water man-
agement activities, simultaneously taking into account
nature protection issues and interests of the whole com-
munity.

Water resources management efficiency can be
provided if understanding, knowledge and financial re-
sources are available. In the global water preservation
strategy the transfer of experience, technologies and fi-
nancial support to shall be provided, first of all, to the
developing countries, as a result of which these coun-
tries have to gain an ability to solve water supply and
sewage diversion problems. It is necessary to design and
introduce the resources-saving, efficient, cheap technol-
ogies in such areas as agriculture, industry and commu-
nal service.

Long-tern water resources management purposes
include support or recovery of ecological water balance,
quantitative and qualitative provision of potable and in-
dustrial water supply, satisfaction of all other public wa-
ter demand.

Water quality monitoring systems are classified by
water type: natural, waste and salty waters. The fresh-
water systems are designed for natural and treated wa-
ters; waste waters monitoring system is designed for
analysis of discharges from point sources (for instance,
industrial and municipal wastes); the salty waters sys-
tems are used for pollutants control in flood and sea
plains.

The water state monitoring is a system of collec-
tion, treatment, preservation and analysis of information
about qualitative and quantitative condition of water,
forecasting of its changes and development of scientifi-
cally reasonable recommendations for taking manageri-
al decisions in the field of waters use and protection and
water resources recovery.

State waters monitoring subjects are as follows:
surfaces waters (natural basins (lakes), waterways (riv-
ers, streams); artificial basins (water storage reservoirs,
ponds), channels and other water basins; underground
waters and sources; inland sea waters, territorial sea, in-
cluding (sea) economic zone of Ukraine; water pollution
sources, including return waters, emergency discharges
of liquid products and wastes, losses of products and
materials while mining mineral resources within the wa-
ter area, inland sea waters, territorial sea and exceptional
(sea) economic zone of Ukraine and wastes damping,
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agricultural runoff, filtration of polluted substances from
service basins and storage reservoirs, large-scale devel-
opment of blue-green algae; supply of hazardous sub-
stances from bottom deposits (secondary pollution) and
other pollution sources, which may be observed. [5].

To carry out monitoring, the monitoring institu-
tions shall develop national, regional, departmental and
local monitoring programs, wherein networks of points,
observation parameters and modes for water bodies and
waters pollution sources, regulations for information
transfer, processing and use are determined. Organiza-
tion and coordination of waters state monitoring shall be
carried out by the Ministry of Environmental Protection
and Nuclear Safety. State waters monitoring institutions
shall improve or establish special services for state wa-
ters monitoring. While waters state monitoring, which is
subdivided into background and general, the lists of pri-
ority parameters of conditions of water basins and nega-
tive impact parameters are created.

Background monitoring shall be carried out by
means of systematic observations on water bodies,
which do not undergo the direct anthropogenic influ-
ence, to get information for estimation and forecasting
changes in condition of water bodies caused by industri-
al and economic activities. Background monitoring of
surface and inland sea waters, as well as territorial sea
waters and waters of exceptional (sea) economic zone of
Ukraine, underground waters shall be carried out by the
Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources of Ukraine.
[6].

General monitoring shall be carried out to detect
actual condition of water bodies, development and tak-
ing decisions on efficient use, protection and recovery of
water resources. Monitoring on the state network of ob-
servation points for surface and underground waters
shall be carried out by the Ministry of Ecology and Nat-
ural Resources of Ukraine. Monitoring of anthropogenic
influence on surface and inland sea waters, as well as
territorial sea waters and waters of exceptional (sea)
economic zone of Ukraine shall be carried out by the
Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources of Ukraine
and enterprises of water and sewage utilities, under-
ground waters — by the Ministry of Ecology and Natural
Resources of Ukraine.

Crisis monitoring shall be carried out on water
bodies in the places of minimum indirect anthropogenic
load and consists of monitoring on the state network of
observation points, monitoring of anthropogenic influ-
ence on water bodies, monitoring of water bodies in
places of their use and special monitoring types to be
carried out in the increased risk areas and in the areas of
emergencies and emergency situations influence.

Lands monitoring consists of systematic observa-
tions over condition of lands (survey, inspection and
search), detection of changes and estimation of condition
of using acreage, fields, areas related to variations of
lands fruitfulness (evolution of water and wind erosion,
humus loss, soil structure worsening, bogging and salt-
ing down), agricultural lands overgrowing, soil pollution
with pesticides, heavy metals, radionuclides and other

toxic substances; condition of coast-/beach-line of rivers,
seas, lakes, basins, water storage reservoirs, coastal
lakes, hydraulic structures; processes related to for-
mation of ravines, shears, debris flows, earthquakes,
karstic, cryogenic and other phenomena; condition of
lands of settlements, territories where oil and gas pro-
duction facilities, waste treatment plants, purulent stor-
age facilities, warehouses of combustible and lubrication
materials, fertilizers, parking lots, dumping of toxic in-
dustrial wastes and radioactive materials and other in-
dustrial facilities are located [7].

Observations over lands condition, depending on
their duration, are divided as follows: basic — initial,
which register condition of the observation subject at the
beginning of lands monitoring; periodic — in a year or
more; operative — current changes are registered. Condi-
tion of the land reserves shall be estimated by analyzing
a number of subsequent observations and comparisons
of the obtained results. Informational support of lands
monitoring consists of data having the required com-
pleteness for objective estimation of the situation, its
modelling and forecasting. Monitoring of lands shall be
carried out by the State Committee on land Resources
with participation of the Ministry of Ecology and Natu-
ral Resources of Ukraine, the Ministry of Agrarian Poli-
cy and Food of Ukraine, Ukrainian Academy of Agrari-
an Sciences (UAAS), NKAU and other interested minis-
tries and departments.

For qualitative monitoring of underground waters
the whole existing geological and hydrogeological in-
formation shall be estimated. Selection of the monitoring
procedure depends on potential levels of additives con-
centration, time available for monitoring and general ge-
ological conditions. The first step in a hydrogeological
research of a place is inspection of soils, geological con-
ditions of underground waters. For all underground wa-
ters the background determinations shall be done. Moni-
toring shall be carried out for every separate source —
potential pollutant. Pollution of soils and underground
waters with toxic substances and hazardous wastes is in-
terdependent, that’s why the polluted soils shall be ob-
ligatory controlled during underground waters monitor-
ing. Before the beginning of monitoring the pollutant
type shall be determined, pollution degree of soils shall
be evaluated, as well as polluted place area, accurate lo-
cation of the main polluted soils, the best method of pol-
luted place control and actual purpose of monitoring
shall be determined, too.

In accordance with article 39 of the Law of
Ukraine “On Flora”, the flora monitoring is a component
of the environmental monitoring and is carried out in the
order established by the CMU. Article 28 of the Forest
Code of Ukraine stipulates to carry out monitoring of
forests, which is a component of the general environ-
mental monitoring and is carried out in accordance with
decree of the CMU No. 391 dd. 30.03.98 within the
framework of the SEMS.

Environmental tension is rising all over the world.
According to the World Commission on Environment
and Development’s data, annually 6 min. ha of fruitful
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lands are taken out of use and turned out into a dead de-
sert, above 11 min. ha of forests are cut out and die out
as a result of fires and hazardous anthropogenic influ-
ences, which in three decades will equal the territory of
India. As a result of intensive use of chemicals in agri-
culture and industrial emissions of hazardous substances,
the larger amount of such substances get into human or-
ganisms along with foodstuff and drinking water, doing
an irreparable harm to health. According to the available
statistics, around 14 thousand people die from pesticides
poisoning every year. The mankind is being approximat-
ed in environmental aspect towards the critical limit. It
is extremely difficult to find a way-out from the ecologi-
cal crisis and huge efforts shall be applied, including le-
gal ones. To remove the consequences of environmental
violations or to prevent them is to win just a half of the
battle. Communication of humans with nature shall be
always mutually useful. Certainly, these environmental
relations shall be initiated by a human being who is an
intellectual being. [8].

Conclusions. It is impossible to solve population
welfare improvement tasks and strengthening of their
health, not having ensured the rational nature protection
and natural resource management. For this purpose,
Ukraine conducts the environmental policy in its territo-
ry, which is directed for preservation of the surrounding
environment safe for both wild and inorganic nature,
population’s life and health protection from the negative
influence caused by environmental pollution, establish-
ment of harmonious cooperation of society and nature,
protection, rational use and recovery of natural re-
sources. The following spheres within the territory of
Ukraine are subjected to protection and regulation: natu-
ral environment as an aggregate of natural, social condi-
tions and processes; natural resources which already
have been involved into economic turnover, and those,
which have not been used in the national economy yet
(land, water, atmospheric air, forest and other flora, fau-
na); landscapes and natural complexes. Population’s en-
vironmental safety is regarded as the most important and
honorable tasks. Law has an essential role in achieve-
ment and permanent provision of cooperation of society
and nature. Legislative acts determine the priority direc-
tions of state nature resource management policy and
ways of ecological crisis removal. With the help of law
the environmentalization of technologies in industry, ag-
riculture, energetics, construction, transport spheres and
implementation of a deep reform of the existing nature
resource management practice shall be provided.
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Iliuxyp T.B. ExoJioriunmnii MOHiTOPHUHI i KOHTPOJIbL
NPUPOIHOIO cepeloBHIA B YKpaiHi

Y cmammi posensoaiomoca numanns 30itichenns exono-
eiunoi nonimuxu ¢ Ykpaini, cnpamosanoi na 36epedicenns bes-
neuHo20 OISl ICHYBAHHS JICUBOI T HeJICUBOT NPUPOOU HABKOIUWL-
Hb0O20 cepedosUwld, 3aXUCITL HCUMMSL | 300p08 5 HaCeNeH s 6i0
He2amueHo20 6NIUEY, 3YMOBNEHO20 3A0PYOHEHHAM OOBKINA,
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00CAZHEHHSI 2APMOHIIHOI 83a€MO0TT cycninbemea i npupoou.
Hageoena ingopmayiss wooo monimopunzy ammocgepnozo
nogimps, 600u, IPYHMI8, 8i0X00i6, Oiopi3HOMANIMMA.

Kniouosi cnoea: exonoziunuii monimopumz, 0xopona
008KiNIA, 3a0PYOHENHs, 0epaicasHe YNPAGIiHHs, NPUpoOo0Xo-
POHHA OIsLIbHICMb, CHOCMEPEIICEHHS.

nuxyp T.B. Dkxojorudeckuii MOHHTOPMHI H KOH-
TPOJIb IIPUPO/IHON CpeAbl B YKpauHe.

B cmamve paccmampueaiomes 6onpocel ocyujecmenenus
9KONO2UHECKOU NOMUMUKY 6 YKpauwne, Hanpagnennol Ha
coxpanenue 0Oe3onacnou 01 CYWecmeo8anus JiCUGol U
HeICUBOU NpupoObl OKpyIcaioueli cpeosl, 3auuma dHCUsHU U
300p08bs  HACENeHUs ~ Om — He2aMmuHO20  B030€LCHEUs,
8bI36AHHO20 3aepAzHeHuem oKpyIcarouyel cpeowl,
00CmudICeHUe 2aPMOHUYHO20 B3AUMOOCUCMBU 00ujecmed u

npUpoobL. Ilpusedena ungopmayus Kacarowaacs
MOHUMOPUH2A AMMOCHEPHO20 8030YXA, 800bl, HOUE, OMX0008,
buopasnoobpasus.

Knroueevie cnosa: sxonocuueckuti MOHUMOPUHE, OXPAHA
OKpYydrcaroujeil cpeobl, 3azpsasHenue, 20CY0apCmeeHHoe Ynpas-
JIeHue, nPUPOOOOXPAHHAS OesTMeNbHOCHb HAOIIOeHUe.
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UDC 94:271.222(477.61)«1922/1930»

THE ORGANIZATIONAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE RENOVATIONIST MOVEMENT
IN THE STAROBILSK REGION IN 1922 - 1930

Ruban M.Y.

OPTAHIBALIIITHUIT PO3BUTOK OBHOBJIEHChKOI'O PYXY
HA CTAPOBLIBILIMHI 1922 — 1930 pp.

Py6an M.IO.

The article attempts to investigate the process of the
organizational formation of the renovationist movement in the
territory  of  Starobilshchyna. The course of the
institutionalization of the Starobel eparchy of the Ukrainian
Orthodox Autocephalous Synodal Church is traced. The
historical circumstances of the denominational separation of
Ukrainian Orthodoxy in the interwar period are highlighted
by the example of a separate region.

Keywords: Orthodoxy, Renovationist movement, Ukrainian
Orthodox Autocephalous Synodal Church, Starobilsk Eparchy.

Actuality and problem statement. The historical
events around the organizational movement of the
Renovationists in the Orthodox Church in Donbass
belong to perhaps one of the least illuminated pages of
the local religious history of the interwar period. Due to
oppressive actions was forcibly destroyed the multi-
confessionalism of Ukrainian society caused by
suspense of many important internal problems of the
Church’s life. Consequently, the division of the Church
on the similar ground resumed in the conditions of
liberalization of the state religious politics at the end of
1980s. The relevance of studying of the historical
experience of the organizational evolving of the
reformatory orthodox confession on the Donbass
territory, its circumstances and personalities of this
process acquires an exceptional meaning in the context
of defining new conceptual approaches in the
development of the local Orthodox Church in the border
region of Ukraine and Russia.

Analysis of research and publications. The
history of the Renovationist movement in Ukraine,
especially of the problem of regulation of the
relationship between state and Church on these lands is
represented in the works of many local religious
historians, like G. Bilan [1], O. Boiko [2], S. Zhyliuk
[6], V. Pashchenko [11; 12], A. Kyrydon [12], O. Sagan
[13], O. Trygub [14] and others. Though, for such works
it is characteristic to attempt a determination of the

general image of the  multi-confessionalism
development in Ukraine, while the local studies are
almost absent.

In the Russian ecclesiastical historiography to this
day the leading positions  hold PhD works of
metropolitan-historians Theodosius (Protsiuk) [16] and
Ioan (Snychov) [7]. They give cursory characteristic of
the Church movements in Ukraine in the inter-war
period and during the German occupation. But these
works were written in the middle of 1960s, so they have
various factual inaccuracies due to subjective view of
the authors on the process of establishment of local
Orthodox Church in Ukraine.

Unique without exaggeration are monographs of
Russian priests — V. Lavrynov [8; 9] and 1. Soloviov
[10], due to the contents as well as to the way of
presenting the material. These authors worked on a
broad horizon of materials of the criminal cases of the
Renovationist  hierarchs and created substantial
guidebooks on the materials of Renovationist church
history in the territory of the USSR.

The first fundamental attempt to study the history
of the emergence, activity and elimination of organized
Orthodox denominations directly in the Donbass area in
the context of regulating local state-church relations is
the dissertation of the Lugansk lawyer and religious
scientist O. Forostiuk [18; 19]. The author was first to
introduce a wide range of material on key events,
figures of bishops and clerics who played a key role in
the religious history of the region, having considered
regional events against the background of the general
context of the state anti-religious policy in the Ukrainian
SSR. Despite the wide range of factual material
systematized on the basis of currently inaccessible
regional archives of the Donetsk and Luhansk regions,
unique narrative testimonies of the participants in
religious movements in the region, the works of O.
Forostiuk are marked however by tendentiousness of
denominational perception. They do not exhaust the
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amplitude of the task we have outlined and have
inaccuracies, elimination of which requires introduction
of additional new sources into scientific discourse.

Thus, the subject of this research is the activity of
the Starobilsk vicariate (later—eparchy) of the
Ukrainian Autocephalous (Renovationist) Orthodox
Church, which means solving such research tasks as
follows: firstly, analysis of the Orthodox Church
situation of that time in the Starobilsk region; secondly,
to highlight the process of institutional formation of the
Renovationist movement in the region. Thirdly, it is also
important to determine peculiarities of the church-
religious activities of the Starobilsk eparchy in the
period of institutional disunity of the Orthodox Church
in Ukraine in 1920-1930s. The chronologic limits of the
research are set from the time of institutional formation
of Renovationist movement in this region in 1922 until
its actual abolishment in the mid-1930s.

The goal of the article is to reconstruct the entire
picture of organizational development of the
Renovationist movement in the Orthodox Church in the
Starobilsk region in 1922-1930, basing on the analysis
of historic sources and scientific literature.

Exposition of the main material. In the spring of
1922 a quick revolutionary attempt of the
representatives of the Renovationist movement,
supported by the state authorities to make a revolt in the
midst of the Orthodox Church in the USSR, quickly
spread throughout key regional centers, however in the
Donetsk province it was carried out rather slowly. The
first Renovationist communities in the Starobilshchyna,
which at that time belonged to the Kharkiv eparchy,
appeared in the villages of Neshcheretove and Tytarivka
only in January 1923 [19, p. 73]. On January 29, 1923,
at the meeting of the Starobilsk region executive
committee was established the local executive comittee
membership of the leading Renovationist group “The
Living Church”. The head of the committee was
appointed the senior priest of the local Neshcheretove
church of the Holy Trinity [18, p. 32]. As recently as on
December 5, 1922, in Moscow took place the bishopric
ordination of a Renovationist vicar for Kharkiv eparchy,
Starobilsk bishop Oleksander (Migulin) [8, p. 59]. Soon
afterwards the hierarch was elected the head of the local
vicariate administration. An interesting observation by
O. Forostiuk shows that newly ordinated bishop started
broad activity of taking over parishes, but this was not
met with sympathy of religious masses [19, p. 73]. As of
October 1, 1923, in Starobilsk uyezd only 27 out of 150
officially  registrated  parishes  belonged  to
Renovationists [19, p. 73 — 74]. Although, it is worth
noticing that they were given the antique 18™-century
cathedral of the Holy Virgin Protection [18, p. 78].

The local authorities reported that the
Renovationist movement in Starobilsk region was still
in embryonic state. On the 8™ — 9™ of May 1924 in the
Starobilsk Cathedral of the Holy Virgin Protection took
place a district meeting of clergy and lay people with
participation of one of the leading ideologists of Church
renovation in Ukraine, bishop losyf (Krechetovych) of

Izum. In the first day of the meeting participated 192
delegates, but the next day were registered only 168 [18,
p. 76]. At the convention was also raised the question of
electing a new bishop, but the elections however never
happened. Instead, the All-Ukrainian Holy Synod
shortly after appointed newly ordinated bishop Meletiy
(Fomin) as the head of Starobilsk district church
administration [8, p. 354].

In the first half of 1924 because of active measures
of the church opposition the Renovationist Church in
Ukraine was brought to a crisis having lost about 1000
parishes all over the republic. The overall number of
Renovationist communities in Donetsk governorate was
reduced to 85 as at January 1925 [3]. However, it should
be noted, that in the official statistics of that time there
is no information on presence of the Renovationist
parishes in Starobilshchyna before January 1, 1926,
which suggests inaccuracy of the data [20].

On May 14, 1925, in Kharkiv was opened a
session of the All-Ukrainian Local Council. It adopted a
regulation about the autocephalous status of the
Ukrainian Church and korenization of the Liturgy. 34
bishops, 88 clergymen and 86 lay people participated in
the Council [14, p.99], including the vicar of the
Kharkiv eparchy, bishop of Starobilsk, Meletiy (Fomin).
Archpriest of Starobilsk area D. Liumynarskyi made an
appeal to immediate translation of Liturgical texts into
Ukrainian, initiation of Ukrainian language classes for
clergy, formation of a committee for developing a
special address to UAOC representatives and election of
a delegation for negotiations concerning uniting with
UAOC [5, p. 3].

Among other regulations the Council also banned
the second marriage for priests. Thus, on the 2™ All-
Ukrainian Council the Ukrainian Renovationists
managed to minimize the excessive reformational
tendencies in their internal Church practice. On October
7, 1925, the autocephalous status of Ukrainian Church
was confirmed at the 3™ All-Russian Council [14,
p- 100].

The activation of institutional church processes of
that time was also favoured by an administrative reform
in the USSR, as a result of which the governorate
division of the republic changed to a district (okrug)
one. According to the new reform in January 1925 the
Holy Synod of the Ukrainian Synodal (Renovationist)
Church reorganized the eparchial control network. As a
result 36 eparchies were formed within the boundaries
of corresponding territorial districts, and Starobilsk
eparchy was segregated from Kharkiv eparchy [6,
p. 175].

In September 1927 the Archbishops Andrii
(Odintsov) and Oleksander (Chekanovskyi) visited
Starobilsk with the purpose of holding lectures within
the frame of theological courses. In a secret letter the
local old-Church hierarchy prohibited the clergy and lay
people to attend the courses on pain of
excommunication. Nonetheless, 10 priests and some
lay people ignored the prohibition and became course
students. Until November 1934 the district centre
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Starobilsk did not have railway connection and was 56
km far from the nearest line, so a well-known bishops®
visit and theological course holding were extraordinary
events for provincial town residents and animated the
dull uneventful life of the local believers. During three
days 800 people attended the lectures. The archbishops
gave ten lectures of an apologetic character and
informed the audience about the religious situation in
Ukraine. Archpriest D. Luminarskyi, member of the
Starobilsk eparchial administration, expressed sincere
gratitude to the hierarchs and a hope that “such courses
were held not for the last time, and that “our gospellers”
would visit our district in future” [15].

As S. Zhyliuk aptly remarked, after the visit of the
Starobilsk region by the mentioned archbishops the
struggle between the old-Church hierarchy and
Renovationists somewhat calmed in the eparchy [5,
p. 290]. In the end, in the spring of 1928 the Starobelsk
eparchy consisting of 62 parishes [16] was one of the
largest in the former Donetsk province. In November
1928 the Starobilsk bishop Meletiy (Fomin) headed the
Kamianets-Podilskyi eparchial administration.
Meanwhile the Starobilsk cathedra remained vacant
until its actual abolition in 1930.

In 1929 the Union of Atheists addressed the All-
Ukrainian Central Executive Committee requesting to
close the antique Starobilsk Cathedral of the Holy
Virgin Protection. The All-Ukrainian (Renovationist)
Holy Synod addressed the same committee with the
request not to close the cathedral, because that could
have bad consequences for the Synodal Church in the
region [19, p. 126]. Nevertheless, despite the efforts of
the Synod the cathedral was closed that year, and in
1933 it was demolished. At the same time commenced
an active annulment of actual parishes. Since May 1927
till August 1935 53 churches were closed in the area and
as of June 1935 only three Renovationist parishes were
functioning in the region [19, p. 130].

Conclusions. The process of organizational
formation of the Renovationist movement within
provincial Starobilsk region took place against the
background of an energetic state anti-religious policy, as
well as an acute inter-confessional confrontation of
separated parts of a once united Orthodox Church. Since
in conditions of an escalation of denominational
division the representatives of the Renovationist
movement minimized their reformative tendencies at the
2™ All-Ukrainian Council, the institutional crisis within
the denomination was partly limited. For some time
Starobilsk area became a place for numerous religious
disputes for representatives of various denominations.
After the appointment of bishop Meletiy (Fomin) to the
Starobilsk cathedra the eparchy with active support of
the local authorities achieved its highest institutional
development, encompassing over one third of the
orthodox communities in the region and became
structurally the biggest in the territories of the former
Donetsk gubernorate.

Unfortunately, nowadays the development of the
Renovationist movement in Donbass is not properly

illustrated in church historiography, moreover, its
individual aspects are estimated subjectively.
Undoubtedly, the activity of Starobilsk Renovationists
has to be properly rethinked and reassessed from the
point of view of particularly Ukrainian church
historiography. Because only further non-preconceived
study of this topic will allow to reveal the actual
circumstances of development and reasons of decline of
organized Church structures in Donbass during the
difficult period of persecutions and tragic ordeals.
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Py6an M.IO. Opranizaniiinuii po3BUTOK O0HOBJICH-
cbKoro pyxy Ha CrapoOinbmmuni 1922 — 1930 pp.

Y emammi 30iticneno cnpo6y docrioumu npoyec opeari-
3ayitino20 CMAHOBNEHHs OOHOBNEHCLKO20 PYXY HA MepeHax
Cmapobinowunu. Ilpocmedicerno xio incmumyyianizayii Cma-
pobinvcwvkoi enapxii Yxpaincokoi Ilpasocnagnoi Aemoxegpans-
noi Cunooanvhoi Llepxeu. Buceimaeno icmopuuni obcmagunu
KoHn@eciiinoeo posdinennsn Ykpaincokoeo [Ipasocias’s 6 migxc-
B0EHHULL NEPIO0 HA NPUKAAOL OKPEMO20 PeiOH).

Knwuosi cnosa: Ilpasocnas’s, 00HONEHCOKUL  pYX,
Vipainceka Ipasocrasna Asmoxegpanvna Cunodanvua Llepk-
6a, Cmapobinbcoka enapxis.

Py6an H.1O. OpranuzanuoHHoe pa3ButHe 00HOB.Ie-
HYecKoro ABm:keHus Ha CtapoGeasmune 1922 — 1930 rr.

B cmamve ocywecmenena nonvimka ucciedogames npo-
yecc OpeAHU3AYUOHHO20 — CMAHOBNEHUA  OOHOBLEHYECKO20
osudicenuss na mepumopuu Cmapobenvwunul. [Ipocnesicen x00
uncmumyyuanuzayuu Cmapobdenscokou enapxuu YKkpaunckoi
Ilpasocnasnoti  Aemokeghanvroti  Cunooanvhoii  Llepksu.
Ocesewjenvl ucmopuyeckue 06CMoAMenbCmea KOHQeccuoHatb-
Ho20 pazdenenus Yxpauwnckozo Ilpasocnasus 6 medceoeHHulll
nepuoo Ha npumepe omoenbHO20 PecUOHA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Ilpasocnasue, obnosnenueckoe 08u-
acenue, Yrpaunckas IIpasocnasnas Asmoxegpanvnas Cuno-
oanvhas Lleprxoss, Cmapobenvckas enapxus.

Py6an Muxoaa IOpiiioBuu — crynentr CxixHOYKpaiHCEKOTO
HalliOHAJIBHOTO YHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi Bomomgmmmupa [Jams (M.
CeBepononensk) Ta KuiBebkoi IlpaBocnaBHoi borociaoBebkoi
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