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MIEDZY USTAWODAWSTWEM I
RZECZYWISTOSCIA: ZYCIE CODZIENNE RODZIN
DUCHOWIENSTWA PARAFIALNEGO DIECEZJI
CHARKOWSKIEJ W XIX — NA POCZATKU XX WIEKU

W Artykule przedstawiono probe analizy zycia codziennego
rodzin duchowienstwa parafialnego Cesarstwa Rosyjskiego w XIX —

na poczatku XX wieku na tle zmian w prawie swieckim 1 koscielnym J. Zacharczenko
na przykladzie diecezji Charkowskiej. Analiza struktury zycia doktorant
codziennego cztonkoéw rodziny duchowienstwa parafialnego pozwala wydziatu nauk
zrekonstruowa¢ pewien styl zycia osob nalezacych do stanu historycznych
duchowego. Badania stylu zycia duchowienstwa, pozwala okresli¢, jak Narodowego
skuteczne byly starania wiadz kosScielnych 1 $wieckich Imperium Uniwersytetu w
Rosyjskiego wplyna¢ na zycie codzienne czlonkéw danego panstwa. Charkowie
Skutecznos¢ "reformy odgoérnych" w stosunku do duchowienstwa, Im. W. Karazina
zwlaszcza w polowie XIX wieku umozliwia autorowi wyrazi¢ swoje m. Charkow,
watpliwosci odno$nie "kompleksowos$ci" wielkich reform Aleksandra Ukraina
II, w szczego6lnosci s stosunku do poszczegdlnych stanéw, jak np.

duchownych.

Stowa kluczowe: struktura zycia codziennego, praktyko powszechne, strategie
zachowania, rodzina ksiedza parafialnego.

BETWEEN LEGISLATION AND THE REALITIES OF LIFE: EVERYDAY LIFE OF
FAMILIES OF THE PARISH CLERGY OF THE KHARKIV DIOCESE IN THE 19TH -
EARLY 20TH CENTURIES.

The paper presents an attempt to analyze everyday life of families of the parish clergy in
the Russian Empire in the 19th - early 20th centuries against the background of changes in secular
and ecclesiastical legislation through the example of the Kharkiv diocese. Analysis of the patterns
of everyday life of family members of the parish clergy makes it possible to reconstruct a certain
life style of people belonging to the clerical order. Studies of features of life style of the clergy
allow to determine how effective the efforts of church and secular authorities of the Russian
Empire were to affect the everyday life of the representatives of the particular estate. Effectiveness
of "reform from above" concerning the clergy, especially in the mid-19th century, enables the
author to question the "comprehensive nature" of the Great Reforms of Alexander 11, particularly
with regard to certain estates, such as the clergy.

Keywords: patterns of everyday life, everyday practices, behavioral strategies, family of
the parish priest.

MIK 3BAKOHOJABCTBOM TA PEAJIISAAMU KUTTSA: IOBCAKAEHHSA POJAUH
HAPA®ISJIBHOI'O TYXOBEHCTBA XAPKIBChKOI €ITAPXII
Y XIX - HA TIOYATKY XX CT.

VY crarti npeactaBieHa crnpoOa MpoaHami3yBaTU TMOBCAKACHHS POAWH mapadisuibHOTO
nyxoseHcTBa Pociiicekoi immepii y XIX — Ha mowarky XX cT. Ha Tl 3MIH CBITCHKOTO 1
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LIEPKOBHOTO 3aKOHOJABCTBA Ha MpUKIaAl XapKiBCbKOI enapxii. AHaNi3 CTPYKTYp HOBCSKICHHS
YWICHIB POJMHU MapadisuIbHOTO AYXOBEHCTBA JIA€ MOKJIMBICTh PEKOHCTPYIOBATH TEBHHUM CTHIIb
KUTTS 0Ci0, 110 HaJeXalu 10 TyXOBHOTO cTaHy. JloCIiPKeHHsS OCOOIMBOCTEH CTUIIIO KUTTS
MIPEJICTABHUKIB JYXOBEHCTBA JO3BOJISIE BCTAHOBUTH HACKUIBKM PE3yJIbTaTUBHUMHU  Oyiu
HaMaraHHs LIEpKOBHOI Ta CBITCbKOI Biiagu Pocilicbkoi iMmnepii BIVIMHYTH Ha MOBCSKICHHE JKUTTS
MPEACTAaBHUKIB OKPEMOTO CTaHy. Pe3ynbTaTHUBHICTH «pedopM 3BepXy» IIOJAO0 TyXOBEHCTBA,
ocobsinBo B cepeanHi XIX cT., Ja€ MOXKJIMBICTh aBTOPY MOCTAaBUTH M1 CYMHIB «BCEOXOILTIOIOUHMA
xapaktep» Benukux pedopm Omnexcanapa II, 0coOIMBO CTOCOBHO OKpEeMHUX CTaHIB, HAIPHUKIIA[
JyXOBEHCTBA.

Knrwouoei cnoea: cTpyKTypu TOBCSKICHHS, MMOBCIKACHHI MTPAKTUKH, CTPATETii MOBEIIHKH,
poauHa nmapadisuIbHOTO CBAIICHUKA.

[Ipotsarom «mosroro XIX cromiTTs» BinOynucs riodaibHi 3MIHU y CycliIbCTB1 Pociiicbkoi
imnepii. Ha mouaTky uporo nepiogy B OKpeMHil CTaH BUKpPUCTANI3YBaJOCs TyXOBEHCTBO, Ta BXKE
HAIPUKIHI[l 3a3HAYEHOT'0 IMepioly HOro craHoBl MpuBUIEl Ta 0cOOIMBOCTI Ha O(ilIHHOMY pIBHI
Oyno crepro. HaykoBuii 1HTEpEC MpeICTaBIIAE JOCIIHKEHHS TOT0, HACKUTBKU 3aKOHO/1aB4l HOBAIIi1
CBITCHKOI Ta LEPKOBHOI BJIaJM MO BIIHOLIEHHIO JI0 JYXOBEHCTBA Oynu pe3yiabTaTUBHUMU. {1
TOTO, 100 BCTAHOBHUTH CTYIIHb PE3YJIbTAaTUBHOCTI pedopM Ha IYMKY aBTOpa, Oyi0o O MOIUIBHO
3BEpHYTHUCA /IO METOJOJOrii 1CTOPUYHOI aHTpOIoJIorii Ta icTopli moBcsakaeHHsA. Came
«MOBCSIKJICHHS K TUTAaBMJILHUN TUTJIb PAIIOHATBLHOCTI», 3a cBiqueHHsM b. Bansaendensca [2, c.
39], no3BoJIsiE BCTAHOBUTH HACKUIBKH B110Opazuiucs pepopmu, 3A41HCHIOBaH1 I€p:KaBOIO HA KUTTI
MEePECIYHOr0 TrpoMaasiHuHA. Y (OKYCl JaHOTO JOCHIKEHHS TMPEACTABJICHI  MOBCIKIACHHI
MPaKTUKA B OKpeMUX cdepax >KUTTA WICHIB POJUHHM NapadisuIbHOTO CBSIIECHHKA, TaKUX SK:
OCBITa, 3aMillEHHS BaKaHTHUX NapadisIbHUX MiCllb, LU0, €KOHOMIKa pOAMHH/(OPMYBaHHS
poauHHOTO OMOJDKETY Ta mapadisibHa CiIyx0a. 3MIHM y BHMOTax JI0 OCBITH CBSIICHUKA,
3aMilIeHHS BakaHTHUX mnapadidf, MmosBa HOBUX 1 CKACyBaHHS CTApUX JKEpes MOMOBHEHHS
OIOPKETYy poIMHU TapadisIbHOTO CBsIIeHnKa npoTsarom XIX cT., — Bce 11e BUMaraso BiJl 4ieHIB
JYXOBHOI'O CTaHy NIEBHUX MPUCTOCYBaHb.

Bapro 3ayBaxuTu, mo mocrtaBieHa mnpoOiema paHimie He Oysa MpeaMeToM OKpeMoi
HayKoBOi po3BiAKU. OcoOIMBOro 3HAYEHHS MAalTh POOOTH CYYaCHOTO0 aMEpPUKaHCHKOI'O
nocnigauka ['peropi ®@piza [13, 14], mo cTocyroThes couianbHOi ictopii Pocilickkoi immnepii XIX
cT. Ta Horo monemika 3 Kpicropom IlIminrom CcTOCOBHO CTaHOBOI MapagurMu Yy
Ni3HbOIMIIEpCbKOMY cycnuibeTBl. Tak camo, TBepmxkeHHs [. @piza, cTOCOBHO 30€peikeHHs
CTAaHOBOI 1JEHTHUYHOCTI cepej] AYXOBEHCTBA BCTYNAIOTh Y MPOTHUPIUYS 3 1A€IMH 3HAHOTO
Cy4JacHOro pociiicbkoro icropuka bopuca Muponosa [7]. Ha Binminy Bin b. Muponosa, I'. ®pi3
CTBEPJUKYE, 10 CTaHU MPOJOBXKYBaNM 30epirartucs 1 micis ao6u «Benukux pedopm», 1 Ouibie
TOT0, CTAaHOBA 1IEHTUYHICTD Y LIeH Mepio]] HaBNaKu 11e OuIblle PO3BUBAIACS.

Takoxk, BapTo Ha3BaTH HU3KY pO3BIJOK CyYaCHUX JOCHIIIHHUKIB, IO TPUCBIYEH]
perioHaibHUM CTYISIM 3 ICTOpIi JyXOBEHCTBA y pi3HUX enapxisx Pocilicbkoi iMmepii Ta okpeMum
acrmekTaM MOoro NOBCSKIEHHOIO >KUTTS. MaeMo Ha yBa3l poOOTH TaKUX JOCIIIHUKIB SIK
JI. Tlocoxona [9], T. JleonTrena [4], O. CkytneB [11], B. Maxkaposa [5] Ta iH.

MeTor0 JOCHIIKEHHS — € aHajli3 TaKTUK Ta CTpaTerii MOBENIHKU WIEHIB POJUHU
napadisuibHOrO JyxoBeHcTBa Pociiichkoi iMmepii Ha npukiaal XapKiBChbKOi enmapxii Ha Tl 3MIH
CBITCBKOTO Ta IIEPKOBHOIO 3akoHojaBcTBa y XIX — Ha mouarky XX cr. BuokpemieHHs
crenu@IuHUX CTEPEOTHUINB MOBEIIHKA WICHIB poauHu cBsameHnka y XIX cr, sk BiAmoBined Ha
BUKJIMKM CBOTO 4acy, 1HILIMOBAaHMUX CBITCBKOIO Ta LEPKOBHOIO BIaaow y Pocilickkiil iMmepii,
JI03BOJISIE CKOHCTPYIOBATH CTHJIb JKUTTS POJMHU NapadisyibHOTO AyXOBeHCTBa. Takuil minxia 1o
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IOCHIIPKEHHSI IIOBCIKIEHHOIO JKUTTA BHIAETHLCS HAHOUIBII BAAJIUM, OCKUIBKH HJO3BOJISIE
BIIMEXXYBaTHCA BiJ 0aHaIbHOTO MOOYTOMHCAHHS, IO JOCUTh YaCcTO XapaKTepHE JUIs MOI0HUX
PO3B1IOK. BaximmBoro mpo6eMor0 € BCTAaHOBJICHHS TOTO, SIK cCaMe POJIMHA CBAIICHUKA Ta 11 WICHH
pearyBajii Ha HOBOBBEACHHS 1 5K 11€ NO3HAYMJIOCh HA IXHIX MOBCIKACHHUX MPAaKTUKAX.

JlxepenbHy 0a3zy MOCIUDKEHHS CTAHOBIIATH 3aKOHOJABUl aKTH Ta aKTOBI Marepiayiu
IIEPKOBHOTO Ta CBITCHKOTO TMOXO/KEHHs Pociiichbkoi immepii, IiI0OBOAHA JOKYMEHTAIlIS
XapKIBCbKOI JTyXOBHOI KOHCHUCTODIii, KpPUMIHAJIBHOIO YyHpaBiiHHA nouinii MiHicTepcTBa
BHYTPILIHIX CIpaB, JDKEpeaa 0COOOBOrO MOXO/KEHHS, 30KpeMa EIICTOJISAPIl CBSIIEHUKIB Ta
MaTepiajiu nepiouku XapKiBCbKO1 €napxii.

3akoHoaBcTBO Pociiicekoi imnepii Ta peanii kurta nepiogy kiHnsg XVIII — mouatky
XIX ct. HE BUMaraau BiI JIIOAWUHH, 0 Oa)kalia 3aiHATH MICIE CBSIICHHOCIYXKHUTENA y mapadii
000B’SI3KOBO1 TyXOBHOT OCBITH, IO CyTi, 3HaHHS 3aKOHY B0OKOro mnpu BiAMOBITHUX CHPUSTIUBUX
oOcTaBHHAax, B yMOBaxX (DYHKIIIOHYBaHHS MeXaHI3My BHOOPHOCTI CBslleHUMKa mapadisHaMU Ha
cutbchbkux 310panHsx [3, c. 350]. Omnak, y 1808 p. Cesarimmii CuHON BUIAB HaKa3 MIOJO
000B’sI3KOBOT OCBITH J1iTeH CBAILEHUKA. Tak y JOKyMeHT1 OyJa 3a3HaueHO sIK 000B’SI30K MICLIEBUX
€MapxiaJIbHUX apxi€peiB «3apaxoByBaTH J0 JIyXOBHOTO YYWJIMINA YCIX JITEHl JyXoBeHCTBa 6-8
pokiB». bnarounHHuM Oyno HakazaHo mijg 4Yac o0’3ay mnapadidl «eKk3aMeHyBaTH JITei
JYXOBEHCTBa», 10 MPOXKUBAIH 3a MaJOJITCTBOM pa3oM 13 OaTbKaMH, a pe3yJIbTaTu JTOBOAUTHU 10
BiJIOMa JIyXOBHOMY IIpaBJIiHHIO. BimoBigHe po3nopsakeHHs icHyBajo 1 B XapKIBChbKIN enapxii 3a
nignucoM apxienuckorna Xpucrodopa (Cymumn) [6, c. 99].

s 3MiHa y 3aKOHOJABCTBI CTaja TMEBHUM BHUKIWKOM I8 POJMHHU MapadissibHOTO
CBALICHUKA, OCKUIBKM POJMHA CBSIIEHUKA OTpUMaia «HOBY» CTAaTTIO BHUTpPAT Y POAUHHOMY
OrO/PKET1 Ha HAaBYAHHS CHHIB BIAMOBIMHOTO BiKy. Ha 11l BUKITUK 0aTbKU-CBAIIEHUKH BIAOBITAIN
MO-pI3HOMY. Y3arajbHIOIOYH BIJOMOCTI 3 JDKEpEJI MOYKHA BUOKPEMHTH JIB1 CTpaTerii MOBEIIHKH.
[lepma Gyna HampaBiieHa HAa BUKOHAHHS LIbOI'O Hakasy, 1 Jesiki OaThKHU MOCTAaBUIIMCS 3 YCIEHO
BIIOBIAAJIBHICTIO 0 HABYaHHS CBOIX JITEH, pyra crpareris Oyna HampaBjieHa Ha ca0OTyBaHHS
uiei HacraHoBu. JDxepena JlyxoBHOi KoHcucTOpii XapkiBChbKOi 007acTi MICTATH YHMAaJIO
TEHJCHIIMHUX CHpaB, LUIOJI0 PO3IJIALy OJarOYMHHUM NPUYHMH, Yepe3 SIKI CUHU CBSILEHUKA, 110
nocsriid Biky 14-16 pokiB Hime Ha 1€l MOMEHT HE HABUaJUCS 1 HE MaJld HITKOI OCBITH OKpIM
npuMapHoi gomamrHboi. Tak, y 1808 p. Omarounnnmii Omnekciii (Jlebenuncbkuii) iHGOPMYyBaB
3MiiBCbKE IyXOBHE TPABIIHHS, IO CBAMEHHK C. bapok o. fkiB (PegopoB): «...3amano
CTapaHHOCTI MposBisie: cuH Woro [laBno 12 pokiB BuuTh y Tmicantupi guime 7 kadizmy...» [6,
c. 100]. barpka-cBsiieHMKa 3a HEBUKOHaHHs BUMOI CasTimioro CHHOJY Ta pO3MOPSKEHb
apxienuckona 0yno mokapaHo wmTpadoM, a Horo cuHa BiAIPABIEHO Ha MICSILb IO CUPITCHKOTO
OyauHKY Ipu XapKIBCbKOMY KOJET1yMi.

Crpareris CBSIIEHUKIB, 110 Oyja HampaBjieHa Ha 3aJMIIEHHS CBOIX CHHIB IpU coOl
MOSICHIOETBCSL TUM, IO JITH y POAMHI CBSIIEHHKA 3MajKy BHKOHYBAJM 4YHMMAaJo POOIT IO
rOCIOJIAPCTBY, @ TAKOXK MPHUCIY)KYBIM CBOIM OarbkaM y IepkBi. OOMEXEHICTh POIUHHOTO
OIODKETY 3 OJHOTO OOKYy HE JaBayia 0aTbKaM 3a0€3MEeUUTH HAJICKHOIO OCBITOIO CBOIX JITEH, a 3
apyroro OOKy, caMi JiTH JONOMarajid MONOBHIOBATH POAMHHUN Oro/pker. ToX mHojuiarouu
POJMHY JUIsl HaBYaHHSI CHHM CBSIIIEHMKAa HE JIMIIE CTBOPIOBAJIM JOJATKOBI BUTPATHU JUISL CBOIX
0aThbKiB, a ¥ MO30aBJSUIM 1X YAaCTHHU J0X0nay. TumoBoro Oyma cutyaiis, Koau 10 JlyXoBHOTO
MIpaBJIIHHS CBSIIEHUK I10JaBaB MPOXaHHS Ha 3aMillleHHs BaKaHTHOI MOCaay MajaMaps 4d Js4Ka y
cBOil nepkBi ans cuHa 14-17 pokiB. OkpiM napadisiabHOI CIIyKOH, CHHHM CBSILIEHHKA MOTJIHU
3aliMaThCd LUIKOM HEBIAMNOBIIHUMHU JJIsi JYXOBHOTO CTaHy 3aHATTAMU. Tak, HampHKiIaj,
Bankiscbkuit mpotoiepeit Onekciit (CHicapbOB) 3ragyBaB, IO y 7 POKIB BHUIIAacaB OBElLlb CBOTO
0arbka A3BOHaps, a y 15 pokiB OyB HAWIINIIMM HOro MOMIYHUKOM Y MOJBOBHX poboTax [6, c.
101].
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Jiga toro, moO 3aJMIIUTH NpuU coOl CHMHA 1 HE BIINPABISTU HAa OCBITY, CBALIEHUKU
BJIaBAJINCS 1O BCUIAKUX IHCHUHYaIlld. 30eperyiocs KiulbKa MOSICHIOBAJIBHUX 3alUCOK CBSIICHHKIB,
YoMy iXH1 AITM TaKk 1 HE MOXYTb OTPUMATH OCBITH. bBaTbKU-CBALICHUKH L€ TOSCHIOBAIU
HEJIOJIYTICTIO, XBOPOOIMBICTIO Ta 1H.: «...3aBX/JIM IIUTYHKOM XBOPHUH, Yyepe3 Te il AypHUii». TaKkox,
icHyBana ¥ iHma npaxkTuka. CHHIB, IO JOCAMIM I STHAAUSTUIITHHOTO BIKY HAIIBUIKYPYY
OJIpY’KyBaJli, 1€ CTaBajl0 MPUBOJOM JUIs BIIMOBU HABYATHUCS: «...BXKE€ OJIPYXKEHHH, mpote 0e3
B1JIOMa yXOBHOTO HadaibCTBay [6, c. 102].

TakuM 4MHOM, CTOCOBHO OCBITM CHHIB Y POJAMHI CBAIEHUKA y nepuliif monosuHi XIX cT.
BCTAaHOBWJIOCH JIBI CTpaTerii MOBEAIHKUA. SIKIIO TOBOPHUTH MPO TE€, HACKUILKH MOIMMUPEHOI0 Oyra
I TEHJEHIlsA, TO MOKHA BCTAaHOBHUTH, 3BaKaloud Ha OOMEXKEHICTh OIJ/DKETY pPOJIUHU
napaIILHOTO CBSAIIEHUKA 0COOJIIMBO Y CUIBCHKIM MICIIEBOCTI, IO 1€ OYyJIO TOCUTH MOIIUPEHOIO
MPAKTUKOIO. AHATI3YIOUM YHCENIBHICTh CBSIICHHOCIYKHTENIB 3a Marepiagamu IcTtopuko-
cTaTucTUYHOro onucy XapkiBchkoi emapxii @inapera (I'ymineBcbkoro) [12, c. 205] 6nusbko 2/3
BiJl 3arajibHOi KUIbKOCTI napadisuIbHOrO JyXOBEHCTBA Y XapKIBChKiil enapxii CTaHOBWIM CUIBCBHKI
CBALIEHHOCTYXHUTE1, 3 HUX OJIM3bKO MOJIOBUHM 3aiiManu napadii, sSKi HaJexaau JO0 HaAlHMKYOTro
KJIacy Jie KUIbKICTh mapadisH Oyna menmorw 200 aymr. Tok, 3 BETUKOIO BIPOTIAHICTIO caMe ISt
LOT0 MPOILIAPKY CBSIIEHHOCITY)KUTENIB Oylla XapakTepHa OIKCyBaHa NpaKTHKa. Y Jpyrii
nosioBuH1 XIX cT. y 3B’513Ky 3 THM, [0 BUJIAETHCS HAKa3 PO 00OB’SI3KOBE 3aMIMICHHS! BAKAHTHUX
napa@isUIbHUX MICIL JHIIe oco0aMu IO MpoMnuid MoBHUM Kypc JlyXoBHOI cemiHapii, s
TeHJeHIsI 3HUKae. OCKUIbKM, 0aTbKaM-CBSIIEHUKAM HE 3aJIMLIMIOCS MOXJIMBOCTI IepeaaBaTH
cBo€ mapadissibHE MiCIIe CMHAM, YW BJAIITyBaTH Ha IHIIE BUTIAHI MOCaJM CHUHIB 0O€3 OCBITH,
ocBita y apyrii nosoBuHi XIX cT. crana MiHIMaJIbHUM JOMYCTUMHUM KPHUTEPIEM JUIs 3aMIIICHHS
BaKaHTHUX MicUp y npuuTi. CripaBOYMHHA JTOKyMEHTalisl XapKIBCbKO1 JYXOBHOI KOHCUCTOPIi, a
came KOpITyC «IIpOXaHb Ha 3aMIIICHHS CBSIICHHULIBKUX MICIIb)» LIIKOM HIITBEPIKYE Lel (akT.

om0 3aMilieHHs] BAKAHTHUX MICIb y NpUUTi npoTsirom XIX cT. mpocnimkyBaiocs Kiibka
MPaKTUK, a CaMe: HACIIIyBaHHs CHHOM mapadii cBOro 6aTbKa-CBSIIIEHUKA, a TAKOXK HACITyBaHHS
3STEeM-CBSILLIEHUKOM Tmapadii cBOro TecTsd, LUIIXOM YKIaJaHHS LU0y 3 MOro JOHBKOIO.
[IpoTsirom mepmoi monoBuHM XIX CT. 118 TeHAEHIS Oyja MOIHMPEHOI0 K Cepell TyXOBEHCTBA
YKpalHCbKUX, TaK 1 POCIMChKUX T'yOepHill immepii. JJo KOHCHCTOPIi CBSIIEHUKOM I10/1aBaJIOCS
MIPOXaHHs PO Meperavy CBAIEHUIBKOTO MICIS y mpuyTi Horo cuny. Kopmyc nux mxepen mae
BHUCOKHI CTYMiHb IHPOPMATUBHOCTI, OCKUIBKH Yy TAaKUX «IIPOXAHHSX» BUOIP HACTYIHUKA PO3JIOTO
oOrpyHToByBaBcs. HaBoaunucss BiIOMOCTI IIpO OCBITY IMpETEHJEHTa, e no4yuHarouu 3 20-x pp.
XIX cT. cTano nepmovyeproBuM, IpyruM IMyHKTOM, Ha SIKOMY HaroJiolIyBajocsl y JOKyMEHT1 OyJio
Te, 1110 MPETEHIEHT YK€ KUIbKa POKIB MPUCIYKYBaB y Iii LIEPKBI, 1 10 POJUHA CBSILIEHUKA yXKe
KUIbKa TIOKOJIIHb CIYXUTh Yy JaHiil mapadii 1 HIKOJIM HE Maja HapikaHb Bl CBOIiX MapadisH.
Posrnsin Takux mpoxaHb 3aiiMaB MEBHMM 4Yac. ICHyBanu cuTyalii KOJM Ha MICIE CBSILIEHHUKA
MIPETEHIyBalli CHUH CBSIICHMKA Ta MICLIEBUI MajgaMap 4ud CTOPOHHS oco0a, 110 MpHU3HAYaIacs
KOHCHCTOpi€l0. B Takux cuTyalisi BUHUKAB TEBHUA KOH(MPIIKT 1 mpobiema BUOOpPY Yy
enapxiaabHOTO KepiBHUIITBA. OHAK, y OUIBIIOCTI CHUTYaIil MiJ Yac mepeaadi CBAMICHUIIBKOTO
MiCIIs, KEPIBHHUIITBO BHUCTYIAJIO Ha OOIl CHHA CBAIICHHWKA, SKIIO BiH BIANMOBIIaB HEOOXITHUM
KpUTEPISAM OCBITH.

BaxnuBy posib y MexaHI3MI Iepelnadi CBALIEHUIbKOI IOCAaau BiOIrpaBajd  BIpSHW,
ocobmmBo Ha mnoyarky XIX cT. XapakTepHOIO pHUCOI0 MPaKTUK NapadisiIbHOTO KUTTS
YKpalHCbKUX TyOepHil sk Manopocii, Tak 1 CioOoxaHmuHU Oyjga MOXKIUBICTH BUOOpY Y
napadissH HOBOro cBsiiieHuka [1, c. 26]. 3Baxaroun Ha Lie MPETEHJEHT, 0 He OyB MOB'A3aHU 1
OyB He3HalOMHUI 3 MICIIEBOIO CEJITHCHKOIO OOIIMHOI0 HE MaB LIaHcH. binbiie Toro, y meBHUX
CUTYyaIlisl, BIpSSHU MOTJIM MTOJATH CBOE IIPOXAHHS 10 KOHCUCTOPII, y IKOMY HaroJIonryBaiu 0auuTu
Ha CBSILIEHHUI[PKOMY MICIIl caM€ CHHa KOJIMIIHBOI'O CBSILICHHMKA, a HDK He3Haomus. [Ipu npomy,

Ne 2 (6) 2014

276



KNOWLEDGE*EDUCATIONLAW MANAGEMENT

0 XapakTEepHO, CaM CHUH CBSIIEHMKa MIr 1 TOCTyNaTucs Yy CTyHeHl 3700yToi OCBITH
«HAJICIIAHOMY» KOHCHUCTOPIEIO MpeTeH/eHTy. Taky mpoOieMy KOHCHUCTOpisS BHpillyBaja B
3aJIe)KHOCTI B1Jl YMCEIBHOCTI Ta TEPUTOPIAILHOTO pPO3MillleHHs KOHKpeTHOoi mapadii. [loxo
CUIbCHKHMX MPUYTIB HA HEJOJIIKU y OCBITI CBSIIIEHHUIIBKOIO CHHA MOTJIM 1 3aKPUTH 0Yi, POTE, 1110
cTOoCyeThCs Tapadiii y MOBITOBHX MICTaX Ta BEIUKHX 3a YHCEIBHICTIO TPOMaJ BIPYIOUHX, TO
OUTBIII IITAHCH MaB TIOIITyKad 3 KPaI[oi OCBITOIO.

[Hmoro crpareriero 3aMillieHHs] BakaHTHUX MHapadiif Oyio ykiajnaHHs HUIIO0Y 3 JTOHBKOIO
CBALIEHUKA, YME MiCLE 3rOJIOM MOIJIO MEPEHTH HOBOCIEUEHOMY 3STHO, L€ SBHILE JIETAIBHO Yy
cBoeMy nociimkenHi onucana JI. [Tocoxosa [9]. MoxHa nuiie n01aT, MO 1€ SIBUIIE 3arajioM
Oyno xapaktepHuM 1 4 Bcboro XIX cr. [leBHi 3MiHM BinOymnucs aumie B ocTaHHiNd TpeTuHi XIX
cT. y pesynbtati pedhopm Onekcanmpa II, xoua cam mexaHi3M Maibke He 3MiHuBcsa. Ha Timi
comiainbHOi MoJepHizauii Pociiicbkoi iMmepii BUXIAMI 3 JIyXOBHOTO CTaHy OTpUMAalH 3MOTY HE
IIPOJIOBXKYBATH JKUTTEBUM LUISIX CBOIX OaThKiB, a 3/00yBaTHM W CBITCBKY OCBITY YH HaBITb
OTPUMABIIH IIEPKOBHY OCBITY 3aiiMaTH CBITCHKI MOCAJM, TaK CaMO SIK 1 BUXIAII HE 3 JYXOBHOTO
CTaHy OTpUMaJM 3MOry 3100yBaTu LEPKOBHY OCBITY 1 3ailmMatu uepkoBHi mnocanu. Ilpore,
cydacHu# pociinHuk b. MupoHoB y cBoiii MoHorpadii 3a3Havae, mo Ha MomeHT 1904 p. nume
0mu3pko 4% CBAIIEHUKIB Oyl HE BUXIALUSMH 3 JYXOBHOTO cTaHy [7, ¢. 126], mo cTaBuUTh mifg
CYMHIB peaJii3allito BKa3aHUX peopM Ha MPaKTHULIL.

AHalni3younu eKOHOMIKY POJMHU NapadisjbHOTO CBSIIEHUKA KpPI3b MPU3MY MOBCAKIECHHS,
HEOOX1ZIHO BpaxoBYBaTH BIJHOCHICTh Ta BEJIMKY PO30DKHICTh MK oQiuiiHuMU LudpamMu Ta
MOKa3HUKaMHU, 1110 MPEJCTaBIeH1 Y aKTOBUX Marepiajlax Ta peajlbHUM cTaHoOM peueil. ['oBopsiun
PO E€KOHOMIKY POJWHH, SK 3a3Ha4daioTh y cBoiii poo6oti JI. IlocoxoBa ta H. Ilumumnenko,
HE0OX1THO MaTu Ha yBa3i poauHHuM OromkeT [10, c. 147]. KinbkicTh cTaTeil JOXOAIB Ta BUTpAT
TaKoTO OIOJKETY MOXKE PO3PI3HATUCS B 3aJIKHOCTI BiJl TOTO Yy AKIA MICIIEBOCTI 3HAXOIUTHCA
napadist. ['oloBHA BIAMIHHICTh IPUCYTHS MDK MICBKUMU Ta CUIbCHKUMU MIPUYTAMU.

Jloxonu OrOmKETy poavMHU MapadisuIbHOTO CBSIICHWKA MOXXHAa YMOBHO PO3MOJUINTH HA
nB1 Kateropii — ne odiuiiiHi Tta HeodiumiiHi. Jo odiuiiHUX caig BIAHOCUTH Ti, WO Oyiau
BCTAHOBJIEHI Ta pErjJaMeHTOBAaHI aKTOBMMM JoKyMmeHTaMu. [lepmia crpoba Takoi odiuiiHOi
pernamenTarii garyerbesa 1764 p. — ne yka3 Karepunu I, mom0 BcraHOBIEHHS TBEpIUX OILIaT 3a
BiANpaBisiHHS 00psAniB. 3a yaciB Onekcanzmpa | posmipm nux omat Oyao MEpEerisHyTO 1
30ubiieHo. OpnHak, ¢ikcoBaHa IiaTa 3a TpeOu (aKTUYHO 3ajuIIajgacs JUIIe Ha Marmepi.
[loBcsikIeHH] NpPakTUKK Yy NapadisuibHOMY >KUTTI TpOMajad CBi4aTh MpPO Te€, IIO BIPSHU
CHpUMMAJIH CIUIaTy 3a TpeOU He y MPSMOMY PO3yMiHH], a K II€BHA BASUYHICTH CBALIEHUKY, TOXK HE
JNOTPUMYBAJIUCS BCTAHOBJIEHUX perjameHTiB. OKpiM IBOTO BIUYTHY YacTKy JOXOJIIB MPUHOCHUB
3eMeNbHUN HaJll, 110 Ha/JaBaBCs CBALIEHUKY, a TaKoXX pyra. Y yacu maproBaHHs Mukonu [ no
OoQIIIAHUX JHKEpEN MOMOBHEHHS POJUHHOTO OIOPKETY OyJIO OJaHO TaK 3BAaHE <OKaTyBaHHS».
[Tapadii Oynu po3moauieHi Ha 7 KiaciB B 3aJIEKHOCTI BiJ KUIBKOCTI BIpsiH 1 OyB BCTaHOBJICHUM
BIANOBIAHMM po3Mip kanyBaHHS. B pesynbrari BuganHs «[losiokeHHS mNpo LEPKOBHO-
napadisspH1 moneuntenbeTBay (1864 p.) Ta HOBOT «lHCTPYKINIT A1 1IepkoBHUX cTapocT» (1890 p.
«ctapa» — 1808 p.) Oyno M03BOJIEHO BIAKPUBATH PAXyHKH y OaHKaX, KyId MOKHa OYyJl0 KIacTH
IIEBHY CyMY TpolleH, BIICOTKU 3 SIKHUX WIUIM Ha 3a0e3neueHHs nmapadisuibHOrO CBSILEHUKA Ta
JOr0 pOJIMHH.

Jlo HeodiuiiHUX JpKepen AOXOJIB, CIiJ BIAHOCUTH Ti, IO HE Oyau perjiaMeHTOBaHi 1
30epiranucst Ha piBHI Tpaauuid. Ockuibku o¢iniliHa Iata 3a o0psau crpuiiManacs sK MeBHa
«BISYHICTBY», TO BIISIUYBAJIM 3a MPOBEICHUI 00ps] XpEUIeHHS IUTUHU, BIHUYAHHS MOJIOJUX,
BIJICIIIBYBaHHS/TIOMUHAHHS TIOMEPJIOrO, OCBAYEHHS HOBOIi OCel K TpoIIMMa TaK M IHIIUMU
HEOOXIZIHUMH y KUTTI W TOCIOJApCTBI peyamMu Ta MPOAyKTaMH 30KpeMa. Tak, THUIIOBOIO
MIPAKTUKOIO «BIIISUYBaHHS» 3@ XPEIICHHsI, BECULIS, BIACHIBYBaHHS OYyJI0 YacTyBaHHS CBSLICHHKA

Ne 2 (6) 2014

277



KNOWLEDGE*EDUCATIONLAW MANAGEMENT

QJIKOTOJIBHUMU HAIOSIMU, [IPU YOMY PO3AUISIOUYH CIIOKMBAHHS LIUX HAIOIB pa3oM 13 BIPSHUHOM Yy
BUTJISA/II IEBHOTO ToAapyHKy. Llst Tpamuiiis mpu3BoawiIa 10 BIAMOBIMHUX ACBIAllid y TMOBEIIHIN
CBALIEHMKA Ta IEBHUX Ka3zycaxX Yy XHUTPOCIUIETIHHI NapaQisibHUX MPAKTUK Ta CEISTHCHKUX
TpaauIliii, Ha SKI 3BepTa€ yBary cydacHa paociigHuiis B. Makaposa [5, c. 73]. TunoBumu y
MOBCAKACHHI POAMHU MapadisuIbHOTO CBAIIEHUKA Oyia JIOMoMOTa BIpSH y BEJIEHHI TOCIIOIapCTBa
Ta 30MpaHHS BPOXKAIO.

BaxnuBo 3ayBakuTH, IO XO4Ya Ha PIBHI 3aKOHOJABCTBA 3MIHM IIOJO0 MaTepiaIbHOTO
3a0e3neyeHHs napadisyibHOTO TyXOBEHCTBA BiOyBanucs nocTiiiHo npotsrom XIX — mouatky XX
CT. CYTTEBUM UMHOM Ha IX MOBCSKACHHS 1€ He BIUIMHYNO. OCOOJIMBO 1€ CTOCYETHCSA CLIBCHKOT
MicueBocTl. CBALICHUK, 1110 MaB 3eMEJbHUN HaJLI 1 MPOKUBAB y CUILCHKIA MICLEBOCTI 332 CBOIM
CTHJIEM XUTTS Ta PIBHS MaTeplalbHOTO CTATKy HaOJIMXKaBCs /10 CBOIX CEJISH, BIH Ta WIEHU HOTO
POJMHU Tak caMO MaJjld TpalioBaTH Ha 3€MJll, 3alMaTUCS TOCHOJApCTBOM, JJIsi TOro o0
OTPUMATH JIOJATKOBl JDKEpeia TOXOMIB, OCKUIbKH OMIMIfHUX Yy OUIBIIOCTI BHUIAJIKIB HE
BHUCTa4yasio. Y 1LbOMY BIJHOILIEHHI CcOIiaJibHa MOJIEpHI3allisl Majo 3MIHWUIA CTUIb KUTTS
CUTBCHKOTO MapadisuIbHOTO MPUUTY 3arajioM Ta POAMHU CBSIIIEHHOCTYKUTENS 30KpeMa.

[TapadisuibHa OyIEHHICTH CBALICHUKA PI3KO BIIPI3HsIIACS BiJl HOrO CEeMIHApChKOTO MOOYTY.
HoBonpusnauenuil cpsimenuk y XIX cT. 3a crnorajgamu CBIIKIB TaKMX CHUTyalld ONUHSBCS Y
HE3HalOMOMY CEpeIOBHILI 1 MaB MPUCTOCOBYBATUCH J0 BUMOT 1 TPAAMIIii, 10 Oyiau MPUNHSATI B
obmuHi [5, ¢. 76]. Kpi3p npusmy MNOMISIAIB TPATUIIAHOTO CBITOTJISILY CEJSH CBSAIICHUK TUM
caMHUM BCTYIIaB JI0 «KOJIa CBOIiX», SIK IHTEpIpeTye Lie pociiicbka nocuigauus T. bepHiram [1],
TaKUM YMHOM IIPOBOJMBCS NEBHUM 00ps]l NPUUHATTS A0 OOLIMHHU.

BaxxnuBum € 1 Te, 110 )KUTTEBUN LIUKII JIIOJUHY, SIKA HapOJKyBajacs y pOAMHI CBALICHUKA
npotsaroMm XIX cT. Oyno BHI03MiHEHO. Y 3B’43KY 3 BBEICHHSIM TaK 3BaHOTO OOOB’SI3KOBOTO
HaBYaHHs, CUHU CBSIICHWKA BIIPUBAINCA BiJ CBOIX OAaThKIB 1 ONMHUHSUIMCS y CEMIHAPCHBKOMY
CEPENIOBHII, SKE XapaKTEPHO BIAPIZHAIOCS BiJ iX momepeaHporo orodeHHs. CrenudidyHi yMOBH
KUTTSA, HAOYTTSA OCBITH 3aJIMIIAIM CBIA BIAOMTOK HA IMOCTATI MOJOMO1 JIOAUHH. Y Jpyrii
nosioBuH1 XIX cT. peBoJIOLIiTHI 171eT MOCTYIOBO MMOYaiy MPOHUKATH Y CEPEOBUILE CEMIHAPHUCTIB
Ta BHUXIOIIB 3 JOyXOBHOTO craHy. Y JlepxkaBHoMmy apxiBi Pociiickkoi Denepariii y donmgax
«Konexkuii peyoBuxX J0Ka3iB, BHJIYYEHHUX IiJ] Yac OOLIYKIB >KaHJIAPMCHKUM YIPaBIIIHHAM
(®. 1167)», B ogHOMY 3 JKEpesl BUXOBaHelb XapKIBCbKOT TyXOBHOI CEMIHApIi OMHUCYE MPUUMHHU
KpUMIHAJIBHOI MOBEAIHKM CBOI'O TOBapulla 10 HaBYAIbHOMY 3akiiaqy. CeMIHapuCT Ha MOYaTKy
XX cr. nume: «Benuke 310 kuBe y cemiHapii, sSIK HEBIIBOPOTHUI 3aKOH ICHYBaHHS IOHOI,
JOBIPJIMBOI, TapsA40i MOJIOAOCTI... YMMaJ0 BUXOBAHLIB, OCOOJIMBUX, CTApAaHHUX y IAYXOBHOMY
YUUJIUIL] IPURHSIN y ceMiHapii HanpsM, NPOTHIISKHUM nonepeaHboMy. BoHu neperBopuincs Ha
I’ STHUL[b, KapTApIB, pO30EIIeHUX Y CBOIH TyXOBHII 3aruoesi.»

TakuM 4MHOM, MOBCSAKIEHHS POAMH NapadisJbHOIO ITyXOBEHCTBAa XapKIBCbKOI emapxii
XIX cr. y 6uibmIocTi cBOil BeTynano 3 oQiliiiHUM 3aKOHOJABCTBOM Y pa3iouy HEBIAMOBIIHICTb.
HeBupimenicte npoGiieMu MaTepiaabHOro 3a0€3MeueHHsT POJUHM CBSILEHUKA, «IT1IKOPEHHSD)
nepxaBoro ciyr LlepkBu, CHpUYMHIIO «KPU3Y IyXOBEHCTBa». CTUIIb KUTTA WIEHIB POJUH
napadisIIHOTO JTYXOBEHCTBAa OCOOIMBO y CUIBCHKIM MICIIEBOCTI Maike He 3MiHuUBCS. ColianbHa
MozepHi3anis Pocilicbkoi imnepii, 1o BinOyBanacs Ha 11 «Benukux pepopm» Onekcannpa Il ve
3MIHMJIA CYT1 ICHYBaHHSI JYXOBEHCTBa, a peOpMU 1 HOBallli MPOBEEHI LIEPKOBHOIO Ta CBITCHKOIO
BJIAJI00 HE IPUHECIH BIIUYTHUX PE3YNIbTATIB.
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BETWEEN LEGISLATION AND THE REALITIES OF LIFE:
EVERYDAY LIFE OF FAMILIES OF THE PARISH CLERGY OF
THE KHARKIV DIOCESE IN THE 19TH - EARLY 20TH CENTURIES

ZAHARCHENKO E.

During the "long 19th century" global changes took place in the society of the Russian
Empire. At the beginning of this period the clergy crystallized into a separate state, and at the end
of this period its class privileges and features on the official level were erased. Scientific interest is
to study how effective legislative novations of secular and ecclesiastical authorities in relation to
the clergy were. In order to establish the degree of effectiveness of the reforms, in the author's
opinion, it would be appropriate to apply the methodology of historical anthropology and the
history of everyday life. It is the "everyday life as a melting pot of rationality", according to
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B.Waldenfels [2, p. 39], allows to determine what effect reforms carried out by the state had on
the lives of ordinary citizens. The focus of this study are daily practices in some areas of life of
family members of the parish priest, such as education, filling the parish vacant positions,
marriage, family economy/family budget formation and parish service. Changes in the
requirements for education of a priest, filling the vacant parishes, appearance of new and abolition
of old sources of budget replenishment of the family of the parish priest during the 19th century -
all this required some facilities from the members of the clerical order.

It should be noted that the given problem has not previously been the subject of a separate
scientific exploration. Of particular importance are the works of Gregory Freeze - contemporary
American researcher [13, 14] concerning the social history of the Russian Empire in the 19th
century and his debate with Christoph Schmidt regarding the estate paradigm in the Late Imperial
society. Similarly, the statements of G. Freeze concerning the preservation of class identity among
the clergy come into contradiction with the ideas of Boris Mironov - well-known contemporary
Russian historian [7]. In contrast to Boris Mironov, G. Freeze argues that estates continued to exist
after the age of "Great Reforms", and moreover, class identity in this period, on the contrary,
developed further.

Also one should mention a number of investigations of modern scholars devoted to
regional studies on the history of the clergy in various dioceses of the Russian Empire and
particular aspects of its everyday life. These are the works of such researchers as L. Posokhova [9]
T. Leontieva [4] A. Skutnev [11] Makarova [5] and others.

The purpose of the study is to analyze tactics and strategies of behavior of family members
of the parish clergy of the Russian Empire through the example of the Kharkiv diocese against the
background of changes in secular and ecclesiastical legislation in the 19th - early 20th centuries.
Singling out specific behavioral stereotypes of the family members of the priest in the 19th
century, as a response to the challenges of the time initiated by secular and ecclesiastical
authorities in the Russian Empire, allows to construct the life style of the family of the parish
clergy. Such approach to the study of everyday life happens to be the most successful because it
allows to dissociate from the trivial everyday life description that is often typical for such studies.
An important problem is to establish how the priest's family and its members responded to
innovations and how this affected their everyday practices.

Source basis of the study consists of acts of legislation and act materials of ecclesiastical
and secular origins of the Russian Empire, clerical documents of management and record keeping
of the Kharkiv Ecclesiastical Consistory, Criminal Police Department of the Ministry of Internal
Affairs, the sources of personal origin, including epistolaries of priests and periodical materials of
Kharkiv diocese.

Legislation of the Russian Empire and the realities of life of the late 18th - early 19th
centuries did not require compulsory theological education from a person who wished to occupy
the position of the priest in the parish, in fact, the knowledge of the law of God in appropriate
favorable circumstances in terms of the functioning of the election of parish priest by parishioners
in the village meetings [3, p. 350]. However, in 1808 the Holy Synod issued a decree about
compulsory education for the priest’s children. The document stated that the duty of local
diocesan bishops was “to accept all the children of the clergy aged 6-8 to the religious school”.
Deans were ordered during the ride around parishes to "examine the children of the clergy" who
lived at the infancy with their parents, and to bring the results to notice of the Ecclesiastical Board.
The corresponding order existed in the Kharkiv diocese signed by Archbishop Christopher
(Sulima) [6, p. 99].

This change in the legislation became somewhat a challenge for the family of the parish
priest, because the priest's family received a "new" item of expenses in the family budget for
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education of the children of the appropriate age. This challenge parents-priests answered
differently. Summarizing the information from the sources one can distinguish two strategies of
behavior. The first was aimed at the implementation of this order, and some parents reacted
responsibly to the education of their children. The second strategy was aimed at sabotaging this
guideline. The sources of the Ecclesiastical Consistory of the Kharkiv region contain many
tendentious cases in which Dean examined reasons why priest’s sons who reached the age of 14-
16 didn’t study at that time and had no education except illusory home one. Thus, in 1808 Dean
Oleksii (Lebedinskii) informed Zmiivsky ecclesiastical government that the priest from Barok
village father Yakov (James) (Fedorov): "... shows little zeal: his son Paul 12 years learns in the
Psalter only 7 kathisma ..." [6, p. 100] Father-priest for failing to comply with orders of the Holy
Synod and the decrees of the Archbishop was punished with a fine, and his son was sent to the
orphanage in the Kharkiv Collegium for one month.

The strategy of the priests which was aimed at leaving their children with them is
explained by the fact that children in the family of the priest since childhood did a lot of work
around the house and assisted their parents in the church. Limited family budget on the one hand
did not allow parents to ensure proper education of their children, on the other hand, the children
themselves helped to replenish the family budget. So, leaving the family for education the sons of
the priest not only created extra expenses for their parents, but also deprived them of some
income. Typical was the situation when to the Ecclesiastical Board the priest filed a request for
filling the position of a sexton or deacon in his church for his 14-17-year-old son. In addition to
parish life, the sons of the priest could perform quite inappropriate activity for the clerical order.
For instance, the archpriest Oleksii (Snisariov) from Valki recollected that at the age of 7 he
grazed the sheep of his father, who was a bell-ringer, and at the age of 15 he was his best helper in
the field work [6, p. 101].

In order to keep the son at home and not to send him to get education, the priests did
various insinuations. A few explanatory notes of the priests survived, in which they describe why
their children cannot get education. Parents-priests explained that the reason was weakness,
sickliness and so on. "...always sick with stomach and stupid because of this". Also, there was
another practice. The sons who reached the age of 15 were hastily married. This became the
reason to refuse to study: "... already married, but without the knowledge of the ecclesiastical
authorities" [6, p. 102].

Thus, concerning education of the children in the family of the priest in the first half of the
19th century, two behavioral strategies established. In terms of how widespread this trend was, it
is possible to determine, given the limited budget of the family of the parish priest especially in
rural areas, that it was a fairly common practice. Analyzing the number of priests according to the
materials of historical and statistical description of the Kharkov diocese by Philaret (Gumilevskii)
[12, p. 205] about 2/3 of the total number of the parish clergy in the Kharkiv diocese were village
priests, of whom about a half occupied parishes, which belonged to the lowest class where the
number of parishioners was less than 200 souls. So, with high probability it is for this section of
the clergy described practices were typical. In the second half of the 19th century due to the decree
on compulsory filling of vacant parish positions by only people who completed a full course of
theological seminary, this tendency disappears. Since parents-priests didn’t have the possibility to
hand over their parish position to their sons, or place their children in another lucrative positions
without education, education in the second half of the 19th century became the minimum
acceptable criteria to fill vacant positions in the clergy of a parish. Records from Kharkiv
Ecclesiastical Consistory, namely "requests to fill ecclesiastical positions", fully confirm this fact.

As for the vacant positions in the clergy of a parish during the 19th century a few practices
were traced, such as: the inherited the parish of his father-priest, and also son-in-law-priest

Ne 2 (6) 2014

281



KNOWLEDGE*EDUCATIONLAW MANAGEMENT

inherited the parish of his father-in-law by getting married to his daughter. During the first half of
the 19th century this tendency was common both among the clergy of Ukrainian and Russian
provinces of the Empire. To the consistory the priest filed a request to hand over the position in
the clergy of a parish to his son. The body of these sources is highly informative, because in these
"requests" the choice of a successor was grounded in details. Information about the education of
the candidate was given, from the 20's of the 19th century this become a priority. The second
point, which was noted in the document, was that the candidate had been serving in the church for
several years, and the priest's family had been serving in the given parish for several generations
and had never had complaints from its parishioners. Consideration of such requests takes some
time. There were situations when the son of the priest and the local sexton, or another person
appointed by the consistory applied for the position of the local priests. In such situations arose a
conflict and the problem of a choice in diocesan authority. However, in most situations, the
authority acted on the side of the son of the priest, if he met necessary criteria of education.

Believers played an important role in the mechanism of delegation of the priestly position,
especially in the early 19th century. A characteristic feature of parish life practices of Ukrainian
provinces both in Little Russia and Sloboda Ukraine was a possibility of parishioners to choose a
new parish priest [1, p. 26]. In view of this, candidate who was not connected and was unfamiliar
with the local village community had no chances. Moreover, in certain situations, believers could
file their request to the consistory, in which they insisted on seeing the son of the former priest
rather than a stranger on the priestly position. Besides, typically, the son of the priest himself
could be inferior in the level of education to the candidate "sent" be the consistory. This problem
the consistory solved depending on the size and spatial distribution of a particular parish. As for
the rural clergy of a parish, one could turn a blind eye to the shortcomings in education of the
priest’s son, but in the parishes in district towns and communities with a great number of believers
a candidate with better education had more chances.

Another strategy to fill vacant parishes was marriage to the daughter of a priest, whose
place could then be handed over to a newly-made son-in-law, this phenomenon L. Posokhova
described in detail in her study [9]. One can only add that this phenomenon in general was typical
for the whole 19th century. Some changes took place only in the last third of the 19th century as a
result of the reforms of Alexander II, although the mechanism almost did not change. On the
background of social modernization of the Russian Empire those who came from the clergy were
able to not continue living the way of their parents and to acquire secular education, or even
having got ecclesiastical education could occupy secular positions, as well as those who didn’t
come from the clergy were able to get ecclesiastical education and occupy church positions.
However, modern scholar B.Mironov in his monograph notes that in 1904 only about 4% of
priests were not originally from the clergy [7, p. 126], which casts doubt on the implementation of
the mentioned reforms in practice.

Analyzing the economy of the family of the parish priest in the light of everyday life, it is
necessary to consider the relativity and great discrepancy between the official figures and
indicators presented in the documentary materials and the real state of affairs. Talking about the
economy of the family, as L. Posokhova and N. Pylypenko note in their work, one should mean
family budget [10, p. 147]. Number of income items and expenses of such budget may vary
depending on the area in which the parish is located. The main difference is present between urban
and rural clergies of a parish.

Budget revenues of the family of the parish priest can be roughly divided into two
categories - formal and informal. To the official ones one should attribute those established and
regulated by deeds. The first attempt of such formal regulation dates from 1764 - it is a decree of
Catherine II concerning the establishment of payment for performing rites. In the days of
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Alexander I amount of these payments was revised and increased. However, fixed payment for the
occasional rites virtually remained only on paper. Everyday practices in the parish life of the
community indicate that believers perceived payment for occasional rites not literally, but as
gratitude to the priest, so they didn’t stick to the established regulations. Also a significant share of
revenues brought allotment given to the priest, and rhuga. During the reign of Nicholas I so-called
"salary" was added to official sources to replenish the family budget. Parishes were divided into 7
classes according to the number of believers and an appropriate size of the salary was established.
As a result of the publication of "Church and parish trusteeship regulations" (1864) and a new
"Guidelines for churchwardens' (1890" old "- 1808) it was allowed to open accounts in banks,
place some money on, the interest of which was given to provide parish priest and his family.

To informal sources of revenue one must attribute those which were unregulated and kept
at the level of traditions. Since the official payment for rites was perceived as a kind of
"gratitude", one showed such gratitude for baptism of the child, wedding ceremony, funeral
service/remembrance of the dead, consecration of a new house by giving money and other
necessary in life and household things and food in particular. Thus, the common practice of
"showing gratitude" for baptism, wedding, funeral service was to treat the priest to alcoholic
beverages, sharing the consumption of these beverages with the believer as a certain gift. This
tradition led to appropriate deviations in the behavior of the priest and certain incidents in the
cobwebs of parish practices and village traditions, which V. Makarova, modern researcher, pays
attention to [5, p. 73]. The help of believers in running the household and harvesting was typical in
everyday life of the family of the parish priest.

It 1s important to note that although at the level of legislative changes in the financial
security of the parish clergy constantly took place during the 19th - early 20th century, they didn’t
substantially affect the everyday life. This especially concerns rural areas. The priest, who had
allotment and lived in rural areas in his lifestyle and level of material wealth approximated to his
peasants. He and his family had to work on the land, do housework in order to get additional
sources of income, as official ones in most cases were not enough. In this respect, social
modernization brought little changes in the lifestyle of the rural clergy of a parish in general and
the family of the priest in particular.

Routine of the parish priest differed sharply from his seminary life. In the 19th century
newly appointed priest according to the recollections of witnesses of such situations turned out in
an unfamiliar environment and had to adapt to the needs and traditions accepted in the community
[5, p. 76]. In the light of the views of the traditional outlook of peasants, in such way the priest
became "one of them" as a Russian researcher T. Bernshtam interprets this [1], thus some rite of
admission to the community was performed.

It is also important that during the 19th century the life cycle of a person who was born
into a family of a priest was modified. In connection with the introduction of the so-called
compulsory education, the children of the priest lost touch with their parents and found themselves
in the seminar environment that was rather different from their previous environment. Specific
conditions of life, the acquisition of education left their mark on the figure of a young man. In the
second half of the 19th century revolutionary ideas gradually began to penetrate into the
seminarians environment and people of the clergy. In the State Archives of the Russian Federation
in the funds of “Collections of material evidence withdrawn during searches conducted by
gendarmerie (F. 1167)”, in one of the sources a student of Kharkiv ecclesiastical seminary
describes the reasons of criminal behavior of his fellow student. The seminarian in the 20th
century writes: "The great evil lives in the seminary as inevitable law of young, trusting, hot
youth.... a lot of students, special, zealous in religious school, in the seminary accepted direction
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opposite to the previous one. They have become drunkards, gamblers, corrupted in their spiritual
death. "

Thus, in the 19th century everyday life of the family of the parish clergy in the Kharkiv

diocese for the most part came into a striking discrepancy with the official legislation. Unsolved
problem of financial security of the priest’s family, "subjection" of servants of the Church by the
state led to the "crisis of the clergy." Lifestyle of family members of the parish clergy, especially
in rural areas, did not change. Social modernization of the Russian Empire, which took place
against the background of "great reforms" of Alexander II did not change the essence of the
existence of the clergy, and reforms and innovations performed by ecclesiastical and secular
authorities did not bring tangible results.
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