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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the research paper is to analyze the peculiarities of the Russian
Empire’s state policy regarding land use and land ownership by the Catholic,
Orthodox, and Uniate clergy in the Volyn province during the late 18t and first third
of the 19th centuries.

The scientific novelty is analyzes the peculiarities of the state policy on church
land tenure in the Volyn province in the context of imperial integration processes. It
examines the influence of the region's socio-confessional structure on the formation
of state policy toward the clergy, as well as the regulation of ownership and usage
rights of church lands. The authors investigate the activities of the state land
surveying service in the process of land demarcation and the implementation of
orders from the imperial administration.

Conclusions. After the annexation of Right-Bank Ukraine, the Russian authorities
faced a confessionally diverse social structure and pursued a relatively moderate
integration policy. To avoid resistance from local elites, the clergy retained their
landholdings after swearing allegiance to the empire, while the Orthodox Church
received state support as an instrument of imperial integration. The return of some
Greek Catholic estates under Paul I and Alexander I reflected this pragmatic approach.

A key task for the authorities was the demarcation of church and private
landownership. State surveyors allocated church lands, prepared detailed plans of
ecclesiastical estates, and documented their natural resources. In disputes between
clergy and landowners, the authorities generally favored the Church, while also
regulating obligations attached to church lands and procedures for acquiring new
property.

The imperial government also controlled Jesuit estates. Although the order
remained legal until 1820, its confiscated lands were not restored. After the expulsion
of the Jesuits by Alexander ], all their estates became state property. This policy
changed fundamentally after the Polish November Uprising of 1830-1831. Because
part of the Greek Catholic clergy supported the uprising, the government abolished
the Greek Catholic Church and began the secularization of its landholdings.

Keywords: Volyn province, confessional policy, church landownership,
secularization, integration policy, church estates
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AHOTALIA

Mema cmammi - npoaHaJi3yBaTH 0COGJHUBOCTI Jiep:KaBHOI MoJIiTUKH Pociicbkoi
iMnepii CTOCOBHO 3eMJIEKOPUCTYBaHHS Ta 3€MJIEBOJIOAIHHA KaTOJMILbKOTO,
MPaBOCJaBHOTO U YHIaTCbKOTO [yXOBEHCTBA Y BoJIMHCBKiM ry6epHii HanpukiHii 18 -
nepuiii TpetuHi 19 cT.

Haykoea HO6U3HA - BHCBITJIEHO OCOOJIMBOCTI JeprKaBHOI MOJIITUKHA M[0J0
IIEPKOBHOTO 3eMJIEBOJIOJIIHHA y BoJIMHCBbKiH ryOepHil B KOHTEKCTi iMIEpCbKUX
iHTerpaniiHux mnpoieciB. PO3r/ISAHYTO BIUIMB COLia/IbHO-KOHQECIHHOI CTPYKTypH
perioHy Ha QopMyBaHHSI JepaBHOI MOJITHUKH IIOJ0 [JyXOBEHCTB3, a TaKOXK
peryJiloBaHHfi 1paB BOJIOAIHHA Ta KOPUCTYBaHHA L€PKOBHUMHU 3€MJIIMHU.
JocnigxeHo AisIbHICTD AepKaBHOI 3eMJIeMipHOI CIY»KOU y IpoIleci po3MeXKyBaHHS
3eMeJib i BAKOHAHHA pO3MNOpPs/»KeHb iMIIepCbKOI aaMiHicTparil.

BucHoeku. Ilicna npuegnaHHsa [lpaBobepexHoi YKpaiHM pocificbka BJaja
3iTKHYyJ1aca 3 KOH}eCIHHO Pi3HOPIAHOW COIiaJIbHOIO CTPYKTYPOIO perioHy ¥ o6pasa
BiJTHOCHO TMOMipKOBaHy iHTerpamiiHy moJiTuky. lllo6 YyHUKHYTH Omopy MicueBoi
eJIiTH, [yXOBEHCTBY /|03BOJI/IN 36eperTy 3eMeJibHi BOJIOZIHHS 32 YMOBH CKJIaJ|€HHS
NPUCATHA Ha BipHicTh iMnepii, Togi gk [IpaBocsaBHa LepKBa OTpUMaJa AepKaBHY
MiATPUMKY SIK BaXKJUBUH iHCTpyMeHT iMnepchbKoi iHTerpariii. [l[oBepHeHHS YaCTUHU
Ma€eTKiB ['peko-KaTosMIbKil 1epkBi 3a npaBJiHHsA [laBiaal Ta Onekcangpal crano
MPOSIBOM TAaKOTr'0 MparMaTU4YHOT0 NigX0ay.

OaHUM i3 K/IIOYOBHX 3aBJaHb BJaAM OyJ0 PO3MeEXKYyBaHHS LEPKOBHOTO Ta
NPUBAaTHOrO 3eMJIEBOJIOAIHHA. Jlep>KaBHI 3eMJieMipy BiBOAWJIX LePKOBHI HaiJH,
CKJIaJia/Iv AOKJIaIHI JIaHHW [epKOBHUX MAETKIB i QpikcyBasiu ixHi NpUpoaHi pecypcu.
Y cynepeukax Mi>XK AyXOBEHCTBOM i 3eMJIeBJIaCHUKAaMHU BJlaZja 3a3BU4Yai CTaBaJja Ha
6ik LlepkBH, BoJHOYAC PETy/II0I0YM BUKOHAHHS IOBUHHOCTEN Ha EPKOBHUX 3€MJISX
i mopsii0K HABYTTS HOBUX 3eMeJIbHUX BOJIO/[iHb.

OkpeMHM HampsiMOM [lep>KaBHOI MOJITHKA 6yJ0 BperyJjrBaHHS CTaTycy
€3yITChKUX MAa€ETKiB. X04a JisJIbHICTh opAeHy oodinifiHo mo3Bossiaaca Ao 1820 p.,
KoHpickoBaHi paHime 3emJii HoMy He NOBepHyJM. [liciis BuUrHaHHA €3yiTiB 3
Pocilicbkoi imnepii 3a Haka3zoM OsiekcaHapa [ yci iXHi MaeTKU nepelliv y AepKaBHY
BjacHicTb. Ilicna Ilosbcbkoro JucronagoBoro mnoBcTaHHA 1830-1831pp. u4
MOJIITUKA 3a3HaJia JOKOPiHHUX 3MiH. Yepe3 miTpUMKYy MOBCTAaHHSA YaCTUHOK I'PEKO-
KaTOJIMIIbKOTO JYXOBEHCTBA YpAA JKBilyBaB ['peKo-KaTOJMLBKY LIEPKBY Ta
pO310YaB CeKyJIIpU3aLiio 11 3eMeJbHUX BOJIO/iHb.

Kmouoei caoea: BosuHcbka ry0epHis, KoHdeciiHa TMOJMITHKA, IepKOBHE
3eMJIEBOJIO/IiHHS, CEKYJIsIpr3allis, iHTerpaliiiHa noJiTHuKa, 1epKOBHI MaETKHU
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INTRODUCTION

At the end of the 18t century, the three partitions of the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth (1772, 1793, 1795) resulted in significant geopolitical changes in
Central and Eastern Europe. Large territories, including the Ukrainian Right Bank,
were incorporated into the Russian Empire. These lands had more developed socio-
economic, political, and judicial institutions compared to the internal provinces of the
empire, which necessitated a flexible integration policy. This policy was based on a
compromise with regional elites and took into account the multi-ethnic and multi-
confessional composition of the population.

The socio-confessional structure of the urban and rural population of the
Ukrainian Right Bank was characterized by considerable heterogeneity. The Jewish
community, which practiced Judaism, dominated towns and small towns (shtetls).
Among landowners, the Polish Catholic nobility (szlachta) prevailed, owning
significant land resources and patronizing religious and educational institutions. The
Ukrainian peasantry, mostly serfs, belonged to the Greek Catholic (Uniate) Church.
Newly arrived imperial officials, who held important administrative positions, were
Orthodox. They implemented the integration policy into the imperial power structure
and were the first to notice the difference in the status of the clergy in the Russian
Empire and the incorporated territories.

In the Right Bank, the clergy enjoyed significant social influence and high social
status. In contrast, in the Russian Empire, the authorities viewed them more as
officials who fulfilled state requirements and were financially supported by public
funds. This difference in status was also due to the fact that in the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth, the clergy - both Roman Catholic and Uniate - were large
landowners who managed estates, engaged in trade, and accumulated capital.

In the Russian Empire, however, efforts to bring the church under state control
and subordinate it to state interests led to the secularization of church wealth. This
process began in the interior provinces in 1764 and in the Left Bank of Ukraine in
1786. However, on the Right Bank, given the need to maintain the loyalty of regional
elites, secularization measures were postponed until the 1840s. Additionally, the
imperial authorities took steps to support the Orthodox Church, particularly in the
area of land use.

The purpose of the research paper is to analyze the peculiarities of the Russian
Empire’s state policy regarding land use and land ownership by the Catholic,
Orthodox, and Uniate clergy in the Volyn Province during the late 18th century and the
first third of the 19th century.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The issue of church landownership and the institutional development of church
structures in the provinces of Right-Bank Ukraine remains insufficiently studied. The
historiography of this problem can be divided into three main periods: pre-Soviet
(19th century - early 20th century), Soviet (1920s - 1991), and modern (since 1991).

Pre-Soviet historiography is represented by the works of Russian historians,
theologians, and church leaders who developed their conceptual approaches within
the framework of the official imperial paradigm. Researchers of this period,
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particularly P.Bobrovskiy! and M. Moroshkin2, focused on issues related to the
relationship between the Orthodox, Roman Catholic, and Greek Catholic Churches in
the context of the imperial policy of the Russian autocracy. Their works were
dominated by the tendency to portray the Orthodox Church as the bearer of the
‘imperial order’, while Uniate institutions were seen as sources of political instability.
Such concepts largely aligned with the official state policy of the Russian Empire,
which aimed to eliminate Uniatism and transfer Uniate land ownership to the state.

The Soviet historiographical tradition is characterized by the dominance of
Marxist-Leninist methodology and a class-based approach to the analysis of church
history. Researchers of this period largely focused on criticizing church land tenure as
an element of the feudal-exploitative system. V. Favorskyi emphasized the economic
aspects of church structures, particularly their participation in trade operations,
which was portrayed as a manifestation of the economic exploitation of the
peasantry3. V.Smolii conducted a thorough analysis of the role of the church in
political relations between the Russian Empire and the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth but paid less attention to the economic aspects of church activities.
Nevertheless, the scholar highlighted the importance of the church issue in interstate
relations of that time and its impact on the political course of both states*. In Soviet
historiography, religious institutions were predominantly viewed as reactionary
entities that acted against the ‘interests of the working people’s. Thus, during the
19th and 20t centuries, the historiography of church landownership in Right-Bank
Ukraine developed under the significant influence of ideological factors, which
shaped its thematic priorities.

Modern Ukrainian historiography, which has been developing since 1991, seeks to
overcome the methodological limitations of previous periods and employs an
interdisciplinary approach to the study of church landownership. Domestic
researchers utilize a wide range of sources, including archival documents, statistical
materials, and legal acts contained in the ‘Complete Collection of Laws of the Russian
Empire’. For instance, S. Borysevych analyzes imperial legislation that regulated land
relations in Right-Bank Ukraine following the annexation of the region. The author
emphasizes that Orthodox monasteries in the Russian Empire were legally prohibited
from purchasing estates inhabited by serfs, but the authorities later retreated from
this decision, justifying it by the need to provide material support to the Orthodox
Church. The state established control over all processes related to church
landownershipé.

1 Bobposckutl [1.0. Pycckasi rpeko-yHHUATCcKas LePKOBb B I[APCTBOBaHWe uMIepaTopa AsiekcaHzpa l.
CaHnkT-IleTep6ypr: Tunorpadus B.C. banamesa, 1890. XVI+396 c.

2 Mopowkun M.A. Uesyutsl B Poccuum B napcrBoBaHue Exkarepunsblll u o nawmero Bpemenu. Y. 1:
O6HHMaloLIask HCTOPUIO Ue3YHUTOB B IfapcTBoBaHUe ExaTepunnl Besmkoit u [aBaa I. CankT-IleTepbypr:
Tunorpadusa Broporo otzaenenus Co6ctBeHHOM Ero UMnepaTopckoro BenmyectBa kaHuensipyuy, 1867.
XV, 501, XIL, I c.

3 @asopcwvkutl B./I. llepkBa Ta HauioHaJbHUM pyx Ha YkpaiHi B XVI-XVII cT. XapkiB-KuiB: Jlep:xBujaB
Ykpainy, 1929. 124 c.

4 Cmouniti B.A. Bo33’egHanns [IpaBo6epexxHoi Ykpainu 3 Pocieto. KuiB: HaykoBa aymka, 1978.191 c.

5 [llegenes AI. (pen.). YkpaiHa B mnepiof poskiany i kpusu ¢eofanbHO-KPIIOCHUIBKOI CHUCTEMHU.
CkacyBaHH# KpinocHoro npasa i po3suTok Kamnitanizmy (XIX ct.). T. 3. Icmopia Ykpaincekoi PCP:Y 8 T.,
10 xH. Kuis: HaykoBa nymka, 1978. 607 c.

6 bopucesuy C.0. 3aKOHO/JaBYe peryJIl0BaHHs [T03eMeJIbHUX BiiHOCUH Y [IpaBo6epexxHiit Ykpaini (1793-
1886 poxu). Kuis: BugaBuunrso HAZLY, 2007. C. 108-111.
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The legislative acts are supplemented by archival sources examined by V. Levytskyi,
who traces the evolution of church landownership from the second half of the
18t century. He characterizes the role of church estates in the region’s economic system,
as well as the church’s trade and monetary operations. According to V. Levytskyi, the
participation of Greek Catholics in the Polish November Uprising accelerated the
liquidation of the Uniate Church and the transfer of its land property to the Orthodox
clergy. The author pays considerable attention to the secularization reform on the Right
Bank but does not examine its implementation in the Volyn Province?’.

V. Los, on the other hand, explores the organizational structure of the Uniate
Church in the Volyn Province in greater detail, comparing it with the Podillia and Kyiv
Provinces. In particular, the author describes the stages of the abolition of the Uniate
Church. V. Los attributes the strong position of the Uniates in the Volyn Province to
their significant land ownership and the authority of Bishop Stefan Levynskyi. The
researcher argues that in the early 19th century, religious affiliation played a key role
in shaping the national identity of the inhabitants of Right-Bank Ukraine. Among the
peasantry, the Greek Catholic (Uniate) faith was the most widespread, not only
defining their religious beliefs but also serving as an important factor in the cohesion
of the Ukrainian community and contributing to the formation of its national
identity8. This view is shared by the American researcher Barbara Skinner, who
argues that this was the central dilemma of the borderland peoples, whose identity
was shaped by two cultural influences®.

The issues of economic activity among representatives of different denominations
were addressed in the works of A.Filiniuk, O.Buravskyi, and I. Fytsyk. A.Filiniuk
characterized the secularization policy of the Russian autocracy toward Greek
Catholics, highlighting the process of transferring Uniate estates to state ownership
and their subsequent lease by the state at the turn of the 18th and 19t centuries?o,
0. BuravsKkyi provided a detailed account of the economic activities of Roman Catholic
monasteries and parishes in Right-Bank Ukraine, which were characterized by a high
level of organization and significant economic efficiency!l. I. Fytsyk clarified the role
and importance of the Catholic clergy and the Right-Bank szlachta in the socio-
economic relations of the region. Nearly two hundred Right-Bank monasteries
belonging to the Dominicans, Capuchins, Bernardines, Carmelites, Augustinians, and
other Catholic orders were built with the financial support of Polish magnates?2.

7 Jlesuybkulii B.0. llepkoBHe 3emJieBoJiofiiHHS Ha [lpaBoGepexHiii Ykpaini kinpsg XVIII - mepiéd
nosioBuHi XIX ctosiTTa: guc... K. icT. H.: 07.00.01 - icTopia Ykpainu. Tepromninb, 2006. 228 c.

8 Jlocw B.E. YuiaTcbka LlepkBa Ha [IpaBo6epexxniil Ykpaini Hanpukinni XVIII - nepiit mosoBusi XIX cT.:
oprasisaliifHa CTpPyKTypa Ta KyJbTypHoO-peJsiridHui acrnekT. KuiB: HanioHanbHa 6i6/ioTeka YkpaiHu
imeHi B.I. Bepnaacbkoro, 2013. 300 c.

9 Skinner B. The Western Front of the Eastern Church: Uniate and Orthodox Conflict in Eighteenth-
Century Poland, Ukraine, Belarus, and Russia. DeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 2009. 295 p.

10 @ininrok A.I.  TloniTuka poCiHCBKOro caMofiepXaBCTBa WIOZ0 T'PeKO-KaTOJULbKOI LepKBU B
[IpaBoGepexxnit Ykpaini Ha mexi XVIII-XIX ct. Haykosuii uaconuc HIIY imeni M.II /[lpazomaHosa.
Cepis 6: Icmopuuni Hayku. 2006. Bun 6. C. 405-413.

11 Bypascekuii 0.A. ConianbHO-eKOHOMIYHe CTaHOBUILE PUMO-KAaTOJIULbKOI LiepKBU Ha [IpaBoGepexHil
Ykpaini (gpyra nosoBuHa XIX - mnouyatok XX cT.). Haykoei 3anucku BiHHuybkozo depiicagHozo
nedazoeiyHozo yHisepcumemy imeni Muxaiina Koyto6uHcbkozo. Cepisi: Icmopis. 2009. Bum. 15. C. 46-51.

12 @uyuk I. [paBo6epexHa UISIXTA B pesirikHo-koHdeciitHoMy mpocTopi periony (kiHenp XVIII - nepua
TpeTrHa XIX cT.). Haykosei npayi YopHomopcbkozo deprcasHozo yHigepcumemy imeni [lempa Moeuau
komnaekcy “Kueso-Mozuasincoka akademis”. Cepisi: Icmopis. 2015. T. 264, Bum. 251. C. 18-24.
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Thus, the historiographical heritage on church landownership in the Right-Bank
provinces is characterized by fragmentation and a lack of a comprehensive approach
to the study of regional specifics. Researchers have mostly focused on general imperial
trends in church policy, often overlooking the peculiarities of its implementation at the
regional level, particularly in the Volyn Province. The mechanisms for implementing
state policy on church landownership at the local level, including the specifics of
interaction between local administrations and various confessional communities and
their landholdings, as well as the role of local surveyors in the demarcation of church
estates from private and state property, remain understudied.

ECONOMIC FOUNDATIONS OF CATHOLIC AND UNIATE CHURCH LANDOWNERSHIP IN RIGHT-
BANK UKRAINE

Throughout its existence, the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth was a state
dominated by Roman Catholicism. The material and social status of the clergy was
high, owing to the intertwined interests of the state, the szlachta, and the Church.
The proximity of the social origins and property status of the szlachta and the clergy
led to a convergence of their economic interests and political orientations. The
situation in Right-Bank Ukraine was unique. Here, the Catholic clergy and the
szlachta, linked by common origins and property status, formed a strong alliance
within a predominantly non-Catholic population. Initially, religious policy was
relatively moderate, but later the processes of Catholicization intensified,
culminating in the formation of the Greek Catholic Church, which was proclaimed at
the Union of Brest (1596) with state support. Under conditions of weak royal
authority, the Church acted as an intermediary between peasants and landowners,
maintained stability, and, most importantly, preserved the traditional economic
system based on serfdom, thereby ensuring the stability of the entire social order.

Polish landowners granted land to monasteries and churches in densely populated
areas. Another form of support was the provision of ‘fundusz’ - special donations and
grants to religious institutions!3. These included various forms of material support:
land, funds for the construction and repair of churches, monetary donations for the
maintenance of the clergy, tax exemptions, and rights to use forests, fishing ponds, and
other lands. Posthumous ‘fundusz’ specified the conditions for allocating a share of the
inheritance to the Church. For example, the Spaso-Preobrazhenskyi and
Khrestovozdvizhenskyi monasteries in Dubno County received charters for the
construction of monasteries from the Ostroh princes. In total, with an annual income
of 10 million Polish zlotys, Vasyl-Kostiantyn Ostrozky funded the construction of more
than 600 churches and monasteries. In 1736, the landowner Margarita Ledochowska
issued a charter granting land on which residential and commercial premises for the
priest and his clergy were built!4. Overall, 5.3% of the settlements in Right-Bank
Ukraine belonged to the clergy, with the highest percentage in Volyn15.

The Catholic and Greek Catholic clergy demonstrated examples of effective
economic activity. The organizational form of church estates was a ‘filvarok’
(manorial farm) with fields and land. Commodity production was developing in

13 Casuyk I1. Uepksa i dynaymi Ha Bosauni. Haykosi 3anucku HayioHanvHozo yHisepcumemy “Ocmpo3vka
akademis”. Cepis: IcmopuuHe peniziesnascmeo. 2009. Bum. 1. C. 198-200.

14 ]bid. C. 102.

15 /lesuybkuii B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJieBoJIoAiHHSA Ha [IpaBo6epexxHiit YkpaiHi... C. 19.
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Volyn, driven by the region’s high level of economic development, advanced
agricultural practices, and proximity to trade routes!s.

In a church estate, a filvarok was a complex of outbuildings equipped with working
animals and agricultural implements. For example, the Radomyshl filvarok,
established in the 1770s, consisted of a large house for serfs, a refectory (‘residence’)
with an attached kitchen, six barns for different types of livestock, a combined wax
and oil mill, a malt house, three stone cellars for storing dairy products and wine, four
warehouses (one of which stored barrels of vodka), a tavern, and even a prison where
disobedient subjects were punished??.

The greatest demand was for marketable grain production. The Lutsk-Ostroh
bishopric managed large farms in the villages of Budorazh and Tochyvky. Among the
grain intended for sale at the Budorazh estate were 1,300 kopas (1 kopa is about
200 kg) of winter rye, 300 kopas of wheat, 150 kopas of barley, 740 kopas of oats, 110
kopas of buckwheat, and 80 kopas of millet. The production of the Kupechevskyi
filvarok amounted to 6,000 kopas of unmilled grain and 800 kopas of milled grain.
The profitability of such estates encouraged the bishopric to further develop its
filvaroks. Winter rye, which had a high yield, was particularly important as it served
as the basis for vodka production!s,

Church farms raised many cows, goats, pigs, sheep, and poultry. For example, the
Medvediv Monastery had 8 horses, 82 head of cattle, 110 sheep, 23 goats, and 21 pigs.
The Holovchyn Monastery, in 1795, had 4 horses, 18 head of cattle, 14 sheep, 10 pigs,
33 chickens, 6 geese, and 6 ducks. Meanwhile, the monks of the Zhydychyn Monastery
owned 117 sheep, 30 rams, and 30 lambs in 1765%°. In addition, the church owned a
large number of lakes and ponds, which facilitated fish farming. Monasteries often
leased these water bodies to local communities or entrepreneurs. Beekeeping also
flourished, and its products - honey and wax - were either sold on the market or used
to produce drinks and candlesz2°.

On the farms of church estates, crafts related to the processing of agricultural
products became highly important. These included milling, brewing, distilling, honey
production, wax processing, candle making, tree beekeeping, and more. Church
estates were skillfully managed and actively engaged in trade, a characteristic feature
of most towns and small settlements on the Right Bank of Ukraine. Following their
incorporation into the Russian Empire, they began reorienting their export trade
toward the Black Sea market.

The church’s accumulation of significant wealth enabled it to engage in economic
activities such as usury. The fact that the right-bank clergy entered into usury
agreements with Jewish kahals (community councils) and individual citizens further
contributed to their prosperity. Since the laws of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth
did not regulate interest rates on loans, monasteries and priests set them at their own
discretion, depending on the situation. For example, the Meletskyi Monastery charged
its clients 3.5% annually, while the Puginskyi Monastery charged 6-7%, and the
Trigorskyi Monastery charged 5-7%. This successful economic activity made the clergy

16 Ibid. C. 23
17 Ibid. C. 24.
18 Ibid. C. 27.
19 Ibid. C. 28.
20 @uyuk I. [IpaBobepexHa MIJIAXTA B peJiiriiiHo-koHdecikHOMY npocTopi periony... C. 19.
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a key player in economic relations, with significant land management capabilities.
According to V. Levytskyi, the clergy were not only economically independent but also
wealthy. He describes the land holdings of the Uniate Metropolitan ]. Kozlovskyi as
‘latifundia’ (large estates), encompassing nearly 15,000 serfs21.

RUSSIAN IMPERIAL REGULATION OF CHURCH LANDOWNERSHIP AFTER THE ANNEXATION OF
RIGHT-BANK UKRAINE

The landed possessions of the Catholic and Uniate churches formed the economic
basis of their ecclesiastical and political power. It is no coincidence that after the
incorporation of Right-Bank Ukraine into the Russian Empire, the emperors had to
consider this feature during the processes of integration and secularization. The first
decrees of Catherine I, issued to Major General M. Krechetnikov on May 28, 177222,
and later confirmed by the decree of December 8, 179223, concerned not only urgent
military and political issues but also determined the policy regarding church and
monastery landholdings. According to these documents, the clergy retained all their
landed property on condition that they swore an oath of allegiance to the autocracy
and renounced the supremacy of the Vatican, refusing to follow its orders. In addition,
the authorities sought to inventory Uniate monastic schools and educational
establishments and establish supervision over them. For this purpose, it was planned
to send loyal officials to the occupied territories. The authorities accused the Uniate
monastery schools of teaching based on ‘rebellious principles of modern French
doctrine’. Thus, through its initial decrees, the government aimed to control and
eventually eliminate Uniate institutions in the territories under its jurisdiction.

The refusal of the Lutsk Uniate Bishop Stefan Levynskyi (1736-1806) to swear
allegiance to the Empress accelerated her desire to confiscate the Church
landholdings. From 1793 to 1796, the process of liquidating the Uniate Church within
the Russian Empire continued24. It was so large-scale that S. Borysevych noted the
complete elimination of Greek Catholicism in the territories annexed by Russia25.
However, V. Los argued that we can speak only of the first stage of the liquidation, as
only 176 parishes out of four thousand remained. Perhaps Catherine II's efforts
would have been successful had it not been for her sudden death, but her successors
took a more moderate stance, returning some properties from state administration,
including those of Bishop S.Levynskyi. In 1798, the Lutsk Uniate diocese was
restored, with all Uniate parishes of the Kyiv, Volyn, and Podillia Provinces under its
jurisdiction26, As for the Orthodox eparchies, for the convenience of administrative

21 Jlesuybkuii B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJieBoJioAiHHSA Ha [IpaBo6epexxHiit YkpaiHi... C. 20.

22 [eHepaJsi-MaliopaM KaxoBckomy v KpeueTHHKOBY C MpHJIOKEHHEM Hakasa, 10 KOEMY OHHU JIOJ/DKHBI
NOCTYINaTh NPU UCNPaBJeHUHU JJOKHOCTeH Ty6epHaTOPOB B NPUCOeAUHEHHBIX OT [1oJbIIY ry6epHHUsX.
28 masa 1772 r. Ne 13808. [loaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHog Poccutickoii umnepuu. Co6panue IlepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Ttunorpaduu Il Otaenenus co6crBeHHol Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesmuecTBa
Kannenspuy, 1830. T. 19. C. 509.

230 pacnopspkeHUAX B [losbCKUX 06J1aCTAX, 3aHATBIX POCCUHCKUMHU BOWCKaMU. 8 fekabps 1792T.
Ne 17090. [loaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Poccutickoii umnepuu. Cobpanue I[lepBoe. CaHKT-IleTepOypr:
[TeyaTtano B Tunorpaduu Il Otaenenus co6crBeHHor Ero MMmnepaTopckoro BesnyectBa KaHuenspuy,
1830.T. 23.C. 389.

24 /locw B. YHiaTcbka 1epkBa Ha [IpaBo6epexHiit YkpaiHi... C. 63.

25 Bopucesuy C. 3aK0HO/IaBue peryJ/I0BaHHs M03eMe/IbHUX BijHOCHH Y [IpaBo6epexHiit YkpaiHi... C. 108.
26 /locw B. YHiaTcbka 1epkBa Ha [IpaBo6epexHiit YkpaiHi... C. 53.
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control, the territorial boundaries of the Orthodox eparchies and Provinces were
aligned by a Synodal decree of August 4, 1799. The territory of the Volyn-Zhytomyr
eparchy coincided with the boundaries of the Volyn Province?’.

The confiscation of Uniate property raised an equally challenging problem: the
demarcation of land between landlords’ estates and those owned by churches. In the
16th and 17t centuries, landlords granted land to churches and monasteries through
oral deeds of gift. However, it was only in the 18t century that the practice of issuing
supporting documents for both newly granted and previously donated land became
established?8. The absence of such documents in the new political environment
allowed descendants to initiate the process of reclaiming their parents’ and
grandparents’ estates, which had come into the possession of the Church.
Representatives of the new generation of szlachta, who no longer relied on the
clergy’s support, viewed generous land donations to the church as an unacceptable
waste. Maintaining stability in these lands became the responsibility of the new
administration, which, like the serfs, adhered to the Orthodox faith2°. The supreme
authority initiated a lengthy and complex process of demarcating church
landownership from landlord estates, in which the state-organized corps of land
surveyors played a central role.

We emphasize that the system of land ownership regulation underwent significant
changes after the transfer of territories from the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth to
the Russian Empire. While in the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth the szlachta
independently regulated land ownership issues through the Pidkomorskyi (land
boundary) courts, in the Russian Empire the state exercised much greater control
over these processes through land surveyors. In the occupied territories, Russian
surveyors actively participated in the redistribution of land ownership, acting
primarily in the interests of the Russian state. This marked a fundamental shift in the
principles of land relations regulation - from traditional noble self-government to
centralized state control3°.

The supreme authorities regulated the issue of land allocation to church
institutions. By order of the Senate, land surveyors, following the Instruction of
February 15, 176631, which was further confirmed by Senate decrees of December 18,

27 Shevchuk A., Markevych 0. The Religious Policy of the Russian Empire in the Captured Territories of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth (On the Example of the Volyn Province at the End of the 18t - the
First Half of the 19t Century). Occasional Papers on Religion in Eastern Europe. 2025. Vol. 45, Iss. 1. P. 24-
38. DOI: https://doi.org/10.55221/2693-2229.2596. For more information on the imperial religious
policy toward non-Orthodox communities, see: Shevchuk A., Markevych O. The Religious Factor in the
Imperial Judicial Policy of the Right-Bank Ukraine (1797-1830). Occasional Papers on Religion in Eastern
Europe. 2025.Vol. 45, Iss. 4. Article 9. P. 168-188. DOI: https://doi.org/10.55221/2693-2229.2609

28 Casuyk I1. LlepkBa i ynaymi Ha Bouui... C. 201.

29 Jlesuybkuli B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJieBoJioAiHHSA Ha [IpaBo6epexxHiit YkpaiHi... C. 30.

30 For more information on the organization and functioning of provincial and county surveyors from the
late 18t century until the 1830s, including their staff, powers, and the specifics of their activities in the
Volyn province, see: lllesuyk A, Mapkesuy O. Ciyx6a 3emseMipa y BosmHcbkiil ry6epHil HanpukiHmi
XVIII - B nepiii TpetuHi XIX CT.: y1amtyBaHHs, KaApOBUHN CKJIAJ, AiAJIbHICTb. YKkpaiHcokull icmopuyHutl
scypHaa. 2024, Bum. 2. C. 77-97. DOI: https://doi.org/10.15407/uhj2024.02.077

31 UHCTpyKUMs 3eMJyieMepaM, K reHepaJbHOMY BCell HMMIlepUM 3eMesb pasMexkeBaHHIO. 13 ¢peBpass
1766 ., Ne12570. [loaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHoe Poccutickoli umnepuu. Co6paHue I[lepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Ttunorpaduu Il OTaenenus co6crBeHHolr Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesnvecTBa
Kanuenspuu, 1830. T. 17 (1765-1766). C. 561-580.
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1797, February 11, 180432, and November 18, 180933, demarcated 33 desyatins
(1 desyatina = 2.7 acres) of land in favor of the church from privately owned lands. If
the land was state-owned, the amount of land allotted could be increased by a decree
of the Synod of December 6, 1829. In estates where peasants used 15 desyatins of
land, churches were allotted a triple proportion, i.e., 99 desyatins; if peasants used 12
to 15 desyatins, 66 desyatins were allotted; and if they used 8 to 12 desyatins,
49.5 desyatins were allotted. If peasants received less than 8 desyatins, an increase
was possible with the approval of the Minister of Finance. The aforementioned
allotments could not include fishing ponds, mills, forests, industrial facilities, trading
places, large pastures, salt mines, etc.3¢ These assets were considered especially
valuable to the state treasury due to the high income they generated. They were
excluded from general distribution and remained under direct state control or were
leased on special terms.

Surveyors were tasked with accelerating the allocation of church lands from both
private and state ownership. As evidenced by the documents we have studied,
provincial surveyors were ordered to prepare detailed land plans and submit them to
the provincial governments3s. Uniate monasteries were prioritized for the
preparation of these plans. For example, provincial surveyor V. Kudriavtsev received
an order from Governor-General 0. Bekleshov to draw up plans for monasteries in the
villages of Hrechuhy and Rodtsi in Zhytomyr County; in Novohrad-Volynskyi County -
the village of Kolodka and the town of Liubar; in Zaslavskyi County - the town of
Polonne; in Ostroh County - the town of Hushcha and the village of Dorohusk; in
Dubno County - Derman; and in Kremenets County - Pochayiv, among others. Due to
the volume of work, the surveyors’ involvement in other tasks, and the remoteness of
the lands, the Provincial Surveyor stated that it was categorically impossible to
prepare the plans “as soon as possible”36,

To work more effectively, surveyors needed documents confirming the ownership
of land by landowners and the Church. The absence of such documents often delayed
cases, as was the situation with the lands of the Zhytomyr Holy Cross Church in
Zhytomyr County. The clergy argued that Colonel Berezovskyi had illegally occupied

320 HempeMeHHOM Ha3HAaYeHUHU K LIePKBAM CJeAymoliedl NponopLuyu 3eMJIM NPU BCAKOM DeLIeHUU
Me>xeBoM KaHLeJISIpUel CIOPHOro Jies1a, TJie COCTOAT B BU/LY LIEPKBH, 3eMeJIb He uMetomre. 11 peBpas
1804 r., Ne21149. [loaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHoe Poccutickoli umnepuu. Co6bpaHue I[lepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Ttunorpaduu Il Otaenenus co6crBeHHol Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesmvecTBa
Kanuenapuuy, 1830. T. 28 (1804-1805). C. 70-72.

33 06 0TBO/IE LIEPKBSIM 0JIOXKEHHOTO KOJIMYECTBa JjeCATHH 3eMJd. 18 Hos6psa 1809 r., Ne 23994, [ToaHoe
cobparue 3akoHos Poccutickoii umnepuu. Cob6bpanue IlepBoe. CankT-IleTepbypr: IlewaTtaHo B
tunorpaduu Il Otaenenus cobcrBeHHoM Ero Umnepatopckoro BesnyectBa Kanuenspuy, 1830. T. 30
(1808-1809). C. 1276.

3406 ycwieHMH Croco60B K 06pa30BaHUI0 JYXOBHOI'O IOHOIIECTBA M K OGeCnevYeHHI0 IepPKOBHBIX
NpHUYTOB B 6e36eJHOM cofepkaHUU. 6 Aekabpst 1829 r., Ne 3323. [losHoe cobpaHue 3akoHoe Pocculickoll
umnepuu. Cobpanue Bropoe. CaHkT-IleTep6ypr: [leyaTtano B Tunorpaduu Il OTesieHHss co6cTBEHHON
Ero UmnepaTtopckoro Besmmdectsa Kannenspuy, 1830. T. 4 (1829). C. 833.

35 The provincial government was a collegial body within the system of provincial administration, which
was effectively under the control of the local governor. It resolved most issues of local importance, and
all other provincial institutions, including land surveyors, were subordinate to it. Read more:
Mapkesuuy O. T'ybepHCbKe IpaBJIiHHA K MicueBa AepkaBHa ycraHoBa KiHig XVIII - nepuioi nosoBUHU
XIX cT. (Ha npuksazi BoauHebkoi ry6epHil). Ykpaicokuil icmopuunuii sicypHaa. 2012. Ne 2. C. 89-105.

36 0 CHAATMM Ha IJIAaH YHUATCKUX MOHACTBIpeH, cocToAmUxX B BosnblHCKOUN rybepHun. State Archives of
Zhytomyr Region (SAZR). Fund 263. List 1. File 6. P. 1a.
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church land, although there were no documents defining the boundaries or extent of
the church’s property. As evidenced by the archival materials, the church had
received the land on September 24, 1603, which was initially administered by Andrii
Peresetskyi. By 1664, two other rectors of the church, Jan and J6zef Sokolowski,
divided the land in half, with one part remaining under the church’s control
(administered by Jan Sokolowski) and the other sold in two transactions in 1727 and
1742. In 1745, Jan Sokolowski further divided the remaining land into two parts,
leasing one and later selling it to Colonel Berezovskyi. Despite only a portion of the
land being sold, Colonel Berezovskyi claimed control over the entire territory. There
were no documents proving the Church’s ownership of the land, and the only
witnesses were peasants who could verbally attest to which lands had long been
associated with the Church. The case was highly complex and ultimately required the
intervention of the Senate37.

To expedite the resolution of such cases, a Senate decree issued on February 4,
1815, required the Volyn Spiritual Consistory to provide detailed information about
church land ownership. In cases of disputed lands, district surveyors were to be sent
to resolve such disputes38. On November 27, 1817, the Senate approved rules for
demarcating church lands, deviating from the standard boundary instructions. For
the demarcation of church lands in the Volyn Province, special commissions were
established, consisting of commissioners from the local residents and deputies from
the clergy. These commissions, working alongside surveyors, were tasked with
demarcating arable land, hayfields, and other types of land. In cases of disputes, the
Volyn bishop Stefan, the governor, and the provincial marshal3® were involved in the
proceedings%0. Based on this framework, boundary commissions included
representatives of the church.

The process of demarcating church lands was lengthy and accompanied by
numerous lawsuits. To resolve these disputes, county courts required plans of the
contested church lands, which were provided by county surveyors4l. Even in the
absence of conflicts, as was the case in the Ostroh manorial complex, where the
boundaries of five churches were amicably settled, the process of compiling a register
of church lands, creating plans thereof, and preparing descriptions by surveyors took
considerable time. This information was then sent to the Volyn Spiritual Consistory
and the provincial government#2.

37 0 LlepKOBHBIX 3eMJIsAX BosibiHCKOM ry6epHun. 1823 roa. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 527. P. 13-16.

38 YKasbl U panopThl rybepHcKoMy 3eMyeMepy. 1817 rog. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 398. P. 1-4.

39 The institution of the county and provincial marshal of the nobility was an important administrative
and representative body in the Volyn province, which, on the one hand, ensured the interests of the
noble corporation, and on the other hand, executed orders from the imperial authorities, which created a
double burden for the local elite in the form of unpaid bureaucratic work while maintaining a certain
influence in the region. See: Jle6eds A., Lllesyyk A. TloBeToBble MapLIaibl BosibiHCKOU ry6epHuu (1797-
1831): opraHusanus, Ka[poBbIH COCTaB, AieATeNbHOCTb. Bylye Gody. 2023. Vol. 18, Iss. 1. C. 100-114. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.13187/bg.2023.1.100

40 06 oTMexeBaHUU B BoJIbIHCKOHM ry6epHUU IIePKOBHBIX 3eMeJIb yepe3 0CcoOble KOMUCCHU. 27 HOSAOPs
1817, Ne27166a. I[osaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Pocculickoli umnepuu. Co6paHue IlepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Tunorpaduu Il Otnenenus co6crBeHHoi Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesnyecTBa
Kanuenspuy, 1830.T. 34 (1817). C. 894-895.

41 SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 398. P. 5-8back.

42 Ibid. P. 19-19back. For more information about the work of a surveyors during the demarcation of
church estates, see: lllesyyk A, Mapkesuu O. Ciy>6a 3eMsieMipa y BosnHcbKil ry6epHii... C. 77-97.
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In resolving disputes between landowners and the church over land distribution,
the state most often sided with the latter43. An example is the case of the division of
hayfields between the Hiliev Church and the landowner Bukar, in which the Zhytomyr
Lower Zemstvo Court (a police institution) ordered the latter to return the seized
land#4. The case of allocating land to the St. Nicholas and Assumption churches in the
town of Berdychiv, which was owned by Prince Radziwill, was much more
complicated4s. Land there was extremely valuable, as the city was a center of fair
trade and contracting not only in Right-Bank Ukraine but also in the entire Russian
Empire46. The annual turnover of the Berdychiv fairs exceeded 20 million rubles,
making the city the empire's most important banking center after 1800. As in
previous cases, the dispute was complicated by the fact that the churches lacked any
documents confirming their ownership or usage rights. This case lasted from 1806 to
1815 and finally concluded with the demarcation of the allotted lands in favor of the
churches. The decision was certified by members of a specially created commission,
which included representatives of the Berdychiv police4’, the Zhytomyr Lower
Zemstvo Court, and the clergys.

There were instances of delays in the process of granting rural parishes the
established land norms, as well as unauthorized seizures of church lands by
descendants of former estate owners. Polish landowners, taking advantage of their
right to elect members of the court through noble elections, could deliberately prolong
trials. An illustrative example is the case in which the Starokostiantyniv Theological
School appealed ten times to the local lower zemstvo court for the return of the land
belonging to the church in the village of Troianivka that had been illegally seized by the
landowner Katynskyi4. However, it remains unclear how this case was ultimately
resolved. We can only note that, according to the decree of July 12, 1804, cases
involving Catholic ecclesiastical estates were required to be transferred to the Senate50.

Additionally, the issue of performing duties on lands allocated to churches was
regulated. By a decree of April 3, 1801, parishioners were exempted from the obligation
to cultivate church lands. To financially support the clergy, it was permitted to double
the fees for performing church rites for the laity5l. The authorities did not prohibit
parishioners from offering more than the established minimum, but priests were not

43 Jlesuybkuii B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJieBos10AiHHA Ha [IpaBo6epexHii YkpaiHi... C. 36.

44 O 1epKOBHbIX 3eMJIsIX BosibiHCcKOM ry6epHun. 1816 roz. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 349. P. 22-23.

45 One of the peculiarities of the annexed lands of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth was the
presence of a large number of privately owned towns, where all the land belonged to a single owner.
These included the majority of towns and small towns with a high level of trade and craft development,
as well as a significant population. Even county seats, such as Rivne, Dubno, Ostroh, Starokostiantyniv,
and Zaslav, fell into this category.

46 [bid. C. 38-39.

47 The local administration, representing the imperial authorities in the newly annexed territories,
actively involved the police in the most important tasks, viewing them as the only reliable support.

48 O 11epKOBHBIX 3eMJIsIX BosibiHCKOM ry6epHuu. 1816 ron. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 349. P. 10, 11back,
45.

49 ]bid. P. 131.

50 0 mpou3BOACTBE CIIOPHBIX JieJl 0 AYXOBHBIX KaTOJHMYeCKUX UMeHHAX. 12 urona 1804 r., Ne 21394,
Iloanoe cobpanue 3axkoHos Poccutickoli umnepuu. Coopanue IlepBoe. CankTt-IleTep6ypr: I[leyaTtaHo B
tunorpaduu Il Otnenenus co6crBeHHoM Ero MMnepaTtopckoro BesmdectBa Kanuenspuu, 1830. T. 28
(1804-1805). C. 451.

51 For example, the fee for baptism was 6 kopecks, for a wedding - 20 kopecks, for an adult funeral -
20 kopecks, and for an infant’s burial - 6 kopecks.
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allowed to demand or insist on larger amounts>2. However, according to S. Borysevych,
the salaries of the clergy, as well as material compensation for performing church rites,
were meager compared to the income generated from land ownership in the Right
Bank region53. To support the Orthodox clergy, the state transferred confiscated Greek
Catholic lands to them. The distribution of responsibilities for repairing roads, bridges,
and crossings was also determined. On lands acquired by clergymen after January 11,
1798, which were considered to be held only in usufruct, such duties were imposed on
parishioners. In contrast, on lands owned by the clergy, these duties were their
responsibility54. Thus, Roman Catholics and Uniates, who had long owned land, fulfilled
their duties independently, while on lands granted to the Orthodox, these duties fell
upon the parishioners.

The state authorities sought to control not only the boundaries between landlords
and churches/monasteries but also the growth of land ownership by the latter. A series
of decrees were adopted (May 29, 1810; January 4, 1819; May 31, 1822) that detailed
the conditions for acquiring landss. This process was highly bureaucratized, requiring
clarification of the monasteries’ financial situation, the sources of funds intended for
purchasing estates, and ultimately requiring the emperor’s personal approval.
S. Borysevych points out that, in fact, several decrees shared the same purpose and
reflected the authorities’ desire to control all societal processes as much as possible5s.

In our opinion, their adoption could have been prompted by the challenging
political situation in the newly conquered territories and the authorities’ intention to
pay closer attention to local peculiarities. For example, the donation of a house with
land worth 6,180 rubles to the Church of the Nativity in Arkhangelsk by the merchant
Cherepanov did not raise any objections from the authorities’. However, in the case
of Roman Catholic or Greek Uniate church estates, Alexander was even stricter
regarding the granting of loans for construction. The supreme authorities were

5206 OCBOGOXKJEHUH MPHUX0XKaH OT 00S3aHHOCTH 00pabaThIBaTh II€PKOBHbIE 3eMJIM U 06 Y/IBOEHUU
MOJI0XKeHHOH B 1765 T. J1aThI CBSAILEHHOCTYKUTEJISIM 3a UCTIpaBJIeHNe MUPCKUX Tpeb. 3 ampesist 1801 r.,
Ne 19816. [losnHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Poccutickoii umnepuu. Cobpanue I[lepBoe. CanKT-IleTepOypr:
[TeyaTtano B Tunorpaduu Il Otxesnenus: cobctBeHHON Ero UmnepaTopckoro BesmdectBa KaHuenspuy,
1830.T. 26 (1800-1801). C. 605-606.

53 Bopucesuy C. 3aKOHO/IaBYe peryJ/I0BaHHs M03eMe/IbHUX BijHOCHH Y [IpaBo6epexHiit YkpaiHi... C. 111.
54 0 ycnpaBJeHUH MOCTOB U raTed 1Mo AoporaM, mpoJieraliinuM yepe3 [iepKoBHbIe 3eMJH. 17 dpeBpass
1825r., Ne30234. [losHoe cobpaHue 3akoHoe Poccutickoli umnepuu. Co6bpaHue I[lepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Tunorpaduu Il Otaenenus co6crBeHHod Ero MmnepaTopckoro BesnvecTBa
Kanuenspuy, 1830. T. 40 (1825). C. 75.

550 AO03BOJIEHUHU MOHACTbIPpAM npno6peTaTb HeaABUXXKWMbIE HMMEHHA C Brpicoyaiiero cousBOJIEHHS.
29 masa 1810r., Ne 24246. [loaHoe cobpaHue 3akoHoe Poccuiickoil umnepuu. Cobpanue IlepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Tunorpaduu Il Otnenenus cob6ctBeHHOM Ero MMmepaTopckoro BesimvecTBa
Kanuensapuu, 1830. T.31 (1810-1811). C.200; O HecoBeplIeHHMH KPENOCTHBIX AaKTOB Ha
an/Io6peTaeMbIe MOHACTBIPpAMH U LIEPKBAMH HEJBHUXKXHWMbI€e UMEHUA 6e3 BbIcoyaliliero consBoJIeHHU.
4 auBaps 1819 ., N2 27622. IlosHoe cobpaHue 3akoHos Poccutickoti umnepuu. Co6panue IlepBoe. CaHKT-
[Tetepbypr: [leyatano B Ttunorpaduu Il Otaenenus co6crBeHHolr Ero Mmnepatopckoro BesnuecTBa
Kannensapuu, 1830. T.36 (1819). C.7; O 3anpelieHUH PUMO-KATOJHUYECKOMY U TPEKO-YHHATCKOMY
AYXOBEHCTBY IIPOU3BOAWTDH 3aMMbl Ha CcYeT LOEPKOBHBIX HMYLIECTB, 6e3 BeIcoualiiero Ha TO
cousBoJsienus. 31 masa 1822r., N2 29060. [loaHoe cobpanue 3akoHos Pocculickoli umnepuu. Co6paHue
[TepBoe. CankT-IleTepbypr: [leyaTano B Tunorpaduu Il Otaenenus cob6ecrBenHon Ero UmMnepaTopckoro
BesimdectBa Kanuensapuy, 1830. T. 38 (1822-1823). C. 219.

56 bopucesuy C. 3aKOHO/IaBue pery/I0BaHHs M03eMe IbHUX BijHOCHH Y [IpaBo6epexHiit YkpaiHi... C. 110.
570 HeCOBepIIeHHNH KPENOCTHbIX dKTOB Ha an/Io6peTaeMbIe MOHACTBIPpAMHU U EPKBAMHU HeIBUXKXHWMbIE
nmenus... C. 7.
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alarmed by the fact that in the Vitebsk Province, the Uzhwald monastery received a
loan of 58,866 rubles from the ‘fundusz’ property in 1817-181858,

At first glance, by comparing these figures, one might conclude that the clergy of
the annexed territories possessed considerable capital and financial capabilities.
Exceptions were made for Catholic bishops and other high-ranking clergy for
personal purchases, as they were allowed to acquire inhabited estates in the same
manner as the nobility. Personal acquisitions were permitted on the condition that
they would not pass into the possession of church communities after the owner’s
death but would remain with the legal heirs. Such concessions served as another
example of the Russian state’s compromise with the nobility and clergy>°.

THE JESUIT ESTATES AND THEIR INTEGRATION INTO THE RUSSIAN IMPERIAL LAND SYSTEM

The situation of the Catholic Jesuit monastic order, particularly the changes
concerning land ownership, should be highlighted separately. In the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth, the order’s activities were banned in 1773, and its estates
and lands were inventoried and transferred to the needs of the ‘Commission of
National Education’ (KEN - Komisja Edukacji Narodowej), which was reforming the
education system at the national level. The former Jesuit properties were transferred
to private individuals on the condition that they paid 4.5% of their income to the
commission. These properties were called the first Jesuit estates®o.

The members of the order found refuge in the Russian Empire and swore
allegiance to Catherine II, who hoped to use them for the political adaptation of the
population of the newly annexed lands. Paul I expanded the Order’s capabilities by
allowing it to open additional educational institutions, including in the capital. During
the reign of Alexander I, Jesuit missions were founded in many cities, including those
on the Right Bank of Ukrainest.

The authorities sought to gather as much information as possible about Jesuit
estates that were leased or sold at auction to private individuals. The funds of the
Volyn Provincial Surveyor (Fund No.263 of the State Archives of the Zhytomyr
Region) contain a significant amount of administrative documentation on the
demarcation of estates and the drawing up of plans for former Jesuit estates. An
analysis of archival materials shows an annual increase in the number of such orders
and the strengthening of state control over these landseé2.

A detailed analysis of the documents delimiting the Jesuit estate of the village of
Bazar and its two subordinate settlements demonstrates the thoroughness of the
surveyors’ work in compiling descriptions of these land holdings. Officials compiled

580 3alpeleHun pUMO-KaTOJIMYEeCKOMY W TI'PEKO-YHUATCKOMY AYXOBEHCTBY NPOU3BOAUTH 3aUMBl...
C. 219-220.

59 Jlesuybkuii B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJieBoJIoAiHHSA Ha [IpaBo6epexxHiit YkpaiHi... C. 41.

60 Later, after the annexation of Lithuanian, Belarusian, and Ukrainian lands to the Russian Empire, the
rate of payment to the treasury increased to 6% per annum.

61 Kiky B. €3yiTi. Enyuxaonedia icmopii Yxpainu: T.3: E-U / Pegkon.: B.A. Cmoaiil (ronosa) Ta in. HAH
Ykpainu. [HcTuTyT icTopii Ykpainu. Kuis: HaykoBa aymka, 2005. C. 113-114.

62 Jlero u noJieBasd 3amucka Jlynkaro mnoseTa IO HU3yMTCKOMY HUMeHHIO C.JIuia, cOCTOALLEro BO
BJIaZieHUU Mapuiasa 3arypckoro. 1802 roa. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1. File 67. 39 p.; O koMaHANpPOBaHUHU
ye34HOTo 3eMJieMepa /JJis COCTaBJeHHs IMJIAHOB M0 Me3yuTcKoM uMeHHH. 1802 rox. SAZR. Fund 263.
List 1. File 77. P. 2-4; O cHATHUM Ha IJIaH He3YUTCKUX UMeHUH BosbiHckoU ry6epHuu. 1804 roa. SAZR.
Fund 263. List 1. File 102. 111 p.
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detailed tables that contained comprehensive information about the structure of the
estate’s land holdings. Such descriptive tables recorded the location and area of
arable land, hayfields (mowing areas), areas of construction forest, forest areas
intended for firewood, land under church buildings and cemeteries, and land
allocated for roads. According to the surveyor’s information, the total area of this
Jesuit estate was 93 desyatins of land. It is important to note that the surveyors
separately documented the presence of disputed territories, some of which, according
to their conclusions, should also have belonged to this estate¢s.

The Volyn Treasury Chamber (a regional financial and administrative institution of
the Russian Empire) initiated the creation of lustration commissions in the province’s
counties to determine the income from forest resources on Jesuit estates (sale of
timber, harvesting firewood for sale, production of potash, income from
woodworking industries, collection of forest products, etc.). As can be seen from the
example of the Kovel district, such commissions included a county marshal, a
podkomorzy, a Khorunzh, and members of the lower zemstvo courts4.

The state authorities of the Russian Empire implemented a comprehensive policy
of managing and controlling Jesuit estates. The main goal was to ensure maximum
economic efficiency of these estates and stable revenues to the state treasury. To
achieve this goal, the systematic collection and analysis of economic data on the
condition and profitability of the estates provided by local authorities were
undertaken.

It is worth noting that the Order itself was becoming economically stronger,
rapidly recovering as an international organization, and began to pose a threat to the
stable development of the Russian state. An additional factor was the creation of the
Holy Alliance in 1815, after which the Order lost its importance in the struggle of
European monarchies against revolutionary and liberation movements. As a result, in
1820, the authorities suspended the activities of the Jesuit Order in Russia. In 1822,
the Order’s possessions, which had remained in its possession since the incorporation
of Right-Bank Ukraine into the Russian Empire, were included in the state estates. In
the system of accounting for state estates, they were called the second Jesuit estates.
The state leased them out under the same system as the state-owned starostasss.

CONCLUSIONS

After the annexation of Right-Bank Ukraine, the Russian authorities encountered
the region’s multi-layered and confessionally heterogeneous social structure.
Realizing that harsh secularization measures could provoke discontent among local
elites, the imperial administration adopted a more moderate policy. The clergy were
allowed to retain their land holdings, provided they swore an oath of allegiance to the
empire. At the same time, the authorities actively supported the Orthodox Church,
using it as a tool for integrating the region. An example of the flexibility of imperial

63 MexeBble Jies1a CO BCeM NPOMU3BOJCTBOM IO Me3yMTCKOMY MMeHHIO c.basap u npuceskamu noce
yMepiiero ctapoctbl HoBoBHHCKOr0, mpuHagaexailero ero AetsaM. 1802-1805 roael. SAZR. Fund 263.
List 1. File 71. P. 50.

640 CHATHUM Ha IJIAaH Me3YUTCKUX UMeHUH BosibiHcko# ry6epuuu. 1803 rog. SAZR. Fund 263. List 1.
File 87. P. 25-25back.

65 In other Jesuit estates, there were 13529 men. Read more: Jlesuybkuti B. LlepkoBHe 3eMJIeBOJIOAIHHSA
Ha [IpaBoGepexxHili YkpaiHi... C. 62.
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integration policy was the return of Greek Catholic estates during the reigns of Paul I
and Alexander .

A significant challenge for the state authorities was the process of demarcating
church landownership from that of private landowners. A decisive role in this process
was played by the state-organized service of surveyors. In the absence of conflicts,
they allocated 33 desyatins of land from privately owned estates, and if the land was
state-owned, the area of church allotments could be increased. Surveyors created
detailed plans of monasteries and churches, noting the quality of the soil, the
presence of forests, water bodies, and other resources. These descriptions provided
the most comprehensive information about church landholdings, as no general land
survey had been conducted in the annexed territories. In cases of disputes between
the clergy and landowners, the authorities typically sided with the Church.
Additionally, the state regulated issues related to the fulfillment of duties on church
lands, as well as the procedures for acquiring new lands through purchase or
donation.

A separate aspect of state policy was the regulation of the status of Jesuit estates.
Although the order’s activities were officially permitted until 1820, the imperial
authorities did not return the previously confiscated lands to the Jesuits. Instead, they
initiated the collection of information about lease obligations and the profitability of
properties sold at auction. After the final expulsion of the Jesuit Order from the
Russian Empire by Alexander I, all its estates were transferred to state ownership.

The rules established by the state authorities regarding land ownership and land
use underwent radical changes following the Polish November Uprising of 1830-
1831, in which a portion of the Greek Catholic clergy actively participated. The
authorities initiated the liquidation of the Greek Catholic Church and began the
process of secularizing its landholdings.
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