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The article is devoted to the analysis of publaadi on the history of the unification of the Oritwdand
Catholic churches and the Brest Church Council38@ on the pages of Belarusian diocesan Gazeti#ishad in
Lithuania, Minsk, Polotsk, Mogilev and Grodno Odba dioceses in the second half of XIX — early eéXuries.

The problem of the Brest Church Union, of its Gésiedevelopment and elimination is now quite urgent
and pressing, in spite of the fact that many hiabs;, culture experts, philosophers, theologiarts rafigious
scholars have dealt with this question for censurigntil today there is no single historical apgtoo assessing
the Union, its influence on religious and cultulitd of Belarus of the late XVI — first half of theineteenth
century, although sources on the history of Uniatise many and varied.

One of such sources on the history of the unificatdof the Catholic and Orthodox churches is the
diocesan Gazette, published in five Belarusian @tix eparchies in the second half of XIX — early ¥efitury.

On its pages Gazette presents various publicationghe form of scientific articles, documentary and
biographical materials, devoted to identify thesesiof Union, the history of the Brest Church Cduncl596,
and in the form of assessing the role and signmifiezof the Greek-Catholic confession in the lif@8efarusians.

In Belarusian diocesan Gazette there are matat@isted to the preparatory phase of the enteritg
the Union. The author of one of the publicationstiomed the year of the proclamation of the Uniéri®s95,
when |. Potey and K. Tarletski took the oath oégihnce to the Pope in Rome, both on their ownlbahd on
behalf of all the bishops of the Commonwealth. &pwpabout the preconditions of the entering ittte Union
the author had the quotation from the letter oh&iK. K. Ostrozhsky to the Vladimir-Volyn BishopRotiy: "a
departure from the faith took place because owt tid not become teachers and preachers of the efdgdd,
no education, stopped living sermon”, in addititine hierarchs-apostates "were completely alienida r
religious beliefs" [1, p. 606]. That was the secoedson for a compromise with the Catholic worlde Third
reason that triggered the Union, was the so-caltgd of patronage — the "distribution of Churcledairchical
positions of secular authority in its discretiod’; p. 609], which reduced the authority of the metlitans and
bishops, which often refused to obey the priesis, tbesired to obey the leadership of the Orthodox
brotherhoods, the patrons and founders of churahésnonasteries.

The same author K. Bogdanov [2] attributed thengftieening of the idea of Union to 1577, when the
Jesuit P. Skarga published the book "On the urith@ Church of God under one pastor and aboutk3reen
this unity retreat", where he talked about the wesk of the Eastern Church and its canonical errors

The Belarusian diocesan Bulletin dedicated to tetohy of the Brest Cathedral the little materasd, the
Catholic world celebrated the adoption date ofltlméon "to advocate Romanism," as N. Konoplev natethe
publication [3]. The Unia in the late nineteentmtcey was still in Galicia, which belonged to Cdtbhd\ustria,
and the upcoming festivities in memory of the 30&timiversary of the Brest Council in 1596 had tdlgwe. In
1895 the Catholics issued two proclamations, inciviihey said that thanks to the saints Cyril andhidaius,
Princess Olga and Prince Vladimir "faith and thei@h of the Catholics in Russia was establishedp[$61].

The author of the article expressed sincere bewildat to this statement, because Russia owed its
Christianization thanks not to Rome, but to Byaamti The only reason to believe these words washifatre
1054 there was no official division of the Christi@hurch. The authors of the proclamations, howedidr not
deny the fact that the Union "is not peace and @éasught with them, and the blood and the swaBdp[ 570].
According to N. Konopleva, parishes and departmenthie Commonwealth were empty not because all the
inhabitants are Uniates and Orthodox Christianisaplpeared, but because "Orthodox priests werelledpe
from there" [3, p. 571]. He agreed that on the ef/¢he Union the people’s moral and religious lifethe
Commonwealth really were in a state of crisis, én in this situation the idea of the Union "amggied in the
minds of only a few bishops" [3, p. 568].
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In Polotsk and Lithuanian diocesan Gazette in 1&9@urticle by A. Kovalnitsky were published [4-5],
who believed that celebrating the anniversary efltlnion, the poles celebrated as the special ewerst|argely
the reason for the destruction of the Commonwedhimce all Uniate churches were sanctified for the
anniversary in honor of St. I, the only Uniat Kwatieh, the author of the article, in turn stated life of the
Union-time Orthodox Martyr Athanasius (Philipovichihie birth of which in 1896 was also 300 years alad
proposed a draft of the counter-anniversary, winickuded prayers for those who suffered from theodrand
remained faithful to Orthodoxy [5, p. 694-695].

Such a publication dedicated to the celebratiorit€kdl Catholics and Uniates of the 300th anniveysa
of the Brest Union was placed on the pages of Uathan diocesan Gazette" for 1895-1896 [6—14]oAthese
brief notes reported that under the welcome addeibe Pope people were forced to sign the texbtoui
reading it, which "there was concern and distr{i$86, p. 349]. That happened because Uniate pnests
afraid that they would put their signs by such détods that they, having read them in advance, daéver
consent to [9, p. 422]. In addition, there were descriptions of the celebrations held in Lviv @arschiv,
which "was purely of ecclesiastical-official chatex¢ have passed unnoticed. People reacted to thsteals
completely indifferent” [8, p. 435].

The Union of Brest became the subject of scierdifibates, in particular, in the Lviv Historical &y, where
Dr. Prohaska read a lecture on the Union signifiean 1896, but his position on this issue was witt various
reactions. His opponents said that "the Union dicbnoduce this effect, which attributes its leetif15, p. 481].

In one of the publications [14] there was a call twosupport the celebration of the 300th anniugred
the Union, to counter the propaganda of Catholicsm for the Uniate hierarchs to take responsjbiitt their
flock. The author accused not onlyof the Metropwliand bishops, but also all the laity in the latkharacter
and indulgence of the Catholics, in ignorance gpattey, "the greater number of the Russian intelligia” in
Galicia [14, p. 413]. The Orthodox clergy of Vilngovno and Grodno provinces in contrast to thehlralgons
in Galicia held in 1896, decided to serve in Vildaly Spirit monastery a memorial service for thetiwns in
times of Union for the Orthodox faith [13, p. 421].

The authors of the articles thought a lot whatdigmificance of the Brest Church Union to the Easte
lands was. "Lithuanian diocesan Gazette" publisredrticle where the author believed that the Unvass not
only religious, but also "national and politicall'f], p. 5], which in addition to the full impositiaf Catholicism
Orthodox population of the Commonwealth, pursuedliEnate its sympathies from Moscow.

The other similar article also shows us the retediiop that existed between the introduction oflinéon
and the plans of the government of the CommonwedtthAnnex Lithuania and generally southern - and
Western-Russian land" [17, p. 125]. They managetbtd using the Lublin Union of 1569. But it brdugnly
the external unification, which was not strong, kweer, as an internal link in a new state could quigvide
religious unity. But the Union in 1596 did not letala long-awaited consent, and brought "a numibehe
terrible persecution of the Orthodox, for theirttiafrom Poland and the same number of bloody umgssiby
Orthodox" [17, p. 126]. Changing the faith of treghfers, the Jesuits among the Orthodox were caesices
traitors, and the Catholics as "distrust". They gio$olutely no material civil, and benefits theybad for after
joining with the Catholics. The aim of the Cathdliburch to make the Uniates obedient followersthtioo. In
the end, the author concluded that "anyone andyangl Union has not brought" [17, p. 128].

In 1913, Professor O. V. Shcherbitsky publishedaditle [18] to determine the value of the Greek-
Catholicism in the life of the Orthodox populatioh the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and thenhs t
Russian Empire. One of the main reasons for thptamtoof the Union was, in the author's opiniorg policy of
the authorities, containing the oppression andidaton of civil rights and privileges of the Orttiox in favor
of representatives of Catholic confession. Desfie fact that the Uniates took almost all the ctods
proposed by the Latins, the latter still did notemt them as fellow believers, especially when tlaegd with
the persistence of the Uniates in any ritual ormdatic issues.

In confirmation of the words the author cited twacdments. They contained complaints of Metropolitan
I. V. Rutsky and A. Selava that Catholics continbedegard them with the same hatred as when ttieo@ux
and the Uniate clergy could not go without threatsheir life to make even preaching at their déion. The
Catholics had their own plans on white Uniate glethey planned to convert the congregation to Glatism
gradually, and the Uniate clergy, the bar itselould have disappeared "useless" [18, p. 180]. & wizo
assumed that only one of the sons of the Uniatsprias to take his father's place in the parishtarremain
unmarried and thus not to join the clergy of theidtes. The sons of Uniate priests, trained in thsuil
educational establishments were considered to btheflowest class. In the end, the author camehéo t
conclusion that, despite the fact that the Uniatese "the most zealous adherents of the Romaramidewere
ready to put their soul for the Roman Church, theyalways considered below Catholics-Latins" [lL&14].

In his article, O. V. Shcherbitsky published anotfect [518], confirming his thoughts about theerol
played by the Union in life of Belarusians Orthocemxd the Uniates. Existed in the Polotsk distriorsplana
the Church was founded by landlords Catholics Shmant that over time, sanctified it without the krledge of
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the Uniate Archbishop of Polotsk in a Catholic Giflyrand left the priests without livelihood. Thetda
defended his rights in various ways for 19 yedrsntwas forced to give way to a younger succeshorwaited
11 years till Chantiry landlords would carry out@urt order and return the Church to the Uniates.

The question on attempts to unity the Orthodox &adholic churches for which the period of their
separation was eight centuries is raised in thdimgaof Professor Catanskiy, who came to the caiafuthat
Orthodoxy and Catholicism were two different bodythwdifferent spiritual device, "between which & i
impossible unanimity and therefore Church unityd,[f. 118].

Materials of the Belarusian diocesan statementshenhistory of the Union give an idea of what is
Uniatism, how it arose and spread on the territdrthe Commonwealth, what was significant for thetesand
the people. The authors and researchers wereatriticthe fact of Union with the Catholic Church 1696,
considering its rather tragic for the Belarusiaope, than positive, as the Union of the churchidsndt bring
the expected agreement, but caused new, even shaligeous division, which a large number of bebes on
both sides suffered from.
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Osveya is a settlement that possesses a signiftdatdrical, cultural and architectural heritage as
well as unique recreational natural surroundingsheTarticle observes a historical development of the
settlement since ancient times, marks the most riaapio events, which resulted in gaining Osveja its
historical, cultural and architectural potential
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