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Introduction to the problem and methodological aspects

For objectivity and the presence of dissimilar views, it is necessary to
refer to different periodicals, both from the point of view of the editor-
ship and the publisher. After all, the press sometimes had a competitive,
debatable rhetoric. Pro-government periodicals defended the opinion
and policy of the government, church publications defended the position
of the Church.

First of all, it is worth paying attention to the periodicals of the MGCE
“Dushpastyr” and “Blagovisnyk”, which were aimed at covering eparchyal
topics and news. However, even they had their difference. If “Dushpastyr”

1 This article was written thanks to a scholarship of the Visegrad Fund at the Department
of History of the Faculty of Arts of the Matej Bel University in Banska Bystrica in 2022-
2023.
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was an official eparchy media channel, then “Blagovisnyk” had a more
missionary orientation, both in name and in content.

In 1923, priest Yulii Grigashiy (during the reign of Bishop Antony
Papp) headed the “Society of Catechists of the Mukachevo Eparchy” and
became the first editor of the journal “Dushpastyr”, where he published
the section “Catechism”. It was noted here that the society itself is the
publisher, but Yulii Grigashiy, a professor at the Uzhhorod Theological
Seminary, was appointed to be responsible for editing the periodical.?

Among the sections of the first issues of the monthly, it was possible
to get acquainted with the publications of the “Unio” joint-stock com-
pany, which was an unofficial publishing house of the eparchy. The jour-
nal itself begins with the blessing of Bishop Anthony Papp and the words
of the editor about the new journal. The next section was a catechism for
children with a theme on God, and the section “Catechism” on the same
topic for adults. The next section was filled with news, which had the
character of regional, state-level and world news. All the news was
united by the topic of the Catholic Church and religion in general. Large
parts of the journal were dedicated to asceticism and different pastoral
topics, mainly to the theological explanation of individual rites. There
were also separate theological essays on baptism and marriage law.

The next part of the journal was the “Official part”, where the orders
of the Eparchy government for priests and the implementation of these
orders were published. The second part was compiled from state gov-
ernment orders, which also concerned the administration of Eparchy
and individual parishes as well. So, this part was intended mainly for
the Eparchyal board and the clergy who had to carry out/implement
the orders of the Eparchyal board and the state government. This was
very convenient, because there was no need to look for state orders
separately in the official publications, and this kind of centralization of
news allowed to respond more quickly and efficiently to changes pro-
posed by the government of the Czechoslovak Republic and the Epar-
chyal government itself, promptly solving the urgent needs of the
Church. The next two sections of the first issue are “Interlocutor” and
“Sermon”. If the second focused on the sermon on Christmas and Sun-
days, then the first mentioned rubric was oriented rather for the for-
mation of ideas and feedback communication between all interested

2 Copeprxanie. In: Jywnacmuips. Opuyisavholil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckoii, 1924, pou-
HUK |, siHyapi#, uncao 1, c. 1. As a seminary professor and teacher, he published
"Textbook of Christian Moral Education" (1924) for secondary schools and "History of
the Church of Christ" (1926) for public schools. See: [IEKAP, Atanaciit: YCBB. Hapucu
icmopii yepkeu 3akapnamms, T. 2. Pum-JIbBiB : Bug. 00 BacuuisH “Micionep”, 1997, c.
177, 220.
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parties in the Church - believers, clergy, Eparchyal administration, etc.
The magazine ended with personal appointments of individuals and
priests and a word of the editors. In total, the first issue of the journal
was 38 pages long and was quite substantial and voluminous. This prac-
tice of the publication was preserved in the subsequent issues.3

In general, the need for a journal of this type has been brewing for
a long time and was primarily related to the operational communica-
tion of the center of the Eparchy and the everyday life activities of in-
dividual parishes. Several issues were resolved regarding the commu-
nication of the Eparchyal board with the priests, as well as the gover-
nment of the Czechoslovak Republic with the local clergy and believers.
The missionary component and communication in the Church, in gene-
ral, were also carried out.

From 1925, the editor of the journal “Dushpastyr” was Fr. Aleksandr
I[Inytskyi, a member and secretary of the Eparchyal consistory, who re-
mained its editor until the end of its publication on the eve of the Sec-
ond World War in 1939. The topics of the journal’s sections in different
years were approximately the same. In the end, the return column of
the editorial office was added, and not only from the editorial office,
which made it possible to see readers’ feedback and adjust the content
of subsequent editions. The first two paired numbers totaled 72 pages,
which also roughly corresponded to the volume and content of the pre-
vious year’s edition.*

For example, since 1926 there was a separate part of the “People’s
Missions”, which was conducted by the clergy and the Basilian monks,
Redemptorists, and even Jesuits. In 1926, two sections were added to
the official part, where there were orders from the Mukachevo and
PresSov Eparchys.> And since 1928, “Dushpastyr” has turned into a
printed press organ of the Mukachevo and PreSov eparchy. Orders and
other components were printed here, which were also applied to the
PreSov eparchy. The section “Defense of faith” was also added.® Since
1934, the journal has turned into a governmental and spiritual organ
of the Mukachevo Eparchy. At the same time, the PreSov Eparchy used
other journals that published the official orders of the bishop and the
consistory - in the 20s of the 20t century “Church and School” and in

3 Cogepxkanie. In: Jywnacmuips. OpuyisiavHolil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckoil, 1924, pou. |,
AHyapii, 4. 1, c. 1.

4 Cogeprkatie. In: Jywnacmuips. OpuyisnvHblii opzans enapxiu Mykauesckotl, 1925, pou.
11, anBapb-deBpanp, 4. 1-2, c. 1.

5 Copepxanie. In: Jywnacmuipe. OgpuyisavHulil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckotl, 1926, pod.
111, anyapii, u. 1, c. 1.

6 Copmepxkatie. In: lywnacmoips. OduyisavHulii opeans enapxiu Mykayesckolii, 1928, pou.V,
siHyapi#, u. 1, c. 1.

33



Viktor Kichera

pre-war times - the newspaper “Russkoe slovo”, and later “Rasporazhenia
Eparchyalnoho Pravitelstva v Prjasevi”. During the Second World War
and after it was journal with the title “Uriadny visti”.”

The theme of the church periodic “Dushpastyr”

The historical theme of the journal depended on the current news
and processes that were taking place at that time on the territory of Cen-
tral-Eastern Europe in the Catholic Church and in Czechoslovakia itself.
The event history on the pages of the studied religious periodicals re-
ferred to general events in the Eparchy or all Greek Catholic Churches
and the Catholic Church in general. One of the first pieces of information
is about the nomination and consecration of bishops in the United States
of America. According to priest Yulii Grigashiy, the consecration of two
bishops for the USA - Vasyl Takach and Kostiantyn Bogachevskyi - took
place on June 15, 1924, in the church of St. Athanasius. Bishop of
Kryzhevci and apostolic administrator of PreSov Dionysii Nariadii,
Bishop of Przemys$l Josaphat Koncylovsky, and Giovanni Mele, Bishop of
Lungro, an Italian-Greek from Calabria, gave the ordination.8 In “Blago-
visnyk” for 1924 there is a short note about the appointment of Vasyl
Takach.? In this way, it is possible to receive the historical information
related to individual Eparchys - and Mukachevo in particular - in the
mentioned periodicals.

Some historical essays concerned individual societies that arose in the
Eparchy. Thus, on February 23, 1928, under Bishop Peter, the Apostolate
of St. Cyril and Methodius, the head of which was appointed Msgr. Viktor
Shelkov; Emilian Bokshay and Aleksandr [Inytsky became editors; its char-
ter was published immediately. The founding meeting of the Apostolate
was held on October 17, 1927, priest Teodor Kogutych became its secre-
tary, and Dr. Yulii Marina became its treasurer. The main success of this
society is the introduction of the holiday of the Slavic Apostles on the terri-
tory of the Eparchy, although there was criticism of this Apostleship, ma-
inly from the persons of the leaders.1° This is unique information from the

7 See for an example: YpsdHuvt shcmu EnapxiaavHazo [Ipagumenbcmea u Anocmosasckoti ao-
MUuHucmpamypbul enapxiu Mykauesckolii s lIpewose. l'ogb 1941, auBap4, 8 c.; Pacnopsxce-
Hif enapxianbHazo npasumeasbcmaa 6 Ilpawesh. F'ogb 1936, 4. 111, c. 24-33.

8 [PITALLIIH, FOniii: PykonoJioxeHie AByxb ENHCKONOBS AMepHKaHCKHXb B PUMB, 0TGBIB-
moe AHS 15-ro 1oHis cero roga. In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsidosulii u dyxosHbill op2aHs enapxiu
Mykaueeckoti, 1924, centeM6piH, pou. [, 4. 7, c. 343-346.

9 HoBoctu. In: baazoebecmuuk, 15 mapta 1924, Ne 6, c. 94.

10 YTHULKIN, Anexcanap.: OpranusyiimMecs Bb o6uecTsh «Anoctosctso Kupuna i MeTo-
nist». In: Jywnacmoips, Ypsidoswlii u dyxogHulil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckoli, 1927, an-
pbib, pou. IV, u. 4, c. 211-218. Also see: [IEKAP, A.: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepkeu 3akap-
namms, T. 2, c. 228-229.
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official publication of the Eparchy, which is practically impossible to find
in any other source of that time.

There were also events of cathedrals or episcopal conferences, which
took place under the auspices of the Metropolitan of Galicia Andrey
Sheptytskyi. This meeting of higher hierarchs was called to jointly solve
the pressing issues of all Greek Catholic Eparchys in Europe and North
America. On August 17 - 18, 1928, a meeting of Greek Catholic bishops
took place in Uzhhorod, where, except Mukachevo’ Bishop Peter, Metro-
politan of Galicia Andrey Sheptytskyi, Bishop of Canada Mykyta Budka,
and Bishops of PreSov and Kryzhevci - Pavlo Gojdi¢ and Dionysii Nary-
adii, were present. At the meeting, it was decided to continue the discus-
sion of last year’s issues.!! It is clear that the conferences were periodic
and urgent issues of the entire Greek Catholic Church were resolved. On
October 20, 1929, all the Greek Catholic bishops were present at the con-
ference in Rome, except Vasyl Takach from the USA, and apparently My-
kyta Budka from Canada, which is not mentioned in the report. And on
October 29, all participants were at the audience with the Holy Pope Pius
XI on the occasion of his 50-year ministry.12 According to the protocol,
there were several days of meetings of bishops during October 21 - 29,
1929. On the first day, a meeting was held with the participation of Car-
dinal Cinchero, where the formation of an intereparchyal seminary for
Greek Catholics was discussed. This process had already begun with the
purchase of land for the seminary. Subsequently, it was proposed to
increase study in seminaries from four to five years and to use the study
plan of Latin seminaries and not to accept seminarians in the seminary
if they had already studied in other theological institutions. During the
next days, issues of catechism, publication of new editions of “Trebnyk”
and “Sluzhebnik”, edited by the metropolitan, were resolved. For the for-
mation of a new “Sluzhebnik” the text of the Lviv edition of 1927 was
taken as a basis, and the Slavic language of the Liturgy. The text of Lviv
edition was provided for editing. After that, the issues of editing the text
of the “Code of Canons for the Eastern Church”, as well as the issue of the
tribunal, and the Orthodox movement were discussed. All decisions were
taken unanimously.13 Despite the fact that archival documents exist - i.e.
protocols of meetings, which offer the details of the discussion, general

11 Enuckoncky koHbepeHniu. In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsidosulii u dyxosHblil opzaHs enapxiu My-
kauesckoll u [Ipswesckotl, 1928, okTa6ps, poy. V, 4. 10, c. 231-232.

12 YcTopiueckas aBAieHIis1 HAIIKMXb enuckonoBd y Ero Cearhkitmectsa. In: Jywnacmeipo.
Ypsidoswlii u dyxosHulil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckoil u Ilpsiwesckoti, 1929, nexaGpsb, pod.
VI, 4.12, c. 311-312.

13 Archiv gréckokatolickeho arcibiskupstva v PreSove [Archive of the Greek Catholic Eparchy
in Presov], f. Prezidialne spisy, id. nr. 64, sign. 52/1929. Document “Zapisnica z biskupskej
konferencie gr. kat. episkopatu konanej v Rime od 21. - 29. 10. 1929”.
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information about such councils and their participants can also be found
in religious periodicals.

There were also historical notes of regional and Eparchyal signifi-
cance. Undoubtedly, an important event was the fact that in 1935 priest
Konstantyn Hrabar, the Greek Catholic parish priest of Dubrivka near
Serednie, was appointed the governor of Subcarpathian Ruthenia. This
became known after the ministerial meeting on February 2, 1935, in Pra-
gue.l* That is, the journal contained information about the activity of the
clergy in the political life of the region, although it was not always favor-
able for the Church itself.

It is possible to get certain unique historical data from the pages of
a religious periodical, which cannot be found even in archival funds.
The fact is that the event described by the periodical was rather a pro-
ject that was not implemented due to objective political changes. In
1937, the journal of the Mukachevo Eparchy “Dushpastyr” reported
that soon two archbishoprics in Czechoslovakia should be organized -
namely, the Czechoslovakian and Subcarpathian Ruthenia. Also a new
Eparchy in Khust should be created, and a papal bull about these new
administrative entities should be promulgated. The boundaries of the
new administrative entities have not been clarified in detail, but the
fact of them was explained as the near future and was delayed only by
formal processes. Moreover, it is indicated that modus vivendi is only a
temporary agreement. Its main positions: the complete autonomy of
the local bishop within the framework of the state, as well as his loyalty
to the state and the fact that the management of all estates should be
within the state.1s

On September 2, 1937, a papal bull Ad ecclesiastici regiminis incre-
mentum, which changed the jurisdiction of Catholic and Greek Catholic
Eparchys, was published in Rome. The subordination of the Mukachevo
and PreSov Eparchies to the Esztergom archbishop was canceled and
the direct subordination to the Apostolic Capital was established.1¢ The
second reform on re-subordination of Eparchies directly to the Apos-
tolic Capital was the first stage before such changes. But it remained
unimplemented. However, thanks to above mentioned periodicals, we
can obtain interesting historical data that changed the status of Greek

14 0. Koctautuns [pabaps rybepHatopoms [logkapn. Pycu. In: Jywnacmuipe. Ypsidossiii
u dyxogHulll opeaHs enapxiu Mykauesckoii u Ilpsiwesckotl, 1935, suyapb-pebpyaps, pod.
XIl, 4.1-2, c. 30-31.

15 M., M., B. Modus vivendi. In: Jywnacmoipb. Ypsdosuwiii u dyxoeHvblil opzaHs enapxiu
Myxkauesckoti, 1937, pou. XV, HOB.-fleLieMbepb, 4. 11-12, c. 245-249.

16 HoBoe ycTaHOBJIeHi€ rpaHullb enapxii B YCP. In: Jywnacmuips. Yps0oewiii u dyxoeHbiii
opzaH®s enapxiu Mykauesckoti, 1937, pou. XV, cenT.-okT06€ps, 4. 9-10, c. 235-236.
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Catholic Eparchys, making them independent from neighbouring struc-
tures of the single Catholic Church.

Opposition between Greek Catholics and Orthodox and state modern-

ism of the Czechoslovak Republic

It is important that the periodicals not only could talk about the con-
frontation itself but also could give an assessment of the Eparchy vision
among the members of clergy, of the reasons of the such activity of the
Orthodox believers in the conditions of the Czechoslovak Republic. The
editor of the journal Aleksandr Ilnytskyi provided information about the
circumstances of the activity of the Orthodox movement in a separate
appendix. He pointed out that the reasons were extensive and originated
from the time of Austria-Hungary due to the implementation of the
calendar reform by the Hungarian authorities as an attempt to interfere
in the life of the Church.1” Another aspect of the activation of the Ortho-
dox was the Galician and Russian emigration to the Czechoslovak Repub-
lic, which took advantage of the weak education of the people. Another
reason, according to priest Aleksandr, was social manipulation, when the
target was church and parish lands, which the agitators promised to di-
vide among the population, as well as the payment of koblyna and ful-
fillment of annual work, which the state canceled, replacing them with
compensation. Thus, the editors of the journal were well aware of the
reasons for such activity and understood the circumstances, however,
they could not change the situation, especially in the case of local elites
contributing to such events. In total, the conflict covered about forty
Greek Catholic parishes, which were partially or completely captured by
the Orthodox. However, later it was the authorities of the Czechoslovak
Republic, which encouraged these conflicts, that tried to resolve them in
favour of the Greek Catholics. For example, Velyki Luchky was one of the
biggest centers of conflict between churches, but only on November 26,
1927: the Orthodox handed over the rectory to the Greek Catholics,
which ended in the return of all church property in Velyki Luchky, which
became the center of the Orthodox movement - and of inter-confessional
struggle as well - in the district.18 Priest Aleksandr Ilnytskyi took over
the church from the Orthodox in Velyki Luchky who deserved such a

17 It is interesting that Athanasius Pekar clearly states that the attempt to introduce the
Latin alphabet instead of the Cyrillic alphabet and to replace the Julian calendar came ex-
clusively from the Hungarian authorities, and not from the bishop of Hungarian origin An-
tonius Papp or individual clergymen, i.e. the Church. See more: IIEKAP, AtaHnaciii: YCBB.
Hapucu icmopii yepksu 3akapnammsi, T. 2, c. 322-323.

18 [Tepepaua ¢dapel Bb Bes. Jlyukaxb. In: Jywnacmuipsb. Ypsidoswiii u dyxogHuili opeaHs
enapxiu Mykauesckoli, 1927, maii, pou. IV, u. 5, c. 281-282.
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symbolic act, because he made almost the most effort in the Eparchy to
return seized and illegally transferred property. Later, in the 1930s, con-
frontations stopped and there were fewer messages on this topic.

Church vs. political modernism (liberalism, socialism, nazism, communism)

In March 1927, the episcopal message was a reaction on political dis-
putes and growing hatred among peoples, as well as catastrophic social
unrest and poverty. The social theme, the problems of state modernism
and secularization, had a great importance in those days. In order to calm
the situation the Church established a separate holiday of the Lord Jesus
Christ the King. The main point of the newest holiday in the Catholic Chur-
ches was not to confuse political leaders with God, who in some societies
replaced God Jesus Christ himself. With this holiday, the Church taught the
faithful not to idealize political regimes and their leaders, because this kind
of imagination led in the interwar period to dictatorial regimes and wars,
which worsened the position of the people even more.1?

Despite the introduction of the feast of Christ the King for believers,
part of the clergy was organized to achieve political advantages. On
January 10, 1928, the Clergy Club of the Christian People’s Party was for-
med with the participation of about 30 priests. At its founding, in the pre-
sence of Bishop Peter Gebei, the introductory speech was delivered by
Msgr. Augustyn Voloshyn, and later priests Vasyl Lar, Emilian Bokshay,
Viktor Zheltvay and Mykhailo Shuba spoke.20

According to these church journals, it is known that the local Church
has been actively opposing communism as an ideology since the second
half of the 1920s. According to the Eparchy, the “Central Office of the De-
fense of the Faith” (CODF) was active, in particular in the distribution of
pamphlets against communism. Thus, the editors asked the clergy of the
Maramures region to submit the addresses of believers who did not re-
ceive booklets against dangerous ideology, in the villages where property
and churches have not been returned - Bereznyky, Nyzhnii Bystryi, Horin-
chevo, Iza, Koshelovo, Krychovo, Lypcha, Nankovo, Nyzhnie Selyshche,
Vuchkove, Chumalovo, Shandrovo (filial).2! The main board, which has
been strengthened, also testifies to the success of the Central Committee:
Aleksandr Ilnytskyi was the head of the office, priest Aleksandr Stoyka

19 [lacTBIpCKOE TOCJIaHie JyXOBEHCTBY U BEpPHHKAM MyKayeBCKOH, NPSILIEBCKON U KpIKe-
Banko# emnapxiu o Llapcteb XpucroBoms. In: Jywnacmoeips. OpuyiansHoiii opeans 'peko-
Kaeoauu. enapxiu Mykauesckoli u [Ipsiwesckotl, 1927, mapTts, pou. IV, 4. 3, c. 115-121.

20 Ky 6'b lyXOBEHCTBA XPUCT.-HApOAHOU napTiu. In: Jywnacmoipe. Ypsdosvlii u dyxosHbill
opzaH®s enapxiu Mykayeeckoll u [Ipsweackoii, 1928, pebpyapiii, pod. V, u. 2, c. 45-46.

21 [IpouieHble Kb MapaMopolickoMy JlyxoBeHCTBY. In: Jywnacmoipe. Ypsidosulii u dyxos-
Hblll opeaHs enapxiu Mykavesckoli u lIpsiwesckoti, 1928, mapTs, pou. V, 4. 3, c. 73.
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became the secretary, Emilian Bokshay hold position of the clerk; priest
Yulii Maryna, professor of the theological seminary in Uzhhorod, became
the treasurer; the central administration was composed from the priests
Viktor Shelkov, Aleksandr Khira, Emilian Bokshay, Viktor Zheltvai, Ye-
vhen Petryk and Alexii Ivanchov. In total, more than 100 priests belon-
ged to the society, excluding the presidium, which testified to its activity
in the parish structures of the Eparchy.22 That is, it is possible to receive
specific personal data about clergymen who tried to practically explain
the difference between the empty promises of ideology and true, real life
and faith in eternal life. The subject of the teachings had a practical di-
mension. Thus, in the critical article on “Socialism”, the clergy un-
derstood Christian aid as helping an orphan or a beggar left on the street
without help, because for a true Christian, such an orphan or beggar is
abandoned Jesus.23 That's why the emphasis was placed on the fact that
not some ideology or political movements can be kind and care for
people, but every person, a Christian, has the duty to love, that is, to help
his neighbour.

The separate publication items were the bishop's pastoral letters or
joint pastoral letters openly criticizing the state. In November 1928, a
pastoral message was published for the tenth anniversary of the exist-
ence of independent Czechoslovakia. It pointed out the fallacy that the
state does not need God, with the assertion that its formation is con-
nected with the social contract. The state, as indicated in the letter, is
formed exactly like the Church, where people unite for a certain goal, and
the very fact of the need for unity is divine, not earthly. The role of the
secular government is to take care of a person's material life, safety, etc.,
not spiritual needs. The state cannot fully provide for spiritual needs, alt-
hough there are attempts by atheism to convince of the ability of inde-
pendent education, and therefore every state will not be able to do with-
out the Church. Goodness, “virtue”, is defined in the message in a form of
three important virtues - to love God, to serve Him, and to love one’s
neighbour. Other “virtues” cannot exist, no matter how beautiful they
are. The imperative is that every virtue is inseparable from God. First of
all, one should be afraid of God's laws, not only state laws. It is indicated
by the bishops that the greater the deviation from Christian morality, the
greater a number of sins. The Church helps the state to turn thousands
of sinners into good and honest citizens. As it was indicated in the mes-
sage, all problems in the state have arisen because people depart from

22 meHocsioBb npeacbhbaatensctBa U wieHcTBa LIKOB. In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsdoswiil u
dyxosHblil opeans enapxiu Mykaueackol u [Ipsiwesckoti, 1928, maii, pou. V, u. 5, c. 122-123.
23 Conjaniams (1). In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsidoewlii u dyxosHblli opzaHs enapxiu Mykauegckoli,
1924, okTobep, pou. I, u. 8, c. 413-421.
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God.2* So, there is not only a controversy about the role of the state and
the Church in society but also the teachings of the Church, and the posi-
tion of the state, regardless of the ideology it uses.

In the joint Czechoslovakian archbishops’ and bishops’ letter dated
October 6, 1937, the issues of the Christian family, the family as the main
component of the patriarchal society and the Church in general, are
raised. The message is entirely dedicated to the following problems: fam-
ily divorces, harm to contraception, violation of marital fidelity, extra-
marital cohabitation, and education of young people. One of the slogans
of the archbishops and bishops is “Whoever destroys the family, de-
stroys the religion.” These words are clearly explained in the letter: The
Church needs priests who will be brought up in families with Christian
values since there is a constant demand for good shepherds.?> In general,
the problem of the destruction of the Christian family is a constant relay
of religious values in the 30s of the 20t century that took on a threaten-
ing character, judging by the archpastoral letters.

Social questions of the Church

The episcopal secretary, priest Aleksandr Stoyka, provided im-
portant information about state payments to the clergy, indicating that
the clergy expected the law on congruity from June 25, 1926.26 That is,
socialists and communists who criticized the Church voted for the law
on the financial support of the Catholic Church in the state. That is, the
populism of the ideology was traced rather than the real position of the
politicians.

There are also cases when priests of the Eparchy actively spread so-
cialist ideas, but there was an appropriate reaction from the Eparchyal
authorities. Finally, in November 1931, an announcement appeared in
the Eparchyal publication “Dushpastyr” about the removal of Stefan
Kiral with all the consequences - a ban on divine services and exclusion
from the Eparchyal clergy.?” It is necessary to say that later his dispen-
sation was removed, and the priest was transferred to other parishes,

24 OTp Ennckona MykayeBCcKaro v npsiieBckaro. Apxienuckonsl v Envckonsl Yea. Pecny6-
JIMKHU TIOCBLIAIOTD BbICOKOMpeNnojo6HoMy /lyxoBeHCTBY M BchM BhpHMKaM MUpPD U apXi-
epeiickoe GJiarocsoBenie! [Jloporie Bb Xpucth! In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsidosolii u dyxosHuiil
opeaH® enapxiu Mykauesckoli u [Ipsiwiesckoii, 1928, Hos16pb, pou. V, 4. 11, c. 250-260.

25 060I1I0€ MAaCTBIPCKOE MOC/IaHie axieNUCKONOBDb U eNUCKIOB 4ci. Peny6vku. In: Pacno-
psidiceHist enapxiaabHazo npasumenbcmea 8 I[Ipsiwesh, ronb 1937, 10 gexabps, c. 9-14.

26 CTOMKA, Anexcanap: JlepxasHoe xanosaHie JlyxoseHcTsa. In: Jywnacmuipy. Ypsdoewiii u
dyxoeHbilli opzaHs enapxiu Mykauesckoli u I[Ipsiwesckoti, 1928, siHBapb, 4. 1, ¢. 5-9.

27 lucnensis o. Credana Kipasns. In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsidoswlii u dyxosHblil op2aHs enapxiu
Mykauesckoli u [Ipswesckoll, 1931, HoBeM6eps, pou. VIII, 4. 11, c. 261-262. Later, the dispen-
sation was lifted, but this case became a good example for the clergy of both Eparchys.
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but this preventive episode became a good example for the Eparchyal
clergy of both Eparchys.

On the social role of the Church, there is a series of essays written by
priest Vasyl Hopko, which were published in church periodicals for the
PreSov and Mukachevo Eparchys. Since 1932, taking into account the
catastrophic social problems, the essays were authored by the above-
mentioned Fr. Vasyl Hopko. Already at the beginning of the first essay,
Fr. Vasyl emphasized the need to talk about social justice. It is necessary
to solve the problems of certain groups in society - workers, peasants,
artisans, merchants, women, and others. Each essay thematically related
to a certain social problem, with an in-depth explanation of the position
of the Church.

So, in essay from January 28, 1932, published under the title “Social
Charity of the Church”, the explanation of the encyclical Quadradessima
anno is presented. The essay condemns the rapid development of tech-
nology because people have remained without work. Overproduction is
also explained here; according to the author it caused the excessive indi-
vidualism, liberalism, the desire to enrich the few, and pride. The conse-
quence of overproduction is the current state of crisis and unemploy-
ment (that is, the economic crisis of 1929 - 1933; note by author). Al-
ready in the third essay, capitalism is condemned, although not private
property as such, only its advanced version, i.e. primitive materialism.
That is, the materialistic, unjust side of capitalism is condemned, as it re-
jects religion and love for one's neighbour. In the very first essay, it is
indicated that the reason for the emergence of socialism is the defects of
capitalism. Paradoxically, as early as the 1930s, the Church pointed to
the basic problems of society, many of which exist even today.

On February 19, 1932, another essay was published, condemning
communism as populism. One of the main dangers of communism, the
promise of a quick solution to social problems, which could not help
but be liked in conditions of crisis, hunger, and unemployment, are cov-
ered here in sufficient detail. For the majority, such slogans became a
kind of dream, a utopia, and therefore such clarifications remained ex-
tremely relevant and necessary. It is interesting that the fourth essay
condemns collectivism, and solidarity in the form of class struggle - the
Christian Church, on the contrary, builds social justice on love. In fact,
communism led people to confrontation, the so-called “class struggle”,
so that the poor would fight against the rich. Instead, the Church
pointed to the primary need for mutual aid, mercy, and helping one's
neighbour. As for communism, it was the greatest danger for the youth,
because whoever owns the youth owns the future, and therefore it is
necessary to fight against the penetration of such ideas among young
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people. In this way, the position and direction of the Church on these
issues are indicated.?8

In the Hungarian period (1939 - 1944), some priests also cooperated
with the Hungarian authorities, which was again not in favour of the
Church. Among them, Stefan Fentsyk was restored to the rank of priest,
and priests Yulii Maryna and Aleksandr Ilnytskyi, whose activities alien-
ated the faithful from the clergy, compromising it, although, in reality,
such phenomena were rather exceptions than the rule. Thus, on June 30,
1939, Aleksandr Ilnytskyi was appointed a life member of the Upper
House of the Hungarian Parliament, priest Yuliy Maryna became an ad-
viser to the Minister of Culture and Public Education, as well as head of
the department of culture and school education in Subcarpathian
Ruthenia, and priest loan Bokshay became a member of the Hungarian
Parliament. These data speak of the confrontation on the one hand of the
Church against modernism and various political ideologies, which were
not for the benefit of society. From the same periodicals it is possible to
learn about the participation of the clergy in political processes, which
made it possible to obtain certain benefits for the Church, as in the case
of congruity, which was provided by the state. These political activities
compromised the Church, whose task, above all of the clergy, is to save
the souls of believers, and not to participate in politics.

The so-called “Easter Action” was an important and not so instructive
practical event of the Mukachevo Eparchy. Since April 1932, the thesis of
the Ordinariate of the Mukachevo Eparchy under the authorship of priest
Aleksandr Ilnytskyi has been spreading: every Ruthenian should cele-
brate the Easter holiday, that is, the “Easter Campaign” began.2? Accord-
ing to it, the more affluent were supposed to bake Easter cakes or send

28 'OIIKO, Bacub: ConianbHbl Bonpock! XpucTianckas XapuTa. In: Jywnacmoipb. Ypsido-
8blli U dyxoeHblll op2aHs enapxiu Mykaueackoli u llpsiwesckoli, 1932, sHBapb-¢$eBpasb, poy.
IX, 4. 1-2, c. 15-20.; I'OIIKO, Bacuab: CouianbHbl Bonpockl XpucTiaHckass XapuTa. In:
Pycckoe cno060. ExcenhoenvHas HapodHas zazema. Top u3p, 1X., 28 ciuns 1932 p., u. 4 (354),
c. 2-3.,; I'OIIKO, Bacusb: ConjanbHbl Bonpockl XpucTiaHnckas XapuTa. In: Pycckoe ca08o0.
Excenhoenvnas HapodHas 2azema. Top wsn. 1X, 5 mrotoro 1932 p., 4. 5 (355), ¢. 2-3;;
['OIKO, Bacunb: CouianbHbl Bonpockl XpucTiaHckass Xaputa. In: Pycckoe csao8o. Ece-
HhOenvHasi HapooHas eazema. Top u3g. IX., 19 moToro 1932 p., u. 7 (357), c. 4.; TOIIKO,
Bacuip: CouianbHbl Bonpock! XpucTiaHckasa Xaputa. In: Pycckoe caoeo. ExcenehdenvHas
HapodHas easema. Top usp. IX, 26 moTtoro 1932 p., u. 8 (358), c. 4.; T'OIIKO, Bacuab: Comi-
aJbHBI Bonpockl XpucTtiaHcka Xaputa. In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsidogblii u dyxosHblll opeaHs
enapxiu Mykaveeckotl u [Ipswesckoil, 1932, mapTs, pod. IX, u. 3, c. 47-53.

29 More see: Ha BesmkzaeHb KaxAbld pyCMHB MaeTb MaTu macxy! In: Jywnacmuipb.
Ypsidoswlii u dyxosHwlil opeans enapxiu Mykauesckotl u [Ipswesckoti, 1932, anpuii, pou.
IX, 4. 4, c. 101-102. See: [IEKAP, Atanaciii: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepkeu 3akapnammsi, T.
1. Pum : Bug. OO0 Bacuunisig, 1967, c. 142; IIEKAP, Aranaciit: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepksu
3akapnammas, T. 2, c. 303; KIYEPA, BikTop: I'peko-Kamoauywska Llepkea e YexocaosauuuHi
5K coyianbHa iHcmumyyis (1918-1939). lpswis : BuaaBHunTBo «llapk», 2016, c. 82-87.
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cash check or bring a cash gift for the poor ones. Every Christian can give
natural gifts of flour, corned beef, and other products. Afterwards, priest
Aleksandr Ilnytskyi reports on the positive results of the event.30 Thus,
the faithful and the clergy took an active part in helping the poor, carry-
ing out active social pastoral care in practice, in contrast to the ideologies
of populism and opposition at the time.

Successful aid was also provided in 1933, but already at the parish
level - wealthier parishes shared with poorer ones, priests were given
intentions in their intentions, etc.3! In fact, the Eparchyal administra-
tion in Uzhhorod tried to implement the Easter promotion at the local
(parish) level for the second year, improving and expanding a success-
ful social event.

Missionary movement on the pages of religious periodicals

Of great importance were the missions and missionary work mainly
of monks on the territory of the Mukachevo Eparchy, which, however,
was carried out with certain difficulties. Despite the successful missions
against communism and the Orthodox movement, on December 9, 1926,
the Polish embassy in Prague asked for an explanation of the question,
why the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Czechoslovak Republic for-
bade priest Stepan Reshetylo, a Basilian monk from Galicia who was
noted for his distinctly pro-Ukrainian views, to stay in the Czechoslovak
Republic.32 In general, the journal very positively evaluates the mission-
ary activity of the monk from Galicia. Already in the April issue of the
journal “Dushpastyr” (1927) it was reported about the return of priest
Stepan Reshetylo to Uzhhorod, while about 140 priests and thousands of
believers from the Mukachevo Eparchy expressed their support for
him.33 However, after the return of priest Stepan, attacks began against
him on the pages of the journals “Russkaya Zemlya”, “Russkii Vestnyk”

30 UIHULIKIN, Anexcangp: [acxanbHa aknisi Bb MOANOpY GhAHBIXE pyCHHOB®D. In: Jyuw-
nacmoips. Yps1doswiil u dyxosHblii opzans enapxiu Mykauesckoli u I[Ipsiwesckoti, 1932, maii,
pou. IX, 4. 5, c. 121-122. Almost identical information about the Easter campaign of 1932
is provided in the Svoboda newspaper. See: [lacxanbHa akuis A 6igHux [ligkapnarTs. In:
Cgo60da, 28 anpins 1932,4. 17-18, c. 2.

31 Ha Besuk/ieHb KaXK/Jbli pyCHH'D MaeTdb MaTH nacxy! In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsidoswliii u dy-
X08Hblll op2aHs enapxiu Mykauesckoll u llpsiwesckot, 1933, MapTb-anphbib, pou. X, 4. 3-4,
c. 104-106; Ha BesmnkeHb koxxHUM PycuH Mae Matu nacxy! In: Ceo6oda, 2 6epe3ns 1933,
4.5,c1.

32 Archiv Ministerstva zahrani¢nich véci Ceské republiky, sekce II, kart. 64, ¢. 184.379/1926.
Cirkev feckokatolickd. Muzsky R4d sv. Basila Velkého. Stefan Resetylo.; PEILIETUJIO, Cte-
naH: YCBB BeinoBbxkeHs U3 peny6auku. In: Jywnacmuipbe. Ypsadoswiil u dyxo8HbLl op2aHs
enapxiu Mykauesckoli, 1927, snyapiii, pou. IV, 4. 1, c. 51-52.

33 PELIETWJIO, C. YCBB, goma! In: Jywnacmbipsb. Ypsidoawiii u dyxoeHblli opeais enapxiu
Mykauegckoti, 1927 anpbab, pou. 1V, u. 4, c. 228-229.
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and the government newspaper “Podkarpatské Hlasy, where it was
stated that priest Reshetylo, with the support of the “Voloshinovites”, has
ambitions to become the episcopal secretary. However, this is denied,
because the bishop was satisfied with the work of both: Aleksandr
Stoyka as a secretary and Stepan Reshetylo as a missionary - about
which he informed Archabbot Polikarp Bulyk.34 That is, in this case, the
journal stood in defense of the missionary, due to his successful activity
in the territory of the Eparchy.

In general, the success of the Basilian missions, moreover, not with-
out the help of the Galician Basilians, turned out to be significant. In
1928, about 50,000 believers came to Mukachevo for the Assumption
holiday, of which 15,000 received communion. In addition to Bishop Pe-
ter Gebei, Metropolitan Andrey Sheptytskyi, as well as Bishops Dionysii
Naryadii of Kryzhevci and Nikita Budka of Canada participated.35 For ex-
ample, itis also reported that the Basilian priests conducted 49 missions
in Subcarpathian Ruthenia until 1928 (majority of them since 1924),
largely due to the arrival of priest Stepan Reshetylo in Subcarpathian Ru-
thenia at that time.3¢ Therefore, the events of missionary work were ac-
tively described.

Since the end of 1929, the Redemptorist priests have been carrying
out extensive missionary work in the Mukachevo Eparchy. In total, as of
1928, the Redemptorist priests conducted five missions and two mission
renewals (preachers were priests Dominic Trchka and Vasyl Nekula);3?
1929 was spent in Korolevo;38 and in 1930, the mission in Rakoshyno.3°
The result of the successful activity of the Redemptorists in Slovakia
and Subcarpathian Ruthenia (in particular, the missionary activity) was
a consecration of the cathedral in Michalovce by bishops Aleksandr
Stoyka and Mykola Charnetskyi, Volyn bishop. The architect of the temple,

34 [IpecoBbl Hanaibl Ha 00. BacusianoB®. In: Jywnacmeips. Ypsadossiii u dyxoeHblil op2aHs
enapxiu Mykaueeackoti, 1927, woHil, pou. IV, 4. 6, c. 323-325.

35 MykadeBCKill ycreHCKid oTmycTs. In: Jywnacmeips. Ypsidoewlii u dyxoeHbili 0p2aHs
enapxiu Mykaueackoli u IIpsieackoti, 1928, okTaA6ps, pou. V, 4. 10, c. 229-231; [IEKAP,
Aranaciit: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepkeu 3akapnamms, T. 2, c. 363. See: IEKAP, AtaHaciii:
YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepkeu 3akapnamms, T. 3. MoHaue XuTTd. Yxropog : KII
«YKropoJcbka Micbka JipykapHsa», 2014, 220 c,, ¢. 126-132.

36 Orubl PesiemnropucTi. In: Jywnacmoipe. Ypsadossiii u dyxosHuiil op2ans enapxiu Myka-
uesckoll u [Ipswesckoli, 1928, nexabpsp, pou. V, 4. 12, c. 310.

37 Ibid, c. 310.

38 [logmopyiiMe YuHb 00. PesemnTopucToB®. In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsodoswslil u dyxosHoiil
opzaH®s enapxiu Mykauesckoli u Ilpswesckoti, 1930, suBaps, pod. VII, 4. 1, c. 19-20. Also
see: HapogHa muccis Bb Kpanosh H. Tucoto. In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsidoswliii u dyxogHwlii op-
2aH® enapxiu Mykauesckoli u [Ipswesckoii, 1930, deBpasb, pou. VI, 4. 2, c¢. 55-56.

39 HapoiHa muccist Bb Pakomunk. In: Jywnacmoips. Ypsidoebwitii u dyxosHbiii opzaHs enapxiu
Myxkauesckoti u [Ipsiwesckoti, 1930, roHil-t01iH, pod. VII, 4. 6-7, c. 185-186.
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Volodymyr Sichynskyi, designed the five-tower church on September 29,
1935.40 [n 1936, in Michalovce, priest Methodius Dominic Trchka was
elected abbot instead of priest Kyril Zakopal, who built the church and
monastery in Michalovce.4!

Education and upbringing in the Eparchy

A great number of educational activities were performed by the
nuns and the Basilian priests. According to the official journal of the
Eparchy, the nuns began working in the 1924 /1925 academic year, tak-
ing over the boarding school for priestly girl orphans, and under the
leadership of Abbess Magdalena Humenyuk. There were 4 more nuns
who took care of 72 orphans.#? Since May 1930, there was an an-
nouncement by the Basilian nuns in Uzhhorod about enrollment in the
first grade of the girls’ grammar school from September 1, 1930.43 Fur-
ther success of the nuns in Subcarpathian Ruthenia was education at
the secondary school level. Considerable support in the education of
young people was given to orphanages in Uzhhorod and Khust, which
were looked after by the Basilian nuns, as well as in Michalovce, which
was maintained by the servant nuns. The relevant pieces of infor-
mation on this topic could be found in the annual collection of funds for
this noble cause.#* A boarding school and a school in Uzhhorod were
also maintained by the Basilian priests.

There were also unpleasant cases of restrictions on education in the
Eparchy by the state. The government’s decision to pay state teachers by
parish communities was an attempt to limit Greek Catholic school edu-
cation. Accordingly, the vice-governor asked to stop and cancel such de-
cisions of the authorities on payment.#> According to an information
from Stefan Petrus to the Land government, by order of the Ordinariate
dated August 22, 1935, the boarding school “Alumneum” was legally

4 HoBa LepkoBb PezieMnTOpUCTOBD Bb MuxailoBljaxb M0o6aarocaoBeHHa. In: Jywnac-
mulpb. Ypsidoswlil u dyxosHblii opzaHsenapxiu Mykauesckoli u [Ipsiwesckoti, 1935, aBrycTb-
OKTs6pB, pod. XII, 4. 8-10, c. 179-180.

41 HoBbI{ UTYMEHD B'b MUXaJbOBCKOM'b MOHACThIPh. In: Jywnacmuips. Ypsdosuiii u dyxoe-
Hblll opeaHs enapxiu Mykauesckoli u [Ipsswieackoti, 1936, 1oHii-aBrycTs, pou. XIII, 4. 6-8, c.
173-174.

42 Cectpsl Bacunignku BB Yxkropoxb. In: Jywnacmeips. Ypsadosuwiil u dyxosHulil opzaHs
enapxiu Mykauesckotl, 1924, HoBeM6DiH, pod. |, 4. 9, c. 474.

43 KoHkypCB o AbBudeckoi peasbHoi ruMHasiu CC. Bacuiianoks BB Yaxropoah. In: Ayw-
nacmboips. Ypsadoswlil u dyxosHblii opeaHs enapxiu Mykauesckoll u IIpsiwesckoti, 1930, mai,
pou. VIL, u. 5, c. 141-142.

4 TlognopoBanie enapx. CHpoTHHLEBRD. In: Jywnacmuipsb. Ypsidoswlii u dyxosHblll 0p2aHs
enapxiu Mykauesckoti, 1937, HoBeM6epb-Zel,., poy. XIV, 4. 11-12, c. 286.

45 [Ipbacenatensm wkos.paas Ha [loak. Pycu. In: ywnacmuips. Ypsdosvlii u dyxogHwlii op-
2ans enapxiu Mykauesckoli u lIpswesckoli, 1928, bebpyapil, pou. V, 4. 2, c. 32-33.
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transformed into the “Alumneum and Konvikt” boarding school, with
one head, Stefan Petrus.46

“Blagovisnyk” and other church periodicals

The Eparchy’s periodicals and newspapers played an important
role in the educational tasks, in particular the newspaper “Nauka”,
which was headed by priest Augustyn Voloshyn since 1922, later re-
naming it to “Svoboda”, in which priest Viktor Zheltvay appears as the
editor-in-chief. In 1921, the newspaper “Blagovisnyk” began to be pub-
lished, the editor of which was priest Emilian Bokshay, and from 1930
- the Basilian priests, in particular Teofan Skiba. In 1935, on the initia-
tive of Bishop Aleksandr Stoyka, the newspaper “Nedilya” began to be
published, the editor of which was priest Emilian Bokshay, whose
owner and publisher priest Yevhenii Petryk was mentioned as the head
of the foundation fund.4” At the same time, Atanasii Pekar did not men-
tion at all the journal “Dushpastyr”, the editor of which was priest Ale-
ksandr Ilnytskyi for a long time (despite the fact that priest Atanasii
claimed himself as the most influential person in the publication of this
periodical during the 20s and 30s).

The journal “Blagovisnyk” was also connected with the Mukachevo
Eparchy, in particular, its publication was started and edited by the
Greek Catholic priest and long-term director of the Uzhhorod Greek
Catholic seminary, priest Augustyn Voloshyn. The publication of the
journal began in 1921. The structure began with advertisements for the
“Pidkarpatskyi Bank”, then the following sections contain information
from the editors about the role of the journal in spreading the Good
News. The next column was about faith, a separate column with essays
was about hagiography (that is, the lives of saints, mainly of early Chris-
tians who were persecuted in Rome). A separate section was dedicated
to the rites of the Church, f. e. in the first issue of the journal there was
a text about the types of crosses used by Christian Churches. The next
part of the journal was composed of different news, and the first issue
ended with advertisements and Christian publications of the unofficial
publishing house of the Eparchy “Unio”.#8 In 1924, the catechetical-mis-
sionary theme of the journal continued: the first part was about the Na-
tivity of Christ, and the theme of science and faith continued. Next, there
was a text focused on the younger believers of school age telling the story
of the Holy Evening on Christmas Day. In part, the issue of inter-church

46 OTBopeHie enapx. «kKoHBukTa» Bb Yxkroponb. In: Jywnacmeips. Ypsidosuiil u dyxosHblii
opzaH®s enapxiu Mykaueeckoil u [Ipsweackoti, 1935, Maii-tonii, pou. XII, 4. 5-7, c. 106-107.
47 [IEKAP, Atanaciii: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepksu 3akapnamms, 1. 2, c. 280-281.

48 baazoebcmuuk, 1921, nenembep, Ne 1, c. 1-12.
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conflicts between Greek Catholics and Orthodox was raised in the issues,
and the publication ends with the several news.*?

In general, it should be emphasized that the subject matter of the
“Blagovisnyk” journal included fewer historical topics, and the basis re-
mained rather missionary oriented. However, this is not the first time
that the successful struggle for the return of the Greek Catholic church,
captured by the Orthodox in Neresnytsia, has been highlighted. There-
fore, the church from Neresnytsia was returned to the Greek Catholics
only under the leadership of the school department, headed by Josef
Pesek, on March 8, 1922. At the same time, the faithful were present, the
priest Kornelii Hira and his son, the young priest Aleksandr Hira, who
preached a sermon about the need to forgive one another despite all the
damage caused.5? That is, as a missionary journal, these events, as an ex-
ception, were covered quite often, because they were connected with the
missionary component. Separately, there is also a short note about the
above-mentioned episcopal conference in Lviv, where it is reported that
itis to be held under the chairmanship of Metropolitan Sheptytskyi with
the participation of all Greek Catholic bishops, including Mukachevo,
PreSov, and bishops from United States of America. The main subject of
the meetings, as stated in the publication, will be the fight against new
heretics.5! That is, conflicts with the Orthodox were meant.

There are also other events mentioned, although they are rather frag-
mentary. In 1928, Petro Gebei visited Maramures Verkhovyna by car
together with priest-vicar Augustyn Voloshyn, priest-dean Heori Lesh-
chyshyn from Serednie, and priest-secretary Aleksandr Stoyka.52 It is
interesting that on June 21-29, 1928, Xavier Ritter, the apostolic nun-
cio in Prague, traveled through Maramures. Priest Stefan Reshetylo ac-
companied the representative of the Vatican in all his travels.53 The pe-
culiarity of this journal was that it was unofficially a publication of the
Order of St. Basil the Great of the province of St. Nikolas with the center
in Uzhhorod. Starting from the 1930s, the Basilian monks edited the
“Balgovisnyk”, which had little practical need, because it was the Basil-
ians who carried out the most missions and had their own printing
press, which prevented the spontaneous conversion of Greek Catholics
to the Orthodox faith.

49 Baazoekbcmuuk, 1924, auBapsp, Ne 1, ¢. 1-22.

50 HoBoctu. HepecHuukh rpeko-kaToJIMKY N0GBAMIN CXU3MATUKOBD. In: 51a208rcmHuUK,
1922, mai, Ne5, ¢. 11-12.

51 Ennckoncka koHoepeHuis. In: baazoebecmuuk, 1927, HoBeM6Gep s, 4. XI, c. 175.

52 AmocToJibcKa oopoxx enuckona [letpa Ha BepxoBunb. In: baiazoebecmuuk, 1928, 1o.1ii,
Ne 7,c.109-112.

53 AnocToJsibCKa HyHLisiTypa U [loakapnatcbka Pycek. In: baazoebcmHuk, 1928, aBrycts,
Ne 8, c. 126-127.
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During the division of the Eparchy under the Vienna Arbitration in
November 1938, part of the Mukachevo Eparchy ended up in Uzhhorod,
together with Bishop Aleksandr Stoyka. Most of the Eparchy’s parishes
ended up in the autonomous Carpathian Ukraine, with the center in
Khust, where the Vatican appointed Bishop Dionysiy Naryadii of Kryzhev
as apostolic administrator. At that time “Bulletin of the Mukachevo Ep-
archy in the Czechoslovak Republic” was published. In addition, the Ba-
silian nuns and Basilian priests were active. Basilian priest Sevastiyan
Sabol published the journal “Blagovisnyk - Sacred Heart of Christ”.54
There was more event information in this journal. Thus, on December 4,
1938, as written in the “Blagovisnyk” newspaper, Khust became the Ep-
archyal capital city, the installation of a new bishop took place, and the
parish church was elevated to the episcopal chair. And the priest Dmytro
Popovych symbolically handed over the keys to the church to the bishop
and apostolic administrator Dionysii Naryadii.5> So, the concrete steps of
the formation of the Apostolic Administration in Khust were revealed.

With the new borders, the situation also changed for the Basilian
priests and monks, who lost the monastery in Uzhhorod, the boarding
school, and the printing house. However, the grammar school was moved
to Velykyi Bychkiv, where nine monks settled. At the same time, they
opened a boarding school and took over the parish; by the way, the gram-
mar school had 300 students in those times. In addition, the Basilians
reformed and took over the monastery in Boronyavo, as well as the
“Alumneum” boarding school in Khust, which was headed by an active
priest Dmytro Popovych, who took care of the youth in Maramures.5¢ The
position of the Basilian nuns also changed: after losing their monastery in
Uzhhorod, they moved to Khust, and with the efforts of Bishop Dionysiy
Naryadii, they opened a monastery in Sevlyush (now Vynohradiv), took
over the management of a school and a girls’ boarding school, and with it
a handicraft circles (a group where girls were taught handicrafts (e.g. sew-
ing, different house works, and manners). The same were opened in Rakhiv
and Velykyi Bychkiv. Also, the nuns took over the running of the school in
Humenné, and in general, the Basilian nuns in the Czechoslovak Republic
numbered seven houses.57 Most of the historical information is about the
Basilian priests and monks, from whom the editor of the journal came.

54 TIEKAP, Atanacii: YCBB. Hapucu icmopii yepkeu 3akapnamms, T. 1, c. 146.

55 MUTPOBUY, /.: IctopuyHe TopxkecTBO B XycTi. In: BaaeogicHuk — IIpecesimozo Cepys
Xpucmosozo, 1939, civenb-motui, Ne 1-2, c¢. 11-12.

56 HoBa mpaugs oTuiB BacuJsiaH. In: baazosicHuk - IIpecesimozo Cepysi Xpucmosozo, 1939,
ciueHb-10THH, N2 1-2, c. 20-21.

57 BacuJlisiHCbKi MOHaXMHI Ha HOBUX cTalisx. In: bsuazosgicHuk — I[Ipecesimozo Cepys Xpuc-
moeozo, 1939, ciuenb-m0THi, N2 1-2, c. 21.
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The periodical associated with the Eparchy was the newspaper “Nova
Nedilya”, published as political but non-partisan, and its editor was priest
Aleksandr Ilnytskyi, whose editorial talent the Hungarian authorities tried
to use. Teodor Ortutai and Dr. Alekseder Nemet were employees of the
newspaper. The newspaper was published every Sunday and contained
pro-Hungarian political topics. For example, on March 15, 1939, the front
page presented Admiral Miklds Horty describing the next anniversary of
the Hungarian state, while in Khust on the same day a Diet was held on the
proclamation of Carpathian Ukraine and the attack of Hungarian troops on
the newly proclaimed state. However, there were also essays of biograph-
ical content, for example, priest Alexander Bachynskyi published an essay
for the 50t anniversary of Alexander IInytskyi, where it is pointed out his
great work for the Ruthenians of the region.>® The topics also included
news from the Christian world, such as the election of Pope Pius XII, spir-
itual readings, and catechism. For example, there is an article written by
Stefan Gojdi¢ about the eternity of the Church and criticism of the Hitler
regime as anti-Christian.>® In 1940, the newspaper was renamed to “Car-
pathian Week” and was published as an organ of the Hungarian-Russian
brotherhood. The subject matter of the periodical became mainly political,
and at the same time, it expanded from four to six pages. There was a small
number of church topics and most of them related to the history of the
Mukachevo Eparchy. For example, a note that the seminarians could, due
to communication problems, come to study at the Uzhhorod Seminary a
week later, that is, on February 26.50

In 1941, there was a message from Bishop Alexander published, in
which he called for the unity of Christians, both in general and in the re-
gion, where many have left the Greek Catholics to other faiths, and there-
fore everyone should strive for the unity of the original pre-1054 year
and the Florentine union of 1439.61

“Podkarpatské hlasy” and other journals

Another group, even the opposite, is made up of publications with pro-
government content, which contained the official position of government
circles of the Czechoslovak bureaucracy. The most famous periodical,

58 0. Anexcangep UiapHunpkuit 50 asTHUH. In: Hosa Hedvas, 1939, roa BeIA. V, uucio 5, 5
deb., c. 3.

59 FOFI,Z[VI‘I, Credan: LlepkoB Xpucrosa BeuHa. In: Hoga Hedwss, 1939, rog BeIA. V, uncio
9, 26 mMapr, c. 4.

60 [IpoioBXKUJIM BaKallib Tp. KaT. borocsoBoB Ha ofieH ThLKAEHb. In: Kapnamcka Hedeas,
1940, poxk Bbiz. VI, 4. 7, 18 pebpyaps, c.3.

61 Enuckon AJieKcaHZp y BeJIMKOMOCTHOM MACThIPCKOM JIMCTh 3aKJIUKY€e CBOMX BbPHUKOB
10 po6OTHI 33 €/JHOCTb XPUCTIaHCKOM LiepkBU. In: Kapnamcka Hedsas, 1941, pok Bbig, VII,
4. 10, 9 mapTa, c. 3.
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which polemicized around the Greek Catholics, was “Podkarpatské hlasy”,
the regional government newspaper of Subcarpahian Ruthenia, which
presented the position of Prague in the region. The publishers themselves
officially positioned the periodical as an independent edition that repre-
sented the interests of the entire Czechoslovak people in the Subcarpa-
thian Ruthenia and Eastern Slovakia. In 1925, Rudolph Zahrada is men-
tioned as the editors, and the address was in Uzhhorod at 9 Malomostna
Street (opposite the Berchény cafe). It is obvious that the newspaper was
expanding, as it was published several times a week, and in 1927, the
administration and editorial office worked in Mukachevo and Uzhhorod.
Since 1928, Vilem Taryan is mentioned as the editor in Mukachevo, and
the editorial offices also worked in Khust, Berehovo and Rakhiv.

If the church periodicals described an impact of the historical events
to the lives of the Greek Catholics and presented their official position.
The regional government press had an almost opposite critical position
towards the Greek Catholics. Such situation was caused by the criticism
of the Catholic Church from the time of the Hussite Rebellion of the Jan
Hus era and the perception of the Greek Catholics of the region almost as
Roman Catholics. But, of course, the Greek Catholics were not definitely
part of the Catholic Church at that time. Therefore, such an accent of the
Prague authorities is not accidental.

A rather interesting concept regarding the “modernization” of the re-
gion is presented by Stanislav Holubec. In particular, Prague’s vision of
the modernization of Subcarpatian Ruthenia which, according to the au-
thor, took place without taking in account the traditions and peculiarities
of the region, including religious ones.%2 It should be said that the author-
ities of the Czechoslovak Republic did not hide their intentions and still
tried to “elevate” cultural development, disclosing in the regional press
their plan of action regarding the Mukachevo Eparchy. For example, or-
dinary people do not know what nationality is, and often tie it to faith,
feeling it with their heart, but spiritual leaders are playing an unpleasant
game, leading Ruthenians®3 not to Czechoslovakia, but to the Hungarian

62 HOLUBEC, Stanislav: “We bring order, discipline, Western European democracy, and cul-
ture to this land of former oriental chaos and disorder”. In: Mastery and Lost illusions, Space
and Time in the Modernization of Eastern and Central Europe. Eds. Wiodzimierz Borodziej,
Stanislav Holubec, Joachim von Puttkamer. Oldenburg, Wissenschaftsverlag, Munchen:
Publication of the Imre Kertész Kolleg Jena, 2014, vol. 5, p. 246.

63 According to the official Czechoslovak statistics, the Ruthenian people predominated in
the region, so we use this term in the context of the available sources. A similar situation
occurred on the territory of the then Galicia. The team of authors of the Ukrainian Catholic
University, presenting the Polish statistics of Galicia in 1931 in the interpretation of Vo-
lodymyr Kubiyovych, reduce all to the Ukrainian segment, although they indicate that
Ukrainians individually made up more than 1.5 million people, and Ruthenians - more than
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state.®* That is, the government journals tried to politicize religious life
by treating Greek Catholics a priori with prejudice. Moreover, little was
taken in account that, in addition to Ruthenians, Greek Catholics also in-
cluded Hungarians, Slovaks, and Romanians, that is, the members of
other minorities. The authorities tried to separate the Ruthenians as
Slavs from the Hungarians, which violated the traditional organicity and
unity of the Eparchy. This division in the government press, as it has turn
out, was a peculiar national-church policy of Czechoslovak government
in Subcarpathian Ruthenia. Such prejudices were also described in the
press regarding emigrants from Subcarpathian Ruthenia to the United
States. Despite the good state of affairs among the American Greek Cath-
olics under the leadership of Bishop Vasyl Takach, the official state press
of the Czechoslovak Republic saw in the Greek Catholic intelligentsia in
the USA a lack of any interest in preserving cultural and national charac-
teristics, accusing the intelligentsia and clergy of Magyarism and defend-
ing their interests.®5 So, it was a calculated policy towards the Church and
the population of the region with the benefit, as it seemed, for the gov-
ernment. Defending “Slavism” against Austro-Hungarian Magyarization,
the authorities saw the greatest danger in the leadership of the Eparchy,
which had a great influence on the society of Subcarpathian Ruthenia.
The Czechoslovak bureaucracy was not going to put up with this.

The official periodical post-facto intervened in the history of the
Uzhhorod Union, presenting its version of events. Like, when the Orthodox
voluntarily signed it — and the property, about which there was a dispute
for years during the days of the Czechoslovak Republic, was transferred to
the Union Church. The Uzhhorod Union of 1646, which is a real historical
act of the union of Churches, was viewed by the Czechoslovak authorities
in unison with the Orthodox as a voluntary act, as a result of which all
property was transferred to the Uniates, and therefore the authorities only
“restore” historical justice.®® According to government periodicals, the au-
thorities supported the position of the Orthodox and did not try to main-
tain law and order, but on the contrary - to benefit from the confrontation,
which was far from equality, justice, and democracy.

1 million of the population of Galicia. More see: 3AI7[L[EB, Onexcanzap - BETEH, Ouser -
CTE®AHIB, Bacuiab: HayioHanism i peaieisi: I'peko-Kamoauywvka Llepkea ma ykpaiHcobkuil
HayioHaaicmuunutl pyx y Faauuuni (1920-1930-mi poku). 3a 3ar. pef. O. 3aineBa; Ykpa-
iHcbkuM KaTosmmubkui YHiBepcuTeT; LleHTp focikeHb BU3BOJIbHOTO PyXy. JIbBIB : Bug.
Ykpaincbkoro Katosmnpkoro YuiBepcurety, 2011, c. 105.

64 Uniatstvi a lid. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, vol. 1., 1925, 17. ledna, nr. 3, p. 2.
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Particularly sharp criticism was directed to Mukachevo bishop An-
thony Papp. Even two years before the transfer of the bishop to another
position, the government press already predicted the transfer of Bishop
Anthony Papp according to one of the versions - to PreSov.67 It looked
like bullying, in today’s terms - bullying back then. Even after the re-
placement of Antony Papp in 1925, the authorities mentioned him as
“..an unfortunate Magyar over the quiet Slavs”.®8 That is, the emphasis of
the press was on the origin, not the activity. The government newspaper
openly wrote that the entire diplomatic service of the state was used to
remove Bishop Anthony Papp, despite this, he continued to be, according
to journalists, in the episcopal residence, and the new bishop Peter Gebei
was forced to live in the canon’s house, which he occupied before his
nomination.®® That is, a journalistic technique was used: formally de-
fending the successor, but at the same time criticizing the predecessor.
We have a knowledge from the local government newspaper from Au-
gust 22, about Papp’s departure, even despite the protest of the bishop
himself regarding the non-recognition of his citizenship of the Czecho-
slovak Republic. He could not take the oath to the state because of the
estates of the Eparchy in Hungary, in which he was perceived as a hero
and martyr, journalists wrote with sarcasm.”? The instigation of this pro-
cess took place with the participation of the Czechoslovak official press,
although for the sake of justice, it is worth examining in the future also
the Hungarian periodicals regarding these events.

In the context of Anthony Papp, it was also mentioned solving the
property situation of the clergy, which the authorities did not solve be-
fore his removal from office. We learn about the reaction of the state
press to the government’s decision to begin restitution of the donations
of two types: 1.) approximately 60 kilograms of food peasant should give
to church (in Ukrainian “kobylyna”) and 2.) one day a year the peasants
had to work for the church (in Ukrainian “rokovyna”) from an interview
on April 26, 1925, with ex-bishop Antony Papp, who, as the journalist
emphasized, was still in residence in Uzhhorod, although Peter Gebei
was officially appointed bishop. Antony Papp told a newspaper reporter
about the extremely good news about government compensation. He
was convinced that donations harmed the clergy itself, because both the
rich and the poor paid the same, and he tried for a long time to seek mon-
etary compensation from the Hungarian authorities, and later from the

67 Kdo bude biskupem v PreSové? In: Lidové noviny, 21. zari 1922, p. 2.

68 Uniatstvi a lid. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 17 ledna 1925, nr. 3, p. 2; Po odchodu Pappové. In:
Podkarpatské hlasy, 7. tinora 1925, nr. 6, p. 1.

69 Po odchodu Pappové. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 7. inora 1925, nr. 6, p. 1.

70 Biskup Papp pred odchodem? In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 22. srpna 1925, nr. 78, p. 2.
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Czechoslovak Republic, for the canceled in-kind payments and overtime
since the Greek families of Catholic priests are large and in some places,
it reached the point that they could not send their children to school, and
therefore the decision to pay monetary compensation is good news.”! It
is not excluded that the issue of material financing of the clergy was re-
solved at a very high level, and the removal of the bishop was supposed
to contribute to this, and Anthony Papp did not have the merit in this.
The issue of religious confrontation between Greek Catholics and Ortho-
dox was partly touched upon by “government” journalists. In July 1926,
there was information about the transfer of churches in Chervenovo,
Goronda, and Russke, and plans to do the same in Velyki Luchky.”2 That
is, the authorities that “incited” the confrontation were eventually forced
to intervene in the resolution of disputes in favour of the Greek Catholics,
which could also be resolved at the highest level of the state and the Ap-
ostolic Capital and was connected with the transfer of Bishop Anthony
Papp to another position.

Meanwhile, the authorities did not stop trying to use the division of
Greek Catholics by national origin. The division between Russophiles
and Ukrainophiles existed not only among the higher clergy - but indi-
vidual parishes were also divided in this way, in which the representa-
tives of the respective directions ruled. For example, in the parish of
Verkhni Vorota, the long-time pro-Ukrainian priest Vasyl Lar (partici-
pant of the meeting) built a house for the village “Prosvita” on the terri-
tory of the Greek Catholic estate, but the other part of the Greek Catholics
who adhered to the local Ruthenian cultural trend and belonged to the
“A. Dukhnovych'’s Society”, did not approve of this.”3 Although the article
talks about the protection of church property, the authorities do not hide
their bias towards the Ukrainian movement, stressing that the Greek
Catholic Church should support the home direction - Ruthenian. This is
despite the fact that in the early 1920s, the school department supported
the Ukrainian movement in opposition to the local Ruthenians. However,
after the intensification of the Ukrainian movement, including within the
Greek Catholic faith, it became unprofitable for the Czechoslovak gov-
ernement, which can be traced in subsequent press publications.

Separate issues on the pages of the regional press were also related
to education. The excessive freedom that swept the European continent
did not escape the Uzhhorod Seminary either, as the government news-
paper wrote on April 10, 1926, indicating the spread of unnecessary free-

71 Rokovina a koblina pred zrusenim. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 28. dubna 1925, nr. 29, p. 2.

72 Uklidnéni v otazce kostell na P. Rusy. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 17. ¢ervence 1926, nr. 81, p. 1.
73 Jak se chrani majetek recko-katolické cirkve. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 12. dubna 1931, nr.
82, pp. 1-2.
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thinking in general. Thus, after the expulsion of a seminarian from the
seminary for disciplinary offenses and the continuation of disciplinary
investigations, eleven seminarians left the seminary in protest, but later
went to the bishop and the case ended with their return to studies. Oddly
enough, the authorities of the Czechoslovak stood by the side of the
bishop, who was trying to restore order in the Eparchy, and did not ap-
prove of any free-thinking and disobedience to their authorities, because
it could lead to anarchy.’# That is, there were publications that clearly
supported the Eparchyal government.

In the government newspaper, however, there was a series of anti-
Catholic and anti-Hungarian publications about the Basilians, which ex-
aggerated the Hungarian influence on them, falsely claimed that the li-
brary of the monastery in Mukachevo was 90 % filled with Hungarian
literature. The article also emphasized the Hungarian origin of priests
Teophan Skyba, Leontiy Dolgoi and the large estates of the basilians. It
was also indicated, for example, the subordination of the order to the Jes-
uits, etc.”5 But to the credit of the editors - in one of the following issues,
priest Polikarp Bulyk refused most of the theses about the “Magyariza-
tion” of the order and the fulfillment of some informative role of the Ba-
silians. He emphasized that the reform itself began with the consent of
the parties and that order is generally loyal to the authorities and has a
Ukrainian basis. He concluded with a remark that such publications are
trying only to sow division and unrest.”® There was also Ivan Vyslotskyi’s
criticism of the refutation of Polykarp Bulyk, who critically insisted on
the Magyarization of the order, not understanding the existence of re-
formed monasteries, which were actually of the Ukrainian orientation,
and non-reformed ones, where monks of the former Hungarian province
lived. For example, priest Teophan Skyba, mentioned by the author, had
a Hungarian origin, but he accepted the reform, that is, he was open to
the Ukrainianness of the reformers, although he could not change his
Hungarian origin. But the author, unfortunately, reproached him for
this.”” The epic about the Basilians ends with the idea that they took both
an anti-Polish and an anti-Czech position, they also oppose the local pop-
ulation, Ukrainizing the local Ruthenians.”® This opinion of the govern-
ment newspaper was not accidental, because it was at this time that a
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brochure was discovered in the Mukachevo monastery about the belong-
ing of Subcarpathian Ruthenia to Ukraine. There was also an unpleasant
incident in the Mukachevo monastery: the arrest of five Galician emi-
grants, among them the director of the Basilian printing house Vladimir
Rozortsev (in the document “Dozortsev”) and the monk Matej Kunda,
who, according to the government media, confessed to preparing leaflets
against Poland and transporting them to Galicia.”? The periodical’s
claims were well-argued regarding the production of pamphlets and
leaflets with nationalist content. The task of the printing house in the re-
form was to publish and distribute religious literature, conveying Chris-
tian values to local believers. Along with these unpleasant episodes, the
government news described the excellence of the Basilian book collec-
tion in the Mukachevo monastery. Here, the journalist was able to get
acquainted with the incunabula, presented in Gothic script and framed
in white leather; old prints of the Renaissance period, etc. are also men-
tioned.80 That is, we receive data on the history and opinion of govern-
ment circles at the same time.

A separate third group consists of periodicals of the general political
spectrum, both of the government and of individual political organiza-
tions, mainly from the Slovak Republic. Comparing the three groups of
periodicals in this way, it will not be difficult to research the Mukachevo
Greek Catholic Eparchy on the basis of its own periodicals as well as
Czech and Slovak periodicals, which will allow to create a more objective
view of the periodicals on the activity of the Mukachevo Eparchy.

Some of the government periodicals were found in the Slovak Na-
tional Library in Martin (Slovak Republic). However, it was possible to
find little information about MGCE. True, there are articles of general
content that concern the Slovak state and the Catholic Church. An exam-
ple can be the newspaper “Slovensky vychod”, which was published in
Kosice, and from 1919 contained the supplement “Russkoje slovo”. One
of the interesting publications is the attitude to Russia of the Ruthenian
intelligentsia, where it is indicated that Russia and its culture were only
a means to preserve the Ruthenian people, who did not impose them-
selves on anyone else as a guardian or friend.8! For example, this appen-
dix describes the activities of the Hungarian provocateur Arnold Dulis-
kovich during the Austro-Hungarian period. He was allegedly supported
by Greek Catholic priests, who provoked the elite. Later there was an

79 Sensacni zatéeni Ukrajinct. In: Podkarpatské hlasy, 21. srpna 1926, nr. 96, p. 1.

80 BRADAC, Ludvig: Knihovna klastera svatého Vasilia v Mukacevé. In: Podkarpatské hlasy,
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55



Viktor Kichera

article on 26 ordinary Orthodox peasants of Subcarpathian Ruthenia, who
were persecuted by the gendarmes for their religious beliefs.82 There is, in
particular, an agreement on relations between the Apostolic Capital and
the authorities of the Czechoslovak Republic. The publication was about
establishing the borders of the Eparchy within the boundaries of Subcar-
pathian Ruthenia.83 In the periodicals, there is also an accusation of the
former dean Sabo of the Mukachevo Eparchy of ties with Hungary and
attempts to return of its government.8* The anti-Hungarian theme pre-
vailed in the perception of the entire Greek Catholic clergy, although in
reality, the clergy was very diverse both in terms of origin and views.

So, in this article under consideration, church and secular periodicals
from 1918 to 1945 were studied. It must be said that those publications
that were official publications of the Mukachevo Eparchy or were pub-
lished by priests, had a lot in common. The exception to the official jour-
nals of the Eparchy were the decrees of the Eparchyal government that
concerned priests and believers in parishes. The journals were unofficial,
but related to Eparchyal structures or clergy, mainly contained mission-
ary and informative topics from the history of the Church or current re-
ligious news. Journals of government circles contained controversial
rhetoric of church-state relations, presented critical essays, as well as the
news from the life of the Church. Therefore, the comparison of different
views made it possible to compare the data of different journals and ob-
tain more reliable and objective information.

Zhrnutie

Dejiny Mukacevskej gréckokatolickej eparchie v periodikach z rokov
1918 - 1945

Vo svojej studii sa autor pokusa kriticky analyzovat’ dejiny Mukacevskej
diecézy (eparchie) na zadklade dobovych publikacii. V prvom rade sa po-
zornost sustred’uje na regionalnu tlac. Vo vSeobecnosti sa skimali cir-
kevné aj svetské publikacie. Sledované obdobie vyskumu umoziiuje nie-
len porovnavat rézne Casopisy, ale aj skimat’ protichodné nazory, spo-
soby rozvoja a hodnoty vo vztahoch medzi cirkvou a $tatom. Hlavnou
ulohou vyskumu bolo skiimat nielen pertraktované témy publikicii, ale
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aj nazory, ktorym sa jednotlivé periodika venovali. Obsah periodik zavi-
sel aj od vydavatel'a a redaktora. Je zrejmé, Ze v cirkevnych periodikach
sa mozno stretnut s témami nabozenského, misijného charakteru a do-
konca aj s kritikou politickych ideolégii. Na druhej strane vladne perio-
dika publikovali aj kritické eseje o Cirkvi, ako aj samostatné nazory na
vztahy medzi $tatom a cirkvou. Kym v cirkevnych periodikach prevladali
nabozenské témy a problémy ochrany cirkvi, tak vo vladnych ¢i nezavis-
lych periodikach sa okrem vsSeobecnych sprav objavovali aj kritické
¢lanky o cirkvi. Osobitna pozornost bola venovana historickym témam v
tychto periodikach o dejindch Mukacevskej gréckokatolickej eparchie
(MGCE). Vo vSeobecnosti informacie v ¢asopisoch a tla¢i mozu vyrazne
doplnit historické poznatky nielen o dejinach gréckokatolickej cirkvi, ale
aj o podobe $tatno-cirkevnych vztahov a o dejinach Ceskoslovenska a
Podkarpatskej Rusi v sledovanom obdobi.
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