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Inspection of the Monastic Hegumens of Lviv Union Eparchy in 1724

Abstract.The aim of the research is to introduce an important source of the history of the
church, in particular the monasticism of the Lviv Union eparchy of the first half of the XVIII century into
scientific circulation — “Inspection of the hegumens of the Lviv eparchy in 1724”.The methodology of
the researchis based on the principles of historicism, analytical and synthetic critique of sources.
Comparative and typological general historical methods are also used.The scientific noveltyis in the
introduction of the source, which most fully reflects the real state of monasticism of the Lviv eparchy in
the first quarter of the XVIII century into wide circulation for the first time. Conclusions: As a result of
archival searches, a historical source ‘Inspection of the hegumens of Lviv eparchyin 1724’was
discovered and put into scientific circulation. It is the first complete description of the existing
monasteries of the Lviv dioceseand allows to recreate their detailed network at the first quarter of the
XVII century. For the first time, the document also reliably outlines the number of monastic
communities in the eparchy. Onthebasisofinspection it can be stated that the Lviv Union diocesein
1724 had 62 monasteries with 341 monks. The source also allows us to trace the power of bishops
over monasteries, in particular the mechanism of hegumens subordination to bishops. The document
contains valuable information about the relationship of monasteries, in particular the subordination of
smaller monastic communities to larger ones. No less important are the sources about the economic
situation of the monasteries.In 1724, only 34 out of 62 monasteries, showed documents for the right to
own some land plots, which allows us to speak of a relatively modest monastic farming. “Inspection of
the hegumens of the Lviv eparchy in 17247, is a key source that allows us to characterize not only the
state of monasteries, but also the Lviv eparchy in general in the first decades after the adoption of the
Brest Union by the diocese.

Key words: male monasteries, Lviv eparchy, Union Church, historical source, history of the
church.

Formulation of the problem.This research is devoted to the study of an important source in
the history of the church, in particular monasticism of the Union eparchy of Lviv in the first quarter of
the XVIII century — "Inspections of the hegumens of the eparchy of Lviv in 1724". The document was
found in the Manuscripts Department of the Lviv National Scientific Library of Ukraine named after
V. Stefanyk, among the materials of the historian Antoni Petrushevych fund [LNNBU, f. 77, c. 981,
p. 13-13 v, 24-24 v.].

"Inspection of the hegumens in 1724" isa manuscript which consists of two sheets. The
document was compiled in the first half of the XVIII century, this factis indicated in particular by the
nature of the letter and watermarks on paper. At the request of the author of the study, the dating of
the document was established by an employee of LNSLU Maria Kolbukh.

Analysis of recent research and publications. For the first timethe fragments of "Inspection
of the hegumens in 1724" were published by the historian Mykhailo Kossak in the catalog of Basilian
monasteriesin the Schematism of the Province of St. Savior of the Order of St. Basil the Great in
1867 [Kossak, 1867]. Using this source, however, Mikhailo Kossak admitted a number of inaccuracies.
In particular, for unknown reasons, he did not use in the publication of valuable data about the
monasteries: St. George in Lviv, Holly Trinity in Kamianets-Podilskyi, Vyspyanskyi, Dobryanskyi,
Barskyi, Stezhynskyi, Berezivskyi and Zvynyatskyi. A number of other inaccuracies were revealed in
Kossak's publication, namely the incorrect the hegumen’s names of the Besidy monastery: instead of
Tarasios - Hesychius, or the mention of 20 novices of the Zadariv monastery, instead of 2
[Kossak, 1867: 176, 144]. Everything mentioned above necessitated the full and detailed publication of
the document.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of the study is to introduce an important source in the
history of the church into scientific circulation, in particular the monasticism of the Lviv Union dioceseof
the first quarter of the XVIII century —"Inspection of the hegumens in 1724".
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Statement of the main material.The end of the XVII century- the beginning of the
XVIII century is an extremely important period in the history of the church in Ukraine: the last Orthodox
dioceses of the Ukrainian lands of the Commonwealth gradually joined the resolutions of the Brest
Union [see: Bila, 2000].  This  process was called in historiography the  "New
Union" [see: historiography question: Bila, 2014; Skochylias, 2010].Following the change in the
confessional affiliation of the dioceses, institutional changes in the monasteries were to take place. In
the Union Church, in contrast to the Orthodox Church, all monasteries formed a centralized community
- the Congregation of the Holy Trinity. Accordingly, the monks of the dioceses that accepted the union
had to pass from the power of their bishops to the administration of the Congregation. In order to
adapt to the new conditions in the dioceses, appropriate synods began to be convened: in 1693 the
synod of the eparchy of Peremyshl was held, where the issue of monasticism was
raised [Patrylo, 1992: 304-305; Stetsyk, 2007: 837-844; Stetsyk, 2008: 7-12], and in 1711 a special
council of monks of the Lviv diocese was convened [Halaslyvyi, 1999: 41-46; Welykyj, 1981: 80-93].

It is worth emphasizing that the monks from the Lviv diocese, who had just joined the union, did
not respond very favorably to the proposal to include their monasteries in the Basilian Congregation of
the Holy Trinity [Halaslyvyi, 1999: 44-45], the bishops of Lviv didn't want to do it too [Patrylo, 1992,
p. 307-308). Despite this, the Basilians in the general chapter of 1703 and 1709 raised this
issue [Pidruchnyi, 1992: 169-170].The problem of uniting the monasteries that accepted the union at
the beginning. XVIII century was also raised at the Zamoysky Synod in 1720, where it was initially
proposed to unite the monasteries into one provincial congregation. "Following the Holy Canons, the
Holy Synod decided that the monasteries of the dioceses of Volodymyr, Lutsk, Kholm, Lviv, and
Peremyshl should be transformed into a congregation one year after the publication of the present
decree and after receiving invitations from the Most Holy and Reverend Metropolitan
[Pelekhatyi, 2006: 235]."Probably, the inspection of the hegumens in 1724 should be related to these
events — it was a check of the monasteries state, before their unification into a new monastic
congregation. This is confirmed by the fact that in July 1724 Pope Benedict Xlll (1649-1730) approved
the decrees of the Synod of Zamostia and at the same time raised the issue of establishing a monastic
congregation of monasteries that had recently accepted the union [Pidruchnyi, 1992: 171].

The value of the source lies, first of all, in the fact that it most fully reflects the real state of
monasticism in the Lviv diocese in the first quarter of the XVIII century. "Inspection of the hegumens in
1724" is the first complete list of existing monasteries of the Lviv diocese. This source also for the first
time reliably outlines the number of monastic communities of the diocese, as accurate data on the
number of fraternities of monasteries of the Lviv diocese begin to appear only in the visitations of
monasteries in the 30s -40s of the XVIII century
[TsDIA Ukrainy, f. 201, d. 4 b, c. 1916; TsDIA Ukrainy, f. 201, d. 4 b, c. 1917; TsDIA Ukrainy, f. 684,
d. 1, c. 1871], as well as in printed catalogs since 1754 [Vavryk, 1979, p. 103-124].

On the basis of this source, it can be stated that 341 monks lived in 52 monasteries of the Lviv
eparchy in 1724.1t is possible that the nhumber of monks was even higher, as the document mentions
62 monasteries, but provides data on only 52 monasteries. But even these incomplete data are quite
eloquent, because according to historians, the entire Basilian Congregation of the Holy Trinity in 1728
numbered approximately 300 Basilian monks [Vavryk, 1979, p. 19].

Table 1.Monasteries of Lviv eparchy in 1724
[LNNBU, f. 77, c. 981, p. 13-13 v, 24-24 v.]

Ne Monasteries Nl:nrg?]i;c’f Pf(r)isl‘%nactfogf Episcopal blessing
1 (Ser?\?/rnky) 7 + Athanasius Sheptytsky
2 Bereziv - - -

3 Besidy 19 + At. Sheptytsky

4 Bil'che 1 - :

5. Bolokhiv 4 - Yosyf Shumlyansky
6 Vyspa - - -

7 Vitsyn’ 10 + Varlaam Sheptytsky
8 Horodenka 2 - At. Sheptytsky
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. Hoshiv 3 + V. Sheptytsky
10. Hrabiv 2 + -
11. Dobriany 11 + Y. Shumlyansky
12. Dorohiv 2 - At. Sheptytsky
13. Zavaliv 8 + -
14. Zahvizdia 2 + ;
15. Zadariv 8 + At. Sheptytsky
16. Zvyniach 1 - -
17. Zolochiv 9 +
18. Kamianets-Podilsky 5 - At. Sheptytsky
19. Kolomyia - - -
20. Kosiv - - -
21. Krasnopushcha 12 + V. Sheptytsky
22. Krekhiv 37 + -
23. Kryve - - -
od. Krylos Dormition of the

Mother of God (St 6 + At. Sheptytsky

Basilthe Great)
25. Krylos 5 ] )
St.Elijah
26. Lanivtsi 1 - -
21. Lapshyn 2 - At. Sheptytsky
28. Lytvyniv 5 - At. Sheptytsky
29. Lisnyky 5 - V. Sheptytsky
30. Lukva - - -
31 Luka 2 + Y. Shumlyansky
32. Liadske 2 + -
33. LvivskySt. George 13 + 3 bishops
34. LvivskySt.Onuphrius 4 + At. Sheptytsky
35. LvivskaSOtgtllc()ahn the 3 + At. Sheptytsky
36. Nemyriv - - -
37. Piatnychany 2 + At. Sheptytsky
38. Patsykiv 2 + -
39. Sﬁgﬁzgﬁrﬁgs 2 + At. Sheptytsky
40. Pidhirtsi 30 + Y. Shumlyansky and
others

41. Pidhorodyshche 5 + At. Sheptytsky
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42. Pitrych 2 - At. Sheptytsky
43. Pohonia 9 + Y. Shumlyansky
44. Radava-Perehinsko 1 + -

45. Rakovets - - }

46. Rohatyn 6 - At. Sheptytsky
41. Rudnyky 4 - i

48. Sataniv 4 + At. Sheptytsky
49. Svarychiv 3 + -

S0. Syn’kiv 1 - _

oL Manyava Skete 30 + -

52. Sokil 3 + -

53. Sokolets 4 + At. Sheptytsky
4. Stezyny - - }

55. 1 . -

56. Terebovlia 19 + At. Sheptysky
S7. Tovmachyk - - }

58. Uhornyky 6 + At. Sheptysky
9. Ulashkivtsi 1 - V. Sheptytsky
60. Chortkiv 5 + 3

61. Yusyptychi 3 - )

62. Yazenytsia 7 + At. Sheptysky

The document also contains information about the place where the monastic vows were taken:
this ceremony took place either in a monastery where a monk lived, or in another one. The majority of
monastic vows were taken locally, although there were monks of other monasteries (as well as other
dioceses), which is apparently a consequence of their transfering by the bishop to support the local
community(Kamyanets-Podilsky, Zadariv, etc.). There are also cases when, in the absence of a proper
"foundation" (proper material support), monks were transferred from one monastery to
another (Ulashkivsky, Pitrytsky, etc).

The source also allows us to trace the power of bishops over monasteries, in particular the
mechanism of subordination of hegumes to bishops. According to the inspection in 1724 in the Lviv
eparchy, depending on the monastery, the subordination of the monasteries to the authority of the
bishop was quite different. The largest monasteries of the diocese (Krekhiv and Manyavsky Skete)
have been quite independent of the bishop in the choice of hegumens since pre-union times. The
document reflects their rights of “free choice" of the hegumen. Instead, most of the hegumens of the
monasteries of the eparchy (33 out of 62) had documents for the right to run the monastery, provided
by the bishops of Lviv: Yosyf (Shumlyansky) (1667-1708), Varlaam (Sheptytsky) (1710-1715),
Athanasius (Sheptytsky) (1715-1746). Concerning the rest of the hegumens, they probably did not
have the appropriate permits but held this position without them.

It is worth noting that most of these cases are connected with small monastic communities,
numbering only 1-3 monks. Some of these monasteries were located in the estates of the petty
nobility, considering this property to be theirs. They did not always consider it necessary to coordinate
the appointment of the hegumen with the bishop. Similar cases happened in other
dioceses (see: Horin, 2007).
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The document also contains a valuable information about the subordination of smaller
monasteries to larger ones. In this case, the dependent monastery did not have its own hegumen, but
only a senior monk (Yusipetsky, Sokoletsky, Krylosky St. Elijah, Svarychivsky, etc.).

The document, to some extent, also gives aknowledge of the economic situation of the
monasteries. Mentions of "fundush” (the basis for the existence of a monastic community) allows us to
speak of a relatively modest monastic economy. In 1724, 34out of 62 monasteries showed documents
for the right to own some land plots. The "inspection” also contains mentions about the relationship
between monasteries and the founders, or landowners. In several cases, monasteries were deprived
of land by the founders, or the owners confiscated the documents for allotments from the monks
provided by their predecessors (Pitrych, Ulashkivtsi, Rudnyky, Patsykiv, Horodenka).

Conclusions. “The inspection of the hegumens in 1724” isthe first complete description of the
existing monasteries of the Lviv eparchy and allows to recreate their detailed network at the first
quarter of the XVIII century. For the first time, the document also reliably outlines the number of
monastic communities in the eparchy. Onthebasisofinspection it can be stated that the Lviv Union
eparchyin 1724 had 62 monasteries with 341 monks. The source also allows us to trace the power of
bishops over monasteries, in particular the mechanism of hegumens subordination to bishops. The
document contains valuable information about the relationship of monasteries, in particular the
subordination of smaller monastic communities to larger ones. No less important are the sources
about the economic situation of the monasteries.In 1724, only 34 out of 62 monasteries, showed
documents for the right to own some land plots, which allows us to speak of a relatively modest
monastic farming. “Inspection of the hegumens of the Lviv eparchy in 1724”, is a key source that
allows us to characterize not only the state of monasteries, but also the Lviv eparchy in general in the
first decades after the adoption of the Brest Union by the diocese.

Document

[p. 13]
Rewizya ihumenow, zakonnikow iako wiele ich iest, patentow na starszenstwo, funduszow, w Uniowie

4 junij, A[nno] D[omini] 1724.

1. Monastyr kathedralny Lwowski sw[ientego] Jerzego. Fundusz od wliele]b[nego] s[wietej] p[amieci]
jlego] mlosci] Szumlanskiego na zakonnikow. Na ihumenstwo patent nalezyty od tezech
eplisko]p[ow]. Zakonnikéw [w] monastyrze tymze Ne 13 z ofjcem] ihumenem.

2. Monastyr przy kaplicy katedr[alnej] Halickiey w Krytosie zafundowany od wilie]l[ebnego] ofjca]
J[6zefa] Szumlanskiego, fundusz nalezyty opisany; za patentem terazniejszego j[ego] m[osci] o[jca]
Athanaz[ego] Szeptyckiego epli]s[ko]p[a] Lw[owskiego] zakonnikéw Ne 5 — szosty starszy.

3. Monastyr przy kathedrze Kamienieckiej swiientej] Troycy na prowidencyey pasterskiey funduszu
zadnego nie masz, za patentem jlego] m[osci] ofjca] Atanazego Szeptyckiego [] zakonnikéw z []
starszym 5. QJjciec] losyf habit brat w Chocimskim monas[terze] kaptan, ofjciec] Arsenij
postryzeniec Utaszkowski, kaptan, ofjciec] Dyonizy postryzeniec Wyspianski, kaptan, ofjciec] Wiktor
postr[yzeniec] Wyspianski dyakon.

4. Monastyr Skitski Wielki za funduszem siedzg osobliwym, ofjciec] ihumen Lawrenty za elekcyg
zwyczajng tego monastyru; zakonnikow wszystkich w Skicie Ne 30.

5. Monastyr Krechowski za funduszem siedzg osobliwym, ofjciec] ihumen Filaret za elekcya
zwyczajng tego monastyru; zakonnikow wszystkich w Krechowie Ne 37.

6. Monastyr swfieto] Onofrenski Iwowski na prowizyey bractwa mieyskieg[o] Iwowskiego, ofjciec]
ihumen Barlaam postrlyzeniec] Podhorecki za patentem jlego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego]
Szept[yckiego] zakonnikéw z starszym Ne 4.

7. Monastyr sw[ieto] Janski Iwowski na prowizyey bractwa tameyszego ofjciec] ihumen Pachomy za
patentem jlego] m[osci] Atha[nazego] Szept[yckiego] P[asterza ?] P[anujgcego ?]. zakonnikow Ne 3
z starszym.

8. Monastyr Podhorecki na Plisnisku za prawami krolewskimi y innych kollatorow. lThumen Partheni
tomikowski arch[idiakon] za patentem jlego] m[osci] o[jca] Szumlanskiego y innych, zakonnikow
wszystkich Ne 30.

9. Monastyr Wicynski na funduszu popowskim siedzi o[jciec] ihumen za patentem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca]
Barlaama. Zakonnikow z starszym Ne 10.
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10. Monastyr Uhornicki za funduszem dawnym Batabanow starozytny o[jciec] Zinowy Rodaczowski za
btogostowienstwem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego]
zakonnikow w tym monastyrze Ne 6 z starszym.

11.Monastyr Pohonski za prawami j[ego] m[osci] Potockich ofjciec] ihumen Antoni Siedlewicz za
patentem jlego] m[osci] o[jca] Szumlanskiego. Zakonnikéw z starszym Ne 9.

12.Monastyr Trembowelski za prawami krolewskimi, ofjciec] ihumen Partheni tomikowski
arch[idiakon] za btogostowiestwem j[ego] m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa]
[[wowskiego] P[asterza?] P[anujgcego ?]. D. [?] zakonnikow w tym monastyrze wszystkich Ne 19 —
tamteysi wszyscy postrzyzency.

13.Monastyr Hoszowski za kollacyg y fundacyg szlachty tamteyszey hoszowskiey ofjciec] ihumen
tamteyszy Dyonizy Sienkiewicz kath[edralny] officyat za btogostawiestwem ofjca] Bartaama
Szeptyck[iego], tam stroitelem zostaie o[jciec] losyf. Zakonnikow z nim Ne 3. Kaptan Atanazy,
dyakon Antoni. Tamtysi postzyzen[cy].

14. Monastyr Zadarowski za prawami jlfego] m[osci] p[andéw] Potockich. Ihumen Mytrofan Rakowicz z
Wyspy za patentem j[ego] m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego]
Plasterza?] P[anujgcego?]. Zakonnicy ofjciec] Mitrofan kaptan z Wyspy, o[jciec] Jakow kaptan z
Krytosa, o[jciec] Domentyan dyakon tameyszy postr[yzeniec], ofjciec] Teodozy dyakon tameyszy
postr[yzeniec], monach Sawaty z Stozka dyecezy[i] Luckiey. A na postryh Ne 2.

[p.13Vv]

15. Monastyr Pitrecki za fundacyg i prawami krolewskiemi ofjciec] ihumen ofjciec] Antoni Siedlewicz
offic[iat] ka[tedry] h[alickiej] za btogostawiestwem j[ego] m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego]
e[piskopa] I[wowskiego] Pl[asterza ?] P[anujgcego 7?]. Namiesnikiem o. Teodozy ieden tylko,
poniewaz grunta odebrano.

16.Monastyr Biesiadzki za prawami y funduszem krola jlego] m[osci] Jana. W[ielebny] oJjciec] ihumen
Tarasy Galatowski za elekcyg zwyczayng tameyszg, za btogostawiestwem w[ielebnego] ofjcal
Athanazego Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow wszystkich Ne 19.

15. N[ota] B [ene] Monastyr Krasnopustynski za funduszem krola j[ego] m[osci] Jana. W(ielebny]
o[jciec] Isychi Kornicki namiesnik Uniowski za patentem wilielebnego] o[jca] Barlaama
Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. (Nota Bene) zakonnikow wszystkich Ne 12 z starszym.

16.Monastyr Jasienicki za prawami krolewskiemi, ofjciec] ihumen Ipotyt [tameszy] Rohowec za
patentem jlego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow in
Ne 7.

17.Monastyr Wyspianski.

18.Monastyr Dobrzanski za prawem krolewskim w[ielebny] o[jciec] ihumen Gedeon Tymoszewicz
starszy Iw[owski] mie[jski] za patentem wlielebnego] o[jca] Szumlanskie[go]. Zkonnikow Ne z
skitykiem nowozafundowanym 11.

19.Monastyr Zawatowski za funduszem y prawem (podany do grodu w Haliczu) jlego] m[osci] p[andow]
Jabtonowskich dziedzicow. W][ielebny] ofjciec] ihumen Sylwester Tarasewicz postryz[yniec]
Grabowski za patentem wilielebnego] o[jca] Szumlanskiego. Zakonnikow z nim Ne 8, wszyscy
tameysi post[ryzenhcy].

20.Monastyr Ztoczowski za prawami krola j[ego] m[osci] Jana. W([ielebny] ofjciec] namiesnik Arseni
Strusowicz za btahostow[ienstwem] pas[terskim] do monastyru Podhoreck[iego]. Zakonnikow Ne 9.

21.Monastyr Podhorodyski za prawami jlego] m[osci] p[ana] Sieniawskiego h[etmana] w]ielkiego]
k[oronnego]. W(ielebny] ofjciec] ihumen Isaya Dunajewski za patentem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca]
Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow Ne 5, tameysi postrzyzency
okrom Teofila z Trembowii.

22.Monastyr Utaszkowski w dobrach p[anow] Lanckoronskich y za prawem ladajakim w[ielmoznej?]
Ludwiki Zatuskiey kasztella[nki] rawskiey starosc[iny] zawihowskiey do zycia tylko teraznieyszego
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o[jca] Witalego ihumena tameyszego lliaszewicza, ktdry za patentem wielebnego] ofjca] Barlaama
Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego], postryze[niec] Mezyhorski. Zakonnikow mu porozbierano,
a teraz tylko samotnei siedzi.

23.Monastyr Litwinowski bez zadnego prawa siedzi, w[ielebny] o[jciec] ihumen Isaya Dunajewski, za
patentem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow
wszystkich Ne 5.

24 Monastyr Perehynski za funduszem jlego] m[oéci] o[jca] Szumlanskiego opisanym starodawny
wlielebny] ofjciec] ihumen Teodozy Mizukow za patentem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego]
Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow tam zostaie z starszym 2.

25.Monastyr Satanowski za prawem y fundacyg jas[nie] wlielmoznego] O. M. [?] Pana. Krakowskiego
nadanym, na ten czas dozor maigcy tego monastyra ofjciec] Leonty za stroitela, za
bfahostawiestwem j[ego] m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego].
Zakonnikow z nim Ne 4,

26.Monstyr Barski na Semenkach za prawami krolewskiemi y jlego] m[osci] pana Lubomirskiego
podkomorzy koron[nego]. ..... wlielebny] ofjciec] ihumen Inokenty Suzanski za patentem j[ego]
m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego] P[asterza ?] P[anujgcego ?].
Zakonnikow z ofjcem] starszym Ne 7.

27.Monastyr Niemirowski na Wotczku.

[p. 24]
28.Monastyr Rudnicki bez zadnego funduszu ktorem ma zostawac u j[ego] m[osci] star[osty]

horodelskiego, wielkie krzywde podczas odpustow czynig ze dworu y aredarze, o[jciec] Martynian
stroitelem bez patentu [], zakonnikow z nim Ne 4.

29.Monastyr Jusypecki funduszu zadnego nie ma ten monastyr, pod dyrekcyg jlego] m[osci] o[jca]
ihumena kathedral[nego] lwowskiego, namiesnikiem tam o[jciec] Josyf Antonowycz, a drugi
duchowny swiecki Teodor, a monach Teodozy.

30.Monastyr Sokulski na Podgrodziu za prawem krolewskim, do w[ielebnego] o[jca] ihumena officyata
halickogo nalezy y pod dyrekcyg jego, namiesnikiem tam Teofan Kruchtewicz, zakonnikow tam
zyie Ne 3.

31.Monastyr swlieto] llinski Krytoski bez zadnego prawa, pod dyrekcyg wlielebnego] o[jca] ihumen[a]
officiala halickiego, namiesnikiem ofjciec] Wenedykt Wakowski [?], zakonnikow Ne 5.

32.Monastyr Dorohowski prawa zadnego nie pokazano y nie wiedzg gdzie iest, ofjciec] Hyeronim
Lesnicki stroitelem za btohoslawieniyem j[ego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego]
e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow tam zostaie z nim 1 monach.

33.Monastyr Botochowski nie pokazat zadnego prawa, ani funduszu gdzies w woyny zgineto, ofjciec]
stroitel Rafait Dolzanski mabnazociosenie jlego] mlosci] ofjca] Szumlanskiego, ale nie pokazat,
zakonnikow ma Ne 3, a on czwarty.

34.Monastyr Lukwianski

35.Monastyr tapszynski bez zadnego funduszu, ofjciec] stroitel Pachomy Hubicki ma 6razocrioseHie
jlego] m[osci] o[jca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow tylko ieden.

36.Monastyr Swaryczowski, kollatorowie szlachta tameysi, pod dyrekcyg ofjca] ihumena
Perehynskiego, a namiesnikiem tam Inokienty Hermanowicz, zakonnikow z nim dwoch.

37.Monastyr Grabowski za prawem j[ego] m[osci] pana Waszyckiego, stroitelem tam zostaie Wasyan,
niema 6nazocroseHrisna pismie, zakonnikow z nim tylko monach 1.

38.Monastyr Stezenski

39.Monastyr Krzywiecki
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40.Monastyr Radawski Perehynski, w dobrach eplilskop[s]kich, pod dyrekcyg w[ielebnego] ofjca]
ihumena Perehynskiego swieto] Onofreyskiego, zakonnik ieden tylko zyie tam.

41.Monastyr Pacykowski za funduszem j[ego] m[osci] panow Zurakowskich dziedzicow na dwanascie
zakonnikow, ale ten fundusz nie dochodzi, stroitelem w[ielebny] o[jciec] Pachomy Martynowicz bez
zadnego b1azocrioseHistam zostaie, tylko sam z dyakonem.

42.Monastyr Ladczanski za kollacyg y funduszem dziedzicow tameyszych szlachty ofjciec] Gedeon
Koblanski stroitelem tam zostaie, nie ma 6nazocrnoseHis,zakonnikow nie ma, sam ieden z
chtopem.

43.Monastyr Rohatynski na Podgrodziu bez zadnego funduszu, kollatorowie ludzie z Podgrodzia,
stroitelem wf[ielebny] o[jciec] Antonij Kudrawcow za btogostawiestwem jlego] m[osci] ofjca]
Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow zostaie Ne 6.

44 Monastyr Zagwoyski kollatorowie jlego] m[oscie] panowie Zagwoyscy, stroitelem tam ofjciec]
Inokenty Komarnicki, nie ma 6nazocsiogeHis na pismie, zakonnikow sam i drugi monach z diecezy
tuckiej Atanasi od swlietej] Troycy.

[p.24v]

45.Monastyr Lesnicki pod Brzezanami bez zadnego prawa w dobrach j[ego] m[osci] pana
Krakowskiego, stroitelem tam ofjciec] Josyf Perebihayto za btogostawiestwem pasterskim od
w[iell{ebnego] o[jlc[a] Barlaama Szeptyckieg[o], postryz[eniec] Litwinowsk[s]. Zakonnikow Ne 4.

46.Monastyr Horodenski za prawem j[ego] m[osci] pana w[ojewo]dy betzskiego, ale w reku ktytora
tameyszego, nie u zakonnikow. Ma o[jciec] Martyan Borysewycz na stroitelstwo 6nazocroseniedo
dalszey woli od jlego] m[osci] ofjca] Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] I[wowskiego].
Zakonnikow sam y drugi.

47.Monastyr tucki ma od j[ego] m[osci] pana w[ojewo]dy belzskiego prawa, w kathedrze Iwowskiey
zostaig, ofjciec] stroitel Makary Andruchowicz ma 6nazocrnogenieod wlielebnego] ofjca]
Szumlanskiego, zakonnikow tylko sam y drugi.

48.Monastyr Sokolecki za prawem iak swiezym, iako i dawniemi jlego] m[osci] pandéw Potockich,
stroitelem tam o[jciec] Martyan Borysewicz, ma 6nazocrnogeHiedo czasu od jlego] m[osci] ofjca]
Athan[azego] Szept[yckiego] e[piskopa] [[wowskiego]. Zakonnikow Ne 3 a on czwarty.

49.Monastyr Rakowiecki
50.Monastyr Kotomyski
51.Monastyr Towmacki
52.Monastyr Kosowski
53.Monastyr Berezowski

54.Monastyr Tarnopolski bez zadney fundacyey, cale nie potrzebny, teraz tam namiesnikiem Pankraty
z monastyra Ztoczowskiego, tam dany referuje sie do Podhorec.

55.Monastyr Zwiniacki bez prawa zadnego siedzi, y erecyey, namiesnikiem tam ofjciec] Isaija,
zakonnik monastera Trembowelskiego, y tam sie referuje.

56.Monastyr Czortkowski za prawem y erekcyg swiezo wyiednanym od jlego] m[osci] pana
referendarza koronnego. Ten monastyr nalezy do wlielebnego] ofjca] ihumena
Krasnopustynskiego, a namiesnikiem tam zostaie ofjciec] Athanasy Kornicki. Zakonnikow z nim
zyie, z o[jcem] namiesn[ikiem] 5.

57.Monastyr tanowiecki bez zadnego funduszu y erekcyiey, do monastyru Kamienieck[iego] referuje
sie, namiesnikiem tam o[jciec] Kornyli, ieden do czasu.

58.Monastyr Sinkowski bez zadnego prawa y erekcyey do wlielebnego] o[jca] officiata kamienieckiego
referuie sie, namiesnikiem tam o[jciec] Wenedykt, do czasu.
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59.Monastyr Bilczecki bez zadnego prawa, w[ielebny] o[jciec] officiat kamieniecki nadat tam do czasu
o[jca] Wartotomeja.

60.Monastyr Piatniczanski za prawem y kollacyig j[ego] m[osci] pandw Korytkow, stroitelem tam
zostaie Selwester za btahostowenyiem j[ego] m[osci] o[jca] Athanaz[ego] Szeptyc[kiego]. Bardzo
sie ladajako rzgdzi, sam ieden siedzi z monachem.
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AHOpel MaenuwuH
HaunoHanbHbI yHuBepcuTeT «JIbBOBCKasi MONMTEXHUKA»
accucTeHT (YKpaunHa)

PeBun3us nrymeHoB MoHacTbipen JIbBOBCKOW yHMaTCKoW enapxum 1724 r.

AHHOmMauyus. Llenb uccrnedosaHusi — egedeHue 8 Hay4qHbIl 060pom 8axHO20 UCMOYHUKa 10
ucmopuu uepkeu, 8 YyacmHocmu MoHawecmea J1b8osckol yHUamckol enapxuu rnepeoll rosio8UHb!
XVIll 8. — «Pesusuu usymeHos Jlbgosckol enapxuu 1724 2.». Memodosozausi uccredogaHusi
OCHOBbIBAEMCS Ha MpUHYUNax ucmopuama, CUcCmeMHOCmU, aHanumuyeckol U cuHmemu4veckol
KpUMUKU  UCMOYHUKOS8.  Mcronb3oeaHbl — Mmakxe  KomrapamueHbili U muriofogudeckul
obuweucmopudeckue memoObl. Hay4Hasi Hogu3Ha 3akro4aemcsi 8 88e0eHUU 8repeable K WUPOKOMY
obpaweHuUt0 UCMOYHUKa, Komopblli Haubosiee [rOfIHO oOmpaxaem peasibHoe COCMOsHUE
MmoHawecmea Jlbeosckoli enapxuu e rnepgol dYemeepmu XVIII 6. [NpednoxeHHbIU Kk nybrukayuu
GOKyMeHm MOXHO ucronb3oeamsb O7s1  uccriedosaHuli UCmopuu  UepKeu, COUUO/I02UYeCcKUx U
Oemoepacgpudeckux uccriedoesaHul, a makxe Opyaol Hay4yHOU memMamuku, MocesaueHHolU ucmopuu
obwecmea 8 paHHeMOOepHbIU nepuod. Bbieodbl: 8 pe3yribmame apxueHbIX MOUCKO8 0bHapyXXeHo U
sHedpsiemcsi 8 Hay4HbIl 0bopom ucmopudeckuli ucmoyYyHUKk — «Pesusus uasymeHog 1724 2.»,
KomopbIl 518519emcsi  11epebIM OMHbIM  OfuUCaHUeM cyujecmsyruux MoHacmseipel Jlbeosckol
enapxuu u ro3eosisiem 8ocrpoudsecmu ux noOpobHY0 cemb, MO0 COCMOSIHUKO Ha epayto 4emeepmsb
XVIII 8. JokymeHm ariepeble 00cmogepHo orpedesisem YucIeHHOCMb MOHaWeCKUX obuwuH enapxuu.
Ha ocHosaHuu pesusuu MOXHO ymeepx0amb, Ymo Jlbeosckasi yHUamcKasi ernapxusi o COCMOsiHU
Ha 1724 2. Hacyumebigana 62 MoHacmbIpsi, 20e Haxooursicsi 341 MoHax. IcmoYHUK ro3eonsem makxe
npocnedums 8riacme €rucKorno8 Had MOHacmbIpPsSMU, 8 4YacmHoCmu MexaHU3M [Mo04YUHEeHHoCmuU
uaymeHos enaldbikaMm. [JoKkymeHm codepxxum UEHHY0 UHGopMauuo O 83aUMOOMHOWEHUSIX
MoHacmeblipel, 8 YacmHOCMU NOOYUHEeHUe MEeHbLWUX MOHawecKux obuuH bonee KpyrHbiM. He MeHee
BaXKHbIMU ecmb OaHHble UCMOYHUKU Orisl U3y4YeHUs] 9KOHOMUYECKO20 MOSIOXEeHUs1 MoHacmabipel. B
1724 e. u3s 62 moHacmebipeli OGOKyMeHmMbI Ha rnpaso enadeHusi 3emeslbHbIMu Hadenamu
npodemMoHcmpupoesanu nuwe 34 obumenu, Ymo ceudemernibcmayem 06 OMHOCUMENbHO CKPOMHOM
MoHacmbIpcKkom xossticmee. «Peesususs ugymeHos 1724 e.» s675emcsi Kr4eebiM UCMOYHUKOM,
darouwum 803MOXHOCMb OUEHUMb HE MOSIbKO COCMOsIHUE MoHacmabipel, HO U 8 UesioM cumyauuto
Jlbeosckoli enapxuu 8 repgblie decsamurniemusi rnocrne npuHamusi bpecmcekod yHuu.

Knrodyeeble cnoea: Myxckue MoHacmblipu, Jlbeoeckasi ernapxusi, YHuamckas UepKoeb,
ucmopuYecKUli UCMOYHUK, UCMOPUST UepKauU.

AHOpil MaenuwuH
HauioHanbHui yHiBepcuTeT «J1bBiBCbKa NOMITEXHiKa»
acucteHT (Ykpaina)

PeBisis irymeHiB MmoHacTupiB JIbBiBCbKOI YHilMHOI enapxii 1724 p.

AHomauis. Mema docnidxeHHs1 — 88e0eHHsI 00 Haykogsoz20 0bicy eaxnueoz20 Oxepena 3
icmopii uepkeu, 30Kkpema 4depHeumea Jlbeiecbkoi yHIliIHOI enapxii nepwoi nonosuHu XVIll cm. —
«Pesi3ii ieymenie Jlbsiecbkoi enapxii 1724 poky». Memodonoziss AocniOxeHHs1 PyHMyembsCsi Ha
fpuHyunax icmopuaMmy, CUCMEMHOCMI, aHalimu4yHoi ma CUHMEemu4HOI Kpumuku Oxeperl.
BukopucmaHo makox komnapamugHul ma murosioeiyHul 3azarbHoicmopu4yHi memodu. Haykoea
Hoeu3Ha riofiszae y 3anposadXeHHi enepwe 00 Wupokoeo obicy Oxeperna, WO sKHaUMNosHiwe
gidbusae peanbHUli cmaH 4epHeuymea Jlbeiecbkoi enapxii y nepwit 4eepmi  XVIIl cm.
BanponioHosaHul 0o nybnikayii GoKyMeHm MoxHa eukopucmamu Onsi 0ocnidxeHb icmopii uepkeu,
coujornoeiyHux ma 0emoepahidyHuUx cmyOdili, a maKoX iHWOI HayKo8oi memMamuku, Mpucess4eHoi icmopii
cycninbcmea y paHHbOMOOepHUU nepiod. BucHoeku: 8 pe3yribmami apXxieHUX MowyKie eusiefieHo ma
eriposadxxyemscsi 0o Haykogoz20 obicy icmopudyHe Oxepesno — «Peeisia i2ymeHie 1724 p.», wo €
rnepwum HalrosHIiUWUM ONMUCOM Hasi8HUX MoHacmupie Jlbeigcbkoi enapxii i do3eorisie aidmeopumu ix
OoknadHy mepexy, cmaHoMm Ha nepwy yeepmb XVIII cm. JokymeHm enepuwe 0oCmosipHO OKPECIIHE
qucesibHicmb YepHeYyux crinbHom enapxii. Ha nidcmasi pesisii MmoxHa cmeepdumu, wio Jlbeiecbka
yHiUiHa enapxis cmaHom Ha 1724 p. Hanidysana 62 moHacmupi, e nepebysas 341 yepHeub. [xepeso
0o3eornide makox rpocniokyeamu enady €enuckorie Had MOHacmupsiMu, 30KpeMa MexaHi3m
nidneanocmi ieymeHrie enadukam. LOKymeHm micmumb UiHHY iHGopmauio rnpo 83aemMo8iOHOCUHU
MoOHacmupie, 30Kpema ioropsiOKy8aHH MEHWUX 4YepHe4yux crinbHom b6inbwum. He wmeHw
saxriueuMu € OaHi Oxeperna rpo eKOHOMIYHe cmaHosuuwe MoHacmupig. Y 1724 p. 3 62 MoHacmupie
OOKyMeHmMuU Ha npaeso 80r100iHHS 3eMesibHUMU Hadiflamu rnpodemMoHcmpysanu nuwe 34 obumeni, wo
c8i04umb po BIOHOCHO CKPOMHE MOHacmupcbke eocrodapcmeo. «Pesisis izymeHie 1724 p.» €
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KrroyosuM OxeperioM, wo 0ae MOXIUGICmb OuiHUMU He fuwe cmaH MoHacmupie, ane U 3azarom
cumyauito JlbeiecbKoi enapxii y nepwi decssmunimms nicns npuliHammsi bepecmelcbKoi yHil.

Knrodoei crnoea: 4ornosidyi MoHacmupi, JIbeiecbka enapxid, YHilHa uepkea, icmopuyHe
Oxeperio, icmopisi uepKeu.
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