AN INTRODUCTION

TO UKRAINIAN
HISTORY

Volume IlI: The Lithuanian- Rus’
Commonwealth, the Polish Domination

and the Cossack-Hetman State

NICHOLAS L. Fr.-CHIROVSKY



$25.00

AN INTRODUCTION TO
UKRAINIAN HISTORY

Yolume I1:
The Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth,
the Polish Domination
and the Cossack-Hetman State
Nicholas L. Fr.-Chirovsky

This 1s the second volume ina projected series
of three, concerning the historical development
of the Ukraimian people (the second largest
component of the Soviet Union) not fully
known to the Western world. The time span
covers the period from the middle of the 14th
century to the end of the 18th century, focusing
on political as well as social, historical and eco-
nomic developments.

The Lithuanian-Rus’ian era, especially in its
early stage, was a time of free and nationally
favorable development for the Ukrainian nation,
followed by the period of Polish domination
and oppression.

This Polish political, social, economic and
religious oppression of the Ukrainian people
provoked a powerful National Revolution, a
national and religious liberation, and the for-
mation of the independent Ukrainian Cossack-
Hetman State in 1648-49, By 1783 the last ves-
tiges of Ukraiman political autonomy were
liquidated by the ruthless imperial growth of the
Russian Tsars.

Professor Chirovsky has previously published
THE ECONOMIC FACTORS IN THE
GROWTH OF RUSSIA, AN INTRODUC-
TIONTO RUSSIAN HISTORY, A HISTORY
OF THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE and other works.
He has been teaching at Seton Hall University
for over thirty years.

4 maps and
15 illustrations

ISBN 8022-2407-5

PHILOSOPHICAL LIBRARY
200 West 57th Street
New York, N.Y. 10019



£5 el

G N I - D ou

L 1 T HUANT K -
.

s X
r

&

'Q: Typus Generahs
VK RrA I'NA.
PALATINATUUM PODO
LIE KJOVIENSIS
Braczlavienhs terras

ncationc
sben.

I~ L shav
PN ¢ JAAR s
S s - o
£ 0h e A
Loweow ’“’—AA:-M 'M:ﬁ‘ ’ *‘K‘_/r"“‘
‘ L::-: l:._..‘..;:‘g.j;tu T ar g Baloger\s  * 1--“'.'4_

Gadrgrnm =TI il

Beoelty - * il l
ot Eg»)# .
PARS wemn* § RS2

Berevavy
o - .._‘ £ = g . Leda PR
(W ) S
«:.._‘H-"‘-‘ »-m:.":s,‘ “

e LTI -

_ " ,!g...,_ y

Sendrrorsva

- w LY
Jw X LL"" L JA LN

Bovisim ¢ 20

llalu'l!nc *

S odasa ke

lI & Herelow

Lm,\

W A L AN E H

. L,
I .5,,._.!‘.{ K A
& rew ’
Hillanw Flhrins & 4
L -\'
9 Faive it s 3
gphels D

\ X ’ / " - 5
’ /. i ' \ i (
-'l_?ffn'r'wu ot Farcterue Jefararty \

. .-"r.l..l’-...,-.m.?-.y-‘-.-—. e e s Fhm e licieesae ] vV | A
‘ LL depedss Tovew

P T I3 i Ny it vais

Wi :
x U o /
& fHuim, o diead
- Firso =] LZ e
i 8 K- :

Ukraine; a



W s M M P M o K

W famtn a

'
i, e e D ¥y ey, s dy

, Yimugr 4’

Bobed ’))/' \
i :6:‘«..' ‘\':g-ﬂ. .-“.

v

-

p
u‘f."l'

wyr oL anad e of
srnd*
v
gl o
v
"I'

y » T ‘J
: a ‘! i
A\ o

.”'
¥

¢

Ld
WXInns

<. &

1tury Map.



Other works by the same author:

The Economic Factors in the Growth of Russia, Philosophical Library, New
York, 1957

Old Ukraine, Its Socio-Economic History prior to 1781, Florham Park Press,
Madison, New Jersey, 1963

The Ukrainian Economy, Schevchenko Scientific Society, New York, 1965

An Introduction to Russian History, Philosophical Library, New York, 1967

Ukraine and the European Turmoil, 1917-1919, Schevchenko Scientific
Society and the Ukrainian Scientific-Historical Library, New York-
Scranton, 1973, (co-authored with M. Stachiv and P. Stercho), 2
volumes

Philosophy in Economic Thought, Florham Park Press, Madison, N.]J., 1972,
(co-authored with V. Mott)

A History of the Russian Empire, Volume 1, Grand-ducal Vladimir and
Moscow, Philosophical Library, New York, 1973

On the Historical Beginnings of Eastern Slavic Europe, Readings, Shev-
chenko Scientific Society, New York, 1976, ed. by the author

Philosophical Foundations of Economic Doctrines, Florham Park Press,
Florham Park, N.J., 1977 (co-authored with V. Mott), third edition
1981, second edition 1978

An Introduction to Ukrainian History, Vol. I, Ancient and Kievan-Galician
Ukraine-Rus’, Philosophical Library, New York, 1981



AN INTRODUCTION
TO

UKRAINIAN HISTORY

Volume I1I

The Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth,
the Polish Domination and the Cossack-Hetman State

by Nicholas L. Fr.-Chirovsky
Seton Hall University

n
N - . /

Philosophical Library
New York



Chirovsky, Nicholas L., 1919-
The Lithuanian-Rus’ commonwealth, the Polish domination, and the
Cossack-Hetman state.

(An introduction to Ukrainian history / Nicholas L. Chirovsky; v. 2)
Bibliography: p. 381
Includes index.
1. Ukraine—History—1350-1800. I. Title. II. Series:
Chirovsky, Nicholas L., 1919- . An introduction to Ukrainian history; v. 2.
DK 508.A3C48 vol. 2 [DK508.755] 947°.71048 82-12255
ISBN 0-8022-2407-5

Copyright, 1984, by Philosophical Library, Inc.
200 West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 10019
All rights reserved

Manufactured in the United States of America



To all those heroic Dissidents who gave their lives

defending human rights and the right of all na-

tionalities, submerged by the Soviet Union, to have
freedom and national independence.



]

RS KL Croonr-. - T

= 4

Befne.ﬂ'z 3 ,2‘ \\ L,
~

(

Siarodub

P Nowo
(‘; \"'_ A .S : o ”osrl'a‘ld
L Czerns OU ':S_ am _ < 2V .
rodns 'B“ca 2 radﬂts’ 19"561?1 V- Rdmna '
) o o;gq.sanea .Peh\_ykom Pripec ». © Y
[PrkeTs o SAMiss TN Mcb"o C2érnobil G\ ~)0Lerz rqﬁc_a facz
L S G ER Y Davddoy |, Owru Ba sk o
’ - & 4 : '
Wk polk THREVOLMY NJQLEN  Ritas
- 5 . > Kiow N C}\E \
, Panst BLN o P CO\S N: Z ;
K . yd r. - er -
N{:’sf'“ X 3- SIS cB:cla e 0 A e X e i
3 VS Oftrs rerkiei M) Cgrbj]& o uda Y R
e s

O"{tn ufuc - C‘hm:flmc ,,‘X) o . A B Dy > N4

RANIE 2 -2 ,- . ~
. > :

Map — Ukraine. A Dutch Map, 17th Century



TABLE OF CONTENTS

List of Illustrations

Preface

Acknowledgments

Part One. The Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth
and the Polish Domination

Chapter One: The formation and growth of the Lithuanian-Rus’
Commonwealth
The beginnings of Lithuanian political organization — The
decline of the Golden Horde — The absorption of Ukrainian-
Rus’ian lands by Lithuania — The struggle against Polish
domination — The Polish supremacy — The rise of Cossacks.

Chapter Two: The political structure and the government of the
Lithuanian- Rus’ Commonwealth
The constitution and the law — The Grand Prince and the ter-
ritorial princes — The Council of Nobles and the Plenary
Parliament — The central and local administration — The
judiciary — The military.

Chapter Three: The spiritual and cultural life of Lithuanian-Rus’

society
The status of the Orthodox Church and Roman Catholicism —

The Church Union of Berest — Education — Literature — Ar-
chitecture — Painting and carving — Music and theatre —
Other arts.

Chapter Four: The social structure of Ukrainian society during the
Lithuanian-Polish era
Ethnic and social changes — Social classes — Nobility and
clergy — Peasantry — Townspeople — Foreigners — The
feudal order — The Cossacks as a social class.

Chapter Five: Extractive industries of the European frontiers
Economic growth — Hunting and fishing — Cattle raising —
Agriculture — Mining.

ix

xili

XV

Xix

37

58

89

113



Chapter Six: Industrial growth 130
Towns — Trades and crafts — Food-processing, the textile and
the leather industries — Paper manufacturing and the printing

industry.

Chapter Seven: Commercial process 145
Domestic trade — Foreign trade — The trade routes and the
import and export items — Finance.

Part Two. The Ukrainian Cossack-Hetman State

Chapter Eight: The formation of the Cossack-Hetman State and its
political fortunes 169
On the eve of the Khmelnytsky Uprising — The National
Revolution and building of the Cossack-Hetman State — Po-
litical developments and the Agreement of Pereyaslav — From
Khmelnytsky to Mazepa — Hetman Ivan Mazepa and the war
for liberation — The Hetman state after Mazepa — The Ter-
ritory of the Zaporozhe Host — The Haidamaky movement —
The Russian political take-over.

Chapter Nine: The political structure and the government of the
Cossack- Hetman State 296
The constitution and the law — The Hetman — The General
Council — The Council of Seniors — The central administra-
tion — The local administration — The judiciary — The
military.

Chapter Ten: The spiritual and cultural life of the Cossack- Hetman
era 252
The status of the Churches — Education and the sciences —
Literature — Architecture — Painting and carving — Music
and theatre — Other arts.

Chapter Eleven: The social structure of the Ukrainian Cossack- Het-
man society 988
Ethnic and social changes — The Cossacks — Nobility and
clergy — Peasantry — Townspeople — Foreigners — Eastern
and southern frontiers — The colonization of the borderlands.



Chapter Twelve: Growth of the national economy: extractive in-
dustries 311
The national economy of Ukraine — Agriculture — Hunting,
fishing and cattle-raising — Mining.

Chapter Thirteen: Trades and industries 331
Mercantilism in Ukraine — The city and its economy — Trades
and crafts — Textile and leather production — Metallurgy and
arms — Chemical industries — Glass and ceramics — Paper in-

dustry.

Chapter Fourteen: Commerce and finance 357
Transportation and communication — Domestic commerce —
Foreign trade, its development and composition — Foreign

trade policies — Money and credit— Public finance.

Bibliography. 381
Index of names. 391

xi






LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS

Page
Map — Ukraine, 17th Century ii & iii
Map — Ukraine. A Dutch Map, 17th Century viii
Map — Ukraine, 18th Century xiv
Map — West and North Ukraine, 17th Century XX & xxi
Facing Page
Castle in Kamianets-Podilsky 36
(14th Century)
Slavic-Greek grammar, Lviv 88
(1591)
Koriatko’s building in Lviv 88
(16th Century)
Hetman Dmytro Baida-Vyshnevetsky 89
(1550-1563)
Hetman Petro Konashevych-Sahaidachny 89
(1614-1622)
Metropolitan Petro Mohyla 170
(1632-1647)
Hetman Bohdan Khmelnytsky 170
(1648-1657)
Hetman Ivan Samoilovych 170
(1672-1687)
Hetman Petro Doroshenko 170
(1665-1676)
Hetman Ivan Mazepa 171
(1687-1709)
Hetman Kyrylo Rozumovsky 171
(1750-1764)
Holy Trinity Church, erected by the Cossacks 252
in Novoselytsia, 1773-1778
Wooden church towers from the 17th 253
and 18th centuries
Wooden church in Matkiv, Boykivshchyna 253
(1838)
Sahaidachny captures Kaffa 304
Fortress of Kodak 304
Cossacks at sea 305
A Cossack chayka 305
Ostrozhsky’s castle at Stare Selo 316
(16th Century)
Fortress of Bilhorod 317

(15th Century)

xiii



Amyuan gy ‘ameay — depy

SIAIIVWYUANNOY o*?
SINN S os o i
AYNLN ID NIAX
INIVEIN
;WQ‘_)‘Q M
|
| SNIVIAN
S N NVIHIVIAYD
dm,zq N ...r& 'J
. oN_ Z V9 ?Q . n lll
N\ ® VYAYLIOd N LS S
/ 3a %_xmﬂlﬁ.x >1a>uanPll.H.l M .
A veta [NLd 37 Az AW 03
s , . 74
YRsSAlgo1s N TFLVLS [ #
o y NYW13H < Ly
2 e’ y oy
EX3 c,\_ :%:..rz:.zs\@-
/'ﬁ:&u(.— r »3ad “
vispO ! i =
YINYOHLIT \ S va
a4 Ov == —1 :
o S2 Oz




PREFACE

Three years ago the first volume of the Introduction to Ukrainian History,
covering the Ancient and Kievan-Galician eras of the Ukrainian past, was
published, and then favorably received as a college textbook. Now, the
author gives the English speaking student and the English speaking interested
public the second volume of the work, covering the Lithuanian-Rus’ian
(Ukrainian), Polish and Cossack-Hetman eras. The Lithuanian-Rus’ian era,
especially in its earlier stage, presents a time of free and nationally favorable
development of the Ukrainian nation, followed by the period of Polish
domination and oppression. This Polish political, social, economic and
religious oppression of the Ukrainian people provoked a powerful National
Revolution under Bohdan Khmelnytsky’s leadership, a national and religious
liberation and the formation of the independent Ukrainian, Cossack-Hetman
State in 1648-1649.

Meanwhile, the military might and the imperialist drive of Muscovy-
Russia began to exert itself in a very aggressive way and to gravely affect the
political fortunes of Ukraine, especially after the notorious Battle of Poltava
in 1709. By 1781-1783 the last vestiges of Ukrainian political autonomy were
liquidated by the Tsars, and Ukraine was incorporated into the Russian Em-
pire, becoming one of the early victims of the ruthless imperial growth which
suppressed numerous peoples and nationalities by an incessant course of
violent aggressions and invasions, culminating in the second half of the twen-
tieth century by the suppressions in Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Afghanistan
and Poland. The Tsarist and the Soviet regimes have done all this in the name
of the growth of “Mother Russia.”

This second volume follows the same format of presentation as the first
one. It consists of two parts. The first part discusses the Lithuanian-Rus’ian
and the Polish times, while the second one covers the events of the Ukrainian
national Cossack-Hetman State. Each part covers various aspects of the na-
tional life of the Ukrainians in the following respective order: political
developments, governmental structure, spiritual and cultural life, social
structure and economic process. Much attention has been paid to that aspect
of the economic life, as in the first volume, since it actually reveals how the
people lived and earned their living.
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The almost five hundred years of the Ukrainian past covered in this volume
can be more richly and reliably related than its ancient and medieval history.
This time an historian does not need to rely heavily on geology, archeology
and comparative historical studies and other related disciplines, since this
historical period contributes rich and comprehensive written source material
for his use and disposition. Of course, he has to use caution and discretion,
since in many cases the older the written sources are the more subjective and
partial they tend to be. Also, statistical material is scarce for these times.
However, considering such limitations, historical studies of this era of the
Ukrainian past rest on a more reliable foundation than studies of the ancient
period. The secondary sources, general historical works, monographic
writings and related materials, are also more numerous and comprehensive.

As far as the primary source materials are concerned, they are available in
Ukrainian, Polish, Russian and other languages, such as Swedish, German,
French and Turkish. There are collections of old laws and codifications of
laws, such as Metryka Velikoho Kniazhestva Litovskoho, the official collec-
tion of documents and records of the Grand Principality of Lithuania; the
Litovskyi Statut, the codification of the Lithuanian-Rus’ian laws, in all of its
three versions; and the Acts of the Union of Berest, the document
reconstructed, written down in old Rus’ian or Latin. In order to reflect the
developments in the Cossack-Hetman State, in particular in the fields of con-
stitutional, legal and political thought, one can successfully use Orlyk’s con-
stitution, Konstytutsia prav i volnostei Zaporozhskoho voiska of 1710, and
Prava, po kotorym sudytsia Malorossiiskii narod of 1743, while Generalni
slidstva o majetnostiakh of 1729-1731 is an invaluable source of primary in-
formation on the economic and social history of Ukraine. Akta grodzkie i
ziemskie, a collection of documents and records of the territorial government
of old Poland, and Zrédla dziejowe, documented materials from the Polish,
Lithuanian and Ukrainian history of a secondary source nature, largely in the
Polish interpretation, can also be very useful when caution and discretion are
constantly applied.

Primary sources pertaining to Ukrainian history and published in Russia
include among others, Akty yugo-zapadnoi Rossii and Akty otnosiashchiesia k
istorii yuzhnoi i zapadnoi Rossii, in many volumes that contain documents
and records of the past of great value toward researching the political, social
and economic developments. Polneoie sobranie zakonov Rossiiskoi Imperii, a
full collection of laws of the Russian Empire, may serve as another source of
primary material for Ukrainian history, but with limitations. First of all, only
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relatively few acts refer directly to Ukraine, the majority of them being large-
ly Russian legislation and administrative regulations. Secondly, it must be
borne in mind that some legal acts pertaining to Ukraine were simply forged
by the Russian official circles to fit Ukraine's legal and political status more
effectively into the framework of the Russian imperial plans for the future,
One flagrant example of Russian forgery is the official text of the purported
original Agreement of Pereyaslav of 1654 in the Polnoie sobranie. By the
original agreement, the Muscovite Tsar Aleksei solemnly promised not to
violate any autonomy, rights and liberties and financial independence of the
Ukrainian State, while in 1781-83, Ukraine and all its provinces were
unceremoniously incorporated into the Empire. The Russian ruling circles
had to find some kind of justification for such an unorthodox action.

An historian again must be very careful with the use of those Russian
published source materials. It must be underscored here that several times
libraries have been burned in various places in Ukraine, and a few years ago
in Kiev again, during which invaluable archives, records and source
materials embarrassing for Russian political plans and projects, were
destroyed.

In addition, the records of numerous Russian Tsarist and Soviet govern-
ment agencies, such as Little Russian Prikaz and the Sacred Chancellory,
may supply substantial source materials for the study of Ukrainian history
from the seventeenth century on, only if carefully evaluated.

Still another category of the primary sources are various chronicles from
the Lithuanian and Cossack eras, recording the events of these respective
times such as the Supraslsky litopys’ or Kratkoie opysanie Malorossii and
several other works of that kind, including the Litovsko-rus’ky litopys; while
Istoria Rusiv, for example, reflects the development of political thought in
Ukraine in the late Cossack era. A series of diaries have also been preserved
for the use of an historian. Yet, we should guard ourselves from the partiality
and subjectivity of the respective authors and compilers.

From among the pragmatic and secondary history works, however well
documented, an historian writing a new work on the Ukrainian past should
rely heavily on Hrushevsky’s celebrated Istoria Ukrainy-Rusy, a ten volume
work covering the period of history to the Hadiach Agreement of 1658, Ver-
nadsky’s History of Russia, early volumes, Bobrzynsky’s Dzieje Polski w
zarysie, Kluchevsky’s History of Russia, all of which deal with the Ukrainian
past, and from among the more recent publications, such as Doroshenko’s
Narys istorii Ukrainy and Polonska-Vasylenko’s Istoria Ukrainy, which con-
clude with the First World War.
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The rich historical sources therefore, enable an historian to give a true pic-
ture of the Ukrainian past between the fourteenth and eighteenth centuries,
to contribute effectively to the understanding of the contemporary reader of
times long gone by in Eastern Europe, and to help him understand contem-
porary developments in that part of the world.

The third volume of this Introduction to Ukrainian History is scheduled to
follow in two or three years. It will cover the developments of the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries in Ukraine, and it shall adhere to the same pattern of
presentation of historical material as the preceding two volumes have,

Nicholas L. Fr.-Chirovsky
Maplewood, N.]., 1982
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PART ONE

The Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth and
the Polish Domination.






CHAPTER ONE

THE FORMATION AND GROWTH
OF THE LITHUANIAN-RUS COMMONWEALTH

The beginnings of Lithuanian political organization — The decline of
the Golden Horde — The absorption of Ukrainian-Rus’ian lands by
Lithuania — The struggle against Polish domination — The Polish
supremacy — The rise of the Cossacks

The Beginnings of Lithuanian Political Organization. The Lithuanian
tribes, a branch of the Indo-European ethnic family, in the eleventh century,
at the dawn of their recorded history, were settled on the eastern shores of the
Baltic Sea in the territory which stretched from the Vistula River in the west
and the West Dvina River in the north-east. There were several Lithuanian
tribes; the Prussians lived between the mouth of the Vistula and the mouth of
the Nieman Rivers; the Yatvingians — between the Nieman and the upper
Buh Rivers; the Lithuanians-proper — on the shores of the Nieman’s right
tributaries; the Zhmudians — north of the Nieman; further north — the Kor-
sians or Kuronians; the Semgalians — on the left shores of the West Dvina;
and the Letts or Latvians — on its right littorals.

For a long time all those tribes lived their separate lives under conditions of
poverty and economic primitivism. They were pagans directed in their
religious life by a strong and influential class of pagan priests who were called
the Kunigai. Some of these tribes, especially the Yatvingians, were rather ag-
gressive, and, anticipating rich booty, frequently assaulted neighboring
lands. The old Rus’ian chronicle recorded under the date 983 the military ex-
pedition of Prince Volodymyr the Great against the Yatvingians. From that

1



date until 1203, there were some twelve recorded Rus’'ian wars against the
Lithuanians at various times. The same was going on on the other Lithuanian
borders, both western and southern ones.’

The political situation of the Lithuanians changed substantially later on, to
their disadvantage. The so-called Livonian Knights established themselves in
Livonia or Latvia in 1202, having subjugated the Letts or Latvians living
there, and subsequently the Teutonic Knights established themselves in
Prussia, having been brought there by a Polish prince, Konrad of Masovia, in
1230. These two German military orders, under the pretext of converting the
Lithuanians to Christianity, proceeded with a harsh conquest of that land by
sword, fire, plunder and extinction. These developments forced the Lithua-
nians to unite politically in order to present an effective opposition against
the German assaults.

Then, the chronicles referred to a “Great King,” not mentioned by name,
who supposedly by the end of the twelfth century had initiated the unifica-
tion of Lithuania. His two sons, Mendog and Dovsprunk, continued their
father’s work of unification in a rather ruthless way; some tribal or local
princes were eliminated, others expelled from the country, while still others
loyally accepted Mendog’s rule. In 1230-1240 Mendog was already the
recognized leader and ruler of Lithuania, and he not only spread his authori-
ty over many Lithuanian lands, but also over some Byeloruthenian regions.
Mendog’s aggressiveness and energy irked Prince Danylo of Galicia, who at-
tempted to organize a coalition against Mendog with Masovia and some
Lithuanian tribes, and was able to restrain him. Certain territories were then
given back to Danylo by a treaty. Shortly thereafter, however, a conflict
erupted again which resulted in Mendog capturing additional Byeloruthe-
nian territories, including an onslaught on Smolensk. His nephew, Tovtovil,
reigned for two years in Polotsk, between 1258-1260. Shortly before his
death, Mendog seriously considered a military expedition on Chernihiv, to
add that principality to his possessions. Mendog’s death in 1263 unleashed in
Lithuania a period of political turmoil. At first Prince Voishelk, Mendog’s
son, assumed supreme authority, but he gave up the throne and entered a
monastery, entrusting the rule of Lithuania to Prince Shvarno, a son of
Danylo of Galicia and Volhinia. Shvarno was then killed by a Prince Lev out
of vengeance, and Troiden became the grand prince of Lithuania. Troiden
was hostile toward the Ukrainian princes, in particular, the Galician-Volhi-
nian branch, and the Ukrainians. During his reign, 1270-1280, a continuous
chain of additional Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian territories were added to
Lithuania. The Polotsk and Vitebsk principalities, and the Byeloruthenian
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lands of the Krivichians and Dregovichians, also parts of the Ukrainian
Derevlianian land, had to accept Lithuanian supremacy.*

Historical sources give very scant information about the Lithuanian con-
stitutional process for the subsequent decade or two, except that additional
Ukrainian lands were absorbed by the Grand Principality of Lithuania and
the Lithuanian princes replaced the Ukrainian-Rus’ian ones on various
princely thrones.

In the early 1290’s a new dynasty assumed supreme authority in Lithuania
in the person of King Putuver, but the new era of Lithuanian political growth
actually began during the reign of Putuver’s son, Gedymin, who soon began
to use the title of “King of Lithuania and Rus’ .” He ruled from 1316 to 1341,
and always stressed that he was the heir of the Rus’ princes, meanwhile
extending his royal authority over northern Kievan lands and some other
Ukrainian provinces. Subsequently, Gedymin's son, Prince Lubart, was
elected Prince of Galicia and Volhinia after the violent death of Yurii-
Boleslav, the last prince of the principality. It obviously was a success for
Gedymin, since the incident indirectly extended his influence over more
Ukrainian territories.

Of course, as discussed previously in the first volume, because of a Polish-
Hungarian intrigue, Lubart did not establish himself in Galicia. It was a
great political mistake of the Galician boyars that they did not support
Lubart’s quest for the Galician principality. As a result of that mistake, it
became a rather easy prey for Polish aggression, which was disastrous in the
long run. A series of wars followed with Poland and Hungary and some allies
on the one side, and Lithuanian princes, Lubart and Keistut, and some
others, with the Volhinians and Galicians, on the other. Not only the Ukrai-
nian boyars, but also the townspeople and peasants participated, defending
themselves against the onslaught of the “Latinians,” since the Lithuanians
were then largely Orthodox. Lubart himself was Orthodox, hence less objec-
tionable for Ukrainians. It was unfortunate for Galicia that at that time the
Lithuanian princes were more interested in snatching from nominal Mongol
domination the eastern and south-eastern Ukrainian territories which will-
ingly joined the Lithuanian Commonwealth, whenever the opportunity
simply rendered itself, rather than conduct costly wars with Poland and
Hungary. An agreement between Casimir of Poland and the Lithuanian
princes brought them some kind of a compromise, but not for the Ukrainians.
The areas of political influence were divided; Poland retained Galicia,
Kholm and Belz, while most of Volhinia remained under Lithuanian
supremacy. But this arrangement was very unstable, and continually
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changed. Casimir’s death in 1370 unleashed another war in which the
Lithuanian princes wrenched from Poland whatever parts of Volhinia that
Poland occupied.®

Meanwhile, Olgierd ascended to the grand princely throne of Lithuania
and Rus’, and proceeded most energetically with the expansion of the Com-
monwealth, with splendid results. The reasons for Olgierd’s success were the
following: First, he was a very able, almost ingenious ruler. Secondly, the
Golden Horde, which dominated almost all of Eastern Europe, ran into
grave turmoil and began to disintegrate. Thirdly, the Ukrainian lands and
territories willingly tended to join the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth,
which was speedily accepting the Ukrainian Orthodox faith, culture,
language, and social, legal and political institutions.*

The Decline of the Golden Horde. The gradual and progressive disintegra-
tion of the Horde was, probably, the leading reason for Lithuanian success.
Khan Batu’s intention to keep a close check on East Europe was motivated by
his desire to secure for his state high tax revenues and a supply of auxiliary
armed forces on a regular basis. On his return from the Central European
campaign, he established the Khanate of Kiptchak or the state of the Golden
Horde with its capital of the new city of Sarai on the banks of the lower Volga
River.* Batu died in 1255 and was succeeded by Sartak, who, in his father’s
time, was already a co-ruler of sorts. He died a year later, and Ulagchi,
Batu’s other son, became the third Khan of the Golden Horde, but again only
for a short, two-year period, for he died in 1258.

Meanwhile, Great Khan Mongka, residing in Mongolia, being involved in
his Chinese campaigns, imposed new burdens on the East European, “vassal”
lands, including Ukraine. He needed more troops and more money. As a
result, a permanent Mongol administration was introduced by dividing
Eastern Europe into military districts and a new census for tax collection and
recruiting soldiers and artisans was taken. The Mongol tribute was efficiently
and systematically collected everywhere, contributing to the impoverishment
of Rus’ and her people.

After Ulagchi’s death, Berk, Batu's brother assumed the authority of the
Khan of the Golden Horde. Because he was more preoccupied with internal
conflicts in the entire Mongol empire and developments in the Near East, he
paid less attention to the European East. Since Berk was already a Moham-
medan, it gave him a reason for an involvement in the Islamic affairs in Asia
Minor and for his misunderstanding with Hulagu, the Khan of the Mongols
in Persia. He also became involved in the Mongol civil war between Kublay
and Arik-Buka, which strained his relations with the Great Khan Kublay.
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Consequently these developments brought a slight relaxation in the Mongol
grip over Ukraine.

Khan Berk died in Tiflis in 1266 during one of his Near East campaigns,
and was succeeded by Batu's grandson, Mangu-Temir, having been elected
by the regional council of Mongols, the kuriltay, and confirmed by Great
Khan Kublay in Mongolia. Mangu-Temir pursued a benevolent policy
toward all East European vassal lands. He eased the tax collections and ex-
empted the Orthodox Church in most cases from the census, taxation and
military service, making the “church people” a kind of privileged group by
his special yarlik. As a result, Mangu-Temir succeeded in obtaining the loyal-
ty of the North-Eastern princes in particular, and the appreciative attitude of
the Church. On his demise, his brother, Tuda-Mangu, became the Khan.
However, Nogay, cousin of the two former Khans, an able warrior and
statesman who previously acted as ruler of the lower Danube region, became
so powerful that in fact a dual authority of Tuda-Mangu and Nogay pre-
vailed in the Golden Horde. Shortly thereafter Nogay’s power was actually
greater than that of the official Khan, Tuda-Mangu. Relations between these
two became badly strained, and some East-European princes and
autonomous communities tried to play one against the other to their own ad-
vantage in order to strengthen their political positions.

Eventually, Tuda-Mangu was forced to abdicate in favor of Tele-Buga, his
nephew, and Nogay’s loyal associate in the latter’s Hungarian exploits. Rela-
tions between Nogay and Tele-Buga also began rapidly to deteriorate, and
since Tele-Buga’s wars in the Caucasian areas were not successful, his prestige
swiftly declined. Nogay was only too glad to get rid of his embarrassing co-
ruler, and he soon perfidiously arrested Tele-Buga and handed him over to
his rival, Tokhta, Mangu-Temir’s son, another contender for the Khan’s
authority. Tokhta immediately ordered the execution of Tele-Buga and his
associates, and he became the Khan of the Golden Horde, by Nogay’s grace,
in 1291,

Tokhta, however, did not intend to be a mere tool in Nogay’s hands. He
acted very independently in political areas in order to make himself known as
the suzerain, and in a mammoth punitive action he mercilessly looted and
burned Vladimir, Tver and Moscow, for their attempt to associate themselves
with Nogay. Finally, the rivalry between Tokhta and Nogay resulted in a
civil war in the Golden Horde, which ended in Nogay’s downfall and death
in 1300. Tokhta’s reign presented an era of the restoration of unity, order and
power in the Horde. He was followed in 1313 by Khan Uzbek, his nephew, as
the Khan, who distinguished himself in many political-military projects in-

5



cluding the Galician-Volhinian and Lithuanian affairs. In this connection he
undertook a few punitive raids against stubborn vassal princes and ter-
ritories.

Uzbek, who died in 1341, was succeeded by his son, Tinibeg, for a period
of one year, and in 1342, by Janibeg, the latter’s brother, who seized power
and ruled until 1357. No doubt, all these developments were not an indica-
tion of growing power and prestige, but rather of a declining control of the
Mongol suzerain over the vassal Ukrainian principalities and territories,
which enjoyed a rising degree of freedom. This, on the other hand, especially
the short reigns of the Khans who quickly succeeded each other and the
Golden Horde's internal strifes, enabled Grand Prince Gedymin to proceed
with his plans of annexing additional Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian regions,
and to continue to expand his Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, as already
described. However, the process of disintegration of the Golden Horde began
during the second half of the fourteenth century, in 1357, when Khan
Janibeg was murdered by his son Berdibeg, who wished to ascend to the
throne. The era of the “Great Trouble” in the Horde featured bloody strug-
gles among Janibeg's three sons, Berdibeg, Kulpa and Nevruz, during which
they killed each other. The prestige of the Juchi ruling clan, descending from
one of the sons of Genghis Khan Temudzhin, slipped to a record low.* Power
in the Golden Horde was then captured by Mamai, who was not a member of
the Juchi clan and therefore his authority was not generally recognized. The
growing weakness of the Horde was revealed in the battle on the Kulikovo
plain in September 1360, where Dimitrii, Grand Prince of Moscow, badly
defeated Mamai’s cohorts.

Subsequently, chaos in the Golden Horde continued and deepened. One
Khan quickly replaced another while various regions of the Horde sought
more autonomy and freedom, especially those with ethnically alien popula-
tions. At that very time, Grand Prince Olgierd of Lithuania-Rus’ completed
the construction of his huge Commonwealth, largely at the expense of the
dwindling Mongol might. The two major landmarks of subsequent
developments in the Golden Horde were the victory of Khan Tokhmatish,
from the Juchi clan, over Mamai, and then of the Great Khan Tamerlane
over Tokhmatish in 1395.

Tamerlane began to build his empire in 1360 after he became the ruler of
his native city of Kesh, in Central Asia. He subsequently conquered
Samarkand and became Khan. In his attempt to conquer Kazakhstan, he an-
tagonized the Golden Horde, since Kazakhstan was considered a traditional
region of the Juchi clan or Juchi ulus. Tamerlane supported Tokhmatish in
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his quest for Sarai against Mamai and the other Khans, Urus-Khan and
Timur-Melik. After establishing himself in Sarai, Tokhmatish became one of
the mightiest rulers of his time, desiring to consolidate the Golden Horde
anew. He acted accordingly, but in 1386 an open conflict erupted between
Tokhmatish and Tamerlane, which had already been brewing for several
years. Thereafter, for years the two Mongol Khans waged bloody wars
against each other in Caucasia, the Volga-Caspian steppes and Central Asia.
Finally, Tokhmatish was completely routed by Tamerlane in two decisive
battles; one on the banks of the Kondurcha River, in the Middle Volga
region, in 1391 and the other in the Terek River valley, in Caucasia, in 1395.
Thereafter Tokhmatish gave only sporadic resistance, while Tamerlane pro-
ceeded with the vicious plunder of the territories of the Golden Horde.

Tamerlane's wars against the Golden Horde dealt it a severe blow. Its
political prestige was ruined and its foreign commerce, the basis of its
economic prosperity, was gravely damaged. It soon became a vassal of
Tamerlane’s Khanate, and was subjected to shattering civil wars and foreign
interventions. Khan Edigey tried desperately to save the Horde, but this was
in vain. Its days were over.

The complete disintegration of the Horde followed in the middle of the fif-
teenth century, when in 1445 the Khanate of Kazan on the Middle Volga
separated itself from Sarai, and a few years later, in 1449, the Crimean Tar-
tars founded their own Khanate, independent of the crumbling Golden
Horde. In 1502, the Crimean Tartars completely defeated the Golden Horde,
but from the very time of the establishment of the Crimean Khanate a new
era of the Tartar impact on the history of Ukraine began.’

The Absorption of Ukrainian-Rus’ Lands by Lithuania. It was, therefore,
no wonder that Grand Prince Olgierd, a ruler of grand stature, immediately
recognized the political mission for which he was destined by history. He
knew that he had to follow the political blueprint, outlined by his father, to
complete the construction of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth against the
background of the disintegrating Golden Horde. Lithuania was a country
thoroughly Ukrainianized culturally and spiritually, but led by the Lithua-
nian Gedymin dynasty, where three ethnic communities, the Lithuanians,
Ukrainians and Byeloruthenians were to live together. The social-political
essence of the Commonwealth was a few decades later, so accurately ex-
pressed by a monk in the following way: “Our Christian Rus’ Com-
monwealth, the Lithuanian Grand Principality.™

Grand Prince Olgierd reigned from 1341 to 1377. Almost from the very
beginning of his rule, the main direction of his international policies was aim-

7



ing south and south-east, mainly towards the vast Ukrainian territories,
which had been partly nominally and partly factually under Mongol
domination for one hundred years beforehand. However, Olgierd’s plans to
dominate the self-governing communities of Novgorod the Great and Pskov
in the north did not succeed. Perhaps, he was not so deeply interested in these
projects.

In the 1350’s, as it was pointed out, serious political troubles developed in
the Golden Horde, and partially because of it some conflicts among the
Ukrainian princes evolved. Olgierd immediately seized the opportunity, and
extended his supremacy over a major part of the Chernihiv land and its major
towns, like Chernihiv, Briansk, Novhorod Siversky, Starodub, Trubchevsk
and others. Here he placed his relatives on the local princely thrones in most
cases, while the territories further east were allowed to retain their old
princes of the Rurik dynasty under Lithuanian suzerainity. In the 1360’s
Olgierd succeeded in dominating the ancient city of Kiev, which was the
traditional capital of Rus’, and the Kievan land, and subsequently also the
Pereyaslav territory. Especially important was the expansion of the political
influence of the Grand Principality of Lithuania and Rus’ into the Chernihi-
vian and Siverianian regions which immediately produced a confrontation
and rivalry with the growing Muscovite principality, which also soon began
to aspire to gather under its authority former Rus’ territories. At first, the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth seemed to be winning the contest as
Polonska-Vasylenko and other historians remarked.?

Since the invasion of Batu’s cohorts, Kiev remained under Mongol
supremacy, the prince of which from the Ruryk dynasty ruled there by the
Tartar yarlik, or Khan's authorization. For example, in 1246-47, Prince Alex-
ander Nevskii whose political allegiance was to the Vladimirian north, had
temporarily received the Mongol yarlik on Kiev, but he was not interested in
Ukrainian affairs and confined his interests to the Vladimirian-Muscovite
North. At first, after the Muscovite princes were able to overcome to some ex-
tent the Mongol threat in the fourteenth century, they were again eager to
resume the old Suzdalian-Vladimirian aggression southward, against
Ukraine, under various dynastic and pseudo-political pretexts. Perhaps, at
times, Kiev had no prince, and governed itself “democratically” under
Mongol protection.

In the middle of the fourteenth century, Prince Fedir ruled in Kiev by
Sarai's grace. Olgierd removed Fedir and appointed his own son,
Volodymyr, prince of Kiev. The Tartars were badly irked by Olgierd’s
unilateral and arbitrary action and undertook a military expedition to assist
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their vassal. But, Olgierd routed them completely in the battle on the banks
of the Syni Vody, the Snyvod River, and forced their retreat. As a result, also
in Kiev, a prince of the Gedymin dynasty, Volodymyr, replaced a prince of
the ancient Ruryk dynasty, Fedir, on a permanent basis. A change of dynasty
was taking place throughout the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. It was
also another important result of the decisive battle on the Snyvod River. The
river was on the borders of Kiev, Volhinia and Ponyzzia, soon to be called,
Podillia, the southern region of Ukraine. This opened the door to further
southern expansion plans by Vilna, the capital of the Lithuania-Rus’ Com-
monwealth, a newly established city by Gedymin beautified by many pagan
temples and Orthodox and Catholic churches, reflecting the spiritual and
cultural mosaics of the young and growing power.

The Podillian regions eliminated the princely authorities of their local
princes immediately after the Mongol invasion, and proceeded with the
organization of local and regional life on the basis of self-governing com-
munities, directly subject to the Mongol supremacy, and loosely governed by
Sarai’s agents. It has already been pointed out in connection with the
coverage of Danvlo’s reign in Ukraine, that this monarch was very hostile
toward these self-governing communities which were generally referred to in
Podillia as “Tartar people,” a kind of anarchism during that period. Danylo
and other allied princes undertook several military expeditions to suppress
these communities, with not much success. It must be accepted that for some
one hundred and twenty years the social-political process of the Podillian
population proceded in the framework of these communities under condi-
tions of social, economic and cultural primitivism. These communities were
led by the so-called otamany who were a type of intermediary between the
tribute paying population and the Mongol suzerain.

After having defeated the Tartars, Grand Prince Olgierd appointed princes
for Podillian regions; his nephews, Yurii, Oleksander and Konstantyn, sons of
Prince Koriat of Novhorod Lytovsky, were each given a separate region as a
vassal and confederated principality. The huge commonwealth was growing.
The records of that time asserted that these Lithuanian princes, who were
already thoroughly Ukrainianized, knew very well how to cooperate with the
people’s “otamans” and their self-governing communities; how to defend
them against the Tartar chicanes and the continuing attempts of the Tartar
agents to collect tribute. In order to put the anti-Mongol defense on a more
permanent basis, these princes constructed towns and fortresses, such as
Bakota, Smotrych and Kamianets.'® Also in this way a permanent grip of the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth over the newly acquired Ukrainian ter-
ritories became politically established.
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Rather unfortunate was the political fate of Volhinia at the time of the for-
mation of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. One of the largest and most
powerful Ukrainian principalities during the twelth and fourteenth cen-
turies, Volhinia was well populated and economically wealthy, and of con-
siderable political influence; thus it soon became an object of continuous
strife and warfare. Everybody wanted to have at least a piece of that rich
principality.

The Poles and the Hungarians tried to disregard the will of the Volhinian
people to live their own political life under Prince Lubart. In 1352, as a con-
sequence of the struggle for the Galician-Volhinian inheritance after Yurii-
Boleslav and Polish Casimir’s war expeditions, the Volhinian land was di-
vided into several political units; Yurii, Narymunt’s son received the prov-
inces of Belz and Kholm; Keistut — Berest; Olgierd — Kobryn; while Lubart
retained only eastern Volhinia. All these princes were of the Gedymin house,
of course, but Lubart, Casimir’s main rival, was seriously weakened when his
share was reduced again in 1366 when the so-called “eternal peace” gave the
Volodymyr land to Oleksander, Koriat’s son, as a vassal of the Polish king. As
has already been discussed, Casimir’s death again unleashed a war for the
Galician-Volhinian inheritance. Finally the death of Ludvig of Hungary, the
heir to the Polish throne at that time, enabled Lubart to reestablish himself
on most of the Volhinian territories, to which he was rightfully entitled. This

occurred after 1382.
Since that time, Lubart’s Volhinia, while being within the framework of

the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, occupied a singular, separate and in-
dependent political position as an entity of a strict Ukrainian national
character in itself. Lubart cared for his principality; he aided its cultural,
social and economic development; he constructed towns, fortresses and
churches.!" Meanwhile, the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth reached the
very height of its development, headed by Olgierd, who lived in peace with
his brothers, Kiestut and Lubart, and consulted them in important state mat-
ters. Olgierd also extended the domination of his Commonwealth on addi-
tional Byeloruthenian lands, including the lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk. To
strengthen the dynastic ties, he subsequently married Maria, the princess of
Vitebsk.

Polonska-Vasylenko asserted that at the end of Olgierd’s reign, the Ukrain-
ian and Byeloruthenian ethnic stocks constituted nine-tenths of the total
population of the Commonwealth, while the upper class of the Lithuanian
population was thoroughly Rus’ianized.'* Olgierd and his co-rulers, various
princes, realized the situation very well, and in order not to antagonize the
people of the Commonwealth, who were used to traditional ways of life, they
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repeatedly underscored in their decrees that “their old customs will not be
changed, nor will new ones be introduced.” And these princes were actually
very loyal in this respect. Even the constitutional principle of the princely
order was not altered; in most cases the only alteration made was the
replacement of the princes of the Ruryk dynasty by the princes of the
Gedymin dynasty. Meanwhile, the Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian boyars
voluntarily entered into the military and administrative services of the new
dynasty, which. naturally was considered their own — Lithuanian-Rus’ian.
Ukrainian culture and civilization, as asserted before, thoroughly penetrated
the whole Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth; the military organization, the
system of constructing castles and fortresses, defense walls and ditches, the
country's administrative system, economy and business, the official language
and terminology, and the entire social and legal life, were rooted in the old
Ukrainian-Rus'ian origins. The book of law, the Rus’ka Pravda, was the
source of legal inspiration for the whole Commonwealth. The princes of the
Gedymin dynasty, for these reasons, felt themselves to be a part of the
Ukrainianized-Rus’'ianized Commonwealth and considered their mission to
be one of gathering all the Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian lands under their
scepter and to preserve their unity and integrity. Truly, the Lithuanian-Rus’
Commonwealth was a serious historical attempt to restore the old splendor of
the Kievan-Rus' empire under new conditions and in cooperation with the
Lithuanian people after the terrible experience and short domination of the
Mongol invasion. The sudden termination of this historical process, much to
the disadvantage of the Ukrainian people, was manifest in the unfortunate
Polish-Lithuanian political union which was to immediately follow.

This unfortunate development was brought about by the following forces:
First, the genius of Grand Prince Olgierd tailored the Commonwealth par-
tially to his personality. Secondly, Olgierd decided to give Yagiello, his son
from a second marriage, the grand princely and senior position in the state
thus omitting older sons. This gave rise to some grave political complications
and a feeling of dissatisfaction and embitterment after Olgierd’s death.
Thirdly, the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth was not a monolithic and cen-
tralized state, but rather a federation of semi-independent principalities,
ruled by princes of the Gedymin and Ruryk dynasties. Therefore the presence
of any kind of internal trouble could develop into a serious political complica-
tion, because the Commonwealth was also greatly differentiated ethnically.
However this was not a major problem, since the three ethnic components,
the Lithuanians, Ukrainians and Byeloruthenians, lived in harmony. In this
respect, the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth certainly resembled the early
stages of the Kievan-Rus’ realm.
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At the death of Grand Prince Olgierd, Kiestut ruled in Berest, Lubart — in
Volhinia, Narymunt — in Turiv and Pinsk, Volodymyr — in Kiev and
Pereyaslav, Korybut — in Chernihiv; and the Koriat brothers — in Podillia.

Apparently Prince Kiestut was favored as the heir to the grand-princely
throne by the conservative circles of the Commonwealth, while Yagiello
began to fight for his assumed right to succeed his father. Prolonged dynastic
warfares were waged, from which Yagiello emerged a dubious victor.
Though Kiestut was defeated, imprisoned and strangled on Yagiello’s order,
his son, Prince Vitovt, escaped from prison and went to the Teutonic order to
seek protection and assistance against his murderous uncle. Yagiello then
fought against other members of his princely clan, who did not want to sub-
mit to his controversial grand-princely authority. Andrei of Polotsk, the
oldest among the Olgierd sons, allied himself with Pskov and later with
Moscow, in order to resist Yagiello and to regain the authority of the Grand
Prince for himself, which he thought was denied him unjustly. Subsequently,
he conspired also with the Teutonic order against Yagiello’s “usurpation.”
Nevertheless, he was finally defeated, and kept in prison for many years.
Prince Dymytrii of Briansk, another one of Yagiello’s half-brothers also joined
the Muscovites. For a long time there was no peace in the Lithuanian-Rus’
Commonwealth.

The Struggle Against Polish Domination. The political situation of Yagiello
continued to be most difficult. Internally, he still faced a strong opposition
and could not quell it for a number of years. His authority was challenged.
Externally, he was threatened by the hostile Teutons, Poland and the grow-
ing power of the Muscovite principality, which from its very political begin-
nings exhibited aggressive imperialism towards all neighboring lands, and
especially the Byeloruthenian and Ukrainian-Rus’ commonwealth.

Poland also had at that time her own share of problems. A large number of
the Polish nobility objected to the original plan of a Hungarian-Polish union,
as developed by King Ludvig. The Poles also objected to Maria’s ascendence
to the Polish throne because she was immediately proclaimed the Queen of
Hungary following Ludvig’s death, and this might have strengthened the
undesirable union, and because her fiance, Prince Sigismund, was disliked in
Poland. Other contenders for the Polish throne did not please the nobles
either. Finally, the Polish nobility accepted Jadviga, Maria’s younger sister,
as the Queen of Poland in 1384, and developed a plan to marry Jadviga to
Yagiello who was in political trouble and seemed to be a weak candidate,
thus arranging a union between Poland and Lithuania. It was a much more
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practical solution than a union with powerful Hungary, which could prevail
over Poland.

In 1385, an agreement at Krevo was negotiated between the Polish Crown
and the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth according to which the Com-
monwealth was incorporated into Poland. It was really an inconceivable act
on the part of Yagiello and all other Lithuanian-Rus’ian princes, including
Vitovt, who signed the convention. It was a treacherous abandonment of the
sovereignty and independence of the Commonwealth.'* It could be explained
by the political desperation or insatiable ambition of Yagiello, who thought
to solve all his problems by becoming a Polish king and by the other princes’
complete lack of perception of what they were doing. Other articles of
agreement were of a minor importance, except where Yagiello, all princes,
boyars and all the people were to become Catholics by recanting Orthodoxy,
and all lands taken by Lithuania were supposed to be revindicated to Poland.
Introduction of Catholicism immediately sparked a split and hostility be-
tween the Lithuanians and the Rus’ians, who before lived in a perfect har-
mony in the Lithuanian-Rus’” Commonwealth. The Polish nobility conceived
of this long-range plan, as far as the agreement of Krevo was concerned,
thereby incorporating this religious split in the Commonwealth in order to
subdue both nationalities—the traditionally Orthodox Ukrainian-Rus'ians
and the newly Catholic Lithuanians—in a speedier way, thus making the
Polish Crown so much more powerful. This policy was continuously and with
ever greater insistence pursued by the Polish ruling circles, which were
steadily increasing their influence on the political, social and economic
developments in the Lithuanian-Rus’ian lands. More and more favoritism
was shown and extended to the Catholic Lithuanians and an ever graver and
graver discrimination was applied against the Orthodox Ukrainians and
Byeloruthenians in order to deepen the cleavage among them, thus encourag-
ing jealousy, hatred and an ever stronger feeling of Catholic superiority and
Orthodox inferiority. This conflict among the Lithuanians and the Ukrai-
nians was constantly driving the former closer and closer to the Polish camp
and inducing them, especially the Lithuanian nobility and gentry, to sell out
their fatherland to the Poles in exchange for class privileges and favors. This
ultimately pushed the Ukrainians down to the very bottom of the social-
political structure of the now Polish-Lithuanian state. Finally, in the Union
of Lublin of 1569, the Lithuanian nobility ceded almost all of Ukraine to
Poland, proving by the act its full class egoism, which completely paralyzed
its ability to think patriotically and nationally. It took some two hundred
years of an often interrupted struggle of the Lithuanians to resist Polish
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pressure, and eventually to totally capitulate. Of course, throughout these
two centuries, the Polish nobles and government circles used intrigue, in-
timidation, pressure and bribery to achieve their political end of the complete
absorption of Lithuania, Ukraine and Byeloruthnia.

In the wake of the Krevo agreement, Jadviga had to divorce her first
husband under different pressures (even that of the Polish Catholic ec-
clesiastic circles) and to marry Yagiello, who was then crowned a king,
although for a long time he was not considered by the Poles a king, but rather
a husband of the queen.

Queen Jadviga, who immediately assumed rule over Lithuania, caused
great dismay among the Lithuanian-Rus’ian circles when she freely disposed
of some of their affairs. Prince Vitovt, having realized the grave mistake of
Krevo, assumed the mission of defending the independence and sovereignty
of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, championing the Lithuanian cause,
but neglecting the interests of the Ukrainian nobility and people. Vitovt
vacillated between alliances with the Teutonic order against Poland and con-
ventions with Poland in order to protect the political independence of
Lithuania. In the early 1390’s he was fully recognized as the Grand Prince of
the Commonwealth, and the Krevo agreement was for all practical reasons
annulled. The high-handed demands of Jadviga, who was not considered by
the Lithuanian nobles as their sovereign, pushed the Lithuanian and Rus’ian
nobles to proclaim Vitovt the Lithuanian king on Salin Island in 1398.'* The
Poles had to compromise with these developments for the time being, because
of Vitovt’s prestige and power, resulting from the marriage of his daughter to
the Muscovite Grand Prince Vasilii I, which allied him with Moscow, and
also because of his securing of the support of the Teutons. They decided to
wait for an opportune moment in the future.

The coronation of Vitovt was prevented by the defeat that he suffered in
the battle with the Tartars on the Vorskla River in 1399, which weakened his
position as the champion of Lithuanian-Rus’ political independence, but did
not totally destroy his power. Subsequent developments again strengthened
his position.

In 1399, Queen Jadviga died and Yagiello was afraid of losing the Polish
crown. Therefore, a convention was called in 1401 in Vilna to clarify the
over-all political situation. Two important documents were drawn there. In
the first, Grand Prince Vitovt affirmed his loyalty to Poland and promised
that with his death the Grand Principality of Lithuania would be returned to
Yagiello. In the second, the Lithuanian nobility guaranteed the return of the
Grand Principality to Yagiello after Vitovt's death, while the election of the
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next king would require the consent of the Lithuanian nobility. The Vilna
conventions simply underscored the personal character of the so-called
Polish-Lithuanian union which was related to the person of Yagiello only and
was without any real foundations. Though Polish diplomacy had attempted
to give different interpretations of the Vilna documents, Vitovt insisted on his
sovereign rights, referring to his recent election by the people to the dignity of
the Grand Prince or even King at the Salin convention.

The sovereignty of the Lithuanian-Rus’ian Grand Principality was a re-
alized fact due to Vitovt's personality and aggressiveness, and since the Polish
national circles had to come to terms with reality over and over again no mat-
ter how unpleasant that reality was for them. As a result of this compromise,
the Polish Crown and the Lithuanian principality waged a “great war”
against their common and deadly enemy, the Teutonic order, which
culminated in the resounding victory of the united, Polish-Lithuanian and
Rus’ian-Ukrainian arms in the battle of Grunwaldt. As Antonovych pointed
out, the Rus’ian-Ukrainian regiments actually decided the outcome of the
battle which might have been lost without their bravery. The Order might
have been fully uprooted as a result of its crushing defeat, but Prince Vitovt
did not allow this to happen because he wanted to weaken the Polish posi-
tion, to emphasize his authority, to preserve an ally for the future,and above
all, to maintain the Lithuanian-Rus’ian sovereignty in the presence of the ar-
rogant Polish political maneuvers.'®

Subsequently, another convention was held between the Polish and Lith-
uanian ruling circles in 1413, in Horodlo, by which the Polish nobility at-
tempted to advance the cause of Lithuanian incorporation into the Polish
Crown. However, the Horodlo agreement affirmed the separate political ex-
sistence of the Grand Principality, stating that after Vitovt’s death a new
Grand Prince would be elected, who, like Vitovt, would recognize the Polish
king as his suzerain; and that the estates of the Grand Principality would par-
ticipate in the election of the new king. Nevertheless, the Polish interests ex-
perienced great progress in Horodlo. Namely, the convention extended
privileges and equal rights to the Polish nobility and only to the Lithuanian
nobility of the Catholic faith, thus denying them to the Orthodox nobility,
and in this way driving a deep and tragic wedge between Lithuanian
Catholics and the Ukrainian Orthodox. This vicious Polish maneuver ad-
vanced the Polish cause by means of religious turmoil and hatred within the
Commonwealth. It was an unforgivable error on Vitovt’s part to allow this to
happen, and to not have taken proper care of the interests of the Orthodox
people, who actually constituted a majority in his state. From Horodlo on,
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religious and national discrimination became a constitutionally established
policy in the Lithuanian-Rus’ian Commonwealth. It spelled trouble for the
future.

At the end of his life and reign, Vitovt finally decided to accept the crown
and to become the king of a separate kingdom. Emperor Sigismund sup-
ported Vitovt in this respect, and even Yagiello agreed to it, but then
retracted his consent under the pressure of the Polish nobility. The corona-
tion, which was supposed to take place in Vilna in September of 1430, was
prevented by the Polish lords who intercepted the crown. Soon afterwards
Vitovt died unexpectedly and the dubious champion of Lithuanian
sovereignty was gone.

Vitovt strengthened the power of the Grand Principality in order to resist
Polish pressure and consequently he proceeded with the centralization of
authority. He either reduced the power of the vassal princes of his clan, or
eliminated them by annexing their lands directly under his own rule. The old
federative constitution of the Commonwealth was quickly phased out, mak-
ing room for a centralist realm. Many once vassal princes such as the families
of the Chortoryisky, Chetvertynsky, Zaslavsky, Zborovsky, Vyshnyvetsky
and many others, with some sovereign rights, had to submit and become a
new breed of landed grand nobility without any ruling authority, faithfully
serving the sovereign.

Another phase of his reign was his Tartar policy. He intervened in the in-
ternal wars of the Golden Horde, and supported Tokhmatish against Edigey
and other contenders. Twice Vitovt's armed forces penetrated the Mongol
steppes and went as far as the Crimean Peninsula. Assisting Tokhmatish,
Vitovt greatly extended his domination over territories to the south and
south-east, reaching the littorals of the Black Sea. The thankful Tokhmatish
then officially gave up the “historical rights” of the Mongols to Ukraine and
transferred them to the Lithuanian-Rus’ realm, making Vitovt’s reign over
these territories legitimate, de jure. This led, however, to a catastrophe in the
Lithuanian defeat at the battle on the Vorskla River in 1399. The defeat was
resounding and very costly, and it taught Vitovt not to underestimate Mongol
strength. But it did not stop him from further intervention in the internal af-
fairs of the Mongols. He only changed tactics from military participation to
diplomatic intrigues and measures. In this way Vitovt substantially con-
tributed to the final disintegration of the Golden Horde and the formation of
the Crimean Horde a few decades later. He also supported the claims of
Khadji-Gerey to Crimean possessions. Subsequently, Khadji-Gerey and his
son, Mengli-Gerey, affirmed Tokhmatish’s old secession of the Mongol rights
to Ukraine and southern Ukrainian steppes in favor of Lithuania.'®
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In order to strengthen their defense and to make his rule permanent in
these areas, Grand Prince Vitovt immediately proceeded with the construc-
tion of fortresses, such as Karavul on the middle Dnieper River, Bilhorod and
Chornohorod on the lower Dniester River, and Khadjibei on the banks of the
Black Sea. approximately where present-day Odessa is located. Then, he set-
tled these territories with boyars, who were military service bound, Tartars,
Germans, and whoever was willing to go there, while throughout his vast
realm he promoted colonization according to the self-government principle
of the Magdeburg law system. His country was growing in wealth and
power. In order to make the Ukrainian Orthodox Church independent from
the Moscow Metropolitan and to not allow Moscow to confuse ecclesiastic
matters in the Grand Principality of Lithuania-Rus’, Vitovt took matters in
his own hands, arranging for a council of the Orthodox bishops in
Novhorodok and inducing them to elect their own Metropolitan against the
politically motivated wishes of Moscow and Constantinople. Hryhorii
Tsamblak became the Metropolitan in 1415, but was soon condemned by the
Patriarch; however, nobody in Ukraine worried about this until Tsamblak
died circa 1419. The Muscovite Metropolitan Photii was allowed by Vitovt to
be the head of the Lithuanisn-Rus’ Orthodox Church. It was a mistake and it
proved that the Grand Prince was not greatly preoccupied with the interests
of the Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian population in his realm.

Though Vitovt ardently defended the cause of the Grand Principality, he
deserted the interests of the Orthodox population, the Ukrainians and
Byeloruthenians in his realm, and as a Catholic who always looked for a com-
promise with the Polish Crown, he permitted injustice, inequality and
discrimination against that population, turning the Orthodox into second or
third-class subjects of the realm. The cause of the Orthodox Ukrainians and
Byeloruthenians in the Commonwealth was immediately taken up by Prince
Svidrigiello, the youngest brother of King Yagiello and the most colorful
figure of the area. He closely aligned his personal interests, as a candidate for
the grand-princely dignity, with the interests of the Ukrainians and
Byeluruthenians, though he himself was a Catholic.

After his mother’s death in 1392, Yagiello tried to regain the city of Vitebsk
from Svidrigiello, having sent a Polish governor. Svidrigiello resisted, killed
the governor and started an anti-Polish uprising, immediately recognizing
the Polish threat to the Commonwealth. He did not meet with success; never-
theless, he did not submit and continued for many years to fight against both
Polish attempts to penetrate and dominate Lithuania-Rus’ and against those
who treacherously collaborated with Polish plans, including Vitovt himself,
against whom he waged a war in 1409 and by whom he was imprisoned for
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nine years. Prince Ostrozhsky secretly helped him to escape from prison in
1418.

In various periods of his unceasing struggle, Svidrigiello tried to ally his
Catholic and Orthodox supporters’ causes with those of the conservative
Lithuanian circles, which opposed the union with Poland. He also allied
himself with the Hungarians, the Muscovites, the Tartars, the Wallachians
and the Teutonic Order. Thus, in order to preserve the independence of the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth and the dominance of the Orthodox-
Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian nobility, he was capable of organizing up-
risings and continuing to wage wars against Yagiello, Vitovt, and later on his
chief rival, Prince Sigismund.

At the time of Vitovt’s death Svidrigiello ruled as a sovereign prince in the
Siverian land, and then he was elected by the Lithuanian and Russian Lords
as the Grand Prince and confirmed as such by King Yagiello. Yet, the Polish
nobles feared his aggressive personality and developed an intrigue to stop him
from assuming the office. There was also another reason for the conflict.
Already during Vitovt’s life time, Yagiello, following the dictation of the
Polish nobles, conspired with the pro-Polish aristocrats in Volhinia and
Podillia to snatch those provinces away from the Grand Principality and to
annex them to the Polish Crown. Grand Prince Svidrigiello objected violently
and a large-scale Polish-Lithuanian war was waged in 1431 with the
Teutons, Wallachians and Tartars on the Lithuanian side. A temporary truce
saved Yagiello and resulted in a compromise.

In order to defeat Svidrigiello, the Polish noblemen induced the election of
Prince Sigismund, Vitovt's younger brother of a weaker personality, to the of-
fice of the Grand Prince of the Commonwealth. The Lithuanian ethnic ter-
ritories were joined to Sigismund’s, while the Byeloruthenian and Ukrainian
ethnic territories were joined to Svidrigiello’'s camp. The Polish intrigue paid
a handsome dividend: the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth was divided into
two hostile and warring parts with two hostile Grand Princes, a situation
where ethnic, national and religious antagonisms could only lead to further
troubles. The political organism of the Commonwealth was weakened
substantially. Sigismund recognized Yagiello as his sovereign. Then an
assassination attempt on Svidrigiello was organized by Sigismund and the
Polish lords, but the Grand Prince luckily escaped the close call. A prolonged
and very bloody war between the two contenders for the grand-princely
throne resulted and lasted for three difficult years, accompanied by the burn-
ing, pillaging, ruining and impoverishing of the unhappy populace. Even
Yagiello’s death did not interrupt the war.

Although Svidrigiello succeeded in mobilizing a great armed force, joined
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again by the Teutonic and Livonian Knights, Tartars and Wallachians, he
was defeated by Sigismund’s forces on the Sviata River, because most of his
allies arrived too late for the battle in September of 1435. The losses of
Svidrigiello were too large; the number of those killed and imprisoned by
Sigismund was enormous. Yet, Svidrigiello continued to resist and champion
the cause of the Orthodox Ukrainians. He continued to organize the Ukrain-
ian territories against Lithuanian and Polish aggression, including those ter-
ritories under the domination of the Polish Crown, such as Galicia, Kholm
and Podillia.

Eventually, Svidrigiello had to give up all hopes of retaining the grand-
princely office, but he succeeded in becoming a sovereign prince of Volhinia
and ruled there until his death in 1451. It was the most developed Ukrainian
province, socially, culturally and economically, with a dense population.
Under Svidrigiello’s rule, the province lived its own separate Ukrainian na-
tional life without interference from Lithuania or Poland, since he always
supported the cause of the Orthodox people, as was evident by his entire
political career. Although brief, Svidrigiello’s era in the national life of
Ukraine, and in particular of Volhinia where he stayed longer, was very im-
portant since it was the time of their political self-assertion through uprisings
and wars against the Polish and Lithuanian Catholic onslaughts. In addition,
the principality of Kiev under the rule of Prince Olelko (Oleksander),
Olgierd’s grandson, and his son Semen, was also able to assert its national-
Ukrainian character for a short period of time.'’

At the time, when the bloody war was waged between Svidrigiello and
Sigismund, an important ecclesiastic event took place which deeply affected
the spiritual and cultural life of the Ukrainian people, both in the short and
the long run. Namely, a strong movement toward a union between the
Catholic Church of Rome and the Orthodox Church of Constantinople
developed. The Ukrainian Orthodox Church under the leadershjp of
Metropolitan Isydor was ready for the move. The Ferraro-Florentine Council
was held between 1437 and 1439, at the end of which the act of the union
was concluded.

After having defeated Svidrigiello in his bid for grand-princely authority,
and after the latter withdrew to the principality of Volhinia, Grand Prince
Sigismund came to a full realization of the growing inroads made by the Poles
in Lithuania through colonization and the assuming of influential offices
there, as well as by increasing the core of the pro-Polish nobility among the
Lithuanian lords. He began to look for allies in defending Lithuanian
political integrity among the Livonian Knights, Mongols and Austrians, in
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order to prevent the eventual over-powering and annexation of the Grand
Principality by the Polish Crown. He tried to assert Lithuanian sovereignty
by political declarations and diplomatic measures.**

He was not popular, having been rather cruel and insulting towards the
nobles. His feud with Svidrigiello also made him many enemies. In 1440, he
was killed by a group of aristocratic assassins, having been accused of being
hostile to the nobility and friendly to the commoners. There were a few
Ukrainians among the assassins, and it was possible that Svidrigiello was
somehow involved in the plot. From the point of view of the Ukrainian na-
tional and political interest in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth,
Sigismund must be negatively appraised. He deepened the split between the
opposing camps, increased the religious and national discrimination and ac-
tually facilitated the growth of Polish inroads.

After Sigismund's death, Casimir, a younger brother of the Polish king
Wladyslaw, was elected the Grand Prince of Lithuania against the will of the
king and the Polish nobles. Initially, Casimir, being too young to rule, was
fully under the influence of the Lithuanian noblemen and thus the in-
dependence of Lithuania was asserted. However, soon thereafter King
Wladyslaw of Poland was killed in a war against the Turks, and Casimir was
immediately elected the king, according to the Polish wish to unite the royal
and the grand-princely dignity in one person as a step toward a more real and
lasting union between Poland and Lithuania. The Lithuanian nobles ob-
jected, and demanded that Casimir either stay in Lithuania or resign as the
Grand Prince. Casimir did not do either. After having moved to Cracow, the
Polish capital, he began to pursue a strictly centralistic policy, continuing to
use his authority as the Grand Prince to advance Polish interests in Lithuania
according to the wishes of the Polish ruling circles. Not only were the Lithua-
nians losing during the prolonged reign of King Casimir, favoring the Polish
cause, but the Orthodox Ukrainian population was also steadily forced into
ever more difficult and more disadvantageous positions in all respects,
religious, national, social and economic, because of the legal, administrative
and social discrimination which became the official policy of the Polish-
Lithuanian state at that time.

With Casimir’s death in 1492, matters improved a little in favor of the
Lithuanians, but not with respect to the Orthodox Ukrainian population.
Oleksander, Casimir’s younger brother, was elected as the Grand Prince,
while Jan Olbracht was elected King. During his short reign, 1492-1506, the
Lithuanian lords attempted again to assert their independence from Poland.
Both political entities lived for a while in a completely separate national life.
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Antagonism was on the rise; both countries refused to help each other in their
separate political difficulties. The Lithuanian Council of Nobles (Lords)
refused to assist the Polish Crown, which faced a threat of war with the Ot-
toman Empire, unless Poland agreed to create “fair and equal conditions” in
the relations of both nations.

The election of Oleksander to the Polish throne in 1501 again restored the
personal union between Poland and Lithuania. Although the Polish nobles
had drawn the act which attempted to bring a closer federation calling for
“one people, one nation, one brotherhood, common council, one head, one
king and lord, " the Lithuanian nobles rejected the proposal.

The degradation of the legal and social position of the Orthodox Ukrain-
ians, having been jointly suppressed by the Polish and Lithuanian aristocratic
rules, was complete. Only Catholic bishops were admitted to the Council of
Nobles, while Orthodox bishops were excluded from it; high state offices
were reserved for Catholics only; an Orthodox could not be a chancellor or
governor, vovevoda, or top military commander, hetman. Discriminatory
practices were constantly on the rise despite the fact that Grand Prince
Sigismund once de jure granted equal rights and privileges to the Orthodox
and the Catholic nobility and gentry in order to undermine Svidrigiello’s
political standing with the Orthodox Ukrainians and Byeloruthenians.'® He
was not trusted, but the move caused some dissension and desertion in
Svidrigiello’s camp. The unfair treatment and direct abuses of the Orthodox
townspeople and peasantry mounted; the Orthodox felt deeply insulted.
Anti-Polish and anti-Lithuanian conspiracies on religious and national
grounds were increasing, and the Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian nobles were
exhibiting ever greater leanings toward Orthodox Muscovy, Lithuania’s
deadly enemy for a century and a half already.

In Vitovt’s time, Muscovy was comparatively weak and afraid of the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. In the second half of the fifteenth century
the situation was entirely different. The Grand Principality of Muscovy
already was a powerful state, while Lithuania was hopelessly weakened by
the continuous struggle against Polish inroads and internal dissension.
Ukrainian princes and nobles were going over to Moscow’s camp, giving
Moscow an ever greater justification to intervene in Lithuanian internal af-
fairs under the guise of protecting the interests of the Orthodox population
suffering from Catholic Polish-Lithuanian oppression. In fact, Moscow, in
order to justify its growing imperialistic policies, developed the doctrine of
being “the Third Rome” with the historical mission of uniting under its
scepter all Orthodox peoples, in particular, the Ukrainians and Byeloruthe-
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nians. The claim was also supported by the dynastic argument that
Muscovite Grand Princes, having been of the Ruryk house, were fully entitl-
ed to take over the Kievan-Rus’ traditions and to restore the realm under
Muscovite leadership. The argument led to the Muscovite principle of
“gathering all Rus’ lands” once believed in and championed by Olgierd, and
perhaps by Vitovt. Unfortunately, in the second half of the fifteenth century
Lithuania was too weak to maintain that claim and thus it was waging a los-
ing battle against the growing aggressiveness of Muscovy.?

In 1481, there was a conspiracy of the Ukrainian-Rus’ian noblemen to
separate and annex to Muscovy all lands east of the Berezyna River, de jure
under Lithuanian sovereignty. The conspiracy was discovered and the con-
spirators, Princes Mykhail Olelkovych, Ivan Holshansky, Fedir Bilsky and
others were punished by death; however, some Siverianian and Chernihivian
princes accepted Muscovite protection and joined their territories with the
Muscovite Grand Principality. This took place in the last quarter of the fif-
teenth century. Numerous armed border skirmishes between Lithuania and
Muscovy continued.

The wars of 1492-1494 and 1500-1503 between the two contenders for the
Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian inheritance gave to Muscovy enormous ter-
ritorial gains, some 70 regions with 319 towns and numerous villages, in-
cluding Chernihiv, Novhorod Siversky, Starodub, Putivl, Rylsk, Homel,
Lubech, Briansk, Dorohobuzh, Bila, Toropets and others. The Muscovite
Grand Prince Ivan III arrogantly stated to Lithuanian envoys that he con-
sidered as his fatherland all of Rus’, meaning also those Rus’ian territories
which were still under Lithuanian authority. A few years later, in 1519,
Muscovite envoys declared in Rome that Lithuania unjustly dominated Kiev,
Smolensk, Vitebsk and Polotsk, and if the Grand Prince of Moscow wanted to
annex those lands, then he wanted only his own former lands and not any
foreign ones.?' It was a very convenient Muscovite maneuver to circumvent
any accusation of being imperialistic. Ivan continued arrogantly and ag-
gressively to intervene supposedly on behalf of Orthodoxy in the internal af-
fairs of the Lithuanian-Ukrainian Grand Principality.

One must agree that Lithuania and Poland made grave mistakes in struggl-
ing between themselves about whether they should or should not constitute a
political union. This led to an internal split of the ethnic, national, religious
and social character of their commonwealth which weakened their resistance
and helped Muscovy to grow. Three centuries later, the Russian Empire, con-
tinuing Muscovite imperialism, absorbed all of Lithuania and most of Poland
and Ukraine through the partitioning of Poland.
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The political aspirations of the Ukrainians were at this time manifested by
two developments: the Hlynsky and Mukha uprisings against Polish and
Lithuanian oppression. Prince Mykhailo Hlynsky was Catholic, a well
educated and trained man of exceptional abilities, a capable military leader.
He played a major political role at Grand Prince Oleksander’s court and pro-
voked the hatred of others, especially so because he supported and favored
the Ukrainians and Byeloruthenians and eventually became their leader.
When Oleksander died, Hlynsky was unjustly accused of his murder and of
planning to seize the Lithuanian throne. His great service to Lithuania by
soundly defeating the Tartars at the battle of Kletsko in 1506 was completely
forgotten. An anti-Ukrainian campaign ensued. In order to defend himself
and to champion the Ukrainian cause, Hlynsky with the support of the Tar-
tars and Muscovy, began an uprising. Unfortunately neither the Ukrainian
nobles nor the foreign allies significantly helped him. The Tartars did not ar-
rive, while the Muscovites, after having achieved their ends in conquering
certain Byeloruthenian towns, concluded a peace treaty with Poland. Hlyn-
sky terminated the uprising and went to Moscow. At first he was treated
favorably and with dignity, but later on Vasilii I1I of Muscovy failed to keep
promises given to Hlynsky, in particular to grant him Smolensk as a vassal
principality, from where the latter had hoped to resume his political plans.
Hlynsky began negotiations with King Sigismund of Poland for his possible
return and the restoration of the Polish-Lithuanian state. For this he was im-
prisoned in Moscow, but was later freed for family reasons. Vasilii 111 had
married his niece, Princess Helena. At the time of Helena's regency he again
rose to political prominence at the Muscovite court, but a little later he was
accused by his enemies of poisoning Vasilii, the Grand Prince, and was im-
prisoned again and died in 1534. This marked the last attempt by the Ukrain-
ian nobles to defend the rights of their country with Moscow’s assistance.

A few years earlier, in the western corner of Ukraine, in Galicia, which for
almost one hundred and eighty years suffered Polish oppressive rule and na-
tional and religious discrimination, national, social and religious uprisings
began, led by Mukha, and supported by Stephan the Great, the ruler,
hospodar, of Moldavia. The Moldavian state was Orthodox and there were
vital relations between the Moldavians and the Orthodox Ukrainians of
Galicia. The uprising in 1490, was participated in by all social classes; the
Ukrainian boyars, country gentry, townspeople and peasants, and its armed
force reached some 10,000 men. The insurgents soon dominated all of
southern Calicia, reaching the towns of Halych and Rohatyn, and posed a
real threat to Polish rule. The Poles marshalled a great army to oppose
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Mukha’s insurgents and finally defeated him in a battle on the Dniester
River. Nevertheless, even after this misfortune, otaman Mukha did not give
up the struggle and continued to organize anew and lead armed resistances
against Polish domination in West Ukraine. Later on, there were also other
attempts to rise against the Polish rule, either with Moldavian or even
Turkish assistance. It must be underscored that Hlynsky’s and Mukha’s upris-
ings were nationally motivated, and represented continuing links in the never
ceasing political and military struggle of the Rus’ian-Ukrainians to free
themselves from Polish oppression; they were connecting Svidrigiello’s strug-
gle, somewhat ideologically, with the early Cossack uprisings and Khmelnyt-
sky’s war of liberation.?'

The Polish Supremacy. Although de jure most of Ukraine was annexed by
the Polish Crown immediately before the Union of Lublin in 1569 except for
Galicia which was incorporated by Poland nota bene at the end of the four-
teenth century when Polish political supremacy prevailed, the penetration of
Polish political power had made enormous headway much earlier throughout
all of Ukraine. Therefore, it might be safe to speak of a Polish supremacy in
political, social, religious and economic respects in Ukraine since the begin-
ning of the sixteenth century; namely, since Sigismund I, the Old, of Poland
who had assumed the thrones of the Polish King and the Lithuanian Grand
Prince in 1506. For 38 years he united, in his person, these two authorities
and during his reign actually prepared the completion of the union with its
negative aspects for the Ukrainian people in particular.

A deep dissension among various political groups was a distinct feature of
this lengthy period of time. The Polish nobles pressed steadily to bring about
the complete unification of two political entities; while the Lithuanian lords,
who desired a specific form of unification, wanted to preserve as before a cer-
tain degree of Lithuanian sovereignty. The Ukrainian and Byeloruthenian
nobility was afraid of the union and, not having recognized the danger of
Muscovite imperialism, continuously exhibited pro-Muscovite political lean-
ings. The broad masses of the population did not participate in this process,
since they were legally placed in a low social and political position, and also,
had no voice in, nor any knowledge of political matters.

Meanwhile, a new social-political development was taking place during
the first half of the sixteenth century. The class of the landed gentry, a lower-
level nobility, was growing in number and in social and political significance
under the Polish Crown and in the Lithuanian Grand Principality. This new
class favored the idea of a union of these two states. In the wake of the union,
it expected to reduce the political influence of the grand nobility and to ex-
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pand its own importance, prestige and wealth. In this way a new perspective
was added to the social and political process.

King Sigismund I did not favor a complete union, and, perhaps to
underscore the separate political identity of Lithuania, in 1544 he transferred
grand-princely authority de facto to his only son, Sigismund-August, who
was proclaimed de jure the Grand Prince. This was, as Hrushevsky and
Polonska-Vasylenko pointed out, the last triumph of the Lithuanian noble
separatists.®?

Sigismund I, the Old, died in 1548, and Sigismund IT August assumed the
reign in both countries, ruling until 1572, In 1551, the grand nobles and the
landed gentry of the Lithuanian-Ukrainian regions gathered in a seim
(parliament), and expressed anew their anti-union feelings. The issue became
very acute and sharp polemics evolved. The Polish side argued that actually
the union had been an accomplished fact ever since Krevo, and it listed all
the Polish lands which were supposedly annexed by Lithuania. The Lithua-
nian side denied these Polish arguments.

In 1558, Lithuania got involved in a prolonged and difficult Livonian war,
participated in by the Livonian Knights, Muscovy, Sweden and Denmark,
which hit Lithuania rather hard. The exhausted Lithuanian gentry then sent
a petition to the king to carry out a union with Poland, to which the grand
nobles had actually objected. The king for some time ignored the petition and
matters dragged on for two years. Meanwhile, unexpectedly the gentry of the
Volhinian and the Pidliashian regions, western provinces of Ukraine, again
asked the king to speed up the union because the Lithuanian government did
not defend them against Tartar raids, and, as a consequence of this, they
would soon turn these lands into a desert. These regions suffered greatly
because of the Tartar booty excursions, while the Livonian war, which in-
creased their misery, did not interest them at all. By joining Poland, the
landed gentry of these lands hoped to free themselves from the burdens of the
war.

A seim convened in Lublin in 1569 to take care of the matter. Antagonistic
feelings ran high. The Lithuanian nobles and gentry proposed a union in
which there would be two separate seimy (parliaments) working jointly only
when electing the Grand Prince and in matters concerning foreign affairs.
They would have separate monetary systems, and separate top state offices
held by native-born “citizens” only. The Polish side objected to the proposal.
The Lithuanian delegates, counting on royal support in the controversy, left
the debate with the idea of terminating the seim convention. However, the
Polish delegates continued the deliberations, decided to annex Volhinia,
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Podillia, Kiev and Pidliasha to the Polish Crown, supposedly on the basis of
“Polish historical rights” to those Ukrainian lands, and to abolish all hin-
drances to a complete Polish-Lithuanian state union. The Lithuanian
delegates returned, but their cause had meanwhile been gravely hurt. The
Polish delegation, arguing in favor of the annexation of these Ukrainian prov-
inces to the Polish Crown, listed all the possible gains from it for Poland,
while the interests of the native Ukrainian population were not even men-
tioned.

On July 1, 1569, the Act of the Union was concluded. From now on the
Polish Crown and the Lithuanian Grand Principality had to constitute one
Res Publica, with a jointly elected King of Poland who was at the same time
proclaimed the Grand Prince of Lithuania. Parliament, the seim, became
one with one monetary system. The Polish and Lithuanian gentry received
the right to unrestricted landed properties in any of the two countries. The
top government offices, the state coats of arms, finances, military and ad-
ministrations remained separate. The Lithuanian Grand Principality re-
tained Ukrainian as its official language, and kept its own laws and legal
system.,

The Polish-Lithuanian Union in the city of Lublin had a most negative and
lasting impact upon the fortunes of the Ukrainian people. It confirmed the
previous direct annexation of additional Ukrainian provinces by Poland, and
in this way most of Ukraine was subject to the Polish Crown, which tradi-
tionally had exhibited hostile attitudes toward the Ukrainians. Only a few
Ukrainian borderlands were politically controlled by other state organiza-
tions: some parts of the Polissia region remained under Lithuania; Bukovina
was under Moldavian sovereignty; Carpathian Ukraine, south of the Car-
pathian Mountains, was at first under Hungarian rule and after 1526, its
western part was occupied by Austria and its eastern by Transylvania,
Semyhorod. Some eastern borderlands of Ukraine, including most of the
Chernihiv and Siverianian districts, were incorporated by the growing power
of Moscovy. The descendents of the Chernihivian-Siverianian princes, who
had come under Muscovite supremacy, initiated the famous aristrocratic
families of later Muscovite Tsardom and the Russian Empire, such as
Vorotynskii, Trubetskoi, Bielskii, Odoievskii and others, as asserted by
Kholmsky. Some Lithuanian patriots hoped to reverse the union, but this was
in vain. Lublin reduced the political and international significance of the
Grand Principality almost to nothing, thus sparking a never ceasing an-
tagonism.*?

The Ukrainian people for the most part had been exposed to grave abuses
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by the ruling Polish element; ruthless religious pressure and discrimination by
chauvinistic Polish Catholicism, which was more nationally than ec-
clesiastically minded. The Cracow, and later Warsaw governments were
simply obsessed by a policy of denationalization and Polonization, by which
they hoped to make Ukraine a Polish land permanently. Policies of national
and religious discrimination toward the Orthodox Ukrainians became a ma-
jor device in the hands of the Polish government and Church to enforce
Polonization to an ever increasing degree. Later chapters in this volume will
clearly illustrate the difficult conditions of life in Ukraine under Polish
domination which lasted until the partitions of Poland some two hundred
and twenty years later. The progress and growth of the Polish ethnic element
in Ukraine immediately assumed a dominant position, and was greatly ad-
vanced by a very liberal distribution of vast land reserves among Polish
noblemen, such as: Zamoiski, Tarnowski, Koniecpolski, and the Polonized
family of Wisniowiecki, once the Ukrainian noble family of Vyshnyvetsky. In
order to take full material advantage of the landed estates they received,
where the population was sparse due to the Tartars’ booty expeditions, these
noblemen undertook large-scale colonization programs with Polish, German,
Wallachian and other ethnic peasant elements. These settlers were attracted
by being given the so-called “freedoms,” exemptions from taxes and servitude
labor for twenty or forty years. This irked the local Ukrainian population,
which had suffered exploitation, discrimination and injustice.

The hardships of the Ukrainian people were also intensified by the political
instabilities in Poland, which was constantly involved in some kind of serious
war. King Stefan Batory fought against Muscovy. King Sigismund III, Vasa,
waged increasing wars to acquire either the Swedish or Muscovite throne. He
also embarked on a fanatical policy of discrimination against Orthodoxy and
the Protestants, which seriously contributed to internal turmoil. King
Wladyslaw IV, Sigismund’s son, continued these warfares. Some plans were
also developed to start an all-out crusade of the Christian nations against the
Ottoman Empire.*

Polish involvement in Muscovite affairs came at the time of the Muscovite
so-called “Time of Troubles.” It was an opportune time for foreign interven-
tion, since Muscovy was extremely weak and was being harassed by all kinds
of political, social, and even natural misfortunes. Zigismund III and
Wladyslaw IV of Poland were tempted to sieze the Tsarist throne for
themselves. The material and human costs would have been enormous, and
eventually all Polish plans ended in failure. In the meantime the Muscovites
had overcome all their troubles, defeating Polish, Swedish and other in-
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terventions, and had elected a Muscovite, Mykhail Romanov, their Tsar in
1613, who shortly thereafter resumed Muscovite imperialistic policies. Mean-
while, Ukraine paid for all these ambitious Polish political plans and projects

by hard work, human lives and great material sacrifices.
The Rise of the Cossacks. There was, however, still another dimension to

the social and political life of the Ukrainian people of the period discussed.
With some assistance from Grand Prince Vitovt the Crimean Horde of the
Tartars was organized. Khadji-Gerey and Mengli-Gerey of the Crimean
Horde remained, at first, in alliance with the Grand Principality of
Lithuania-Rus’, but later, Mengli-Gerey allied himself with Muscovy and ac-
cepted the protectorate of the Ottoman Empire. From that time on, for at
least three hundred years, the Tartars of the Crimean Horde became the real
scourge of Ukraine. It was very unfortunate for Ukraine that King Casimir
allied himself with the Golden Horde, the decadent rival of the young Cri-
mean Horde, and thus antagonized Mengli-Gerey, who was also incited
against the Grand Principality of Lithuania-Rus’ by Ivan III of Muscovy. In
1482, Mengli-Gerey mercilessly assaulted Ukraine, ruined the city of Kiev
and devastated the country; masses of Ukrainian people were made slaves
and were taken away to slave markets and sold to foreign lands. Casimir did
not undertake any measures, not even diplomatic, to defend the country
against Mengli-Gerey’s assault, while Ivan of Muscovy thankfully rewarded
him for devastating Ukraine, which was the cradle of Kievan-Rus’, the in-
heritance of which he claimed as his assumed right.

Subsequently, in 1492-1497, the Golden and the Crimean Hordes made
peace between themselves and continuously pillaged Ukraine; the Kievan,
Podillian, Volhinian and Chernihivian provinces suffered the most. Material
and human losses were immeasurable. In 1497, the Tartars were finally
beaten by the forces of Prince Konstantyn Ostrozhsky, the Ukrainian
nobleman, and a few years later (in 1505) they were defeated for the second
time in the Battle of Kletsko by Prince Mykhail Hlynsky, who, as it was
pointed out before, undertook an insurrection to free Ukraine from Polish-
Lithuanian oppression, but did not meet with success.

The sporadic victories of Ukrainian noblemen over the Tartars did not help
matters. The Polish-Lithuanian government did not undertake any worth-
while military measures to provide permanent protection of the country
against the merciless Tartar looting, burning and devastating of Ukraine.
The Crimean Tartars continually invaded during the spring and summer
months of almost every year, using smaller or larger detachments to carry
away booty and slaves from Ukraine. They were the Times of Horror, the
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lykholittia in Ukraine, which dramatically added to the misery of life under
Polish national and religious discrimination and economic exploitation. In
order to pacify the Tartars, Casimir and Oleksander of Poland were ready to
offer them an annual tribute, instead of resisting their onslaughts by military
means. The national tragedy of the Ukrainian people was not taken into ac-
count. Sporadic attempts by the Polish government to repulse the Tartar boo-
ty raids under King Wladyslaw Warnenczyk and Oleksander Olbracht fail-
ed. On the other hand, Moscow gave the Tartars money to construct for-
tresses against possible military retaliations by the Lithuanian government.

As a result of these unfortunate developments, a new social-military class
arose: the Cossacks. The genesis of the Ukrainian Cossacks may perhaps be
traced as far back as the early era of the Kievan realm and the early period of
the Asiatic onslaught on Ukraine, and it may be associated with the military
formations which fought against the Cumans and the “people under Tartar
protection.”** The term “Cossack” is, without doubt, of Turkman origin and
its meaning has changed in the course of time. The name was used by the
Cumans, Tartars and Turks, and not infrequently it was applied to guards-
men, warriors or adventurers. It was also used to designate light cavalry, as
well as the troops used to watch and to guard the borderlands and outposts.
It also identified free individuals; the freedom-loving and adventurous people
without a definite occupation. The name was utilized by the Ukrainians to
identify their host of freedom-fighters and it was popularized throughout the
world.

On the basis of this general, historical, sociological and political
background, the essentially Ukrainian Cossack phenomenon developed as a
result of conditions existing in the European south-east at that time. The na-
tional and religious discrimination in Ukraine under Polish-Lithuanian rule,
the growing burden of peasant serfdom, and the constant harassing of the
population by the Tartar booty raids, on the one hand, and the vast
availability of the wide steppes to the East and South of Ukraine where no
foreign authority and no discrimination prevailed, on the other, induced the
dissatisfied Ukrainian as well as some foreign ethnic elements, to penetrate
the “no man’s land” in the steppe regions in an attempt to escape the oppres-
sion of foreign domination, and there to lead a free although harsh life.
Freedom and natural riches, the abundance of fish in the rivers and animals
in the so-called “wild fields,” attracted many who could not find decent liv-
ing conditions in the so-called “civilized world.”

At first, some individual Cossacks and later Cossack groups went into the
depths of the steppes temporarily, during spring and summer months. In the
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autumn they would come home for the winter months. In the steppes the
Cossacks led an adventurous life far from settled areas, getting more and
more involved in fighting the Mongol raiders. The excursions in the steppes
were called ukhody, and soon they began to adopt the character of pioneer-
ing. They began to settle on a permanent basis in the remote regions, where
the Polish oppressive hand could not reach them. Other Cossacks settled in
the townships and villages of densely populated southern Ukraine, claiming
for themselves a special social standing.

In addition to the Tartar raids, the Turks also began to assault Ukraine at
the end of the fifteenth century. The Cossacks, a semi-military class made
war against “the infidels,” the Tartars and Turks, as their “sacred duty” and
“historical mission.” It seems that wherever Mongol met with Arian and they
clashed in a struggle for their ethnic survival, a Cossack-like formation im-
mediately developed to resist the menace of expanding Mongol domination.**
The Cossack class in Ukraine, in its original form, began to wither away with
the gradual decline and elimination of the Mongol threat at the end of the
eighteenth century. Of its past glory, only the name remained.

The Cossacks initiated the so-called armed colonization of the Ukrainian
steppes, which at the end of the process were almost entirely taken away
from the Tartars, and became ethnically and nationally Ukrainian. It was ac-
tually, historically speaking, a recurring revindication of traditionally
Ukrainian territories, which were taken away by the recurring waves of
Asiatic nomad invasions since pre-historic times.

Life in the vast steppes, the “wild fields,” was extremely demanding and
full of potential danger. Wild animals, vagabonds and bandits, and, of
course, Tartar excursions and Tartar marauders threatened the safety and
life of the Cossack pioneers, the ukhodnyky. As a result, they began to
organize themselves into semi-military units, at times selecting their own
leaders, the otamans, and at times acting under the command of the
borderland officials and commanders. They undertook very early the defense
of Ukrainian borderlands against any surprise assaults by the Tartars by
maintaining distant outposts and constructing watch-towers. By fire signals
they warned the Cossack units and the peaceful populace of approaching
danger. Soon they shifted from defense to offense and carried out numerous
expeditions and raids deep into the steppes and the territories under Tartar
domination and Turk sovereignty. S. Poloz, O. Dashkevych, S. Zborovsky, 1.
Pidkova, B. Ruzhynsky, and of course, D. Baida-Vyshnyvetsky, some of them
of noble descent, were several of the famous Cossack leaders, or otamans, at
the early stage of the Cossack organizational process.
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Already in 1492, the Khan of the Crimean Tartars complained at the
Polish royal court of the Cossacks, who supposedly were Polish citizens. From
that time on, the complaints continued as Cossack aggressiveness grew. The
Polish court vacillated in its Cossack policy. The kings advised the Cossacks to
leave the Tartars alone because Cossack warfares aggrevated Polish-Tartar-
Turk relationships, which at times in later decades almost caused open wars
among these nations. On the other side, however, at times Polish officials
were advised to organize Cossack detachments and assault the Tartars. For
example, in 1520, S. Poloz was authorized by the government to gather
together and hire the Cossacks for warfare against the Mongols.*

Prince Dmytro Baida-Vyshnyvetsky began to unify separate Cossack units
into one effective organization in the 1540’s and initiated a construction of a
Cossack fortress on Khortytsia Island, beyond the Dnieper cataracts. He
planned to develop the Cossacks into a strong political and military force,
and for this reason asked the Lithuanian government to assist him with peo-
ple and arms. The government was afraid to anger the Tartars, and refused,
with the usual advice: leave the Mongols alone. The Turks and Tartars, fully
conscious of the Cossack threat, meanwhile beleaguered the fortress, besieged
the Sitch, on Khortytsia. Vyshnyvetsky retreated to the city of Cherkasy and
upon asking Moscow for assistance, was given money and land grants.
However, a joint Ukrainian-Muscovite military expedition against the Tar-
tars did not bring any concrete gains. On being asked by Moscow,
Vyshnyvetsky fought in the Caucasian Mountains against the Chercasians,
and subsequently returned to Ukraine. Vyshnyvetsky’s Cossack formations
were also taking part in the Livonian war on the side of the Polish king
against the Muscovites. While attempting to acquire the Moldavian throne,
Vyshnyvetsky, the founder of the Cossack Host, was captured by the Turks
and executed in 1563.7*

The Cossack movement continued to grow after Baida-Vyshnyvetsky’s
tragic death, praised in folk songs and poetry. The Cossacks established
themselves permanently on the islands of the Dnieper River, where they
formed an imposing organizational and military center. Since the 1580’s it
was generally referred to as the Sitch. The Ukrainian Cossacks began to be
called the Sitchovyky or Zaporozhe Cossacks, from beyond the cataracts.
Cossack assaults against the Tartars and Turks constantly grew in number
and force, causing more and more complaints by Istanbul and Bakhchisaray
at the Polish court, substantially contributing to the straining of Polish-
Tartar-Turkish relations. The Turks and the Tartars considered the Cossacks
subjects of the Polish Crown, while the Sitch Cossacks regarded themsleves as
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an autonomous community, which soon began to develop its own foreign
relations and policies towards Moscow, the Ottoman Empire, the German
Empire, Moldavia, Wallachia and other lands. In the 1570’s for example, the
Cossack host, under the leadership of the otamans, Pidkova, Shakh and
others, aggressively intervened in Moldavian domestic affairs. Moldavia was
a vassal of the Ottoman Empire, and Cossack intervention there angered
Istanbul even more. This further strained Polish-Turkish relations. During
one of such Cossack escapades in Moldavia, otaman Pidkova was captured,
imprisoned by the Poles and executed in the city of Lviv. But this did not stop
the Cossacks from involving themselves in Moldavian affairs for the next
twenty years. At the end of the sixteenth century, the Cossack Host became a
very important component in the strategic plan of the German emperor and
the Holy See to organize an all-out Christian crusade against the Turks. An
alliance was suggested to the Cossacks, and an imperial envoy, Eric Lassota,
was sent to the Sitch to negotiate with them as an autonomous political enti-
ty.

In connection with these developments, otaman S. Nalyvaiko and Hetman
H. Loboda undertook large-scale warfare against the Moldavian hospodar
(ruler), defeated him and forced him to sever his vassal relationship to the Ot-
toman Empire and accept vassalage to the Emperor. Together with the
Moldavians they then waged a war against the Turks.

Being afraid of political complications, which could have resulted from the
bold Cossack undertakings, the Polish-Lithuanian Res Publica’s royal court
succeeded in involving Cossack troops in the Livonian war against the
Muscovites, diverting their attention from Turkish and Moldavian affairs. In
1572, King Sigismund-August advised his top military commanders to
register three hundred Cossacks for government services in defending the
border castles and districts against the Tartars. The number of the so-called
registered Cossacks was ridiculously small; the majority of the Cossacks con-
tinued to spend part of their time in the Sitch, others in the townships and
villages, living by hunting, fishing and farming. King Stefan Batory in-
creased the number of the registered Cossacks to 500 and finally, to 1000.
The town of Terekhtemyriv, where a hospital was established for them,?
became the organizational center of the registered Cossacks.

In the Sitch, beyond the Dnieper cataracts, similar to a military camp or a
fortress, the active mass of the Cossacks centered their lives around military
preparedness. The Cossacks came from all walks of life; nobility, gentry,
townspeople and peasants. Although mainly Ukrainians, there were
numerous representatives of many nationalities: Poles, Serbs, Moldavians,
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Wallachians, Lithuanians, and others. However, in the Sitch an absolute
equality of all Cossacks prevailed: there was no national or social discrimina-
tion, although the Orthodox religion was predominant. Women and children
were not allowed to live or stay in the Sitch; it definitely was a military base
and its strict discipline could not be threatened by any form of family life.
During times of peace, many Cossacks left the Sitch and went to their set-
tlements and villages, either in the steppes or the southern towns or villages of
Ukraine where they lived their family life. They reported to the Sitch
whenever called on to do so or when an emergency arose. Outside the Sitch,
the social differentiation of the Cossacks began and progressed. Already in
the second half of the sixteenth century there were two groups of Cossacks;
the wealthy Cossack “aristocrats,” small in number, and the majority of the
Cossack commoners who were poor or of moderate means, the holota or
siroma.

In the Sitch, all Cossacks gathered for the Council, which elected the of-
ficers, the hetman, the supreme military leader; the koshovyi, the com-
mander of the Sitch; the commanders of divisions, the kurinni; the oboznyi,
the osauly, the pysar, the chief of the office, the judges, and other minor of-
ficials. The Sitch provided a military training school for young males looking
for a military career. Each new recruit coming to the Sitch was placed under
the care of an older Cossack who was responsible for his training.

The Cossacks fought on land and sea. The overland military expeditions
were carried out by the Cossacks as cavalry, on horseback, while other battles
were fought on foot, as infantry. Military tactics had been learned from the
Tartars. For naval expeditions they used large boats, called chaiky, with a
complement of 50 to 70 men, equipped with cannons. Sea-going vessels were
utilized for naval operations in the Black Sea to assault the Tartar and Turk
sea-ports and their towns and cities on the seashores, from where masses of
war prisoners and slaves captured by the Mongols during their raids in
Ukraine, were freed.®

After the notorious Union of Lublin in 1569, when Polish terror substan-
tially increased, the first stage of Cossack struggles in defense of Ukraine, the
struggle against the Mongols and Turks, was coming slowly to an end. In the
second stage, struggles against Polish oppression began and culiminated in
the establishment of an independent national Ukrainian state, the Cossack-
Hetman State, in 1648. It was the third national-political assertion of the
Ukrainian-Rus’ians; the first being the state of the Antes, and the second be-

ing the Kievan-Galician realm.
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CHAPTER TWO

THE POLITICAL STRUCTURE AND THE
GOVERNMENT OF THE LITHUANIAN-RUS COMMONWEALTH

The constitution and the law — The Grand Prince and the territorial
princes — The Council of Nobles and the Plenary Parliament — The
central and local administration — The judiciary — The military

The Constitution and the Law. The constitutional structure of the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth developed gradually and organically from
the ancient Lithuanian family and clan organization and through the tribal
way of life, with a substantial admixture of old Kievan-Rus' constitutional
elements. The chieftains of the clans or tribes were very early called
“princes”, or kunigai or rikai, in Lithuanian. These princes at the end of the
twelfth century were undertaking joint military projects and jointly
negotiating peace treaties. According to Kutrzeba, they elected their leaders
to accomplish certain military objectives. Most likely from this temporary in-
stitution, Mendog succeeded by applying force and diplomacy in developing
the permanent authority of the Grand Prince. Other clan or tribal princes,
kunigai, soon recognized his grand-princely rule, probably, not without op-
position.' According to tradition, also, the grand-princely authority received
a family perspective, which became a constitutional principle after Gedymin
and his dynasty occupied the Lithuanian throne.

As a result, under the original constitution of the Lithuanian state, after it
was unified and united under the grand-princely authority as a Gedymin,
dynasty-owned, federation of semi-autonomous lands, individual princes rul-
ed their individual lands or principalities directly and in a somewhat ab-
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solutist manner, having fully recognized the suzerainty of the Grand Duke
and having been bound to him by obedience, loyalty, duty to the council and
military assistance. The similarity of this family-based, federative state to the
constitution of the Kievan realm before Yaroslav the Wise, cannot be
denied.?

Essentially three evolutionary stages can be identified in the development
of Lithuania. First, the Lithuanian federative state before Olgierd, largely
restricted to ethnic Lithuanian territory and with a dominating Lithuanian
character. Second, the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, in which the
Ukrainian ethnic element and the Ukrainian territories overwhelmingly
prevailed over the Lithuanian ones. And third, the Polish-Lithuanian Res
Publica, Rzeczpospolita, in the framework of which Polish national and
political elements prevailed immediately before and after the Union of
Lublin. In this third stage Lithuania practically lost her independent political
existence. As far as constitutional and political developments in Lithuania
after the Union of Lublin were concerned, they were of almost no conse-
quence for Ukraine. From that event Ukraine was largely under the Polish
Crown, and only her small northern areas were still under Lithuanian
supremacy. Moreover, essentially Polish constitutional developments cannot
be comprehensively discussed in the framework of Ukrainian history, since
they were foreign and occupational, and introduced into Ukraine by a
foreign power, the Polish Crown, and against the will of the majority of
Ukrainian people.

The entire constitutional structure of the early Lithuanian federative state
was solely based on customs and traditions, having been related to the prin-
ciples and beliefs of the past, while practical needs nurtured its subsequent
evolution. Nothing had been written down in any form of positive legislation.
Since the time of Gedymin the constitutional-political institutions of
Lithuania were subject to continuous and intense changes, at first under the
impact of Ukrainian-Rus’ian constitutional and legal concepts, and later on,
by Polish ones, as the Polish-Lithuanian union was getting closer. Mean-
while, official and written legislative acts began to modify or to replace tradi-
tional political forms, originally based only on customs and common law.
This process, introduced by positive legislation, was started during the latter
period of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, and continued on a large
scale in the Polish-Lithuanian Res Publica, Rzeczpopolita.

The state structure of old Lithuania was built in a pyramidic and semi-
feudal pattern. At the top of the structure was the Grand Prince, to whom
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the territorial and semi-autonomous princes were subject. They in turn had
power over the lesser princes and grand boyars. To the latter, the country
boyardom were respectively subject, and to them in turn the peasants and
townspeople were subordinated both socially and economically. In fact, the
boyars had a traditional “monopoly” over the government and administra-
tion of the country. Individual lands or principalities were represented by
“the Princes, boyars, townspeople and all the land” before the Grand Prince,
with whom at times special arrangements were arrived at by agreements,
called the riady. Some territories in the Commonwealth either enjoyed
special political status on the basis of an old tradition going far back to the era
of the Kievan realm, like the lands of Vitebsk and Polotsk, or received special
landed privileges at a later date through positive legislation, like the lands of
Volhinia and Kiev at the beginning of the sixteenth century. These landed
privileges of the later date, enacted under Polish legislative influence,
granted the country gentry, the shlakhta, a politically, socially and
economically favored status in the given province or territory.

According to medieval criteria the Lithuanian-Rus’ society, as other Euro-
pean lands of that time, was a par excellence class or estate society. The in-
dividuals received their social and legal status only through being members of
a specific class, and then the classes were built into the constitution of the
society and state, the rights, privileges and responsibilities of which were
based on customs, tradition and unwritten common law in the course of the
early period of history. Beginning with the fifteenth century, the legal
framework of each stratum had been minutely completed by various forms of
positive legislation, i.e., international agreements, codes of laws, decrees of
grants, privilege decrees or landed legislation, referring largely to the country
gentry and the townspeople of the Magdeburg law.

At first, the sovereign princes of the Gedymin and Ruryk house began to
lose their privileged position during Vitovt’s centralist drive. Vitovt, as has
been pointed out, proceeded with the elimination of the semi-sovereign status
of individual lands, trying to build a strong centralist realm of Lithuania-
Rus’ in order to resist Polish pressure. Several strong princes were removed
from their principalities by force; others ran over to Moscow or Hungary as a
protest to Vitovt's attempt to end the federative form of the Commonwealth;
while still others submitted to Vitovt, giving up their sovereign position, and
becoming princes of service and thus initiating a new class of grand nobles.*
That stratum of the grand nobility at first enjoyed a highly influential and
privileged status in Lithuania, but soon it lost that position because of Polish-
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originated pressure toward the egalitarianism of all nobility, the grand
nobles, boyars, and the landed gentry, the shlakhta. This, of course, enor-
mously raised the social and political status of the shlakhta, the nobility of the
lower order. As the social-political position of the landed gentry became more
and more favorable in the Commonwealth, the over-all plight of other strata,
the townspeople and the peasants in particular, became worse and more in-
tolerable. The shlakhta tried by fas and nefas to exploit its upper-hand status
in the country to the fullest extent by taking advantage of and discriminating
against other classes.*

The constitution of the Lithuanian-Rus’ state was not only based on the
social inequality of various classes, but later on under the influence of Polish
public law, it admitted a de jure and de facto national and religious
discrimination of Orthodox Ukrainians and Byeloruthenians within the legal
framework of each individual estate and showed a drastic favoritism toward
the Catholic Poles and Lithuanians.

Over-all, the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, originally of a federative
character but fully sovereign politically, experienced during the second half
of the fourteenth and the first half of the fifteenth century a structural change
toward centralism, while the semi-sovereign territorial princes were being
eliminated. On the other hand, however, as a result of various union treaties
with Poland, in Krevo, Vilna, Horodlo and Lublin the political sovereignty
of Lithuania was somewhat de jure, but de facto disappearing while Ukraine
had become a part of the Polish Crown in 1569.

The legislative process began in Lithuania with customs and tradition
developing gradually into principles of common law at first highly respected
and referred to by the judiciary and administration as “the old laws and
traditions.” With the gradual annexation of ever more and wider Ukrainian
territories by the Lithuanian Grand Princes and with the formation of the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, an intense acceptance of the old Rus’ian
laws including the Rus’ka Pravda, was taking place throughout the entire
realm. The legal development of the Kievan realm had reached a much
higher level than was the case in Lithuania. As a result, the rulers, having
respected Ukrainian juridical principles and institutions by the assertion that
they do not change “the old and do not introduce anything new” in the newly
dominated Ukrainian lands, in their own judiciary and administration they
applied to an ever greater extent the superior Ukrainian-Rus'ian law
throughout the entire Commonwealth. Subsequently, positive legislation by
the legislative bodies of the Lithuanian-Rus’ state, the Grand Princes, the
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Council of Nobles, and the Parliament, the seim, further developed, com-
plimented or altered the constitutional and legal framework of the Com-
monwealth. There were essentially four sources of law which complemented
and implemented that framework from the fourteenth to the sixteenth cen-
tury: the international agreements, the codes of laws, the decrees of privileges
and the territorial (or landed) laws.

The international agreements were negotiated by Lithuania at various
times with the Galician-Volhinian princes, the Livonian and Teutonic
orders, Novgorod, Pskov, Muscovy and Poland. Those treaties directly or in-
directly affected the constitutional and legal process in the country. Of
course, the most important, which markedly influenced the constitution and
the international position of the Commonwealth, were the treaties with
Poland. The Treaty of Krevo, in 1385 established a union between Lithuania
and Poland. The Treaty of Vilna, 1401, was largely a mutual defense
agreement between the two countries. The Treaty of Horodlo, 1413,
reestablished the union on a somewhat stronger basis, while the Treaty of
Lublin, 1569, introduced de jure a real union between Poland and
Lithuania, which in its de facto perspective meant the beginning of the com-
plete absorption of the latter by the former. Polish historians, however, gave
a substantially different interpretation of the treaties, insisting on the earlier
and much closer unification of the two countries.®

Two codes of laws, Sudebnyk Velykoho Kniazia Kazymyra, the Code of
Grand Prince Casimir, and Lytovskyi Statut, The Lithuanian Statute, were
the two codifications of laws in the Commonwealth. The Sudebnyk was
adopted by the provincial seim in Vilna in 1468. It regulated, among other
matters, property rights, property boundaries, armed group assaults, the
naizdy, stealing of slaves, petty thefts and gentry judiciary over the peasant
serfs. The code represented a rather unsatisfactory mixture of old Ukrainian
legal concepts and principles with new legal ideas. The influence of the
Rus’ka Pravda can easily be detected. On the other hand, it was poorly
organized, lumping together private, criminal and procedural laws, full of
loopholes and incomplete in any respect.

The social and political rise of the landed gentry, the shlakhta, in Poland
and in Lithuania brought forth the enactment of the Lithuanian Statute,
aiming at the abolition of the dominant position of the grand nobility and at
the introduction of equality for all the nobility, princes, grandees and the
common landed gentry. The preparatory work on the Statute began in 1522,
and the code was enacted in 1529. This first version aspired to abolish com-
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mon law and to replace it fully by its own positive and written legal prin-
ciples and concepts. The Statute supposedly created one noble class, within
which all members of the gentry were equal. However, the first version did
not carry the egalitarian principle of the gentry to its fullest extent. It left
some privileges to the grand nobles and respected some peasant rights.
Therefore a second version of the codification was prepared and enacted in
1568, which extended the rights of the gentry and restricted those of the
peasantry, laying solid foundations for peasant serfdom and bondage. The
shlakhta was still not satisfied. Consequently a third version of the Statute
was adopted in 1589. It became a staunch guardian of class privileges for the
landed gentry, having made of it a uniform stratum, equal from within, but
favored by Polish-Lithuanian society, fully ignoring the peasants as a class
who were directly subject only to the noble master, with no rights of the state
to interfere. The legal status of the clergy and townspeople was scarcely refer-
red to in the Lytovskyi Statut, having been strictly a codified law of one class,
the nobility, the bearer of all public and private rights.*

The first version of the Statute was codified by the grand-princely
chancellery in its entirety, while the second version was prompted by the
Volhinian gentry. Yet, it was only partially ratified. After the Union of
Lublin it became apparent that the second version was not adequate for the
needs of the country’s judiciary and administration, and immediately a
special commission was set up to prepare a new and third version of the code.
The version was based on the first one, but revised and expanded, and it was
adopted by the plenary seim of 1589. The third version of the Statute became
a binding power, valid for all Lithuania and also the Ukrainian lands which
were recently annexed by the Polish Crown. It was written in the Ukrainian
language, for a long time the official tongue of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Com-
monwealth, and one can still detect in it legal concepts of the old Rus’ka
Pravda from the Kievan era.

The third version of the Lithuanian Statute completed the legal unification
process for all separate lands and provinces of Lithuania, including Ukraine,
where the code was the official law until the first quarter of the nineteenth
century. Although it was a legal codification for one cohesive, egalitarian and
highly favored social class of the nobility, it proved to be, according to
juridical criteria, a superior codification in comparison with contemporary
European ones.’

Townspeople, to some extent, enjoyed a separate legal position. Many
towns and townships were granted the privilege of self-government under
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Magdeburg law. Numerous private collections and translations of
Magdeburg law circulated in Lithuania and Ukraine, and because principal
and procedural matters were well regulated by that law, naturally it ex-
perienced a wide reception throughout these two countries, as well as in
Poland which implemented its common law and positive codifications. The
granting of self-government privileges under Magdeburg law, included ex-
emption from the general laws of the country, from its general administra-
tion and judiciary, also exemption from certain taxes. It specified the right of
townspeople under Magdeburg law to own real estate.

The Decrees of Privileges, the privileini hramoty, issued in great numbers
in Ukrainian, Latin or German from the end of the fourteenth to the middle
of the sixteenth century, constituted a component of the third source of laws
in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. Chubaty asserted that these decrees
were for that period the most important source of law and legislative activity
of the grand-princely court.® They referred either to individual persons,
social classes, individual communities or ethnic groups, such as the Ukrain-
ians, Jews, Armenians, Wallachians or Germans.

The Decrees of Privileges in the long-run, suspended the binding power of
the common law of the land and led ultimately to the positive codification of
legislation on a class basis. They can be roughly divided into three categories:
the privileges of grants, the darchi hramoty, privileges in the narrower sense
of the term and the protective decrees, the okhoronni hramoty. The first
category granted the rights to landed estates, on church tithes, on in-
heritance, affirmed sales of real estate, or granted specific rights, i.e., using a
flag of particular colors or a specific seal.

The privileges in the narrower sense of the term were typically of a private
character, and they were therefore, referred to as private privileges. They
granted to persons and communities immunities from the state judiciary, ad-
ministration or taxation. Individual towns or regions received such privileges
in case of elemental emergencies, such as plagues, war destruction or
droughts, which freed them from regular taxation or other responsibilities to
the state. Ethnic communities, in particular the Jews and Armenians, gained
by such privileges the right to self government. Privileges given to the class of
the landed gentry had, in the long-run, the most lasting effect since they ini-
tiated its development into one, highly privileged social class. They were pat-
terned after Polish legislative practice and led to the large-scale reception of
Polish law in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. Some of them were
discriminatory, granting special rights to the Catholic boyars and shlakhta,
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while others, like those promulgated by Grand Prince Casimir in 1437, ex-
tended class privileges to all the nobility, no matter of what ethnic or
religious background, granting to the nobles freedom from taxation and
broad administrative and judicial power over the peasant serfs. The privilege
of 1492 limited the absolutist authority of the Grand Prince; matters of
foreign policy and legislation were partially transferred to the Council of
Nobles. The protective decrees were issued to safeguard the “ancient” rights
of the people of certain localities.

The Territorial Laws or landed legislation, the zemski ustavy, were com-
prised of the constitutional charters of individual lands or provinces and were
designed to protect their traditional rights, were issued by the grand-princely
court. They regulated the legal relationship of a given territory to the Com-
monwealth as a whole, particularly the state when some constitutional
changes were taking place, i.e., ousting a semi-sovereign prince and replac-
ing him by a grand-princely vice-roy during a drive for state centralism or as
a result of dynastic warfare.® Thirteen such Territorial Laws were preserved:
for the lands of Lutsk, Volhinia, Kiev, Vitebsk, Smolensk, and Polotsk. “They
were issued to pacify a popular anxiety,” said Chubaty.

This was the legal picture of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth.

The Grand Prince and the Territorial Princes. The grand-princely authori-
ty or office was created by Mendog. It remained on a permanent basis, even
when the Gedymin clan, another dynasty, assumed supreme rule in
Lithuania. Initially, the Grand Prince considered the Lithuanian Grand
Principality the property of his family, which he, as the family head, could
freely dispose of. He could give to any of his sons territory to rule and to
maintain, whether it was an original Lithuanian province or newly-con-
quered territory. He could freely determine the size and borders of such ter-
ritory with no reference to any traditional frontiers. At the time of his death,
he could transfer the grand-princely authority to the son whom he considered
most capable for the supreme office. Other princes owed obedience, loyalty,
council and assistance, including military assistance in case of war. In some
cases, the Grand Prince and a given territorial prince ruled certain regions
jointly.

Initially, the Grand Prince had the position of an absolute ruler, having
been chief legislator, supreme justice, and chief commander of the military
forces. He was responsible for diplomatic relations, proclaiming wars and
negotiating treaties. He headed the country’s administration; at times jointly
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with other princes of the dynasty he made important decisions, especially in
allocating territories to individual members of the family or in matters of war
and peace. At times, the Grand Prince made special arrangements with some
other prince, like Olgierd did with Keistut, or Yagiello with Vitovt, granting
him more authority and loyality than to other members of the dynasty.'®
These were rather more personal than constitutional and legal arrangements.

The Grand Prince ruled his own territory directly and with full authority,
while over the territories of other princes of his clan he had only an indirect
authority, and only indirect power over the population which was directly
subject to its own territorial and semi-sovereign prince. Of course, with the
centralistic drive initiated by Vitovt and the consequent elimination of most
semi-autonomous princes, the Grand Prince acquired direct authority over
ever wider areas of the Commonwealth and their populations. However, a
new development was soon set in motion, namely the drive toward limiting
the grand-princely power. The Council of Nobles was gadually introduced in
the second half of the fifteenth century. At first it had only an advisory
responsibility to the Grand Prince. Nevertheless, the privileini hramoty,
decrees of privileges, granted to the nobles in 1492 and 1506, made the par-
ticipation of the Council of Nobles mandatory in legislation, office appoint-
ments, diplomacy and in matters of war and peace. This severely limited
grand-princely authority. Also, the matter of succession was changed. The
Grand Prince became an electoral office after 1440. After having been
elected by the nobles, at times against the will of his father, the new Grand
Prince was solemnly proclaimed as such, negotiated certain agreements with
the nobility, the riady, and took an oath of office according to tradition.
Crowning no longer took place. Later, the Grand Prince was jointly elected
by the Polish and Lithuanian nobility after the Union of Lublin by the seim
valny, the Plenary Parliament.

In the sixteenth century, the Council of Nobles as a constitutional body was
fully replaced by the seim, the parliamentary representation of the landed
gentry at large. From that time on, the authority of the Grand Prince was
connected with the person of the Polish King and was reduced almost to mere
representation of the country with only secondary authority.

Before Mendog created the office of the Grand Prince, there were a great
many tribal, or possibly even clanish “princes” who disappceared. Subse-
quently, only members of the Gedymin house, who absorbed the Ukrainian-
Rus’ian and Byeloruthenian lands, and members of the Ruryk dynasty, were
legitimate territorial princes. They had direct and unlimited power over their
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territories, though subject to their suzerain, the Grand Prince, to whom they
owed obedience, loyalty, council and military assistance. In some lands, such
as Polotsk and Vitebsk, the power of the territorial prince was limited by the
viche, people’s meeting, according to ancient tradition. Otherwise, these
princes were counseled by the boyars, bishops and top officials, who con-
stituted their territorial advisory body. In their principalities, the princes
were legislators, supreme justices, chief administrators and military leaders.
In some cases there was a right to appeal from their princely judgement to the
Grand Prince. Whenever the need arose, the territorial princes gathered to
counsel the Grand Prince in matters of war and peace, international relations
or other important affairs, jointly waged wars and signed treaties, or carried
out other joint projects.

Yagiello and Vitovt began to ignore the territorial princes in state affairs.
Later, Vitovt began to eliminate the princes one by one, trying to build from
a Lithuanian federation a centralist state, as has already been pointed out.
Gradually, the princes who submitted to the grand-princely authority re-
sicned their territorial sovereignty and accepted the status of grand nobles of
service. They were again involved in the country’s governmental apparatus
as top court and provincial officers and members of the Council of Nobles.

The Council of Nobles and the Plenary Parliament. The Council of Nobles
developed from the old princely advisory body, which consisted of minor
princes, boyars, officials and townspeople. During Gedymin’s reign, his
princely relatives already had a decisive voice in the Council. Vitovt removed
the territorial princes from his council and replaced them with princes of ser-
vice, grand nobles and wealthy aristocrats. However, the decisions of the
Council were not binding on the Grand Prince. First, during Casimir’s time,
the Council of Nobles became a legitimate state institution to share govern-
ment functions with the Grand Prince, according to the privileges granted to
the aristocratic class, and particularly in matters of justice, appointments of
top officers to the central and provincial government, foreign affairs,
mobilization, and in matters of war and peace. Subsequently, the Council
again assumed these responsibilities; to a great extent carrying out matters
during the absence of the Grand Prince from the capital or the country. In
1492, a legal framework was given to the Council of Nobles; its composition
and competences were defined. All Catholic bishops, some territorial princes,
vice-roys of large lands, a number of top central officials, chancellor, mar-
shall, treasurer and hetman, and some provincial officials, voyevody and
kashtelany, joined the Council, the composition of which was constantly
changing due to the evolution of the government process. For example, the
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territorial princes were later eliminated, and new members admitted. In the
second half of the sixteenth century the members of the Council of Nobles
reached eighty persons.

This body of eighty persons was definitely too large and unwieldy to be
consulted most of the time. Consequently, the Grand Prince used for this pur-
pose an unofficial body, or a “secret council” composed of eight to ten people
nominated by the plenary council, but whose composition was determined
by the sovereign.'' Even within the framework of the Council of Nobles and
the “secret council” a religious and national discrimination against Orthodox
Ukrainians was practiced under the influence of the chauvinist Poles. The
Orthodox bishops and dignitaries, with a few minor exceptions, were not ad-
mitted to the bodies.

Under the impact of Polish developments, already prior to the Union of
Lublin, the Council of Nobles began to lose its political significance, due to
the concerted drive of the landed gentry to establish absolute equality among
all aristocratic elements and to eliminate the privileged and elevated position
of the princes and other aristocratic grandees. After the notorious union, the
Plenary Parliament, seim valny, took over all powers of the Council of
Nobles. It was a general political representation of all the landed gentry,
which in 1440 assumed the prerogative of electing the Grand Prince, and
subsequently limiting the authority of the latter.

The Plenary Parliament of all the gentry evolved as a result of the Decrees
of Privileges, which freed the gentry from the obligation to pay taxes.
However, in the course of the sixteenth century, Poland-Lithuania waged
frequent wars, and the gentry was called on by the King and the Grand
Prince to conventions, where the shlakhta was expected to give its consent to
levy new taxes to finance the wars or to repay war debts. The conventions
became a regular political institution under the name of the seim valny, and
as such they were legalized by the second version of the Lithuanian Statute in
1529. It soon became the most important government body, while the King
and the Grand Prince were largely reduced to the status of figure-heads. This
development was Polish throughout and alien to the spirit of Ukrainian
history and the Ukrainian people.

In 1564, the electoral procedure was regulated. The gentry had to elect at
country conventions, the seimiky, its two representatives, furnish them with
written instructions and send them to the seim valny. From the Union of
Lublin, the seim of Lithuania merged with that of the Polish Crown.
Therefore it became necessary for the Lithuanian representatives to meet at
the so-called general seimik, normally in the town of Slonim, to deliberate
before the seim valny. The Plenary Parliament of the Polish-Lithuanian
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Commonwealth, in addition to the delegates elected by the county conven-
tions, was attended by the members of the Council of Nobles, princes and
wealthy grandees, top central officials and the provincial officials, vice-roys,
voyevody, starosty, and many others. The composition of the seim fluc-
tuated, before the Union of Lublin, as well as after it. The procedure of
deliberations was not properly regulated, and was largely based on
customary practice.'?

Neither was the competence of the Parliament legally and strictly defined.
Its competences largely covered the matters of taxes, problems of war and
peace, election of the Grand Prince, legislation and, to some extent, even
matters of administration. If the seim deliberated in the absence of the Grand
Prince, it simply sent to him the prozby, or applications. The atfirmative
answers of the Grand Prince to the applications acquired the power of new
legislation, of new laws. The seim could have convened in any place or town,
mostly in Vilna, but at times even outside the political borders of the Grand
Principality, in foreign territory. The deliberations of the Parliament lasted
sometimes for many months.'?

Central and Local Administration. It developed in the Lithuanian-Rus’
Commonwealth out of very modest beginnings in the original Lithuanian
principalities. As the Grand Principality was becoming an ever larger and
more complex political organization, the old Ukranian-Rus’ian and later
Polish institutions began to affect it more and more intensely. Its ad-
ministrative system expanded impressively.

At the outset, the Lithuanian administration was quite weak, a family-
based and semi-feudal order, related to land ownership from the Grand
Prince down to territorial princes, the boyars, and the peasants. The first cen-
tral office of less strict responsibilities appeared at Gedymin’s court. It was
referred to as the advocatus or vit. A separate official was in charge of the
armed forces. Territorial administration was strictly under the control of the
respective princes. The first territorial officials were appointed after the
suzerainty of the territorial princes was abolished. In the regions under direct
rule of the Grand Prince, vice-roys who performed administrative, judicial
and military functions were introduced. Overseeing court manors and set-
tlements were the volosti, the lowest level of territorial administration,
managed by the tivuny, who also had judicial authority over the common
people. The boyars were under the executive and judicial authority of the
vice-roys, while important matters were decided by the Grand Prince
himself.
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In the course of time, the Lithuanian administrative scheme became more
complicated. Some central offices developed at the courts of the territorial
princes. These automatically became local or provincial ones after the
authority of regional princes was abolished, enriching the pattern of provin-
cial and local administration. The responsibilities of these offices constantly
changed along with changes of their character. Grand Prince Vitovt, having
initiated state centralism to make his country stronger in order to resist Polish
pressure toward a union arrangement, with consequent political disad-
vantages to Lithuania-Rus’, created several central offices with mixed,
private-princely and public responsibilities. Their competences were not
legally regulated and. consequently, their subsequent formation developed
solely by custom and tradition.

The office of the chancellor, cancelarius, was the oldest one, and until
1579 it was in the hands of the Vilna governor, voyevoda. The chancellor was
in charge of the grand-princely office, prepared all important letters and con-
ducted all correspondence, prepared all decrees and other official docu-
ments. In addition, he performed functions similar to today’s minister of
foreign affairs and internal matters. He received foreign envoys, to some ex-
tent supervised the administrative apparatus of the state, and he was first in
the Council of Nobles to advise the Grand Prince. Since 1566, the office of a
vice-chancellor was created to help the chancellor, who was also assisted in
the performance of his duties by a number of lay and clerical scribes who
technically prepared correspondence and documents in Ukrainian, Latin,
German, and for a time, Polish. At the end of the fifteenth century the of-
ficial registration book of all written materials issued by the chancellory was
introduced, the Metryka Lytovska.'*

Later on, the marshal was the most important office at the grand-princely
court. His title and responsibilities were in a flux. Eventually, he was called
grand marshal, assisted by a number of court marshalls. Above all he was
master of ceremonies. A cane was the symbol of his office. In addition, he
managed court personnel, provided living quarters to the courtiers, foreign
envoys or important personalities arriving at the court or the seim. He watch-
ed over peace and order during the seim deliberations or at court. He also
assumed the function of judge in case of disturbances. At an earlier time he
was also referred to as the landed marshal, the marshalok zemskyi.

At a rather late date during the middle of the fifteenth century the office of
treasurer, the skarbovyi, evolved. For a long time the finances of the Grand
Principality, based on the natural economy, were very loosely managed.
Skarbovyi’s name and title changed under Polish influence. He was subse-
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quently aided by a vice-treasurer and many scribes to perform technical ser-
vices. He watched over the state and grand-princely revenues and expen-
ditures and the grand-princely jewelries. He also supervised the management
of state-owned manors and economies and headed the state mint.

In principle, the Grand Prince was the chief commander of all armed
forces of the country. At the end of the fifteenth century, yet another new of-
fice developed, that of the great hetman, who became military leader in the
absence of the Grand Prince or by his authority. He was commander over all
standing troops and the popular country militia force. Sometime later he was
aided by another military dignitary, the field hetman, who commanded only
the standing army but not the popular militia.

At the time of Grand Prince Casimir, several new central offices were
established to cope with mounting public responsibilities. The pidkomoryi,
cammerer, was in charge of the princely premises and dwelling units; the
pidstilnyi and pidchashyi were in charge of food and drinks at the court; the
kukhar, the chef, prepared meals. There were also officials in charge of the
grand-princely stables, hunting projects, forests and the like.'*

Provincial administration experienced great changes in the course of time.
There were vice-roys and tivuny of ancient origin. The vice-roys resided in
provincial castles, once the residences of the territorial princes, and were in
charge of administration and the judiciary in their provinces. Smaller areas,
the counties, were administered and provided with law and order by the
starosty, the elders. Individual castles and manors, with their populations, as
far as economic matters were concerned, were administered by the derzhavt-
si, the holders, and tivuny of Kievan origin.

After the administrative scheme of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth
became crystallized in the second half of the sixteenth century, the country
was divided into several large regions, called voyevidstva, such as the Kievan,
Novhorodian, Volhinian, Bratslavian and other regions in Ukraine, headed
by the governors, or voyevody. The system was introduced according to the
Polish pattern. The voyevoda was the military, administrative and judicial
authority of his region. He nominated minor officials, supervised weights and
measures, and exercised judiciary over the gentry. Later on, however, his
judicial responsibilities were superceded by the introduction of other courts,
in particular the territorial ones, or zemski sudy. Voyevoda who was involved
in calling the popular country militia to participate in military projects, led
the troops under the flag of his district, carried by the flagman, khorunzhyi.
The kashtelany, the castelanians, were another Polish office of an advisory
nature, without any particular responsibilities.
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The starosty, the elders, headed individual counties and were subordinate
to the governors. Their origin, as public officials, was much earlier than that
of the voyevody. According to Kutrzeba, the latter office actually developed
out of the former, although the former was subject to the authority of the lat-
ter.'® The elder was the head of his county's administrative, judicial and
military affairs. He announced the county seimiky and the calling of the
militia for duty, led the militia troops under the county flag to the voyevoda,
judged the gentry, supervised fiscal affairs, collected taxes and other pay-
ments to the state and represented the county before the state and the Grand
Prince. Some of them joined the Council of Nobles.

The horodnychi, castle-care takers, watched over the defenses of castles
and town fortifications and performed other minor functions. The khorun-
zhi, the flagmen, were responsible for an orderly calling and reported to the
popular country militia. The voiski, the military manager, administered in-
dividual castles during military expeditions. The county marshals were also
involved in affairs of the militia. All these higher and lower officials were ac-
companied by a score of scribes and clerks who assisted them in fulfilling
their responsibilities.'”

Having surveyed the governmental structure of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Com-
monwealth, one must point out that similar to the Kievan realm, there was
no exclusive division of powers among the legislative, executive and judicial
authorities. So important for the protection of the rights of people, this divi-
sion of powers came later in the wake of future developments. The Grand
Prince, the Council of Nobles, the Parliament, almost all top central and ter-
ritorial officials were responsible for all three or, at least two of those

authorities.

The Judiciary. The Grand Prince and the respective territorial princes
originally performed judiciary functions on minor service princes and boyars
in a direct way, while the peasants were subject to the domestic justice of
their aristocratic masters. In some cases an appeal was possible from the
judgement of the territorial prince for the Grand Prince’s reconsideration.
With the abolition of most of the territorial princes, it was no longer possible
for the Grand Prince to attend and judge all cases. The grand-princely cen-
tral and local officials began progressively to take over the judiciary func-
tions, especially the vice-roys and elders, the starosty.

The Grand Prince was the supreme justice, the source of law. Like the
Kievan princes once did, he travelled throughout the country and personally
judged the cases. He soon began to call at his will assessors from among the
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members of the Council of Nobles to assist him in matters of meting out
justice. The number and the composition of the college of assessors had little
bearing on the gravity of the case. At times the Grand Prince postponed the
hearings and decisions and waited for more assessors to arrive and par-
ticipate. Their functions, however, were only advisory. The Grand Prince
alone was the judge. Proceedings were conducted according to customary
law in the given territory.

The chancellor and vice-chancellor as well as the marshals aided him by
studying the documentation, interrogating witnesses and relating the facts
and findings to the sovereign.

The jurisdiction of the grand-princely court was twofold; it presided
directly over the service princes, the members of the Council of Nobles, the
boyars and later on, the grand nobles, the central officials, the foreigners and
those who were not under county jurisdiction, like the starosty and vovevody.
It presided also over the public law cases; i.e., ascertaining the social status of
the nobility, state revenue cases, crimes, such as group assaults, the zaizdy,
false accusations, high treason and insult to the royalty, crimen laesae ma-
jestatis. Their jurisdiction also included appeals from the lower courts.

In order to ease the burden of the Grand Prince in judicial matters, at first
the commissarian courts were created, which consisted of appointed com-
missars by the prince ad hoc, whenever the causes were to be judged on loca-
tion. Later, assessorian courts, similar to the Polish juridical institution, were
established. The assessors, a few noblemen from the Council of Nobles, were
appointed to judge the cases at the grand-princely court or wherever the
prince resided. The assessors were normally involved in hearing and judging
a score of cases, at times consulting the Grand Prince. The matters which
were judged without grand-princely consultation could be appealed to the
sovereign. Also, in the sixteenth century, the marshalian courts were intro-
duced, presided by one of the marshals over the assessors, or consisting of a
few marshals in a collegial fashion. The Grand Prince normally referred par-
ticular cases to the assessorian and marshalian courts. There was a right to
appeal sentence to the ruler in most cases.

Already in the second half of the fifteenth century the Court of Justice of
the Council of Nobles began to operate in the absence of the Grand Prince, to
consider cases of the starosty and voyevody and other top officials. The
Lithuanian Statute of the first version called for that court to convene once a
year. Its procedures were not well developed.

In the second half of the sixteenth century, a reform of the judiciary was
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carried out in Poland and Lithuania and two court tribunals were es-
tablished: the Tribunal of the Crown in 1578 to hold sessions either in the
cities of Lublin or Piotrkow, and the Tribunal of the Grand Principality in
1581, to hold sessions in four places, Vilna, Troky, Novhorodok and Minsk.
They became the supreme courts for the gentry for appeals from the ter-
ritorial, zemski, urban, horodski, and cammeral, pidkomorski, courts of the
lower order. They served as the first court against court officials who acted
improperly.'® Since those courts were established after the Union of Lublin,
the Tribunal of the Crown was the appeal court for most of Ukraine,
although not in Lithuania.

The lower courts experienced considerable evolution as well. The courts of
elders, starostynsky, were the earliest, as has been mentioned. They were
competent to hear cases of servitude princes, boyars and minor nobility, and
held sessions in the towns and castles, and in the residencies of the starosty.
With the creation of the office of the voyevoda, governor, these officials,
subordinate to the elders, began to preside over the starostynsky courts, along
with the starosty, while the derzhavtsi, the holders, were called to judge in
business and economic matters. When the governors and elders were unable
to take care of court matters, they delegated their authority to the county
marshals and vice-elders, the pidstarosty.

In 1564, the lower or provincial courts were reformed. The governors,
elders and holders resigned from their judicial authorities during the seim of
1564. The Lithuanian Statute of the second version introduced the territorial,
zemski, and urban, horodski, and one year later, through an amendment,
cammeral, pidkomorski, courts, according to the Polish pattern of the
judiciary.

The territorial courts had jurisdiction over the gentry in almost all cases.
The urban courts were presided over by the voyevoda or starosta. They were
one-man courts, while the territorial ones were collegial and electoral. The
urban courts were competent mostly in criminal cases, such as assault, rape,
arson, robbery, and murder. The cammeral courts had jurisdiction over the
cases involving real estate boundaries.

The towns, if not subject to the domicile judiciary of their gentry masters,
had their own judiciary under Magdeburg law through the electoral jury or
the town council, which extended its jurisdiction over the self-governing
town population. The peasantry was in large part subject to the domicile or
patrimonial jurisdiction of the gentry masters. Matters of field limits or real
estate boundaries were decided by the kopni sudy, or mass courts, attended
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by the peasants and townspeople, and accepted by the gentry according to
long-lasting tradition. On the basis of their self-governing privileges, the Jews
and Armenians had their own ethnic courts for their nationals, organized ac-
cording to customs and traditions. The appeals from their sentences were
placed before the governors. At a later period, the gentry, either by lawful or
unlawful means, tried to include these minorities in their patrimonial
jurisdiction, by force.'?

The Military. According to old customs and laws, all boyars had to render
military service to the prince, and all the territorial princes, to the Grand
Prince. The princes and boyars were expected to report for military duty,
when the need arose, with a number of armed men and horses assigned to
them by custom and in accord with their land grants and possessions. The
clergy and women did not need to report for service. One member out of the
princely or boyar family was enough to fulfill the military obligation. No
compensations or payment was given for rendering military service.

In the course of time, the burden of military duty became very unequal,
therefore in the sixteenth century several new decrees regulated the institu-
tion of the pospolyte rushennia, or the popular country militia formed by
general conscription. At first these decrees regulated conscriptions ad hoc, for
each war separately. The Lithuanian Statute, the first and the second ver-
sions, regulated them on a more permanent basis. It indicated how many
armed men each prince or boyar had to mobilize for military service from
each economic unit, the manor, house or chimney. The regulations were
separate for the wealthy and the poor. For not fulfilling the military obliga-
tion or for desertion, monetary penalties or confiscation of properties were in-
dicated. The general conscription of the country militia was put first into a
registry in 1528. Princes, grand nobility, governors, castelanians, marshals
and other military officials led the troops, which at the top were commanded
by the great hetman and the field hetman. Of course, the chief leader of the
armed forces, at least theoretically, was the Grand Prince. Towns and
townspeople were part of the general mobilization effort and were assigned
duties in defense of the country. Their military responsibilities were or-
ganized according to the craft and merchant guild structure.?

General conscription was insufficient to maintain an adequate armed force
of the Grand Principality in view of the numerous wars it had to wage. As a
result, the use of mercenary troops significantly grew from the fifteenth cen-
tury on. They were led by the officers, called rotmistry, the troop masters,
and commanded by the great hetman. However, the matter of mercenary
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troops was never satisfactorily solved during this period. Consequently, there
was no standing armed force for the country.

The armed force consisted of the cavalry and infantry. The cavalry was
armed with spears, swords and bows, and the infantry, with swords, bows
and short and long axes. All used armor and shields for protection. Already in
the fourteenth century gunpowder was sporadically used, and subsequently
cannons fired stones. At the end of the fifteenth century iron bullets for can-
nons and the rifles came into use. The introduction of gunpowder completely
changed techniques of war. A standing army was introduced, military train-
ing was required and the significance of castles declined.

Yet, throughout the entire Lithuanian-Rus’ era castles constituted an im-
portant component of defense strategy. At first, they were of wood, but
strongly built, like those in Zhytomyr, Vynnytsia, Kaniv, protected by
towers, water moats and draw-bridges. Stone and brick castles and fortifica-
tions were built later, like those in Kholm, Kamianets, Lviv, Halych and Bar.
The castles and fortifications were small or large, and of various forms. At
times, even churches were built like fortifications.?'
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CHAPTER THREE

THE SPIRITUAL AND CULTURAL LIFE
OF LITHUANIAN-RUS SOCIETY

The status of the Orthodox Church and Roman Catholicism — The
Church Union of Berest — Education — Literature — Architecture —
Painting and carving — Music and theatre — Other arts

The Status of the Orthodox Church and Roman Catholicism. Immediately
after the Mongol invasion, the Orthodox Church in Ukraine was in a
deplorable state. The Kievan Metropolitan, Cyryl, having seen ruin and
destruction throughout Dnieper Ukraine, went to Galicia for a while, and
later left the Ukrainian South for the North, to the Suzdalian-Vladimirian
land. Near the end of his life he returned to Ukraine. His successors establish-
ed themselves permanently in Vladimir and later in Moscow. From there it
was rather difficult for the Metropolitans to administer the ecclesiastic affairs
of Ukraine. Moreover, they soon alienated themselves from Kiev and
Ukraine. Except for their unceasing ambition to continue to be called “the
Metropolitans of Kiev and All-Rus’,” they practically lost all interest in
Ukrainian ecclesiastical affairs. The Metropolitans very early became involv-
ed in the northern dynastic and political problems and largely became the
tools of both the Vladimirian, and subsequently, Muscovite imperialist pro-
jects, which by their very nature were alien to and hostile toward Ukraine.'

The gradual absorption of Ukrainian territories by Lithuania naturally put
her Grand Princes at odds with the northern Metropolitans, who represented
the political interests of the Vladimirian and Muscovite rulers. The Lithua-
nians did not want ecclesiastical affairs of their country to be regulated by
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church dignitaries residing abroad and, in particular, in a hostile land. There
is a reference in the catalogue of the metropolises of the Byzantine patri-
archate, that at the time of Patriarch John Hlikas, 1282-1320, the Ukrainian
territory within the Lithuanian Grand Principality constituted a separate
metropolitanate. However, later on, the instance was no longer mentioned.

Grand Prince Olgierd moved again to make the Orthodox Church within
the political borders of his realm independent of the Metropolitan residing in
Moscow. In the early 1350's, as mentioned in the first volume of this work,
Metropolitan Teodoryt, of whom little is known, stayed in Kiev, but only for
a short time. He was not approved by Constantinople and was forced to
resign. He may have been sponsored by Olgierd. Soon, after the death of
Metropolitan Theognost in Moscow, the Grand Prince sent to the Patriarch
his own candidate, Roman, and requested that he be designated the
Metropolitan for the Lithuanian-Rus’" Commonwealth. The Muscovite can-
didate, Aleksei, also sought the office. The Patriarch appointed both, Roman
and Aleksei, the “Metropolitans of Kiev and All-Rus’,” assigning to Roman
the jurisdiction over the Church under Lithuanian-Rus’ sovereignty, and to
Aleksei that over the northern eparchies, dioceses. The two metropolitans did
not live in peace. Aleksei, ignoring Roman’s authority, came to Kiev to
underscore his jurisdiction there. Olgierd was furious. He ordered the im-
prisonment of Aleksei, who saved himself by fleeing to Moscow.

After Metropolitan Roman’s death, the Muscovites tried again to recapture
the Ukrainian Orthodox Church in the Commonwealth under the jurisdic-
tion of their Aleksei. Olgierd, having threatened the Patriarch with the in-
troduction of Roman Catholicism to all eparchies under his authority in case
of a refusal to consecrate a separate Metropolitan for his realm, achieved his
purpose. Cyprian became the next Metropolitan for the Orthodox people of
the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. Subsequently, following Aleksei’s
death, after a struggle against Moscow’s opposition, Metropolitan Cyprian
succeeded in uniting the metropolitan jurisdiction over the Muscovite North
by 1386, and later, also over the Galician territory under Polish sovereignty.
The separate metropolises ceased to exist in 1401. Since 1414, even the
separate eparchy of Halych did not receive a bishop, and was administered
by Metropolitan’s plenipotentiary.

Cyprian was really the head of the entire traditional Kievan metropolis,
and as such he energetically demonstrated a tendency toward a union of the
Orthodox Church with the Holy See. He even tried to gain the approval of
the Patriarch of Constantinople for this idea, along the tradition of unifica-
tion favored by King Danylo of Galicia and the Council of Lyon of 1274. In
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both cases the idea of this Church union was politically motivated and
possibly for this reason unification attempts failed in both cases. However, in
Lyon, during the Fourth Session of the Council, the union was officially ac-
cepted by the Byzantine emperor and his followers. The opposition im-
mediately set forces in motion to suppress the convention. Pope Martin IV did
not act positively, and the union ceased to exist after 1281. Then, Cyprian, in
order to revive the idea of the union, arranged an ecclesiastic meeting in
Lithuania, in 1405, where the matter of unification was deliberated. King
Yagiello favored the idea, while Moscow condemned it outright. However,
the Metropolitan never gave up his plan.

After Cyprian’s death, Photii, a favorite of Moscow, initially took over the
entire metropolis under his jurisdiction as the Metropolitan of Kiev and All-
Rus’, against the wishes of Grand Prince Vitovt, who favored Hryhorii
Tsamblak for the high office. The few years of peace in the life of the Or-
thodox Church were interrupted by Photii’s irresponsible conduct. In
Lithuania-Rus’ he levied exorbitant contributions against the churches. In
1414 he was imprisoned by the Lithuanian authorities and then expelled
from the country. Vitovt, embittered against Photii, sent his candidate,
Hryhorii Tsamblak, to the Patriarch and asked him to consecrate the latter
for the high post in Lithuania-Rus’. A Muscovite intrigue, arranged by
Photii, prevented the consecration. Subsequently Vitovt’s pleas in Constan-
tinople to appoint a separate metropolitan for his Commonwealth were fully
ignored by the Patriarch. As a result, the Grand Prince called to Novhorodok
a council of bishops, who elected Tsamblak the Metropolitan for Lithuania-
Rus’ without the Patriarch’s approval. The election of Tsamblak was
motivated by the precedence of a similar elevation of Klym Smolatych to this
high office in 1147 and similar elections in Serbia and Bulgaria, which took
place without the Patriarch’s blessing.?

In spite of the fact that the Patriarch and Photii not only disapproved, but
even anathematized him, Tsamblak headed the Orthodox Church in the
Commonwealth for five years, showing a distinctly autocephalic attitude
toward Constantinople. In 1418 he attended the ecumenical council in Con-
stance. In his speech of greetings to the Pope, he made a reference to a
Church union between the Orthodox and the Catholics which was desired by
many and could be accomplished by the formation of a council of both
Churches.® Although Tsamblak headed the Church in the Commonwealth
too briefly to establish a tradition, this idea of the union of churches
materialized two decades later. After Tsamblak’s death, probably in 1419,
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Photii managed to appease Vitovt and exercise his authority over the epar-
chies in the Commonwealth.

Meanwhile other important developments had taken place. The days of
the Byzantine empire were already numbered. The Turks were about to ad-
minister a final blow against it to erase its political existence. The emperor
and the patriarch were looking for ways to save Greece. A church union with
Rome seemed one way of assuring some kind of Western assistance in their
struggle against the Turks. In 1438, the Ecumenical Council was called to
convene in Ferrara, and then transferred to Florence, to deal with, among
other matters, the question of the said union.

In the meantime, Isydor, a Greek by descent, and a great proponent of the
union idea, became the Metropolitan of Kiev and All-Rus’. He came to the
Ferrara-Florence council, accompanied by an escort of some two hundred
people, including bishops, clergy, dignitaries and laypeople. Even Avraam,
the bishop of Suzdal, joined his escort, although the Muscovites were ex-
tremely hostile toward the idea of a Church union. Isydor was one of the
leading participants in the council sessions. The Byzantine emperor and the
Patriarch attended the gathering, which promised to be an important and
successful one in the Christian world. In 1439, the Church union was con-
cluded; the Catholic and the Orthodox churches joined again as one Chris-
tian body after an almost four hundred year old split since Patriarch
Cerularius.* The Pope of Rome was recognized as the head of the Christian
Church. Doctrinal matters, which had separated Rome and Constantinople,
like “the creed of faith,” some ritual questions, the issue of purgatory, the Im-
maculate Conception and Assumption of Holy Mary, were clarified and
agreed upon. The Eastern Church retained its ritual, calendar and married
clergy of the lower order.® Isydor, for his contributions and loyalty to the idea
of the union, was made a cardinal and Apostolic legate, and was granted ec-
clesiastical jurisdiction over the Eastern (Uniate) and Western (Catholic)
Church in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, in particular.

However, the union was not favorably received and appreciated in the
East. In Greece and the Middle East an immediate negative reaction by the
conservative Orthodox circles resulted. The national pride of the Greeks was
hurt. A church council held in Jerusalem condemned the union and
anathematized all Uniats. The Muscovites wholeheartedly approved of this
reaction. .

In the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth and in Poland the reaction to the
Florence union also left much to be desired. In the Commonwealth it was a
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turbulent time. A bloody struggle between Sigismund and Svidrigiello,
culminated in the assassination of the former and the election of young
Casimir as Grand Prince which was an insult to and a defeat of Svidrigiello’s
aspirations. These political developments did not permit proper attention to
be paid to the Ferraro-Florence council’s religious decisions. In Poland there
was a deep resentment of the union. When Isydor arrived from Rome, he was
coolly received by Polish and Lithuanian official circles, since he championed
the principle of a papal primate in the Christian Church, while these circles
favored for the most part the supremacy of an ecumenical council over the
papal office in all religious and moral matters. Furthermore, these circles
were also badly irked by Isydor’s jurisdiction over Catholic bishops in the
Commonwealth, granted to him by the Pope. In Muscovy he was not
welcome at all, since the idea of the union was traditionally abhored. On his
arrival there, he was arrested twice, and only with difficulty was he able to
escape and return to the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. Here he was also
surprised by hostile churchmen. Maciej, the Catholic bishop of Vilna, pro-
hibited Isydor, the Uniat Metropolitan, from saying mass and from
preaching in those churches under his authority. This was outrageous and
stupid. Only in Ukraine where the union might have had a chance to suc-
ceed, was Isydor warmly received. It failed, however, due to Polish intrigues.
Discouraged, Isydor went to Rome.*

During Isydor’s absence from Kiev, the ruling circles in the Com-
monwealth at Polish instigation, transferred the Kievan metropolis to the
jurisdiction of the Muscovite Orthodox Metropolitan Yona because of their
animosity to Isydor. In this way a coup d’état to the cause of the Church
union in Ukraine was effected. This was an irresponsible move on the part of
Lithuanian and Polish Catholics. Isydor resigned from the Kievan
metropolitan seat on his own in 1448, and Hryhorii, a Bulgarian was ap-
pointed by the Pope to be the next Uniat metropolitan of Kiev and All-Rus’.
Hryhorii later repudiated the union and was confirmed by the Patriarch of
Constantinople as the Orthodox Metropolitan. In this manner the Ferrara-
Florence religious council of 1439 ceased to be applied in all Ukraine.

In the course of the following decades, religious matters in Ukraine-Rus’
deteriorated and moved from bad to worse for various reasons. First of all,
Constantinople fell to the Turks; the Byzantine empire was gone for all time.
The Patriarch of Constantinople came under the political authority of the
Moslem sultan. The Patriarch traditionally followed the doctrine of
“ceasaropapism’; it meant the sovereign authority of the secular ruler over
ecclesiastical matters. As long as the sovereign was Orthodox, matters were
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not too bad. However, conditions dramatically deteriorated after the Moslem
ruler took over, which gravely affected the religious affairs of the Orthodox
Christians. The Patriarch’s religious leadership was diminished to a con-
siderable degree. Secondly, traditionally, the princes and boyars during the
Kievan, Galician and Lithuanian eras, cared for and protected the churches
in their respective domains; they made gifts, grants and endowments to
materially help the Church. Not only had church buildings been erected by
them, but the rich merchants and merchant communities had done the same.
Homes for the elderly, orphanages, hospitals and many monasteries were
built by people such as Prince Lubart and Prince Volodymyr, Olgierd’s son,
and grand nobles, such as Khodkevych, Dashkevych, Holshansky,
Ostrozhsky and many others. However, there was a serious, negative side to
these contributions. The princes and noblemen considered these churches
and church properties their own private domain.

Utilizing their positions as church protectors, ktytors, they freely disposed
of them by selling, leasing, renting, taxing, and collecting fees and contribu-
tions when they were utilized by other people, including the common folks
and peasants. Even the bishops and parish priests became fully dependent
upon these aristocratic “protectors,” the ktytors, who installed, transferred or
removed them. At times they were installed without any educational and
moral qualifications and transferred or removed capriciously, without any
apparent or serious reason. The kings, grand princes and princes were the
first to give a scandalous bad example to others by freely disposing of epar-
chial (bishop) seats and other ecclesiastic dignitaries, often for money and
bribes. The boyars and the gentry in turn did the same with the parishes and
priests, monastic superiors, deacons and other members of the clergy in their
landed possessions. Simony, bribery, the selling and buying of church offices
and properties by unqualified, uneducated and immoral persons and other
abuses became common practice.

The Orthodox Church tried to defend itself against these dreadful abuses;
however, this was in vain. At first, the nobility was Orthodox, believing, and
cared. Later on, as a result of Polish nationalist and Catholic pressure, that
nobility gradually abandoned the Orthodox faith and Ukrainian nationality,
and became progressively Polonized and Catholic. They did not care for their
original faith and nationality and did many things to hurt them. This was the
third factor which contributed to the rapid decline of the Orthodox faith in
Ukraine. The authority to protect the churches and church institutions, in-
herent in the organizational structure of the Orthodox Church, the
ktytorstvo, turned into a vicious institution, in the hands of the Polish and
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Polonized Catholic nobility, and worked directly against the interests of the
Orthodox faith. Not for religious reasons, but out of perhaps sheer caprice,
the eparchies, (the diocesean seats), parishes, and monasteries were given by
that nobility to completely unqualified, uneducated, and at times, outright
illiterate, shady or even criminal characters who directly contributed to the
downfall of the Orthodox Church.’

Let us quote a few examples of that decay. Metropolitan Yosyf I1I sold the
Metropolitan Seat to Makarii, Bishop of Lutsk, for money. Makarii gave that
seat to Stefan-Silvester, a complete illiterate. Metropolitan Yona again sold
the seat to Illa Kucha, a petty nobleman. King Stefan Batory gave the Or-
thodox monastery in Minsk to a Catholic landowner, Stefan Dostoyevsky.
Metropolitan Onysyfor Divochka was ousted for being married twice.
Several times, councils of bishops censured the bigamy and illiteracy of the
lower clergy and, at times, of bishops as well.

Luzhnytsky pointed out three ways in which Polish policies were destruc-
tive to the Orthodox Church in Ukraine: First, by eliminating its national-
religious and traditional values; second, by disparaging and lowering its
prestige among the people; and third, by artificially creating a feeling of
remorse for being a member of the Orthodox Church. The spiritual vacuum,
created by these measures, was expected to be filled in by Roman
Catholicism, by official Polish and Catholic circles. It was, without a doubt,
a sin for these circles to use their religion in ultimately achieving the political
aim of Polonizing all Ukrainians.®

Numerous regional councils of bishops attempted to improve the over-all
situation in the Church. Abuses were branded and punished and corrections
were suggested, as was done by the councils at Vilna, Berest, Ternopil,
Volodymyr and at other places. In the 1590’s, councils were held almost
every year to remedy the deplorable state of affairs, and above all, to regulate
the relationship between the official Church organization and the church
brotherhoods, associations of laypeople who on their own tried to prevent the
complete downfall of the Orthodoxy. However, the hostile attitude of Polish
circles, dominant in the country, and the lack of leadership on the part of the
patriarchs of Constantinople left little hope for the future. A few visits of
various patriarchs in Ukraine did not help much.

Although the church brotherhoods were traditional in Ukraine, they
reached their heights and achieved the peak of their significance in the six-
teenth century, having contributed greatly and in the long-run to a Ukrain-
ian spiritual and religious revival. Polish political, social and economic
pressure and discrimination did not allow any form of organized life for the
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Ukrainian people at that time. Even the guilds were anti-Ukrainian. The
church brotherhoods became, therefore, a natural means for the Orthodox
Ukrainians to express themselves in an organized manner.

The decay of the official Church organization and of religious life per-
mitted the well-meaning laypeople to undertake the initiative of a religious
revival, when even the metropolitans, bishops and priests had failed.

At first, the scope of the brotherhood activities was narrow, having in-
cluded maintenance of church buildings, their cleaning, assisting at religious
services, and some social life. Later on, however, that scope was greatly ex-
panded. The brotherhoods constructed churches and other buildings, cared
for the sick, elderly, widows and orphans, defended the Church against
discrimination by the courts and the administration, organized schools, op-
posed the noble patronage of the churches, condemned and opposed immoral
and illiterate clergy, opposed Polish anti-Orthodox propaganda, and tried to
influence good people to be ordained and to work for the Orthodox Church
and the Ukrainian cause. Later on, when book printing was invented, the
brotherhoods indulged in considerable publishing activity in order to im-
prove the educational process and to raise the intellectual level of the clergy
and the people at large. The brotherhoods in Lviv, Lutsk, Kiev and a few
other cities were the most active and important. The Lviv Brotherhood of
Holy Assumption was, perhaps, the oldest one, originating about 1439.

At first, the membership of the brotherhoods was comprised of townspeo-
ple, merchants and craftsmen. Later, however, the nobility of the Orthodox
faith joined the organizations. In Lutsk, the majority of the members were of
the nobility while in Kiev, many clergymen later joined the brotherhood. In
1616, Hetman Petro Konashevych-Sahaidachny and the entire Cossack Host
became members of the Kievan Brotherhood of the Holy Transfiguration.

In 1586, the Lviv brotherhood, the most active and outstanding one,
received from the Patriarch the privilege of stavropigia; the status of being
exempt from local eparchial jurisdiction and responsible directly to the
Patriarch, including the power to censure the members of the Church, and
the laypeople and clergy for immoral and sinful deeds. Furthermore, the
Lviv brotherhood became the central organization of its type with the
authority to instruct and direct other brotherhoods throughout Ukraine, and
to sponsor a religious revival of the country.?

The broad jurisdiction of the Lviv stavropigia, in particular, and the ag-
gressive activity of the brotherhoods, in general, frequently produced con-
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flicts among themselves and the local ecclesiastic authority, including bishops
and pastors. In Lviv, the conflict was especially acute.

The Roman Catholic Church was traditionally dominant in Poland, and
after the Union of Krevo, it became dominant also in the Lithuanian-Rus’
Commonwealth. Catholic missionary work in Ukraine was conducted by the
Dominican order as early as the thirteenth century. Soon they established
their monasteries in many cities and towns in Ukraine: in Kiev, Lutsk, Bar,
Brody, Buchach, Ovruch, Lviv and others. In the fourteenth century the
Franciscan order established itself there; it organized a separate province
with many houses, in Lviv, Horodok, Halych, Kolomyia and Sniatyn. In the
fifteenth century, the Bernardinian order spread Catholicism in Calicia and
Volhinia. They had good schools, in which the Orthodox youth were in-
structed and brought closer to Catholicism. Also many orders of Roman
Catholic Sisters developed in Ukraine.

The Catholic monks and nuns were largely of Polish nationality, and con-
currently with the spreading of Catholicism, they brought about the ag-
gressive Polonization of the Ukrainian nobility and gentry, placing
themselves on a higher social level and showing contempt for and discrimina-
tion against the Orthodox clergy and laity. By acting in such a way, the
Polish Catholic orders and the entire Polish Catholic Church organization
brought forth a hatred of the Orthodox population toward Catholicism in
general. This proved to be a tragic consequence for Poles and Ukrainians as
well. During the later wars of the Cossacks for Ukrainian independence, the
Catholic Church and clergy became the targets of a bloody Ukrainian
revenge. This hatred of Catholicism pushed the Ukrainians into the deadly
embrace of Muscovite-Russian imperialism a few decades later.

King Casimir the Great, of Poland, after the temporary domination of
Galicia, immediately made preparations to introduce the Roman Catholic
Church organization into that territory. At the time of Prince Volodyslav
Opilsky, a Latin archdiocese was established for Galicia, in 1375, with three
dioceses, in Peremyshl, Kholm and Volodymyr. However, for a long time
their existence was purely nominal. There were no faithful of the Latin rite
there to be taken care of, and even their bishops frequently resided outside
their dioceses.

King Yagiello tried by force to introduce the Latin church organization in
Galicia by taking away church buildings from the Orthodox and giving them
to the Roman Catholics, bishops and priests, as in the case of the Peremyshl
Cathedral Church. With the progressive penetration of Polish authority and
institutions in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, the Latin church
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organization became a reality in Ukraine. Vitovt established a Latin diocese
in the town of Kamianets Podilsky, followed by new Roman Catholic
dioceses in other parts of the Commonwealth. For some unexplainable
reason, Latin Church authorities were extremely hostile toward the Ferrara-
Florence Church union, having largely destroyed the prospects of the unifica-
tion of both Orthodox and Catholic Christianities into “one mystical body of
Christ,” according to the precepts of the New Testament. On the other hand,
the Roman Catholic Church and the Catholic clergy and population were
favored and showered with privileges, while the Orthodox were exposed to
persecutions and discrimination. To the great disadvantage of the Orthodox
faith was the fact that the Roman Catholic Church was at that time spiritual-
ly, intellectually and organizationally on a much higher level, making it hard
for the Orthodox church to compete. In fact, it was fighting a losing battle.

The Church Union of Berest. The deplorable state of affairs in the Or-
thodox Church was intensified by new developments, which led to a turning
point. First of all, the Reformation began to gain ground in Poland and in the
Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth in the middle of the fifteenth century. Since
young Ukrainians had studied in Bohemia, the teachings of Jan Huss began to
spread in Ukraine. Subsequently, other Protestant denominations: the Anti-
Trinitarists, Calvinists, Lutherans and others began at first to gain supporters
in Ukraine. The Orthodox at first looked to the Protestants as their potential
allies in the struggle against Catholic pressures. However, very soon they
realized that their differences with the Protestant groups were much greater
in the religious sphere than those with the Catholics, and after a while these
Orthodox-Protestant contacts ceased. In fact, the Protestant denominations
never became popular in Ukraine. Only a small group of nobles for a short
time accepted Protestantism, and this lasted only about one generation. Their
children returned to Catholicism or Orthodoxy. Broad masses of the popula-
tion remained completely immune to Protestantism. However, the lively
religious debates among the Catholics, Orthodox and Protestants proved the
intellectual inferiority of Orthodox theology of that time and contributed to a
further decline of the prestige of the Orthodox Church and faith.

Meanwhile, a powerful Catholic reaction against the Protestant Reforma-
tion developed. The Jesuit order proved to be the most powerful weapon.
The Jesuits organized themselves as the Catholic “brain trust” of outstanding
intellectual abilities, having developed scholarship, magnificent preaching
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and an efficient educational system. They came to the Commonwealth soon
after the Union of Lublin, etablishing many schools there, including some in
Ukraine, for example the towns of Yaroslav, Lviv, Kamianets, Peremyshl,
Vinnytsia, Ostroh, Novhorod Siversky and some others. After defeating Pro-
testantism in the Polish Crown and the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, the
Jesuits opened a frontal attack against the Orthodox “schismatics,” as
Polonska-Vasylenko stated so well.'* The children of the Orthodox nobility
entered these schools in large numbers, since the Orthodox ones were no
match for the former, and soon they were fully indoctrinated, became
Catholic and Polish, and were fully lost to their former Church and na-
tionality.

Polish kings openly favored the Jesuits and offered them all possible
assistance which was another disadvantage for the Orthodox, who could ex-
pect only discrimination. In a political light, the Polish Jesuits developed the
doctrine of a Polish-Catholic messianism to be the bulwark of Catholicism in
the east; to bring Catholicism to the Orthodox and at the same time defend it
against the “schism.” In conclusion, the above doctrine meant converting the
Orthodox to Roman Catholicism and making them at the same time Polish in
order to achieve one unified state, the Polish Crown and the Lithuanian
Grand Principality, with one Catholic religion."!

Meanwhile, another significant development took place. In 1588,
Patriarch Yeremiah visited Muscovy. He was persuaded by Boris Godunov,
the mighty “Lord-Protector of Muscovy,” to agree to establish a Muscovite
patriarchate. Bribery, trickery and coercion were used to induce Yeremiah to
consent to the idea. In 1589, the Muscovite patriarchate became an ac-
complished fact, and Metropolitan Yov became the first patriarch.'* Con-
sidering the traditional pressure of the Muscovite metropolitans to dominate
ecclesiastically and politically in the long-run the whole of Ukraine, the crea-
tion of the patriarchate in Moscow definitely spelled danger for the in-
dependence of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church. It suggested the possibility
that the submission of the Kievan metropolis to the Muscovite patriarchate
might have been only a matter of time. Among the Ukrainian Orthodox
hierarchy there was little sympathy to Muscovy.

The difficult situation of the Orthodox Church in Ukraine, the internal
chaos, the low spiritual and intellectual level, the impact of the Reformation,
the Catholic reaction, the Polish-sponsored discrimination of the Orthodox,
and the formation of the Muscovite patriarchate demanded a certain radical
measure to save the Ukrainian Church from a complete downfall. Against

68



that background, the idea of a church union with the Holy See of Rome was
revived in Ukraine. The debates were prolonged. Prince Constantine
Ostrozhsky, one of the most powerful of noblemen in the Commonwealth at
that time, submitted a plan for the unification, which was supposed to in-
clude Rome and all the Eastern patriarchates, as a solution to save the
Eastern Church, under the title of “The Articles of Sokal.” The Articles sug-
gested equal rights for both Churches, the Western and the Eastern,
guarantees of material possessions, correction of organizational and other in-
adequacies, and the development of schools and education. Ostrozhsky was
initially enthusiastic and a champion of the Union.

The real beginning for the union talks was started by the Bishop of Lviv,
Gedeon Balaban, who was troubled by his quarrels with the Stavropigia. He
was joined by Dionizii, Bishop of Kholm, Cyril Terletsky, Bishop of Lutsk,
Leontii, Bishop of Pinsk and Turiv, and a little later, also by the newly
elevated Ipatii Potii of Volodymyr. The talks were conducted secretly,
without including Prince Ostrozhsky in the scheme. Ostrozhsky felt insulted,
and from that time on became an uncompromising enemy of the union idea.
However, the bishops were correct, because, according to canon law, it was a
matter for the ecclesiastical hierarchs to decide, not for the laity. The prince
did not care to see the matter in that light. Furthermore, the hierarchs also
ignored his Articles at the council of 1593. In fact, the split among the Or-
thodox with respect to the Union was visible and apparent already at the first
council to consider the matter in 1590. The union plans were announced in
1594. Bishops Potii and Terletsky went to Rome to consult and receive the
Pope’s blessings. The Act of the Union was signed in December 1595.

The Act of the Union included the following important decisions: the
Ukrainian Uniat Church retained its Eastern or Byzantine rite and the Julian
calendar; it accepted and recognized the primacy of the Pope of Rome in all
ecclesiastic, religious and moral matters; it retained ecclesiastic autonomy to
elect, ordain and consecrate priests, bishops and metropolitans in accordance
with canon law; the lower clergy retained the right to be married.'* When on
the 6th of October 1596, the Council of Berest convened to officially confirm
the Union, actually two councils were held. The Uniat one included all
Ukrainian bishops, except two, the Lviv and Peremyshl ones, and other
clergy and representatives of the Latin Church. The Orthodox one included
the Lviv and Peremyshl bishops, the representative of the Patriarch of Con-
stantinople, Nicephor, a few foreign Orthodox bishops, and the lay member-
ship of gentry. Although Bishop Gedeon Balaban of Lviv actually initiated
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the union process, for some reason he retreated and fought for the Orthodox
cause. Apparently, the Orthodox council would have lacked prestige, had it
not been for the presence of Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky, who changed his
mind shortly before the event.

The councils deliberated for three days, the Orthodox Council rejected the
Union with Rome and excluded from that Church all bishops and their
followers for accepting the primacy of the Pope. In turn, the Uniat Council
officially proclaimed the Union and renounced the episcopal dignity of
Balaban of Lviv and Kopystensky of Peremyshl, as well as excluded from the
Church all those who participated in the Orthodox synod or council. Since
the council was held in Berest, and it was there that the Church union was of-
ficially announced, the said religious and ecclesiastic event became known as
the Union of Berest.'*

In fact, with the act of the union all of Ukraine became Uniate-Catholic.
Metropolitan Mykhail Rohoza and the vast majority of bishops except two,
the already named bishops, accepted the church union with Rome. The con-
duct of the two was fatalistic in the long-run. The union with Rome might
have prevented the future association of the Ukrainian Orthodox with the
Muscovite Orthodoxy on religious and political plateaus, through such
developments as the Pereyaslav Treaty of 1654 and 1657, which practially in-
troduced a political Muscovite protectorate over the Ukrainian Cossack-Het-
man State, or the submission of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church to the
authority of the Muscovite patriarchate in 1685-1686, or the ultimate in-
corporation of Ukraine into the Russian Empire in 1781-1782. A religious
separation of Ukraine by the Uniate church from the Orthodox Muscovy-
Russia could have been a factor in the preservation of Ukrainian in-
dependence.

The Union of Berest had, of course, some bad and some good conse-
quences. In the short-run, the consequences of the Union were tragic; the na-
tion was divided into two hostile religious camps fighting with each other. At
times blood was shed. The Uniats argued that their move would make the
Church stronger; would overcome the old inferiority complex, induced by
Polish discrimination; would place it on an equal footing with all Catholics;
and that it would become a more successful defense against Polonization at-
tempts by the Polish government and Church. Furthermore, their association
with Peter’s Chair made them “better” Christians. In opposition, the Or-
thodox used the arguments that their faith was traditional and was the faith
of their ancestors, that it had definitely an anti-Polish and anti-Catholic
character, and that it was and would be a better and more successful
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bulwark against Polish assimilation, while the Uniat Church would only
facilitate the Polonization process. Furthermore they believed that only the
Orthodox Church was a true one and that Catholicism was a false creed.
There was little doubt that the antagonism and anti-Uniat sentiments among
the conservative Orthodox circles were substantially instigated by Moscow,
which had different plans of its own for Ukraine. The religious fanaticism on
both sides led to hatred and intolerance. In the long-run, the Union had some
good aspects. The religious dialogue between the Uniats and the Orthodox,
including also the Protestants, led to the organization of schools, the
establishment of book publishing, the development of a living, national
Ukrainian language and an over-all rise in the intellectual level of the clergy
and laity, as well as the further development of literature.'®

Education. With the revival of religious life and the Church organization,
education and the maintenance of schools again became the domain of the
Church according to pre-invasion tradition. The state was still too weak and
too underdeveloped to assume this responsibility. Basic schools, teaching
writing and reading, and more advanced ones, instructing principles of
theology, literature and the Greek language, were established at the
episcopal and parish churches and monasteries. Historical sources mention a
school at the Krasnostav church in 1550, and a school at the Peresopnytsky
monastery, which was established in 1596 by Princess Helena Chortoryisky-
Hornostai. Hanna Hoiska built a school at the Pochaiv monastery and Raina
Yarmolynska built one at the Zahayetsky monastery.'® Of course, in many in-
stances funds to establish schools came from private, aristocratic and at times
urban, sources. However, at a little later date, running the educational in-
stitutions was an exclusive church or church affiliated affair, like that of the

church brotherhoods.

The students in these schools were taught the alphabet, prayers, to read the
Psalmbook and the Letters of the Apostles. The Psalmbook in many schools
served as a textbook for a great many decades. In the fifteenth century a
simplified form of the alphabet was developed, the so-called skoropys, and in
the next century it came into general use, also in official and private
documentation and correspondence.

In these schools, the cantors, or diaky according to contemporary ter-
minology, were young people who might someday become priests but who
were teachers most of the time. The nobles, who frequently made endow-
ments and grants to the schools, often specifically reserved large amounts of
money to hire qualified diaky as teachers. In church documents, though
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schools were rarely mentioned, often references were made to increases of the
cantors’ compensations, while pastor Oderbron asserted in 1581, that all over
Ukraine there were schools affiliated with the churches. After the teaching
periods were over, the parents of the students also compensated the cantors,
by a pot of gruel or a hryvna of money.'” Of course, the diaky also helped in
the church and during the masses. Often, along with the parish priest, they
were the only literate persons in the village or settlement.

The nobility and gentry, according to contemporary writings, like that of
V. Zahorovsky, hired private cantors for their children for instruction in
basic literary skills after they reached their seventh year of age. After the
children of the nobility acquired some knowledge in writing and reading in
Ukrainian and in religion, another, more knowledgeable cantor was em-
ployed to teach them Latin, and subsequently they were apparently sent to
Jesuit or other schools to further their education.

The Reformation and Catholic reaction to Protestantism brought new
types of schools to Ukraine. Both the Catholics and Protestants made a great
effort to strengthen their respective positions in religious life by promoting
education and schools. The Protestant schools were established in Ukraine in
the towns of Dubno, Khmelnyk and other places, while Ukrainian youth at-
tended similar institutions in Poland and Lithuania as well. The high school
and college in Rakiv were particularly famous. Due to powerful Catholic
reaction, on the one hand, and the ultimately unfavorable attitude of the Or-
thodox toward Protestantism, on the other, most of these schools did not sur-
vive for long. As a result of the Catholic counter-offensive in cultural and
educational fields, numerous Jesuit high schools and colleges, with good
teachers and dormitories for the students, were established all over Ukraine.
After defeating Protestantism in Poland and in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Grand
Principality, the Jesuits concentrated their missionary work in converting the
Orthodox to Catholicism; the schools were their principal missionary
method. Of course, their schools and educational system, following tradi-
tional scholastic methodology, were much better than the Orthodox church
schools, and consequently the Ukrainian Orthodox noble youth flocked en-
thusiastically to them. In the Jesuit and Protestant schools the Latin
language, history, geography, cosmography and natural history were taught.
However, along with a better education, the Jesuit schools, with most of the
teachers Catholic and Polish, were tearing the Orthodox and Ukrainian
youth away from their parental religion and nationality. Jesuit education
was alien to the Ukrainian national spirit and psyche. As a result, the Ukrain-
ian aristocratic families were becoming progressively not even Uniat but
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Polish-Catholic, leaving the nation without a leading upper class; a nation of
peasants only.

Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky fully understood the problem and began to
organize and finance genuinely Orthodox schools in Volhinia to prepare an
intelligent clergy to counteract the Catholic educational offensive.
Ostrozhsky was fascinated by the idea of publishing a full text of the Holy Bi-
ble for the Orthodox as a reference source for religious polemics with the
Catholics and Protestants. For this purpose, he brought to Ostroh many
outstanding scholars, including Greeks and ordered them to work on the pro-
ject. The complete Bible was published in 1581, marking a significant
cultural event in Ukraine. From this short-range project, a long-term one was
developed. In the late 1570s the Ostroh Academy, on the university level,
was put into operation through the efforts of Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky
who engaged most of the scholars working on the Bible as professors in the
Academy. It was called “the three-lingual school,” since three languages,
Ukrainian-Rus'ian. Greek, and Latin, were taught. The first rector of the
Academy was Herasym Smotrytsky. Among the teachers were Ukrainians,
Poles and Greeks; clergymen, laymen, Orthodox, Catholics and Protestants.
The Academy gave several outstanding people to Ukraine, such as Hetman
Petro Konashevych-Sahaidachny and Meletii Smotrytsky, a theologian. Its
over-all cultural significance for the country was rather significant in spite of
its short existence. Very soon after Prince Constantine’s death the Academy of
Ostroh was reorganized by his granddaughter, Anna Khodkevych, into a
Jesuit College.'® Following Ostrozhsky’s example the bishop of Volodymyr
planned to organize a similar school in the city of Volodymyr, but this did not
meet with success.

As a result of the progressive Polonization of the Ukrainian upper, noble
social stratum, aristocratic sponsorship of the educational and cultural pro-
cess in Ukraine came to an end and the townspeople took over this mission. In
particular, the church brotherhoods took control in towns and cities. The
Lviv brotherhood was, of course, setting an example in this respect. These
schools definitely had an ecclesiastic character, and were of different levels.
They taught Slavic and Greek languages, some mathematics, and other
liberal arts courses. Several of them attempted to equate their scholastic level
with that of the Jesuit institutions without much success. According to the
rules of these schools, the teachers were to be pious, moral and mentally well-
balanced, neither prone to be angry nor humorous, but modest. They were to
be good Orthodox, not prone to heresy, responsible, required to treat all stu-
dents equally whether rich or poor, and required to take care of the students

73



in such a way that none of them would become the teachers’ liability before
God, their parents and the students themselves.'® The profession of a teacher
was a demanding one, but it enjoyed great social respect.

Such schools functioned in Lviv, Volodymyr, Volodava, Lutsk, Dubno,
Pynsk, Mezhybozh, Peremyshl, Yaroslav, Kholm, Halych, Stryi, Rohatyn,
Komarno, Mykolaiv and in many other towns. To make possible instruction
in the languages, dialectics, rhetorics, philosophy, mathematics, astronomy
and music, textbooks were published which were in use until the eighteenth
century. Obviously, the invention of book printing advanced the publication
of textbooks. The brotherhoods became greatly interested in book printing
and some of them, like the Lviv stavropigia, also took over the sponsorship of
printing.

The main purpose of the schools was the training of priests and qualified
teachers, and the peak of their development came at the end of the sixteenth
and the beginning of the sevententh century. At that time the graduates of
these schools spread throughout the country and exercised a great impact on
the religious and national life of their Ukrainian society, especially during the
period of vigorous religious polemics between the Orthodox and the Uniats.
Many graduates of the schools also went abroad to the famous universities in
Poland, Bohemia, Italy and Germany to continue their education. Cultural
contacts with the West increased, while at home several important cultural
centers developed, like in Lviv, Ostroh, Slutsk, and in the leading
monasteries. In many cities there were extensive collections of books, as in the
Supraslsky, Pochaivsky and Pechersky monasteries. In the meantime the
famous Kievan-Mohilian Academy was established in Kiev by Metropolitan
Petro Mohyla. The scholarly activities of this institution, however, belong to
the next era of Ukrainian history.

Literature. The Invasion was followed by a decline in the literary activity
of the people who were under stress. Following the tragedy, strictly religious-
ecclesiastic writings prevailed. They attempted to explain why the tragedy
occurred; the answer was: the people were not faithful and loyal to God, so
this punishment followed. Metropolitan Cyprian declared that the clergy was
not pious enough. He therefore promulgated new regulations for the clergy,
demanding fulfillment of their responsibilities and ascetic living. The abbot
of the Percherska Lavra monastery in Kiev, Serapion, reflected in his sermons
the distress of the Invasion as Divine punishment for sins. His writings ex-
pressed in an artistic and literary way compassion for human suffering.?®

Subsequently, South-Slavic literature from the Balkan peninsula, especial-
ly from Bulgaria where a literary revival took place in the thirteenth and
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fourteenth centuries, had an affect on Ukrainian culture. Metropolitan
Hyhorii Tsamblak, of Bulgarian descent, worked in favor of the Church
union. The South-Slavic literary and cultural trend came to Ukraine also in-
directly, by way of the Athos monastic center in Greece, where many Ukrain-
ian monks lived. From there, by their letters and sermons they influenced the
spiritual and literary process of their country. In 1476, Metropolitan Mysail
wrote a letter to Pope Sixtus IV to accept Ukraine under his Apostolic protec-
tion.

Important literary activity was connected with endeavors to publish in the
Rus’ian-Ukrainian language a full text of the Holy Bible at the time of the
Reformation and Uniat polemics. In 1581, such a Bible was published in
Ostroh, as has already been pointed out, as a result of Prince Constantine’s ef-
forts and the technical help of Ivan Fedorovich. Meanwhile, the translations
of the Holy Scriptures of Frants Skoryna of Polotsk were also spreading
throughout all of Ukraine. They contained, however, some Protestant elem-
ents. Skoryna himself asserted that his translations were intended for the
common people in their living language. The Peresopnytska Bible was the
most outstanding example of translated literature, made from the Bulgarian
tongue by Mpykhailo Vasylovich in the years 1556-1561 for a better
understanding of Christian doctrines by the broad classes of the population.
There were no Protestant influences visible in the Peresopnytska version.

Two Protestant pastors, Kavechynsky and Kryshkovsky, published in a
printed form the Katechisis,a catechism, which was the very first and the last
attempt to promote Calvinism in the Rus’ian-Ukrainian language. Only a
few years later, in the early 1580’s, Tyapinsky, a Unitarian, also published
parts of the Bible in Ukrainian. There were also other attempts to translate
and publish the Holy Scriptures in their entirety or in parts, but those were
not always successful. Along this religious stream, there was V. Zahorovsky's
Testament, which instructed parents on how to raise their children; by
teaching them virtues, prayers and fasting, and also how to avoid heresies.

In fact, the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, having brought forth
Humanism and the Renaissance, initiated cultural trends relating to the an-
cient values of the Hellenic and Roman civilizations, the Protestant Reforma-
tion and the Church Union of Berest, which largely affected the Ukrainian
revival and its rise to new levels of civilization. Already at the beginning of
the seventeenth century Kiev again became the cultural center of Ukraine,
along with Lviv ranking second. Western spiritual and cultural streams soon
penetrated literary activities. Western elements were visible in such publica-
tions as The Heavenly Letter, Holy Mother’s Dream, and the collection
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Prytochnyk of 1483, which included fragments of Western legends. Transla-
tions from the Bohemian, Polish and Latin were published, such as About
Tuadal, the Knight, the Story of Three Kings, or Oleksii’s life.*'

Important examples of original literary works were the three editions of the
Pechersky Pateryk, inherited from the Kievan era, but substantially enlarged
in the fifteenth century. Numerous sermons and letters of clergymen, minutes
of the episcopal councils, the synody, and writings on morality furnish
evidence of the considerable literary abilities of the respective authors, as
Hrushevsky points out. A special place belonged, of course, to chronicle
writing, namely, to the lytovsko-rus’ki litopysi, the Lithuanian-Rus’ian
chronicles. Some of them, of a quite earlier origin, reflect the gradual expan-
sion of the Lithuanian dynasty’s domination of Ukrainian-Rus’ian territories.
The chronicles can be grouped into three separate classes. The collections of
the first group describe the history of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth of
the second half of the fourteenth and the first half of the fifteenth century.
When covering relations between Yagiello and Vitovt, the chronicle takes
Vitovt's side and praises him for his deeds. The second group describes the
earliest times: a legendary account of Lithuanian history to Gedymin’s era,
followed by a story of the latter period together with a short synopsis of
developments in 1575. The third group of the chronicles is made up by the
collection of A. Bykhovets, which features a more lively and literary presen-
tation. The Lithuanian-Rus’ian chronicles followed the Kievan tradition, and
praised the Lithuanian-Rus’ian princes for whatever worthwhile deeds they
accomplished for the Commonwealth. The Suprasisky litopys, the
Supraslsky Chronicle, was codified from the old chronicles at the end of the
fifteenth century. Then there was no Ukrainian or Lithuanian-Ukrainian
sovereign who took care of national matters. Therefore the chronicler
directed his work at Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky, the nobleman who pro-
tected the Orthodox Church and Rus’ian people.

The Church Union of Berest gave a mighty impetus to the growth of
literary activity, which brought about a general rise in the intellectual level
of society as a whole, and its upper strata in particular. The living Rus’ian-
Ukrainian language developed substantially, because both sides, the Or-
thodox and Uniat, were involved in religious polemics and used the tongue
which the broadest mass of the population could understand. These were
visible positive consequences of the Chuch union in Ukraine for the future.
However, they were counteracted by many long and short term negative asp-
ects of that religious and ecclesiastic event which was of utmost significance
for all concerned.
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In order to defend themselves against Catholic argumentation in favor of
the Union of Berest, by the end of the sixteenth century the Orthodox
published a work, entitled the Ectisis, in which they attempted to prove the
canonical righteousness of their point of view. Kryshtof Bronsky, under his
literary name, Christopher Philalet, then published first in Polish and then in
Ukrainian, a treatise under the title the Apocrisis; a superb polemical work,
which came to the defense of the democratic principle in the Church; that
not only the ecclesiastical hierarchy but also the laity should have a voice.
The Catholic canonical principle excluded the laity from the governance of
the Church. The Union of Berest included only the Church hierarchy, the
metropolitan and the majority of the bishops, while the rival council of the
Orthodox in Berest also included the laity.??

An outstanding place in religious polemical writing was occupied by Ivan
Vyshensky from Sudova Vyshnia, in Galicia. He went to Greece, to the
famous Orthodox monastery on the Mountain of Aphon, from where he sent
letters to Ukraine in defense of Orthodox Christianity. He was a fanatical
enemy of Catholicism, the Union and Western civilization, and fully con-
demned those Ukrainian bishops, who accepted the Union with Rome. His
most outstanding treatise was the Letter to those Bishops who ran away from
the Orthodox Church, published in 1597. This was an extremely severe
criticism of the Union. His hatred of the Uniat bishops led him to a kind of
religious anarchism, which asserted that it would be better for the Orthodox
to pray to God without any bishops and priests, than through those who ac-
cepted the Union.

Another outstanding polemicist was Meletii Smotrytsky who published in
1610 his Trenos in defense of Orthodoxy. The work interpreted the doctrines
of faith, expressed sorrow over the plight of the Church and deep concern
over the denationalization of the Ukrainian nobility. The Trenos, written in a
lyrical tone, with great literary skill, made such an impression on its contem-
poraries, that the Polish king, afraid of possible repercussions, ordered the
work destroyed. However, after the murder of Josafat Kuntsevych, arch-
bishop of Polotsk, by Orthodox fanatics in 1623, Smotrytsky undertook a
journey to the Near East, and having become acquainted with conditions of
the Orthodox Church there, became a Uniat Catholic himself, and wrote his
Apologetics of the Journey to the Eastern Lands in which he acknowledged
that the acceptance of the primacy of the Pope of Rome would help the Or-
thodox Church.®

Among the great number of writers and preachers who took part in the ag-
gressive polemics on both sides, Abott Zakharii Kopystensky, who wrote the
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Palinodion, or the Book of the Defense of the Holy Catholic Apostolic Eastern
Church, ranked as a more influential one. The most important polemicist on
the side of the Uniat-Catholics was Metropolitan Ipatii Potii, who wrote a let-
ter to Prince Ostrozhsky exposing his wrong-doings and defending the Union.
The Prince did not answer directly, but authorized a theologian from Ostroh
to respond. The answer was a low level one. Subsequently Potii published
anonymously a treatise, first in Ukrainian in 1598 and then in Polish in 1600
against the Orthodox Apocrisis, and then, a response to Patriarch Meletii. In
1603 he published Apologetics of the Florentinian Council, one of his more
important works.

Another impetus to the debates, polemics and animosities, which, never-
theless had added to the intellectual growth of the society, was given by the
introduction of a new Gregorian calendar, introduced by Pope Gregory XIII
in 1582. It corresponded better with astronomical timing than the old one,
introduced long ago by Julius Ceasar. The Orthodox generally objected to the
new calander, merely because it was sponsored by the pope. The objection
was so energetic, that even the Union of Berest provided that the Uniats be
allowed to retain the old one. Later, of course, it created a great deal of prob-
lems, i.e., when the Roman Catholic geniry forced the Orthodox and Uniat
peasantry to work in their fields on holy days according to the old calendar,
thus insulting their religious feelings. Jan Latos, expelled from Cracow
university for his opposition to the new calendar, went to the town of Ostroh
and from there led the fight against it. Later, the Patriarch of Constantinople
and an Orthodox Church council condemned the calendar. Also in this in-
stance, literary polemics were brought forth.

Along with the chronicle writing, other secular, non-church-related
literary works developed. The old Story of Troy, the Story of Tristan and
Isolde and many others came from the West or the Balkan Peninsula. The
Speech of Castelanian Meleshko was an example of literary satire which sur-
vived to recent years. Poetic literary forms began to evolve in the sixteenth
century, as evidenced by the poems of Herasym Smotrytsky, while Lavrentii
Zazanii in his Grammar (1596) formulated a theory of writing verses.?**

From the beginning of the sixteenth century the first dumy, the epic folk-
songs praising historical events and their heroes, developed. The struggle
against the Tartars, Tartar captivity, the struggle against other enemies such
as the Wallachians, and subsequently, the heroic exploits of the Cossacks,
were told in those epics or sagas, which vividly resembled the old bylyny
from the glorious time of the early Kievan Empire. The terrors of the Tartar
assaults in the fourteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth centuries caused the bylyny
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to be forgotten in Ukraine. However, the new form of epic songs and sagas,
the dumy, took the place of the former.?®

Architecture. Designing buildings of architectural and artistic value during
this era continued to be largely church-motivated. Building did, however, ex-
perience substantial evolution. Many architectural styles and forms were
utilized in the Ukrainian wooden structures; the modified Byzantine
churches with some elements of Western Romanesque and Gothic construc-
tions, and Renaissance architecture.

The Mongol invasion laid waste to the magnificent architectural structures
of the Kievan era. For several decades afterward, there was meager
reconstruction of the churches and public buildings. The Tartars opposed
and barred defense structures in Ukraine. Finally, at the end of the four-
teenth century building activity again resumed. In the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries a Ukrainian national architectural style of wooden church struc-
tures evolved: prevailingly three or five frame structures, and with three or
five copulas, tops. Unfortunately, almost no examples of that architecture
were preserved for posterity, but similar structures from the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries have survived to recent times. It is regrettable that the
current atheistic Soviet regime dismantled and destroyed some of those
historic wooden structures.

Several stone church buildings of the fourteenth and sixteenth centuries
have been preserved, indicating a period of transition between the modified
Byzantine style and Western influences, with Romanesque and Gothic
characteristics, such as the Church of the Holy Christmas in Mezheriche, in
Volhinia, from the fifteenth, and the Lavrivsky monastery, in Galicia, from
the sixteenth century. Romanesque and Gothic structural forms came from
the West, along with the penetration of Roman Catholicism in Ukraine. The
impact of the Romanesque style was rather insignificant and confined to the
western regions of Ukraine, while the Gothic style achieved a greater
popularity. Not only were Polish churches and monasteries constructed in
that style in the cities of Lviv, Peremyshl, and others, but even some Or-
thodox churches were built that way or at least adopted some Gothic struc-
tural elements. Such Gothic Orthodox churches were in Nyzhankovychi,
Zaluzhzha, Kodensk and Posada Rabotytska, all probably from the sixteenth
century.?”

For defense reasons, throughout the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries many
military structures were built with thick stone and brick walls and deep
water ditches around them. Prince Fedir Koriatovych and several others built
many such castles to defend their lands and principalities, mainly against the
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Tartar booty excursions and assaults in Podillia and other border regions of
Ukraine. Even some churches were constructed in this semi-defense style,
such as the church-castle in Sutkivtsi from the second half of the fifteenth
century, which included Gothic structural elements, the church in Sataniv
and Rohatyn, and the Derman monastery. Under Western influence, the
castles and palaces of the grand nobles and gentry were also built for defense,
like those in Lutsk, Mezhybozh, Ostriv and other places, of which largely
only ruins remain.

The Gothic architectural style was certainly popularized in Ukraine by
foreign, German, Polish and Bohemian settlers, who brought the style from
their predominantly Catholic homelands. This was closely related to the colo-
nization process, as Mirthcuk pointed out. At first, these Gothic structures
embodied some Byzantine architectural elements, but at the end of the fif-
teenth century, as the old tradition was retreating before the onslaught of
new trends, the Gothic buildings became architecturally purer. Mirtchuk
believed that there were numerous Gothic structures especially in Lviv, but
that they were largely damaged by the great fire in 1527 and ruined by the
march of time.?’

The era of the Renaissance, having swept through Western Europe,
fostered the revival of ancient and classical artistic traditions, including ar-
chitectural customs which profoundly affected structural activities in
Ukraine. In her western provinces in particular, churches, chapels, public
buildings (city halls), castles and private palaces and residences of the nobili-
ty, church dignitaries and rich city patricians were built and decorated in the
Renaissance style: in Lviv, Peremyshl, Berezhany, Starokonstantyniv,
Korets, Buchach, Yaroslav, Sokal, Zamost, Lutsk, Sataniv, and other places.
Lack of peace and stability in eastern Ukrainian regions were not conducive
to large-scale architectural activity. This changed at a later date. In Lviv, in
particular, many beautiful Renaissance buildings have been well preserved,
such as the tower of the Church of the Holy Assumption, the Church itself
having been built some twenty years later at the end of the sixteenth and
beginning of the seventeenth century, the Chapel of the Three Wise Men, the
chapel of the Boime and Campini families, Hopner’s building, the Black
Building, Bandinelli’s building, and other Renaissance constructions in the
same style around the market place and the city hall. Many private residences
in that style were also preserved in other towns of Western Ukraine, as has
been mentioned.

[t must be emphasized that the church brotherhoods, the bratstva, greatly
contributed to the development of Renaissance architecture in Ukraine due to
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their national patriotism and religious zeal. They desired to raise the
spiritual, cultural and artistic level of the Orthodox Ukrainian communities.
The city patricians of the Orthodox faith set the example.

The architects were at first primarily foreign: German, Italian in par-
ticular, and of Swiss descent. However, according to municipal and court
records, Ukrainian architects soon mastered the art, and were able to leave
an indelible imprint on the architecture of that era, such as Nychko, Luka of
Priashiv, Martyn Lushnia, Ivan Kruhlyk, Ambrizii Prykhylny and many
others. Luka of Priashiv renovated the city hall and built the castle of Lutsk,
while Prykhylny erected the Jewish synagogue, “Golden Roza,”’and his own
residence of Lviv.?8

Painting and Carving.The arts of painting and carving developed along
with architectural styles. The buildings were constructed in different styles
and then decorated by paintings and carvings (sculptures). The art of pain-
ting reached a very high level in Ukraine in the fifteenth and sixteenth cen-
turies, having surpassed not only Poland, Lithuania and Muscovy, but even
Western Europe. The Ukrainian painters had a wide reputation and were
asked to go to Poland, Muscovy, Lithuania, Moldavia and Wallachia to
decorate churches, castles and palaces. These masters of the art of painting
were very highly esteemed and always richly compensated for their works
with horses. furs, and fur coats, and were well fed and entertained, when do-
ing their work.

In many places in Poland, Cracow, Lublin, Sieradz, Gniezno, Sandomierz
and other towns, the fresco painting of the Ukrainian artists in the Byzantine
style, presenting Eastern saints, have been identified, though Catholic
Poland never sympathized with the Orthodox and their creativity. The
popularity of Ukrainian paintings was evidenced by their very high artistic
quality. Ukrainian painting beautified churches and palaces in Vilna, Novi
Troky, Moscow and other cities of East Europe, in the Kievan Byzantine
tradition.

Frescos of that style, introducing elements of Gothic naturalism, were
painted in Lviv, Carpathian Ukraine, and further east. At the beginning of
the fifteenth century, artist Andrii became very famous and was highly ap-
preciated. He developed his own approach and his own style, embodying
realism, free composition and harmony of colors, and liberating himself from
rigid Byzantic rules of painting. However, he did not fully accept Western
European patterns, adopting some Italian features. Icon painting became
generally more liberal, departing from Byzantine tradition; the faces of the
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saints became milder and received freer movements as opposed to Byzantine
rigidity, severity of expression, unnatural solemnity and motionlessness. All
these changes came about under the impact of Western art, on the one hand,
in particular the Gothic style, and of local national artistry, on the other. The
figures and faces received individual features, the colors became brighter,
and the composition of the paintings more direct. Simplicity was coupled
with artistry.?®

In the second half of the sixteenth century Renaissance painting traditions
spread in Ukraine to decorating buildings. Lviv became the center of this art.
Icons and portraits of the princes, noblemen and city patricians were skillful-
ly done, showing Dutch and Italian influences, while at the same time
Byzantine elements were retained and Ukrainian national traits introduced.
All this made Ukrainian painting highly original at that time. Like architec-
ture, it freed itself from being exclusively church-oriented. It was highly
secularized and used in decorating private homes and in painting portraits of
individuals in the higher strata of society.

There were many well known local Ukrainian painters at that time, whose
names were recorded and made famous. Hrushevsky furnishes a long list of
such names. Some of them were wealthy, having many students and serv-
ants, but all had to struggle on their own, since Polish artists, who were ar-
tistically considerably inferior, discriminated against the Orthodox and did
not admit them to the guilds of the professional painters thus denying-them
protection and privileges. At one time, the Orthodox artists attempted to
organize a guild of their own, but it did not get proper recognition. There
were also many female artist painters among the Orthodox.*

It has been pointed out that Byzantine culture did not include carving, but
in Ukraine the art was rejuvenated after the fourteenth century by the in-
fluence of Gothic carving in stone and wood in the West. In Ukraine, the
Gothic style of carving with a leaning toward naturalism evolved until the
seventeenth century, and its popularity in decorating churches, chapels,
palaces, residences of the nobility, and private homes spread even to the
smaller towns and the countryside, where people of even modest means or-
namented their dwellings with Gothic carvings.

The sixteenth century introduced the Renaissance style of carving in stone
and wood, as well, which again reached a high level of artistry in Ukraine.
Although carving motifs were foreign, the Ukrainian masters introduced
Ukrainian national elements, since the carving art was traditional for the
Rus’ians-Ukrainians. Especially artistic and famous at that time were the
designs in stone on sarcophagi and tombstones in Renaissance motifs, such as
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those on the sarcophagus of Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky in the Kievan
Pecherska Lavra, M. Herburt's tombstone in the Catholic Cathedral in Lviv,
or Lahodovsky's in Univ, and many others. According to Renaissance tradi-
tion the human figures on tombstones did not show pain or suffering but
rather the joy of life, while the backgrounds were decorated with floral and
coat of arms designs. The whole composition indicated tranquility and
balance.

Churches were decorated with wooden carvings; icon screens, the
ikonostasy, placed in front of the main altars, the main altars, preacher’s
pulpits, and doors and door and window frames, such as in the Church of St.
Paraskevia in Lviv or the Church in the town of Rohatyn. In this manner the
private homes and residences of the gentry or city patricians were decorated
too. Italian and German artists brought the art of Renaissance sculpturing to
Ukraine. It was subsequently taken over by native Ukrainian masters of the
art. In the seventeenth century carving already indicated the existence of a
specific traditional school of doing this work. Plant, animal and geometric
patterns were used for decorating.®’

Music and Theatre. The dreadful time of the Mongol invasion and the first
decades of Sarai’s rule were definitely not conducive to the development of
any art, including music and the theatre. As a result, a decline of both arts
followed in Ukraine. Later, a revival came of which very little is known to-
day. The rather impressive development of music in the sixteenth and seven-
teenth centuries permits one to conclude that already during the fifteenth
century the resurrected art of music and singing had been gaining momen-
tum. In the sixteenth century the folksongs, the dumy, praising the heroic age
of the Cossack strugggles against the Tartars and the Turks, and subsequently
the Poles as well, began to spread all over Ukraine. The professional kobza
and bandura singers or bards, continuing the tradition of the old bylyny and
singers-reciters of the Kievan era, travelled to village or town, castle or palace
of a nobleman, or a humble hut of a commoner, performing their epic rendi-
tions, and were connected with the revival of Ukrainian national ambitions
for political independence and freedom from foreign oppression. Heroic ev-
ents and heroic personalities were praised; military expeditions and naval ex-
ploits of the Cossacks on the Black Sea were extolled.

A further and advanced development of this musical art followed in the
next century, although during the entire period wars raged, a situation never
conducive to the development of any form of cultural activity. Apparently,
the case of Ukrainian folk music and songs at that time was an exception, in-
duced by a national risorgimento.**
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Church music and singing continued throughout the Invasion and the
Mongol domination as a prayer and plea to God for protection and salvation.
As the pressure of Polish Catholicism was growing more powerful, Orthodox
church music became a form of defense of the faith and nationality. The
church brotherhoods took particular care of the development of this art.
Even several musical guild organizations were formed in larger towns of
Ukraine. At first in the schools of the brotherhoods, four-part singing
developed. Later on, the scores were written for five and eight vocal part
singing in the churches. Foreign visitors to Ukraine were witness to the
beautiful singing there, especially in Kiev it was more beautiful than in the
West or in Moscow.**

The theatrical art, which sharply declined after the collapse of the Kievan
realm, recovered in Ukraine at the end of the sixteenth century under the im-
pact of the West. The Jesuits made theatre a part of their educational and
missionary work; in their schools all forms of plays were performed, mostly of
a religious and moral nature. The Orthodox schools and brotherhoods
adopted the same technique in their religious efforts to resist the impact of
Catholicism and the church union. Of course, the Uniats also followed the
trend. There were five basic popular kinds of plays: the mystery plays which
presented supernatural forces, blessings, and miracles, affecting human life;
the passion plays, presenting the Passion and Crucifixion of Jesus Christ; the
morality plays with their educational and moral content; the miracle plays
presenting episodes from the lives of the miracle-working saints and martyrs;
and the intermissions, the humorous scenes introduced to relax the audience.
The quality of the plays continuously improved, especially with respect to the
scenic decorations, imitating stars, clouds, waves, moving water vessels, and
SO on.

As one can surmise, the theatrical art continued during that era, as before,
to serve the ideal of educating the populace, to show them the good and the
noble, and to improve the lot of the poor. The string puppet shows were also
popular, their contents having been also of an educational nature with inter-
woven satire. Puppet shows were presented in certain parts of Ukraine during
Christmas time as a supplement to nativity scenes.**

Other Arts. Engraving developed out of medieval decoration of books with
initials, miniatures, illustrations and ends. It was done at first with wood-
cuts, later on, with stone and iron-cuts. The city of Lviv where Lavrysh
Fylypovych established a school of engraving with many students, became
the center of engraving. Initially, engraving had adopted more of the style of
Gothic naturalism, in which traditional Byzantine motifs were still visible.
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Later on, Renaissance tradition dominated the skill with its Western in-
fluence.

The first known example of engraving in Ukraine was done in the Apostol.
The Letters of the Apostles published in Lviv in 1574, embodied Renaissance
elements. In particular, the image of the Apostle Luke was of outstanding ar-
tistry. All church books were ornamented with engravings of all kinds, and
they were done in other centers, as well; in Ostroh, Striatyn, Krylos and
Kiev. Portraits, illustrations, scenes from everyday life, historical events and
images, decorated with flowers or other motifs, being influenced by Vene-
tian, German and Dutch artistic patterns, provided the themes for engraving
in that period of Ukrainian history.

Heraldry, the devising of coats of arms and the making of seals, was still
another form of artistic endeavor in Ukraine in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries. Coats of arms and seals were adopted by individual regions, cities,
towns, top state and ecclesiastical dignitaries and noble families. The making
of seals reached a high degree of perfection in Ukraine, and there, in contrast
to Polish seals using Latin letters and initials, Cyrillic letters were used. Using
the Cyrillic alphabet was for a long time considered in Ukraine as an anti-
Polonization measure and a way of preserving the Ukrainian-Orthodox na-
tional identity. Latin letters came into use in Ukrainian seals and coats of
arms in the latter part of the sixteenth century.

Although the coats of arms developed later on among Ukrainian noble
families under Western influence, it is important to note that in Volhinia, a
rich and important province in Ukrainian history, the noble clan and family
insignia of the boyar class were known long before the introduction of Polish
rule which brought with it Western coats of arms, seals and other distinctions
of the nobility. In later coats of arms of the Volhinian gentry, in their shapes
and designs, one could detect their ancient origin, related to Greek, Norman
and even Caucasian patterns. Jablonowski, a Polish student of heraldry, has
asserted that the origins of Volhinian coats of arms were much older than the
Union of Horodlo, which supposedly introduced them to the Lithuanian-
Rus’ian aristocracy.*® The coats of arms of some noble families, such as the
Ostrozhsky or Seniuta, or of Balaban, required a highly developed
technique.

Finally, jewelry-making is also a form of art. The art sharply declined dur-
ing the Invasion. In Galicia, its decline was caused by Polish policies, which
permitted only Catholics to be jewelers. In Peremyshl, for example, in the fif-
teenth century there were still Ukrainian jewelers, while a century later their
number was reduced almost to zero. Only Catholic jewelers remained. The
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Ukrainian masters of the art were not admitted to the respective guild. Those
Ukrainians who still worked in that profession made only cheaper jewelry,
from silver, bronze and copper. Ukrainian mountaineers, the hutsuly, were
at that time developing their art of copper jewelry.

As Hrushevsky has asserted, in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries two ar-
tistic currents met in Ukraine. One current came from the West; the Western
style of jewelry making, and the other from the Orient, particularly the Ot-
toman Empire. Oriental jewelry became very popular among the nobility in
the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth; orientally ornamented weapons, sad-
dles, and other things, made in gold, silver and with precious stones. Ukrain-
jian jewelers combined Western and Oriental designs with the old Rus’ian
ones.*

Ceramics as a form of art will be briefly referred to later, in the chapter on
crafts and industries.
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CHAPTER FOUR

THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE OF UKRAINIAN SOCIETY
DURING THE LITHUANIAN-POLISH ERA

Ethnic and social changes — Social classes — Nobility and clergy —
Peasantry — Townspeople — Foreigners — The feudal order — The
Cossacks as a social class

Ethnic and Social Changes. Ethnic changes in the composition of the
population of Ukraine in the course of three centuries, from the fourteenth to
the seventeenth centuries, had a profound influence on the social and
political development of Ukraine-Rus’ and the national life of the Ukrainian-
Rus'ian people. As long as Mongol domination prevailed, the process of
ethnic change was insignificant, while on the other hand, the impact of
Mongol rule was enormously negative. Later on, the growing grip of Polish
rule and the strong Polish political, social, religious and cultural influences,
which penetrated Ukraine even at the time she was still, constitutionally
speaking, part of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, deeply altered the
over-all ethnic picture of the land. The Polish government planned to make
its rule a lasting one, and to turn Ukraine into a colony to be exploited for
centuries to come. It hoped to accomplish this by means of a growing col-
onization of Ukraine, the progressive and wide-spread denationalization and
assimilation of the upper strata of Ukrainian society: the boyars, grand
nobility and gentry, and the intense discrimination applied against the local
Ukrainian Orthodox population. Of course, after the Union of Lublin, 1569,
matters went from bad to worse. The political subjugation of Ukraine
became complete and it became easier for the Polish over-lord to mold
Ukrainian ethnic and social developments to fit Polish patterns.
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Actually, Polish interests progressively penetrated the Ukrainian country
after 1349. At first, the Galicia, Kholm, and Pidlasha districts were turned
into a colony of the Polish state. Then, following the Union of Krevo, Polish
ethnic elements and Polish influences spread slowly but gradually and con-
tinuously over all of Ukraine. The turning point of this development was the
absorption of almost all Ukrainian territories by Poland in 1569, and the im-
mediately succeeding Polish-Lithuanian Union of Lublin. At that time,
Polish interests dominated the entire Ukrainian society, being solidly based
on Polish and foreign colonists, the Polonized, grand nobility and gentry, and
the Polish semi-feudal socio-political constitution.

In the course of three centuries, there were four major factors which
facilitated the denationalization of the Ukrainian upper class and the growth
of the foreign ethnic elements throughout all of Ukraine: the legal discrimina-
tion against Orthodox Ukrainians by the Polish-Lithuanian legislation, their
social and factual discrimination, the denationalization trend among the
Ukrainian aristocracy and gentry to avoid discrimination and to enjoy all the
privileges of first-class citizenship, and the continuous settlement and col-
onization of Ukrainian eastward-moving frontiers. As a final result of these
developments, only the peasantry remained Ukrainian, devoid of any
political and social rights within the castes of the Polish Crown. The peas-
ants, free since the time of the Kievan-Galician Empire, were turned under
the Polish rule into serfs, deprived of any ability to protect Ukrainian social
and economic interests.

After the collapse of the Kievan state, a slight influx of the Mongol (Tartar)
ethnic element was introduced. This process continued at the time of the
Lithuanian-Ukrainian Commonwealth. The Tartars were settled in Ukraine
either as prisoners or as voluntary settlers. Tartar settlements were found all
over Ukraine (Kiev, Volhinia, and Chernihiv) but they were rather small and
scattered, and therefore the Tartar element was soon assimtlated. The main
stock of the Mongol colonists was peasants, but some Tartars were also found
among the gentry. This process did not affect the socio-political evolution of
the Ukrainian people to any great extent.'

With the growth of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, the Lithuanian
ethnic element appeared in Ukraine, mostly among the upper classes. It, too,
was rapidly assimilated. In the Commonwealth, national and religious
tolerance and liberalism prevailed; there was not much discrimination
among the “Lithuanians” and “Ruthenians,” or among the Catholics, Or-
thodox, and pagans, as mentioned above. Different religious affiliations were
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frequent at that time among the territorial princes and the noble members of
the Council of the Grand Principality. Discriminatory differentiation was
first introduced under Polish influence after the Union of Krevo. After 1386,
the term “Lithuanian™ meant the legally and socially privileged Catholics,
while the term “Ruthenian™ or “Rus’ians,” meant the underprivileged Or-
thodox Ukrainians.?

The legal and political oppression of the Ukrainians, as the primary factor
responsible for the ethnical changes in Ukraine, was first introduced in
Galicia immediately after its subjugation by the Poles. All the social classes of
Ukrainian society experienced oppression, discrimination, and national-
religious persecution. The Ukrainian nobility and gentry were denied the full
rights and privileges of their class, such as all-comprehensive real and per-
sonal property rights, a lower tax burden, and admission to the high offices of
the country. This discrimination, initiated by King Casimir, was continued
along the same lines by King Yagiello in his initial legislation, and by his
brother, Prince Vitovt.

The privileges of the noble class were reserved for the Catholics, and the
very goal of that measure was a speedy Polonization of the Ukrainian Or-
thodox gentry. Theoretically, the Ukrainians were granted equal rights with
the Catholics by the royal decrees of 1432 and 1434, but the Orthodox were
still not allowed to hold high offices. The Privileges of 1563 and 1568
granted, legally speaking, complete equality of rights to the Ukrainian-
Orthodox gentry, in order to gain the Ukrainian upper class for the cause of
the Polish-Lithuanian Union and for the annexation of East Ukraine by the
Polish Crown. Later on, however, the decrees from the time of King
Sigismund I1I, and King John III (Sobieski) resumed the policy of discrimina-
tion by withholding from the Ukrainian-Orthodox gentry the right to be high
officers of the royal administration and members of the upper house (Senate).

A theoretical equalization in other respects was never fully borne out in
practice. National and religious discrimination against the Ukrainian gentry
element was even intensified in the political and social sphere after 1569, and
it was then more dramatic and under more direct Polish supremacy than it
had been under the Polish influenced Lithuanian rule prior to the Union and
incorporation. Only the Catholic Poles were full-fledged citizens of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. The discrimination was more national
than religious, and largely practiced by the courts, administrative offices,

and society as a whole.
Legal equality remained a dead letter of the law until the very end of the
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Polish state at the time of its partition. The fact of a national rather than a
religious Polish discrimination in Ukraine became self-evident after some
parts of Eastern Ukraine temporarily, and the whole of Galicia permanently
(in 1700), accepted Catholicism. The Catholic Ukrainians were still
discriminated against and oppressed, and for a long time were not admitted
to high government offices and positions. Along with the gentry, the Or-
thodox higher clergy were also discriminated against and not admitted, for
example, to the upper house (Senate) of the country, while the Orthodox
priests, denied social prestige and government protection, were exposed to in-
sults and persecutions.

The position of Ukrainian townspeople under Polish rule was even worse
than that of the nobility. At the time of King Casimir, ghettos were establish-
ed in all Galician towns and cities for the Ukrainian population, which was
allowed to live only in those sections. Furthermore, Ukrainians were exclud-
ed from holding municipal offices in the larger towns. The people were thus
exposed to the excesses and abuses of the local Polish-German town ad-
ministration. At first, practically, and later at the time of King Sigismund III,
legally, Ukrainians were not admitted to the merchant and trade guilds.
They were also denied the freedom and privileges of the local government,
based on the Magdeburg law.® Any royal or parliamentary decrees of
tolerance which attempted to protect the Ukrainian town population were
simply ignored by the municipal governments, and discrimination continued
undisturbed in the towns. Polish oppression of the Ukrainian-Orthodox
townspeople was very drastic and it was no wonder, therefore, that in the
event of any Ukrainian national revolt, the towns joined it immediately. The
Ukrainian peasantry was also subjected to oppression and discrimination.
The Ukrainian peasants, like the Ukrainian town population, were also
denied the privilege of settling in the villages, newly established on
Magdeburg legal principles, with more freedom available to the peasant col-
onists.

The legal and social discrimination against Orthodox Ukrainians resulted
in an assimilation and Polonization process, especially, as pointed out, among
the Ukrainian upper class. One by one the nobles and the gentry gave up
their Orthodox religion and Ukrainian nationality, and became Catholic and
Polish in order to enjoy the rights and privileges of full citizenship in the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. Historical documents of the times in-
dicate a gradual but continuous replacement of Ukrainian names by Polish
names on the lists of local office holders.* The newly Polonized upper class
became a stronghold of Polish semi-feudal rule and economic exploitation of
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Ukraine. Later on, in some instances, the Ukrainian clergy was also Polo-
nized under Polish pressure, deserting its people, and using Polish, which the
people did not understand, as the language of the church.

The denationalization trend among the lower classes of Ukrainian society
was not so profound, but even there, the Polish ethnic element was extensive-
ly strengthened by means of large-scale colonization throughout entire
Ukraine and her eastern and southern borderlands. The new settlements,
villages and townlets favored Polish, German, and other foreign colonists,
and discriminated against the Ukrainians. The Magdeburg colonization
system was used by the Polish regime for strengthening the Polish and foreign
elements and weakening the Ukrainian one. These foreigners, especially the
Germans, were quickly Polonized, and soon built up in all the larger cities of
Ukraine a national majority, ready to assume the local authority in order to
control and to suppress the disloyal Ukrainian Orthodox population, which
was reduced to a status of third or fourth-rank citizenry.

Social Classes. Under the powerful impact of the political developments of
the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth centuries, such as the collapse of the
Kievan Empire, foreign regimes, influx of foreign ethnic elements, and
foreign cultural influences, the essentially Ukrainian social constitution of an
open class system was lost. The foreign patterns aimed at a definite, rigid,
and hermetically sealed class structure. The changes were rather insignificant
during the relatively short Mongol rule and as long as the liberal conditions of
the Lithuanian-Ukrainian constitution prevailed. The authorities of the
Grand Duchy followed the principle of keeping traditions vital and intro-
ducing innovations slowly.

A rigid class structure began to evolve in Ukraine, first under Polish in-
fluence, from the time of the Krevo Union, and then under direct Polish rule,
from the time of the Lublin Union. The trend originated in Galicia in the
fourteenth century, and extended to the more distant Ukrainian lands much
later. It reached the left-bank of Ukraine in the sixteenth century.

The four classes which crystallized under Polish influence were the gentry,
the clergy, the townspeople, and the peasantry. They were rigidly separated
from each other, and transition from one to another was almost impossible.
No doubt, the progressive denationalization process of the upper Ukrainian
class contributed considerably to the deepening of the insurmountable social
cleavages among the individual classes. The gentry, the privileged upper
stratum enjoying the fullness of private and constitutional rights, was
dominantly Polish. Other classes, the townspeople and the peasants, were
either partially or prevailingly Ukrainian, and antagonistic to the Polonized
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country gentry, who were marked by a feeling of superiority. Both lower
strata were underprivileged. The legal and political position of the town was
subject to ever increasing restrictions and limitations in the Polish state, final-
ly concluding in the political decay of the town at the end of the sixteenth
century. From the peasants, all rights were taken away, private as well as
public. The entire class was relegated to the status of serfs in bondage, and
placed under the patrimonial authority of their owners, the country gentry.
The state had no direct relation to the peasants, who were the private proper-
ty of the nobles. The legal and social position of the peasants was vastly dif-
ferent from the status of the fully free peasantry of the time of the Kievan
Empire, a peasantry which enjoyed many rights and privileges granted by
the civil public laws of that nation.

Naturally, in the course of these three centuries, some essentially Ukrainian
social developments also took place. First of all, the individualistic armed
adventurer and colonist appeared very early, in the Ukrainian borderlands
and steppes, a refugee who, despising the foreign rule and the social ine-
qualities and discriminations, left the more densely populated areas which
were under Lithuanian-Polish controls, and settled the southern and eastern
steppes. As free Cossacks, they could no longer be reached by the arm of the
Polish regime and the Polish social order. In this way, the growth of a new
social phenomenon, strongly military in character, began.?

Also, another essentially Ukrainian social trend emerged at that time, in
the form of continuing traditions of equality. The so-called brotherhoods
were initiated as religious and professional associations of Ukrainian
townspeople. Soon they evolved into charitable and cultural organizations,
owning hospitals, orphanages, and printing shops, and running schools and
other educational establishments. Being at first only guild-like associations of
townspeople, they subsequently developed into all-Ukrainian institutions
with strong national self-assertion views, as was discussed in Chapter three.

These brotherhoods, along with the Cossack host, formed the basis of the
Ukrainian national resistance and liberation movement. In the brotherhoods,
class distinctions were largely ignored, and in their schools all students,
regardless of their class origin, were treated equally. These essentially
Ukrainian social phenomena affected the course of the country’s national life
as much as did the foreign developments, denationalization policies, rigid
class distinctions, frictions among the nationalities and among the classes,
discrimination against the Ukrainian population, exploitation of the peas-
ants, and supression of the townspeople.
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Nobility and Clergy. A separate, legally distinct, and socially separate class
of nobility, or gentry, was partly crystallized in Ukraine at the beginning of
the seventeenth century. In the course of the fifteenth and sixteenth cen-
turies, within the framework of the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth, while
the crystallization process was in progress under Polish influences, this class
was neither homogeneous nor uniform. Among the noble class, several
groups of different characteristics could be identified: the princes and lords,
the common gentry, the boyars under protection, and the underprivileged
gentry, like the service men, the minores gentes Galiciae, and the Skar-
tabelat.

The princes and lords, corresponding to the grand boyars of the Kievan
time, were either the descendants of the Rurik and Gedimin houses, or the
members of the Lithuanian Council of Lords to the Grand Prince. These
noblemen possessed the most comprehensive property rights. They were
directly under the jurisdiction of the Grand Prince and were exempt from the
competence of the local, judicial, and administrative authorities. The princes
and lords fulfilled their military duty by furnishing and equipping their own
troops, which were led by them under their family flags and emblems. These
privileged positions of the grand noblemen, which included princely titles
and jurisdictional favoritism, were however, gradually reduced. Polish legal
concepts represented the ideal of absolute equality of all the gentry. Thus, the
jurisdictional exemptions were nullified in 1564, and princely and other
aristocratic titles were partially prohibited.®

The principle of egalitarianism among the gentry, conscientiously carried
out according to Polish legal and social concepts, also advanced the liquida-
tion of the underprivileged groups of the noble class. The boyars under pro-
tection, and the service men, a stratum of the underprivileged nobility with
limited property rights and under the patrimonial, judicial, administrative,
and military authority of the lords and princes, soon disappeared, being
either elevated to the status of the common gentry, or reduced to the status of
the peasants.

The same thing happened to the minores gentes Caliciae, a temporary
phenomenon in Galicia. Those gentes were noblemen, with terminated prop-
erty rights and tax-paying, vassalage, and rigid military obligations, a class
which largely disappeared at the end of the fifteenth century.

The Skartabelat were newly ennobled for some extraordinary deeds, but
never acquired the fullness of noble privileges throughout their lifetime. But
their children and grandchildren were recognized as fully privileged
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members of their class.” The later division of the gentry into the groups of the
estateless, holota, and the poor, khodachkovi, was rather a factual division to
differentiate among the wealthy idnd the non-wealthy, and a rather small
segment of the class, which was later subjected to some legal restrictions.

The stock of the common gentry in Ukraine developed from the old
Ukrainian grand boyars, vassal, immigrant nobles and other elements, who
in one way or another succeeded in improving their social status. Actually,
military service and the family heraldic emblem, coats of arms, were the in-
dications of noble descent and origin. But that principle was not consistently
carried out. Thus, in the sixteenth century, measures were undertaken for
establishing reliable criteria for determining the aristocratic faculties. This
was done first by a military census, by means of taking oaths, hearing the
witnesses, and checking the original documents of ennoblement. The actual
purpose of the census, however, was the obligation of military service.

In 1557, an Agricultural Reform, the Voloka System, was introduced in
the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, and it specified the land holdings of
the gentry. Subsequently, the acts of the reform were used to prove one’s
aristocratic origin and his rightful membership in the gentry class. The upper
social stratum of the gentry, crystallized and legally defined in that way, con-
stituted the fully privileged, first class citizens. They enjoyed full personal
freedom, along with the principles of habeas corpus and neminen cap-
tivabimus nihil nisi jure, and full personal and real property rights. Only the
nobles could own landed estates.®

The common gentry was subject to the state judicial and administrative
authorities, but never to any private patrimonial jurisdictions. They certainly
enjoyed a higher degree of legal protection and were subject to a lesser degree
of civil and criminal liability. Civil and criminal liability were always per-
sonal and individual and never collective, except in the case of high treason,
while the peasants were still collectively responsible for crimes and damages.
From the political aspect, every nobleman was a member of parliament, and
had a voice in electing the king and the grand prince.

Among the duties of the gentry were military service and the construction
of castles and fortresses. The latter duty was legally abolished in 1447. The
tax burden of the noble class was negligible. The noble status was acquired
either by a legitimate birth in a legal marriage, or by ennoblement. Children
born out of wedlock were never noble. The noble status could be forfeited in
consequence of high treason, infamy, ban, or of involvement in any mer-
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cantile activities. The last instance distinctly indicated the considerable social
prejudices in Poland.

The Polish Catholic clergy constituted another privileged class in the
Polish-Lithuanian society. It was a legally protected group of first class
citizens, who possessed all political and civil rights, and also enjoyed some
special favors through their status, like the ecclesiastic judiciary. During the
Reformation, however, the Catholic clergy lost its distinctly separate court
system, while retaining all other benefits of full and privileged citizenship.

The Orthodox clergy, on the other hand, were always underprivileged.
The estate developed from the ancient privileged institution of the church
people of the Kievan period, but was discriminated against in the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth, where another religion had a dominant posi-
tion. The Orthodox metropolitans, archbishops, and bishops were not admit-
ted to the country’s senate. The legal position of the class was never definite
with respect to the rights and privileges of the black and white clergy, Or-
thodox priests, monks, and nuns. Even the property rights of the Orthodox
Church and clergy were not always respected and protected. But the fact
that the clergy, both Catholic and Orthodox, constituted a class within the
Polish-Lithuanian-Ukrainian society of that time, a class which was not as
homogeneous as the gentry, definitely affected the socio-political
development of Ukraine in general.

From the economic point of view, the gentry and clergy maintained a key
position, insofar as these two classes owned all the landed properties and raw
material resources of the nation. The princes and the state also owned con-
siderable productive factors. In that capacity, the gentry and the clergy were
the two most important and authoritative elements in the national income
production of the agricultural economy of the Commonwealth in general,
and of Ukraine in particular. In their hands was the production of food and
agricultural raw materials, and domestic and foreign agricultural marketing.
The agricultural and commercial interests of the gentry and clergy, and their
manorial system, set the pace of the economic growth of Ukraine, and largely
sponsored the colonization and development of the virgin areas of the Ukrai-
nian steppe.

Peasantry. In the Kievan Empire, the peasants were a free class, of second-
ary importance. Things changed a great deal in this respect in the course of
the next three centuries. At the end of the seventeenth century, the peasants
in Ukraine were no longer considered a social class; they were regarded as the
property of the gentry, without any personal freedom or any personal or real
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property rights. They had become soil-bound serfs.® This sweeping change
was accomplished under the impact of Western and Polish social and legal
patterns. This regression from freedom to bondage was gradual and not
uniform in all Ukrainian territories.

At the time of the Mongol invasion, the peasants were still a free social
stratum. Even the trend toward reducing some segments of the peasantry to
slavery, which was apparent in the late days of the Kievan state because of
the growing powers of the boyardom and royalty, was considerably
weakened. The Mongol suzerain favored the peasant in order to break the
authority of the Ukrainian upper classes and to strengthen his own position in
the newly acquired East European areas.

During the entire Lithuanian-Rus’ era, a new peasant class was in the pro-
cess of crystallization, destined to become a stratum of the new society. It was
highly differentiated and extremely heterogeneous until the time of the
Lublin Union. Slaves who were semi-free, free peasants, soil-bound peasants,
manorial servants, peasants of the Ruthenian and Polish law, and the peas-
ants of the Wallachian and German settlements constituted a variety of dif-
ferent peasant groups with diversified rights and obligations. At the end of
the sixteenth century these differentiations largely disappeared, and the
uniform class of peasant-serfs took their place.

The old Ukrainian institution of slavery withered away very early, sooner
in Galicia than in the eastern Ukrainian provinces, since there the Western
and Polish influences penetrated earlier, and from there gradually permeated
the social constitution of Ukrainian society as a whole. Among the two strata
of slaves, the manorial servants and the agricultural or farm slaves, the
former were better treated. Soon, especially under the influence of
Catholicism, the law began to protect the slaves, giving them legal protection
against willful abuses by their masters and reducing the number of sources of
slavery. In the fifteenth century, mixed marriage and indebtedness no longer
resulted in permanent slavery, and only birth, crime, and imprisonment
made a man unfree. The Lithuanian Statute, the code by which the Com-
monwealth tried its civil and criminal cases, in its third codification, replaced
the term “slave” with the term “manorial servant,” and gave him some
limited property rights.'®

The Agricultural Reform of 1557, Voloka system, liquidated the institution
of slavery altogether, and made all slaves common peasants. As a matter of
fact, soil-bound peasants existed already in the fourteenth century. This
group probably developed from the half-free and slaves. Being subject to the
patrimonial authority of the lord, they had no direct relation to the state,
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paid no taxes, and did no military service, nor did they bear any other public
obligations. They could be transferred by their masters from one place to
another, always, however, being bound to do soil service.

During the Agricultural Reform, the soil-bound peasants received a
smaller land allotment, about ten acres to work on, while the free peasants
received up to thirty acres but were otherwise equal to the common peasan-
try. The Lithuanian Statute, in the early codification, was also familiar with
the small social stratum of the half-free, whose legal position was the tem-
porary limitation of freedom on the basis of a voluntary contract between the
free and the master-to-be. This was a cultural lag from the old institution of
the zakupy, in the era of the Kievan Empire. Usually a free peasant sold
himself into a half-free relationship, expressly reserving his right to get back
his freedom after certain contractual conditions had been fulfilled. The
Lithuanian Statute imposed various obligations upon the master, as the code
of Rus’ka Pravda did, to take care of the half-free. In the sixteenth century,
the institution dissolved into a general serfdom of the peasantry.

The common peasantry, once a class of free farm people with full personal
and property rights, had been progressively restricted in its social and legal
standing. By 1457, a partial soil bondage was introduced into the Polish-
Lithuanian realm and its Ukrainian possessions. The peasants were pro-
hibited from leaving the soil, the village, and their noble masters, without
providing a substitute. The third codification of the Lithuanian Statute in-
troduced complete bondage. This development was directly caused by
economic motives.

Poland began at that time to participate extensively in foreign trade by
means of heavy grain exports. The business was quite a profitable one, and
the gentry were extremely interested in taking full advantage of it. Cheap
labor provided by soil-bound serfs was very effective in reducing costs. Thus,
the all-potent gentry pressed heavily to establish bondage. Initially, of
course, the peasant still had full and hereditary ownership rights on his real
estate and personal holdings. He could sell and buy, or acquire by occupation
of “no man’s land,” the wooded and steppe areas not under cultivation. The
first codification of the above mentioned Lithuanian Statute substantially
limited the peasant alienation rights, but did not otherwise abolish the scope
of his property. At that time, if a new master purchased a village, he ac-
quired the peasant taxes and service obligations, but not property title in the
peasant land holdings.

The Agricultural Reform of 1557, Voloka system, however, liquidated
peasant property rights in real estate, leaving them but a semi-tenant right of
use. The privilege of land-property was exclusively reserved for the gentry
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and clergy. Subsequently the peasants’ service obligations were also increased
and multiplied. In the sixteenth century, according to the Act of Torun in
1519 and the Act of Bydgoshch in 1520, the peasants had to work for the lords
one day of the week. In the seventeenth century, things turned from bad to
worse, after the gentry received unlimited authority over the serfs, and began
to fix service obligations and material contributions arbitrarily. The service
days were increased to 200 and 300 yearly, and by the eighteenth century,
the serfs had to labor for the lord six days of the week. Only nights and
holidays were left to them to work on their own small farms. The peasant
could be sold with or without the land, his family could be separated, and the
entire peasantry was subordinated exclusively to the patrimonial authority of
the nobleman. Practically speaking, he did not own anything any more."
State and government were no longer interested in the peasants, who had
now become fixed capital, property of the noble proprietors.

In the fifteenth century, the peasants still had a certain autonomy in the
management of their own communal affairs. The oldest form of village
autonomy was the Ruthenian system, in which the administration and
judiciary were in the hands of the village tivun or otaman and the village
eldest. This system followed the remote tradition of the old Kievan verv and
village administration. The villages of the Polish law were also similarly
governed. The novelty in the Lithuanian-Polish era was the plurality of the
villages of the Magdeburg (German) law, and the Wallachian villages where
the most autonomy was granted to the peasant communities, while the
patrimonial authority of the nobles was largely excluded. A Ukrainian,
however, could not be the founder of a Magdeburg village. The Wallachian
system, most popular in Galicia, extended over large areas, including several
village communities under one land leader, the krainik. But at the end of the
sixteenth century, all these forms of village autonomy largely disappeared,
and the noble lord assumed all the powers, including patrimonial judiciary
and supreme administration. The gentry acquired these powers either by
purchase or by usurpation, and from that time on they appointed all village
officials. Political and public rights were no longer granted to the peasantry.

Serfdom and bondage of the entire peasantry were the most negative
developments in the socio-economic constitution of Ukraine. They were of
foreign origin and completely alien to the Ukrainian mind, so that they
distorted any harmonious social growth. Furthermore, as the main labor and
production force, the peasants were turned into property, without any en-
thusiasm, ambition, or initiative. There were no incentives to labor under
such a social system. Therefore agricultural productivity was greatly

100



hampered, and the result was primitivism and a low standard of living for
the village population.?

Townspeople. The socio-political and economic position of the Ukrainian
town and the town population also took a violent turn for the worse during
the third period, the Lithuanian-Polish era, because of the predominance of
the gentry, and the discrimination of the other social classes. First of all, the
destructive impact of the Mongol invasion affected the Ukrainian towns most
adversely. Some of the towns were thoroughly plundered and ruined by the
Tartars. The rather slow economic recovery made the social position of the
townspeople vulnerable and unfit to face unfavorable new developments.
The town in the Kievan era, as Chubaty said, was the commercial and
cultural center of a region. The town population was not crystallized and
separate, isolated from the countryside and the peasantry.'® This favored the
economic growth of the Kievan-Galician town, which, of course, was not a
town in the modern sense. The late Galician period, and the Lithuanian and
Polish rules introduced the Magdeburg legal system of municipal organiza-
tion. The towns were in this way made completely separate self-governing
units, isolated from the countryside, and socially differentiated from the
peasantry, since the townspeople were essentially free and the peasants
almost free. “The original idea of the Magdeburg municipal autonomous ad-
ministration was to increase the freedom of the town, and to facilitate its
commercial growth.” But the essentially Polish developments, sacrificing
almost everything for the social elevation of the upper classes, fully distorted
the initial idea of the Magdeburg system. As a matter of fact, the introduction
of the Magdeburg municipal organization did not help the Ukrainian town in
the long run, but rather accelerated its political and economic decline.

In some cases the ancient municipal self-government with people’s
meetings prevailed until the sixteenth century. Economically, the towns were
relatively prosperous. In the sixteenth century, however, before the
Magdeburg system was ever fully established, municipal self-government was
in most cases overthrown by the nobles and municipal autonomy was almost
liquidated. Its subjugation either to the aristocratic patrimonial jurisdiction
or to the authority of the local agencies of the central government of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth became almost complete.

Of course, the townspeople were always personally free and enjoyed
private property rights and freedom of economic initiative even while their
political rights were greatly reduced. On the other hand, the city population,
with the sole exception of Lviv, was denied the right to own landed proper-
ties. At first, the bailiffs and the municipal council under the Magdeburg
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privilege had extensive authority. Especially the bailiffs, the founders of the
Magdeburg type of city, had a far-reaching competence in municipal affairs,
and they functioned as middlemen between the townspeople and their noble
masters. Subsequently, however, the noblemen, taking advantage of the
loopholes in German law, abolished the office of bailiff either by buying the
right out or by suppressing it and putting themselves at the head of the city
administration, thereby reducing the municipal autonomy.'*

The city council, built according to aristocratic principles from the upper
bracket of the townspeople, maintained some authority. In the sixteenth cen-
tury, even the city proletariat in some instances acquired some influence in
municipal affairs. But at the end of the seventeenth century, municipal self-
government was almost fully liquidated, and the towns were either delivered
to the mercy of patrimonial lords, or included in the framework of the over-
all administrative structure of the country. Ptasnik said that the cities had re-
tained their autonomy as long as they had had certain economic power, but
with the decline of the latter, their autonomy also faded away. It seems,
however, that things developed differently. The liquidation of municipal
autonomy and the introduction of an enormous tax burden on the townspeo-
ple produced a decline in the economic (commercial) significance of the
Ukrainian town.

The internal social and economic life of the town was based on the guild
organization. At first, craft guilds were introduced and then merchant guilds
gained some popularity. Both groups of professional organizations began to
regulate city affairs and city life. The guilds were not only associations of an
economic (commerce and trade) character, but they soon developed into
units of administration, welfare, and military defense. Usually, certain parts
of the city walls and specific city gates were assigned to individual guilds for
defense in an emergency. Orphanages, hospitals, homes for the
aged, funeral homes, and relief programs were the interests of the guilds.'s It
was mentioned that the guilds frequently discriminated against the Orthodox
population of the Ukrainian town. Hence the Orthodox Ukrainians orga-
nized, especially in West Ukraine, their own guilds with a similar scope of ac-
tivities, to which were added the defense of their religion and nationality,
and sponsorship of the development of Ukrainian culture.'®

Foreigners. From the most ancient times, various ethnic groups inhabited
the Ukrainian country, in towns and villages. However, only the Germans,
Armenians, and Jews enjoyed a special, privileged social and legal position in
the Lithuanian-Polish era, while all other national minority groups were
directly subordinated to the general legal and administrative system of the
Commonwealth.
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The social position of the Tartars (Mongols) was briefly discussed in
another connection, since once they were almost the ruling class in Ukraine,
subsequently changing the ethnical composition of the Ukrainian population.
At the time of the Polish supremacy in Ukraine, the Tartars were
discriminated against slightly; they could not hold public office, their proper-
ty rights were restricted, and unlike other foreigners, they rendered military
services. Eventually, the Mongol ethnic element was amalgamated and
became Ukrainian.

The Germans settled in Ukraine under the German (Magdeburg) law, and
their privileged position withered away along with the general decay of the
town. The Wallachians brought to Galicia and Podillia their colonization
system, which was liquidated by the general introduction of serfdom.

The Armenians lived in Ukraine, particularly in Galicia, from the time of
the Kievan era, and always enjoyed extensive self-government. After the
Polish conquest of Galicia, King Casimir the Great attempted to subordinate
the Armenian group to Polish law and administration, but he failed. Thus,
the later Polish rulers fully acknowledged the autonomous position of the
Armenians, restricting them, however, and not according them citizenship
with respect to rights of inheritance and real estate holdings, and
withholding from them the prerogative of participating in the Com-
monwealth’s political and public affairs. These limitations resulted in a dena-
tionalization trend among the Armenian people, who desired to be fully
privileged citizens; they accepted Polish nationality, became Roman
Catholic, voluntarily subjected themselves to the common municipal ad-
ministration, and in numerous cases even attempted to acquire nobility.
Hence, in 1561, a decree, inspired by Armenian leaders, was issued by the
Polish government for the purpose of preventing further denationalization
and for preserving the identity of the Armenian nationality.’

As an autonomous ethnic group, the Armenians governed themselves by
separate laws, like the Datastanagirk Mechitara Gosza, the old Armenian
legal code originating in Asia Minor about 1041, the Armenian Statute of
1519, issued by King Sigismund of Poland, the court decisions of the Arme-
nian judiciary, and the ancient traditions of that national group. The Atean,
Council of the Eldest, existing already in the Kievan era, was the supreme
authority with administrative, judicial, and religious competence.'®

At this time the Jews were the largest and most important ethnic group in
Ukraine. They had lived there from time immemorial, in ghettos in the
towns, and individually or in small groups in the villages. They were re-
garded by Polish law as servi camerae, a group directly subordinated to the
King and Grand Prince. As such, they paid a separate tax, the capitation. In
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1495, King Oleksander of Poland banned all Jews and confiscated all their
belongings. But in 1505, the decree was repealed, and the Jewish people were
fully restored to all their rights.

The Jews as a separate national group enjoyed the special protection of the
law, in many instances equal to that given to the gentry and noblemen. They
governed themselves by special royal decrees, called Jewish Privileges, even-
tually codified in 1669. The Kahal was the local, self-governing authority of
the Jewish community, with extensive competence, including the representa-
tion of the national group, building and maintenance of schools, and han-
dling of matters pertaining to welfare, the lower judiciary, and religion. In
the seventeenth century, Jewish parliaments were inaugurated, one for
Poland and one for Lithuania. These later merged into one parliamentary
body of that national minority for the entire territory of the Commonwealth,
to act as an intermediary between the Jewish people and the Polish govern-
ment."?

The Polish and Ukrainian townspeople, the Germans, Armenians, and
Jews became pillars of trade and commerce in Ukraine. Crafts were perform-
ed largely by Ukrainians and Poles, while mercantile activities on the local,
interprovincial, and international level were prevailingly concentrated in the
hands of the Germans, Jews, and Armenians. The Jewish people especially
acquired a very important financial and commercial position in the
Lithuanian-Rus’ state because of their exceptional abilities in these fields.?®

The Ukrainians had a very rich mercantile tradition since the ancient era
and the Kievan-Galician period, and considerable commercial abilities. Dur-
ing the Polish domination foreign ethnic elements added substantially to
trade and commerce. Nevertheless, the unbearable political and social
pressure of the gentry upon the town, townspeople, and national minorities
did not permit trade and commerce to attain a significant position in the
over-all production of the national income of the Commonwealth in general,
and of Ukraine, in particular.

The Feudal Order. The socio-political constitution of the Lithuanian-Rus’
state progressively absorbed some elements of Western feudalism under in-
creasing contact with the West. Some Lithuanian princes, like Vitovt, or
aristocratic land grandees, like the Radivils, energetically attempted to in-
troduce the feudal order in their domains. Consequently, along with the ad-
vancing Lithuanian rule, the old quasi-feudal institutions of Ukraine, the
remnants of Kievan supremacy, were made to resemble more closely the
feudal patterns of the West. In Galicia, during the early period of the Polish
regime, some feudal institutions were inaugurated to secure the defense of the
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borderland. There, precarious land grants of a temporary character were
given to the shlakhta, nobles of the Polish legal type, who accepted some kind
of vassalage and the obligation of military and defense services. The institu-
tions of the “boyar under protection” and of the “service men,” of a later
period, were a direct reminiscence of the old feudal-vassal relationship.

Thus, on the basis of those historical data, like Vitovt’s attempts to in-
troduce feudalism, the feudal system in some possessions of the Radivil fami-
ly, the precarious land holdings in Galicia in the fourteenth century, and the
boyars under protection in the sixteenth century, some historians like Lubav-
skii, Lyashchenko, and others again, primarily the Marxists, believed and
argued that feudalism really prevailed in the Lithuanian-Rus’ state and the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth.

On the other hand, Vladimirskii-Budanov, Chubaty, and a number of
other Russian and Ukrainian historians of that particular era, totally rejected
such a view. They granted that there existed in the Lithuanian-Rus’ era some
similarities and tendencies to feudal characteristics, but they said that these
trends soon disappeared. To be more specific, the trends toward feudalism
and precarious land-holdings were soon superceded by the Polish socio-
economic constitution based upon the full individual property rights of the
gentry class to its latifundia, which were cultivated through a system of
widespread serfdom and bondage of the peasants.?'

Lyashchenko, a Marxist historian, himself admitted that “Feudal disper-
sion in Lithuania had thus not progressed as far as in Muscovy.” The
economic system of Ukraine under Polish domination turned out to be for the
most part essentially Polish, resulting from the essentially Polish socio-
political developments, where the gentry held all rights. In the eighteenth
century, the Polish system eventually caused the collapse and partition of the
kingdom. Chubaty rightly said that the legal terminology of that period in
Ukraine, including feudum, allodicum, and vassale, did not prove the
prevalence of the feudal order, but merely a confusion of nomenclature used
by the officials trained along West European patterns. Essentially, the ques-
tion as to whether Ukraine was feudal in the Lithuanian-Polish era of her
history is a matter of defining the term “feudalism.”*?

The Cossacks as a Social Class. The Cossack phenomenon was par ex-
cellence a social development of a spontaneous character. A spontaneous
drive among all classes of population to go into the depth of the steppes, the
“wild fields,” was produced on the one hand by the hardships suffered by the
Ukrainian people under the discriminatory policies of the Polish-Lithuanian
regime, and the ever increasing restrictions on personal freedoms of the lower
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classes of the society in particular, constantly threatened by the danger of the
Tartar raids and assaults. On the other hand, it was inspired by the
dangerous but free life of the Cossack, where the hand of the oppressive
regime could not reach him, where a “sweet revenge” on the Tartar assailant
would come true in the vast and limitless steppes. No human power could
stop this drive. The official measures of the Lithuanian and Polish govern-
ments to limit the growth of the Cossack movement in the course of over a
century were simply futile and ineffective. The drive to go into the steppes
and taste the free life of a Cossack was so strong that the grand-princely and
royal officials and military commanders who were supposed to uphold the of-
ficial policy of the government to stop the movement, underhandedly joined
the Cossacks, disappearing in the steppes for a while, and then reappearing
in their offices after some time.

To avoid punishment for such a “lawless” conduct, they usually kept silent
about their steppes exploits, the ukhody. However, their sporadic joining of
the Cossacks greatly boosted and facilitated the growth of the whole social
phenomenon, having received in that way a kind of semi-approval to exist
and to aspire to become a special class of people in the Ukrainian
borderlands; a separate class of military people, free of any social and
economic restrictions but liable for the defense of the country against the
onslaught of the “infidels.”

When roaming in the depths of the steppes, constantly fighting the Tar-
tars, and pioneering the future conquest of the “wild fields” for civilization,
the Cossacks lived a primitive and simple life by hunting and fishing and
using the bountiful gifts of nature, such as wild honey, fruits and vegetables.
Of course, the booty acquired from fighting and defeating the “infidels” pro-
vided a substantial portion for the Cossack in making a living. After coming
home, the Cossacks at first immediately intermingled with their respective
classes of people, either gentry or townspeople or peasantry, to avoid possible
chicanery from the hands of some officials. However, a little later on, with
the growing power of the whole movement, they began to claim to be a
separate class of people with a separate social status. Some of them stayed in
the steppes permanently as ukhodnyky, the pioneers, and developed fishing,
hunting, cattle raising and farming ventures, but with a distinctive feeling of
a class belonging. Whenever an emergency arose, all of them from all over
the country reported to the Sitch.

The Cossack movement toward becoming a separate class was slow but it
gradually crystallized while the ability of the Polish government to limit and
to control it gradually weakened. The government of the Polish-Lithuanian
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Commonwealth objected to the movement on two accounts. The first reason
was briefly discussed in connection with political developments in the Res
Publica. Cossack excursions to fight and defeat the Tartar assailant produced
innumerable Tartar and Turk complaints at the courts in Cracow and Vilna,
complicating the political and diplomatic relations betweem Poland-
Lithuania on the one hand, and the Tartars and the Ottoman Empire on the
other. There was also another reason. The Lithuanian and Polish nobility
and gentry desired to increase the profitability of their latifundium economy
by enlarging the production and exportation of grain. The intense drive of
the population to join the Cossacks, especially on the part of the peasantry,
reduced the supply of agricultural labor in the large-scale manorial
economies of the nobles, gentry and the Church. Obviously, the influential
strata of the Polish-Lithuanian society tried to undertake any measure, which
would secure their agricultural interests. Therefore they used their influence
with the government of the Commonwealth to stop the uncontrolled Cossack
movement.

For these reasons, in particular, because of unceasing Tartar and Turk
complaints, the Polish-Lithuanian government continually issued circulars
and decrees to limit Cossack “lawlessness” and to punish the guilty for annoy-
ing the Tartars and Turks by their over-land and sea-going war excursions.
These measures remained largely dead letters of law. First, because the local
government officials were not only sympathetic to the Cossacks, who pro-
vided defense of the borderlands, but, as mentioned, they themselves fre-
quently joined them in their steppe exploits. Ostap Dashkevych, a govern-
ment official, the starosta of the Cherkasy district, recommended to the
parliament, the seim, in Piotrkow, in 1533, that the government organize the
Cossacks as a semi-military class for defense of the eastern and south-eastern
borderlands of Ukraine.*

Such suggestions came also from other officials. Dashkevych came forth as
an outstanding Cossack leader. The third reason for the failure of the Polish-
Lithuanian government to stop the growth of the Cossack movement was
contained in its spontaneity and in its pervasive social, political and
economic base.

Yet, many times, as in the circular of 1541, the circulars and decrees in
1545 and 1546, and throughout the forties, fifties, and eighties of the six-
teenth century, demands were made by Cracow and Vilna to curb and to
stop the Cossacks from harassing the Tartars and Turks, and to search for and
severely punish the guilty. But this was to no avail.** The sultan himself a few
times demanded that the Polish government suppress the Cossacks.
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Nevertheless, the class of the Cossacks steadily grew, comprised of
members of all classes, the grand nobility, gentry, townspeople and peasants,
and representatives of various nationalities, as pointed out, including Ger-
mans, Dutch, Italians, and even the Tartars. Obviously, moving freely in the
steppes, the Cossacks began to feel themselves a separate class of people, free
of any social and political restrictions. Living under constant danger, the
feeling of equality for all developed among them. The strong conviction of
freedom in the Cossack class included the concept of personal freedom with
full rights to own personal and real property, the freedom of assembly and
organization, to elect freely their leaders and not to be responsible to
anybody but their own freely elected leaders and officials. Furthermore, they
felt free from any taxation and other material burdens imposed by the Polish-
Lithuanian state. Gradually, all these concepts acquired by custom and
tradition, the force of unwritten law, constituted the “Cossack liberties.” At
first, the government attempted to disregard and violate this customary un-
written law, but it eventually had to submit to and honor any Cossack com-
plaints that their “liberties” were violated.*®

The frequent involvement of the Polish-Lithuanian state in various wars
and the need for defense of the Ukrainian borderlands against the Tartar
onslaught finally forced Poland to change her policy toward the Cossacks in
order to use their military striking power in her own interest. King Sigismund
IT August ordered, probably in 1572, the organization of some 300 Cossacks
under the command of Yurii Yazlovetsky and paid them for services to the
state. There was a kind of friendly relation between the Cossacks and King
Stefan Batory, because apparently, some Cossack representation was sent to
his coronation. Supposedly, in the wake of those developments, the Batory
Reform was enacted, which established the legal framework for the Cossacks
as a separate social class. The Reform took place, supposedly, in 1576. In the
royal document, “the Cossack liberties” were affirmed, along with their ex-
emption from regular royal administration and judiciary, no matter where
the Cossacks lived, in the towns, townships or villages, placing them under
the jurisdiction of their own officials, the hetman and the otamans, directly
responsible to the commander-in-chief of the Polish armed forces, the hetman
koronny. No Cossack could be put in prison without the knowledge of his
own Cossack superior. Only in the case of murder and rape could a Cossack
be judged in a Polish court, but again, with the knowledge of his superior.
The Cossacks were free from paying taxes or doing any compulsory work for
the state, their properties could not be confiscated, their inheritance rights
could not be infringed.?
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The official “register” of the Cossacks was increased to 500 and then 1,000
men, and though all those rights and “liberties” were granted to the
“registered,” revestrovi, Cossacks, automatically with the progress of time
and by unwritten law, they were extended to all Cossacks, making them now
a fully legitimate class of Ukrainian society.?” The increasing participation of
the Cossacks in the Polish wars was that vehicle which made the “liberties”
legally available to the entire Cossack class. Although locally the officers of
the “registered” Cossacks were under control of the royal officials, they were
the part of the entire Cossack community or stratum, including the Urban
Cossacks, the horodovi, who lived in the towns and villages, but were not
listed in the official register, and the Cossacks from beyond the cataracts, the
Zaporozhtsi, living in the Sitch and in the steppes around the Sitch, their
military center and military camp, who were the standard-bearers of the
struggle in defense of Ukraine.?®

Rather early, a differentiation within the class began according to
economic criteria, the accumulation of wealth and landed properties. The
wealthy Cossacks were able to live better and to clothe themselves better in
contrast to the rather poor mass of the Cossacks, who initially actually did
not pay much attention to material things. Later on, matters slowly changed,
and even antagonisms developed between the wealthy Cossack aristocracy
and the mass of the Cossack commoners, the holota or siroma. However, this
process belongs to the next period of Ukrainian history. It became pro-
nounced in the Ukrainian Cossack state after 1649.
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CHAPTER FIVE

EXTRACTIVE INDUSTRIES OF THE
EUROPEAN FRONTIERS

Economic growth — Hunting and fishing — Cattle raising —
Agriculture — Mining

Economic Growth. In the course of the four centuries from the collapse of
the Kievan Empire to the National Revolution of 1648, the economy of
Ukraine experienced many striking transitions and transformations.
Although these were neither rapid nor unexpected, their impact upon all sec-
tors of the country’s economy was deep and fundamental, resulting in a
seventeenth century Ukrainian economy which differed diametrically from
that of the fourteenth century.

The decline of the Ukrainian economy had already begun in the second
half of the twelfth century as a consequence of the continuous dynastic wars
among the members of the Ruryk house. These cruel and ruthless wars
decimated the population, ruined the cities and countryside, and strangled
the economy. Furthermore, the continuous raids of the Cumans contributed
extensively to a general decline of the eastern and southern borderlands of
Ukraine. Eventually, the highily developed economy of the Kievan Empire
began to decay, the population became impoverished, and only the enor-
mous fertility of the soil prevented large-scale famines and starvation.' Then
came the Mongol Invasion, which deepened the economic depression.

The century witnessed a general economic retardation and regression in
Ukraine. Eastern and southern borderlands were depopulated, and in many
sections the economy reverted to hunting, fishing, and beekeeping. For-
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tunately, West Ukraine (Galicia, Volhinia, and Polisia) was in a more
favorable economic situation since the Ukrainian state existed there much
longer and the Mongol invasion did not strike it with full fury. From there
the economic recovery of the entire country began. Already in the fifteenth
century, the recolonization of the abandoned eastern and southern
borderlands was resumed, this time under the protection of the Lithuanian-
Rus’ state. The Mengli-Gerey invasion of Ukraine in 1481 interrupted this
colonization but it did not halt it entirely.

In the beginning of the sixteenth century, the Western Ukrainian economy
was a well developed agricultural one, with such supplementary industries as
hunting and fishing. Export and import businesses existed with such Western
markets as Danzig, Neurenberg, Dresden, and Regensburg. The main prod-
uct of the revived economy was grain. Commercialized argiculture was just
beginning, and advanced business techniques were extending over the north-
ern parts of Right- bank Ukraine, west of the Dnieper River.

In the southern part of Right-bank Ukraine and in her entire Left-bank
area at that time, backwardness and primitivism still prevailed. Hunting,
fishing, trapping, beekeeping, and limited cattle-raising were the leading in-
dustries. The main products of that primitive economy were meat, fish,
honey, and fur. Very little agricultural activity was undertaken there. The
economic life of the borderlands in some instances returned to the ancient
Slavic communal forms, in order to provide some security in that area of con-
tinuous Mongol raids and to increase efficiency through close cooperation.
All of the settlements specialized collectively in certain activities; there were
villages of hunters, fishers, trappers, falconers, beaver-trappers, beekeeepers,
ox-herders, and other specific professions and trades. When some limited
agriculture was resumed in those areas, it was also done in a communal way.
Allotments of land were given to individual members of the community for
cultivation for a certain specific period of time. According to Lubavskii, a
primitive agricultural technique was used by the Cherkasians (Ukrainians) at
that time.?

The progressing colonization and the recovery of the ancient Ukrainian
territories made land plentiful, and at the same time, the intensity of the Tar-
tar menace also lessened somewhat. The result was an immediate disintegra-
tion of communal forms of economy, whereupon the instinctive Ukrainian
individualism took over fully. The Kievan revenue records from the sixteenth
century stated that “the Cherkasians plowed their lands wherever they
desired.” It seems that the individual property had already prevailed there to
the fullest extent, and that agriculture had already gained significance.
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In the fifteenth century, however, in the deeds and contracts of sale, still
more attention was paid to the forest, hunting, and fishery rights than to
tarm lands. Thus, in the course of a century a significant re-evaluation was
accomplished. In the fifteenth century, extractive industries other than
agriculture were more important economically while about a hundred years
later farming had already become a leading industry.

The re-colonization of the southern and eastern steppe regions progressed
rapidly because of various factors evolving in that era, such as the growing
power of the Lithuanian-Ukrainian state, the penetration of the Polish spon-
sored institutions of serfdom and large land holdings into Ukraine, and the
increasing density of population and the development of a profit-motivated
money economy in the West. First of all, the rising power of the Lithuanian-
Rus’ Commonwealth, as mentioned above, to some extent reduced the
Mongol threat and thus encouraged the incorporation of Ukraine’s steppes
into her economy. This first phase of the penetration of the steppes was
discussed briefly in the preceding section, in connection with the
development of the semi-military class of the Cossacks. The penetration
began as hunting, trapping, and fishing trips undertaken in spring and sum-
mer by individuals and small groups of adventurers. Subsequently, armed
colonization was intensified as the indirect result of the introduction into
Ukraine of the Polish agricultural system based on serfdom and large-scale
landholding by the nobility. The growing burden of bondage and serfdom
for almost three centuries resulted in serfs constantly escaping to the steppe
beyond the reach of the Polish government and Polish semi-feudalism. These
peasant-refugees were the vanguard of waves of colonization. Extensive
farming, together with hunting, fishing, and cattle-raising, were their main
occupations.

The strong drive among the gentry and the lords to acquire more and more
land provided still another impetus to the colonization process. Initially the
nobles had received land as temporary grants for military and administrative
services. But soon the precarious nature of those grants was lost under the im-
pact of the Polish concept of complete and perpetual property rights for the
gentry. This development was no doubt due to the decisive changes in the
West European economies, where the density of population, having in-
creased greatly in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, resulted in an early
commercial Mercantilism, a profit-motivated economy. The Western mar-
kets required more food and more raw materials; the East European extrac-

tive and agricultural production, if properly organized, could supply them.
The gentry of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth were quick to
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recognize the opportunities. Thus their appetite and demand for ever more
land grew steadily. At first they developed commercial cattle-raising to ex-
port meat and hides. In some years the livestock exported to the West through
the city of Peremyshl alone exceeded eighty thousand heads. With the Torun
Treaty the Western markets were wide open for the Polish export business.
Especially, Ukrainian grain, wood, and raw materials were in great demand
abroad.

The colonization process was enormously intensified. Slabchenko said that
unbelievably large sums of money were invested to acquire landed proper-
ties. Zamojski, a Polish grandee, for example, bought the Povolok district for
one million and two hundred thousand guldens. Tyshkevich paid over four
hundred thousand guldens for a few villages. In both of these cases enormous
land resources were required to proceed with production.®

The growing Western demand for grain and bread, therefore, developed
the great profit opportunity for the Polish gentry, who then applied all
available measures, fair and foul, to enlarge their land holdings, including
even spoilation of the peasant farm land, and exploitation of serf labor. As a
result of these developments, small-scale peasant farming rapidly decreased
and the burden of bondage swiftly increased. This caused peasants to run
away in increasing numbers and drastically reduced the labor supply at a
time when it was most needed.

In order to secure more labor for their instensified manorial farming, the
nobles also undertook a large-scale colonization program. They established
many villages, townships, and settlements under the “Magdeburg Law,”
granting to the settlers temporary personal freedoms and tax exemptions.
Everywhere castles were built, towns founded, new villages built, old set-
tlements reorganized, and new market places and fairs initiated. While
Ukrainians remained the principal stock of the population, settlers were also
attracted from Poland, Bohemia, Hungary, Germany, Wallachia, Serbia,
and Muscovy. Due to immigration and a higher birth rate, the density of
population increased rapidly, and new areas were populated. After a few
years the new settlers usually lost their freedom and privileges under the
Magdeburg Law, and were relegated to the general pattern of bondage and
serfdom. This happened either in accordance with the original provisions of
the colonization agreements with the bailiffs or settlers, or by direct viola-
tions of these agreements on the part of the gentry. But the new serfs began to
run away into the steppes, pushing the frontiers further and further eastward
and southward. This exodus gave rise to a new wave of settlements along the
Magdeburg principles to replenish the labor supply in the manorial economy
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of the Polish-Lithuanian state, by granting freedoms and exemptions to the
colonists for a number of years (10,15, or 20 years). The same process was
repeated over and over again, always, however, resulting in the addition of
new areas to the Ukrainian ethnical territory.

A commercialized agriculture accompanied by the advanced business
techniques and social disadvantages of early capitalism became the founda-
tion of the entire Ukrainian economy in the seventeenth century. This seems
to be quite a change when it is realized that three centuries before large areas
of Eastern and Southern Ukraine were deserted steppes where a primitive
subsistence economy prevailed. The main credit for this positive evolution in
the economy must be given to the Cossack armed colonization, for the nobles
colonized only those wild fields where some degree of security and safety had
already been established by the Cossacks. Later, at the end of the sixteenth
and the first half of the seventeenth centuries, the Cossack uprising in its suc-
cessful attempt to free Ukraine from Polish domination, also had a favorable
effect on the colonization process. In order to avoid Polish reprisals, the in-
surgents were again compelled to migrate.

They moved far to the East, to Slobidska Ukraine, on the banks of the
Rivers Donets and Don. There the Polish government could not reach them
since those areas were theoretically under Muscovite supremacy. The Cossack
refugees who established villages, or slobody, were fully free and had exten-
sive lands for agriculture, cattle-raising, and hunting. For the most part, they
were not troubled by the authorities. The entire Slobidska Ukraine later
developed into a semi-military Cossack society. The colonization on a large
scale of the Donets and Don area by the Ukrainians was initiated by
Ostrainyn, the leader of an unsuccessful uprising against the Polish oppres-
sion in 1638.*

Hunting and Fishing. There is no doubt that for the entire era of the four-
teenth and fifteenth centuries, hunting was still a very important and even a
predominant industry in certain sections of the country, like the northern
forest districts, the southern and eastern steppes, and the Carpathian moun-
tain areas in particular. In the fifteenth century, more attention was paid in
deeds and sale contracts to the description of hunting, fishing, and beekeep-
ing areas, and the exclusive rights and privileges connected with them, than
to farm land. This emphasis reflects the greater economic importance of the
former occupations. The sixteenth century brought a full appreciation of
farming and grain production. The civil law of that era, the Lithuanian
Statute, in all of its three codifications, paid considerable attention to hunt-
ing, fishing, and beekeeping rights. Such violations as killing or stealing of
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animals on the hunting grounds of others, hunting and fishing in areas re-
served for the Grand Dukes or lords, fishing without permission, damaging
traps, nets, or bee-hives, damaging ownership signs and marks or territory
boundaries, and similar cases were punished by monetary penalities. Thus, a
violation of the hunting rights was to be compensated by a fine of twelve
guldens; an illegal killing of an elk, by a fine of six guldens; of a deer or bear,
three guldens; of a lynx or boar, one gulden; of a bull or auroch, twelve
guldens; the same as for killing a human being.?

After beavers became scarce, beaver hunting in certain areas was reserved
for the Grand Duke as a regal privilege, and the animals themselves were put
under the legal protection of the law. In Galicia, beavers were scarce in the
sixteenth century, and similarly, were protected by law. At that time two
guldens were paid for a beaver skin. For the same price one could buy more
than ten hundred weights of rye. In the manorial economies of the nobles,
beaver preserves were established to prevent extermination of that valuable,
fur bearing animal.,

The forests, woods, steppes, and mountain regions of Ukraine housed enor-
mous resources of animals in the Kievan epoch. The contemporary written
reports strongly stressed this fact. Bulls, aurochs, wild horses, elks, deer,
harts, stags, bears, lynxes, wolves, beavers, foxes, wild goats, rabbits, squir-
rels, eagles, hawks, falcons, wild ducks, geese, swans, and many other kinds
of animals and birds were mentioned in the documents, chronicles, and nar-
ratives. For example, wild goats were so numerous that in winter time, when
there was nothing for them to eat in the fields and woods, they came to the
settlements and villages, and there thousands were killed by the peasant, thus
supplying meat and skins. In the sixteenth century, however, some kinds of
wild animals began to disappear, like bulls, aurochs and beavers, as mention-
ed above. Intensive hunting threatened to exterminate them. Accordingly,
the seventeenth century nobles began to establish beaver preserves and
breeding stations for bulls and aurochs. While hunting for beasts was,
economically speaking, an important industry, hunting for birds remained a
sport with little economic significance.

Hunting for big beasts, like bulls and bears, was usually organized by the
nobles, with extensive participation of the common people as beaters and
helpers. Under the system of serfdom and bondage, the peasants were obliged
to be ready to hunt for the lord as many as twelve days every year. Entire
villages in the hunting areas specialized in certain hunting skills, such as
hunters for beavers, wolves, and bears, serving as beaters and falconers, or
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catching hawks and falcons and training them for future hunting undertak-
ings of their noble lords.

The annual contributions paid by the serfs to their lord consisted of a large
portion of meats, hides, and skins. This evidence indicates that the peasants
also engaged in hunting on their own. The peasants set up traps and hunted,
but rather for smaller beasts, like martens, rabbits, foxes, squirrels, and
sometimes, wolves. Later on, their contributions in kind were replaced by
one or more monetary taxes.

Beekeeping was another ancient and significant extractive industry in the
Ukrainian forests and steppes, cultivated by the peasant and manorial
economies. The industry was a very popular one, especially because of a very
great demand for drinking honey, a favorite drink of all social classes, and
because of a large demand for wax for the domestic production of candles, as
well as for export. This extensive demand for honey and wax, a traditional
one from prehistoric and Kievan times, made them for a long time the major
components of the peasant’s annual tax contributions, paid to the state or to
the noble lords, who acquired that privilege in the process of the disintegra-
tion of the Polish state authority. It was simply called the “honey tax.”
Beekeeping rights were, as pointed out, a special concern for the legislation of
the Polish-Lithuanian era, a fact that proved its relative importance. But
beekeeping as such had only a secondary significance from the over-all
economic point of view. It was more important in the northern regions of
Ukraine than in the southern.

No less important than beekeeping but secondary to hunting was fishing.
Again, certain villages, located on the banks of large rivers or close to the
lakes where fish were abundant, specialized in fishing, and their peasant in-
habitants were primarily fishermen. Usually, fishing rights were the exclusive
property of the gentry, and the peasants received only a privilege or a permis-
sion to fish, for which they had to supply part of their catch to the manors.
Naturally, during the season of Lent the demand for fish increased.

In the sixteenth century, the nobles began to dig artificial ponds to produce
fish for export. Western demand for fish and an abundance of salt in Galicia
made this industry profitable. Fish were produced on a large scale, salted,
and exported to Germany, Poland, Lithuania, and Muscovy. In the seven-
teenth century, the Ukrainian fishing industry was largely a commercialized
and profit-motivated export business.

Cattle Raising, chronologically speaking, preceded farming. It was highly
important up to the sixteenth century. The deeds, court acts, bills, last wills,
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and records of various offices and agencies of that era supply ample
proof of the economic significance of animal-raising, including bull-
breeding, sheep-raising, and horse-raising. Dogs and birds were bred and
trained for hunting purposes. Enumerating the obligations and services of the
peasants to the manor and lord, for example, those documents and records
name first such various service obligations as going to hunt, serving as
beaters, raising horses for the manor, supplying fish, honey, chickens, ducks,
cheese, butter, eggs, hogs, skins, hides, and other products of the extensive
economy, and in particular, raising cattle. Oats and hay were also among the
contributions of the peasant population to the manor, while wheat and rye
were scarcely mentioned. The emphasis placed on services and the type of
products indicated above point out the very character of the Ukrainian
economy prior to the sixteenth century. Eventually, in the sixteenth century,
this was replaced by new developments, including intensive agriculture.

Werdum, Beauplan, Litvin, and other foreigners who visited Ukraine in
the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, repeatedly wrote about the pasture
lands, enormous herds of cattle, sheep, and goats, the rich and abundant
grass resources, the strong, enduring, and speedy horses, large stallions, the
swine, and the uncounted wild birds and animals in the steppe and forest
regions.® The fact that these things impressed foreign visitors indicates their
economic importance. Especially in the steppe regions, the breeding of horses
developed to a great extent, although the continuous Tartar raids prevented
their smooth and speedy growth. When a certain degree of pacification of the
“wild fields” occurred as a result of the slow disintegration of the Crimean
Khanate and the growing power of the Cossack Host, cattle and horse-raising
and sheep-breeding penetrated the steppes even farther.

In the forest areas, in the Carpathian mountain, as well as in the densely
populated Western sections of the country, cattle and horse-raising was wide-
ly carried on. There was ample land not required for other purposes. Raising
cows, oxen, and bulls was a widely spread practice in the royal possessions,
noble manors, and peasant households, in order to secure meat, hides, milk,
and milk products for domestic consumption, as well as for the exportation of
livestock and meat. While the importance of hunting in this respect pro-
gressively declined, meat production and exportation increased. Grey
Ukrainian bulls were particularly popular in the foreign markets. The
Cossacks, on the other hand, raised in the “wild fields” (beyond the
Cataracts) a special breed of very strong and fertile cows.

Horse-breeding developed chiefly in the royal and manorial economies to
provide for the needs of transportation and warfare. The horse was at that
time unquestionably an important draft power. It was used in farming, for
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wagons and carriages, for horseback riding, for hunting, for providing main
transportation and field work service, and for waging wars. The peasants
also raised horses extensively, although on a smaller scale. In Calicia, for ex-
ample, peasants were required to render their manorial services such as
delivering manure to the manorial fields, bringing wood, and supplying oats
and hay for the manorial herds and stallions with their horses and wagons. In
some instances the peasants had to pay a “horse tax,” on each horse they
owned.

Several breeds of horses were known in Ukraine at that time. In particular,
the so-called Tartar or Crimean horses were very popular among the
Cossacks, who also raised horses on a large scale in the wide steppes beyond
the Dnieper Cataracts. Beauplan said that these horses were very strong and
very well trained.’

Sheep raising also grew in importance, especially in the mountainous areas
of Galicia and in the Kholm and Belz districts. The industry was scarcely
known in the Kievan era. Since the middle of the sixteenth century,
numerous villages were organized according to Wallachian legal principles in
these Galician and Podillian districts. Although inhabited by the Ukrainian
people, these villages were called Wallachian villages. The exclusive peasant
occupation in these areas was in the rearing of sheep. Hence the contributions
to be paid by the peasants under the general bondage system consisted mainly
of the products of sheep raising, such as wool, woolen cloth, woolen rugs,
and various kinds of cheese. Hog and goat raising also took place in the
Wallachian villages, and to a lesser degree in other settlements in different
parts of Ukraine. Hog raising was most common in maple wood districts,
where the industry could be carried on at relatively low costs.

The Wallachian system developed primarily in those areas where the soil
was poor and grain farming could not be very successful. Moreover, sheep
raising progressed as long as the opportunities of commercialized grain pro-
duction were not yet fully realized. With the growth of modern corn farm-
ing, the Wallachian economies declined whenever any chance for the export-
motivated grain farm business existed, said Hrushevsky. The growth of a
grain economy brought also the burden of serfdom and soil bondage to the
peasantry of the Wallachian villages, whose lot had been rather mild and
easy.

Rearing falcons, hawks, and dogs for hunting, breeding chickens, ducks,
geese, and swans for food and trade, raising cats for pets and catching mice,
rats, and various kinds of birds, completed the picture of this phase of the
Ukrainian economy in the Polish-Lithuanian period.
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Agriculture. The normal agricultural economy of Ukraine in the
Lithuanian-Polish period consisted, as before, of three economic sectors:
grain production, vegetable gardening, and fruit raising. All three segments,
and especially grain production, experienced some basic technological and
organizational changes in the course of these three centuries. These three in-
dividual industries originated and developed in a certain evolutionary se-
quence, until they resulted in the well developed agricultural economy of the
eighteenth century.

The process was completed in the next period of Ukrainian history, the
Cossack-Hetman era. Thus, grain production followed cattle-raising whereas
vegetable and fruit raising, as the most intensive divisions of agriculture, ar-
rived later. Vegetable and fruit production were no doubt developed already
in the Kievan era, but they neither advanced nor achieved any economic im-
portance at that time.

As a matter of fact, farming, primarily grain production, was a leading in-
dustry in Galicia and West Volhinia by the fifteenth century. But in the rest
of the Ukrainian provinces, because of the Mongol devastations, it did not ac-
quire economic predominance until the end of the sixteenth century. Ac-
cordingly, for almost two centuries longer a primitive economy prevailed
there, based on hunting, fishing, and cattle raising. The types and forms of
service obligations and tax contributions of the slaves and peasant serfs of that
time clearly indicated the secondary and supplementary role of farming in
the country’s economy.®

Farming itself was extremely primitive prior to the seventeenth century,
designed only to supply some necessities for individual households and not for
the market, although foreign travelers, like Beauplan and de Vigenere,
reported the enormous and almost incredible fertility of the steppe areas
which easily produced hundredfold crops without much labor and literally
without any manure or fertilizer.® Lack of roads, poor transportation
equipment, and inadequate marketing techniques, however, did not permit
efficient processing and distribution of agricultural produce.

Farming, therefore, remained stagnant for a relatively long time.
Agricultural prices were not uniform, food supply was inadequate, and the
standard of living was rather low. The chief source of labor consisted of
slaves, and they were not very productive. In the fifteenth century, farming
was largely done within the framework of small private peasant estates or
tenant farm holdings, duty-bound to the boyars and nobles, or to the
Church. Oats, rye, barley, and wheat were the leading crops (in that order)
until the early sixteenth century. Hrushevsky supplied the following approx-
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imate composition of farm production for the time: forty percent of all
acreage was used to raise oats, thirty-five percent to grow rye, about fifteen
percent for barley, and about ten for raising wheat. This pattern in farm pro-
duction was derived largely from royal books and records. There are less
reliable sources of information about peasant farming, but it is highly prob-
able that the proportions were about the same. These sources indicate un-
questionably the leading importance of oats and rye and the secondary posi-
tion of wheat. As has been mentioned, serfs paid their taxes in their leading
products, oats and rye, until the sixteenth century. All this was in direct con-
nection with the extensive cattle and horse raising in the old Ukrainian
household economy. Still, at that time, some remnants of communal farming
prevailed, and the peasant estates bore some communal material burdens
which were completely lost in the next century.

In the first half of the sixteenth century, some fundamental changes in the
farm economy were already initiated under the impact of the new develop-
ments in Western Europe. There, the rapidly increasing population soon ex-
hausted the natural resources, and the quasi-agricultural system had to make
way for a new economic system, early commercial capitalism. It was based
on industrialization, specialization, exchange, and the wide use of money.
This development caused an enormous demand in the West for food and
agricultural raw materials, which could be obtained in Ukraine and other
agricultural areas of East Europe. Hence, the social and economic changes in
Ukraine in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, the rise of serfdom and
latifundium-manorial agriculture in particular, were due to the emergence of
capitalism in Western Europe. The price of grain rapidly increased by more
than a hundred percent, creating impressive profit incentives and op-
portunities. In 1564, for example, one lasht of wheat could be bought for
21.18 Polish guldens, while in 1616 the price for the same quantity of wheat
increased to almost 55 guldens.'®

Changes proceeded in various directions, completely altering the socio-
economic constitution of Ukraine. The small individual peasant farms began
to disappear rapidly, being progressively absorbed, per fas et nefas, into the
latifundial estates of the nobility and gentry, by spoilation, seizure by force,
criminal abuses, royal grants to nobles for services rendered, and unjust and
discriminatory legislation. Parallel to this process, the distinction between
slavery and free peasantry also disappeared, replaced by a general bondage
of the rural population.

In the majority of the Ukrainian provinces peasant land ownership was
practically obliterated in the seventeenth century. The manorial economy
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prevailed universally, managed by the gentry and cultivated by the peasant
serf. Serfs performed plowing, harrowing, harvesting, thrashing, cattle rais-
ing, and other farm and house work for their lords. They were tenants of
small farmsteads which supplied their meager subsistance, and they were also
burdened with yearly tributes to the manor. Each individual manor was
managed by an administrator who was, by rule, of noble descent. He
directed the work of a number of overseers, tivunes, and helpers. A minute
account of income and expenses was maintained. A number of manorial
economies, the so-called klutch (key of possession), was managed by an
econom, supervising all manorial administrators. The entire noble latifun-
dium was administered by a “commissioner-general of goods,” selected from
the gentry, who had full authority over all economies and manors. Individual
manors, or individual pieces of land were frequently leased to poor gentry,
peasant, or others, for rental payments."*

Thus, in the seventeenth century, commercially motivated latifundial
farming was fully developed. The vast lands, however, could not be inten-
sively cultivated because of the relative scarcity of labor. This problem in-
stigated a progressive enslaving of the peasants and a large-scale colonization
program both sponsored by the privileged class of the Polish gentry. The no-
ble possessions were in some cases vast. The grandees, like the Vyshnyvetsky,
Chortoryisky, Ostrozhsky, Potocki, and Zamoiski, owned entire provinces,
tens of towns, hundreds of villages, and hundreds of thousands of peasant
serfs. The Ostrozhskys, for example, owned thirty-five towns and seven hun-
dred villages in Volhinia, Podillia, and Kiev, and derived from those posses-
sions about ten million guldens of yearly income. The Vyshnyvetskys owned
almost all of Left-Bank Ukraine, where the country gentry were their service
people.'?

Under the pressure of needs, there was progress in the form of intensive
methods of cultivation and better tools. Thus, the extensive two-field system
was soon replaced by the three-field system, and finally, by crop rotation.
The field was now well manured, wherever it was necessary, and well
plowed by the use of oxen or horses. Werdum related about the exceeding
skills of the Ukrainians in plowing their soil. Neither the man, nor the ox, nor
the horse stepped on the plowed section of the field, but moved within the
furrows only. Plows, harrows, hoes, forks, and other farm tools were fre-
quently furnished with iron parts to accomplish better results. Only in the less
advanced areas of Ukraine was wooden equipment primarily used. Iron
sickles, scythes, knives, axes, and saws were known all over, and of course,
generally used in the manorial economies.
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As far as the efficiency of the Ukrainian farming of that time was con-
cerned, it must be conceded that the manorial system was a rather wasteful
one. The administration of the vast latifundia was not always up to standard,
and the more so because the ruthless exploitation of the serfs took away from
them a great deal of enthusiasm, ambition, and zeal for work. By the same
token, it required costly and considerable supervision. The peasant tenant
farms were too small and too oppressed to be efficient. But the amazing fer-
tility of the soil and the favorable climatic conditions made up for those
organizational and administrative weaknesses, and produced hundredfold
crops in seventeenth and eighteenth century Ukraine.

In gardening and vegetable production also, a certain progress was
achieved during the Lithuanian-Polish period. New plants were introduced
and more intensive and elaborate ways of gardening were used, either
brought by the foreign immigrants who came into Ukraine, or learned by the
Ukrainians who traveled extensively. Thus, beans, totally unknown in Kiev,
became very popular. Cabbage, rare in the Kievan era, was cultivated from
the sixteenth century on. Lettuce was introduced from Italy. The great varie-
ty of horticultural produce included cauliflower, parsley, carrots, celery,
asparagus, spinach, turnips, parsnips, onions, garlic, cucumbers,
watermelons, pumpkins, peas, hemp, and flax. Hops production was also
very popular since beer was drunk throughout Ukraine.

Intensive gardening developed first in the manorial possessions, then it
slowly penetrated into peasant farming. But already in the seventeenth cen-
tury some vegetables and garden produce, like onions, garlic, caraway seeds,
and poppy. were included in the lists of the peasants’ annual compulsory con-
tributions to the manor. This evidence certainly indicates that the peasants
raised vegetables. The crops of onions, caraway, poppy, peas, hemp, flax,
and hops sometimes extended over several acres of land, having really been
done on a large scale. But despite some progress in gardening, this sector of
the Ukrainian economy was on a rather low level, compared with the West.
The same Werdum, quoted twice already, was not at all impressed by
vegetable production, and remarked ironically that the Ukrainians probably
were not able to afford the kind of intensive and exact work which was re-
quired in the gardening business.

Perhaps fruit production was another indication of the great changes
which took place in the Ukrainian economy as a result of the Mongol inva-
sion. Emperor Mauricius reported very extensive fruit growing in Ukraine
before the Kievan era, whereas in the fifteenth century there was very little
left of that industry. In those days orchards existed in Galicia, Volhinia, and
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Right-bank Ukraine, where living conditions were more certain or more easi-
ly stabilized; they grew only around the castles and manors, and in towns
and cities. There was no fruit raising in the villages and countryside. Of
course, in the steppes and Left-bank Ukraine, where the continuous threat of
Mongol raids made intensive economies impossible, no fruit was grown.

In the western districts of the country, apples, pears, and cherries were
common. Plums first appeared in Ukraine in the sixteenth century. Oddly
enough, grape production was relatively extensive in spite of unfavorable
climatic conditions. In Galicia and Podillia, grapes were raised on the
manorial and monastic estates and pressed into a great quantity of a popular
wine. Local wines were produced by merchants as well, and sold under their
own brand names. According to contemporary reports, the Ukrainian grapes
were good, but the wine was mediocre and sour.

Mining. In the predominantly agricultural Ukraine of the Lithuanian-
Polish period, mining remained an insignificant industry of secondary im-
portance, unable to fill even the limited domestic needs of her farm economy.
Not much progress was achieved by comparison with the Kievan era, in the
extraction of such mineral and non-mineral resources as iron ore, nitrate,
salt, and clay.

Mining iron ore was, qualitatively speaking, most important for the
Ukrainian economy as a whole, although it was by far not the leading mining
business from the quantitative point of view. Extraction of iron ore was
achieved in various regions of Ukraine, largely in a primitive manner within
the framework of manorial and monastic economies. Peasants, also, did a lit-
tle iron mining and processing. Iron ore deposits and mines were scattered,
just as earlier in Kievan times, throughout the northern forest areas in
Galicia, Volhinia, Polisia, and the Kiev district. Moreover, the specialist
miners traveled all over and looked for iron deposits. When even poor iron
ore deposits were found, constructions were immediately erected, exploita-
tion initiated and blast furnaces built and put into operation.

Iron was then processed by blacksmiths. It was used most extensively for
plow shares, harrows, knives, hoes, sickels, saws, scythes, axes, carpenter and
contruction tools, wagon wheels, home building, and firearms. The demand
for iron was so great that the domestic supply was by no means adequate,
and iron was imported from Germany and Bohemia. Poor roads and great
distances considerably hampered the importation of this bulky material.,**

With the invention of firearms, a new business came into being, the extrac-
tion of nitrate from the nitrous earth which spread throughout Ukraine.
Beauplan related in his Descriptions that the Ukrainians had specialists in the
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field of saltpetre production, and that their gunpowder was very good.'*
Nitrate production also had considerable economic significance, as was
evident from the numerous court suits of that time on the commercial
benefits of nitrate production. Later, however, saltpetre exploitation became
largely a royal monopoly, the profits of which went into the country’s
treasury, either directly by way of the public administration or indirectly by
means of leasing the mines to private individuals. Sometimes nobles received
mines as compensation for services rendered to the crown. Nitrous earth was
found in many places — the Podillia, Kiev, Ochakiv, Bilhorod, and Putivl
districts, and on the banks of the rivers Vorshkla, Orel, and Psiol.

As ceramics and brick production continued to develop in Ukraine in the
course of the entire Lithuanian-Polish period, so the excavation of clay was
another extractive industry of considerable importance. Clay was mined in
various regions of Ukraine: Galicia, Podillia, Volhinia, and in Right-bank
and Left-bank Ukraine as well. Extraction of clay was done in the framework
of the manorial and monastic economics, as well as by the peasants for their
limited use. Ceramics and brick manufacturing as industrial sectors will be
treated further in the next chapter.

Quantitatively speaking, the largest mining industry in Ukraine was salt.
Salt was mined largely in the southern, pre-Carpathian regions of Galicia,
like the Drohobych, Stara Sil, Dolyna, and Kalush districts, and to a lesser
degree, in the neighborhood of Sianik, Kuty, and Kosiv. Mining salt was also
a very important industry of the regional Galician economy in the Kievan
period. About 1622, news spread that salt was found in the Left-bank,
Myrhorod district, but hopes for any considerable salt deposits proved to be
grossly disappointing. In the eighteenth century, in the newly settled areas of
Slobidska (Village) Ukraine, between the Donets and Don rivers, substantial
salt reserves were actually found, and extensively exploited. Nesterenko in-
dicated a considerable salt extraction in the Izium district. In fact, West
Ukraine produced a surplus of salt. Hence Galician salt was widely marketed
in East Ukraine, and also exported to Poland, Lithuania, and Hungary, as far
as the southern districts of Transylvania. But the eastern provinces of Ukraine
still had to import salt to supply their needs from the Mongol dominated
northern shores of the Black Sea and Crimean Peninsula.

Contemporary sources and records afford a great deal of information:
where salt was mined, how it was done, how it was processed, who owned
the salt mines, where and by whom salt was sold, where it was exported, and
other such details. No doubt, this great contemporary interest in the salt
business most emphatically indicates its considerable economic significance at
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that time. Thus, wherever salt was found, wells were drilled, and big
wooden wheels constructed, installed horizontally, and moved by horses or
oxen to get salt or salty liquid to the surface. Then the raw material was put
in large kettles for boiling out the water and dirt.'* There were at that time,
certainly, some skilled artisans who mined and processed or boiled out the
salt. Their pay was relatively high, compared to the earnings of carpenters,
wood workers, and field workers. A salt miner received eight dinars for pro-
cessing a barrel of salt, while a woodcutter was given the same amount of
money for a week’s work. Besides, the job was held in high social esteem.

The salt mines, at first owned by the municipalities, monasteries, and the
gentry, were soon turned into royal monopolies because of their great poten-
tial profit. It was indeed a very profitable business. At the Peremyshl and
Drohobych mines alone, in 1570, 35,000 barrels of salt were mined, pro-
cessed, and sold, resulting in a revenue of 13,000 guldens for the treasury, in-
cluding tolls and duties. The monetary yields of salt mining declined in the
seventeenth century when wood, so necessary for boiling the raw and liquid
salt, became scarce.
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CHAPTER SIX

INDUSTRIAL GROWTH

Towns — Trades and crafts — Food-processing, the textile, and the
leather industries — Paper manufacturing and the printing industry

Towns. In connection with the analysis of social stratification in Ukraine
during the Lithuanian-Polish period, and, in particular in connection with
the socio-political position of the townspeople, it was pointed out that the
Ukrainian town of that time had, to a great extent, lost its significance in the
framework of Ukrainian society. First of all, the legal isolation of the town
from the countryside resulted from the introduction of the Magdeburg law of
municipal organization; and secondly, the discriminatory system based on
the social supremacy of the nobility and gentry resulted in a decline in the ur-
ban economy. The introduction of Polish ideas and institutions into Ukraine
resulted in the decay of the village and the peasantry, as well as of the city
and the townspeople; social segments which once flourished and preserved a
social and political balance were weakened.

Now this social balance was shaken and sacrificed for the enrichment and
supremacy of the gentry. Nevertheless, the town still remained a center of
commerce and trade, and the townspeople were largely merchants and
craftsmen. Its life concentrated around the market place, periodic annual
fairs, monthly fairs, and weekly and daily trading. In the Kievan age of early
commercial capitalism, the Ukrainian town exceeded the Western European
city in volume of mercantile business. Now, the situation was reversed. The
commercial significance of the Ukrainian town declined, and the relative im-
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portance of its commerce, in relation to other branches of the economy, fell
far below the sixteenth and seventeenth century Western level.

But the commercial abilities of the Ukrainians and of some nationalized
immigrants did not permit urban mercantilism to decay completely, despite
these adverse social and political developments. Thus, the foreigners who oc-
casionally visited Ukraine, as well as the official records of the time, reported
the remarkable mercantile business and considerable wealth and prosperity
in such cities and towns in Ukraine as Kiev, Lviv (Leopolis), Kamianets,
Lutsk, Zhytomyry, Bilhorod, Starodub, Briansk, Novhorod, Chernihiv,
Putivl, Kaniv, Cherkasy, Berest, Proskuriv, Pryluky, Peremyshl, Zbarazh,
and others.' Kiev especially was mentioned as the capital of Ukraine, and as
one of the wealthiest and most beautiful places in the country, despite the ter-
rifying devastation it had suffered earlier at the hands of the Mongols.
Mueller related that the magnificent ruins of the old structures of the city of
Kiev stood witness to its past greatness and glory, while Litvin wrote that
Kiev was a very rich place, where merchandise was displayed from Persia,
Arabia, India, Syria, Muscovy, Sweden, and Norway.? Silk and spices were
so plentiful in Kiev that they could be bought for very low prices. Precious
metals and stones, perfumes, carpets, and other costly goods were brought
daily to the city by the numerous caravans of native and foreign merchants.
Also, Lviv (Leopolis) flourished commercially according to Lasota, although
its trading and commerce were handled more by the Armenians than by the
Ukrainians (Ruthenians).

Some of those Rus’ian towns were very ancient, while others were rather
newly established in the course of the colonization process of the fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries. The ancient towns were built very irregularly, with no
planning whatsoever, and distinctly showed by their construction the dif-
ferent periods of their historical growth from prehistoric times. Only their
newest sections, arising in the process of the Magdeburg settlement of
Ukraine, exhibited some regularity and planning of structure. Kiev,
Peremyshl, Novhorod, and Chernihiv, for instance, belonged to the group of
old cities. Pryluky, Lubni, Myhorod, and Lviv were newly constructed and
more regularly planned, with the streets usually in a gridiron pattern.

The newly erected cities and towns were constructed close to castles, in
well defended places, or on commercial crossroads, as was done centuries
before. Strategic and mercantile considerations were also important criteria
in erecting and developing towns in the fifteenth century. Since the coloniza-
tion of the Ukrainian borderlands was largely sponsored by the gentry and
noblemen, these newly erected towns and villages were initialy owned by the
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nobles. But gradually they bought their freedom from the original owners for
money, and became self-governing municipal communities. Acquiring
freedom, however, did not help the city economically, because of other enor-
mous social and political pressures from the upper classes. All political rights
were denied to the town, as was pointed out above, except in a few cases as in
the city of Lviv. In addition, the property rights of the townspeople in real
estate were limited.

The general appearance of the town did not change much, if compared
with the previous Kievan period. Usually the town was built as a square, and
surrounded by strong stone walls a few yards high, and deep moats, as in an-
cient times. Even the construction technique did not change much, except for
the planning of the city within the walls. A few strongly defended gates led
into the town by drawbridges over the moats. The stone walls were designed
and equipped for defense and safety to give the besieged citizens cover from
the arrows and the gun fire of the attacking enemy and to enable them to
fight back. High stone towers, constructed at strategic points in the city
walls, served as observation posts. Individual towers were specifically as-
signed to individual craft and merchant guilds to be defended in an emergen-
cy or siege. Hence the towers frequently derived their names from the par-
ticular guilds which staffed them, such as the tailors” tower, the courtwriters’
tower, the tanners’ tower, or the carpenters’ tower.?

In the middle of the fortified town, there was a square marketplace with
the municipal building, ratush, and the mercantile premises. The suburbs ex-
tended outside the walls, and the later their erection, the more regular was
their construction. The economic characteristics of the city, where the mer-
cantile and manufacturing enterprises were concentrated, were based on the
principles of labor and product specialization, in contrast to the villages and
countryside where farming and other extractive industries developed. From
there, social and legal differentiation was projected.

Trades and Crafts. Although the Ukrainian trades and crafts experienced
considerable progress during the Lithuanian-Polish period and were much
better developed than in the Kievan state, at the same time they were far
below the levels achieved by contemporary Western European countries. As
has been stressed several times, this was due mainly to the faulty and
discriminatory social structure of the Commonwealth. The trades and crafts
actually developed in two different ways. Such industries as forest exploita-
tion, iron, glass, and paper production, flour milling, saw mills, breweries,
and distilleries, grew simply as supplementary activities of manorial
agriculture, primarily dominated and partially run by the landed gentry.
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Even these industries were located in the cities and towns, usually being
operated on lease by the townspeople, and prevailingly owned by the royalty
and nobility as the traditional privilege of their class. The upper classes also
preferred to market and distribute the products of their industries, using only
local merchants as middlemen.

The noblemen enjoyed complete freedom of action and full exemption
from all kinds of levies pertaining to their industrial and commercial ac-
tivities. This enabled them to accumulate considerable revenues. But, being a
class descended from medieval knights whose professions were military ser-
vice and land cultivation, the gentry generally looked with contempt upon
the trades. Trades and crafts were socially unworthy occupations according
to the prejudices of that epoch. In particular, they were unworthy as occupa-
tions for noblemen. Irresponsible exploitation of resources and their depletion
by a crude technology characterized the majority of trades and crafts spon-
sored by the Polish gentry. Only the religious orders, in their monastic
system, applied a slightly more advanced technology and a slightly more ra-
tional exploitation of the forest resources in particular. In many instances, the
monasteries ran model trade and craft enterprises, although they did not
always enjoy the same privileged positions as the gentry estates.*

On the other hand, such crafts as carpentry, wheelwrighting, joinery, tan-
nery, turnery, ironworking, goldworking, firearm production, shoemaking,
tailoring, woodwork, ceramics, the building industry, weaving, spinning,
fulling, leather working, baking, butchery, and other similar crafts were
primarily the occupations of the commoners, as far as the needs of the coun-
tryside were concerned. Nevertheless, due to the privileges enjoyed by the
gentry, and the discrimination against the town, these occupations could not
grow impressively. The townspeople were burdened with all kinds of levies
and taxes; they were not permitted to dispose of and market their products
freely. Their trading was legally resticted, particularly when in competition
with industries owned and operated by the gentry.

Information about the individual industries and industrial occupations in
Ukraine, from the fourteenth to the seventeenth centuries, is to be found in
the writings of Beauplan and other foreign visitors, whose accounts are also
substantiated by frequent references to various crafts in the contemporary
records of the courts of justice, tax collections, deeds, and other contracts and
agreements. Those crafts and trades could be classified in a few groups ac-
cording to their major economic characteristics, like metallurgy, the wood in-
dustry, leather processing and manufacturing, the pottery and glass industry,
the textile and garment industry, and food processing. As the dark and
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primitive Mongol era passed slowly into oblivion, new crafts and industries
were gradually introduced in order to keep pace with the growing population
in the towns and countrysides. Many new skills were brought from abroad, in
particular from Germany, as is clearly indicated in the nomenclature. The
names of various trades and various tools at that time were simply Ukrai-
nianized German words and terms.

Specialized crafts developed in the city, manor and village, because only
specialization could cover the extensive needs of the dense population. The
period of a clumsy jack-of-all-trades, whose deficient work was acceptable in
the fourteenth and the first half of the fifteenth centuries, was definitely over.
The real center of crafts was the town, where the guild organization
regulated production and distribution. Prices, qualities, styles, and selling
practices and procedures were fixed by the guilds or the municipal govern-
ments. Competition of any kind, and advertising and sales promotion were
outlawed, and marketing was strictly planned and regulated, although
otherwise private initiative was preserved. Then, in the seventeenth century,
trades sponsored by the manorial economies gave rise to the beginning of
modern industrial manufacturing and early capitalism, which crystalized in
the next (Cossack-Hetman) period.

Metallurgy experienced a modest growth in the course of the fifteenth to
seventeenth centuries, delayed, first of all, because rich ore deposits were
discovered in Ukraine at that time. The scanty supply of domestic iron,
mined and processed in the forest belt of the country, was used to a limited
extent by blacksmiths to manufacture wagon wheels, saws, scythes, sickles,
hammers, axes, hoes, plow shares, candlesticks, and other farm and
household appliances. At times, rails for the construction of bridges and can-
nons were also manufactured from domestic iron. On the other hand, iron
was extensively imported for such use from Austria, Bohemia, and Tran-
sylvania, since the domestic supply was inadequate. A variety of specialized
metal workers were known in the town of that epoch, such as locksmiths and
blacksmiths, keymakers, kettle-makers, coopers, zinc processors, knife-
makers, sword and weapon-makers, bow and arrow fabricators, and all
kinds of craftsmen who were employed in producing certain articles with at
least some parts made from iron or other metal. The city of Lviv was the
leading center of the metallurgic crafts. The swords from Lviv were especial-
ly famous.?®

At the beginning of the fifteenth century, the production of fire-arms and
gunpowder was initiated. The first cannons were manufactured in Lviv in
1343, and ten years later, according to Krypiakevich, there were shops and
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craftsmen everywhere who manufactured and repaired firearms. Primarily,
cannons were produced which were at first short and wide. Bullets were
made initially from stones, and later from lead and iron. Muskets and guns
did not become popular until the second half of the sixteenth century. Con-
currently with the manufacture and use of fire-arms, the production of gun-
powder proceeded. Saltpetre, coal, and sulphur were used in various propor-
tions to produce the gunpowder, praised by Beauplan for its quality.

Arms and gunpowder were manufactured by special craftsmen, usually
residing in the cities. On the landed possessions of the princes and noblemen,
however, there were private shops to fill the local needs of the grandees, to
supply their provincial armed forces, and to equip their large-scale hunting
projects. Gunpowder was also manufactured by the peasants to supply their
limited needs for hunting, and of course, by the Cossacks beyond the
cataracts, to support their military expeditions against the Turks, Tartars,
and Poles.

A seperate branch of metallurgy was represented by goldsmithing and
watch-making. The skilled goldsmiths produced jewelry from imported gold
and silver for the upper classes. These craftsmen were predominantly
foreigners. The first clocks were introduced into Ukraine at the beginning of
the fifteenth century; in Lviv in 1404. These clocks, as a rule, were placed in
municipal buildings and palaces. Skilled watchmakers manufactured and
repaired clocks. In particular, the watchmakers of Peremyshl were nationally
famous, and they were frequently asked to go to Lviv, Kiev, Cracow, or
Warsaw to perform their excellent skills.

Woodworking was another important industry. Above all, the exploitation
of the forest became very profitable in view of the growing demand for
lumber and timber, and their high prices in Western Europe. The forest
workers evolved into a specialized and well-paid profession. Tar and potash
production also continued in this period to be by-products of the ruthless,
profit-motivated forest exploitation, primarily sponsored by the gentry.
Underbrush and young forests were burned into ashes, subsequently used for
bleaching linen. Even the contemporaries complained about the waste of the
gentry, which threatened the forest with annihilation.

In the fifteenth century, sawmills began to come into use, representing the
emergence of a more modern industry. At first, the sawmills were developed
in connection with flour milling, where a special mechanism was installed to
do sawing.

The introduction of sawmills intensified the ruthless exploitation of the
forest, especially in the mountainous western provinces. Contemporary
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records stated the alarming fact with horror. Finally, in the middle of the six-
teenth century, legal measures were undertaken to prevent this irresponsible
devastation. These measures resulted in the establishment of a government
forest monopoly in the Lithuanian-Rus’ Commonwealth. However, the enor-
mous prices offered for lumber and timber throughout that century, about six
hundred guldens for a lasht of wood, often proved too tempting in spite of the
legal restrictions and prohibitions. Not only the profitable export business,
but also the growing demand for potash and tar in the expanding domestic
economy, contributed considerably to a wasteful exploitation of the forests.
All over the wooded areas hundreds of forest workers, called budnyky, con-
tinued a large-scale burning of the forests for ashes or processing wood for
tar. They operated either on their own account, or on the account of the
nobility. Either way they contributed to a rapid depletion of the forest
resources. ®

Wood-processing industries employed a variety of specialized craftsmen,
like bridge builders, fort and palace builders, home builders, church archi-
tects, sawyers, carpenters, turners, barrel makers, shingle makers, and wood
carvers. Practically speaking, everything in the peasant household was
wooden, from the house, wagon, and slides to primitive tools for field work,
like plows and hoes, and housewares, such as spoons, bowls, and plates. All
these things needed specialized craftsmanship for their production.

Construction of churches, palaces, fortifications, and homes was another
leading industry. Construction, whether in stone, brick, or wood had at-
tained advanced status by that time. The architectural styles changed occa-
sionally. In particular, the stone constructions of Byzantine form were largely
replaced by the Gothic style introduced by Western colonists, mainly the
Polish and German ethnic elements who settled the cities. However, these
Gothic constructions, churches, palaces, and municipal buildings, bore
distinct Ukrainian characteristics. Gothic constructions prevailed only in the
Western Ukrainian provinces.

Wooden constructions prevailed in the countryside and suburbs. Several
architectural styles of wooden churches had already developed, among them
the Boyko, Lemko, and Carpathian styles of West Ukraine, and the
Podillian, Middle-Dnieper, Sloboda, and beyond the Cataract styles in East
Ukraine. In addition, the construction of wooden fortifications was still going
on throughout Ukraine during the Lithuanian-Polish period, as in the Kievan
era, but its heyday was certainly over. Wooden construction of forts,
churches, palaces, and municipal buildings was predominantly the work of
Ukrainian-born craftsmen of great skill and artistic ability,
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Building boats was a separate branch of wooden construction, of con-
siderably advanced technique. The Cossack boats or baidaky, used for
military expeditions on the high seas, were especially famous. They were well
built, light, and speedy. In connection with boat construction, there
developed the production of linen for sails, and the manufacture of tar,
which was also an exportable naval material.

In direct relation to home furnishings were the pottery, ceramic, and glass
industries. Pottery and ceramics were well developed, and far ahead of the
levels achieved in the Kievan era, supplying crude, fine, and ornamented ap-
pliances like bowls, plates, pots, jars, chalices, vases, and tiles. These crafts
were so popular that frequently entire settlements and villages were engaged
exclusively in pottery and ceramics, such as Polych, Hlynski, and other places
in East and West Ukraine. The craftsmanship was on a very high level. Often
the product was made in very attractive colors and artistically decorated,
especially vases, tiles, and plates. Artisans of these crafts enjoyed respect,
good compensation, and some social privileges. In the cities they were
organized on a guild basis, while in the countryside they were unorganized.

The technology of production and the quality of the produce were good
and constantly improving, while fine ceramics were also subject to importa-
tion as well. The artisans were mainly Ukrainians, heavily discriminated
against by the Polish government, which desired to establish less Polish-con-
trolled interest in this field. Needless to say, these works of ceramics often
reached a high level of artistry, greatly appreciated at home as well as
abroad.

Glass production was very modest. During the Polish times it did not
develop into a large-scale industry. Glass manufacturing was carried on
primarily within the framework of the manorial economy for the household
use of the grandees and gentry. Window glass, drinking glasses, and bottles
were products of the industry which were never profitable. The high cost of
manufacturing, due to the small-scale operations, frequently forced the
manorial glass works into liquidation. The demand for glass in the cities and
towns was met mainly by imports. Glass of a better quality was mainly im-
ported from Bohemia, but it was also brought from Germany, and even from
Venice.

The Food Processing, Textile, and Leather Industries. The growth in
population also caused a further development of the food processing, textile,
and leather industries, so as to supply the basic necessities and supplementary
materials for hunting, fishing, and waging wars. In the fifteenth to seven-
teenth centuries, food processing was the best developed industry in Ukraine.
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It included flour production, baking, the dairy industry, brewing, distilling,
butchery and meat processing, and honey and wax production.

Flour milling achieved the scale of a large industry, primarily run by the
gentry. Initially, it was a small and insignificant craft of hand milling for
household use, performed with two grinding stones moved by human hands,
and later on by horses or oxen. The first water mills of the German style came
into Ukraine in the middle of the fourteenth century. The very first mention
of a water mill in Ukraine was in 1339, at the time of the last Galician ruler,
Yurii-Boleslav in the village of Trepche, near the city of Sianik.” But water
mills did not become popular in Ukraine until the sixteenth century, the hand
mills still being preferred by the people. In the sixteenth century, however,
various types of water mills became known there, such as those which
operated the entire year; the spring mills, operating only in the spring and
fall when the water supply was abundant; the large mills with five or six
wheels, which often connected flour milling with lumber sawing and cloth
manufacturing; and finally, the small mills with only a single wheel.

As far as the ownership and management of those mills were concerned,
there were, first of all, royal mills in the royal possessions, remaining under
the general supervision of the royal district officials, starosty, and the urban
mills operated by the townspeople and municipalities. Both classes of mills
were organized as large-scale, commercial enterprises. On the other hand,
there were countless smaller mills throughout the country, owned largely by
the gentry, but operated and managed on lease by skilled millers. The
monasteries also owned and operated large and small mills for their own
needs as well as for profit. The leased mills in the royal, noble, and monastic
possessions were of two classes, the temporary rental mills and the hereditary
leased mills. The latter, being owned by the manors, royalty, or religious
orders, were hereditary in the families of the millers, descending from father
to son as far as their operation and management were concerned.

Around 1520, windmills also came into wide use, mostly in Volhinia and
Eastern Ukraine. The windmill, however, in contrast to the water mill, re-
mained a small-scale enterprise filling local needs exclusively.

In the cities and towns a special craft of bread bakers developed, baking
bread not only for the townspeople but for the countryside population as
well. Peasants regularly bought the city bread during the fairs, although the
art of bread-baking had been widely known by housewives in most parts of
the country since time immemorial.® Professional bakers were numerous in
some towns, where twenty to forty bakers supplied the demand for bread.

Meat processing was in the hands of butchers, who knew how to kill, cut,
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process, handle, and preserve meat and meat products. The butchers, pro-
ducing in their home workshops, kept their stands at the municipal fairs, and
there they sold the produce of their skill.

The supply of dairy products was almost exclusively in the hands of the
peasants and the manors. Milk was processed by primitive means for sour
milk, sour cream, butter, buttermilk, and various kinds of cheeses. Par-
ticularly in the western mountainous areas of the country, cheese production
was extensive and sometimes developed into a major export item.

The manufacture of alcoholic beverages, drinking honey, beer, wine,
vodka, brandy, rye, and gin was a very important and very profitable in-
dustry. At that time Ukrainians of all social classes drank considerably, ac-
cording to the reports of eyewitnesses.® Drinking honey (mead), a processed
natural honey, was the most traditional Ukrainian beverage, consumed over
the longest period of time. Although drinking honey was still widely consum-
ed in East Ukraine in the seventeenth century, and to a lesser degree in West
Ukraine, the overall economic importance of its production progressively
declined, being replaced by the growing popularity of beer and vodka,
horilka. The monasteries usually excelled in the quality of their honey.

In connection with the production of drinking honey, the wax processing
industry must also be mentioned briefly. This industry had a centuries-old
tradition, because it was fairly developed in the Kievan era. During the
Lithuanian-Polish period, wax was produced all over the country as a by-
product of bee-keeping and honey manufacturing. The city of Lviv was the
wax trading center for all Ukraine. The processing and trade of wax were
under strict control by the municipal government of Lviv, which protected
the brand quality, particularly in the case of exports. Export wax was always
furnished with the municipal seal, to guarantee the good name. Any product
misrepresentation in wax trading received severe punishment, including
death by hanging. In the domestic market, wax was used for candle produc-
tion. Poor qualities were used to manufacture soap. Candle manufacturing
was handled mainly by the church brotherhoods to supply the needs of the
church. It was also locally done for lighting the households of aristocrats and
public authorities.

Wine production never developed beyond the stage of household ex-
periment. Ukrainian wine was not very good at that time.

Brewing was introduced into Ukraine by German colonists. At first it was a
small retail business, but by the sixteenth century it had begun to assume the
form of a large, separate industry. Since the beginning of the fifteenth cen-
tury, beer enjoyed an ever wider popularity. Large breweries were as a rule
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located in cities and towns, and beer production and marketing were strictly
regulated by the municipal governments in order to protect the reputation of
the city and its brand. Transgressors and violators of the regulations and
trade codes were harshly punished.

Manorial brewing, being just another facet of the agricultural economy of
the country gentry and the religious orders, was frequently connected with
mills and sawing. However, it never became a really large-scale industry, like
the urban and royal breweries, and it was never as profitable as the mills.

In all urban, royal, manorial, and monastic brewing, the lease system
prevailed, being considered more profitable than direct brewing by the
municipalities, public officials, or noblemen. Skilled private brewers received
exclusive lease rights to brew and sell their product. In exchange, they had to
pay rents and light taxes to the state treasury.

The free brewing of the peasantry was de facto, albeit reluctantly,
recognized by the state and gentry. The peasants brewed freely, being
obliged only to pay a beer tax to the government and to make some contribu-
tion to the manor.

At the end of the seventeenth century, brewing became a large-scale in-
dustry with all the features of the growing commercialism of the times. But
the small brewery establishments still prevailed. Large, factory-like
breweries were somewhat rare.

At the beginning of the sixteenth century, distilling was scarcely known in
Ukraine. The records of tax collections from 1508 did not mention any distill-
ing or whiskey tax, while the records from 1545 made several references to
the new industry and its receipts. Thus, vodka or horilka production was a
new form of processing agricultural raw materials. Already, in the second
half of the sixteenth century, numerous distilleries were operating throughout
the country, producing thousands of guldens of annual revenue for the
owners and tenants, and large tax collections for the state. The whiskey tax
was primarily used at that time to cover the costs of the provincial and
district governments of the Polish Crown, as the records indicated.

In contrast to drinking honey and beer production, which was freely prac-
ticed by all segments of society with little government regulation, distilling,
as a new industry growing at a time when the manorial-patrimonial system
was fully established, developed strictly as a monopolistic prerogative of the
gentry, usually leased against certain annual rental payments to the town
and village population. In its initial stage, distilling was connected with the
milling business, while later it evolved into a separate industry of con-
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siderable importance. The collections of the whiskey tax clearly indicate the
enormous economic and financial significance of the business. "

Finally, the development of the textile and leather industries was indispen-
sable to meet the needs of the rapidly growing population. The variety of
leather manufacturing consisted of tannery, shoe and boot manufacturing,
saddlery and belt production, and cap and glove making. The leather crafts
were concentrated primarily in the cities. But they were also widely scattered
throughout the countryside, manors, and villages, in the form of domestic in-
dustries meeting local or manorial needs.

Tannery continued to grow from ancient times; shoemaking consisted of
the manufacture of footwear of better quality for the upper classes; bootmak-
ing constituted the production of crude footwear for the common people.
Saddlery and belt manufacturing had a prime economic and military im-
portance. Caps and gloves of leather and fur were indispensable because of
the harsh climate.

The textile industry advanced greatly during the Lithuanian-Polish period,
paving the way for the development of large-scale textile manfacturing in the
following centuries. Linen from flax, hemp, wool, and woolen materials was
processed for sale all over the country by special craftsmen. It was also spun
and woven by individual households for domestic consumption. Women of
all classes did the spinning and weaving as they had done for centuries.

Linen was most extensively used to manufacture clothing and to produce
sails. Beauplan reported extensive sail manufacturing in Eastern Ukraine,
developing along with the construction of large boats for fishing and
transportation, and produced by the Cossacks for their military expeditions
against the Turks and Tartars. Hemp and flax were also extensively processed
for manufacturing cordage, ropes, threads and nets for all possible uses in
shipping, hunting, fishing, and in everyday household affairs, exactly as it
was done in the previous historical periods of the Ukrainian economy. The
technology of production of those numerous items neither progressed nor
changed."!

The progress in sheep-raising since the late decades of the sixteenth century
brought about an expansion of wool manufacturing and processing, and a
production of woolen goods by special shops and artisans. At first, the woolen
cloth was woven in water mills, after the raw wool had been cleaned and
dyed by specialists. Woolen textiles, carpets, rugs, covers, and clothing were
used all over the country. Clothing was produced by tailors of two classes.
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The silk tailors made clothing, underwear, gowns, dresses, and suits from im-
ported silk and other fine domestic and foreign materials, for the upper
classes of society. The common tailors, working with linen and woolen
materials, supplied the common people. Furriers produced fur coats and fur
caps for winter.

Paper Manufacturing and the Printing Industry. Paper production was in-
itiated in Ukraine in the first half of the sixteenth century. The first paper
mills were established in the cities of Lviv, in 1522, and Yaniv, in Galicia.
Shortly after, the paper mills began to operate in other towns of West
Ukraine like Krosno, Busk, Lutsk, and Ostroh. The mill in Lutsk began to
operate in 1570; in Busk, in 1580. The mill in Ostroh was established by
Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky, in his family possessions, at approximately
the same time.

Paper manufacturing was associated to a great extent with the name of
Valentine Kmeller, who owned and operated several small paper mills in
West Ukraine. In Eastern Ukraine, the first paper mill was established by the
monastery of Petcherska Lavra, between 1615 and 1624. Initially, these first
paper mills were located in cities and run by skilled craftsmen, but soon small
shops were established in the countryside by the nobles, to cover the local
needs of the manors.

From the beginning, several kinds of paper were manufactured by these
paper mills, and usually furnished with elaborate watermarks. Their output
was small, however, and could not cover domestic needs. They were not very
profitable either with only one or two exceptions such as the Lavra mill.
Some quickly became bankrupt. Hence paper became largely an imported
article. It was needed for books, for official business, and for keeping records.
Its consumation constantly grew, in particular after the introduction of print-
ing. Later on, however, the paper industry again expanded to cover the ex-
tensive paper needs."'?

Book printing in Ukraine was initiated by Ivan Fedorovich, a Muscovite
by descent. His printing business in Muscovy did not succed, and finally he
had to flee from there to avoid persecution on religious grounds. Then, via
Zabludiv, in Byeloruthenia, he arrived in Lviv and established his print shop,
the first one in Ukraine. The first book published by him in Lviv was the
Apostol, the Letters of the Apostles, 1574, ornamented with beautiful engrav-
ings in the Renaissance style. Within the next few years he published a
number of books. Financially, however, his enterprise was a failure,
although his outstanding initiative and idea did not die. His printshop was
acquired by the Lviv Orthodox brotherhood of Stavropighia in 1591, which
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was successful in publishing many church books, school textbooks, and other
books for decades to come.

Fedorovich went then to Ostroh and began there to print books under
Prince Constantine Ostrozhsky’s protection, including the famous Bible of
Ostroh, which was mentioned before in connection with the literary activities
in Ukraine. Some thirty books were printed and published in Ostroh by him,
his associates and heirs. Subsequently, many printing shops were established
in Ukraine. In 1619, the Kievan Pecherska Lavra monastery started its widely
known publishing business of largely ecclesiastic and religious books. In 1639,
Mykhail Slozka founded in Lviv another competing print shop, while smaller
printing establishments were organized in other Galician and Volhinian
towns, such as Striatyn, Krylos, Uhertsi and Univ. Books printed in Ukraine
were not only used there, but were also extensively exported to Wallachia,
Moldavia, Byeloruthenia, and Muscovy as well.'?
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CHAPTER SEVEN

COMMERCIAL PROCESS

Domestic trade — Foreign trade — The trade routes and the import and
export items — Finance

Domestic Trade. Previously when the social position of the townspeople in
Ukraine during the Lithuanian-Polish era was analyzed, it was pointed out
that circumstances at that time were unfavorable for the growth of trade.
Under the impact of the Mongol Invasion and occupation, Ukrainian com-
mercial life could not develop. Even later, under Lithuanian protection, fre-
quent Mongol raids presented a serious obstacle to smooth and steady com-
mercial activity. It would be erroneous, however, to think that in the course
of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries commercial activities faded away
entirely, particularly in East Ukraine.

On the other hand, in the sixteenth and seveneenth centuries, when the
threat of the Mongol raids lessened considerably, another factor evolved
which hampered any substantial growth of commerce. The city, in general,
was oppressed by class discrimination; its interests were sacrificed to those of
the rural nobility. Chiefly as a result of this social discrimination, and par-
ticularly because of the philosophy of mercantilism, which was making itself
felt in Ukraine, an extreme regimentation of trade developed, resulting in the
decline of the town and its commercial activities.

First of all, the entire commercial and industrial life of the town was
dominated by a rigid guild organization. The guilds of merchants and crafts-
men did not accept the principle of free competition, therefore they applied
to the town economy the principle of prohibition and regulation, presumably
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in order to do justice to the interests of both the producer and consumer.' The
merchant guilds, like the craft guilds, were compulsory trade associations,
the membership of which was restricted to individuals qualified according to
birth, nationality, creed and training. The whole life of the city was strictly
regulated by prescriptions, rules, codes of behavior, and inflexible class and
trade customs. Needless to say, all these factors discouraged and retarded the
commercial growth of the country as a whole, and of the town in particular.

Secondly, the state issued its own laws to regiment trade and commerce;
monopolies were established, commercial routes prescribed, heavy taxes im-
posed, and free competition prohibited. These governmental restrictions
were even more intense and rigid in Poland proper. The Crown granted to a
few large cities in Ukraine, namely, Lviv, Lutsk, Kolomyia, and Berest, an
exclusive trade monopoly, under the provisions of which no outside merchant
or foreigner from another Ukrainian town could do any selling. The city of
Lviv also received the “stapel right.” It obligated each and every traveling
merchant, whether he liked it or not, or whether there was a potential
market for his product in the city or not, to stop there to display all his mer-
chandise for sale for a few days.

These privileges were just other forms of discrimination among the towns.
They scarcely facilitated trading because they hurt foreign and inter-regional
trade. The stapel right was especially harmful, since it kept merchants from
seeking the best markets and exploiting competitive opportunities. Detailed
state regulations regimented trade in wood, oxen, including oxen trails and
routes, beverages, salt, meat, and similar commerce, and in all cases imposed
substantial taxes in the form of sales taxes, excise taxes, tariffs, and tolls,
which were rated upon the weight, quantity, quality, and place of origin of
the merchandise.

Worst of all, however, was the practice of the government in leasing cer-
tain tax collections, like bridge and road tolls and some excises, to private per-
sons who usually abused their franchises. Those individuals who obtained
such concessions demanded excessive rates and imposed additional and
unauthorized charges on traveling merchant caravans and mercantile ship-
ments. Later, even those who had never received a tax collecting franchise
from the state undertook illegal collections. Eventually, almost every
nobleman or owner of landed estates raised road, bridge, passage tolls, and
excise taxes from any merchant and any merchandise caravan which entered
their domain. This form of racketeering nearly brought an end to mercantile
activity in the towns and villages, since the costs of trading spiraled while
profit opportunities simultaneously declined.

To make things difficult for the merchant class, the gentry had in time
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received full exemption from all trade restrictions and tax burdens associated
with buying and selling transactions. The privilege of exemption was af-
firmed several times by the parliament and king, starting with the Piotrkow
ordinance of 1496. It was introduced into Ukraine with her incorporation
into the Polish Crown in 1568. The exemption of the nobility from almost all
mercantile restrictions automatically produced unfair competition for profes-
sional merchants and urban commerce. Naturally, the town, hampered by
regimentation and numerous taxes lawfully and unlawfully collected, suf-
fered a progressive decline of profits, while from their own commercial trans-
actions the gentry gained proportionally. Hrushevsky rightfully remarked
that the gentry were the largest sellers of food, and the largest consumers of
finished products. In this respect, they fully succeeded in eliminating the ur-
ban middleman, and in many instances succeeded in illicitly replacing him.
According to the letter of the law, a nobleman was not allowed to indulge in
the activities of a market middleman. In practice, however, this regulation
was frequently neglected or avoided, and individual noblemen indulged
secretly in considerable marketing, greatly damaging the mercantile interests
of the town.

Several revisions of the tax and toll system were undertaken by the federal
and local governments of the Crown to suppress the abusive collections. But
the administration and execution of those revisions were so weak and poor
that actually only good intentions remained. Trade and commerce continued
to decline. In a somewhat better position were the few privileged cities which
were granted some degree of tax exemption. Their mercantile activities were
declared duty and toll free. In Ukraine, only Lviv, Lutsk, and Kiev enjoyed
that privileged position. Lviv received the exemption in 1505, and that of
Lutsk and Kiev followed. Nevertheless, this was, like another previously
discussed privilege of a city trade monopoly, still an additional form of
discrimination.

Although some enlightened circles of society saw the absurdity of the situa-
tion, not much could have been done, because the all-powerful gentry pro-
tected its class interest egotistically and jealously. The class interests of the
nobility were the only issue there which mattered; hence, the discrimination
of commerce and trade, instead of lessening, progressively increased.

Engaged in domestic commercial activities at that time were the towns-
people, predominantly the foreign born, Poles, Germans, Jews, Armenians,
and also Ukrainians. The Polonized gentry and the rural traveling mer-
chants, the Chumaks, also participated. The Chumaks were an exclusively
Ukrainian social phenomenon of very ancient tradition.

The two leading commercial institutions of the times were stores and fairs.
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The fairs still carried the main volume of commerce; the stores and shops had
a rather secondary and supplementary economic significance. Annual, semi-
annual, seasonal, and monthly fairs, and weekly and daily markets were the
periodic meeting places of producers, sellers, middlemen, and consumers.
Produce and merchandise were always available at the fairs and markets. As
a matter of fact, the fairs represented an ancient economic institution. The
novelty, however, was the legal privilege of exemption from tolls and duties,
granted by the royal government to the merchants and goods going to the
fairs. This was the only effective measure adopted by the government to com-
bat discrimination and abuse and to recover urban trading.

The fairs were held annually, semi-annually, or quarterly for a few days or
even a few weeks around certain important holidays, as in Lviv on St. Agnes’
and St. George’s days; in Peremyshl on St. Peter’s and Paul’s day; in Sianik on
Pentecost; or in Yaroslaw on St. Andrew’s. Some fairs, like those in Lviv,
Yaroslaw, Sniatin, and Kiev, developed into really major commercial events
of a national and international reputation, where merchants from all over
Ukraine, Poland, Germany, Bohemia, Wallachia, Hungary, Lithuania,
Muscovy, and even Greece, met.

According to the reports of contemporaries, the Yaroslaw fairs were prob-
ably the biggest. They were the center of Ukrainian trade with the West. The
volume of business done during these fairs was tremendous for the times.
Bishop Piasecki related that during the fire in 1625 in Yaroslaw, the merchan-
dise destroyed at the fairs amounted to ten million guldens.*Twenty to forty
thousand head of cattle were regularly driven to the fairs.

Merchandise from everywhere was exchanged during the fairs; foreign
manufactured goods, textiles, garments, metal articles such as knives, sickles,
scythes and saws, of domestic and foreign origin; wines, raw silk and silk
materials, jewelry, carpets and rugs, spices, fruits, hides, skins, boot wax,
salt, grain, flour, honey, meat and meat products, arms, tools, various ap-
pliances and numerous other items.

Smaller less important fairs were held all over Ukraine on a monthly and
weekly basis. There the volume of business was smaller and the variety of
merchandise less manifold, primarily limited to local produce to meet every-
day needs. The weekly markets were scheduled for different days in various
neighboring towns and villages in order to avoid competition among
themselves and to enable the merchants to attend as many commercial events
as possible.

Trading was freer and less discriminatory during the fairs. For example, in
Lviv, Peremyshl, and other cities, Ukrainians were allowed to trade freely,
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while otherwise they were either not permitted to indulge in commercial ac-
tivities, or they were at least restricted in this respect.

Naturally, the guild merchants were hostile toward free trading in the fairs
and markets since this competed seriously with them. Under the pretext of
apparently diminishing government revenue due to free trading at the fairs,
guild merchants of Lviv in particular attempted to induce the royalty and the
parliament to restrict fairs and foreign merchants, or to close the national
borders.

Although mercantile activities were relatively free during the fairs, there
still were numerous minute state and city regulations, sometimes rational,
and other times irrational in their nature. Weights, measures, qualities, and
services were regulated, and sanitary measures were adopted against the sale
of adulterated products. Selling meat during Lent was prohibited. Minimun
quantities which could be sold were prescribed, business and sales taxes were
collected, and competition was suppressed. Transgressors were severely
punished. Tax rates levied against the fairs differed according to the quality,
quantity, and the origin of the merchandise.

Stores and shops constituted the other form of merchandising. Theirs was a
strictly regulated domestic commerce. Market places were located in mid-
town, close to the municipal building. There the premises were provided for
the stores and shops of the so-called “wealthy” merchants, the city patricians,
and the outside merchants to display their merchandise. Jewelry, carpets,
wines, metal articles, spices, and other costly products were traded there. On
the side streets were the stores and shops of common merchants and crafts-
men, marketing cheaper commodities, primarily items for the daily use of the
local consumer, like fish, meat, grain, flour, skins, furs, wax, honey, linen,
and cheap textiles. Artisans usually occupied one street or one quarter of the
town, where they produced and sold their own manufactured goods, like
shoes, boots, materials, clothing, leather, and various tools of their specialty.

There was a strict differentiation between the wealthy merchants dealing
in costly merchandise, and the common merchants who sold cheap wares.
The common merchant was forbidden under penalty to trade in costly and
luxurious merchandise.* Some merchants were wholesalers, since the law
prescribed the sale of certain goods in large quantities only, such as textiles
and bulky products. The evolving store system consisted actually of specialty
stores and shops, partially due to commercial regimentation, which did not
permit the individual merchant or artisan to carry a variety of goods on his
shelves. There were, therefore, textile stores, some specializing in fine fabrics,
others in crude domestic materials, shoe shops and boot shops, butcheries,
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bakeries, blacksmiths, goldsmiths, tailor shops, tanneries, furriers, stores sell-
ing Oriental goods, beer and whiskey taverns, wine and honey taverns, and
many other specialty establishments.

Merchandise was brought from abroad or distributed throughout the
country mainly by means of the traveling merchant caravans, moving in
various directions along the traditional commercial routes. Usually these
caravans were sponsored and financed by a group of merchants or by mer-
chant associations and corporations, comprising fifty, sixty or more well-con-
structed and well-protected wagons to resist all the dangers of a long journey.
Because of the uncertainty of the times, the caravans had to be armed or
escorted by soldiers.

Foreign Trade. The economic life of Kievan society was greatly commer-
cialized. In particular, it derived considerable revenues from an extensive
foreign trade, which, for reasons already explained, was on the decline.
Although Ukrainian foreign trade recovered to some extent during the
Lithuanian-Polish era from the blow it had received from the Mongol inva-
sion, it never reached its previous heights and its earlier significance. Too
many diversified factors preconditioned this low level of the international
economy of Ukraine between the fourteenth and seventeenth centuries,
especially the foreign domination of the country, the growth of agricultural
interests, and social prejudices. Historically speaking, the foreign trade of
that era cannot be discussed indiscriminately as a uniform segment of the
economy of the country, diversified only in the geographical aspect. For the
period following the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, the international
trade of West Ukraine (Galicia and Volhinia) was developing in an entirely
different way from that of East (Dnieper) Ukraine, and so each segment must
be discussed separately. For the next hundred and fifty years, Ukrainian
foreign trade may again be considered and treated as a homogeneous and
uniform branch of the country’s economy. These separate trends in the
economic evolution of the eastern and western provinces of Ukraine for about
two hundred years have already been indicated and emphasized.

Since the western provinces, Galicia, Volhinia, and West-Podillia, were
not completely dominated and not so thoroughly pillaged by the Mongol
Khans, their foreign commerce evolved afterwards in a more stable way. It
simply continued the old traditional trends, which were subjected only to
gradual changes because of the new political and social conditions. The local
Ukrainian merchants continued to participate in international economic
operations, although their commercial activities were progressively restricted
by the hostile Polish occupational government, and were finally reduced to a
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minimum. At first, Halych, Peremyshl, Volodymyr, and Berest played the
leading roles of centers of foreign trade from the Calician-Volhinian times.
Later on, however, in the fifteenth century, the city of Lviv in Galicia, and
the city of Lutsk in Volhinia, became the leading markets for the interna-
tional trade of West Ukraine. At that time, the most developed and most vital
commercial ties were connecting West Ukraine with the cities of Cracow in
Poland, Thorn and Danzig in Prussia, Breslau, Nuremburg, and Regensburg
in Germany, Prague in Bohemia, and the city of Constantinople in Greece.

The invasion had an impact on West Ukrainian foreign commerce insofar
as it altered its pattern. At first, it influenced the Ukrainian-Greek exchange.
This trade was soon re-established by the Ukrainians through initiating their
own mercantile factories on the Black Sea shores, as in Ackerman and Oleshe.

The Polish domination of Galicia in 1349 produced discrimination against
the Ukrainians, resulting in a decline of the Ukrainian element among the
merchant class, in general, and in a growing participation of the foreigners
— Poles, Germans, Armenians, and Greeks — in the Galician-Volhinian in-
ternational commerce, in particular. Still another development disad-
vantageous to the commercial interests of the Ukrainian urban population
was introduced in the form of Polish rule. The Polish city of Cracow was pro-
gressively successful in establishing itself as a monopolistic middleman for the
entire Galician-West European trade and exchange. King Casimir actually
gave the city of Cracow in 1354 this prerogative of an exclusive market, con-
trolling the entire East-West commerce, and placing it entirely in Polish
hands.

Eventually, the initially successful trade monopoly of Cracow had to
acknowledge the growing commercial power of the city of Lviv, and give up
its pretentions, at least to some extent. With its rise to the position of a first
class commercial center in the East, Lviv soon acquired a dominant position
also in distributing West European merchandise to the Southeast European
lands. Then, after having received the stapel right, Lviv evolved into another
commercial bottleneck for Orient-Occident trading, along with Cracow.

The growing commercial significance of Cracow and its discriminatory
practices forced the Galician merchants to search for other routes leading to
West European markets, and this produced a growing exchange between the
West Ukrainian commercial centers, and the city of Danzig (Gdansk) in
Prussia. Moreover, this was an old route which, since the thirteenth century,
had enabled the products of Ukraine to reach Western lands. Since the fif-
teenth century, however, its significance had increased considerably.
Through Danzig, and then by the Baltic Sea, Galician grain, wax, skins,
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lumber, and other goods often went as far as Scotland, the Netherlands,
Flanders, France, Spain, England, and Germany.

Unfortunately, however, the economic rise and development of the
Ukrainian town in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries did not enrich the
Ukrainian merchants, since the towns were completely overrun by
foreigners. In particular, the city of Lviv was controlled exclusively by Poles
and Germans; the Ukrainians were barred from participating in its commer-
cial life. In other towns, like Lutsk, Kamianets, Sniatyn, or Berest, the
discrimination was less pronounced. But native merchants were soon com-
pletely overshadowed by Polish and German merchants from Lviv.> Com-
plaints about this were of no avail.

In the Eastern provinces, on the other hand, the economic evolution went
in an opposite direction. Thus, as an immediate consequence of the Mongol
invasion, the Ukrainian merchant engaged in international trade disap-
peared completely. Throughout the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries,
foreign trade in East Ukraine was almost exclusively handled by foreign mer-
chants: Armenians, Tartars, Lithuanians, Jews, Germans, Poles, Greeks, and
even Italians, as the records of that period indicate.® Only some Chumak
caravans traveled to supply the rural population of Dnieper Ukraine with
foreign necessities, like salt from the Black Sea and Azov Sea shores, spices
from the Orient via the Black Sea ports, and linen.

The invasion naturally resulted in a considerable increase in the Ukrainian-
Oriental commercial exchange penetrating far into the hearts of Asia, the
Middle East, Central Asia, and India, from whence Far Eastern merchandise
was also brought. The Tartar, Armenian, Greek, and Caucasian merchants
and merchant caravans were seen particularly in Kiev, which still remained
the mercantile center of Ukraine. The Oriental merchandise, being available
in the markets of East Ukraine, attracted Western merchants and their
wares. However, this East-West exchange in Dnieper Ukraine never reached
any large volume,

Until the fall of Constantinople in 1453, the Greek trade, once so im-
portant, also continued on a modest scale, being primarily another mid-
dleman for the Oriental merchandise coming to Ukraine. After 1453, this
commercial sector declined and was replaced by the Turkish trade through
the Black Sea ports, such as Kaffa (Theodosia), Trapesunt, and Suroge-Sol-
day, and the Azov Sea ports, like Tana. Of course, commercial journeys were
extremely risky during the time between 1350 and 1450. Mongols frequently
robbed commercial caravans, exactly as in the late years of the Kievan Em-
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pire when the princes had to undertake military expeditions to stop the
nomads who endangered the trade of the country.

In order to provide safety for the commercial routes, first the Lithuanian,
and later the Polish authorities established heavily armed forts along these
mercantile ways to protect the merchants and their caravans, at the same
time they collected duties and taxes on all imports, exports, and transits. The
foreign merchants, in order to evade this tax burden, were inclined to detour
their caravans through the “wild fields” and the Cossack possessions, and
there they frequently became prey to either Tartar or other surprise attacks.
When foreign governments complained about the lack of security in those
territories under nominal Lithuanian or Polish jurisdiction, they always
received the same answer: their mercantile caravans bore the full respon-
sibility for their willful actions, since they did not travel along the guarded
and secured commercial routes.’

In the fifteenth century, during Mengli-Gerey’s rule, the increasing intensi-
ty of the Mongol raids was reflected in a continuous decline of Ukrainian
foreign trade in the southern sector, and, of course, in a reduction of tariff
collections. On the other h