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Abstract

The article is based on research literature and published sources and it reveals charity work of
parochial boards of trustees in the beginning of the XXth century. The historical analysis is limited by
Eastern Siberia, serving as an example of religious aspect of civic activity genesis in pre-revolutionary Russia.
The importance of parochial boards of trustees in material and non-material support to soldiers and their
families during World War I is described. The factors that reduced the opportunities of parochial boards of
trustees are emphasized in the evaluation of useful and necessary function of the boards. The following
conclusion is drawn: different conditions in which the activity of this or that board of trustees developed
influenced the differences in budgets and measures of support they gave.
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1. Introduction

During the wars in the beginning of the XXth century the Russian state tried to develop a system of
measures that would mitigate the effects of the extremely increased social mobility. This resulted in
renovation of assistance relations and creation of new population support methods. During World War I the
Orthodox Church made a significant contribution into population social support. It showed in the support of
the moral order of the army, in spirit and medical assistance to the sick and wounded soldiers, in
reequipment of vacant monastic premises into hospitals, in the aid to the Russian Red Cross society and
secular organizations referring their care of the war victims, in the fund raising, as well as in making boards
of trustees in the Orthodox parishes for material and non-material support to soldiers and their families.
Parishes were the closest to social assistance objects and thus they could provide universal forms of
assistance with individual approach.

2, Information and methodology

Among the sources that we used there are annual reports of the attorney-general of the Holy Synod on
the Orthodox confession government agency, church periodicals (Irkutsk diocesan bulletin, Yenisseysk
diocesan bulletin, Appendix to diocesan bulletin) that were official information channels for the Orthodox
organizations and discussion platform to discuss church reformations issues. “Short Description of
Yenisseysk Diocese Parishes” publication dated 1916 gave us valuable information. These diverse sources
were studied by means of stocktaking method. The synchronous method of historical studies allowed viewing
forms and measures of population social support within the frames of a parish together with other social life
phenomena.

3. Discussions
The present stage of Russian history development is characterized by significant widening and
updating of scientific studies topics on the history of the Russian Orthodox Church. Among the great number
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of articles and monographs we mark out the closest ones to the present article. First of all, they are articles by
historians (Ul'yanova, 2004; Pankrat, 2010; Beglov, 2014), revealing various aspects of parochial funds.
The Orthodoxy evolution process in connection with social life phenomena in the beginning of the XXth
century is studied in the monograph by U. I. Belonogova (Belonogova, 2010). The author places a focus on
the issues of the parish clergy position, relationships between minor orders and congregation, studies of the
rural working people spiritual order. This work allows considering the reasons of the 1917 revolutions and the
problem of the Orthodox Christians participation in them from a new viewpoint. Several monographs
(Shtepa, 2007; Tsys', 2008; Vlasova, 2009; Zubanova et al., 2013) based on the authors’ theses represent
various aspects of social administration of the Russian Orthodox Church. I. P. Pavlova’s research is
developed at the overlap of the issues of military history and history of social care (Pavlova, 2003). This work
is worthy thanks to the author’s analysis of interrelation between all the subjects of social assistance
(including the Orthodox Church) during World War I.

The present article aims at studying church and public social administration through the activity of
parochial boards of trustees during World War I based on the materials of Eastern Siberia. At that time the
region was a deep rear zone where evacuation flows were directed. A village with a church functioned as the
centre of a rural parish that often had the same borders with an uezd (county). Such parish included 5-10 or
more villages that were located at long distances (from 20 to 135 kilometers), which gave poor opportunities
for social forces consolidation. Thus, Turukhansk, Priangarsk and Usinsk Parishes of Yenisseysk Diocese
exceeded some provinces of the European Russia in size. It took a clergyman about six months to travel
through Areysk and Batenevsk Parishes.

4. Results

The parochial boards of trustees were organized at the order of the Holy Synod dated July 20, 1914,
with the purpose to give assistance to soldiers’ families. The assistance was to be given in the following cases:
“a) if the head of the family is in the field, b) if the head of the family is dead, c) if the family juniors has been
called up to military service”. In the first case it was obligatory to raise money to help the family. In the
second case the board was to make a proper provision for the family until it is necessary, which obviously
meant giving support after the war was over as well. In the third case it was necessary to give assistance
whenever possible. All these were preceded by a proper work on checking the financial situation of soldiers’
families. The boards of trustees had to make up lists of soldiers’ families, to explain the order in which the
state support can be received, to distribute in a “sensible” way and to hand out allowances to needy families
of church members. The data about the families were registered in a uniform record which included the
following points: “1) the village name; 2) designation and the status of military service obligation of the
person called up for military service (soldier or reserve officer) and the call-up time; 3) personal marital
status of the person called up for military service and “who else (apart from wife and children) was on his
hands”; 4) what the person called up for military service did for a living; 5) what allowance was given to the
family: a) from government funds and b) from public and private funds; 6) what needs of the family of the
person called up for military service are still not supplied; 7) special remarks” (Velikaya Otechestvennaya
voina, 1916: 27—28; 93—94).

Boards of trustees were noted in all kinds of populated areas, but mostly in the countryside. The work
“Short Description of Yenisseysk Diocese Parishes” allows us counting the number of religious and social
organizations that were created to help the families of people called up for military service. Thus, two such
organizations functioned in the administrative centre of the province Krasnoyarsk (i.e. in every third parish);
in the Krasnoyarsk Uezd — 4 organizations (that is 9.7 % of parishes), in the Kansk Uezd — 15 organizations
(that is 19.7 % of parishes), in the Achinsk Uezd — 1 organization (that is 1.6 % of parishes), in the Minussinsk
Uezd — 3 organizations (that is 3.8 % of parishes); in Turukhansk Krai parochial funds and boards of trustees
were absent (Kratkoe opisanie prihodov, 1916: 5—235).

The quantity of parochial boards of trustees in Zabaikalsk diocese was 41 in January 1915, and by the
end of the year it numbered 106. During the year the funds collected 35542 roubles and handed out
allowances in money, clothes and food in the amount of 26767 roubles. Assistance to the families of people
called up for military service in Cossack villages was organized by the top brass, and the clergy in such
villages only had to “abut upon military organizations”. The town clergy participated in town committees that
were organized to help the families of reserve officers and in rail transport committees, when it referred to
families of railway workers (Runkevich, 1916: 1231).

The work of parochial boards of trustees was organized according to each particular local situation.
Bishop for Yenisseysk and Krasnoyarsk Nikon offered to organize “the assistance to the needy” in the
following way. “Since a volost is a very large unit and a village — is a small one, each parish should have Fund
of Assistance to the Wounded and Soldiers’ Families”. The Fund Committee should “certainly include all the
church ministerings of the parish, the village headman and the church warden, and the teachers of the
parochial schools”. It was planned to attract the farm chief (if any), the volost head and the scribe, officials of
forest division and migratory division, agricultural and cooperation organizations, assessors of small loans
and “the whole intelligentsia of the parish, as well as at least one representative from each designated village
and settlement”. The bishop considered it necessary for the church ministerings to take part in the work of
similar committees in town funds. According to his idea, “simple organization” of assistance to the wounded
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and soldiers’ families should include uezd funds to manage all the typical organizations in town and uezd, but
provincial (diocesan) funds should control the work on a regional level (Nikon, 1914: 10—17).

Boards of trustees in some parishes did not function independently, but through local volost
committees that had similar purposes. For instance, Barait Parochial Fund “did not have enough money” and
was included into Uzhur local committee on care of the families of people called up for military service with
“monthly grant in the amount necessary for regulation of maintenance amounts” (Enisejskie gubernskie
vedomosti, 1915: 8).

Financial resources of parochial boards of trustees were mostly determined by social and economic
condition of households, life level of the population in a particular volost or town, since together with special
allowances paid from church amounts the main financial sources were voluntary donations that came
through various fund raisings (“passing the hat”, collection at church services, collections by special records
or subscription lists). Totally in Russia parochial boards of trustees handed out allowances to more than
2 million families in the amount of more than 6 million roubles during the first year of the war
(Vsepoddanneishii otchet, 1916: 72; Pavlova, 2003: 50). The structure of these expenses consisted of 50.3 %
of congregation donations, 45.7 % given by various organizations and 3.9 % of properly church money
(calculated by: Vsepoddanneishii otchet, 1916: 72).

Total amount of personal donations collected by parochial boards of trustees at the churches in Irkutsk
diocese (except the town of Irkutsk) ran at 22306 roubles during the first year of the war. 11807 roubles from
this total were spent to help 1700 needy soldiers’ families. The rest of the amount “was transferred to Irkutsk
archbishop’s Andreevskiy Red Cross Committee to hand out allowances to soldiers’ families in many parishes
together with provincial organizations” (Runkevich, 1917: 34—35).

The church psalm reader K. Orestov in Shunerskoye Settlement (Yenisseyskaya Province) reported in
1914, “People donate with pleasure; we think it’s possible that in near future the fund should expand its
activity. Everybody brings donations: whoever, whatever and as many as they can. The other day pupils of
the local school inspired by a simple and devoted priest’s sermon made their contribution to the common
holy cause in such childlike, genuine and nice way. They wheedled out horses from their parents and brought
in several loads of wood and hay to the families deprived of their breadwinners, and they also did some
general work for them” (Orestov 1914: 32). However, the patriotic upsurge in the beginning of World War I
gradually decreased, and as the national crisis aggravated, the ideas of Siberian population consolidation and
self-identification lost their original appeal (Kattsina, 2014: 255), “giving space to other values, influences
and intentions connected with social and political polarization of the society and growing confrontation of its
classes and groups” (Harus', 2014: 99).

The activity of the boards of trustees was not restricted by assistance to soldiers’ families; it can be
proved by Knyshinskiy board of trustees report on the money flows (Yenisseyskaya Province). During the
period from October 1, 1914, till March 1, 1916, they handed out allowances to 367 families in the amount of
265.65 roubles, “sent 107.13 roubles to Kuraginskiy Committee in favour of the poorest families; 50 roubles
to the provincial Committee in favour of the sick and wounded soldiers; 147.99 roubles in the name of Master
(bishop) in favour of the sick and wounded soldiers, 70 roubles in favour of refugees, 50 roubles in favour of
asylums for soldiers’ and refugees’ children; 27.71 and 116.13 roubles to the farm chief of District 2 of the
Minussinsk Uezd in favour of refugees and to arrange a health resort for the wounded soldiers in the
Southern Crimea; 11.35 roubles to the Red Cross County Committee in favour of the sick and wounded
soldiers; also 143.58 roubles were sent with subscription lists; 52.36 roubles were spent on linen for the
wounded. Moreover, 247 pud of bread was given to soldiers’ families. Soldiers’ families also received aid in
kind, such as: ploughing for seeds, grain crop harvesting, hay cutting, wood bringing etc. — in the amount of
1200 roubles. 229 pud of wheat toasts was sent to the army through the Red Cross County Committee. Linen
and underwear for the soldiers were sent through the provincial Committee in the amount of 35 shirts,
35 pants, 50 towels, 45 handkerchiefs, 166 arshin of scrim, 155 pairs of mittens, 33 pairs of stockings and
3 pairs of wool foot wraps” (Otchet, 1916: 21—22).

The parochial fund in Shunerskoye Settlement of the Minussinsk Uezd (Yenisseyskaya Province)
rendered assistance to 35 poor families of reserve lower army-ranks in the form of ¥4 brick tea and 1 pound
of kerosene monthly (Orestov, 1914: 32). This aid was essential. Minussinsk mayor P.A. Bakhov declared that
55.3 % of families from those who receive state allowance could not do without extra hand-out in May 1915,
and Krasnoyarsk mayor S.I. Potylitsyn insisted on increasing the state allowance by 50 % at least (Protokoly,
1915: 14, 52).

Together with positive motivations of the stable improvement of soldiers’ families live level, a part of
those who received financial support gained a welfare mentality. Thus, it was reported from Shalabolinskoye
Settlement of Yenisseyskaya Province that “some soldiers’ wives thoughtlessly treated the allowance they got”
(Zhurnal, 1915: 13). Minister K. Prozorovskiy who was the head of Novo-Nikolskiy parochial board and fund
(Yenisseysk diocese) wrote, “Our first experience of arrangement a nursery orphanage for soldiers’ children
showed us that its organization was a noble and necessary cause, but it was a pity that population partially
saw it at something obligatory; they did not bring children to the orphanage because there was nobody home
to look after them or they had nothing to feed them, but for the reason that ‘since the orphanage was open,
soldiers’ wives must bring their children there and the workers must feed the children there’. Soldiers’ wives
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demanded payment to them at least 20 kopek per day for each child, who could not be brought to the
orphanage for some reason” (Prozorovskii, 1915: 24).

5. Conclusion

“The attractive idea of parochial boards of trustees and their activity caused in 1915 the appearance of
infantry general N. N. Beliavskiy’s project to transmit the whole state allowance distribution cause from
volost funds to parochial funds”. However, this idea was rejected by the Supreme Soviet on the care of
families of people called up for military service, as well as families of the wounded and died soldiers. It was
decided not to change the established order of state allowance distribution and to leave “brotherhood
charitable assistance” to parochial boards of trustees (Runkevich, 1916: 119).

Parochial boards of trustees expanded measures of state support through various kinds of material and
non-material aid to soldiers’ families; and they often exceeded the bounds of their target group. Opened with
participation of ministerings and church wardens, the boards had particular organizational democracy, since
they were created to solve vital issues at the initiative of the population itself, united by habitation and the
system of formal and informal relationships — family, friends, neighbours and others. As a rule, the
population of smaller local communities had a proper idea of each other’s life level and they could determine
the needy people much better than higher authorities. At the same time, boards of trustees as well as
charitable organizations possessed spontaneous character and voluntarism, which made their activity
unstable. The territories of Siberian parishes, remoteness of the centres from settlements gave poor
opportunities for consolidation of public forces, in the cause of the population social support including.
Different conditions in which activity of this or that board of trustees developed influenced the differences
between their budgets and the measures of assistance they rendered.

6. Acknowledgements
Russian Foundation for Humanities and Krasnoyarsk Regional Fund of Scientific and Technical
Activity Support who gave financial aid for the present article to be written. Project No. 16—11—24002.

IIpumevanusn

Bersios, 2014 — bezaog A.JI. Ilpuxo/icKre IOTIEYNTEIHCTBA IIPH ITPABOCJIABHBIX IEPKBAX POCCUHCKON
UMITepUH B 1890-€ IT: UTOTH 30-JIETHEH JiesitesTbHOCTH // Poccuiickas ucropus. 2014. N 6. C. 104—127.

Benonorosa, 2010 — beaoHnozoea [FO.H. Ilpuxojckoe ayxoBeHCTBO MOCKOBCKON emnapxuiu u
KpECThTHCKUH Mup B Hadase XX Beka (1o marepmasamM MOCKOBCKOHW emapxwi). MoOCKBa: M3AaTEIBCTBO
[TpaBocaBHOTO CBATO-THXOHOBCKOTO TyMaHUTAPHOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA, 2010. 176 C.

Benmukasa OreuecTBeHHas BOMHA, 1916 — Benukas OrteuecTBeHHash BOWHA U IIEPKOBHAfA >KU3HbB:
HcTopUYecKre ouepku AokTopa nepkosHo# ucropuu C.I. PynkeBuua. Kaura 1. Pacnopsxenus u geiicTBus
Ceareiiero CuHo/a B 1914—1915 roaax. IleTporpaz: [6e3 usgatenbersal, 1916. 336 c.

BrnacoBa, 2009 — Baacosea A. B. Victopusi IEpKOBHOM 6J1arOTBOPUTEIBHOCTH Ha Ypase: 1861—-1917 IT.
Yensabunck: usgarebetBo YpCOU ATuCO (YpasbCKUH CONMUATBPHO-9KOHOMHYECKHH WHCTUTYT, AKaJIeMus
Tpy/la ¥ COMAIbHBIX OTHOIIIEHUH), 2009. 226 C.

Bcenoannetimuii otuet, 1916 — Becenmoamanueimuii otuer o6ep-npokypopa Cesreiiniero CHHOZAA 110
BenmoMcTBy mpaBoC/IaBHOTO HICIOBeAaHusA 3a 1914 roji. CaHkT-IleTepbypr: CuHomanbHas Tunorpadus, 1916.
X, 328,144 c.

Enucelickue rybepHCKHe BeZJOMOCTH, 1915 — EHucelickue TyGepHCKHE BETOMOCTH. 19 Mast 1915. N2 38.
C.7-8.

Kypnain, 1915 — KypHas HacThIpCKO-MEHUCHOHEPCKOTO cobpaHus 1915 roja uijA 6 JHA B ceJie
[Mamo6omumHacKOM MuHycrHCKorO yesna // EHucelickre emapxuaibHble BeIOMOCTH. 1915. N2 22, C. 12—13.

3ybanoBa u ap., 2013 — 3ybanosa C. I'., Cmenanoe H. H., ITamwauna H. J.u dp. ComuanbpHoe
CIIy’KeHUe PYCCKOU MPAaBOCIABHOH IEPKBHU: BOIPOCH UCTOPUH, TEOPUU, TPAKTUKH / OTB. pel. A.A. Jlopckas.
MockBa: uzzaTeabcTBO «JImka», 2013. 463 c.

Kparkoe onmcanme npuxozoB, 1916 — KparTkoe onmncanme npuxozoB EHwucelickoll emnapxuu.
KpacHosipck: ay1eKTpo-Tutiorpadus enapxuajabHOro 6paTcTBa, 1916. 244 C.

HuxkoHn, 1914 — Hukxon (Becconos H.). YKutenu Enunceiickoii rybepunu // Enncelickue emapxuaabHbie
BeJloMOCTH. 1914. N2 18. C. 10-17.

OpectoB, 1914 — Opecmos K. IIpuxozckoe moneynuTeasetBo B ¢. lIyHepckom, MUHYCHHCKOTO ye3za //
EHuncetickue enmapxuaibHbIe BEIOMOCTH. 1914. N2 24. C. 32.

Otuer, 1916 — OTueT 0 ABMKEHUH cyMM U MaTepuasioB KubimuHckoro IToneuntensHoro Cosera ¢ 1-To
OKTAOPs 1914 TO/a 1O 1-e MapTa cero 1916 r. // Exucelickue emapxuanabHble BeoMocTd. 1916. N2 18. C. 21—
22,

ITaBnoBa, 2003 — Ilasaoea H.I1. ConuanbpHoe nonedyeHue B Poccuu B roas! IlepBoii MUPOBO BOMHBEL.
KpacHosipck: KpacHospckuii rocy/lapcTBeHHBIN arpapHbI YHUBEPCUTET, 2003. 152 C.

ITankpar, 2010 — Ilankpam T.B. Ilpuxoackue mnomneuyuTesnbcrBa MOCKBBI: BO3HUKHOBEHHE U
ocobennocTtu opranuzanuu (1864—1917) // Poccuniickas ucropus. 2010. N2 2. C. 111—128.

— 1349 —



Bylye Gody, 2016, Vol. 42, Is. 4

ITposopoBckuit, 1915 — IIposoposckuii K. OTueT 0 mpuoTe-gCiIfax i JleTell BOMHOB IIPU IIPHUXOCKOM
nomneuntenbcrBe cesa HoBo-Hukosbckoro AumHckoro yesza bosbiie-Yiyiickoit Bosioctu Enuceiickoit
ryOepHuH B 1915 T. // EHHCelicKUe enTapxXuaibHbIE BEIOMOCTH. 1915. N2 20. C. 22-24.

[IpoTokossl, 1915 — IIpoTokosibl IIepBOTO ChE3/a MpeAcTaBUTENENH TOpoIoB EHMCcEliCKOM TYOepHUN U
OpraHu3anui MOMOIIM IIPU3BaHHBIM BOMHAM U UX ceMbsAM B ropoze KpacHosApcke 15—17 HIOHA 1915 T.
Kpacnospck: syekTpo-Tumorpadus erapxuajibHoro 6parcraa, 1915. 117 C.

PyukeBud, 1916 — PynakeBuu C.I. Besnkas oreuecTBeHHAsI BOMHA U IIEPKOBHASA JKU3HD B 1914—1915 TIT.
3abatikanbckas emapxus // [IpubapiieHne K IepKOBHBIM BeJIOMOCTAM. 1916. N2 52. C. 1229—1233.

PynkeBud, 1917 — Pynkesuu C.I'. Benukas oreuecTBeHHAs BOMHA U IIEPKOBHASA KU3HD B 1914—1915 IT.
Upkytckas enapxus // IIpubaBieHue K epKOBHBIM BeIoMOCTAM. 1917. N@ 2. C. 33-37.

YapsaHOBa, 2004 —Yavsinoga I'.H. 1lepkOBHOIPUXOACKNE MOMEUUTEIbCTBA KaK CTPYKTypHAA eIUHUIIA
6J1arOTBOPUTEIHPHOCTH BHYTPH MECTHOTO COOOIIECTBA B O3THEMMIIEPCKO Poccuu // BiriaroTBopuTeIbHOCTD
B Poccun. Vcropuueckne U COIMAIBHO-3KOHOMHUECKHE KCCIENOBaHUA. 2003/2004. Cankr-Ilerepbypr:
uznareabctBo uM. H.M. HoBukoBa, 2004. C. 166—176.

Xapycs, 2014 — Xapycs O.A. CubupTeT KaKk opraHu3alloHHas (opMa aKTyaJau3aIlid PETHOHAIBHOU
HUJIEHTUYHOCTH B ycaoBusAx [lepBoit mupoBoii BoiHbl // Cubuphb B BoHHAx Hayasna XX Beka. MaTepuasl
Cubupckoro ucropudeckoro ¢opyma. KpacHosipck, 3—6 mekabps 2013 r. KpacHospck: Pesonanc, 2014.
C. 96—100.

Lpich, 2008 — I[vicy O.I1. TIpaBociaBHbIE OOIECTBEHHO-PEIUTHO3HbIE OpraHu3anuu Tob60IbCKOM
ermapxuu Bo BTOpou mosioBuHe XIX — Havane XX BB. HuKHEBapTOBCK: M37aTebcTBO HIKHEBAPTOBCKOTO
rOCyZapCTBEHHOTO T'yMaHUTAPHOT'O YHHUBEPCUTETA, 2008. 270 c.

Irema, 2007 — IIImena A.B. ConuanpHoe ciy:keHue Pycckoii [IpaBociaBHoii lepkBu B Kamyxckoi
emapxuu (BTopas mosoBuHa XIX — Hawanmo XX Beka) / mox obm. pen. mporoupes P. CHurepesa. Kanyra:
H3/IaTeJIbCTBO HAy4YHOU JiuTepaTyphl H. . BoukapeBoii, 2007. 264 c.

Kattsina, 2014 — Kattsina T.A. The «Vast process of social construction...» in Siberia during World
War I (1914—-1918) // Terra Sebus: Acta Mvsei Sabesiensis. 2014. Special Issue. P. 245-258.

References

Beglov, 2014 — Beglov A.L. Prikhodskie popechitel'stva pri pravoslavnykh tserkvakh rossiiskoi imperii
v 1890-€ gg: itogi 30-letnei deyatel'nosti [The Orthodox parish councils in Russian Empire in the 1890s: the
results of the three decades of existence], Rossiiskaya istoriya. 2014, N@ 6, pp. 104—127. [in Russian]

Belonogova, 2010 — Belonogova Yu. I. Prikhodskoe dukhovenstvo Moskovskoi eparkhii i krest'yanskii
mir v nachale XX veka (po materialam Moskovskoi eparkhii) [Parish clergy of the Moscow diocese and the
country world at the beginning of the XX century (on materials of the Moscow diocese)]. Moscow: publishing
house of Orthodox Sacred and Tychonoff humanities university. 2010, 176 p. [in Russian]

Enisejskie gubernskie vedomosti, 1915 — Enisejskie gubernskie vedomosti. 19 maja 1915. N2 38, pp. 7—
8. [in Russian]

Harus', 2014 — Harus' O.A. Sibirtet kak organizacionnaja forma aktualizacii regional'noj identichnosti
v uslovijah Pervoj mirovoj vojny [Sibirtet as Organization Form of Actualization of Regional Identity in the
Conditions of the World War I], Sibir' v vojnah nachala HH veka. Materialy Sibirskogo istoricheskogo
foruma. Krasnojarsk, 3—6 dekabrja 2013 g., Krasnoyarsk: Resonans. 2014, pp. 96—100 [in Russian].

Kattsina, 2014 — Kattsina T.A. The «Vast process of social construction...» in Siberia during World
War I (1914-1918). Terra Sebus: Acta Mvsei Sabesiensis. 2014. Special Issue, pp. 245—258.

Kratkoe opisanie prihodov, 1916 — Kratkoe opisanie prihodov Enisejskoj eparhii [Short description of
arrivals of 1916 — Short description of arrivals of the Yenisei diocese], Krasnoyarsk: electro-printing house of
a diocesan brotherhood. 1916, 244 p. [in Russian]

Nikon, 1914 — Nikon (Bessonov N.). Zhiteli Eniseiskoi gubernii [Inhabitants of the Yenisei province],
Eniseiskie eparkhial'nye vedomosti. 1914, N2 18. pp. 10—17. [in Russian]

Orestov, 1914 — Orestov K. Prikhodskoe popechitel'stvo v s. Shunerskom, Minusinskogo uezda [Parish
guardianship in the village of Shunersk, the Minusinsk County], Eniseiskie eparkhial'nye vedomosti. 1914,
N 24, p. 32. [in Russian]

Otchet, 1916 — Otchet o dvizhenii summ i materialov Knyshinskogo Popechitel'nogo Soveta s 1-go
oktyabrya 1914 goda po 1-e marta sego 1916 g. [Report on movement of the amounts and materials of
Knyshinsky Popechitelny Council from October 1st, 1914 to March 1st this 1916], Eniseiskie eparkhial'nye
vedomosti. 1916, N2 18, pp. 21—22. [in Russian]

Pankrat, 2010 — Pankrat T.V. Prikhodskie popechitel'stva Moskvy: vozniknovenie i osobennosti
organizatsii (1864— 1917) [Parish guardianship of Moscow: emergence and features of the organization
(1864—-1917)], Rossiiskaya istoriya. 2010, N2 2, pp. 111—128. [in Russian]

Pavlova, 2003 — Pavlova I. P. Sotsial'noe popechenie v Rossii v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny [Social Care
in Russia during the World War I], Krasnoyarsk: Krasnoyarsk State Agricultural University. Krasnoyarsk.
2003, 152 p. [in Russian]

Protokoly, 1915 — Protokoly Pervogo s#ezda predstavitelej gorodov Enisejskoj gubernii i organizacij
pomoshhi prizvannym voinam i ih sem'jam v gorode Krasnojarske 15—17 ijunja 1915 g. [Protocols of the First
congress of representatives of the cities of the Yenisei province and the organizations of the help to the called

— 1350 —



Bylye Gody, 2016, Vol. 42, Is. 4

soldiers and their families in the city of Krasnoyarsk on June 15-17, 1915], Krasnoyarsk: electro-printing
house of a diocesan brotherhood. 1915, 117 p. [in Russian]

Prozorovskii, 1915 — Prozorovskii K. Otchet o priyute-yaslyakh dlya detei voinov pri prikhodskom
popechitel'stve sela Novo-Nikol'skogo Achinskogo uezda Bol'she-Uluiskoi volosti Eniseiskoi gubernii v
1915 g. [The report on a shelter day nursery for children of soldiers in case of parish guardianship of the
village of New and Nikolsky of the Achinsk county of the Bolshe-Uluysky volost of the Yenisei province in
1915], Eniseiskie eparkhial nye vedomosti. 1915, N¢ 20, pp. 22—24. [in Russian]

Runkevich, 1916 — Runkevich S.G. Velikaya otechestvennaya voina i tserkovnaya zhizn' v 1914-—
1915 gg. Zabaikal'skaya eparkhiya [The Great Patriotic War and church life in 1914—1915. Transbaikal
diocese], Pribavlenie k tserkovnym vedomostyam. 1916, N2 52, pp. 1229—1233. [in Russian]

Runkevich, 1917 — Runkevich S.G. Velikaya otechestvennaya voina i tserkovnaya zhizn' v 1914—1915 gg.
Irkutskaya eparkhiya [The Great Patriotic War and church life in 1914—1915. Irkutsk diocese], Pribavlenie k
tserkovnym vedomostyam. 1917, Ne 2, pp. 33—37. [in Russian]

Shtepa, 2007 — Shtepa A.V. Sotsial'noe sluzhenie Russkoi Pravoslavnoi Tserkvi v Kaluzhskoi eparkhii
(vtoraya polovina XIX — nachalo XX veka) / pod obshch. red. protoireya R. Snigereva. [Social service of
Russian Orthodox Church in the Kaluga diocese (the second half of XIX — the beginning of the XX century) /
under a general edition of the archpriest R. Snigerev], Kaluga: izdatel'stvo nauchnoi literatury
N.F. Bochkarevoi. 2007, 264 p. [in Russian]

Tsys', 2008 — Tsys' O.P. Pravoslavnye obshchestvenno-religioznye organizatsii Tobol'skoi eparkhii vo
vtoroi polovine XIX — nachale XX vv. [The orthodox public and religious organizations of the Tobolsk diocese
in the second half of XIX — the beginning of the 20th centuries], Nizhnevartovsk: publishing house of
Nizhnevartovsk state humanities university. 2008, 270 p. [in Russian]

Ul'yanova, 2004 — Ul'yanova G.N. Tserkovnoprikhodskie popechitel'stva kak strukturnaya edinitsa
blagotvoritel'nosti vnutri mestnogo soobshchestva v pozdneimperskoi Rossii [Parish guardianship as
structural unit of charity in local community in late imperial Russia], Blagotvoritel'nost' v Rossii.
Istoricheskie i sotsial'no-ekonomicheskie issledovaniya. 2003/2004 [Charity in Russia. Historical and social
and economic researches. 2003/2004], St. Petersburg: publishing house of N. I. Novikov. 2004, pp. 166—176.
[in Russian]

Velikaya Otechestvennaya voina, 1916 — Velikaya Otechestvennaya voina i tserkovnaya zhizn':
istoricheskie ocherki doktora tserkovnoi istorii S. G. Runkevicha. Kniga 1. Rasporyazheniya i deistviya
Svyateishego Sinoda v 1914—1915 gg. [Great Patriotic War and church life: historical sketches of the doctor of
church history S. G. Runkevich. Book 1. Orders and actions of the Holy Synod in 1914—-1915], Petrograd: [bez
izdatel'stva]. 1916, 336 p. [in Russian]

Vlasova, 2009 — Vlasova A. V. Istoriya tserkovnoi blagotvoritel'nosti na Urale: 1861—1917 gg. [History
of church charity in the Urals: 1861—1917], Chelyabinsk: publishing house of URSEI ATISO (Ural Social and
Economic Institute, Academy of Work and Social Relations). 2009, 226 p. [in Russian]

Vsepoddanneishii otchet, 1916 — Vsepoddanneishii otchet ober-prokurora Svyateishego Sinoda po
Vedomstvu pravoslavnogo ispovedaniya za 1914 god. [The Vsepoddanneyshy report of the ober-prosecutor of
the Holy Synod on Department of orthodox confession for 1914], St. Petersburg: Synod typography. 1916, X,
328, 144 p. [in Russian]

Zhurnal, 1915 — Zhurnal pastyrsko-meisionerskogo sobraniya 1915 goda iyulya 6 dnya v sele
Shalobolinskom Minusinskogo uezda [The magazine vicarial mencrnonepckoro meetings of 1915 of July of the
6th day in the village of Shalobolinsk of the Minusinsk County], Eniseiskie eparkhial'nye vedomosti. 1915,
No 22, pp. 12—13. [in Russian]

Zubanova et al., 2013 — Zubanova S. G., Stepanov I. I., Patyulina N. D. et al. Sotsial'noe sluzhenie
russkoi pravoslavnoi tserkvi: voprosy istorii, teorii, praktiki [Social service of Russian Orthodox Church:
questions of history, theory, practice /ed. A. A. Dorskaya], Moscow: publishing house of «Lika». 2013, 463 p.
[in Russian]

YK 94: 2-44 (571.5) «18/19»)

«CuMnaTuuyHas ujed MPUX0ACKNX MOMEeYUTETbHbIX COBETOB...»
(mo marepuasiam enapxuii Bocrounoit Cuébupu 1914—1917 IT.)

Tarpsana AHaTosbeBHa KaTiimHa 25"
aCubupckuii benepaabHbIll yHUBepcuTeT, KpacHospek, Poceuiickasn ®enepanus

AnHoOTauA. B ctaThe ¢ 0OMOPOIi Ha UCCIIEOBATEBCKYIO JIUTEPATYPY U OMYOJIUKOBAaHHBIE UCTOUYHUKHU
packpbIBaercsl 61arOTBOPUTEIBHAS JIEATEIFHOCTh IIEPKOBHO-IIPUXO/ICKHUX IOIIEYNUTEIbHBIX COBETOB HaJasa

* KoppeCcnoHINPYIOIIHI aBTOD
Aspeca aymekTpoHHOH mouthl: katsina@list.ru (T.A. Katnuna)
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XX BB. McTopuueckuil aHaIu3 orpaHUYMBaeTCA Tepputopueil Bocrounoit Cubupu, Ha MpuMepe KOTOPOU
MOXKHO COCTABUTD IPEACTABIEHUE O PEJTUTHO3HOM aCIIeKTe TeHe3nca cepsl rpakAaHCKON JeATeIbHOCTH B
JiopeBoTIOIMOHHON Poccum. IlokazaHa posib NMPUXOJICKUX IOMEUYHUTETHHBIX COBETOB B MAaTEpPHAJIBHOU H
HEMATEPUAJIbHOUN TMOJI/Iep:KKe (PPOHTOBHUKOB W UJIIEHOB HX CeMed B Tojbl IlepBoil MHPOBOW BOWHHBI.
ITpu olleHKe pOJIM TPUXOACKUX IIOIEYUTEbHBIX COBETOB, B I[€JIOM KaK IIOJIE3HOH U He0oOXOAMMOH,
oTMeueHbl (HAKTOPHI, 3HAUHUTEJIPHO CHIDKABIIHE WX BO3MOXKHOCTH. ®OpMysMpyeTcs BBIBOJ O TOM, UTO
pasJInyure yCJIOBUH, B KOTOPHIX PA3BUBAJIACH AEATEILHOCTD TOTO MM HHOTO MOTIEUNTEIbCTBA OTPAXKAIACh Ha
pasINYuy uxX OI0>KETOB M MacIITabax OKa3bIBaeMOU ITOMOIIIH.

Kiarouessblie ciaoBa: Bocrounas Cubups; Upkyrckas enapxus, EHucelickas enapxus, 3abaiikaabckas
ermapxusi, pyccKas TIPaBOCTaBHAs I€PKOBb, I€PKOBHBIA IMPUXOJ], IPUXOACKOU IOMEYUTEIHHBIH COBET,
couyaabHas MOMOIIb, IlepBas MupoBas BOMHA.
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