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THE INFLUENCE OF ANTIQUITY ON THE VIEWS FORMATION
AND ACTIVITY OF THOMAS JEFFERSON

The article is dedicated to the influence of antiquity on the formation of Thomas Jefferson's system of philosophical, political, scientific and
artistic views. Specificity of philosophical and cultural space of Europe and North America is considered, as well as conditions of education and
personal development of Thomas Jefferson. Thomas Jefferson's works are analyzed, direct citations and references to antique philosophers and
writers are noted, likewise political ideas of Thomas Jefferson, that are grounded on antique history. Tendency to identification antique history,
philosophy and literature as sample and guidance in publicistic and literary works of Thomas Jefferson is pointed out. In the article are revised
influences of antiquity on the following spheres of Thomas Jefferson's activity: organization of education, law, governance, architecture. In the
educational development Thomas Jefferson propagated broad studying of antique history and classical languages that might be the basis for
education and personality development. Antique examples were the foundation of Thomas Jefferson's ideas about citizenship, nation and slavery,
principles of the classical republicanism and organization of public administration are grounded on the same samples. Thomas Jefferson's
personal ambivalence in the questions of patriotism as dualism in relations "citizen of the state — citizen of the USA" is noted. Some attention is
paid to the architectural works of Thomas Jefferson. He followed the best antique masterpieces in his own architectural projects and laid the
foundation of American classicism in the architecture of 19" century.

Key words: antiquity, Thomas Jefferson, Roman republic, classical republicanism, education, citizenship, slavery, American classicism.
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ROLE OF HAJDUKS AND COSSACKS IN THE 16™ AND 17™ CENTURY HUNGARIAN
AND UKRAINIAN SOCIETY

The intent of the research is to determine viewpoints for the comparative analysis of the Hungarian Hajduks and the
Ukrainian Cossacks. During the period spanning from the end of the 15" century up to the 1570's, Cossacks, similarly to Hajduks,
began to take shape as a new social phenomenon, yet legally they still did not exist. Registered Cossacks and royal Hajduks as
such were legally recognised, thus they gained a distinguished position in contemporary society despite the fact that hard as
they tried, the title of nobility was yet unavailable to them. After comparing the position of Ukrainian Cossacks and Hungarian
Hajduks in society, it can be stated that they constituted an "intermediate" social category between nobility and villeins, and they
became a mass phenomenon in society only at the end of the 16'" century.

Keywords: Hungarian Hajduks, Ukrainian Cossacks, historical parallels, intermediate social category, Royal Hungary,
Transylvania, Rzeczpospolita.

Hungarian historians [7, p. 16-21; 11, p. 153-180; 17,
p. 193; 18, p.22; 20, p.42; 24, p. 38; 25, p. 16-19; 31,
p. 31-47; 36, p.174-180] repeatedly voiced special
concern for the fact that, similarly to the Hajduks, bonnet-
laird communities fulfilling military service were formed in
the Polish-Lithuanian state, too, known as the Cossacks,
who took up arms against either internal feudal oppression
or external enemies, primarily the Turks [25, p. 196]. The
Cossacks of Ukraine, as a new social and political factor,
had evolved in the second half of the 15" century [16,
p. 191; 26, p. 108-109; 38, p. 251; 43, p. 303; 44, p. 183;

45, p. 20; 46, p. 33; 48, p. 19; 56, p. 36; 57, p. 178-179],
which period coincides with the emergence of the
Hungarian Hajduks. It unequivocally turns out from
previous sources that Hajduks in large numbers had
already been members of Gydrgy Dézsa's army in
1514.Social identification of Cossacks can be considered
as a heterogeneous composition, as in addition to runaway
villeins settled at the southern border of the Polish-
Lithuanian state, the  so-called "no-man's-land",
impoverished city-dwellers and outcast gentry were present
in their ranks, who recognised the king of Poland as their
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only lord. Hungarian historiography has still not reached a
unanimous consent regarding the exact proportion of various
social strata constituting the ranks of Hajduks [18, p. 19; 25,
p. 23-24]. However, comparing the origins of Hajduks and
Cossacks doing military service, it can be stated that they
can by no means be considered as a homogeneous
formation in society, yet from the beginning they came into
being as a differentiated social category. Moreover,
although they had been able to gain members from diverse
social classes, the majority of them were still villeins.

Initially, Hajduks did not form a separate social
category as a detached body. It was only at the end of the
15t century that they began to take shape [8, p. 7], and
after 1526 they were obviously considered as not only
raiding troops, but armed groups who, yet disorganised at
the time, principally fought to protect their home
country [6, p. 25], and from 1552 onwards they already
established an independent military group which aimed to
conduct systematic struggle against the Turks to replace
occasional raids [2, p. 106].

In the meantime, Polish monarchs, similarly to
Hungarian authorities, attempted to hold the restless
Cossacks off by issuing a series of threatening
decrees [35, p. 4, 12, 28, 33, 44, 84, 130, 190, 200, 253],
yet with little success, since they mostly did not possess
the necessary power to have the decrees enforced. The
denomination of Cossack at the time was used for groups
difficult to control and living on the southern border of the
Polish-Lithuanian  state. = Non-privileged  Cossacks
resettled to the waterfalls of the Dnieper ("za porogi") [15,
p. 70-71], which area, due to its excellent geographical
features, with its thick forests, swamps and islands,
offered sound protection as a natural boundary against
intrusions by Turks or Tartars. Also, their "combat state",
the Zaporozhian Sich was "established" here in the
1540's. Also, these people had built up a social and
political organisation of military nature in the Zaporozhian
Sich independent from the Polish-Lithuanian
administration, and eventually effectively integrated into
the protection of the southern borders.

It was only after the second half of the 1590's that the
Hajduks developed to become a genuine military factor,
which was due to the fact that the Fifteen Years' War
resulted in an increase in their numbers and importance.
Following this, Stephen Bocskai compressed part of the
Hajduks into such organised troops that were acknowledged
countrywide as independent and privileged corps [9, p.317;
22, p. 333; 23, p. 11], since the 1608 assembly of Bratislava
ratified Bocskai's decrees [30, p. 15] by enacting the points
of the Treaty of Vienna. Half of the estimated 30,000
Hajduks living in Trans-Tisza and the Partium were
relocated, thus eventually Hajduk soldiers became
integrated into the anti-Ottoman defense line. Nevertheless,
while the privileges of the seven Hajduk cities in
Szabolcs (Nanas, Boszormény, Szoboszlé, Vamospércs,
Polgar, Hadhaz, Dorog) county were solidified by 1632 [10,
p. 317] for good, the "Little Hajdu cities" [21, p. 248-248] of
Bihar country came under county authority and tax
obligations were imposed on them from 1634 onwards.

The Polish influence on pre-1648 Ukrainian nobility had
born its stamp on it, as by the turn of the 16" and 17t
centuries only few Ukrainian noblemen remained who had
been unaffected by the Polonisation process. This caused
Ukrainians to "lose" the majority of their political and social
elite, therefore Cossacks took over to "lead" and represent
the interests of the Ukrainian society. In 1572, Sigismund Il
Augustus of the Polish-Lithuanian state succeeeded in
passing the introduction of Cossacks as an institution
registered in the Sejm [16, p. 196; 57, p. 263; 42, p. 81; 33,

p. 176; 39, p. 185]. As the King of Poland, between 1576
and 1586 Stephen Bathory experimented with several
methods to regulate unregistered "free" Cossacks, using
intimidation [1, p. 32; 3, p. 69] and executions to restrain
Cossacks. Also, he hired some of them for serving the
state. Although 300 "free" Cossacks had already sworn to
be loyal to the last Jagiellonian monarch previously, in fact
it was Stephen Bathory who, in accordance with his statute
of September 1578 titled "Agreement with Sich
Cossacks" [1, p. 337] created the institute of registered
Cossacks. This act of Bathory's basically meant providing
to initially 500, then in 1583 to 600 state-registered
Cossacks [561, p. 92-93] tax exemption, exemption from
church and landlord taxes. In addition, they gained
independence from the scope of authority of local Polish
authorities, which is they acquired the right to act as a local
government [56, p.9]. However, formally the Polish-
Lithuanian government acknowledged privileges of only
registered Cossacks in state service [41, p.57-64] and
officially Sich Cossacks were regarded to be outlaws. Still,
despite this, the Zaporozhian Sich actually functioned as a
"state within the state" in the framework of the
Rzeczpospolita. The central power reluctantly tolerated its
existence due to its determining role in defending the
borders; however, no official recognition came along.
Eventually, registered Cossacks fulfilled the hopes placed
in them by the Polish monarch; moreover, they actively
participated in the Livonian war against Russia, along
Stephen Bathory [4, p. 102-103; 27, p. 73-74]. The concept
of registered Cossacks as such practically legalized the
opportunity to escape from the dependence on landlords,
and endowed registered Cossacks significant
privileges [57, p. 263]; nevertheless, in fact they were
merely treated as supporting troops in the military system
of the Polish-Lithuanian state [16, p. 196]. It was this being
pushed to the background in the first place that resulted
that they had begun to serve outlandish monarchs as
mercenaries. The Fifteen Years' War was the first occasion
when the Habsburgs employed the Cossacks as
mercenaries, moreover, later several times they were hired
for military services, eg. during the Thirty Years' War.

Therefore, the major problem posed to the Polish
administration in handling the Cossack-issue was that it had
been unable to hire for state service all Cossacks desiring to
get registered, for this endeavour had been hindered by
either the lack of financial resources or the hostile attitude of
Polish nobility towards Cossacks. The Polish Szlachta had a
good reason to hamper the growth of registered Cossacks.
On the one hand, they were afraid to lose their labour supply
if too many of the villeins attempted to make it to the ranks of
the privileged registered Cossacks, and, on the other hand,
they recognised that a ready and sizeable army built on
Cossacks in the hands of the "elected" Polish monarchs may
very well be dangerous to their own privileges, too. By all
accounts, Stephen Bathory played a decisive role in the
history of relations between Hajduks and Cossacks, as he,
the ruler of Transylvania[19, p. 18], and then king of
Poland [27, p. 73; 54, p. 72] was the first to realise the real
combat value of Ukrainian Cossacks. As monarch of the
Rzeczpospolita, from 1576 onwards Bathory had both
Hajduks [28, p. 93-108; 29, p. 2] and Cossacks [52, p. 77-78]
figthing in his army, which was a rare occasion since
normally in most of the armed conflicts these two groups
fought each other as enemies.

A significant change in the position of Cossacks took
place as a result of the Kurukovo Agreement of 1625 [35,
p. 284-292], signed between the Polish government and
the state Cossacks. As its consequence, Cossacks
emerged as an organised military formation, and thus
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registered Cossacks became a public institute that
provided them with a livelihood including a combination of
legally obtained takings and military pay. The officially
registered six regiments of Cossacks were allowed to
apply privileges separately supported to them by the
monarchs of Poland. At the same time, the Agreement of
Kurukovo plunged the Rzeczpospolita into an inevitable
social disaster, for the gradual expansion of registered
Cossacks did not even alleviate, but instead further
increased social tensions [11, p. 158].

By the 1630's, the registered Cossacks had become a
regular army with an ever-increasing involvement in
politics, all this in spite of the fact that apart from the "noble
uprising”, only supporting troops were trained within the
military of the Polish state. This marginalization also
explains that more and more of them began to sympathyze
with the revolts of free Cossacks, which ultimately meant
that part of the registered Cossacks' joining the 1637
Cossack uprising in fact served as a pretext for the Szejm,
controlled by Polish nobility, to issue a decree of 1638
named "Ordination of the Zaporozhian Cossack
Army" [37(1), p. 255-256]. According to this, Cossacks as a
whole had lost all their previously obtained rights and
privileges, and henceforward became equal with villeins.
Even though the number of registered ones still remained
to be 6.000, they were not allowed to have their own,
elected leaders, but instead they were put under the direct
authority of a supervisor (commissar) of Polish origin,
appointed by the monarch. Under the Ordination, from then
on Cossacks differed from villeins in that they owed not
agricultural, but military service to the Polish-Lithuanian
state. Thus, owing to the reforms of 1638, registered
Cossacks lost their personal alliance character based on
extensive self-government, and transformed into state-
controlled and organised complex military unit furnished
with an insitutionalised leadership.

Up until the middle of the 17" century, Cossacks could
not be regarded as a sovereign social class, but only an
"intermediate" category, as the population of Ukraine was
characterized by a relatively amorph social system at the
time. The population of Ukraine is called a "society set for
self-defense" [14, p.61-63] in the literature of history,
moreover, Cossacks are evaluated as a phenomenon
connected and conditioned to, and intertwined with the
economical and social development of the Ukrainian border
area. The "great revolution" [53, p. 81] of 1648-1654, led by
Bohdan Khmelnytsky brought significant changes and
transformation in the composition of social stratification in
Ukraine. The crucial change was apparent in the act of the
Cossack elite (starshina) seizing governance, and in the
Hetmanate society within the Russian bond a relatively free
opportunity of moving up in society emerged. As a
consequence, villeins were allowed to become common
Cossacks by undertaking military service, while the latter
could rise to cement themselves in "Cossack aristocracy".
Following the outbreak of the Khmelnytsky movement, the
Polish and pro-Polish Ukrainian szlachta fled the so-called
"Cossack Ukraine" leaving their lands behind. The chief
achievement of the movement was the 1649 Treaty of
Zboriv, which stated that the Polish government declared
"Cossack-Ukraine" containing the voivodes of Kiev,
Bratslav and Chernihiv to be an autonomy. A Tsichirin-
based Hetmanate administrative organisation vested with
self-government was built up as a result, headed by
Bohdan Khmelnytsky [37(Il), p. 299-306]. Then, in the age
of Hetmanate (1654-1764), after the union with Russia the
Cossack elite and common Cossacks started to become
distinct from each other. While the starshina assumed
control of Ukraine, accumulating offices and lands, at the

same time common Cossacks became gradually
impoverished and tried to avoid the more and more costly
military conscription. Due to the Khmelnytsky movement,
the Hetmanate presented the image of a "simplified
society" as two of its major elements were provided by
Cossacks and "non-Cossacks", between whom no sharp
borderline existed. Since the previous meaning of nobility
disappeared, they did not possess economical and political
privileges over other social strata. During the time of the
Bogdan Khmelnytsky movement, the existence of nobility
as a distinct economical and political controlling class was
definitely questioned, and thus stratification of orders
gradually vanished within the networks of society. Also, the
Polish type of Ukrainian szlachta assimilated into the ranks
of Cossacks, therefore nobility as a privileged group of
society basically disappeared from Ukraine.

However, in the second half of the 17" century, the so-
called "social regression" could be observed in Ukraine, for
the Cossack elite firmly voiced its demands to officially
adjust to a noble way of life. This endeavour again
appreciated the noble title within Ukrainian society.
However, we must note here that for the majority of the
Cossack starshina the political structure of the Polish
"noble republic" was considered to be an ideal type of state
until the 1780's, and penetrating the ranks of the privileged
shlachta seemed definitely more appealing than obtaining
a Russian noble title.

In the official position of the Tsarist Government, no
formal nobility existed in the territory of the Hetmanate [50,
p. 340-356], so high-ranking Cossack officials, more or less
emerging from the ranks of common Cossacks
progressively obtained noble rights, as they owned lands,
were exempt from payment of taxes and all other payment
obligations to the state. By the end of the 17t century,
members of the Cossack starshina turned into genuine
landlords, yet they could not call themselves either
shlachta or dvorjan [49, p. 465]. By the 1720's and 1730's
the Cossack elite became entirely detached, and presented
the image of a privileged social class even based on the
lands they owned and the relations they had with their
villeins. Still, the Tsarist government recognised Cossack
as nobles only if they 1) were awarded nobility from the
Tsar 2) performed services in either the permanent Tsarist
army 3) or performed a state service in offices that go with
an inheritable noble title. Ukrainian "aristocracy", however,
considered itself to be a genuine and legal nobility
(=shlachta) despite the fact that most of them did not
possess any documents certifying nobility whatsoever. All
they could claim was the very fact that as members of the
government apparatus in the Hetmanate they gained a
privileged position and in practice owned noble privileges.

From 1762 onwards, the fate of the Ukranian elite was
in the hands of Catherine Il, who from the very beginning
found it difficult to tolerate the privileged status of the
Zaporozhian Army and the Ukrainian elite within the
empire. In 1764, the Empress terminated the Hetmanate
and introduced by regulation the Russian administration in
the Eastern Ukraine [33, p.173-176]. The rapid and
successful integration of Ukrainian territories primarily
depended on the cooperation of the Cossack starshina, so
on account of Catherine IlI's Charter of Nobility in 1785 [50,
p. 238-266] the Ukrainian elite was conferred on nobility
and self-governance. However, a difficulty arose as
privileges still applied to members of the stashina who
were able to prove their right to the noble title by presenting
authentic and valid deed of gift from the Tsar or the King of
Poland [47, p. 1-2]. For this reason, the Ukrainian elite
excluded from privileges launched an ideological struggle
for the full recognition of Ukrainian ranks. Their topmost
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success turned out to be the Tsar's decree in 1835, in
which the Tsar's government automatically recognised all
military and civil Ukrainian ranks, and regarded them as
hereditary ones within the Russian Empire.

Summary. After comparing the position of Ukrainian
Cossacks and Hungarian Hajduks in society, it can be
stated that they constituted an "intermediate" category
between nobility and villeins, and they became a mass
phenomenon in society only at the end of the 16™ century.
Initially, denominations of Hajduks and Cossacks were
both applied to not an exact ethnic minority, but for the
designation of a specific profession and lifestyle, moreover,
considering their position, they established themselves as
formations differentiated and heterogeneous at the same
time. During the period spanning the end of the 15%
century and the 1570's, Cossacks, similarly to Hajduks,
began to take shape as a new social phenomenon, yet
legally they still did not exist. On the analogy of
contemporary Hajduks' social status, being a Cossack had
not yet been accompanied by any advantages whatsoever,
be it either rights or privileges, instead, it was considered
as a special occupation, not a distinct social category.

Registered Cossacks and royal Hajduks as such were
legally recognised, thus they gained a distinguished position
in contemporary society despite the fact that hard as they
tried, and the title of nobility was yet unavailable to them.
Finally, Cossacks managed to reach higher levels of
organisation and self-determination within the Russian
coexistence after 1654, which they succeeded in preserving
for a longer period with the ongoing Turkish threat.

Occurences analogous with the privilegedness of
Hajduks could be observed in the history of Cossacks living
under Polish authority, too, yet on account of the 16th and
17th century internal and foreign policies of the
Rzeczpospolita these led to outcomes of different quality.
Solution to the Hajduk question causing social tension was
more or less successfully achieved, however, disorder in
the situation of Ukraine's Cossacks resulted in intensified
social conflicts. The greatest failure of the Polish-
Lithuanian administration's Cossack-policy was expressed
in the exclusion of Cossacks from the "noble nation" [13,
p. 383]. Back in the Polish-Lithuanian period, Cossacks
found themselves in between nobility and villeins at the
social ladder. Owing military service to the state, they were
free as individuals, but they were not allowed to hold
villeins, thus their appreciation in society was practically
dependent on the contemporary political situation. From
1648, nonetheless, Cossacks started to possess a decisive
influence in the control of Ukraine, and therefore replaced
their "intermediate" social category by elevating to occupy
separate social strata.

While Hajduks were effectively integrated into the anti-
Ottoman defense system in the 16th and 17th centuries,
non-registered Cossacks "voluntarily" undertook to protect
the Southern borders, at the same time, for both cases we
can declare that the societies of these regions had become
basically militarised. [5, p. 121].
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Hapinwna no peakonerii 11.11.18

PONb FAAAYKIB TA KO3AKIB B YTOPCbKOMY TA YKPAIHCbKOMY CYCMNINbCTBAX
B XVI-XVII CTONITTAX

lMpedcmaeneHo Moxnuei MipKyeaHHs1 Onsi NOpPieHsINIbHO20 aHani3y 2alidykie Yz2opwjuHu ma ko3akie YkpaiHu. Ek3ucmeHuyiliHi Moxnueocmi
060x 2pyn 3ymoesieHi e5ladHUM 8aKyyMOM, W0 8UHUK y Opyeili nonosuHi XV cm. 8 npukopdoHHuUX palioHax, a Ha kiHeyb XVI cm. eoHu cmanu eu-
3HayHUM 060pPOHHUM eslemeHmomM. OCHOBHUM Momueyr4YuM ¢hakmopom Onsi po3eumky 2alidykie i Ko3akie, a makox 36inbWeHHs1 IXHbOI Yyucesib-
Hocmi 6yna mypeubka 3a2po3a. Sk 2alidyku, makK i K03aKu ceo€r0 Memolo 88axkasiu g8ilicbKosy ciyx6y, 3a paxyHOK Hel Manu Hamip npocyeamucs
MamepianbHO ma e cycninbcmei. CmocoeHo ceo20 cmaHosuuja y cycninscmei, mo kopoJsiecbke 2alidyymeo maso 6azamo cninbHO20 3 yKpaiHCb-
KUM peecmpoeuM Ko3aymeom, 8id4ymmsi 3zypmoeaHocmi ma po3euHeHe CycriflbHe MUc/ieHHs1 Hadaeanu Moxueicmes 3abe3nedyeamu cobi eax-
nuee micue y cycninbHil iepapxii Oepxxaeu. BoHu 6ynu npomixHOI0 Kamezopieto cycninbcmea, ase minbku Ha kKiHeyb XVI cm. cmanu macoeum
couianbHum sieuweMm. IxHIo couyianbHy eidokpemneHicms, e nepuly Yepzy eunpasdogyeasna eaxJiuea posib y 3axucmi niedeHHUX MPUKOPAOHHUX
mepumopiii kpaiHu. JeumpanbHa enada e o60x kpaiHax oOHakoeo cmaeusiucsi 9o Ko3akie i 2alidykie, eébayaroqu y HUX Nompi6Hy eilicbkoey cuny,
ane nonimuka ypsidy w000 Ko3akie i 2alidykie ¢hakmuyHo 3MiHIO8anach 3anexHo eid akmyanbHoi nonimuku depxaeu. Taki x npuknadu maromb
epaxaro4yy nodibHicmb e iHcmumyuisix peecmpoeux Ko3akie ma KoposiecbKux 2alidykie, siki 6ysiu eu3HaHi KOPOHHO enadoro i nocinu npusinetio-
8aHe micye 8 cycninbcmei, ane cKilbku 0HU He HaMa2alucb — makK i He 3Mo251u niGHAMu ceili paHz 0o dsopsiHcmea.

Knro4oei cnoea: yzopchki 2alidyku, ykpaiHCbKi Ko3aku, icmopuyHi napanesni, npoMixHa coyianbHa kameaopisi, Koponiecmeo Yz2opuwjuHa, TpaH-
cinbeaHcbKe KHs3iecmeo, Piy lMocnonuma.
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THE UKRAINIAN SISTERS SERVANTS OF MARY IMMACULATE
AND BASILIAN FATHERS' ACTIVITY IN CANADA IN 1901-1925

The study focuses on the first half of the 20" century Basilian fathers and Sisters Servants of Mary Immaculate missions in
Canada and the people behind those missions. The study explains that despite the zeal, knowledge, and dedication of the
missionaries, the Basilian and Sisters Servants of Mary Immaculate missions in Canada were not organized, and were not
particularly trained in missions. But their work during 1902-1925 between Ukrainian immigrants from Galicia helped to stop the
processes of assimilation and transferring to the Churches that were widespread in Canada.
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Introduction. The new world where Ukrainian
immigrants arrived was different in all aspects of their life —
language, religious expression, social habits, attitudes and
political customs. The first wave of Ukrainian immigration to
Canada (1891-1914) included deeply religious people and
90% of them belonged to Ukrainian Catholic Church which
was popular in their motherland. Once they arrived in
Canada, the Ukrainians have left spiritually adrift. The
Roman Catholic Church, which had an advantage over
other religious organizations in Canada, could not help the
immigrants. One of the main problems with Ukrainian
religious situation was a desperate shortage of priests
familiar with the Slavonic services. Moreover, this shortage
of priests was amplified by the insistence of the Latin
bishops on only celibate priests (who were in the minority
in Galicia) coming to Canada and there was the issue of
parish registration. Only the presence of Ukrainian Catholic
priests in Canada could solve these problems. After a ten-
year stay of Ukrainians in Canada in 1902, the first official
mission of the Basilians priests and Sisters Servants of
Mary Immaculate were directed there.

Hence, this study aims to assess the missionary
activities of the Ukrainian Basilian Fathers and the Sisters
Servants of Mary Immaculate between the immigrants
from Galicia during 1902-1925 and their impact on the
religious development.

This research will address the following questions:
1) What interaction was between Ukrainian Catholic
Church and Roman Catholic Church in Canada at the end
of 19 century? 2) What is the role of Basilians priests and
Sisters Servants of Mary Immaculate in the adaptation of
Ukrainian immigrants in Canada during 1901-19257?
3) What authority did Basilians priests and Sisters Servants
of Mary Immaculate have among immigrants during the
first wave of the Ukrainian immigration?

1. The Interaction between Ukrainian Catholics and
Roman Catholic clergies at the end of 19t century.

When Ukrainians began immigration to Canada at the
end of the 19™ century they immediately came under the
jurisdiction of the already established RCC. The evolution
of this principle of jurisdiction started from the First
Ecumenical Council of Nicea (325) and Fourth Lateran
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