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Abstract
This article presents a multiyear study undertaken by the author in a number of his research 
articlesandmonographs.ForthefirsttimeinUkrainianacademicstudies,thehistoricaland
theoretical reconstruction of biblical studies at the Kyiv Theological Academy in the 19th 
and early 20th centuries has been accomplished. This phenomenon is demonstrated and 
reviewed as a holistic system of research, instructional, theological, apologetic, religious and 
educationalactivity.Therefore,thehistoryofbiblicalstudies,asaspecificacademicdiscipline,
has been singled out in the Ukrainian religious studies and theology of today. A large number 
of previously unexplored publications, documents, archival material, etc. have been introduced 
intoacademicuseandsignificantlyexpandedthebodyofsourcesthatcanbeusedforresearch
inbiblicalstudiesandtheologyingeneral.Itsignificantlyimprovesthecurrentlevelofstudyof
theology and the humanities in Ukraine in the 19th and early 20th centuries. At the same time, 
it expands the prospects for modern Ukrainian education, both secular and theological.

Key words: Bible, Bible studies, Bible education, theology, religious studies, Kyiv Theological 
Academy.
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Introduction

An important aspect of religious and theological studies in Ukraine is researching how the 
Ukrainian tradition of biblical studies evolved and developed both in the European context and 
in connection with local cultural and denominational distinctions. In the 19th and early 20th 
centuries, the Kyiv Theological Academy (KTA) gave rise to an entire community of academic 
professionals who studied, lectured and promoted the Bible.

The Kyiv biblical studies were first explored in the second half of the 19th and early
20th  centuries. These studies included writings on the history of study and application of
the Bible in the domestic Orthodox culture; works on the history of the KTA; works on the 
developmentofbiblical studies in theRussianEmpire, andevolutionofOrthodox theology
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in general .1ThefirstreviewsoftheworksoftheprominentBiblescholarsoftheKTAarefound
in the memoirs and anniversary or commemorative speeches and obituaries written by students 
andcolleagues .2

Secular Soviet and early post-Soviet historiography completely ignored the KTA’s heritage 
of biblical studies and resulted in a pause in the development of the Kyiv theological culture 
and a lack of direct incentives for academic research of this culture. Biblical scholars resumed 
the research of the history of Orthodox biblical studies in the mid-1980s in the wake of Soviet 
liberalization. However, they focused primarily on the Moscow and St. Petersburg theological 
academies. Until the early 2000s, the KTA’s heritage of biblical studies was viewed only as 
a  component of “pre-revolutionary” all-RussianOrthodox biblical studies .3 The “all-Russian”

1 See:I. I. Malyshevskii,“Istoricheskaiazapiskaosostoianiiakademiivminuvsheiepiatidesiatiletiie,”
[“TheHistoricalReviewontheStatusoftheAcademyinthePastHalf-Century,”]TKDA 11 (1869): 
64–138;S. M. Solskii,“ObozreniietrudovpoizucheniiuBibliivRossiisXVvekadonastoiashchego
vremeni,”[“ReviewofResearchWorksontheBibleinRussiafromthe15thCenturytothePresent,”]
Pravoslavnoie obozreniie1.2(1869):190–221;4(1869):538–77;6(1869):797–822;I. N. Korolkov,
“PreosviashchennyiFilaret,Ep.Rizhskiy,kakrektorKDA,”[“HisGraceFilaret,BishopofRiga,asthe
RectoroftheKTA,”]TKDA12(1882):1–96;M. V. Nikolskii,“Nashabibleiskaianauka,”[“OurBiblical
Studies,”]Pravoslavnoie obozreniie 2 (1875): 184–96; Mikhail (Luzin), Ep., Bibleiskaia nauka. Kniga 
pervaia: Ocherk istorii tolkovaniia Biblii, [Biblical Studies. Book One: Review of the History of Biblical 
Interpretation],ed.N. I. Troitskii(Tula,1898);Prof.ProtFedorTitov,Imperatorskaia Kiievskaia 
Dukhovnaia Akademiia v ieie trekhvekovoi zhizni i deiatelnosti (1615–1915 gg.): Istoricheskaya zapiska 
[The Imperial Kyiv Theological Academy in its Three Centuries of Life and Activity, 1615–1915: Historical 
Review](Kyiv:Hopak,2003);I. A. Chistovich,Istoriia perevoda Biblii na russkii iazyk [History of the 
Bible Translation into Russian](SaintPetersburg,1899);F. G. Ieleonskii,“Otechestvennyetrudypo
izucheniiuBibliivXIXveke,”[“DomesticWorksonBibleStudiesinthe19thCentury,”]Khristianskoie 
chteniie1(1901):5–28,633–60;1(1902):39–64,504–24;2(1902):107–25;N. N. Glubokovskii,Russkaia 
bogoslovskaia nauka v ieie istoricheskom razvitii i noveishem sostoianii [The Historical Development 
and Modern Status of Russian Theological Studies](Warsaw,1928;Moscow,2002);Ark.Zhukovskyi,
“VkladKDAtaii‘Trudiv’nakulturnomutabohoslovskomuvidtynkakh”,[“ContributionoftheKTA
andIts‘Works’intheCulturalandTheologicalFields”],Khronika 2000 1.37–38(2000):482–99;Prot.
G. V. Florovskii,Puti russkogo bogoslovia [The Ways of Russian Theology](Moscow:Institutrusskoi
tsyvilizatsyi, 2009).

2 Priest F. I. Titov,“StefanMikhailovichSolskii(Nekrolog),” [“StefanM. Solskiy:Obituary,”]TKDA 12 
(1900):629–40;Priest A. A. Glagolev,“Slovonazaupokoinoiliturgiipripogrebeniizasluzhennogo
professora Kievskoy Dukhovnoi Akademii Akima Alekseyevicha Olesnitskago (3 sentyabrya 1907 
g.),” [“SpeechattheFuneralLiturgyduringtheBurialofAkimOlesnitskyi,DistinguishedProfessor
oftheKievTheologicalAcademy(3September1907),”]TKDA10(1907):323–29;Prot.A. A. Glagolev,
“K dvadtsatipiatiletiiuakademicheskoisluzhbyprof.V. P. Rybinskogo,”[“OntheOccasionofthe
TwentyFifthAnniversaryoftheAcademicServiceofProf.V. P. Rybinsky,”]TKDA 2.3–8 (1917): 254–60.

3 Prot.V. S. Stroganov,“VkladMoskovskoiDukhovnoiAkademiivgermenevtikuNovogoZaveta,”
[“ContributionoftheMoscowTheologicalAcademytotheHermeneuticsoftheNewTestament,”]
Zhurnal Moskovskoi Patriarkhii 8(1985):75–79;HieromonkAleksii(Makrynov),“VkladSankt-
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perspective, lack of originality, excessive generality, and a fragmented approach were typical 
deficienciesofsuchresearch.

Only in the 2000s, academics, particularly those in Ukraine, began to research the KTA’s 
heritageofbiblicalstudiesonamoreorlessregularbasis.Theseeffortsgaverisetothedesireto
better explore the history of religious and theological development in Ukraine. First steps were 
takentoresearchtheworksofsomeKyivprofessorsfromthe19thandearly20thcenturies .4 
These efforts were mostly undertaken in a broader context of ecclesiastic, philosophical,
theological, or Oriental historical studies in Ukraine. Biblical studies were not represented 
holistically. Biblical studies done by Academy students or professors were examined quite 
sporadically.

Aside from the speculations attempted by the authors from the period of the Russian
EmpireandrepresentativesoftheOrthodoxemigrationofthe20thcenturyaswellastheefforts
made today by ecclesiastic and secular researchers, the Biblical studies of the KTA in the 19th 
and early 20th centuries have not been comprehensively researched until recent time.

Overthelastdecade,ourpersonaleffortswerefocusedonrevivingthisareaofresearch
both in terms of secular and ecclesiastic research. The results include the following:
1) a comprehensive review of the relevant secular and ecclesiastical historiography has been 

carriedoutandthetheoreticalprinciplesforresearchinthisareaweredefined;
2) a list of research sources has been generated based on historical records and original 

sources (often barely known);
3) the historical, cultural, and religious conditions and aspects pertaining to KTA biblical 

studiesof19thandearly20thcenturieshavebeenidentified;

Peterburhskoi — Leninhradskoidukhovnoiakademiivrazvitiebibleistiki,”[“Contributionofthe
St.Petersburg — LeningradTheologicalAcademytotheDevelopmentofBiblicalStudies,”]in
Bogoslovskie trudy, 199–210(Moscow,1986);Prot.A. Men,“Kistoriirusskoipravoslavnoibibleistiki,”
[“OntheHistoryofRussianOrthodoxBiblicalStudies.TheologicalWorks,”]inBogoslovskiye Trudy, 
272–90(Moscow,1987);Archim.Iannuariy(Ivliyev),“BibleistikavRusskoiPravoslavnoiTserkvivXX
v.,”[“BibleStudiesintheRussianOrthodoxChurchinthe19thCentury,”]inPravoslavnoie bogosloviie 
na poroge tretiego tysiacheletiia: Bogoslovskaia konferentsiia RPTS (Moskva, 7–9 fevralia 2000 g.) 
(Moscow, 2000), 30–38.

4 I. A. Karsym,“ProfesorStepanSolskyi:DoistoriibibliinoiishkolyKyivskoiDukhovnoiAkademii
2-ii pol.XIXst.,”[“ProfessorStepanSolskyi:TheHistoryoftheBiblicalSchooloftheKyivTheological
AcademyintheSecondHalfofthe19thCentury,”]Trudy Kyivskoi Dukhovnoi Akademii 11 (2009): 
36–47;Prot.M. Makar,“HebraistykavKyivskiidukhovniiakademiitapratsiprot.Oleksandra
Glagolieva,”[“HebraicStudiesattheKyivTheologicalAcademyandWorksofArchpriestOleksandr
Glagolev,”]Mahisterium9(2002):52–55;M. L. Tkachuk,“‘Akademiiubeskonechnoliubliu…’:
ArkhiiepiskopVasiliy(Bogdashevskii)kakstudent,professori rektorKiievskoidukhovnoyakademii,”
[“‘ILovetheAcademyInfinitely…’:ArchbishopVasilii(Bogdashevskyi)asaStudent,Professorand
RectoroftheKyivTheologicalAcademy,”]TKDA16(2012):27–56;Ie.G. Tsigankova,“Rybinskyi
VolodymyrPetrovych,”inSkhodoznavstvo i vizantologiia v Ukraini v imenakh: Biobibliograf. Slovnyk, 
ed.E. Tsyhankovaetal.(Kyiv:Instytutsckhodoznavstvaim.A. Iu.KrymskohoNANU,2011),191.
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4) the system of biblical education at the KTA of that period has been reconstructed, including 
its structure, content, methodology, and didactics;

5) thetopicsofstudy,structureoftopics,andspecificgenresofbiblicalstudiesattheKTA
havebeenidentified,andspecificresearchresultshavebeendescribed;

6) the experience of KTA professors and students in popular application of biblical knowledge 
in catechetical, educational, and missionary religious practices have been reviewed;

7) thecontentandspecificaspectsofbiblicalstudiesattheKTAhavebeendescribedinthe
context of objectives related to Orthodox theology and clerical administration;

8) the specific aspects of communication and interconnection of the research practices
applied by Kyiv academics and European and world biblical studies have been described;

9) the place and role of the KTA in the development of Orthodox biblical studies in Ukraine 
have been explained.
Whiledeterminingtheresearchmethodology,weproceededfromthefocusonexamining

the tradition of biblical studies as the history of the exploration of the sacral text dominant 
in the domestic religious culture. Therefore, the analysis of the evolution of the tradition 
of biblicalstudiesattheKTAwithinachronologicallysignificantperiodoftimedetermined
the application of the genetic and typological historical methods, while the research of its 
organization and structure was done using structural and functional analysis. The cultural, 
educational and religious context and the ideological and institutional factors that shaped 
biblical study discourse at the KTA in the 19th and early 20th centuries were examined on the 
basisofcultural, contextualandcomparativeapproaches.Thestudyofhistorical sources — 
their language, terminology, and narratives — was done using methods of textual, lexical,
terminological, genre, plot, composition, problem, and content analysis. Hermeneutic, 
ideological and conceptual analysis of academic and theological works of Kyiv researchers 
of the Bible unveiled their ideological and worldview orientations, theoretical principles and 
academically valuable results of their studies.

AvisionofKTAbiblicalstudiesinthe19thandearly20thcenturieswascreatedreflecting
scholarly, theological, moral, ethical, social, and didactical views and ideas of the time. The 
discussed phenomenon arose also as an institutionalized community based on a system of 
educational, academic and teaching practices. It is also important to note that KTA biblical 
studies were not just a phenomenon of theological and humanitarian culture of that era but 
also an expression of the personal creativity of its prominent representatives.

Therefore,itisthefirstUkrainianacademicresearchoftheevolvementanddevelopment
of biblical studies at the Kyiv Theological Academy in the 19th and early 20th centuries as 
a holisticsystemofresearchandacademicteaching .5

5 S. I. Golovashchenko,Doslidzhennia ta vykladannia Biblii v Kyiivskiy dukhovnii akademii XIX —  
pochatku XX st. [Research and Teaching of the Bible at the Kyiv Theological Academy in the Late 19th 
and Early 20th Centuries](Kyiv:VydavnychyividdilUkrainskoiPravoslavnoiTserkvy,2012)andsee
also his Doct. Hab. thesis.
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Ad Fontes: The Role of the Ancient Ukrainian Themes of Religious 
and  National Self-Determination and the Influence of the Kyiv-
Mohyla Tradition

The prerequisites of the tradition of KTA biblical studies were taking shape over the 16th to 
18th centuries.Europeaninfluenceswereimportant.TheKyiv-Mohylatraditionhadanoticeable
impact.

The Ukrainian tradition of Bible studies arose in connection with the pan-European 
religious theme of national self-determination. The Bible manuscripts and printed editions of 
the 16th century (Ostroh Bible, Peresopnytsia Gospel, and Krekhiv Apostle), the most famous ones 
in Ukrainian history, manifest the interest that the cultural elites had towards enlightenment 
and spiritual development of fellow countrymen. The biblical text and the comments of holy 
fathers served the foundation for theological, catechetical, liturgical, homiletic, moralistic, 
and ecclesiological works of the old Ukrainian scribes. From the 16th century, the liturgical 
explorationoftheBibleintertwinedwiththeuseoftheBibleforthepolemicwithCatholics
andProtestants;themysticaland“spiritual”interpretationoftheHolyScriptureprevailedas
opposedtotheWestern“syllogisms.”Atthesametime,certainaspectsofbiblicalinterpretation
by the Orthodox were striking roots in the European spiritual and educational context of that 
period. Therefore, the sprouts of biblical teaching began to propagate already at the end of the 
16th century at the Orthodox brotherhood schools and the Ostroh School, and starting from the 
17thcenturyattheKyivCollegium(Academy).

In the 18th and early 19th centuries, the Kyiv-Mohyla Academy accumulated an extensive 
body of biblical literature, including biblical texts and commentaries. It represented the 
European experience of exploring the Bible. This literature served the foundation for biblical 
studies at the KTA in the 19th and early 20th centuries. A number of prominent representatives 
of the Kyiv-Mohyla Academy revealed the transformations in the study of the Bible, which were 
European in essence. Already then, there was a shift from the focus on patristic interpretations 
to the interpretation of the Bible in an academic light: textual, linguistic, literary, and historical 
criticism. Biblical Hebraistic studies, translations of the Bible, and academic teaching of biblical 
knowledgebasedonacademicexercisesinhermeneuticsandexegesisevolved .6

However, one should critically evaluate the extent to which the Kyiv-Mohyla culture 
absorbed the achievements of the new European biblical studies. There was only a certain 
potential of using the truly powerful intellectual resource, which expanded, for instance, in 
HebraisticandBibletranslationstudies.Otherfieldsofacademiceducationorresearchutilized
thispotentialbutitwassignificantlylimitedbythemarginsofconfessional“Orthodoxy.”  7

6 S. I. Golovashchenko,“Prorol‘Mohylianskoiidoby’vstanovlennii rozvytkukyivskohodukhovno-
akademichnohobibliieznavstva,”[“TheRoleofthe‘MohylaEra’intheEvolutionandDevelopment
of theKyivTheologicalAcademicBiblicalStudies,”]TKDA 19 (2013): 100–07.

7 SerhiyGolovashchenko,“KnyzhnidzhereladliavyvchenniaBibliivKyivskiiakademii:Kilka
mirkuvanshchodokontekstualnoirekonstruktsii,”[“BookSourcesforBibleStudiesattheKyiv
Academy:SomeThoughtsonContextualReconstruction,”]Kyivska Akademia 2–3 (2006): 229–36.
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Biblical Education at the Kyiv Theological Academy in the 19th and 
Early 20th Centuries

TheevolutionofacademicteachingoftheknowledgeabouttheBibleattheKTAinthe19th and
early20thcenturieswasshapedbytheadministrativeanddidacticinfluenceoftheso-called
Academic Statutes of 1814, 1869, 1884, and 1910 which regulated the development of theological 
education. During the nineteenth century, biblical education at the KTA was gradually 
systematized and specificdisciplineswere introduced, suchasThe Holy Scripture of the Old 
Testament, The New Testament, Biblical History, The Hebrew Language and Biblical Archaeology, 
which weredivided into “compulsory” and “special”or “group”disciplines.Thesedisciplines
were successively lectured by several generations of academic professors. A galaxy of academics 
fostered by the KTA (Stefan Solskyi, Iakym Olesnytskyi, Arsenii Tsarevskyi, Fedir Pokrovskyi, 
VolodymyrRybinskyi,DmytroBogdashevskyi,archpriestOleksandrGlagolev) lecturedat the
Academy in the 1860s to 1890s. Additional academy divisions for the Old and New Testaments 
were set up and new lecturers were invited (Mykhailo Posnov, Victor Ivanytskyi, Hrygorii
Popovych, Mykhailo Smyrnov, Mykola Bassarabov) in the early 20th century under the 1910 
Academic Statute. The status of the KTA as a school for church education resulted in the 
dominationofapologeticobjectivesandguidanceintheteachingoftheBible.It particularly
manifested itself in the requirements for essay writing on biblical topics by KTA students. 
The most popular areas of theoretical biblical research by KTA professors included the 
improvement of the quality of isagogic (propedeutic) introductions; the development of the 
“school interpretationoftheBible”; theimprovementof lecturesontheBible(includingthe
teaching of biblical languages) in the Orthodox theological schools. Kyiv biblical scholars had 
also developed the guiding requirements for the academic teaching of the Bible and designed 
a concept of an ideal apologetic textbook on biblical history by introducing the theological and 
didacticstudiesofthewesternbiblicalapologistsintoacademicinstruction .8

The instruction of biblical languages (Hebrew and Greek) was an important element 
in the development of biblical studies at the KTA. One of the oldest traditions of Ukrainian 
Orthodox Hebraistic studies (Ivan Maksymovych, Mykola Guliaev, Iakym Olesnytskyi, archpriest 
OleksandrGlagolev)hadevolvedinthisschoolsincethetimesoftheKyiv-MohylaAcademy .9 
The KTA consistently combined the studies of the Hebrew language and the study of biblical 
archaeology. By doing this, the faculty had set a historical and linguistic foundation for the study 
ofbiblicalantiquities,andbiblicallanguagewasstudiedinseparablyfromitsculturalcontext .10

8 S. I. Golovashchenko,“StudentskitvoryzbibliolohiivKyivskiidukhovniiakademiikintsiaXIX — 
pochatkuXXst.:Vymohytakryteriiotsiniuvannia,”[“StudentEssaysonBiblicalStudiesattheKyiv
TheologicalAcademyoftheLate19thandEarly20thCenturies:RequirementsandEvaluation
Criteria,”]Naukovi zapysky NaUKMA115(2011):76–83;S. I. Golovashchenko,Doslidzhennia ta 
vykladannia Biblii, part 2.

9 V. M. Nichyk,Symon Todorskyi i hebraiistyka v Kyievo-Mohylianskii akademii [Symon Todorsky and 
Hebraic Studies at the Kyiv-Mohyla Academy](Kyiv:VD“Kyievo-MohylianskaAkadimiia,”2002).

10 A. A. Olesnytskii,“Lektsyiprof.A. A. Olesnytskogopoevreiskomuiazyku,chytanniestudentam
slovesnohootdeleniiai kursakievskoiakademii1888–9akademycheskomgodu,zapysannye
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Hebrew and Greek as biblical languages were seen as important and were regularly 
studied in the Orthodox religious schools in the 20th century. Another aspect to this was how 
the Orthodox perceived European achievements in researching Bible texts and translation 
methodology. In particular, it meant using the Jewish Masoretic text next to the Septuagint for 
theOrthodoxtranslationoftheBibleandfortheOrthodoxexegesis .11

Exploring the ways of popular presentation of the Bible, especially in schools and 
in Orthodoxmissionary activity was an important and specific feature of the KTA (Iakym
Olesnytskyi,FedirPokrovskyi,archpriestOleksandrGlagolev,VolodymyrRybinskyi) .12 Looking 
at the foreign experience of the popularization of the Bible, the Kyiv professors denied rationalist 
interpretations.Atthesametimetheypositivelyperceivedthesupplementary“technical”ways
ofstudyingtheBible.The“school”popularizationoftheBiblewasseenasawaytoovercome
religiousindifferenceandatoolofOrthodoxapologetics .13

In the early twentieth century, the critical approach to the use the Bible in the Orthodox 
missionandinter-denominationalpolemic(VolodymyrRybinskyi)ledtotheconclusionthat
a quality popular advancement of the Bible is inseparable from its academic research. At the 
sametime,itwasdifficulttoreconciletheacademicresearchoftheBibleanditsmissionary
and polemical presentation. To achieve it, the procedures of academic analysis and rationalized 

studentomP. Kudryavtsevymvchetvert,na57str.,”[“LecturesbyProf.A. A. OlesnitskyontheJewish
Language to First Year Students of the Linguistic Division, Kiev Academy in the 1888–1889 Academic 
Year,RecordedbyStudent P. KudryavtsevinOneQuarter,in57Pages,”][Manuscript],Manuscript
Institute,V. I. VernadskyiNationalLibraryofUkraine,f.811,no.1794;AleksandrAleksandrovich
Glagolev,“Bibleiskaiaarkheologiia.Rasprostranennaiaprogrammai chastkonspektov — studentov
IIkursa,”[“BiblicalArchaeology.TheCommonProgramandPartsofLectureNotesof2nd-year
Students,”]1900–1901,1902–1903[Manuscript](Institute,V. I. VernadskyiNationalLibraryofUkraine,
f. 160, no. 15661).

11 S. I. Golovashchenko,“Vykladanniai vyvchenniabibliynykhmovuKyivskiidukhovniiakademii:
Kulturno-konfesiynitaideolohichniobstavyny,”[“TheTeachingandStudyofBiblicalLanguages
attheKyivTheologicalAcademy:Cultural,DenominationalandIdeologicalCircumstances,”]
Mahisterium 13 (2004): 56–64.

12 A. A. Olesnitskii,“Voprosonoveishikhotkrytiiakhmoavitskikhdrevnostei(s risunkami),”[“Onthe
LatestDiscoveriesofMoabAntiquities(withDrawings),”]TKDA10(1877):2–78;F. Ia.Pokrovskii,
“Retsenziiana:UchebnikbibleyskoiistoriiVetkhogoZaveta,doktoraAvgustaKelera,”[“Review
Report:TextbookontheBiblicalStoryoftheOldTestament,”]TKDA 8 (1894): 630–63; 9 (1894): 
146–70;V. P. Rybinskyi,“OBiblii(Publichnoiechteniie),”[“OntheBible(PublicReadings),”]TKDA 
3 (1902):359–82;A. A. Glagolev,“NeprekhodiashcheieznacheniieVetkhogoZaveta.Bibliologicheskaia
zametka na: Die bleibende Bedeutung des Alten Testaments, von Emil Kautzsch, Tübingen und 
Leipzig,”[“TheLastingImportanceoftheOldTestament.BibliologicalArticleon:Diebleibende
Bedeutung des Alten Testaments, von Emil Kautzsch, TübingenundLeipzig,”]TKDA 11 (1902): 
491–504.

13 S. I. Golovashchenko,“Bibliiaiakpredmetpopuliarnohovyvchennia:KyivskaviziiakintsiaXIX — 
pochatkuXXst.,” [“TheBibleasaPopularStudyDiscipline:TheKyivVisionoftheLate19thandEarly
20thCenturies,”]Kyyivska Akademia 8 (2010): 44–50.
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rulesofbiblicalexegesishadtobecombinedwithsimplifiedandunifiedbiblicalinterpretations
topromotereligiousdogmataandpracticesforuneducatedpeople .14

Biblical Studies at the Kyiv Theological Academy in the 19th and Early 
20th Centuries: The European and Ukrainian Contexts

Analysis of the publications made by the Kyiv professors of the KTA, who researched the 
Bible,demonstratedthattheirresearchwasinfluencedbyavarietyofculturalandideological
factors. The positive factors included a gradual strengthening of theological education, and 
the development of academic publishing and theological periodicals. However, ideological 
censorship made a negative impact.

Initially, the KTA was focusing on the translations of the Bible and patristic comments 
to the Bible; paleographic, textological and philological inquiries; research in various biblical 
disciplinesandfieldsofstudy.Therefore,thefocusonlinguisticstudiesoftheBible,theuse
of the Masoretic text and its authorial translations was a clear local feature in educational 
presentations and research papers.

Gradually other areas of research developed, such as biblical isagogics; biblical exegesis 
and theology; biblical history, biblical archaeology and culture; comparative study of the biblical 
tradition in the context of ancient cultures; study of biblical apocrypha, and the historical and 
literary criticism of the Bible. Biblical studies began to be viewed as an area where academic and 
religious knowledge intermingle on the background of the critical and apologetic exploration of 
Westernbiblicalresearch.

Professional academic communication was developing. It had evolved into an interesting 
and powerful tradition of bibliographic criticism to include overviews and reviews of the works 
by foreignandRussianbiblical scholars.Anotherexample is theparticipationofprominent
biblicalprofessorsof theKTAinall-Russianacademicandtheologicalprojects,especially in
compiling the Tolkovaia Bibliia Lopukhina [Lopukhin’s Explanatory Bible]andthePravoslavnaia 
Bogoslovskaia Entsyklopediia [Orthodox Theological Encyclopaedia].Anotablecontributionwas
made not only by the fulltime professors who taught the Bible but also many other lecturers and 
students of the KTA, who combined their Bible studies with other theological or church history 
studies .15

One of the key aspects of Orthodox biblical research at the KTA was the study of the 
ChurchSlavictextoftheBibleasasourceofdomesticliturgicaltraditionandanindicatorof
authenticRussianbiblical translations.These studieswereassociatedwith thedevelopment
of techniquesforthecomparisonandanalysisofmanuscripttraditionsandearlyprintedbooks,
and methods of textological, linguistic, and literary analysis. These studies were encouraged 

14 S. I. Golovashchenko,“Mizhakademichnymvyvchenniami misionerskoiupopuliaryzatsiieiuBiblii:
‘Osoblyvadumka’profesoraVolodymyraRybinskoho,” [“BetweentheAcademicStudyandthe
MissionaryPopularizationoftheBible:the‘DissentingOpinion’ofProfessorVolodymyrRybinskyi,”]
Naukovi zapysky NaUKMA 141 (2013): 23–31.

15 S. I. Golovashchenko,“BibleistychnaproblematykavAkademiiu1861–1914rr.,”[“BiblicalIssues
StudiedattheAcademyin1861–1914,”]Naukovi zapysky NaUKMA 35 (2004): 51–60.
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throughvariouscontestsofacademicworksandrelatedawards(e. g.,MakariivAwardandIosyf
Award). The local achievements in the academic area included the study of the Ostroh Bible 
(StefanSolskyi) ,16 and the manuscript Slavic Gospel from the Kyiv book depositories (Hryhorii 
Kryzhanivskyi) .17TheseworksweresignificantduetothespecialplaceoftheKyivcultureinthe
preservationandtransmissionoftheologicalandliturgicalpracticesoftheOrthodoxChurchin
theSlavicworld .18

Throughout the nineteenth century, the KTA faculty participated in the making of the 
RussiantranslationoftheBible.TheymainlyworkedundertheauspicesoftheRussianBible
Societyandinthepreparationoftheso-calledSynodalVersion(IvanMaksymovych,Mykola
Guliaev, Bishop Porfyrii (Uspenskyi) .19 Kyiv academics also contributed to the hermeneutic 
interpretationprogramoftheSynodalVersion.Thisway,thetraditionofRussian“explanatory
Bibles” was originated. Of key importance were the rules for making explanatory notes to
theRussiantextofinstructivebooksoftheOldTestamentin1877(IakymOlesnytskyi) .20 The 
popular explanation of the Synodal Versionwas done by the use of linguistic analysis and
application of the historical and cultural context of the biblical narrative. This work at the 
KTA augmented the valuable hermeneutic experience of using academic data consistent with 
the requirements of the Orthodox exegesis. This experience was useful for Orthodox biblical 
education,enlightenment,andmissionarywork.Weassumethat,inthelate19thandearly20th
centuries,Olesnytskyi’s “rules” influenced the discussions concerning the instruction of the

16 S. M. Solskii,“OstrozhskaiaBibliiavsviazistseliamii vidamiieiaizdatelia,”[“TheOstrohBiblein
ConnectionwiththePurposesandtheVarietiesofItsPublishers,”]TKDA 7 (1884): 293–320.

17 G. Ia.Kryzhanovskii,Rukopisnyie Ievangeliia Kiievskikh knigokhranilishch. Issledovaniie iazyka 
i sravnitelnaia kharakteristika [Handwritten Gospels from the Kyiv Depositories: The Study of Language 
and Comparative Characteristics](Kyiv,1889).

18 S. I. Golovashchenko,“Tserkovnoslovianskatasloviano-ruskabibliinaknyzhnistvKyivskiidukhovnii
akademii:Tekstualna‘prysutnist’taproblemadoslidzhennia,”[“ChurchSlavicandSlavicRussian
BiblicalLiteratureattheKyivTheologicalAcademy:Textual‘Presence’andtheResearchProblems,”]
Naukovi zapysky NaUKMA 25 (2004): 74–79.

19 [Maksimovich I. P.]Kniga Ekkleziasta (perevod s ievreiskogo) [The Book of 
Ecclesiastes (translation from the Hebrew text)] (SaintPetersburg, 1861);[M. Guliaev],Istoricheskiie 
knigi Sviashchennogo Pisaniia Vetkhogo Zaveta. Chetyre knigi Tsarstv, dve knigi Paralipomenon, 
kniga Iezdri, kniga Neiemii i Esfir. Perevod s ievreiskogo iazyka, s podstrochnymi primechaniiami: 
Filologicheskimi, arkheologicheskimi i istoricheskimi i drug. Professora Kiievskoi Dukhovnoi Akademii 
Mikhaila Guliaieva [The Historical Books of the Holy Scriptures of the Old Testament. Four Books of 
Kings, Two Books of Chronicles, Book of Ezra, Book of Nehemiah and Esther. Translation from Hebrew, 
with Philological, Archaeological, Historical, and Other Footnotes. Professor of the Kyiv Theological 
Academy Mikhail Guliaev](Kyiv,1866);[(Uspenskiy),Bp.,Porphiriy],“KnigaEsfiri,perevedenas
grecheskoirukopisigoda6529–1021,khraniashcheisiavbibliotekeAfonoVatopedskogomonastyria,
Porfiriiem,iepiskopomChigirinskim”,[“TheBookofEsther,TranslatedfromtheGreekManuscript
of6529–1021StoredattheLibraryofAfono-VatopediMonasterybyPorphiriy,BishopofChigirin”,]
TKDA 5 (1874): 144–61.

20 SeeOlesnitskii“Voprosonoveishikhotkrytiiakh.”
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Holy Scripture and its use in missionary practices, and attempts to produce the School Bible 
andcompilationoftheLopuchin’sExplanatoryBible .21

The contact of the Kyiv Orthodox scholars of the 19th and early 20th centuries with 
Westernbiblical studies, especiallywith its liberal and rationalist trends,wasquite specific.
ThiscontactwasdeterminedbytheneedtoexamineWesternacademicachievementsandthe
needforanapologiaofOrthodoxdoctrineinthefaceofWestern“negative”biblicalcriticism.

In 1860s and 1870s, the KTA focused on the strategies for the analysis and refutation of 
“negative”biblicalcriticism(bishopMykhail(Luzyn))  22; historical and theological evaluation 
ofmodernrationalistictransformationsinEuropeanbiblicalstudies(StefanSolskyi) .23 Another 
important area was the apologetically oriented comparison of theological and academic 
approaches.Sincethe1880s,thebiblicalpolemicofKTAscholarswithWesternscholarstouched
mostly on the following issues: the use of historical evolutionism and historical criticism to 
analyze the genesis, authorship and authenticity of biblical books, and the possibility of 
rationalverificationofbiblicalstoriesthroughscientificallyderivedevidence.Kyivresearchers
constantlydiscovered,intheWesternworks,examplesofstrugglebetweenthe“spiritualism”
and“naturalisticcriticism”approachestotheinterpretationoftheBiblicalstory,andexamples
of“traditionalapologeticresistance”aimedagainsttherationalisttheories.Europeanbiblical
scholars who represented the apologetic trend viewed the Orthodox as their natural allies 
(StefanSolskyi,FedirPokrovskyi,VolodymyrRybinskyi,archpriestOleksandrGlagolev,Dmytro
Bogdashevskyi) .24 The discussion with non-Orthodox doctrines, particularly the radical ones, 
became an integral component in the development of KTA biblical studies. It contributed to 
the exploration of the latest research and hermeneutical techniques and facilitated the use 
of academic disciplines (history, archaeology, palaeography, linguistics, literature, etc.) in the 
comprehensivestudyoftheBible .25

21 S. I. Golovashchenko,“‘Praviladliarukovodstvaprisostavleniiobiasnitelnykhprimechanii
krusskomutekstuBiblii”Ia.O. Olesnytskoho:PeredistoriiarosiyskoyitlumachnoiiBiblii,”
[“The GuidancefortheWritingofExplanatoryNotestotheRussianTextoftheBiblebyIa.
A. Olesnytsky:TheBackstoryoftheRussianExplanatoryBible,”]Naukovi zapysky NaUKMA 50 (2006): 
56–63.

22 See Mikhail (Luzin), Bibleyskaya nauka.
23 S. M. Solskii,“IzlektsiipoNovomuZavetu,”[“FromLecturesontheNewTestament,”]TKDA 8 (1877): 

234–84.
24 SeetheworksofSolskiiandBogdashevskii.SeealsoPokrovskii“Retsenziia”;Rybinskiy“OBiblii”;

Glagolev,“Neprekhodiashcheieznacheniie,”A. A. Glagolev,“VetkhiiZaveti iegoneprekhodiashcheie
znacheniievkhristianskoiTserkvi,”[“TheOldTestamentanditsLastingImportancefortheChristian
Church,”]TKDA11(1909): 353–80;12(1909):517–50.

25 SergijGołowaszczenko,“RecepciaeuropejskiejkrytykibiblijnejwAkademiiKijowskiej:wymiar
hermeneutycznyaideologiczny,” in ΣΟΦΙΑ. Pismo Filozofow Krajow Slowianskich(Rzeszow,2007),
191–200.
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Range of Issues Addressed in the Kyiv Biblical Studies of the 19th and 
Early 20th Centuries: Examples of Personal Representation

The individual contribution of several KTA professors of the 19th and early 20th centuries 
to biblicalstudiesattheKTAassertedtheidentityofOrthodoxbiblicalstudies,drewaprogressive
comparison of theological and academic paradigms of thinking, created new methodological 
syntheses,andofferedanewangleofviewontheheuristicvalueofthetraditionalOrthodox
heritage.

TheKTAwasthefirsttosettheobjectiveofcreatingtheOrthodoxisagogicintroduction
and propose the ways of achieving this objective at an appropriate academic level (Stefan 
Solskyi) .26 The key principle included not only a historical approach but also a dogmatic one 
toguardthesanctityoftheBibleagainstrationalistcriticism.TheChurchStorywastoserveas
the historic source of evidence for the authenticity of the biblical text, and historical criticism 
oftheBiblewastofindapologeticargumentstojustifytheevidencesofthechurchtradition .27 
These guiding principles echoed the intentions of other Bible scholars from Kyiv. They were 
implemented in the New Testament lectures of a prominent researcher who was Solskyi’s 
studentandsuccessor(DmytroBogdashevskyi) .28

The KTA demonstrated quite original approaches to teaching such disciplines as biblical 
archeology, the study of ancient biblical culture and its comparative analysis with regard to 
other cultures. The works of many Kyiv researchers explored the primary archaeological material 
and undertook independent attempts of historical reconstructions initiated by archaeological 
findingsintheMiddleEastduringthe19thandearly20thcenturies.AtypicallyKyivfeature
wastheevolutionfromempiricaldescriptionstotheoreticalgeneralizations,andrefinement
of methodological principles and requirements applicable to biblical archaeology as an 
academicdiscipline.Thisevolutionwasembodiedinbiblicalarchaeologicalstudiesby Iakym
Olesnytskyi .29 By combining the reception of achievements of world biblical archaeology of 
that time and his own research experience, he became one of the first experts in this area
intheRussianEmpire.Ofspecial interestaretheresearcher’sworksthatrevealhispersonal
methodology andhermeneutic approach to solving specific cognitive tasks, particularly the
research and evaluation of authenticity of archaeological findings which were potentially

26 S. M. Solskii,“KakovmozhetbytsostavnauchnykhvvedeniivknigiSvyashchennogoPisaniiav
nastoiashcheievremia,”[“WhatCouldBetheCompositionoftheAcademicIntroductiontotheHoly
ScripturesinOurTime,”]TKDA 3 (1887): 358–76.

27 S. I. Golovashchenko,“ProdeiakiaspektybibliolohichnoispadshchynyS. M. Solskoho:Bibliina
isahohika,”[“SomeAspectsoftheBibliologicalHeritageofS. M. Solskyi:BiblicalIsagogics,”]Kyivska 
Akademia 4 (2007): 95–109.

28 D. I. Bogdashevskii,“KonspektylektsiipoNovomuzavetuprochitannykhprofessoromKDA
BogdashevskimDmitriiemIvanovichem,”[“NotesfromNewTestamentLecturesPresentedbyKTA
ProfessorDmitriiIvanovichBogdashevskii,”][Manuscript](ManuscriptInstitute,V. I. Vernadskyi
National Library of Ukraine, f. 191, no. 63).

29 A. A. Olesnitskii,Vetkhozavetnyi khram v Iierusalime [The Old Testament Temple in Jerusalem]
(Saint Petersburg,1889).



Kyiv-MohylaHumanitiesJournal2(2015)22

viewedasartifactsofbiblicalhistory .30 The development of biblical archaeology at the KTA 
was inspired by both foreign and the KTA’s own achievements and objectively combined both 
apologetic and academic perspectives.

During the nineteenth century, the KTA focused on the textual, linguistic and literary 
criticismoftheBible.Certainpersonaleffortsinthecriticalstudyofthehistoryofthegenerally
accepted Hebraic text of the Bible (Iakym Olesnytskyi) had become of landmark importance 
to thedevelopmentofKyivOrthodoxbiblical textology .31 They were based on the historical 
approach, analysis of intellectual and religious context, demonstration of constructive aspects 
in the comparison of various textual traditions from the linguistic and historical perspectives. 
Olesnytskyi’s analysis of Hebraic Old Testament poetry was also quite remarkable .32 In his 
study, the biblical literary form became an issue of paramount hermeneutic importance, and 
thehermeneuticsofbiblicalpoetrygaineddogmaticsense.Olesnytskyiofferedaconstructive
perception of linguistic and literary resources utilized in studies of the Bible. The researcher 
criticallyreviewedthepriorapproachestospecificaspectsofbiblicalpoetry,developedhisown
theoryofOldTestamentpoetics,andelevatedboththeacademicandtheologicalsignificance
of the Hebraic text of the Bible. Iakym Olesnytskyi quite uniquely applied the textual, linguistic 
andliterarycriticismoftheBibletotheanalysisofspecificOldTestamentbooksandtheOld
Testament poetics in general. This experience became exemplary for theology and domestic 
biblical studies.

Inthe late19thandearly20thcenturies, theKTAgaverisetoapowerful“Kyivversion”
of Orthodox biblical apologetics. Famous professors and researchers of the Bible commented 
on various issues touching on the origins and historicity of the Bible, and presented their 
arguments on supra-naturalistic, teleological and providential vision of the historical process, 
historicity of the biblical narrative, and unity of the Old and New Testaments (Fedir Pokrovskyi, 
Volodymyr Rybinskyi, archpriest Oleksandr Glagolev, Dmytro Bogdashevskyi) .33 The “Kyiv

30 A. A. Olesnitskii,“Voprosonoveishikhotkrytiiakhmoavitskikhdrevnostei(s risunkami),”[“Onthe
LatestDiscoveriesofMoabAntiquities(withDrawings),”]TKDA10(1877):2–78,A. A. Olesnitskii,
“O tom,kakdoktorSeppotkryldrevniikhramVaalaMezhduIierusalimomi Vifleiemom,”[“HowDr.
SeppDiscoveredanAncientTempleofBaalbetweenJerusalemandBethlehem,”]TKDA 3 (1878): 
637–57;SerhiyGolovashchenko,“DopytanniaprostanovlenniavKyivskiidukhovniiakademii
bibliynoiarkheolohiiiaknauky:DosvidIa.O. Olesnytskoho,” [“OntheEvolutionofBiblical
ArchaeologyasaScienceattheKyivTheologicalAcademy:TheExperienceofIa.O. Olesnytsky,”]
Kyivska Akademia 5 (2008): 73–80.

31 A. A. Olesnitskii,“Tendentsioznyiekorrekturyiudeyskikhknizhnikov(soferimov)vchtenii
VetkhogoZaveta,”[“TendentiousProofreadsofJewishScribes(Sopherims)intheReadingofthe
Old Testament,”]TKDA 5 (1879): 3–54.

32 A. A. Olesnytskii,“Ritmi metrvetkhozavetnoipoezii,”[“RhythmandCadenceofOldTestament
Poetry,”]TKDA 10 (1872): 242–94; 11 (1872): 403–72; 12 (1872): 501–92.

33 F. Ia.Pokrovskii,“Retsenziiana:UchebnikbibleyskoiistoriiVetkhogoZaveta,doktoraAvgusta
Kelera,”[“ReviewReport:TextbookontheBiblicalStoryoftheOldTestament,”]TKDA 8 (1894): 
630–63;9(1894):146–70;V. P. Rybinskii,“OBiblii(Publichnoiechteniie),”[“OntheBible:Public
Readings,”]TKDA3(1902):359–82;A. A. Glagolev,“NeprekhodiashcheieznacheniieVetkhogoZaveta.
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version”ofbiblicalapologeticswasoriginallyshapedbytheissuesandchallengesofgeneral
interestintheRussianEmpire(oppositiontotheBaur-Wellhausenschoolofnegativecriticism;
criticismofPanbabylonism;criticismof“heretical”speechesbyL. M. Tolstoi).However,itwas
alsocharacteristicofspecificallyKyivissues,includingthebiblicalexplorationofthe“Jewish
issue”or“depoliticizing”dogmaticissues .34AnotherspecificfeatureofKyivbiblicalapologetics
was the intention to address not only theological but also instructional, didactic and educational 
objectives. The apologetic motive was supposed to be determinant in academic studies, school 
teaching of the Bible, and ethical education based on the Bible.

At the same time, starting from the early twentieth century, Orthodox biblical apologetics 
were closely associatedwith academic thinking and research. Recognition of the historical
developmentofhumanreligiositymaderoomforthecomparativeapproachandjustifiedthe
useof scientificmaterial for thepurposesof specific research inorder toavoidspeculation.
Thepursuitofeffectiveinteractionofacademicresearchandtheologyonbiblicalissuesatthe
KTA evidenced the rise of a prospective hermeneutic strategy which is quite relevant for the 
development of the Orthodox biblical studies of today.

Conclusion

Therefore, the biblical studies at the Kyiv Theological Academy of the 19th and early 
20th centuries,asaholisticsystemofresearch,instruction,andotheractivityoftheological,
apologetic, religious and educational nature, have been reconstructed from the factual and 
theoreticalperspectiveforthefirsttimeinUkrainianacademicresearch.

The history of biblical studies, as a specific academic discipline, has been singled out
in the domesticreligiousstudiesandtheologyoftoday.

A large number of previously unexplored publications, documents, archival material, etc. 
havebeenintroducedintoacademicuseandhavesignificantlyexpandedthebodyofsources

Bibliologicheskaia zametka na: Die bleibende Bedeutung des Alten Testaments, von Emil Kautzsch, 
TübingenundLeipzig,”[“TheLastingImportanceoftheOldTestament.BibliologicalArticleon:
Die bleibende Bedeutung des Alten Testaments, von Emil Kautzsch, TübingenundLeipzig,”]TKDA 
11 (1902):491–504;A. A. Glagolev,“VetkhiiZaveti iegoneprekhodiashcheieznacheniievkhristianskoi
Tserkvi,”[“TheOldTestamentanditsLastingImportancefortheChristianChurch,”]TKDA 
11 (1909): 353–80;12(1909):517–50;D. I. Bogdashevskii,“OIevangelskikhchudesakh(zametkaprotiv
ratsyonalistovi vchastnostiprotivgrafaL. Tolstogo),”[“EvangelicalWonders(An Articleagainstthe
RationalistsandParticularlyagainstCountTolstoi),”]TKDA8(1900):473–93,D. I. Bogdashevskii,
“O Ievangeliiakhi ievangelskoiistorii(protivsovremennogoratsionalizma).Publichnoiechteniie,”
[“OnGospelsandEvangelicalStories(AgainstModernRationalism).Publicreadings,”]TKDA 2 
(1902):269–302;D. I. Bogdashevskii,“IstoricheskiikharakterknigiDeianiiApostolskikh,”[“The
HistoricalNatureoftheBooksoftheApostles,”]TKDA 11 (1909): 381–425.

34 A. A. Glagolev,“Sionistskoiedvizheniievsovremennomievreistvei otnosheniieetogodvizheniia
k vsemirno-istoricheskoizadachebibleiskogoIzrailia,” [“TheZionistMovementinModernJudaism
andtheRelationofthisMovementtotheGlobalHistoricalObjectiveofBiblicalIsrael,”]TKDA 4 
(1905):513–65;Glagolev,“VetkhiiZaveti iegoneprekhodiashcheieznacheniievkhristianskoiTserkvi.”
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thatcanbeusedforresearchinbiblicalstudiesandtheologyingeneral.Itsignificantlyimproves
the current level of study of theology and the humanities in Ukraine of the 19th and early 20th 
centuries. At the same time, it expands the prospects for modern Ukrainian education, both 
secular and theological.

Also the researchdiscussed in thisarticle is a significant step forward inexploring the
discussedareaof study.This researchanticipates a continuedeffort. Firstof all itwouldbe
worthwhile to expand the pool of sources and deepen their analysis. The academic and 
pedagogical ties of Bible scholars at the KTA and other theological schools of the Russian
Empire, their participation in joint educational, academic, theological and publishing projects 
need to be covered in more detail. The exegetical heritage of KTA professors embodied in their 
preaching activity should also be explored further. Preaching by professors was traditionally 
an integralpartofeducationattheAcademy.

Finally, the boundaries between the modern church and secular historiography in this 
area should be surpassed. Today, the focus should be on a more thorough study, a more detailed 
bibliographic description, and academic use of a larger number of works and dissertations 
on the history of biblical studies, which were written or are written in the currently existing 
Orthodox religious schools. It will significantly enhance the pool of sources for future
researchers. This study should be accompanied by compiling quality bibliographies. Special 
publishing projects need to be implemented to re-introduce the KTA biblical study heritage 
into academic circulation and practical use.

This article is an invitation for professional dialogue and cooperation, but not only in 
terms of academic interest in a certain branch of study. It would be even more important to use 
this experience for the practical elaboration of modern Ukrainian academic and theological 
culture.
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