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Conservatism occupied a great place in the ideology of the Ukrainian Catholic parties and
organizations. This especially concerns those ideas that were expressed in the works of Vyacheslav
Lypynsky. The emergence of such groups and their inclusion in the political process is a particular
feature of this period of the history of Ukraine. The peculiarity of this phenomenon is that the national
revival contributed to the spread of national ideas in almost all parts of Galician society. Simultaneously,
unfavorable external circumstances forced not only politicians, but also religious figures, as well as the
representatives of the rural and industrial elite to be involved in political activity, trying, or at least
declaring their efforts to promote the cultural and economic development of the nation. This was the
main factor determining the objectives and goals of each organization. Although Ukrainian conservatives
generally accepted Polish state as the suzerain of Western Ukrainian lands, they strongly opposed its
policy in the field of internal affairs and ethnic relationship.
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The attitude of Ukrainian conservatives to Polish domestic policy was different
from that of other political formations for the reason that Catholic parties, in which
they were all united, pursued other goal: to spread Christian ethics and morals to all
spheres of public and political life of Galician Ukrainians, as well as to promote
Catholicism. That is why the strategic goal of the activities of Catholic organizations,
as well as their close connection with the church, did not allow them to conduct such
a rigid political struggle that was performed by other parties. This affected the opinions
of conservatives due to the fact that despite the presence of certain criticisms of
Polish politics in their speeches, they could not openly oppose the Polish authorities
and could not be separated from the Polish state, as they would thereby show their
intolerance. In addition, the failure to recognize the Second Republic, the Catholic
state, could not have contributed to the spread of Catholicism and ecumenical ideas;
therefore, the main allegiance of Catholic organizations towards Poland is their partial
loyalty to her. At the same time, their members as well as some organizations clearly
opposed the internal policy of Polish authorities in Western Ukrainian lands.

On August 4, 1925, Ukrainian Christian Organization was founded. Its leaders
(O. Nazaruk, S. Tomashivsky, T. Galushchynsky) declared its apolitical status and
loyalty to the Polish state, as it was stressed in the statement made by T. Halushchynsky
at the founding conference of the UCO'. The founders recognized that the newly

! LlenTpasnpHuil JepxkaBHUil icTopudHuil apxiB Vkpainu y M. JIbBoBi (mani — L/IIA Ykpainu y
M. JIbBOBI), ¢. 359 (Hazapyk Ocun TaneiioBuu (1883—1940), agBokar, mUCbMEHHHUK, TPOMAJCHKUH 1
MOJIITUYHUH Aistv), om. 1, cip. 397, apk. 6.
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created organization “leaves its members full freedom to belong to Ukrainian political
parties if they do not contradict the Christian outlook or do not stand in conflict with
the interests and honor of the Ukrainian people’. The leaders also stated that UCO
“cannot be again ancillary to political life’*. According to those who established the
organization, “over time, the UCO could become a separate political group™. As can
be seen from such allegations, the founders of UCO definitely intended to involve the
group into the political life of Western Ukraine. To do this, they chose a number of
ways: joining other parties and organizations, participating in elections without a separate
list though, evaluating political events, fighting against ideological adversaries®. All
this was outlined in the tasks of the UCO, which included fostering the Ukrainian
membership of the Catholic movement, the struggle against atheism and communism,
and propaganda of loyalty to the state in order to achieve the autonomy of Western
Ukrainian lands®. Thus, the ideology of UCO absorbed both, the ideas of Christian
conservatism and political cooperation with Polish state.

UCO did not agree with the tactics of many Ukrainian parties due to the fact that
total majority of Ukrainian political organizations opposed the Polish state, which,
according to UCO, did not contribute to their organizational work and deprived them
of time and energy in labor for the benefit of the organization of national life’. According
to its ideology, the UCO opposed the activities of both, nationalist and socialist parties®.
It was UCO’s attitude toward Polish domestic policy that caused protests from other
Ukrainian parties, including Ukrainian National democratic Union, which stated, as
Mr Tomashivsky said, that loyalty to the Polish state and propaganda of conservative
ideas contradicted the interests of Ukrainians forced to live under the rule of Poland’.
However, after a year of its activity UCO had to change its loyalty. As in the case of
other Ukrainian political organizations, its position on relations with the Polish authorities
was significantly influenced by their controversial domestic policy, which was carried
out on Ukrainian lands.

From the very beginning of UCO’s activity, in spite of its loyalty the organization
started criticizing internal policy of Polish authorities as well as the actions of many
Polish political parties, which supported it. In the characterization of the Polish
authorities and its political environment, the UCO expressed some criticism: “From
the well known actions of the Polish parties Ukrainian population of the Polish state is
suffers very badly. On our own skin we feel what it means to be under the rule of
parties guided by injustice, hatred, intolerance and hostility to all who are not from

21IA Ykpaiau y m. JIsBoBi, ¢. 359, om. 1, cnp. 397, apk. 2.

3 “Vikpaincpka Xpucrisacbka Opranizanis,” Hosa sopsa, 29 ceprus 1926.
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their party, and even more so, who are not from their national camp”'?. At the same
time, the UCO warned: ““A nation that wants to build and retain its state must remember
God as without faith and, without Christian virtues, it will not be realized. No state can
stand, if it is built on hatred and hostility. It must sooner or later fail”''. This warning
indicates that UCO, like other political factors, believed that the chauvinistic policy of
the Polish state concerning national minorities was a product of not only political factors
or power structures, but also of the consciousness of the entire nation, although based
on its loyalty to the Second republic of Poland, UCO expressed this idea a little veiled.

Realizing that, calling for the struggle for autonomy and advocating recognition of
Polish power and loyalty to it, UCO could not approve the actions of the Polish state
in Western Ukrainian lands. According to the interests of the party, as well as its
ideology, the leaders of the organization shared their attitude towards Polish domestic
policy like that: on one hand, they agitated to submit to the Polish authorities; on the
other hand, they criticized its policy as chauvinistic'?>. Simultaneously, they called for
the struggle against new authorities as against “violence and injustice”'3. Moreover,
already in December 1927, an article by Ivan Hladylovych appeared in the “Nova
Zoria” (“New Star”), in which he unequivocally stated that UCM contributed to the
construction of the Ukrainian state by its activities, thereby de facto departing from
the standpoint of autonomy and loyalty to the Polish authorities'*. Strengthening
contradictions in the Ukrainian-Polish relations and the aggravation of disputes between
the government and the Sejm Opposition in the years 1929—1930 required the activation
of the activities of Ukrainian political parties and organizations. This process affected
UCO, too, despite the declaration of apoliticality.

The contradictions in the activities of the UCO, the discrepancy in the statements
of its members and the ideology of the organization led to the failure of the UCO to
act as an influential factor, therefore, in 1929, the UCO leaders resorted to a deeper
analysis of the political situation in the Western Ukrainian lands. In particular,
S. Tomashivsky in his writings tried to substantiate the autonomous concept of UCO:
“Our people must be brought up to statehood through practice within the framework
of foreign powers, and this practice can only be acquired under autonomy”!'s.
Concerning the creation of the Catholic party as a political factor, S. Tomashivsky
believed that this would become possible only when “Catholic ideology” would gain
wide support among Ukrainian citizens'¢. However, the above-mentioned events have
accelerated the founding of such a party.

W IIJIIA Vxpainu y m. JIeBoBi, ¢. 359, om. 1, crp. 397, apk. 20.
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In October 1930, a group of the UCO representatives declared the creation of the
Ukrainian Catholic People’s Party. Since the UCPP was founded during the
“pacification”, then there arose the question about its attitude to such a policy of the
Polish authorities. It was included in the program statement of the UCPP. Besides
characteristics of Polish politics in Western Ukraine, the authors of the statement
stressed on an assessment of the political and social upheavals that Ukrainians have
experienced under Polish state. They wrote that “12-year experience has shown
clearly that the lands that are subject to Warsaw live through the declining of all fields
of public life. Lands, which were are terribly destroyed by war, are still not restored.
The rivers are not regulated, roads are ruined, people cannot overcome severe
economic and financial crisis. Public safety is threatened, destructive social competition
increasingly comes in masses, national strife escalates to the extreme and threatening
cataclysm, schooling loses its purpose and fails together with whole national economic
and civic culture. Even minimal and, in fact, not sufficient self-governing that Poland
internationally have committed to create in our country has not yet been made, and
what is more, even the rights and institutions that our country has had since the days
before the war, are either limited, or completely abolished”!”.

While keeping to the autonomous positions, the UCPP accused Polish authorities
in violation of the rights of Ukrainian people. Unlike other parties that considered
their policy as a result of occupation, the UCPP called the centralism of the Polish
state to be the main cause of these problems.

Thus, the centralism of the II Polish Republic and the groups that defended this
centralism were declared the object of the struggle of the UCPP. On the other hand,
the UCPP was intended to proclaim the autonomy of Western Ukrainian lands through
a legal political struggle in the legal field of the Polish state. According to the UCPP,
autonomous status could stop the confrontational policy of the Polish authorities and
promote the development of national life's.

Such statements provoked a negative reaction from other Ukrainian parties,
especially the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists, which tried to fight the
autonomous manifestations in all directions. In this regard, O. Nazaruk declared
nationalists to be enemies of Catholicism'®. Not only Konovalets and Paliyiv were
criticized by O. Nazaruk, but national democrats, who disagreed with the loyalty of
the UCPP to the Polish state?®. The attitude of the UCPP to Polish policy was largely
determined by the relations between the party and the church.

Khomyshyn, Bishop of Stanislav had a great influence on the ideology of the
UCPP, calling for greater attention to be paid to the spiritual purity of the nation and

" AIA VYkpainu y M. JIeBoBi, ¢. 392 (YkpaiHchka mapiaMeHTChKa PENPE3eHTALls B MOJIbChKOMY
ceiimi, m. JIbBiB), on. 1, cop. 27, apk. 1.

8 [IIA Vkpaiau y m. JIbBoBi, §. 392, om. 1, cmp. 87, apk. 1.
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0271510 YKpaincoKol KupuHi Ha yepkosHit ooracmu 6 kpaio i na emiepayii (JIbBiB: b.m.B., 1929), 137.
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the propaganda of Catholicism, rather than to fight against political opponents?'. These
ideas were expressed in the pastoral letter of Bishop Khomyshyn published in March
1931. The main idea of this letter was the following statement: “We had executed our
own state and our power, but now we are in alien state and under alien power, so we
must understand that this will allow us to accept God, and that this, though alien,
authority, must be recognized”??. The letter aroused a protest by the OUN, UNDO,
the Ukrainian Social Democratic Party and other Ukrainian groups. However, the
UCPP expressed its favor in fully agreeing with such an ideas. Both the UCPP and
Bishop Khomyshyn actively criticized the opposition of the Ukrainian parties to the
Polish authorities: “Our negative position against the Polish state, although alien to us,
does not meet the requirements of either simple natural reason, or of faith and ethics,
and we are deprived of imminent suffering and harm”?. The UCPP also supported
the advice of Bishop Khomyshyn concerning the strategy of Ukrainian parties in their
policy regarding Polish power: “Therefore, a deliberate and legitimate policy requires
also to indicate full loyalty to the state in which we are now. The practical reason tells
us that, standing on the basis of complete loyalty, we have the same right to seek from
the state all proper and final rights of our true cultural development, and to urge the
state to fulfill its duty to look after us. The state is oppressed; we have forever and
everywhere to indicate our loyalty.

I will move even further, and then to the surprise of the Poles themselves, and
even more indignation of the Ukrainians say that our loyalty has to strive for the
Polish state to be strong and secured, but at the same time — fair. When a state is
strong and well-willed, and yet it is fair, then every nation feels well in it”?*. As UCPP
was under the ideological influence of Bishop Khomyshyn, the ideas expressed in his
pastoral letter and endorsed by the leaders of the UCPP can be regarded as the basic
points of the party’s attitude to Poland.

As can be seen from the letter, Bishop Khomyshyn himself foresaw opposition to
his position from the side of Ukrainian parties, understanding the irrelevance and
prematureness of his statements. Moreover, he realized that even the Polish side did
not expect the Ukrainians to offer ultra-loyalty, indicating that the attitude of both the
bishop and the secret police was shaped not by the influence of the political situation,
or the influence of Ukrainian-Polish relations and the policy of Polish authorities, but
rather by the principles of Christian ethics and ecumenism.

The reaction of Ukrainian political groups to the pastoral letter was dictated by
their negative attitude to Polish internal policy. Regarding the pastoral letter, the
newspaper “Svoboda” (“Liberty”) called on the bishop not to use the authority of the

A MIA VYkpainu y M. JIsBoBi, ¢. 359, om. 1, cnp. 448, apk. 14.

22 “TlacTUPCHKHH JIMCT MPO MOJNITHYHE TIOJIOKEHHS yKpaiHchKkoro Hapoxy,” Hoea 30psa, 23 Gepesns
1931.
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church in order to promote the agreement®. Speeches against the UCPP were caused
by Polish politician Roman Dmowski, who compared the solution of the Ukrainian
issue to the burning of their own house and called for the removal of this problem
from the foreign policy of the Polish state?.

According to Wiek Nowy (New Age), the newspaper, the Polish community
supported the ideas of Bishop Khomyshyn?’. According to the documents of the
Presidium of the Council of Ministers, the Polish authorities considered it necessary
to support the UCPP in spreading the ideas of the Bishop of Stanislaviv?®. Later
UCPP was renamed in Ukrainian People’s Renovation.

On March 15, 1931, Metropolitan Andrey Sheptytsky, published a message to the
believers where he called on the laity to establish another Catholic party — the Ukrainian
Catholic Union?’. Understanding the political situation in Western Ukraine in October
1930, and being aware of the irrelevance of the ideological postulates of the UCPP,
Metropolitan Andrey Sheptytsky ensured respect for the future party both from the
side of the public and from the side of the intelligentsia and political factors. UCU
became the last founded Ukrainian conservative party.

Ukrainian Catholic Union was created at the meeting of the initiative committee
on October 26, 1930 in Lviv. The meeting was attended by Bishop 1. Buchko, Bishop
N. Budko, Father Abbot Klimentiy Sheptytsky, Father Kovalsky, Eustachia Tyshynska,
V. Dashkevych, B. Kuzmovych, M. Chubaty, and M. Voloshyn®’. In addition, in the
first issue of the “Meta” (“Purpose”) newspaper it was said that in political affairs of
the UCU “‘will stand for the right of the Ukrainian nation to comprehensively organize
their own forms of life’3!. That meant that Polish internal policy would be seen through
this statement.

UCU speeches in defense of the Orthodox churches in Volhynia and Kholmshchyna,
protests against the closure of educational union called Prosvita (Education) in Volhynia,
against the polonization of schools, and the executions of members of the OUN were
seen as a protest against the Polish internal policies, in connection with which the
government accused the UCU of developing a political struggle. This made
Metropolitan Andrey Sheptytsky publish a response to such an accusation, in which
he writes: “UCU does not have and cannot have its political party programs and goals
and its purpose and program is to combine everything in one work for the good of the
Ukrainian people in the Christian-Catholic understanding”. This showed that there
were exact reasons for the UCU to criticize the domestic policy of Polish Republic.

3 “Tlactupcekuit uct,” Ceob60da, 25 kBiTHs 1932.

2 “Tamuupka Couisutictnuna Pansauceka Pecny6mnika,” Hoea 30ps, 7 uepsus 1931.

27 “Pasterska lista Biskupa Greko-Katolickiego,” Wiek Nowy, 24 stycznia 1933.

28 Presydium Rady Ministrow, Archiwum Akt Nowych, sygn. 148/264, str. 154.

¥ “Murpononut Kup Anzpeii 1o ykpaincekoro Hapoxy,” Mema, 15 Gepesus 1931.

30 “Hama meta,” Mema, 15 Gepesus 1931.

3 Tam camo.

32 Aunpeit Illenmuuskuii, “Yipaincekuit Karommupkuii Coros,” Mema, 10 xpitas 1931.
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The UCU’s attitude to Polish internal Policy was shaped by the diffusion of the
national idea, the ideology of Catholicism and ecumenism, as well as Christian morality
and ethics, and if the latter forced the Union to express some loyalty to the Polish
state, then the first pushed for protests. As a result, the UCU’s attitude to the Polish
political actions in Western Ukraine was a synthesis of loyalty and negative attitudes
and also contributed to the negative attitude of the Polish authorities towards the
Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church in general and the UCU in particular.

Thus, the attitude of conservative organizations to Polish internal policy developed
under the influence of different factors than the attitude of other Ukrainian parties.
Their partly declarative apoliticality played a significant role in it. The common feature
of all Ukrainian conservatives was the loyalty of their organizations towards Polish
authorities, dictated by Christian ethics, the interests of Catholicism, and ecumenism.
However, some conservative politicians as well as some organizations like UCU did
express exact protest against many actions of Polish government and declared their
dedication to the creation of Ukrainian state.

BHYTPIIIHSA MOJITUKA MIXDKBOEHHOI TOJIBIIII
3 TOUKH 30PY YKPAIHCBKHX KOHCEPBATOPIB

IBan ®EJIMK

JIpBiBCHKMIT HalliOHATBHUN yHIBepCcUTET iMeHi IBana ®panka,
Kadeapa iICTOPUUHOTO Kpae3HABCTBA
eyn. Yuisepcumemcoka 1, 79000, Jlveis, Yrpaina

CraBlieHHS YKpalHChKUX KOHCEPBAaTOPIB, K1 00’ €IHANUCA B KaTONUIIBKHUX MApTiAX Ta OpraHizalliix,
10 BHYTPIIIHBOI IOMITHKH MDKBOEHHOI I10Mb 111 pi3HUIIOCA BiJ CTaBIEHHS HIINX MOJITUYHUX GopMartiit
TUM, BOHHU Y CBOill JISUTBHOCTI IEPECIIiAyBaIIN 1HITy METY: MOIIMPIOBATH XPUCTUSIHCHKY €THKY 1 MOpailb
Ha Bci cepu rpoMaachbKoro i MOTITHYHOTO JKUTTS TaIUIBKUX YKpaiHIIB, a TaKOX MPOMAaryBaTH
KaTONUIIM3M 1 CIIPUATH HOTO IOMUPEHHIO. Bennke Miciie B i1e010Til KaTONMUIIbKUX MapTii Ta opraHizamii
3aliMaii KOHCEpBAaTHBHI iei, 0coOnuBO Ti, sAKi Oynu BUpaxkeH1 B mpausax B’sdecnasa JIMIHMHCHKOTO.
B3sarani, BUHMKHEHHS HOAIOHMX TPy 1 BKIIOYEHHS X y HOJITHYHMHA Ipolec — Iie 0COONUBICTh came
nporo nepiogy icropii Ykpainu. Crnenudika naHoro sBuIna MmoJsrae y TOMy, 10 HallioHalIbHE
BIAPOIKEHHS CIPHUIO IOUIMPEHHIO HAIIOHATBHUX el Maiike y Bei IUITHKH TOrO4acHOTO IaJIMIBKOTO
CYCNUIBCTBA, @ HECIPUATINBI 30BHIIIHI 0OCTABUHU 3MYIIyBaJli HE TUNBKU MOJITHKIB, aje 1 pesirifHux
Nis4iB, MTPEACTABHUKIB CIJIbCHKOT 1 MPOMHUCIOBOI €iTH BKJIOYATUCS B MOJITHYHY IisSIBHICTD,
HaMararm4Mch, Y1 INPHHAHMHI JEKJIapyloud, CBOi HaMaraHHs CHPUSATH KYIbTYPHOMY 1 €KOHOMIYHOMY
po3ButTkoBi Hauii. Came e i 0y10 OCHOBHUM (paKTOPOM BU3HAYEHHS 3aBIaHb 1 METH IJIS KOXKHOL
oprasizariii.

Crpareriysa ik OisTIbHOCTI KOHCEPBATHBHUX OpraHi3alliif, a TakoX iX TICHUH 3B’SI30K 13 IIEPKBOIO
HE JaBaJI MOXJIMBOCTI iM BECTH TaKy ’KOPCTKY IONTITHYHY 00poThOY, SIKy BenH iHi mapTii. Lle BiimBano
1Ha CTaBJICHHS KaTOIUIBKUX OpraHizaliiif 1o IsUIbHOCTI TOJIbCHKOTO ypsAAY: HE3BAXKAIOUH Ha IPUCYTHICTD
MIEBHOI KPUTHUKH IOJIbCHKOI BHYTPIIIHBOI MOMITUKH Yy iXHIX BHUCTYyIaX, BOHH HE 3MOIJH BIIKPHTO
BUCTYIUTH IIPOTU HOJIBCHKOI BIAIM 1 HE MOIJIM BiIMEXYBaTUCS Bill TOJbCHKOI AEPKABH, OCKUIBKU THM
caMHM BOHH BHUSABIANU O CBOIO HeTonepaHTHICTh. Kpim Toro, HeBusHaHHA [lpyroi Peui Iloconuroi —
KaTOJIUIBKOI AepyKaBU — MOIVIO 3aLIKOAWTU MOLUIMPEHHIO KATOMMIU3MY 1 €KyMEHIYHUM ilesM, TOMY

210



1. Deoux
ISSN 2078-6107. Bicuuk JIpBiBcbKOro yHiBepcutety. Cepis icropuuna. 2017. Bumyck 53. C. 204-212

OCHOBHOIO O3HAKOIO CTABJICHHS KaTONUIBKUX opraHizawiii 1o ITonsimi € iXHs osnpHiCTh 10 Hel. [lompu
Te, 6araTo NpeaCTaBHUKIB KOHCEPBATUBHUX KUI, a TAKOXK AEAKI OpraHisawii )KOPCTKO KPUTHKYBAIHU SIK
BHYTpIIIHIO NOJITUKY [lonmbmii.

VY Bumanxy i3 YKpaiHCBKOIO XPHCTHSHCHKOIO OpraHi3ali€io i YKpaiHCHKOIO HapOAHOI OOHOBOIO
JIesIKy poJIb Bimirpajia iXHsi 4acTKOBO JAeEKJIapaTUBHA amoJiTH4YHiCTh. CHUIBHOIO PHUCOI0 K yCiX
KaTOJMIIPKUX OpraHizaiii Oyna iXHs JOSJIBHICTH 0 BJAIH, XO04a YKPaiHCHKHH KaTOJHMLBKUN COMO3
MEHIIIOI0 MIpPOI0 BHPAXaB I[I0 JOAJIBHICTH 4Yepe3 Te, IO BiH OyB CTBOpEHHIl y 4yaci 3arocTpeHHs
KOH(QJIIKTHOCTI B YKPaiHCHKO-TIOJIBCEKUX CTOCYHKAX, @ TAKOXK 4epe3 IMUOIIe po3yMiHHS HalliOHAJIFHOTO
iHTepecy, y 38°43Ky i3 uuM YKC Hamarascs 1aBipyBaTy MK JOSUIBHICTIO 1 HETaTUBHUM CTaBJICHHAM JI0
niit ypsaniB [lonpii. 3HaYHY posb y CTaBICHHI IUX OpraHi3alliii JO BHYTPIIHBOI MOJITHKU BiAirpanu
KOHCEPBATHBHI i€, K1 3HANWIIIM 6araTto NPUXUIBHUKIB Cepel] WICHIB KaTONMUIbKUX mapTii. Came iXHA
nosbHICTh 10 Ilonbnii BUKINKOIAa KPUTHKY 3 OOKY IHIIMX yKpaiHCBKUX YHHHHKIB, OCIa0NIOI0YU
ifeliHl MO3uLii K OHUX, TaK 1 ApYyrux. LI BiguykeHicTh MEHIIIE BidyBajacs y CTOCYHKaX YKPaiHChKUX
napriit i YKC, gepe3 npoTekito MUTPOIIOINTA 1 aBTOPUTETHE MIPEACTaBHUIITBO, a TAKOXK Yepe3 Te, I1I0
YKC 3asBisB npo CBOi CAaMOCTIHHUIIBKI TTO3MILI.

Knioyosi crnoea: KOHCEpBAaTUBHUIM, KOHCEPBATOPH, 3aXiTHOYKpaiHChKi 3emii, Ilonpina, BHYTpiNTHA
IOJITHKA, KaTOMHIIBKUM.
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