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Afterthe Revolution of Dignity on Maydan Squarein Kyivin 2013-2014, Russian military aggression
began, which was marked by the annexation of Crimea and the beginning of a full-fledged war in the
eastern territories of Ukraine. On January 6, 2019, Ecumenical Patriarch Bartholomew signed the To-
mos for the Orthodox Church of Ukraine, which testified to the independent vector of development un-
dertaked by Ukrainian Orthodoxy, which has long been under pressure from the Moscow Patriarchate.
This event caused a resonance in both Ukrainian and Russian media. The purpose of the study is to find
out how the process of granting the Tomos turned into one of the aspects of the information war between
Ukraine and Russia. The publication presents the content of Ukrainian and Russian web resources dedi-
cated to this event and analyzes how the media event of receiving the Tomos by the Orthodox Church of
Ukraine influenced the internal social dialogue in Ukraine, communication between Ukrainian and Rus-
sian Orthodoxy, and information confrontation between Russia and Ukraine.
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TOMOC Y KOHTEKCTI IH®OOPMALIHHOT BIKHU MIXK POCIEIO
TA YKPATHOIO

ITicasn Pesoawuii I'idnocmi na Maiidani Hesanexcnocmi y Kuesi y 2013-2014 poxax po3nouanacs
pociiicbka 80eHHa azpecis, AKa 03Hamenysaracs anercicio Kpumy ma novamrom noernoyinnoi eiiiHu Ha
cxiOnux mepumopisx Ykpainu. 6 ciuna 2019 poxy Bcenencvruii Ilampiapx Bapgoaomiii nionucas To-
moc 0as Ilpasocaasnoi Ilepkeu Ykpainu, yum 3ac8iduus camocmiilHuil 6eKmop po3eumkKy YyKpaiHcbK02z0
IIpasocaaé’a, ake mpusanruil yac nepedysano nid muckom Mockoscvrozo Ilampiapxamy. Ls nodis eu-
KJUKALA Pe30HAHC AK 8 YKPATHCbKOMY, mak i pociiicbkomy media-npocmopi. Mema docnidxcenHs — ocmuc-
aumu, ax npoyec Hadanus Tomocy cmaeé o0HUM i3 acnexmis inopmayiitnol ilinu mix Yrpainow ma
Pociero. Y nybaikayii npedcmasieno KOHmMeHmM YKPATHCbKUX Ma POCillcbKuX 6e6-pecypci6, npuceaieHux
yiit nodii ma npoananizosano, ax media-nodis ompumarnus Tomocy IIpasocaasrnow Llepkso Ykpainu
BNJUHYLA HA BHYMPIULHBO cYCnilbHUll 0ianoz 8 YKPAiHi, KOMYHIKAUII0 Mid YKPATHCOKUM Ma POCIllCbKUM
IIpasocaag’am, ingpopmauyiiine npomucmosnhua mixe Pociero ma Ykpainoro.

Kntrouoesi cnoea: Tomoc, Koncmanmunonoas, Ilpasocaasrna Iepkea Ykpainu,ee6-npocmip.

ntroduction. Ukrainian society has confronted a challenge of Russia’s massive at-

tack on Ukraine’s sovereignty, including annexation of Crimea and war in the east
of Ukraine. All these events laid the foundation for rethinking and reformatting pub-
lic opinion. After all, this entire time span, from the peaceful protest in Kyiv and the
support of European integration to the war in eastern Ukraine, can be safely described
as another milestone of national self-affirmation. On January 6, 2019, Bartholomew I,
the Ecumenical Patriarch of Constantinople, signed the Tomos that granted autocephaly
to the Orthodox Church of Ukraine, which changed the vector of both internal (inter-
church within Ukraine) and external communication (at the level of the Orthodox Catho-
lic (universal) Church). Not only did the Church play the role of a moral and spiritual
center but it was also a pillar of independence and state integrity. And this was charac-
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teristic not only of Ukraine but also of other nations of the Slavic world. Establishment
of Church autocephaly for many countries meant strengthening the state’s foundation
and independence. Although the Church in Ukraine is separated from the state, the issue
of Ukrainian Orthodoxy is always considered to be equal to state independence, as the
influence of the Russian Church in Ukraine is no less noticeable.

The struggle for the Local Orthodox Church in Ukraine actually permeated the
entire period of Ukraine’s independence. Russia, an official successor to the USS and
bearer of the imperial tradition, not interested in the development of Ukraine in various
aspects: political, social and also religious. When the war in eastern Ukraine started, the
conceptual topoi in the Ukraine-Russia discourse were aggravated through the media
by both sides. The process of creation of the Local Orthodox Church in Ukraine also
turned into a discourse of Ukrainian-Russian information war. As of the end of 2018,
there were more than 12,000 parishes of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Moscow
Patriarchate. Given Ukrainians’ spiritual dimension and the high level of trust, the
Church also became a mouthpiece for various ideological concepts, including Russian
ones. That is why the topic we intend to describe is relevant and important not only for
the religious environment of Ukraine but also for its self-affirmation in the foreign
policy frame of reference. The analysis below addresses discourses related to agents
representing different viewpoints on the events that make impact on Church life, and
these discourses are examined in the context of the Russian-Ukrainian information war,
which is part of hybrid war that Russia wages on Ukraine and the world.

The purpose and objectives of the study. The purpose of the study is to understand
how the process of granting the Tomos became one of the aspects of the information war
between Ukraine and Russia.

Thedefined goalisbased on the following tasks: toanalyze the content of the Ukrainian
and Russian media on receiving the Tomos by the Orthodox Church of Ukraine, to
present how the main messages of the messages represent the information confrontation
between the states, to see the prospects for the development of information warfare.

In Ukrainian Journalism Studies, the importance of obtaining the Tomos not only
for the establishment of the Orthodox Church of Ukraine but also for the development
of the Ukrainian state was covered by researchers such as Alla Boiko, Andriy Yurash,
Liudmyla Fylypovych, and Viktor Yelenskyi.

Research methods. The following methods were used during the study: comparative
method (for comprehension of the communication messages of Russian and Ukrainian
information resources on obtaining the Tomos), monitoring (selection and presentation
of the key concepts of Russian-Ukrainian discourse on this event in the Ukrainian clerical
environment), content analysis (taking into account authoritative Ukrainian secular
mass media: Hromadske, Radio Svoboda, Ukrainska Pravda, BBC Ukraine, Ukrainian
Week, Mirror of the Week, UNIAN, and secular media that write about religion such
as the Religious Information Service of Ukraine, as well as Russian media such as RIA
Novosti, Life.ru, and Patriarchia.ru, as well as Ukrainian media with a pro-Russian
stance, i.e. ZIK, NewsOne, Strana.ua), and the method of observation.

Results and discussion. However, the internal Ukrainian socio-political factor
undoubtedly influences Ukraine’s status and situation in relation to global trends and
discourses. In view of this, it is important that social institutions in society should be
efficiently represented in online communication. Besides, the institution of the Church
is an integral part of the development of socio-political relations, social problems,
moral and spiritual values. The struggle for Ukrainian autocephaly was accompanied
by information flows as media tools, no doubt, play a role no less important than
organizational efforts and grassroots initiatives in the creation of civil society. After
all, the period of the Tomos granting overlaps with the period following the Revolution
of Dignity, during the Russian-Ukrainian war in eastern Ukraine, and, therefore, the
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period of reassessment of national values, conceptualization of the state’s identity and,
consequently, the public identity.

In January 2019, the Orthodox Church of Ukraine received a Tomos of Autocephaly
granted by Patriarch Bartholomew of Constantinople. The Ukrainian Church’s path to
obtaining the Tomos can be divided into two periods: from the time when Ukraine gained
its independence to the Revolution of Dignity (1991-2013) — it is during this period
that the Patriarch of Constantinople first visited Ukraine, which took place under the
presidency of Viktor Yushchenko; the second period started with the Maidan events,
followed by annexation of Crimea, and presidential term of Petro Poroshenko till now
(2013-2020).

Each of these stages was accompanied by a media campaign and positioning of
different parties, which is described in detail in our report. The information campaign
on the granting of the Tomos and the post-period of formation of the position of the
Orthodox Church of Ukraine as a separate agent turned into a discussion platform in
the framework of the information war between Ukraine and Russia, because adherents
of the Russian Orthodox Church and believers of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of
the Moscow Patriarchate do not recognize the Tomos and consider the Church “non-
canonical” due to the fact that not all the autocephalous Orthodox Churches recognized
the OCU. At any rate, this is evidenced by the media materials that we examine in this
article.

In January 2019, in Constantinople, the Orthodox Church of Ukraine was granted
Tomos. The media campaign surrounding this event can be viewed as the optics to
examine formation of the Church image in modern society, because this processis along-
lasting one and marks all milestones of Ukrainian state’sindependence. From now on, the
Ukrainian Church is a part of the diptych of fifteen autocephalous Orthodox Churches.
The Ukrainian media have paid considerable attention to the granting of the Tomos
to the Orthodox Church of Ukraine, starting in April 2018, when Petro Poroshenko
brought a relevant appeal to the Ecumenical Patriarch up for a vote to Ukrainian MPs.
Previously, within the time-frame when the issue was raised, information about the
Local Orthodox Church was somewhat fragmented in the media. It was in April 2018
that targeted media monitoring of the processes of the Ukrainian Orthodox space began.
Undoubtedly, the popularization of this topic has had both an intra-Church and a socio-
political dimension, since in spring 2019 a presidential election campaign began in
Ukraine. Kateryna Shchotkina, a journalist who covers religious topics, argues that the
church autocephaly was a real trump card of President Petro Poroshenko’s term1. On
the other hand, according to other authors, the Tomos served as a cover for political
campaigning, especially the Tomos Tour, that is, visits to Ukraine’s key cities with a
copy of the Tomos and clergy to celebrate the historic event. These trips ended with
speeches by Petro Poroshenko in front of the city community [8].

Theissue of creating the One Local Church within the Ukrainian inter-denominational
space is not new. In our opinion, the discussion on the creation of a single Orthodox
dimension began in the early 1990s, namely with Ukraine’s independence. In 1992,
Bishop Filaret (Denysenko) drifted away from the Russian Orthodox Church and
established the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Kyiv Patriarchate, and in August
1989 another Orthodox branch, the Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church, began
to form. Thus, since then, there have been three branches of Orthodoxy in Ukraine — the
Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church (UAOC), the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of
the Kyiv Patriarchate (UOC KP), and the Ukrainian Orthodox Church in unity with the
Moscow Patriarchate (its legal name is UOC, but in order to emphasize its involvement
with Moscow, the media refer to this denomination as the UOC (MP).

Regarding the unity of the churches of the Kyiv tradition, there have been several
attempts to unite the successors of Prince Volodymyr’s baptism. For example, in 2008
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President Viktor Yushchenko initiated a union of Ukrainian Orthodoxy through its
subordination to Constantinople. There has also been an «inclusive model» of unity
proposed by the Head of the UGCC, His Beatitude Lubomyr, which was vehemently
rejected by the Orthodox Churches of Ukraine. At the heart of this model was the model
of unity of the Churches, dating back to 988, that is, to the adoption of the baptism of
Kyevan Rus by Prince Volodymyr the Great. It meant involving not only the Orthodox
denominationsbut alsothe Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church. After Viktor Yanukovych’s
victory in the presidential election, active attempts were made to overcome the intra-
church split through state pressure and revocation of the registration of the Ukrainian
Orthodox Church of the Kyiv Patriarchate.

Given the proposed periodization, the media campaign on the Tomos granted to the
Orthodox Church of Ukraine can be divided into two stages. On July 25, 2008, Patriarch
Bartholomew paid his first official visit to Ukraine. The patriarch emphasized the
importanceof creating asingle Orthodox space and of returning tothe Mother Church. The
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Kyiv Patriarchate and the Ukrainian Autocephalous
Orthodox Church sought to unite and were willing to embrace the patronage of
Constantinople. The Ukrainian media published less than favorable comments on the
arrival of Patriarch Bartholomew from priests of the UOC. «Unofficially, this is a done
deal: there are such arrangements, there is already a scheme for bringing, so to speak,
the Kyiv Patriarchate and the UAOC under the jurisdiction of the Patriarchate of
Constantinople», said Archimandrite Cyril (Hovorun) in his comments for Ukrayinska
Pravda in 2008 [3]. Today, Father Cyril openly supports the OCU. However, it was but
the first stage of a media campaign concerning the establishment of the Local Church in
Ukraine and the prospects of receiving the Tomos. It is noteworthy that in 2018, Viktor
Yushchenko spoke with Hromadske TV journalists about the events of 2008. The former
President of Ukraine noted that the Tomos of Autocephaly could have been granted to
the OCU ten years ago. During the visit of Patriarch Bartholomew to Ukraine in 2008, a
scheme was prepared for obtaining autocephaly, according to which «every bishop of the
Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church and the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the
Kyiv Patriarchate had to write a petition in the name of the Patriarch of Constantinople
expressing their support and aspirations for the establishment of the Local Church»
[16]. But, according to the former President, Patriarch Alexy II of the Russian Orthodox
Church came to Kyiv and had a meeting with Patriarch Bartholomew, after which the
latter rejected the idea of Tomos. Given these facts, we clearly see the geopolitical scale
in discussing the issue of obtaining autocephaly by the Orthodox Church of Ukraine.
This is particularly evident in the second period.

At the second stage, during the period of the Revolution of Dignity, especially
after the Maidan massacre, Ukrainian society started generating slogans such as: «An
independent state needs an independent Church». On February 22, 2014, the official
website of the UOC KP published an appeal by the Holy Synod on the necessity to urgently
overcome the split of the Orthodox Church in Ukraine. From August 29 to September 3,
2015, a Synaxis (assembly) of bishops of the Patriarchate of Constantinople was held at
the Holy Trinity Church in the neighborhood of Katip of Constantinople (now Istanbul).
One of the important issues was the unity of Ukrainian Orthodoxy. To solve the issue,
His All-Holiness Ecumenical Patriarch Bartholomew met with hierarchs of the UOC
of the USA and Canada, two of whom, namely Bishops Daniel Zelinsky and Hilarion
Rudnyk, visited Ukraine, where they acted as mediators in the unification negotiations
between the UAOC and the UOC KP. During these meetings, the diaspora hierarchs,
among other things, expressed their opinion that the problem for the unity of Ukrainian
Orthodoxy is that one of the branches of Orthodoxy in Ukraine is part of the Moscow
Patriarchate. Therefore, one of the Orthodox denominations is canonical and the other
two are not. During these meetings, a proposal was made that the unity of Ukrainian
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Orthodoxy could be achieved by bringing the Orthodox jurisdictions of Ukraine under
the omophorion of the Ecumenical Patriarch. Back then, one could follow the process
on the social media accounts of Archbishop of Chernihiv and Nizhyn Yevstratii (Zoria),
Metropolitan of Lviv and Sokal Dimitri (Rudiuk), who represented the UOC KP (today
the OCU), or Father Mykola Danylevych, who is an OCU priest. It was then that certain
clergy groups were formed for the purpose of finding understanding between the UAOC,
the UOC KP and the UOC. Therefore, in the Ukrainian media space, Maidan served as a
catalyst for the creation of an autocephalous Local Church. At least, this topic was again
covered in the media.

Oksana Horkusha, a religious studies scholar, noted that the Maidan gave impetus
to the creation of not only the Local Church but also the Civil Church of Ukraine, where
every layman and clergyman has a clear both spiritual and statesmanlike stance [6].

In 2016, the Pan-Orthodox Council was held on the island of Crete, which also
represented the diversity of adherents of Ukrainian and Russian Orthodoxy. At the time,
the Russian-Ukrainian war in the East of Ukraine had lasted for a year. Russia sought
to reinforce its influence, including in the ecclesiastical issue. «The Ukrainian issue, the
Ukrainian Church and its status turned into an apple of discord between Constantinople
and Moscow», said religious studies expert Liudmyla Fylypovych. The Russian Orthodox
Church, the Georgian Orthodox Church, and the Bulgarian Church did not participate
in the Council. Ukrainian media were discussing Moscow’s allies, and the Ukrainian
parliament drew up an appeal to the Ecumenical Patriarch to grant autocephaly to
the Orthodox Church. In the Russian media, the Council of the Orthodox Church was
commented by Metropolitan Hilarion (Alfeyev), the Head of the ROC External Church
Relations Department, who noted that the Local Church in Ukraine is a geopolitical
project not only of Constantinople but also of the United States, as the United States
allegedly finances the Ecumenical Patriarchate to weaken Russia [9]. Undoubtedly, the
Pan-Orthodox Council of Crete found that Moscow was struggling with Constantinople
for influence; in addition, the Orthodox Churches showed themselves as allies of one of
the parties, as evidenced by clergy speeches during the Council [1].

In this second phase, it is important to note the period from April to December
2018, which was the final stage in obtaining autocephaly by the Orthodox Church of
Ukraine. On April 17, 2018, at an emergency meeting with the heads of factions, the
then-President Petro Poroshenko asked the Verkhovna Rada to support the appeal of
«President and Church Hierarchs to the Ecumenical Patriarch» to grant the Tomos.
Meanwhile, the media were publishing comments from the UOC hierarchs. «We have
not heard any new statements from Patriarch Bartholomew. His stance has not changed.
The Ecumenical Patriarchate considers the Ukrainian Orthodox Church headed today
by His Beatitude Metropolitan Onufriy to be the only legitimate church in Ukraine»,
said Bishop Clement of Irpin (Vecheria), the official spokesman of the UOC [14]. The
traditional and new media published photos of the UOC delegation to Constantinople
regarding an unequivocal refusal to grant the Tomos. At the end of July 2018, Patriarch
Cyril made an official visit to the Ecumenical Patriarchate. The new media, in particular,
produce numerous humorous memes about the reception of the Russian Patriarch in
Constantinople. It was alleged that Cyril brought money from Moscow to bribe Patriarch
Bartholomew. However, the process of granting the Tomos was irreversible. In the fall of
2018, Constantinople appointed two exarchs in Ukraine — Bishop Daniel (Zelinsky) and
Hilarion (Rudnik) to prepare for the Unification Council. Seeing that the process was
irreversible, on September 14, 2018, the Synod of the Russian Orthodox Church decided
to stop mentioning the Patriarch of Constantinople, Bartholomew I, in their prayers.
This decision was made following the extraordinary meeting of the ROC Synod. «The
Synod has decided to stop mentioning the Patriarch of Constantinople during the liturgy
of the Russian Orthodox Church», Metropolitan Hilarion of Volokolamsk told reporters
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(according to the Russian TASS news agency) [2]. At the same time, this decision did not
mean breaking the Eucharistic communion between Moscow and Phanar. On December
15, 2018, the Sofia Cathedral hosted the Unification Council, where Epiphanius
(Dumenko) was elected Metropolitan of Kyiv and all Ukraine, and the branches of the
UOC KP and UAOC merged into a unified OCU.

The media campaign regarding the granting of the Tomos to the OCU can be described
as polarized, apart from the fact that the Ukrainian media clearly supported this step of
support and dialogue between the state and the Church, expressing hope for the future,
and focusing on the young age of Metropolitan Epiphanius, the UOC MP developed their
strategy voiced on NewsOne or 112 Ukraine TV channels, saying that there was already
a canonical Church in Ukraine, no need for one more; monasteries and churches after
the granting of the Tomos would be taken by force; they were not the ROC in Ukraine
(the Ukrainian Parliament voted to rename the UOC to ROCinU) since our legal name is
the UOC; ROC is the most powerful of the Local Churches, its withdrawal will result in a
universal schism of the Orthodox world.

At the time of the Tomos granting, the Russian media seemed to fall into a kind of an
information panic. For example, the most popular Russian media published articles with
the following headlines: «Poroshenko Stole Christmas: Schismatics Got Tomos» [11],
«Tomos on Autocephaly Signed to Ukrainian Songs and Banderite Slogans», «Phanar’s
‘Gifts’. What Can Judas’ Tomos Change?» [4]. In their materials, Russian journalists
continued to use verbal markers such as: «schismatics», «non-canonical», «Banderites».
These labels, in our view, further exacerbated the information confrontation in
particular regarding the church issue. The Ukrainian information space also abounded
in research on the media campaign around the Tomos granting to the Orthodox Church
of Ukraine. Ukrainian journalists’ monitoring of the topic of the Tomos granting to the
Orthodox Church of Ukraine helped detect the key messages of pro-Russian resources.
For instance, the Media Detector website, specializing in media criticism, published
their article «Tomos to Bar out from EU», claiming that Tomos poses a threat to EU
accession, because Petro Poroshenko’s risky undertaking is regarded differently there.
Communities of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate reported a
threat of their seizure by the Orthodox Church of Ukraine to the OSCE.

In October 2019, Internews Ukraine jointly with the Media Diversity Institute
(Armenia), the Journalism Resource Center (Georgia), and the Independent Journalism
Center (Moldova) monitored the media in their countries for the presence of Russian
propaganda concerning recognition of the Ukrainian Local Church 12. In Ukraine, major
TV channels such as 1 +1 and 112 Ukraine were studied, as well as the online resources
Ukrayinska Pravda and Strana, which are among the top 10 most visited news sites
according to the Internet Association of Ukraine. According to the study, 86% of news
about autocephaly on 112 Ukraine and 98% on Ukrayinska Pravda was neutral. Instead,
on 1+1, 31% of mentions were positive or very positive. At the same time, Strana, an
online resource with a clear pro-Russian stance, quite often published reports including
narratives of Russian propaganda, accounting for 38% . In Georgia, the pro-government
TV channel Imedi TV, the opposition channel Rustavi-2, as well as the Ipress.ge and
netgazeti.ge sites were studied. One negative report on the Ukrainian autocephaly was
found on Imedi TV and netgazeti.ge, while the other ones were neutral or positive.
According to the researchers, the content of the media included slogans of Russian
propaganda but they were counterbalanced by opposing views. Armenian analysts
monitored Channel 1 (State Television of Armenia) and Kentron TV, as well as the online
media news.am and lragir.am. Experts noted that attention to the Ukrainian Church
issue was minimal, mostly the media cited official comments from the Russian Orthodox
Church. The three Moldovan media under study — Publika TV, NTV Moldova and jurnal.
md — disseminated very short reports, usually with reference to one source [12].
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Based on the study, we can conclude that the issue of the Ukrainian Local Church
within the framework of the Ukrainian-Russian information war acquired a political
context. As we noted above, the Orthodox world was divided into supporters of one of the
parties, those who favor Ukraine’s standing and those who support Russia’s position.
Finally, the message of the Pan-Orthodox Council regarding the division of influence
between the autocephalies in Russia and Constantinople was confirmed.

After the Tomos granting, nearly 600 parishes of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of
the Moscow Patriarchate came over to the Orthodox Church of Ukraine [7]. However,
while the OCU referred to it as transition, the UOC described the process as seizure of
parishes. It was especially evident in the Vinnytsia region, where the local Bishop Symeon
of Vinnytsia and Bar was one of the two bishops of the UOC who participated in the
OCU Unification Council in December 2018. After Bishop Symeon’s excommunication,
Varsonofiy was appointed Bishop of Vinnytsia and Bar [15] . However, parishes kept
coming over to the OCU, although now in 2020 the cases of transition have become less
frequent.

Following the official granting of the Tomos in January and the enthronement of
Metropolitan Epiphanius in February 2019, internal conflicts within the OCU began.
In May 2019, Honorary Patriarch Filaret convened a press conference accusing former
President Petro Poroshenko and Metropolitan Epiphanius of treachery, since the
granting of the Tomos was supposed to result in recognition of the UOC KP rather than
creation of the OCU, and Patriarch Filaret was supposed to become its Primate. Even
thoughin October 2018, on the eve of the Unification Council, Constantinople sent aletter
specifying that one of the requirements of the Patriarchate was that Patriarch Filaret
should not be nominated for primacy. That is why the media campaign on granting the
Tomos shifted to the intra-church level. Bishop Filaret retained the status of Honorary
Patriarch, but he does not participate in the Synodal Meetings of the OCU and does not
maintain contacts with the bishops of the Church. In the media, the Honorary Patriarch
emphasizes that the Tomos contains certain inaccuracies with which he disagrees, argues
that the purpose of his life was to have the Patriarchate established, and mentions his
passive communication with His Beatitude Epiphanius. It is noteworthy that interviews
with the Honorary Patriarch are broadcast on ZIK, a TV channel with a clear pro-Russian
editorial policy. This example demonstrates that information contradictions between
Russia and Ukraine focus on internal conflicts rather than on external information
messages of Russian TV channels. However, the OCU episcopate did not support the idea
of the Honorary Patriarch, remaining subordinate to His Beatitude Epiphanius.

Anotheraspectattracting theattention of Russian or pro-Russian mediaisrecognition
of the OCU by other autocephalous Orthodox Churches. It is worth reminding that the
Ukrainian Church has been recognized by the Greek Orthodox Church, the Patriarchate
of Alexandria and the Romanian Orthodox Church. The Metropolitan of Kyiv and All
Ukraine noted that in 2020, in addition to the Romanian Church, the OCU would be
recognized by the Bulgarian Orthodox Church, the Cyprus Orthodox Church, and the
Georgian Orthodox Church [10].

Conclusions and prospects.

First, the information campaign on granting the Tomos to the Orthodox Church of
Ukraine was under way not only in 2018-2019 but from the moment of proclamation of
Ukraine’s independence, since church independence is the foundation of statehood.

Secondly, within the framework of the information campaign under study, we see a
clear contradiction between the Russian Orthodox Church and the Orthodox Church of
Ukraine, which is evidenced by the content of both Russian and Ukrainian media with a
clear pro-Russianstance. And this, in turn, proves Russia’sdesire to triumph on different
fronts. The propaganda campaign aimed at compromising Ukraine’s independent church
has been part of Russia’s war against Ukrainian state and its sovereignty;
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Thirdly, the information contradiction in the focus of the church-related content
between Russia and Ukraine reveals both external but internal conflicts, which are the
focus of media attention, in particular between the clergy of the Orthodox Church of
Ukraine and the Ukrainian Orthodox Church in unity with the Moscow Patriarchate.
Internal disagreement between Orthodox Churches destabilizes the dialogue and
undermines understanding in the Ukrainian religious space.

Fourthly, Russia’s information policy also focuses on other autocephalous Churches
that have not yet recognized the Orthodox Church of Ukraine. This is why the process of
OCU recognition is so lengthy. Its futher results and final outcome depends on quality
of the campaign at both national and international level, public dialogue, how the media
will convey the importance of an independent Orthodox Church of Ukraine.

Prospects for further development of the topic are how the information campaign
on the recognition of the PCU among other Local Orthodox Churches will develop. This
is important not only for the Ukrainian church world, but also to prove Ukraine’s full
independence from Russia.
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Beryn. 6 ciuna 2019 pory IIpaBociaua IlepkBa Ykpainu orpumatia Tomoc mpo aBTokeda-
Jaito Bix Becesnencbkoro ITaTpiapxa Bapdosaomis, 1110 3SMiHIIO BEKTOP AK BHYTPIIIHBOI — MiK-
LIepPKOBHOI B YKpaiHi, Tak i 30BHiIIIHLOI KOMYyHiKaIlii — Ha piBHI BceseHchKoro IIpaBocias’s.
TBopeHHS IIePKOBHOI aBTOKedarii 1A 6araTbox KpaiH o3Havao 3MiITHEHHSA AeP/KaBHUIBKO-
IO CTEePIKHA i caMOCTiITHOCTi.

AxryaasHicTs i MeTa. Tema mocutigsKeHHs BasKInBa came y GOKyci Meia-mmpocTopy, OCKiIb-
Ku MisK YKpaiHoio Ta Pocieto, okpim Bitinu Ha Cxofmi, MaeMo iH(popMaIiiiHe IPOTUCTOAHHA, a
TaKOK MOMITHY IPOTHUIII0 MiK YKpaiHCbKUM Ta pociiickkum IIpaBocaas’sam. Mera my0iaika-
Iii — ocMuCaAUTH, K caM GaKT HagaHHAa ToMocy BIIMHYJIM Ha KOHTEHT YKpaiHCBKUX Ta po-
CcificbKHUX Menia; AK Ie imdopmallifiHe IPOTHUCTOAHHSA BILIMBAE HA KOMYHIKaIlil0 MisK JBOMA
Iep;KaBaMH.

Metonoaorisa. Y ny0sikalii 3acTocoByeMO Taki MeTOau: MOPiBHAIbHUH (aHai3 KOMyHiKa-
IiTHUX MOBiJOMJIEHD POCIACHPKUX Ta YKPaiHCHhKUX pecypciB moxo orpumanasa Tomocy), MOHi-
TOPUHT (IIPeACTAaBJIEHHA KJIIOYOBUX KOHIIENITiB POCIACHKO-YKPATHCHKOTO MeiaANCKypPCY III0J0
miei moxii B yKpaiHCHKOMY IIEPKOBHOMY CEPEIOBUIIi), aHAJII3 KOHTEHTY (Ha OCHOBI aHAJIiBy Me-
IiapecypciB), a TAKOK METOJL CIIOCTEPEIKEHHA.

Pe3yapraTu. ¥ Merkax AOCIHiMKeHHA IIPOaHANi30BAHO KOHTEHT YKpalHCBKUX Ta pociii-
CbKUX, nmpopocificbku HajmamroBanux 3MK mono mamanas Tomocy IlpaBocnaBhiit 1lepkBi
VYkpainu. BuaBieno, 1o npomaraiiucTchbKa KaMIIaHis, COPAMOBaHa Ha KOMIIPOMETAIliio He-
3ajyieskHOI yKpaincbkoi IlepkBu, Oysa uacturoo BitiHu Pocii mpotu yKpaiHChbKOI Jep:kaBu Ta
ii cyBepeniTetry. TakoK mpeacTaBIeHO, AK PO3BUBATUMEThCA iH(OpMAallifiHA KaMIIaHiA 11040
BusHauHa [IITY cepen inmux [Tomicanx IIpaBociaBaux IlepKoB.

BucuoBKH. Y pe3yabTaTi HOCTiAKeHHS BUABJIEHO, 110 iHGopMalliifina KaMIaHia I1ogo Ha-
mauusa Tomocy IIpaBocaasHiit IlepkBi Ykpainu TpuBasa He suire y 2018-2019 pokax, ane 3
MOMEHTY ITPOT'OJIOIIIEHHS He3aJeKHOCTI YKpainu, OCKiIbKY IepKOBHA He3aJIeKHICTh € OCHO-
BOIO Aep:kaBHocTi. Ilo-apyre, B paMkax gociigkyBaHol iHpopmaliiinol kamnauii Mmu 6aunmo
saBHe mpoTupiuus Mmik Pocificbkoio IIpaBociaBuoio IlepkBoio Ta IlpaBociaBHOIO ITEPKBOIO
VYxpaiuu, Ipo 10 CBiAUYNTL KOHTEHT AK POCilicbKuX, TaK i yKpaincbkux SMI 3 uiTkor0 mIpopo-
CificbKOIO MO3UIli€l0. A ITe, CBOEIO UEPT0I0, JOBOAUTE OaskaHHs Pocil TpiymdysaTu Ha pisHUX
dponTax. Ilo-Tpete, iH(opmaliiine mpoTupivusa y Poxkyci rmepxoBHOro 3micTy misk Pociero Ta
VYKpaiHo BUABJAE AK 30BHIIIHI, Tak i BHYTpilIHI KOHQIiKTH, AKi € mpeameTrom yBaru 3MI,
30KpeMa Mixk nyxoBeHcTBOM IIpaBociaBuol llepkBu Yrpainu Ta Ykpaincskoro IIpaBociaBHOIO
ITepxBoio B enmocTi 3 MOCKOBCHKUM ImaTpiapxaToM. BHYTpilllHA He3roa MisK IIpaBOCJIaBHUMU
LepkBaMu Aectabinisye miasor Ta migpuBae B3a€MOPO3YMiHHA B YKpaiHCBKOMY pesiriiHomy
npoctopi. ITo-ueTBepre, iHdopmariiiina moaiTuka Pocii Tako:K 3ocepemskeHa Ha iHIITMX aBTO-
kedanpaux IlepkBax, aki me He Busdnanu IIpaBociaaBuy llepkBy YKpainu.

Knwouwoei cnoea: Tomoc, Koncmanmurnonoav, IIpaseocaasna Ilepkea Ykpainu, eeb-
npocmip.

CrarTa Hafgiiia go pegakiii 6.11.2020
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