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Rusini su slovanskym narodom, ktory ma svoje nepo-
pieratelné miesto v Eurépe. Su lojalnymi ob&anmi vo
v3etkych krajinach Eurépy aj sveta, v ktorych Zijd, a svo-
jou kultdrou obohacuju ich rozmanitost. Hoci nemaju
spolocny Stat, povaZuju sa za jeden narod a je nespo-
chybnitelhé, Ze maju pravo pouzivat spolo€né symbo-
ly — vlajku, znak a hymnu, ktoré ich spajaji napriec
hranicami Statov.

Tieto symboly pouZivaju najma rusinske organizacie
na celom svete na reprezentacné Ucely a maju ich aj vo
svojich emblémoch. No symbolom ako takym prinalezi
aj znacna ddlezitost, o to viac, ak ludia dokazu byt na ne
velmi citlivi. Heraldika sice vznikla v rannom stredoveku
pre rozliSenie jednotlivcov, i rodov alebo ich majetku,
no dnes erby a symboly vébec naopak spajaju a dokazu
u ludi vyvolat pocit prisluSnosti k miestu, rodu, krajine,
Statu, alebo v tomto pripade k narodu.

Stcasna rusinska narodna symbolika bola schvalena
na Svetovom kongrese Rusinov v roku 2007 pre pouZiva-
nie na celom svete, avSak bez odborného heraldického
a vexilologického posudenia. Najvacsim problémom je, Ze
Rusini pouZivaju ako svoj narodny symbol znak, ktory
bol vytvoreny ako zemsky znak Podkarpatskej Rusi
a v sucasnosti sa stale pouZiva tamojSimi orgdnmi ako
znak Zakarpatskej oblasti v ramci Ukrajiny.

Dalsim problémom je to, Ze nie st zadefinované Ziadne
parametre €o sa tyka tvarov a farieb rusinskej ndrodnej
symboliky, ale ani Ziadne Standardy na jej pouZivanie.
Dosledkom je nejednotnost a Casto krat aj ned6stojné
zaobchadzanie so symbolmi spésobené hlavne neznalos-
tou a neinformovanostou. Napr. vlajka vydana Svetovym
kongresom Rusinov je lenjednostranna (nemarub) aznak
na nejvysity je nesimerny a heraldicky nekorektny. Statny,
¢i ndrodny symbol nemdze byt lubovolnou ¢i nahodnou
znackou, ktora by pripustala rézny vyklad, ale musi mat

Rusyns are a Slavic nation who have an undeniable place in
Europe. They are loyal citizens in all countries in Europe and
the world in which they live and enrich their diversity with their
culture. Although they do not have a common state, they are
considered one nation and it is indisputable that they have
the right to use common symbols — a flag, a coat of arms
and an anthem, which connect them across national borders.

These symbols are mainly used by Rusyn organizations
worldwide for representation purposes and they also have
them in their emblems. But a symbol as such carries also
a considerable importance all the more, if the people are able
to be very sensitive about it. While heraldry was established in
the early Middle Ages to distinguish individuals or families or
their property, today coats of arms and symbols, on the con-
trary, join people together and can induce a sense of belonging
to a place, lineage, country, state, or in this case, to a nation.

Current Rusyn national symbology was adopted at the World
Congress of Rusyns in 2007 for use all over the world, but without
a professional heraldic and vexillological examination. The biggest
problem is that Rusyns use a coat of arms as their national
symbol created as the land emblem of Carpathian Ruthenia,
which is still being used by the authorities there as the coat of
arms of the Transcarpathian region within Ukraine.

Another problem is that there are no parameters defined
in terms of shape and colour of Rusyn national symbology, not
even standards on how to use it. This leads to inconsistency and
often undignified treatment of symbols, caused mainly due to
ignorance and lack of information. For example, the flag issued
by the World Congress of Rusyns is only one-sided (there is no
reverse side) and the coat of arms embroidered on it is asym-
metrical and heraldically incorrect. A state or national symbol
cannot be an arbitrary or random brand that would allow various
interpretations, instead it must have a deeper meaning and its
individuality must exclude the possibility of misunderstanding
and misusage.



PyCHHBI CYyTh CIaBIHbCKBIN HAPOJ], KOTPHIHM Mae CBOe 6ecCIIopHe MicIie B EB-
porri. CyTh JIOSTHBIMA >KBITEJISIMH Y BIIBITKBIX JlepsKaBaxX EBpOITHI i cBiTa,
B KOTPBIX )KBIIOTh, 1 CBOMOB KYJITYPOB 360Ta4yI0Th IX p03MaiToCTh. X0Ib
He MalOTh CIIOJIOYHY JleprKaBy, 0epyTh cs sIK €/leH HapoJ, i e 6eccopHe,
’Ke MalOTh IPaB0 XOCHOBATH CIIOJIOUYHBI CiM00JIBI — ¢pj1ar, 3HAK i riMHY,
KOTPBHI iX 3b€JUHYIOTH Uepe3 rpaHini gep>kas.

ToTsl ciM60JIBI XOCHYIOTH I'OJIOBHO PYCHMHBCKBI OpraHisarnii Ha 1fijgimM
CBITI Ha pelrpeseHTaYHBI 3aMiphl 1 MalOTh iX y cBOiX em6yieMax. Ho ciM-
60J1aM K TaKbIM HaJIe)KBITh i 3HaYHAa Ba’XHOCTB, 0 TO Belle, Kifib JTH0AH
JOKaXyTh OBITH Ha HUX 6ap3 Uy TIUBEL IIpaB/ia, repajiika BS3HUKJIa B pa-
HiM cepeHbOBIKY IIPO BBIIPi3HIHS €THOTIUBIIIB, I1i pO/JiB ab0 IX MAETKY,
HO JTHeChb epObI i ciM60JIbI 06111 HaBCIIaK CIOIIOTH i JOKaXKYyTh Y JII0geH
BBIKJIMKATH 09y TA IPHUHAJIEKHOCTH Ky MiCIII0, poay, KpaiHi, Jep>kasi,
a00 B TiM mpumnasgi Ky Hapoay.

CydacHa pyCHHBCKa HapojHa ciM60JIiKa 6blya cXBaJieHa Ha CBITOBIM
KoHI'peci PycuHiB B 2007 poIii IIpo XOCHOBaHS Ha I[iJIiM CBITi, 1eMXe 6e3
O0Z60PHOT0 repasIivHOro i BEeKCIJIOJIOTiUHOTO ITOCY I KiHA. HaliBeKIIIBIM
npo6JieMoM €, ke PyCHHBI XOCHYIOTH K CBiil HApOAHBIN ciM00J1 3HAK,
KOTPHII OBIB COTBOPEHHIN SIK 3eMCKBIN 3HakK IligkapnaTbckoii Pycu
i B cy4acHOCTH BCe XOCHYE CsI TeMTeNIHiMa opraHaMHU K 3HaK 3akap-
naThCKOM 061acTH YKpaiHbI.

JaInbsiM IIpo6J1eMOoM € TO, )Ke He CYTh JlepiHOBaHEBI JKaJHBI IIapaMeTphI,
LIITO JOTYJIATH Cd TBapiB i papb pyCHHBCKOM HapOJHOM CiMOOJIIKE], 4 aHU
JKaZHBI ITaHJapAbl Ha €l XOCHOBaHS. J[OCTIiIKOM € HeeTHOTHOCTS i Be-
JIbO pa3 i HeOCTOMHE 3a00X0/ KiH 30 ciMboIaMU 3allpyUdiHeHe r0JIOBHO
HEe3HaJIOCThOB 1 HeiHPOpPMOBaHOCTHOB. Hamp. ¢Jiar BelfaHbIl CBITOBBIM
KOHI'pecoM PyCHHIB € JileM €JHOCTpPaHHBIN (He MaTh pyob) i 3HaK Ha HiMm
BBIIIBITHIA € HECYMEPHBIH 1 repaJijiuH0 HEKOPEeKTHBIH. [lep>KaBHBIH, I1i
HapOJHBIN CiMOOJI He MO>Ke OBITHU JIF0O0BOJIBLHO ITi TPUIIAIKOBOB 3HAUKOB,
KoTpa 6Bl 0BOJIbOBAJIa Pi3HBIN BBHIKJIA], ajle MYCUTh MaTH IJ1yOIIbIN
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hibSi zmysel a svojou svojraznostou musi vylucovat ne-
dorozumenia a moznost zneuZitia.

Preto si tato publikacia poloZila za ciel zanalyzo-
vat otazky savisiace s rusinskou symbolikou a pokdsi
sa predloZit konkrétne rieSenia — heraldické a gra-
fické navrhy rusinskej narodnej symboliky, urcenie
Standardov na jej pouZivanie, vratane zadefinovania
presnych, heraldicky korektnych parametrov. Je tu
navrhnuty novotvar malého znaku ako aj novotvar tzv.
velkého znaku Rusinov, ktory doposial v histérii nebol
nikdy vytvoreny. Tieto navrhy — maly znak, velky znak,
vlajka a jej varianty (zdstava, koruhva) budu predlo-
Zené rusinskym organizaciam vo vsetkych krajinach, kde
Ziju Rusini, Comu ma posluzit prave tato publikacia ako
podkladovy material.

Vysledkom by mali byt konecné navrhy, ktoré budu
nasledne predloZzené Svetovému kongresu Rusinov na
schvalenie. V pripade ich schvalenia budu zaregistrované
v Heraldickom registri Slovenskej republiky (vedenom na
Ministerstve vnutra SR) a budd oznamené Organizacii
spojenych narodov ako oficidlne narodné symboly v3et-
kych Rusinov.

Je potrebné eSte poukazat na jeden formalny problém.
Ti, ktori poznaju heraldické pravidla vedia, Ze za znakom, €i
erbom vzdy niekto stoji, ¢i uz je to fyzicka alebo pravnicka
osoba. Aj za Statnym znakom stoji Stat, ako pravnicka
osoba, ktora je jeho nositelom. V pripade naroda, ktory
spolo¢ny Stat nema, je to tazSie. Existuje vSak Svetovy
kongres Rusinov, ktory zdruZuje rusinske organizacie na
celom svete a mozno ho povazovat za najreprezentativ-
nejSiu organizaciu Rusinov s celosvetovou psobnostou.
Svetovy kongres Rusinov je formalne obcianskym zdruZze-
nim registrovanym v Slovenskej republike a je teda riad-
nou pravnickou osobou. Z tohto dévodu bude vhodné
rusinske narodné symboly zaregistrovat v heraldic-

Therefore, this publication aims to analyze the issues related
to Rusyn symbology and attempts to provide specific solutions —
heraldic and graphic designs of Rusyn national symbology, deter-
mining standards for its use, including defining accurate, heraldi-
cally correct parameters. It proposes a new small coat of arms and
anew designofthe socalled large coat of arms of the Rusyns, which
has never been created before. These proposals — the small coat
of arms, the large coat of arms, the flag and its variants (national
flag, banner) will be presented to Rusyn organizations in all coun-
tries where Rusyns live, and this book serves this very purpose as
background material

The result should be a final draft which will be subsequently
submitted to the World Congress of Rusyns for approval. In
the event of approval it will be registered in the Heraldic Registry of
the Slovak Republic (at the Ministry of Interior) and communicated
to the United Nations as the official national symbols of all Rusyns.

It is necessary to address one more formal problem. Those
who are familiar with heraldic rules know that behind every coat
of arms or emblem there is always some proprietor, be it a natural
or legal person. Every state coat of arms has a state or a legal
person as its bearer. In case a nation has no common state, it's
more difficult. However, there is the World Congress of Rusyns
which unites Rusyn organizations around the world and can be
considered as the most representative Rusyn organization with
wordwide scope. World Congress of Rusyns is a formally reg-
istered civic association in the Slovak Republic and is therefore
a proper legal entity. Because of this, it is appropriate to register
Rusyn national symbols in the Heraldic Registry of the Slovak
Republic and their major bearer will be a legal entity — World
Congress of Rusyns. It will be enlisted in the grant of arms that
the right to use these symbols applies to all people in the world
who subscribe to the Rusyn nation, including organizations who
take active part in the Rusyn revival.

Since the Rusyns are a European nation, there is a valid
reason that Rusyn national symbology is to be based on



CMBICeJI i CBOMOB XapaKTepiCTIYHOCTHLOB MYCUTh BBIJIYUYITH HEJOpPO3y-
MJIIHSA 1 MO’KHOCTB 3HEY KbITS.

3aTo co6i ToTa yoOsriKaIisa gaJjia nijb 3aHaIi30BaTH BOIIPOCHI IIOBSI-
3aHBI 3 pYCHHBCKOB CiM0O0JIiKOB i ClTpO0Yye nmepeaI0>KbITH KOHKPETHBI
pimriHsg - repasafivyHbl i rpadiyHbI Npomo3inii pycCHHbCKOI HapOgHOU
ciM00JIiKBI, BCTAHOBJIIHS MITaHJaPAiB HAa XOCHOBAH, B TiM uicJi i 3a-
JedpiHOBaHA TOUHBIX, repajfidyHO KOPEeKTHHIX HapaMeTpiB. € Ty IIpo-
II0OHOBaHBIY HOBOTBap MaJIOro 3HaKa K i HOBOTBap T3B. BEJIMKOI0 3HaKa
PycuHIB, KOTPBIH I0Tellephb B icTOpil He 6BIB HUIZA COTBOPEHBIN. TOTHI
IpoIo3inii — MaJblii 3HaK, BeJIMKbIN 3HAK, ¢Jiar i iioro BapiaHTsI (3a-
cTaBa, XOpyroB) OyAyTh IlepeJIo’KeHbl PYCHUHbCKBIM OpIraHi3aliisiM BO
BIIBITKBIX ZleprKaBax, /ie )KBII0Th PYCHHBI, IIPO IIITO Ma€ IIOCTYKBITH SIK
pas ToTa Iry6Jrikaris SK OCHOBHBIY MaTepiaJl.

PesysitaToM 651 MaJsIiu ObITH ZeiHITIBHEI IPOMO03iIlil, KOTPEI 6YAYTH
II0TIM Ilepe/i10’KeHbl CBITOBOMY KOHI'ecy PYyCHHIB Ha cXxBaJsliHs. B npunagi
iX cxBaJIiHg 6y yTh 3apericTpoBaHbl B ['epasfiuHiM pericTpi CiroBaribKou
peny6sIiKeI (KOTPBIH Befle MiHiCTepCTBO BHYTPIITHIX ciipaB CP) i 6yayTh
oroJiomeHsl OpraHisarii 3befUHEHBIX HAPO/iB SIK 0¢iIliaJHBI CiMOOJIBI
BIIBITKBIX PyCHHIB.

Il e moTpibHe BKasaTH Ha e€/ieH GopMaJIHBIN I1pobsieM. TOTHI, IIITO I10-
3HAIOTh repaJIiiuyHbI IPaBUJIa 3HAIOTh, Ke 3a 3HaKOM, I1i ep6OM BCe XTOCh €,
11i e To ¢pisiuHa abo IrpaBHA 0coba, KOTpa € IOro HOCUTEJIHOM. B rTpuIiafi Ha-
poZia, KOTPHIH CIIOJIOYHY flep>KaBy He MaTh, € TO TsKIle. Ho ecTBye CBITOBBIT
KOHIpec PycUHIB, KOTPBIH 34PY>KYE PpYCUHBCKBI OpraHisallii Ha I1ij1iM CBITi
iMoyKeMe ro 6paTH IK Halipellpe3eHTaTiBHIIITy opraHisallito PycuHiB, KoTpa
Jie Ha miziM cBiTi. CBITOBBIN KOHIpec PyCUHIB € popMaIHO 06UaHbCKBIM
3 pyKiHBOM pericTpoBaHbIM B CJI0BallbKil pelry6uIili, 3HaUiTh € psHOB
IIpaBHOB 0C060B. 3 TOM MPUUiIHBI Oy/e [00pe pyCHHBCKBI HAPOAHEI CiM-
60JIBI 3apericTpoBaTH B repajifidyHiM pericTpi Ak pa3 Ha CJI0BEHBCKY,
iiXTroJI0BHBIM HOCHTEJIHOM TaK OyZJe IpaBHa 0co0a— CBiTOBBII KOHIpec
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kom registri prave na Slovensku, a ich hlavhym nosi-
telom teda bude pravnicka osoba — Svetovy kongres
Rusinov. Do erbovej listiny (armalesu) sa jednoducho na-
piSe, Ze pravo pouZzivat tieto symboly budd mat aj v3etci
[udia na celom svete, ktori sa hlasia k rusinskemu narodu,
vratane organizacii, ktoré sa v rdmci svojej ¢innosti venuju
obrodzovaniu Rusinov.

KedZe su Rusini eur6pskym narodom, je to rele-
vantny d6vod na to, aby aj rusinska ndrodna symbolika
vychadzala z neopakovatelhej eurdpskej heraldickej
tradicie. Preto sa vSetky navrhy predlozené v tejto pub-
likacii drzia heraldickych pravidiel, aby sa tak zabezpecila
ich heraldicka korektnost, a popri nej aj ich déstojnost
a ,vzneSenost”.

Tato publikacia je ur€ena nielen rusinskym organi-
zaciam ako podkladovy materidl, ale aj Sirokej verej-
nosti a bola zostavena tak, aby kazdy zaujemca o tuto
problematiku mohol porozumiet nielen historickym
a politickym savislostiam, ale aj velmi prisnym heral-
dickym zasadam tvorby erbov. Preto su v niektorych ka-
pitolach priam u€ebnicovo vysvetlené niektoré zakladné
zasady heraldiky, aby aj Citatel, ktory sa s touto pomocnou
historickou vedou predtym nikdy nestretol, porozumel
v3etky suvislosti s preberanou témou. Publikacia obsa-
huje nielen histériu vzniku rusinskej narodnej symboliky,
ale aj analyzu jej zobrazovania a pouZivania a nakoniec aj
navrhy novych symbolov.

the unique European heraldic tradition. All proposals submitted
in this publication adhere therefore to heraldic rules to ensure their
heraldic correctness alongside with their dignity and ,nobleness".

This publication is intended not only for Rusyn organizations
as background material, but also for the general public. It has
been assembled in such a way so that anyone interested in this
subject can understand not only the historical and political con-
text, but also the very strict heraldic principles of creating coats of
arms. Some chapters therefore resemble textbook explanations
of some of the basic principles of heraldry so that even a reader
who has never come across this auxiliary science can under-
stand all the connections with the discussed theme. The book
contains not only the history of Rusyn national symbology, but
also an analysis of its display and use, and finally, the proposals
on new symbols.

Magr. Milan Pilip



PycuHiB. /[0 ep60BOro JOKYMEHTY (apMaJiecy) s IIPOCTO HAIIHIIIe, Ke IIpaBo
XOCHOBATH TOTHI CiIMOOJIBI 0Y1YTh MaTH 1 BIIBITKBI JIFOAU Ha I1iJIiM CBITI, KO-
TPBITOJIOCATH CAKY PyCHHBCKOMY HapoAy, B TiM uicJIiiopraHisariii, KOTpbl
B paMKax CBOMOH [Jig/JTHOCTH IIPUCBAYAIOTH CA BO3PO>KOBaHI0 PyCHUHIB.

Kigbske PyCHHBI CYTh €BPONICKBIM HApo/0M, € TO peJieBaHTHA IIPH-
JiHa Ha TO, )KeOblI i pycCHHbCKa ciM00JIiKa BPIX0IH1JIa 3 HEIIOBTOPHOM
€BPOIICKOM repasjgigyHoH Tpaginmii. 3aTo BIIBITKEI IIPONO3iIii mepeso-
JKeHBbI B Tili Iy6JlikKanii IpUTPUMYIOTh repafidHbIX IIPaBUJIL, Kebbl A
Tak 3abesriedisia ix repajiiuHa KOpeKTHOCTS, 1 KOJIO TOTO i JOCTOMHOCTh
1,,671aTOPOHOCTE®.

ToTa my0Jrikanis € Ipu3HadyeHa HeJleM PyCHHBCKBIM OpraHi3anisim
SIK OCHOBHBIN MaTepiaJ, ajie i IIpIpoKoii BepeifHOCTH i 6bljia MOCKJIa-
JlaHa TaK, >KeObI Ka’K/AbIH 3aiHTepecOBaHBINA 0 TOTY MPoGIeMaTiKy
Mir 3po3yMiTH HeJieM iCTOPiYHBIM i MOTiTiYHBIM MOBA3aHAM, a i 6ap3
IPUCHBIM IPiHI[iTaM TBOPiHA ep6iB. 3aTO CYTh B JaKOTPHIX KalliToIax
Mali>ke y4eOHHUKOBO IIOSCHEHBI JaKOTPHI OCHOBHBI IIpaBUJIa repafiKel,
>KeOFbl i yiTaTe b, KOTPHIH €S 3 TOB IIOMI4YHOB HAyKOB IIepe]i ThIM HUIZIA He
CTPITHYB, 3p03yMiB BIIBITKEI IOBSI3aH4 3 TOB TeMOB. [Iy6JrikaIlis o6carye
HeJIeM iCTOpii0 BSHUKY PYCHHBCKOM HapO4HOU ciMO0JIiKE, ajle i aHaIi3y
300pa’kiHs 1 XOCHOBaHS 1 HAaKOHEIIb 1 IIPOII03ilil HOBBIX CiMOO0JIiB.

Mrp. Minan ITinin
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Erby a heraldika su dedi¢stvom stredoveku, no uz davno
neslUZia len na rozliSenie obrnenych rytierov, vyjadrenie
vlastnictva alebo na potvrdenie pravosti svedectva. Nie
su len identifika€nymi znakmi pre odliSenie, ale naopak,
s ktorymi sa ludia patriaci k ur¢itému narodu, Statu i
rodu identifikuju, pretoZe v heraldickej aj grafickej skrat-
ke vyjadruju tie podstatné hodnoty, ktoré ich nositelia
vyznavaju.

Ak sa na to pozrieme bliZSie z pohladu heraldickych
pravidiel, tak zistime, Ze nositeflom erbu musi byt vzdy
niekto konkrétny, ¢i uz je to fyzicka osoba, rodina, rod,
mesto, institlcia, Stat a pod. Aj Statne symboly vznikli
vacsinou tak, Ze ich nositelom bol najprv kral, alebo
vlddnuci rod, tieto symboly sa stali Statnymi a dalSie
vladnuce rody, ktoré nasledovali neskdr ich ponechali
ako symbol urcitej kontinuity. Tak sa stali Statnymi sym-
bolmi napr. Cesky lev ¢i arpaddovské strieborno-cervené
brvna v madarskom znaku a pod. Tieto znamenia boli
neskér prenesené do Statnych symbolov tychto zemi
a dnes sa povaZzuju za ndrodné. Dostali sa aj do znakov
miest a provincii ¢i korunnych zemi.

KedZe Rusini nemali v minulosti, tj. pred vznikom CSR
svoj znak, ktory by prijali ako odkaz svojich dejin, je po-
trebné dbat na to, aby nové symboly, ktoré si zvolia, boli
vyrazom narodného ducha a povahy a aby boli v zho-
de s citmi a zmySlanim fudi hlasiacich sa k rusinskemu
narodu bez ohladu na 3tatne hranice. Znak na vlajkach,
zastavach, peciatkach, ¢i potlaceny na inych poméckach
musi pésobit déstojnym dojmom.

Na tomto mieste sa iste mnohi pozastavia a opytaju
sa, preco Rusini potrebujd nové symboly, ked symboly uz

1 Kartous, Peter-Vrtel, Ladislav: Heraldicky almanach I. Heraldicky
klub, Martin 2008, s. 7.

Coats of arms and heraldry are a heritage of the Middle Ages,
but it has been a long time since they served only to distinguish
armored knights, express property or to confirm authenticity
of a testimony. They are not just identifiers of differences, on
the contrary, they connect’. State or national symbols in particular
are symbols which people of one nation, state or house identify
themselves with, because they, through heraldic and graphical
abbreviations, express essential values of their bearers.

If we look at it more closely from the perspective of heraldic
rules, we will find that the bearer of the coat of arms must always
be someone specific, whether it's a natural person, a family,
nouse, city, institution, state, etc. Even state symbols were created
mostly by their bearer, at first a king or a ruling family, the symbols
then became public and other ruling families that followed later
kept them as a symbol of a certain continuity. Many state sym-
bols were created in this manner, i.e. the Czech lion or the Arpad
silver-red bars in the coat of arms of Hungary and so on. These
signs were later transferred to state symbols of these countries,
and today they are considered to be national. They also found their
way into the symbols of cities, provinces or countries of the crown.

Since the Rusyns didn't have their own coat of arms in
the past, that is not before the founding of Czechoslovakia,
which they would accept as a message of their history, it is
iImportant to ensure that the new symbols that they choose
are an expression of their national spirit and character and are
in compliance with the feelings and sentiments of the people
subscribing to the Rusyn nation, regardless of national bor-
ders. The coat of arms on flags, banners, stamps or printed
on other items must pose with a dignified impression.

Many of you will stop and ask at this point, why do the Rusyns
need new symbols when they already have some and this issue
is already solved. It's not quite like that. Especially in the case of

1 Kartous, Peter=Vrtel, Ladislav: Heraldic almanach |. Heraldic club, Martin
2008,p. 7



Preco nové navrhy rusinskej narodnej symboliky?
Why new proposals on Rusyn national symbology?

Epb6slirepanzika—To Ai0BH3HA CepeTHBOBIKY, HO y7K IaBHO He CJIY>KaTh
JieM Ha PO3I03HaHs OIIaHI[epOBaHBIX PHIIapiB, IK IPOSIB BJIAaCTHUIITBA
ab0 Ha IOTBePA KiHA IPaBOCTHU CBifUiHd. He cyTh JieM ifeHTidiKauHBIMa
3HaKaMHU Ha p0o303HaBaHs, ajle HaollakK, CIIOIITh'. OKpeMo IITaTHBHI I1i
HapOAHBI CiM60JIBI CYyTh 3HAKaMH, 3 KOTPhIMa CS JIIOJle HaJle)Kardi K Ja-
HOMY HapoAy, HITaTy IIi poay ieHTiQiKyI0Th, 60 B repaagiuHim i rpadiu-
HIM CKOPOYiHI0 BEIPa’kal0Th TOTHI OCHOBHBI IIIHHOCTH, KOTPHI IX HOCUTeJII
BBI3HABAKTh.

SIK ¢ Ha TOTO IIoIlo3epaMe OJIMIKe, 3 IIOIJISAAY TepasfidHbIX IIPaBuUII,
JisHaMe cs, ’Ke HOCUTeJIbOM epoy MYCHUTh OBITHU BCe JaXTO KOHKPEeTHBIH, ITi
yK € To pisiuHa ocoba, pogUHA, POJ, MiCTO, IHIITITYI1id, ITAT i HOA. I IITaT-
HBI CiM00JIBI BSHUKJIU BEKIIIBIHOB TaK, )Ke IX HOCUTeJIbOM ObIB HaWIlepIre
KpaJjb, abo MaHyI0Yil po, TOTHI CiMOOJIBI €4 CTaJIU IMITaTHBIMA 1 aJIIIIbI
IaHyH4i poAbl, KOTPHI HACJIil0BaJIH IIi3HiIlIe, IX [1030XabJI9/IU K CiM60JT
JaHOM KOHTiHYITHI. Tak ¢4 cTaIu MITaTHbIMA CiM60JIaMU HAIlp. YeCbKBIN
JIeB I1i apIaZi0BCKbI CTPiOepHOYEPBEeHEI IPSI/Ibl B MaAIpbCKiM 3HAKY 1 IO/,
ToThI 3HAKBI OBLJIU ITi3HiIIIe BHECEHHI JI0 IIITATHBIX CiMOOJIiB THIX 3eMeJb
a IHeCh ¢ 6epyTh 3a HApPOAHBI. [[pOHUKJIH i 0 3HAKIB MICT i TPOBIHIII K
I1i KOpYHOBA4YHBIX 3eMeJIb.

Kigpo>xe PycHHBI He MaJIl B MUHYJIOCTH, TO € Ilepef BSHUKOM UCP, cBilz
3HAK, KOTPHIU OBl IPUSJIU IK 0/IKa3 CBOMOM icTopii, Tpeba moxdaTH, Keobl
HOBBI CIMOOJIBI, KOTPHI C061 3BOJIATH, OBIJIM BRIpa3oM HapOAHOTO fyXa i Xa-
paxKTepy iKebbl 6BIJIN B 3T0/[i 3 YyBCTBAMH i [YMaHbOM JIO/IeN, KOTPEI CH
TOJIOCSTh K PYyCHHBCKOMY HapoAy, 6e3 oT/I/1y Ha IITaTHBI TPaHiIli. 3HaK Ha
¢dirarax, sacTaBax, IITeMILJIIX 111 HAAPYKOBAaHbIN Ha IHIIBIX IOMIYHUKAX,
MYCHUTBH BbI3epaTH JOCTOMHO.

Ha TiMm Micnii ¢ gociipaB/Abl MHOTHI I103aCTaBJISATH 1 OIIPOCATH €51, YOM
PycUHBI IOTPeOYIOTH HOBHI CiMOOJIBL, Kiib Y>K MalTh CiMOOJIBI i TOT BO-

1 Kartous, Peter-Vrtel, Ladislav: Heraldicky almanach I. Heraldicky klub, Martin 2008, c. 7.
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maju a tato otazka je predsa vyrieSena. Nie je to celkom
tak. Najma v pripade znaku je problém komplikovany
a rusinski aktivisti na celom svete by sa nim mali zacat
vazne zaoberat.

Rusini dnes totizto pouZivaju ako svoj narodny znak
ten, ktory bol vytvoreny ako teritorialny znak Podkarpat-
skej Rusi, ktora v roku 1919 pristtpila k Ceskoslovenskej
republike, dnes sa tento znak pouZziva ako oficialny znak
Zakarpatskej oblasti, ktord je sucastou Ukrajiny.

Tato duplicita medzi rusinskym narodnym znakom
a zakarpatskym zemskym znakom je nepripustna
z hladiska heraldického aj politického. Je sice pravda,
7e Podkarpatska Rus bola v ¢ase jej pripojenia k CSR pova-
Zovana za zem Rusinov, no Rusini historicky obyvaju vacsi
geograficky priestor, ako len Podkarpatie, a naopak, na
Podkarpati ziju okrem Rusinov aj iné narodnosti.

Na Parizskej mierovej konferencii savroku 1919 hovo-
rilo o Rusinoch Zijucich juzne od Karpat pristupujicich do
Ceskoslovenska, &¢im by sa mohlo chapat Gzemie Sirsie ako
len Podkarpatska Rus - vratane napr. PreSovskej oblasti,
tj. celého severovychodného Slovenska, alebo i ¢asti Ru-
munska ¢&i Polska (po vzniku prvej CSR dokonca boli snahy
pripojit k Podkarpatskej Rusi aj severovychodné Slovensko
a Lemkovinu). Do ¢asu konania PariZskej mierovej konfe-
rencie Podkarpatska Rus ako samostatny region totizto
neexistovala, kedZe do nej dovtedy zasahovali Uzemia via-
cerych zap ako pozostatok uhorského tzemného ¢lenenia.
Podkarpatska Rus bola ako jednotny region vytvorena
aZ po vzniku Ceskoslovenska po 1. svetovej vojne. Sta-
novenie hranic medzi Slovenskom a Podkarpatskou Rusou
vroku 1919 sa najprv povazovalo len za do€asné rieSenie,
no tato hranica ostala s mensimi zmenami dodnes ako
hranica medzi Slovenskom a Ukrajinou.

Po vzniku Ceskoslovenska bolo potrebné v ramci zo-
stavovania stredného a velkého $tatneho znaku CSR do-

the coat of arms the problem is complicated and Rusyn activists
around the world should be concerned with it seriously.

The Rusyns, in a matter of fact, use a coat of arms that
was created as the territorial coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia, which joined the Czechoslovak Republic in 1919 and
this symbol is being used today as the official coat of arms of
the Transcarpathian region, which is part of Ukraine.

This duplication between the Rusyn national coat of arms
and the Transcarpathian land coat of arms is inadmissible in
heraldic and political terms. It is true that Carpathian Ruthenia
was considered land of the Rusyns at the time of joining Czech-
oslovakia, but historically the Rusyns inhabit a larger geograph-
ical area than just Transcarpathia, and vice versa, in addition to
the Rusyns there are other nationalities present in the Transcar-
pathian region.

At the Paris Peace Conference in 1919, talks took place
about Rusyns living south of the Carpathians acceding to
Czechoslovakia which could be understood as a wider terri-
tory than Ruthenia — including e.g. the PreSov region, that's
the entire northeastern Slovakia or even part of Romania or
Poland (after the first Czechoslovak Republic was founded,
there were attempts made to connect Ruthenia, northeastern
Slovakia and Lemkovina). By the time the Paris Peace Con-
ference was held, Ruthenia as a sole region was nonex-
istent, because there were territories of several other zhupas
encroaching into the area as remains of the Hungarian territorial
division. Carpathian Ruthenia was created as a unified region
after the establishment of Czechoslovakia after World War
I. Determining the borders between Slovakia and Carpathian
Ruthenia in 1919 was Initially considered only a temporary
solution, however, the border remains, with minor changes,
the same today as the border between Slovakia and Ukraine.

After the foundation of Czechoslovakia it was necessary
to set up the medium and large coat of arms of Czechoslo-
vakia and to resolve a symbol that would represent Carpathian
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Ipoc € Iperi BeIpinteHbI. He € To faJKoM Tak. [JlaBHI B IpUIlaji 3HaKa
€ KOMILJIIKOBaHBIN ITP06JIeM i pYCUHBCKBI aKTiBICTHI Ha I1iJIiM CBITI OBI CA
TBIM MaJI¥ 3a4aTH Ba>kKHi 3aHUMaTH.

PyCcHUHBI, 9K CBill HAPOAHBIMN 3HAK, [JHECH XOCHYIOTH TOT, IIITO OBIB BBITBO-
PeHbIH 9K TepiTopiaaHbIN 3HaK [lifkapnaThCcKo# Pycu, KoTpa 6b11a B 1919
pori npumnoeHa Ky YexocJoBallbKil peny6Jriri. [HeCh CsI TOT 3HAK XOCHYE
aK odirtiaTHBIN 3HaK 3aKapIllaTbCKOM 00JIaCTH, KOTPa € YaCThOB YKpaiHBbL.

ToTa gyninita Mif>ki pyCHHBCKBIM HapOJHBIM 3HAKOM i 3akap-
naTbCKBIM 3eMHBIM 3HAaKOM € HEIIPHIIYCTHA 3 repajgidyHoro i mosri-
TiuHOro nmoraAAy. Ilpasza € i 1o, ke IligkapriaTbcKa Pych 6bl1y1a B yaci et
npunoing Kk YCP 6paHa 3a 3eMJ1to PycHuHIB, HO PyCHUHEI icTOpiuHO 3acesnd-
I0Th BeKIIIBIHA reorpadigHbIN IPOCTOP, 9K JieM IlifKkapnaTd i Haollak, Ha
ITigkapaTi, okpeM PyCHHIB, )KBIIOTH 1 iIHIIIEI HAPOAHOCTH.

Ha ITapi>kckiii MipoBi#i KoHpepeHIIi B 1919 porii ¢ roBopuJIo o PycuHax
JKBIIOUiX Ha 10T of KapriaT Hasteskarouix 10 YexocsoBaxil, a To 651 €1 MoOTJIa
PO3yMIiTH IIBIpINa TepiTopis AK JeM IligKapriaTbcka Pych — BKJIIOUHO HAIIp.
IIpsamIiBCcKOM 06Js1acTH, TO 3H. IiJION ceBepOBBIXOLHOU CioBakii, abo i ua-
ctu PymyHii ii ITosb1i (110 B3HUKY IepIrnoi UCP 6BIIH TOKiHITI HaMarkl
npuIoiTH Ky IlifkapraTbcKii Pycu i ceBepoBeIXogHY CIoBaKito i JleMko-
BUHY). /lo yacy, IOKHI ¢ ofboeIBaja Ilapi>kcka MipoBa KoH$epeHItig, I1if-
KapIiaTbCKa Pych, 1K caMoCTaTHBIN perioH, ilfi He ecTBOBaJa, 60 10 HBOKU
3acgaroBaJIy TepiTopii Belle )KYII, IK [iJOBU3HA YTOPbCKOTO TePiTOpiaJHOTO0
yieHiHd. IligkapunarscKa Pych O0b11a sIK €ETHOTHBIH perioH BEITBOpeHa
a’k mo B3HUKY Yexoc 10BaKii, 1mo 1. cBiTOBiM Bo¥MHi. CTaHOBJIiHA TpaHinb
Mimoki CiroBakitioB iIlligzkapnaTsckoB PycoB B 1919 portri cs1 Ha 3auaTKy 6pa-
JIO JIeM 3a [JouacHe pillliHs, HO TOTa TPaHiIls 3 MEHIIIBIMa 3MiHaMHU ocTajia
JOHECH, 1K I'paHig Mimki CiroBakiMioB i YVKpaiHOB.

ITo B3HUKY YexocsoBaKii 6b1J10 IOTpe6He B paMKaX 30CTaBJIbOBaHsI
CepesHBOTO0 i BeJIMKOT0 IITaTHOTO 3HaKa YCP mopimsiTH i ciM60JI, KOTPHIT
651 3acTymnaB IligkapnaThCKy Pych, sIKa 0 TOTO 4Yacy CBill 3HaK He MaJia

YoM HOBBI ITPOIIO03iI[ii pyCHHbCKOM HaPOJAHOU CiIMOOIIiKEI?
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rieSit aj symbol, ktory by zastupoval Podkarpatsku Rus,
ktora dovtedy svoj znak nemala (kedZe predtym ako
jednotny Uzemny celok neexistovala) a preto bol vytvo-
reny novotvar znaku s modrozlatymi pasmi a cervenym
medvedom. Jedno je v3ak isté: znak Podkarpatskej Rusi
nebol vytvoreny ako narodny symbol Rusinov, ale ako
zemsky znak, o €om svedcia dobové dokumenty, nie-
ktoré z nich v tejto publikacii citované. Teritoridlny znak
Podkarpatskej Rusi sa navySe netykal a netyka uzemi,
ktoré sa dostali za jej hranice (napr. PreSovska oblast os-
tala ako sucast Slovenska a to bolo na znaku CSR repre-
zentované dvojitym krizom na trojvrsi).

Existuju vSak nazory, podla ktorych je celd Karpatska
Rus, kde Ziju Rusini (vratane Uzemi Polska, Slovenska, Pod-
karpatskej Rusi a Rumunska) jednym kompaktnym politic-
ko-Uzemnym celkom. To by vSak mohlo byt chapané ako
pokus o separatizmus v danych krajinach a o vytvorenie
rusinskeho Statu. To Rusini samozrejme nepotrebuju a ne-
snazia sa o to. Preto je potrebné reSpektovat sicasnu
geopoliticku situaciu v Eurépe.

Vzhladom na to, Ze bol tento znak vytvoreny prave
ako zemsky znak Podkarpatskej Rusi, dnes ho opravnene
pouzivaju zemské inStitucie Zakarpatskej oblasti, kto-
rej hranice su takmer identické s hranicami niekdajsej
Podkarpatskej Rusi a kde okrem Rusinov Ziji samo-
zrejme aj iné narodnosti - Ukrajinci, Madari, Slovaci
atd. To znamen4, Ze tento znak patri nielen Rusinom, ale
aj dalSim narodnostiam, ktoré tam Zziju.

Objavil sa dokonca nazor, Ze inStitlcie Zakarpatskej
oblasti ukradli Rusinom narodny znak, pouzivaju ho neo-
pravnene a Svetovy kongres Rusinov by mal podat Zalobu.
S takouto Zalobou by bol Svetovy kongres Rusinov sotva
uspesny. Nikto nemdze chciet zakazat oblastnym orga-
nom pouzivat znak, ktory bol vytvoreny pre danu oblast.

Ruthenia, which had no coat of arms at that time (as it didn't
exist as a unified territorial unit). That's why a new coat of arms
was created, with blue-gold stripes and a red bear. One thing
Is certain: the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia wasn't
created as a national symbol of the Rusyns, but as a land
coat of arms as evidenced by historical documents, some
of which are cited in this publication. Territorial coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia did not and does not encompass areas
which were included within its borders (e.g. Presov region
remained part of Slovakia, which was represented on the coat
of arms of Czechoslovakia by the double cross on three hills)

There are opinions in existence, according to which
the entire Carpathian Ruthenia where the Rusyns live (including
the territories of Poland, Slovakia, Romania and Carpathian
Ruthenia) is a one compact politically-territorial unit. However,
this could be seen as an attempt of separatism in these coun-
tries and creation of the Rusyn state. Of course, the Rusyns do
not need it and are not trying to do it. Therefore it is necessary
to respect the current geopolitical situation in Europe.

Given that this coat of arms was created precisely as the land
coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia, it is justifiably used today by
land institutions from the Transcarpathian region whose borders
are almost identical with the borders of the former Carpathian
Ruthenia and where, apart from the Rusyns, other nationalities
live as well — Ukrainians, Hungarians, Slovaks, etc. This means
that this coat of arms belongs not only to Rusyns, but also to
other nationalities who live there.

An opinion has come up that the institutions in the Tran-
scarpathian region stole the Rusyn national coat of arms, used
it improperly and that the World Congress of Rusyns should
sue them. With such charges the World Congress of Rusyns
would be hardly successful. No one can want to forbid regional
authorities to use a coat of arms that was created for the very
territory.
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(60 cKxope SIK €ETHOTHBIY TepiTopia/IHBIH ITiJIOK He eECTBOBAJIA) i 3aTo 6b1Ia
BBITBOPEHA HOBA Bep3isd 3HaKa i3 CHHbO3JIaThIMa CMyTaMU i 4epBeHBIM
MezBinbroM. Ho eHO € mpaBza: 3Hak IlifkapnaTrbCcKoi Pycu He OBIB
BBITBOPEHHBIN AK HAPOAHBIN ciM00JI PycuHiB, ajie IK 3eMHBIH 3HaK,
0 4iM CBif4aTh J000BHI JOKYMEHTHI, JaKOTPHI 3 HUX CYTh I[iTOBAHKI y Tild
ny6Jikarrii. TepiTopiasHbIH 3HaK IligKapnaTbCKOM Pycu ¢ He OMHOCUTH
JI0 TepiTopiH, KOTPHI ¢4 JicTaau 3a eU rpaHini (Hamp. [IpsiiBcka 061acTh
ocTaJia 1K yacTh CioBaKil, a To 651710 Ha 3HaKy UCP pelipe3seHTOBaHO JBO-
ITBIM XpecTOM Ha TPUBEPBXY).

€CTBYIOTB i TaKbI IOIVIAABLL, >Ke ITijga KapnaTbcka Pycs, fie X)KBIIOTE Py-
CHHBI (BKJIIOYHO TepiTopiii ITosbii, CiroBakii, [TifkapraTbCcKou Pycu i Py-
MYVHII), CyTh €THBIM KOMIIaKTHBIM IIOJIITIYHO-TePiTOpiaTHBIM KOMIIJIEKCOM.
Ho ToTo 6BI c1 MOTJIO B laHBIX KpalHax 6paTH K Ipoba o cerepaTisM Iii
1mpo6a 0 BEITBOPiHSI PYCUHBCKOTO IITATy. A TOTO PyCUHEI He TOTPe6YIOTH,
aHHU C51 0 TOTO He HaMararoTh. 3aTO € IOTpPe0He pelIneKTOBaTH Cy4acHy
ciryaniro B EBpomi.

Bepyui 10 yBarsl paxT, ke TOT 3HAK ObIB BEITBOPEHBIHN IIPaBi IK 3eMHBIA
3HaK IlifkapnaTbCKoi PycH, JHeCh Io IPaBOM XOCHYIOTh 3eMHBI iIHIIITi-
Tynii 3akapmaTbCKOH 06/1aCTH, KOTPOM IrpaHiIli CyTh CKOPO iJeHTidYHbI
3rpaHinsgIMu KOIHITHBOMH ITifkapnaTbcKoii Pycu i ge, okpem PycuHiB,
JKBIIOTH CAMOCO0OB i iIHIIBI HAPOAHOCTH - VKpaiHni, Magsapsl, CiroBanu
iTx. To 3HAUITH, )Ke TOT 3HAK HaJIeXKUTh HejleM PycuHaM, aJjie i galIisiM
HapOAHOCTSAM, KOTPHI TaM KBIIOTh.

O6s4BUB Cs 1 TaKBIU HOTJISAM, )Ke IHIMTITyii 3akapraThCKoM 06J1acTH
yKpaJu PycuHaM HapoJHBIN 3HAaK, XOCHYIOTh IO HEITpaBoM, a CBiTOBBIM
KOHIpec PycuHiB 661 MaB IofjaTu cKapry. Ho 3 TakoB ckapros 651 CBITOBBIN
KOHIpec PyCHHIB He MOX0AMB. HUXTO He MOJKe XOTITH 3aKas3aTH 06JIaCTHBIM
OopraHaM XOCHOBAaTH 3HaK, KOTPBIH ObIB BEITBOPEHBIN IIPO JaHy 06J1aCTh.

3 repaJiiikbel 3HaMe, )Ke epo MYCHUTh OBITH YHiKaTOM, HaKiJIbKO IIO-
I06HO, 9K HaIlp. 06X0/IHA 3HAUKA, € ileHTipiKauHOB 3HAYKOB QiziuHOMI
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OdinianHpIl 3HaK 3aKapIaThCKOU
o6JIacTH cXBaJIeHBIH B pori 1990.

Oficidlny znak Zakarpatskej oblasti
schvdaleny v roku 1990.

The official coat of arms of
the Transcarpathian region approved in 1990.

Odiniannuplit gpuar 3akapraTbCKOU
o6JyacTH cxBaJIeHBIH B porii 2009.

Oficidlna vlajka Zakarpatskej oblasti
schvéalena v roku 2009.

The official flag of the Transcarpathian region
approved in 2009.

3akapnaTbCKbI 06/IaCTHBI CiMBOJIBI
Zakarpatské oblastné symboly

Transcarpathian regional symbols
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PyCHHBCKBIY 3HAaK € TOTOKHBIN i3 3eM-
HBIM 3HaKOM 3aKapIaTbCKOM 006J1acTH.
Jpi6HBI OAXBIIiIHSA

B Kpec6i He MalOTh repaJjjjiuHe sHadi-
Hs. € TO TOT cCaMbI epo.

Rusinsky znak je totoZny so zemskym
znakom Zakarpatskej oblasti. Drobné
odchylky v kresbe nemaju heraldicky
vyznam a z hladiska heraldického ide

o ten isty znak (erb).

Rusyn coat of arms is identical with the land
coat of arms of the Transcarpathian region
Small variations in the drawing have no
heraldic significance, from a heraldic point of
view it is the same coat of arms

PyCUHBCKBIH dJar.
Rusinska vlajka.

Rusyn flag

CpIMBOJIi y3HaHBI CBiTOBBIM
KoHrpecoMm PycuHiB y 2007 p.

Symboly schvalené Svetovym
Kongresom Rusinov v roku 2007

Symbols approved by the World
Congress of Rusyns in 2007
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Z heraldiky vieme, Ze erb musi byt jedine€ny, nakolko
je podobne, ako napr. obchodna znacka, identifikacnou
znackou fyzickej alebo pravnickej osoby. Rovnako by bolo
nespravne, ak by si napriklad rémske etnikum chcelo za-
registrovat znak PreSovského samospravneho kraja ako
svoj narodny symbol, alebo Spolok Srbov na Slovensku
by si chcel zaregistrovat Srbsky Statny znak. To isté plati
samozrejme aj pre viajky.

Tento nazor podporilo aj vyjadrenie Ministerstva vnut-
ra Slovenskej republiky, ktoré je spravcom Heraldického
registra Slovenskej republiky. Z tohto dévodu je potrebné
navrhnat novotvar rusinskeho znaku, ktory by bol je-
dine€ny a nezamenitelnhy s erbom inej pravnickej osoby,
napr. Zakarpatskej oblasti.

V liste ¢. SVS-0A-2012/026777 z 5. decembra 2012
(cely dokument je v kapitole Prilohy ako priloha €. 1) Mi-
nisterstvo vnutra Slovenskej republiky uviedlo: V suvislosti
s ndvrhom znaku Svetového kongresu Rusinov Vam oznamu-
Jjeme nasledovné:

predloZeny znak md podobu Stiepeného Stitu, ktorého
pravd polovica je modrd s tromi zlatymi brvnami, lavd strie-
bornd s Cervenym vztyCenym medvedom.

Tento znak bol vytvoreny ako teritoridIne znamenie nie-
kdajsej Podkarpatskej Rusi, ako sucasti Ceskoslovenskej
republiky, tvoril tieZ sucast stredného a velkého Stdtneho
znaku Ceskoslovenska. Tento znak dnes pouZiva Zakarpatskd
oblast, tvoriaca sucast Ukrajiny. Drobné odchylky v kresbe
nemaju heraldicky vyznam, z hladiska heraldického ide
o ten isty znak (erb).

Vzhladom na skutocnost, Ze ide o historicky erb niekdajSej
Podkarpatskej Rusi, ktory je z heraldického hladiska identicky
s erbom dnesnej Zakarpatskej oblasti Ministerstvo vnitra
Slovenskej republiky nepovaZuje za vhodné zapisat ho do
Heraldického registra Slovenskej republiky.

From heraldry we know that a coat of arms must be
unigue, because it is like for example a trademark, identifi-
cation mark of a natural or legal person. It would be wrong,
for example if the Roma people wanted to register the coat
of arms of the PreSov region as their national symbol, or
the Association of Serbs in Slovakia registered the coat of arms
of Serbia. The same also applies to flags.

This view is supported by a statement of the Ministry of
Interior of the Slovak Republic, which is the administrator of
the Heraldic Registry of the Slovak Republic. Therefore it is nec-
essary to propose a new Rusyn coat or arms that is unique
and uninterchangeable with a coat of arms of another legal
person, for example the Transcarpathian region.

In the letter no. SVS-0A-2012/026777 from the 5th of
December 2012 (the entire document is in the Appendix as
Annex no. 1) the Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic
stated: In relation to the proposal on the coat of arms of
the World Congress of Rusyns we announce the following:

proposed coat of arms takes the form of a divided shield,
the right half is blue with three gold bars, the left half is silver
with a red erect bear.

This coat of arms was created as a territorial sign of
the former Carpathian Ruthenia, as part of the Czechoslovak
Republic, it also formed a part of the medium and large coat
of arms of Czechoslovakia. This coat of arms is used today
by the Transcarpathian region, territory of Ukraine. Small var-
iations in the drawing have no heraldic significance, from
a heraldic point of view it is the same coat of arms. Given
the fact that it is the historical coat of arms of the former
Carpathian Ruthenia which is in heraldic terms identical with
the coat of arms of the present-day Transcarpathian region,
the Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic does not con-
sider it appropriate to enlist it in the Heraldic Registry of
the Slovak Republic.



Preco nové navrhy rusinskej narodnej symboliky?
Why new proposals on Rusyn national symbology?

a6o mpaBHOM 0co6BI. Tak caMo 651 He GBIJIO0 106pi, KeObI c06i HaITpUKJIaL
POMCKBII €eTHOC XOTiB 3apericTpoBaTH 3HaK IIpsIIiBCKOTo caMOCIIpaBHOTO
Kpalo, IK CBill HapoAHBIH ciM60J1, abo Crioyiok Cep6iB Ha CiroBakKii 65l co61
XO0TiB 3apericTpoBaTu CepbOCKBIN IITaTHBIN 3HaK. TOTO caMe IJIaTUTh
€caMoCco60B i ITpo ¢Jarsl.

TaxsI¥ moragy Oigmopus i Beipas MiHicTepcTBa BHyTpa CI0BaIibKoOM
peny6IikeL, KoTpe € afMiHicTpaTopoM 'epasimiuHoro perictpa CiroBambKoi
peny6IiKbL. 3 TOM IpiuiHb Tpeba 3aIPOIIOHOBAaTH HOBY BeP3il0 pyCHHb-
CKOr0 3HaKa, KOTPHIi 051 ObIB YHIKaTHHIM 1 He3aMiHHTEJIBHBIM 3 epOOM
IHIITOM IpaBHOM 0CO0BI, HAIIP. 3aKapHaThCKOM 06JIaCTH.

B iucTi u. SVS-0A-2012/026777 3 5. nerjem6pa 2012 p. (I1i/IbI# JOKYMEHT
€ B KariTouti [IpujIoTs 9K [ofaToK 4. 1) MiHicTepcTBO BHYyTpa C/I0BaIlbKOM
penry6ikeI yBesio: IIImo do nponosiyii 3Haka C8imogozo KoHI'pecy PycuHis
Bawm dasame 3Hamu caidyroue:

IIpedaosiceHblil 3HAK Mamb n0d06Y CKineHo2o wimy, 8 Kompim npasa no-
JI0BUHA € CUHS 3 MPbOMA 3AAMBIMA 2PAOAMU, A18A CMPIOEPHA 3 UePEeHbIM
8bINHYMbIM (8bINPAMEHBLM) MEO8IObOM.

Tom 3HaK 6bl8 8bIMBOPEHDLIL IK Mepimopia/iHe 03HAUIHA KOAUWHBOU ITi0-
Kapnamuvckol Pycu, ik uacmu Yexoc.108aubkoll penybaiksl, meopus i Hacmso
cepedHb020 I 8eIUKO020 WMAamHo20 3Haka Yexocoeakii. Tom 3HaK He mamb
2epandiuHe 3HaUiHA, 3 2epandiuHo20 60Ky ide 0 mom camvlii 3HaAK (ep0).

EBepyui 0o ysaeul pakm, dce i0e 0 icmopiuHblil epb KoauwHbol ITiokap-
namuckoll Pycu, Kompblil € 3 2epan0iuH020 60Ky i0eHMiuHblil 3 epoom OHew-
HbOU 3akapnambckoll o6.aacmu, MiHicmepcmeo eHympa Cao8aubKoil
penyo6aiKbl He noeasicye 3a npucmoiiHe 3anucamu 20 0o I'epandiuHozo
pericmpa Caogaubkoil penyoiksl.

Minicmepcmeo eHympa CA08eHbCKOUL peny6.1iKkbl € TIepecBifueHe, Jce
C8imo8blil KOHTpec PycuHig8 nopo3yMums CROMSHYMbl apryMeHmsl i nputime
ep6, Kompulil 6yoe YHIKamHwlil i He3aAMIHUMEeAbHbLIL 3 epOoM IHWOU NPasHOU
0co6bl. Thloic KOHWMamyeme, Jdce 0 NPUNAdHy pericmpayiro MyCcums noxca-
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Ministerstvo vnitra Slovenskej republiky je presvedcené,
Ze Svetovy kongres Rusinov pochopi spomenuté argumenty
a prijme erb, ktory bude jedinecny a nezamenitelny s erbom
inej prdvnickej osoby. Poznamendvame tieZ, Ze o pripadnu
registrdciu musi poZiadat nositel'erbu - teda Svetovy kongres
Rusinov a nielen jedna z jeho ¢lenskych organizdcir.

Okrem toho sa tu vynara aj druhy problém - etnicky,
ktory suvisi s farebnostou znaku. Rusinsky (podkar-
patsky) znak obsahuje 4 farby, ¢o nie je nahoda. Vznikol
totizto eSte v roku 1920 ako kompromis medzi proukra-
jinsky a prorusky orientovanymi politickymi silami, ktoré
posobili na Uzemi vtedajSej Podkarpatskej Rusi. Preto je
jeho prava polovica modra a zlata (zIta), lava polovica
je strieborna (biela) a Cervena. Zatial Co proukrajinské
hnutia presadzovali ukrajinské farby - modru a Zltu, pro-
rusky orientované zas vSeslovansku trikoléru, tj. bielu,
modru a Cervend. Tato trikoléru pouzivali aj Rusini Zijuci
na Slovensku.

V 21. storo€i Rusini uZ nerozmyslajq, €i st sucastou
ruského (velkoruského) naroda, alebo len subetnikom
ukrajinského naroda, o o sa zial aj v si€asnosti snazia
niektoré hnutia (napr. Zvaz Rusinov-Ukrajincov Slovenske;j
republiky). Ak sa vSak Rusini povaZuju za svojbytny au-
tochténny narod, je potom na mieste otazka, preco by
mali ajnadalej vo svojej symbolike pouZivat ukrajinské
modro-Zlté farby, ktorych sa zriekol uz Adolf Dobrian-
skyv 19. storo€i a prihlasil sa ku vSeslovanskej trikoldre.
Modro-ZIté farby Dobriansky dokonca oznacil za farby utla-
Catelov a zradcov rusinskeho naroda?. Tento spor trval aj
po vzniku prvej CSR a trva dodnes na Gzemi Zakarpatskej
oblasti. Na staniciv ObiSovciach doslo v roku 1919 dokonca

2 KaneHgapb Ha 1937 roab, m3sgaHie Pycckoin HauioHanbHO-
ABTOHOMHOV MapTin, Yxropoab, 1936, Tunorpa¢is ,BukTtopia“ In
®ininnos, Onekciii: MnTaHHA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci.
Nina, Yxropog 2008.

Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic is convinced that
the World Congress of Rusyns understands the aforementioned
arguments and will adopt a coat of arms which will be unique
and uninterchangeable with the coat of arms of another legal
entity. We also notify that in the event of registration, the regis-
tration application must be submitted by the bearer of the coat
of arms — World Congress of Rusyns and not only by one of its
member organizations.

In addition, this raises a second problem — an ethnic one,
which is related to the colouring of the coat of arms. Rusyn
(Ruthenian) coat of arms contains 4 colours which is not a coin-
cidence. It originated back in 1920 as a compromise between
pro-Ukrainian and pro-Russian-oriented political forces that
operated in the former Carpathian Ruthenia. That's why the right
half is blue and gold (yellow), the left half is silver (white) and red.
While the pro-Ukrainian movements promoted Ukrainian colours

— blue and yellow, the Russian-oriented side pressed for the Pan-
Slavic tricolour, white, blue and red. This tricolour was also used
by the Rusyns living in Slovakia.

Rusyns in the 21st century do not think about whether they
are part of the Russian (Great Russian) nation or just an ethno-
graphic and linguistic subgroup of the Ukrainian nation, what
some movements are unfortunately trying to say (e.g. the Rusyn-
Ukrainian Union of the Slovak Republic). However, if the Rusyns
consider themselves to be a distinctive autochthonous nation,
then a good question arises, why should they continue using
the Ukrainian blue-yellow colours in their symbology, which
were renounced by Adolf Dobriansky in the 19th century after
he accepted the Pan-Slavic tricolour. Dobriansky even called
the blue and yellow colours to be the colours of the oppressors
and traitors of the Rusyn nation?. The dispute lasted even after
the establishment of the first Czechoslovak Republic and con-

2 KaneHpapb Ha 1937 rofb, naaaHie Pycckon HalloHanbHO-ABTOHOMHOM
MapTiv, Y>xropofds, 1936, Tunorpadis ,BukTopia”. In dininnos, Onekci
[MnTaHHA cTBOPEeHHA nNpapopa lMigkapnatcekor Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008
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damu Hocumenaw epby —mo 3Hadims C8imoewlil KOHTpec PyCuHis, Heslem eEOHa
3 11020 U/1eHbCKbLX OPTaHi3ayill.

OKpeM TOr0 Ty IPUXOAUTH [0 YBaTrHI i [PYIBIA Ip0o6JieM — eTHIUHBIH,
KOTPHIH € CIIOEHBIH 3 papeOGHOCTHOB 3HaKa. PyCHHBCKEBIHN (IIigKapaTh-
CKBIN) 3HaK 06carye 4 paposl, II1TO He € Haroja. BiH B3HUKHYB iii B 1920
Po1Li K KoMIpoMic MifpKi TpoyKpaiHbCKEI i TPOPYCHKEI OPbEHTOBAHBIMA
HOJITiYHBIMA CUJIAMU, KOTPHI iU Ha TepiTopil ToraplmHboM Ilinkap-
naTbCKoM Pycu. 3aTo Horo rrpaBa II0JI0BHHA € CUH4 1 3y1aTa (PKOBTA), JIiBa
I10JI0BHHA € cTpibepHa (6is1a) i yepBeHa. 3aTJis, IIITO IIPOYKPaIHbCKBI PYXbI
IIPOCa/»KoBaJIX YKPaiHbCKbI GapObl — CHHIO 1 JKOBTY, IIPOPYCHKEI OPbEHTO-
BaHBI 3aCh BCeCJIaBIHbCKY TPHUKOJIOPY, TO 3HAYITH 611y, CHHIO i UepBeHY.
ToTy TPHUKOJIOPY XOCHOBAJIU i PyCHHBI )KbI104i Ha CI0BaKil.

B 21. cTouiTi PycuHBI y>K HE PO3AYMYHOTh, IIi CyTh YaCTHOB PyCHKOT0
(BeIHKOPYCHKOI'0) Hapo/a, abo J1eM Cy0eTHOCOM YKPaiHbCKOr0 Hapo/a,
O IIITO CS Ha’KaJIb 1 B JHEIIIHIM Yaci HaMararwTh LaKOTPhI pyXbl (Ha1p. Cors
PycuHiB-YKpaiHIiB C/I0BeHBCKOU penyObJIikel). Aje, Kigb ¢ PyCHHBI
HOBa>kyIOTh 3a CAaMOOBITHBIIM aBTOXTOHHBIN Hapo/, NOTiM € Ha Micii
BOIIPOC, YOM GBI MaJIHM i Hajaje y cBoii ciM00JIinii X0CHOBAaTH yKpaiHb-
CKBI CHHBO>KOBTHI papObl, KOTPHIX cA 3PiK yk A701d /I00pIHBCKBIN
B 19. cTOJIiTi i IPUTOJIOCHB CsI Ky BCeCJIaBSIHbCKiH TpUKoJ0pi. CHHBO-
KOBTHBI Qpap6srl loOpsIHBCKBIN TOKIHIIA 03HauiB 3a ¢papObl yTHCKOBATEJIIB
13aIIpofaHIliB pyCHHBCKOr0 Hapoja.? ToTa IpaBoTa TEIpBaJia i 110 BSHUKY
nepiroi YCP i TpuMe fofHeCch Ha TepiTopil 3akapIiaTbCKoM obsiacTu. Ha
mrrtarioHi B O6imoBIgx y 1919 porri HacTasa 6UTKa MiJKi feseramiamMu
Y>KTOPObCKOM 1 TPAIITiBCKOM HAapOLHOU paibl IIpo GaposI dpiaris, 60 yrKro-
POAbCKa feserarisi IpHUHecJIa CHHBOXXOBTBIN, KOTPHIH IpAIIiBCKa Hese-
raiig nosarkosaJa 3a ¢pap6y HapOLHBIX 3alIpo/laHIliB 1 HacToMoBaIa Ha
BCeCJIaBSHbCKIN TPUKOJIOPI.

2 Kasenpaps Ha 1937 rofb, u3fiaHie Pycckoi HarjioHa/IbHO-ABTOHOMHOI ITapTin, V>Kropoas,

1936, Tunorpadis ,Buxropig®. In ®iminmnos, Onekciii: [IuTaHHSA CTBOPeHH IIpapopa Ilifkap-
naTcekoi Pyci. Jlinta, V>xkropog 2008.
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IToJtiTiK i pyCHUHBCKBIX HAPOLHBIHI
6ynuTesnb Anosd oOpsaHBCKBIN
cs 3piK CHHBOXKOBTHIX papb

1 IIPUTOJIOCUB €4 KY BCecJa-
BSAHBCKIiN TPHUKOJIOPI.

Politik a rusinsky narodny buditel Adolf
Ivanovi¢ Dobriansky sa zriekol modro-ZI-
tych farieb a prihlasil sa ku vSeslovan-
skej trikolére.

Politician and Rusyn national revivalist Adolf
lvanovych Dobriansky renounced the blue-
yellow colour and subscribed to the Pan-
Slavic tricolour.

YoM HOBBI ITPOIIO03iI[ii pyCHHbCKOM HaPOJAHOU CiIMOOIIiKEI?

33



k potycke medzi delegaciami uzhorodskej a preSovskej na-
rodnej rady kvolifarbam vlajky, kedZe uzhorodska delega-
cia priniesla modro-ZItud, preSovska ju povazovala za farbu
narodnych zradcov a trvala na v3eslovanskej trikolore.3

Co sa vak tyka citlivosti ludi vo¢i symbolom, zda sa,
Ze ludia prejavuju emocie skor voci farbam vlajky ako
k obsahu znaku. Aj suCasny znak Zakarpatskej oblasti
bol prijaty politickym konsenzom fakticky okamzite po
pade berlinskeho muru, na vlajke sa vSak tamojsi poli-
tici nevedeli dohodnut az do roku 2009. Otvoril sa stary
spor medzi silami presadzujicimi modro-ZIté farby a bie-
lo-modro-Cervenu trikoléru.

PririeSeni otazky rusinskeho znaku su teda dve moznosti:

« Nadalej pouzivat znak Zakarpatskej oblasti, aviak
pri tomto variante treba pocitat s tym, Ze takyto
znak nebude moZné zaregistrovat do heraldic-
kého registravZiadnej krajine a na medzinarodnej
Urovni nebude nikdy uznany ani akceptovany
ako symbol Svetového kongresu Rusinov, ¢i ako
rusinsky narodny symbol. VZdy ostane znakom
historickej Podkarpatskej Rusi, v si¢asnosti Zakar-
patskej oblasti.

« Druhd moZnostje pustit sa do odvaznejSieho pro-
jektu a po vzore Adolfa Dobrianskeho prijat za
svoje vSeslovanské farby, tj. bielu, modru a cer-
venu. K znaku dopracovat velky znak a stanovit
Standardy pre zobrazovanie a pouzivanie vlajky.
Takto zostaveny znak bude jednak koreSpondo-
vat s vlajkou, ktora je rovnakych farieb, a zaro-

3 Pripis Policajného riaditelstva v Uzhorode ¢. 6445/1926 z 12. ok-
tébra 1926. In ®ininnos, Onekciit: NMUTaHHS CTBOPEHHS Mpapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xxropog 2008.

tinues today inthe territory of Transcarpathian region. A skirmish
occuredin 1979 at the ObiSovce station between the delegations
of Presov and Uzhhorod National Councils because of flag col-
ours. The Uzhhorod delegation brought a blue-yellow flag which
the PreSov delegation considered the colours of national traitors
and insisted on the Pan-Slavic tricolour.®

However, with the sensitivity of people to a symbol it seems
that people express emotions more toward colours of the flag
than toward the content of the coat of arms. The current coat of
arms of the Transcarpathian region was adopted by a political
consensus, in fact, immediately after the fall of the Berlin Wall, but
they weren't able to find agreement about the flag until 2009. An
old feud started again between the forces committed to the blue-
yellow colour and the white-blue-red tricolour.

There are two possibilities how to resolve the question of
the Rusyn coat of arms:

Continue to use the coat of arms of the Transcarpathian

region, but in this variant we must consider the fact that
it will never be possible to register this coat of arms
in a heraldic register in any country and it will never be
recognized at the international level or accepted as
asymbol of the World Congress of Rusyns, oras a Rusyn
national symbol. It will always remain a coat of arms of
the historical Carpathian Ruthenia, now Transcarpathian
region.

+ Thesecondoptionistoembark on abraver projectand to
follow the example of Adolf Dobriansky, accept the Pan-
Slavic colours, i.e. white, blue and red. To add the large
coat of arms and set standards for displaying and use of

3 Note of the Police directorate in Uzhhorod no. 6445/1926 from October 12
1926. In ®ininnos, Onekcin: MnTaHHsa CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa [ligkapnaTceKol
Pyci. [ina, Y>ropog 2008
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IITTo 10 YyBCTBA JII/EU B OLHOIIIHIO 10 ciMO0JIiB, BbI3EpaTh, JKe JII/e
JlalyTh HasIBO eMOIlil ckope Ha ¢papbrl Ppiiara, IK Ha 00cAr 3HakKa. I cyyac-
HBIY 3HaK 3aKaplnaTbCKON 06J1aCTU OBIB IIPUSATHIN IIOJMITIYHBIM KOHCEH-
30M, GpaKTiYHO TaKOH I10 II0BaJIiHIO 6epJIiHBCKOTO Mypa, HO Ha ¢Jary cg
TaMTeIIH] IT0JIITIKBI He 3HAJIU JOTOBOPUTH aXX 110 2009 poxy. OTBopuJIa
cTapa IpaBOTa MiJI)Ki CMJIaMU 3acTaBalodiMa CHHbOXKOBTHI $papor! i 6i10-
CHHbOYEPBEHY TPUKOJIOPY.

I[IpH pinTiHI0 BOIPOCY pyCHHBCKOTO 3HAKA CYTh IBI MOXKHOCTH:

* HapgaJjie XocHOBATHU 3HAK 3aKapIaTbCKOU 06J1acTH, aJjie IIpU Tik Ba-
piaHTi Tpe6a paxoBaTH 3 THIM, ’Ke TaAKBIM 3HAK He OyJe MOXK 3ape-
ricTpoBaTH o repas[ivHOTO pericTpa B KaHid KpaiHii Ha MefKi-
HapoAHil YPOBHU He Oy/Ae HUI/IA Y3HAHBIIN aHU aKIeNTOBaHbIH
sik ciM00J1 CBiTOBOrO KOHIpecy PycHHIiB, Iii Ik pyCHHBCKBII Ha-
POAHBIN ciM60JI. Bce ocTaHe 3HAKOM icTOpiuHOM IlifKaprnaThCKOM
Pycu, B Cy4aCcHOCTHU 3aKapIlaTbCKOM 06J1acTH.

* /lpyra MOKHOCTB € IYCTHTH CA 50 OJ Ba>KHIIIIOr0 IPOEKTY, i 3a IpH-
kJjgagoM Afosida [oOGpIHBCKOr0 IPUSTH 3a CBOI BCeCJIaBSIHbCKBI
¢apo651, TO € 6iy, cuHIO i UepBeHy. Ky 3HaKy IOPOOGUTHU BeJTUKBIH
3HaK i CTAaHOBUTH IITaHJAP/ABI IIP0 300pasiHg i XocHOBaHs ¢Jiara.
Tak ImockJjajaHbIN 3HaK Oy/e KOpelInoH 0BaTH 3 ¢aaroM, Ko-
TPBINM MaTh TaKbI caMbI paposl, i ognyTaTh PycuHiBi3ifgeosioriu-
HOTO0 0OKY 0/ yKpaiHi3My i IPUTOJIOCUTH iX Ky BCcecJaaBSIHbCKil
imei. ToTo BIIBITKO CaMOCOO0B i3 3aX0BaHbLOM 3HaKa MeJIBifis, 3 KO-
TPBIM CS1 JIF0Z[e CTOTOKHUJIH, IK 30 CBOIM CiM60JI0M i 3 JOIOBHIHBOM
JaJIIeIX GIiryp 3 IpUpogHBIM MOoTiBOM. ITpono3inii HOBBIX ciM00-

3 IIpunwuc [oxiniiaHoro AupeKTopiaTy B Y>Kropoji 4. 6445/1926 i3 12. okto6pa 1926 p. In
®iminmos, Osekciii: InTaHHS CTBOpeHHs ITpapopa IlifkapnaTrcbkoi Pyci. JIina, Vokropoz 2008.

YoM HOBBI ITPOIIO03iI[ii pyCHHbCKOM HaPOJAHOU CiIMOOIIiKEI?
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ven odputa Rusinov aj po ideologickej stranke
od ukrajinizmu a prihlasi ich k vSeslovanskej
idei. To vSetko samozrejme so zachovanim zna-
menia medveda, s ktorym su ludia stotoZneni ako
so svojim symbolom a s doplnenim dal3ich figar
s prirodnym motivom. Navrhy novych symbolov
predloZené v tejto publikacii vychadzaju prave
z tohto variantu.

the flag. A coat of arms assembled this way will both cor-
respond with the flag, which is the same colour, and also
pushes the Rusyns away in the ideological sense from
ukrainism and subscribes them to the Pan-Slavic idea.
All of this with preserving the bear sign which the people
identity with as their symbol and adding other figures with
natural motif. Proposals on new symbols presented in
this publication are based on the second option.

Okrem toho sa tu predklada aj novotvar velkého In addition, a new large coat of arms of the Rusyns is pre-
znaku Rusinov, ktory v histérii nebol nikdy vytvoreny, tj.  sented here which has never been created before, I.e. a shield
Stit doplneny aj o mimo 3titové znamenia - nosice, pod- complemented with extra-shield signs — supporters, pedestal
stavec a stuhu s heslom. and a ribbon with slogan.

JIiB IpeJIo>KeHHbl y Till myoIikanii BEBIXOAATH
npasi 3 Toi BapiaHTBHI.

IIpegkazaTh A TY i HOBa Bep3isi BeJIMKOro 3HaKa
PycuHiB, KOTPEIH He OBIB B icTOpPil HUTA BEITBOPEHBIH,
TO € II[iT JOIIOBHEHBIN i 0 MiMOII[iTOBBIM 3HAK — HOCHUTE-
JIi, mijicTaBeIlb i MaHTJIHUK 3 TeCJIOM.
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Vznik sucasnych rusinskych symbolov je potrebné sku-
mat spolu so vznikom a vyvojom teritorialnych symbolov
Podkarpatskej Rusi, nakolko ich Svetovy kongres Rusinov
prebral a prehlasil za rusinske narodné symboly.

Rusinsky znak bol vytvoreny ako novotvar v roku 1920,
ako teritorialny znak Podkarpatskej Rusi, nachadzal sa aj
v strednom a velkom znaku prvej CSR. Pocas sovietskej
éry sa na Podkarpati nepouZival (hoci v znaku CSR ostal
az do roku 1960) a v roku 1990 bol obnoveny a pouZziva
sa dodnes ako oficialny znak Zakarpatskej oblasti v ramci
Ukrajiny. Je teda najmladsim z historickych erbov ukrajin-
skych zemi?. Tento znak sa v3ak dostal do povedomia ludi
Zijucich i mimo Uzemia Podkarpatskej Rusi ako narodny
znak Rusinov a dnes ho pouzivaju rusinske organizacie na
celom svete. Svetovy kongres Rusinov tento znak v roku
2007 prebral a schvalil ho ako narodny symbol Rusinov
na celom svete.

Rusinska vlajka mala iny osud. Po vzniku Ceskoslo-
venskej republiky sa nepodarilo na Podkarpatskej Rusi
ustanovit zemsku vlajku, kedZe tam boli dva protichodné
prudy, z ktorych jeden chcel modro-Zlty variant, druhy
bielo-modro-Cerveny. V roku 1939 bol modro-zity variant
vlajky schvaleny ako Statna vlajka samostatnej (dvojdrio-
vej) republiky Karpatska Ukrajina, ktorad 15. marca 1939
vyhlasila nezavislost. Po rozpade Sovietskeho zvazu, hoci
bol znak obnoveny ako symbol Zakarpatskej oblasti v ram-
c¢i Ukrajiny, sa nepodarilo ustanovit vlajku Zakarpatskej
oblasti, a to z rovnakych pri€in, ako v 20-tych rokoch 20.
storocia (podobny problém bol aj so zemskou vlajkou na
Kryme). Tento rozkol trval aZz do roku 2009, kedy bol zno-
vu schvaleny modro-Zlty variant ako vlajka Zakarpatskej
oblasti. Cely tento proces vSak Svetovy kongres Rusinov

4 Grecilo, Andrij: K otazke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In Genealogic-
ko-heraldicky hlas. Ro¢nik IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.

The origination of modern Rusyn symbols should be examined
together with the emergence and development of territorial
symbols of Carpathian Ruthenia, whereas the World Congress
of Rusyns took them over and declared them Rusyn national
symbols.

The Rusyn coat of arms was created as a new design in 1920
as the territorial coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia and located
in the medium and large coat of arms of the first Czechoslovak
Republic. During the Soviet era it wasn't used in Transcarpathia
(although it remained in the coat of arms of Czechoslovakia
until 1960) and in 1990, it was restored and is used today as
the official coat of arms of the Transcarpathian region within
Ukraine. It is thus the youngest of historical coats of arms in
Ukrainian lands.* However, this coat of arms was introduced to
the people living outside the territory of Carpathian Ruthenia as
anational coat of arms of the Rusyns and is used today by Rusyn
organizations worldwide. World Congress of Rusyns adopted this
coat of arms in 2007 and approved it as the national symbol of
Rusyns worldwide.

Rusyn flag had a different fate. After the Czechoslovak
Republic was established it failed to designate the land flag of
Carpathian Ruthenia, because there were two opposing trends,
one of which wanted the blue and yellow variant, the other wanted
white, blue and red. In 1939, the blue-yellow flag variant was
approved as the state flag of the independent (two-day) Republic
of Carpathian Ukraine which declared independence on March 15,
1939. After the breakup of the Soviet Union, even though the coat
of arms was restored as a symbol of the Transcarpathian region
of Ukraine, there was failure to establish a flag of the Transcar-
pathian region for the same reasons as in the 1920s (there was
a similar problem with the land flag of Crimea). This split lasted
until 2009, when the blue-yellow variant was approved again.

4 Grechilo, Andriy: On the issue of the coat of arms of Transcarpathia. In Gene-
alogical-heraldic voice. Year 1V, 1/1996. Martin 1996



Vznik a histéria sucasnych rusinskych nadrodnych symbolov
The origin and history of modern Rusyn national symbols

B3HUK Cy4JaCHBIX PYCUHBCKBIX CiM60JIiB Tpeba OCIifKoBaTH BESHO i3
B3HHUKOM I p03BOMOM TepiTopiasHBIX ciM60JIiB IligKapraTbCKou Pycu,
60 CBITOBBIN KOHIpecC PyCHHIB iX lepe6pas i IIPOT0JIOCUB 3@ PYCUHBCKEI
HapoIHBI CiM60JIBI.

PyCHHBCKBIH 3HaK OBIB BEITBOPEHBIN SIK HOBA Bep3id (HOBO3B4B) B 1920
portti, K TepiTopiaJHBIN 3HaK [ligKapnaThbCKOU Pycu, HaXOAUB CS B ce-
penHiM iBesnKiMm 3HaKy Iepiroi YCP. 3a yaciB COBETHCKOM eprl ¢ Ha ITif-
KapIraTi He XOCHOBAB (Xo11b B 3HaKy YUCP ocTaB ak 10 1960 poky), a B 1990
porii 665IB 06HOBJIEHBIH 1 XOCHYE €S IO HECH, IK 0diltiaHbIN 3HAK 3aKap-
IIaTbCKOM 06JIaCTH B paMKax YKpaiHel. To 3HAUITh, Ke € HAWMOJIOAIIBIM
3 icTopiuHBIX epbiB YKpalHbCKBIX 3eMeJib.* HO TOT 3HAK CA [icTaB i [0
CBiJOMOCTH JIFO/IeN JKBIF0UiX MiMoO TepiTopii IlizkapoaTbCcKoi PycH, 9K
HapoAHBIN 3HaK PyCHHIB, a JHeCh TO XOCHYIOTBh PYCUHBLCKBI OpraHisariil
Ha IiJiM cBiTi. CBITOBBIY KOHI'pec PycuHIB TOT 3HaK B 2007 poryi rtepebpas
1 CXBaJINB I'0 9K HapOLHBINA ciM60J1 PycHHIB 11ij10T0 CBiTAa.

PycHHBCKBIHT $1ar MaB iHINY cyABOy. IIo BSHUKY UeCbKOCJI0BEHBCKONU
peny6UIikel ca Ha IlifkapraThCKill PycHu He IIOJapHUJIO0 YCTAHOBUTH 3€M-
HBIU ¢uiar, 60 TaM OBLIIM ABa IPOTUXOIHEI IPYHL, 3 KOTPBIX €/IeH XOTiB
CHUHBOYKOBTY BapiaHTy, JpyThIi OistociHbOUYepBeHY. B 1939 pori 651ya
CUHBOXKOBTA BapiaHTa ¢Jiary cxBaJieHa K IITaTHBIN ¢jiar caMOOBITHOM
(mBameHHOM) perty6iikel Kapriarbcka VKpaiHa, KoTpa 15-ro mapma 1939
BBIT0JIOCHJIA He3aJIeKHOCTS. I1o pocriazi COBETHCKOIO COI03Y, XOIb 3HAK
O6BIB 0OHOBJIEHBIH 9K CiM60J1 3aKapIIaTbCKOM 06J1aCTH B paMKax YKpaiHFI,
diar 3aKkapnaTbCKOH 06JIaCTH CS1 He IIOLAPHUJIO YCTAHOBUTH, a TO 3 THIX
CaMBIX IIPUUiH K B 20-ThIX poKax 20-ro cToJiTs (IT0f06HBIN TPp0o6J1eM OBIB
130 3eMHBIM ¢uiarom Ha Kpumi). ToT po3koJ1 TeIpBaB axk f0 2009 poKy, Koau
6BlJIa 3HOBA CXBaJleHa CHHbO>KOBTA BapiaHTa, AK ¢Jar 3akapraTbCKOn

4 Grecilo, Andrij: Kotdzke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In: Genealogicko-heraldicky hlas. Ro¢nik
IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.
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predbehol, ked v roku 2007 spolu so znakom, schvalil
modro-bielo-Cervenu vlajku ako nadrodny symbol vset-
kych Rusinov.

Vznik a historia rusinskeho znaku

Po skonceni prvej svetovej vojny a so vznikom prvej
Ceskoslovenskej republiky, ku ktorej bola pripojenéa aj
Podkarpatska Rus, vznikla potreba ustanovit nové Statne
symboly CSR. Ministerstvo vnutra zriadilo zvlastnu znako-
vU komisiu, ktorej ¢lenmi boli odbornici z oblasti histérie,
heraldiky, umenia a zastupcovia ministerstva. Cely proces
tvorby Statnych symbolov trval od aprila 1919 do konca
marca 1920, kedy bol schvaleny zdkon o Statnych symbo-
loch. Nové Statne symboly mali byt navrhnuté na zaklade
znakov historickych zemi a tie, ktoré také znaky nemali,
mali byt dodatocne vytvorené. KedZe Podkarpatska Rus
nebola samostatnym historickym Guzemim, resp. admi-
nistrativnym Gtvarom (v ramci Uhorska do nej zasahovali
Uzemia viacerych Zup - MarmaroSskej, UZskej, BereZzskej
a Ugocskej, CiastoCne tiez Sabol¢skej a Satumarskej), bolo
pre nu potrebné vytvorit novotvar. Znak Podkarpatskej
Rusi sa nakoniec dostal do stredného aj velkého znaku
CSR. Pouzival sa tieZ ako oblastny znak aj na peciatke gu-
vernéra Podkarpatskej Rusi.

Obsah a farebnost znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi je kom-
promisom medzi politickymi silami, ktoré v tom case po-
sobili na Podkarpatskej Rusi a ktoré sa nevedeli navzajom
dohodnut. Preto autorom tohto znaku nie je Rusin, ale
Cesky profesor. Na jednej strane to bol prorusky tabor -
Centralna Ruskad Narodna rada (A. Beskyd, A. Gagatko,
I. Curkanovic), na druhej strane proukrajinska Prva Cen-
trdlna Ruskad Narodna rada (A. Volosin, E. Puza, bratia
Brascajkovi, E. Nevicky). Proukrajinsky tabor bol podpo-

This whole process was overtaken by the World Congress of
Rusyns when in 2007, along with the coat of arms, they approved
the blue-white-red flag as the national symbol of all Rusyns.

The origin and history of the Rusyn coat of arms

After the First World War and the emergence of the first Czecho-
slovak Republic, in which Carpathian Ruthenia became part of, it
became necessary to designate new national symbols of Czech-
oslovakia. The Ministry of Interior appointed a special heraldic
committee which included expert members from fields of his-
tory, heraldry, art and representatives of the Ministry. The entire
process of creating state symbols lasted from April 1919 until
the end of March 1920, when the law on state symbols was
passed. New state symbols were to be designed on the basis of
coats of arms of historical lands and those who had never had
these should have them created additionally. Since Carpathian
Ruthenia wasn't a separate historical territory, nor an administra-
tive body (during Kingdom of Hungary areas of several zhupas
encroached on her territory - Maramaros, Ung, Bereg and Ugocsa,
partially also Szabolcs and Szatmar zhupa), it was necessary to
create a new design for her. Coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia
eventually became part of the medium and large coat of arms of
Czechoslovakia. It was also used as the provincial coat of arms
on the stamp of the governor of Carpathian Ruthenia.

Content and colours of Ruthenia's coat of arms is a compro-
mise between political forces which were active in Carpathian
Ruthenia at that time, unable to agree on one proposal. Therefore,
the author of this coat of arms is not a Rusyn, but a Czech pro-
fessor. On one side there was the pro-Russian camp — Central
Russian National Council (A. Beskyd, A. Gagatko, . Tsurkanovych),
on the other side was the pro-Ukrainian First Central Russian
National Council (A. Voloshin, E. Puza, the Brashchayk brothers,
E. Nevitski). The pro-Ukrainian camp was also supported by
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o6stacTu. Ho 1jiyieIil TOT IIpoltec CBiTOBBIM KOHIpec PyCHHIB aHTIiIiIIOBaB,
Kigb B poKy 2007 BEAHO 13 3HAKOM CXBaJIUB CHHBOOIJIOUepBEeHBIN QJIar, IK
HapOoIHBIN ciMO0JI BIIBITKBIX PYyCUHIB.

B3HUK 1 icmopisi pyCUHbCKO20 3HAKA

ITo ckiHYiHIO ITepIIIOM CBITOBOM BOMHBEI, @ THIM i BSHUKOM IIepIloi YeCbKo-
CJIOBEHBCKOM pellybJIiKbl, Ky KOTpi# 6bl11a IpuIioeHa IligkapnaTscka Pycs,
BBIHUKJIA I0Tpeba YCTAHOBUTH HOBHI IITaTHBI ciM60s161 UCP. MiHicTep-
CTBO BHYTpa 3aJI0’KbIJIO LIIIeIliaJJHy 3HAaKOBY KOMiCito, KOTPOH 4jleHaMU
6b1y1u GaxoBIIi 3 061aCTH icTOpii, repangikel, KyMIITY i IIpeicCTaBUTEII
MiHicTepcTBa. I[isBIM IpoIlec TBOPiHA IITAaTHBIX CIMOOJIIB THIPBAB Of,
anpisug 1919 poky o KiH1g Mapita 1920 poKy, KOJId 6bIB CXBaJIEHBIN 3aKOH
0 IITaTHBIX ciM60s1aX. HOBBI IITaTHBI CiMO0JIBI MaJIH OBITH 3aIIPOIIOHO-
BaHBI Ha OCHOBI 3HaKiB iCTOPIYHBIX 3eMeJIb, @ TOTHI, KOTPHI TaKbl 3HAKBI
He MaJIy, MaJIu OBITH BEITBOPEHEI 04aTKOBO. Kigboke ITinkapraTbcka Pych
He OblJIa CaMOOBITHOB iCTOPIYHOB TEPIiTOPIiMOB, pecIl. afMiHiCTpaTiBHOB
dopmaririos (B paMKax YropbCKa [0 HbOM 3acAroBajiy TepiTopii 3 Belle
KYII — MapaMOPOIICKOH, Y>KCKOH, Bepe’XCcKoH i YIoUCKoH, 4aCTKOBO THIXK
CaboJsruckol i CaTyMapcKom), 661710 IOTPe6He BEITBOPUTH IIPO HIO HOBY
Bepsiro. 3Hak IligKapaTbCKoM PycH cd HaKOHeIlb JicTaB [0 cepeHbOIo
i BesmKoro sHaka YCP. X0CHOBAB €5 THIXK 9K 00JIaCTHBIM 3HaK 1 Ha IITeMILIi
ryBepHepa IlifkapmaTbCckol PycH.

O6car i papebHOCTH 3HaKa IlifKapraTbCKoM Pycu e koMIIpoMicoM MifKi
HOJIITIYHBIMA CUJIaMHU, KOTPHI B TiM 4aci fisgsiu Ha Iligkaprateckii Pycu
1 KOTPEI €1 He 3HaJIXM B3a€EMHO JJOTOBOPHUTH. 3aTO aBTOPOM TOI'0 3HaKa He
€ PycuH, ajie yecbKbIH ITpodecop. Ha efHIM 60111 TO 6B1a IIpOpyCchKa —
IenTpasHa Pycbka HapoxHa pajga (A. beckup, A. [aratko, 1. [[ypkaHOBiu),
Ha IpyriM 6o1i mpoykpainbcka Ilepnia lleHTpasiHa PycbKka HapogHa paza

>
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rovany aj G. Zatkovi¢om. K rozpadu pdvodnej Centralnej
ruskej narodnej rady na tieto dva tabory dosSlo eSte v ok-
toébri 1919°. Proukrajinsky tabor Ziadal modro-ZIté farby,
prorusky vSerusku trikol6ru (bielu, modru a cervenu).

Spociatku bolo navrhnuté, aby sa teritoridlny znak
Podkarpatskej Rusi zostavil prevzatim znameni z erbov
najvacsich miest na Podkarpatskej Rusi, napr. Uzhoro-
du alebo Mukaceva. KedZe vSak odbornici v ndvrhovej
komisii v Prahe (G. Fridrich a J. Kursa) nepoznali erby
tychto miest, obratili sa 3. januara 1920 na adminis-
tratora Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej Rusi v Uzhorode
J. Brejchu s prosbou o zaslanie grafickych vyobrazeni
a grafickych nacrtov alebo fotografii znakov vyznamnej-
Sich miest na Podkarpatis prisluSnym popisom tykajicim
sa hlavne farieb, pripadne aby im zaslali informaciu, ¢&i
na Podkarpatskej Rusi uz existuju konkrétne navrhy, na-
kolko Ministerstvo vnutra vykonava pripravné prace pre
stanovenie Statneho znaku a pri tejto prileZitosti bude
potrebné urcit novy znak Podkarpatskej Rusi, kedZe toto
Uzemie dovtedy svoj vlastny znak nemalo.

9. marca 1920 prof. Gustav Fridrich navrhol filozofiu
zostavenia stredného znaku CSR: ak by bola vyslovena
poziadavka, Ze prisludnost Podkarpatskej Rusi k CSR méa
byt vyjadrena aj v strednom Statnom znaku, kedZe ten
sa bude pouzivat pri administrativnych ikonoch ¢astejSie
ako velky znak, bola by takato poZiadavka opravnena.
Tym padom navrhol usporiadanie jednotlivych poli stred-
ného znaku tak, Ze v prostrednom (srdecnom) Stite by bol
Cesky lev, zadny (hlavny) Stit by bol rozStvrteny, v hornych
poliach znak Slovenska a Podkarpatskej Rusi, v dolnych
poliach znaky Moravy a Sliezska.®

5 Pop, Ivan: D&jiny Podkarpatské Rusi v datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri,
Praha 2005, s. 302.

6  Fridrich, Gustav: Pozndmky k statnimu znaku. 9. marca 1920. In

G. Zhatkovych. The break-up of the former Central Russian
National Council happened already in October 1919.° The pro-
Ukrainian camp demanded blue-yellow colours, the pro-Russian
one the all-Russian tricolour (white, blue and red).

Initially it was suggested that the territorial coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia was assembled by accepting signs from
coats of arms of the largest cities in Carpathian Ruthenia, for
example Uzhhorod and Mukachevo. However, as experts in
the proposal commission in Prague (G. Fridrich and J. Kursa)
did not know the coats of arms of these cities, on January 3,
1920, they turned to the Civil authority administrator of Carpathian
Ruthenia in Uzhhorod J. Brejcha with a request to send them
graphical sketches and graphical images of coats of arms of
major cities in Transcarpathia, with an appropriate description
regarding particular colours or keep them posted about infor-
mation whether there are any specific proposals in Carpathian
Ruthenia, as the Ministry of Interior is performing preparatory
work for the designation of the state coat of arms and on this
occasion it will be necessary to specify a new coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia, since this territory hasn't had one before.

On March 9, 1920, prof. Gustav Fridrich suggested a philos-
ophy of the arrangement in the medium coat of arms of Czechoslo-
vakia: if there is a request in place that the affiliation of Carpathian
Ruthenia to Czechoslovakia was to be expressed in the medium
coat of arms, since it will be used more often in administrative pro-
cedures than the large coat of arms, such request would be justi-
fled. Thus he proposed a layout of individual fields of the medium
coat of arms as follows: in the middle (heart) shield there is
the Bohemian lion, rear (main) shield is quartered, in the upper
fields there's the coat of arms of Slovakia and Carpathian Ruthenia,
in the bottom fields the coats of arms of Moravia and Silesia.®

5 Pop, Ivan: History of Carpathian Ruthenia in data. Libri Publishing House,
Prague 2005, p. 302

6  Fridrich, Gustav: Notes on the state coat of arms. March 9, 1920. In dininnos
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(A.BouomtiH, E. ITy3a, 6paTs BpamaiikoBsl, E. HeBinkbiii). [IpoyKpaiHbCKBIN
Tabop ObIB ImigTIopoBaHbIi i I. JKaTkoBiuoM. Pocttaz mepioit lleHTpaTHOM
PYCHKOM HapOHOM pajibl Ha TOTHI [iBa TaOOPHI HACTaB iIfi B 0KTo6pi 1919
p°. [IpoykpaiHbCKBIN Tabop >Ka/laB CUHbBOXXOBTHI GpapObl, IIPOPYCHKBIN
[[iJIOpyCHhKY TPUKOJIOPY (6is1y, CHHIO i UepBeHY).

CriouaTKy 651710 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHO, )KeObI € TepiTopiaJIHBIN 3HaK ITigKap-
aThCKOM PycH 30CTaBUB IIepeB3ITHOM 3HAKiB 3 epbiB HAMBEKIIIBIX MIiCT Ha
[TlizkapmaThcKii Pycu, Hamp. Vkropoay abo MykadeBa. JleMyKe 0f60pHHUITH
IporosiuHoi KoMicii B [Tpasi (I. @pixpix i M. Kypca) He II03HaIH ep6bI THIX
MicT, a Tak cs 3-To sHyapa 1920 porti o6epHyin Ha F. Bpeiixy, agmiHicTpaTo-
palliBisbHBIX cripaB IlifKapIiaTbCKOM Pycu B V>Kropozi 3 Ipoc60B, Kebbl iM
nocsasu rpadiuHe 306pakiHs i rpadidHEI HapUckl abo poTorpadii 3HaKiB
BBI3HAUHIIIBIX MicT Ha [ligkapIiaTi 3 mpUHaJIeKHBIM OIIUCOM, TJIaBHI IIITO
o dapb, abo, )xkebrI iM ITocaau iHpopMaIrito, iii Ha IligkapraTbCcKii Pycu
YK ECTBYIOTh KOHKPeTHBI IIPOII03iIlii, HaKiJbKo MiHicTepcTBO BHyTpa
pO6GUTE IPUIIPaBHEI POOOTEI HA YCTAHOBJIIHA IIITaTHOIO 3HAKA, a IIPHU Til
Harofi 6y/ie moTpe6He CTAHOBUTH HOBBIY 3HaK IlifKapriaTbCcKou Pycu, 60
TOTa TEPITOPid [0 TOTO Yacy CBil BJIACTHBIN 3HAaK He MaJa.

9-ro mapita 1920 p. mpod. IycTtaB @pigpix samrporroHoBas $piso3odiro
30CTaBJIiHS cepeJHBOT0 3HaKa UCP: Kke6rI ObIJIa BHICJIOBJIEHA IT0Ka/[aBKa,
JKe IIpuUHaJIeXXHOCTH [ligkapraTbckoit Pycu Ky UCP MaTh O6BITU BhIpakeHa
1B cepeHIM IITAaTHIM 3HaKYy, Ki{b>Xe TOT Cs1 6y/je XOCHOBATH IIPU aJiMiHi-
CTpaTiBHBIX aKTaX YacTillle IK BeJIMKBIH 3HAK, OblJIa OB TaKa II0’KaZilaBKa
oIrpaBHeHa. TaKbIM CIIOCOO0OM 3aIIPOIIOHOBAB YIIOPSIAKOBAHS OKPEMBIX
I0JIb CepeTHBOT0 3HAKa TakK, ’Ke B CepeHIM (cep/iedHiM) ITiTi 651 GBIB
YeCbKBIH JIeB, 3aAHiN (TJTaBHBIM) IIiT 61 OBIB PO3/ijIeHBIN Ha 4 YacTH,
Yy BBIIIHIX IT0JIX 3HaK CroBakil i [TigkapriaTbCKOMU PycH, B HUKHIX ITOJISIX
3Hakbl MopasBksl i Cirescka®.

5 Pop, Ivan: D&jiny Podkarpatské Rusi v datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri, Praha 2005, c. 302.

6  Fridrich, Gustav: Pozndmky k statnimu znaku. 9. marca 1920. In ®isinmos, Oyekciii: Taem-
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Ako novotvar znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi prof. Gustav
Fridrich navrhol Stiepeny stit, v pravom modrom poli tri
zlaté brvna, v lavom bielom (striebornom) poli ¢erveny
medved v skoku a hladiaci v pravo’. Profesora Gustava
Fridricha teda m6Zeme povaZovat za autora ideového
navrhu znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi, Jaroslava Kursu za
autora grafického navrhu, kedZe tento znak stvarnil vo
svojej kresbes.

Gustav Fridrich sa omylom domnieval, Ze medved'sa
nachadza v erbe mesta Uzhorod® (medved sa ale naché-
dzal v znaku a pecati byvalej Berezskej Zupy). Aj napriek
tomu sa medved ukazal ako vhodna heraldicka figura
s ohladom na faunu karpatského pohoria. Co sa tyka fa-
rebnosti znaku, G. Fridrich navrhol kompromis, a tak sa
do znaku dostali Styri farby, aby sa vyhovelo poZiadavkam
oboch stran. Ministerstvo vnutra oznamilo Civilnej sprave
v Uzhorode, Ze Ustavny vybor pldnuje navrhnat Narod-
nému zhromazdeniu, aby pri zostavovani velkého znaku
bol pouZity znak Podkarpatskej Rusi v takej podobe, v akej
ho navrhol profesor Fridrich. Ministerstvo tiez poZiadalo

®ininnos., Onekciii: TaemHuLs repba MigkapnaTcbkoi Pyci. Yxxropog 2006.

7 Definiciou ,v skoku” sa malo zrejme vyjadrit, Ze medved je vzpriame-
ny, nie kracajuci. Heraldicky sa vSak tato pozicia vyjadruje ,vztyceny”,
kedZe figura v skoku méa iny vyznam: ak by bol medved'v skoku, mal by
jednu labu zdvihnutd, podobne ako cesky lev. V erbe vSak medved stoji
oboma labami na zemi. V zakone €. 252/1920 o Statnych symboloch sa
nakoniec objavila formulacia ,stojici cerveny medvéd". TaktieZ sa v he-
raldike neuvadza, ak je figlra otocena vpravo, kedZe tato orientacia je
podla heraldickej konvencie. NatoCenie figury sa hlasi len ak sa od tejto
konvencie odliSuje, napr. ,spathladiaci”, ,obrateny”a pod. Viac v kapitole
II1. Heraldicka analyza su¢asného rusinskeho znaku.

8  Gredilo, Andrij: K otazke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In Genealogic-
ko-heraldicky hlas. Ro¢nik IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.

9  Ufedni pfipominka ¢. 14530/1920. Ministerstvo vnitra, 9. marca 1920.
In ®ininno., Onekcili: TaeMHULUs repba MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci. Yxxropog
2006.

For the new design of the coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia prof. Gustav Fridrich proposed a divided shield, the right
blue field with three gold bars, the left white (silver) field a with
ared salient bear facing right.” We can regard professor Gustav
Fridrich as the author of the ideological concept of the coat of
arms of Carpathian Ruthenia and Jaroslav Kursa as the author
of the graphical concept as he portrayed this coat of arms in
his artwork®.

Gustav Fridrich mistakenly believed that a bear is present
in the coat of arms of the city of Uzhhorod® (but a bear was
present in the coat of arms and seal of Bereg zhupa). Despite
this, the bear proved suitable as a heraldic figure with regard to
the fauna of the Carpathian mountains. As for the colouring of
the coat of arms, G. Fridrich suggested a compromise, this way
the coat of arms got four colours to suit the requirements of all
parties. The Ministry of Interior announced to the Civil adminis-
tration in Uzhhorod that the Constitutional Committee intends
to propose to the National Assembly that the coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia in the form designed by professor Fridrich
was used for drafting the large coat of arms of Czecholslovakia.
The ministry also asked the Civil administration in Uzhhorod to

Onekci: TaeMHuuA repba MNigkapnaTtcbkol Pyci. Yxropof, 2006.

7 The ,salient" attitude seemed to express that the bear is erect, not walking
Heraldically, however, this position reflects ,erect" as salient figure has a different
meaning; if there was a salient bear, one paw should have been raised, similarly
to the Bohemian lion. In this coat of arms, however, the bear has both paws on
the ground. In the law no. 252/1920 on state symbols a formulation ,standing
red bear"was eventually made. There is no mentioning in heraldry of a figure
facing right, as this orientation is a standard heraldic convention. The turning of
the figure is reported only if it differs from this convention, for example .facing
back", .inverted", etc. More in chapter Ill. Heraldic analysis of the current Rusyn
coat of arms

8  Grechilo, Andriy: Onthe issue of the coat of arms of Transcarpathia. In Gene-
alogical-Heraldic Voice. Year IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996

9 Official notification no. 14530/1920. Ministry of Interior, March 9, 1920. In
dininnos, Onekcit: Taemunus repba Migkapnateekol Pycl. Yxxropoa 2006
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SIK HOBY Bep3ito 3Haka IlifkapnaThckoii Pycu IycTaB
PpifpiX IPOIIOHOBAB CKIIlJIEHBIH IIIIT, B IPaBiM CUHIM
II0JII0 TPH 3JIaThI I'PALBI, Y JIiBiM 6iiM (cTpibepHiM)
II0JII0 UepBeHBIU MeBilb B CKOKY 1 IT03eparyvill fo-
mpasa.’ To 3Ha4iTh, >xe npodecopa IycraBa ®pigpixa
Mo>KeMe OpaTH K aBTOpa BRI yMaHOM Npomnoi3imii
3Haka IlifkapnaTrbckoii Pycu, SIpociaBa Kypcy 3a
aBTOparpadiuHoi npomosinii, 60 BiH TOT 3HaK 306pa-
3UB y CBOIiM Kpec6i.®

I'ycTaB @pigpix co6i XbIGHO AyMaB, ke MeBiab cst
HaxXOAUTh B epbi MicTa V>kropop® (ase MeBigh s Ha-
XOJIWB B 3HAKYV I IITeMILJIK0 KOJUIITHLOU Bepexckou
KyIIbl). Ho i Hallepek TOMy Cd Me/JIBiZib yKa3asB K IIPU-
CTOMHA repaJifiyHa ¢irypa 3 orisoM Ha paBHY Kap-
MMaThCKBIX Tip. IIITo M0 dapeGHOCTH 3HaKa, I. dpigpix
OPUIIOB 3 KOMIIPOMiCOM, i Tak cs A0 3HaKa JicTaau
mwTUupu $ap6Hhl, Kebbl YCIOKOITHU MOKaZaBKEI 3 060X
60KiB. MiHicTEepCTBO BHyTpa AaJjo 3HATH I[iBIIbHIN
crpaBi B Y>KTopoJi, ke YcTaBHBIN BBIOOP IJIaHYE 3aIIPO-

HuL repba [ligkaprnarcekoi Pyci. Vokropop 2006.

7  [JlediHiniiioB ,B CKOKYy“ iK6a4 X0TiJI0 BEIPA3UTH C4, )Ke Me/Bilb
€ BBIPiBHAHBIM, He Kpadarodiii. Ho repasijiuHo cs TOTa I03i1[isl BEIpa-
’KaTh ,,B3TBIUEHBIN, Kifibke pirypa B CKOKY Mae iHIIle 3Ha4iH: Ki6bI
6BIB Me/IBiib B CKOKY, MaB GBI €/JHY a0y IiHATY, ITOAi6HO K Yech-
KBl JIeB. B ep6i asle MeiBifb cTOITh 3 06HABOMA JabaMU Ha 3eMJIH.
B 3axo0Hi 4. 252/1920 0 fep>kaBHBIX ciM60/1aX HaKOHeIlb II0SIBUJIA CS
dopmynanig ,stojici cerveny medvéd®. ThIK B repaJifiilii He mUIIe c4,
Kigb dirypa e o6epHyTa BIipaBo, 60 TaKa OPbEHTAIlis € IIOAJISA repaJl-
NidHOM KOHBeHIIil. 06epHY TS QiI'yphl TOJIOCUTS CS1JIEM Kiflb € PO3/iTHe
0/] KOHBEHIIii, Hamp. ,Ha3ajIo3epawuii®, ,,00epHyTHIN“ i 1TOA. Bere
Byactu III. TepasigyHa aHaiza cy4yacHOIo PpyCUHBCKOI0 3HAKa.

8  Grecilo, Andrij: Kotdzke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In: Genealogicko-
heraldicky hlas. Ro¢nik IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.

9 Ufedni pripominka ¢. 14530/1920. Ministerstvo vnitra, 9. marca
1920. In ®ininmos, Osekciii: TaeMHU1A repba [lifkapmaTcbkoi Pyci.
Vxropog 2006.

The origin and history of modern Rusyn national symbols

®

IIpodecop I'ycraB ®pigpix mpu
BBIIIPAIOBAHIO iTe i HOM I poITo3inii
3Haka IligkapraTecKoi Pycu csg Moxe
iHIIIipoBaB yropbCKBIM 3HAKOM. BiH
cobi yMaB, ke MeJIBiJib C5I HAXOJUTh
B 3HaKy MicTa V>Kropos, Ho Moro cim-
60JI0M € BUHOI'PaJHBIM KPSAK. MeznBins
BEJHO 3 ppI6aMHU MaJjla B 3HaKy KOJIHIII-
Ha bepeskcka KyIia.

Profesor Gustav Fridrich sa pri zo-
stavovani ideového navrhu znaku
Podkarpatskej Rusi mozno inSpiroval
uhorskym znakom. TieZ sa domnieval,
Ze sa medved nachadza v znaku mesta
UZhorod, jeho symbolom je vSak vinic.
Medveda mala spolu s rybami v znaku
byvala Berezska Zupa.

While compiling the ideological proposal on
the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia, pro-
fessor Gustav Fridrich was probably inspired
by the Hungarian coat of arms. He we also
convinced

that the bear is present in the coat of arms of
Uzhhorod, its symbol, however, is vine. The
bear with fish was in the former coat of arms
of the Bereg zhupa.
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Civilnu spravu v Uzhorode, aby v danej zaleZitosti oslovila
»Zastupcov ndroda“'® a aby do 14. marca 1920 oznamila, ¢i
su proti tomuto navrhu nejaké pripomienky.

Tato poziadavka sa na Podkarpatskej Rusi prejavila
samozrejme aj v rovine politickej; zatial ¢o sa VoloSinov
tabor snazil presadit modro-ZIté, teda ukrajinské farby
a ako uradny jazyk chcel zaviest miestny dialekt, Gagatkov
prorusky tabor sa snazil presadit bielo-modro-Cervenu
trikoloru a ako Uradny jazyk chcel zaviest rustinu.

Fridrichov ndvrh znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi, ktory mal
byt pouZity v celodtatnom znaku CSR, bol predstaveny
delegécii Centralnej Ruskej Narodnej Rady (Gagatko, Go-
micko a designovany ¢len autonémneho direktéria C. Pro-
kop), ktora 10. marca 1920 navstivila Prahu. Clenovia tejto
delegacie proti predloZzenému navrhu nevyjadrili Ziadne
pripomienky, hoci dodali, Ze sa nepovaZzuju za opravne-
nych k akémukolvek zavaznému prehlaseniu v danej veci™.
To bol Sikovny tah Prahy, nakolko bolo uz vtedy jasné, ze
sa podkarpatski politici nedohodnu a zabrzdili by tak cely
proces schvalovania celoStatnych symbolov.

Aj napriek tomu dna 17. marca 1920 Civilna sprava
Podkarpatskej Rusizaslala dalSie navrhy pre zemsky znak
(telegraficky aj pisomne). V opise spravy z Hughesogram-
mu adresovanej prezidiu Ministerstva vnutra z tohto dfia
administrator Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej Rusi). Brejcha
uvadza, Ze strana Gagatko-Curkanovi¢ova nemak predlo-
Zenému navrhu (prof. Fridricha) podstatné namietky, len
by siZelala, aby v dolnej €asti Stitu boli tri pahorky, taktiez
zlato-modro Stiepené. V pravom poli na navrsi mala byt
z lavého okraja pola vyrastajuca zlata polovica trojitého

10 Tlac¢ ¢. 1773. Ministerstvo vnitra, 9. marca 1920. In ®ininnos,
Onekciit: TaeEmHULA repba MigkapnaTtcekoi Pyci. Yxxropog 2006.

11 Pripis¢€.j. 7507/1920 Ministerstvu vnitra v Praze. Presidium minister-
ské rady republiky Ceskoslovenské, 12. marca 1920. In ®ininnos, Onekciti:
TaemHuua repba Migkapnatcbkoi Pyci. Yxropog 2006.

address the "representatives of the nation"? in this matter and
report by March 14, 1920, whether there are any comments on
this proposal.

This request was reflected on a political level as well;
while Voloshin's camp struggled to push for the blue-yellow col-
ours, i.e. the colours of Ukraine and the local dialect as the offical
language, Gagatko's pro-Russian camp tried to enforce the white-
blue-red tricolour and Russian as the official language.

Fridrich's proposal on the coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia which was to be used in the all-national coat of arms
of Czechoslovakia was introduced to the delegation of the Central
Russian National Council (Gagatko, Gomichko and the designated
member of the autonomous directorate C. Prokop) who visited
Prague on March 10, 1920. Members of the delegation expressed
no comments against the proposed design, they added however,
that they don't consider themselves to be eligible for any decla-
ration in this issue It was a smart move from Prague, as it was
already clear at that time that Carpathian politicians wouldn't be
in agreement and stall the whole process of the national sym-
bols' approval.

Despite this, on March 17, 1920, the Civil administration of
Carpathian Ruthenia sent further proposals on the land coat of
arms (by telegraph and in writing). In the message sent from
a Hughes telegraph addressed to the Presidium of the Ministry
of Interior that day the administrator of the Civil administration
of Carpathian Ruthenia J. Brejcha states that the Gagatko-Tsur-
kanovych party didn't have any substantial objections against
the prof. Fridrich’'s proposal, their only wish were three hills at
the bottom of the shield, divided in gold-blue colours. In the right
fleld on the hill there should be a rising gold half of the triple

10 Press Release no. 1773. Ministry of Interior, March 9, 1920. In ®ininnos,
Onekcin: TaeMHuLA repba MigkapnaTtcbkol Pycl. Yxxropom, 2006.

11 Letter no. 75607/1920 to Ministry of the Interior in Prague. Council of Minis-
ters of the Presidium of the Czechoslovak Republic, March 12, 1920. In ®ininnos,
Onekcin: TaeMHuLa repba MNigkapnaTtcbkol Pyci. Yxropom, 2006.
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IIoHOBaTHU HapoHOMY 3TpoMazi KiHIo, )KeObI IIPU 30CTaBJIb0BAHIO BEJTKOI0
3HaKa 6bIB XOCHOBaHBIN 3HaK IligKapriaTbCKoM Pycu B Takili 107001, B 4Kil
I'0 3aIIpOIIOHOBAB IIpodecop Ppixpix. MiHiCTEPCTBO TaK caMo I10KaLajo
[[iBiJIbHY cIIpaBy B Y>KTOpOZi, KeObI €S 3 [TaHOB IIp0o6IeMaTiKoB 06epHY-
Jla Ha ,IIpe/IcCTaBUTEJIIB Hapoga“? i )ke6wI 10 14-ro mapiia 1920 poky gasa
3HATH, ITi CyTh IPOTH Ti¥ Ipomo3inii fasIKbI IPUIIOMUHKEL.

Camoco60B, )Ke TOTa IT0yKaZjlaBKa csl Ha IligkapraTecKil Pycu mposiBuIa
1 B IIOJIITIYHIM CBiTJIi; IIOKEI ¢ Ta6op BoJsronrina Hamaras IpocajUTH CH-
HbO’KOBTHI, 3HAUITh YKPalHbCKEI papObl i IK YPSIJHBIN I3bIK XOTiB 3aBeCTH
MICTHBIH [iajieKT, [araTKiB IpopyCchKbIHM TaGop ¢ HaMaraB IPOCAAUTH
6is10CHHbOYEpPBEHY TPUKOJIOPY i IK YPSIAHBIHN I3bIK XOTiB 3aBECTU PYCh-
KBIU A3BIK.

dpixpixoBa mpomosinisg sHaka IlifkapnaThCKoM PycH, KOTPEIM MaB ObITH
XOCHOBAHBIM B IjijomTaTHiM 3HaKy YUCP, 6bly1a mpejcTaBieHa Jeserarfii
[leHTpaJTHO# PychbKo HapoaHOM paas! (faraTko, [oMiuko i jecirHoBaHBIH
4JIeH aBTOHOMHOTO0 fupekTopiaty II. IIpoko), koTpa 10-ro Mmapiia 1920
poxy HaBIliBuJa IIpary. UjeHOBe TOH JeJieralii IpoTH IpeaJoKeHin
IIPOTO3iIfii He BBICJIOBUJIN KaHbI IPUIIOMHUHKBI, X0ITb JO/JaJIH, K€ OHU C5
Ky BaHOMY IIpo6JyieMy He UYIOTh OIIpaBHeHEI Ha OyAbsiKe 3aBsI3He IIPOTo-
Jonrizg.!! To 66IB INBIKOBHBIN TAT IIparsl, 60 y>K B TiM 4aci 6b1J10 ICHO, 2Ke
HigKapIaThCKBI IIOJIITIKEI €I He IOTOBOPSTH 1 TaK 6Bl 3araMOBaJIX I[1JIBIN
IIpoIiec CXBaJIbOBaH4 I[1JIOMITATHHIX CiMOOJIiB.

HoiTtaxk 17-ro mapra 1920 poky IliBisbHa ciipaBa IlifkaprnaTbCcKoi Pycu
3acJjaJjia JaJjIisl IIPoIo3illii mpo 3eMHBIN 3HaK (TesierpadiuHo i IHUCeMHO).
B ontuci cripaBel 3 ,Hughesogrammu® agpecoBaHo nipesifgii MiHicTepcTBa

10 Tlac €. 1773. Ministerstvo vnitra, 9. marca 1920. In ®isinmnos, Osexciii: TaeMHUII repba
IligkapnaTchbkoi Pyci. Voxropoj 2006.

11  Pripis €.j. 7507/1920 Ministerstvu vnitra v Praze. Presidium ministerské rady republiky
Ceskoslovenské, 12. marca 1920. In ®iinmos, Oexciii: TaeMmHu1s rep6a Iligkaprarcbkoi Pyci.
Vxropog 2006.
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kriza, ktorého horné a dolné rameno mali byt rovnako
dlhé, prostredné dlhSie, a v flavom striebornom poli mal
byt Cerveny medved v skoku.

Druhy navrhvypracovala strana direktoéria, teda strana
VoloSinova. Mal pozostavat zo znameni prebratych zerbov
viacerych z4p: Marmarosskej, UZskej, SpiSskej, BerezZskej,
Zemplinskej, Sari$skej a Ugocskej. V strede mal byt 3tit
Teodora Korjatovica'?, v hornej Casti Stitu horstvo na pozadj,
prekryté po stranach dvoma jedfami, medzi nimijelen. Pod
jelelom naznacena 3téla s prekrizenymi kladivkami. Po
stranach stredného Stitu muz a Zena so snopom a hroz-
nom. V dolnej €asti Stitu voda naznacena vinami a ryby.
Tento navrh bol vSak komplikovany a heraldicky nekorektny.

Oba tieto navrhy boli odoslané expresnou poStou a do
Prahy boli doru€ené 22. marca 1920 (len tyzden pred pri-
jatim zakona o Statnych symboloch v Narodnom zhromaz-
deni CSR).

Ministerstvo vnutra sa 6. aprila 1920 (tj. tyZden po
schvaleni zakona o Statnych symboloch v Narodnom
zhromazZdeni CSR) vyjadrilo k predloZenym navrhom tak,
Ze ziaden z nich nemohol byt akceptovany. Navrh Volo-
Sinovej strany pre svoju heraldickii nekorektnost nemo-
hol byt akceptovany vébec. Navrh Gagatkovej strany sice
oznacilo za jednoduchsi a teda aj korektnejsi, no ani ten
nebol akceptovany, kedze bola obava z toho, ak by bol
do zakona prevzaty navrh jednej zo stran, mohlo by to
vzbudit odbor a nevdlu u druhej strany. Taktiez nemohol
byt navrh Gagatkovej strany prijaty aj preto, Ze Ustavny
vybor schvalil viadny navrh znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi od
profesora Fridricha skér, nez bol navrh Gagatkovej stra-
ny oficidlne doruceny. Ministerstvo vnutra preto navrhy
oboch stran zobralo na vedomie a odloZilo ad acta.

12 Teodor Korjatovi¢ (zomrel okolo r. 1417) bol knieZa z rodu litovskych
velkovojvodov, sa na konci 14. stor. usadil na Gzemi dnesnej Podkar-
patskej Rusi.

cross, whose upper and lower arms should be the same length,
the middle one should be longer, and in the left silver field there
should be a red salient bear.

The second proposal was developed by the directorate side,
l.e. Voloshin's party. It was assembled from coats of arms of
several zhupas: Maramaros, Ung, Szepes, Bereg, Zemplen, Saros
and Ugocsa. In the middle there was the shield by Teodor Kori-
atovych,” in the upper part of the shield a mountain range in
the background covered by two firs from the sides and a deer
between them. Under the deer there's a stole indicated, with
crossed hammers. On the sides of the middle shield a man and
awoman with a sheaf and grapes. At the bottom part of the shield
there's water indicated by waves and fish. This proposal was,
however, complicated and heraldically incorrect.

Both proposals were sent by express mail and arrived in
Prague on March 22, 1920 (just one week before the adop-
tion of the Law on state symbols in the National Assembly of
Czechoslovakia). On April 6, 1920 (i.e. week after the approval
of the Law on state symbols), the Ministry of Interior expressed
a statement on the submitted proposals, saying that none of
them could be accepted. Proposal of Voloshin's party couldn't
be accepted at all for its heraldic incorrectness. Proposal of
Gagatko's party was considered simpler and therefore more
accurate, but even this proposal wasn't accepted because there
were concerns that if either of the proposals were accepted
by the law, it would incite resentment and displeasure from
the declined party. Furthermore, Gagatko's proposal could not
be adopted because the Constitutional Committee already
approved the government proposal on the coat of arms of Car-
pathian Ruthenia by professor Fridrich before Gagatko's pro-
posal was formally delivered. Ministry of Interior took notes on
both proposals and shelved them ad acta.

12 Teodor Koriatovych (died circa 1417) was a prince from a lineage of Lith-
uanian dukes who settled in the territory of present-day Carpathian Ruthenia in
14th century.
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BHYyTpa 3 TOr0 JH4, agMiHicTpaTop IliBibHOM cpaBsl IligKapnaTbCKoU
Pycu H. Bpeiixa yBopKaTh, ke lararko-IlypkaHoBiuoBa CTpaHa B OCHOBI He
€ IIPOTH IIpeJIOKeHI N ITpoI1o3itii (tpod. Ppixpixa), 1em 61 X0TijIa, Kebbl
B HU)KHIN YacCTH I{iTa 6BIJIU TPU IOpOBL, TaK CaMO 3JIaTOCUHBO CKIIlJIEHEI.
B mpaBiM I10J110 Ha HEBEPIIIKY MaJjia OBITH B JIIBiM OKpalo I10JI5I BEIpOCTayda
3JIaTa II0JIOBHUHA TPOITOI0 XpecTa, KOTPOIo BHIITHE | HUYKHE paMeHO MaJIl
OBITH €JHAK JIOBTHI, CEpe/[HE OBIIIE, a B JIiBIM cTpibepHiM 11010 MaB 6BITH
4yepBeHbIU MeJIBiJ[b B CKOKY.

JpyTy IIpoII03iIito BEIIIpaljoBaJjia cCTpaHa JupeKTopiaTy, 3HauiTh BoJio-
miHoBa cTpaHa. ToTa cg MaJia CKJIa/laTH i3 3HaKiB IlepebpaThIX 3 epbiB Belle
KyII: MapaMopoIICcKoM, Y>KCKOoH, CITinicKol, bepe)XCKoH, 3eMIIJIiHbCKOH,
[Mapimickoit i Yrouckoi. B cepepuHi MaB 66ITH 1IiT Teomopa KopaToBiua'?,
Y BBIIITHIYM 9acTH IIiTy 30 3a/ly TOPCTBO, 110 H0Kax IIepeKphITe ABOMaA SIJIi-
IIMU, MIJPKI HUMa eJieHb. I1ifT eJleHbOM HasHaueHBIH IIITOJI 3 IIepeKpHU-
JKeHbIMa MOJIOTKaMu. ITo 60Kax cepefHbOTO IIiTy My>K i )KeHa i3 CHOIIOM
1 TPO3HOM. B HM)KHIM 4yacTH ILIiTy Bojla Ha3HaueHa BOJIHAMU i pbI6bl. HO
TOTAa IIPON03iIfig 6p11a KOMIIJIIKOBaHa i Tepaj[ivHO HEKOpPEKTHA.

O6UIBi TOTHI IPOIIO3iITii 6BIIHM 0/[0CTIaHBI €eKCIIPECHOB IIOIITOB, a 1o [Ipa-
THI OBLJIU JOPYUYEHEI 22-T0 Mapiia 1920 p. (1eM ThDKeHB Ilepe/ IPUITHOM
3aKO0Ha O IITaTHBIX ciM6os1ax B HapogHiM srpomazpkiHio UCP).

MiHicTepcTBO BHYTpa 6-ro anpisg 1920 p. (TO 3HaUITh THIXKJEHB II0
CXBaJIiHIO 3aK0HA 0 IITAaTHHIX ciM60s1aX B HapogHim srpomakinio YCP)
Cs Ky IIpeJJIOKeHBIM IIPOIIO03iIliaM BBICJIOBHUIJIO TaK, JKe JKaJHa 3 HUX He
MorJia 6BITH aKIleniToBaHa. [Ipomosinisa 3 60Ky BoJiolriHa IIpo CBOIO TepaJ-
[Ii9YHY HEKOPEKTHOCTh He MOTJIa OBITH HUSK aKIlelIToBaHa. IIpomosimito
3 [araTkoBO CTPaHbI 03HAYIIN 3a IPOCTIITY i KOPEKTHIIITY, HO aHH TOTa
He OblJIa aKIleIITOBaHa, 60 s 60sJIM TOTO, >Ke KeObl OblyIa 10 3aK0Ha IIe-

12 Teopop KopsaToBid (ymep K0J10 p. 1417) 6BIB KHSA3b0M i3 POy JIITOBCKBIX BEJIMKOBOEBOJIB,
cs Ha KiHI[I0 14. cTOJIiTS ycaJuB Ha TepiTopii fHemIHbOMH ITifKapnaTbCcKoi Pycu.

JlBi mpomosirii sHaka: [araTkoBoOk
1 BosomiHoBOM cTpaHsl. JKagHa 3 HUX
He 6bIJIa aKIeIITOBaHa.

Dva navrhy znaku: Gagatkovej a Volosi-
novej strany. Ziaden z nich viak nebol
akceptovany.

Two proposals on the coat of arms: Gagat-
ko's and Voloshin's party. None of them was
accepted.

>
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Konecna podoba znaku je teda vysledkom politického
kompromisu medzi proukrajinskymi a proruskymi hnu-
tiami na Podkarpatskej Rusi v dvadsiatych rokoch 20. stor.
Tento kompromis sa zZial nepremietol aj do realneho po-
litického Zivota. Spory medzi oboma tadbormi pretrvali
fakticky celé medzivojnové obdobie.

Nakoniec bol prijaty zakon Narodného zhromazde-
nia €. 252/1920 Sb. z 30. marca 1920, ktorym sa vydavaju
ustanovenia o Statnej vlajke, Statnych znakoch a Statne;j
pecati, ktorym boli ustanovené symboly Ceskoslovenske]
republiky.

stredny znak CSR bol navrhnuty tak, aby v fiom boli
zastupené hlavné znaky vSetkych Gzemi, ktoré tvoria re-
publiku a to Cechy, Morava, Sliezsko, Slovensko a Pod-
karpatska Rus. Znak Podkarpatskej Rusi bol poloZeny na
druhé miesto, aby sa tym vyjadrilo Specidlne Statopravne
postavenie tohto GUzemia. V sprave Ustavného vyboru z 19.
marca 1920, spravodajca Dr. Zahradnik uvadza, Ze nakol-
ko rokovania s miestnymi zastupcami na Podkarpatskej
Rusi neviedlo k definitivnemu vysledku, bolo potrebné
znak stanovit samostatne, pricom sa podla moznosti
prihliadalo na poziadavky lokalnych Cinitelov. Farby boli
zvolené podla miestnych poZiadaviek, kedZe na Podkar-
patskej Rusi ¢ast obyvatelstva inklinuje k modrej a Zltej
farbe, zatial Co druha Cast sa priklana k Cervenej a bielej.
Medved bol zvoleny preto, lebo sa mal nachadzat v mest-
skych znakoch, okrem toho ho moZno povazovat aj zinych
pricin za vhodny znakovy symbol's.

Stredny znak CSR sa teda skladal z dvoch Stitov: pred-
ného so znamenim ceského leva a zadného, ktory bol
rozstvrteny, v pravom hornom poli bol znak Slovenska,

13 Zprava vyboru Ustavniho o vladnim navrhu zakona tisk 1773; kte-
rym se vydavaji ustanoveni o statni vlajce, statnich znacich a statni peceti.
19. marca 1920. In ®ininno., Onekcii: TaeMHULUA repba Migkapnatcekoi
Pyci. ¥xxropog 2006.

The final form of the coat of arms is therefore the result of
political compromise between the pro-Russian and pro-Ukrainian
movements in Carpathian Ruthenia in the 1920s. Unfortunately,
this compromise didn't translate into real political life. Disputes
between both camps persisted virtually during the entire interwar
period.

Finally the Law of the National Assembly no. 252/1920
Coll., from March 30, 1920, was passed, laying down provisions
on the state flag, state coats of arms and the state seal which
became the established symbols of the Czechoslovak Republic.

The medium coat of arms of Czechoslovakia was designed
to include main features of all the territories that make up
the Republic. They were Bohemia, Moravia, Silesia, Slovakia and
Carpathian Ruthenia. The coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia
was placed in the second place to express a special constitu-
tional status of the territory. In the report of the Constitutional
Committee from March 19, 1920, reporter Dr. Zahradnik states
that since the negotiations with local representatives of Car-
pathian Ruthenia didn't lead to a definitive result, it was neces-
sary to determine the coat of arms separately, and if possible,
take into account the requirements of local officials. The colours
were chosen according to local requests, as part of the pop-
ulation of Carpathian Ruthenia is inclined to blue and vyellow,
while the second part is inclined to red and white. The bear was
selected because it was located in coats of arms of cities and it
can also be considered a suitable sign symbol for other reasons.”®

The medium coat of arms of Czechoslovakia is therefore com-
posed of two shields: the front one with the sign of the Czech lion
and the rear one, which was divided into four parts, in the upper
right field was the coat of arms of Slovakia, upper left field held
the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia, in the lower right field

13 Report of the Committee on Constitutional government bill print 1773; which
passes the provisions of the national flag, national coat of arms and the state
seal. March 19, 1920. In ®ininnog, Onekcii: Taemuuys repBa MigkapnaTceKol
Pycl. Yxropog, 2006
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peB3sTa IIPoNo3illis efHOU 30 CTPaH, MOIJIO OBl TO BEIKJINKATHU OJAIIOP IIi
HEBOJIIO Y IPyro#i cTpaHsL. IIporosinis [araTkoBo CTpaHbl HE MOTJIa GBITH
IIpHsATa 1 3aTO, )Ke yCTaBHBIN BBIOOP CXBAJIMB BJIaHY IIPOII0O3iI[it0 3HaKa
IlirkapnaTbCKoU Pycu ox mpodecopa ®pifpixa cKope, IK 6b1J1a IIPONIO3iIig
TaraTkoBOM CTpaHbI odirriaaHo qopydyeHa. 3aTo MiHicTepcTBO BHYTpa
IIPOII03iIil 06MABOX CTPaH B351JI0 10 BifjoMa 1 OJIJIOKBLIIO aff aKTa.
KoHeuHa 1107106a 3HaKa € BBICJIIITKOM IIOJIITIYHOTO KOMIIPOMIiCY MiJI>Ki

3 TOI KpecObl BEIIIJIMBATH, JKe IIPOII03iIlisg BoyonIiHOBOM cTpaHbI MaJja aMbi-
I1i}0 3aTOPHYTH 3HAKEI 3 ep6iB Belle KyII, B KOTPBIX XKbIJIH (i )KBIIOTHh PYyCUHEI).
Ho npo eif KOMIIJIIKOBAaHOCTS i repaJiliuHy HeKOPeKTHOCTh TOTa He 6bljIa IIpU-
sta. Kpigmo: diminmos, Osekcivi: TaeMHUIS repba.

Z tohto nakresu vyplyva, Ze ndvrh VoloSinovej strany mal ambiciu zahrnut
znamenia z erbov viacerych zup, v ktorych Zili (a Ziju Rusini). Pre jeho kompliko-
vanost a heraldickd nekorektnost vSak bol zamietnuty. Zdroj: ®ininnos, Onekciii:
TaemHuua rep6a MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci. Yxxropog 2006, s. 24.

This drawing shows that the proposal of Voloshin's party had the ambition to include signs
from coats of arms of several counties where the Rusyns lived (and live). Due to its com-
plexity and heraldic incorrectness, however, it was rejected. Source: dininnos, Onekcin
TaemHnus repba lNigkapnaTcbkol Pycl. Yxxropoa 2006, p. 24th

®

O6s1BUJIA €4 CA 1[I KOMIJIiKOBaHi-
11a Iporosiris 1. Bokias, KOTPHIH
Po3po6uB IIpoII03iItiro BosontiHoBoMi
cTpaHsl. J)KeHa B IIiiKapnaTbCKiM
KpOIo i3 3acTaBOB (IIpaB/L0I0/L06HO
CHUHBO’KOBTOB) CTOsT4a IIpu KopsIToBI-
YOBIM IaMATHHKY, Ha KOTPIM € IIJiT.

Objavil sa eSte komplikovanejsi navrh

J. Boksaja, ktory rozpracoval ndvrh
Volosinovej strany. Zena v podkarpat-
skom kroji so zastavou (pravdepodobne
modro-Zltou) stojaca pri Korjatovicovom
pamatniku, na ktorom je umiestneny
stit.

B3HUK i icTOpis Cy4aCHBIX pYCUHBCKBIX HAPOLHBIX CiM60IiB

A much more complicated proposal by

J. Boksaj emerged which reworked the pro-
posal of Voloshin's party. A woman in Ruthe-
nian national dress with a flag (probably
blue-yellow) standing by the Koriatovych's
monument, on which a shield is placed.
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[avom hornom poli znak Podkarpatskej Rusi, v pravom
dolnom poli znak Moravy a v lavom dolnom poli znak
Sliezska, tj. moravska a sliezska orlica'. Stredny znak vSak
nemal vyznacovat vietky historické zeme alebo ich Casti
pripojené k republike: v jeho hornej €asti boli znaky Slo-
venska a Podkarpatskej Rusi, kedZe i tychto dvoch zemi
sa do buducna ratalo s urcitou autonémiou, v dolnej asti
znaku zas Morava a Sliezsko, teda GUzemi, ktoré boli su-
Castou Ceského krélovstva.

Velky znak CSR bol zostaveny tak, aby obsahoval zna-
ky v3etkych politicky vyznamnych sucasti Statu. Podobne
ako stredny znak, aj velky znak sa skladal z dvoch Stitov.
Predného so znamenim Ceského leva a zadného, ktory
bol rozdeleny na sedem poli. V prvom poli bol slovensky
znak, vdruhom znak Podkarpatskej Rusi. Tieto znaky boli
v hornej Casti Stitu, aby sa tym vyjadrilo ich Specifické
postavenie v ramci Statopravneho usporiadania. V tretom
poli bola moravska a vo Stvrtom poli sliezska orlica™. Mo-
ravska a sliezska orlica boli na drovni ¢eského leva, kedZe
tieto Gzemia boli vZdy Uzko viazané s Ceskym kralovstvom.
V piatom poli bol znak TeSinska - orol, v Siestom poli znak
Opavska, tj. Cerveno-strieborno Stiepeny. V siedmom poli
bol znak Ratiborska, taktiez Stiepeny s orlom a dalSim
zvislym Stiepenim. Stit mal po bokoch nosi¢ov's, ktorymi
boli dva zlaté levy stojace na zlatych lipovych ratoles-
tiach. Pod Stitom sa vinie zlata stuha s modrym heslom

14 Sliezska (Cierna) orlica hladi z kompozi¢nych dévodov vlavo, hoci
v zadkone 252/1920 Sb. sa hovori o vpravo hladiacej orlici.

15V ceskej heraldickej terminolégii sa pre jednohlavého orla pouZiva
vyrazorlica, orol v muzskom rode sa pouZiva pre dvojhlavého orla. V slo-
venskej heraldickej terminolégii je orol jednohlavy, dvojhlavy je dvojorol.

16  Zakon 252/1920 Sb. hovori o levoch ako o strazcoch Stitu, hoci he-
raldicka definicia strdZcov hovori, Ze straZzcami su také heraldické figury,
ktoré stoja vedla Stitu alebo za nim bez kontaktu so Stitom, zatial ¢o
nosice Stit podopieraju alebo ho drzia.

were the symbols of Moravia and the lower left field represented
the coat of arms of Silesia, i.e. the Moravian and Silesian eagle.”
The medium coat of arms, however, shouldn't identify all historic
lands or their parts annexed to the Republic: in the upper part
were the coats of arms of Slovakia and Carpathian Ruthenia,
as the two lands were considered to have certain autonomy
in the future. In the bottom part of the coat of arms there were
the coats of arms of Moravia and Silesia, territories which were
part of the Kingdom of Bohemia.

The large coat of arms of Czechoslovakia was designed
to include all the signs of politically significant parts of the state.
Similar to the medium coat of arms, a large coat of arms con-
sisted of two shields. Front one, with the Czech lion and rear
one, which was divided into seven fields. In the first field there
was the Slovak coat of arms, in the second the coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia. These coats of arms were at the top of
the shield so as to reflect their specific position within the con-
stitutional arrangement. In the third field there was the Moravian
and in the fourth the Silesian eagle.”® Moravian and Silesian eagles
were at the same level as the Czech lion, since these areas have
always been closely tied with the Kingdom of Bohemia. In the fifth
field there was the coat of arms of Teschen — an eagle, in the sixth
fleld there was the coat of arms of Opava, i.e. a red-silver division.
In the seventh field there was the coat of arms of Ratibor, also
divided with an eagle and another vertical division. The shield
had supporters'® on each side — two gold lions standing on gold

14 Silesian (black) eagle is facing left for compositional reasons, although
the law 252/1920 Coll. says the eagle is facing right

15 Inthe Czech heraldic terminology the term used for a single-headed eagle

s ,orlica" (female eagle). The masculine gender is used for the double-headed
eagle. In the Slovak heraldic terminology a single-headed eagle is called eagle,
a two-headed eagle is called doubleeagle

16 Law 252/1920 Coll. mentions lions as guardians of the shield, although
the heraldic definition of guardians says that they are heraldic figures who stand
beside or behind the shield without any contact with the shield, while the sup-
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IpoyKpaiHbCKbIMA 1 IPOPYyChKBIMA pyXaMHU Ha IligkapraTbcKii Pycu
B IBAIATHIX poKax 20. cToJiTa. Ho TOT KoMIIpoMic cs1 Ha)kaJsib He IlepeHic
1 10 peasIHOTrO IIOJIITIYHOTO >KBIBOTa. He3rogsl MizpKki o6oMa TabopaMu cs
TATraJau GaKTivHO yepes I[iJIbIF MiPKiBOMHOBBIN I1EPiof,.

HaxoHellb 6bIB IpUATHIN 3aKOH HapogHOro srpoMapKing 4. 252/1920 36.
3 30-ro map1a 1920 poKy, KOTPBIM CSI BBIZJaBal0Th YCTAHOBJIIHS O ITaTHIM
¢duary, MITaTHBIX 3HAaKax 1 IMITaTHIM IITEMIIJII0, KOTPBIM OBIJIM YCTaHOB-
JIeHBI CiM60JIBI YeCbKOCJI0BEeHbCKON peIrybJIiKbl.

CepepHiii 3HaK YCP 6bIB IIPOIIOHOBAHBIN TaK, »KeObl Y HUM OBIJIU 3a-
CTYIJIEHBI IJIaBHBI 3HAKBI BIIBITKBIX TEPITOPiH, KOTPHL TBOPATH pelly-
6J1iKy, a To Yexsl, MopaBa, Cie3cko, CJIOBeHBCKO i IlifkapnaThcka Pych.
3Hak IligkapnaThCcKoi Pycu 6BIB OJI0KEHBIN Ha Apyre Miclie, sKeOsI g
TBHIM BBICJIOBHUJIO IIIITelliaIHe IITaTOIIpaBHe II0CTaBJIiHSA TON TepiTopil.
V cpasi ycTtaBHOrO0 BeI60pYy 3 19-ro Mapra 1920 p., cripaBopaiia /p. 3a-
IrpaJHiK yBOJKaTh, Ke HaKiJIbKO POKOBaHd 3 MiCTHBIMA 3aCTYNIIMHU
Ha IligkaprnaTbcKii Pycu He BeJio Ky ZepiHITIBHOMY BBICIIiIKY, OBLJIO I10-
TpebHe 3HAK CTAHOBUTH CAMOCTAaTHO, IPUYiM €4 IIOZJISI MOYKHOCTH 6pain
[I0 yBaThI M0’KafaBKBEI IIi ITIOTPeOBI JIOKAaJIHBIX YiHUTe iB. ®apOs! ObIIH
3BOJIEHBI IOJIJIS MiCTHBIX IT0YKalaBoK, 60 Ha IligkapmaThCcKiit Pycu yacThb
JKBITeJIbCTBA IHKJIIHYE Ky CUHIN 1 )KOBTil ¢papbi, 3aTJis IITO Apyra 4acThb
Cd IPUKJIAHATH Ky YepBeHiH i 6iy1i¥i. MeiBib GBIB 3BOJIEHBIN 3aTO, 60 1
MaB HaXOJUTH B MiCTbCKBIX 3HaKaX, OKPeM TOT0 I'0 MOKeMe I10BaK0BaTH
13 IHIIBIX IPUYiH 3a IPUCTOMHBIN 3HAKOBBIHA ciM601'.

CepenHii 3Hak YCP cg Tak CKJIaZjaB 3 IBOX IIiTiB: HepeJHHOI0 30 3HAKOM
4eChKOI0 JIeBa i 3a/{HHOT0, KOTPBIY OBIB P03/ ijIeHBIN Ha IITHUPH YacTH,
B IIpaBiM BBIIIHIM 110110 6BIB 3HaK CJI0BEHBCKA, B JIIBIM BBHIIIIHIM II0JI10
3Hak [lifkapraThCKOM Pycy, B IpaBiM HU>KHIM IT10J110 3HaK MopaBksl a B JIi-

13 Zpréavavyboruustavniho o vlddnim ndvrhu zdkona tisk 1773; kterym se vydavaji ustanoveni
o statnivlajce, statnich znacich a statni peceti. 19. marca 1920. In ®isinnos, Osekcii: TaeMHUIS
rep6a Iligkapnarcekoi Pyci. Vokropog 2006.

CepepHiii sHak UCP 3 1920 poky. HoBa
Bep3isd 3Haka [lifkapraTbckou Pycu
€ B JIIBiM BBIIITHIM II0JI10.

Stredny znak CSR z roku 1920. Novotvar
znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi je v lavom
hornom poli.

Medium coat of arms of Czechoslovakia in

1920. The new design of the coat of arms of

Carpathian Ruthenia is in the upper left field.

>
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,PRAVDA VITEZI", teda husitské heslo, ktoré pouZival aj
Jifi z Podébrad.

Oproti strednému znaku bol teda velky znak doplneny
aj o znaky TeSinska, Opavska a Ratiborska z toho dévodu,
aby v sebe zahfnal vSetky historické tuzemia, ktoré boli
hoci len z ¢asti pripojené k Ceskoslovenskej republike.
V dobovej literatdre samozrejme mozno najst aj kritické
postoje voci takejto kompozicii'.

Znak Podkarpatskej Rusi bol nakoniec zostaveny
zdvoch Casti preto, aby sa vyhovelo tamojSim dvom stra-
nam - proukrajinskej a proruskej (velkoruskej). Ukrajinska
Cast je odvodena od znaku Ukrajiny nesiceho znamenie
zlatého trojzubca velkokniezata Vladimira Velkého, vel-
korusku €ast znaku mal charakterizovat kraj obrazom
zvierata - medveda, obyvajliceho Karpaty's.

Oficidlna formulacia v zadkone €. 252/1920 Sb., popi-
sujuca znak Podkarpatskej Rusi bola: ,V levém hornim
poli jest znak Podkarpatské Rusi: 3tit na zdél rozdéleny;
v pravém, modrém poli tfi zlatd bfevna, v levém, stfibr-
ném poli stojici Cerveny medvéd v pravo hledici.”

Tento znak sa dostal aj na oficialnu peciatku guvernéra
Podkarpatskej Rusi. Guvernér G. Zatkovi¢ sa obratil na
Ministerstvo vnutra s navrhom, aby bola jeho Uradna
okruhla peciatka upravena tak, aby v jej strede bol znak
Podkarpatskej Rusi, okolo neho vo vnutornom kruhu na-
pis ,Guvernér Podkarpatské Rusi“, vo vonkajSom kruhu
,Ceskoslovenska republika”. Oba napisy mali byt na jednej
strane v ceskom jazyku, na druhej v rusinskom. Minis-
terstvo vnutra tento navrh v januari 1921 akceptovalo™.

17  VojtiSek, Vaclav: NaSe statni znaky (staré i nyné&jsi). Karlin 1921,
s.79-83.
18  VojtiSek, Vaclav: Nase statni znaky (staré i nyné&jsi). Karlin 1921, s. 78.

19  Pripis €. 25366/1920 Ministerstva vnutra. 12. januara 1921. In
®ininnos., Onekciii: TaemHuuA repba MigkapnaTcbkoi Pyci. Yxxropog 2006.

linden branches. Below the shield there was a winding gold ribbon
with a blue slogan "Truth prevalls’, I.e. a Hussite slogan used by
George of Podébrady.

Compared to the medium coat of arms, the large one was
complemented by the coats of arms of Teschen, Opava and
Ratibor to encompass all historical territories that were, if only in
part, connected to the Czechoslovak Republic. In contemporary
literature, of course, critical attitudes toward such compositions
can also be found."”

Coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia was eventually com-
posed of two parts in order to meet the demands of two local
parties — the pro-Ukrainian and the pro-Russian (Great Rus-
sian) party. The Ukrainian part is derived from the coat of arms
of Ukraine, carrying the sign of the gold trident of Grand Duke
Vladimir the Great, the Great Russian part of the coat of arms
was 1o be represented by an image of an animal — the bear who
Inhabits the Carpathians. '

The official wording in the Law no. 262/1920 Coll,, describing
the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia was: "In the upper left
fleld there is the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia: the shield
is vertically divided; a blue field on the right with three gold bars
and a silver field on the left with a red erect bear facing right.”

This coat of arms found its way onto the official stamp of
the governor of Carpathian Ruthenia. Governor G. Zhatkovych
turned to the Ministry of Interior with a proposal that his official
round seal would be adjusted with the coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia at its centre and around it there should be an inner circle
reading "Governor of Carpathian Ruthenia” and an outer circle
with the text "Czechoslovak Republic”. Both texts should be in

porters support or hold the shield

17 Vojtisek Vaclav: Our national coats of arms (old and modern). Karlin, 1921
p. 79-83

18 Vojtisek Vaclav: Our national coats of arms (old and modern). Karlin, 1921,
p. 78.
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BiM HUJKHIM IT10J110 3HaK CJIe3cKa, TO € MOpaBCKa i ciie3cka opJina.'* Ho ce-
penHil 3HaK He MaB BEI3HAYOBATH BIIBITKBI ICTOPIYHEI 3eMJIi a60 iX yacTu
IIPUIIOEHBI Ky pely6JIilli: B 10ro BEIIITHIN YacTH ObIJIN 3HAKBI CJIOBEHbCKA
illizrkapnaTbCcKou Pycy, 60 i B THIX JBOX 3eMeJIIX € 10 6YIyYHOCTH paxo-
BaJIO 3 JaHOB aBTOHOMIMOB, B HU)KHIM YacTH 3HaKa 35chk MopaBsa i Ciie3cko,
3HAUiTh TepiTopii, KOTPEI 661K YaCcTH0B YeCHbKOI0 KPaJbOBCTBA.
BesruksbIii 3HaK YUCP ObIB 30CTaBJIEHBIHM TaK, KeObI 00CSITOBAaB 3HAKEI
BIIBITKBIX MOJIITIYHO BBI3HAUHBIX YacTell mTaTy. [Iofo6HO 9K cepenHii
3HAaK, i BeJIMKBINM 3HaK Cs CKJIaZaB 3 ABOX IIiTiB. IlepeJHHOr0 30 3HAKOM
4eChbKOro JieBa i 3aTHbOr0, KOTPBIH ObIB pO3/iJeHbIN Ha CiM I10JIb. B ITepirim
TI0JII0 OBIB CJIOBEHBCKBIM 3HAK, B IpyriM 3HaK IligkaprnaTbCcKou Pycu. TOTHI
3HaKBI OBIJIN y BBIIITHIN 9aCTH IIiTa, )KBIOBI € THIM BBIPA3HJIO IX IIITeIfidiu-
He II0CTaBJIIHA B paMKaX IITaTOIIPaBHOIO YIIOPSIKOBaH. B TpeTiM 1010
6blJ1a MOpaBCKa a B YeTBePTiM IOJII0 cIe3cKa opJIira.’® MopaBcKa i ciescka

14  Ciescka (40opHa) OpJIiIg CMOTPUTH i3 KOMIIO3iUHBIX IPUYiH BJIiBO, XOIIb B 3aK0Hi 252/1920
36. ImuIIle Cs1 0 BIIpPaBO CMOTPSIYOM OpJIini.

15 B 4yechKil repaJiiiuHii TepMiHoJIOrii cs1 Ipo opJia 3 €{HOB r'OJIOBOB XOCHY€E Ha3Ba OpJIi-

Besimkeiii 3Hak YCP 3 1920
poky. 3Hak IlifKkaprnarh-
CKOM PyCH € TBIXK Y BBIIIIHIM
JIiBiM II0JTI0 KOJIO CJIOBEHb-
CKOTO.

Velky znak CSR z roku 1920.
Znak Podkarpatskej Rusi je
tiez v hornom lavom poli
vedla slovenského.

Large coat of arms of Czech-
oslovakia in 1920. The coat of
arms of Carpathian Ruthenia is
also in the upper left field, next to
the Slovak one.
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V roku 1938 sa tento znak stal symbolom hnutia za
samostatnost Podkarpatskej Rusi a objavil sa aj na agi-
tacnych plagatoch.

14. marca 1939 vyhlasil Slovensky snem nezavis-
ly Slovensky Stat. Podkarpatska Rus, v tom &ase uz
formélne autonémna sucast Ceskoslovenska, sa tak
ocitla v politickom vakuu. Preto A. VoloSin telefonicky
informoval prezidenta republiky E. Hachu, Ze jedinou
moznostou v tejto situacii je vyhlasenie nezavislos-
ti. 15. marca 1939 vyhlasila nezavislost Karpatska
Ukrajina. Tato vSak netrvala dlho, kedZe sa v tom
case na tomto Uzemi uz bojovalo a prebiehala eva-
kuacia Cs. obyvatelstva a stahovanie ¢s. vojsk pred
postupujucimi madarskymi vojskami (A. VoloSin ako
prezident novej republiky eSte v ten isty den krajinu
opustil). Pri vyhlasovani nezavislosti nebolo vela Casu
na vymyslanie symboliky. PredloZzeny navrh zakona
hovoril, Ze Statnym znakom Karpatskej Ukrajiny bude
doterajsSi zemsky znak. Pocas rozpravy Snemu Karpat-
skej Ukrajiny v Chuste toho istého dra podal poslanec
Dr. Stefan Rosocha pozmenujuci navrh na doplnenie
znaku o trojzubec svatého Vladimira Velkého. Posla-
nec o. Kirilo FedeleS navrhol v zaujme reSpektovania
krestanskej tradicie ukrajinského naroda doplnit do
znaku aj ,svaty symbol krestanstva“?. Ustavny zakon
€. 1 zroku 1939 teda symboly Karpatskej Ukrajiny usta-
novil takto: medved v lavom Cervenom (?)?' polpoli

20 TMpoTtokon i3 2-ro 3acigaHHs Colimy KY B XycTi, BigbyToro B cepeay
15.1II. 39. In ®ininno., Onekciin: TaeMHWLsA repba MNigkapnaTcbkoi Pyci.
Yxropog 2006.

21 Znenie Ustavného zakona ¢. 1 o vyhlaseni nezavislosti Karpatskej
Ukrajiny v zneni, ako ho publikoval Dr. Stefan Rosocha vo svojej knihe
Sojm Karpatskoj Ukrajiny, Winnipeg 1949, uvadza, Ze medved sa nacha-
dzav ¢ervenom poli. Pravdepodobne ide o tlacovu chybu, kedZe to proti-
re&i fotodokumentacii aj fonografickému zapisu Ustavného zékona €. 1 &i-

Czech language on one side and in Rusyn language on the other.
Ministry of Interior accepted this proposal in January 1921.°

In 1938, this coat of arms became a symbol of the move-
ment for independent Carpathian Ruthenia and appeared also
on agitational posters.

On March 14, 1939, the Slovak Assembly declared the inde-
pendent Slovak state. Carpathian Ruthenia, a formally auton-
omous part of Czechoslovakia at that time, found itself in
a political vacuum. A. Voloshin informed president E. Hacha on
the telephone that the only option in this situation was a decla-
ration of independence. On March 15, 1939, Carpathian Ukraine
declared independence. This did not last long because there
was fighting already in progress in this area and an evacuation
of the Czechoslovak population and withdrawal of the Czecho-
slovak military was being organized before the advancing Hun-
garian troops (A. Voloshin as president of the new republic left
the country on the same day). When declaring independence
there wasn't much time to invent any symbology. The pre-
sented bill said that the current land coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia becomes national coat of arms of Carpathian Ukraine.
During the debate in the General Assembly of the Carpathian
Ukraine in Khust on the same day, member Dr. Stefan Rosocha
presented an amendment proposal to complement the coat of
arms with the trident of Saint Vladimir the Great.

Assembly member Kirilo Fedeles proposed, in order to
respect the Christian tradition of the Ukrainian nation, on comple-
menting the coat of arms with the "holy symbol of Christianity."
Constitutional Law no. 1 from 1939 established the symbols of
Carpathian Ukraine as follows: bear in the left red (?)?" half-field

19 Letter no. 256366/1920 of the Ministry of Interior. January 12, 1921. In
dininnos, Onexcit: Taemunusa repba lMigkapnatcekol Pycl. Yxxropoa, 2006

20 [NpoTtokonia2-rosacifanHa Comy KY B XycTl, BIfOyTOHO B cepeqy 15. I
39. In ®ininnos, Onekciit: TaemHuusa repba Migkapnatcekoi Pycl. Yxxropon 2006

21 Thewording of the Constitutional Law no. T on the declaration of independ-
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IIpormosinii 3HaKa IOMHI-
XOBCKOT0 YeChKOCJIOBEHb-
CKa, KOTPHI MaJIX 3aTOpTaTH
cimboel Yex, Mopassl,
Ciescka, CroBeHbCKa i ITif-
KapIlaTbCKoU PycH,3HadiTh
OKpeMBIX TepiTopiH, y Ko-
TPEBIX CSI paX0BaJio 3 aBTOHO-
Mi¥oB. JKpizio: ®iginIos,
Outekcini: TaeMHUIIA Tepba
IligxapnaTcbKoi Pyci.
Yxropop 2006, s. 24.

3Hak IligkapriaTbckoii Pycu
cs1 0069BUB 1 Ha IITEMIIJIIO
rysepHepa. JKpipso: ®imin-
0B, Osekciti: TaemHuys
2epba ITidokapnamcwKoi Pyci.
Vxropop 2006, s. 23.

Znak Podkarpatskej Rusi

sa objavil aj na peciatke
guvernéra. Zdroj: ®ininnos,
Onexcini: TaemHuys 2epba
Miokapnamcekoi Pyci.
Yxropog 2006, s. 23.

Coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia appeared on the gov-
ernor's stamp as well. Source
®ininnos, Onekcin: TaeMHULS
repba linkapnaTcekol Pycl.
Yxropon 2006, p. 23.

Navrhy znaku pomnichov-
ského Ceskoslovenska,
ktory mal zahffiat symboly
Ciech, Moravy, Sliezska,
Slovenska a Podkarpatskej
Rusi, tj. jednotlivych Gzemi,
u ktorych sa ratalo s auto-
némiou. Zdroj: ®ininnos,
Onekcili: TaemHMLS repba
MiakapnaTcekoi Pyci.
Yxropog 2006, s. 24.

7

s

Proposals on the coat of arms
in the post-Munich Czecho-
slovakia which was to include
symbols of Bohemia, Moravia,
Silesia, Slovakia and Carpathian
Ruthenia, I.e. individual terri-
tories in which autonomy was
considered. Source: ®ininnos,
Onekciv: TaemMHuLA repba
MigkapnaTceKol Pycl.
Yxropoa 2006, p. 24.

3HakK 2-feHHOrO0 IITaTy Kaprnarscka YkpaiHa o6¢csiroBaB
i (ykpaiHbCKBIN)TpU3y6enbBiaguMipa Besukoro
3 XpecTOM Ha cepefiHiM 3y6i (14.-16. maper; 1939).

Znak 2-dfiového Statu Karpatska Ukrajina obsahoval aj (ukra-
jinsky) trojzubec Vladimira Velkého s krizikom na strednom

zube (14.-16. marec 1939).

Coat of arms of the two-day state Carpathian Ukraine contained
the trident of Vladimir the Great trident with a cross on the middle

prong (14th to 16th of March, 1939).

>
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a Styri belasé a tri ZIté pasy v pravom polpoli, trojzubec
sv. Vladimira Velkého s krizom na strednom zube. Far-
by Statnej vlajky s modra a ZIta, pricom modra farba je
hore, ZIta dole. Hymnou sa stala piesen ,S¢e ne vmerla
Ukrajina...” a Statnym jazykom sa stala ukrajin¢ina. Na
druhy den vSak bola existencia tohto Statu ukoncena.

Pocas horthyovskej okupacie v rokoch 1939-1944 sa
symbolika pre Karpatsku oblast neustanovovala.

Po pripojeni k Sovietskemu zvazu bola ustanovena
(Cervend) vlajka Zakarpatskej Ukrajiny. Znak sa takmer
pol storo¢ia nepouzival.

K obnove pévodného znaku doslo v roku 1990, kedy
ho Zakarpatska oblastna rada narodnych poslancov
18. decembra schvalila ako znak Zakarpatskej oblasti.
Vlajka az do roku 2009 vSak schvalena nebola, kedZe tato
otazka vyvolala velké rozpaky. Znak bol, podobne ako
v minulosti, zadefinovany s heraldickymi nedostatkami.
Jeho oficidlny popis znel: ,Znak Zakarpatskej oblasti ma
formu heraldického Stitu, vertikalne rozdeleného na dve
rovnaké casti. Z pohladu pozorovatela, jeho lava strana
sa deli na sedem horizontalnych pasov so striedanim
modrej a zlatistej?? farby, z ktorych je prvy pas modry,
druhy zlatisty. V pravej Casti Stitu na striebornom poli
je zobrazeny cerveny medved, ktory stoji na zadnych
labach a hladi vlavo.”

Legislativa na Ukrajine na zaciatku 90-tych rokov
20. stor. vSak nepredpokladala prijimanie symboliky na
Urovni miestnych ¢&i regionalnych orgdnov. Az v roku
1997 bol prijaty zakon tykajuci sa miestnej samospravy
na Ukrajine. Ten povolil samospravnym orgadnom prijat

taného na sneme Dr. Stebelskym. (Pozri: Grecilo, Andrij: K otazke vzniku
erbu Zakarpatska. In Genealogicko-heraldicky hlas. Martin 1996.)

22 Heraldika nepozna zlatistu farbu. TieZ si vymenené strany, kedZze
na erb sa diva ako na ¢loveka (pravidlo pravej a lavej strany).

and four blue and three yellow stripes in the right half-field, the tri-
dent of St. Vladimir the Great with a cross on the middle prong.
Colours of the national flag are blue and yellow, the colour blue
is above, yellow is below. The song "Sée ne vmerla Ukrajina..."
became the national anthem and Ukrainian became the official
language. The next day, however, the existence of this state ended.

During the Horthy occupation in the years 1939-1944, no
symbology was being established for the Carpathian region.

After the annexation of Ukraine by the Soviet Union, a (red)
flag of Transcarpathian Ukraine was established. The coat of
arms wasn't used for nearly half a century.

The restoration of the original coat of arms occurred in 1990,
when the Transcarpathian Regional Council of national members
approved it on December 18, as the coat of arms of the Transcar-
pathian region. The flag, however, wasn't approved until 2009,
as this issue caused great embarrassment. The coat of arms
was, as in the past, defined with heraldic shortcomings. Its offi-
cial description was: “The coat of arms of the Transcarpathian
region has the form of a heraldic shield divided vertically into two
equal parts. From the point of view of the observer, the left side
is divided into seven horizontal stripes with alternating blue and
goldish colour,?? where the first stripe is blue, the second one is
goldish. On the right side of the shield on a silver background
there is a red bear standing on its hind legs facing left."

In the early 90s of the 20th century legislation in Ukraine
didn't contemplate any symbology establishment at the level

ence of Carpathian Ukraine as published by Dr. Stefan Rosocha in his book Sojm
Karpatskoj Ukraine, Winnipeg 1949, states that the bear is in the red field. This is
probably a typographical error, since it contradicts the photo documentation and
the phonographic record of the Constitutional Law no. 1 read in the Assembly by
Dr. Stebelsky. (See: Grechilo, Andriy: On the issue of the coat of arms of Transcar-
pathia. Genealogical-heraldic voice. Martin 1996.)

22 Heraldry doesn't recognize goldish colour. Also the sides are switched,
you behold a coat of arms the same way you behold a person (the right and left
side rule)
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opJiira 6B1JIM Ha YPOBHU YeCHKOT0 JIeBa, 60 TOTHI TePiTOpPii 6BIIH BCE Y3KO
3BsI3aHBI 3 UeCbKBIM KPaJIbOBCTBOM. Y IITiM 10710 OBIB 3HAK TenriHbCKa —
opeJi, B IIIeCTiM 1010 3HaK OIlaBCKa, TO € YePBEHOCTPiObepHO CKilleHBIH.
V ceMiM 110110 OBIB 3HaK PaTibopcKa, TaK caMOo CKilleHBIN 3 0pJIOM i faJIIIBIM
3BicJIBIM CKiniHBOM. IIIiT MaB I10 60KaX HOCUTEJIiB'®, KOTphIMa OBIJIH Ba
3JIaTHI JIEBHI CTOSTYi HA 3JIaTHIX JIUIIOBBIX MOJIOAHUKAX. ITif] IITiTOM CS BHE
3JIaTBIM IMaHTJIUK i3 cuHiM recisom ,,IIPAB/JIA BITA3UTLHY, To € ryciTbcke
recJsio, KOTpe X0CHOBaB i Ipxxi 3 Iloge6pap.

IIpoTiB cepefHLOMY 3HaKY, BeJIMKBII 3HAK OBIB JOIIOBHEHBIN i 0 3HAKEI
TeminbcKa, OnaBcka i PaTibopcka, a To 3 TOM IIPiuiHE, 2)Ke6bI B 061 3arop-
TaB BIIBITKEI iICTOPIUHEI TEPITOPiI, KOTPHI OBLIU X0JIEM 3YACTH [IPUIIOEHBI
Ky UeChbKOCJIOBEHbCKiH penny6utinii. [IpaBfa, B #060BiH iTepaTypi MoxxeMe
Ha TaKy KOMIIO3iI]it0 HalTH I KPiTiYHBI IOIIggbL.Y

Haxonenb 3sHak IligKapaTbCKoOM Pycu 65I1B 30CTaBIeHBIH 3 IBOX YacTel
3aTO0, KeObI YCIIOKOITH 061/1Ba TOTABIIITHI 60KBI — IIPOYKpaaiHbCKBIN 1 ITPO-
PYCBKBIH (BeJITUKOPYCHKBIN). YKpalHbCKa YacTh C OJBUBATh Of] 3HaKa
VKpalHBI HeCy4oro 3HaK 3J1aTOr0o TPU3yOIls BeJIMKOBOEBO/BI Biragumipa
BesimKoro, BeJIMKOPYyChKY 9acTh 3HaKa MaB XapaKTepi3oBaTH Kpaiu 3 00-
pasoM 3Bips — MefBifis1, KOTPBIU >Kble B KapraTax.!®

1151, OpeJI B MY>KCKiM po/ii 51 XOCHYE ITpo opJia 3 JBOMAa roJI0OBaMHU. B ciioBaIibKit repaigiusini
TepMiHOJIOTi] € OpeJI 3 eJHOB I'0JIOBOB, 3 IBOMAa I'0JIOBAMHU € [BOOPEJL.

16  3akoH 252/1920 36. rTOBOPUTH O JieBax K BapTalllax IIfiTa, XoIb repaJfiuHa gediHinisa
BapTallliB TOBOPUTH, )Ke BapTalllaMHU CYTh TaKbl repasjidHbl Girypsl, KOTPHI CTOATH KOJIO
mita abo 3a HUM 6e3 KOHTaKTYy 30 IIiTOM, ITOKJISI HOCU Y] IIIiT mifIlepatoTh ab60 To TPUMAIOTh.

17  VojtiSek, Vaclav: Nade statni znaky (staré i nynéjsi). Karlin 1921, c. 79-83.

18  VojtiSek, Vaclav: NaSe statni znaky (staré i nynéjsi). Karlin 1921, c. 78.

Aritaunsisi nyarat M. Muxa-
seBiua 31939 poky. XKpizo:
www.istpravda.com.ua

Agitacny plagat M. Mychalevica z roku
1939. Zdroj: www.istpravda.com.ua

Agitational poster of M. Mychalevich, 1939.
Source: www.istpravda.com.ua
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vlastnu symboliku, hoci podla Alexeja Filippova nebo cel-
kom dotiahnuty, okrem iného aj z pohladu sfragistiky, tj.
pouzivania peciatok.?

V roku 2007 nezavisle na celom tomto procese schvalil
Svetovy kongres Rusinov znak Podkarpatskej Rusi (po
novom Zakarpatskej oblasti) aj ako znak vSetkych Rusinov
na celom svete.

Vznik a histéria rusinskej viajky

Farby sucasnej rusinskej narodnej vlajky st jednym z va-
riantov, o ktorom uz od 20-tych rokov 20. stor. uvazova-
lo ako o zemskych farbach Podkarpatskej Rusi. Zatial ¢o
v roku 1920 musel byt ustanoveny znak tejto stcasti no-
vovzniknutej Ceskoslovenskej republiky pre ucely zosta-
venia celostatnych symbolov CSR, otazka zemskej vlajky
Podkarpatskej Rusi ostala nedorieSena. Aj tu sa prejavil
rovnaky spor, ako v pripade znaku, kedy dve politické
hnutia na Podkarpati presadzovali svoje vlastné pred-
stavy o zemskych farbach. V podstate sa prejavil stary,
a dodnes neukonceny spor.

UZ v tom Case bolo zname, Ze modro-ZIté farby su
farbami ukrajinskymi. Niektoré dobové dokumenty ich
dokonca oznacuju za symbol poroby rusinskeho naroda?.
Modro-ZIté vlajky sa vSak na Podkarpati neoficialne pou-
Zivali popri bielo-modro-Cervenych, tzv. vSeslovanskych
trikolérach. Bezny lud na Podkarpati modro-ZIté farby
prijal, hoci az postupom ¢asu, nakolko ich povazoval
za teritorialne, no pouZivala sa aj ako symbol nespokoj-

23 ®ininnos, Onekcii: TaemHmusa repba Migkapnatcbkoi Pyci. Yxropoa
2006, s. 13.

24 Napr. pripis Policajného riaditelstva v Uzhorode ¢. 6445/1926 z 12.
oktébra 1926. In ®ininnos, Onekcili: MUTaHHA CTBOPEHHS Npapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

of local or regional authorities. It wasn't until 1997 that a law
on local self-government in Ukraine was adopted. It allowed
self-governing bodies to create their own symbology, although
according to Alexei Filippov it wasn't completely finalized in terms
of sphragistics, i.e. the use of stamps.*

In 2007, independently from the whole process the World
Congress of Rusyns approved the coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia (now Transcarpathian region) as the symbol of all
Rusyns worldwide.

The origin and history of the Rusyn flag

The colours of the present-day Rusyn national flag are one of
the variant which were envisaged as the land colours of Car-
pathian Ruthenia in the 1920s. While in 1920 the coat of arms
of this part of the newly formed Czechoslovak Republic had to
be established for the purpose of the composition of national
symbols of Czechoslovakia, the question of the land flag of Car-
pathian Ruthenia remained unsolved. Here, too, arose the same
dispute as in the case of the coat of arms when two political
movements in Transcarpathia pursued their own ideas about land
colours. In fact, an old feud manifested itself and has remained
unresolved until today.

[t was known already at that time, that blue-yellow colours
are the colours of Ukraine. Some historical documents label
them as the symbol of subjugation of the Rusyn nation. Blue
and yellow flags in Transcarpathia were unofficially used along-
side the white-blue-red Pan-Slavic tricolours. Ordinary people in
Transcarpathia accepted the blue and yellow colours, although

23 oininnos, Onekcin: Taemunus repda lMigkapnaTceKol Pyci. Yxxropon
2006,s.13

24 Forexample a note from the Police Directorate in Uzhhorod no. 6445/1926
from the 12th of October, 1926. In ®ininnog, Onekcit: NM1TaHHA CTBOPEHHSA
npapopa lNigkapnatcekol Pyci. Slina, Y>xropog, 2008.
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OdimiasHa opmysiarnia B 3akoHi 4. 252/1920 36., onucyroya 3Hak Ilifg-
KaplaTbCKo# Pycu, 6bLi1a: ,B J1iBiM BBEIIIHIM 10110 € 3HaK IligKapnaTh-
CKOM PycH: IITiT 110 {OBXKI]i pO3/iJIeHbIH; B IIPaBiM CUHIM II0JI10 TPH 3J1aThI
I'pAZBL, BJIIBIM CTPibepHIiM II0JII0 CTOS Uil UepBeHBIN Me/IBi/lb I103epalodii
Jompasa.”

ToT 3HaK cs [jicTaB i Ha 0QiriaJTHEBIHN ITeMIIeIb I'yBepHepa IligKkapnaTs-
ckott Pycu. I'yBepHep I. J)KaTkoBiu 06epHYB cs1 Ha MiHicTepcTBO BHyTpa
3 IIPOIIO3iIifi0B, KeObl HOT0 YPSAAHBIN OKPYIJIBIM HITEeMIIeJb ObIB yIIpaB-
JIEHBIH TaK, ’KeObI B IOr0 cepeiHi 6bI1B 3HaK IlifKapIiaTbckoi Pycy, a KoJio
HBOTO, IHYKa B KPyTy, 66IB HaIuC: ,,IyBepHep [ligkapmaThCcKoi Pycu®;
y BOHKAIIHIM Kpyry: ,YecbKOCJI0BeHbCKa peny6bJurika“. O6uaBa HaIUCHI
MaJid OBITH Ha €IHIM 00IIi B UeChKiM S3BIKY, Ha APYTiM B PyCUHBCKIM
sA3bIKYy. MiHicTepCcTBO BHYTpa TOTY IIPOIO3ilfio B sHyapi 1921 pori ak-
IernToBaJo."

B 1938 po11i ¢ TOT 3HaK CTaB CiM60JI0M pyXy 3a caMOOBITHOCTE Ilifkap-
aTbCKOM Pycu i 069BUB C5 1 Ha ariTayHbIX IlJlaraTax.

14-ro mapua 1939 p. CII0BeHBCKBIN CeMM BBITOJIOCUB He3aJleKHBIN
CJI0BeHbCKBIH IITaT. IlifkapmaTbcKka Pych, B TiM daci y>k ¢popMaIHO 9K
aBTOHOMHA 49acTb YeChKOCJI0BEHbCKA, OCTaja TaKbIM YiHOM B IKiMCh I10-
JIITIYHIM IIOPOXKHIM KpyTy. 3aT0 A. BosionIiH TesepoHiIYHO iHPOpMOBaB
npesifieHTa peny6Jiksl E. 'axa, sKe eJUHOB MOKHOCTBOB y TiH ciTyariil
€ BBITOJIOIIIHYA He3aleXKHOCTHU. 15-ro Mapria 1939 pori Kapnatscka Vkpa-
iHa BBITOJIOCHUJIA He3aJIe)KHOCTh. Ho ToTa HeThIpBaJia I0Bro, 60 B TiM Jaci
cd Ha Ti# TepiTopii y>K BOM0BaJI0, IPOXOAUJIA €eBaKyallisl uc. )KbITeJIbCTBA
1 cTITOBaHA UC. BOMCK ITepe] IIOCTYIIyIoUuiMa MagsapbCKbIMa BOUCKaMHU (A.
BoJIoLIiH 9K IIpe3ileHT HOBOM PelyOJIiKEI iII[i B TOT CaM bl IeHb 3 KpaiHbI
OZIBIIIOB). IIpHX BBITOJIOIIIOBAHIO He3aJIe)KHOCTH He OBIJIO BeJIbO Yacy Ha

19 IIpummc 4. 25366/1920 MiHicTepcTBa BHYTPIIIHIX ciipas. 12. sHyapa 1921 p. In ®iginmos,
Outekciti: TaeMHuUIIs repba Ilifkapnarcbkoi Pyci. Voxkropoz 2006.
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nosti s pripojenim Podkarpatskej Rusi k CSR a nosili ju
separatisti. Naopak, Rusini Zijuci na Slovensku boli v tom-
to smere uvedomelejsi a pouzivali vSeslovansku triko-
[6ru.

Uz v polovici roku 1920 (tj. v ¢ase, kedy uz bol schva-
leny z&kon o symboloch CSR a teda ustanoveny znak
Podkarpatskej Rusi), sa guvernér Grigorij Zatkovi¢
svojvolne a v podstate nedemokraticky rozhodol ro-
zoslat vSetkym Skoldm a notarskym tradom spolu
s €eskoslovenskou Statnou vlajkou aj modro-Zltud, o
je vlastne ukrajinska narodna vlajka (a to eSte predtym,
nez dostal odpoved z Ministerstva vnatra CSR na svoju
Ziadost ohladne zemskej vlajky). Modro-ZIta vlajka sa
viak pred prichodom G. Zatkovi€a na Podkarpatsku
Rus miestnym obyvatelstvom nepouZivala.

Proti tomu samozrejme vystupilo proruské hnutie,
resp. tadbor rusofilsky, ako ho vtedy nazyvali. Ten mod-
ro-ZIté farby povazoval za ukrajinské a snazil sa zaviest
slovansku, Ci rusku trikoléru, ¢o zas namietal tabor pro-
ukrajinsky so zdévodnenim, Ze bielo-modro-Cervena tri-
koldra je symbolom byvalého carskeho impéria.

12. januara 1921 zaslalo Ministerstvo vnuatra guver-
nérovi Zatkovi€ovi svoje stanovisko tykajlce sa teritori-
alnych farieb Podkarpatskej Rusi?>. Ministerstvo vnutra
spravne odporucilo, Ze podla heraldickych zvyklosti by
v zastave mali byt zastupené vsetky 4 farby, ktoré su
v zemskom znaku, od ktorého sa zastava odvodzuje, tj.
modr3, zIta, biela a Cervena. Ministerstvo tiez upozornilo,
Ze pouzitie vSetkych Styroch farieb by malo td vyhodu, Ze
by sa zemska zastava liSila od ukrajinskej, ktora je mod-
ro-Zlta. Spdsob rozmiestnenia farieb sa malo dohodnut
neskdr. Ministerstvo vnutra taktieZ chcelo zahrnut do

25  Pripis Ministerstva vnutra ¢. 25366/1920 z 12. januara 1921. In
®ininnos, Onekciii: MnTaHHA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci.
Nina, Yxropog 2008.

It took some time, because they considered them to be territo-
rial, but they were also used as a symbol of dissatisfaction with
the annexation of Carpathian Ruthenia to Czechoslovakia and
were worn by separatists. By contrast, Rusyns living in Slovakia
were more conscious in this respect and used the Pan-Slavic
tricolour.

Already in mid-1920 (i.e. at a time when the Law on the sym-
bols of Czechoslovakia was approved and thus the coat of arms
of Carpathian Ruthenia was established), governor Grigory Zhat-
kovych arbitrarily and essentially undemocratically decided to
send out the Czechoslovak national flag together with the blue-
yellow Ukrainian national flag to all schools and notary offices
(even before he got a reply from the Ministry of Interior of Czech-
oslovakia to his request regarding the land flag). The blue-yellow
flag, however, hadn't been used by the local population in Car-
pathian Ruthenia before the arrival of G. Zhatkovych.

Against this, of course, came forward the pro-Russian move-
ment, I.e. the Russophile camp, as it was called then. They consid-
ered the blue-yellow colours to be Ukrainian and tried to introduce
the Slavic or Russian tricolour, which in turn was objected by
the pro-Ukrainian camp on the grounds that the white-blue-red
tricolour is a symbol of the former tsarist empire.

On January 12,1921, the Ministry of Interior sent a staterment
to governor Zhatkovych regarding the territorial colours of Car-
pathian Ruthenia.?® The ministry advised correctly that according
to heraldic practice the flag should include all 4 colours repre-
sented in the land coat of arms from which it was derived, ie. blue,
yellow, white and red. The ministry also pointed out that the use
of all four colours would have the advantage of being different
from the Ukrainian flag which is blue and yellow. The method of
the colour arrangement was to be agreed later. Ministry of Interior
also wanted to include a provision in the upcoming constitution

25 A note from the Ministry of Interior no. 25366/1920 from 12th of January,
1921, In ®ininnos, Onekciv: [MMTaHHA CTBOPEHHS Npapopa [igkapnaTCeKol
Pyci. ina, Y>xropogd, 2008
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BBIJ[yMOBaHs CiM60JIiKEL. [IpefiiokeHa IPOII03iIis 3aKOHA TOBOPHJIA, JKe
IITaTHBIM 3HaKOM KaprmaThckol YKpaiHBI O6y/ie JoTelepiliHil 3eMHBIN
3HaK. Buaciignansa Cetimy KapniaTbckoit VKkpaiHsl B XyCTi, 11111 B TOT caMbIX
JleHb II0ZaB rocaaHens /p. HitepaH Pocoxa II03MiHIOI0UY ITPOII03iIlit0 Ha
JIOIIOBHIiHS 3HaKa 0 Tpu3y6ernb cBATOro Biagumipa Besrmkoro. IlocaaHenb
0. Kipiso ®epnesent, B iHTepeci pellneKToBaHsg XpicTiaHbCKOU Tpagirmii
YKpaiHbCKOTO Hapo/ia, IPOIIOHOBAB SOIIOBHUTH JI0 3HAKa 1 ,,CBATHIH CiM60JT
xpicTiaHcTBa“.2’ VctaBHBIN 3aK0H 4. 1 3 1939 poky, ciM60J161 KapnaThCKOM
VKpaiHbl yCTAHOBUB TaK: Me/IBiIb B JIiBiM 4epBeHiM (?)* IIiBIIOJIIO, IITUPU
CHHI I TpU >KOBTHI CMYTHI B IIpaBiM IIiBIIOJII0, TpU3y6elb CB. BiaguMipa
BeJIMKOTO 3 XpecTOM Ha cepeJHiM 3y6i. ®ap6bI MITAaTHOTO $irara CyTh CHHSI
i>k0oBTa, Hpu4iM cuHA dpapba € ropi, )KoBTa [[0710B. [IMHOB csI cTajIa CIIliBaH-
Ka ,Ille He BMepJia VKpaiHa...“ a MITaTHBIM SI3BIKOM Cs CTaB YKPaIHbCKBIN
s3bIK. HO Ha IPyTHIM feHb OBIJI0 ECTBOBAHS TOTO IITAaTy CKiHUEHe.

B uaci ropTifioBcko# okymallii B pokax 1939-1944 ca cim6oJika po
KapnaTbCKy 06J1aCTh HeyCTaHOBJIbOBAJIA.

ITo mpuIioiHi0 COBETHCKOTO COI3Y OBIB YCTAHOBJIEHBIH (UepBeHBIN) dirar
3akapraTbCKoM YKpaiHbl. 3HAK €4 CKOpPO IMiBCTOpiUa He XOCHOBAB.

Ky 06HOBJIiHIO IIEPIITOTO 3HaKa Aintio B 1990 poKy, KOJIK ro 3aKaplaTh-
cka o6s1acTHa pajja HapOAHBIX ITOCIaHITIB 18. merieMbpa cXBajuIa, IK 3HaK
3akapnaTbCKOM 06J1acTH. A 110 poKy 2009 ¢urar He 65IB CXBaJIeHBIH, 60 TOT
BOIIPOC BBIKJIMKOBAB BeJINKe 36apaHiHs. 3HaK, II0Z00HO0 IK B MUHYJIOCTH,

20 IIporoxouis 2-ro3acifanusa Coiimy KV B XycTi, BigbyToro B cepepy 15. I11. 39. In ®ininmos,
Outekcifi: TaeMHuUIs repba IlifkaprnaTcbkoi Pyci. Voxkropoz 2006.

21  TexcT KOHIITITY4YHOTro 3aK0HA 4. 1 0 BBITOJIONIiHIO He3ale;KHOCTH KapraThckoi YKpaiHsl,
y 3By4aHIo, IK ro my6srikoBaB [Ip. CTedan Pocoxa y cBoi#i KHMKIli Coiim KapnaTchkoi Vkpainu,
Binimer 1949, yBaj KaTh, )Ke Me/[BiZlb HAXOAUTH Cs1 HA YyepBeHIM 1oro. [IpaBonof06Ho ife
0 IIPEeCcoBY XbIOY, KiJibKe TO IPOTUPediTh GpoHOrpadpiuHOMY 3anucy KoHIITITyuHOro 3aKoHa
4. 1 uiTaHoro Ha ceiiMi /p. Crpe6enbcKeIM. (IlocMoThk: Grecilo, Andrij: K otdzke vzniku erbu
Zakarpatska. In Genealogicko-heraldicky hlas. Martin 1996.).
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pripravovanej Ustavy Podkarpatskej Rusi (kedZe sa ratalo
s vyhladsenim jej autonémie v rdmci CSR) ustanovenie,
podla ktorého by zemskymi farbami Podkarpatskej Rusi
boli prave vSetky tieto Styri farby. Tento navrh sa vSak
nikdy nezrealizoval.

Pokial by sme zostavovali vlajku €isto ako teritorial-
nu, variant so 4 farbami by bol pre Podkarpatsku Rus
najspravodlivejsi. Vlajka je vSak ludmi vnimana hlavne
ako narodny symbol, niet preto divu, Ze sa tam prejavil
tieto spory.

Pri oslavach Statnych sviatkov sa pri vlajkovej vyzdo-
be popri Statnej vlajke pouzivali aj vlajky v inych farbach.
Zaujimavy je nalez najvysSieho spravneho sudu z roku
1923, ktory sa tykal staznosti mesta Ceska Lipa, ale aj
dalSie judikatury, podla ktorych mohli drady v zaujme
udrzania verejného poriadku zakazat vyvesovanie zastav
v urcitych farbach, ¢i dokonca mohli za poruSenie tohto
zakazu ukladat sankcie. Kazdopadne, v tom ¢ase bol na
Podkarpatskej Rusi chaos ohladne pouzivania teritorial-
nych vlajok.

Biedne to bolo aj so znalostou bezného obyvatelstva
vo vztahu k Statnym symbolom. Vojenski velitelia pocas
vojenskych manévrov na Podkarpatskej Rusi hlasili, Zze
miestne obyvatelstvo, nielen nemeckej, ale aj ¢eskoslo-
venskej narodnosti neprejavuje nalezitu uctu k znakom
Statnej suverenity, tj. vlajke, hymne a vojenskym pluko-
vym praporom. Dokonca ani ¢eskoslovenské obyvatelstvo
pri hrani Statnej hymny nepozna jej text, a pri objaveni sa
Statnej vlajky musi byt ¢ast zhromazdenych upozornena
na zlozZenie klobuka z hlavy. Miestne tGrady toto samo-
zrejme zd6vodnovali len neznalostou a potrebou vychovy
hlavne na Skolach, a nie nejakému Uumyslu beZznych obca-
nov bojkotovat Statnu moc.

V oktébri 1925 sa ministerstvo vnutra obratilo na vi-
ceguvernéra Podkarpatskej Rusi (kedze Grigorij Zatko-

of Carpathian Ruthenia (as the declaration of its autonomy within
Czechoslovakia was anticipated) whereby the provincial colours
of Carpathian Ruthenia were just these four colours. This pro-
posal, however, never materialized.

If we compiled the flag as a purely territorial one, the var-
lant with 4 colours would be the most rightful for Carpathian
Ruthenia. The flag, however, is perceived by people primarily as
a national symbol, there is no wonder that these disputes man-
ifested themselves.

During celebrations of public holidays the flag decoration
included flags in other colours alongside the state flag. There
was an interesting finding by the Supreme Administrative Court
in 1923, which concerned a complaint by the city of Ceskéa Lipa,
and other laws, according to which the authorities in order to
maintain public order prohibited hanging of flags in certain col-
ours, or even to impose sanctions if this prohibition was violated.
Anyway, the use of territorial flags at that time in Carpathian
Ruthenia was chaotic

The knowledge of the general population in relation to state
symbols was poor. Military commmanders during military maneu-
vers in Carpathian Ruthenia reported that the local population,
including German and Czechoslovak nationals, didn't pay proper
respect to the symbol of state sovereignty, i.e. the flag, anthem
and military regimental banners. The Czechoslovak population
didn't even know the text of the national anthem when it was
played and during the appearance of the national flag part of
the congregation had to be reminded to remove their hats from
their heads. Local authorities justified this as ignorance and need
of education in schools, and not an intention of ordinary citizens
to boycott state power.

In October 1925, the Ministry of Interior turned to vicegov-
ernor of Carpathian Ruthenia (as Grigory Zhatkovych resigned
as governor in April 1927 to protest against the policy of Prague
toward Carpathian Ruthenia) for help in solving the provisions
of the official colours of Carpathian Ruthenia. The legal system
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6EIB 3aiepiHOBAHEIN 3 TepasfiuHbIMa HeflocTaTKaMu. Foro odimiaaHbIi
OITHC 3ByYaB: ,3HaK 3aKaplaTbCKOMU 06J1aCTU MaTh GOpMY repasifiiuHOro
11iTa, BepTiKaHO PO3/iJeHOro Ha Bl efHAKBl YaCTH. 3 IIOIVIAZY II030pOBa-
TeJIs, IOT0 JIIBBIH 6iK €S LIJIUTh Ha CiM TOPi30HTAIHBIX CMYT i3 UepsSIHbOM
CHUHBOMU i 3s1aTUCTON Pap6bI?2, 3 KOTPHIX € IIepIlia CMyTa CUHS, Apyra € 3J1a-
THCTAa. B IIpaBili 4aCTH IIiTy Ha CTPibepHIM OJIIO0 € 306pa’keHbI N YepBeHbIN
MeJIBifib, KOTPHIM CTOITH Ha 3aHiX jlabax i mo3epaTh BJIiBO.“

JlericsaTiBa Ha YKpaiHi 3auaTKkoM 90-bIX poKiB 20. CTOP. He IIpeJIIoKIa-
JlaJjia mpuiMaHs cCiMOOJIIKBI Ha YPOBHU MICTHBIX ITi peTrioHaIHBIX OpraHiB.
A>X B 1997 po1ii 66IB IIPUSATHIN 3aKOH, KOTPBIH €S JOTYJIAB MiCTHOM caMo-
crrpaBhl Ha VKpaiHi. TOT I0BOJILOBaB CAMOCIIPaBHBIM OpIaHaM IIPUATH
BJIACTHY CiM060JIiKY, XOIIb TTOAJIsI Atekces ®insinmoBa He 6BIB [JAJIKOM [J0-
CATHYTBINU, OKpeM iHIII0T0 i 3 ITOTIsAAy chparicTikel, TO 3HAUITH i XOCHOBaHA
rnevaren.s

B 2007 po1ti, He3aJIe>kKHO Ha I[ijiM TiMm Imponieci, CBITOBBIX KOHIpec Py-
CUHIB CXBaJUB 3HaK IlifkapraTbcKo# Pycu (110 HOBiM 3aKapIliaTbCKOH
06J1aCTH) i IK 3HAK BIIBITKBIX PYCHUHIB Ha Ii/IiM CBITI.

B3HUK 1icmopisi pyCUHbCKO20 paara

dapbbl CyyacHOTO PyCHHBCKOI0 HapoLHOTO diara CyTh €IHOB 3 BapiaHT,
0 KOTPil s yK off 20-bIX POKiB 20. CTOP. PO3/IyMOBAaJIO K 0 3eMHBIX papbax
IligkapnaTbcKoi PycH. [Toksl B 1920 poIji MyCcUB OBITH YCTAaHOBJIEHBIN
3HaK TOM YacTH HOBOB3HUKHYTOU YeChKOCJIOBEHBCKOM PeNyOJIiKbI IIPO
3aMiphl 30CTaBJIIHA IIIJIOMITAaTHBIX ciM60J1iB UCP, Bolrpoc 3eMHOTr0 diara

22 TepaJpiika He 3HaATPh 3/1aTUCTY dpapby. Tak caMo CyTh IlepedepsIHbI CTOPOHEI, KifibKe Ha
ep6 cs1 CMOTPUTH K Ha Y0JI0BiKa (IIpaBUJIO ITPaBOro i 1iBoro 60Ky).

23 ®iminmnos, Osekciii: TaeMHUIS Tepba [lifkaprnaTcbkoi Pyci. Vokropog 2006, c. 13.
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vi€ eSte v aprili 1921 rezignoval na funkciu guvernéra na
protest proti politike Prahy voci Podkarpatskej Rusi), so
Ziadostou o pomoc pri rieSeni ustanovenia oficialnych
farieb pre Podkarpatskd Rus. Pravny poriadok tato prob-
lematiku nijako neupravoval. Ministerstvo poziadalo o in-
formacie, aké vlajky sa okrem Statnej pouZzivaju na Pod-
karpatskej Rusi pocas slavnostnych prilezitosti, tiez ako
sa otazka vlajky vyvijala a v akom je stave. Ministerstvo
tieZ poziadalo viceguvernéra, aby k odpovedi pripojil text
a napev bezne pouzivanej rusinskej hymny.

Kancelaria viceguvernéra s tymito otazkami oslovila
oddelenie politickej spravy Podkarpatskej Rusi, Skolsky
odbor, spravcov vsetkych Zupanskych Uradov a spravcu
policajného riaditelstva, a ich prostrednictvom tiez no-
tarske, hlavnosldznovské drady (Urady na Urovni okresov)
a dalSie institucie.

Niektoré hlasenia od oslovenych instittcii su zauiji-
mavé a dokumentuju tamojsiu situaciu, ktorad odraza dva
protichodné tendencie. Niektori Uradnici sa pokusili aj
o historické zdévodnenie spravnosti tej, i onej verzie
vlajky, neslo vSak vzdy o overené historické fakty. Niek-
tori sa odvolavali aj na nepodlozZzené legendy siahajuce
i niekol'ko storoci do minulosti.

Mestsky notarsky drad v Mukaceve napisal, Ze v pri-
pade slavnosti sa okrem Statnych viajok vyvesuju aj ceské
(pravdepodobne bielo-Cervené), a vSeslovanské, tj. triko-
|6ry. Jedine Podkarpatska banka vyvesuje modro-zItd viaj-
ku, ktora ma byt ukrajinskou narodnou vlajkou. Sionisti
okrem 3tatnej vlajky vyvesuju tiez bielo-svetlomodru, ¢o
su farby palestinske?.

26  Pripis Mestského notarskeho Uradu v Mukaceve ¢. 688 zo 7. ok-
tébra 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekciii: MUTaHHS CTBOPEeHHSA Mpapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

didn't regulate this issue at all. The ministry requested informa-
tion what flags were being used, apart from the state flag of
Carpathian Ruthenia, during festivities and how did the issue
of the flag evolved in what was the current situation. The min-
istry also asked the vicegovernor to add the text and melody of
the commonly used Rusyn anthem to his reply

The vicegovernor's office addressed these guestions to
the Political administration department of Carpathian Ruthenia,
the Education department, administrators of all the zhupa offices
and the administrator of the Police directorate, and through them
the notary offices, district offices and other institutions

Some reports from the adressed institutions are interesting
and document the situation there which reflects two opposing
tendencies. Some officials also tried to make a historical justifi-
cation of the accuracy of a particular version of the flag, but there
were also many unproven historical facts. Some also relied on
unsubstantiated legends dating back several centuries.

The City notary office in Mukachevo wrote that during festiv-
ities, in addition to state flags, they also displayed the Czech flag
(probably white-red) and the Pan-Slavic tricolour. Only Carpathian
bank had the blue-yellow flag on display, which was the Ukrainian
national flag. Zionists, in addition to the state flag, displayed also
a white and light blue flag, the colours of Palestine.?

The Civil administration of Carpathian Ruthenia stated in
the reply by the office of vicegovernor on November 9, 1925,%
that on ceremonial occasions they used the national flag, but
also the blue and yellow flag, which was used by the majority
of the local population. They also noted that the beginning
of the use of the blue and yellow flag falls within the time of

26 Note by the City notary in Mukachevo no. 688 from October 7, 1925. In
dininnos, Onekcin: MuTaHHga CTBOPeHHs Npapopa lMigkapnaTcskol Pycl. Jlina,
Yxropof, 2008

27 Note by the Civiladministration of Carpathian Ruthenia no. 17635/1925. Uzh-
horod, November 9, 1925, In @ininnos, Onekciit: [1TaHHA CTBOPEHHS Npapopa
Migkapnatcekol Pyci. JTina, Yxropog, 2008
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IlinkaprnaTbCKOM PycH ocTaB HeOPIllleHBIN. I Ty cA IPOSABUB €HaKBINA
CIIOp, K B IIpUIIa/i 3HaKa, KOJIU [iBa II0JIIiTIiYHBbI PyXHl Ha [lifkapiiaTi mpo-
Ca/I>)KOBaJIU CBOI BJIACTHBI IIPe/ICTaBbl 0 3eMHBIX ¢papbax. B ocHOBI ca Ty
IIPOSIBUB CTapbIH 1 Jo[{HeCh HeJOKIHYEHBIH CIIOP.

V7K B TiM 4aci 651710 3HaMe, )Ke CHHBOKOBTHI $apObl CyTh YKpaiHbCKbIMA
dapbamMu. IakOTPHI JOOOBHI JOKYMEHTHI IX OKIHIISI 03HAUYIOTH 3a CiMO0JI
YTUCKY PYCHHBCKOIO Hapoja.** CHHBOXKOBTHI ¢Jlarsl ¢ Ha Ilifkaprari
HeoQillia;THO XOCHOBAJIU IOIIPHU 0iJIOCHHbOYEPBEHBIX T3B. BCeCIaBIHb-
CKBIX TPUKOJIOpaX. O6bIYaliHbI JII0fe Ha IligKapnaTi TOTHI CHHBOKOBTEI
bap6sI IIPUSJIH, XOIIb 8K IIOCTYIIOM Yacy, 60 IX 6paJjiu 3a TepiTipiaJaHbl, HO
XOCHOBAJIH €4 15K ciM60JI HECIIOKiTHOCTH 3 ITPUIIOIHBOM IliKapriaThCKOM
Pycu xy UCP, a HocuIH iX i cenapaticTsl. Haonmak, PycuHEI skbIt0ui Ha CJ10-
BeHBCKY OBIJIU B TiM HaIPSIMi YCBiZOMIJTIIITBI i XOCHOBAJIN BCECTIaBIHBCKY
TPUKOJIOPY.

V>k B mos10BUHI 1920 poKy (TO € B 4aci, KOJIX y>K ObIB CXBaJIeHBIN 3aKOH
0 cim6os1ax YCP i ycTaHOBJIeHBIN 3HAK IliKapraTbCcKou Pycu), r'yBepHep
Ipiropiit JKaTkoBiu CBOHBOJIbHI i B 0CHOBI HeJIeMOKpaTiYHO BHIPIiIIbIB
po3nocJjaTH BIIBITKBHIM IIKOJIaM i HOTapbCKBIM YPsIfaM BEJHO 3 YeCh-
KOCJIOBEHBCKBIM HITaTHBIM (JI1aroM i CHHBO>KOBTBIH, IIITO € BJaCTHO
YKpaiHbCKBIN HAapOAHBIN ¢Jiar (a To il ckope, K ficTaB 0fI0BiAE 3 Mi-
HicTepcTBa BHyTpa YCP Ha cBOIO KaJ|0OCTh OTJIsI/IoM 3eMHoro ¢uiara). Ho
CHHBO>KOBTHIH ¢u1ar mepeg npuxogom I. )Karkosiua Ha IlifkapnaTsCKy
Pych cs1 HOro MicTHBIMA JKbITEJISIMHU He XOCHOBaB.

Cam0c060B, IPOTH TOMY BBICTYIIMB IIPOPYCHKBIM PYX, PecIl. pyco-
$isckbIl Tabop, IK IO B TiM 4aci Ha3eIiBaJaHu. TOTHI CHHBOKOBTHI (papObl
6pasiu 3a yKpaiHbCKBI i HaMaraJjay cs 3aBeCTH CJIaBIHBCKY IIi PyCHKY
TPHUKOJIOPY, IPOTH YOMY €4 35ICh BCIlepaB IIPOYKPaiHBCKBIA Tabop 3 THIM,

24  Hamnp. npunuc ITosinaiHOro gupeKkTopiaTy B VKroposi 4. 6445/1926 i3 12. okTo6pa 1926 p.
In ®ininnos, Onekciii: InTaHHS cTBOpeHHSs ITpapopa Iligkapnarcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Vokropoz 2008.

Ha IligxapnaTbcKiil Pycu ¢4 1o

1. cBiTOBIi¥ BOMHI K0JIO UeX0CJIOBAIlb-
KOT0 Jlep>KaBHOT0 ¢Jiara HaiuacTimIe
XOCHOBAaJIU YKPaiHbCKbI CHHbO-)KOBTBI
bap6rI i Bcepociiicka TpuKoJopa.
PycuHBI )KbI104i Ha CI0BaKil XOCHOBA-
JIA TPHKOJIOPY.

Na Podkarpatskej Rusi sa po 1. svetovej
vojne popri Ceskoslovenskej Statnej
vlajke najcastejSie pouZzivali ukrajinské
modro-ZIté farby a vSeruska trikoléra.
Rusini Zijuci na Slovensku pouZzivali
trikoléru.

Carpathian Ruthenia after the first World War,
in addition to the Czechoslovak state flag,
most commonly used the Ukrainian blue-
yellow colours and the all-Russian tricolour
Rusyns living in Slovakia used the tricolour
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Civilna sprava Podkarpatskej Rusi v odpovedi kan-
celarii viceguvernéra z 9. novembra 1925%7 uviedla, Ze
pri slavnostnych prileZitostiach sa pouZziva Statna vlajka,
okrem nej tiez modro-ZIta, ktora je pouzivana vacSou
castou miestneho obyvatelstva. TieZz poznamenava, zZe
zaCiatok pouzZivania modro-Zitej vlajky spada do €asu
prichodu guvernéra Dr. Zatkovi¢a na Podkarpatsku
Rus, tj. do druhej polovice roku 1920. Modro-Zita vlajka
bola miestnym obyvatelstvom akceptovana aZ postu-
pom €asu ako zemska vlajka. Civilna sprava tiez uvadza,
Ze modro-ZIta vlajka sa pouziva aj v uzhorodskej Zupe
a mukacevskom biskupstve. Upozornuje vsak, Ze mod-
ro-Zlta vlajka je ukrajinskou narodnou vlajkou.

Policajny komisariat v Mukaceve tiez upozornil, ze
modro-ZIté farby boli zavedené a7 Dr. Zatkovi€om a zvyk-
nu sa pouzivat aj ako symbol nesuhlasu s pripojenim
Podkarpatskej Rusi k CSR. Hlavnosluznovsky trad v Ir-
Save dokonca poukézal na to, Ze $tatna vlajka CSR bola
ignorovana nielen zo strany obyvatelstva, ale aj zo strany
niektorych Uradov a cirkevnych a Skolskych ustanovizni.

Stanovisko v prospech modro-Zltych farieb zaslalo pre-
zidium Skolského odboru Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej
Rusi. To v liste zo 14. novembra 19252 uviedlo, Ze pocas
slavnosti sa na Podkarpati okrem $tatnej vlajky CSR po-
uZzivaju aj vlajky modro-ZIté, o ktorych je miestne obyva-
telstvo presvedcené, Ze ide o zemsku vlajku. Korporacie
presadzujuce rusky jazyk zas vyvesuju vlajky s farbami
byvalého Ruska. V liste sa tieZ piSe, Ze proti modro-Zl-
tym farbam zacali agitovat niektori cudzinci velkoruského

27  Pripis Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej Rusi ¢. 17635/1925. UZzhorod,
9. novembra 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekcii: MTaHHA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa
MigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

28  Pripis prezidia Skolského odboru Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej
Rusi €. 632/25 zo 14. novembra 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekcii: MnTaHHA
cTBOpeHHA npapopa lMigkapnaTtcekoi Pyci. flina, Y>xxropog 2008.

arrival of governor Dr. Zhatkovych to Carpathian Ruthenia,
l.e. the second half of 1920. The blue and yellow flag was
accepted by the local population over time as the land flag.
The civil report also states that the blue-yellow flag was also used
in the Ung zhupa and the Mukachevo diocese. It pointed out,
however, that the blue-yellow flag was the Ukrainian national flag.

The Police commissariat in Mukachevo pointed out that
the blue-yellow colours were introduced by Dr. Zhatkovych and
tend to be used as a symbol of disagreement with connecting
Carpathian Ruthenia to Czechoslovakia. The District office in
Irshava pointed out even that the national flag of Czechoslovakia
was ignored not only by the population, but also by some author-
ities and religious and educational institutions.

The statement in favor of the blue-yellow colours was sent by
the Presidium of the Education department of the Civil adminis-
tration of Carpathian Ruthenia. In this letter from November 14,
19258 they stated that during festivities in Transcarpathia, apart
from the national flag of Czechoslovakia, the yellow-blue flag
was used as well, which the local population considered to be
the land flag. On the other hand, corporations promoting Russian
language displayed flags with the colours of former Russia. The
letter also said that some foreigners of the Great Russian affilia-
tion began to agitate against the blue and yellow colours already
at the time of arrival of governor Antonin Beskid, and they labeled
the blue and yellow flag as Ukrainian.

The Education department even called the blue-yellow col-
ours to be Rusyn colours and mentioned them as historic col-
ours, because they were presented by Empress Maria Theresa
to the former Ung zhupa and Mukachevo eparchy (this has never
been confirmed, it is probably only a legend). The Education
department also said that the blue-yellow flag was first used by
the "Rusyn National Council” organized in Presov, the "Rusyn

28  Note by the Presidium of the Education department of Civil administration of
Carpathian Ruthenia no. 632/25 from November 14,1925, In ®ininnos, Onekcin
[MuTaHHA cTBOPeHHd npapopa lNigkapnatcekor Pycl. JTina, Yxropog, 2008
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’Ke OlJIOCHMHBOYepBeHAa TPUKOJIOPa € CiM60JIOM KOJHUIIHBOMN IapbCKOM
iMnepii.

12-ro sHyapa 1921 poxy MiHicTepcTBO BHyTpa 3acJjajo I'yBepHEePOBU
JKaTKOBIYOBU CBOIO II03i11i10, IIITO 10 TepiTopiasHbIX Gapb ITifKaprraTbCKOM
Pycu.? MiHicTepCTBO BHYTpa IIPaBUJIHO PEKOMEHI0BAJIO, Ke II0/JI4 repaJl-
JIIYHBIX 3BBIKJIOCTEH OB B 3aCTaBi MaJIX OBITH 3aCTYILJIEHEI BUIBITKHI 4 GapObl,
KOTPHI CYTh B 3eMHIM 3HaKY, 0/] SIKOTO CsI 3aCTaBa OJJBOM)KYE, TO 3HAUITh, CHHS,
7KOBTAa, 6iJ1a i yepBeHa. MiHiCTepCTBO BHYTpPA THIK YII030PHUJIO, ’Ke XOCHOBA-
Hs BIIBITKBIX IITUPBLOX $pap6 661 MajIo i TaKy BEITOAY, KeObl 3eMHa 3acTaBa
6blJIa iHaKIIa IK YKpaiHbCKa, KOTpa € CHHbOXKOBTA. CI10Ci6 po3Miling papo
Cs MaB JIOTOBOPUTH ITi3Hille. MiHiCTepCTBO BHYTpPa THIXK XOTiJI0 3aTOPHYTU
[I0 IPUTOTOBJIbLOBAHOM KOHIITITY i1 [TifKapaThCKoM Pycu (60 paxoBaJio cq
3 BBITOJIOIIIHBOM €11 aBTOHOMII B pamMKax UCP) ycTaHOBJIIHA, IO/ KOTPOTO
651 3eMHBIMa papbamu IligkapraTbCKoi Pycu 661U SKpa3 BIIBITKBI TOTHI
wTupu Gap6sl. Ho ToTa IIPOIIOsiIlis 1 HUIZA He 3peaJlisoBaJia.

IToKBI 651 CbMe 30CTaBJILOBAJIHU QJIar yicTo SIK TepiTopiaJHbIN, BapiaHTa i3
mTupboMma papbamu 651 661y1a Ipo [lifkapnaThCKy Pych HalicIipaBOJJIHUBI-
ma. Ho ¢urar sirozie 6epyTh SK HAPOLHBIM CiM00J1, 3aTO € He MOYK UyAOBaTH,
’Ke TaM HacTaJIHu TaKbl HE3TO/BL.

IIpu ocslaBax IITaTHBIX CBAT €A IIPU (JIaroBid 0371061 IIOIIPHU MITaTHIM
diary xocHoBaJIH i urarsl B iHIIBIX papbax. [HTepeCcHUI 069B HAUBHICIIIOTO
CIIPaBHOTO CYAY 3 1923 POKY, KOTPBIN €S OJHOCUB 10 CKaprbl MicTa YechbKa
Jlutia, aJjie i JaJjlIbl AIKATYPHI, IIOJIS KOTPBIX MOIJIU YPSAAEL B iHTepeci
YTPHUMaHs BepelHOro MOPSIAKY, 3aKa3aTH BHIBIIIIOBAaHS 3aCTaB B aIKbIX
dapbax 11l JOKIHIIL MOIJIM 3a IIOPYILIiH TOro 3aKasy i mokyrosaTu. Ho
B KasK[iM pasi, Ha [lifkapnaTbcKiit Pycu 6bIB B TiM 4aci HeIIOPSA0K, IIITO
[I0 XOCHOBaHS TepiTopiaJHBIX QJiIaris.

25 IIpunuc MiHicTepcTBa BHYTPINIHIX cIIpaB 4. 25366/192013 12. auyapa 1921 p. In ®isninmos,
Outekciii: IIuTaHHS CTBOpPeHHs ITpapopa IligkapnaTcekoi Pyci. JIina, Y>kropoz 2008.
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smeru uz v dobe prichodu guvernéra Antonina Beskida,
pricom tito modro-ZItu vlajku oznacovali ako ukrajinsku.

Skolsky odbor dokonca oznadcil modro-ZIté farby za
tzv. rusinske a tieto farby uvadza aj ako historické, kedZze
mali byt venované cisdrovnou Mariou Teréziou byvalej
uzhorodskej Zupe a mukacevskej eparchii (to sa viak nikdy
nepotvrdilo, pravdepodobne ide len o legendu). Skolsky
odbor dalej uviedol, Ze modro-ZIta vlajka bola pouzita
prvou,Rusinskou ndrodnou radou” organizovanouv Pre-
Sove, ,Rusinskou narodnou radou” v Marmarosskej Si-
hoti 18. decembra 1918 a v Chuste 21. januara 1919, tiez
v Sevljusi a rusinske narodné rady mali na modro-ZIté
vlajky skladat prisahy. Skolsky odbor dalej uvadza, ze
modro-ZIta vlajka bola prijata ,Narodnym zjazdom ru-
sinskych delegatov” v Budapesti diia 10. decembra 1918
za symbol vSetkych Rusinov zijucich pod Karpatmi, a to
na navrh Eumenija Sabova, arcidiakona vo Velkej Sevlju-
Si a predsedu spolku Duchnovica. Preto bola tato vlajka
schvalena ajmadarskou republikanskou vladou. Vliste sa
dalejpiSe, Ze pod touto vlajkou ,UZhorodska rusinska rada“
19. oktébra 1918 zlu€ovala narodné sily a Ze tuto vlajku 8.
maja 1919 prijala ,centralna rusinska rada” (zrejme malo
ist o Centralnu Ruskd narodnu radu), ktora vtedy vznik-
la zlu€enim rusinskych rad a bola slavnostne vysvatena
v biskupskom gréckokatolickom chrame. TaktieZ sto¢lenna
delegacia Rusinov 22. maja 1919 odovzdala modro-ZItu
vlajku prezidentovi republiky spolu s rezollciou o pripo-
jeni Podkarpatskej Rusi k CSR a s touto vlajkou bolo vitané
aj Ceskoslovenské vojsko. 18. jula 1920 bola modro-ZIta
vlajka, prinesena Siestimi americkymi sokolmi, darovana
podkarpatskym Rusinom americkymi Rusinmi, kedy bola
prevzata guvernérom a viceguvernérom Podkarpatske;j
Rusi, za pritomnosti Alice Masarykovej. Skolsky odbor tieZ
uvadza, Ze s modro-Zltou vlajkou bol privitany i prezident
Masaryk prinavsteve Podkarpatskej Rusivseptembri 1921.

National Council" in Sighetu Marmatiei on December 18, 1918,
and in Khust on January 1, 1919, as well as in Vynohradiv and
that these councils had taken oaths on the blue and yellow flags.
The Education department also states that the blue-yellow flag
was adopted by the "National Convention of Rusyn delegates” in
Budapest on December 10, 1918, as a symbol of all Rusyns living
in the Carpathians, on the proposal of Eumeniy Sabov, the arch-
deacon in Vynohradiv and Chairman of the Duchnovych Asso-
ciation. That's why this flag was also approved by the Hungarian
republican government. The letter further says that under that
flag the "Uzhhorod Rusyn Council” merged national forces on
October 19, 1918, and that this flag was adopted by the "Cen-
tral Rusyn Council" on May 8, 1919 (it was probably the Central
Russian National Council), which was then founded by merging
Rusyn councils and was solemnly consecrated in the dio-
cese's Greek-Catholic church. Also on May 22, 1919, the hun-
dred-member Rusyn delegation handed over the blue-and-yellow
flag to the President of the Republic, together with the resolution
of annexing Carpathian Ruthenia to Czechoslovakia and this flag
was used to welcome the Czechoslovak military. On July 18,
1920, the blue-yellow flag was brought by six American falcons
presented to Carpathian Rusyns by American Rusyns and pre-
sented to the governor and vicegovernor of Carpathian Ruthenia,
in the presence of Alice Masaryk. The Education department also
states that the blue-yellow flag was hailed by president Masaryk
during his visit in Carpathian Ruthenia in September 1921.

In addition to the above arguments, the Education depart-
ment tried to justify the blue-yellow colours as land colours of
Carpathian Ruthenia also from a heraldic point of view. The
Fducation department wrote in their letter that the law on state
symbols of Czechoslovakia established the coat of arms of Car-
pathian Ruthenia as a shield divided in half, in the right blue field
three gold bars, in the left silver field a red bear - and therefore, it
can be deduced from here that the blue and yellow colours are
in deed the land colours. This interpretation, however, is wrong
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BifHO TO 6BLJIO i 30 3HAJIOCTHOB 0OBIUANHOTO JKBITEJIBCTBA B OHOIIIHIO
Ky IITaTHBIM CiM60JsIaM. BOEHBCKBI BeJIUTeJIi B yaci BOEHbCKBIX MaHe-
BpiB Ha [lifkapnaTbCKii Pycu rosoCuIy, ke MiCTHE )KBITeJILCTBO, HejleM
HiMeIIbKOH, aJie 1 4eChbKOCJI0BeHbCKOM HapOAHOCTH He IIPOSIBJIATE II0-
TpebHY IIOYJIUBOCTH [I0 3HAKIB IIITATHOM CYBEPEHITEHL, TO €, ¢pjiara, TiMHBI
1 BOEHBCKBIX periMeHThCKBIX IpamopiB. JOKiHIIS 4eChKOCJI0BEHbCKE
JKBITeJIECTBO aHU IIPU TPaHIO IITATHOM IiMHBI He 3HATh €M TEKCT, a IpHU
TIOSBJIIHIO MITaTHOTO ¢jlara MYCUTH OBITHU UaCTh 3IPYIIOBAaHBIX YII030p-
HeHa, ’KeObl CHsJIa 3 TOJIOBEI Kajal. CaMoco60B, MiCTHBI YPSIABI TOTY
CiTyaIliro apI'yMeHTOBAaJIU 3 HE3HAJI0CTHOB i IOTPe60B IJIaBHI BEIXOBHI Ha
IIKOJIaX,a He TagKOMY YMBICJTY OObIUaiHBIX JII0feH 60MKOTOBATH IIITATHY
Minb.

B okxT06pi 1925 p. ca MiHicTepcTBO BHyTpa 06epHYJIO Ha BilleryBep-
Hepa Iligkapmarbckoii Pycu (6o Ipiropiit JKarkosiu immi B ampisro 1921 p.
pesirHoBaB Ha QYyHKILil0 I'yBepHepa Ha IIPOTECT IIPOTH IOJIITiKbI IIparsl,
B OJJHOLIIHIO 70 ITigKapraTbCKOU PycH), i3 2Kaf0CTHOB 0 IIOMiY IIPU pimi-
HIO YCTaHOBJIIHA odiniaaHbIX Gapb mmpo IigkapnaTecKy Pych. [IpaBHBIN
THOPA0K TOTY ITp0o6IeMaTiKy HUSIK He yIIpaBJIsiB. MiHicTepCTBO m0XKaajio
o iHpopMaIiii, IKbI ¢pJIarel, OKpeM IIITATHOT O, CSI XOCHYKTH Ha IlifKkapriaTh-
CKiti Pycu B yaci CBATOUHBIX Harof, a Tak caMo, sIK € BOIIpoc ¢Jrara pimarhb
1 B gKi# ciTyaril cd HaXoquTh. MiHiCTepCTBO THIXK BilleI'yBepHepa I105Ka-
JlaJio, )Kebbl Ky OJIIOBi/{i IPUIIOIB TEKCT 1 HACIIiB 3BHIYalHO XOCHOBaHOU
PYCUHBCKON riMHBI.

KaH1esapis BiljeryBepHepa 3 ThIMa BOIIPOCAMH OCJIOBHJIA OAZITiHS
roJIiTigHOM crrpaBsl IligKapraThCKOM PycH, ITKOJIBCKBIN 07160p, CIIpPaBIliB
BIIBITKBIX )KYIIaHbCKBIX YPAAIB I CIIpaBIid IOJIIIaHHOr0 JUPEeKTopiaTy,
a yepes HUX 1 HOTapPBbCKBI, IJIABHO CJIY>KOOHBI YPAABI (YPAABl HA YPOBHUA
OKpeciB) i Al iHIITITYIIi].

IHTepecHSHI CyTh JAKOTPHI TOJIONIIHA OCJIOBEHBIX IHIITITYIiN 1 OKY-
MEHTYIOTh TOTABIIIHIO CiTyallifo, KOTpa Oof3epKaJIlo€ IBi MIPOTUXOLHEI
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Okrem vysSie uvedenych argumentov sa Skolsky od-
bor snazil zdévodnit opodstatnenost modro-Zitych farieb
ako zemskych farieb pre Podkarpatskd Rus aj z heraldic-
kého hladiska. Skolsky odbor v uvedenom liste pise, Ze
z&kon o $tatnych symboloch CSR ustanovil ako znak Pod-
karpatskej Rusi Stit napoly rozdeleny, v pravom modrom
poli tri zlaté brvna, v lavom striebornom poli Cerveny
medved - a preto z toho moZno odvodit modru a ZItu
farbu ako zemské. Tento vyklad je vSak prave z heraldic-
kého hladiska chybny, lebo farby vlajky, ak sa odvodzuju
z erbu, musia zahffiat vSetky farby nachadzajuice sa v erbe,
tj. vtomto pripade by to boli az Styri farby?°.

O dalSiu verziu historického vykladu k otazke zem-
skych farieb pre Podkarpatsku Rus sa pokusili Uradnici
na Zupanskom urade vo Velkom Sevljusi. Prezidium tohto
Uradu v spise zo 16. decembra 19253 uviedlo, Ze mod-
ro-zltd vlajku dostali hali¢ski Rusi v roku 1849 od matky
cisara Frantiska Jozefa I., arcivojvodkyne Zofie, ktora ju
mala dokonca vlastnorucne vySivat. Exponat sa mal na-
chadzat v Narodnom dome vo Lvove. Malo to byt vyzna-
menanie za to, Ze sa pocas revolu¢nych rokov 1848, na
rozdiel od inych negermanskych narodov, nezdcastnili
protihabsburgského povstania. Zupansky urad vo Vel-
kom Sevljusi vysvetluje aj to, akym spésobom sa mod-
ro-ZIté farby dostali na Podkarpatsku Rus. Mali ich sem
z Halice priniest narodni buditelia ako Adolf Dobriansky,

29 Niektori proukrajinsky orientovani autori uvadzaju, Ze ak je v erbe
Cast Stitu bez zvierat (napr. samostatné pasy alebo iné heroldské (geo-
metrické) figury), a ina ast Stitu obsahuje konkrétne heraldické figury,
ako su napr. lev, medved a pod., tak pri odvodzovani vlajky z erbu sa
berie do Uvahy iba ta ¢ast 3titu, ktord neobsahuje zviera (v tomto pri-
pade modro-ZItd). Také pravidlo vSak heraldika vébec nepozna a tuto
interpretaciu mozno povazovat za Gcelovu.

30 Pripis prezidia Zupanského Gradu vo Velkom Sevljusi & 1381/1 zo
16. decembra 1925. In ®ininno., Onekciii: MMUTaHHA CTBOPEHHS Npapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xxropog 2008.

from a heraldic point of view, because the colours of the flag
are derived from the coat of arms and must include all the col-
ours found in the coat of arms, which in this case would be four
colours.®

The next version of historical interpretation of land col-
ours of Carpathian Ruthenia was formulated by the officials of
the VVynohradiv Zhupa office. The Presidium of the office stated
in a file from December 16, 1925,% that the blue-yellow flag was
given to Galician Russians in 1849 by Emperor Franz Joseph's
| mother, Archduchess Sophia, who allegedly embroidered it
herself. The exhibit was to be located in the National House
in Lviv. It was supposed to be an honor for not participating in
the anti-Habsburg uprising during the revolutionary years of 1848,
unlike other non-Germanic nations did. The Vynohradiv Zhupa
office also explained how the blue and yellow colours came to
Carpathian Ruthenia. It goes, that it was brought from Galicia
by national revivalists, the likes of Adolf Dobriansky, Alexander
Duchnovych, bishop of Mukachevo Vasily Popovych and bishop
of PreSov Jozef Gaganec. These revivalists, fighting for the rights
of the "Russian people in Austria” were the culturally, literary and
politically in close contact with Galicia, where Rusyn books and
magazines were printed, and whose inhabitants were considered
to be one nation with the Ruthenians.

The Zhupa office writes further that the blue-yellow flag
was also transferred by emigrants to America where it was kept
by the organization of "Ugrorussians” — Sojedinénije grekoka-

29 Some pro-Ukrainian oriented authors state that if parts of the coat of arms
are without animals (e.g. separate stripes or other heraldic (geometric) figures),
and one part of the shield contains specific heraldic figures, such as lions, bears
etc., then the derivation of the flag from the coat of arms only takes the part of
the shield without the animal (in this case, the blue and yellow part). This rule is,
however, unknown in heraldry and this interpretation can be considered purposive

30 Note from the Presidium of the Vynohradiv zhupa office no. 1381/1 from
December 16, 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekcii: MMTaHHsA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa
Migkapnatcekol Pycl. JTina, Yxropog, 2008
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TeHJeHITil. /laKOTPhI YPSAHUIIY CIIP0o60BaJIN apI YyMeHTOBATH iCTOPiYHOB
CIIpaBOJIMBOCTHOB TOM Ii IHIITOM Bep3sii ¢psrara, HO He IIIJI0 BCE O OBipeHBI
icTopiuHsl GaKTHI. [IoeAHEI CI OAKIHMKOBAJIN i Ha HEIIPe/JI0KeHbI JIeTeH bl
cdrarui i JakiJIibKo cTOpiY 0 MUHYJIOCTH.

MicThCKBIY HOTapbCKBIN ypsa B MyKaueBi HaIlHcaB, JKe B Yaci CBAT c4,
OKpeM LITAaTHHIX QJIariB, BEIBIIIIYIOTh YeChKEI (MOYKe 6iJI0UepBeHEI) i Bce-
CJIaBSIHBCKBI, 3HaUiTh, TPUKOJIOPHL. JleMm IlizkapraTecKka 6aHKa BBIBIITye
CUHBOXKOBTHIN uial, KOTPBIHM MaTh OBITH YKpaiHbCKBIM HapOgHBIM dJia-
roM. CioHiCTBI, OKpeM IITaTHOTO ¢Jiara, BEIBIIIIYIOTS i 6i/IbIH ICHOOEIaBhIH,
KOTpBHI CyTh ajIeCTUHbCKbIMA GapbaMu.

IlisisibHa copaBa IligKapnaThCKOM Pycu B OAIIOBi/Ii aipecoBaHill KaH-
meJsapii BineryBepHepa 3 9-ro HoBeMbpa 1925 p.?’ yBeJia, )Ke IIPU CBITOY-
HBIX HaTroJ[aX Cs1 XOCHYE IITaTHHIN §Jiar, HO OKpeM HbOTO i CHHBOKOBTBIH,
KOTPBIY € B)KbIBaHBIYM BEKIIIOB UaCThOB MiCTHOTO >KBITeJIbCTBA. TakcaMo
II03HAUYye, Ke 3a4aTOK XOCHOBaHsA CHHbO>KOBTOI0 ¢pjrara OfHOCHTE Cs
Jlo yaciB nmpuxoay ryBepHepa Jp. )KarkoBiua Ha IlifkapnaTscKy Pycsh,
a TO [0 APyro IoJoBUHEBI 1920 poKy. CHHBbO>KOBTHIN ¢jiar GBIB MiCT-
HBIM >KBITeJIbCTBOM aKIeITOBAaHBIN a>k HOCTYIOM Yacy sIK 3eMHBIHI
duar. I{iBisibHa cIIpaBa ThIXK YBaKaTh, )K€ CHHbOKOBTBIU QJIal CI XOCHYE
B Y)KTOPOABCKIM >KyIIi 1 B MyKaueBCKiM emicKomcTBi. Ho YII030pHIOE, >Ke
CHUHBOYKOBTBIH (JIar € YKpalHbCKBIM HapOAHBIM QJIaroM.

IMosrinafiHBIN KoMicapiaT B MyKaueBi THIXK YIIO30PHUB, J)Ke CUHbO>KOBTHI
bap6wI O6b1TM 3aBePKeHBI aXk /Ip. )KaTKOoBi4OM i 3BBIKHYTH CSI XOCHOBATHU
149K ciM00J1 He3roabI 3 IpunoiHboM IlifkapnaTbckoi Pycu Ky UCP. I'1aB-
HBIH CIY>KOOHBIN ypsA B IpiiaBi OKIHII yKa3aB Ha TO, Ke IIITaTHBINA ¢pirar

26  IIpunuc MicTbCKOTro HOTapbCKOro ypsaay B MykadesBi 4. 688 i3 7. okTo6pa 1925 p. In ®i-
JIinmoB, Osekciii: IMTaHHS cCTBOpPeHHs ITpapopa IligkapraTrcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>kropog 2008.

27  IIpunwuc LliBinHOM cripaBs! IlifkapnaTbcKoi Pycu 4. 17635/1925. Y>kropof, 9. HoBeM6pa
1925. In @iminmos, Osekciii: [IuTaHHS CTBOPeHH IIpapopa Iligkaprnarcbkoi Pyci. Jlina, Vxro-
pox 2008.
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Alexander Duchnovi¢, mukacevsky biskup Vasilij Popovic
a preSovsky biskup Jozef Gaganec. Tito buditelia, bojujuci
za prava ,ruského fudu v Rakusku”, boli po kultdrnej, li-
terarnej aj politickej stranke v zkom kontakte s Halicou,
kde sa tlacili rusinske knihy, ¢asopisy a pod., a s ktorej
obyvatelmi sa povaZzovali za jeden narod.

Zupansky urad dalej pise, e modro-ZIta vlajka bola
vystahovalcami prenesend aj do Ameriky, kde sa udrzala
v organizacii ,Uhrorusov” - Sojedinénije grekokatolices-
kych bratrstv. Ind organizacia, pod vedenim Nika Pacutu,
pbvodom zo Slovenska, s proruskou orientaciou zas nosila
rusku trikoléru. Ked bolo jasné, Ze sa Rakusko-Uhorska
monarchia rozpadne, Sojedinénije sa zacalo angazovat
v zaistovani prav Uhrorusov. Odtial mal modro-ZItu vlaj-
ku priniest aj prvy guvernér Podkarpatskej Rusi Grigorij
Zatkovic.

V liste je aj zmienka o ¢lanku historika Ireneja Kondra-
tovica, ktory mal koncom roku 1923 uverejnit v Karpato-
ruskom vestniku ¢lanok, vktorom piSe, Ze modro-ZIté farby
mozno datovat na koniec 14. storocia ako farby kniezata
Korjatovica, hoci sam autor zaroven priznava, Ze Korja-
tovicove farby nikto nepozna, iba jeho bezfarebny erb
s képiou sv. Juraja zabijajucou draka.

Zupansky urad vo Velkom Sevljusi tieZ kon3tatuje, Ze
modro-ZIté farby pouZzivaju aj separatisti. Naproti tomu napr.
Duchnovicovo Ob3scestvo (v tom case Udajne najmaso-
vejSia organizacia Rusinov) pouZiva vSeslovanské farby.

Nakoniec sa pozrime na interpretaciu problematiky
vlajky Podkarpatskej Rusi zo strany Policajného riaditel-
stva v UZhorode, ktora je odliSna. Policajny riaditel v liste
z 12. oktébra 19263 (tj. rok od poziadavky ministerstva
vnutra, ktoré sa s touto otdzkou obratilo na viceguver-

31  Pripis Policajného riaditelstva v Uzhorode ¢. 6445/1926 z 12.
oktébra 1926. In ®ininnos, Onekcili: MTaHHA CTBOPEHHS Npapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

toliceskych bratrstv. Another organization, led by Niko Pacut,
porn in Slovakia with a pro-Russian orientation wore the Russian
tricolour. When it became apparent that the Austro-Hungarian
monarchy was going to dissolve, Sojedinénije began to involve
itself in ensuring the rights of the Ugrorussians. From there
the blue-yellow flag was supposed to be brought to Carpathian
Ruthenia by its first governor Grigory Zhatkovych

The letter also makes a reference to an article by the histo-
rian Ireney Kondratovych, who published it at the end of 1923
in the Carpathorussian Journal in which he wrote that the blue
and yellow colours can be dated to the end of 14th century as
the colours of Prince Koryatovych, although the author him-
self also admitted that Koryatovych's colours aren't known to
anyone, there's only the colourless coat of arms with a copy of
St. George's killing of the dragon.

The Zhupa office in Vynohradiv also notes that the blue and
yellow colours were used by separatists. In contrast, for example
the Duchnovic¢ovo Obscestvo (allegedly the largest organization
of Rusyns at the time) used the all-Slavonic colours.

Finally, let's take a look at the issue of interpretation of the flag
of Carpathian Ruthenia by the Police directorate in Uzhhorod,
which is different. The police director attempted in a letter from
October 12,1926 (i.e. one year after the requests by the Ministry
of Interior to the vicegovernor in October 1925) to make the first
historical explanation of the origin of the blue-yellow colours
They must have come from Sweden, he wrote, During the reign of
the Russian Tsar Peter the Great his foreign minister Menshykov
suspected the Ukrainian hetman Mazepa of treason. The Tsar
did not want to believe this suspicion, but later, when the war
between Russia and Sweden started, Mazepa was ordered
to attack the Swedes. Mazepa, however, feigned an illness on
which the Tsar issued a warrant for his arrest. However, he fled

31 Note from the Police directorate in Uzhhorod no. 6445/1926 from October
12,1926. In @ininnos, Onekcin: [MMTaHHa CTBOPEHHA Npapopa [iakapnaTceKol
Pycl. Iina, Y>xropogd, 2008
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YCP 6BIB irHOPOBaHBIN HeJleM 3 60KY JKBITeJIbCTBA, aJie i 3 60Ky JaKOTPHIX
YPALiB, IIePbKOBHBIX i IIKOJIbCKBIX YCTAHOB.

ITosimiro Ha 6J1aT0 CUHBOYKOBTHIX Ppapb 3acsajia Ipesifis IIKOJIbCKOIo
onbopy LiBisbHOM cripaBsl [TifkapraThckoi Pycu. ToTa B IUCTi 3 14-10 HO-
BeMOpa 1925 p.?8 yBeJia, )Ke B yaci cBAT cg Ha IligkapIiiaTi, 0KpeM IIITaTHOTO
¢durara YCP, XOCHYIOTH i CHHBO>KOBTHI (JIarsl, 0 KOTPHIX € MiCTHE YKBITeIb-
CTBO IlepecBifiueHe, >Ke ifie 0 3eMHBIH ¢uiar. Kopropallil mpocasKyodi
PYCBKBIN A3BIK 35Ch BBIBIIIYIOTH Quiarsl 3 papbaMu KOJMUIITHBOU Pocii.
V JIUCTI €S THIXK ITHIIIE, Ke IIPOTH CUHBOXXOBTHIM papbaM 3adaJiy aritoBaTu
JaKOTPBI UYA KIHII BeJIMKOPYCHKOT0 HAIIPIMY YK B 71061 IPUXOLY I'yBep-
Hepa AHTOHIig Beckua, IIpU4YiM TOTHI CHHBO>KOBTHIHN (Jial 03HaY0BaIHU
SIK YKPAIHBbCKBIN.

IIKOJIBCKBIY O60p AOKIHIIS 03HAUIB CUHBOXKOBTHI papOrI 3a T3B. Py-
CUHBCKBI, a TOTHI papObl yBOAKATE 1 9K iCTOPIUHBEL, Kifib>Ke 1X MaJia Mapis
Tepesisa mapoBaTH KOJIUIIHIN Y>KTOPOABLCKIN XKYIIi 1 MyKaueBCKiH erap-
Xil (HO TOTO s HUTZA He IIOTBEPUJIO, MOXKe ifte jieM 0 jiereHy). IITKoIb-
CKBIH 0160p [1aJie YBiB, )Ke CHHbO>KOBTHIH (Jiar 65IB XOCHOBAHBIH IIEPIIOB
»PYCUHBCKOB HAapOJHOB pa/loB“ opraHizoBaHOB B IIpsImosi, ,,PyCHHBCKOB
HapOJHOB pasoB“ B Mapamoporickiu Cirori, 18-ro genem6pa 1918 p. i B Xy-
cTi 21-ro ssHyapa 1919 p., TeK B CeBJIIOIII 1| pyCHHBCKBI HAPOAHBI pajbl
MaJId Ha CHHbOKOBTHI QJIarbl CKJIaLaTH IIPUCATHL. /lajle IIIKOJIbCKBIN OfI-
60p YBOJ KATh, Ke CHHbOXKOBTHIU Quiar 66IB [H4 10-ro nerembpa 1918
OpUATHIHN ,HapOqHBIM 3'bSI3I0M PYCUHBCKBIX JlejleraTiB“ B ByameniTi 3a
ciM60J1 BIIBITKBIX PYCHHIB )KbII0UiX ITif KapiaTaMH, a TO Ha IIPOIIO3iIlito
EBMeHida CaboBa, apxifiakoHa y Besukii CeBJIrolli i mpejceabl CIIOJIKY
JlyxHoBiua. 3aT0 ObIB TOT (Jial cXBajleHBbIH 1| MafAPbCKOB pelybaiKaHb-
CKOB BJIAJI0OB. B JIMCTI cd flaJle IHIIIe, JKe IIiJ TBHIM ¢pJIaroM , Y>KropogbckKa
28 Ilpumucnpesifii mkoJsbckoro of6opy LliBisHOM cipaBsl IligkapnaTbckol Pycu 4. 632/25

i3 14. HoBeM6pa 1925 p. In ®ininmos, Oyekciii: [IMTaHHSA CTBOPeHHd IIpapopa IligkapraTcbKoi
Pyci. JIinta, Y>xropoz 2008.
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néra eSte v oktoébri 1925) sa pokusil najprv o historic-
ké vysvetlenie pdvodu modro-Zltych farieb, ktoré maju
pochadzat zo Svédska. V ¢ase panovania ruského cara
Petra Velkého ho jeho minister zahrani¢nych veci Men-
Sikov upozornil, Ze ma podozrenie voci ukrajinskému haj-
tmanovi Mazepovi z vlastizrady. Car tomuto podozreniu
nechcel verit, ale neskér, ked sa zacala vojna medzi Rus-
kom a Svédskom, Mazepa dostal rozkaz, aby vyrazil do
boja proti Svédom. Mazepa zacal predstierat chorobu
a car vydal rozkaz na jeho zatknutie. Ten vSak utiekol do
Svédskeho tabora, kde bojoval proti Rusom. Za zasluhy,
ktoré preukazal Svédom, ho $védsky kral mal obdarovat
modro-Zltou vlajkou.

Policajny riaditel'v liste dalej piSe, Ze Adolf Dobriansky
vypracoval projekt, podla ktorého mali byt Hali¢, Buko-
vina a Podkarpatska Rus prehlasené za ,Ruské vojvod-
stvo“32.V projekte mala byt spomenutd modro-ZIta vlajka.
Neskor, ked vypukla vojna Madarov proti Habsburgovcom,
rusinsky narod Zijuci na spomenutych Gzemiach posky-
tol pomoc Rakusku proti Madarom. Rakuska vlada mala
Rusinov odvdacit Ustavou, v ktorej mala byt garantovana
plna narodna sloboda. To sa vSak nestalo a rusinsky lud
povstal, aviak Rakusko podrobilo toto hnutie prisnemu
dohladu a cenzure. V roku 1859 vydal minister Bach roz-
kaz, aby bola pre rusky narod Zijuci v Halici, Bukovine a na
Podkarpatskej Rusi spisana taka gramatika, ktora by Sirila
ukrajinizaciu (nova gramatika pre hali¢sko-rusinsky narod
sa mala vyucovat aj na Lvovskej univerzite). Z toho na-
sledne vypukol boj medzi Rusinmi a Ukrajincami. Za tdto
narodnu zradu Rusinov mala rakuska vlada obdarovat
priaznivcov novej, proukrajinskej gramatiky modro-Zltou
vlajkou (konkrétne im ju mala podarovat arcivojvodkyna

32 Maloist o vytvorenie samostatnej korunnej zeme v rdmci monar-
chie.

to the Swedish camp, where he fought against the Russians
For his services to Sweden, Swedish king honored him with
the blue-yellow flag.

The police director's letter also said that Adolf Dobriansky
prepared a project, according to which Galicia, Bukovina, and
Carpathian Ruthenia were to be declared "Russian Duchy"*?
The project mentioned the blue-yellow flag. Later, when Hun-
gary declared war on the Habsburgs, the Rusyn nation inhab-
iting the aforementioned territories provided aid to the Austrians.
The Austrian government was to repay this by granting Car-
pathian Ruthenians a constitution which would guarantee full
national freedom. This didn't happen and the Rusyn people
started an uprising, but Austria put this movement under
a strict supervision and censorship. In 1859, minister Bach
issued an order to draft a grammar for the Russian people
living in Galicia, Bukovina, and Carpathian Ruthenia to spread
ukrainianization (the new grammar for Galician-Rusyn nation
was also to be taught at the University of Lviv). This decision
eventuated a fight between the Rusyns and the Ukrainians.
For this national betrayal of the Rusyns the Austrian govern-
ment were to present the blue-yellow flag to all supporters of
the pro-Ukranian grammar (namely, it was supposed to be pre-
sented to them by the Archduchess Sophia, the recipients then
were supposed to call themselves Ukrainians). It was basically
Austrian policy against the Rusyns

When Adolf Dobriansky and his followers (also his brother
Viktor) learned about this, they composed a statement in which
they renounced the blue-yellow flag adopted in congress in 1848,
and declared their official flag of white, blue and red colours.
This statement was to be taken by Dobriansky's son-in-law
Budilovych (university professor in St. Petersburg). It was noted
in the collections of Dobriansky's writings that the tricolour flag
should be regarded as a flag of Slavism and not a flag of territory.

32 It was supposed to be an indepedent crown land within the monarchy.
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Jlo6oBa eTHOorpadiuHa Mallia 3 BEIXOZ,0CIaBIHbCKBIM
JKBITeJILCTBOM ABCTPO-YTOphCKa, Ha 3allafi csaraTh 110 BhI-
coKbI TaTpsl i 3aropraTs Liablid BeIX0A CI0BaKii,
IlirkaprnaTbcKy Pych, l'asud i yacTh ByKOBUHEI.
Jl0OPAHBCKOTO IIPOEKT Ha BHITBOPiHA CaMOOBITHON KOPYH-
HOM 3eMJIM B paMKaX MOHapXxil - PycbKOro BOEBO/ICTBA,
MIT BBI3epaTH II0J06HO.

Dobova etnografickd mapa s vychodoslovanskym obyvatel-
stvom RakuUsko-Uhorska, na zapade siaha po Vysoké Tatry

a zahfna celé Vychodné Slovensko, Podkarpatskd Rus, Hali¢
a Cast Bukoviny. Dobrianskeho projekt na vytvorenie samo-
statnej korunnej zeme v ramci monarchie - Ruského vojvod-
stva, mohol vyzerat podobne.

Contemporary ethnographic map of

the East Slavic peoples of Austria-Hungary,

it extends to the High Tatras in the west and

cover the entire Eastern Slovakia, Carpathian

Ruthenia, Galicia and part of Bukovina

Dobriansky's project to create a separate

crown land within the monarchy - Russian

Duchy - could have looked like that. 79
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Zofia, matka cisara Frantiska Jozefa I., pricom obdarovani
mali sami seba zacat nazyvat Ukrajincami). V podstate to
bola politika Rakuska proti Rusinom.

Ked'sa o tomto dozvedel Adolf Dobriansky a jeho stu-
penci (tieZ jeho brat Viktor), spisali prehlasenie, v ktorom
sa zriekaju modro-Zltej vlajky, ktora bola prijata na zjazde
v roku 1848, a prehlasili za svoju oficialnu vlajku bielu,
modru a Cervend. Toto prehldsenie mal Dobrianskeho
zat Budilovic (univerzitny profesor v Petrohrade) odviezt
so sebou. V zbierkach spisov Dobrianskeho malo byt tiez
poznamenané, Ze trojfarebna vlajka sa ma povazovat za
vlajku slovanstva, nie za teritorialnu.

Policajny riaditel'v Uzhorode dalej piSe, Ze aj keby Ma-
ria Terézia udelila rézne prava a vyhody Mukacevskému
biskupstvu, a zaroven by mu darovala modro-ZItu viajku,
tato vlajka nebola uréena pre miestny lud, ale pre muka-
Cevské biskupstvo. Aj Ferdinand V. mal pri vyznamena-
vani biskupov zaslat mukacevskému biskupovi medaile
s modro-Zltou stuhou.

Ked UZhorodska narodna rada iSla do Prahy s mod-
ro-Zltou stuhou, stretla sa 8. maja 1919 s PreSovskou na-
rodnou radou na staniciv ObiSovciach. PreSovska narodna
rada zacala proti modro-zltym farbdm namietat a upo-
zornila, Ze tieto farby st farbami narodnych zradcov. To
sp6sobilo hadku a vznikol boj, ktory, ako sa uvadzav liste,
nebol doteraz (1926) ukonceny (a pokracuje Zial aj v 21.
storodi). Policajny riaditel tiez uvadza, Ze rusinsky narod
na Slovensku je sebavedomejsi a v ndrodnom citeni
silnejsi, nez na Podkarpatskej Rusi a stavia sa proti
farbe, ktora bolaznamenim poroby rusinskeho naroda.

Na zaver policajny riaditel dodava, Ze neexistuje le-
gislativa upravujuca zemsku vlajku Podkarpatskej Rusi,
takZe aj pouzivanie modro-Zitych farieb je nezakonné,
tieto su navySe pred cudzinou symbolom ukrajinizacie
a Sovietskej Ukrajiny.

The police director in Uzhhorod writes further that even
if Maria Theresa had granted various rights and benefits to
the Mukachevo diocese and simultaneously presented it with
the blue-yellow flag, this flag wasn't intended for the local people,
but for the Mukachevo diocese. Even Ferdinand V. decorated
the bishops of Mukachevo with medals with blue and yellow
ribbons

When the Uzhhorod National Council went to Prague with
a blue and vellow ribbon, they met with the PreSov National
Council at the train station in ObiSovce on May 8, 1919. The
Presov National Council objected the blue and yellow colours
and warned that these colours were the colours of national trai-
tors. This caused a quarrel and a short ruffle. The police direc-
tor's letter states, that the quarrel hasn't ended yet (1926) (and
unfortunately continues well into the 21st century). The letter also
states that the Rusyn nation in Slovakia is more confident and
their national feeling is stronger than of those in Carpathian
Ruthenia. The Slovak Rusyns oppose the colour which was
a sign of subjugation of the Rusyn nation.

Finally, the police director adds that there is no legislation
on the land flag of Carpathian Ruthenia, so the use of blue and
yellow colours is illegal, they are also the symbol of ukrainian-
ization and of Soviet Ukraine.

After all these replies, it was clear that the issue of estab-
lishment of the Carpathian flag was a problem, and the central
government of Czechoslovakia has never returned to this issue
anymore.

In the calendar for the year 1937, an article titled "Nacion-
alnyj hymn i flag Podkarpatskoj Rusi"*® appeared, which included
the text of Dobriansky's declaration that renounced the blue
and yellow colours: "We, as followers of the Rusyn Voivodship,
have adopted in our project from the year 1848 as our national
33  Kanenpaps Ha 1937 rofs, nanaxie Pycckon HauioHansHO-ABTOHOMHOM

MapTiv, Y>xropofds, 1936, Tunorpadis ,BukTopia”. In dininnos, Onekci
[MnTaHHA cTBOPEHHA Npapopa lMigkapnatcekor Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008
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pycuHBbCKaA pazga“ 19-ro oktobpa 1918 3s1yyoBaJsia HapOAHBI CHUJIBI i Ke TOT
¢duar 8-ro Mmast 1919 npusia , lleHTpasHa pyCHHbCKA paga“ (Mo>ke MaJIo iTH
o lleHTpaJIHy pyCKy HapOLHY pajy), KOTpa B TiM Yaci BSHUKJIA 3JIy4iHbOM
PYCUHBCKBIX paj i 6b1y1a CBITOYHI BRICBSIUEHA B €IIICKOIICKIM I'peKOKaTo-
JUNBKIM XpaMmi. TakcaMo, cCTO4JIeHHa Jieseranis PycuHiB 22-ro Mas 1919
p- Hepefaia CHHbOXKOBTHIU QJiar Ipe3ileHTOBU penyOJIiKbI BETHO 3 pe3o-
JIyLIitioB o TpuIoiHio IligkapnaTbckoii Pycu Ky UCP, i 3 TEIM ¢rarom 65110
BiTaHe i 4eCbKOCJIOBEeHbCKe BOMCKO. 18-T10 10J1a 1920 p. 6BIB CUHBO>KOBTHIN
biar mpuHeCceHBIN IIIeCThOMAa aMePUIIbKBIMAa COKOJIAMH, 1 0l aMePUIIbKBIX
PycuHiB OBIB ITI0ZJlapOBaHbIN IIiIKapIIaTbCKBIM PycHAM B yaci, Koy ObIB
nepeB3SITHIN I'YBEPHEPOM i BiljeryBepHepoM IligkapraTbCKoOU PycH 3a
yuacTu Aiingi MacapukoBoH. IIIKOJIBCKBIN 0L60P THIXK YBOYKATh, Ke CH-
HBO’KOBTHIM (J1aroM ObIB TPUBIiTaHBIN i TpesizeHT MacapuK IpX HaBIIiBi
IligkapraTbckoi Pycu B cenTeM6bpi 1921 p.

OKpeM BBICIIIe YBeJPKeHBIX apI YMEHTIB s IITKOJIbCKBIHN 0/[00p HaMaras
YBeCTHU IPUUiHBI 0O PYHTOBAHOCTU CUHbO>KOBTHIX $papb, 1K 3eMHBIX papb
npo IligkapnaTbCKy Pych i 3 repasziguHoro norasaay. IIIKoJIbCKEIN 0g60p
B JJaHiM JIUCTI IIHIIIe, JKe 3aKOH O IITAaTHHIX ciM6osax YCP ycTaHOBUB 3a
3Hak IlizkapnaTbCKOM PycH HaAMOJBI PO3/iJIeHBIN IIiT, B IIpaBiM CHHIM
II0JIX0 TPH 3JIaThI I'PSAJBI, B JIIBIM CTPiOepHIM II0JIH0 YepBeHbIU MeIBilb —
13aT0 3 TOTO MO OJBOJUTH CHUHIO 1 )KOBTY papby K 3eMHBI. HO TaKbIH
BBIKJIA/[L € IIPaBi 3 repaJiZjiuHOTO OISy XBIOHBIH, 60 $papOrl dpirara, K g
OIBO/I)KYIOTH 3 €p0y, MyCATH 3aropTaTH BIIBITKEI papObl, KOTPHI €SI HAXO0-
ISTh B epbi, TO 3HAUITh, )Ke B TiM Ipunafi 651 TO 6BIIU aXK INTUPH papObIL.?

29  /lakOoTpHI IPOYKPaiHbCKEI OPbEHTOBAHBI aBTOPHI IIUIIYTh, ’Ke KiZlb € B ep6i yacTk myjiTa
6e3 3BipAT (HaIIp. OKpeMBbI CMYyThI 460 iHIIIBI TePOJIAbCKEI (TeoMeTpiuHbl) GiI'ypsl), i iHIIa yacTh
miTa Mae KOHKPeTHBI repaiiuHel GiI'ypel, SK HaIIp. IeB, MeZBi/ib, i 10, Ta IIPU BEIBOJPKiHIO
duara 3 ep6y Gepe cs 70 yBarsl JIeM TOTa YacTh I1iTa, KOTpa He 06csarye 3Bipd (B TiMm nmpunazai
CUHBO-KOBTA). Ho Take mpaBUJIO Tepasifjika abCcoJyTHO He 3HATh i TaKy iHTepIpeTarjito Mo-
’KeMe MaTH 3a 3aMipHY.
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Po vSetkych tychto odpovediach bolo jasné, Ze otazka
ustanovenia Podkarpatskej vlajky je problém, a centralna
vldda CSR sa k tejto otazke uZ nevratila.

V kalendari na rok 1937 vysiel ¢lanok s nazvom ,Na-
cionalnyj hymn i flag Podkarpatskoj Rusi“33, v ktorom bol
uverejneny aj text Dobrianskeho prehlasenia, v ktorom
sa zrieka modro-zZltych farieb: ,,My, ako stipenci Ru-
sinskeho vojvodstva, sme vo svojom projekte z roku
1848 prijali ako naSu narodnu vilajku Zlto-modru, no
kedZe utlacatelia a zradcovia rusinskeho naroda prijali
vlajku rovnakych farieb za svoju, odmietame ju, a priji-
mame ako svoju vSerusku trojfarebnu narodnu viajku®”.

15. marca 1939, ked vyhlasila nezavislost Karpatska
Ukrajina bola ustanovena modro-Zlta Statna vlajka. Po
pripojeni k Sovietskemu zvazu bola ustanovena (Cervena)
vlajka Sovietskej Ukrajiny.

V roku 1990 bol ustanoveny znak Zakarpatskej ob-
lasti, ako prvy zo vSetkych oblasti na Ukrajine. Vlajku sa
nepodarilo ustanovit az do roku 2009. V roku 2007 bola
vyhlasena sutaz na navrh zemskej vlajky. Tak, ako pred
80-timi rokmi, aj teraz sa prejavil spor medzi modro-zltym
variantom a trikolérou. Objavil sa aj variant modro-ZI-
tej vlajky rozdelenej bielym krizom, prelozenym znakom
s medvedom. Medzi navrhovanymivlajkami bola aj vlajka
v podobe, akl dnes pouZiva Svetovy kongres Rusinov
(horna polovica modra, dolna polovica rozdelend na bielu
a Cervenu), ale bez znaku, ktory podla navrhovatela p6-
sobi dojmom dalSieho zataZenia, pricom vlajka by mala
pdsobit svojou lahkostou. Predkladatelom tohto navrhu
bola Zakarpatska oblastna vedecko-kultirna spolo¢nost
A. Duchnovica (predseda Mychajlo Almasij).

33 KaneHgapb Ha 1937 roab, nspaaHie Pycckoin HauioHanbHO-
ABTOHOMHOU MapTin, Yxropoab, 1936, Tunorpa¢is ,BukTtopia“ In
®ininnos, Onekciii: MnTaHHA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci.
Nina, Yxropog 2008.

flag the yellow-blue one, but as the oppressors and traitors
of the Rusyn nation adopted the flag of the same colours, we
rejectit and accept the all-Russian tricolour as our national flag.”

On March 15, 1939, when the independent Carpathian
Ukraine was declared, the blue-yellow flag was established. After
the annexation by the Soviet Union, the (red) flag of Soviet Ukraine
was established.

In 1990, a coat of arms of the Transcarpathian region was
established, the first one among the regions in Ukraine. The
establishment of the flag failed until 2009. In 2007, a tender for
a new land flag design was announced. Just as 80 years ago,
it again manifested a dispute between blue and yellow variants
and the tricolour. There was also a variant of blue-yellow flag
divided by a white cross, a translated coat of arms with the bear.
Among the proposed flags was a flag in the form that is used
today by the World Congress of Rusyns (upper half white, lower
half is divided into white and red), but without the coat of arms,
which according to the proposer gives an impression of more
weight, whereas the flag should act with lightness. The submitter
of this proposal was the Transcarpathian Regional Scientific and
Cultural Society of A. Duchnovych (chairman Mykhailo Almashiy).

Finally, in February 2009, the Transcarpathian region flag was
approved in its current form, i.e. blue and yellow, with the coat
of arms in the upper left corner. This term was chosen because
of the 70th anniversary of the declaration of independence of
Carpathian Ukraine, putting the whole attention on Ukraine's
Transcarpathian region. The approval of the blue-yellow land flag
became in a way a defeat of the local Rusyn movement, who
advocated the Pan-Slavic tricolour.

However, this process already ran outside of the approval of
the Rusyn national symbology by the World Congress of Rusyns
They approved it even earlier, in 2007.
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3 [aJIIoB Bep3iloB iCTOPIYHOTO BEIKJIAy K BOIIPOCY 3eMHBIX Gpap6 IIpo
IligkapnaTbCKy Pych, cipo60Baly IPUUTH YPASHUIIU Ha )KYIIaHbCKIiM
ypaaiy BenukiM Cesuronti. Ilpesifis Toro ypsay B CIiuci 3 16-ro gerembpa
1925 p.3%yBeJa, )Ke CHHBOKOBTBIH QJIar JicTaau raaudcKel Pycu B 1849 porri
o MaTepH Ijicaps ®panTimka Hoseda L., apxiBoeBoaksiHi XKodii, koTpa ro
MaJia NOKiHIlg BJaCTHBIMA PYKaMU BBRIINIBIBATU. EKCIIOHAT € MaB HaXo[I-
»kaTu B HapogHim 1oMi y JIbBoBi. To Majia 6ITH Haropoja 3a To, )Ke B aci
PEBOJIYUHBIX POKiB 1848, Ha po3/1iJi Of iIHIIIBIX HEI'epMaHbCKbIX HAPO/iB, HE
6paJiv y4acTh B IIpOTUTabcOypcKiM IoBCTaH0. KyITaHbCKBIN ypsz y Beau-
KiMm CeBJIIOIII BBICBITJIIOE i TOTO, SKBIM CIIOCOO0M CSI CUHBO>KOBTHI GpapObl
nicranu Ha IligkapraThcKy Pych. Ty ix Masiu 3 Tasudi IprUHECTH HAPOLHEI
oynuTesni 9Kk Agoad Jo6psIHbCKBIN, AslekcaHiep yXHOBIY, MyKadeBCKbIN
emickon Bacwmurith IlomoBiy i mpsmmiBckeIi emickon Ocud TaraHerb. TOTE
6y uTeJIi, BOIOIOYI 3a ITpaBa ,,pyChbKOI0 JIIOLY B ABCTPIl“, OBIJIU 3 KYJITYPHO-
0, JIiTepaTypHOTO i ITOJIITIYHOT0 60KY B Y3KiM KOHTAKTI 3 'asinyoB, fie cq
IPYKOBaJIX PYCUHbCKBI KHU>KKBI, YACOIIUCHI 1 T10],, 1 3 KBITeJIIMU KOTPOH
cq 6paJiu SIK eleH Hapo[,.

JKymmaHBCKBIN YPSIZ faJie IIHIIe, )Ke CHHbOKOBTHIN ¢JIar ObIB Ilepece-
JIEHITSIMU IIepeHeCeHbIN 1 10 AMepPUKEL [ie Cs1 yTpUMaB B OpraHisarii,,yrpo-
pyciB“ - CoefuHeHUE I'PEKOKATOJINYeCKUX OpaTepcTB. [HIIa opraHisais,
nig BegKiHboM Hika ITauyTsl, ToXoMKiHBOM i3 Cyl0BaKii, 3 IpOpPyChKOB
OPBEHTAIIMOB 34Ch HOCHJIA PYCbKY TPUKOJIOPY. KiZib ¢ y>K 3HaJIO, Ke AB-
CTPO-YTopbCKa MOHAapXis cg posnaje, CoeuHeHHe € 3a49aJI0 aHI'a’)KOBaTHU
B 3aCTaBaHIO ITpaB YrpopyciB. OATH MaB CHHBO>KOBTHIHN QJiar IPUHECTH
i mepurslii ryBepHep [ligkapnaTsckoi Pycu Ipiropitt JKaTkoBiy.

B siucTi ¢ clioMUHATH cTaTd icTopika IpeHesa KoHjpaToBida, KOTPBIHA
MaB KiHIIbOM 1923 poKy omnry6sikoBaTu B KapriaTopycbKiM BeCTHUKY CTa-
30 IIpunwuc npesigii Kynausckoro ypsgay Bo Benukim Cesurromni 4. 1381/1 i3 16. gerem6-

pa 1925 p. In ®inxinmos, Oyekciii: [IuTaHHSA CTBOPeHHs IIpapopa Iligkapnarcekoi Pyci. Jina,
Vxropog 2008.

diar 3akapnaTbCKoi obactu 3 2009
POKY BBIXOAHUTE 3 $papb yKpaiHbCKOTO
¢uiara. Ha obpasky cTpida 3acTymIliB
CBiTOBOTO KOHIpecy PycuHiB 3 I'y-
BepHepOM 3aKapnaTbCKOM 061aCTH.
Kpipao: www.ruskamatka.net

Vlajka Zakarpatskej oblasti z roku 2009
vychadza z farieb ukrajinskej vliajky. Na
obrazku stretnutie zastupcov Svetového
kongresu Rusinov s guvernérom Zakar-
patskej oblasti.

Zdroj: www.ruskamatka.net

Flag of the Transcarpathian region in 2009
based on the colours of the Ukrainian flag.
Photo from the World Congress of Rusyns
meeting the governor of the Transcarpathian
region. Source: www.ruskamatka.net
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Nakoniec bola vo februari 2009 schvalena ako vlajka
Zakarpatskej oblasti jej sicasna podoba, tj. modro-ZIta, so
znakom v flavom hornom rohu. Tento termin bol zvoleny
aj kvdli 70. vyrociu vyhlasenia samostatnosti Karpatskej
Ukrajiny, vdaka ¢omu sa celd pozornost na Ukrajine za-
merala na Zakarpatsku oblast. Schvalenie modro-Zltej
zemskej vlajky na Zakarpati bolo istym spésobom aj po-
réazkou tamojsieho rusinskeho hnutia, ktoré presadzovalo
vieslovansku trikoloru.

Tento proces vSak uz bezal mimo schvalovania rusin-
skej narodnej symboliky Svetovym kongresom Rusinov.
Ten ju schvalil eSte skor, v roku 2007.

Prijatie symbolov Svetovym kongresom Rusinov

Deviaty Svetovy kongres Rusinov, ktory sa konal v juni
2007 v Maramos - Sigete v Rumunsku vo svojej rezolucii
z 23. juna 2007 v kapitole II. 9. SKR schvaluje:“, v bode
1. uvadza: ,Oficidlnu rusinsku zastavu (prapor) a narod-
nd hymnu Rusinov” (,0¢iuianHy pycMHbCKY 3acTaBy
(npanop) i HayioHanHy rimHy PycuHi”)**. O ZNAKU NA
VLAJKE SICE vV REZOLUCII ZMIENKA NIE JE, ten je vSak popisany
v prilohe k nej, spolu s vlajkou, ktora je zas opisana len
ako kombinacia vodorovnych farebnych pruhov bez znaku
(vid'podkapitoly Analyza sucasnej definicie rusinskeho znaku
a Analyza sucasnej definicie rusinskej viajky).

Tieto symboly sa vSak neoficialne pouzivali aj pred ich
schvalenim na Svetovom kongrese Rusinov. Z institucio-
nalneho hladiska vSak nie su dodnes nikde registrované
(v heraldickych registroch Ziadnej krajiny). Pouzivaju ich
rusinske organizacie na celom svete, pricom sa poprinich
pouZzivaju aj tzv. lokalne rusinske narodné symboly.

34  Pesonyuia generatis 9. CiToBOro KoHrpecy PycuHis, Maramos-Si-
get 23. juna 2007. Sikromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

Adoption of symbols by the World Congress of Rusyns

The ninth World Congress of Rusyns, which took place in June
2007 in Sighetu Marmatiei in Romania states in Item 1 of their
resolution from June 23, 2007, in Chapter II. "9th WCR approves”:
"The official Rusyn flag (banner) and the national anthem
of the Rusyns "("OdbiuianHy pycuHbCKY 3acTaBy (npanop)
| HaLlloHanHy riMHy PycuHis"). THERE IS, HOWEVER, NO MEN-
TION OF THE COAT OF ARMS ON THE FLAG, but it is described
in the annex together with the flag, which in turnis only described
as a combination of horizontal colour stripes without the coat
of arms (see subchapters Analysis of the current definition of
the Rusyn coat of arms and Analysis of the current definition of
the Rusyn flag).

These symbols were already used unofficially prior to their
approval at the World Congress of Rusyns. From an institu-
tional point of view, however, they aren't registered anywhere
(in a heraldic registry in any country). Rusyn organizations use
them around the world, while alongside them local Rusyn national
symbols are used too.

34 Pesonyuis generatie 9. CBITOBOro KoHr'pecy PycuHig, Sighetu Marma ie
on June 23, 2007. Private archive of Dr. lvan Bandurich, Bardejov.
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TIO, Jle CsI ITUIIIe, Ke CHHBOYKOBTHI pap6bl MO JAaTOBAaTH Ha KOHEIb 14-T0
CTOJIITA 1K papbbl KHA34 KopsiTOBIUa, X0Ib TAKOM CaM aBTOp IIPU3HABATh,
Ke KopsiTOBIUOBEI papObbl HUXTO He II03HATh, JIeM Horo 6e3dapeObHBIN epb
3 KOIIiMOB cB. F0pis 3a6uBaryoro Apaka.

KynaHbCKBIN ypsaf y BeaukiM CeBJIIOINIL THIXK KOHIIITATYE, YK€ CUHBO-
>KOBTHI QpapObl XOCHYIOTH i cenmapaTicTel. HarrpoTu ToMy, Hanp. /lyXHOBI-
YoBe 001ecTBO (B TiM uaci AKObI HaliMacoBinIa opraHisarnis PycuHiB)
XOCHYE€ BCeCJIaBSIHBbCKEI papobI.

HakoHeIb IT0I103epaliMe Ha iHTepIIpeTal|iro npobyjeMaTiksl ¢puara ITif-
KapnaTbCcKo# Pycu 3 60Ky ITosrinialiHOr 0 fUpeKTOopiaTy B VoKIropoAi, KoTpa
€ iHma. IToiraiHBIM TUPEKTOP B JIUCTi 3 12-T0 oKTO6pa 1926 p.3! (TO € pik
OJf IIOKaZaBKblI MiHiCTEpCTBa BHYTpPaA, KOTPe €SI 3 THIM BOIIPOCOM 06ep-
HYJIO Ha Biller'yBepHepa imii B okTo6pi 1925 p.) monpo6oBaB Havmepiie
0 icTOpiuHe BBICBITJIIHA TOT0, OKBI C B3JIM CHHBOKOBTHI papObl, KOTPHI
MalTh IoXo[kaTH 3 IlIBerrii. 3a yaciB ITaHOBaHs PychKOro Iaps IleTpa
Besinkoro ro MeHIIIiKOB, HOr0 MiHiCTep 3arpaHivYHBIX [iJ YIIO30PHUB, Ke
IIPOTH YKpaiHbCKOMY aTaMaHOBU MaselloBH MaTh Mif03piHA 3 BJIACTH-
3pazsl. [laps ToMy ITi/T03piHI0 He XOTiB BipUTH, aJie [isHiIIe, K cs 3a4aJia
BoMHa Mimki Pocitios i IlIBerfitioB, Ma3emna ficTaB po3Kas, sKe6kbI i1110B [0
60s npotu [lIBegaM. Masemna csg 3po61B XBOPHIH a I1aph BbI/IaB Po3Ka3 Ha
Horo saapemrToBaHsa. Ho TOT yTiK 10 IIIBeJbCKOT0 JIaI Pa, ie BOMOBAB IIPOTH
Pycam. 3a 3acayrsl, KOTphI IIpeBKasas IlIBejaM, To MaB IIBeJbCKBIN KpaJlb
06/1apoBaTU CUHBO>KOBTHIM QJrarom.

IMosintaiHBIN FUPEKTOP JaJjie B JIUCTI ITUIIIe, 5Ke AZ01¢ [06pIHBCKBIN
BBHINIPAIloBaB IIPOEKT, ITOAJISI KOTPOTo MaJjIu 66ITH 'asiuy, BykoBuHa i ITif-
KapIlaTbCKa Pych IporoJioiieHsl 3a ,,Pycbke BOeBOACTBO“.3 V ITpoeKTi MaB

31 IIpunwuc HosinaiiHoro gupekrTopiaty B Yoxkropoai 4. 6445/1926 i3 12. okTo6pa 1926 p. In
®iminmnos, Osekciii: InTaHHS CTBOpeHH ITpapopa IlifkapnaTrcbkoi Pyci. JIina, Vokropoz 2008.

32 MauJio iTH 0 BEITBOPiHSI OKPeMOM KOPYHHOM 3eMJIU B paMKaxX MOHapXii.
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ITpormosinig pycuHbcKoro ¢uara. IIpoTis mpomosimnii giara
3akapnaThbCKoM obJsacTy nnogaHoro B 2007 pori Muxaijiom
AmanriioM, KOTpbIM MaB MaTH JieM ¢papeOHBI CMYTHI 6e3
3HaKa, )Ke0Obl ¢Jrar BbI3epas JIeTKO, PYyCUHBCKBIHN ¢Jar ObIB
IIPOIIOHOBAHBIH i3 3HAKOM, TOT MaB MiCIle B H10TO CepefHHi.

Navrh rusinskej vlajky. Oproti navrhu vlajky Zakarpatskej
oblasti podaného v roku 2007 Mychajlom Almasim, ktory
mal mat len farebné pasy bez znaku, aby vlajka posobila
[ahko, rusinska vlajka bola navrhnuta aj so znakom
umiestnenym v jej strede.

Proposed Rusyn flag. Compared to the flag proposal of

the Transcarpathian region filed in 2007 by Mykhailo Almashiy,
which should have had just colour stripes without the coat

of arms to make the flag feel light, the Rusyn flag was
proposed with the coat of arms placed in the center

*
*
*
|

3acrtaBa (npanop) PycuHie cBita

4000 MM

Kommosinis pap6 Ha pyCHHBCKIM HallioHaIHIM ¢iary

€ 110J00Ha, 1K Ha ¢Jiary I0>KHOMOJIJaBCKOM aBTOHOMHOM
o6sactu ['aBrasis. Ho He € Ty cIIoiHsI, BeIle ijie

0 HaroAy, KoTpa € y ¢psiaris 3BplyaiiHa.

Kompozicia farieb na rusinskej ndrodnej vlajke je podobna,
ako u vlajky juhomoldavskej autonémnej oblasti Gaugazsko.
Nie je tu v3ak Ziadna spojitost, ide skdr o ndhodu,

ktora je u vlajok bezna.

The composition of colours on the Rusyn national flag is similar to
the flag of the Autonomous Territorial Unit of Gaugazia in
southern Moldova. However, there is no connection, it is rather

a coincidence, which is commmon among flags
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OBITH CIIOMSTHYTHIM CHHBOKOBTHIH ¢uar. [IisHimre, IK BRIITYKJIa BoMHa Ma-
IapiB IpoTu ['abCcOYPIOBIAM, pYCUHBCKBIM HAPO/, JKBII0Uil Ha CIOMSIHYTi
TepiTopil, 66IB HAIIOMiIUHBIN ABCTpil IpoTH MaaspaM. ABCTpilicka Biaja
cgMavia PycuHaM ofBIS4iTH KOHIITITYI[iM0B, B KOTPil MaJjia O6bITU IapaH-
TOBaHa II0BHA HapoZAHa cI10607a. AJie TOTO €SI He CTaJI0 @ PYCHHbCKBIH JIIO]
TIOBCTaB, HO ABCTpisl HA TOT PyX yBaJIWJa CTPOTHIH AOIJISAL i IfeH3ypy. B 1859
pori BeijaB MiHicTep Bax po3kas, »KeObl ITP0 PYCHKBIM HapOJ, KBIIOUil
B l'asnui, BykoBuHi i Ha IligkapraTeckii Pyci 6p1y1a HallMcaHa Taka I'paMa-
TiKa, KOoTpa 65l LIbIpUJIa yKpaiHisarito (HoBa rpaMaTika IIpo raJuucKo-py-
CUHBCKBIN HAapOJ Cs MaJia Y4iTH 1 Ha JIbBIBCKiM yHiBep3iTi). 3 TOro I10TiM
BBIIIYKHYB 601 MifpKi PycuHaMu i YKkpalHIIIMU. 3a TOTY HapOAHY 3pany
PycuHiB, MaJjia aBCTpilicKa BJaJa CBOIX KbIUJHUBIIiB HOBOU ITPOyKpaiHb-
CKOM I'PaMaTiKbl 06/JapoBaTH CHHbOXKOBTHIM $pJ1aroM (KOHKPEeTHO, MaJia IM
IO II0JlapoBaTH apXiBoeBOAKEIHA YKo i, MaTH icaps ®paHTimka Moseda
I., mpuuiM 06apoBaHbl MaJIU 3a4aTU CaMBbI cebe HasbIBaTU YKPaiHIIIMU).
B ocHOBI TOTO 6bLy1a IOJIiTiKa ABCTPii TpoTU PycuHaM.

Sk ¢ o TiM gisHaB Aosid [06pIHBCKBIN i HOTO IPUXBIIHULMU (i Hioro
6paT BikTOp), cCIIHCcaIu IIPOTOJIONIiHS, B KOTPIM € 3piKal0Th CHHBO>KOBTOT0
¢dJara, KOTPHIM OBIB TPUATHIN Ha 3b513/1i B 1848 por1ri, a 3a cBit opiriaaHbIHN
dJrar IporosI0CUIM 6i/BbIM, CUHIN, YepBeHBIM. TOTO IIPOTOJIOIIiHSA MaB
Jlo6psIHBCKOTO0 34Tk BynisoBivu (yHiBeps3iTHEIM ITpodecop B IleTporpani)
0/1Be3THU 30 C060B. B 3b6ipKax cruciB l06pIHBCKOI0 MaJjo 6bITH II03HaYe-
HO i TO, >)ke TpudapebHBIN Qiiar csi MaTh 6paTH 3a ¢pJiar cJaaBsIHCTBA, He 3a
TepiTopiaJHBIH.

IMostirtaiHBIN TUPEKTOP B VIKTOPO/Ii Tasie MUIIIe, >Ke X0ITb0bI Mapis Te-
pesiss MykaueBCKOMY €IIiCKOIICTBY Y IiJIlJia Pi3HbI IpaBa i BBITO/bL, i TAKOK
6B MY lapoBaJjia CHHbO>KOBTHIH QJiar, TOT ¢pJial He OBIB JJaHBIM IIPO MiCTHe
JKBITeJIbCTBO, aJle IIP0 MyKaudeBCKe eIIicKoIICTBO. I depriHaHp V. MaB IIpH
Haropo/»KOBaHIO EITiCKOIIiB 3aCJIaTH MyKadeBCKOMY €I1iCKOIIOBU MeTaJIbl
13 CHHBO>KOBTHIM IIaHTJIHUKOM.

>
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Kige Vxkropogbcka HapogHa paja ixydi go IIparsl i3
CHUHBOXOBTHIM ITaHTJIUKOM, CTpiTHIA g 8. masg 1919 p.
Ha mraliodi B O6imoBIax i3 [Ipg11iBCKOB HApOLHOB
pazos. IIpamnriBcka HapogHa paja 3adaJjia IIpoTH CH-
HBOXXOBTHIM $papbaM KOHTPOBATH i YIIO30pHUIIA, JKe
TOTHI Qpap6hl cyTh GpapbaMU HapPOAHBIX 3alIPOLAHIIIiB.
ToTo 3sampUuiHMIIO 3BaAy 1 HacTaB 00M, KOTPHIH, AK
Csl IIMIIIe B JIMCTI, He 6BIB foTeleph (1926) cKiHueHBIN
(i HaXxaJsIb IpooBXKYyeE i B 21. cTopiui). ITosirmatHBIHA
JUPEKTOP THIXK YBOZA KATh, )Ke PYyCHHBCKBIN HapoJ Ha
CioBaxii € ycBifoMiinmieIi, B 4y TJIUBIiM OZHONTiHIO
o HapojAa MinHimeIN, AK Ha IligkapnaTrbckiii Pycu
i cTaBaATH ca npotu papobi, KoTpa ObIJIa 3HAKOM
YTHCKY PYCHHBCKOI'O Hapo/a.

HaxoHeIlb ITOJIIIIaRHBIN JUPEKTOP A04aBaTh, XKe
He €CTBYE JlericsaTiBa yIpaBJiloloda 3eMHBIH ¢uiar
IligkapnaTbCKOU PycH, a Tak i XOCHOBaHSI CHHbO-
JKOBTBIX pap0d € He3aKOHHe, TOTHI CYTh HaBbIIIe Ie-
pex uya xiHoB ciM00s10M yKkpaiHisanii i COBeEThCKOM
VKpaiHBbI.

ITo BIIBITKBIX THIX OZIIOBIIIX OBIJIO ICHO, Ke BOIIPOC
ycTaHOBJIIHA [TifKapmaThCKOTO Qpsrara € mpobseM, i IeH-
TpaJsiHa Biaza YCP cg Ky ToMy BOIIPOCY YK He BepHYJIa.

B xaseHzapi Ha 1937 pik BeIIIJIa CTATA IIiJ HA3BOB
»2HarioHasHa riMHa i ¢uar Iligkaprarbckou Pycu“,3

33 KaJuseHpapb Ha 1937 rozib, usfaHie Pycckoif HarjioHaabHO-ABTO-
HOMHOH IIapTiu, Y>kropo/b, 1936, Tunorpadis ,Buxkropiga“. In ®ininmos,
Outexciii: [IuTaHHS CTBOPeHHs IIpapopa Iligkapnarcekoi Pyci. Jlina,
Vxropog 2008.

B KOTpPi¥ 6BIB 0Iy6JIiKOBaHBIM 1 TeKCT JJ06pIHBCKOIO
IIPOTOJIONIIHS, fie Cd 3piKaTh CUHBbOKOBTHIX ¢papb: , MBI,
sIK IPUXBITHUIM PYCHHBCKOI0 BOEBO/ICTBA, CbMe
Yy CBOIM IIPO€EKTi 3 1848 poKy HpHUsIu 3a HALl HAPOJI-
HBIN ¢J1ar CHHBO>KOBTHIMH, ajie Kijb yTHCKOBaTeIi
i 3ampojaHIi pyCHHBCKOI0 Hapo/a NPHJIHN 3a CBiil
diar 3 egHakbIMa papbamMu, He XoUueMe ro, 3a CBil
npuiMaMe BCepyChbKbIil TpupapeOHBIN HapO HBIH
dar«.

15. mapna 1939 p., gk Kapriarbcka YKpaiHa BBITO-
JIOCHJIa He3aJIe)KHOCTh, OBIB YCTaHOBJIEHBIN CHHBO-
JKOBTBIU ITAaTHBIN Quiar. [Io IpUII0iHI0 Ky COBETECKOMY
COI03y OBIB YCTAHOBJIEHBIN (UepBeHBIN) ¢piar COBETH-
CKOH YKpalHEI.

B 1990 porii 66IB yCTaHOBJIEHBIN 3HAK 3aKapraTh-
CKOI 00J1aCTH, 9K IIEPIIBIN 30 BIIBITKBIX 06JIacTeN
Ha YKpaiHi. dar cg He I10JapUJI0 YCTAaBOBUTH ak [0
poxy 2009. V 2007 po1ii 66IB BBITOJIOIIEHBIM KOHKYP3
Ha nporosinito 3emHoro ¢uara. Tak, sk mnepen 80-
OMa poKaMH, i Temeps Cs IIPOSIBUIN HE3TOAbl MiKi
CUHBO’KOBTOB BapiaHTOB i TPUKOJIOPOB. O6sABUIA €I
BapiaHTa i CHHBO’KOBTOTO ¢Jiara pos3ziijieHoTo 6iJIbIM
XpecToM, IlepeJIoyKeHbIM 3HAKOM 3 MeIBimboM. MimoKi
IIPOIIOHOBaHBIMA (jraraMHu OBIB i ¢uar B mogo6i, KOT-
PY ZHech X0CHYe CBITOBBIM KOHIpeC PycHHIB (BBIIITHSA
TI0JIOBUHA CUHS, HUXKHS II0JIOBUHA PO3JiseHa Ha 611y
1 uepBeHY), ajie 6e3 3HaKa, KOTPBIH IIO/JIS iHiIiaTo-
pa BhI3epaTh 9K JaJillia Tapxa, HpudiMm ¢uar 661 MaB
BIIJIUBATU Ha JIIOJIeU CBOMOB JIETKOCTHOB. IIpenkiaza-
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TeJIbOM TOM IIPOII03iIii 66110 3aKapHaThbCKe 06JIacTHE
Hay4YHO-KYJITYpHe 0611ecTBO A. /l[yXHOBiua (IIpescena
Muxaiuo AjMalrri).

HakoHenls 6BIB y ¢ebpyapi 2009 cxBaJyieHBIH 3a
dyar 3akapnaThCKOM o6JacTH MOTr0 cydacHa HOAO-
0a, TO € CHHBOXKOBTBIN i3 3HAKOM B JIiBiM BBINTHIM
pory. ToT TepMiH 6BIB 3BOJIEHBIH 1 IIp0o 70-Ty pivHIIIO
BBITOJIONIIHS CaMOOGBITHOCTH KapraThbCKoM YKpalHhl,
3aBSKBI UOMY cd I1ijia yBara Ha YKpaiHi saMipsia
Ha 3aKapnaTbCKy 06J1acTh. CXBaJliHI CHHbOKOBTOIO
3eMHOro ¢Jiara Ha 3akapmarTi 651710 TAKBIM CII0COO60M
1 ITOpPa’kKKOB TaMTEITHbBOTO PYCUHBCKOTO PYXY, KOTPHIH
IIpocajkoBaB BCECJIABIHbCKY TPUKOJIOPY.

Ho TOT mporiec y>k IPOXOJAHUB MiMO CXBaJbOBaHsa
PYCUHBCKON HapOAHOM ciM60JIiKEI CBITOBBIM KOHIpe-
coM PycuHiB. TOT €M cXBaJIUB ilii cKopite, B 2007 porti.

IMIpusmas cimbosi8 C8IMOBbIM KOHTpecoM Py-
CUHI8

JeBaThIil CBITOBBIM KOHIPec PyCHHIB, KOTPHIU 4
om6bIBaB B I0HI 2007 p. B MapaMopomi-CireTi B Pymy-
Hii, y cBOIM pe3osy1rii 3 23-ro rora 2007, y II. xamitouri I1.
»9. CKP cxBaJtoe:“, B IyHKTI 1. yBog»KaTh: ,,0piniaany
PYCHUHBCKY 3acTaBy (pamop) i HaljioHaJaHy riMHY Py-
cuHiB“).* O 3HaKy Ha ¢Jary cs B pe3oJyIlii He cio-

34 Pesosynig geseratiB 9. CBiTOBOro KoHIpecy PycuHiB, MapaMo-

The origin and history of modern Rusyn national symbols

MHUHATBh, ajie TOT € OIIMCAaHbIN B €U OLATKY BEJHO i3
diraroM, KOTPHIH € 35Ch OIIMCaHBIN JIeM sIK KOMbiHaIis
BOZIOPiBHBIX QapebHBIX CMYT 6€e3 3HaKa (Bifb IigKarri-
TOJIBI AHAI3a CYUAcHOU 0e@diHIUil pyCUHbCKO20 3HAKA
i AHani3a cy4acHoll de@iHiUii pycuHbCK020 Paara).

ToThl ciM60JIBI cd HeodiliaTHO XOCHOBAJIH 1 IIepes,
IX cxBaJIiHbOM Ha CBiTOBIM KOHIpeci PycuHis. Ho 3 iH-
IITITYI[iOHAJTHOTO IIOIJISALY He CYTh [0 HeCh HUTTE Peri-
CTPOBAHBKI (B TepaJI[iuHbIX pericTpax »KaJHOoU KpaiHsl).
XOCHYIOTH IX pyCHHBCKBI OpraHisarii Ha I[ijgiM CBiTi,
IPUYiM CSI IIOIIPU HUX XOCHYIOTH 1 T3B. JIOKaJIHBI Py-
CUHBCKBI HAPOJHBI CiIMOOJIBL.

pour-Cirer 23. roHa 2007 p. IIpiBaTHBIN apxiB /lp. IBaHa BaHypida,
Bappeiios.

>
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Lokdlne symboly

Popri oficialnych symboloch schvalenych Svetovym kon-
gresom Rusinov sa v niektorych krajinach zvyknu rusin-
skymi komunitami pouzivat lokalne symboly, ktoré si
miestne rusinske organizacie prispdsobili, ¢i uz prida-
nim nejakych figlr do znaku, alebo zmenou farieb vlajky.
Niektoré z tychto lokalnych symbolov su sice heraldicky
nekorektné, pre ucely, na ktoré sa pouZivaju vSak posta-
Cujuce. Nie je vylu€ena ich postupna korekcia do buduc-
nosti a zavedenie Standardov aj na ich pouzivanie.

Samostatné symboly pouZzivaja Rusini Zijuci v Srb-
sku, Chorvatsku (maju svoj znak aj vlajku), a v Polsku
(Lemkovia maju svoju vlajku). Rusini v ostatnych krajinach
pouzivaju symboly tak, ako ich schvalil Svetovy kongres
Rusinov, hoci na Podkarpatskej Rusi maju vlajku graficky
prispésobenu.

3HaK X0pBaTbCKBIX
PycuHiB.

Znak chorvatskych
Rusinov.

Coat of arms of
Croatian Rusyns.

Local symbols

In addition to the official symbols approved by the World Con-
gress of Rusyns, Rusyn communities in some countries tend
to use local symbols which their local organisations adjust by
adding some figures in the coat of arms or changing the colour of
the flag. Some of the local symbols, although heraldically incor-
rect, are sufficient for their intented purposes. It is not improb-
able that they will be gradually corrected in the future and some
standards for their use will be introduced.

Separate symbols are used by Rusyns living in Serbia, Cro-
atia (they have their own coat of arms and flag), and Poland
(the Lemkos have their own flag). Rusyns in other countries use
the symbols that were adopted at the World Congress of Rusyns,
although Carpathian Ruthenia uses a graphically customized flag.

@

3HaK cepOCKbIX (BOH-
BOJUHBCKBIX) PycHUHIB.
YepBeHa cMyTa ciMbo-
JIisye iX faBHY IIyTh Ha
HurxkHI0 3eMIro0.

Znak srbskych (vojvodin-
skych) Rusinov. Cerveny
pruh symbolizuje ich dav-
nu cestu na Dolnd zem.

Coat of arms of Serbian
(Vojvodinan) Rusyns. The
red stripe symbolizes their
journey to the Lowland long
time ago.
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JIoKaAHbl CiMO0bL

ITonpu odiniaaHbIX ciMb0JIaX CXBaJIeHBIX CBITOBBIM KOHIpecoM PycuHIB
3BBIKHYTb JaKOTPHI KpaiHBI 3 pyCHHbCKbIMAa KOMYHITaMH XOCHOBAaTH JIO-
KaJIHBI CiMOOJIBI, KOTPHI C061 MiCTHBI PYyCHUHBCKEI OpraHi3aIlii mpucBoiay,
IIi yoK IpUAaHbOM JasgKbIX QII'yp Z0 3HaKa, abo 3MiHOB papb ¢iara. Ase
JaKOTPHI i3 THIX JIOKAJHBIX CiM60JIiB CyTh TepaJifjidHO HEKOPEKTHBEI, HO
PO 3aMipsl, IPO KOTPHI CSI XOCHYIOTH, CYTh I0CTATOYHEBL. B OyAyIHOCTH
He € BBIJIYYeHa IX II0CTyIIHa KOPeKIlid 1 3alIpoBa/>KiHs IITaH apAiB i Ha
IX XOCHOBaH4.

CamocTaTHBI CiM60JIBI XOCHYIOTH PycHHEI KbIt0ui B Cepbii, XopBaTii
(MaroTh cBili 3HaK i ¢uiar), i B [TosbIri (JleMKOBe MalOTh CBi ¢uiar). PycHHBI
B OCTaTHiX KpaiHaX XOCHYIOTh CiMO60JIBI TaK, SIK iX cXBaJuB CBiTOBBHIH
KOHIpec PycuHiB, Xo11b Ha IligkapnaTbcKiil Pycu MarwTh ¢uiar rpadivHo
IIPUIIaCOBAHBIN.

@

Ha inTepHeTi cs1 06s1BUJIa 1 Bepsisd 3Ha-
Ka JJOII0BHeHa 0 ¢pap6kl i 3Bi3bI moiIst
¢sara BoiiBosguHEL. Ho He 3HaMe, I1i TO
B IIPaKTiIli XOCHOBAaB.

Na internete sa objavila aj verzia znaku
doplnena o farby a hviezdy podla vlajky
Vojvodiny. Nie je vSak zname, Ze by

v praxi pouzival.

A coat of arms appeared on the Internet with
colours and stars added, based on the flag of
Vojvodina. However, it is not known whether
it was ever used in practice.

>
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djiar XOpBaTbCKBIX PyCHHIB.
Vlajka chorvatskych Rusinov.

Flag of Croatian Rusyns.

@

dsar cep6CKBIX PycHUHIB.
Vlajka srbskych Rusinov.

Flag of Serbian Rusyns.

djiar MoJIbCKBIX PycuHiB-JIeMKiB.

Vlajka polskych Rusinov-Lemkov.

Flag of Polish Rusyns — the Lemkos.
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@

Jautiel Bepsii ¢puiara. JIeMKiBCKBIH
(PycuHiB 3 [ToJbImi) i3 CHHBOKOBTBI-
Ma CMyTraMH, BIIPaBO KOPYTOB, TO

€ 3aCTaBa i3 II0[0BracTbIMa CMyraMH

i 06epHYTHIM 3HAaKOM. Ho TOT cg Ha Ti#
KOPYI'BU He HaXOAUTh Y il cepeiUHi,
aJie Ha 60Ky B CHHIN cmysi. XKpizo:
www.rusynworldcongress.org

Dal3ie verzie vlajky. Lemkovska (Rusinov
z Polska) s modro-Zlto-zelenymi pruhmi,
vpravo koruhva, tj. zastava so zvislymi
pruhmi a pooto¢enym znakom. Ten sa
v3ak na tejto koruhve nenachadza v jej
strede, ale na boku v modrom pése.
Zdroj: www.rusynworldcongress.org

Other versions of the flag. The flag of

the Lemkos (Rusyns from Poland) with blue-
yellow-green stripes, a banner on the right,
l.e. flag with vertical stripes and rotated

coat of arms. The coat of arms isn't placed
in the banner's center, but on the side in

the blue stripe

Source: www.rusynworldcongress.org

>
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Pycunckoe obwecmeo -
_ um. Hecmopa Kyxkonvnuka

Tpencenaremo Muposoro Cosera Pycunos Pychakos Jlemxos
iope Manyre

OT I/1aBbl PYCHHCKOro obmecrsa

nM, Hecropa Kykonsauxa (Pocros-na-Jlony, Poccns)
Muponosa I'puropus

TIPOLIEHUE

Tipocum Bac paccMOTpeTh BO3MOKHOCTS MpHHATHA Pyciuckoro obmecrsa nv. Hecropa
Kykonbnnka (Poctos-sa-[loHy) B KaHAHAATH HA MPHEM B wieHCTBO MupoBoro
Konrpecca Pycnros Pycnakos Jlemkos.

C yBaeHueM,

npexcenares Pycuackoro obmecrsa uM. H. Kykonbauka
Muporos I'puropsit

E-mail: grigmironov@yandex.ru, rusinistika@yandex.ru
www.rusinistika.com

IIITemmness CBITOBOTO KOHIpecy Py-
CHUHIB (ropi) i aIIIBIX PyCUHBCKBIX
opraHisamin. JKpiguo:
www.rusynworldcongress.org

Peciatka Svetového kongresu Rusinov
(hore) a dalSich rusinskych organizacii
Zdroj: www.rusynworldcongress.org

The stamp of the World Congress of Rusyns
(top) and other Rusyn organizations
Source: www.rusynworldcongress.org

ITrcMo PycuHBCKOTO0 06111ecTBa i3 Pocii, B HAaT0JI0BKY
IHcMa € JIOIo B 11071061 ¢urara 3 fasimoB pape6HOB
KOMOiHaIif0B, 10JIOB € IIITi/Ii30BaHa IleyaTka.
JKpipao: www.ruskamatka.net

List Rusinskeho spolku z Ruska, v hlave listu je logo

v podobe vlajky s dalSou farebnou kombinéciou, dole je
Stylizovana peciatka.

Zdroj: www.ruskamatka.net

Letter from the Rusyn Association of Russia, at the head of
the letter is a logo in the form of a flag with another colour
combination, below is a stylized stamp

Source: www.ruskamatka.net



JIeMKiBCKBIU QJrar 30 3SHAKOM.
®oto: Hoanna Illmiax.

Lemkovska vlajka so znakom.
Foto: Joanna Spiak.

Lemko flag with the coat of arms.
Photo: Joanna Spiak

Vznik a histéria sucasnych rusinskych nadrodnych symbolov
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Sucasny systém pouZivania rusinskej symboliky The current system of using Ruthenian symbolism
v jednotlivych krajindch In individual countries

@

CydgacHa cicTeMa XOCHOBaHS
PYCUHBCKOM CiM6OTiKEI.

CiMm60J161 CBiTOBOTO
KOHTI'pecy PycuHiB:

Symboly Svetového

kongresu Rusinov: Sucasny systém pouZzivania

rusinskej symboliky.

Symbols of the World

Congress of Rusyns: The current system of using

Rusyn symbology.
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CyuacHa cicmema XOCHO8AHS PYCUHBLCKOU CIMO0/1IKbL 8 OKPeMBbLX
KpaiHax.

a) JloxkasHbI ciM60s1bI PYCHHIB )KBII0UiX B XOpBaTii.

b) JlokasiHbI ciM60JIBI PyCcHHIB KbIFOUiX B Cepbii. 3HaK Ha Quiary € iHIIBIH,
SIK CAMOOBITHBIU.

c) JlokasHBI ciM601bI PyCHHIB ’KBbI104iX B [I0JIBIIi.

* JlemkoBe (PycuHBEI B II0JIBII[i) XOCHYIOTE 3HaK CBiTOBOTO KOHIpecy Py-
CHHIB, HO MaIOTh CBi# ¢uiar.

d) JloxasHbI ciM60s1bI PyCUHIB )KBII0UiX Ha ITigKapraThbCcKii Pycu.

** PycuHBbl Ha IlifKkapnaThCKi¥ Pycu XOCHYIOTH CIOJIOYHEI CiMOOJIEI,
HO 3HaK Ha ¢Jiary € IIOCYHYTHIH BIPAaBO i MaTh YepBeHY KOHTYPOBY
JIIHAUKY.

e) Pycunsl Ha CioBakii, PymyHii, Maggapscky, Uexax, CIIIA i KaHazi cBol
JIOKaJIHBI CiMO0JIBI He MaTh 1 XOCHYIOTD CII0JIOYHEBI CiMOOJIBI.

>
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a) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich v Chorvatsku.

b) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich v Srbsku. Znak na
vlajke je iny, ako samostatny.

c) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich v Polsku.

* Lemkovia (Rusini v Polsku) pouzivaju znak Svetového
kongresu Rusinov, maju vsak svoju vlajku.

d) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich na Podkarpatskej
Rusi.

** Rusini na Podkarpatskej Rusi pouZzivaju spolo¢né sym-
boly, znak na vlajke je vSak posunuty vpravo a ma Cer-
venu obrysovu linku.

e) Rusinina Slovensku, Rumunsku, Madarsku, Cesku, USA
a Kanade svoje lokalne symboly nemaju a pouzivaju
spolo¢né symboly.

Local symbols of Rusyns living in Croatia.

Local symbols of Serbian Rusyns. The coat of arms is dif-
ferent, as separate.

Local symbols of Rusyns living in Poland.s separate.
Lemkos (Rusyns in Poland) use the coat of arms of the World
Congress of Rusyns, however, they have their own flag
Local symbols of Rusyns living in Carpathian Ruthenia.
Rusyns in Carpathian Ruthenia use common symbols,
the coat of arms on the flag is shifted to the right and has
a red border line.

Rusyns in Slovakia, Romania, Hungary, the Czech Republic,
USA and Canada have no local symbols and use common
symbols.






Heraldicka
analyza
sucasného
rusinskeho
znaku

Heraldic
analysis of
the current
Rusyn coat
of arms



I'epaagiuyHa
aHaJIi3a
Cy4aCHOIO
PYCHHBLCKOI'O
3HaKa



102

Analyza sucasnej definicie rusinskeho znaku

V rezollcii deviateho Svetového kongresu Rusinov, ktory
sa uskutocnil v juni 2007 v Maramos$ — Sigete v Rumunsku
23. juna 2007 sa v kapitole II. 9. SKR schvaluje:”, v bode
1. uvadza: ,Oficialnu rusinsku zastavu (prapor) a narod-
nd hymnu Rusinov” (,0¢iuianHy pycMHbCKY 3acTaBy
(npanop) i HauioHanHy rimHy PycnHiB”)35. K rezollcii je
pripojena priloha s konkrétnym popisom symbolov. Znak
je popisany takto:

n

Erb

Za prvej Ceskoslovenskej republiky
(1918-1939) bol to erb jej stcasti — Pod-
karpatskej Rusi, v sticasnosti je erbom
Rusinov v celom svete.

Popis erbu: v lavej polovici — 3 zlaté
pruhy na svetlomodrom podklade, v pra-
vej polovici — v tmavocervenej farbe fi-
gura stojaceho na dvoch labach karpat-
ského medveda s otvorenou papulou na
striebornom pozadi. Medved symbolizuje
Karpaty, tri zlaté pruhy (podla niektorych
badatelov) — tri rieky: Uh (UZ), Latoricu
a Tisu.

V definicii znaku sa uvadza, Ze bol znakom Podkarpat-
skej Rusi za prvej CSR. No dnes je aj oficidlnym znakom
Zakarpatskej oblasti na Ukrajine. Co sa tyka samotného

35 Pe3sonyuist generatie 9. CBiToBOro KoHrpecy PycuHis, Maramos-Si-
get 23. juna 2007. Sikromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

Analysis of the current definition of the Rusyn coat
of arms

The resolution of the Ninth World Congress of Rusyns,
which took place in June 2007 in Sighetu Marmatiei in
Romania, from June 23, 2007, states in Chapter II. "9th WCR
approves”: "The official Rusyn flag (banner) and the national
anthem of the Rusyns "("OdiuianHy pyCUHbLCKY 3acTasy
(npanop) I HalioHanHy riMHy PycrHis").35 The resolution has
an annex with a specific description of the symbols. The coat
of arms is described as follows:

Coat of arms

During the first Czechoslovak Republic
(1918-1939) it was a coat of arms of its part —
Carpathian Ruthenia, now it is the coat of arms
of the Rusyns worldwide.

Description of the coat of arms: in the left
half — 3 gold stripes on a light blue background,
in the right half — a dark purple colour figure
standing on two legs, a Carpathian bear with
an open mouth on a silver background. The
bear symbolizes the Carpathians, the three gold
stripes (according to some scholars) are three
rivers: Uzh (Uh), Latorica and Tisa.

i

The definition also states that this was the coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia during the first CSR. But today it is also
the official coat of arms of the Transcarpathian region in Ukraine.

35 Pesonyuig generatis 9. CBITOBOro KoHrpecy PycuHis, Sighetu Marmatiel
on June 23, 2007. Private archive of Dr. lvan Bandurich, Bardejov
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AHaniza cydacHoll 0ediHiuil pyCUHLCKO20 3HAKA

B pesosy1ii feBsaToro CBiTOBOro KOHIpecy PycHHiB, KOTPBIHA OBIB 23-T0
oHa 2007 poni B Mapamopoui-Cireti B PymyHii, ca y kaniroui II. ,,9. CKP
CXBaJIIOE:“, B IYHKTI 1. yBom KaTh: ,,0diliaHy pyCUHbCKY 3acTaBy (IIpa-
nop) i HarjioHaaHY TiMHY PycuHIB“.% Ky pe3osyIlii € IpUIIOEHBIN [0ATOK
3 KOHKPEeTHBIM ITOITUCOM CiM60JIiB. 3HAK € MOMMHUCAHBIN TaK:

» Ep6

3a mepioii YexocsaoBanbKoH peny06/rikseI (1918 — 1939)
OBIB TOT epb €it uactu - Ilifkapnarseckoi Pycu, B cydac-
HOCTH € ep60M PycuHiB Ha 1[ij1iM cBiTi.

Iomuc epOy: B JIiBil MO/JIOBUHI — 3 3JIaThI CMYTHI Ha
CBiTJIOCHHIill OCHOBI, B IpaBiii MOJIOBUHI — y TMaBOUYepBe-
Hill papobi - pirypa kapnaTbCKOro MeBiJisd 3 OTBOPEHBIM
OBICKOM, CTOsIYil Ha ABOX jlafaxX Ha CTpibepHiM 3agHIM
niaaHi. MeaBigb cim60s1i3ye KapmaTsl, TpH 3/1aThl CMYTBI
(mop1s1 JaKOTPHIX OajmaTesaiB) — TpH Pikel: Vr (Vk), JlaTo-
pimro i Ticy.

(19

B neodininii sHaka cg yBog KaTh, >Ke ObIB 3HaKOM IlifKapraTbCKOMU
Pycu 3a nepiroit UCP. Ho gHecsh € i opinjiaaHpIM 3HAKOM 3aKapliaThCKOHU
obJsiacTy Ha YKpaiHi. IIITo 1o camoro monucy®® ep6y, 3 MOy TepaIfidHbIX
IIpaBUJ MaTh TOTHl HETOYHOCTH:

35 Pesouynidg geseratiB 9. CBiToBOro KoHIpecy PycuniB, Mapamoporu-Cirer 23. roHa 2007 p.
IIpiBaTHBIN apxiB /lp. IBaHa BaHypiua, Bap/eiios.

36 Ilomuc ep6y cs B repaifiuHil TepMiHoJIOrii HaseIBaTh 6J1a30H, IIPHU IOIIHKCI ¢ epb 61a30-
Hye. [IJ1IaTUTh THIXK IIPaBHUJIO IIPOCTOCTHI 6J1a30HY, KOTPBIM Mae OBITH KYPTHIH i €THO3HAUHBIH.

dpaHITy3cKa ITof1o6a IIfiTa J0Ka3ye, xKe
ize o MoJtoAIIBIH 3HAK. [Tof106a 111iTa cs1
HUITA He TIOITHCYE, 3aJIe’KUTh 0Jf aBTO-
pa Kpec6rl, B IKiM yMeJIelIbKiM IITiJIi
Io 306pasuTh.

Francuzsky tvar Stitu vyjadruje, Ze ide
o mladsi znak. Tvar Stitu sa nikdy nepo-
pisuje a zaleZi od autora kresby, v akom
umeleckom slohu ho zobrazi.

The French shape of the shield indicates that
this is a newer coat of arms. The shape of
the shield is never described and it depends
on the author's drawing in what artistic style
itis depicted

(3]

TepasigivHa aHaJIi3a CyYaCHOr0 PyCHHBCKOI0 3HaKa
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popisu erbu®, z pohladu heraldickych pravidiel ma tieto
nepresnosti:

+ Pravidlo pravej a lavej strany hovori, Ze na erb
sa hladi ako na ¢loveka, jeho prava strana je vlavo
anaopak (CiastoCne to suvisis tzv. heraldickou zdvo-
rilostou). Pasy su teda na pravej strane, medved’
na lavej.

+ Vodorovné,pruhy“sa(podla hribky)nazyvajd brv-
na, laty a nite (zvislé su koly, koliky a pruty).

« Pravidlo heraldickych tinktar hovori, Ze v erbe
mozno pouzitlen heraldické kovy, ktorymisu zlato
astriebro, moZno ich nahradzat Zltou a bielou, ale
popisuji sa vZdy ako zlato a striebro (!). Dalejsa
pouzivaju heraldické farby, ktorymi su Cervena,
modra, Cierna, zelend, niekedy k nim pristupuje aj
purpurova¥, a nakoniec su to heraldické koZusi-
ny, ktorymi su hermelin, kuna a vevericka. V erbe
sa nesmu objavit oranZova, hneda a iné farby
z obdobia tzv. tpadkovej heraldiky.

« Farby su bez odtienov a pri kodifikacii znakov (er-
bov) sa urcujuich presné farebné parametre. U er-
bov neexistuju svetlé alebo tmavé odtiene (!).
Modra jevzdy modra, Cervena je Cervena a pod. Ak
sa aj niekde objavi vyobrazenie erbu, kde su farby

36 Popis erbusav heraldickej terminolégii nazyva blazon, pri popise
saerb teda blazonuje. Plati tu tieZ pravidlo jednoduchosti blazonu, ktory
ma byt stru¢ny a jednoznacny.

37 Na purpurovt farbu nebol v heraldike nikdy jednotny nazor. Niek-
tori heraldici ju povaZovali a povazuju za samostatnu heraldickud farbu,
inymi bola ignorovana, alebo stotoZfiovana s ¢ervenou. V heraldike sa
pouziva na vyfarbovanie honosnych kusov, ako st napr. koruny, plaste,
ale aj podsivky stuh s heslami a pod. Bola to velmi vzacna farba, kedze
sa v uz od staroveku vyrabala zo zvlastnych morskych makkysov, preto
bola, a je symbolom majestatu.

Regarding the actual description®® of the coat of arms, there are,
in terms of heraldic rules, following inaccuracies:

+ Theruleof theright andleft side says that the coat of arms
is looked at as at a person, his right side is on the left and
vice versa (it has partially to do with the so-called heraldic
courtesy). The stripes are therefore on the right side,
the bear is on the left.

+ Horizontal “stripes” (according to width) are called barry,
barruly and bary pily (vertical ones are pales, pallets and
rods)

+ Theruleof heraldictinctures says that heraldic metals are
the only ones to be used, namely gold and silver, which can
bereplaced by yellow and white, but are always described
asgoldandsilver (!). Furthermore, there are more heraldic
colours: red, blue, black, green, sometimes purple,®” and
finally there are heraldic furs: ermine, sable and vair,
Orange, brown and other colours from the period of
decadent heraldry must not appear on the coat of arms.

+ The colours are without shades and during their codifica-
tion exact colour specifications are determined. Coats
of arms have no light or dark shades (!). Blue is always
blue, redisred,and soon. If the representation of the coat
of arms appears somewhere with colours seemingly
shaded, they are described without the shades. Stripes
are therefore blue, not light blue, the bear is red, not dark

36 Description of a coat of arms in heraldic terminology is called a blazon, by
describing the coat of arms it is being blazoned. A rule of blazon's simplicity also
applies, it must be concise and clear.

37 here has never been a unanimous view on the purple colour. Some herald-
sts considered it to be a separate heraldic colour, otherd ignored it or identified it
as red. It has been used for colouring of items of splendor, such as crowns, gowns,
ribbon underlays with slogans, etc. It was a very rare colour, in classical antiquity it
was made from a special spieces of shellfish, thus considered a symbol of majesty
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o IIpaBHUJIO IPaBOro i IiBOro 60Ky r'OBOPUTE, )Ke Ha epb ¢ 1103epaTh
K Ha Y0JIOBiKa, I0T0 IpaBhIH OiK € BJIIBO i Haomak (C4acTH € TO
3BsI3aHe 3 T3B. TePaJJiYHOB ITIOYJTHUBOCTHOB). 3HAUITH, K€ CMYTHI
CyTh Ha IIpaBiM 001i, MeABiAB Ha JiBiM.

* Topi3oHTasIHBHI,CMYTHI“ CS (TTOAJII TPYOKBI) HA3BIBAOTH TPSAABI, IATHI
1 HUTKBEI (BEPTiKaIHBI CYTh KOJIbI, KOJUKBI 1 IIPYTHI).

o IIpaBuJIO repajfivHbIX TIHKTYP F'OBOPUTH, )Ke B epbi MO>K XOCHOBA-
TH JIEM repaJjIgiuHbI MeTaJbl, KOTPhIMa CyTh 3J1aTO i CTPi6po, MOK
iX HarOpoJUTH >KOBTOB i 6iJIOB, ajie Bce €S MOMUCYIOTH SIK 3JIaTO
icTpiopo (!). laje c1 XOCHYIOTh TepaJifiuHbl pap6sl, KOTpPhIMa CYTh
JepBeHa, 6eslaBa (CHMHA), YOpPHA, 3eJIeHa, NaKOJIU KY HUM IIPUCTY-
OUTH 1 IypIypoBa (KbIpBaBoUepBeHa, 6arpsgHa)’’, a HaKOHeIlb TO
CYyTh repajfidHbl KOKYIIHHBI, KOTPBIMa CyTh repMeJIiH, KyHa
i BBIBipKa. B ep0i cs1 He cMie 00ABUTH MOMapaH4Y0Ba, KaBelioBa
(pypna) iinnisl papOsl 3 UaciB T3B. yIaJKOBOU repajifikKsbl.

e ®ap6rl CyTHh 6e3 OATIHIB a IIpH Kofidikalrii sHakiB (epbiB) cs cTa-
HOBJIIOIOTH IX TOUHEI papeOHEI IapaMeTprl. V ep0iB He ECTBYIOTH
cBiT/IBI 200 TMaBHI 04 TiHi (!). BestaBa € Bce 6eslaBa, UepBeHa € 4Yep-
BeHa i mof. Kigb cg marzme o69BUTE 1 BEIOOpaXkiHg epoy, e CYTh
bapObpI HAOKO OATiHLOBAHEI, IIOIIHUCYIOTH €S 6€3 O/[TiHiB. 3aTO CYTh
CMYTHI CHHI He CBiTJIOCHHIi, MeIBiIb € UepBEHHBII, He TMaBOYep-
BeHBIi. MoJke TO € jieM 3aTo, 60 repaJjiiika € i KyMIIITOM, a Ka>K/bIH,
XTO BBIOOpPa’kye abo BBHITOTOBJIIOE epb, BEITBAPSATH I'0 IIOZJISI CBOTO
ecTeTigyHOro uyTs. B epbi ¢ He CMiIOThH 00SIBUTHU Hapas /Ba Pi3HbI
O[TiHI emHOU $apOmI.

37 HanypnypoBy ¢ap6y He 6bIB B repaJiiilii HUI/[a € JHOTHBIH IIOIJISAA. JlaKOTPEI repaifinu
€l MaJIu i MaloTh 3a OKpeMy repaJifiiuHy ¢ap6y, iHIIbIMa 6blJIa irHOpOBaHa, a60 0TOTOXKHEHa
3 YepBeHOB. B repasiiini cs1 XycHye Ha BbIQpapOJIiHsg TOHOCHBIX IIPeMeTIB, IK CYTh HaIIp. KO-

PYHBI, IL71a11i, aJle i MiAIIBIBKBI HAHT/IMUKIB 3 TecjiaMU i 1o/, Belyia To IjiHHa dapba, KijbKe yK
0/l cTapoBiKy BhIpabJisijia sl 3 JUBHBIX MOPbCKBIX MSIKYIIIB, 3aT0 6b1J1a i € ciM60JI0M MaecTaTy.

(3]
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zdanlivo odtieriované, popisuju sa bez odtieriov.
Pasy su preto modré, nie svetlomodré, medved
je Cerveny, nie tmavocerveny. Mozné je to len
preto, lebo heraldika je aj umenim, a kazdy kto
vyobrazuje alebo vyhotovuje erb, vytvara ho podla
svojho estetického citenia. V erbe sa vSak nesmu
objavit dva rozne odtiene jednej farby naraz.

« TieZzsamodze zdat, Ze strieborné pole s medvedom
je niekedy Sedé. Aj to mdze byt umyslom autora
kresby, aby vyvolal dojem striebra. Popisuje sav3ak
vzdy ako strieborné.

« Umedvedasanemusi popisovat, Ze ma otvorenu
papulu avyplazeny jazyk, lebo taka je heraldicka
konvencia. V popise erbu sa hlasia len odchylky
od konvencie, hoci u medveda sa zvykne dodat,
Ze je vztyCeny. Medved sa vyobrazuje podla vzoru
heraldického leva, ktory je vZdy stojaci, s vyraz-
nymi pazdrmi, otvorenou papulou a vyplazenym
jazykom. Ale ak ma lev (alebo medved) inu polohu,
musi sa to v blazone hlasit, napr. kracajuci (na Sty-
roch labach), v skoku, ohliadajucisa, hladiacivpred,
vyrastajuci a pod38.

Spravny popis tohto erbu by teda bol:

STIEPENY STIT, V PRAVOM MODROM POLI TRI ZLATE

BRVNA, V LAVOM STRIEBORNOM POLI CERVENY MED-
VED.

38 Podla heraldickej konvencie sa zobrazuju aj iné zvieratd, rastliny
(ruza, lalia), nebeské telesa (hviezda je 6-cipa, iny pocet cipov sa hlasi)
a pod. Orol sa zobrazuje vidy s roztiahnutymi kridlami a s hlavou oto-
¢enou heraldicky vpravo. Ak méa hlavu oto¢enu vlavo alebo ak ma viacej
hlav, musi sa to pri blazonovani hlasit. Dvojhlavy orol sa vola dvojorol,
trojhlavy trojorol.

red. This is possible only because heraldry is also an art,
and anyone who depicts or creates a coat of arms, makes
itaccording to his aesthetic feeling. Two different shades
of the same colour must not appear on the coat of arms.

Also, it may seem that the silver field with the bear appears
gray. It can be author's intention to create an impression
of silver. It is described as silver nonetheless.

+ The bear doesn't have to be described having an open
mouth with his tongue out, because such s the heraldic
convention. Only a deviation from the convention is
reported in the description of the coat of arms, although
It can be added that the bearis erect. The bear's depiction
Is based on the heraldic lion, which is always standing,
with distinctive claws, open mouth and his tongue out.
Butifthelion (ora bear) has a different position, this must
reported in the blazon, for example passant (four paws),
salient, facing back, facing forward, rising, etc.*®

Correct description of this coat of arms would therefore be:

THE SHIELD ISDIVIDED, IN THE RIGHT BLUE FIELD THERE
ARE THREE GOLD BARS, IN THE LEFT SILVER FIELD THERE
IS A RED BEAR.

There is one more thing that people usually don't notice, but
which would never escape heraldist's attention. Certainly few
people thought about an insignificant detail while glancing at all
original and current bear depictions: why does the bear steps
forward with its left leg? It is & deviation from the heraldic con-
vention and should be reported in the description of the coat of

38 According to heraldic convention other animals, plants (roses, lilies), celestial
bodies (star of six points, a different number of points is reported) can be depicted
The eagle is always depicted with spread wings and facing heraldically right. If
the head is facing left, or if it has multiple heads, this must be blazoned in the report
Atwo-headed eagle is called double eagle, the three-headed one is a triple eagle
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e MoKe s THIXK BUJIITH, )Ke CTpibepHe II0JIe 3 MeIBiTHOM € LaKOJIHU
cuBe. I TOTO MO>Ke GBITH 3aMipOM aBTOpPa KPecObl, >KeGhI BEIKJIHUKAB
nisgHs cTpibpa. Ho Bce cs1 ITOIUCYE IK CTPibepHe.

* VMeABiJs CcsI HE MYCHTH IIOIIMCOBATH, )K€ MaTh OTBOPEHBIN IBICK
i BEIBaJIeHBIH A3BIK, 00 TaKa € repa’jiiyHa KOHBeHIIis. V II0IIUCI
epOy Cs roJIOCATH JIEM OXBIIiIHS OJf KOHBEHITi1, X0Ilb Y MeJBifisd Cs
3BBIKHE JIOJJaTH, K€ € BRIMHYTHIU. MeIBiIb cd BEIOOparkye MO
B30pYy repaJIivHoro jieBa, KOTPBIM € BCe CTOSIUiM, 3 BEIpa3sHbIMa I1a-
3ypaM¥, OTBOPeHBIM IBICKOM i BEIBaJIeHBIM SI3bIKOM. AJle KiZlb MaTh
JieB (a60 Me/[Bi/ib) iHIITY II0JIOTY, MYCUTH €S TOTO B 6J1a30H1 T'OJIOCUTH,
HaIp. Kpadarwuil (Ha IITHUPHOX Jabax), B CKOKY, 06epTarouil cd,
oseparuil fonepeny, BeIpacTawdil i mmogx,.8

IIpaBUJIHBIN IIOITHC TOTO epOy GBI OBIB:
CKIMEHBIN IIIT, YV ITPABIM CUHIM ITOJIIO TPU 3JIATHI TPA/BL, B JIIBIM
CTPIBEPHIM IIOJIIO YEPBEHBIU ME/IBI/Ib.

€ Ty imi egqHA piy, KOTPY 06BIUaliHi JTI0/Ie He 36aUaTh, HO TepaafiuHili
yBas3i He yHUKHe. [CTO csI MaJIOXTO 3a/[yMaB HaJ, Ha IIePIIbIH IIOTJIS/, He-
Ba’KHBIM JleTalJIOM Ha BIIBITKBIX OPITiHAJIHBIX 1 CyYaCHBIX BHIOOpasKiHAX
MeJIBifid: YoM MeABiAb BHIKpadyaTh JiBOB HOTOB? € TO OIXbLIiHS O Te-
paJsifigHOI KOHBeHIIiI i MaJjo 651 ¢4 IpU MoNuci epby rosocuTyU. Ho o Tim
cd HUITle He TOBOPUTH, aHU B IepIIiM 3aKoHi HapogHOTO 3TpoMaKiHsa
4. 252/1920 36. 3 30. mapria 1920 p., KOTPHIM € BBIJABAOTh YCTaHOBJIIHSI

38 IojJisgTrepaJiiuHOM KOHBeHIIil ¢ 306pa’karoTh i iHINEBI 3BipATa, pOCJIUHBI (py>Ka, JIeis),
HebeCHHI Tijleca (3Bi3fia i3 6-Ma KiHUiKaMU, iHIIBIM paXyHOK KiHUiKiB € TOJIOCUTH) i IOf.
OpeJca306pakaTh BCe i3 pOCTATHYTHIMa KPBLJIaMH i T0JIOBOB 06€pHYTOB repasiIivHO BIIPaBo.
Kizfp Mae rosioBy 06epHyTYy HaJIiBo a60 i Kifib Ma€ Belle roJI0B, MYCHUTh CS1 TO IIPU 671a30HOBAHIO
roysiocuTH. OpeJ i3 ;BOMa roJI0OBaMH CsI Ha3bIBaTh JBOOPEJI, 3 TPhOMa TPoHopeJ.
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Je tu eSte jedna vec, ktoru si ludia bezne nevSimnu, no
neujde heraldikovej pozornosti. Ur€ite sa malokto zamys-
lel nad na prvy pohlad nepodstatnym detailom na v3et-
kych poévodnych aj sucasnych vyobrazeniach medveda:
pre€o medvedvykracuje lavou nohou? Je to odchylka od
heraldickej konvencie a mala by sa pri popise erbu hlasit.
Zmienku o tom vSak nikde nenajdeme, ani v pdvodnom
zadkone Narodného zhromaZzdenia €. 252/1920 Sb. z 30.
marca 1920, ktorym sa vydavaju ustanovenia o Statnej
vlajke, Statnych znakoch a Statnej pecati, ani v neskorsich
kodifikaciach, rovnako aniv aktualne platnych predpisoch
Zakarpatskej oblasti, ¢i dokonca ani v rezolucii 9. Sveto-
vého kongresu Rusinov z roku 2007.

V heraldike v3ak plati pravidlo prednosti blazonu,
podla ktorého, ak je v erbovej listine (alebo v zdkone, re-
zollcii a pod.) rozpor medzi kresbou erbu a jeho pisom-
nym opisom (blazonom), za ur€ujlcu sa povazuje podoba
opisana v blazone.

Medved by mal spravne vykracovat pravou nohou.
Taka je heraldicka konvencia stard najmenej 600 rokov.
Nie je vylucené, aby vykracoval lavou nohou, malo by sa
to vSak hlasit v slovnom popise erbu a tiez by to malo mat
patricny dévod. Tuto otazku je potrebné dobre zvazit, &i
sa chcu Rusini drZat doterajSieho obrazu a teda chcd mat
v erbe v podstate medveda lavaka.

Jeden zo stredovekych pravnikov Bartolus de Saxofer-
rato, ktory sa vo svojom diele venuje aj heraldike, sa touto
otazkou zaobera v Traktate o znameniach a erboch z roku
1355 v kapitole s nazvom ,,Ak sa zobrazuje zviera, prava
noha ma byt vidy vpredu” (,,Pes dexter semper debet
antecedere, quando animal designatur”)®. K tejto téme
vo svojom diele Bartolo piSe: Pokial'ide o nohy, je potrebné
si uvedomit, Ze vpredu md byt vZdy pravd noha, pretoZe, ako

39 Nazvy kapitol boli do traktatu pridané neskoér.

arms. There is, however, no mention about this, not in the orig-
inal law of the National Assembly no. 2562/1920 Coll. from
March 30, 1920, which lays down provisions on the state flag,
the state coat of arms and the state seal, not even in later cod-
ifications or in the currently applicable rules of the Transcar-
pathian region, or in the resolution of the 9th World Congress
of Rusyns in 2007.

In heraldry, however, there is a rule of blazon priority, according
to which, if there is a discrepancy in the grant of arms (or in
the law, in a resolution, etc.) between the drawing of the coat of
arms and its written description (blazon), the blazon is consid-
ered to be decisive.

The bear should correctly step forward with its right leg. Such
has been the heraldic convention for at least 600 years. It is
not forbidden to have him step forward with its left leg, but it
should have been reported in the verbal description of the coat
of arms and a proper justification should have been mentioned. It
should be carefully considered whether the Rusyns want to keep
this depiction and have a coat of arms with a left-stepping bear

Amedieval lawyer called Bartolus de Saxoferrato, who wrote
some of his works on heraldry, addressed this issue in his Trea-
tise on signs and coats of arms from 1355 in the chapter titled
"If you depict an animal, it should always step forward with its
rightleg” ("Pes dexter semper debit antecedere, quando animal
designatur").®® Bartolo writes more on the subject: As for the legs,
it is iImportant to realise that it's the right leg that must always
be raised, because, as stated in the previous section, the right
side is the beginning of movement; otherwise it would mean
that a left-stepping animal is depicted, which would be a mis-
take. There is one more doubt: What to do If there was a right
leg raised on one side of the flag but on the other side we would
see the same depiction with the left leqg raised. Inaccuracy of this
opinion is clearly reflected in coats of arms with letters in their

39  Chapter titles were added later in the treatise
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0 IITaTHIM ¢JIary, IITaTHHIX 3HaKaX I ITaTHIN ITedaTH, aHU B HECKOPIIIBIX
KoAidpikaIlifgix, TaKCcaMO aHU B aKTyaJIHO IIJIaTHBIX IIpeAnucax 3akap-
aTbCKOM 06J1acTH, IIi JOKIHIIA aHU B pe3oJyIii 9. CBITOBOro KOHIpecy
PycuHiB 3 2007 poKy.

B repap/ini naTUThH IpaBHJIO HIPESHOCTH 6J1a30HA, IO KOTPOTO,
Kigb € B ep60BiM fyKyMeHTi (a60 B 3aK0H1, pe30JsIyI1ii i ITo/1.) IPOTUXOJHOCTh
MiKi Kpec60B ep6y i 110T0 TMCOMHBIM OTTHCOM (671a30HOM), 3a BEIPillIyI0uy
cs1 6epe momoba onrcaHa B 6J1a30HI.

IlpaBHUJIHO 6B MaB Me/IBiZib BEIKpauaTH IIpaBOB HOroB. Taka € repaj-
JiuHa KOHBeHI[id cTapa HaliMeHIle 600 pokiB. He € BbLJIIy4YeHO, KeObI
BBIKPAY0BaB JIIBOB HOT'OB, HO MaJIO OBl Cd TOTO TOJIOCUTH B CJIOBHIM IIO-
nuci epby a TakcaMo 6B TO MaJI0 MaTH afjeKBaTHY NpUUiHy. TOT Bon-
poc Tpeba m06pi 3BaXKBITH, IIi €SI PYCHHBI XOTSATh TPUMATH J0Tellepim-
HBOI'0 06pasy, 3HaUiTh XOTATh MaTHU Ha epbi B OCHOBI MeJBifisd JliBaKa
(6asoraps).

€lleH i3 IpaBHUKIB cepeHbOBiKY — BapToJsyc fe CakcadeppaTo, Ko-
TPBIY CBOI [jijla IIPUCBATHUB i Tepasifilli, cs THIM IIpo6IeMOM 3aHUMAaTh
B Tpakmami 3Hakig 1 ep6ie 3 1355 poKy, B KaIIiTOJIi IIii HA3BOB ,SIK cA
300pa’kye 3Biph, mpaBa Hora MaTh OBITH Bce Buepeni“ (,Pes dexter
semper debet antecedere, quando animal designatur).*® /lo Tof TeMBbl
y cBOIM fiJyi BapToJio muiie: nokst ide o Ho2bl, mpeba cobi ycgidomumu,
Jice gnepedi mamsb 6blmu 8ce npasa Hoz2a, 60, AK Y 6bl10 8 nonepeoHiil
yacmu nogioddxiceHo, npaswlil 6iK € 3auamrKom xody; iHaKue 6bl mo 3Havino,
Jrce € 306pasicemdlil Nisak, Wmo 6l 6bl1a xbvlba. € my iwi €OHA NOXbIOHOCMb:
wmo 3 mulM, Kidb Ha €OHIM 60Ul 3acmaswl € 306pasxceHo, e npasa Ho2a
8blKpauams, HO 3 Opy2020 60Ky 6yde 8UOHO 8bIKpAUAHs 1i60il Hoebl. He-
npasusHOCMb mMo20 no2Asa0y s ACHIWe NPOABUMb Y MblX, KOMPbL y C80IM
ep6i maromos 0aaky aimepy abo aimepwsl, 60 3 €OHO20 6OKY Cymb Aimepbl

39 HasBBI KaIliToJI 6BIJIX [0 TPaKTaTy AOJaHBI ITi3HiIIe.

Ha BIIBITKBIX BEIOOPakiHAX epOy
Me[|Bilb BEIKpadaTh JIiBOB HOTOB.

Na vSetkych vyobrazeniach erbu
medved vykracuje [avou nohou.

On all depictions of the coat of arms the
bear steps forward with his left leg.

(3]
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bolo v predchddzajicej Casti povedané, pravd strana je po-
Ciatkom pohybu; inak by to znamenalo, Ze je zobrazeny lavdk,
¢o by bola chyba. Je tu este jedna pochybnost: Co s tym, ak na
jednej strane zdstavy by bolo zobrazené, Ze pravd noha vy-
kracuje, no z druhej strany bude vidno vykrocenie lavej nohy.
Nesprdvnost tohto ndzoru sa zretelnejSie prejavuje u tych,
ktori vo svojom erbe nesu nejaké pismeno alebo pismend,
lebo z jednej strany su pismend zobrazené sprdvne, z druhej
vSak vébec nemaju podobu pismen, Co je zjavné, ak niekto
hladi na napisané pismend zo zadnej strany.*°

Bartolo sa tu zaobera aj zobrazovanim heraldickych
figur na zastave, kedze kazda zastava ma lic a rub, roz-
hodujuca je vSak vzdy licova strana. Heraldické figury
prirovnava k pismu, z ¢oho vyplyva, Ze erbové znamenia
by sa mali akoby ,citat".

Dovod, prec¢o medved na rusinskom znaku vykracu-
je lavou nohou je pravdepodobne ten, Ze autor prvého
grafického navrhu podkarpatského znaku Jaroslav Kursa
tejto otazke neprikladal zvlaStny vyznam a jednoducho
ho takto namaloval, hoci ¢esky lev v tom istom znaku vy-
kraCuje pravou nohou. Alebo mézeme dufat, Ze tym Ceski
heraldici nechceli skryto vyjadrit podriadenost a politickd
nezrelost podkarpatského ludu, ako ho vtedy oznacovali,
ked mu priradili medveda lavaka.*' Podobnych nepres-
nosti v §tatnom znaku CSR viak bolo viac, tieto ale nemali
zvlastny vyznam.

40 Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et armis. Por. 1355.
Traktat o znameniach a erboch. Podla benatskej prvotlace zr. 1472. Vrtel,
Ladislav (Ed.), Munkova, Maria (Prekl.). Bratislava 2009, s. 119.

41 O politickej ¢i dokonca kultirnej nezrelosti podkarpatského fudu
sa niektori ceskoslovenski politici aj otvorene viac krat vyjadrili, vid napr.
Pop, Ivan: Dé&jiny Podkarpatské Rusiv datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri, Praha
2005, s. 361 a 362.

42 Napriklad na strednom znaku CSR sa moravska a sliezska orlica
divaju opa¢nymi smermi, hoci text v zakone hovori, Ze sa maji obe divat

depictions, because on one side the letters are depicted correctly,
but on the other side they have no form of letters, which is obvious
if one looks at the letters from the back side.*°

Bartolo mentions also depictions of heraldic figures on
the flag, as every flag has a front and back side, the decisive
side is, of course, always the front one. He compares heraldic fig-
ures to letters, which implies that coats of arms should be “read”.

The reason why the bear on the Rusyn coat of arms steps for-
ward with its left leg is probably that Jaroslav Kursa, the author of
the first graphic design of the Carpathian coat of arms, didn't think
the rule was important and simply painted it like that, although
the Czech lion in the same coat of arms steps forward with
its right leg. Or we can hope that the team of Czech herald-
Ists wanted to express subordination and political immaturity of
the Carpathian people, as they were then labeled, and were given
a left-stepping bear*' There were more similar inaccuracies in
the national coat of arms of Czechoslovakia, but those had no
special significance.*?

40  Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de Insigniis et armis. After 1355, Treatise
on signs and coats of arms. According to the Venetian incunabule from 1472, Vrtél,
Ladislav (Ed.), Munk, Mary (Trans.). Bratislava 2009, p. 119

41 The opinion on political and even cultural immaturity of the Carpathian
people was openly expressed several times by some Czechoslovak politicians,
e.g. Pop, lvan: History of Carpathian Ruthenia in data. Libri, Prague 2005, p. 361
and 362

42 Forexample, onthe medium coat of arms of Czechoslovakia, the Moravian
and Silesian eagles are facing opposite directions, although the text of the law
says that they are both looking in the same direction -heraldically to the right
This difference arose for compositional reasons during the drawing of the coat
of arms, and because it was graphically processed only after the law on state
symbols had been passed
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D)

IIpu 3acTaBi € BRIPIIIYOUil IUITHEIN OiK, py6e
€ 1oro 3epkaJioBeIM o6pasom. [Ipu dirypax Ha
3acTaBaxX THIXK IIJIATUTH, Ke (HeciMeTpiuHbI)
Girypsl BeLyTh BCe KY JKEPAU, TO 3HAUITH, 5Ke6bI

I

IIpY HOCiHIO 3aCTaBHI He IT0dasu 9K ,HeJOTI0L "

Pri zastave je rozhodujuca licova strana, rub je jeho
zrkadlovym obrazom. U figur na zastavach tiez
plati, Ze (nesymetrické) figury smeruju vzdy k Zrdi,
tj. aby pri neseni zastavy nectvali ako ,,netvor™.
The front side of the flag is the most important one,

the back side is its mirror image. There's a rule for
assymetrical figures, which says that they always face
the flagpole, i.e. when the flag is being carried, the figures
won't go backwards a ,monsters"

* Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et
armis. ITo p. 1355. ITofi/151 BeHeIliaHbCKOTO IIePBOJPYKY
i3 p. 1472. Vrtel, Ladislav (Ed.), Munkova, Mdria (Prekl.).
Bratislava 2009, c. 99.

* Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et
armis. Po r. 1355. Traktat o znameniach a erboch. Podla
benatskej prvotlace z r. 1472. VRTEL, Ladislav (Ed.),
MUNKOVA, Maria (Prekl.). Bratislava 2009, s. 99.

*  Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de Insigniis et armis.
After 1355. Treatise on signs and coats of arms. According to
the Venetian incunabule from 1472, Vrtél, Ladislav (Ed.), Munk,
Mary (Trans.). Bratislava 2009, p. 99
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l'epasigiuHbl 3Bipii Mipoio-
I'iYHBI CTBOPiHA CS OIS
KOHBEHIIiI 306pakyl0Th

3 BEIKpa4al4ioB IIPaBOB
HOTOB (JIeB, BOBK, Me/IBiflb,
Ipi¢ immox.) i repasfiaHo
BCe IIPSIMYIOTH BIIPaBo.
ORXBLIIHS CI MalTh I0JIO-
CHTH.

Heraldické zvieratd a my-
tologické bytosti sa podla
konvencie zobrazuju s vykra-
Cujucou pravou nohou (lev,
vlk, medved, gryf a pod.)

a smeruju vzdy heraldicky
vpravo. Odchylky sa hlasia.

Heraldic animals and mytho-
logical beings are by convention
depicted stepping forward with
their right legs (lion, wolf, bear,
gryphon, etc.) and are heral-
dically facing right. Deviations
must be reported.
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306padceHbl NPAsUIHO, HO 3 0py2020 6OKY HUSK HE Maroms nodoby aimep,
Ymo € S18HO, Kidb 0axmo no3epambs Ha HANUCAHbL Aimepbl 30 3a0Hb020 60KY.*

BapToJ0 cg Ty 3aHUMAaTh 1 306pa’koBaHbOM repasiiuHbIX GIryp Ha 3a-
cTaBi, 60 Ka>kJja 3acTaBa MaTh JIUIle i py6e, HO BEIPILIIyIOUili € BCe IUITHBIT
6ik. ['epasigiuHbl QII'yphl IPpUpPiBHABATH [0 IHUCMA, 3 YOTO BEIXOAUTE, JKe
epOOBEI 3HAKEI OBI €4 MaJIU IKOBI ,diTaTH .

IIpruina, YoM Ha PyCHUHBCKIM 3HaKy Me/iBiib BEIKpadaTh JIiBOB HOTOB
€ IIpaBJoII0/I00HO TaKa, >Ke SIpocaaB Kypca, aBTOp Iepiiod rpadpivHomn
IIpoIT03imil mifKapnaTbCKOTo 3HaKa, He IIPUKJIafaB TOMY BOIIPOCY IIIIIe-
IiaJiHe 3HA4iH4, 3BRIYAaWHI TaK IO HAaMaJIbOBaB, XOIlb YeChKBIH JIeB B TiM
caMiM 3HaKy BbIKpadaTh IIPaBOB HOTOB. AGO €SI MOKeMe HaJ[iITH, 5Ke ThIM
YeChbKbI TepaJIfiliy He XOTi/IM CKPBITO BRIPA3UTHU HiIBJIAaJHOCTD i TOJIITIYHY
He3piJIoCTh HiKapIIaTbCKOro Hapo/a, IK I'o B TiM 4aci 03HavaJju, Kiib My
HpUPAIUIIN MeBis miBaKka. ! [Iog0O6HBIX HETOUHOCTE!N B IIITATHIM 3HAKY
YCP 651J10 Belle, HO TOTHI He MaJIy mnenipiuyHe sHaUiHg. 42

40 Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et armis. ITo p. 1355. IIof/1 BeHeIliaHbCKOTO
IepBOAPYKY i3 p. 1472. Vrtel, Ladislav (Ed.), Munkov4, Maria (Prekl.). Bratislava 2009, c. 119.

41 O moJuiTiuHiM ITi OKIHIA KyJATYPHIN He3piJoCcTH ITiKapnaThCKOro Hapo/a €5 10 aKOTPhI
YeX0CJIOBAIlbKEI IIOJIITiIM Berepas BRIPasUJIM i OAKPHITO, IOCMOTH Hamp. Pop, Ivan: Déjiny
Podkarpatské Rusi v datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri, Praha 2005, c. 361 i 362.

42  HampukJiafHa cepefiHiMm 3HaKy YCP cs1 MOpaBCKa i cjie3cka OpJIiIfi ro3epaloTh HaBCHIaK,
XOIlb TeKCT B 3aKOHI TOBOPHUTE, ’Ke 00H/IBi I MalOTh I103epaTH [[0 €HOT0 6OKY — repaJiuHO
BIIpaBo. TOT po3/iiyl BBIHUKHYB i3 KOMIIO3iYHBIX IIPUYiH KOJIO KpPecaiHs 3HaKa, 60 TOT 6bIB
rpadiuHo 06po6IeHBIH aXk IIOTiM, SIK 6BIB 3aKO0H 0 Jlep>KaBHBIX ciM60J1ax CXBajIeHBIH.

@

Kigb cyTh 306pa’keHBbl 1Bi IIpUBep-
HYTHI Qir'ypsI (HaIIp. JIeBHI I1i ITapKa-
Hi), B 11iTi a60o Mimo 11iTa, SK Horo
HOCHUTeJIi, ab0 BapTalllbl, TOILbI 06ep-
HyTa ¢irypa BEIKpadyaThb JIiBOB HOT'OB,
7KeOBbl OBLJIX CiMeTpPiUHEL. 3HaK MicTa
JleBoua.

Ak st zobrazené dve privratené figury
(napr. levy &i draky), ¢i uz v tite, alebo
mimo Stitu ako jeho nosici alebo straz-
covia, vtedy obratena figura vykracuje
[avou nohou, aby boli simerné. Znak
mesta Levoca.

If two inverted figures are depicted (i.e. lions
or dragons), either on the shield or beside it
as its supporters or guardians, the inverted
figure steps forward with its left leg to make
both figures symmetrical. Coat of arms of
Levoca
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Interpretdcia znaku (semiotika)

Legiend o vyzname jednotlivych symbolov v erbe Podkar-
patskej Rusi je viac ako dost. Nie je vSak zname, Ze by au-
tor erbu profesor Gustav Fridrich predloZil s ideovym
navrhom tohto erbu aj jeho konkrétnu interpretaciu.
Snad'len to, Ze medveda omylom povazoval za figuru,
ktora sa nachadza v erbe mesta UZhorod. V tom Case
potreboval vyrieSit chybajucu symboliku Podkarpatske;j
Rusi pre G&ely zostavenia $tatnych symbolov CSR a zéro-
ven najst kompromis medzi dvoma konkuren¢nymi hnu-
tiami na Podkarpati. Dobova dokumentacia hovori len
o znameni medveda ako o vhodnej heraldickej figure
s ohladom na karpatsku faunu. O vyzname modro-Zl-
tych pasov ako symbolov riek v Ziadnych dokumen-
toch zmienka nie je.

Pre bezného cloveka je dbleZitejSie poznat vyznam jed-
notlivych znameni v erbe neZ odborny heraldicky popis.
Aj preto vznikaju legendy, hoci historicky nepodloZené,
ktoré vsak nie su nijako na Skodu, skér naopak, prave
vdaka nim sa symboly dokaZu zapisat do povedomia ludi.
Takou legendou je napriklad vyznam trojvrsia v sloven-
skom 8tatnom znaku, ktoré je interpretované ako tri poho-
ria — Fatra, Tatra a Matra. Tato interpretdcia vSak vznikla
pravdepodobne az v 16.-17. storoci, a podla vyobrazenia
tohto znaku na pecati Ludovita Velkého zo 14. stor. moZno
predpokladat, Ze pévodne iSlo len o goticky obluk. Po-
dobne sa Cerveno-strieborné pasy v znaku Madarska, tzv.
arpadovské brvna, vykladaju ako symboly ,uhorskych”
riek Dunaj, Tisa, Drava a Sava, hoci pdvodne to bol rodovy
znak Arpadovcov a s riekami nemal ni¢ spolo¢né.

jednym smerom — heraldicky vpravo. Tento rozdiel vznikol z kompozi¢-
nych dévodov pri kresbe znaku, nakolko ten bol graficky spracovany az
potom, ako bol zakon o Statnych symboloch schvaleny.

Interpretation of the coat of arms (semiotics)

There are more than enough legends about the meaning of
particular symbols in the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia.
However, it is not known whether the author of the coat of
arms, professor Gustav Fridrich, submitted the proposal on
the ideological design together with a concrete interpretation.
Perhaps we only know that he considered the bear to be a figure
on the coat of arms of Uzhhorod by mistake. At the time he
needed to solve the lacking symbology of Carpathian Ruthenia
for the purposes of establishing the state symbols of Czecho-
slovakia and also to find a compromise between two competing
moverments in Transcarpathia. Contemporary documentation
refers only to the sign of the bear as an appropriate heraldic
figure with respect to Carpathian fauna. The importance of
the blue-yellow stripes as symbols of rivers is not mentioned
in any documents.

It's more important for an ordinary person to know
the meaning of each sign on the coat of arms than a profes-
sional heraldic description. That's why legends appear, although
historically unfounded, but not in any way harmful, on the contrary,
precisely because of them the symbols can enter the conscious-
ness of the people. For example, the legend about the impor-
tance of three hills in the Slovak national coat arms, which are
interpreted as three mountains — Fatra, Matra and Tatra. This
interpretation arose probably in the 16th-17th century, but from
an illustration of the coat of arms on the seal of Louis the Great
from T4th century, it can be assumed that originally this was only
a Gothic arch. Similarly, the red-silver bars in the coat of arms
of Hungary, called Arpad bars, were interpreted as symbols of
Hungarian rivers Danube, Tisa, Sava and Drava, although they
originated in the coat of arms of the House of Arpad and they
have nothing to do with any rivers.

The already mentioned resolution of the World Congress
of Rusyns in 2007 interprets the meaning of the signs in
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Inmepnpemauis 3Haka (cemiomika)

JlereH[T 0 3HAUiHI0O OKpeMBbIX CiM60JIiB B epbi IligKapmaThCKOU Pycu € Belle
SIK 10CcTh. Ho He € 3HaMme, >keGb1 mpodecop I'ycras ®@piapix, aBTop epoy,
3 ileiiHOB IIPONO3iI[ii0OB TOr0 epOy NMpe I0>KBIB i HOro KOHKpeTHY iH-
TeprupeTaiiro. Moke jieM To, )Ke MeJ[Bi/[s1 OMBIJITHO II0Ba>k0BaB 3a Qirypy,
KOTpa cs1 HaX0OUTh B epbi MicTa Y>kropoz. B Tim vaci moTpe6oBaB fo-
PilIBITH XBI6JIAYY ciMOoOUTiKyY ITigKapaThCKOM PycH 3 I1i/IbOM 30CTaBJIiHS
mTaTHHIX ciMbosiB YCP i TaKoM HaUTH KOMIIPOMicC MifpKi ;BoMa KOHKY-
peHUYHBIMA pyXaMU Ha [ligkapriaTi. /[l060Ba JOKYyMeHTaIisi TOBOPUTH JIEM
0 3HaKy MeJBiJs, sIK 0 IPUCTONHIN repaagiunii ¢irypi 3 orasagoMm Ha
KapnaTscKy ¢aBHY. O 3HaUiHI0 CHHBO>KOBTBIX CMYT, sIK CiM00JIiB pikK,
¢s B KaJHBIX JOKYMeHTaXx He CHOMHHATh.

IIpo 06BIUaiHOTO Y0JIOBiKA € Ba)KHiIlle II03HATH 3HAUYiHSI OKPEMBIX 3Ha-
KiB B epbi, 1K 0/100pHBIH Tepas[iuHbIM ITONHC. | 3aTO BSHUKAIOTh JIeTeHEbI,
XOITb icTOpiuHO He 06T PYHTOBAHBI, KOTPHI HE CYTh HUAK Ha IIIKO/Y, CKOpe
Haollak, IpaBi BAgKa HUM Cs CiMOO0JIBI JOKaKyTh 3aIIMCaTH [j0 CBiZlOMOCTH
Jrofiedi. TakoB JIeTeH/I0B €, HAIIpUKJIaJl, 3Ha4iHd TPUBepbXa B CJI0BALbKIM
IITaTHIM 3HAKy, KOTPE € iIHTepIIpeTOBaHe SIK TPU IipbCKEI ITacMa — daTpa,
TaTtpa i Martpa. ToTa iHTepIIpeTallis B3HUKJIA ITPaBAOIOL00HO0 aXk B 16.-17.
CTOJIITI, a OIS BEIOOpaskiHs TOro 3HaKa Ha IeuaTu JIrogoBiTa Bestnkoro
i3 14. cTOpP. MOX IIpeAIIOKJIalaTH, Ke Haumeplle 11110 JIeM O TOTiYHbIN
KpyT. IIomo6HO € IMOSICHIOIOTH 1 YepBeHOCTPi6epHEI CMYTHL B 3HaKy Ma-
IIpbCKa, T3B. APIIalOBCKEI IPSIIbI, IK CiMOOJIBI ,,yTOPbCKBIX“ PiK JlyHaH,
Tica i CaBa, X0OIlb CIIOYATKy TO OBIB POLOBHIN 3HAK APIafiOBIIiB, a 3 pikaMu
He MaB HUY CIIOJIOYHOTO.

CnoMHUHaHa pe30ynis CBiToBOro koHrpecy Pycunis 3 2007 poky
iHTepnpeTye 3HaUiHA 3HaKiB B pyCHHBCKiM ep06i Tak: ,MeaBigb ciM6o0-
Jisye KapmaTsl, TpH 3/1aThI CMYTHI (IIOAJIS1 JaKOTPBIX 0axaTesIiB) — TPU
piksL: Vr (VoK), JIaTopinto i Ticy.“3

43  Pesoaynis feseraTiB 9. CBiToBOro KoHIpecy PycuHiB, Mapamopoi-CireT 23. :oHa 2007 p.
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Spominana rezolticia Svetového kongresu Rusinov
zroku 2007 interpretuje vyznam znameni v rusinskom
erbe takto: ,Medved symbolizuje Karpaty, tri zlaté
pruhy (podla niektorych badatelov) — tri rieky: Uh
(UZ), Latoricu a Tisu."*

O vyklad vyznamu symbolov v znaku Podkarpatskej
Rusi sa pokusilo viacero historikov. V mnohych pripadoch
v3ak islo skér o dohady nez o seriézne historické badanie.
Strucny prehlad tychto interpretacii uvadza Alexej Filippov
vo svojej knihe Tajomstvo erbu Podkarpatskej Rusi z roku
2006. Vo svojej knihe napriklad uvadza, Ze ¢esky profesor
Jifi Kral, odbornik na etnografiu v roku 1924 interpretuje
znamenia erbu Podkarpatskej Rusi tak, Ze sedem pasov
(modré a zlaté) symbolizuju sedem podkarpatskych riek:
Tisa, Teresva, Rika, Terebla, BorZava, Latorica a Uh a med-
ved'zas reprezentuje karpatskd faunu. O int interpretaciu
savroku 1990 pokusil uzhorodsky etnograf Pavlo Fedaka.
Podla neho sedem pasov symbolizuje sedem pévodnych
komitatov (zup) Zakarpatskej oblasti a Cervena a strie-
borna farba sa do erbu dostali pod vplyvom Ceskej a slo-
venskej heraldiky. Polsky ekoném Andrzej Wocial priSiel
v roku 1991 s verziou, Ze medved je davnym symbolom
zemplinskeho a uzského nadZupana Petra Petrovica zo 14.
storo¢ia. Doktor historickych vied Fedir Sandor, profe-
sor Dimitro Daniljuk, kandidat historickych vied a docenti
Serhij Fedaka a Igor Lichtej v roku 2002 konStatovali, Ze
medved je legendarnym ochrancom karpatskych riek
a ma hnedu farbu. Tri zlaté pasy zas symbolizuju tri naj-
vacsie rieky v oblasti. Faktom v3ak je, Ze heraldika hnedu
farbu nepozna. VSetky tieto, a dalSie interpretacie Alexej
Filippov komentuje tak, Ze Ziaden z ukrajinskych vedcov

43 Pe3sonyuis generatiB 9. CBiToBOro KoHrpecy PycuHis, Maramos-Si-
get 23. juna 2007. Sikromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

the Rusyn coat of arms as follows: "The bear symbolizes
the Carpathians, the three gold stripes (according to some
scholars) — three rivers: Uzh, Latorica and Tisa.""

Several historians tried to interprete the meaning of sym-
bols in the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia. In many cases
however, they were more of a speculation than serious histor-
ical research. A brief overview of these interpretations is made
by Alexei Filippov in his book Secrets of the coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia from 2006. In his book, for example, he
states that the Czech professor Jiri Kral, an expert on ethnog-
raphy interpreted the signs in 1924 as seven blue-gold stripes
symbolize the seven Carpathian rivers Tisa, Teresva, Rika,
Barzava, Latorica and Uzh, and the bear represents the Car-
pathian fauna. A different interpretation was attempted in 1990
by the Uzhhorod-based ethnographer Pavlo Fedak. According
to him, the seven stripes symbolize the seven original komi-
tats (zhupas) of Transcarpathia and the red and silver colours
found their way into the coat of arms under the influence of
Czech and Slovak heraldry. In 1991, Polish economist Andrzej
Wocial came with a version that the bear is an ancient symbol
of the Zemplén and Ung first zhupa administrator Peter Pet-
rovych from the 14th century. Doctor of historical sciences
Fedir Sandor, professor Dimitro Daniljuk, candidate of his-
torical sciences and docents Serhily Fedaka and Igor Lichte
concluded in 2002 that the bear is a legendary guardian of
the Carpathian rivers and is brown in colour. Three gold stripes
symbolize the three largest rivers in the area again. But the fact
is that heraldry doesn't recognize brown colour. Alexei Filippov
comments on all these and other interpretations that none of
the Ukrainian scientists were familiar with archival documents
relating to the history of origin of the coat of arms of Carpathian

43 >e30nyUia generatis 9. CBITOBOro KOHrpecy PycuHis, Sighetu Marmatiel,
June 23, 2007. Private archive of Dr. lvan Bandurich, Bardejov.



Heraldicka analyza sucasného rusinskeho znaku
Heraldic analysis of the current Rusyn coat of arms

BBICBIT/IMTH 3HaUiH4g ciM60JIiB B 3HaKYy IligKkapnaTbcKkoi Pycu npo-
60BaJIo Belle icTopikiB. HoO B MHOIBIX ITpUIIafax iI1J0 CKOpPe O AOTrajkbl,
dK 0 CepbHO3He icTOpiuHe mociifKoBaHA. KOPOTKBINA Ileperasaf ThIX
iHTepupeTalii yBajKaTh Ajekcel PiliNnmoB y cBoifi KHU31 TaliloMCTBO
epby IligkapnaTbcKo¥ Pycu 3 2006 p. V cBOIM KHUIXKI[i, HAIIpUKJIAL,
yBaJ»KaTh, )Ke 4ebCKEINM mpodecop Ipxi Kpas, 0460pHHK Ha eTHOIpa-
¢iro, B 1924 porri 3HaKHI epby IlifkapnaTbckoi Pycu iHTepIIpeTye Tak,
Ke ciM cMyT (CHHI i KOBTEBI) ciMOO0JIi3yI0TH CiM NifKapnaTbCKBIX pPikK:
Tica, TepecBa, Pika, Tepe6uisg, bop>kaBa, JlaToping i Vr, a MeABifb 35Ch
pelipeseHTye KapnaTbCcKy ¢aBHY. 3 IHIIOB iHTepupeTarifios y 1990
PoOIli MPHUINOB y>KTOPOAbLCKBIN eTHOrpad IlaBiao denaka. [lofiga HbOTO
ciM cMyT ciM60JIi3ye ciM IepIIbIX KOMITaTiB (PKyII) 3aKaprIaThbCKOM 06-
JIacTH, a UepBeHa i cTpibepHa ¢apba cs 1o epby AicTaau mig BOIUBOM
4eChbKOU 1 CJI0BAIbKOU repaJsifikel. IIoJbCKBIN eKOHOM AHJpelt Boiriaua
npuIroB y 1991 poiii 3 Bep3iiios, )Ke Me|BiZib € JaBHBIM CiM60JIOM 3eMII-
JIIHBCKOTO 1 y>KCcKoro HazpkynaHa I[letpa [leTpoBiua 3 14. cTouiTa. IoKTOp
icTopiuHbIX HayK ®enip laHgop, Ipodecop JiMiTpo JaHUIIIOK, KAHAILAT
icTOpiUHBIX HAYK i fomeHTH Cepriii ®engaka i Irop JlixTelt B 2002 poiri
KOHIIITaTOBAaJIH, )Ke MeJIBi/lb € JleTeHJapHBIM XPaHUTeJIbOM KapIlaTh-
CKBIX piK I MaTh KaBeloBY ¢pap6y. TpH 3y1aTHI CMYTHI 35Ch CIMOOJII3YIOTH
TPU HaWBEKIIIEI PiKbl B 06s1acTU. Ho paKTOM €, )Ke repaJsijiika KaBeHoBy
dapby He M03HATH. BIIBITKEL TOTHI iHTeprpeTallii Asekcel ®isinmoB
KOMEHTYE€ TaK, ’)Ke HUXTO 3 YKpaiHbCKBIX HayKOBIIiB Cs He II03SHAaKOMHUB
3 apxXiBHBIMAa JJOKYMeHTaMH, KOTPHI CSI OGHOCSATD [0 icTopil B3HUKY epoy
[TirkapnmaTbCKOM PycH, IIITO MaTh CBiJUiTH 0 YPOBHHY iX 3HaJI0CTeH 3 06-
JIACTH repaJifjikel. 44

IIpiBaTHBIH apxiB /Ip. IBaHa Bauypiua, Bapzeiios.

44  diminmnos, Osekciii: TaeMHuUI repba IligkaprnaTcbkoi Pyci. Vokropog 2006, c. 12.
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sa neoboznamil s archivnymi dokumentmi tykajucimi sa
histérie vzniku erbu Podkarpatskej Rusi, o ma svedcit
o Urovni ich znalosti v oblasti heraldiky.*

Pre objektivnost bude zaujimavé pozriet sa blizSie aj
na nazor Andrija Grecila (predstavitela Ukrajinskej heral-
dickej spolocnosti), publikovany v jeho ¢lanku K otdzke
vzniku erbu Zakarpatska.*®

Andrij Grecilo v iom otazku interpretacie znaku ponal
etnograficky. Uvadza, Ze podla Milana Hlinomaza (podla
¢lanku PFispévek ke vzniku stdtnich symboli Ceskoslovenska
v letech 1918-29, ktory vySiel v Archivnom €asopise z roku
1986), farby v novom znaku symbolizovali dve najvacsie
narodné skupiny — Velkorusov (Cervena a biela) a Ukra-
jincov (modra a ZIta). Andrij Grecilo vSak toto povaZzuje za
omyl, ktory zacali preberat aj dal3i autori. Dalej uvadza,
Ze tento nazor postupne nadobudol politicko-provokacny
charakter, lebo v novsich publikacidch namiesto Velko-
rusov uz figurovali Rusini ako samostatna narodnost vo
vztahu k Ukrajincom. Tymto Andrij Grecilo vlastne skriti-
zoval pracu mnohych vyznamnych historikov (vo svojom
¢lanku piSe okrem iného aj o Ukrajincoch Zijucich na tzemi
Sarisa a Spi$a). Okrem toho je toto Gretilove kon3tato-
vanie v rozpore s dobovou dokumentaciou (vid kapitolu
Vznik a histéria rusinskeho znaku).

Andrij Grecilo dalej uvadza: ...Velkorusi (Ci Rusidni) ne-
boli miestnymi obyvatelmi v Zakarpatsku, nieto eSte velkou
ndrodnou skupinou. Po oktébrovej revolicii v Rusku cast
tzv. bielej ruskej emigrdcie sa v désledku emigrdcie usadila
v Zakarpatsku, nehrala tu vSak vyznamnejsiu ulohu, napr.

44 ®ininno., Onekcii: TaemHMus repba MigkapnaTcbkoi Pyci. Yxropog
2006, s. 12.

45 Grecilo, Andrij: K otazke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In Genealogic-
ko-heraldicky hlas. Ro¢nik IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.

Ruthenia, which is indicative of the level of their knowledge in
the field of heraldry.**

For objectivity, it will be interesting to take a closer look at
the opinion of Andriy Grechilo (a representative of the Ukrainian
Heraldic Society), published in his article On the issue of the coat of
arms of Transcarpathia.*® Andriy Grechilo took an etnographic view
on the interpretation of the coat of arms. He says that according
to Milan Hlinomaz (according to his article Contribution to the cre-
ation of the state symbols of Czechoslovakia in the years 1918-29,
published in Archive magazine in 1986), the colours in the new
coat of arms symbolized the two largest national groups — Great
Russians (red and white) and Ukrainians (blue and yellow). Andriy
Grechilo however, considers this to be a mistake which other
authors started to take over. It further states that this view has
gradually acquired a political and provocative character, because
inmore recent publications the Rusyns, instead of Great Russians,
appeared as a distinct nationality in relation to the Ukrainians. This
way Andriy Grechilo actually criticized the work of many prom-
inent historians (he mentions also Ukrainians living in Saris and
Spi§ in his article). Besides everything else, Grechilo's statement
Is inconsistent with contemporary documentation (see chapter
The origin and history of the Rusyn coat of arms).

Andriy Grechilo further states: ..Great Russians (or Rusians)
were not a local population in Transcarpathia, let alone a large
national group. After the October Revolution in Russia, part of
the so-called White Russian emigration settled in Transcarpathia,
but did not play a significant role here, for example the percentage
of the Hungarian population in Carpathian Ruthenia was sub-
stantially higher than the percentage of Russian immigrants.

44 oininnos, Onexcin: TaemHua repba MigkapnaTtcbkol Pyci. Y>xropon
2006,s.12

45 Grechilo, Andriy: On the issue of the coat of arms of Transcarpathia. In
Genealogical-heraldic voice. Year IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.
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Heraldic analysis of the current Rusyn coat of arms

IIpo 06eXTiBHOCTH Oy/le iHTepecHe 6JIM)Ke II0I03epaTHy i Ha MOTJISL AH-
Ipis I'peuisa (mpefcTaBuUTe NI YKpaiHbCKOM repasiuHOM CII0JI0UHOCTH),
nyb6JyikoBaHBIN B Horo ctaTi Ky gonpocy 83HUKy epby 3akapnamubcka.*s
AHppii [peuisio Ty Bompoc iHTepIIpeTallii 3Haka IIOHAB eTHOIpadiuHo.
VBamKaTh, >ke o1 Misana [siHomasa (ttopsia crarti ,, Prispévek ke vzniku
stdtnich symbolii Ceskoslovenska v letech 1918-29, KOTPBIH BBILIOB B APXiB-
HiM daconuci 3 1986 p.), bap6sl B HOBiM 3HaKy ciM60J1i30BaIu [Bi HaliBeK-
LI HAPOAHEI IPYIIE] — BesinKopyciB (depBeHa i 6isa) i VkpaiHniB (cuHS
i >koBTa). Ho AHppi#t [peuiso ToTo Gepe 3a XbIOY, KOTPY 3ayaJu mepebe-
paTH i Jasirsl aBTOpHL. /lajle yBaAKaTh, Ke TOT IIOIJIA[ IIOCTYIIOM Yacy
30,00bIB IIOJIITIYHO-IIPOBOKAYHBIN XapaKTep, 60 B HOBUIBIX IyO6JIiKaIiigx
HaMicTo BesKopyciB y>x ¢irypoBayu PycHHBI, B OFHOIIIHIO 10 VKpaiH-
IIiB sIK caMOOBITHA HapoOAHOCTE. Tak AHAPiH [peuisio BacTHO cKpiTiso-
BaB P0o60TY MHOI'BIX BEI3HAUHBIX iCTOPIKiB (y CBOIM cTaTi, 0OKpeM iHIIIOrO,
nulie i 0 YKpalHIIAX oKbII04iX Ha TepiTopii [llapimra i Crrimira). OKkpeM Toro,
TOTO IpeuisioBe KOHIIITATOBAHS IIPOTHUPEUITh J0GOBiHM foKyMeHTaITiil (Bigb
KaniTosy B3HHK i icTopig pyCHHBCKOT0 3HaKa).

AHppiit [peuiso gate yBOMKATE: ...Beaukopycsl (Ui PycistHbl) He 6blau
MICMHBIMA HCLUMEASMU 3aKapnams, He mo iuji 6eAUK08 HapoOHO8 TPYNoe.
ITo okmob6posiil pegoayuii 8 Pocii uacmb m3g. 61101l pycbkoil emirpayii ca
8 00CAlOKY eMmirpauii ycanawslia Ha 3akapnami, HO He Ma/a my 6bl3Hau-
HiULy poab, HANp. NPOUEHMO MadsapbCKo20 JKHcblmeabemaea Ha ITidkapnamau-
CKiil Pycu 6bl210 OCHOBHO 8eKlULe SIK NPOUEHMO PYCbKblX emirpanmis. Ilon-
Jist AHzipist Ipeuisia, ak TOTa Ipyma pycbKBIX IPHUCEJIEHITIB MaJja 3a4aTh
3 IIpocaj»KoBaHbOM 61JI0M 1 yepBeHOU QapOBbl, pecIl. BCecJIaBIHbCKOH IIi
PYCBKOM TPUKOJIOPHI, HA PaXyYHOK CHHBOXKOBTHIX ¢pap6. Ho pakToM e,
JKe BCeCJIaBIHbCKY TPHKOJIOPY XOCHOBAJIM PYCHUHBI JKBII0Ui Ha TepiTopil

45  Grecilo, Andrij: K otdzke vzniku erbu Zakarpatska. In Genealogicko-heraldicky hlas.
Roc¢nik IV, 1/1996. Martin 1996.
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percento madarského obyvatelstva na Podkarpatskej Rusi
bolo podstatne viclsie ako percento ruskych emigrantov.
Podla Andrija Grecila az tato skupina ruskych pristaho-
valcov mala zacat presadzovat bielu a Cervenu farbu, resp.
vSeslovansku Ci rusku trikoléru, na ukor modro-Zltych
farieb. No faktom je, Ze vSeslovansku trikoléru uz v 20.
rokoch pouzivali aj Rusini zZijuci na Uzemi Slovenska“¢.
Pravdou je aj to, Ze Ceskoslovenska vlada, viac nez Rusi-
nov, vyraznejSie podporovala rusku a ukrajinskd emigra-
ciu v ramci pomocnej akcie v rokoch 1921 az 1936. AvSak
najma ukrajinski emigranti, namiesto vdacnosti za to, ze
unikli z bol$evického rezimu do slobodného Ceskosloven-
ska, zacali s vasSnivou nacionalistickou vychovou miest-
nych, politicky neskdsenych Rusinov, hlavne mladeze.
Ukrajinska agitacia dokonca vyustila na konci 20. rokov
do protistatneho iredentizmu napojeného na nacistické
hnutie vo vtedajSom Nemecku®’.

Co sa tyka interpretacie samotnych znameni erbu
Podkarpatskej Rusi, Andrij Grecilo vspomenutom ¢lanku
piSe, Ze Sucasni ukrajinski bddatelia chdpali zlaté brvnd na
modrom poli ako vyjadrenie myslienky zjednotenia siedmich
byvalych Zip, ¢ — sledujic uhorsku tradiciu — traktovali
ich ako symbolické zobrazenia najvicsich karpatskych riek.
Za najvierohodnejsiu verziu vyjadrenia obsahu erbu mozno
povaZovat tvrdenie Jifiho Krdla v jeho knizke vydanej v r. 1924
v Prahe: PouZitie modrej a zlatej farby poukazuje na farby
Ukrajiny (zodpovedajtco skutoCnosti akcentuje ideu jednoty
z Ukrajinou), medved'symbolizuje hornaty kraj Podkarpatskej
Rusi. Takdto interpretdcia sa javi najseriéznejSia a s ohladom
na vtedajsie politické redlie ju moZno povaZovat za prvu zve-
46  Pripis Policajného riaditelstva v Uzhorode ¢. 6445/1926 z 12.

oktébra 1926. In ®ininno., Onekciit: MUTaHHA CTBOPEHHSI Npapopa
MNigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

47  Pop, Ivan: Dé&jiny Podkarpatské Rusi v datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri,
Praha 2005, s. 285-286.

According to Andriy Grechilo, this group of Russian immigrants
started to enforce the white and red color, i.e. the Pan-Slavic
or Russian tricolour at the expense of the blue-yellow colour.
But the fact is that the Pan-Slavic tricolour had been already
used in the 1920s by Rusyns living in Slovakia.*® It is also true
that the Czechoslovak government supported the Russian and
Ukrainian emigration during their relief efforts in the years 1921-
1936. However, in particular Ukrainian immigrants, instead of
showing gratitude for having escaped the Bolshevik regime in
a free Czechoslovakia, initiated a passionate nationalist educa-
tion of the local politically inexperienced Rusyns, especially their
youth. The Ukrainian agitation even led to anti-state irredentism
connected with the Nazi movement in Germany in 1920s #/

As for the interpretation of the signs on the coat of arms
of Carpathian Ruthenia, Andriy Grechilo in the aforementioned
article says: "The current Ukrainian scholars understood the gold
bars in the blue field as the expression of the idea of uniting
the seven former zhupas, or — following the Hungarian tradition
— tractated them as a symbolic representation of the largest Car-
pathian rivers. The most plausible version of the expression of
the content of the coat of arms can be considered in the state-
ment of Jiri Kral in his book issued in 1924 in Prague: The use
of blue and gold colour refers to the colour of Ukraine (corre-
spondingly accentuates the idea of the unity of Ukraine), the bear
symbolizes the mountainous region of Carpathian Ruthenia. Such
interpretation seems to be the most serious in respect to the con-
temporary political realities, it can be considered as the first pub-
lished idea of making such coat of arms with which the idea of
unity of Transcarpathia and other areas of the Ukrainian state
was associated in the early 20th century.”

46 Note from the Police Directorate in Uzhhorod no. 6445/1926 from October

12,1926. In ®ininnos, Onekcin: [MutaHHs cTBOpeHHd Npapopa MNigkapnaTcbKor
Pyci. Nlina, Y>xropog, 2008

47 Pop, Ivan: History of Carpathian Ruthenia in data. Libri, Prague 2005, p
285-286.
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CiioBakii y>x B 20-bIX pokax.® [IpaBza € 1 TOTO, Ke 4eCbKOCJI0BEeHbCKa
BJIaJIa, Belle 9K PycuHIB, BeIpasHillle MifIopoBaja pycbKy i yKpaiHbCKY
eMirparjiro B paMmKax IIoMiuHOHM akIfii B pokax 1921 ak 1936. Ho riaBHI
YKpaiHbCKBI eMiIpaHThI, HAMICTO BASYHOCTH 3a TO, Ke YHUKJIU IIepes
60JIBIIEeBIIIBKEIM pesKiMOM 0 €I0604HOr0 YeChbKOCJIOBEHBCKA, 3aUall
i3 3amaJieHbIM HaIliOHAJiCTIiYHBIM BHIXOBAHBOM MIiCTHBIX, IIOJIITIYHO He
CKYILIeHBIX PycuHiB, I7TaBHI MoJiofeski. VKpalHbCKa aritanis JoKiHII
CKiHUYlJa KIHITbOM 20-BIX POKIB IIPOTHepP>KaBHBIM ipe/leHTi3MOM HaBs-
3aHBIM Ha HalliCTIiYHBIN PyX y TOIABIIIHIM HimMennpky.

IITTo o iHTepupeTallii caMbIX 3HaKiB epby IligkaprnaTbCcKoi Pycu, AB-
Ipiit Ipeuiso B CIOMSIHYTIi# cTaTi IMHUIIlE, 5ke CyudacHbl YKPaiHbCKbL dicAi0-
HUUU 31ambl 2pA0bl HA CUHIM NOJII0 PO3YMIAU K 8bIPANCIHA i0ei 36EOHAHA
CIM KOAUWHIX Hcyn, Ui — cAidyroUi y2opbCcKy mpadiyito — mpakmogaau ix sk
cimb0iUHe 306padCciHa HalleeKWbIX KapnambCKblX pik. 3a Hall8ipo200HIuLy
8ep3iio 6bIPAICIHA 06CA2Y epBy, MOdHC Nosaxcosamu meepoxcina Ipacizo Kpana
y lloeo kHudicul 8bloaHiii 8 1924 p. y Ilpa3si: XocHo8aHs cuHbOIL i 31amoil hap6bl
nogkasye Ha apbvl YKpaiHwl (300n08i0aroHo pakmam aKyeHmye ioero eOHo-
cmu 3 YKpaiHog), medsids cimb60.i3ye 2copucmslii Kpail Iliokapnamuckoil Pycu.
Taxa inmepnpemayis cs 28UMb K HAUICEPLO3HIWA, A 3 02A00M HA MO20bIUH]
NoAiMIUHbL peaii momy Mo N08aNHco8amMu 3a neputy onyb6aikosary ioero
meop6bl maxkozo epby, 3 KompwlM s iui 3auamkom 20-2o0 cmopiva cnoiiogana
idest eOHocmu 3akapnams 1 0cmamtix 06.1acmetl yKpaiHbCKoU 0epacasbl.

ToTa iHTepIipeTartist AHApist Ipedisa ouiBicHO iIHKIiHY€ KY IIOTJISIY, K€
IlinkapraTbcka Pych HaJie)kasia Bce 10 VKpaiHbL, IIITO € iCTOPIUHEBIH Oy,
i3aTo el MosKeMe 6paTH 3a MOJITIYHBIN 3aMip.

46 IIpunwuc IToninalfHOro JUpeKTOpiaTy B VKropogi 4. 6445/1926 i3 12. okto6pa 1926 p. In
®ininmnos, Osekciii: InTaHHS CTBOpeHH ITpapopa IlifkapnaTcbkoi Pyci. JIimna, Vokropoz 2008.

47  Pop,Ivan: Déjiny Podkarpatské Rusiv datech. Nakladatelstvi Libri, Praha 2005, c. 285-286.
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rejnenu myslienku tvorby takého erbu, s ktorym sa eSte na
zaciatku 20. storocia spdjala myslienka jednoty Zakarpatska
a ostatnych oblasti ukrajinského Stdtu.

Tato interpretacia Andrija Grecila evidentne inklinuje
k nazoru, ze Podkarpatska Rus vzdy patrila k Ukrajine,
o je historicky nezmysel a mozno ju preto povazovat za
politicky ucelovu.

Ako bolo spomenuté, autor erbu Gustav Fridrich ne-
podal k erbu Ziadnu interpretaciu, k veci pristupil maxi-
malne pragmaticky, nakolko sa zostavoval Statny znak
CSR, farebnost erbu zvolil tak, aby vyhovel proukrajinsky
aj prorusky orientovanym politickym silam. Pasy nepova-
Zoval zarieky, ale za vhodnu heroldski (geometrickua)
figuru, ako do erbu dostat modro-Zité farby. Tymto
znakom Gustav Fridrich urcite nechcel vyjadrit pris-
luSnost Podkarpatskej Rusi k Ukrajine.

Prvym znamym badatelom, ktory pristupil k seriéz-
nemu 3tudiu vzniku a vyznamu erbu Podkarpatskej Rusi
na zaklade archivnych dokumentov, je Alexej Filippov
v spomenutej knihe Tajomstvo erbu Podkarpatskej
Rusi z roku 2006 (®ininno., Onekcin: TaEMHULA repba
MigkapnaTtcekoi Pyci. Y>xropog 2006).

PouZivanie stcasného znaku v praxi

Rusinsky (podkarpatsky) erb pouZzivaju rusinske organi-
zacie a aktivisti pri vSetkych kultarnych &i politickych pri-
leZitostiach ako su festivaly, kultdrno-spolo¢enské podu-
jatia, snemy, ale aj vo svojich dokumentoch a peciatkach.
Tento znak sa dostal aj do emblémov réznych organizacif
zameranych na obrodzovanie Rusinov na celom svete.
Zobrazuje sa v réznych verziach a farebnych odtiefoch,
¢o v3ak nie je na Skodu, kedZe heraldika je aj umenim
a rbézne grafické ¢i umelecké varianty zobrazovania toho

This interpretation Andriy Grechilo evidently tends toward
the view that Carpathian Ruthenia has always belonged to
Ukraine, which is a historical nonsense and can be therefore
considered as politically purposive.

As mentioned before, the author of the coat of arms Gustav
Fridrich didn't write any interpretation of the coat of arms, he
approached the matter pragmatically, as he was assembling
the state coat of arms of Czechoslovakia, he chose the colours
to oblige the pro-Ukrainian and pro- Russian political forces. He
didn't consider the stripes to be rivers, just a suitable heraldic
(geometric) figure with which to get the blue-yellow colours
in the coat of arms. Gustav Fridrich certainly didn't want to
express an affiliation of Carpathian Ruthenia to Ukraine.

The first known researcher who proceeded with a serious
study of the origin and meaning of the coat of arms of Carpathian
Ruthenia on the basis of archival documents was Alexei Fil-
ippov in the aforementioned book Secrets of the coat of arms of
Carpathian Ruthenia from 2006 (®ininnos, Onekcin: TaeMHnya
rep6a lNigkapnaTcekol Pycl. Yxropog 2006)

Use of the current coat of arms in practice

The Rusyn (Carpathian) coat of arms is used by Rusyn organi-
zations and activists for all cultural or political occasions such
as festivals, cultural and social events, councils, but also in their
documents and stamps. This coat of arms found its way into
emblems of various Rusyn revival organizations worldwide. It is
depicted in different versions and colours, but this is not a bad
thing, since heraldry is an art form and various graphical and
artistic variants of the same coat of arms enrich heraldry. It is
important that heraldic rules and the content of the coat of arms
are observed, i.e. only signs and colours defined in the written
description are depicted. Vice versa, anything that isn't described
in the blazon does not belong in the coat of arms



Heraldicka analyza sucasného rusinskeho znaku
Heraldic analysis of the current Rusyn coat of arms

SIK GBLIO CIIOMSTHYTO, aBTOP IycTaB ®pifnpix He 1MoIaB Ky ep6y XKagHy
IHTepIIpeTallit, Ky iy IpUCTYIINB MaKCciMaJIHi IparMaTivHo, HaKiJIbKO
Cs 30CTaBJIIB IITaTHBIN 3HaK UCP, papebHOCTH epOy 3BOJIUB TaK, >Kebbl
YCIIOKOIB IIPOYKPaiHBCKEI i IIPOPYCHKEBI OPbEHTOBAHEI ITOITIYHBI CUJIBL.
CMyTHBI He IOBa>k0BaB 3a PiKbI, ajie 3a IPUCTONHY repajagiuyny (re-
oMeTpiuHy) Qirypy, sIK A0 epOy AicTaTH CHHBO>KOBTHI ¢paposl. ThiM
sHakoM IycraB @pifpix HaicTO He XOTiB BHIPA3HTH HIPUHATIEIKHOCTH
IIigxapnaTbcKoii Pycu 10 VKpaiHBI.

IlepIIbIM 3HAMBIM JOCJIiTHUKOM, KOTPHIX IPUCTYIIUB Ky CEPbUO3HIN
ITY/il B3HUKY i 3HaUiHI0 epby [lifKapriaTbCKoM Pycu Ha OCHOBI apXiBHBIX
JOKYMEHTIB, € Ayiekcel QiiNIIOB B CIIOMSHYTiN KHU31 TalloMCTBO epba
[IigxkapraTecKoi Pycu 3 2006 poky (Pisinmos, Onekciii: TaeMHUISI repba
ITigkapraTcekoi Pyci. Yoxropog 2006).

molody.Rusyny
MoOJIOObI. PycrHEI

p- = o

The coat of arms is being used by some organizations in their logos,
for example molody.Rusyny (Young Rusyns). There are also some
derived variants, more or less heraldically correct

V CBOIM JIOI'Y XOCHYIOTH 3HAKbI

IaKOTPHI OpraHisaii, Hamp.

MOJI0[bL.PyCHHBIL. O6IBUJIU €I
1 0ABO/I)KeHBI BapiaHTHL, Belle Ii
MeHIIle repaJiJjivH0 KOPeKTHBEL.

Znak pouZzivaju vo svojom logu niektoré
organizacie, napr. molody.Rusyny.
Obijavili sa aj odvodené varianty, viac

¢i menej heraldicky korektné.
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istého erbu heraldiku obohacuju. Délezité je, aby boli do-
drzané heraldické pravidla a obsah erbu, tj. aby saviom
zobrazovali iba tie znamenia a v takych farbach, ako su
zadefinované v slovnom popise. Naopak, do erbu nepatri
to, €o nie je v popise.

PigHbI r'padiuHbl Bepsil
PYCHHBCKOTO 3HaKa, KO-
TPHIH € i 3HaKOM 3a-
KapIiaTbCKOM 06J1aCcTH.

Rbézne grafické verzie rusin-
skeho znaku, ktory je zaroven
znakom Zakarpatskej oblasti.

Various graphic versions of
the Rusyn coat of arms which
Is also the coat of arms of %

the Transcarpathian region.

W
®apycrao PY°

%,
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Podkarpatska Rus

Casopis Spoleénosti pratel Podkarpatské Rusi
2|12012:

Rusini na Bruntalsku | Historie podkarpatskych mést: Velky
Bockov | Valna hromada 2012 | Kdo byl architektem tzv.
«znovusjednoceni“? | Détstvi na Podkarpatské Rusi |
Rusini na Slovensku | Zpravy, dopisy, vyzvy

g

% BYGUHCbKbIN | -
3 ,

TepasigivHa aHaJIi3a CyYaCHOr0 PyCHHBCKOI0 3HaKa

—

zalozena v roku 1990

I PVCMH

IHOOPMAYHBIA ABOTLDKAEHHMK PYCUHIB CIIOBEHBCKA
INFORMACNY DVOJTYZDENNIK RUSINOV SLOVENSKA

& 1213 | rocaik VI | il 2011
(ena 040 €

3HaK cg X0CHYe i B pyCHHBCKiH ITpeci.
Znak sa pouZiva aj v rusinskej tlaci.

The coat of arms is also used in the Rusyn press.
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Ak sa vyskytuju drobné nepresnosti pri pouZzivani zna-
ku, je to hlavne problém s po¢tom modro-zlatych pasov.
Na prvy pohlad detail, no z heraldického hladiska to zna-
mena, Zze mdze ist o Uplne iné heraldické znamenie alebo
erb. NajcastejSie sa zvykne chybne pridavat ¢ast Stvrtého
zlatého pasu v dolnej €asti znaku. Definicia vSak hovori
o troch zlatych brvnach v modrom poli.

V zasade plati, Ze ak je v Stite parny pocet pasov, po-
pisuju sa ako n-krat deleny Stit (na vysku Stiepeny). Ak je
neparny pocet pasov, popisuju sa po¢tom brvien v poli
(ak su tenSie, tak su to laty alebo nite, a ak su zvislé, su
to koly, koliky a pruty).

If there are small inaccuracies when using a coat of arms, it's
mainly a problem of the number of blue and gold stripes. A smal
detail at first glance, but from a heraldic point of view this means
that it may be a completely different heraldic sign or coat of arms.
The most common error is adding part of the fourth gold stripe at
the bottom of the coat of arms. The definition, however, speaks
of three gold bars in the blue field.

[IpuKJIaj HeIIpaBUJIIHOTO 306pa-
JKiHS 3HAKa, Jle € B HUKHiM yacTu
3HaKa IIpUJilaHa yeTBepTa 3J1aTa
cMyra— TpaHCIapeHT CBITOBOro KOH-
Ipecy PycuHiB i lepeipyK Ha j1axax.

Priklad nespravneho zobrazenia znaku,
kedy je do dolnej ¢asti znaku pridany

Stvrty zlaty pds — transparent Svetové-
ho kongresu Rusinov a potla¢ na odeve.

An example of incorrect depiction of the coat
of arms, in the lower part of the coat of arms
there is a fourth gold stripe added — slogan
poster of the World Congress of Rusyns and
a print on clothes.

In principle, if the number of the stripes in the shield is even,
itis decribed as an n-times divided shield (vertically split or party
per pale). If it is an odd number, the number of stripes in the field
is described (if they are thinner they are barruly or barry pily, and
if vertical they are pales and pallets).



Heraldicka analyza sucasného rusinskeho znaku
Heraldic analysis of the current Rusyn coat of arms

X0CHOBAHSA CYUACHO20 3HAKA 8 NPAKMIUL

PyCUHBCKBIH (IIiKapIIaTbCKBIN) epb XOCHYIOTh PYCUHBCKBI OpraHisariil
1aKTiBIiCTHI IIPU BIIBITKBIX KYJITYPHBIX I1i ITOJIITIYHBIX Harojax, sk ¢ecri-
BaJIbl, KYJITYPHO-CII0JIOUEeHBbCKBI 1011, CEIMEIL, aJie 1 y CBOIX IOKYMeHTax
imTeMIgax. TOT 3HaK ¢4 AicTaB i 10 eM6OJIeMiB Pi3HBIX OpraHisaIiit 3ami-
PSHBIX Ha 06poj KoBaHs PycHHIB Ha I1iyiM cBiTi. 306pa’kye g B pisHBIX
Bep3isax i papeOHBIX OATIHAX, IIITO HE € Ha IIKOAY, KiibyKe repajjika
€ 1 KyMIIITOM, a pPisHBI I'padiuHEI I1i yMeJsel[bKbl BapiaHTHI 300pa’koBaHs
TOTO caMoro epby repaJjiiiky o60orauyroTh. Ba>kHe €, )KeObI ObIJIN LOTPHU-
MaHBbI TepaJIfiuHbl ITpaBuUJIa i 06¢AT epba, TO 3HAUITH, )KeObI ¢ y HUM 300pa-
JKaJIH JIeM TOTHI 3HaKBHI i B TAKBIX papbax, IK CyTh lePpiHOBAHBI B CJIOBHIM
nortuci. Haomax, 7i0 ep6y He TaTPUTH TOTO, IIITO He € B IIOITHCI.

Kizb cg Ipy XOCHOBaHIO 3HaKa HaUAyTh IPiOHBI HETOUHOCTH, € TO IJIaB-
Hi IIpo6JieM 3 KiJIbKOCTBOB CUHBO3JIATHIX CMYT. Ha ITepIIbIil IOTJISAN TO
€ leTalJI, HO 3 TepaJIZivHOro 60Ky TO 3Ha4iTh, Ke MOJKe iTH 0 I1aJIKOM IHIIIbI
repaJjiiuyHbl 3HaKbI abo ep6. HaliyacTille cg 3BbIKHE XBIOHI ITPpUaBaTH
YacTh UeTBEPTOM 3/1aTOM CMYTHl B HUYKHIN 4yacTH 3Haka. Ho medininiga
TOBOPUTH O TPHOX 3JIaTHIX TPI/iaX B CHHIM II0JIIO.

B OCHOBHIM IIJIaTUTB, ’Ke Kifib € B IIiTi ITapHa KiJIbKOCTh CMYT, IIOIIH-
CYIOTH CS K H-pas [iJieHbIH IIiT (Ha BRIIIKY CKilleHBIN). Kifnb € HellapHa
KiJIBKOCTB CMYT, IIOIIUCYIOTh € KiJIbKOCTBHOB I'PSJ| B IIOJII0 (Kifb CYTH TOH-
IIBL, Ta TO CYTh JIaTHl a60 HUTKEI, a KifJb CYTh BEPTiKaJIHBI, Ta TO CYTh
KOJIBI, KOJIUKBI i IPYTHI).

(3]

TepasigivHa aHaJIi3a CyYaCHOr0 PyCHHBCKOI0 3HaKa
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CUHBO3JIAaTO [iJIeHbIN IIiT
Modro-zlato deleny Stit

Blue and gold shield divided

B cuHiM m1iTi 3;1aTa rpgaja
V modrom Stite zlaté brvno

A gold bar in ablue shield

IIATH pa3 CHHBO3JIATO JiJIeHBIH IIIiT
Pat krat modro-zlato deleny Stit

Blue and gold shield five times divided

CiM pas CHHBO3JIATO AiJIeHbIN

IIiT — TOTa KiJIBKOCTH CMYT cs1 064ac
00SIBJISITH, XOIIb ifie O I[aJIKOM iHIITy
rejlajifiuay ¢irypy

Sedem krat modro-zlato deleny Stit - tento pocet pasov
sa obcas objavuje, hoci ide o Uplne inu heroldsku figaru

Blue and gold shield seven times divided — this number of
stripes occurs occasionally, although it is a completely different

- -
v
==

Tpu pas CHUHBO3JIATO JiJIeHBIN IIiT
Tri krat modro-zlato deleny Stit

Blue and gold shield three times divided

B cuHIiM IIiTi ABI 3J1aTHI TPSI/IBI
V modrom Stite dve zlaté brvna

Two gold bars in a blue shield

B cuHIM IIiTi TPH 3/1aTHI IPSALBLI — TOTA
repaJjjiuyHa ¢pirypa € 4acTb0B PyCHUHb-
CKOTO 3HaKa

V modrom Stite tri zlaté brvna - tato
heroldska figura je sucastou rusin-
skeho znaku

Three gold bars in a blue shield - this heraldic
figure is part of the Rusyn coat of arms

I'epasziuHbl Qirypsl

heraldic figure

BBITBOPEHHI JiIiHbOM IIIiTa.

Heroldskeé figury
vytvorené delenim 3titu.

Heraldic figures created
by dividing the shield.
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Analyza sucasnej definicie rusinskej vlajky

K rezolucii deviateho Svetového kongresu Rusinov, ktory
sa uskutocnil v juni 2007 v Maramos - Sigete v Rumunsku
23.juna 2007 je pripojena priloha s konkrétnym popisom
symbolov. Vlajka je popisana takto:

n
Zastava
Rozmer je 2:3 v pomere vysky k Sirke,
najCastejsSi rozmer je 1 000 mm vysSka a 1
500 mm Sirka. V hornej polovici (500 mm)
je modra farba, v dolnej polovici - biela
(250 mm) a €ervena (250 mm).*¢

Vlajka (alebo zastava) je definovana bez znaku. Navrh
vlajky bez znaku predloZil Mychajlo Almasij, predseda
Zakarpatskej oblastnej vzdelavaco-kulturnej spolocnosti
A. Duchnovica v roku 2007 ako navrh vlajky Zakarpatskej
oblasti so zdévodnenim, Ze znak na vlajke pdsobi dojmom
zatazenia, pricom vlajka by mala posobit svojou lahkos-
tou. Aj napriek tomu, Ze v rezolUcii Svetového kongresu
Rusinov sa vlajka popisuje len ako trikoléra, jej grafické
vyobrazenie obsahuje i znak. Verzia vlajky so znakom sa
pouZziva aj v praxi.

Grafické vyobrazenie vlajky v rezollcii Svetového kon-
gresu Rusinov obsahuje 5 farieb: tmavomodru, svetlo-
modru, Cervend, bielu a ZItd. Vexilologické pravidla nie
su az natolko prisne ako heraldické, preto u vlajky je na
rozdiel od erbu mozné sucasné pouzitie dvoch odtieriov
tej istej farby. Rusini v niektorych krajinach vSak pouzivaju

48  Pe3sonyuis generatiB 9. CBiToBOro KoHrpecy PycuHis, Maramos-Si-
get 23. juna 2007. Sikromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

Analysis of the current definition of the Rusyn flag

The resolution of the Ninth World Congress of Rusyns — which
took place in June 2007 in Sighetu Marmatiei in Romania — from
June 23, 2007 has an annex with a specific description of sym-
bols. The flag is described as follows:

Flag
Dimensions in a 2:3 height to width ratio,
the most common dimensions are 1000 mm
high and 1500 mm wide. The upper half (500
mm) is blue, the lower half is white (250 mm)
and red (250 mm).*8
i1

The flag is defined without a coat of arms. The flag without
the coat of arms was submitted by Mykhailo Almashiy, chairman
of the Transcarpathian Regional Scientific and Cultural Society
of A. Duchnovych in 2007 as the flag design of the Transcar-
pathian region on the grounds that the coat of arms on the flag
gives the impression of more weight, whereas the flag should act
with lightness. Despite the fact that the resolution of the World
Congress of Rusyns describes ther flag only as a tricolour, its
depiction contains the coat of arms as well. The version of the
flag with the coat of arms is being also used in practice.

The depiction of the flag in the resolution of the World Con-
gress of Rusyns contains 5 colours: dark blue, light blue, red,
white and yellow. Vexillological rules are not as strict as those
in heraldry, a flag can therefore, unlike a coat of arms, can have
simultaneous use of two shades of the same colour. Rusyns in
some countries, however, use the same shade of blue in the coat

48 Pesonyuis generatis 9. CBITOBOro KoHrpecy PycnHis, Sighetu Marmatiel,
June 23, 2007. Private archive of Dr. lvan Bandurich, Bardejov.



Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky
Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

AHani3a cyuacHol de@diHiyii pyCuHbCK020 aara

Ky pesouy1ii feBsiToro CBiTOBOro KOHIpecy PyCHHIB, KOTPBIH Cs1 0[[0BIB
B 10Hi 2007 poni B Mapamopour — Cireti B PymyHii — 23-ro roHa 2007 p.,
€ IPUIIOEHBIN 0IATOK 3 KOHKPETHBIM IIOIIMCOM CiM60JIiB. ®Jar € momu-
CaHBIH TaK:

» 3acrTaBa

Po3mip € 2:3 B mpomnopIiii BEICOTHI Ky IIBIPHILi, Haliyac-
TimbIii po3Mip € 1 000 MM BbicoTa a 1 500 MM IIBIPHKA.
V BBIIIHIi M mos10BHHI (500 MM) € cuHs ¢apba, B HUKHIiH
IOJIOBUHI — 6is1a (250 MM) i uepBeHa (250 MMm).*

49

djiar (abo 3acTaBa) € fepiHoBaHa 6e3 3HaKa. [Iporosiiiro ¢psiara 6e3 3HaKa
npenJioKbIB Muxanao AJIMallii, mpesacesa 3aKapnaTbCKOro 06J1aCTHOTO
KYJITYPHO-0CBITHBOTO 06111ecTBa A. [lyxHOBiua B 2007 POIIi SIK ITPOII03iIli0
¢dJrara 3akapraThbCKOM 06/1aCTH 3 apI yMeHTAIIi 0B, )Ke 3HaK Ha ¢Jiary BbI-
3eparTh SIK 3aTsKIHS, IPUYiM ¢uiar 661 MaB BbI3epaTH JIETOHBKO. I Hamlepek
TOMY, >Ke B pe30syIiii CBiTOBOro KoOHIpecy PyCUHIB cs ¢Jiar IIOIIUCYE JIeM
K TPUKOJIOpa, ¥oro rpadiuHe BblOOparkiHg 06carye i 3HaK. ToTa Bep3sisd
¢dJiara i3 3HaKOM CS XOCHYE i B TPaKTiIIi.

Ipadiute BeIOGpaskiHs ¢prara B pe3osryifii CBiToBOro KoHIpecy PycuHiB
obcarye 5 papb: TMaBOoGesIaBy, CHHIO, YepBeHY, 61y i )KOBTY. Bekcisoso-
TiYHBI IpaBUJIa HEe CYTh a’k HaTiJIbKO CTPOTHI SIK TepaJIfiudHbl, 3aTO IIPU
duary, Ha po3ziy oxf epba, cI MOXKYTh CydaCHO XOCHOBATH JiBa OATIHKBI

48 Pesosynis fgeseraTiB 9. CBiToBoro KoHrpecy PycunHiB, Maramos-Siget 23. juna 2007.
Sukromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

Cy4acHBIN pyCUHBCKBIN Jar.
Sucasna rusinska vlajka.

Present-day Rusyn flag

o

BekcijiosioriuHa aHaJIisa Cy4acHOTO pyCHHBCKOTO ¢Jiara
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rovnaky odtien modrej farby v znaku a modrej farby v hor-
nej polovici vlajky, ¢o je sp6sobené prave tym, Ze neboli
zadefinované farebné a rozmerové Standardy.

Definicia spravne urcuje pomer stran vlajky 2:3. Uva-
dzat najCastejSi rozmer v milimetroch pri vSeobecnom
popise vlajky v8ak uz nie je potrebné.

Spravny popis sucasne pouzivanej vlajky Rusinov by
teda bol:

VLAJKA SA SKLADA Z TROCH POZDLZNYCH PRUHOV
USPORIADANYCH POD SEBOU - MODREHO SIAHAJU-
CEHO DO POLOVICE VYSKY VLAJKY, POD NiM BIELEHO
A CERVENEHO - OBOCH VYSOKYCH JEDNU STVRTINU
VYSKY VLAJKY. V STREDE LISTU VLAJKY JE ZNAK. POMER
STRAN VLAJKY JE 2:3. VLAJKA SA MOZE POUZIVAT A VO
FORME ZASTAVY.

Svetovy Kongres Rusinov vydal limitovany pocet ori-
ginalnej vlajky. Najvacsi nedostatok, ktory tu mozno vy-
tknut je, ze vlajka je jednostranna, tj. na opacnej strane
znak nie je vysity. Vytknut mozno aj niektoré estetické
nedostatky, napr. nesimernost znaku - modro-ZIté pasy
su opisané ciernou obrysovou linkou, zatial ¢o medved
je bez linky a pri blizSom pohlade je hranaty.

Cierna obrysova linka sa pouziva najme pri znakoch,
ale mdze sa vynechat. U vlajok je obrysova linka skor vy-
nimkou.

V dolnej €asti znaku je vySity nazov organizacie Sve-
tovy kongres Rusinov v cyrilike, €0 ma zddraznit, Ze ide
o original. VySivanie napisov na vlajky je taktieZ ne-
Standardné, pokial' nejde o bojovy prapor. Okrem toho
sa originalita vlajky neda vyjadrit ndpisom ,original”,
ale tym, Ze sa vlajka vyhotovi spravne, i uz potlacou
alebo usitim, kazdopadne podla presne zadefinovanych
rozmerovych aj farebnych Standardov, ktoré ale momen-
talne zadefinované nie su.

of arms and in the upper half of the flag because no colour and
size standards were defined.

The definition specifies the correct aspect ratio flag 2:3. To
specify the most common size in millimeters in the general
description of the flag is not necessary.

The correct description of the currently used flag of the
Rusyns would therefore be:

FLAG CONSISTS OF THREE HORIZONTAL STRIPES
ARRANGED UNDER EACH OTHER - THE BLUE ONE REACHES
DOWN TO THE MIDDLE OF THE FLAG, UNDERNEATH THE
WHITE AND RED STRIPE, BOTH WITH THE HEIGHT OF ONE-
QUARTER OF THE FLAG. IN THE CENTER OF THE FLAG IS
THE COAT OF ARMS. ASPECT RATIO OF THE FLAG IS 2: 3. THE
FLAG CAN ALSO BE USED IN THE FORM OF A STATE FLAG.

The World Congress of Rusyns issued a limited number of
original flags. The biggest shortcoming that may be criticized is
that the flag is one-sided, i.e. the back side doesn't have the
coat of arms embroidered. There are other aesthetic faults, for
example the asymmetry of the coat of arms — the blue and yellow
stripes have a black contour line, while the bear has no line and
on closer inspection it's angular.

A black contour line is mainly used in coats of arms but it
may be omitted. In flags it is rather an exception.

At the bottom of the coat of arms the title World Congress
of Rusyns is embroidered in Cyrillic, to show that it is an original.
Embroidered titles on flags are also unusual, unless it is a military
banner. In addition, the originality of a flag cannot be expressed
by using the word "original’, it is expressed by making the flag
correctly designed, by printing or emproidering. Nevertheless, the
dimension and colour standards must be clearly defined, which
at this point is not the case here.



Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky
Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

TOM camoit pap6sl. Ho PyCHHEI B [aKOTPHIX KpaiHaxX XOCHYIOTh €LHAaKbBIN
OZITIHOK CUHBOM Gap6bl B 3HAKY i CHHBOM Gap6bl Y BEIIIIHIN IT0JIOBUHI (Jia-
Ia, IIITO € 3alIpUYiHEHO IIpaBi THIM, Ke He O6bLIHU 3aebiHOBaHbI papeOHEBI
1 pO3MIipOBEHI HITaHAP/EI.

JediHinig IpaBUJIHO CTAHOBJIIOE IIPOIOPILii 60KiB diara 2:3. Ho HaBO-
OUTH HaW4acTilIbIX po3Mip B MijJiMeTpax IIpU OCHOBHIM momuci ¢iara
YK He € IIOTpi6He.

IIpaBUJIHBIN IIOITHC CyYaCHO XOCHOBAHOTO ¢iara PyCHHIB GBI ObIB:

®JIAT CS1 CKIIAZLATH 3 TPHOX II03/I0BXK BEAVUIX CMVT 3A IIIOPOM
11 COBOB - CUHBOT'O CATAKOUOTO /10 IIOJIOBUHEBI BBICOTHI ®JIATA,
III/{ HUM BIJIOTO I YEPBEHOI'O — OBOX BBICOKBIX €/IHY UETBEPTHUHY
BBICOTBHI ®JIATA. B CEPEJJUHI JIMCTA ®JIATA € 3HAK. ITPOIIOPIIIS BOKIB
®JIATA € 2:3. ®JIAT CSI MOXKE XOCHOBATHU 1Y ®OPMI 3ACTABBLI.

CsiToBBIY KoHI'pec PycHHIB BBIIaB JIiMITOBaHY KiJIbKOCTB OpiriHaIHBIX
duaris. HaliBeKIIIBIM HeOCTAaTOK, KOTPBIM Ty MOKeMe BBITKHYTH €, JKe
¢i1ar e exHOCTPAHHBIN, TO 3HAYITH, )Ke Ha OaYHiM 00IIi He € BBIIIBITHIHI.
BBITKHYTH MOXX i JaKOTPHI eCTEeTiYHBI He0CTAaTKbI, HAIIP. HeCiMeTPiYHOCTh
3HaKa — CbHb0>KOBTHI CMYTHI CYTh OIIMCaHbl YOPHOB KOHTYPOBOB JIIHKOB,
3aTJId IITO Me/J{Bifib € 6€3 JIIHKBI a IIPU ITOIJIALI 36/IM3Ka € TpaHKaCThIH.

YopHa KOHTYpOBa JIIHKa cd XOCHYE IJIaBHIi IIPH 3HAaKax, aje MoXe Cs
BBIXabUTHU. YV QpJlariB € KOHTYpOBa JIiHKA CKOPIIIE BEIHITKOM.

B HM)KHIN 4yacTH 3HaKa € BHINIBITA Ha3Ba opraHisarii — CBiTOBBIHA
KOHI'pec PycHHIB B KipiJiIi, IITO MaTh 3BBIPAa3HUTH, Ke ifle 0 opiriHa.
BrIIIBIBaHs HAIUCiB Ha ¢JIarsl € ThDK HellITaHAAapAHe, IOKEI He ifie o
60MoBBIi Mpanop. OKpeM TOro, opiriHaTHOCTH ¢Jrara cs He JacThb BeIpa-
3UTH HAIIMCOM ,,0piriHaz", aje ThIM, >Ke ¢Jiar cs1 J00pi 3STOTOBUTH, 111 yoK
IO PYKOBAHBOM a60 YIIIBITHOM, HO B Ka>KAiM IIpUNIaAl IOJJIsI KOHKPETHO
3a/ileGiHOBAaHBIX PO3MIipPOBHIX i papebHBIX IITaHJAP/iB, KOTPHl MOMEHTAJHO
He CyTh 3a7ileGiHOBAHEIL.

Odinianublii ¢psar BeILaHbIM CBi-
TOBBIM KOHIPecoM PycHUHIB.

Oficidlna vlajka vydana Svetovym kon-
gresom Rusinov.

The official flag issued by the World Con-
gress of Rusyns

o

BekcijiosioriuHa aHaJIisa Cy4acHOTO pyCHHBCKOTO ¢Jiara
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Interpretacia farieb vlajky

Dovod, preco si Rusini vybrali za svoje farby tie, ktoré
su najcastejSie pouzivané slovanskymi narodmi netreba
zvlast vysvetlovat. Zaujimavou je ale teoria, ako sa bie-
lo-modro-Cervena trikoléra stala symbolom slovanskych
narodov. Podla niektorych autorov* mal rusky car Peter
Velky prebrat tieto farby z holandskej vlajky, ovplyvneny
svojimi skisenostami pocas svojho pobytu v Zadpadnej
Eurépe. Vtedy iba zmenil poradie farieb vodorovnych pru-
hov, ked pri budovani namorného lodstva navrhol rusku
obchodnu vlajku. Iné zdroje uvadzaju, Ze ju zaviedol car
Alexej I. V tejto otazke nemaju historici celkom jasno.

Tato vlajka sa kazdopadne neskdr stala ruskou car-
skou a narodnou vlajkou. Takto sa tieto farby postupne
preniesli aj do vlajok dalSich slovanskych narodov pocas
panslavistickej éry 19. storocia, kedy si podla nej tvori-
li dovtedy neslobodné slovanské narody svoje vlastné
vlajky, niekedy bez zmien, inokedy s Upravami. Prvi boli
v roku 1835 Srbi, potom nasledovali Ciernohorci, Chorvati,
Slovinci, Slovaci a Bulhari (tu bol modry pruh nahradeny
zelenym). Takto holandska vlajka nepriamo ovplyvnila aj
vlajky vacsiny slovanskych narodov.

Vlajka s bielou, modrou a €ervenou farbou bola schva-
lena aj ako oficidlna vSeslovanska vlajka na Slovanskom
zjazde v Prahe v roku 1848 (zndmy tiez ako Panslavisticky
zjazd). Bol to kongres, ktory sa konal v Prahe od 2. juna
do 12. juna 1848 a bol zvolany z iniciativy ¢eskych akti-
vistov. Bol to zjazd Slovanov, ktori Zili najma v Rakiskom
cisarstve, ale zGc€astnili sa ho tiez hostia z inych krajin
vratane Ruska. Hlavnym cielom kongresu bol pokus uka-
zat odpor voc¢i nemeckému nacionalizmu v krajinach, kde
Zili Slovania.

49  Frajdl, Jifi-Zalabsky, Josef: Vexilologie. 1989, s. 41.

Interpreting the colors of the flag

The reason why Rusyns chose the colours most commonly used

by Slavic peoples needs no explaining. But the theory is inter-
esting, how the white-blue-red tricolour became the symbol of
the Slavic peoples. According to some authors® the Russian
Tsar Peter the Great adopted these colours from the Dutch flag,
influenced by the experience during his stay in Western Europe.
He then just changed the order of horizontal stripes to create
the Russian trading flag while buidling the Russian navy. Other
sources indicate that it was introduced by Tsar Alexei |. Historians
are not entirely sure on this issue

This flag nevertheless became the Russian imperial and
national flag. This way these colours were gradually brought
into other Slavic nations' flags during Pan-Slavic era of the 19th
century when the previously dependent Slavic nations created
their own flags, sometimes without changes, sometimes with
modifications. The first were the Serbs in 1835, followed by the
Montenegrins, Croats, Slovenes, Slovaks and Bulgarians (the
blue stripe was replaced by a green one). This way the Dutch flag
indirectly influenced the flags of most Slavic nations.

The flag with white, blue and red colour was also approved
as the official all-Slavic flag of the Slavic Congress in Prague in
1848 (also known as the Pan-Slavic Congress). It was held in
Prague from June 2 to June 12, 1848, and was summoned by
Czech activists. It was a congress of Slavs who lived mainly in
the Austrian Empire, but guests from other coutries, including
Russia, attended as well. The main objective of the congress was
an attempt to show opposition against German nationalism in
countries where the Slavs lived

Russia's achievements in wars against the Turks and the
Napoleonic wars contributed to the fact that some of the repre-
sentatives of the Slavic peoples have developed an idea of polit-

49 Frajdl, Jifi-Zélabsky, Josef: Vexillology. 1989, p. 41.



Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky
Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

Inmepnpemauis gapebHocmu aara

IIpruina, yoM PycuHEI cobi 3a cBOI ¢papbrl BEIOpAIU TOTHI, KOTPHI CYTh
cJaBsIHbCKBIMa HapojaMHU HalyacTillle XOCHOBaHBI, HeTpeba OKpeMo
BBICBITJILOBATHU. [HTEPECHOB € 1 TeOPid, 9K S 61JI0-CHHBO-UYepBeHa TPUKO-
Jiopa cTaJja ciM60J10M CJIaBIHBCKBIX HAPOAiB. II0/1151 TaKOTPHIX aBTOPiBY
MaB PYCBKBIH ITapk [leTpo BesTnKbI ITepe6paTy TOTHI papObl 3 roIaHbCKO-
ro ¢Jiara, OBIIJIMBHEHBIU CBOIMAa CKYIIIeHOCTSIMH B 4aci CBOTo lepebbIBaHs
B 3anagHiu EBporri. Bid sieM 3MiHUB 1TopsAf0K ¢apb ropi3oHTaTIHBIX CMYT,
Kifib IIpu OyZ0BaHI0O HAMOPHOTO (JIOTY 3alIPOIIOHOBAB PYCHKBINM 06X0[-
HBIU Quiar. [HIIEI )Kpifia yBa KA Th, JKe TO 3aBiB 11apb Ajlekceii . V il
npob6JieMaTiIli He MalOTh iCTOPIITY [JaJIKOM SICHO.

ToT ¢uiar ca B Ka>kZiM IIpUIIaAi MigHille cTaB PyCbKBIM IIapbCKBIM i Ha-
poxHBIM ¢QuraroM. Tak cg TOTHI GpapObI IIOCTYIIHO IIepeHecsIH i 10 ¢pJiaris
JaJIIIBIX CJIaBAHBbCKBIX HAPOAiB B yaci ImaHcJIaBicTiYHOM ephl 19-T0 cTO-
pida, Koau cobi 110111 HbOM TBOPUJIH LOTOIABI HECIOO04HEI CJ1aBIHbCKBI
Hapo/bl CBOI BJIaCTHEI QJIarbl, faJie 6e3 3MiH, Apyreipas 3 ylipaBaMu. [lep-
el 611U B 1835 porii Cep6bl, mOTiM HacsioBaau YopHOropiti, XopBaThI,
CyoBiHIi, CioBanu i Bysrapsl (Ty 6bl71a CHHS cMyTa Haropo/ KeHa 3eJe-
HOB). Tak rosTaHbCKBIN (Jiar HeIIpsAMO OBIIJIMBHUB i (¢arsl BeKIIIBIHEI
CJIIaBAIHBCKBIX HAPO/iB.

®sar 3 6i/10B, CUHBOB 1 YepBeHOB Gap60B OBIB CXBaJIeHBIN i IK 0dirri-
aJIHBIM BCeCJIaBIHBCKBIN Quiar Ha CaaBIHBCKIM 3341 B IIpasi B 1848
po1ti (3HaMBIM THIXK 5K IlaHC/IaBiCTIUYHBIHN 3B431). To 6BIB KOHI'peC, KO-
TPBIY cq of6bIBaB B IIpasi ox 2-ro mo 12-ro 1oHa 1848 i 6BIB CKIMKAHBIN
3 iHiniaTiBBI YeCHbKBIX aKTiBiCTiB. BBIB TO 3bA37 Cl1aBAHIB, KOTPHI JKBIIU
IJIaBHI B ABCTPIMCKIM I1apcTBi, ajie 6paji Ha HUM y4acTh i rocTi 3 iB-
IIBIX KpaiH B TiM dicJii i Pocig. ToJIOBHBEIM I1iJIbOM KOHIpecy 6blya IIpoba

49  Frajdl, Jiri-Zalabsky, Josef: Vexilologie. 1989, c. 41.

T'osraHAbCKBIN Qu1ar (ropi) 66IB IIPH-
KJIaJIOM IIpO PYCBHKBIH (B cCepeiuHI).
Ha #ior0 0CHOBi 6BIB BEITBOPEHBIN
BCeCJIaBIHBCKBIU (JI0JIOB).

Holandska vlajka (hore) bola vzorom
pre rusku (v strede). Na jej zaklade bola
vytvorena vSeslovanska (dole).

Flag of the Netherlands (up) was a model for
the Russian flag (in the middle). On its basis
the Pan-Slavic flag was created (down).
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Uspechy Ruska vo vojnach proti Turkom a v napoleon-
skych vojnach prispeli k tomu, Ze niektori z predstavitelov
slovanskych narodov si vytvorili predstavu o politickom
a jazykovom zjednoteni Slovanov pod ruskou vladou, verili,
Ze to pomoze slovanskym narodom v boji proti cudzej vla-
de (patril medzi nich aj Ludovit Star), hoci niektori z nich
neskér svoje nazory zmenili.

Slovansky kongres v Prahe schvalil ako slovanské farby
bielu, modru a €ervenu, avSak vinom poradi (modr4, biela,
Cervena). Ako hymna bola schvalena piesen Hej, Slovania,
ktora bola upravenou verziou Mazurku Dabrowskiego
(ktory je dnes polskou $tatnou hymnou), upravil ju slo-
vensky romanticky prozaik a evanjelicky farar Samuel
Tomasik.

V3eslovansku vlajku aj hymnu neskér prevzala Juho-
slavia ako svoje Statne symboly. Piesen Hej, Slovania sa
stala aj hymnickou piesfiou u inych slovanskych narodov
(napr. Hej Slovdci, ktora bola tiez hymnou vojnového Slo-
venského $tatu). Farby vSeslovanskej trikoléry postupne
prevzala aj vacsina slovanskych narodov.

Rezollcia Svetového kongresu Rusinov®® interpretuje
vyznam jednotlivych narodnych farieb takto:

Modrd farba - to je farba hlbokého neba, perspektivne
zndzornenie panordmy karpatskych hér, nddeji na lepSiu
buducnost, farba chladného rozumu, svieZosti ducha a tela,
nevycerpatelnej pracovitosti.

Biela farba - to je tradi¢nd mierumilovnost, pohostinnost,
dobroprajnost, tolerantnost, pokoj, mordlna a fyzickd Cistota,
vysokd kultura a prirodny pacifizmus Rusinov.

Cervend farba - to je asocidcia vietkého Zivého, krdsneho,
esteticky idedl Rusinov, symbol aktivizdcie, prejav zdravia
¢loveka.

50 Pe3onyuis generatiB 9. CBiToBOro KoHrpecy PycmHis, Maramos-Si-
get 23. juna 2007. Sikromny archiv Dr. Ivana Bandurica, Bardejov.

ical and linguistic unification of Slavs under Russian government,
believing that it would help Slavic nations in the struggle against
the foreign government (among them was also ludovit Stur),
although some of them later changed their views.

The Slavic Congress in Prague approved white, blue and red
as Slavic colours, but in a different order (blue, white, red). As the
anthem they approved the song Hey Slavs, which was a modified
version of the Dabrowski's Mazurka (which is the present-day
Polish national anthem), edited by romantic Slovak writer and
evangelical pastor Samuel Tomasik.

The all-Slavic flag and anthem was later taken over by Yugo-
slavia as their national symbaols. The song Hey Slavs became
also an anthemic song of other Slavic nations (e.q. Hey Slovaks
became the anthem of the wartime Slovak state). The all-Slavic
tricolour was gradually assumed by most Slavic nations.

The resolution of the World Congress of Rusyns® interprets
the meaning of the various national colours as follows:

Blue colour is the colour of the deep sky, perspective depiction
of the panorama of the Carpathian mountains in the hopes of a
better future, colour of cool common sense, freshness of spirit
and body, inexhaustible diligence.

White colour is traditional peacefulness, hospitality, benev-
olence, tolerance, peace, moral and physical purity, high culture
and natural pacifism of the Rusyns.

Red color Is the association of all living things, beautiful,
aesthetic ideal of the Rusyns, symbol of activism, expression of
human health.

50  Peszonyuia generaTis 9. CBITOBOro KOHr'pecy PycuHig, Sighetu Marmatiel,
June 23, 2007. Private archive of Dr. lvan Bandurich, Bardejov.



Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky
Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

yKas3aTHU HeBOJIIO B OJHOIIIIHIO 0 HIMEeIIbKOIro HaI[ioHa/Ii3My B KpaiHBbIX,
e )Kp11u CriaBsiHe.

Ycmixe! Pocii y BoitHax npoTd TypkaMm i B Hall0JIeOHbCKBIX BOMHAaX
IIPUCIiJIN Ky TOMY, ’Ke TaKOTPHI 3 ITpeJICTaBUTEJIiB CJIaBIHbCKBIX HAPO/iB
€001 BBITBOPUJIH IIpe/ICTaBy O IIOJIITIYHIM 1 I3bIKOBIM 3befHaHIO CIaBIHIB
IIil PYCBKOB BJIAJ[0B, BIpUJIH, Ke TOTO IIOMOJKe CJIaBIHBCKBIM HapogaM
B 000 IPOTH UyA KiM ByiaAi (MepKi HUX Hajte)xaB 1 JIrogoBiT HITyp), X0ITb
JaKOTPHI 3 HUX CBOI MOTJISIIBI i3HiIe 3MiHUIIH.

CraBSHBCKBIM KOHIpecC B IIpasi cXBaJUB K CJIaBIHBCKBI aposl 6iy,
CHHIO i UepBeHY, ajie B iHIIIIM ITOpsA Ky (CUH4, 6ijla UepBeHa). Ik riMHa 6b11a
cXBaJleHa IIicHA , Hej, Slovania“ xoTpa 65ly1a yIIpaBJIeHOB Bep3ilioB Ma3yp-
KbI J]JabpOBCKETO (KOTPa € [{HeCh II0JLCKOB [[ep>KaBHOB IIMHOB), YIIDaBUB
€U CJIOBEHBCKBIH POMaHTIUHBIN IPO3aiK 1 €BAHTeJIUIILKBIN CBAIIEHUK
Camyes ToMmamrik.

BcecsiaBIHBCKBIN QuIal i riMHY ITi3HiIlle ITepeB3sdia FOrociaaBsid K CBOI
Iep>kaBHBI ciMbo0JIbL. ITicH4 ,,Hej, Slovania“ cg crajia riMHIYHOB CIIiBaHKOB
1y IHIIBIX cIaBAHBCKBIX HapoAiB (Hamp. Hej Slovaci, koTpa 6bli1a i TiMHOB
BOMHOBOTO CJI0BEHBCKOrO IITATy). PapOsl BCecIaBIHbCKOM TPUKOJIOPHI
IIOCTYITHO IIepeB3sJia i BeKIIIbIHA CJIaBIHbCKBIX HAPOXiB.

Pesonynia CBiToBOro KoHIpecy PycuHiB® iHTepHnpeTye 3HauiH4
OKpeMBIX HapOLHBIX ¢papb Tak:

CuHsa gapba — mo € gpapba 21y60K020 Heba, nepcneKmigHe 306paXciHs
NaHOPaMbl KApnamuvCKbulX 20p, Hadll Ha ainuty 6ydyuHocms, fapba X0100H020
po3ymy, cgisgcocmu dyxa i mina, HegbluepnamebHoOU pobimHocmu.

Fina ¢papba — mo € mpadiuHa mMipoar06HOCMb, NO2OCMUHHOCMb, 00-
6pOACHIUAUBOCMB, MOAEPAHMHOCMYb, NOKIU, MopaaHa 1 ¢iziuHa wicmoma,
8blCOKA KY/iMypa i nNpupooHblil nayighiam PycuHis.

YepeeHa papba — mo € acoyiayis 6WbLMKO20 HCbl8020, KPACHO20, eCmemiy-
Hblll i0ean PycuHis, cimboa akmigizauii, nposie 300pogst H0108iKa.

50 Pesosynis geseratis 9. CBiToBOro KoHIpecy Pycunis, Mapmapom-Ciret 23. roHa 2007 p.
IIpiBaTHBIH apxiB /Ip. IBaHa Banypiua, Bapeiios.

(8

CioBakis (a), Yexis (b), Hosb1ma (c),
CioBeHis (d), Cep6is (e), XopBartis (f)

1 pyCHHBCKBIN Quiar (g). BIIBITKEI 06Cs-
I'YIOTh IIaHCJIaBiCTiYHBI pap6krl — 6iny,
CHHIO i UepBeHy.

Slovensko (a), Cesko (b), Polsko (c),
Slovinsko (d), Srbsko (e), Chorvatsko (f)
a rusinska vlajka (g). VSetky obsahuju
panslavistické farby - bielu, modru a
Cervenu.

Slovak (), Czech (b), Polish (c), Slovenian (d),
Serbian (g), Croatian (f) and Rusyn flag (g). All
include the Pan-Slavic colours - white, blue
and red
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PouZivanie sucasnej vlajky v praxi

Rusinska vlajka je podobne ako znak, pouzivana pri kul-
tlrno-spolocenskych a politickych udalostiach Rusinov na
celom svete. Rusini v niektorych krajinach okrem spoloc-
nej vlajky pouzivaju aj jej miestne varianty s pozmenenym
poradim farieb ¢i s modifikovanym znakom (pozri kapitolu
Lokalne symboly).

Using the current flag in practice

The Rusyn flag, just like the coat of arms, is used in Rusyn cultural,
social and political events all over the world. Rusyns in some
countries, in addition to the common flag and its local variants
use also flags with changed order of colours or a modified coat
of arms (see chapter Local symbols).

dIar ijiora pyCUHBCKBIX OpraHisaIiiii ecTByrouix
B CroBalLbKil peny6urinii B yaci cBsita [lHS PycuHiB
y 2011 poui B IIpsimmoBi. ®oTo: MisaH Iligimn.

Vlajka a loga rusinskych organizacii pdsobiacich v Slovenskej
republike pocas oslav Dfa Rusinov v roku 2011 v PreSove.
Foto: Milan Pilip.

Flag and logos of Rusyn organizations active in the Slovak Republic
during the celebrations of the Day of Rusyns in 2017 in PreSov
Photo: Milan Pilip

3acTaBbl B IIOXOZi 3 HAro/b! 3acifansg HapojHOH paisl
PycuHiB 3akapmaTs B Mykauesi. ®oTo:Borgas [am6aib.

Zastavy v sprievode pri prileZitosti zasadania Narodnej rady
Rusinov Zakarpatia v Mukaceve .Foto: Bogdan Gambal'.

Flags in a procession on the occasion of the meeting of the National
Council of Carpathian Rusyns in Mukachevo
Photo: Bogdan Gambal'



XocHo8aHA cyuacHozo gaara 8 npakmiui

Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky

Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

PycuHBCKBIN QJIar, IOZ06HO 9K 3HAK, XOCHYE Cs1 ITPU KYJITYPHO-CII0JI0YeHb-
CKBIX 1 OJTITIYHBIX OAiSX PyCHHIB Ha I1i/IiM CBIiTi. PYyCHHEBI B TaKOTPBIX
KpalHaXx OKpeM CII0JIOYHOTO ¢Jjiara XOCHYIOTh 1 IoT0 MiCTHBI BapiaHTHI i3
3MiHeHBIM IOpsAAKOM $apb 11i MotipiKoBaHBIM 3HAKOM (IT03epai KaIiTory
JIokaJIHBI CiMOOJIBI).

BJiiBO JIeMKiBCKa X0pyrBa, BIIPaBo
JlaJIlia Bep3isi pyCUHbCKOU XOPYTBBHL,
Jle B CHHIM IIOJIIO € i 3HaK.

®oTo: borman I'am6aJb.

Vlavo lemkovské koruhva, vpravo
dalSia verzia rusinskej koruhvy, kde je
znak umiestneny v modrom poli.
Foto: Bogdan Gambal.

On the left is the Lemko banner, on the right
the next version of the Rusyn banner where
the coat of arms is placed in the blue field.
Photo: Bogdan Gambal .

Brpaso of rmopTpeTy AJleKcaHgpa
JlyXHOBiYa CyTh PYCUHbCKEI HAPOJ-
HbI pap6rl 6e3 3Haka. PoTo: HaposHa
paza PycuHiB 3akapIiaThs.

Vpravo od portrétu Alexandra Duch-
novica su rusinske narodné farby bez
znaku. Foto: HapogHas Paga PycnHos
3akapnatbs.

On the right of Alexander Duchnovych's
portrait are the Rusyn national colours
without the coat of arms. Photo: HapogHaa
Pana PycnHoe 3akapnaTbs.
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Pycunsl Ha [lifkapnaTbCKill Pycu XOCHYIOTh Cl)JIaI‘
Ha KOTPiM € 3HaK IIOCYHYTHIH Belle Ky ’Kep/AH,CBOKMOB
BBICOTOB 3aCSATYE 0 BIIBITKBIX TPHOX CMYT a I10 06BOA1

MaTh 4epBeHYy KOHTYPOBY JIiHKY.
doTo: HaposHa paja PycuHis.

Rusini na Podkarpatskej Rusi pouZivaju vlajku, na ktorej je
znak v posunuty smerom k Zrdi, svojou vySkou zasahuje do
vietkych troch pasov a po obvode ma Cervenu obrysovu

linku. oto: HapogHas Paga PycnHoB 3akapnaTbs.

Rusyns in Carpathian Ruthenia use a flag with the coat of arms
shifted towards the flagpole, its height extends to all three
stripes and is encircled by a red contour line

Photo: HapogHas Paaa PycrHoOB 3akapnaTbs

CBOBOAY
MOAKAPNATCKOH PYCH

®

djiar BeIJaHbIH CBITOBBIM KOHIpecOM PyCHHIB MaTh 3HaK
BBIIIBITHIN JIEM Ha €HIM 00I1i, IIITO He € eCTeTiuHe a 3
BeKciyosoriuHoro 60Ky HepaBUJIHe. Y 0ro HUKHIM po3i
€ BRIIIIBITA Ha3Ba CBiTOBOro KOHIpecy PycuHiB B Kipimini
K 3Ha4YKa OpiriHaJiTel. dsar e IpaBbli, 9K € 106pi 3r0TOB-
JIEHBIH i KOPeKTHO XOCHOBaHBIH.

Vlajka vydana Svetovym kongresom Rusinov ma znak vysity
len na jednej strane, Co je neestetické a z vexilologického
hladiska nespravne. V jej dolnom rohu je vysity ndzov Sveto-
vého kongresu Rusinov v cyrilike ako znacka originality. Vlajka
je vSak prava vtedy, ked'je spravne vyhotovena a korektne
pouzivana.

Flag issued by the World Congress of Rusyns has an embroidered
emblem on one side, which is unsightly and vexillologically flawed. In
the lower right corner is an embroidered title of the World Congress
of Rusyns in Cyrillic as a mark of originality. But a flag is genuine only
when it is correctly made and properly used



Vexilologicka analyza sucasnej rusinskej viajky
Vexillological analysis of the current Rusyn flag

& &

djar B Cy4aCHOCTH XOCHOBaHBIN Ha IligkapraTbeckii Pycu.
IlizkapnaTbCcKa Bep3isg ¢psiara MaTh 3HaK OJIHKe Ky KepAu
a 110 06BOJZi 3HaKa € TOHKA UepBeHa KOHTYpPOBa JIiHKa. 3HaK
CBOMOB BBICOTOB 3aCATY€ [0 BIIBITKBIX CMYT dJIara.
3arepajziuHbIMa IIpaBUJIaMH € py6 [[3epKaJ0BbIM
obpasoMm JIUII0BOro 60Ky ¢sara. 3aTo € Ha 06pasky dJiar
BJIiBO 00pi 306pa’keHbI i3 13epKaJI0BBIM 00pa3oM 3HaKa,
TaK MefIBiZib Bce IpIMye Ky >kepAu. PoTo: Bacuis [KyraH.

Vlajka pouZivana v stcasnosti na Podkarpatskej Rusi. Pod-
karpatska verzia vlajky ma znak posunuty blizZSie k Zrdi a po
obvode znaku je tenka Cervena obrysova linka. Znak svojou

vyskou zasahuje do vSetkych pasov vlajky. Podla heraldickych
pravidiel je rub zrkadlovym obrazom licovej strany vlajky. Pre-
to je aj na obrazku vlajka vlavo spravne zobrazena so zrkadlo-
vym obrazom znaku, teda medved vzdy smeruje k Zrdi.

Foto: Vasyl DZugan.

Flag currently used in Carpathian Ruthenia. The Transcarpathian
version of the flag has the coat of arms moved closer toward the
flagpole and is encircled by a red contour line. The height of the coat of
arms extends to all stripes of the flag. According to heraldic rules

the back side of the flag is the mirror image of the front side. There-
fore, the flag in the picture is depicted correctly with the mirror image
of the coat of arms and the bear always faces the flagpole.

Photo: Vasyl Dzugan.

MauJisl 0/i3HaKbl Y OpMi pyCHHBCKEIX papb,
¢urara i sHaka. oro: Bacuiis /I)KyraH.

Malé odznaky v tvare rusinskych farieb,
vlajky a znaku. Foto: Vasyl DZzugan.

Small badges in the shape of Rusyn colours, flag
and coat of arms. Photo: Vasyl DZugan.
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IligrkapriaTbCKa Bep3ig 3acTaBel y popmi
XOPYTBBL, TO € i3 BepTiKaJHBIMa CMyraMu
i 06epHYTHIM 3HaKOoM. ®0T0: Bacuab J)KyraH.

Podkarpatska verzia zastavy vo forme koruhvy,
tj. so zvislymi pdsmi a pootocenym
znakom. Foto: Vasyl DZugan.

Transcarpathian version of the flag in the form of
a banner, I.e. with vertical stripes and a rotated
coat of arms. Photo: Vasyl DZugan

Crpiua 4jieHiB opraHisarii
Moo 6. PycuHEI B CTapiii JIro60BHi.
©0TO0: MOJIOABL. PYCHUHEL

Stretnutie ¢lenov organizacie
molody.Rusyny v Starej Lubovni.
Foto: molody.Rusyny.

A meeting of the organization
molody.Rusyny in Stara Lubovnia
Photo: molody.Rusyny.
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JdediHosaHA 8bIOPAHBIX 2epaNdiUHbIX NOHAMb 8 PYCUHbCKIM
A3BIKY

IIpu pimriHio mpo6seMaTiKbl pyCHHBCKBIX HAPOAHBIX ciM60JIiB Tpeba fe-
¢iHOBaTH HAKOTPHI TepaIIiuHbl HOHATI B PYCUHBCKIM SI3BIKY. Ba)kKHO
€ THK BBICBITJIMTH 3HAUiHS THIX IIOHSTH 3BSI3aHBIX 3 TOB IP06JI€MaTiKOB.

Tabuims 1

TepMiHonOr'isl B CIOBEHbCKiM s13bIKY i lioro aediHiyis

IIpono3sinist mpo
PYCHHBCKBIN BhIpa3

ZNAK e IIBIpOKe IIOHATS a ifie 0 CII0iHS JaHOI0, BeKIIBIHOB I0T0BOPEHOI0 3Ha4YiHsA I aKyCTiKBI
11i BisyaJJHO BHUMAaTeJbHBIM HOCHUTEJIHOM (Kpec60B, 3HaKOM, ¢papb0B, 3BYKOM, PYXOM i IIOJ.).
3HaKoM € HaIlp. 6yKBa, TOBOpeHe CJI0BO, ep6, puiar, 6y bsaKbIii 06pas, IecTo, uicjo, HoTa, 06y1edi-
He... [lITaTHBIYN 3HAK € JasiKbIN 00pas, KOTPHIX MOKe, a60, ajie He MyCUTH OBITH i epOOM — TO/1JIS
TOTO, ITi CIIOBHIO€E repaJiiiuHbl KpiTepil. Hanp. fep>kaBHBIN 3HaK bistopycii (3eMJIs1 i3 BEIXOAAUIM
COHIIOM OBiHUaHa K0JIOCAMH i 3 UepBeHOB 3Bi370B), a60 IITaTHHIM 3HaK ITaJrii (3Bi3/ia Ha 03y6e-
HIM KoJIeci 0OBiHUaHa 3eJleHbIMa MOJIOJHUKAMH) TOTHI IIpaBUJIa He CIIOBHAI0Th. Ho Zlep>KaBHBIHN
3HaK CJI0BalibKOM peny6JIiKeI (IBOITHIM XpecT Ha TPpUBEPHXY), 1i ITosbIi (cTpibepHBIN opest
y 4epBeHIiM II0JII0) CYyTh i epbaMu, KifiboKe CyTh 30CTaBeHBI I10/JISI TepaJIfiuHbIX IIPaBUIL.

ERB € pape6HBIN I'padiuHbIN 3HAK BEITBOPEHBIN II0/JIS repasIfidHbIX IIPABUJI i 3BBIKJIOCTEH,
KOTPHI i1eHTiQiKyIOTE $isiuHy ab60 mpaBHY 0c00y. O6carye Uit 3 ep6oBEIM 3HaKoOM. IIIiT i ep-
60BBIN 3HAK CYTh €/JHHOB IIOBUHHOB 1 HEOANITHOB 4aCTHOB epoy. /la Ikl MiMOI[iTOBEI 3HAKBI
(KOpPYHBI, KaJjIallbl, FeJIMBI, iHCIT'HiI, TaHTJIUKEI 3 TecJIaMH i II0Z.) He CyTh IIOBUHHEI.

ERBOVE (HERALDICKE) znamenie e KoMILeKc efHoii a60 BeIle repaiiuHbIX a60 repoI/ib-
CKBIX QIT'yp, HaIIp. Me/[Bifib, a60 KOMOiHaIlis TPUBepbhXa i [BOITOT0 XpecTa, I1i Opesl TPUMadii
Med i mannar i mog,. Kife csg ep60BBIM 3HAK BJIOXKBITH JI0 II1iTa, ifie 0 ep6. Ho B cepeJHBOBiKY cs
YacTo X0CHOBAJIO i MiMO II[iTa, HAIIp. Ha 3aBicKaX, IOKphIBKAaX KOHIB IIi 3acTaBax.

HERALDICKA (VSEOBECNA) FIGURA e repa/iaaslif MITi/Ii30oBaHbIHM IpegMeT (Hamp.
po6ouiit iHImMTpyMeHT), 3Bip (J1eB, opes, MeBinE), MipostoriuHeIil TBOp (gpak, I'pid), HeGecHe
Tijseco (3Bi3fa, MicsAIb) I1i iHIIBIN JKBIBBIM a60 HEXKBIBBIH IIpeaMeT a60 ocoba (Halrp. CBSATHIH).
B 3Haky IligkapnaTbckoii Pycu e repasifiuHoB QirypoB Me/Bifib.

HEROLDSKA FIGURA e reoMeTpiuHo ¢pape6HO po3jiieHe MoJIe IIiiTa, Ii y>K TOPi30HTaIHO
(miiEbOM), BepTiKaJIHO (IIiniHbOM), KOCO, XpeCcTOoM, 860 KOMOiHAI[ii0B Pi3HBIX I'eOMeTPiYHBIX
1006 (Halp. KpOKBa, KJIHWH, KaHT, I'Psjia, IIaXoBHiNa i 11ox.). B sHaky IligkapnaTbCcKoi Pycu
CYTB I'epOJIAbCKOB GiIrypoB TPU 3JIaTHI IPAZABL (CMYTHI) B CHHIM II0JIIO.

STIT e maiiBarkHila MOBUHHA i HeoAi1Ha 4acTh ep6y. Ep6 6es m1iTa He € ep6oM. Horo moxozxi-
H € B OXpaHHIM IIiTi cepeJHOBIKOro 60H0BHUKA, KOTPBIU CSI Off LOOBI T3B. )KBIBOM TepaJIfiKbl
Ipo offoKkpeMaiHg pap6bus. Iloo6a miiTa cd HUIA He IIOIUCYE 1 3aJIeKBITh Off aBTOpa KpecOEbl.
Ho nogo6a 1jiTa MyCUTH pelIneKTOBAaTH JaHbl IIpaBUJIa, IJIaBHI yMeJIeI[bKBIY cJI0T (peHecaHU-
HBIH, TOTIYHBIN i TTOTT.)
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TepMiHonOr'isn B CNOBeHbCKiIM A3bIKY i Vioro gediHiyis

POLE e 3amHs 4acTh IfiTa. B ormuci cg yBazpkaTh #oro papba. 3aHg 4aCcTh M0OKe OBITH €JHOU
dap6sl abo po3fiseHa repoagbCKbIMa QpirypaMu.

BLAZON e opMaJIHBIN CJIOBHBIH IIOIIKC epba, ¢psrara abo meyaTu. biasoH MaTh OBITH KOPOT-
KbIH i aZleKBaTHBIN, aJjle i eTHO3HAYHBIH, >KeObl S II0/JISI HBOTO /laJIo HaKpecauTH epb. biason
MaTh 06CSITrOBATH IIITO HaliMeHIIIe YaCcOCJIOB. SIK € B ep6OBIM JOKYMEHTi IPOTUXOHOCTH MiJIKi
Kpec60B epby i OT0 ITMCeMHBIM OIIMCOM (6,1a30HOM), IIOZJIS IIpaBuUJla IIpefHOCTHU 6JIa3oHa cs
3a BBIPIIIyI0UY II0Ba’kye I10706a onucaHa B 6s1a30Hi. Ep6 s ITpu cJI0BHIM IIOITUCI ,,6/1a30HYE.

ARMALES, a60 ep60BEIii JOKYMEHT € JOHAYHBIH JOKYMEeHT, KOTPBIM CsI AI1/II0€ a60 IIOJIIIIIITye
(mortoBHIOE) epb. Bece o6carye 61a30H, JaKoJId i 3 ape6GHBIM BEIOOpaKiHbBOM.

VLAJKA eJncT MaTepiaJy pi3HOM IT0Z06bI, KOTPHIH MaTh KOHKPETHO CTAHOBJIEHBI ITPOIIOPITil
MiZIKi IIBIPBKOB (BBICOTOB) 1 OBXKKOB (HaIIp. 2:3, 1:2 i mox.). Ha cToBII, >KepAb0OBY ThIY ab0 ¢uia-
TOBe ParHo cd BBITAT'YE 3a II0M0Yi ¢puraroBoil IIHYPHI (!). d1arsl B3HUKJIMU IIi3HIIIE K 3aCTaBBbL,
MO’Ke 3 ITI0TPe6bl HAMOPHUKIB 3aMiHUTHU [06pi IpUIIeBHEHY 3acTaBy Ha CTOBIII ITi parHi 3a pyx-
JIUBBIY i CKOPO 3HATEJIbHBIN i BEITATOBaTEIbHBIN 00€KT, KOTPBIX MaTh P, IPaKTiUHBIX BBITO/.

ZASTAVA e iuct MaTepiasIy IIeBHO CIIOEHBIH i3 5kep7iboB (1) i MoYke MaTH PisHBI 006! (HaTIp.
3JIaCTiBOYiM XBOCTOM i 1107.). IIpu 3acTaBi He CyTh ITIOTPiOHBI KOHKPETHO CTAHOBJIEHBI ITPOIIOP-
1111 BEICOTHI i IOBXKKEI.%! TOTO IIpaBUJIO MaTh i CBOE YIIJIaTHIHA B IPAaKTIIli, HAIIPHUKJIaJ IIJIaTHA
JericiatiBa B C1o0BallbKil perry6JIitii, IIITO [0 IIBIPHKBI 3aCTaBHhI, JaBaTh iCTY BOJIbHOCTH.5?

PRAPOR e cim6ou icToro obIjecTBa: 3acTaBa CIOJIKY, BOEHLCKA 3acTaBa IPaIopy, periMeHTy
i mozi. O6pIUaliHi € 3TOTOBJIEHBIN B €IHIM KycCi, 60raTo onapaj KeHbIi, MO)Ke OBITH 3 I[iIHHBIX
MaTepiaJis.

KORUHVA e BapiaHTOB 3acTaBBbI. JIUCT XOpyI'BEI € 00epHYTHIH 0 90 rpagyciB i BiciTh Ha 11o1Ie-
peuHiM parHi. Kifib €1 Heo/[JiJTHOB 4aCThOB CYTh 1 03HAKHI I1i 3HAKBL, CYTh i TaK 06epHYTHI.
XopyTrBa €51 MOKe BEITATHYTH Ha CTOBII BEJJHO 3 parHOM, a60 M0>Ke €4 3aBICHTH HAIIP. 3 JIOXKI.

ZNAKOVA ZASTAVA e muct MmaTepiany 6yIbaKOM ITOK065I, KOTPHII He 06¢cATye dape6HEI (Ha-
POZAHBI) CMYTHI, ajie Ha IiIiH IIJI0Ci IUCTa € PO3BUHYTHIN ep6OBBIN 3HAK.

INSIGNIA € 03HauiHs Tap>KbI CBITLCKOIH, IIePLKOBHOM, BOEHLCKOM, HayKOBOM a60 iHIIOH (HaTIp.
KOpYHa, ’Ke3JI0, JIaHI], TajJaph, elIicKoIIcKa 6epJia, pixTapbCKa IaJjing i mox.). IHciraii He cyTh
0COGHBI, He BSKYTH 51 Ha sKaZHy 0co0y I1i poJi, ajie Ha YpsiJ, KOTPHIH faHa ocoba 3acTaBaTh.

53 §103akoHau.63/1993 3. 3. 0 lep>kaBHBIX ciM60ax CII0BAIIbKOM
peny6UIiKbI i IX XOCHOBaHIO TOBOPUTS, JKe Jlep>kaBHa 3acTaBa € COTBO-
PeHa TIoJIs1 IepyKaBHOTO dJIara; BCe € IIEBHO CIIOEHA 30 KepAbOoB ago 5%
ToIlepeYHBIM ParHOM i B3aeMHBIM ITO/[iJ1 IIBIPBKEI I JOBKKBI [leprKaB-
HOM 3acTaBBI Cs1 BCTAHOBJIIOE TaK, )Ke I0B)KKa [lep>KaBHOH 3acTaBLI He
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51 Saxoferrato de,
XOPYVIOB Bartolus: Tractatus
XOPVI'BA de insigniis et armis.
ITo p. 1355. IlopJis Be-
HeIliaHbCKOTO IIep-
3HAKOBA BOAPYKY i3 p. 1472.
3ACTABA Vrtel, Ladislav (Ed.),
IHCITHISA Munkova, Maria

IepeBBINTye TPHUPA3 HIBIPHKY 3aCTaBBhI.
Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et armis. ITo
p. 1355. ITo/i/19 BeHeIliaHbCKOT 0 IIepBO/IPYKY i3 p. 1472. Vrtel, Ladislav
(Ed.), Munkovd, Maria (Prekl.). Bratislava 2009, c. 24.

(Prekl.). Bratislava
20009, c. 24.

52  Frajdl, Jiri-Za-
labsky, Josef: Vexilo
logie. 1989, c. 97.
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Zadefinovanie vybranych heraldickych pojmov v rusinskom jazyku

Pri rieSeni otdzky rusinskych narodnych symbolov je potrebné zadefinovat
niektoré heraldické pojmy v rusinskom jazyku. Ddlezité je tiez vysvetlit vyznam
tychto suvisiacich pojmov.

Tabul'ka 1
Termin v slovenskom jazyku a jeho definicia

Navrh pre rusinsky vyraz

ZNAK je Siroky pojem a ide o spojenie urcitého, spravidla dohodnutého vyznamu s akusticky Ci
vizualne vnimatelnym nosi¢om (kresbou, znakom, farbou, zvukom, pohybom a pod.). Znakom je
napr. pismeno, hovorené slovo, erb, vlajka, akykolvek obraz, gesto, ¢islo, nota, odev...* Statny
znak je urcity obraz, ktory viak méZe, alebo nemusi byt zarover aj erbom - podla toho, ¢i spifia
heraldické kritéria. Napr. Statny znak Bieloruska (Zem s vychadzajucim sinkom ovencena klasmi
a s Cervenou hviezdou), alebo $tatny znak Talianska (hviezda na ozubenom kolese ovencena zele-
nymi ratolestami) tieto pravidla nespiiaju. Aviak tatny znak Slovenskej republiky (dvojity kriZ na
trojvrsi), i Polska (strieborny orol v ¢ervenom poli) s zaroven aj erbmi, kedZe st zostavené podla
heraldickych pravidiel.

ERB je farebné grafické znamenie vytvorené podla heraldickych pravidiel a zvyklosti, ktoré identifi-
kuje fyzicku alebo pravnickt osobu. Obsahuje $tit s erbovym znamenim. 5tit a erbové znamenie su
jedinou povinnou st&astou erbu. Dalsie mimo Stitové znamenia (koruny, klobuky, helmy, insignie,
stuhy s heslami a pod.) povinné nie su.

ERBOVE (HERALDICKE) znamenie je stibor jednej alebo viacerych heraldickych alebo heroldskych
figur, napr. medved, alebo kombin4acia trojvrSia a dvojitého krizZa, ¢i orol drZiaci mec a palcat a pod.
Ak sa erbové znamenie vloZi do 3titu, ide o erb. V stredoveku sa v3ak ¢asto pouzivalo aj mimo Stitu,
napr. na zavesoch, pokryvkach koni i zastavach.

HERALDICKA (VSEOBECNA) FIGURA je heraldicky $tylizovany predmet (napr. pracovny nastroj),
zviera (lev, orol, medved), mytologicka bytost (drak, gryf), nebeské teleso (hviezda, mesiac) ¢i iny
Zivy alebo nezZivy predmet alebo osoba (napr. svatec). V znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi je heraldickou
figrou medved.

HEROLDSKA FIGURA je geometricky farebne rozdelené pole 3titu, & uz vodorovne (delenim),
zvislo (Stiepenim), Sikmo, krizom, alebo kombinaciou réznych geometrickych tvarov (napr. krokva,
klin, lem, brvno, Sachovnica a pod.). V znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi st heroldskou figurou tri zlaté
brvna (pasy) v modrom poli.

STIT je najdoleZitejsia a povinna stcast erbu. Erb bez titu nie je erbom. Jeho pévod je v obrannom
Stite stredovekého bojovnika, ktory sa od obdobia tzv. Zivej heraldiky pre odliSenie zafarboval. Tvar
Stitu sa nikdy nepopisuje a zaleZi od autora kresby. Tvar Stitu vS8ak musi reSpektovat urcité pravidla,
predovSetkym umelecky sloh (renesan¢ny, goticky a pod.)
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Termin v slovenskom jazyku a jeho definicia

POLE je pozadie Stitu. V opise erbu sa uvadza jeho farba. Pozadie mdze byt jednofarebné alebo
rozdelené heroldskymi figirami.

BLAZON je formalny slovny popis erbu, viajky alebo pecate. Blazon ma byt stru¢ny a vystizny,
zaroven jednoznacny, aby bolo mozné podla neho erb nakreslit. Blazon ma obsahovat ¢o najmenej
slovies. Ak je v erbovej listine rozpor medzi kresbou erbu a jeho pisomnym opisom (blazonom),
podla pravidla prednosti blazonu sa za urc€ujicu povaZzuje podoba opisand v blazone. Erb sa pri
slovhom popise ,blazonuje”.

ARMALES, alebo erbovaé listina je donaé¢né listina, ktorou sa udeluje alebo polepsuje (doplfiuje)
erb. VZdy obsahuje blazon, niekedy aj s farebnym vyobrazenim.

VLAJKA je list latky rozneho tvaru, ktory ma presne stanoveny pomer medzi $irkou (vy$kou) a dizkou
(napr. 2:3, 1:2 a pod.). Na stoZziar, Zrdovu tyc¢ alebo vlajkové rahno sa vytahuje pomocou vlajkovej
Sndry (1). Vlajky vznikli neskdr ako zastavy, pravdepodobne z potreby ndmornikov zamenit pevne
pripevnenu zastavu na stazni ¢i rahne za pohyblivy a rychlo snimatelny a vytahovatelny objekt,
ktory mal radu praktickych vyhod.

ZASTAVA je list latky pevne spojeny so Zrdou (!) a mbZe mat rézne tvary (napr. s lastovi¢im chvos-
tom a pod). U z&stavy nie je potrebné presné stanovenie pomeru vyiky a dizkys'. Toto pravidlo mé
aj svoje uplatnenie v praxi, napriklad platna legislativa v Slovenskej republike dava urcitd volhost,
€o sa tyka Sirky zastavy*2.

PRAPOR je symbol istého spolo¢enstva: zastava spolku, vojenska zastava praporu, pluku a pod.
Zvycajne je vyhotoveny v jednom kuse, bohato zdobeny, mdZe byt zo vzacnych materialov.

Koruhva je variantom zastavy. List koruhvy je otoceny o 90 stupriov a visi na prie¢nom rahne. Ak su
jej sucastou aj znamenia Ci znaky, su prispdsobené tomuto natoceniu. Koruhva sa mdze vytiahnut
na stoZiar spolu s rahnom, alebo sa méze vyvesit napr. z |6Ze.

ZNAKOVA ZASTAVA je list latky lubovolného tvaru, ktory neobsahuje farebné (ndrodné) pasy, ale
na celej ploche listu je rozvinuté erbové znamenie.

INSIGNIA je oznacenie hodnosti svetskej, cirkevnej, vojenskej, vedeckej alebo inej (napr. koruna,
Zezlo, retaz, talar, biskupska berla, richtarska palica a pod.). Insignie si neosobné, neviazu sa na
Ziadnu osobu ¢irod, ale na Urad, ktory tato osoba zastava®3.

53 §10Zakona €. 63/1993Z.z. o Statnych symboloch Slovenskej repub-
liky a ich pouZivani hovori, Ze Statna zastava je utvorena podla Statnej 54
vlajky; je vZidy pevne spojena so Zrdou alebo prie€cnym rahnom a vzajom-
ny pomer irky a dizky 5tatnej zastavy sa ustanovuje tak, Ze di?ka $tatnej
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zastavy nepresahuje trojnédsobok jej Sirky.
Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de insigniis et armis. Por. 1355.
Traktat o znameniach a erboch. Podla benatskej prvotlace z r. 1472. VR-
TEL, Ladislav (Ed.), MUNKOVA, Méria (Prekl.). Bratislava 2009, s. 24.

52  Frajdl, Jiri-zalab-
sky, Josef: Vexilologie.
1989, s. 97.
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Defining selected heraldic terms in Rusyn language

In resolving the question of Rusyn national symbols it is necessary to define some
heraldic terms in Rusyn. It is also important to explain the significance of these related
concepts.

Table 1

The term in Slovak language and its definition

Rusyn name proposed

EMBLEM is a broad term, it is a certain connection of generally agreed meaning of acoustically or vis-
ually perceptible bearer (drawing, symbol, colour, sound, movement, etc.). An emblem can be a letter,
spoken word, flag, any image, gesture, number, note, clothing..”® A state emblem is a certain image which
may or may not meet criteria and rules of heraldry. For example the national emblem of Belarus (globe
with a rising sun entwined with stalks of wheat and a red star), or the national emblem of Italy (star over
a cogwheel entwined with green olive branches) do not comply with these rules. The national emblem of
Slovakia, on the other hand (double cross on three hills), and Poland (silver eagle in a red field) are coats
of arms compiled according to heraldic rules.

COAT OF ARMS is a colorful graphic sign created under heraldic rules and practices that identifies a
natural or legal person. It contains a shield with an armorial sign. The shield and the armorial sign are the
only mandatory parts of the coat of arms. Other outside-mounted signs (crowns, hats, helmets, insignia,
ribbons with slogans, etc.) are not mandatory.

ARMORIAL (HERALDIC) signis aa set of one or more heraldic figures, for example a bear, or a combi-
nation of three hills and a double cross, or an eagle holding a sword and a mace, and so on. If the armorial
sign is inserted into the shield a coat of arms is created. During the Middle Ages it was often used outside
the shield, for example on curtains, horse blankets or flags.

HERALDIC (GENERAL) FIGURE s a stylized heraldic object (e.qg. working tool), animal (lion, eagle,
bear), a mythological creature (dragon, gryphon), a celestial body (star, moon) or any other living or inan-
imate object or person (saint). The coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia has a bear as its heraldic figure.

HERALDIC (GEOMETRIC) FIGURE is a geometrically divided colour field of the shield, either hori-
zontally (party per fess), vertically (party per pale), diagonally (party per bend), across, or a combination
of different geometric shapes (cross, chevron, pall, saltire, checkerboard, etc.). The gold bars (stripes) in
the blue field are the heroldich figure in the coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia.

SHIELD (ESCUTCHEON) isthe most important and mandatory part of the coat of arms. Coat of arms
without a shield is not a coat of arms. It goes back to the times of the defense shield used by medieval
warriors which was coloured since the time of so-called live heraldry. The shape of the shield is never
described and depends on the author's drawing. It must respect certain rules, especially styles (Renais-
sance, Gothic, etc.).
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The term in Slovak language and its definition

Rusyn name proposed

FIELD Is the background of the shield. The description of the coat of arms refers to its colour. The back-
ground can be single coloured or divided by heraldic figures.

BLAZON is a formal verbal description of the coat of arms, flag or seal. Blazon should be brief and con-
cise while clear, so that the coat of arms could be drawn solely according to the blazon. Blazons should
contain as few verbs as possible. If the grant of arms contains a discrepancy between the drawing and
the written description (blazon) the blazon is considered to be decisive. The coat of arms is ,blazoned" by
its verbal description.

GRANT OF ARMS or armorial deed is a patent by which a coat of arms is conferred or reformed
(amended). It always contains a blazon, sometimes with colour depiction.

NATIONAL FLAG is a sheet of fabric of different shape with defined ratio between the width (height)
and alength (e.g. 2:3, 1:2, etc.). It is raised on a mast, flagpole or a sailyard using flags ropes (!). This type
of hoisting was probably invented by seafarers who needed a practical way to move and remove their
flags quickly.

STATE FLAG is a sheet of fabric immovably fixed to the flagpole (). It can have different shapes (e.q.
swallow's tail). It is not necessary to determine the exact height and length of the flag®'. This rule has its
application in practice, for example the current legislation in the Slovak Republic gives some freedom
regarding the width of the state flag™.

BANNER is the symbol of one community: company banner, military banner of a battalion, regiment, etc.
It is usually made as one unique piece, richly decorated, often made from precious materials.

VERTICAL FLAG is a variant of the state flag. The vertical flag's sheet is rotated by 90 degrees and
hanging on a transverse yard. If it contains a sign or an emblem they are also rotated accordingly. Vertical
flags can be raised on flagpoles with a yard or hanged from a balcony.

BANNER OF ARMS is a flag of any shape which does not contain colour (national) stripes, but the whole
surface of the sheet has an armorial sign rolled out.

INSIGNIA labels ranks: secular, religious, military, scientific or other (e.g. crown, scepter, chain, gown,
crosier, vogt's stick, etc.). Insignias are impersonal, they aren't tied to any person or family, but the office
that the person holds®?

51  Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de Insigniis et armis. After 1355, Treatise
on signs and coats of arms. According to the Venetian incunabule from 1472, Vrtél,
Ladislav (Ed.), Munk, Mary (Trans.). Bratislava 2009, p. 24 54
52 Frajdl, Jifi-Zalabsky, Josef: Vexillology. 1989, p. 97.

53  §100of Lawno. 63/1993 Coll. on state symbols of the Slovak Republic and
their use says that the state flag is created in accordance with the national flag; it
is always immovably joined with the flagpole or a transverse yard and the mutual
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width:length ratio of the state flag is determined by a condition that the length of
the state flag does not exceed its width three times

Saxoferrato de, Bartolus: Tractatus de Insigniis et armis. After 1355, Treatise
on signs and coats of arms. According to the Venetian incunabule from 1472 Vrtél,
Ladislav (Ed.), Munk, Mary (Trans.). Bratislava 2009, p. 24
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€CTBY€e OMHOTIO0 Belle repaJifiuHbIX i BEKCIJIOJIOI'IYHBIX IOHATH, Ha e di-
HIiIil0 KOTPBIX Ty He € mpocTop. Hacaizgyroua TabJIilisg BEICBITIIOE PO3LiT
MifpKi HattuacTille 3aMiHsIHBIMA BbIpasaMu ¢Jiar, sacTaBa, IIpaliop i 1mo-
piBHaBaTh IX 3 BEIpa3saMU B iHIIIBIX CJIaBIHbCKBIX 3bIKaxX. [IpaBza, TOTO
HOopiBHAH4 € JIeM ITPUOJIMIKHE, 60 ZaKOTPHI B OKPEMBIX SI3bIKaX PO3yMHUMe
Pi3HO, MOXXYTh MaTH [IBOsIKe 3HaUiHs abo cs IlepeKphIBAlOTh, abo ixX 3Ha-

4iHd € JOKIHIIS OIIauHe.

Tabmainga 2
IIpomo3simisn
CoBanbKbIH IToIbCKBIH VKpaiHbCKBIH PO PYCHHB-
BbIpa3 YechKBIH BBIpa3 BBIpas BBIpas CKBIH BBIpa3 ITo3HauykKa
FLAGA DIIAT BBITATYE Cd Ha CTOBII 34
VLAJKA VLAJKA BANDERA IIPATIOP y .
. . DPAHA 1IoM04i ¢ps1aroBOM HIHYPBL
(v ndmornictve)
ZASTAVA PRAPOR (!) FLAGA CTAT 3ACTABA IIeBHO CIIOEHA i3 )Kep/IbOB
3HAMEHO
B IIpaIop CII0JKY 3BbIUAM-
‘ ‘ SZTANDAR KOPOTBA IIPATIIOP - .
!
PRAPOR ZASTAVA (1) [§tandar] IITAHIAPIA HO B €/HIM BBITOTOBJIHIO,
. . HaIp. BOEHbCKBIN
FOUMOBUU
IIPAIIOP
_ BapiaHTa 3acTaBBL, KOTpa
- XOPYTOB BiCiTh Ha IIOIlepeYHiM par-
KORUHVA KOROUHEV CHORA(?IEW XOPVIBA™ XOPVI'BA Hi, 3 06epHyTHIMa CMyTa-
[chorongiev] MU i 3HaKaMu

,<Koporsa“ (B ykpaiHBbCKiM SI3BIKY) — CJIY’KBITh Ha 03HaUiHs IIpaBHBIX 006, ¢ipM i ob1e-
CTBa, MOYKe 06CSATOBATH IX Ha3BY i JIOT0, HO He € II0/{MiHKOB, ’Ke BiciTh Ha II0OIIepeYHiM parHi,

SIK cJI0BaIlbKa ,koruhva“.

e

»XopyrBa“ (B yKpalHbCKiM I3BIKY) i ,,choragiew* B II0JIbCKIM I3BIKY € JIeM I[epbKOBHA 3acTa-

Ba 3aBillleHa Ha IT0IlepedHiM parHi, KoTpa € 60raTo onapaiykeHa, 06CsITye BEISIBJIIHSI CBATHIX
1 XOCHYE cs IIpU 1IepbKOBHBIX 06psifiax i mpomecigx. OKpeMBIM BbIpas IIpo (CBITBCKY) XOPyIoB

B IIOJIBCKIM i yKpalHBCKIM I3BIKY He €.
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Navrh novej rusinskej narodnej symboliky
Proposal on new Rusyn national symbology

Existuje omnoho viac heraldickych a vexilologickych terminov, na kto-
rych definiciu tu nie je priestor. Nasledujuca tabulka vysvetluje rozdiel medzi
najcastejSie zamieflanymi vyrazmi vlajka, zastava, prapor a porovnava ich
s vyrazmi v inych slovanskych jazykoch. Toto porovnanie je samozrejme len
priblizné, kedZe niektoré pojmy sa v jednotlivych jazykoch chapu rézne, mézu
mat dvojaky vyznam alebo sa prekryvajq, ¢iich vyznam je dokonca opacny.

Tabul'ka 2
Navrh pre
Slovensky vyraz Cesky vyraz Polsky vyraz Ukrajinsky vyraz rusinsky vyraz Poznamka
FLAGA T .
VLAJKA VLAJKA BANDERA NPAMOP ®nAr vytahuje sa na stoziar po-
. . DPAHA mocou vlajkovej Snury
(v namornictve)
ZASTAVA PRAPOR (!) FLAGA cTar 3ACTABA pevne spojend so Zzrdou
3HAMEHO
. 2 Iku zvycajne
. . SZTANDAR KOPOTBA MPAMOP prapor spo /
|
PRAPOR ZASTAVA (1) [tandar] WITAHAAPAA zég::sknj vyhotoveni, napr.
EONOBUIA Jensky
NPAMOP
_ variant zastavy, ktory visi
- - XOPYIrOB na prie¢nom rahne, s oto-
KORUHVA KOROUHEV CHORAGIEW XOPYIBA™ XOPYIBA ¢enymi pruhmi a zname-

[chorongiev]

*

.Koporsa“ (v ukrajinskom jazyku) - sliZi na oznacenie pravnickych oséb, firiem a spolo¢nosti,

mobZe obsahovat ich nazov a logo, nie je vSak podmienkou, Ze visi na priecnom rahne, ako slo-
venska ,koruhva“.
** Xopyrea“ (v ukrajinskom jazyku) a ,choragiew" v polskom jazyku je vylu¢ne cirkevna zastava
zavesena na priecnom rahne, ktora je bohato zdobena, obsahuje vyjavy svatcov a pouZziva sa pri
cirkevnych obradoch a procesiadch. Samostatny vyraz pre (svetski) koruhvu v polskom a ukrajin-
skom jazyku nie je.

niami
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There are many more heraldic and vexillological terms which are not defined here for
the lack of space. The following table explains the difference between the most com-
monly confused terms and compares them with expressions in other Slavic languages.
This comparison is of course only approximate, since some terms are understood in the
individual languages differently, they may have a dual significance or overlap or even

have an opposite meaning.

Table 2
Rusyn name
Slovak name Czech name Polish name Ukrainian name proposed Note
FLAGA :
VLAJKA VLAJKA BANDERA nPAMOP OIIAT raised on flagpoles using flag
OAHA ropes
(inthe navy)
ZASTAVA PRAPOR () FLAGA cTAr 3ACTABA ggovab‘y fixed to the flag-
SHAMEHO
banner of a company, usually
PRAPOR ZASTAVA () Eﬁ;?g%AR KOPOIBA® EJPTAAH)—?EAP[LA one unique piece, for example
EOV0OBVIN in the military
[TPAMOP
- - XOPYTOB flag variant that hangs on a
KORUHVA KOROUHEV CHORAGIEW*™ YOPYTFBA~ XOPYIBA tra‘nsverse yard with rotated
[khorongiev] stripes and signs

"Koporea” (in Ukrainian) - is used to label legal persons, firms and companies. It can include their name
and logo, but it's not mandatory that it should hang on a transverse yard, as the Slovak "koruhva'.
"Xopyrea" (in Ukrainian) and “chorggiew” in Polish is a purely ecclesiastical flag hanged on a transverse
yard. Richly decorated, it contains scenes from the lives of saints and is used in religious ceremonies and
processions. There is no single term for the (secular) vertical flag in Polish or Ukrainian language.



Navrh novej rusinskej narodnej symboliky
Proposal on new Rusyn national symbology

IIponosiuis maso020 3Haka Pycunis

Mauibplli 3HaK MaTh aMOiIifo 3a IIOMOYi IIPUPOJHOr0 MOTIBY BEIpAasuTHU
3B43aHOCTH PYCHHIB i3 CBOMOB JOMOBUHOB, KOTPOB CYTh KapIaTsl i ITiIKoBa
bapebHOCTH 3HaKa - cTpibepHa (KOTpa €4 MOYKe Haropof KaTH 61/10B) BELHO
i3 CHHBOB i YepBeHOB (ap60B BEIPAXKAIOTh, YK€ i/le 0 CIaBIHBCKBIN HAPOS,.

IIporosinis HOBOro 3HaKa PyCHHIB BBIXO[)KAaTh 3 J0OTeIleph XOCHOBA-
HOTO 3HaKa 3 ThIM, K€ CUHb03JIaThI TPS/IbI B IIpaBiM IIOJII0 CYTh HaAro-
POM>KeHBI TepoJIIbCKOB GIIrypoB y BceCIaBIHbCKBIX ¢papbax IOMIOPOBAHBIX
TakK, K CyTh XOCHOBAHBI Ha PYCUHBCKIM ¢Jrary — BBIIIHS II0JIOBUHA
CUH, CHifHg cTpibepHOUYepBeHO AijieHa. JIiBe II0JIe 3 MeBiIbOM, KO-
TPBIN € BXKBITHIN [I0 CBi[TOMOCTH JI0feN SIK pYCHUHBCKBIN CiM60JI, € OTIOB-
HeHa 0 CHHIO cKaJTy. [padiute BhIOGpaskiHs MeBi/Is B HOBi# mporosirii
€ TaKe caMe, gKe ObLJIO B CEpeHIM i BeJIUKIM Ziep>KaBHIM 3HAKY MiJI>)KiBOH-
HOBOU YexocJioBakKii, Kifib>Ke y BIIBITKBIX III3HIIIBIX Bep3isX IOZL0OBI
MenBing (I B cydacHiM Bepsii cxBasieHidt CBITOBBIM KOHIPeCcOM PyCcHHIB)
€ Me[Biib HeTepaJIIiuHbIN i ecTeTiYHO He ak TaKbIU [06pwIi. [Tofirs
Tpazfinii ca ¢irypa meaBigg yTpuMye B UepBeHiU ¢papbi i 3 BEIKPOUEHOB
JIIBOB HOTOB, IPHUYiM 6Bl CSI TOTA ITI03iIlig MaJia YyBeCTH i B odirfiasHim
CJIOBHIM IIOIIUCI 3HaKa, HO TOTO He MYCUTL O6bITHU. CHHA CKaJjla, Ha KOTpii
Me[Bigb CTOITh, ciM60sidye KapIiaThl a iHIIIipaIiiioB po €¥ BMIIiHg
[l0 3HaKa € IIporosinisa [leHTpaJIHOM pyCbKOM HAPOMHOM pafbl, KOTpa I10-
IOOHBIN rop6 MpOIOHOBAaJIa YMICTUTH [0 3HaKa IlifkapraTbCcKoi Pycu
B 1920 porii.

B MaJiM 3HaKy y>X He 6Y/IyTh CHHBO3JIaThl CMYThI, KOTPHI €A JI0 3HaKa
ITigkapraTbCKOM Pycu ficTav Ha OCHOBI IT0KaZaBOK YKPalHbCKBI OPb-
€HTOBAHBIX IOJITIYHBIX CHUJI TAKOM I10 B3HUKY YUCP, i 9K ciM60JIBI piK cs
3ayaJid iHTepIIpeTOBaTH a’k IIi3Hime. CHHbOKOBTHIX ¢apb cg imi B 19.
cTOpivi 3piK i pyCHHBCKBIA HapPOAHBIN 0yauTen b Anoad JoOpIHbCKBIN
i 3a cBol npusaB papOBI BCepPyCHKOM, pecl. BCeCAaBIHbCKON TPUKOJIOPEI.

@{IIII

Kommosinig nporrosinii Mmasoro sHaka
PyCcHHIB BBIX0/[>KaTh 3 [0TeIlephb X0C-
HOBaHOTO0 3HaKa (BJIiBO), € II[iMlJIeHbIT
(BeprikaJsHo). Takcamo cs 3a IpUKJIa-
IOM IIpoIto3inii IleHTpaIHON PyChKOM
HapoJHOM pajbl 3 1920 poxy (BIIpaBo)
il Me/IBifg BKIajaTh CUHIN ropo

B II0Z001 IITi/1i30BaHOM CKAJIbL.

Kompozicia navrhu malého znaku Ru-
sinov vychadza z doteraz pouzivaného
znaku (vlavo), je teda Stiepeny (zvislo).
Zaroven sa po vzore navrhu Centralnej
ruskej narodnej rady z roku 1920 (vpra-
vo) pod medveda vklada modry pahorok
v tvare Stylizovanej skaly.

The composition of the proposal on the
Rusyn small coat of arms is based on the
previously used coat of arms (left), it is thus
vertically divided. At the same time the pro-
posal is modeled after the Central Russian
National Council's proposal in 1920 (right). It
puts a blue hill in the form of a stylized rock
under the bear.
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Navrh malého znaku Rusinov

Maly znak ma& ambiciu vyjadrit pomocou prirodného
motivu spatost Rusinov so svojim domovom, ktorym su
Karpaty a celkova farebnost znaku - strieborna (ktora
sa moZe nahradzat bielou) spolu s modrou a ¢ervenou
farbou vyjadruju, Ze ide o slovansky narod.

Navrh nového znaku Rusinov vychadza z doteraz po-
uzivaného znaku s tym, Ze modro-zlaté brvna v pravom
poli st nahradené heroldskou figirou vo vSeslovanskych
farbach usporiadanych tak, ako st pouzivané na rusinskej
vlajke - horna polovica modra, spodna strieborno-cerve-
no delena. Lavé pole s medvedom, ktory je vzity do po-
vedomia ludi ako rusinsky symbol, je doplnené o modru
skalu. Grafické vyobrazenie medveda v novom navrhu
je rovnaké, aké bolo v strednom a velkom Statnom zna-
ku medzivojnového Ceskoslovenska, kedZe u vietkych
neskorsich verzii stvarnenia medveda (vratane sucas-
nej verzie schvalenej Svetovym kongresom Rusinov) je
medved neheraldicky a esteticky nevyhovujuci. Podla
tradicie sa figura medveda zachovava v Cervenej farbe
a s vykrocenou lavou nohou, pricom by sa tato pozicia
mala uviest aj v oficialnom slovnom popise znaku, nie je
to v8ak nevyhnutné. Modra skala, na ktorej medved stoji
symbolizuje Karpaty a inSpiraciou pre jej umiestnenie
do znaku je navrh Centralnej ruskej narodnej rady, ktora
podobny pahorok navrhovala umiestnit do znaku Pod-
karpatskej Rusi v roku 1920.

V malom znaku uz teda nebudd modro-zlaté pruhy,
ktoré sa do znaku Podkarpatskej Rusi dostali kvéli poZia-
davkam ukrajinsky orientovanych politickych sil tesne po
vzniku CSR, a ako symboly riek sa zacali interpretovat a?
neskdér. Modro-Zltych farieb sa eSte v 19. storodi zriekol
aj rusinsky narodny buditel Adolf Dobriansky a za svoje
prijal farby vSeruskej, resp. vSeslovanskej trikol6ry. Tato

Proposal on the new small Rusyn coat of arms

The small coat of arms has the ambition to express the
Rusyns' close-knit adherence to their homes, that are the Car-
pathians, using natural motifs and the overall colouring - silver
(which may be substituted with white), blue and red which rep-
resent a Slavic nation.

Proposal on the small coat of arms of the Rusyns is based
on the previously used coat of arms, but the blue-gold bars in
the right field are replaced by a heraldic figure in Pan-Slavic col-
ours arranged as they are used on the Rusyn flag - the top half
IS blue, the bottom half is silver and red. The left field with a bear,
which is present in the people’s consciousness as a symbol of the
Rusyns, is complemented by a blue rock. Graphical depiction of
the bear in the new proposal is the same as in the medium and
large national coat of arms of interwar Czechoslovakia, since in
all later versions the depiction of the bear (including the current
version approved by the World Congress of Rusyns) is heraldi-
cally and aesthetically unsatisfactory. According to tradition, the
figure retains its red colour and steps forward with its left leg.
This position should be mentioned in the official description of
the coat of arms, but it's not mandatory. The blue rock on which
the bear stands symbolizes the Carpathians and the inspiration
for its placement in the coat of arms is the proposal of the Central
Russian National Council who proposed a similar hill in the coat
of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia in 1920.

The small coat of arms won't have blue and gold stripes any-
more, which were included in the coat of arms of Caparpathian
Ruthenia on the insistence of the pro-Ukrainian political forces
shortly after the creation of Czechoslovakia. It was only later that
they were interpreted as symbols of rivers. The blue and yellow
colors were renounced already in 19th century by Rusyn national
revivalist Adolf Dobriansky and he adopted the all-Russian Pan-
Slavic tricolour. This tricolour was used by Rusyns in PreSov, in
what has been Eastern Slovakia since 1918



Navrh novej rusinskej narodnej symboliky
Proposal on new Rusyn national symbology

IIpomosinig MaJsoro sHaka PycuHiB
o6csarye ieM ¢pap6bI BcecsaBIHbCKOM
TPUKOJIOPHL.

Navrh malého znaku Rusinov obsahu-
je iba farby vSeslovanskej trikoléry.

Proposal on the small coat of arms of
the Rusyns contains only the Pan-Slavic
tricolour.

ToTy TPHUKOJIOPY XOCHOBaJIH i PycuHusbl Ha IlpgamiBmiiHi (a6o TeIXK IIps-
mriBcka Pych), To 3HaUiTh Ha TepiTopil AHEIIHBOU BeIxomHo# CroBakKil
i10 1918 pori.

IIponosiuis geauxko2o sHaka PycuHis

BeJIMKBIU 3HAK € TBOPEHBIN MaJIbIM 3HAKOM i € JOIIOBHEHBIN O JaJIIIb] Mi-
MOIIIiTOBBI 3HAKbI 3 IPUPOLHBIM MOTiBOM, KOTPHI BEIpakaloTh KapraTsl,
ix ¢aBHY i dpyopy. HocuTesaMmu 11iiTa CyTh TpaLidyHbl KapaThCKbI 3Bipi
Me[Bib 1 BOBK, CTOSA4Yi Ha 6YKOBIM ITificTaBIli, KOTPHIX 35Ch CiMOO0JIi3ye
KapIaThCKbI 6YKOBEI IIpaJsIickl. ITif II1iTOM cs1 BUHE TAHTJ/IUK 3 TeCJIOM, KOTpe
TBOPUTH 3aYaTOUHEI CJI0BA PYCUHBCKOM TiMHBHI ,,5I pyCHH OBIB, €M 1 6y1Y*,
noxazpyKatroui 3 roesil Bpyuasie (IlpucBgauing) o AsekcaHzpa /lyXHOBida.
CyioBa Ha MAaHTJAUKY CyTh HallMCaHBl aBTEHTIiYHOB I'PaMaTiKOB Tak, 51K
BBILILJIX B a/IMaHaxy IlosgpasiieHie pycCHMHOB Ha roj 1851 0T 1iTepaTypHOTO
3aBefeHid [Ipsamrosckaro (ITosxgpas PycuHam Ha 1851 pik of IIpsAmIiBcKoro
JIiTepaTypHOIO CIOJKY, BifeHs, 1851), KoTpe yIIopggKoBaB AJIeKCaHep
JyXHOBIY.
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trikoléru pouZzivali aj Rusini na PrjaSevcine (alebo tieZ Pre-
Sovska Rus), tj. na tzemi dnesného Vychodného Slovenska
aj po roku 1918.

Navrh velkého znaku Rusinov

Velky znak je tvoreny malym znakom a je doplneny
o dalSie mimostitové znamenia s prirodnym motivom,
ktoré vyjadruju Karpaty, ich faunu a fléru. Nosi¢mi Sti-
tu su tradicné karpatské zvierata medved a vlk, stojace
na bukovom podstavci, ktory zas symbolizuje karpat-
ské bukové pralesy. Pod Stitom sa vinie stuha s heslom,
ktoré tvori zaciatocné slova rusinskej hymny , Ja Rusyn
byv, jem i budu”, pochadzajuce z basne Vrucanije (Ve-
novanie) od Alexandra Duchnovic¢a. Slova na stuhe st
napisané poévodnou gramatikou tak, ako vysli v alma-
nachu Pozdravlenije rusynov na hod 1851 ot literaturnaho
zavedenija Prjasovskaho (Pozdrav Rusinom do roku 1851 od

IIpomo3sinig BeJIMKOTo 3HaKa PycuHiB
o6carye i MiMOIIIiTOBEI 3HAKBI — HOCH-
TeJii miiTa (MeBifb i BOBK), 6YKOBBIH
mifcTaBelb i MaHTIUK 3 TeCJI0M.

Navrh velkého znaku Rusinov obsahuje
aj mimostitové znamenia - nosice Stitu
(medved a vlk), bukovy podstavec

a stuhu s heslom.

Proposal on the large Rusyn coat of arms
contains also signs beside the shield — the
shield supporters (a bear and a wolf), the
beech pedestal and the ribbon with a slogan

Proposal on the large Rusyn coat of arms

The large coat of arms consists of the small coat of arms and
Is complemented by other signs beside the shield with natural
motifs that reflect the Carpathians, their flora and fauna. The
shield supporters are the traditional Carpathian animals, bear
and wolf, standing on a beech pedestal which in turn symbol-
izes the Carpathian beech forests. Below the shield is a winding
ribbon with a slogan formed by the initial words of the Rusyn
anthem "Ja Rusyn byv, jem i budu’, originating from the poem
Vrucanije (Dedication) by Alexander Duchnovych. The words are
written on the ribbon in original grammar as they appeared in
the almanac Pozdravienije rusynov na hod 1851 ot literaturnaho
zavedenija Priasovskaho (Greetings to the Rusyns in the year



Navrh novej rusinskej narodnej symboliky
Proposal on new Rusyn national symbology

IIponosiuis ¢gnara Pycuris

IIpomnosinist HoBOro ¢giara PyCHHIB yTpUMYe aBTeHTIUHe PO3JI0XKiH 1 IIpo-
nopIii ¢papebHBIX CMYT 3 THIM PO3JiJIOM, Ke Cs1 BEIXabadaTh 3HaK. IIpo-
nosirmig ¢yara MaTh npomopIiii 60KiB 2:3 i TBOPSITH I'0 TPU II03/L0B>KHEI
cMyTHI — cuH4 (1/2), 6i1a (1/4) i uepBeHa (1/4). ®yar y TiMt momo6i 6yie MoK
3amnucaTi 10 'epasifjidHorO pericTpa BepKeHoro Ha MiHicTepcTBi BHyTpa
CioBanbKoM penry6Iikel. ToTy 110700y ¢uiara samporioHoBaJsia B 2007 poiti
3akapnaTbCcKe 06J1aCTHe HayKOBO-KYJITypHe 00IecTBO A. /[yXHOBida K
¢duiar 3akapraTbCKOM 06J1aCTH, HO IIPOIIO3ilis 3 IOJIITIYHBIX IIPUYiH He
mepelia, Ipo 3aKapnaTbCcKy obJsacTh 66IB B 2009 poI1li cXBajleHBIH CH-
HBbOXKOBTHIU dJIar.

IIpo maxkoTpPHI 3aMipHl C4 IIPOIIOHYE 1 pyra Bep3id ¢iara i3 sHaKOM, HO
TOTa He OyZie pericTpoBaHa, ajie elf XOCHOBAHS HE MYCHUTH OBITU BBy UeHE.
B mpunazi gpyroi Bepsii ¢purara 6yze sHaK BMII[eHBIN B CUHIM I1aci i 6i1u-
JKe Ky Kep[iy, ThIXK 6y/le MaTH YepBeHy KOHTYPOBY JIIHKY, TOTO BIIBITKO
3 IPaKTiYHBIX i eCTETIUHBIX IIPUUiH; YMIIIiHA 3HaKa OJHKe Ky )Kepau
YMOXKHUTH MOTO JIIIIITY BUAUTEJIbHOCTD i IIPU cJIabIriM BiTpi. YepBeHa
KOHTYPOBAa JIiIHKa 3HaK 3BBIPa3HUTH — YepBeHY KOHTYPOBY JIIHKY I10 06BO/1
3HaKa THeCh XOCHYIOTH i PycuHs! Ha IlifkapnaThckii Pycu (rmo3epaii Ka-
niTosy X0CHOBAH Cy4acHOTro ¢Jiara B IIpakTiIli). BercoTa 3HaKa i yMinizg
HM0TO0 cepefHBOM 0Ci off IepefHHOr0 Kpad € 0,382 3 BBICOTHI dJrara, ITO IIpes-
CTaBye 3JIaTHIN Pi3, KOTPHIH I[iJTKOBIM KOMIIO3IIlil J0ZacTh BEIBAKEHBIH
XapakTep i JIMIIBIA eCTEeTIUHBIH B3TJISAL .

HapopHel i fep>kaBHBI QuIar'bl €4 B IIPUITa/ji MHOTBIX KpaiH He OJ0OKpeM-
JIIIOTH (Hamp. CiroBaljbKa pelrybJlika MaTh JieM €AHY odilliaJHy BapiaHTy
Jep>KaBHOTO ¢Jiara, KOTPBIM MOJK [I0Ba>KOBaTH 1 3a HAPOJHBIH a Bce 06CATYE
55 ,3JaTe IepeTHYTS“ TO ITO/iJI B 3HaYiHI0 IPUOIHIKHO 1,618, KOTPEIN B yMeHI0 6epe cs 3a

ifeaTHY IIPOIIOPIit0 MifpKi pisHBIMa foBXKaMU. HaXOJUTH €4 i B KBIBiM IPUPOJi y POCIHH i
3BIpAT, i Mae iHTepeCcHBI MaTeMaTiuHbI BJaCTHOCTH.

)

¥ ciMOOJIiKBI

M PYCHHBCKON HAPO/HO

IIpomosinisg HOBO

161



162

PreSovského literdrneho spolku, Viederi, 1851), ktory zostavil
Alexander Duchnovic.

Ndvrh vlajky Rusinov

Navrh novej vlajky Rusinov zachovava pévodné rozloZe-
nie a pomer farebnych pruhov s tym rozdielom, Ze sa
vynechava znak. Navrh vlajky ma pomer stran 2:3 a tvoria
ju tri pozdiZne pruhy - modry (1/2), biely (1/4) a ¢erve-
ny (1/4). Vlajku v tejto podobe bude mozné zapisat do
Heraldického registra vedeného na Ministerstve vnutra
Slovenskej republiky. Tuto podobu vlajky navrhla v roku
2007 Zakarpatska oblastna vedecko-kultdrna spolo¢nost
A. Duchnovica ako vlajku Zakarpatskej oblasti, navrh vSak
z politickych dévodov nepresiel, pre Zakarpatsku oblast
bola v roku 2009 schvalena modro-ZIta vlajka.

Pre niektoré Ucely sa navrhuje aj druha verzia vlajky
so znakom, ta vSak nebude registrovana, jej pouzivanie
viak nemusi byt vylu€ené. V pripade druhej verzie vlajky
bude znak umiestneny v modrom pase a bliz3ie k Zrdi, tiez
bude mat Cervenu obrysovu linku, to vSetko s praktickych
aj estetickych dévodov; umiestnenie znaku blizSie k zrdi
umozni jeho lepsiu viditelnost aj pri slabsom vetre. Cer-
vena obrysova linka znak zvyrazni - Cervenu obrysovu
linku po obvode znaku dnes pouZivaju aj Rusini na Pod-
karpatskej Rusi (vid kapitolu PouZivanie sucasnej vlajky
v praxi). Vy3ka znaku a umiestnenie jeho stredovej osi od
predného okraja je 0,382 z vySky vlajky, ¢o predstavuje
zlaty rez, ktory celkovej kompozicii doda vyvazeny cha-
rakter a lepsi esteticky vzhlad>s.

55 ,Zlaty rez" je pomer v hodnote priblizne 1,618, ktory je v umeni
povaZovany za idedInu proporciu medzi réznymi dizkami. Nachadza sa
aj v Zivej prirode u rastlin a Zivoc¢ichov, a méa zaujimavé matematické
vlastnosti.

1851 from the Presov Literary Society, Vienna, 1851), compiled
by Alexander Duchnovych.

Proposal on the flag of Rusyns

The new proposed flag of the Rusyns keeps its original layout and
the ratio of colour stripes with the exception that the coat of arms
is omitted. The flag has an aspect ratio of 2:3 and consists of
three longitudinal stripes - blue (1/2), white (1/4) and red (1/4). The
flag in this form will be enlisted into the Heraldic Registry adminis-
tered by the Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic. This form
of the flag was proposed in 2007 by the Transcarpathian Regional
Scientific and Cultural Society of A. Duchnovych as the flag of
the Transcarpathian region. The proposal wasn't approved for
political reasons. In 2009 the Transcarpathian region approved
the blue-yellow flag.

For some purposes a second version of the flag is proposed,
this time with the coat of arms. This flag will not be registered, but
it won't be excluded from use. In the second version the coat of
arms will be placed in the blue stripe and closer to the flagpole,
it will also have a red contour line for practical and aesthetic
reasons: the coat of arms closer to the flagpole allows its better
visibility in light winds, the red contour line will highlight the coat
of arms — the red outline is used today by Rusyns in Carpathian
Ruthenia as well (see chapter Using the current flag in practice).
The height of the coat of arms and the position of the central axis
from the front edge is 0.382 of the height of the flag. It represents
the golden section which gives the total composition a balanced
character and a better aesthetic appearance.®™

55 ,Golden section” is a ratio of approx. 1.618 which in visual art is
considered an ideal proportion between two lenghts. It occurs also in
living nature in plants and animals and has interesting mathematical
properties.
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i 3HaK). B iHIIBIX KpalHaxX eCTBYIOTH [Bi BapiaHTHI, KOJIH Ha Aep>KaBHIM
dary 6pIBaTh YMIII[eHBIH lep>KaBHBIU 3HAK, 3aTJISI IIITO HAPOAHBIHN diar
MaTh JIeM HapoAHEI ¢apOrl 6e3 3HaKa, 3HAUITH He € TAKbIX KOMILJTIKOBaHBIH.
3 IIpaBHOIO HOIJIAAY B TiM MOXXYTb OBITH iCTHI PO3/iJbl, KOTPHI Tpeba
6paTH [0 yBarkel. /lep>kaBHBIN ¢uiar (i3 3HaKOM) CJIYKBITh Ha CIY>KOOBEI
3aMipbl, MaTh KOHKPETHBHI ITPeIIIHCHI Ha BEIBIIIIOBAaHS 1 XOCHYIOTH I'0 JIEM
Jep>KaBHBI IHIITITYI1ii. HapoxgHbIi ¢yar (BapiaHTa 6e3 3HaKa) MOJKe 34Ch
MaTHU Kakjia ocoba. B npumnaji pycCHHbCKOr0o HapoAgHOro ¢Jara cs mpo-
IOHYIOTH IBi BapiaHTHI, TO € ¢pJ1ar 6e3 3HaKa (pericTpoBaHsbIii) i ¢piaris
3HAKOM (HepericTpoBaHBIN).

Hapo/iHFI i lep>KaBHBI
diarsr.

Narodné a Statne vlajky.

National and state flags.

ABcTpis - Rakusko - Austria | Iospmia - Polsko - Poland | CixoBakist - Slovensko - Slovakia

JEPXABHBIN ®JIAT
(i3 3HAaKOM)

STATNA VLAJKA
(so znakom)

STATE FLAG
(w/ the coat of arms)

HAPOJHBIN ®JIAT
(6e3 3HAKA)

Bepsig ¢uara CP 6e3 3HaKa
cs1 He XOCHYE, HaBBICIIIEe GBI

NARODNA VLAJKA GbLIa TOTOXKHA 3 PYCHKOB.

(bez znaku)

Verzia vlajky SR bez znaku sa

NATIONAL FLAG nepouziva, navyse by bola

(w/o the coat of arms)

totoZna s ruskou.

The flag of Slovakia without
its coat of arms is never used.
Besides, it would be identical
with the flag of Russia.
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Narodné a Statne vlajky sa v pripade mnohych krajin
nerozliSuju (napr. Slovenska republika ma len jednu ofi-
cidlnu variantu 3tatnej vlajky, ktord je mozné povaZzovat
aj za narodnu a vzdy obsahuje aj znak). V inych krajinach
v3ak existuju dva varianty, kedy na Statnej vlajke byva
umiestneny Statny znak, zatial o narodna vlajka ma len
narodné farby bez znaku, je teda menej komplikovana.
Z pravneho pohladu v tom mbéZu byt urcité rozdiely, kto-
ré je potrebné brat do Gvahy. Statna vlajka (so znakom)
sldzi na sluzobné ucely, ma presné predpisy na vyveso-
vanie a pouzivaju ju iba Statne inStitucie. Narodnu vlajku
(variant bez znaku) moze zas vlastnit kazdy jednotlivec.
V pripade rusinskej narodnej vlajky sa navrhujua dva
varianty, tj. vlajka bez znaku (registrovana) a vlajka so
znakom (neregistrovana).

National and state flags in many countries are not differenti-
ated (e.g. Slovakia has only one official national flag variant that
can be regarded as national and contains a coat of arms). In
other countries, however, there are two options when the state
flag carries the national emblem, while the national flag carries
national colours without the coat of arms, it is thus less compli-
cated. From a legal point of view there may be some differences
and that needs to be taken into account. The state flag (with the
coat of arms) is used for official purposes, there are precise rules
onits hoisting and these flags are used by state institutions only.
National flag (without the coat of arms) may be owned by any
individual. In the case of the Rusyn national flag two variants are
being proposed: the flag without the coat of arms (registered)
and the flag with the coat of arms (unregistered).

dyiar (BJIiBO) € 3aBillIeHBIH Ha )KepAu 3a IoMo4i pia-
TOBOM IITHYPBHI, 3acTaBa (B cepe/lHi) € IIeBHO CIIOEHA

13 ’KepbOB 1 XO0pyrBa (BIIPaBo) € BepTiKaJHa BapiaH-
Ta 3aCTaBhI 3aBillleHa Ha II0IlepeYHIiM parHi.

Vlajka (vlavo) je zavesend na Zrdi pomocou vlajkovej
Snury, zastava (v strede) je pevne spojend so Zrdou
a koruhva (vpravo) je zvisly variant zastavy zaveseny
na prie€nom rahne.

National flag (left) is hoisted on the flagpole using flag ropes,
state flag (in the middle) is immovably fixed to the flagpole
and vertical flag (right) is a variant hanged on a transverse
yard.
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- s

IIpono3iuii 0anuwblx ymeopeHbvlx CiM60i8

XoCHOBaHs MaJIOro IIi BeJINKOro sHaka PycHHIB € 1000BOJIBHE i He
CTaHOBJIAIOTH Cs TPaBHJIa, KOJIU CsI MaTh KOTPBIH 3HAK XOCHOBATH. TOT,
XTO 3HaK XOCHYE€, MO>Ke C001 3BOJIUTHU TaKbIU, KOTPHIH OyZe ogmoBigaTu
MOMEeHTAaJIHil ToTpebi 3 ecTeTiuHOTrO I1i rpadivyHOro noragay. Takcamo
cs1 He CTAHOBJIAIOTE IIpaBHJIa, KOJIM €I MaTh XOCHOBaTH dJiar, 3acTaBa
a60 xopyrsa. I TOTO 3aJIeXKBITh 0Jf MOMEHTAJHBIX IIOTPe6 i TeXHIUHBIX
MO’KHOCTeH. BaskHe € TOTO, 3Ke6blI €51 CiM60JIBI XOCHOBAJIU IIPaBUIHO.

3HaK i ¢jar cyTh OCHOBHBIMA, MO IIOBICTH, K€ i IOBUHHBIMA CiM60-
JaMHu. Ho eCTBYIOTH i faIIIbl CiM60JIBI, KOTPEI CYTh OJ HUX YTBOPEHEI
1 MO>KYTBH € XOCHOBATH IIPHU leKOPaIligxX I1i IHIIBIX IPUCTONHBIX Harojgax.
TaxpIMa yTBOpeHbIMa CiM60JIaMH CYTh i 3HaKOBa 3acTaBa, KOMOiHOBaHa
3acTaBa i kKoMbiHOBaHa (BeJIMKa) XOPYyI'Ba, KOTPHI 0ObIYaliHi XOCHYHOTh
Harlp. MicTa i cesia Ha CyioBaxii.

3HaKoOBa 3acTaBa € JIUCT MaTepiasy IT060BOJIbHOU ITOL06KI, KOTPHIN He
06csTye papeOHBI TACH, aJle Ha IiJIiH I1JI0CI JIMCTa € PO3BUHYTHIN epOOBBIH
3HaK. MoyKe CSI 3STOTOBUTH HaIlpUKJIaZ 3 JIaCTiBOYiM XBOCTOM i IIOJ0OHO.

Komo6iHoBaHa 3acTaBa i koMGiHOBaHa (BeJIMKa) XOpyrBa CKJIafaTh
Cs1 3 1011 3 PO3SBUHYTHIM epO0BBIM 3HaKOM JJOIIOBHEHBIM O II0JIe 3 [TacaMU
¢iara. 3HaKoOBa 3acTaBa, KOMOiHOBaHa 3acTaBa i KOMOiHOBaHa XopyrBa
He CyTh IOBHHHBIMA CiM00IaMHu.

Jedininisg posmipis ¢uiara.
Definicia rozmerov vlajky.

Definition of the flag dimensions.
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Ndvrhy dalSich odvodenych symbolov

PouZitie malého Ci velkého znaku Rusinov je lubovolné
a neurcuju sa pravidla, kedy sa ma ktory znak pouZit.
Ten, kto znak pouzije si m6ze zvolit taky, ktory bude vy-
hovovat momentalnej potrebe z hladiska estetického ¢i
grafického. Rovnako sa neurcuju pravidla, kedy sa ma
pouZit vlajka, zastava alebo koruhva. Aj to zavisi od
momentalnych potrieb a technickych moZnosti. Délezité
je to, aby sa symboly pouzivali spravne.

Znak a vlajka su zakladnymi, mozno povedat Ze aj po-
vinnymi symbolmi. Existuju v3ak i dalSie symboly, ktoré
su od nich odvodené a mdzu sa pouzit pri dekoraciach
¢i inych vhodnych prilezitostiach. Takymi odvodenymi
symbolmi su aj znakova zastava, kombinovana zastava
a kombinovana (velka) koruhva, ktoré bezne pouzivaju
napr. aj mesta a obce na Slovensku.

Znakova zastava je list latky lubovolného tvaru, kto-
ry neobsahuje farebné pasy, ale na celej ploche listu je
rozvinuté erbové znamenie. M6Ze sa vyhotovit napriklad
aj s lastovi¢im chvostom a podobne.

Kombinovana zastava a kombinovana (velka) ko-
ruhva pozostava z pola s rozvinutym erbovym zname-
nim doplnenym o pole s pasmi vlajky. Znakova zastava,
kombinovana zastava a kombinovana koruhva nie sa
povinnymi symbolmi.

Do praxe sa mdzZe zaviest aj dalSi odvodeny symbol,
resp. skor insignia - Standarda, ktord budd méct pouzivat
predstavitelia rusinskych organizacii, alebo rusinskych
mensSinovych samosprav (v krajinach, kde s mensSinové
samospravy zavedené - Madarsko, Srbsko). Standardu
teda bude tiez moct pouzivat napriklad predseda Sveto-
vého kongresu Rusinov, ale aj predstavitelia vSetkych dal-
Sich rusinskych organizacii, bez ohladu na to, &i su alebo
nie su ¢lenskymi organizaciami Svetového kongresu Ru-

Proposals on other derived symbols

The use of the small or large Rusyn coat of arms is arbitrary
and no rules on when to use which emblem are established.
Whoever uses the coat of arms can choose the one that suits
his current needs in terms of aesthetics or graphics. There are
also no rules on when to use a flag hoisted with lines, a fixed
flag or a vertical flag. This also depends on the momentary
requirements and technical possibilities. It is important to use
the symbols correctly.

Coat of arms and flag are essential, it can be said they are
mandatory symbols. However, there are also other symbols,
derived from the two main ones, these can be used for deco-
rations or other appropriate occasions. Such symbols are for
example the banner of arms, the combined flag or the combined
(large) vertical flag which are casually used by towns and villages
in Slovakia.

Banner of arms is a sheet material of any shape which has no
colour stripes, the whole surface of the sheet depicts an armorial
sign. It can be designed with a swallow's tall.

Combined flag and combined (large) vertical flag consist
of a field with depicted armorial signs complemented by a field
of flag stripes. Banner of arms, combined flag and combined
(large) vertical flag are not mandatory symbols.

There are other derived symbols that can be introduced into
practice: insignia and the standard which can be used by repre-
sentatives of Rusyn organizations or a Rusyn minority govern-
ment (in countries where minority governments are in place —
Hungary, Serbia). The standard will be used by the chairman of
the World Congress of Rusyns, as well as by the representatives
of all other Rusyn organizations, regardless of whether they are
membership organizations of the World Congress of Rusyns
(e.g. Chairman of molody.Rusyny, Chairman of the Associa-
tion of Rusyns in Croatia, Chaiman of Russian mother in Serbia,
Chairman of the Round table of Rusyns of Slovakia, or by the
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IIpukJIazgbl crIoco6y BEITOTOBJIIHS 3HA- X

KOBBIX 3acTas (ropi). é

I

Priklady sp6sobu vyhotovenia znako- S

vych zastav (hore). );'

o

Examples of flags with coats of arms (above). a

=

=

. R
Kom6iHOBaHa 3acTaBa =
i koMmbiHOBaHa (BeJIHKa) P4
XopyrBa (BIIpaBo). g

=%

Kombinovana zastava a kombi- =

novana (velkd) koruhva (vpravo).

Combined flag and combined
(large) vertical flag (right).

Jlo IpaKTiKbI CSI MOJKe 3aBEeCTH i Ja b yTBOPEHBIH CiM60JI, pecIi. CKo-
pitre iHcirHii - mraHgapaa, KOTpy 6y4yTh MOYi XOCHOBaTH IIpeCTaBUTeI]
PYCHHBCKBIX OpraHisariif, a0 pyCHHBCKBIX MEHIIIBIHOBBIX CAMOCIIPaB
(B KpaiHBIX, le CYTh MEHIIIBIHOBEI CAMOCIIPaBbI 3aBeJPKeHbI — MaigpbCKo,
Cepb6ig). lllTarmapy O6yZe MO4Yi XOCHOBAaTH, HAIPUKJIa[, i mpeacena CBi-
TOBOTO KOHIPecy PycuHiB, aJje i IpefcTaBUTesi BITBITKBIX JaJIIIBIX PY-
CUHBCKBIX OplaHi3aIliif, 6e3 yBarsl Ha TO, ITi CyTh ab0 He CyTh UJIeHbCKbIMa
opraHisanismu CBiTOBOro KOHIpecy PycuHiB (Hamp. npefcesa 3apy>KiHsa
MoJI0/ibL. PycuHBL, Ipesicena Crionky PycrHiB XopBarii, ipescesna PycbKoi
MaTKhI B Cepbil, mpescena OkpyrJioro crosia PycuHiB CioBakii 1ii PycUHb-
CKOM 06posbl Ha CiroBaKiil i moz.). [IpaBUJjIa Ha €M1 XOCHOBaHS MOYKe CTaHO-
BUTHU CBITOBBIM KOHIPeC PyCHHIB. 167
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sinov (napr. predseda zdruzenia molody.Rusyny, predse-
da Spolku Rusinov v Chorvatsku, predseda Ruskej matky
v Srbsku, predseda Okruhleho stola Rusinov Slovenska
¢i Rusinskej obrody na Slovensku a pod.). Pravidla na jej
pouzivanie moze stanovit Svetovy kongres Rusinov.
Standarda pozostéva z rozvinutého erbového zname-
nia, ktoré je doplnené o zlatolemu borduru so striedanim
[avoSikmych €ervenych, modrych a bielych pruhov.

K rusinskej hymne

Zaujimavé su stanoviska niektorych institucii z obdobia
prvej Ceskoslovenskej republiky, popisujlce vztah miest-
neho obyvatelstva na Podkarpatskej Rusi k rusinskej hym-
ne. Dfa 21. oktébra 1925 sa ministerstvo vnutra obratilo
na viceguvernéra Podkarpatskej Rusi so Ziadostou o po-
moc pri rieSeni otazky vlajky pre Podkarpatskd Rus. Pri
tejto prilezitosti poziadalo viceguvernéra, aby k odpovedi
pripojil aj text a ndpev bezne pouZzivanej rusinskej hymny.

Prezidium Skolského odboru Civilnej spravy Pod-
karpatskej Rusi v spise zo 14. novembra 1925% k otazke
hymny uviedlo, Ze sa pri sldvnostnych prilezitostiach po-
uzivaju dve piesne, pricom obe napisal Alexander Duch-
novi€. Prva piesen sa zacina slovami Ja Rusin byl, druha
hymna sa zacina slovami ,Podkarpatskiji Rusiny, ostavte
hlubokij son”. Tieto hymny sa ucili na rusinskych cirkev-
nych Skolach az do ostrej madarizacie po zavedeni Appo-
nyiovskych zakonov. Po prevrate (prevratom v tej dobe
oznacovali zanik monarchie a vznik CSR) sa popri statnych
hymnéach za¢ali na $kolach vyucovat obe piesne. Skolsky
odbor v liste dalej uvadza, Ze najcastejSie sa na Skolach
56  Pripis prezidia Skolského odboru Civilnej spravy Podkarpatskej

Rusi €. 632/25 zo 14. novembra 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekcii: MnTaHHA
cTBOpeHHA npapopa lMigkapnaTtcekoi Pyci. flina, Y>xxropog 2008.

Rusyn Revival in Slovakia and so on). Rules for its use may by
provided by the World Congress of Rusyns.

A standard consist of a depicted armorial sign which is com-
plemented by gold contour border with bendy sinister red, blue
and white stripes

On Rusyn anthem

There are interesting statements made by certain institutions
from the period of the first Czechoslovak Republic describing
the relationship of the local population in Carpathian Ruthenia
toward the Rusyn anthem. On October 21, 1925, the Ministry
of Interior contacted the vicegovernor of Carpathian Ruthenia
for help in solving the issue of the flag of Carpathian Ruthenia.
On this occasion they asked the vicegovernor to attach also
the text and melody of the commonly used Rusyn anthem to
nis reply.

The Presidium of the Education Department of the Civil admin-
istration of Carpathian Ruthenia noted in a file from November
14,1925 %% on the issue of the anthem that there were two songs
used on ceremonial occasions, both written by Alexander Duch-
novych. The first song begins with the words Ja Rusin by ("l was
aRusyn"), the second one begins with the words "Podkarpatskiji
Rusiny, ostavte hlubokij son". These anthems were taught in
Rusyn church schools until the introduction of sharp hungariza-
tion after the Apponyi laws were enacted. After the coup (coup
at the time labeled the disappearance of the monarchy and the
creation of Czechoslovakia) in addition to the national anthem
both songs were taught in schools. The Education Department
further states in their letter that the Podkarpatskiji Rusiny was
the most sung song at schools and its text was displayed on all

56 Note by the Presidium School Department of the Civil Administration of
Carpathian Ruthenia no. 632/25 from November 14, 1925, In ®ininnos, Onekcin
[MuTaHHA cTBOPeHHd npapopa lNigkapnatcekor Pycl. JTina, Yxropog, 2008
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IllTaHAapja CKJIafaTh C1 3 PO3BUHYTOT0 ep60BOT0 3HaKa, KOTPHIU € [10-
TIOBHEHBIH 0 3JIaTOKOHTYPOBY O0PZAYPY i3 UepIHHOM JIiBOKOCHIX YEPBEHBIX,
CUHIX 1 61/IBIX CMVT.

Ky pycuHbCKill 2iMHI

IHTepeCHBI CYyTh NOIJIABI JaKOTPHIX IHIITITYIiH 3 YyaciB Ilepiioi Yexo-
CJIOBaIbKOM peIlybJIiKbl, IIOIKUCY0Yi OHOLIIHSA MiCTHOTO )KBITe/IbCTBA Ha
ITigkapraThbCKid Pycu Ky pyCUHBCKiN riMHi. IHg 21-T0 0KTO6pa 1925 p. cq
MiHiCTepCTBO BHyTpa 06epHYJIO Ha BirferyBepHepa [lignkapraTbCckoii Pycu
13 5KaI0CTHOB 0 IIOMiY ITPHU pillliHIo IpobseMy ¢iiara mpo IligkapnaTbCKy
Pycs. ITpu Ti¥i HaToAi Mo’KaKajio BilleryBepHepa, )KeObl Ky O II0Bii TpHiaB
TeKCT 1 HacIIiB 3BBIYaHO XOCHOBaHOU PYCUHBCKOM I'iMHBI.

IIpesifis MIKOJIBLCKOTO 060py LliBisTbHOM crpaBsl IlifKapaTbCKOMU
Pycu B crtuci i3 14-ro HoBeM6pa 19255 Ky rmpebsieMy riMHEI yBeJIa, )Ke IIpU
CBATOYHBIX Haro/laXx XOCHYIOTb [|Bi ITiCHi, IpHUYiM 06K/ Bi Hammucas AJek-
caHgep yxHOoBi4. [lepiia ITicHS ¢4 3a4iHaTh cj0BaMu A PycuH 6bl1, [pyTa
riMHa 3auiHaTh c10BaMU , [logKkapnaTKii PyCUHBL, 0OCTaBTe TJI000Kit COH®.
TOTHITiIMHBI €S yUiJIU Ha PyCUHBCKBIX IIePhKOBHBIX IITKOJIAX a> 0 OCTPOH
Mazspisalrii 1o saBe>KiHI0 AIIIIOHIMOBCKBIX 3aKOHIB. 1o IiepeBopoTi (11e-
pPeBOPOTOM B TiHi 1061 03HaUa U 3aHUK MOHapXil i B3HUK YUCP) onpu fep-
>KaBHBIX T'iMHAaX 3a4aJjiy 4 Ha IIKoJIaX YUiTH 06U Bl micHi. IIIKOJIbCKBIA
0z160p fjasie B JIUCTI yBaJ KaTh, )Ke HaluacTillle cs1 Ha IITK0JIaX CIIiBaTh riMHa
Iookapnamkii PycuHbl, KOTPY MIKOJIbCKBIY pedeparT I1iBiTbHOM CIIpaBhI
BBI/IaB i Ha HACTiHHBIX Ta6JIiIs1X. HO IPOTH TEeKCTY BEIHUKJIU IPOTECTHI,
60 TeKCT Ha TabJIiIsIX O6bIB yIIpaBJIeHbIN 101 IIpaBUJI [laHKeBiYOBOK

56 IIpunwucpesigii mxosabckoro og6opy LiBinHOM cripaBsl IlifKkapnaTbcKoi Pycu 4. 632/25
i3 14. HoBeM6pa 1925 p. In ®ininmos, Oyekciii: [IMTaHHSA CTBOPeHHd IIpapopa IligkapraTcbKoi
Pyci. JIinta, Y>xkropoj 2008..

y 4

INTangapaa.
Standarda.

The standard
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spieva hymna Podkarpatskiji Rusiny, ktoru Skolsky referat
civilnej spravy vydal aj na nastennych tabuliach. Proti
textu vSak vznikli namietky, kedZe text na tabuliach bol
upraveny podla pravidiel Pankevi¢ovho pravopisu. Tato
hymna mala dve melédie, starSiu a novsiu, upravenu pro-
fesorom uzhorodského gymnazia Dr. Stefanom Fencikom.
Pévodna melddia nebola znotovana a zachovala sa len
medzi ludovymi spevmi.

Okrem tychto dvoch piesni Skolsky odbor v tom case
pripravoval aj novovydanud hymnu BoZe spasi, ktorej auto-
rom slov aj melédie bol uzhorodsky Zupan Dr. Jan Zeltvaj.

Zupansky urad vo Velkom Sevljusi v liste zo 16. de-
cembra 19255 uvadza, Ze na Podkarpatskej Rusi su dve
narodné hymny. Prvou je piesen Podkarpatskije Rusini,
ostavte hlubokij son neznameho pbévodu, pricom podla
obsahu by sa mohlo jednat o Duchnovicov text, so starou
meloédiou, ktord upravil Stefan Fencik. Druhou hymnou je
piesen Ja Rusin byl, jesm i budu, ktord zbasnil Duchnovic,
napev je tiez stary, upraveny Dr. Fencikom po prevrate.
Stari [udia poznali obe tieto piesne a boli pravdepodobne
spievané do roku 1867, tj. do ¢asu Rakusko-Uhorského
vyrovnania. V liste Uradnici tieZ piSu, Ze aj sém Duchnovic
napisal o svojej piesni Ja Rusin byl, ze ,UzZ russkije dity
nestyd atsa moj hymn publi¢no zpivati”.

Zupansky urad v Uzhorode v liste z 13. januéra 1926
k otazke hymny uviedol, Ze pri oslavach narodenin prezi-
denta republiky v Berehove v roku 1919, a tieZ v roku 1921
pocas koncertu hudobného spolku Bojan (Muzykalno-dra-
maticeskoje obS¢estvo Bojan) a pri dalSich prileZitostiach

57  Pripis prezidia Zupanského tradu vo Velkom Sevljusi €. 1381/1 zo
16. decembra 1925. In ®ininnos, Onekciit: MMTaHHA CTBOPEHHA Npapopa
MigkapnaTcekoi Pyci. Jlina, Y>xropog 2008.

58  Pripis Zupanského Gradu v Uzhorode €. 25 z 13. januéra 1926. In
®ininnos, Onekciii: MnTaHHA CTBOPEHHSA Npapopa MigkapnaTtcbkoi Pyci.
Nina, Yxropog 2008.

wallboards. There were objections against the text, however, as
the text on the boards was modified according to Pankevych's
spelling rules. This anthem had two tunes, the older and newer
one, as adjusted by the Uzhhorod-based professor Dr. Stefan
Fencik. The original melody was written in sheet music and was
preserved only among folk songs

In addition to these two songs the Education Department
was preparing a new national anthem at that time called Boze
spasi, with music and lyrics by the Uzhhorod zhupa administrator
Dr. J&n Zeltvaj.

The Zhupa office in Vynohradiv in a letter from December 16,
192557 states that there were two national anthems in Carpathian
Ruthenia. The first song is "Podkarpatskiji Rusiny, ostavte hlubokij
son” of unknown origin, while by its content it could have been
Duchnovych's text with an old melody, edited by Stefan Fencik.
The second song is the anthem Ja Rusyn byl, jesm I budu by
Alexander Duchnovych, the tune is also old, edited by Dr. Fencik
after the coup. Old people knew these two songs, they were
probably sung until 1867, i.e. the time of the Austro-Hungarian
Compromise. Inthe letter the officials also write that Duchnovych
himself wrote about his song Ja Rusin byl that "UzZ russkije dity
nestyd’atsa moj hymn publi¢no zpivati.”

The Zhupa office in Uzhhorod stated in the letter from Jan-
uary 13, 1926°% on the issue of anthems that during the birthday
celebration of the President of the Republic in Berehove in
1919 and also in 1921 during a concert by Bojan (Muzykalno-
dramaticeskoje obScestvo Bojan) and on other occasions as
well the new national anthem BoZe spasi was played. By the
end of 1925 this anthem was spread to all schools and teaching

57 Note by the Presidium of the Zhupa office in Vynohradiv no. 1381/1 from
December 16, 1925, In ®ininnos, Onekcii: MnTaHHa CTBOPEHHsS npapopa
Migkapnatcekol Pyci. JTina, Yxropog, 2008

58  Note by the Zhupa officein Uzhhorod no. 25 from January 13, 1926. In
dininnos, Onekcin: MnTaHHa CTBOpeHHs npapopa [igkapnatcekol Pycl. Jlina,
Yxropogd, 2008
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opdorpadii. Tora riMHa MaTh ABI MeJIOfil, cTapily i HOBilly, yIIpaBJIeHY
npodecopoM y>Kropoabckou rimuasii /ip. litepanom PennikoM. [lepiia
MeJIOZig He 6b1Ia 3SHOTOBAHA 1 yTprMaJia CsJIeM MiJpKi IT0f0BbIMa CIIiBaMHU.

OKpeM THIX ABOX IIiC€Hb IIIKOJIbCKBIN 060p y TiM Yyaci puXToBaB i HO-
BOBBIJIaHY TiMHY Bodkce cnacu, KOTPOX aBTOPOM CJIOB i MeJs10/1ii 6BIB yoKIo-
POABCKEIN JKyIIaH [Ip. IH XKeanTBau.

KymmaHbCKBIN ypsy BestmkiM CeBJIroInIi B IHCTi 3 16-T0 mereM6bpa 192557
yBaJkKaTh, Ke Ha IlifkapraTbCcKiil Pycu cyTh Bi HapogHBI IiMHEIL. [lep-
11I0B € CIIiBaHKa ITookapnamkii PycuHsl, ocmagme 2/1060Kill COH HE3HaMOI'0
TOXOJ KiHg, IIPUYIM IIOAJIS 06CATy MOIJIO iTH 0 /lyXHOBIUiB TEKCT i3 cTa-
POB MeJIOfi¥i0B, KOTpYy ypaBuB llITedpaH PeHIIiK. /I[pyroB TiMHOB € IIic-
H4 S PycuH 6bl1, €cbM i 6ydy, KOTPY 3BipIIoBaB /[yXHOBiY, HACHIB € THIXK
CTapbly, yIIpaBJyeHbIN /Ip. PeHIIIKOM I10 ITepeBOpoTi. CTapsl JIt0e 3HAIHU
06HM/IBI CIIiBaHKBI i OBIJIU CIIiIBaHBI MOXKe 10 POKY 1867, 3HaUiTh, [0 yaciB
ABCTPO-YTOPBCKOTO BEIPiBHAHA. YPAAHUIIM B IMCTI THDK ITHIIYTh, JKe i caM
JlyXHOBIU HaIIMcaB 0 CBOIM cliBaHILi I PyCuH 6bla, )Ke ,,YoK pyCCKie IiTH He
CTUJATCI MOM I'iMH ITy6JIiYHO cIiBaTH®.

JKymmaHbCKBIN ypa[, B VKTopo/i B IKCTI 3 13-T0 sHyapa 1926 Ky Bompocy
TriMHBI YBIB, )Ke IIPH 0CJIaBaX HapoJeHUH IIpe3ifileHTa pelrybJIiksl B bepe-
rosiy 1919 poky, i B 1921 poKy B 4aci KOHIIepTY MY3HUYHOI'0 CIIOJIKY BosgH
(MysukaJiHO-IpaMaTivecKoe 061iecTBO BostH) i ITpu gaJIlelxX Harogax 6nlia
rpaHa HoBa riMHa booice cnacu. ToTa 6b1y1a Ha KiHITi 1925 poKy pocIIbIpeHa
JI0 BIIBITKBIX ITIKOJI 1 HABYAJHBIX IHIITITYiN Ha IligkaprnaThCcKii Pycw,
SIK 1 MifI>Ki TaMTeITHIO iHTeJ IireHITit0.

VpsapHuny )KynmaHbCKOTO YPSIAY B Y>Kropofi o micHsAX ITodkapnamckii
57 TIIpunuc npesigii )Kynanbckoro ypsify Bo Benukim Cesurorni u. 1381/1 i3 16. merieM6-

pa 1925 p. In ®iminmos, Osekciii: InTaHHSI CTBOpeHH IIpapopa Ilifkapnarcbkoi Pyci. Jina,
V>xropog 2008.

58 Ipunuc KynaHbCKOI0 ypsAy B VaKropofid. 2513 13. sHyapa 1926 p. In ®@ininmos, Onekcii:
IIuTaHHA CTBOPeHHs Ipapopa IlifkapnaTrcbkoi Pyci. Jlinta, Y>xkropoz 2008.
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bola hrana nova hymna BoZe spasi. Tato bola na konci roku
1925 rozSirena do vSetkych 3kdl a vyucovacich institdcii
na Podkarpatskej Rusi, ako aj medzi tamojSiu inteligenciu.

Uradnici Zupanského Gradu v UZzhorode o piesfiach
Podkarpatskije Rusiny a Ja Rusin byl uviedli, Ze pred prevra-
tom, tj. za monarchie neboli za hymny nikdy povazované,
ale boli spievané ako ,tak zv. pisne pijacké, o je pochopi-
telné, nakolko madarska vlada nestrpela spievanie cudzej
hymny alebo pouZzivanie cudzich vlajok, naopak, ich pou-
Zivanie bolo prisne zakazané. V liste sa dalej nachadzaju
hymnologické argumenty pre nevhodnost tychto piesni
ako hymny, naopak, piesen BoZe spasi tieto predpoklady
ma podla Zupanského Gradu spinat.

Nakoniec vSak podobne ako u vlajky, ani otazka pod-
karpatskej hymny nebola do konca existencie prvého
Ceskoslovenska doriesena.

Rusinska hymna Ja Rusyn byl, jesm i budu sa odporu-
Ca prepisat do symfonickej inStrumentalnej a vokalnej
formy a vyhotovit nahravky s profesionalnym zborom
a symfonickym orchestrom.

institutions in Carpathian Ruthenia, as well as among the local
inteligentsija.

Officials of the Zhupa office in Uzhhorod stated that the
songs Podkarpatskije Rusiny and Ja Rusin byl were never con-
sidered to be anthems before the coup, i.e. during the monarchy,
but were sung as "songs of drunkards” which is understand-
able since the Hungarian government wouldn't tolerate singing
of foreign anthems or the use of foreign flags, on the contrary,
their use was strictly prohibited. The letter further argues that
the anthems were considered inappropriate, but the song BoZe
spasi was approved of by the Zhupa office.

Finally, as with the flag, neither the issue of the Rusyn anthem
was resolved until the dissolution of the first Czechoslovakia.

Rusyn anthem Ja Rusyn byl, jesm i budu is recommended
to be rewritten into a symphonic instrumental and vocal form
and produce the recordings with a professional choir and sym-
phony orchestra.

Oficialny text rusinskej
hymny tvoria prvé tri slohy
(takto je beZne spievana)

z basne Vrucanije (BpyuaHie)
od Alexandra Duchnovica.

The official text of the Rusyn
national anthem consists of the
first three verses (the way it's
commonly sung) from the poem
Vrucanije (BpydaHie) by
Alexander Duchnovych
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PycuHul i 5 PycuH 6bl1 yBeJIH, Ke Iepej IIepeBOpOTOM, TO € 3a MOHapXii,
He OBLJIY 3a TIMHBI HUI[IA II0Ba>KOBaHBbI, ajie ObLJIU CIIiBaHBI 4K , TaK 3B.
NIUAIBKEI CIIIBAaHKBI“, IIITO MO>K IIOPO3YMITH, 60 MasIpbCKa Bjlajia HeCTep-
IHJIa CIiBaHs Yy/>KOU IriMHBI 860 XOCHOBaHS Uy)KixX ¢Jaris, HaoIlak, ix
XOCHOBAHS OBIJIO0 CTPOTO 3aKa3aHo. /lajie cd B JIUCTI HaXa»KalTh FiMHO-
JIOTiYHBI apI'yMEHTHI IIP0 HEOIIIOBITHOCTH THIX ITiCEHBb 9K T'iMHBI, HA0IIaK,
mmicHs Bojce cnacu TOTHI IIPeIIOKIa bl MaTh IIOAJIS )KYIIaHbCKOTO YPILY
CIIOBHSITH.

Ho HakoHeIb IT0Z[06HO K y ¢Jiara, aHU BOIIPOC ITiKapIIaThCKOM IiMHBI
He OBIB 10 KIHIIS ECTBOBAaH4 IIepIIod YexocJoBaKii gopilieHbINA.

PycunbckariMmua g PycuH 6bl1, ecbMm i 6ydy csl peKOMEeHAy€ Hepenu-
caTu A0 ciMpOHIYHON iHIITPYyMEHTa/IHOH i BOKaJTHOM GOpPMBI i BEITOTO-
BHTH HarpaBK5I 3 TpodecioHaIHBIM X0pOM i ciMpOHIUHBIM OpXecTpoM.

51 pyCUHB GBI, €CMB U OYAY, Ja Rusin byl, jesm i budu,
s POLUJI CSI PYCUHOMb, ja rodilsja Rusinom,
4eCTHBIN MOM Po'b He3a0yay, Cestnyj moj rod nezabudu,
OCTaHYCh ero CbLIHOMb; ostanus’ jeho synom;
PycuHb OBII> MOM OTeIl, MaTi, Rusin byl moj otec, mati,
pycKas BcS poJHHa, ruskaja vsja rodina,
PycUHEI ceCTpEI 1 6paThl, Rusiny sestry i braty,

1 IIBIpOKa APy KiHa; i Syroka druZina;
BeJsIMKill MO poJ, U IJTaBHBIY, Velikij moj rod, i hlavnyj,
Mipy eCTb COBpeMeHHBIH, Miru jest sovremennyj,
JlyXOM U CHUJIOX0 CJIaBHBIH, Duchom i siloju slavnyj,

BciMm HapozaM ITpieMHBIN. Vsim narodam prijemnyj.

OdiriasHBIN TEKCT PyCUHbCKOHN
TiMHBI TBOPSITH IIePIIHI TPU CTPOBI
(3BBIUAMHI € TaK CIIiBaHa) 3 moe3ii

BpyuaHnie of AsrekcaHzpa /[yxHOoBida.
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The song Podkarpatskiji Rusiny Is used as a local Rusyn
anthem in Carpathian Ruthenia. This song is recommended to
be enacted as the local anthem of Rusyns living in Prjasevcina,
i.e. in the Slovak Republic.

Piesen Podkarpatskiji Rusiny je pouzivana ako lokalna
hymna Rusinov Zijucich na Podkarpatskej Rusi. Tato pie-
sen sa odporuca zaviest aj ako lokalna hymna Rusinov
Zijucich v PrjaSevcine, tj. v Slovenskej republike.

HYMNA. PODKARP,
Slova 1 Alax, Duchrogc AE#EMR%%%E

( Rodle original.vyddni’ LKOPBI HA coBA A.vXHOBUYA, NPATA
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)

HellpigTesiel 6yps,

Jla IIOCBITUTH CIIPaBeJJINBOCTH
Y2K'B U PyCKOE ILJIeMSI.
JKesaHie pyCCKUXD BOTb.
Pycckiii 1a 2)KUBeTh HapOAb!
IIpocuMm® bora BEIIITHATO,

Jla IIOJIeP>KUThH pyccKaro,

U 1aCTh BiKa JIy4IlIaro.

neprijatelej burja,

da posytit spravedlivost
uz i ruskoje plemja.
Zelanije russkich vot.
Russkij da Zivet narod!
Prosim Boha vysnaho,
da poderzit russkaho,

i dast vika lu¢saho.
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ITicusa ITodkapnamckii PycuHbsl € XOCHOBaHa K JIOKaJIHa riMHa PycuHiB S

. . s . (=N
JKBIIOUiX Ha IligkapnaThcKi Pycu. ToTa iCcHSA ¢s1 peKOMEH/y€e 3aBeCTH g
ik I0KaJHariMmHa PycuHiB )kbpIrouix Ha IIpsamiBuiini, To € B CroBanb- )
o x P o
Ki¥ pemy6Jrini. &
¥a)

g

ITogkapHaTCKiu PyCUHBI Podkarpatskiji Rusiny S

. . o

OCTaBbTe IVIyO0KiN COHB. ostavte hlubokij son. o

(=}

HapoHBIN T0JIOCE 30BETH Bac, Narodnyj holos zovet vas, a

He 3a0y/IbTe 0 CBOEM'b. ne zabudte o svojem. -

-

Hamrs Hapox'b TI00UMBIH Nas narod [ubimyj g

o , . o

Jla >)KUBETH CBOOOIHBIM. da budet svobodnyj. =

OTb Hero fja 0TAAJIUTCA Ot neho da otdalitsja é‘

JlokaJIHOB IiMHOB PycuHIB >KbIt04ixX B [Tosbiii — JIeMKiB € IricHa Ha
JlemKo8uHi, KOTpy Hamnucas IBaH PyceHko B 30-ThIX pokax 20-To cTopiva,
a Ha My3UKY CKJaB fIpocsiaB TpoxaHOBCKBIHN B 1970 poiti.
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Lokalnou hymnou Rusinov Zijucich v Polsku - Lem-
kov je piesen Na Lemkovini, ktoru napisal Ivan Rusenko
v 30-tych rokoch 20. stor., a zhudobnil Jaroslav Trocha-

The local anthem of Rusyns living in Poland — the Lemkos —
Is the song Na Lemkovini, written by Ivan Rusenko in the 1930s.
Music was composed by Jaroslav Trochanovsky in 1970.

176

novsky v roku 1970.

Ha JIeMKOBHHI, B CTapbIM Kpato
OIyMAT CMepeKsI 1 SIUIi —
[To6igHY MiCHO OHU I'PAlOT

Op V>xropoga 1o [llaBHUILLI.

I rpemut xop Kapriatcksix I'op,
B majexy faJjb reT ILJIBIHE —

B KapmaTtax fHeC HapoJ BOCKpecC
IIpaBo #ioro He 3ruiHe!

Moryuuii xop KapnaTcksix I'op
Haii BiTep Hece BO BCi CTpaHHI,
Hait ipuie yac — HaMl y>K i B HacC

3LonTaHa IpaBia BcTaHe!

Ha JlemkoBHuHi i B Tasmeprodi
HeBuHHAa KpOB TaM IpoJIdgTa —

Haii B HaIlIBIX CePITSIX HA BCe OCTaHe
ITaMsgaTKa — BiuHa i cBgTa.

Na Lemkovyni, v starym kraju
Sumijat smereky i jalyci -
Pobidnu pisnoju ony hrajut
0d UZhoroda do S€avnyci.

I hremyt chor Karpatskych hor,
V daleku dal het plyne -

V Karpatach dnes narod voskres
Pravo joho ne zhynel!

Mohucyj chor Karpatskych hor
naj viter nese vo vsi strany,

Naj pryde ¢as - naj uziv nas
Zdoptana pravda vstane!

Na Lemkovyni i v Talerhofi
Nevynna krov tam prolata -

Naj v nasych sercjach na vse ostane
Pamjatka - vicna i svjata.
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Hoea cicmema X0CHOB8AHSA PYCUHLCKOU CIMOO0MIKbL 8 OKPEeMbLX
KpaiHax

[IpuATSI HOBOY pyCHUHBCKOM HapOJHOU CIMO0JIIKBI 651 2KaHBIM CII0CO60M He
HapyUIbLJIO CydyacHe XOCHOBaHS JIOKAJIHBIX ciM60J1iB PyCHHIB B JaKOTPBIX

KpaiHax. HoBa cicTeMa XOCHOBaHs HAPOAHBIX CIMOOJIIB GBI BEI3EPATA TAK! oo dires oo oo DyCHEbCKOR

ciM6OJTIKEI IT0 CXBaJIiHIO HOBOM ciM60-
JIiKbI CBITOBBIM KOHIpecoM PyCHHIB.
HoBrl ciM60J1b1 CBITOBOTO

KOHTpecy PyCHHIB: Novy systém pouZivania rusinskej

symboliky po schvaleni novej symboliky
Nové symboly Svetového Svetovym kongresom Rusinov.

kongresu Rusinov:
New system of using the Rusyn symbology

after the approval by the World Congress of
Rusyns.

New symbols of the World
Congress of Rusyns:

kK

a) b) c) d) e)

)

¥ ciMOOJIiKBI

M PYCHHBCKON HAPO/HO

IIpomosinisg HOBO

177



178

Novy systém pouZivania rusinskej symboliky
v jednotlivych krajindch

Prijatie novej rusinskej ndrodnej symboliky by Ziadnym
sp6sobom nenarusilo sticasné pouZivanie lokalnych
symbolov Rusinov v niektorych krajinach. Novy systém
pouzivania narodnych symbolov by teda vyzeral takto:

a) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich v Chorvatsku by os-
tali nezmenené.

b) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich v Srbsku by ostali
nezmenené.

c) Lokalnavlajka polskych Lemkov by ostala nezmenena.

* Rusini Zijuci v Polsku (Lemkovia) by tak, ako doteraz
pouzivali spolocny znak Svetového kongresu Rusinov.

d) Lokalne symboly Rusinov Zijucich na Podkarpatskej
Rusi.

** Podkarpatsky znak by ostal Rusinom na tomto Gzemi.

e) KedZe Rusini na Slovensku, Rumunsku, Madarsku,
Cesku, USA a Kanade svoje lokalne symboly nemaju,
pouzivali by aj nadalej spolo¢né (svetové) symboly.

DoterajSi znak by aj nadalej pouzivali Rusini Zijuci na
Podkarpatskej Rusi, kedZe ide o teritoridlny znak tohto
Uzemia. Rusini vo vSetkych krajinach, v ktorych maju svoje
lokalne symboly, tj. Chorvatsko, Srbsko, Polsko a Ukrajina
pouzivaju, a nadalej by mohli pouZzivat popri svojich lokal-
nych symboloch aj spolo¢né (svetové) symboly schvalené
Svetovym kongresom Rusinov.

The new system of using Rusyn symbology in indi-
vidual countries

Adoption of the new Rusyn national symbology should in no
way undermine the current use of local Rusyn symbols in some
countries. The new system of using national symbols would
then look like this:

a) Local symbols of Rusyns living in Croatia would remain
unchanged.

b) Local symbols of Rusyns living in Serbia would remain
unchanged

¢) Local flag of the Polish Lemkos would remain unchanged.

* Rusyns living in Poland (the Lemkos) would — just like
now — use the common coat of arms of the World Congress
of Rusyns.

d) Local symbols of Rusyns living in Carpathian Ruthenia.

=+ The Transcarpathian coat of arms would remain the emblem
of Rusyns living in this territory.

e) Asthe Rusyns in Slovakia, Romania, Hungary, the Czech
Republic, USA and Canada don't have their own local
symbols, they would continue to use the common (global)
symbols.

The current coat of arms would be used by Rusyns living in
Carpathian Ruthenia, as this is the territorial coat of arms of the
area. Rusyns in all countries who have their own local symbols,
l.e. Croatia, Serbia, Poland and Ukraine keep using and continue
to use the commmon (global) symbols approved by the World
Congress of Rusyns, alongside their local symbols.
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a) JlokaJHEI CiM00JIBI PyCHHIB KBII0UiX B XOpBaTii 06l 0CTaIU HE3MiHEHBI.

b) JloxasHBI ciMb0TEI PycHHIB KBIF0UiX B Cepbii 6B 0CcTaI He3MiHEHHI.

¢) JIoKaJIHBIM ¢Jial I0JIbCKBIX JIEMKiIB ObI 0OCTaB HE3MiHEHBIH.

* PycuHBI XXbI104i B ITosbii (JleMKoOBe) 6B TaK K Z0Tellepb X0CHOBAJIU
CIIOJIOYHBIHM 3HaK CBITOBOrO KOHIpecy PycHHIB.

d) JlokaJsHBI CiM60JIBI PyCHHIB >KbIFOUiX Ha [lifkapraThbCKii Pycu.

** TIimKapuaTbCKBIN 3HAK OBI 0cTaB PycHaM Ha Ti#l TepiTopili.

e) Kigwsxe Pycunsl Ha CiroBakii, PymyHil, Magsapscky, Uexii, CIITA i KaHazi
CBOI JIOKaJITHBI CiMOOJIBI HE MaKOTh, i Hajlajle 661 XOCHOBAJIX CIIOJIOUHBI
(cBITOBEI) CiIMOOJIEI.

JloTelepilHiA 3HaK OBl 1 HajtaIe XOCHOBaJIU PycuHEI Ha IlifKkapnaTs-
CKi¥ PycwH, KifjboKe ifie 0 TepiTopiaJHBIN 3HAK TOM TepoTOpii. PyCHHEI
Yy BIIBITKBIX KpaiHax, B KOTPHIX MalTh CBOI JIOKAJIHBI CiM0O0JIBI, TO € XOp-
BaTig, Cepbid, IToabia i VKkpaiHa XOCHYIOTS, 1 Hazjajie 651 MOIJIU XOCHO-
BaTH IIOIPHU CBOIX JIOKAJHBIX ciM60JIaX 1 CIIOJIOYHEI (CBITOBBI) CiMOOJIBI
cxBaJsieHbI CBITOBBIM KOHIpecoM PyCHHIB.
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Navrh novych rusinskych symbolov navrhnutych v tejto
publikacii zaslal predseda Svetového kongresu Rusinov
Dura Papuga na posudenie Ministerstvu vnutra Sloven-
skej republiky, ktoré vedie heraldicky register SR. List
bol Ministerstvu vnutra SR zaslany v zneni: Svetovy Kon-
gres Rusinov, ktory zdruZuje rusinske organizdcie na celom
svete, schvdlil v roku 2007 ndrodné symboly Rusinov celého
sveta. Ide o znak, ktory je vyobrazeny v hlavicke tohto listu.
Tento znak je zdroven historickym znakom Podkarpatskej Rusi
a v sucasnosti ho oficidlne pouZiva aj Zakarpatskd oblast
v rdmci Ukrajiny ako svoj teritoridlny znak.

Vzhladom na uvedené a vzhladom na dalSie okolnosti
by chcel Svetovy kongres Rusinov otvorit diskusiu o dal-
Som pouZivani tohto znaku, resp. diskusiu o eventudlnom
prijati novotvaru znaku Rusinov, ktorého ndvrh Vam pri-
kladdm.

V pripade schvdlenia novotvaru znaku a vlajky, by nosi-
telom tychto symbolov bola po formdlnej stranke prdvnickd
osoba - Svetovy kongres Rusinov, ktory je registrovany ako
obcianske zdruZenie na Slovensku, co je dévodom, preco po-
vaZujeme za sprdvne zaregistrovat rusinske ndrodné symboly
prdve na Slovensku.

Prosim Vds o posudenie priloZeného ndvrhu znaku a vlaj-
ky Rusinov z pohladu heraldickej korektnosti ako aj z pohla-
du moZnosti jeho eventudlneho zaregistrovania v Heraldic-
kom registri SR, ak by bol v budtcnosti schvdleny Svetovym
kongresom Rusinov.

Ministerstvo vnutra SR zaslalo odpoved listom €. SVS-
OAR1-2014/001211 z 5. marca 2014, v ktorom konStatuje:
V suvislosti s predloZenym ndvrhom symbolov Svetového kon-
gresu Rusinov, ktoré maju ambiciu plnit funkciu rusinskych
ndrodnych symbolov Vdm oznamujeme, Ze tento ndvrh je
heraldicky sprdvny, dostatoéne odlisny od erbu niekdaj-
Sej Podkarpatskej Rusi a erbu dneSnej Zakarpatskej oblasti.
Po heraldickej strdnke spliia kritéria na jeho pripadny

The proposal on new Rusyn symbols presented in this pub-
lication were sent by the President of the World Congress
of Rusyns Dura Papuga for an assessment to the Ministry
of Interior of the Slovak Republic, the administrator of the
Slovak Heraldic Registry. The letter sent to the Ministry of Inte-
rior in the following wording: In 2007, the World Congress of
Rusyns — which associates Rusyn organizations worldwide —
approved the national symbols of the Rusyns. It is the coat of
arms depicted in the header of this letter. This coat of arms Is
both the historical coat of arms of Carpathian Ruthenia and Is
currently officially used by the Transcarpathian region within
Ukraine as its territorial coat of arms.

In view of these and other circumstances the World Con-
gress of Rusyns would like to open a debate on the further use
of this coat of arms, I.e a debate on the eventual adoption of
a new design of the Rusyn coat of arms, whose draft | attached
to this letter.

If approved, the World Congress of Rusyns would formally
become the bearer of the new design of the coat of arms and
the flag as a legal person.The World Congress of Rusyns is reg-
istered as a civic association in Slovakia which is why we con-
sider it to be right to register Rusyn national symbols in Slovakia.

Please, | request your assessment of the attached proposal
on the Rusyn coat of arms and flag in terms of heraldic cor-
rectness, as well as in terms of Its possible incorporation in the
Heraldic Registry of the Slovak Republic, should it be approved
by the World Congress of Rusyns in the future.

The Ministry of Interior sent a reply, the letter no.
SVS-0ART-2014/001211 from March 5, 2014, in which it states:
In relation to the submission of the symbols of the World Con-
gress of Rusyns who have the ambition to serve as Rusyn national
symbols, we inform you that this proposal is heraldically correct,
sufficiently different from the coat of arms of the former Car-
pathian Ruthenia and the coat of arms of the present-day Tran-
scarpathian region. From the heraldic point of view site meets



Odborny posudok k navrhom rusinskej narodnej symboliky
Expertise for the proposals on Rusyn national symbology

ITpo1103iI1it0 HOBBIX PYCHUHBLCKBIX CiMOOJIIB IIPOIIOHOBAHBIX Y TiM 1y6JIi-
KaIiil 3acsiaB Iipeziceia CBiTOBOro KoHIpecy PycuHiB /[ropa [larryraa Ha
nocypKiHg MiHicTepcTBY BHyTpa ClI0BallbKOM pellybJIiKel, KOTpe BeJe
repaJsigigyaeii perictep CP. JlucT MiHicTepcTBY BHYTpa ObIB 3acjaaHbIA
B 3By4aHi: C8imoeblil KOHTpec PycuHis, Kompblil 30pyHCy€e PYCUHLCKbL Op-
rauizayii Ha yiaim cgimi, cxeanue y 2007 poui HapoOHbvl Cim60abl PycuHis
yisoeo ceima. Ide 0 3HaK, KOMPbLl € 8b10OPANCEHBLIL Y 3A20.108KY MO20 AUCMAL.
Tom 3Hak € i icmopiuHblM 3HaKoM ITiokapnamubckoll Pycu a 8 cyuacHocmu
20 odpiyiaHo XoCHYe 3akapnambcka 06.1acms 8 pamKax YKpaiHwl 8K caiil
mepimopia/iHblil 3HAK.

EBepyui 0o ygaewl ygedoiceHe | 832/15100M HA 0aauubl yca08is, C8imoswlil
KOHT'pec PycuHig 661 xomig 00Kpblmu 0iCKY3it0 0 0aAWiM XOCHOBAHIO MO20
3Haka, pecn. dicKy3it0 0 e6eHMyaAHIM NPUAM HO80YMBOPiHb 3HAKA PyCuHis,
nponoasiyiro kompozo Bam npukaadam.

B npunadi cxeaiHs HOBOYMBOPIHA 3HAKA I haara, 6bl HOCUMEeALOM MbLX
cimb04i8 3 fopMmaiHO20 6OKY bblra npasHa ocoba — Ceimoswlil KOHTpec Py-
CUHI8, KOmpblil € pericmpo8aHsblil AK 06UaHbCKe 30pydciHa Ha Cao8akii, wimo
€ NPUHIHO8, HOM NO8ANCYEME 3d NPABU/HE 3apericmposamu pyCUHbCKbL Ha-
POOHbL CiM60.161 npagi Ha CA08AKIL.

IIpowy Bac o0 nocyoxciHsa npuaoxceHoll nponosiyii 3Haxa i gaara Pycu-
Hig 3 n02a50y 2epandiuHoll KopeKmHOCMuU 5K i 3 N02A09y MOICHOCMU 11020
egeHmMyaJ/iHo20 3apericmpogaHs 8 I'epandiuHim pericmpi CP, kebbl 6b18 8 Oy-
dyuHocmu cxeaieHslil C8ImogblM KOHIpecoM PycuHis.

MinicTtepcTBo BHyTpa CP 3aciajso OAIOBifb JUCTOM 4. SVS-
OAR1-2014/001211 3 5-ro mapna 2014, B KOTpiM KOHIUTAaTye: B Hags3aHo-
cmu 3 nped0xceH08 npono3siyitios cimb6o.1ie Ceimoso2o KOHTpecy PycuHis,
Kompa Mambs am6iyiro nosHUMuU yHKUIH0 PYCUHLCKbLX HAPOOHBLX CIMO0NI8
Bawm dasame 3Hamu, dce moma npono3iyis € 2epa1divHo npasuina, 00-
cmamoy1Ho o0okpemaaeHa od ep6y ITiokapnamubckoil Pycu i ep6y OHewHbol
3axkapnamuckoil 061acmu. 3 2epandiuHo20 60Ky cnoeHIoe Kpimepii Ha €il
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zdpis do Heraldického registra, vedeného na Ministerstve
vnitra Slovenskej republiky.

Ndvrh erbu md tito podobu: Stiepeny Stit; hornd polovi-
ca prvého pola modrd, spodnd strieborno-Cerveno delend;
v druhej, striebornej polovici na modrych skaldch Cerveny
medved. Vo vicSom erbe su heraldickymi nosi¢mi zlaté zvie-
ratd - medved a vik, stojace na zlatych bukovych vetvdch s
prevesenou zlatou stuhou, na nej modré heslo RUSIN SOM
BOL, SOM A BUDEM (v rusinskom jazyku). Vlajka mé pomer
strdn 2:3, tvoria ju tri pozdiZne pruhy - modry (1/2), biely
(1/4) a Cerveny (1/4).

V pripade Vdsho zdujmu je mozZné poZiadat o oficidlny
zdpis tychto symbolov do Heraldického registra Sloven-
skej republiky.

Cely dokument je v kapitole Prilohy ako priloha €. 2.

the criteria for its potential entry into the Heraldic Registry
adminstered by the Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic.

The proposal on the coat of arms has the following
appearence: divided shield: upper half of the first field is blue, the
bottom half is silver-red divided; the second field is silver with
a red bear on blue rocks. In the larger coat of arms there are gold
animals as heraldic supporters — the bear and the wolf standing
on gold beech branches with a winding gold ribbon on which
there is a blue slogan | WAS A RUSYN, | AM AND | WILL BE (in
Rusyn language). The flag has an aspect ratio of 2:3, it consists
of three longitudinal stripes — blue (1/2), white (1/4) and red (1/4).

If you are interested, you can apply for the official reg-
istration of these symbols in the Heraldic Registry of the
Slovak Republic.

The entire document can be found in the chapter Attachments
as Annex no. 2.

npunadHulii 3anuc do I'epandiuHozo pericmpa, eeddceHo2o Ha MiHic-
mepcmei eHympa Cao8aubKoii peny6.aiKbl.

IIponosiuis epba mams momy nodo6y: Win/aeHslil uiim; 8blUUHSA NOA0BUHA
nepuio2o noas CUHS, CNiOHA cmpibepHoUuep8eHo disieHa; 8 Opyeaiil, cmpibepHill
NO/I0BUHI HA CUHIX CKA/1AX Yep8eHblil Medgiob. Y geKwiM epbi cymb 2epa-
OIYHbIMA HOCUMEeAAMU 34ambl 38Ipi — Me08i0b i 808K, CMOSAUL HA 31aMblX
6YK08bLX KOHAPSAX 3 NEPEBIUEeHbIM 3AAMbLM NAHMAUKOM, HA HUM CUHE 2eCA0
S PYCHH FbIB, €ECbM I EY/TY (8 pyCUHbCKIM A3bIKY). Paar mamb nponopuii
60Ki8 2:3, meopsamb 20 Mpu N03008ACHBL CMY2bl — CUHA (1/2), 6ina (1/4) T uep-

geHa (1/4).

B npunadi Bawozo inmepecy modiceme noxcaoamu o oiuianHwlil 3a-
nuc muix cimoonie 0o I'epandiuHozo pericmpa C108aubkoil penyo6aiksl.
I1iy1BIM JOKYMEHT € B KalriToJii lofaTKEI SIK T04aTOK 4. 2.
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MINISTERSTVO VNUTRA SLOVENSKEJ REPUBLIKY
SEKCIA VEREINEJ SPRAVY
odbor archivov - heraldicky register

Krizkova 7, 811 04 Bratislava 1

Vs list ¢islo/zo dita Nase ¢islo Vybavuje/linka Bratislava
Sn.2012 SVS-0A-2012/026777 PhDr.LadislavVrtel /278 5122012
Vec:

Symboly Svetového kongresu Rusinov - informacia

V sivislosti s ndvrhom znaku Svetového kongresu Rusinov Vam oznamujeme nasledovné:

Prilohy
Attachments

MINISTERSTVO VNUTRA SLOVENSKEJ REPUBLIKY
SEKCIA VEREINE]J SPRAVY
odbor archivov a registratir

heraldicky register
Krizkova 7, 811 04 Bratislava

znak (erb).

republiky.

kongres Rusinov, a nielen jedna z jeho &lenskych organizacii.

predlozeny znak mé podobu Stiepeného titu, ktorého pravé polovica je modra s tromi zlatymi
brvnami a lava striebornd s Servenym vzty&enym medved'om.

Tento znak bol vytvoreny ako teritoridlne znamenie niekdajcj Podkarpatskej Rusi, ako
sicasti Ceskoslovenskej republiky, tvoril tiez sudast stredného a velkého $tatneho znaku
Ceskoslovenska. Tento znak dnes pouziva Zakarpatska oblast, tvoriaca s¢ast’ Ukrajiny. Drobné
odchylky v kresbe znamenia nemajti heraldicky vyznam, z hl'adiska heraldického ide o ten isty

Vzhladom na skutognost, Ze ide o historicky erb niekdajsej Podkarpatskej Rusi, ktory je
z heraldick¢ho hladiska identicky s erbom dnesnej Zakarpatskej oblasti Ministerstvo vnitra
Slovenskej republiky nepovazuje za vhodné zapisat ho do Heraldického registra Slovenskej

Ministerstvo vniitra SR je presvediené, Ze Svetovy kongres Rusinov pochopi spomenuté
argumenty a prijme erb, ktory bude jedinegeny a nezamenitelny s erbom inej pravnickej osoby.
Poznamendvame tie7, Ze o pripadni registrdciu musi poiadaf nositel erbu - teda Svetovy

Ing. Jozef Hanus, CSc.
riaditel’ odboru
predseda Heraldickej komisie

Telefon E-mail Internet
+4421/2/57 28 3278 ++4421/2/52 49 45 30 Ladislav. Vetel@mvsr.vs.sk wiwwcivil.gov.sk 00151866

JlomaTok 4. 1

Priloha €. 1

Annex. 1

Bratislava

i i Vybavuje
v“l‘(‘)“é? l‘;’;‘;d * PhDr. Ladislay Vrtel/278 05.03.2014

Nate dislo
SVS-OAR1-2014/001211

Vee
Erb a vlajka Svetového kongresu Rusinov
- stanovisko k ndvrhu

V stvislosti s dloz navrhom sy Rusinov, ktoré maju
ambiciu plnit’ funkciu rusinskych dnych symbols Vam ; i_e tento navrh Je
heraldicky spravny, dostatotne odlisny od erbu niekdajsej Pc?dkarpa!skej Ru'sl a e{bu dn_eine_;
Zakarpatskej oblasti. Po heraldickej. strinke splitakritérid na jeho ‘pnpadny zapis do
Heraldického registra, vedeného na Mini: e vnutra Slovenskej republiky.

Navrh erbu mé tito podobu: 3tiepeny dtit; hornd polovica prvého pofa modra, vspodnafl
strieborno-Serveno delend; v druhej, stricbornej polovici na modrych skalich Cerveny
medved. Vo vit§om erbe sii heraldickymi nosi¢mi zlaté zvierata - medved’ a vlk, stojace na
zlatych bukovych vetvach s prevesenou zlatou stuhou, na nej modré heslo Rl_JSJN S_OM BQL,
SOM A BUDEM (v rusinskom jazyku). Vlajka mé pomer stran 2:3, tvoria ju tri pozdlzne
pruhy - modry (1/2), biely (1/4) a Serveny (1/4).

V pripade Vasho ziujmu je moZné poziadat o oficidlny zépis tychto symbolov do
Heraldického registra Slovenskej republiky.

Mgr. Méria MriZzov 4, PD.
poverend zastupovanim riaditela odboru

heraldicky register
B ct ICO
o Fax E-mail Internet It
S 02/57283275 ladislav.vricl@mvsr.vs.sk wwvw.minv.sk 00151866

JlogaTok 4. 2
Priloha ¢. 2

Annex. 2
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Ipaghiume 8b106padxCiHS Npono3iuiil pycUHbLCKOL CIMOONIKbL
Grafické vyobrazenia navrhov rusinskej symboliky
Graphical depiction of the Rusyn symbology proposals

JE®IHIIIA ®PAPE - DEFINICIA FARIEB - DEFINITION OF COLOURS

Bisa - Biela - White XopTa - ZIté - Vellow TemHocuBa - TmavoSeda - Dark Gray
R=255, G=255, B=255 R=255, G=242, B=0 R=128, G=128,B=128
C=0, M=0, Y=0, K=0 C=4, M=0, Y=93, K=0 C=52, M=43, Y=43, K=8
YepseHa - Cervend - Red Yopua - Cierna - Black
R=237, G=28, B=36 R=0, G=0, B=0
C=1, M=99, Y=97, K=0 C=75, M=68, Y=67, K=90
CuHg - Modra - Blue CeiTsiocuBa - SvetloSeda - Light Gray
R=13, G=92, B=223 R=192, G=192, B=192
C=84, M=66, Y=0, K=0 C=25, M=20, Y=20, K=0

MAJIBIYA 3HAK - MALY ZNAK - SMALL COAT OF ARMS

OCcHOBHBI ¢ap6rl Zakladné farby

CrpibepHa (3amMiHeHa 6iI0B) Strieborna (nahradena bielou)
Cunga Modra

YepBeHa Cervena

KOHTYpPOBBHI JIIHKBI Obrysové linky

YopHa Cierna

CeiTyioCcHUBa SvetloSeda

Basic colours

Silver (replaced with white)
Blue

Red

Contour lines
Black
Light Gray



OCHOBHBI Gpap6El
CrpibepHa (3aMiHeHa
CBITJIOCHBOB)

CuHa

YepBeHa

KOHTYpOBBI JIIHKBI
YopHa
TemHOCUBa

OcHOBHBHB dpap6EI
Bima

KOHTYpPOBBH JIIHKBHI
YopHa

OcHOBHBI pap6rI
CrpibepHa (3aMiHeHa
61710B)

Cunsa

YepBeHa

KOHTYpPOBBHI JIiHKBI
YopHa

Zakladné farby
Strieborna (nahradena
svetloSedou)

Modra

Cervena

Obrysové linky
Cierna
Tmavoseda

Zakladné farby
Biela

Obrysové linky
Cierna

Zakladné farby
Strieborna (nahradené
bielou)

Modra

Cervena

Obrysové linky
Cierna

Prilohy
Attachments

Basic colours

Silver (replaced with white)
Blue

Red

Contour lines
Black
Dark Gray

Basic colours
White

Contour lines
Black

Basic colours

Silver (replaced with white)
Blue

Red

Contour lines

Black

@)
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CKIIEHBIM IIIT; BEPEXHS IIO-
JIOBUHA ITEPIIIOTO ITOJISI CUHA,
CIHIAHS CTPIBEPHO-YEPBEHO
JIJIEHA; B IPYTIM CTPIBEPHIN
IIOJIOBUHI HA CUHIX CKAJIAX
YEPBEHBIM ME/JIBI/Ib.

KaprnaTbCKbIH MeJBiJgb € ciM0O-
JIOM CHJIBI i 6eccTpanrHocTH, 60,
KOJIH € aTaKOBaHBIH, He BTiKaTh,
aJjie OJKPBITO i mpsIMO 00I0€ 3 He-
npusateaboM. CKkaja HPHIOMH-
HaTh OTII03HUHY PycHHiB, KOTpOB
cyTh Kapnarsl, cMyrsl B IpaBiMm
IOJII0 OKa3yITh Ha ¢aposI py-
CHUHBbCKOrO ¢ara i miikoBa ¢a-
pebdHOCTH 3HaKa BhIpakaTh Bce-
CJIaBHSIHHCKY B3a€EMHOCTb.

ITosHauka: [Ipu 3HaKy cd cTpibep-
Ha ¢apba MoKe 3aMiHUTHU 6ij0B
abo CHUBOB, BCe Cs aJie IIOIUCYE IK
cTpibepHa. X0CHOBaHS Pi3HBIX Bapi-
aHTIB € Ir000BOJIbHE. [IOKJIS TO py-
KOBaHS YMOKHIOE, peKOMEH/YE CSI
3po6UTH IPYK i3 6JIKMCKAYiM MeTa-
JIOBBIM B3IJISIIOM CTPiOepPHBIX I1JIOX.

STIEPENY STIT; HORNA POLOVI-
CA PRVEHO POLA MODRA, SPODNA
STRIEBORNO-CERVENO DELENA; V
DRUHE] STRIEBORNE] POLOVICI
NA MODRYCH SKALACH CERVENY
MEDVED.

Karpatsky medvedje symbolom
sily a nebojacnosti, pretoZe, ked'je
napadnuty, neuteka, ale otvorene
a priamo bojuje s nepriatelom. Ska-
la pripomina domov Rusinov, kto-
rym su Karpaty, pruhy v pravom
poli odkazuju na farby rusinskej
vlajky a celkova farebnost znaku
vyjadruje vSeslovanski vzajom-
nost.

Poznamka: Pri znaku sa strie-
borna farba mo6Zze nahradzat bielou
alebo Sedou, vZdy sa v3ak popisuje
ako strieborna. Pouzitie réznych va-
riantov je lubovolné. Pokial to tla¢
umozfiuje, odporuca sa vyhotovit
potlac s lesklym kovovym vzhladom
striebornych pléch

DIVIDED SHIELD; UPPER HALF OF
THEFIRSTFIELD ISBLUE, THEBOTTOM
HALF IS SILVER-RED DIVIDED; IN THE
SECOND HALF THERE IS A RED BEAR
ON BLUE ROCKS.

Carpathian bear is a symbol of
strength and fearlessness, because when
it is attacked, it doesn't run away, but
openly and directly fights the enemy. The
rock reminds of the home of the Rusyns,
which are the Carpathians, the stripes
in the right field refer to the colours on
the Rusyn flag and the whole colouring
of the coat of arms expresses the all-
Slavic unity.

Note: Silver colour can be replaced
with white or gray, but it is always
described as silver. Use of other variants
is allowed. If the printing press allows it, it
is recommended to make the prints with
glossy metallic appearance of the silver
surfaces



BEJIMKBIN 3HAK - VELKY ZNAK - LARGE COAT OF ARMS

OCHOBHBI
bapbrl
CrpibepHa
(3amiHeHa 6iy10B)
YepseHa

Cunsa

3s1aTa (3aMiHeHa
>KOBTOB)

KoHTypoOBHI
JiHKBI
YopHa

OCHOBHBI
bapbrL
CrpibepHa
(3amiHeHa
CBITJIOCHBOB)
YepseHa

Cunsa

3s1aTa (3aMiHeHa
>KOBTOB)

KoHTypoOoBHI
JiHKBI
YopHa
TeMHOCHUBa

Zakladné farby
Strieborna
(nahradena bielou)
Cervena

Modra

Zlata (nahradena
Zltou)

Obrysové linky
Cierna

Zakladné farby
Strieborna
(nahradené
svetloSedou)
Cervena

Modra

Zlata (nahradena
Zltou)

Obrysové linky
Cierna
Tmavoseda

Prilohy
Attachments

Basic colours
Silver (replaced
with white)

Red

Blue

Gold (replaced
with yellow)

Contour lines
Black

Basic colours
Silver (replaced
with light gray)
Red

Blue

Gold (replaced
with yellow)

Contour lines
Black
Dark Gray

@)

JlomaTok
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CKIIIEHBIM IIIT; BEPEXHS I10-
JIOBUHA IIEPIIIOTO IIOJISI CUHA,
CHIJHS CTPIBEPHO-UEPBEHO
JIJIEHA; B JIPYTIM CTPIBEPHIM
IIOJIOBUHI HA CHUHIX CKAJIAX
YEPBEHBI ME/IBIZIb. HOCUTE-
JIAMU IIIITA CYVTh 3JIATHI 3BI-
PSITA — MEZBI/b I BOBK, KOTPEI
CTOSTH HA 3JIATHIX BYKOBBIX
®OPIOBAX 13 MEPEBIIIEHEIM
3JIATHIM MAHTJIHUKOM, HA HIM
CUHE TECJIO 1 PYCUHD BBIJIb,
ECMb, U BYIV.

KapnaTbCKBIH MeJBiAb € CiM-
60JI0M CHJIBI i GecCTpanIHOCTH,
00, KOJIM € aTaKOBaHBIM, He BTi-
KaTh, ajie OAKPHITO i MpsiMo 60r0€
3 HenpuAaTeaboM. CKajia IPHUIIO-
MUHATh OTIIO3HUHY PycHHIB, KO-

N OCHOBHBI
W, >
) bap6uI
Bina
KoHTYypOBEHI

JiHKBEI
YopHa

\4. ) (

i =iy

N\ i

STIEPENY STIT: HORNA POLOVI-
CA PRVEHO POLA MODRA, SPODNA
STRIEBORNO-CERVENO DELENA; V
DRUHE) STRIEBORNEJ POLOVICI
NA MODRYCH SKALACH CERVENY
MEDVED. NOSICMI STITU SU ZLATE
ZVIERATA - MEDVED A VLK, STOJACE
NA ZLATYCH BUKOVYCH VETVACH S
PREVESENOU ZLATOU STUHOU, NA
NEJ MODRE HESLO RUSIN SOM BOL,
SOM A BUDEM (51 PYCVIHb BblNb,
ECMb, U BYAY).

Karpatsky medvedje symbolom
sily a nebojacnosti, pretoZe, ked'je
napadnuty, neuteka, ale otvore-
ne a priamo bojuje s nepriatelom.
Skala, medved a vik ako tradicni
obyvatelia Karpat, spolu s buko-
vym podstavcom ako symbolom

Zakladné farby
Biela

Basic colours
White

Obrysové linky
Cierna

Contour lines
Black

DIVIDED SHIELD; UPPER HALF OF
THEFIRST FIELD IS BLUE, THEBOTTOM
HALF IS SILVER-RED DIVIDED; IN THE
SECOND HALF THERE IS A RED BEAR
ON BLUE ROCKS. SUPPPORTERS OF
THE SHIELD ARE GOLD ANIMALS -
THE BEAR AND THE WOLF STANDING
ON GOLD BEECH BRANCHES WITH
A WINDING GOLD RIBBON, ON IT
THERE'S THE SLOGAN | WAS A RUSYN,
| AM AND | WILL BE (A PYCHB BblTb,
ECMb, M BYAY).

Carpathian bear is a symbol of
strength and fearlessness, because
when it is attacked, it doesn't run away,
but openly and directly fights the enemy.
The rock, the bear and the wolf as tra-
ditional inhabitants of the Carpathian
Mountains, along with the beech ped-



TpoB cyTh KapnaTsl, cMyTsI B ITpa-
BiM II0JII0 0AKa3yITH Ha papOobI
pycuHbCKOro ¢ara i miszikosa
dapebHOCTHF 3HaKa BBIpa>kaTh
BCeCJIaBHSIHBCKY B3a€EMHOCTBH.
ITaHTIHNK 30 cJI0BaMHu AJIeKCaH-
apa JyxHoOBiua ogka3ye Ha KyJI-
TYPHY AiJOBU3HY Hapoza.

ITosHauka: IIpu 3HaKy cg CTpi-
6epHa papba MorKe 3aMiHUTH 6i710B
abo cHUBOB, BCe Cs aJjie IOIMHUCYI0Th
K cTpibepHa i 3;1aTa. X0OCHOBaHA
Pi3HBIX BapiaHTIiB € J11060BOJIBHE.
IlokJigz TO SPYKOBaHS YMOXKHIOE,
pexoMeHJye ¢ 3pOOUTH IPYK i3
6JIMCKAYiM MeTaJIOBBIM B3TJISOM
CTpi6epHBIX i 3JIaTHIX IIJIOX

karpatskych bukovych pralesov
pripominaja domov Rusinov, kto-
rym su Karpaty. Pruhy v pravom
poli odkazuji na farby rusinskej
vlajky a celkova farebnost znaku
vyjadruje vSeslovanskiu vzajom-
nost. Stuha so slovami Alexandra
Duchnovi€a odkazuje na kulturne
dedicstvo naroda.

Poznamka: Pri znaku sa striebor-
na farba moézZe nahradzat bielou ale-
bo Sedou, zlata farba sa mdze nahra-
dzat Zltou, vzdy sa vSak popisuju ako
striebornd a zlata. Pouzitie réznych
variantov je lubovolné. Pokial to tla¢
umoziuje, odporuca sa vyhotovit
potlac s lesklym kovovym vzhladom
striebornych a zlatych pléch.

Prilohy
Attachments

estal as a symbol of beech forests
remind of the home of the Rusyns, which
are the Carpathians. Stripes in the right
fleld refer to the colours on the Rusyn
flag and the whole colouring of the coat
of arms expresses the all-Slavic unity.
The ribbon with the words by Alexander
Duchnovych refer to the cultural heritage
of the nation.

Note: Silver colour can be replaced
with white or gray, but it Is always
described as silver. Use of other variants
is allowed. If the printing press allows I, it
is recommended to make the prints with
glossy metallic appearance of the silver
surfaces.

@)

JlomaTok
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OcHOBHBEI GpapOBI
CrpibepHa (3aMiHeHa 6i10B)
YepseHa

CuHda

3iaTa (3aMiHeHa ’)KOBTOB)

KOHTYpPOBH JiHKBEI
YopHa
CBiTI0CHBaA

Zakladné farby

Strieborna (nahradena bielou)
Cervena

Modra

Zlata (nahradena Zltou)

Obrysové linky
Cierna
SvetloSeda

Basic colours

Silver (replaced with white)
Red

Blue

Gold (replaced with yellow)

Contour lines
Black
Light Gray



Prilchy QO
Attachments

@JIAT - VLAJKA - NATIONAL FLAG

JlogaTok

OcHOBHBI FBija - Biela - White
bapbrr R=255, G=255, B=255 KagHsbI (1)
C=0, M=0, Y=0, K=0

KOHTYpPOBEI JiHKBEI

Z&kladné Obrysové linky
farby Yepsena - Cervend - Red Ziadne (!)
. R=237, G=28, B=36
Basic C=1, M=99, Y=97, K=0 Contour lines
colours

none (1)
Cuns - Modra - Blue
R=13, G=92, B=223

C=84, M=66, Y=0, K=0 199
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®JIAT € 3JI0)KEHBIN 3 TPHOX
INIO3A0BXHBIX CMYT VIIOPA/ZIKO-
BAHBIX ITI/I COBOB - CUHBOM CHI-
TAIOYOM /10 TTIOJIOBUHBI BBITITKEI
®JIATA, 1]l HHOB BIJION I YEPBE-
HOM - OBU/IBOX BEICOKBIX €IHY
YETBEPTHUHY ®JIATA.

KOHTVPOBBHI JIIHKBI V ®JIATY
HE XOCHVIOTH C4. ITIOAIT BOKIB
®JIATA € 2:3. ®JIAT CSI MOXE XOC-
HOBATH I BO ®OPMI 3ACTABEL

Tpukoyiopa BBIpa>kaTh Bce-
CJIaBIHBCKY B3a€EMHOCTb.

CuHs ¢papba € pap60OB rI1yo0KO-
roHe0einpeacTaBII0€E IaHOPAMY
KapnaTbhCKBIX Irop. € pap6oB Hafii,
PO3yMYy, CBi>)KOCTH i HEBBIUEPBHII-
HOM pobGiTHOCTH.

bina ¢papba € TpagiyHBIN ciM-
60J1 4icTOTHI, HOKOS, IPHUPOTHOH
MIipHOCTH i IOTOCTHHHOCTH PycH-
HiB.

YepBeHa ¢apba oaka3ye Ha
BIIBITKO J>KBIBE i KpacHe. € ciMm-
60JI0M mporpecy aJje i ogkasom
Ha MHUHYJIOCTH, II0JI0>KEHHI JKep-
TBHI i IOYJIUBOCTD Ky IiZOBH3Hi
npeakKis.

VLAJKA SA SKLADA Z TROCH
POZDLZNYCH PRUHOV USPORIA-
DANYCH POD SEBOU - MODREHO
SIAHAJUCEHO DO POLOVICE VYSKY
VLAJKY, POD NIM BIELEHO A CERVE-
NEHO - OBOCH VYSOKYCH JEDNU
STVRTINU VYSKY VLAJKY.

OBRYSOVE LINKY SA VO VLAJKE
NEPOUZIVAJU. POMER STRAN VLA|-
KY JE 2:3. VLAJKA SA MOZE POUZI-
VAT AJ VO FORME ZASTAVY.

Trikoléra vyjadruje vSeslovan-
ska vzajomnost.

Modra farba je farbou hlboké-
ho neba a predstavuje panoramu
karpatskych hor. Je farbou nadeje,
rozumu, svieZosti a nevycerpatel-
nej pracovitosti.

Biela farba je tradi¢ny symbol
Cistoty, pokoja, prirodzenej mieru-
milovnosti a pohostinnosti Rusinov.

Cervena farba odkazuje na viet-
ko Zivé a krasne. Je symbolom po-
kroku ale aj odkazom na minulost,
poloZené obete a tctu k dedicstvu
predkov.

NATIONAL FLAG CONSISTS
OF THREE HORIZONTAL STRIPES
ARRANGED UNDER EACH OTHER -
THE BLUE ONE REACHES DOWN TO
THE MIDDLE OF THE FLAG, UNDER-
NEATH ARE THE WHITE AND RED
STRIPES, BOTH WITH THE HEIGHT
OF ONE-QUARTER OF THE FLAG. NO
CONTOUR LINES ARE USED IN THE
FLAG. ASPECT RATIO OF THEFLAG IS
2:3. THE FLAG CAN ALSO BE USED AS
A STATE FLAG

The tricolour expresses all-Slavic
unity.

Blue colour is the colour of the deep
sky, it represents the panorama of
the Carpathian Mountains. Itis the colour
of hope, common sense, freshness and
inexhaustible diligence.

White colour is the traditional symbol
of purity, peace and natural pacifism and
hospitality of the Rusyns.

Red colour refers to all living and
beautiful things. It is a symbol of pro-
gress, bult also legacy of the past, sac-
rifices of the people and the respect
toward the heritage of the ancestors.



Prilohy
Attachments

@)

JlogaTok

1/4 vysky vlajky

djrar Mae BCTAaHOBJIEHBIHN IIO/1I 60KiB 2:3.  ®Jar cs Ha CTOBII, )Kep/bOBY ThIU aIJlal0Be parHo
JloTpuMOBaH4 IOAiNY 60KiB € IIpu ¢uiary moBuHHe (!).  BBITIraTh 3a HIOMOYi (pJ1ar0BOM IIHYPHI.

Vlajka ma stanoveny pomer stran 2:3.  Vlajka sa na stoziar, Zrdovu ty¢ alebo vlajkové rahno
DodrZiavanie pomeru stran je u vlajky je povinné ().  vytahuje pomocou vlajkovej Sntry.

National Flag has a fixed aspect ratio of 2:3.  National flag is raised on a mast, a flagpole or & flagyard
Adhering to the aspect ratio of the flag is manadatory (!).  using flag ropes.

d1ar - Bep3sisg 30 3HAKOM
(HepericTpoBaHBbIN).

Vlajka - verzia so znakom
(neregistrovana).

National flag — version with the
coat of arms (unregistered).
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®JIAT € 3JIOKEHEIU 3 TPEOX
II03/I0B)KHBIX CMYT VIIOPSI/IKO-
BAHBIX I/l COBOB - CHHBOU CS-
TAIOUOI 0 IIOJIOBUHEI BEIIIIKEI
®JIATA, II1J HEOB BLJIOM I YEPBE-
HOM - OBU/IBOX BBICOKBIX €AHY
YETBEPTUHY ®JIATA.

KOHTYPOBBI JITHKBI V ®JIATY
HE XOCHVIOTH CS. TIOJLJ BOKIB
®JIATA € 2:3. ®JIAT CSI MOXKE XOC-
HOBATH I BO ®OPMI 3ACTABBEL.

B IIEPEJHIN YACTU BEPBX-
HBO ITIOJIOBUHEI JIUCTY ®IATA
€ 3HAK BBICOKBII 0,382 BEIIIIKEI
®JIATA, ETHAKA OAJATEHOCTD
€ O] IEPEJHBOT'O KPAIO ®JIATA
KY CEPEJKOBII OCI 3HAKA. IIO
OBBOJI 3HAKA € UEPBEHA KOH-
TYPOBA JIIHKA IIIBIPOKA 1/170
JIOB)KKBI ®JIATA. JAJIIB KOH-
TYPOBBI JIIHKBI CS V ®JIATY HE
XOCHVIOTb.

IIO/I1I BOKIB ®JIATA € 2:3. ®JIAT
CsI MOXKE XOCHOBATH I V ®OPMI
3ACTABEL

VLAJKA SO ZNAKOM SA SKLADA
Z TROCH POZDLZNYCH PRUHOV
USPORIADANYCH POD SEBOU -
MODREHO SIAHAJUCEHO DO PO-
LOVICE VYSKY VLAJKY, POD NiMm
BIELEHO A CERVENEHO - OBOCH
VYSOKYCH JEDNU STVRTINU VYS-
KY VLAJKY.

V PREDNEJ CASTI HORNEJ POLO-
VICE LISTU VLAJKY JE ZNAK VYSO-
KY 0,382 VYSKY VLAJKY, ROVNAKA
VZDIALENOST JE OD PREDNEHO
OKRAJA VLAJKY K STREDOVE] OSI
ZNAKU. PO OBVODE ZNAKU JE CER-
VENA OBRYSOVA LINKA SIROKA
1/170 DLZKY VLAJKY. DALSIE OBRY-
SOVE LINKY SA VO VLAJKE NEPOU-
ZivAajU.

POMER STRAN VLAJKY JE 2:3.
VLAJKA SA MOZE POUZIVAT AJ VO
FORME ZASTAVY.

NATIONAL FLAG CONSISTS
OF THREE HORIZONTAL STRIPES
ARRANGED UNDER EACH OTHER -
THE BLUE ONE REACHES DOWN TO
THE MIDDLE OF THE FLAG, UNDER-
NEATH THE WHITE AND RED STRIPES,
BOTH WITH THE HEIGHT OF ONE-
QUARTER OF THE FLAG.

ON THE FRONT SIDE IN THE UPPER
HALF OF THE SHEET OF THE FLAG
THERE IS A COAT OF ARMS WHICH HAS
AHEIGHT OF 0.382 OF THE HEIGHT OF
THE FLAG. THE DISTANCE FROM THE
FRONT EDGE OF THE FLAG TO THE
MIDDLE OF THE AXIS OF THE COAT
OF ARMS IS THE SAME. THE FLAG IS
ENCIRCLED WITH A RED CONTOUR
LINE WITH THE WIDTH OF 1/170 OF
THE LENGTH OF THE FLAG. NO FUR-
THER CONTOUR LINES ARE USED IN
THE FLAG.

ASPECT RATIO OF THE FLAG IS
2:3. THE FLAG CAN ALSO BE USED AS
A STATE FLAG



1/4 vysky vlajky

Prilohy
Attachments

djar Mae BCTaHOBJIEHBIH ITOZiTI 60-
KiB 2:3. loTpuMOBaHs IIOAiN1Yy 60KiB
ey ¢ary mosuHHe (!).

Vlajka méa stanoveny pomer stran 2:3.
DodrZiavanie pomeru stran je u vlajky
je povinné ().

d1ar cg Ha CTOBIL, >KepJbOBY ThIY a60
¢dJiaroBe parHo BBITIraTh 3a IIOMOYi
$J1aroBou LIHYPHI.

Vlajka sa na stoziar, Zrdovu ty¢ alebo
vlajkové rahno vytahuje pomocou
vlajkovej Snury.

@)

JlogaTok
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3ACTABA - ZASTAVA - STATE FLAG

3acTaBa € IIeBHO CIIOEHA 30 )Kep/IbOB
i MOB>KKa 3acTaBhI € IIO60BOJILHA.

Zastava je pevne spojena so zrdou
a jej dizka je lubovolna.

State flag is immovably fixed to
the flagpole and its length is arbitrary.




XOPYTOB - KORUHVA - VERTICAL FLAG

Xopyros € BapiaHTOM ¢Jiara € Horo
JIUCT € 06epHYTHIH 0 90 rpaspycis. Xo-
PYTOB BiCiTh Ha II0IIepeYHiM parHi

i Fioro TOBJKKa € JII0O0BOJIbHA.

Koruhva je variantom zastavy a jej list je
otoceny o 90 stupriov. Koruhva visi na
prie¢nom rahne a jej di¥ka je lubovoln.

Vertical flag is a variant of the state flag,
its sheet is rotated by 90 degrees. Vertical
flag is hanged on a transverse yard and
its length is arbitrary.

Prilchy QO
Attachments

li

JlogaTok



3HAKOBFI 3ACTABEI - ZNAKOVE ZASTAVY - BANNER OF ARMS

3HaKOBBI 3aCTaBhI CYTh BEIBO/IYKEHBI

i HemoBMHHBI ciM60JIbI. Ha 11is1i#1 11710C1
JINCTY 3HaKOBOM 3aCTaBbl € POSBUHYTA
ep60oBa 03HaKa MaJIoro abo BeJIMKOI0
3HaKa. IX XocHOBaHs i OPMBEI CyTH
JII060BOJILHBEL.

Znakové zastavy su odvodené a nepo-
vinné symboly. Na celej ploche listu
znakovej zastavy je rozvinuté erbové
znamenie malého alebo velkého znaku.
Ich pouZzitie aj tvary st lubovolné.

Banner of arms is a derived symbol and

it's not mandatory. The whole surface of

the sheet has an armorial sign of the small or
the large coat of arms rolled out. Its use and
shape is arbitrary.
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Prilchy QO
Attachments

KOMBIHOBAHA 3ACTABA I BEJTUKBII1 XOPYT'OB - KOMBINOVANA ZASTAVA A VELKA KORUHVA - COMBINED
STATE FLAG AND LARGE VERTICAL FLAG

JlogaTok

KoMm6iHoBaHa 3acaTaBa i KOMb6iHO-
BaHBIY (BEJIMKBIN) XOPYTOB €S CKJIa-
JlaTh i3 I10JISI 3 POSBUHYTOB ep60BOB

03HAaKOB JIOIIOBHEHOB O I10JIe 30
cMmyramu ¢guara. Kom6iHoBaHa 3acTaBa

1 KoM61HOBaHBIM XOPYTOB He CYTh

TIOBUHHBIMA ciMb0oJIaMU.

Kombinovana zastava a kombinovana
(velkd) koruhva pozostava z pola s rozvi-
nutym erbovym znamenim doplnenym
o pole s pasmi vlajky. Kombinovana
zastava a kombinovana koruhva nie su
povinnymi symbolmi.

Combined state flag and large vertical flag
consists of a field with a rolled out armorial
sign complemented by a field of flag stripes.
Combined state flag and large vertical flag
are not mandatory symbols
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IITAHJAPJA - STANDARDA - STANDARD

ITaHgapza ckaazaTh CA 3 PO3BU-
HYTOM ep60BOIL 03HAKEI, KA € [OTI0B-
HeHa 0 3JIaTy KaHTOBY TPaHIIf0

3 UepSHBOM JIiBOKOCHIX UePBEHHBIX,
CHUHIX 1 6iJBIX CMYT. MOXXYTB €M X0C-
HOBATH IIpeJiCTaBUTeJIi PYCUHBCKBIX
opraHisaIliii i pyCHHBCKBIX MEHIIIBI-
HOBBIX CaMOCIIPaB, HO TOJIOBHO
npepcena CBiTOBOTro KOHIpecy Pycu-
HiB. [I[paBHJIa Ha XOCHOBaH4 IITaH-
Jap/bl MOXKe CTAaHOBUTH CBITOBBIN
KOHIpec PycHHIB.

Standarda pozostéva z rozvinutého
erbového znamenia, ktoré je do-
plnené o zlatolemu borduru so
striedanim lavoSikmych cervenych,
modrych a bielych pruhov. MéZu ju
pouZzivat predstavitelia rusinskych
organizacii a rusinskych men-
Sinovych samosprav, najma viak
predseda Svetového kongresu Rusi-
nov. Pravidla na jej pouZivanie moze
stanovit Svetovy kongres Rusinov.

y 4

Standard consist of a rolled out armorial sign,
complemented by a gold contour border with
bendy sinister red, blue and white stripes.

It can be used by Rusyn organizations and
Rusyn minority governments, especially

by the President of the World Congress of
Rusyns. Rules for its use may be established
by the World Congress of Rusyns.
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