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This article is devoted to an important, very complex and controversial issue in the sphere of state-
confessional relations - the return to religious organizations of once nationalized religious buildings and other
religious property. In the Russian Federation, unlike some other post-Soviet countries, they categorically re-
fused to restitution of nationalized property, however, they made some concessions regarding religious organi-
zations, recognizing the possibility of returning buildings and religious utensils. Several government decrees
were issued that regulated this process, and a Commission on Religious Associations under the Government of
the Russian Federation was created specifically to coordinate these issues. In 2010, Federal Law No. 327-FZ
“On the transfer of religious property owned by state or municipal property” to religious organizations was is-
sued, in accordance with which, in the case of official treatment by a religious organization, any religious proper-
ty is subject to transfer, regardless of the form of ownership. However, to put into practice the right granted by
the state turned out to be quite difficult. A large number of problems arose, which were difficult to solve. As a
rule, religious buildings often housed museums or other institutions that needed to be translated somewhere.
The question arose about the safety of the property being transferred, which could inevitably suffer from regular
use. Under the conditions of Karachay-Cherkessia, the church’s attempts to return the temple complexes of the
10th century met with stiff resistance not only from the museum management, but also from the public, who
considered the monuments, primarily, as the cultural value of their people. This article shows how this problem
was solved in the KCR in the post-Soviet period. The article is based on documents from the archive of the Au-
thorized Head of the KCR on relations with religious organizations, copies of which were kindly transferred to
the author.

Key words: state-confessional relations, state-confessional politics, Karachay-Cherkess Republic, recent
history of Russia, restitution of church property, Russian Orthodox Church.

[H.B. Kpamoea lMamMATHUKM UCTOPMM U KYyNbTypbl B CUCTEMe rocyaapCTBEeHHO-KOH(peCCUOHanbLHOro
B3aumMoaemMcTBUSA B NOCTCOBETCKMI nepuop (Ha npumepe KapavyaeBo-Yepkecum)]

HacTtosiwasa ctatbs NOCBSLLEHA BaXXHOMY, BECbMa CIOXHOMY Y HEOQHO3HAYHOMY BOMPOCY cdepbl rocy-
0apCTBEHHO-KOHhECCUOHATbHbIX OTHOLLEHU — BO3BPALLEHUIO PENUIMO3HbBIM OpraHn3aLmsM HeKorga HaumoHa-
NIN3UPOBAHHbIX KYNbTOBbLIX 30aHUW M OPYroro MMyLLecTBa penimrmos3Horo HasHavyeHus. B Poccunckon ®epepa-
UuM, B OTIMYME OT HEKOTOPbIX APYrMX CTpaH MOCTCOBETCKOrO NMPOCTPaHCTBA, KaTeropuMyeckn oTkasanvcb OT
NPOBEAEHUS PECTUTYLUN HaLMOHaNM3MPOBaHHOIO MMYLLIECTBA, OAHAKO B OTHOLUEHUWN PENUIMO3HbIX OpraHu3a-
UMA MOWNM Ha HEeKOoTopble YCTYMKWU, MPU3HaB BO3MOXHOCTb BO3BpALLEHWS 34aHUA U yTBapy Pennrmo3Horo
HasHayeHus. BbIlWNO HECKONbKO MPaBUTENbCTBEHHbLIX MOCTAHOBIIEHWIA, pernaMeHTUPOBaBLLMX 3TOW npolecc,
cneumanbHO NS KoopAMHaLUKM 3TUX BOMPOCOB Obina co3gaHa Komuccns no Bonpocam pernmrmosHbix obbean-
HeHu npu MNpasuTtenbctee P®. B 2010 rogy 6bin n3gaH ®epepanbHbin 3akoH Ne 327-03 «O nepepaye penu-
MO3HbIM OpraHu3aunaM MMyLLLECTBA PEMUIMO3HOIO Ha3HaYeHWs!, HaxoadaLlerocs B rocyapCTBEHHON U MyHU-
uunansHon cob6CTBEHHOCTM», B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPbIM B Crnydae ocuumanbHOro obpalleHus penmrmo3Homn
opraHuMsauun nepegadve nognexar nodble 00BbEKTHI PENMIMO3HOr0 HasHa4YeHUs, He3aBUCMMO OT bopMbl COb-
cTBeHHocTn. OgHaKo peanu3oBaTbh Ha MpakTUKe MpefoCTaBfeHHOe rocy4apCTBOM NPaBO OKa3anocb COBCEM
HenpocTo. Bo3Hukno 6onblioe konmyecTso Npobnem, pewnTb KoTopble Bbino 4ocTaToyHo TpyaHo. Kak npasu-
N0, B KyNbTOBbIX 3aHMSAX YacTo pacrnonaranucb My3eun fmbo UHbIE yYpeXaeHUs, KOTOpbIe HY>XHO ObINo Kyaa-To
nepeBoguTb. BcTaBan n BoNpoc O COXpaHHOCTM NepeAaBaeMoro UMyLLECTBaA, KOTOPOE HEU3DEXHO MOrMo Mo-
cTpadaTtb OT perynsipHoro mcnonb3oBaHuda. B ycnoBusix KapadaeBo-Yepkecun nomnbITKU LEPKBU BEPHYTH Xpa-
MOBblE KOMMEKChl X BeKa HAaTONKHYMUCh Ha XeCTKOe COMPOTUBIIEHNE HE TOMbKO My3elHOro pyKOBOACTBA, HO U
06LLEeCTBEHHOCTU, paccMaTpMBaBLLEN NaMATHUKU NPEXae BCEro Kak KynbTypHYH LEHHOCTb CBOEro Hapoga. B
HacTosILLEN cTaTbe NoKasaHo, Kak pelwanack ata npobnema B KUP B noctcoBeTckuii nepmnod. CtaTbst OCHOBaHa
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Ha OOKyMeHTax u3 apxuea YnonHomMoyeHHoro nasbl KNP no cBA3sSM C penvrmo3HbiMn OpraHm3aunsamMm, Konuu
KOTOpbIX ObINKN Nto6e3HO NepefaHbl aBTopY.

KntoyeBble cnosa: "ocynapcTBEeHHO-KOH(heCcCUoHanbHbIe OTHOLLEHMS, rocyaapCTBeHHO-
KOoHeccmnoHanbHaga nonuTtuka, Kapayaeso-Yepkecckasa Pecnybnuka, HoBewwwas uctopusa Poccuu, pectutyuus
uepkoBHow cobcTBeHHOCTH, Pycckas lNMpaBocnaBHasg LiepkoBb.

Natalya V. Kratova — Ph.D. in History, Associate Professor, Karachay-Cherkess Institute of Humanitarian Re-
search under the Government of the KCR, Cherkessk, Karachay-Cherkess Republic, Russian Federation.

Kpamoea Hamarnbsi BacunbesHa — kaHOudGam ucmopu4yecKkux Hayk, doueHm, Kapayaego-Yepkecckull uHcmu-
mym eymaHumapHbix uccredoeaHull npu lNpasumenscmee KYP, 2. Yepkecck, Kapayaeso-Yepkecckas pec-
ny6nuka, Poccutickas ®edepayusi.

An important place in state-confessional relations in the post-Soviet period was occu-
pied by the problem of the return to religious organizations of nationalized religious buildings
and religious property.

The need to restore justice was recognized by the Soviet government. The possibility of
transferring state property to religious organizations was discussed in Art. 17 of the Law of
the USSR of 01.10.1990 No. 1689-1 "On Freedom of Conscience and Religious Organiza-
tions" and Art. 26 of the Law of the RSFSR of 10.25.90 No. 267-1 "On Freedom of Religion".
On December 29, 1990, a resolution of the Council of Ministers of the USSR “On the Proce-
dure for Transferring Religious Organizations into the Ownership of Religious Buildings,
Structures, and Other Religious Property Owned by the State” was issued. This decree ex-
tended to religious organizations the procedure for transferring property that was in effect for
public organizations, established by decree of the Council of Ministers of the USSR of Octo-
ber 16, 1979 No. 940 “On the Procedure for the Transfer of Enterprises, Associations, Organ-
izations, Institutions, Buildings and Structures”. The Council of Religions under the Council of
Ministers of the USSR sent corresponding explanations to the regional executive committees
on February 28, 1991. In turn, the Commissioner of the Council for KCAO (Karachay-
Cherkess Autonomous Oblast) sent them to city and regional executive committees [19].

In accordance with this decree and these explanations, religious organizations had the
preemptive right to transfer to them ownership or gratuitous use of religious buildings with an
adjacent territory. The transfer was carried out by the local Councils of People's Deputies af-
ter approval by the state authorities for the protection of monuments on the basis of a state-
ment by a religious organization. In the event that the property being transferred was a cul-
tural monument, the conclusion of a protection agreement was envisaged.

The main object located on the territory of Karachay-Cherkessia, falling under the scope
of this decree, was the temple complexes of the Karachay-Cherkess historical-cultural and
natural museum-reserve.

Five temples of the 10th century (Sentinsky — near the village of Nizhny Teberda,
Shoaninsky — near the village of K. Khetagurov and three temples — North, Middle and South
— near the village of Nizhny-Arkhyz) are the oldest Christian churches in Russia.

In the 9th-13th centuries, on the territory of modern Karachay-Cherkessia, there was a
large political and cultural center of the Alanian state, an ally of Byzantium, an outpost of
eastern Christianity. It was here that the center of the Alan diocese was located. The cathe-
dral was the Northern Church of the Nizhny Arkhyz complex (the bishop's chair was located
in its altar).

At the end of the 19th century, the Holy Alexander Nevsky Monastery was created on
the basis of these temples. At the beginning of the 20th century, the Transfiguration of the
Savior Monastery was formed near the Senty Church. After the revolution, the monasteries
were closed; their property was confiscated.
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In the Soviet period, various institutions were located on the territory of the monastery,
the latter being the Arkhyz tourist base for children.

In 1988, the temples and buildings of the monastery became part of the Karachay-
Cherkess historical-cultural and natural museum-reserve.

The issue of the return of the churches of the Russian Orthodox Church was first public-
ly raised in 1991. In June 1991, the Karachay-Cherkess Council of People's Deputies re-
ceived an appeal from the All-Church Orthodox Youth Movement (VPMD) with a request to
transfer the Nizhny Arkhyz temple complexes to the Stavropol-Baku Diocese, citing the need
to preserve collapsing monuments of great importance for the Christian world [17]. In confir-
mation of the seriousness of intentions, the Russian Orthodox Church on the territory of
Nizhny Arkhyz organized an International youth camp. Church initiative received the support
of the Minister of Culture of the RSFSR (Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic) Yu.M.
Solomina. Within 10 days, young believers from France and Belgium (21 people) cleared the
territory of the former monastery [22].

November 6, 1991 Zelenchuk District Council of People's Deputies, supported the ap-
peal of the Orthodox community of the village. Nizhny Arkhyz went on a petition to the Coun-
cil of People's Deputies of the KCAO, the Council of Ministers of the RSFSR, the Presidium
of the Supreme Council of the RSFSR and to the President of the RSFSR B.N. Yeltsin on the
transfer of buildings and structures of the former Holy Alexander Nevsky Athos Monastery to
the jurisdiction of the Orthodox community of the village. Nizhny Arkhyz, the rector of which
at that time was the priest Victor Boyko [27].

The petition was based on Article 17 of the USSR Law “On Freedom of Conscience and
Religious Organizations,” which stipulated that local Councils of People's Deputies and state
bodies may transfer religious buildings and other state-owned property to religious organiza-
tions for free or for free use.

The transfer was proposed to be implemented in stages. Initially, before February 1,
1992, the buildings and structures of the former Arkhyz children's camp site were to be trans-
ferred to the Nizhny Arkhyz community for worship at the Ilyinsky Church. In addition, until
January 1, 1993 all the buildings and structures of the Karachay-Cherkess Museum-Reserve
should be transferred to the restored monastery. The argument for the transfer was the lack
of funds for the restoration and maintenance of the monuments and the willingness of the
Russian Orthodox Church to take these costs upon itself.

The petition of the Zelenchuk regional council had no result. In 1992, the Metropolitan of
Stavropol and Baku Gideon addressed the Deputy Prime Minister A.N. Shokhin, Head of the
Administration of the KCAO V.I. Khubiev, Chairman of the Committee on Freedom of Con-
science, Religion, Charity and Charity V.S. Polosinu [14]. The appeal contained a request to
transfer to the Russian Orthodox Church the Southern and Middle Temples of the Nizhny
Arkhyz Complex, the Senty Church and the buildings of the Preobrazhensky Monastery in
Nizhnya Teberda, the Shoana Church and the buildings of the St. George Monastery near
village named after Costa Khetagurova. In the treatment, the coexistence of the monastery
and the museum was discussed.

No decision on the transfer was made, however, it was possible to attract the attention
of the authorities. Correspondence has been preserved on the allocation of 340 million rubles
from the federal budget “to support the Muslim and Orthodox communities of the republic”
[10]. The result of this correspondence, unfortunately, is not known.

On April 23, 1993, Presidential Decree No. 281-rp “On the Transfer of Religious Build-
ings and Other Property to Religious Organizations” was issued. On April 30, a request from
the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Russian Federation V.S. Chernomyrdina was
sent to the Council of Ministers of the KCR. Chernomyrdin on the execution of the order of
the President of the Russian Federation. May 13, 1993 addressed to the Deputy Prime Minis-
ter of the Russian Federation V.F. Shumeyko and Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
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KCR V.I. Khubiev was sent a repeated request from His Grace Gideon for the transfer of
temple complexes of the Russian Orthodox Church [15]

The Metropolitan’s appeal caused a sharply negative reaction from the Karachai public.
May 31 addressed to the Chairman of the Supreme Council of the KCR, V. Savelyev, and the
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the KCR, V.I. Khubiev was sent a letter signed by the
Chairman of the Circassian branch of the Karachay Democratic Organization "Jamagat" K.1I.
Chomaev. The letter said about the inadmissibility of the transfer of churches to the Church
because:

a) the churches have nothing to do with the Church, because they ceased to be church-
es / monasteries / for a thousand years;

b) are of fundamental importance to the KCR, since they are the oldest monuments of
classical architecture in Russia;

c) are the original and inalienable property of the Karachai people;

d) it (the Stavropol diocese) can help their maintenance and restoration by their own
means, by no means claiming to take them into property [20].

The leadership of the museum-reserve also reacted negatively to the possibility of
transferring the temple complexes of the Church. July 30, 1993 in the name of V.S. Cherno-
myrdin was sent a letter signed by A.G. Ozova. The draft letter was prepared by the museum
director M.O. Baychorova. The letter stated that the transfer of the Russian Orthodox Church
complexes was not practical, one of the reasons was that "indigenous peoples evaluate this
act as an infringement of their historical, cultural and spiritual interests.” At the same time, it
was stipulated that “the management of the Museum-Reserve will not obstruct visiting these
unique monuments, including the clergy and believers” [18].

Commissioner for Relations with Religious Organizations N.G. Provatorov prepared an
alternative draft response to Chernomyrdin, which proposed a compromise option for trans-
ferring museum property to the church [23]. So, the project proposed to transfer to the Kara-
chay-Cherkess rural dean not the churches, but the buildings of the monastery of the late XIX
- early XX centuries, which did not have cultural and historical values: a monastic ("brotherly")
building, a dining room and an office near the Ilyinsky temple of the Nizhnearkhiz fortress; the
refectory with the inner church, the dormitory with the inner church and the basement of the
former Preobrazhensky nunnery near a. Nizhny Teberda, as well as church utensils from the
museum. This project has not been implemented.

The result of the appeals was the corresponding instructions of the Government of the
Russian Federation dated August 26 and November 16, 1993 to the State Property Commit-
tee of the Russian Federation. The result of the consideration of the issue was a letter from
the Deputy Chairman of the State Property Committee of the Russian Federation O.Yu. Ka-
chanova to the Council of Ministers of the KCR and the Zelenchuksky District Council of
People’s Deputies [13]. The federal center has taken a neutral position. It was recommended
to interested parties “to find a solution on the basis of existing legislative acts of the Russian
Federation taking into account regional interests”. Referring to the existing practice of resolv-
ing such issues, it was proposed to conclude an agreement between the Museum-Reserve
and the diocesan administration.

In accordance with the proposed scheme, in 1993 between the museum and the Ortho-
dox community an agreement was signed on the use of the South (llyinsky) church. In 1994,
after the address of the Dean of the Orthodox Churches Vasily Afonin to the Deputy Prime
Minister of the Russian Federation, Chairman of the Commission on Religious Associations
S.M. Shahrai [11], the agreement was supplemented with clauses on the possibility of provid-
ing the Orthodox community of the Northern Zelenchuksky temple for worship on holidays,
and a modern building in the complex for non-public activities [24].

Thus, a compromise was reached, which allowed to translate the relations of the Ortho-
dox community and the museum into the legal channel. The attempts of the Orthodox to re-
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turn to the discussion of the issue were unsuccessful, although the reasons were sufficient.
On May 6, 1994, Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 466 was adopted
“On the Procedure for the Transfer to Religious Associations of Religious Buildings and Other
Religious Property Related to Federal Property”.

In 1995, Metropolitan Gideon sent a letter to the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of
the KCR V.I. Khubiyev, in which the question of the transfer of temples was raised again [16].
The opinion of the bishop was completely correlated with the general Church position. In the
definition of the Russian Orthodox Church Council on November 29, 1994 “On the Relations
of the Church with the State and Secular Society in the Canonical Territory of the Moscow
Patriarchate at the present time”, the question was directly raised about the return to the ca-
nonical church structures of property nationalized in the post-revolutionary period and it was
proposed to introduce a set of tax and customs preferences [30]. By this time, there was an
experience of transferring to the Russian Orthodox Church, both individual religious build-
ings, and the joint use of museum complexes of the Moscow Kremlin, Novodevichy Convent,
New Jerusalem. The Moscow Patriarchate entered into cooperation agreements with the
Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation, the Ministry of Education of the Russian Fed-
eration and the Ministry of Culture of the Russian Federation.

However, the republic insisted on the agreements reached in 1993. The letter of the
bishop remained unanswered. The leadership position was communicated to Gideon through
the diocesan secretary.

In 1995, by Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 176 of February 20,
the Karachayev-Cherkess Museum-Reserve was included in the list of objects of historical
and cultural heritage of federal (all-Russian) significance.

On October 25, 1997, a new agreement was signed between the museum and the Or-
thodox community of Nizhny Arkhyz on the preservation and use of a historical and cultural
monument of religious designation. The agreement was accompanied by “Special Condi-
tions”, which stipulated, among other things, the possibility of one-time services in the North-
ern and Middle churches, as well as the Act of the technical condition of the Ilyinsky church
and two houses transferred to the community [5].

In 2000, the issue of transferring temple complexes of the Russian Orthodox Church
was again updated. On May 1, 2000, the museum’s directorate demanded that the Ilyinsky
Temple be vacated for restoration work. This caused concern of the Orthodox public. In July
2000, the Deputy of the National Assembly S.V. Zhilkin addressed to the President of the
KCR with a proposal to secure the Ilyinsky Temple for unlimited and gratuitous use, transfer
the Bratsk corps to the community, conclude an agreement between the Ministry of Culture of
the Russian Federation and the Russian Orthodox Church on the joint use of temple com-
plexes and create a Russian Christian humanitarian center on the basis of the Nizhny Arkhyz
complex [7].

The proposed scheme, on the one hand, secured the possibility of using temples, both
for liturgical and for cultural and educational purposes. The question of the reconstruction of
the monastery was removed. Similar letters were sent to the Patriarch of Moscow and All
Russia Alexy I, Metropolitan of Stavropol and Vladikavkaz Gideon, Minister of Culture of the
Russian Federation.

The deputy initiative was supported by Metropolitan Gideon, who sent his request for
the transfer of churches of the Russian Orthodox Church and the reconstruction of the mon-
astery to the Minister of Justice of the Russian Federation Yu.Ya. Chayka, Minister of Culture
of the Russian Federation M.E. Shvydko, President of the KCR V.M. Semenov.

The letters received by the President of the KCR were examined at the Ministry of Cul-
ture of the KCR and the Commissioner for Relations with Religious Organizations. On behalf
of the Head of the Administration of the President of the KCR, two notes were prepared re-
flecting a different vision of the current situation [28].
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The discussion was summarized at the meeting of the President of the KCR V.M. Se-
menov with representatives of the Russian Orthodox Church and the Ministry of Culture of
the KCR on October 19, 2000. At the meeting, an agreement was reached on revising the
agreement between the Museum-Reserve and the llya community, a decision was made to
transfer the Brotherhood Corps, an order was given to prepare letters to the Ministry of Cul-
ture of Russia with support for the initiative of the diocese on the joint use of temple com-
plexes and the creation of the Russian Christian Humanitarian Center on their basis [25].

The discussion of the problem and the decisions made received a wide response
among the Karachai public. October 21, 2000, in the name of V.M. Semenov a letter was
sent to the chairman of the Interregional Karachai Association "Alan” A.A. Katchiev, contain-
ing harsh criticism of the submitted projects [21]. Director of the Nizhny Arkhyz Branch of the
Museum-Reserve U.Yu. Elkanov also categorically refused to comply with the agreements
reached at the meeting of the President of the KCR.

In this situation, it was decided to consider the matter on a commission basis. January
18, 2001 at a meeting of the Commission under the President of the KCR on economic and
property issues, chaired by the Vice President of the KCR, A.G. Lyashov decided to create a
special commission to study the issue, headed by Deputy Chairman of the Government of
the KCR, S. A. Mukhortovym. On February 6, 2001, the commission held a visiting meeting in
the village. Nizhny Arkhyz, where the problem of the use of temples was comprehensively
discussed with the participation of all interested parties [26]. The commission also received
letters from the Republican Inspectorate for the Preservation of Monuments of History and
Culture, which very critically evaluated the activities of the museum-reserve and its Lower
Arkhyz branch [9]. Based on the results of the discussions, a conclusion was formulated and
presented to the leadership of the republic, which reflected specific proposals aimed at im-
proving the efficiency of the museum-reserve [8].

The results of the work of the special commission were discussed on March 20, 2001 at
a meeting of the Commission on Economic and Property Issues. Most of the proposals of the
special commission remained unclaimed. The transfer of churches to the Russian Orthodox
Church was deemed inappropriate, the current procedure for using the Southern Church and
two buildings by the Orthodox community was enshrined. The main result of the commis-
sion's work was a more thorough legal elaboration of an agreement of the use a church and
museum premises by the Russian Orthodox Church [6].

The next aggravation of the situation around the temple complexes was caused by
statements made by the bishop of Stavropol and Vladikavkaz Feofan (Ashurkov) during his
study visit to the republic after being appointed to the Stavropol department in July 2003. On
July 17, the Republic Day published his speech during a press conference held at the Repub-
lican Library on July 13 [4]. His Grace spoke rather harshly about the necessity of returning
the churches of the Russian Orthodox Church. This position caused a wide public outcry. The
answer was the publication in MK-Caucasus on October 1-8, 2003 of a lengthy open letter by
Professor I.I. Aliyev, in which the claims of the Church were categorically denounced. The
letter was widely circulated, sent to state authorities and to the Patriarchate [1].

This "discussion” was continued in 2009. On May 14, 2009, a meeting of the delegation
of the Public Chamber of the Russian Federation with public organizations of the republic
was held at the Government House of the KCR. I.I. Aliyev who took part in the meeting was
at that time the deputy chairman of the KCR Government, spoke sharply about the actions of
the Russian Orthodox Church to return the temples. The incident was perceived painfully by
the Orthodox Slavic community. Dean Valentin Korneev, who was present at the meeting, left
the meeting room and sent letters addressed to the President of the KCR B.S. Ebzeev and
Plenipotentiary Representative of the President of the Russian Federation in the Southern
Federal District V.V. Ustinov, in which he expressed concern about the negative attitude of
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l.I. Aliyev to the Russian Orthodox Church and its hierarchy [12]. Despite the intervention of
the federal center, no official clarification was made.

The peak of tension came in 2010. On June 7, 2010, Patriarch of Moscow and All Rus-
sia Kirill sent a letter to the Prime Minister of the Russian Federation, Vladimir Putin, in which
the question of the return of churches of the Russian Orthodox Church was again raised. In
the State Duma of the Russian Federation, the preparation of the Federal Law “On the trans-
fer of religious property owned by state or municipal property” to religious organizations has
begun. This aroused great concern among politicians and public figures of the Karachay-
Cherkess Republic. A group of deputies of the KCR People’s Assembly submitted a draft ap-
peal to V.V. Putin for consideration by the Republican Parliament, which categorically reject-
ed the possibility of transferring churches to the ownership of the Russian Orthodox Church.

The important thing, from the point of view of opponents of the transfer of churches to
the church, was the registration of complexes in the republican property [2]. From a legal
point of view, this action did not make sense. According to the Federal Law N 327-FZ adopt-
ed on November 30, 2010 “On the Transfer to Religious Organizations of State-or Municipal-
Owned Property for Religious Purpose”, in case of official appeal to a religious organization,
any religious objects are subject to transfer, regardless of the form of ownership. However,
the removal of objects from federal ownership significantly reduced the possibility of obtaining
funds from the federal budget for their restoration and maintenance, and also imposed corre-
sponding obligations on the republican budget.

The end of 2010 and the beginning of 2011 were marked by resonant acts of vandalism.
On the night of November 1, 2010, two Orthodox churches (Panteleimonovsky in Karacha-
yevsk and the Martyr Barbara in the village of Ordzhonikidzevsky) were set on fire and the
prayer house of the Evangelical Christian Baptists in Karachayevsk. On December 8, the
Stella of St. Uastyrdzhi was destroyed. Six months later, on the morning of April 30, 2011, an
arson of the Shoaninsky (St. George's) temple was committed [29]. It is difficult to say for
sure how these actions were related to the dispute about the temples, but experts openly
considered the issue of the transfer of temples to the church as a factor that destabilizes
interethnic and interfaith relations. The acuteness of the debate unfolding under expert publi-
cations fully confirmed these fears [4]. At the domestic level, arson was perceived as a direct
threat.

The constructive and balanced position of the new Head of the KCR R.B. Temrezov
helped solve this difficult situation as well as of the head of the newly formed Pyatigorsk and
Circassian diocese of Bishop Feofilakt. During his visit to the republic in March 2011, the
bishop made an important, at the same time, unexpected for many statement about the ab-
sence of claims from the Russian Orthodox Church on the transfer of temple complexes to
property. At the same time, the importance of using churches for their intended purpose was
emphasized, without prejudice to their preservation. Mutual understanding on this issue was
demonstrated both with the leadership of the republic and with the Muslim community. One of
the statements on this topic was made during a meeting with the chairman of the Coordina-
tion Center for Muslims of the North Caucasus |. Berdiev. This position was reinforced during
the official meeting of R.B. Temrezov with the Patriarch of Moscow and All Russia Kirill,
which took place on April 4, 2012. Steps were taken to normalize relations with the leader-
ship of the Museum-Reserve; a set of bishop vestments was presented to the museum as a
gift.

In turn, the Head of the Republic Rashid Temrezov did everything possible to complete
the construction of St. Nicholas Cathedral in the city of Cherkessk, for a year a church in the
village Kavkazskiy, in the Nizhny Arkhyz the Cathedral of Christ the Savior as well as a stair-
case to the Face of Christ were built. Direct contacts with the diocesan bishop made it possi-
ble to quickly resolve all emerging issues.
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The result of such cooperation was the solution of an important problem. Preserving the
temples in state ownership, public opinion was reassured. At the same time, it was ensured
not only the legal stay of the Russian Orthodox Church near the ancient Christian holy plac-
es, but also the unhindered conduct of worship in these churches, which, in fact, the Ortho-
dox sought. The influx of pilgrims increased significantly. Thousands of believers from the
Southern and North Caucasian federal districts gathered for worships during the patronal
feasts of ancient temples (Trinity, St. Elijah, St. George). This was largely facilitated by the
appointment of Archimandrite Anthony (Skrynnikov), the former head priest of the Holy As-
sumption Alansky Monastery, who enjoys great authority among the believers of North Osse-
tia and the KCR.

In 2018, the temples were placed under the jurisdiction of a specially created institution
i.e. the Karachay-Cherkess Republican State Budgetary Institution “Alan Ancient Christian
Center in the North Caucasus” (director — Ahmad Kemalovich Erkenov), under the authority
of the Ministry of Tourism, Resorts and Youth Policy of the KCR. Among the goals stated in
the charter are “organizing tourist routes to places of archaeological sites on the territory of
the republic, ... ensuring the integrity of the historical and architectural complex, historical en-
vironment and surrounding landscapes, promoting and popularizing the historical and cultural
heritage and natural heritage of Karachay-Cherkessia in the tourist market of Karachaevo-
Circassian Republic, the Russian Federation and outside the Russian Federation "[31].
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