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General Characteristics of the I nstitute of Punishment
in Galicia-Volyn State

The general characterization of punishment provideithis article is based on historical and legalgsis of
the sources of law of Galicia-Volyn state, incluglicustomary law, «Ruska Pravda», princely chartdngnicles. The
role and place of imprisonment as a type of penalty general system of penalties was determinkd.tiiesis, that the
contemporary practice pursues the same aim of ipongist, which began to emerge during the times efGhlicia-
Volyn state, namely, to make the criminal feel asgeof remorse and to wake in the others the dasirefrain from
such acts in the future, was justified.
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Formulation of scientific problem and its significance. The proclamation of Ukraine as an
independent state, constitutional recognition ®kthatus as a social, democratic, law-based gtaearation
of the strategic course to join the European Urdogate an objective need for the improvement of the
national legal system. This is not only a neediimplementation of socio-economic and politiedbrms,
but also in an effective legal reform, part of whis a significant reform process in the crimiralminal
procedural and penal law.

In the context of reformation of the system of pges, the study of any experience, including
historical, has not only theoretical but also padtvalue. Innovations in the field of criminalWanamely
the introduction of the institute of probation irkridine, the ability to conclude an agreement betwbe
victim and the accused, decriminalization of certgipes of illegal acts, are aimed to minimize riuenber
of imprisonments or reduce the terms of sentenas, therefore, very important to look into thetitute of
penalties with the means of historical method.

In this context it is important to conduct a propesearch of the institute of penalties in Galicia-
Volyn state, to clarify the consistent pattern ahdracteristics of the genesis of punishment, arstudy its
subsequent impact on the development of penalypolic

Analysis of the relevant studies on thetopic. Many famous scientists work and have worked en th
issues of application and execution of sentencdgtaa penal system in general. A significant cdwutiion
to the study of this problem was made by |. BogatyM. Veronskyy, T. Denisova, A. Kolb, A. Makarenk
A. Dzhuzha, M. Paliy, M. Yatsyshyn and others. T9®ie of the formation and development of the timi
of penalties in Galicia-Volyn state was fragmentaported in scientific studies of I. Boyko, K. 8mienko,

S. Yushkov, A. Tkach, V. Kulczycki, B. Tischikov, .G@hevchenko, Y. Tsvetkova, P.Zakharchenko,
P. Muzychenko and others.

The main body of the article and justification of the results of the study. In 1199 Volyn Prince
Roman Mstyslavovych united Galician and Volyn piiadities into a single Galicia-Volyn state, whialas
the successor of Kievan Rus', the state has cattitnaditions of Kiev government on Ukrainian laftls
p. 273]. M.Grushevskyy in the third volume of hisnflamental work «History of Ukraine-Rus'» wrote:
«After seeing the process of decomposition andydetthe Kievan state and the separation of itsaifian
provinces, we turn now to the Galicia-Volyn statdjch was founded in the XllI century and stretclisd
existence on the Ukrainian lands for the whole wgnafter the fall of Kiev, in the full power ofaditions
of great state’s politics and life, prince-druzhyiaamy) regime, socio-political and cultural forntseated
by the Kiev government [2, p. 1].

Creation of Galicia-Volyn principality was an impant step in the history of formation and
development of Ukrainian statehood, because, urtlikeKiev multiethnic state, Galicia-Volyn state sva
based on a uniform Ukrainian basis and achievedfigignt political development and in terms of ecoy
and culture was among the most advanced in Eupe B].

During the establishment of Galicia-Volyn stateg fkegal system was formed and developed [4,
p. 61]. The sources of law in the Galicia-Volyntsetavere customs,Ruska Pravda princely legislation,
Magdeburg law and canon law.

Eastern Slavs, before the creation of the Kievag',fhad a well-developed system of morals that
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governed their behavior. Among the oldest provisiohcustomary law of Galicia-Volyn land were tles
governing the exercise of vengeance and of someepdings. For a long time oral form of customawy la
was enacted in the Galicia-Volyn state. Later, amstry law was reflected in the articld3uska Pravdal[5,

p. 3]. Application of the Ruska Pravdain Galicia-Volyn state had no distinct differeaceRuska Pravda
did not lose its importance after the collapse @vidn Rus' [6, p. 183].

Like the Kievan Rus', the Galicia-Volyn state wigdeised canon (church) law, sources of which
were diverse church statutes and ordinances. Bh@tes occupied a special place among the landnoérk
princely legislation. Ecclesiastical ordinances/tddimir the Great and Yaroslav the Wise were comiyo
used in Galicia-Volyn state as well.

However, the law-making process in the Galicia-Viogtate had its own peculiarities, which were
expressed through amendment of existing sourc&usflaw, as well as the adoption of new regulation
Changes in the legal system were caused by thasinte development of socio-economic relations and
uniqueness of the political development in Galk@yn state [7, p. 41-42].

Exceptional attention in the sources of the Galitidyn state law was dedicated to regulation of
criminal legal relations. Criminal law of Galiciae¥yn state, as a collection of sources of Rus' lgnat
contained the provisions of criminal law of the riesdl period, developed on the basis of socialsclas
inequality. Compared with the Kievan Rus', statented its criminal law towards a deeper understandin
the offense, which was regarded not only as arulissa private interests of a person or family, alsb as a
violation of law and a threat to society. It wadideed that crime inflicts «insult» on the Princadahis
authority, because it puts him in the situationihaf breach of duty to preserve order in the couyrtng the
state itself authorized him to do so in the firsice [8, p. 267].

An expression of the development of the legal instiof punishment in the Galicia-Volyn state was
the appointment and execution of punishment byddig property reimbursement into «vira» (transfe e
the treasury of the prince) and «holovschyna» (paitie victim and his family) [9, p. 48-49]. Aseigg the
vira to the Prince was a factor of switching crialifaw to the sphere of state regulation. Instibfteira as a
punishment led to the understanding of the crimaraact that violated the general law and ordeoiriety,
which the state had to provide. The purpose of gunent in the Galicia-Volyn state was, above all, t
compensate damages and losses to the victim &arhily, and replenish the treasury of the staten@iimes
also such purpose as revenge). As the law of pgeil criminal law of that time openly establishieel tlass
character of punishment. Life, honor and propefftyhe feudal lord was protected by the more severe
punishments than life, honor and property of orgirfeee people of ancient Rus' society. The plabere
the theft was committed also affected the sevefifgunishment. More severe consequences lay aloead f
thief, who realized that his criminal intent wassteal property or animals from a closed room —ten,
house and so on.

The most common penalty during the period of feigdalwas a kind of property punishment — a
fine. One of the types of such retention was viitee community sometimes paid off the fine insteathe
criminal. The highest penalty under the «Ruska txawvas «flow and looting» («Potik i grabuvannya»)
This penalty was expressed in confiscation oftedl property of the criminal («looting») and an exff his
family from the community («flow»), which in thosmnditions meant death to the expelled or, possibly
transformation into slaves [10, p. 65].

The property punishments inherent in «Ruska Pratdamd their reflection and were modified in
the current legislation of Ukraine, including theifiinal Code of Ukraine, which includes such praper
punishment as fine, corrective labor and confisecatif property [2, p. 13].

«Ruska Pravda provides information on the penalties aimed at fittedom of a person, as the
oldest penalties. In particular, historical andgprudential literature operates details abouettpulsion and
exile dated back to the Xl century. The imprisontigmentioned since ancient times, since the éifftus'
contracts with the Greeks. The days Biugka Pravdacan be characterized by three types of confinémen
1) «to the pogreb», «porub» (Ukrainian for cellanpderground prison; 2) «to the iron» — shackiess the
rack» — a wooden deck with two scaffolds that hdmble in the middle for the neck and loops for reaat
the ends [11, p. 53].

Penalties aimed at health, were used since anomes. |Ruska Pravdaprohibited «beat» without
Prince's acknowledgement, which meant that corgmralshment had to be exercised only by the officia
[2, p. 17 - 22].

In an era of Ruska Pravdathe terms «execution» and «vengeance» (instetite dérm «penalty»)
were mostly used. This situation S.M. Solovyov expd with the fact that in the family based, peedon
home routine, the main duty was to defend eachrotheevenge for one another, and the whole family
whatever broad and extensive it was, as it wasienwmder one founder, all its members, no matteatw
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stage in the hierarchy they occupied, had one ddtyvever, this obligation was limited only to close
relatives, and it is a sign that the tribal wayifef began to weaken, that the spread of tribatiehs had met
a barrier [11, p. 53].

Thus, according to the Statute of Yaroslav, in ¢vent of murder the brother shall avenge for
brother, father for son and vice versa, uncle &phew from the brother’s and sister’s side. Inda®e, there
was no one to avenge, the killer had to pay a petalthe Prince — vira, depending on the sociatiust of
the victim, whether it was a princely man or prisceervant, whose abilities were evaluated in each
individual case, or commoner: in the first caserthederer paid double vira (80 hryvnyas), in theosel —
simple one (40 hryvnyas); for the murder of a worhali of the vira was paid. So, gradually the fimctof
punishment in the form of revenge started to beatalen by the prince and his administration [12239]

The system of penalties in the Galicia-Volyn stages divided into types such as:

I) revenge;

2) monetary penalties;

3) subtypes of criminal penalties:

a) penalties aimed at freedom — exile (rogue),rérto, imprisonment;

b) penalties aimed at health — «hurtful» and «halksnf

c) the death penalty [13, p. 304 - 340].

The short editorial of Ruska Pravda recognized the possibility of a blood revengethiit
revengers or due to unwillingness of victim’s refas to avenge, compensation was set. Revenge seas u
only for two types of crimes: murder and causingoss wounds and severe beatings [14, p. 34-35].

Law of the Galicia-Volyn state distinguished th#dwing types of monetary penalties:

- Vira — monetary penalty for the murder in amoah#0 hryvnyas. Double vira (80 hryvnyas) was
also used, when a right-privilege was gained (ddipgnon the class status); half vira — 20 hryvnias
killing or causing injury to the woman; wild vira share of the community members. It was paid in two
cases: manslaughter during an argument at a banquetusal of the community to give away the crati
or carry out criminal activities on his investigati A fine of 12 hryvnias was imposed on person® wh
committed kidnapping of a slave or a beaver. As #asy to see, a slave was valued on the samedgve
animals.

According to some scientists, half of vira for timerder of a woman is explained by the fact that,
like any other feudal society Galicia-Volyn staggdlized the unequal status of women [14, p. 64-65]

Those, who could not pay the penalty which wenth® prince's treasury, became slaves. The
preferred form of punishment according to theuska Pravoa was a monetary penalty from criminal’s
assets, which consisted of two parts: one part witledrawn in favor of the prince, and the others- a
compensation for the damage caused by the crinteetimjured party [14, p. 64].

Other penalties for the murder of members of theelostrata of society, personal and property
crimes ranging in size from 5 to 12 hryvnyas:

- Sale («prodazh») — a penalty that went into thadury of the prince in three sizes, depending on
the type of crime:

a) serious crimes - 12 hryvnyas;

b) other crimes - 3 hryvnyas;

c¢) the minor ones - 60 kuns

Such penalty was accompanied by the custom feeshwhias paid to the judicial agents and was
equivalent to the 20% of sale;

- Urok - monetary compensation received by victohsrime;

- Holovschyna - monetary penalty in favor of famdliand relatives of the killed. According to
scientists, the size of holovschyny was equivaieiie size of vira [14, p. 35]

The highest penalty under thRuska Pravdawas the so-called «flow and looting». This form of
punishment was administered for three offensesderun the robbery (art. 7 of Expanded edition)sko
stealing (Art. 35 of Expanded edition), ignitingethouse and threshing floor (Art. 83 of Extendei@u).
Under this penalty, the offender, whose propertg e@nfiscated («looting») was also sent into aledrom
the community together with his wife and childrefigw»), which in those circumstances doomed exited
death, or perhaps transformation of women and i@mnléhto slaves. Of course, the articles which aiored
this type of punishment were aimed against theygteuof the masses, the number of which highlyaased
at the beginning of the XII century. [15, p. 65].

Information on the death penalty was preservetiénchronicles. Thus, patericon of Kyiv-Pechersk
Lavra referred to its application in the forms ailging, drowning and burning. The death penalty fivas
applied in practice of ecclesiastical courts. ltksly that lawmakers did not bother to fix norms the death
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penalty as the executions of the rebels against®sivere common. All forms of the death penaltyemary
simple in nature, in contrast to the subtle punishinof the late Middle Ages.

In one case, Ruska Pravdaallowed lynching. However, it is limited to a nber of conditions. A
thief could have been sentenced to death only ilvhg caught committing the crime at night. Howetvfer,
«he is caught and detained until dawn, then heldhmuled to the prince's court». And if he waseki) «and
people have seen the thief bound, then 12 hryvhgdgo be paid» [14, p. 35].

The most common form of punishment in accordandk eurrent legislation was also known in the
days of Galicia-Volyn state. The term «deprivatidrfreedom» in the Rus' law literally meant thateason
was turned into a dependent servant. According.t6 Gohova, this meaning was given to the instiinte
the early stages of formation of law, when commgfta wrongful act may have turned a person intaes
[16, p. 131-133].

The results of archaeological excavations in Nogdpwhere the jail dated back to the third decade
of the IX century was found, gave an image of tbaditions in pridons, where prisoners were kept in
ancient times, including the times of the Galicialwh state: its underground part was of a diametet
meters, depth of 3 meters, the walls were linett wiboden logs, two benches stood on the clay {iwbich
probably has been occasionally cleaned) and thaseavkind of toilet [17].

Although the Ruska Pravda does not mention such type of punishment as sapment in cell,
archaeological excavations, chronicle data and @pites show that prison was as common featuoeban
life as a prince's court, church or auction. Antiens' prisons were of two types: ground prison enafdog
and underground prison — cellar. The latter wa®la dug in the ground with the wooden decks on top,
covered with earth. According to the legends egiols were kept in cellars: Stavr Hodynovych ayd I
Muromets — «[they] piled oak decks from all sided aovered with yellow sand» [18, p. 26-27].

Keeping offenders in similar underground «prison@swnost consistent with the mythology of
imprisonment as a symbolic death. [19, p. 209].aA®rm of punishment, imprisonment appeared in the
legal sources under the influence of early Byzansiources. This new form, brought by the Christiaurch
as a type of punishment, later was used also bsr atfiicials. Traditions introduced by the Byzamtilaw
had a decisive influence on the formation of thegb@ractice both in the West and in the East [20,09].
The Statute of Prince Yaroslav Vladimirovich on #heclesiastical courts provided such punishments as
placing at «the church house» and penance (pendsteits original meaning since V century
(«excommunication from communion») and during theead of Byzantine law in Rus' meant the remaining
of the convicted in the monastery, where he prafgded and was involved into monastic work). Hogrev
this was not a public punishment. Its main goal teasorrect the guilty person, to form the senseeaforse
and desire to refrain from such acts in the fumd as a result — to salvage his soul. It is imptesso say
that such penalties were widely spread, becausé ¢amon law, based on the canonical norms, had
undergone significant transformation and had betapi@d to the local characteristics of church stinec
and terms of socio-political development.

Byzantine system of penalties, which began to patesinto the ancient Rus' practice during the firs
Christian princes, did not replace customary onetl@ contrary, as noted by V. I. Serheevych, bezdue
income of the church was low, the clergy considenede advantageous to impose fines traditionaRfas'
for offenses that were in the jurisdiction of theuch [21].

Thus, the primary penalties in Rus' transformedeurbde influence of the Byzantine legal system.
This is confirmed, first of all, through the undarsding of the concept of «punishment», «deprivatb
freedom» in the society of the feudal type-staté mmplementation of them into the canonical norins.
addition, the first legal acts of Rus' consolidates actions punishable under law.

Conclusions and prospectsfor futureresearch. The system of penalties in the Galicia-Volynetat
was quite advanced as for a feudal state. Theldgigis contained provisions that indicated certgjpes of
crimes, and peculiarities of their qualificatioMoreover, there are articles which indicate theliappon of
a penalty depending on the personal status of inenal. On the other hand, existing class inedqyas
guite common element in the feudal state. It shbeldoted, that the criminal law of the Galicia-\oktate
retained features of the criminal law of Kievan Rupgrading them in parts. Thus, the «Ruska Pravwdes
the main source of criminal law in the Galicia-Violgtate and other principalities. Much attentiors waid
to the ruling class — the feudal, that can be alegkethrough punishments for the crimes against thed/
or their property.

Moreover, most punishments were accompanied byfittes of different categories, paid to the
injured party and to the state treasury. This wmtlaer factor that indicates the existence of thebates of
statehood in the Galicia-Volyn state.

The analyses of the historical facts allows to mak@nclusion, that the current practice applies th
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same goal, as during the times of the Galicia-Vai@ie — making the criminal feel the sense of remand
desire to refrain from such acts in the future asé@ result — the salvation of souls.

The concept of penalty in the Rus' period and & rfodern Ukrainian state is similar in general
terms: it is a measure of state coercion, whicHieppo a person, convicted of a crime, and isricstg his
rights and freedoms. But modern goals and accordipgnalties are much different due to the
democratization of society and, therefore, theslagjon. The Constitution of Ukraine recognizes ham
being, his life, health, honor and dignity, intégriand security as the highest social values amd th
observance of human rights and freedoms — the dwdinof the state.

Consequently, now the historical research of thecepts of «crime» and «punishment» in the
ancient Rus' law is important, due to the influerdeforeign legal systems on domestic law and the
progressive development of institution of punishinen
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JiepKaBH, 30KpeMa 3BMYAEBOTO MpaBa, PychKoi mpaBiy, KHSKUX TPaMOT, JITOMHCIB 3IHCHEHO 3arajibHy
XapaKTepUCTUKY CHCTEMH IMOKapaHb. BU3HAUEHO POJIb 1 MicIle TaKOro BHJIY MOKapaHHs, sK yB' I3HEHHS Y
3arajpHii cuctemi nmokapanb. OOTpyHTOBaHO Te3y MPO Te, MO CydacHa MPAaKTUKa MEPECIiIye Ty XK METY
MOKapaHHs, sIKa Ioyvaia 3apoKyBatucs B nepioa ['anuubko-BonnHcbkoi nepxkaBu, a came GopMyBaHHS y
3JIOYMHIT BIAIYTTS KasATTS 1 Oa)KaHHS YTPUMYBATHCS B MOAIOHUX Iiif B MaOyTHHOMY 1 IHIIUMHA OCOOaMH.

Cucrema mokapasp y [anuibko-BoauHChKIN nepkaBi Oyia JOCHTh PO3BHHEHA, K I (eoaanbHOT
JepkaBd. Y 3aKOHOAABCTBI MiCTATbCA TOJOXKEHHS, SKi BKa3ylOThb MEBHI BUAM 3J0YMHIB, a TaKOX
ocoOmmBocTi iX kBamidikarii. KpiMm Toro, € cTaTTi, SIKi BKa3yIOTh Ha 3aCTOCYBaHHS MTpady B 3aJICIKHOCTI BiJ
O0COOHCTOTO CTaTyCy 3JIOYMHIIA. 3 IHIIOTO OOKY, HEPIBHICTH KJIACIB € MOCHUTH MOUTHPCHUM EJIEMEHTOM Y
¢deonanpHiil nepxasi. Chix 3a3Ha4MTH, MO KPUMiHANBHE MpaBo | anuibko-BonuHCEKOT AepkaBu 30eperio
pucu kpumiHanbHOTO TpaBa KuiBcekoi Pyci, moaepnisytoun ix. Takum umHoM, «Pyckka [IpaBma» Oyna
OCHOBHHIM JDKEPEIOM KpHUMIiHAIBHOTO TpaBa B [ amuiibko-BONMMHCHKIM mepikaBli Ta IHITAX KHS31BCTBAaX.
Bennka yBara Oyma mpuzieHa OXOpOHI NaHyr4oro (eoJaJbHOro Kiacy. binmbmiicte mokapaHb
CYNPOBOKYBaJHCA WTpadaMH Pi3HUX KaTeropil, sIKi BUIUIAYyBaJIUCS 1 MOTEPILIOMY, 1 B A€p>KaBHY Ka3HY.
[TonsaTTs mokapanus y nepiox KuiBcbkoi Pyci i B cydacHiit yKkpalHCBKIH AepKaBi CX0KE B 3aralbHUX pHCaXx:
e Mipa JIep>KaBHOTO MPUMYCY, SKa 3aCTOCOBYETHCS J0 0COOW, BU3HAHOT BUHHOKO Y BUYMHEHHI 3JIOYMHY, a
TaKOXX 0OMEKye HOro mpasa i CBOOOAH.

KurouoBi cjioBa: icTopuko-TipaBoBHiA aHaii3, I anuipko-BomnHCEKA epkaBa, CHCTeMa MOKapaHb,
yB’ SI3HCHHS, MAWHOBI ITOKapaHHS.

I'mamazga II. OOmas XxapakTepHCTHKAa HWHCTUTYTa HakasaHumil [aaunko-BoabiHckoro
rocynapcrsa. B crathe Ha OCHOBaHWM HCTOPUKO-TIPABOBOTO aHAJHM3a HCTOYHUKOB TMpaBa [ amuiko-
BonbiaCKOTO TOCymapcTBa, B YaCTHOCTH OOBIYHOTO TipaBa, <«PycCKOW MpaBAbI», KHSDKECKUX TIPaMoT,
JICTOITUCEHN OCYIIECTBICHO OOIIYI0 XapaKTEPUCTUKY CHUCTEMBI Haka3aHui. OpeneeHbl poiib 1 MECTO TAKOTO
BHJAa HaKa3aHWA KakK 3aKifodyeHHe B o0med cucreme Hakasanuid. OOOCHOBAaHHO TE3WC O TOM, HYTO
COBpeMeHHasl TpaKTHKa TpecienyeT Ty K€ IIeNb HaKa3aHWsd, KOTopas Hadaja 3apOoXAaTbCi B TEPHOJ
lamunko-BonbiacKOTO TOCYMapcTBa, a UMEHHO (POPMHUPOBAHHE Yy TPECTYITHUKA OIMYIICHUE PACKASHHUS H
JKEJTaHUE BO3/ICPKUBATHCS OT MOTOOHBIX JACUCTBUH B OyIyIIeM U IPYTHMH JIHIIAMHU.

Cucrema nHakazanuii B [amnuko-BoibIHCKOM TocymapcTBe Oblla TOBOJBHO pa3BUTa, Kak s
(deomanpbHOTO TOCymapcTBa. B 3aKOHONATENLCTBE COJEPIKATCS IIOJIOKEHHUS, KOTOPHIE YKa3bIBAIOT
oTpe/ieNICHHBIC BUIBI MPECTYIUICHU, a TaK)Ke 0COOSHHOCTH MX KBanudukanuu. Kpome Toro, ecth CTaThi,
KOTOpBIE YKa3bIBAIOT Ha MPUMEHEHHE mTpada B 3aBUCIMOCTH OT JIMYHOTO cTaryca npectynHuka. C apyroi
CTOPOHBI, CYIIECTBYIOIEE HEPABEHCTBO KJIACCOB SIBISETCA IOBOJBHO PACIPOCTPAHEHHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM B
(dbeonanpHOM rocymapcTBe. ClenyeT OTMETHTh, YTO YroJOBHOE MpaBo [ amuiko-BosbIHCKOTO TOCyaapcTBa
COXpaHWJIO 4YepThl yrojoBHoro mpaBa Kuesckoit Pycu, momepHm3mpys ux. Takmm oOpaszom, «Pycckas
[IpaBma» OGbIIa OCHOBHBIM MCTOYHHKOM YTOJIOBHOTO TpaBa B [ 'anniiko-BoJkIHCKOTO TocyaapcTBa U APYTUX
KHsDKECTB. bBonblioe BHMMaHue OBUTO YIEICHO OXpaHE TOCIOACTBYIONIETO (HeomambHOro Kiacca.
BonpmmHCTBO HakazaHU COMPOBOXKAAIUCH MTpadaMy pa3IMYHBIX KaTerOpUil, KOTOPHIE BHITUTAYMBAIIACH H
MOTEepPNEeBIIEMy W B TOCYHapCTBeHHyI0 KaszHy. lloHsTme HakazaHus B mepuon | amunko-BoibsiHCKOTO
rocylapcTBa M B COBPEMEHHOM VKPaWMHCKOM TOCYJapCTBE IIOXOKE€ B OONIMX dYepTax: 3TO Mepa
rOCYJapCTBEHHOI'O MPUHYKICHUS, KOTOpas MPUMEHSETCS K JIUIY, IPU3HAHHOMY BUHOBHBIM B COBEPLICHUU
MPECTYIUIEHUS, a TAKXKe OrPAaHUYMBAET €T0 MpaBa U CBOOOIHI.

KiaroueBble cioBa: HCTOPUKO-TIpaBOBOM aHanu3, [anmuiuko-BosiblIHCKOE TrocyaapcTBO, CHCTEMa
HaKa3aHUM, 3aKJIIOUCHUS], UMYIIECTBEHHbIC HaKa3aHUs.
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