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Abstract. In the article, the author, based on the methodological principles of
historicism, objectivity, systematics, explored the specific achievements of Kharkiv
University scientists, who worked in the first half of the XIX century, in the formation
and development of science History of State and Law. Their scientific works, in
accordance with the main trend in the genesis of this science at that time, were centered
around the law of Kyiv Rus and, in particular, the content of the Rus’ka Pravda
(Russian Truth). This area of their activity is studied insufficiently in the scientific
literature, both domestic and foreign. This is due to the fact that the main contribution
to the development of these issues was made in the second half of the XIX century —
then a significant number of works on this topic was published, which provided an
opportunity for their systematic analysis. The activity of scientists of this university in
the first half of the X1X century concerns the period of formation of historical and legal
science. Hence the main shortcomings of their work: a certain fragmentation in the
coverage of problems, a narrow historiographical base, the hypothetical nature of
some theses. Professor Uspenskyi was the first who started working on the history of
law at Kharkiv University and considered the question of “the antiquity of Russian
laws and their dignity”. At that time, scholars of many universities in the empire had
to prove the authenticity of the Rus ’ka Pravda and those laws that was not yet generally
accepted. O. Kunitsyn, a professor of Kharkiv University, also expressed some doubts
in this, although he cannot be attributed entirely to the supporters of the “skeptical
school” in Russian historiography. O. Paliumbetskyi made the most significant
contribution to the development of historical and legal science at that time at Kharkiv
University. He conducted one of the first comparative studies of Old German and Old
Rus law, convincingly showed their differences, some influence of German law on
Russian, which he considered insignificant. Quite thorough and one of the best was his
study of treaties between Rus and Byzantium in the X century. Based on the provisions
of these agreements, the scientist made a successful attempt to determine the essence
of some of Old Rus laws, in particular on revenge, compensation to the victim and

Copyright © 2020 V. Grechenko. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0, which permits
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.



http://www.hst-journal.com/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
mailto:grechenko18@gmail.com
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6046-0178

http://www.hst-journal.com Icmopis nayku i mexHiku, 2020, mom 10, sunyck 2
History of science and technology, 2020, vol. 10, issue 2
court evidence. Most of his arguments were tested over time and are not disputed by
modern scientists. Scientists-lawyers of Kharkiv University in that period did not form
a separate scientific school, as happened at the University of Kyiv due to the activities
of M. lvanishev, but they worked in line with the then prevailing paradigms in Russian
historiography, and made a certain contribution to the formation of historical and
legal science. Therefore, their scientific activity deserves further study.
Keywords: Ukraine; Law; Old Rus law; Kyiv Rus; the Rus ka Pravda

Introduction.

The emergence of historical and legal science in the Ukrainian lands is linked
inextricably with the opening and development of universities on these areas and the
development of legal education in them. The formation of the science of History of
Law in Ukrainian universities (we are talking, first of all, about the three universities
opened in the XIX century: Kharkiv, Kyiv and Odesa) was provided by research of
local professors. The first of these universities was in Kharkiv and it was its scholars
who began to develop historical and legal science in the first half of the XIX century,
as the other two universities were opened later. Already in the early XX century about
the contribution of jurists of Kharkiv University to the development of jurisprudence,
including to studying the law of Kyiv Rus, was written in the work “Law Faculty of
Kharkiv University for the first hundred years of its existence (1805-1905)”
(Chubinskyi & Bagaley, 1908, p. 311). General aspects of the development of legal
education and science in universities in the Ukrainian lands are covered in the
dissertation of O. Yegorova “Legal education in the universities of Ukraine XIX — early
XX centuries (stages and features of development)” (Yehorova, 2004). Nothing was
said about the works of historians of law of that period in the Great Legal Encyclopedia
(Vol. 1 — History of State and Law, 2016) and in the 10-volume “Encyclopedia of the
History of Ukraine” (2003—-2019).

The activities of some professors of Kharkiv University in the field of historical
and legal science are covered in several articles by the author of this scientific
investigation (Grechenko, 2014; Bandurka & Grechenko, 2018). Thus, the scientific
achievements of professors who were engaged in historical and legal research during
that period at Kharkiv University have been studied insufficiently and very unevenly.
Many more publications relating to the analysis of the works of scientists of the second
half of the XIX century and early XX century. According to the degree of exploring
they can be divided into three groups. The first group includes the more explored, who
have made a significant contribution to the development of this science and about
whom dissertations have been written. These are S. Pakhman and M. Maksimeiko. The
second group includes less explored by scholars of later historians of law, about which
there are separate articles or references (M. Kovalevskyi, A. Stanislavskyi, O.
Paliumbetskyi, G. Uspenskyi, P. Tsytovych, O. Zagorovskyi, |. Sobestianskyi). The
third group consisted of historians of law, whose scientific achievements for various
reasons have not actually been studied (M. Klobutskyi, K. Mikhailovskyi, A. Fateyev
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and some others. Only one article partially covers this problem, but it speaks only about
the activities of G. Uspenskyi (Grechenko & Yarmysh, 2017).

Thus, the general assessment of the contribution of Kharkiv University professors
in the first half of the XIX century and the personal contribution of most of them to the
development of the History of Law of Kyiv Rus is an insufficiently developed scientific
problem and needs further research. This insufficient study of the topic and its
relevance led to the purpose of the article, which is to determine the value of scientific
achievements of scientists of Kharkiv University in the study of the Rus’ka Pravda and
the development of historical and legal science in the first half of the XIX century.

Research methods.

The methodological basis of the article were such principles of scientific
knowledge as historicism, objectivity and systemacy. The author tried to adhere clearly
to the principle of historicism, examining the processes, events and facts in
chronological order, taking into account the current situation in education and science.
The use of the principle of objectivity made it possible to analyze impartially the source
base, works and views of legal scholars of the time. The task of system analysis was to
give a holistic comprehensive picture of formation history and the History of Law
development at Kharkiv University in the first half of the XIX century.

Results and discussion.

As it is known, on November 5 (17), 1804, the Emperor Alexander | approved the
Charter of the Kharkiv Imperial University, which included the Department (Faculty)
of Moral and Political Sciences. The main task of the faculty was to train lawyers for
the civil service (Kharkiv University, 2004, p. 17). Professors from European countries,
who during the first 15 years of the university’s activity made up the majority of the
scientific and pedagogical staff, had a significant influence on the formation of legal
education at the department. This factor contributed to the spread of advanced
educational ideas from Europe, where the theory of natural law dominated.

There was also an organizational institutionalization of scientific activity of the
University professors. In 1812, the Society of Sciences at the University was founded
the main task of which was to publish the scientific works of scientists. It must be noted
that professors of the faculty in the first years of its existence prepared and published
reports that had a historical and legal aspect. Thus, in 1811, Professor G. Uspenskyi
published a study “The experience of the narrative of Russian antiquities” part one, and
the following year — the second part (Faculty of Law, pp. 18-19 ). In the second part
there were the divisions “On the antiquity of Russian laws and their dignity”, “On
proceedings, fines and punishment”. Originally written and interesting for today’s
reader is the section “On the former ranks and present places in Malorosiya”, which
deals with the origin of the Cossack ranks (Colonel, Osaul, etc.) (Uspenskyi, 1818,
pp.707-761). We can state that this was the first publication at Kharkiv University
which had elements of historical and legal research.
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In 1839, with the Law Faculty approval of Kharkiv University, M. Klobutskyi’s
work “Study of the main basic laws of the Russian Empire in their historical
development” was published.

As we already mentioned, the pioneer in the field of historical and legal science
at Kharkiv University was Gavrila Uspenskyi (1765-1820). He began working at
Kharkiv University in 1807, after M. Karamzin refused to head the department of
history. After that G. Uspenskyi was offered to work at this department. He
immediately proved to be an active lecturer, and in 1807 he submitted to the department
the first part of a detailed “Dictionary of Establishments and Observations”, which he
has been preparing for several years. Since October 1807 G. Uspenskyi was a lecturer
at Kharkiv University in Russian history and statistics, since 1808 he was an associate
professor, since 1811 he was an extraordinary professor, since 1813 he was an ordinary
professor, and since 1814 he was the dean of the verbal department (Encyclopedic
Dictionary, 1902, p. 19). In 1812, Uspenskyi became the editor of the scientific and art
journal Ukrainskyi Visnyk (Ukrainian Herald), which was published in Kharkiv and
distributed in Kharkiv province and Sevsk, Karachev, Briansk. In his work “The
Experience of the Narrative of Russian Antiquities” (part II), G. Uspenskyi expressed
the opinion that even in the pre-state period, the Eastern Slavs had their own laws. He
believed that these laws were oral and passed on to subsequent generations through
tradition (Uspenskyi, 1818, p. 452).

Regarding the existence and functioning of written laws and Rus’ka Pravda, the
professor agreed with the opinion of V. Tatyshchev, considering their existence a
proven fact (Uspenskyi, 1818, p. 453). Great importance among the evidence in favour
of this thesis, he attached to the treaties concluded in the X century between Rus and
Byzantium. G. Uspenskyi noted that these treaties have repeatedly contain references
to Rus laws. The indisputable merit of the scientist is that he was one of the first to
make a detailed analysis of these agreements and it was quite original and convincing.
The novelty of the analysis was that, based on these agreements, the scientist tried to
define the essence of some Rus laws. 1) He noted the value of the oath when concluding
contracts. 2) He emphasized that the penalty for murders (the death penalty, not the
fine) put the rich and the poor on the same level, because the rich could no longer
redeem themselves and that meant their formal equality before the law. 3) The treaties
showed that in Russia a woman was not disenfranchised — after the death of her
husband, his wife could inherit his property. 4) The wife and children of the offender
were responsible for his crime. 5) If the wound was inflicted with a weapon, the “eye
for an eye” rule did not apply — a fine had to be paid for the damage. 6) Theft of
another’s property provided for double or triple compensation from one’s own
property. 7) A thief caught at the scene of a crime could be killed on the spot if he
resisted and did not surrender. 8) The property of a foreigner who died without leaving
a will must be transferred to his relatives in the country from which he came.
G. Uspenskyi believed that these laws were in force throughout the X century, and then
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were corrected, in particular by Vladimir Sviatoslavovich (Uspenskyi, 1818, pp. 454—
455).

Another pioneer of historical and legal science at that time at Kharkiv University
was Capiton Mykhailovskyi (1789-1823). Holding from February 1812 to 1819 the
position of professor at the Department of History, Geography and Statistics of the
Russian state he conducted lectures and practical classes with students on Russian civil
law (1812, 1813, 1819), Theory of Russian jurisprudence (1813), History of the
legislation of the Russian Empire (1815-1816), History of Russian law (1819), Russian
criminal law (1816). Since 1823 he has been an extraordinary professor at Kharkiv
University. In 1823 he delivered an act speech “On the Beginnings and Origins of
Russian Legislation” in which he pointed out that the first written source of Russian
law was Rus’ka Pravda, and its author was Yaroslav the Wise. He also believed that
the Slavs borrowed criminal laws from the Germans and civil laws from the Romans.
Quite an early death (January 1, 1823, at the age of 34) prevented him from doing
anything more (Faculty of Law, pp. 8, 191-193).

Some more information about another pioneer of historical and legal science at
the university (and not only!) Alexei Kunitsyn (1805-1883). In 1834, defending the
thesis “On inheritance under the law on the basis of Russian law” at St. Petersburg
University, was approved as a doctor of law and appointed a lecturer at Kharkiv
University. Since 1837 he has been an extraordinary professor, and since 1838 he has
been an ordinary professor at the Department of Civil Law. Kunitsyn was approved by
St. Petersburg University with a doctorate in law (Faculty of Law, p.193). He defended
his doctoral dissertation on “On the right of inheritance in accordance with the law, on
the basis of the laws of the Russian Empire, in its historical development” (published
in 1842). In 1839-1841, 1849-1850 and 1852-1853 he served as a rector. In 1874 he
retired and settled in Kharkiv. Died 7 (19) February 1883 in Kharkiv (Servants of
Themis, 2015, pp. 85-86).

The peculiarity of his views on the Old Rus legislation was that he generally
considered the provisions of the Rus’ka Pravda on family law hypothetical (Kunitsyn,
1844, p. 73). It should be noted that here his views were close to the “skeptical school”
in the Russian historiography. These views were based on the position of A. Schletzer,
who considered unreliable some of the Old Russian treaties (Schletser, 1816). A.
Schletzer’s theses, which questioned the authenticity of the original Russian chronicle,
were supported by a native of Kharkiv and a graduate of the Kharkiv Collegium, and
later — the rector of Moscow University, M. Kachenovskyi, who argued that the
creation of the Rus’ka Pravda dated back to later than the XI century time and it
contained inaccurate data (Kachenovskyi, 1829). But most scientists had a different
opinion. These views were analyzed in detail in the book of V. Ikonnikov, Professor of
Kyiv University (1841-1923) (Ikonnikov, 1871, p. 106).

Oleksandr Paliumbetskyi (1811-1897) made the greatest contribution to the
development of historical and legal science at that time. Since 1838 he worked at
Kharkiv University. He was repeatedly the dean of the Law Faculty, as well as the
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rector of this university (Bakirov & Posokhov, 2002, p. 413). In 1844,
O. Paliumbetskyi defended his doctoral dissertation “On the system of judicial
evidence of ancient German law in comparison with Rus’ka Pravda and later Russian
laws that are in close contact with him”. The main theses of the dissertation were as
follows. Firstly, he showed the difference between Old German law and Rus’ka Pravda
in terms of revenge and private reward. He wrote that “private revenge turned in
general against crimes. .., against violations of peace (Paliumbetskyi, 1844, p. 7). The
scientist showed the importance of private remuneration to victims for violating their
rights. He believed that the establishment of such a reward was a step forward in the
development of law, as it restricted the freedom of revenge that had previously
dominated, replacing it in cases where it was prohibited by law. The novelty of the O.
Paliumbetskyi’s study was that he revealed the importance of private reward to victims
for violating their rights, proving that this was an important shift in the evolution of
law, as it narrowed the scope of revenge. Secondly, the dissertation analyzed in detail
the court evidence on Rus’ka Pravda and the author concluded that the code did not
belong to the court evidence. Third, the scholar believed that the appointment of
assistants at the oath was a precursor to jurors. Fourth, the author proved that the right
to prove by oath and ordeals according to Rus’ka Pravda belonged not only to the
plaintiff but also to the defendant. Fifth, a duel between the parties under the same set
of laws was applied only when the plaintiff did not have enough evidence. For the
defendant, it could be proof that he replaced everyone else except the oath. Sixth, the
author of the dissertation came to the conclusion that the influence of Old German law
on Old Rus law in the field of judicial evidence was insignificant (Faculty of Law,
p. 293).

It seems to us that the Ukrainian researcher V. Zaruba, in that period, in general,
the actual Ukrainian historical and legal science has not yet separated and was part of
the Polish and Russian, and its delimitation was not even discussed at the discussion
level (Zaruba, 2010). But we should add that all Russian historical and legal scientists,
including scholars who worked at Kharkiv University, were under the strong
theoretical influence of the Dorpat School of History and Law, in particular the views
of its main representatives J.F.G. Evers and A.M.F. Reitz. His textbook on the History
of Law was one of the most popular at that time in the universities of the country. The
merit of this school is that they initiated the study of the History of Law of Ancient
Russia, were supporters and popularizers in Russian law of a new, as at that time,
methodological approach — historical and dogmatic direction. Their scientific
achievements are the cornerstone of historical and legal science in this country, and
they are, by right, its pioneers in many specific historical and legal problems (Holovko
& Grechenko, 2016).

Conclusions.
Thus, a number of professors at Kharkiv University, who taught there in the first
half of the XIX century, made some contribution to the deepening and expansion of
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knowledge about the law of Kyiv Rus. Oleksandr Paliumbetskyi should be especially
noted in this sense. These scientists were the first — and this is their advantage and
disadvantage. The advantage of primacy needs no explanation, and the disadvantages
were explained by the search for new concepts and ideas, not all of which remained in
the history of science. During the period under study, the History of Law began to
become a science gradually, including the efforts of the above-mentioned scholars.
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Boaoaumup I'peyenko
XapKiBChKHI HAI[IOHAJILHUM YHIBEPCUTET BHYTPIIIHIX CIpaB, YKpaiHa

BHecok yyeHnx XapKiBCbKOIr0 YHiBEpCUTETY B PO3BUTOK iCTOPUKO-TIPABOBOI
Hayku (mepma mosjoBuHa XIX cr.)

Anomauia. Y cmammi asmop, 6asyrouucb Ha MemooON02IYHUX NPUHYUNAX
icmopusmy, 06’ekmueHocmi, cucmemMHoOCmi, 00C1iOU8 KOHKpemHutl 00poOOK G4eHUx
Xapkiscbkoco yHigepcumemy, AKI npayrosaiu 6 nepwit nonoeuui XIX cm., y
cmanosnents ma poseumox Hayku «lcmopis Oepycasu ma npasay. Ixui nayxosi
PO3pOOKU, 8I0NOBIOHO 00 OCHOBHOI MeHOeHYii 8 eene3i yici HayKu 6 mou uac, oyau
30cepedaiceni Haskono npasa Kuiscvkoi Pyci i, 30xkpema, smicmy Pycvkoi Ilpasou. lleti
Hanpsam ix OisIbHOCMI HeOOCMAMHbO OO0CHIONCeHUll 8 HAYKOGIl Jimepamypi, 5K
BiMyU3HAHIU, makx 1 3apyoixcuiu. lle noscuwoemvbcs mum, Wo OCHOBHULL BHECOK 8
PO3POOKY 8KA3AHUX NUMAHb 0)10 3p00aeH0 Y Opyeii nonosuni XIX cm. - mooi sutiuina
3HAYHA KINbKICMb Npayb 3 O0AHOI meMamuku, wo 0adeano MOMCIUGICMb O IX
cucmemnoz2o awnanizy. [HisinbHicme Jice GYEeHUX BKA3aH020 YHigepcumem)y Nepuiol
nonosunu XIX cm. cmocyemuvcsi nepiody CmaHo8ieHHs ICMOPUKO-npagoeoi HAYKU.
36i0cu 1 OCHOBHI HeOoNiKU iXx podim: nesHa ¢hpasmeHmapHicmsv ) GUCGIMIEHHI
npobnem, 8y3vKka icmopioepaghiuna 6asza, cinomemuynicms desaxux mes. Ilepuum, xmo
noyas po3poodnsimu numanHs icmopii npasea vy Xapxiscbkomy YHieepcumemi, 0y8
npogecop I'. Il Ycnencokuil, sikutl po3ensiny8 numalHs «npo OABHICHMb 3AKOHI8
PYCbKUX ma ix docmoincmea». Y mou uac euenum b6acamvox yHigepcumemie Ha
mepenax imnepii 00800UNOCS 00800UMU OOCMOBIPHICMb YUX 3aKoHie ma Pycvkoi
Ilpasou, wo He Oyno we 3azanvronpuvinamoro Oymkoro. Ilesni cymuieu y ybomy
sucnosnosas i npoghecop Xapriscorkoeo ynisepcumemy O. B. Kyniyun, xoua io2o He
MOJMCHA YINKOM BIOHeCmuU 00 HNPUXUTbHUKIE «CKeNMUYHOI WKOAUY 6 POCIlCHKIl
icmopioepaghii. Hatlicmomuitiuuii 6Hecox 68 po36UmoK iCmMopuKko-npasosoi HaAyKu 6
yeti uac y Xapkiscokomy yrisepcumemi 3poous O. 1. [lamombeyvkuii. Bin nposie oone
3 nepuiux NOPIGHANbHUX OOCNIONHCEHb 0ABHbOLEPMAHCLKO20 | 0A8HLOPYCHLKO20 NpaAsd,
NEePeKoHIUBO NOKA3A8 iX BIOMIHHOCMI, OEsIKUL 6NIUE 2EPMAHCHLKO20 NPA6a HA PYCbKe,
SAKUL 8IH 86a#CA8 HE3HAYHUM. /JoCumsb IPYHMOBGHUM | OOHUM 3 HAUKPAWuUXx Oyno0 tio2o
odocrniddcenus 0o2oeopis mixc Pyccro ma Bizaumiero y X cm. Cnuparoyucy Ha
NOJIOJICEHHST YUX 002080pi6, GUeHUL 3p0OUS 80AY CNPODY GUSHAYUUMU CYMb OEAKUX 3
0AB8HbOPYCLKUX 3AKOHIB, 30Kpema w000 HOMCMU, GUHA20POOU NOMEPNIIOMy mda
cy0osux ookasis. binbuiicms 3 yux tio2o apeymenmis npouLLIU NePesipKy Yacom i He
3anepeyyiomvbca Cy4acHuMu g4eHumu. Bueni — opucmu Xapkiecbkoz2o yHigepcumemy
Y 6Kazauull nepioo He YMEOPUIU OKpPeMOi HAYKOBOI WKou, 5K ye 6i00ynocs y
Kuiscvxomy ynieepcumemi 3agosiku oisnonocmi M. J[. lsaniwesa, 6onu npayrosanu 6
pycli naumyrouux mooi 8 pocilicbKiil icmopioepagii napaduem, aie 3poounu nesHull
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BHECOK )Y CMAHOBIEHHS [CMOpUKo-npasoi Hayku. Tomy ix Haykoea OisnbHicmb
3acny208ye Ha noOanbule GUEUEHHS.

Kniwwuoei cnoea. Yxpaina, npaso; OaeHnvopycvke 3axkoHooascmeo, Kuigcvka
Pycwv; Pycvka lIpasoa

Baagumup I'peuyenko
XapbKOBCKMI HAlMOHAJIBHBIM YHUBEPCUTET BHYTPEHHUX /€I, Y KpanHa

Bxaaa yuyeHbIx XapbKOBCKOI0 YHUBEPCUTETA B Pa3BUTHE HCTOPHKO-NIPABOBOM
HaykH (mepBas nmosiosuHa XIX B.)

Annomayusn. B cmamve agmop, ocHo8vl8asCh HA MEMOO0NI02UHECKUX NPUHYUNAX
ucmopusma, 00beKmu8HOCMuU, CUCMEMHOCMU, UCCTIe008aA] KOHKPEMHbLU 8KIA0 YYEHbIX
Xapvkoseckoeo yHusepcumema, pabomaswiux 8 nepeou nonogune XIX 6., 6
cmaHoeéneHue u pazsumue Hayku «HMcmopus npasay. Hx nayunvlie paspabomku, 6
COOmMBEemMcmaUU ¢ OCHOBHOU MeHOeHyuell 8 2eHe3uce Mol HAYKU 8 mo epems, OvLiu
cocpedomouennl 8okpye npasa Kuesckou Pycu u, 6 uacmuocmu, cooepaicanus Pyccrou
llpasovl. Omo Hanpasnenue ux OeamerbHOCMU HEOOCMAMOYHO UCCIEe008AHO 8
HAY4HOU Jumepamype, KaKk omeyecmseHHoU, max u 3apyoexcHou. Imo obwsicHsaemcs
mem, Ymo OCHOBHOU 8KIAO 8 pa3padomK) YKA3aHHbIX B0NPOCO8 Oblll cOeNaH 80 8MOPOLL
nonosute XIX 6. — mozoa 6b110 OnYOIUKOBAHO 3HAUUMENbHOE KOAUYeCma8o pabom no
OaHHOU memamuke, 4mo 0a8al0 B03MONCHOCMb OJisl UX CUCMEMHO20 aHAIU3A.
JeamenvHocmsb dice yueHvblX YKA3AHHO20 YHUGepcumema nepeou noaosumvt XIX e.
Kacaemcs nepuooa CmMaHo8leHUs UCMOPUKO-npaeoeotl Hayku. Omcrooa u 0CHO8Hble
Hedocmamku ux pabom. onpedeieHHas QpasmMeHmapHoCcms 8 oceewjeHuU npoodJiem,
y3Kasa ucmopuozpaguyeckas 6asa, 2UnOmemuyHOCms HeKOmopuix mesucos. Ilepsvim,
KMo Hauan paspabameleams GONPOCHI  ucmopuu npasa 8 XapbKOBCKOM
YHugepcumeme, 6wi1 npogheccop 1. I1. Ycnenckuti, komopuwii paccmompen 80npoc «o
OpesHoCmU 3AKOHO8 PYCCKUX U UX 00CMOUHCmea». B mo epems yuenvim MHO2UX
VHUGepcumemo8  Ha  Meppumopuu  UMREpUU  NPUXOOUIOCb  OOKA3bIBAMDb
docmogepHocmy smux 3akonosé u Pyccxoii Ilpasdvi u smo  He ObLl0 ewe
oowenpunamoim  mHenuem. Onpedenennvie COMHEHUS 6 OSMOM BbICKA3bIGANL U
npogheccop Xapwvkoseckoeo yuusepcumema A. B. Kynuyvin, xoms e20 Helb3s
NOJIHOCMbIO OMHECMU K CHMOPOHHUKAM «CKENMUYECKOU WKOIbLY 6 POCCUICKOLL
ucmopuozpaguu. Camviil CyujeCmeeHHvlll 6KIA0 6 pa3sumue UCMOPUKO-NPasoeoU
HayKu 8 smo epems 8 Xapvkosckom yHueepcumeme coenan A. U. lanrombeyxuii. On
nposeil 00HO U3 NEPBbIX CPABHUMENbHLIX UCCIe008AHUL OPEBHE2EPMAHCKO20 U
OpegHepyccKko2o npaea, yoeoumenbHo NOKA3Al UX pA3Iudus, HeKomopoe GIusHUe
2EPMAHCKO20 NPABA HA PYCCKOe, KOMOPOe OH CUUMAJl HEe3HAYUMETbHbIM. [{oCmamoyHo
OCHOBAMENbHLIM U OOHUM U3 JIYYWUX ObLIO €20 UCCAe008AHUS 002080PO8 MEHCOY
Pycwvro u Busanmueti 6 X 6. Onupasicey Ha noodiceHus 5mux 002080p0o8s, YueHblll cOelal
YOAUHYI0 NONBIMK)Y BbIYIEHUMb CYMb HEKOMOPbIX U3 OPEeBHEPYCCKUX 3AKOHO8, 8
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YacmHOCMU OMHOCUMENbHO MeCmU, 803HASPANCOEeHUs NOmepnesuiemMy U CyO0eOHblx
Odoxasamenvbcms. bBonvuwiuncmeo u3 >mux e20 apeymeHmos Npouliu NHpPOBEPKY
8peMeHeM U He OmMpUYaAomcsi COBPEMEHHbIMU YUeHbIMU. YueHvle — 1Opucmol
Xapvkoeckoeo yHusepcumema ucciedyemoz20  nepuooa He cO030aau OmOoenbHOu
HAY4YHOU WKOMbl, Kak 5mo npouzouiio 6 Kueseckom yHusepcumeme 0.1a200aps
oeamenvrocmu H. J]. Meanuwesa, onu pabomanu 6 pycie 20cnoocmeo8asuiux mozaoa
8 POCCULCKOU ucmopuozpaguu napaouem, HO COeNAIU ONpPeoeseHHbll 6KIA0 8
CMaHosieHue UCMOPUKO-Npagosou Hayku. lloomomy ux nayunas OesamenbHOCMb
3acnyacusaem OanbHeuue20 U3y4eHusl.

Knroueevie cnosa: Ykpauma, npaso;, OpesHepycckoe 3aKOHOOAMENbCMEBO;
Kuesckas Pycw,; Pycckas [Ipasoa
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