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KootcHoz20 OHst epomadsHu YkpaiHu eubopioomb c60€ npago Ha xcumms, 3anucaHe y Koncmumyyii.
Joceio nposedeHHs cydosux pecpopm, wjo 6azysascs Ha €8ponelicCbKux YiHHOCMSX, € 8AMCIUBUM 051 pO3y-
MIHHSI CYOOUUHCMBA 8 CyudcHUX peanisx. AHani3 icmopuuHo20 MUHy/020 chpusmume nobydosi nompibHozo
niorpyHms 041 MupHo2o matibymHbo2o YkpaiHu. Mema cmammi — okpecaumu 3akoHooaguy 6a3sy, peKkoH-
cmpylogamu Kopnopauito ocib npokypopcbKo2o Hazasidy OKpyxcHux cydie UepHizigcbkoi 2ybepHil ynpo-
0oedic 1885-1916 pp. Memodon0z2iuHy ocHO8y 00CAIONCEHHS] CMAHOB/sIMb NPUHYUNU icmopusmy ma 06’°ex-
mueHocmi. BoHu peanizytombcs uepe3 3acmocysaHHsl Memooie ddicepeno3Hasguo20 aHanizy ma cuHmesy, a10-
2lyHo20, icMopUKO-nopieHsLIbHO20, MamemamuyHozo. Haykoea Hosu3Ha. Ynepuwe cucmemamu3o8aHo npo-
Kypopie, mogapuwlié npokypopie, cekpemapie npokypopis, siki npaytosanu 8 okpyxicHux cydax UYepHizig-
cbKol 2ybepHil 3a suujeskazaHuil nepiod. BucHoeku. Y YepHiziecokill 2ybepHii 3a nepiod 1885-1916 pp.
3acpikcosaro 132 ocobu, ceped HUX NPOKYpopu, mogapuuli npoKypopie, cekpemapi npokypopis. 3’sacoeaHo,
wo 8 ocib 3miHuAu micye pobomu e medxcax UepHiziecbkol 2ybepHii. 3agikcoeaHo OuHamiKy 3abe3neueHHs
wmamom moeapuwie npokypopis. Tak, y UepHiziecbkomy, HidcuHcbkoMy oKpydicHUX cydax uuceabHicmb
moeapuulie 3pocmana yepe3 negHuil nepiod uacy 0o Homupbox, n’ssmu ocib, a makoxc 00 cemu, 80CbMu ma
Hagimb des’simu ocib. Y CmapodybcbKoMy OKpyscHOMY cyOi 3achikcogaHi KOAUBAHHS y UUCeabHOC, cma-
6inbHe 36inbleHHs ocib susgaeHe 3 Opy2o0i nonoguHu 1901 p. CmamucmuuHi Mamepianu, Ha KHcab, He Oa-
10Mb 3MO2y 8UBYUMU NPUUUHU NIUHHOCMI cKAady obpaHuyie.

Karouosi cnoea: Pociticbka imnepis, YepHiziecbka 2ybepHis, cyoosa pegpopma 1864 p., okpysicHuii cyo,
NpOKypopcbKull Hazis0.

Formulation of the problem. A large-scale war continues in Ukraine for the second year in
a row. Citizens defend the most important things — their lives, values, and the right to live free
and be safe in their country. The Judicial reform of Oleksandr II in 1864 was based on European
experience and considered one of the most successful. It is clear that the result of implementing
the reform provisions depended on the employees' professionalism. A thorough analysis of this
experience is important for building a peaceful future for independent Ukraine.

The proposed article is one of the first attempts to analyze the legislative basis of the positi-
ons of the prosecutor, associate prosecutor, and secretary of district courts of Chernihiv provin-
ce. The chronological boundaries of the study cover the period from 1885 to 1916, systematical-
ly prescribed according to the statistical materials presented by the Calendars of the Chernihiv
province.

The researchers studied the issue of human resources in the context of judicial reform in ge-
neral. It is appropriate to mention M.V. Muraviov as a contemporary of the reform, a real secret
adviser, the Minister of Justice, and the General prosecutor. In his work «Prosecutorial supervi-
sion in its structure and activity: A manual for the prosecutorial service», he explained the basic
concepts of the prosecutor's office, the origin and course of development in Western Europe, a
historical overview of the Russian prosecutor’s office and the reform of Oleksandr II'.

! Mypaenes H.B. TIpoKypopcKuii HaZ30p B €ro yCTPOHCTBE U [esTebHOCTH: ocobue A1t POKypopcKoit cayxbu. T. 1.
IIpokyparypa Ha 3anaze u B Poccun. MockBa: YHuBepcuretckas tunorpadusi, 1889. 552 c.
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It is worth noting the monograph of the Ukrainian researcher V.V. Sukhonos. The book eva-
luated the aspects of the Jud1c1al Reform of 1864 that concerned the prosecutor's office and
highlighted positive experiences’.

The historiography of the study allows to state the ex1stence of scientific works devoted to
the issue of personnel support of the lehyn district court’. However, the need for more infor-
mation about the prosecutor's supervision makes the topic relevant.

Presenting main material. The legal act «Uchrezhdeniye sudebnykh ustanovleniy» establi-
shed the powers of officials of judicial bodies. Thus, Section III About persons of prosecutorial
supervision Article 124 stated that prosecutorial supervision was represented by chief prosecu-
tors, prosecutors, and their colleagues under the higher supervision of the Minister of Justice, the
General prosecutor”.

According to Article 125, there was a prosecutor and a number of the prosecutor's colleagues
determined by the state at each district court and at each judicial chamber. A person of the colle-
agues of the district court prosecutor was at the court, and the others were from other cities of
the district of the same court according to a particular schedule (Article 126). Article 129 of the
section above stated that comrades of prosecutors and chief prosecutors acted under the direction
of those prosecutors and those chief prosecutors where they were located. Prosecutors of district
courts were subordinated to prosecutors of court chambers, and they, in turn, to chief prosecu-
tors under the general direction of the Minister of Justice. Prosecutorial supervision persons had
to act based on laws (Article 130). Each prosecutor could replace his comrade and take the case
under his responsibility if it was in the department of a civil or criminal court. In the case of ill-
ness or absence of the chief prosecutor, the prosecutor of the judicial chamber or the district co-
urt, the performance of their duties was entrusted to their comrades by appointment or by senio-
rity. In case of removal from position, the duties were performed by seniority (Articles 131-
132). According to Article 134, secretaries were assigned to chief prosecutors and prosecutors.
The determined sum of money by the state was allocated for the maintenance and clerical expen-
ses of prosecutorial supervisors.

Chapter III, Section IV contained information on reporting to the judicial department. There-
fore, at the beginning of each year, the Ministry of Justice kept reports of all court decisions and
reports of prosecutorial supervisors about the progress of defendants' cases according to the es-
tablished form by the Ministry of Justice. The report of the district court prosecutor and his com-
rades was submitted to the trial chamber prosecutor, who compiled a general report on the prose-
cutor's supervision at the chamber and submitted it for consideration by the Minister of Justice.

It is relevant to note the prescribed provisions in Chapter I, Section VI "On the appointment,
dismissal, and transfer of the officials of the judicial department". Thus, only a subject of the
Russian Empire had the right to hold positions in the judicial department. In accordance with Ar-
ticle 210, engaged in judicial practice persons were appointed to the positions of prosecutorial
supervision. Consequently, a person with at least four years of experience in judicial practice co-
uld apply for the position of associate prosecutor or district court prosecutor with at least six ye-
ars of such practice. Comrades of district court prosecutors were appointed on the recommenda-
tion of the prosecutor of the trial chamber by the Minister of Justice. The authorities elected the
prosecutor of the district court on the proposal of the Minister of Justice. The persons under the
prosecutor's supervision were responsible for determining the secretary of the prosecutor (Ar-
ticles 221-223).

Chapter II of Section VI contained information on dismissal from service and transfer of the
officials of the judicial department. If the official did not report for duty and did not submit a re-
quest for release from service within one year from the date of discovery of a severe illness, the
prosecutor of the judicial chamber or the Minister of Justice wrote to the official the obligation
to leave the service. The official was automatically dismissed if this request was not met within
the next two weeks. The recommendation to dismiss an official from service was made by the
decision of the General Court Assembly, where the official was working, and the prosecutor's
decision was heard (Articles 229-230).

It is clear that the prosecutor's office's internal organisation is based on several rules related
to the main tasks. Accordingly, they include general conditions of service in the prosecutor's

2 Cyxonoc B.B. TIpoKyparypa y iep)aBHoMY MexaHi3mi Pociiicekoi iMmepii mic/st cyzo0Boi pedpopmu 1864 p.: MoHOrpa-

is. Cymu: YHiBepcuTeTchbKa KHUra, 2012. 104 c.

Minuenko M.B. T'onoBu Hi>KMHCBKOTO OKPY>XKHOrO CyZAy y CBiT/i MaTepianiB ¢oHay 358. CigepwjuHa 6 icmopii Ykpai-
Hu. 2022. Bumn. 15. C.93-95; Minuenko M., ®enopos . Kap’epuuii uuisix ronie HKUHCBKOrO OKPY)KHOTO Cyny
(1874 -1919 pp.). Cieepsncbkuii aimonuc. 2021. Ne 3. C. 89-97; Minuerko M.B. Ciy>x60Ba kap’epa TOBapHILIiB roJiiB
Hixxuncekoro okpyxHoro cyay (1874-1919 pp.). Bueni 3anucku THY imeni B.I. BepHadcbkozo. Cepisi: IcropuuHi Hay-
K. 2022. Tom 33 (72), Ne 4. C. 87-93.

“ Tonmoe cobpanue 3akoHOB Poccuiickoii nmmepun. CoGpanue Bropoe. Cankt-Tlerep6ypr: Tunorpadus 11 Otaenenus
CoberBennoit Ero Mmneparopckoro Benmuectsa kanijessipuy, 1867. T. 39. U. 2. Ne 41475.
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supervision and in its specific training that ensures the staff of worthy and capable employees;
rules on external official rights and duties of prosecutorial positions; hierarchical discipline; res-
ponsibility; unity; distribution of tasks between the ranks of prosecutorial supervision.

According to the legislative framework, the study found that the first prosecutor's office was
the district court prosecutor's office. Chernihiv, Nizhyn®, and Starodub district courts functioned
on the Chernihiv province territory. Statistical materials made it possible to record the dynamics
of the provision of these instances by persons of prosecutorial supervision from 1885 to 1916°.

According to our calculations, during the studied period, seven people alternately worked as
a prosecutor of the Chernihiv district court: A.A. Zeland (1885-1888), Ya.Ya. Chemadurov
(1889-1893), H.P. Bulatsel (1893-1898), M.M. Zveriev (1899-1904), K.M. Markelov (1904—
1906), A.S. Yushchenko (1906-1910), and L.V. Istomin (1910-1916). The term of prosecutor
service is an average of five years.

Thirty-three comrades of the prosecutors were recorded: M.I. Fursenko (1885-1891),
V.H. Pavelko (1885-1895), 0.0O. Kytytsyn (1885-1896), A.L.Olkhovskyi (1891-1893),
V.E. Nemeti (1893-1895), L.A. Talyzin (1894-1898), O.M. Tulov (1895-1906), M.O. Plemian-
nykov (1896-1903), V.O. Voronov (1896-1903), P.M. Boiarskyi (1898-1901), M.F. Liubarskyi
(1901-1906), V.P. Hnedych (1903-1906), S.I. Haievskyi (1903-1906), M.M. Olshevskyi
(1906-1911), M.I Kviatkovskyi (1906-1910), M.S. Hryhorash (1906-1912), M.M. Borodin
(1906-1913), H.O. Lazarevskyi (1906-1911), F.V. Kibalchich (1910-1916), M.M. Yarotskyi
(1911-1912), O.V. Yakovliev (1911-1913), O.P. Kalynovskyi (1911-1916), L.O.Kovalov
(1911-1916), D.I. Repoito-Dubiaho (1912-1914), V.I. Skarzhynskyi (1911-1912), M.V. Horyn-
skyi (1912-1916), P.A. Tupatilov (1912-1913), A.IL. Sosunov (1913-1915), B.O. Starosvitskyi
(1913-1916), A.Ya. Erdeli (1914-1916), O.V. Deineko (1914-1916), M.O. Shalimov (1915—
1916), and O.P. Velychkovskyi (1915-1916).

According to the Calendars, the quantitative provision of a comrade of the Chernihiv district
court prosecutor could be traced. For example, during 1885-1894, there were three comrades of
prosecutors in the provision; from the second half of 1894 to the first half of 1906, there were
four comrades of prosecutors; from the second half of 1906 to the first half of 1911, the number
increased to five people; during the second half of 1911 to the first half of 1913 — up to 8 people;
during 1913-1914 — 7 people; during the second half of 1914 to the first half of 1915 — 8 people;
from the second half of 1915 and during 1916 nine comrades of prosecutors worked. So, the
Chernihiv district court recorded an increase in the number of comrades of prosecutors. The stu-
dy showed that in most cases, the prosecutor's comrades resigned after three years.

® Bigain 3aGesneuenns 36epexxeHocTi foKymeHTiB [lepxxaBHOro apxiBy UepHiricekoi obmacti B M. Hikun (mami —
BAAYOH). ®. 358. Om. 1. Cnp. 3. Apk. 28.; BJAYOH. ®. 358. Om. 1. Crip. 798. Apk. 1.

¢ Kanenzaps UepHurosckoii rybepuuu Ha 1886 rog. Uepruros: Tumorpadus rybeprckoro mpasnenus, 1885. C. 157,
159,161; Kanengaps Yepuuroeckoit rybepuun Ha 1887 roa. Uepuuros: Twumnorpadust rybeprckoro mpasienusi, 1886.
C. 962-965; Kanenzmapsr Yepuurosckoii rybepuuu Ha 1888 roa. Uepuuros: Turnorpadust rybepHckoro npasienus, 1887.
C. 314-316; Kanengaps YepuuroBckoii rybepuuu Ha 1890 rog. Yepuwros: Turorpadusi ryGepHCKOro Ipasjie-Hus,
1889. C. 183, 184; Kanenmaps Uepuurosckoii rybepunu Ha 1891 rog. Uepnuros: Turorpadwsi rybepHCKOro TpaB-
nenwst, 1890. C. 234; Kanengaps Yepuurosckoii rybepauu va 1892 rog. Uepnuros: Tumorpadust rybepHCKOro mpasiie-
uwst, 1891. C. 271, 272; Kanenzgaps Yepuurosckoii rybepuuu Ha 1893 roa. Uepnuros: Tumorpadus ry6epHCKOro mpas-
nenust, 1892. C. 248, 249; Kanengaps YepHurosckoii rybepuun Ha 1894 roz. Yepuuros: Tumorpadus ry6epHCKOro
nipasnenust, 1893. C. 331; Kanenzgapr Yepuurosckoii rybepuun Ha 1895 roa. Yepuuros: Tumnorpadusi rybepHCKOro
nipaBnenust, 1894. C. 369, 465, 474; Kanengaps YepuuroBckoii rybepuuu Ha 1896 roa. Yepuuros: Twurorpadus ry-
6epuckoro mpasnenust, 1895. C. 377, 457, 477; Kaneugaps Yepuurosckoii rybepaun Ha 1897 rog. Yepuuros: Turmorpa-
¢wust rybeprckoro nipasienus, 1896. C. 13, 98, 119; Kanengapes UepHurosckoit rybepanu ua 1898 rog. Uepnuros: Tu-
norpacust rybeprHckoro npasienus, 1897. C. 14, 102, 124; Kanenzgaps Yepuuroeckoit rybepuuu Ha 1899 rog. Yephu-
ros: Tumnorpadust rybeprckoro npasienus;, 1898. C. 14, 15, 105, 129, 130; Kanedgaps YepHUroBCKOi rybepHud Ha
1900 rog. Yepuuros: Tunorpadus rybepHckoro npasienus, 1900. C. 15, 108, 133; Kanexgaps UepHUToBCKOi TyOep-
unn Ha 1901 rog. Yepuwuros: Turorpadus rybeprckoro npasienus, 1900. C. 16, 111, 136; Kanedgaps YepHUTOBCKOM
rybepunn Ha 1902 rog. Yepuuros: Tunorpadus rybeprckoro mpaesedusi, 1901. C. 18, 137, 168; Kanenmaps Uepnu-
roBckoi rybepunu Ha 1903 rog. Yepnuros: Tunorpadus rybeprckoro npasienus, 1902. C. 19, 140, 173; Kanenzaps
YepuuroBckoii rybepanu Ha 1904 roa. Uepuuros: Turnorpadus rybeprckoro mpaenedusi, 1903. C. 19, 149, 184; Ka-
nergapb YepuuroBckoi rybepunn Ha 1905 rog. Uepnuros: Tumorpadwusi rybeprckoro npasienus, 1904. C. 18, 149,
184; Kanengaps Yepuurosckoii rybepauu Ha 1906 rog. Yepuuros: Tunorpadust rybeprckoro npasienus, 1905. C. 18,
154, 188; Kanengapps Yepuuroeckoii rybepuuu uHa 1907 rog. Yepuuros: Turiorpadus rybeprckoro mpasienwnsi, 1906.
C. 20, 162, 199; Kanengaps YepuuroBckoii rybepanu Ha 1908 rog. Yepuuros: Turorpadust Ty6epHCKOTO TIpaBIeHus,
1907. C. 21, 173, 213; Kanengaps Uepuurosckoii rybepaun va 1909 roz. Uepnuros: Turorpadusi Ty6epHCKOro mpas-
nenwst, 1908. C. 21, 180, 221; Kanengaps Uepuurosckoii rybepunu Ha 1910 rog. Yepuuros: Turorpadust ry6epHCKOro
nipasienust, 1909. C. 21, 192, 236; Kanenzgaps UepuuroBckoii rybepuun Ha 1911 rog. Yepuuros: Turiorpadus ry6epH-
ckoro mpasyienusi, 1910. C. 23, 203, 204, 251; Kanenzgaps YepHurosckoii rybepuuu Ha 1912 roa. Uepuuros: Tumnorpa-
¢wust rybeprckoro mpassiednst, 1911. C. 23, 207, 256; Kanengaps Uepaurosckoit rybepunu va 1913 rog. Uepuuros: Tu-
niorpacust Ty6eprHckoro npasienus, 1912, C. 24, 221, 273; Kanenzgaps Yepuurockoit rybepuuu Ha 1914 rog. Yephu-
roe: Tunorpadwusi rybeprckoro mpaenenusi, 1913. C.26, 27, 225, 278; Kanengaps UepHUroBCKOW rybepHun Ha
1915 roa. Yepnuros: Tunorpadust rybeprckoro mpasnenust, 1914. C. 27, 28, 235, 289, 290; Kanengaps UepHUTOBCKOM
rybepuuu Ha 1916 rog. Yepuwuros: Turorpadus rybepuckoro mpaenenust, 1915. C. 27, 241, 242, 297.
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The study observed fourteen persons in the position of prosecutor's secretary: V.V. Volkov
(1885-1887), M.F. Myslavskyi (1887-1888), A.L. Dynovskyi (1889-1892), V.I. Budashevskyi
(1892-1894), O.I. Lysenko (1894-1897), V.P. Kolodchevskyi (1898-1899), V.V. Matusevych
(1899-1902), K.D. Drutskyi (1902-1903), V.I. Puchkovskyi (1903-1906), P.S. Karmelii (1906—
1907), B.H. Dvuzhylnyi (1907-1909), O.P. Ananiv (1909-1910), V.V. Raievskyi (1910-1913),
and V.T. Orlov (1913-1916). The documents recorded that the secretaries stayed for a period of
up to 4 years.

During 1885-1916, four persons were alternately at the position of prosecutor in the Nizhyn
district court: M.V. Kobtsev (1885-1899), V.I. Kameniev (1899-1903), F.O. Boldyriev (1904—
1906), V.O. Voronov (1906-1916). The records showed M.V. Kobtsev's long-term tenure.

During the period mentioned above, twenty-five people worked as comrades of Nizhyn dist-
rict court prosecutors: O.P. Kovalov (1885-1894), K.V. Ivanov (1885-1890), F.K. Melenevskyi
(1885-1888), L.P. Lebedziievskyi (1885-1901), P.F. Sozanovskyi (1889-1897), M.S. Kyslych-
nyi (1890-1899), M.M. Biliavskyi (1895-1896), M.P. Pakhomov (1896-1902), V.Ye. Korsak
(1897-1900), K.M. Bonch-Bohdanovskyi (1900-1902), S.I. Slipushkin (1900-1905), H.I. Char-
netskyi (1901-1905), Ye.l. Lashkariev (1903-1906), V.I. Herasymov (1903-1907), IL.I. Shkot
(1905-1908), M. A. Kutnevych (1905-1910), M.K. Fiksen (1906-1912), M.V. Ostromyslenskyi
(1906-1916), O.M. Lysenko (1907-1913), LH. Radziievskyi (1908-1909), B.O. Baibakov
(1909-1912), S.Ya. Spanovskyi (1910-1916), M.I. Chepurkovskyi (1911-1916), V.R. Bezpalov
(1912-1916), and V.B. Tabentskyi (1913-1916).

The study showed that during 18851906, the total number of comrades at the prosecutor's
office was four people, and from the second half of 1906 to 1916, there was a recorded increase
of staff to five people.

Secretaries of the prosecutor alternately were: A.H. Demianenko (1885-1886), F.F. Mozha-
rov (1886-1891), V.T.Rufyn (1895-1899), LI. Halytskyi (1891-1894), I.O. Stanislavskyi
(1900-1903), L.I. Hamuletskyi (1903-1905), B.H. Rozhalin (1906-1909), V.O. Dobiash (1909-
1915), and B.V. Filimonovskyi (1915-1916).

The analysis of statistical materials showed that in 1885-1916 nine people worked alternate-
ly as a prosecutor of the Starodub district court: M.V. Kostenskyi (1885-1901), M.I. Nestelber-
her (1901-1903), F.O. Boldyriev (1903-1904), E.M. Peters (1904-1907), O.A. Tsariuk (1907-
1909), O.M. Tulov (1909-1911), M.I. Burkhanovskyi (1911-1913), H.V. Yurhens (1913-1915),
and V.H. Chernov (1915-1916).

Thirty-two people worked as comrades of prosecutors: V.Ye. Semenov (1885-1901),
P.D. Rohovych (1885-1892), E.K. Vysokovych (1885-1886), A.V. Makarevych (1886-1890),
V.1. Zveriev (1890-1903), P.M. Yazykov (1892-1894), K.M. Bonch-Bohdanovskyi (1893—
1896), A.L. Dynovskyi (1894-1904), O.D. Shcherbak (1901-1905), O.K. Pyhulevskyi (1901-
1906), K.I. Teliatnykov (1903-1906), M.K. Fiksen (1904-1906), M.M. Bedrov (1905-1906),
M.F. Liubarskyi (1906-1907), O.M. Butovskyi (1906-1907), F.L.Dynovskyi (1906-1911),
L.S. Heorhiievskyi (1906-1911), S.M. Anitov (1906-1907), P.V.Kozlovskyi (1907-1911),
M.H. Butovych (1907-1912), B.O. Baibakov (1908-1909), D.P. Mykhailov (1909-1915),
S.T. Rafalskyi (1911-1915), M.O. Chekhovskyi (1911-1914), H.A. Lonhinov (1911-1914),
S.V. Dorozhynskyi (1912-1916), O.I. Vorontsov-Veliaminov (1914-1915), V.I. Venozhynskyi
(1914-1915), M.M. Davydov (1915-1916), M.V. Matusevych (1915-1916), M.V. Bohomolets
(1915-1916), and M.V. Pleshko (1915-1916).

The number of prosecutors’ comrades of the Starodub district court differed. From 1885 to
the first half of 1893 and from the second half of 1896 to the first half of 1901, there were three
comrades of prosecutors in the provision. Four comrades worked from the second half of 1893
to the first half of 1896, from the second half of 1901 and during the first half of 1906, from the
second half of 1907 to the beginning of 1908. From the second half of 1906 and during the first
half of 1907, there were five comrades of the prosecutor. Only since the second half of 1908 un-
til 1916 inclusively the exact number of five comrades prosecutors in the state established.

The prosecutors’ secretaries of the Starodub district court were six people in turn: H.I. Ano-
shchenko (1885-1886), I.F. Yunytskyi (1886-1890), I.A. Bohdashev (1890-1910), H.F. Zhukov
(1910-1911), I.M. Yahodovskyi (1911-1912), and F.O. Bobkov (1913-1916). The study sho-
wed that three persons worked for up to 1 year, two — for up to 3 years, and one — for more than
19 years.

Interestingly, the documents recorded M.P. Dolhii (1890-1892) as a candidate for judicial
positions under the prosecutor of the Starodub district court. Analyzing statistical materials ma-
de it possible to record the official movement of eight people. Thus, a comrade of Starodub dist-
rict court prosecutors B.O. Baibakov, K.M. Bonch-Bohdanovskyi, and M.K. Fiksen moved to
the Nizhyn district court to the same position, and a comrade of the Chernihiv prosecutor
M.F. Liubarskyi relocated to Starodub. Comrades of Chernihiv district court prosecutors
V.0. Voronov and O.M. Tulov had successful careers: they moved to the position of Nizhyn and
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Starodub district court prosecutors, respectively. The secretary of the Chernihiv prosecutor
A.L. Dynovskyi also had success in his career. He worked as a comrade of the prosecutor for a
long time. The Starodub district court prosecutor F.O. Boldyriev continued to gain experience in
the Nizhyn district court in the same position.

It should be noted that on the Russian Empire's territory, all people in the public service
«moved» according to the rank table. Consequently, officials from the VII rank were enrolled in
the ranks of district court prosecutors («outdoor adviser»): V.O. Voronov; with the VI rank
(«colleague adviser»): A.A.Zeland, Ya.Ya.Chemadurov, H.P. Bulatsel, K.M. Markelov,
L.V. Istomin, F.O. Boldyriev, M.V. Kostenskyi, M.I. Nestelberher, O.A. Tsariuk, O.M. Tulov,
M.I. Burkhanovskyi; with the V rank («state adviser»): M.M. Zveriev, A.S. Yushchenko,
M.V. Kobtsev, V.I. Kameniev, E.M. Peters, H.V. Yurhens, V.H. Chernov. The document estab-
lished that four prosecutors had a successful career and reached the IV rank («real state advi-
ser»): M.V. Kobtsev, V.O. Voronov, M.V. Kostenskyi, E.M. Peters.

The following officials were appointed to the post of comrades of prosecutors:

—thirty people of IX rank («titular adviser»): A.L.Olkhovskyi, M.O. Plemiannykov,
V.0. Voronov, M.F. Liubarskyi, M.S. Hryhorash, M.M. Borodin, H.O. Lazarevskyi, O.P. Kame-
novskyi, D.I. Repoito-Dubiaho, M.V. Horynskyi, P.A. Tupatilov, A.I. Sosunov, K.V. Ivanov,
V.Ye. Korsak, V.I. Herasymov, M.V. Ostromyslenskyi, V.R. Bezpalov, V.I. Zveriev, A.L. Dy-
novskyi, O.K. Pyhulevskyi, K.I. Teliatnykov, M.K. Fiksen, N.M. Bedrov, F.L. Dynovskyi,
S.M. Anitov, M.H. Butovych, S.T. Rafalskyi, S.V.Dorozhynskyi, O.I. Vorontsov-Veliaminov,
M.M. Davydov;

— twenty seven people of VIII rank («colleague assessor»): A.A. Kytytsyn, L.A. Talyzin,
V.P. Hnedych, S.I. Haievskyi, M.I. Kviatkovskyi, F.V. Kibalchich, O.V. Yakovliev, B.O. Staro-
svitskyi, A.Ya. Erdeli, M.O. Shalimov, F.K. Melenevskyi, L.P. Lebedziievskyi, P.F. Sozanovs-
kyi, M.S. Kyslychnyi, M.M. Biliavskyi, Ye.l. Lashkariev, I.I. Shkot, B.O. Baibakov, S.Ya. Spa-
novskyi, V.B. Tabentskyi, P.M. Yazykov, O.D. Shcherbak, O.M. Butovskyi, P.V. Kozlovskyi,
D.P. Mykhailov, H.A. Lonhinov, M.V. Matusevych;

— fourteen people of X rank («colleague secretary»): V.E. Nemeti, O.M. Tulov, P.M. Bo-
iarskyi, L.O. Kovalov, V.I. Skarzhynskyi, O.V. Deineko, S.I. Slipushkin, M.I. Chepurkovs-
kyi, K.M. Bonch-Bohdanovskyi, I.S.Heorhiievskyi, M.O. Chekhovskyi, V.I. Venozhynskyi,
M.V. Bohomolets, M.V. Pleshko;

—nine people of VII rank («outdoor adviser»): M.M. Olshevskyi, M.M. Yarotskyi, H.I. Char-
netskyi, M.A. Kutnevych, O.M. Lysenko, I.H. Radziievskyi, P.D. Rohovych, E.K. Vysokovych,
A.V. Makarevych;

— three people from VI rank («colleague advisor»): M.I. Fursenko, V.H. Pavelko, V.Ye. Se-
menov;

— one person of XII rank («Governmental Secretary»): O.P. Velychkovskyi;

— one person of V rank («state adviser»): M.P. Pakhomov.

It is clear that the movement can be traced if the official was working for a long time in the
position. For example, comrades of prosecutors, who reached the V rank, were M.I. Fursenko,
V_.H. Pavelko, V.Ye. Semenov, P.D. Rohovych.

The study established that twelve secretaries initially had the XII rank: V.I. Budashevskyi,
O.I. Lysenko, V.P. Kolodchevskyi, V.V. Matusevych, P.S. Karmalii, O.P. Ananiv, V.V. Raiev-
skyi, V.T. Rufyn, 1.I. Halytskyi, B.V. Filimonovskyi, I.F. Yunytskyi, F.O. Bobkov; 10 secretari-
es with X rank: M.F. Myslavskyi, A.L. Dynovskyi, K.D. Drutskyi, V.I. Puchkovskyi, B.H. Dvu-
zhylskyi, B.H. Orlov, A.H. Demianenko, I.I. Hamuletskyi, I.A. Bohdashev, I.M. Yahodovskyi;
3 secretaries with IX rank: V.V. Volkov, 1.O. Stanislavskyi, V.O. Dobiash; 2 secretaries with VI
rank F.F. Mozharov, H.I. Anoshchenko. Starodub secretary I.A. Bohdashev rose to the rank of
court adviser.

Candidate for judicial positions at the Starodub district court prosecutor M.P. Dolhii had the
rank of provincial secretary.

It is appropriate to indicate that V.I. Skarzhynskyi, P.A.Tupatilov, O.V. Deineko,
K.M. Bonch-Bohdanovskyi recorded as «acting comrade of the prosecutor», and K.D. Drutskyi,
V.I. Puchkovskyi, B.H. Dvuzhylnyi, V.V. Raievskyi, V.T. Orlov, H.F. Zhukov, .M. Yahodov-
skyi listed as «acting secretary of the prosecutor».

A promising direction for further research is a detailed study of the discovered archival mate-
rials relating to the four aforementioned secretaries of prosecutors of the Nizhyn district court:
F.F. Mozharov, L.I. Halytskyi, V.T. Rufyn, B.H. Rozhalin and the introduction of this informati-
on to scientific circulation .

7BIIAYOH. ®.358. On.1. Cnp.407; BJIAUOH. ®.358. On. 1. Cnp. 454; BJIAUOH. ®.358. On. 1. Cmp. 502;
BIOAYOH. @. 358. Om. 1. Cnp. 700.
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Conclusions.

In conclusion, it should be noted that one hundred thirty-two people worked in the prosecu-
tor's supervision system. The eight officials of them changed their place of work within the dist-
rict courts of the province. The study highlighted the dynamics of state provision of a comrade
of prosecutors. Thus, in the Chernihiv and Nizhyn district courts, the number of comrades incre-
ased after a certain period to four or five, as well as to seven, eight and even nine people. In the
Starodub district court, fluctuations in the number have been recorded, and a stable increase of
persons has been detected since the second half of 1901. Unfortunately, statistical materials do
not make it possible to study the reasons for the fluidity of elected officials.

Therefore, the statistical materials for the studied period reflect the movement along the rank
ladder of city judges. The study established that four prosecutors had a successful career and rea-
ched the IV rank («real state adviser»).
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PROVIDING DISTRICT COURTS OF CHERNIHIV PROVINCE
WITH PERSONS OF THE PROSECUTORIAL SUPERVISION IN 18851916

Annotation. Every day, the citizens of Ukraine fight for their right to life, written in the Constitution.
The experience of conducting judicial reforms based on European values is essential for understanding the
judiciary in modern realities. Analysis of the historical past will contribute to building the necessary foun-
dation for a peaceful future of Ukraine. The purpose of the article is to outline the legislative framework
and reconstruct the prosecutorial supervision corporation of the district courts of the Chernihiv province
during 1885-1916. The methodological basis of the research is the principles of historicism and objec-
tivity. They are implemented through source analysis and synthesis, logical, historical-comparative, and
mathematical methods. Scientific novelty. For the first time, the paper systematizes prosecutors, comrades
and secretaries of prosecutors who worked in the district courts of the Chernihiv province during the peri-
od mentioned above. Conclusions. One hundred thirty-two persons were registered in the Chernihiv pro-
vince in 1885-1916, including prosecutors, comrades and secretaries of prosecutors. The study showed
that eight people changed their place of work within Chernihiv province. It documented the dynamics of
staff provision of comrades of prosecutors. Thus, in the Chernihiv and Nizhyn district courts, the number of
comrades increased dfter a certain period to four, five, as well as to seven, eight and even nine people. The
study examined fluctuations in the number in the Starodub district court. Since the second half of 1901, the
paper detected a stable increase of persons. Unfortunately, statistical materials do not make it possible to
study the reasons for the fluidity of elected officials. It is appropriate to note that the statistical materials
for the studied period reflect the movement along the rank ladder of city judges. The documents established
that four prosecutors had successful careers and reached the IV rank («real state adviser»).

Key words: Russian empire, Chernihiv province, Judicial reform of 1864, district court, Prosecutorial
supervision.
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