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HISTORY OF THE DEATH PENALTY IN UKRAINE:
CAUSES, STAGES AND INFLUENCE ON PUBLIC AWARENESS

Abstract. The purpose of the study is to reveal the historical reasons for the emergence
and distribution of death penalty as well as the attitude of Ukrainians to this type of punishment.
Particular attention is paid to the attitude of contemporary traditional ideological currents to the
death penalty in Ukraine. The research methodology is based on the principles of historicism,
continuity and objectivity. The interdisciplinary nature of the study led to the use of a range of
general scientific, philosophical and special historical methods, among which we distinguish the
following: historical method, comparative method, document analysis, and others.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in the social challenges Ukraine is currently facing,
based on which we discuss the need to restore the death penalty. The historical retrospective and
evolution of the assertion of the death penalty from ancient times to the present day has shown
that the death penalty is not traditional. As a rule, its establishment on the territory of Ukraine
is associated with the presence of the territory of our country within other states in a particular
historical period, as well as subjective and objective conditions for the development of national
liberation movements in the early and mid-twentieth century. Although not an inherent punishment
for Ukrainians, the death penalty has a significant impact on the public awareness, as well as the
processes of state formation. The formal and declarative nature of this type of punishment in the Old
Rus state was replaced by active application in the Polish-Lithuanian era. This in turn influenced the
adoption of the death penalty for war crimes among the Cossacks. The most ambiguous period in
Ukrainian history and the use of the death penalty is the twentieth century, when the amnesty and
renunciation of executions proclaimed by the Third Universal of the Central Rada changed to the
use of the death penalty for war crimes during the Hetmanate, Directory and Western Ukraine. For
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Soviet totalitarianism, the death penalty was not so much a method of punishment as an instrument
of asserting power.

Under conditions of independence, Ukraine has evolved from a country with one of the
highest rates of the death penalty to its abolition. In our opinion, the debates in society and politics
evidence the poor legal culture and historical memory, which actually need to be corrected, e.g.
through scientific research.

If we try to define the role of the death penalty in historical retrospect, it was not just the
factor of realization of a specific legal or ideological worldview, but also a measure of the spread of
democratic and humanistic ideals and values. Attitude to the death penalty is a measure of “maturity
of society”. As an object of repressive policy of the Soviet government, Ukrainians should become
the main opponents of the death penalty as a punishment for crime in the 21% century, as Ukraine
has always sought European standards of humanity and treatment of convicts.

Keywords: death penalty, Old Rus State, Polish-Lithuanian era, Cossacks, Ukrainian
National and Democratic Revolution, historical culture, historical memory

Introduction. Punishment as an act of responsibility for anillegal act has always
been present in our life. Initially, people were responsible for their actions to nature,
gods, family and tribe leaders, princes, kings, emperors, and ultimately, to society
represented by the authorities for violating the rules that ensure its functioning. The
degree and severity of punishment also evolved and were determined by the specifics
of the social and political system, religious beliefs or even mentality. Lex talionis,
which remained in force for several millennia, still exists today, since the search for
the optimal degree of responsibility for an illegal act recognized as a crime continues.
Even in the 21st century, there are no unified rules for punishing people for the same
illegal acts. Moreover, in the modern world there is a measure of punishment like the
death penalty, which is fully consistent with the original understanding of punishment
as “an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth”.

Ukrainian history is characterized by numerous military and political conflicts
as well as a long period of totalitarianism, which provides many opportunities for
the study of the death penalty. First, the study of the practice of the application of
capital punishment allows establishing the degree of development of democratic
institutions, the introduction of the idea of humanism, justice and various virtues.
Second, the practice of application of the death penalty as well as the attitude of
the general public to this type of punishment demonstrate the level of historical and
legal culture and memory, the level of civilizational development and mentality.

In view of the above, the logical question is whether the increase in the
percentage of people who support the restoration of the death penalty indicates
that it is a method of punishment, which is traditional and inherent in Ukrainian
historical and legal culture. Is it possible that the death penalty took root in the
minds of Ukrainians under the influence of Soviet totalitarianism, for which this
type of punishment was legitimate?

Analysis of recent research and publications. Statistics from the first decade
of Ukrainian independence prove the validity of these arguments. Until 1995, Ukraine
was a country with the highest number of death sentences and the impositions of the
death penalty in the world. Thus, 143 people were sentenced to death in 1994 and
74 people in 1995 respectively (A. Didenko). On the positive side, not all sentences
were carried out. In 1999, Ukraine renounced the capotal punishment, but Ukrainian
society has repeatedly called for its restoration. An analysis of the historical past gibes
reasons to assert that the use of the death penalty is not inherent in the Ukrainian state
tradition as well as ethical and moral standards. This type of punishment was used
only under conditions of military conflict or in extreme cases.

In the 21 century, the issue of reinstatement of the death penalty in Ukraine
remains relevant, primarily due to war events in the East (when it is proposed to
restore the death penalty for treason or torture of prisoners) as well as due to long-
term failure to fight corruption (when referring to the experience of China, people
suggest punishment by death penalty for corruption). In addition, the media report
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in detail on high-profile homicides, often forgetting to inform about investigation
findings and trial. In addition, Ukrainian society is not deprived of a significant
number of people who commit extremely serious crimes (murderers, rapists,
pedophiles, etc.). The recidivism of people committing serious and extremely
serious crimes and doing criminal activities for a living are of particular concern for
society. In general, the list of categories of people whose actions violate established
norms of morality, law and public relations is quite wide.

In the first decade of the 21* century, many Ukrainians advocated the
restoration of the death penalty (Figure 1), with the highest percentage of supporters
at about 80 % in 2010 (80 % of Ukrainians support the death penalty).

Dynamics of the attitude of Ukrainians towards the
restoration of the death penalty
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Figure 1. Dynamics of the attitude of Ukrainians

towards the restoration of the death penalty.

Source: (Less than 40 % of Ukrainians are in favor of restoring the
death penalty, 45 % of Ukrainians want to return the death penalty,
almost half of Ukrainians want to return the death penalty)

Based on public sentiment, it seems appropriate to clarify the historical
nature of the distribution of the death penalty in Ukraine as the capital punishment.

Over the past few years, there has been renewed interest in the possibility
of reinstating the death penalty as a possible means of combating certain types of
crime. At the same time, issues related to the study of historical and legal aspects
of the existence of this phenomenon require more attention.

The purpose of this work is: 1) to establish the genesis of the death penalty
in the Ukrainian practice of combating crime; 2) to identify the main stages and
factors that contributed to the approval of the death penalty; 3) to study the attitude
to the death penalty of traditional ideological currents in Ukraine.

Formulation of the main material. This topic is of particular interest to
historians and lawyers. If the latter deal with the issue of legal regulation of capital
punishment, the task of historians is to study the traditions and evolution of capital
punishment in a particular state as well as the reflection of the desire to apply
capital punishment in the worldview of ordinary people.

Given that human life is considered as the highest value, the use of the death
penalty is the subject of much debate among scholars. At the same time, it is foreign
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scholars who are actively studying the genesis of the highest degree of punishment
and how it affects the legal awareness of the population, forms a set of legal values
and attitudes to punishment. In this context, the scientific work of Kevin M. Barry
is of particular interest, since he not only traced the evolution of the death penalty
as the ultimate punishment, but also determined how the understanding of the right
to life has become a fundamental value (K. Barry, 2019). Characteristically, foreign
scholars, primarily American ones, are studying the “policy” of the death penalty,
which actually evolves in correlation with the legal maturity of society, the growth
of civic consciousness. In this regard, there are some interersting conclusions of
the 2008 collective monograph of American scientists, which provides statistics
on the application of the death penalty to people who did not commit crimes, were
innocently convicted, and executed respectively (F. Baumgartner et al.).

The study of the historical component of the development of the death penalty
is also relevant among foreign scholars. Thus, V. Bailey analyzed the tradition in
detail, including the legal development of capital punishment in Britain (2000).

The relationship between the death penalty and the development of criminal
law has been studied by scholars like D. Johnson (2019) and D. Ordway (2019).
The general conclusion from these studies is the need to reform criminal law and
abolish the death penalty as a form of capital punishment.

As for the works of Ukrainian scholars, the study of the death penalty, its
historical and legal content is similar to the European approach in several areas,
namely as an element of the history of punishment and as a part of criminal law
separately. Among the Ukrainian scientists, the studies of N. Khudoba, T. Kolomiiets,
B. Kukhta, V. Nikolskyi, I. Panionko, R. Podkur, Y. Shapoval, S. Slyvka, V. Strus,
M. Taranenko, I. Terletska, M. Yatsyshyn and others are of scientific interest.

While researching the problem we are studying, we should pay attention
to several methodological principles. First, the chronological bottom line of the
study will be the time of Kyivan Rus. Second, the periodization is based on the
civilization and state approach that is classical for Ukrainian historical science.
Third, the study regards the concept of the death penalty as an exceptional, most
severe type of punishment, which consists in the forcible deprivation of life of a
convict on behalf of the state and by court or (historically) by decision of other
state or military bodies (Great Ukrainian legal encyclopedia, 2016, p. 886).

The first period of the death penalty in Ukraine is the Old Rus period.
Information about the frequency of such punishment is extremely scarce, however, the
first mentions date back to the reign of Volodymyr Sviatoslavovych, and the initiator
of such punishment was the clergy (M. Taranenko, & T. Kolomiets, 2018, p. 89).
Interestingly, Pravda Yaroslava contains a principle of lex talionis, or blood revenge,
which was carried out in case of murder: “If a man kills a man, brother avenges his
brother, or son avenges his father, or father his son...” (True Russian, p. 24). Thus the
legislator offers a material alternative in case of absence of the blood relative who can
and has the right to carry out blood revenge. The amount of compensation depended
on the social status of the victim. The fact that Ruska Pravda (Academic List) begins
with the article regulating the use of the death penalty testifies to the fact that this
was the most severe type of punishment (for murder). No documents contain detailed
information on the number of death sentences in the 11" century, but it is known that
the Yaroslavychi, concluding their own edition of Ruska Pravda, withdrew the norm
of blood revenge altogether, replacing it with monetary compensation. The latter
approach was advantageous primarily from a material point of view, and thus was a
consequence of the establishment of Christian ethical norms (although Christianity
was the state religion in the time of Yaroslav Volodymyrovych, its norms and rules
were not inherent in the majority of the population). Confirmation of the latter are the
words of Volodymyr Monomakh that “kill neither the righteous nor the guilty... do
not harm any Christian” (B. Kukhta, 1994, p. 49).

The lack or popularity of the death penalty in Kyivan Rus is one of the key
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factors denying the Norman theory, because the death penalty (the so-called blood
eagle) was a popular and traditional form of punishment for the Scandinavians. In
fact, the death penalty was extremely popular in the medieval Europe, including
the practice of the Catholic Church, which proves the lack of influence of Christian
ethics on the culture of responsibility for the executions. However, it cannot be
said that the Rus people, realizing the importance of the material component in
the process of responsibility for the offense, rather, the norms declared in Ruska
Pravda were a reflection of the existing mentality and traditional structure of the
tribes that formed the Old Rus state.

The period of assertion of the death penalty in Ukraine was the Polish-
Lithuanian era. At this time, both the types of crimes punishable by death and
approaches to the execution of the defendant expanded. Wheeling, quartering,
hanging, impalement, and drowning turned into mass public events, the purpose of
which was both to prevent the commission of similar crimes in the futurea and to
demonstrate the power of law and the state over ordinary citizens. M. Yatsyshyn has
studied the Lithuanian statutes and calculated that the death penalty is mentioned
20 times in the first Statute of 1529, 60 times in the Statute of 1566, and more than
10 in 1588 (M. Yatsyshyn, 2015, p. 81). Such cruelty of the legislation of the 16®
century can be explained by the traditional for that time way of social relations and
the existence of serfdom, in which peasants were deprived of any rights, and their
lives and freedom were controlled by landowners. Without going into the legal
assessment of the status of a person and a citizen of the Polish-Lithuanian era, we
note that such punishments arrived from Europe, because material and corporal
punishments which did not include the death of the offender always prevailed in
Ukraine. It can be proved by the so-called Cossack Law. Having no written form,
it was customary in nature, and therefore represented the traditional Ukrainian
ways of taking responsibility for the crimes committed. Professor S. Slyvka rightly
considers Cossack Law as conservative and social (S. Slyvka, 1996, p. 165). All
death sentences applied exclusively to crimes of a political or military nature and
were carried out on the spot, without trial or investigation. This extraordinary
nature of the legislation was dictated by the traditional way of life of the Cossacks,
which was later transformed into civilian life.

However, it is difficult to say unequivocally whether the death penalty can
be considered traditional for the Cossack era. On the one hand, it was semantic
in nature and associated with military and spiritual loyalty and ethics. From a
mundane point of view, it was better for a Cossack to die in battle with the enemy
than to be executed for desertion or betrayal.

In view of this, punishments involving property recovery or infliction of non-
pecuniary damage due to disparagement of the convicts honor like public beatings
were common. (I. Panonko, & V. Strus, 2010, p. 162). This method proves the
connection between the customary norms of the Cossacks and Kyivan Rus, where
the death penalty was abnormal and was often replaced by material compensation.
Accordingly, it can be argued that the traditional Ukrainian mentality is characterized
by the preservation of human life, its value. On the territory of modern Ukraine,
the death penalty was stipulated by the Lithuanian statutes, Polish legislation, as
well as the legal norms of the Russian Empire. For the latter, the death penalty
became a classic from of punisment in the 18" century and transformed from a
means of punishment into a form of social and moral pressure on people. Thus,
at the beginning of the 18" century, royal laws included 123 crimes, for which the
death penalty was provided (M. Taranenko, & T. Kolomiets, 2018, p. 90). By the
end of the century, the Russian Empire attempted to unify legislation providing for
the death penalty, as well as measures to limit and even ban it.

The next stage during which the death penalty was approved was the 19®
century, when the Ukrainian lands were divided between the Habsburg and Romanov
empires. At this time, it is difficult to say that the application of capital punishment
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was traditionally Ukrainian, as the force of Austrian or Russian law did not provide
for the possibility of applying customary law. Thus, Austrian law stipulated about ten
types of crimes for which the death penalty was imposed by hanging or execution
(N.Khudoba, 2009, p.421). In the Russian Empire, the Charter to the Gentry abolished
the death penalty for the upper strata of society as early as 1785. In practice, such
sentences were still handed down, but they ceased to be public.

The 20th century seems interesting in terms of studying the scale of the death
penalty in Ukraine, when Ukrainians restored the nation state three times (1917,
1941 and 1991). Our lands were part of foreign states with different approaches
to the death penalty. In the end, our ancestors felt all the cruelty of the Soviet
totalitarian system in which the death penalty was almost the main tool in the fight
against opponents of the government.

The period of the Ukrainian national and democratic revolution of 1917-1921
became a time of some world outlook and legal metamorphoses in terms of the
application of the death penalty. Formally and legally, the death penalty existed in all
Ukrainian forms of statehood at that time: the Ukrainian People’s Republic during
the Central Rada and the Directorate, the Ukrainian State of P. Skoropadskyi and
the Western Ukrainian People’s Republic. It should be noted that the death penalty
was abolished in the Third Universal of the Central Council (IIT Universal of the
Ukrainian Central Council). In the Hetmanate of P. Skoropadsky, the Directorate
of the Ukrainian People’s Republic and the Western Ukrainian People’s Republic,
the death penalty was used primarily in relation to war crimes. Unfortunately,
there is no information about the number of death sentences in 1917-1921. There
are several reasons why the death penalty did not become widespread during the
revolutionary period. First, Ukrainian national governments did not have the time
and objective conditions to draft their own legislation. Second, in the conditions of
war with the Bolsheviks or the Poles, the use of the death penalty was justified only
in the case of crimes among the military. The abolition of the death penalty in the
Third Universal of the Central Rada testified to the lack of historical experience in
the application of such a punishment. In addition, Ukrainian political leaders were
well aware of the demoralizing nature of such punishment even at the time.

If we characterize the Soviet period, the use of the death penalty that became
widespread under “military communism” has become a tool of terror against
civilians rather than punishment.There were more death sentences handed down
in the 1930s than in other decades of Soviet rule. We completely agree with the
opinion of A. Muzyka (Great Ukrainian legal encyclopedia: in 20 volumes, 2016,
p. 887), that during the Stalinist terror, the death penalty as an extreme measure
of punishment lost its legal properties, legal significance and expediency. Its
objective properties in the field of prevention of especially serious crimes have
been significantly weakened. It served Stalin’s political interests, namely the
destruction of his political opposition, the strengthening of personal power in the
state, the unleashing of terror on us. According to the verdicts of the ODPU boards
(United State Political Administration), the NKVD troikas (People’s Commissariat
of Internal Affairs), the Special Meeting, military tribunals, and courts, about 1
million citizens were executed by a firing squad in the period from 1930 to 1953.
A special peak in the use of the death penalty occurred in 1937-1938, when more
than 646 thousand people were executed (D. Lyskov, 2017).

In the Ukrainian context, D. Vedieneiev states that about a million people
were arrested in the USSR in the period from 1927 to 1990; 545 thousand of
them were sentenced to various prison terms, and 140 thousand were executed
(Political repressions of the 1920s and 1980s and problems of forming national
memory) (statistics reflect the number of victims with official death sentences, and
the number of victims of Soviet repression is ten times higher). According to the
historian, this information is conditional, as it is based on materials from Ukrainian
archives, while Russian ones are not available.
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The most inhumane was the Criminal Code of 1935, which effectively legalized
the use of all punishments, including the death penalty, for persons over 12 years old.

The decree of the Presidium of the Verkhovna Rada of the USSR as May 26,
1947 abolished the death penalty in peacetime, but three years later, the Decree of
the Presidium of the Verkhovna Rada of the USSR as January 12, 1950 reinstated
the death penalty for traitors, spies and saboteurs. Moreover, this list was only
expanded later (1954, 1958, 1961, 1962, 1965, 1973).

The Soviet totalitarian system has been studied in detail by Ukrainian
historians: V. Nikolskyi (2003, 624 p.), R. Podkur (2012), I. Terletska (2010, 2011),
Yu. Shapoval (2013,), V. Vasyliev (2007), and others. The common conclusion of
all researchers is that terror and repression are key elements of Soviet public policy,
which was aimed not at establishing law and order, but at establishing a closed
society with limited rights. In this case, the death penalty was not a mechanism of
punishment, but the cheapest tool to eliminate those who were officially recognized
as opponents of the Soviet system. In fact, during the preparation of the Criminal
Code of 1922, Lenin personally recommended expanding the use of execution
and proposed to supplement six articles, which provided for the application of
capital punishment, with six more articles on unauthorized return from abroad, on
responsibility for actions against the revolutionary movement during the autocracy,
on agitation and propaganda, etc. (L. Misinkevych, 2013, p. 7). Soviet law reflected
the atrophied consciousness of the contemporary leaders of the state, who regarded
terror as the only possible way to establish and operate the Bolshevik government.

For the sake of objectivity, it should be emphasized that the methods of terror
against the population carried out by the OUN (B) Security Service (Organization
of Ukrainian Nationalists, Bandera members) were also unjustified. In fact, the
activities of the OUN and its attempts to restore Ukrainian statehood are one of the
most controversial and politicized topics in modern history. The whole phase of the
OUN’s active struggle from 1941 to the early 1950s was a wartime event that did
not abate even after the end of World War II. It is clear that the underground status,
as well as the constant confrontation with the Bolshevik authorities led to the use of
the death penalty as the highest and main punishment. At the same time, the methods
and grounds for the death penalty were clearly regulated. Thus, Art. 22 of the OUN
Judicial Regulations stated that if a member of the nationalist underground expressed
a desire to side with the enemy in a combat situation, he should be executed (death
punishment) on the spot, without prior trial or investigation (Rules of the judiciary
in the OUN). All these remarks concerned only the military, so it can be said that
the OUN’s judicial system was analogous to the drumhead court-martial, and the
OUN Security Service, which was engaged in intelligence, counterintelligence and
investigative activities, also carried out legal proceedings because it handled an
operational situation as well reasons and the consequences of the offense.

If we discuss the statistics of death sentences, then according to source
studies of Ukrainian scientists, 889 people out of 938 who were under investigation
were executed in the period from January to October, 1945 in Volhynia only
(D. Viedienieiev, & H. Bystrukhin, 2006, p. 220). In this case, it is difficult to
talk about the objectivity of the investigation, respect for human rights, but the
only objective condition for such “cruelty” is the armed struggle against the
NKVD-KGB (People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs — People’s Commissariat
of State Security). On the other hand, the ideology of the OUN was a symbiosis of
liberalism and totalitarianism. The execution of spies for the enemy, including the
NKVD-KGB, was an element of intimidation and warning of all OUN members
from such actions. Confirmation of the ideological orientation of the judicial system
is evidenced by the demonstrative executions of people accused of espionage.
At the same time, the military was executed by firing squad, and civilians were
publicly hanged. The latter intended to demonstrate the inadmissibility of acts of
cooperation with the Soviet administration.
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In the first decade after gaining independence, Ukraine has become a country
where death sentences were handed down increasingly often. The moratorium on the
death penalty in 1999 (there were previous attempts in 1995 and 1997) demonstrated
the desire of our statesmen to establish democratic freedoms, when human life is
considered the greatest value, even if it is the life of a person who committed a serious
crime. The abolition of the death penalty is partly linked to the state’s presence in the
Council of Europe, (D. Viedienieiev, & H. Bystrukhin, 2006, 408 p.) but as we see,
this type of punishment is not historically typical for Ukraine.

Finally, the death penalty disappeared from the legal field of Ukraine on April
5, 2001 with the adoption of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, where this inhumane
punishment was replaced by life imprisonment (as a remark, such changes were made in
2000 to the previous Criminal Code, but the Code 0of 2001 was the Code of Independent
Ukraine, not the “reformed” code of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic).

However, the data in Figure 1 show that there is a strong belief about the
effectiveness of the death penalty in Ukrainian society. It is noteworthy that among
the contemporary political parties and ideological currents advocating the restoration
of the capital punishment, there are Communists and the All-Ukrainian Union
Freedom (V. Burlakova) (they consider themselves the successors of the OUN and
S. Bandera), as well as the leader of Radical Party) (Recommendation no. 1246,
1994 of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe “On the abolition of
the death penalty”). In our opinion, this situation can be explained by both political
manipulation and the search for support from voters, as well as by the historical
memory of the death penalty of the Soviet era (the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) and the struggle of the nationalist underground.

Conclusions. Determining the impact of the death penalty on historical
processes, as well as the development of public sentiment, we would like to note that
as a form of punishment, the death penalty is not a traditional form of punishment
for Ukrainian lands. The formal and declarative nature of this type of punishment
in the Old Rus state was replaced by active application in the Polish-Lithuanian
era. This in turn influenced the adoption of the death penalty for war crimes among
the Cossacks. The most ambiguous period of Ukrainian history in regard to the
use of the death penalty is the twentieth century, when the proclaimation of the
Third Universal of the Central Rada changed its status to the use in case of war
crimes during the Hetmanate, Directory and Western Ukraine (Western Ukrainian
People’s Republic), and it also became part of state policy in the Soviet era. For
Soviet totalitarianism, the death penalty was not so much a method of punishment
as an instrument of asserting its own power.

The use of the death penalty by members of the nationalist underground,
including the OUN, is ambiguous. The objective factor of confrontation with
the Soviet secret services did not always justify excessive cruelty to the civilian
population, but the legal assessment of the activities of the OUN and UPA
(Ukrainian Insurgent Army) is the subject of a separate study.

Under conditions of independence, Ukraine has evolved from a country with
one of the highest rates of the death penalty to its abolition. In our opinion, the
debates in society and politics are evidence of poor legal culture and historical
memory, which actually need to be corrected, e.g. through scientific research.

Considering the role of the death penalty in historical retrospect, it is, in
addition to the factor of realization of a specific legal or ideological worldview, a
measure of the spread of democratic and humanistic ideals and values. Attitude to
the death penalty is a measure of “maturity of society”. As an object of repressive
policy of the Soviet government, Ukrainians should become the main opponents of
the death penalty as a punishment for crimes in the 21* century.
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Ouaexcanap Ocrporisig, Jwwoomup Liawin, Jlinis Huméanicra

ICTOPISI CMEPTHOI KAPU B YKPATHI: IPUYUHU, ETAITA
TA BIIVIUB HA TPOMAICBKY CBIAOMICTb

AHoTanis. Mera JOCTI[DKCHHS — PpO3KPUTH ICTOPUYHI TNPUYMHU BHHUKHEHHS Ta
TIOIIMPEHHST CMEPTHOI KapH, a TAKOXK CTABJICHHS YKPAiHIIIB 10 IbOTO BUAY HoKapaHHs. OcoOnuBy
yBary IpuaiIeHO CTABJICHHIO CYYaCHUX TPAULIIHIX 1I€OJOTTIHIX TeUii 10 CMEPTHOI Kaph B YKpaiHi.
MeTomosorist JOCHIPKEHHST 0a3y€eThCsl Ha MPUHIIMIAX ICTOPU3MY, HACTYITHOCTI Ta 00 €KTUBHOCTI.
MbKAMCIMITTIHAPHUI XapaKTep AOCIIPKEHHS 3yMOBHB BUKOPHUCTAHHS LIJIOTO Psily 3arajbHOHAYKOBHX,
(imocoCchKHX Ta CIEIiaIbHO-ICTOPHYHUX METO/IB, CEpel SKUX BUIUIIEMO: ICTOPUYHUI METO,
MOPIBHSUTGHUI METOJ, aHali3 JOKYMEHTiB Ta iH. HaykoBa HOBW3HA JOCIIKCHHS TMOJSTAE
B CYCHUJIBHHX BHKJIMKAaX, SIKI CTOATH TEpea YKpPaiHOIO, BUXOISMYM 3 SIKUX MH OOTrOBOPIOEMO
HEOOXi/THICTh BiTHOBJICHHS CMEPTHOI KapH. [cTOpHYHA pETPOCIIEKTHBA Ta €BOJIOIIS YTBEPIKESHHS
CMEpPTHOI Kapy BiJl HalIaBHIIIIMX YaciB J0 HAIKX JHIB TOKa3aJlH, 1[0 CMEPTHA Kapa HE € TPAAUIIIHHOKO.

Sk mpaBwito, 11 BCTAHOBJICHHSI HAa TepUTOpil YKpaiHM NOB’si3aHE 3 HAsBHICTIO TEPUTOPIl
HaIoi KpaiHu B CKJIaJl IHIIMX JiepKaB y IEBHUH ICTOPUYHUM NEpPioJl, a TaKOXK CyO’€KTUBHUMHU
Ta 00’ €KTUBHUMH YMOBaMH PO3BHTKY HAIllOHAJIbHO-BU3BOJIBHUX PyXiB Ha IOYATKYy Ta B CEpEIUHI
JIBAJIISITOTO CTOMITTS. X04a CMEPTHA Kapa HE € MPUTAMaHHUM YKpPATHISIM MOKapaHHSAM, BOHA Ma€
3HAUYHWUH{ BIUIMB Ha CBIOMICTH CYCIIIJIBCTBA, @ TAKOXK HA MIPOLIECH AEP:KaBOTBOPEHHs. PopMaibHO-
JICKJIApaTUBHUI XapakTep IbOTro BUY MOKapaHb y J{aBHBOPYCHKIH JiepKaBi 3MIHUBCSI aKTHBHUM
3aCTOCYBaHHSIM Y MOJIbCHKO-JIUTOBCHKUIT Iepion. Lle, B cBOIO uepry, BIUIMHYIJIO Ha TPUHHSTTS Cepe
KO3aKiB CMEPTHOI KapH 32 BOEHHI 3JI0YNHH.

HaitneoHo3HauHimmM 1iepiosioM B icTopii YKpaiHM Ta 3acTocyBaHHSI CMEpTHOI Kapy € XX
cromitTs, Koy miporosomera 11 Yaisepcanom LienTpanproi Pamu aMHiCTIS Ta BiIMOBa Bill pO3CTPLIiB
3MIHMJIACS Ha 3aCTOCYBaHHS CMEPTHOI KapH 3a BOEHHI 37104MHH YaciB [ erpMaHmmHA. 711 paasHCHKOTO
TOTATITAPU3MY CMEpPTHA Kapa Oyna He CTUIBKA METOJOM TIOKapaHHs, CKiITbKH i1HCTPYMEHTOM
YTBEP/PKEHHS BJIaJM. 3a YMOB HE3QJICKHOCTI YKpaiHa MpoWIUIa LUIIX BiX KpaiHM 3 OAHHMM 13
HaWBHIIMX NOKa3HUKIB CMEPTHOT Kapy 10 11 ckacyBaHHs. Ha Haiy 1yMKy, Cylepeuky B CyCHiIbCTBI Ta
TIOJITHII CBITYATh TIPO TOTAHy MPABOBY KYIBTYPY Ta iCTOPHYHY HaM SITh, SIKi HAcCIpaB/i NOTpeOyroTh
BUIPABJICHHS, HANPHKIAJ, LULIXOM HAyKOBHX IOCIIDKEHb. SIKIO crpoOyBaTW BH3HAYUTH POIb
CMEpTHOI Kapy B ICTOPHYHIH PETPOCTIEKTHBI, TO BOHA OyJIa He JINIe YNHHIKOM peajli3arlii KOHKPETHOTO
MPaBOBOI'O YH iICOJIOTYHOTO CBITOIVISILY, @ i MIPHJIOM MOIIMPEHHS IEMOKPATHYHUX Ta I'YMaHICTHYHHX
izeaniB Ta miHHOCcTel. CTaBJICHHS JI0 CMEPTHOI KapH € MIpHIIOM “3piiocTi cycriibeTBa”. Sk 00’eKT
PENpPECUBHOI IOTITHKH PAASHCHKOT BIIaIM, YKPATHII MalOTh CTaTH TOJIOBHUMH ITPOTHBHUKAMH CMEPTHOT
KapH SIK TIOKapaHHsI 3a 3704nH y XXI CTONITTi, OCKUIBKHM YKpaiHa 3aBk/IH IparHys1a 10 €BPONEHChKIX
CTaH/IapPTiB TYMaHHOCTI Ta TIOBO/UKCHHS 13 3aCYKCHIMH.

Knrouosi cnosa: cmepmna xapa, /lasnbopycbka 0epoicasa, noitbCoKo-TUmoBCuKull nepioo, Ko3aymeo,
Vkpaincora nayionanbro-oemoxpamuyna pesomoyis, icmopudta Kyavniypa, iCmopudta nam amb

Submitted: 20.03.2021
Revised: 26.07.2021
Accepted: 02.08.2021

ISSN 2786-491X (Print) 207



