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Romanlawis one ofthe foundations of modernlaw. However, today the issue of personal
non-property and property relations between parents and children of ancient Rome
remains poorly understood. This determines the relevance of the research. The aim of
the article is to study the non-property and property relations between parents and
children of ancient Rome. The methodological basis of the research was the dialectical
method of scientific knowledge, general scientific (formal-logical, methods of analysis
and synthesis, method of observation and comparative method) and special-legal
method (formal-legal). The article analyses a number of scientific works of Ukrainian
and foreign scholars on non-property and property relations between parents and
children of ancient Rome. It was found that the status of children as participants in
property and non-property relations between children and parents in ancient Rome
was directly dependent on the status of parents. In particular, it was illustrated
that the status of children born in concubinage and children born in marriage was
different. It is substantiated that the mother and father had somewhat different rights
in the context of caring for and raising children together. It was established that in the
families of that time the power of its head was introduced not only over the children
born in the family, but also over the persons whose will was included in the family as
its free members by the will of the householder. At the same time, under the paternal
authority was not only the property of children, but also their lives. At the same time,
it was found that the content of personal non-property and property relations of
parents and children in ancient Rome changed for the most part during the period of
Roman private law, which under the influence of different circumstances and during
the reign of different rulers. The presented data can serve as a guide for Ukrainian and
foreign scholars in the process of further research in this field in Ukraine and around
the world
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Introduction

In the context of the harmonisation process in Ukraine,
the study of the origins of Ukrainian law, the history of
which dates back to ancient times, is becoming very
important. After all, one cannot ignore the fact that
Roman law is one of the foundations of modern Euro-
pean civilisation, and the historical origin and devel-
opment of Ukrainian law are related to Roman legal
doctrine. The sphere of relations between parents and
children is no exception. In view of the above, it is quite
expected that the study of aspects of the “Roman family”
is constantly gaining momentum in the Ukrainian legal
doctrine, without losing its relevance today.

Both Ukrainian and foreign researchers have
raised the issue of personal non-property and prop-
erty relations between parents and children in ancient
Rome. For example, a whole paragraph in the textbook
I.G. Kozub and M.I. Bodnaruk is devoted to personal and
property relations between parents and children [1].
However, the authors of the manual focused mainly on
property relations. Some aspects of this topic were also
studied in his article by Yu. Monnickendam [2]. Thus, in
particular, the scholar analyses the relationship of chil-
dren with their adoptive parents. G. Jassogne [3] consid-
ered the relationship between children and mothers in
the days of ancient Rome, focusing mostly on the duty
of children to care for their mothers. 0.V. Rezvova [4]
researched the rights and responsibilities of parents in
raising a child. However, in her dissertation research,
the author considered the rights and responsibilities
of parents to raise a child mainly in the family law of
Ukraine. The question of the rights and responsibilities
of parents regarding the upbringing of a child in Roman
law is only partially mentioned in the work of 0.V. Rez-
vova. The dissertation is a complex research of the insti-
tute of rights and responsibilities of parents regarding
the upbringing of a child in family law of Ukraine. In
the relevant context, the evolution of the legal regu-
lation of the institute of rights and responsibilities of
parents for raising a child in Ukraine is traced and the
legal regulation of the institute of rights and responsi-
bilities of parents for raising a child under the legisla-
tion of other countries is considered. The concept and
legal nature of parents’ rights to raise a child are identi-
fied and their place in the system of personal non-prop-
erty parental rights is determined. The concept, con-
tent and types of responsibilities of parents in raising a
child are described. Roman private law was also studied
by T.I. Demchuk, 0.V. Manzhosova, Ya.S. Moshinska [5].
Scholars have focused on parental authority. In par-
ticular, the grounds for its termination. Indirectly, the
question of the relationship between parents and chil-
dren in Roman families was considered by O. Safonchyk
and O. Shamota [6] in the study of personal intangible
rights of men and women in actual marital relation-
ships. Scholars, in particular, paid attention to the per-
sonal non-property and property rights of children born

in concubinage and legal Roman marriage. A significant
contribution to the development of the theme of family
relations in ancient Rome was made by 0.V. Kozynets [7]
in his work on paternal authority in ancient Rome. How-
ever, many aspects have gone unnoticed by the scholar
0.M. Ponomarenko [8], considering the alimony agree-
ment as a basis for alimony obligations, in her article on
the debatable issue in modern civilisation on the possi-
bility of alimony agreement to be the basis for alimony
obligations, the solution of which depends on the study
of potential subjects of this agreement and its condi-
tions conclusion, partly also mentions alimony from
Roman times.

In general, the current research examines the per-
sonal non-property and property relations of parents
and children of ancient Rome is quite limited. There are
no comprehensive studies in this regard, which deter-
mines the scientific novelty of the integrated approach
outlined in this article.

The purpose of this article is to study the features
of personal non-property and property relations of par-
ents and children in ancient Rome.

Materials and Methods

During the research, a set of methods and techniques
of scientific knowledge was used, which allowed carry-
ing out a comprehensive and objective analysis of the
subject of research — philosophical and philosophical,
general and special scientific methods. The application
of the dialectical method allowed studying the tenden-
cies of change of personal non-property and property
relations between parents and children of the times of
Ancient Rome under the influence of various factors
of development of society. The formal-logical method
helped to characterise the content of system-forming
concepts and constructions of the subject of research,
such as “personal intangible rights”, “property rights” and
so on. Methods of analysis and synthesis have been used
in the study of scientific achievements of scholars on the
topic of research. With the help of the method of obser-
vation, knowledge about the external parties, the proper-
ties of the studied relations was obtained. The compara-
tive method allowed to compare the features of personal
non-property and property relations between parents
and children of ancient Rome, depending on the status
of parents and other factors. The formal-legal method
helped to clarify the content of legal norms governing
personal non-property and property rights and relations
of parents and children in ancient Rome.

The initial stage of the study was to characterise
the grounds for establishing parental authority. It was
found that paternal authority arose on three grounds:
the birth of a child from a man to a woman who was
legally married to him; by legalisation; by adoption. The
requirement to obey the father was conditioned by the
special nature of the development of family relations, in
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which the main and indisputable authority has always
been recognised as the eldest in the family. At the same
time, personal non-property and property relations of
parents and children in ancient Rome had their own spe-
cific features depending on the status of the relationship
between parents, the status of parents. In the second
stage of the study, the Roman legislation on property
relations was analysed. It is established that under the
law of ancient Rome, all property acquired by children
of different ages belonged to their parents. However,
over time, they have been affected by the development
of economic life and, accordingly, certain changes. Par-
ticular attention is paid to the characteristics of pecu-
lium — the right to manage part of his property, which
the father often endowed his children. At the next stage,
attention was paid to the personal non-property rela-
tions of parents and children. It was found that parental
authority, in addition to the child’s property, extended
to the child’s identity. The focus is on the right to life.
At the final stage of the study, attention was paid to the
analysis of the legal relationship between mother and
children. The content of such legal relations was iden-
tified. In particular, it was found that mothers who felt
abandoned by their children could go to court to obtain
the necessary assistance or resources for survival, and
other relatives could apply on their behalf.

In the course of the study the Ukrainian and for-
eign literary sources are analysed, which consider the
issues of personal non-property and property relations
of parents and children in Ancient Rome, in particular,
the works of such scholars: G. Kozub, M.1. Bodnaruk [1],
Yu. Monnickendam [2], G. Jassogne [3], O.V. Rezvova [4],
T.I. Demchuk, 0.V. Manzhosova, Ya.S. Moshinska [5],
0. Safonchyk, O. Shamota [6], O.V. Kozynets [7; 9],
0.M. Ponomarenko [8], L.R. Antonova [10], S.C. Man-
cisidor [11], O.I. Lukianchuk [12], R.F. Cidoncha [13],
Yu.0. Melnychenko [14], S. Demina [15].

Results

Both personal non-property and property relations of
parents and children in ancient Rome had their own spe-
cific features depending on the status of the relation-
ship in which the parents were, the status of parents.
At the same time, in general, according to Roman legal
customs, parental legal relations are based on the dominant
position of one subject (pater familiae) over others [10,
p. 30]. The rights of fathers and mothers in Roman fam-
ilies to care for and raise their children were not the
same. Such relations led to the adoption of a number of
legal norms, according to which the power of its head
was introduced in the family both over children born in
the family and over persons who were included in the
family as its free members [2]. From the beginning of
Roman history, the power of the father, the master over
the children was so indivisible that Guy claimed: “there
are almost no other nations that have such power over
their sons as we have” [1, p. 43-44].

Law. Human. Environment. 2022. Vol. 13, No. 1

Parental authority arose on several grounds:

— first, in connection with the birth of a child from
a man to a woman who was legally married to him. It
belongs to the husband if he was sui juris at the time of
the birth of the child, otherwise to the landlord and only
after the death of the latter to the husband;

— secondly, by legalisation (legitimatio). That is,
granting rights to legitimate children born out of wed-
lock. As a result of such actions, children are included in
their father’s family and, as a result, are further subject
only to him;

— thirdly, by adoption [1, p. 175].

It should be noted that in Roman law there were
two options for adoption: adoption of a person of his
own right (arrogatio) and adoption of a person of anoth-
er’s right (adoptio). Both options for establishing adop-
tion were accompanied by the process of certain actions,
which resulted in the emergence of paternal authority
of the adopter over the adoptee. Children were adopted
if there was no male heir. The simplest form was adop-
tion immediately after the birth of a child. Older chil-
dren were adopted, reimbursing their parents for their
upbringing. These actions were designed as purchases.
The adoption contract contained conditions to preserve
the status of the heir (the wording was as follows: “even
if the couple has ten sons, the adopted child will still be
considered their firstborn”) [11].

The family, based on the subordination of power
to the landlord, was called the lamb. All subordinates of
one householder were considered relatives, ie agnats.
The blood relationship at that time had no legal signifi-
cance. Therefore, the girl, who married and moved into
her husband’s family, held the position of his parents’
daughter, that is, became the sister of the husband’s
siblings, losing family ties with blood parents. Interest-
ingly, the lamb’s kinship persisted after the death of the
landlord.

In fact, children in a patriarchal Roman family
were slaves to the head of the family, the eldest husband
in the family. First of all, the father could for some reason
not accept the newborn baby, just not taking him in his
arms. In this case, the child was deprived of the opportu-
nity to stay in the parental home and become a citizen. In
some cases, such children fell into other families, more
often — died [2].

Interestingly, the requirement to obey the father
did not follow from the legal norm, but was conditioned
upon the special nature of the development of family
relations, in which the main and indisputable author-
ity has always been recognised as the eldest in the fam-
ily. This position of the father in the family and his power
was historically determined. The ancient Romans were
a warlike people and they had to constantly defend them-
selves against the aggressive actions of their many neigh-
bors and attack neighboring tribes. The success of hostil-
ities and the security of the Roman family depended on
how strong the power of the landlord was. Only under
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the unlimited authority of the head of the family could
the safety of all family members be fully ensured.

Under Roman law, all property acquired by chil-
dren belonged to their parents. At the same time, chil-
dren’s property dependence did not weaken with their
age. At the same time, the child had no rights to the
father’s property. The children could neither dispose of
the property belonging to the father nor limit his respon-
sibilities. In the case of an offense (tort) by a subordi-
nate, the victim was given a special claim actio noxalis.
In turn, the father had the freedom of choice: pay the
victim the amount of damage caused to him or give the
subordinate in bondage for the period necessary to work
out the amount of damage. In this case, if the offender
came under the authority of another homeowner, then
the responsibility for the actio noxalis passed to the new
homeowner, because the responsibility follows the guilty
person [1, p. 178].

Subsequently, under the influence of the develop-
ment of economic life, these norms jus civile underwent
certain changes. This situation is quite logical, because
the actual inability to demand anything from the subor-
dinate and the legal irresponsibility of the homeowner
under the subordinate’s agreements led to the fact that
third parties were not interested in concluding agree-
ments with the latter. Therefore, the position of subordi-
nates becomes unfavourable for the homeowner. In addi-
tion, the economic interest of the homeowner required
the widespread use of subordinates not only to provide
a variety of actual services and works in the economy,
but also legal action. This led to the expansion of prop-
erty capacity and legal capacity of the subordinate, and
the recognition of the responsibility of the homeowner
under the agreements of the subordinate. Therefore, the
father often gave his children the right to manage part of
his property. This part was called peculium [1, p. 178].
Peculius was not inherited, and in the event of the death
of the son to whom it was transferred, was returned to
the ownership of the head of the family. In case of death
of the head of the family, peculium was inherited along
with the rest of the property. In the case of the eman-
cipation of the subordinate son, peculium became the
property of the son as a gift and could not be returned
to the father of the family. In addition to peculium pro-
fecticium, ancient Roman law knew other types of pecu-
lium. Thus, we can distinguish military peculium (pecu-
lium castrense), which meant the property that the son
bought in military service or in connection with military
service. This peculium included salary, military output,
gifts during military service and other property. Unlike
peculium profecticium, peculium castrense belonged to
a subordinate person on the right of ownership. Mean-
while, this type of peculium was also not inherited in the
event of the death of a subordinate. In the latter case, it
became the property of the head of the family [12].

Parental authority extended not only to prop-
erty but also to the person of the child [4, p. 43-44]. The
exclusive power was the right to life and death (ius vitae

as necis), which remained in force throughout the clas-
sical period [12, p. 39]. For example, the father (“pater
famillias”) single-handedly decided on the life or death of
a child. This rule applied not only to weak, unviable chil-
dren or children with developmental disorders (“mon-
strum”), but also to completely healthy newborn girls [1,
p. 30]. The father was given the right to dispose of the
child’s life until he or she reached the age of majority. At
the same time, it should be noted that this right was gov-
erned by customs and required the participation of the
family council [4, p. 43-44].

Children born in a concubine were not endowed
with the status of children born in wedlock. They
could not acquire the status and name of their father,
did not have the right to alimony (“ alimentum” trans-
lated means “feed, keep, grow” [8, p. 54]), could not be
the heirs of the father, they were not subject to pater-
nal authority [8, p. 50]. These children inherited the
name of the mother’s family, regardless of whether
the mother was free or a slave [13, p. 309]. However,
“given the importance of concubinage as a de facto mar-
riage, the rights of persons in such relationships, includ-
ing the rights of children born in this marriage, over time
began to be protected by various legal means. The father
could recognise his children born in the concubine. At
the request of the father, such a child could acquire the
rights of a child born in wedlock by legalisation” [14, p. 32;
6, p. 55].

According to the Emperors Marcus Aurelius and
Lucio Vero, illegitimate children had to be registered
in the state register after birth, including legal. These
emperors set a thirty-day deadline to give their son
aname and announce his birth to the appropriate author-
ities in both Rome and the provinces. They also acknowl-
edged that a birth declaration made through a letter
from the mother could be accepted if its veracity was
verified without the need to contact the authorities [13,
p. 310]. It should be noted that before the coming to
power of these two emperors, the births of these ille-
gitimate descendants were not registered. Despite their
illegality, these free-born children had a higher status
than freed slaves.

It is also worth noting that in classical Roman law,
actions such as exposing children, selling children or pledg-
ing children could not change the legal status of the child
and turn the freeborn into a slave. The paternal author-
ity of the head of the family over his children allowed
him to expose or sell them. However, although the pater
familias who exposed his children lost patria potestas as
aresult of this act, the status of the exposed child remained
unchanged. Free children were protected from enslave-
ment after being exposed, sold or pledged by their par-
ents, children in care or found if they could confirm their
status. Naturally, without such evidence, the exposure
of children and the sale of children have led to a change
in status and enslavement, de facto, if not de jure [2].

Claims that the exposure does not change the
legal status of the child appear in classical Roman legal
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sources until the reign of Diocletian, who repeated this
principle as early as 294 AD. Initially, Constantine con-
tinued this trend. Only twenty years after the reign of
Diocletian, on April 24, 314, Constantine decided that if
a person knew about a free-born man who was treated
like a slave, he should try to free the free-born and
return them to natal status, bearing in mind that free-
born man has not lost his status [2].

A few years later, on May 18, 323, he decided that
parents should not enslave their children. At this stage,
Constantine tried to prevent the influence of children by
providing financial assistance to parents who intended
to Kkill or expose children due to economic difficulties.
Subsequently, on August 18, 329, he ruled that, although
the sale of free children into slavery was legal, such chil-
dren could return to their free-born status provided they
paid compensation to the buyer. Constantine establishes
that the natal status of children can be restored, but also
recognises that the action of the father can change the
status of his child [2].

On April 17, 331, Constantine ruled that the pater
familias’ knowledge of the revelation changed his status.
That is, if the child was exposed to the knowledge of his
pater familias, the finder could decide whether the child
would be adopted as his own or his slave. This trend con-
tinued. Thus, in particular, on March 5, 374, Valentinian
repeated this decision, annulling all the patria potestas
that the whistleblower could possess. Honorius later
upheld his decision on March 19, 412, stating that such
children could not be returned, but seven years later he
also tied the status of a child subject to the costs of her
upbringing. He reiterated the justification for this deci-
sion, but allowed the status of the child to be changed
subject to the payment of double maintenance costs
invested in the child’s upbringing [2].

The power of the finder to decide the legal status
of the child also appears in the Roman laws of the fifth
century and the Sententiae Syriacae. These collections
of Roman law give the right to determine the status of
the toss to those who found it. At the same time, the Sen-
tentiae Syriacae limits enslavement to twenty years and
stipulates that the status must be determined at the time
of discovery, in writing, before a court. Later, in the sixth
century, when the focus of legal discourse shifted from
pater familias to exposed children, the status of aban-
doned children improved. On September 17, 529, Jus-
tinian ruled that exposed children could not be raised as
slaves, whether they were born free or slaves. He later
added, according to the edict of Claudius (41-54 AD),
that a slave who was abandoned when he was ill was
automatically a Roman citizen [2].

It should be noted that in Roman law there is no
concept of adulthood [15]. Roman law determines the
legal age only to consider someone a teenager: 14 years
for boys, 12 years for girls. They are always under the
rule of the pater familias, who must dictate to them the
law until his death. Under Roman law, children had to
be under the constant control of others. If the father
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dies early, the children enter a special status: they are
under the supervision of another man under 14 years
of age and under the care of up to 25 years of age. Yes,
if a young man’s father dies, he is no longer under his
father’s authority and becomes, de facto, sui iuris and
pater familias, even if he is not yet an adult. If the boy
is not yet 14 years old, he is under the supervision of
a man who should lead him through life. Then, and up
to the age of 25, the young man is under the supervision
(less strict supervision) before becoming a full-fledged
pater familias. This age, only to a certain extent and in
this particular case, marks adulthood: the ward acquires
all the virtues necessary for civic life [15, p. 166]. This
also applies to young people whose father has not died,
but has given them some savings so that they can man-
age them on their own [15, p. 165].

Parental authority over children was terminated,
according to sources in the law of the time, for several
reasons:

1) first, in the event of the death of the father;

2) secondly, in case of death of children;

3) thirdly, at the will of the father through emancipa-
tion as a result of which the son gained full legal capac-
ity and independence, but lost the inheritance, and the
father retained the right to use half of the son’s prop-
erty [5, p. 12].

As for the legal relationship between mother
and children, they were also determined depending
on the form of marriage. Generating a completely dif-
ferent order in the relationship between spouses, mar-
riage cum manu and marriage sine manu differed sharply
from each other in the form of conclusion and termina-
tion, and the content of property and personal relations
of spouses, and the legal status of the mother in rela-
tion to children [14, p. 29]. Thus, in marriage with male
authority, the mother, like her children, was under the
authority of her husband or his landlord. Therefore,
along with the children, she inherited after the death of
her husband, children — after the death of her mother.
As lambs, the adult sons took care of the mother after the
death of their father (her husband). At the same time, in
a marriage without male power in the early republican
period, the mother was almost unrelated to her children.
She remained a fiancée of her blood relatives — par-
ents, brothers, sisters, etc. Therefore, she could not be
the heiress after the death of her husband and her chil-
dren, as well as they after her” [1, p. 182].

Meanwhile, the growth of private property, in
turn, led to the emergence of the Kognat (blood) fam-
ily. For some time the Agnatian and Cognate families
existed in parallel, but the Cognate family under new
conditions supplanted the Agnatian family. In turn, with
the establishment of the Cognate family, the mother’s
rights changed. From now on, she received the right to
live with her minor children, in case of divorce from their
father, and the right to child support [1, p. 182].

In turn, the children also had responsibilities
to their parents, providing them with the necessary
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services that stemmed from the normal way of life of
the family and were not purely legal in nature (it was
not possible to require their implementation by court
decision) [2]. Yes, in the literature [3] there are refer-
ences to letters aimed at protecting mothers. One such
example is a letter in which Theogiton threatens to com-
plain about Apollonius, who does not provide the care
he promised his old widowed mother. Another example
is a letter from a woman named Galla who claims that
her children do not respect her and use physical vio-
lence against her. Another illustrative example is a letter
written in the 2" century AD reproaching Sempronius
to his brother Maximus, who was responsible for caring
for their mother Saturnilus. The letter stated that Sem-
pronius had heard that their mother was not receiving
proper care.

Under the law of ancient Rome, children are
obliged to respect their parents [13, p. 234]. Respect
and obedience to parents were one of the key concepts
of Roman families. Older people who felt abandoned
by their children could go to court to get the help or
resources they needed to survive [3].

Conclusions

Thus, the personal non-property and property relations
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Kanaryk

0c06/IMBOCTi 0COOUCTHUX HEMANHOBUX Ta MAMHOBUX BiJJTHOCHUH OAaTbKiB
Ta gite y CtrapogaBHboMy Pumi
H0sisa CepriiBHa Kanapuk

HauioHasnbHUM yHiBepCUTET GiopecypciB i TpUPOJOKOPUCTYBAaHHSA YKpaiHU
03041, Bys. 'epoiB O60pony, 15, M. Kuis, Ykpaina

AHomayisn

PuMcbke mpaBo € OJHUM i3 MiAIPYHTh Cy4acHOro mpaBa. BTiM, monpu 1je, Ha CbOrOJHI MUTAHHS 0COGUCTUX
HeMalHOBUX Ta MAaWHOBUX BiJTHOCMH MiX 6aTbKaMM Ta AiTbMH 4aciB CTapoJaBHboOro Pumy 3anmuuiaeTbcs
MaJIOBUBYEHUM. Lle 3yMOBJIIOE aKTyaJIbHICTb JOC/i/P)KeHHS. MeTOo0 CTaTTi € BUBYEHHS] HEMAalHOBHX Ta MAaMHOBUX
BiZJHOCHH MiX 6aTbKaMu Ta AiTbMH 4aciB CTapoZaBHbOTO PuMy. MeTO/0/10TiUHY OCHOBY AOCJiIPKEHHS CKJIATH
JiaJIeKTUYHUM MeTOJI HAayKOBOIr'O Ii3HAHHS, 3araJibHOHAyKOBi (dopMasibHO-JOTIYHUN, METOAM aHasli3y Ta
CHHTEe3y, MeTO/ CIIOCTEPEXKEHHs Ta MOPiBHAJbHUM METOJ) Ta CHeliaIbHO-IOPpUAUYHUN MeTo, (bopMasbHO-
IOpUAMYHUE). Y cTaTTi MpoaHaii30BaHO HU3KY HayKOBUX Npallb YKPAiHCbKUX Ta 3apyOi>KHUX BUEHHUX 3 IUTAaHb
HeMalHOBUX Ta MAaWHOBUX BiIHOCHH Mk 6aThKaMH Ta AiTbMH YaciB CTapogaBHboro Pumy. 3’scoBaHo, 1110 cTaTyC
JliTel, IK y4aCHUKIB MalHOBHX Ta HeMaWHOBUX BiIHOCHH MiX AiTbMHU Ta 6aThbKaMH, yaciB CTapoZaBHbOTO PUMy
nepeOyBaB y 6e3nocepeaHil 3aJIeXKHOCTI Bif] cTaTycy 6aThKiB. 30KpeMa, POiJIFOCTPOBAHO, 1[0 HEOJHAKOBHUM OYB
cTaTyc AiTed Hapo/pKeHUX y KOHKY6iHaTi Ta JjiTell Hapo/pKeHUX y nuto6i. O6rpyHTOBaHO, 110 MaTip Ta 6aThKO
MaJld Jlelo pi3Hi MpaBa y KOHTEKCTI JOrJisiy Ta BUXOBAHHS CHIJIbHUX AiTel. BcTaHOBJIEHO, 1110 Y TOrO4aCHUX
ciM’s1X 3ampoBa/KyBasiacsd BJIaa il rJIaBy He JIMIIE HaJ IiTbMH, 1[0 HAPOKYIOThCS B ciM'1, a ¥ Ha 0c06aMu, IKUX
BOJIEIO JIOMOBJIA/IUKH GYJIO BKJIFOUEHO 10 CKJIaay ciM’i B ikocTi i BibHUX wieHiB. [Ipu nboMy, miJ 6aTbKiBCbKOI
BJIa/IO0 OyJIO He JIMIIe MalHO [JliTel, a TaKOX iX XXUTTs. BogHo4Yac 6y/10 BCTAHOBJIEHO, 1[0 3MiCT 0COGHUCTHUX
HeMalHOBUX Ta MaWHOBHUX BiZJHOCHH 6aTbKiB Ta AiTel y CTapojaBHboMy PuMi 3/1e6inblIoro 3MiHOBaBCcsa Ha
MpoTs3i ycboro nepiofy iCHyBaHHSI PUMCBKOTO NMPUBATHOTO NPaBa, fKi Mi/i BIJIMBOM pPi3HUX 06CTaBUH, TaK i y
Yacu NpaBJliHHA pi3HUX NpaBuTeliB. [IpejcTaBiieHi faHi MOXYThb CIY>KUTH OPIEHTUPOM A/ YKPAIHCbKUX Ta
3apyOiXKHUX HAYKOBIIiB ¥ MpoIieci MpoBeleHHS MoAa/IbIINX JOCTi/XKEeHb V 1i 06J1acTi B YkpaiHi Ta cBiTi
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