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FUNDAMENTALS OF FORMING PROSECUTORIAL
ACTIVITIES IN THE AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN EMPIRE

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of the article is to determine the specifics of prosecutorial activities
in the Ukrainian lands in the Austro-Hungarian Empire and its current status. Results. The functions
of specialised financial prosecutor's offices in the Ukrainian lands of the Austro-Hungarian Empire were
as follows: 1) representing the interests of the state in resolving legal disputes (including cases related
to the oil industry, mining, glassworks, communications, state monopolies, state estates, fines imposed
by courts in disputes between large capitalist monopolies (syndicates, trusts); 2) court representation
in cases involving state property and equivalent funds, and, as a result, protection of the state's property
interests; 3) filing charges in court disputes concerning state property; 4) drafting court opinions;
5) legal assistance to state organisations, their advice when entering into legal contracts; 6) participation
in the implementation of legal regulations concerning state property and funds that were equated to
them. It is important to note that when representing the interests of state bodies in courts, financial
prosecutors' offices enjoyed the procedural rights of a plaintiff or defendant. Conclusions. 1t is concluded
that the system of public prosecution bodies has existed since ancient times and has undergone changes
on different historical paths of its development, but the role of this body remains invaluable to this day.
The historical analysis of the development of the provisions regulating prosecutorial activities enables
to conclude that the idea of the prosecutor's powers and his/her procedural status has been constantly
changing throughout the entire period of formation and development of the prosecution institution. Such
changes were caused by the development of statehood, progress towards the rule of law and civil society.
Therefore, the prosecution bodies and their activities on the territory of Ukraine during the period when
it was part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire were characterised by a number of particularities due to
the specifics of the territory. Thus, an important prerequisite for Ukraine's accession to the European
legal space is to allow for the domestic process of prosecution in Austria-Hungary. Furthermore, historical
and legal research suggests that the structure of the prosecution service and its competence should be
improved in accordance with the generally accepted European standards.
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1. Introduction

Studying the specifics of prosecutorial
activities in the Austro-Hungarian Empire,
domestic scholars primarily consider the period
from 1849 to 1918. The starting point of this
historical era is due to the fact that on 13 March
1849, the Austrian Emperor approved the Law
Against Abuse of the Press and the Regula-
tions on the Process of Investigation of Abuse
of the Press, and these events are considered
by domestic scholars as the starting point for
the introduction of the post of public pros-
ecutors in the Austro-Hungarian Empire
and the beginning of the process of organis-
ing the system of general prosecution bod-
ies (Khudoba, 2009). Meanwhile, in 1918,
a number of important events took place in
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the history of Ukraine, including the estab-
lishment of the Ukrainian People's Republic
and the Western Ukrainian People's Repub-
lic and the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire, which summed up the end of this era
in the history of the formation of prosecutorial
activities in the Ukrainian lands. We propose to
consider this period, from 1849 to 1918, through
the prism of the following periods:

Period T (1849—-1855) — the establishment
of prosecutorial activities in the Austro-Hun-
garian Empire;

Period II (1851-1867) — establishment
and development of specialised prosecutor's
offices;

Period 111 (1867-1918) —
of prosecutorial powers.

expansion
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The purpose of the article is to deter-
mine the specifics of prosecutorial activities in
the Ukrainian lands in the Austro-Hungarian
Empire and its current status.

2. Formation of prosecutorial activities in
the Austro-Hungarian Empire

After the annexation of the lands of Gali-
cia, the Austro-Hungarian government began
reforming the state authorities and local
self-government. According to O. Kondra-
tiuk, it focused on the creation of judicial
and other law enforcement bodies: courts, police
and the bar (Kondratiuk, 2011). As of 1849,
a system of prosecution bodies was formed in
the Ukrainian lands that were part of the Aus-
tro-Hungarian Empire, and prosecutors were
vested with clearly defined competences. How-
ever, it should be noted that the legislation
adopted at that time was not specialised as it
mainly concerned the judicial system, with
which the prosecutor's office was closely con-
nected. However, starting from the following
year, the Austro-Hungarian legislator adopted
a number of regulations important for the func-
tioning of the prosecution service in the Aus-
tro-Hungarian Empire.

Primarily, the provisions of the Austrian
Provisional Code of Criminal Procedure
of 17 January 1850 defined the legal status
of the prosecutor as a participant in criminal
proceedings, and in accordance with this status,
the following powers were defined within this
regulation (Tverdokhlib, 2015). The literature
review reveals that the prosecutor's office in
Galicia, despite the independence of the court
from the prosecutor's office declared at the level
of legislation, influenced the courts in the exer-
cise of their powers. In this regard, N.Yu. Panych
argues that supervision over the observance
of legislation in the enforcement of court deci-
sions in criminal cases was one of the key areas
of prosecutorial activities in this period, and this
was primarily due to the fact that the Austrian
Provisional Code of Criminal Procedure of 17
January 1850 provided that the enforcement
of court decisions within counties, as well as
collegiate and regional courts, should be car-
ried out under the supervision of the Public
Prosecutor (Womit eine neue provisorische
Strafprozessordnung mit der Bestimmung
kundgemacht wird, dass der Tag, an welchem sie
in Wirksamkeit zu treten hat, erst nachtraglich
bekannt gegeben wird, 1850). In other words,
prosecutors in the exercise of their powers did
indeed have an influence on the judiciary by
supervising their activities. In addition, accord-
ing to N. Yu. Panych, judges were required to
send monthly data to the Public Prosecutor on
the number of executed court decisions in crim-
inal cases under their supervision. The excep-

tion was cases where the convicted person was
sentenced to death, as the Public Prosecutor
and the judge jointly supervised the enforce-
ment of such a decision (Panych, 2008). There-
fore, with the adoption of the Austrian Provi-
sional Code of Criminal Procedure, prosecutors
were assigned the competence to supervise
the enforcement of court decisions, which, on
the one hand, made courts dependent on pros-
ecutors, and on the other hand, demonstrated
the importance of the prosecutor's office for
the functioning of the state apparatus.

The further development of the legal status
of the prosecutor is associated with the adoption
of specific legislation on the prosecutor's office
and prosecutorial activities. For example, on 10
July 1850, the Austrian Empire and the Aus-
tro-Hungarian Monarchy adopted the Organic
Law on the Public Prosecutor's Office (Kul-
chytskyi, 1965). The scientific literature notes
that, in fact, since the adoption of this legal reg-
ulation, the status of the prosecutor's office as
a law enforcement body has been established.
Among the functions of the prosecutor's office
of the Austro-Hungarian Empire defined in
this legal regulation, O. Kondratiuk identifies
the following: first, the exercise of prosecutorial
activities "partly for the purpose of direct justice
in civil and criminal cases"; second, the exercise
of prosecutorial activities "partly for the pur-
pose of governmental administration of justice
and for the improvement and correct applica-
tion of laws in general" (Kondratiuk, 2011).
The first type of function is related to govern-
mental influence on the court, that is, it deter-
mines the actual subordination of the court to
the prosecutor's office. As for the second type,
these functions are related to the supervision
of the rule of law in legal relations in the state.

For example, the position of public prose-
cutor was introduced at each district court. In
1850, in total, seven district prosecutor's offices
were established on the Ukrainian territories
of the Austro-Hungarian Empire: in Lviv, Zolo-
chiv, Peremyshl, Sambir, Stanislav, Ternopil,
and Chernivtsi. The position of the Prosecutor
General was established at the Supreme Court
of Justice and Cassation and at the Higher
Regional Courts. The legal status of the Pros-
ecutor General was regulated by the Imperial
Patent of 7 August 1850. In particular, it defined
that the Prosecutor General is the supreme
guardian of the "unity of law and the proper
application of the law". It was established
that this position was directly subordinate to
the Minister of Justice. The prosecutor general
of the Supreme Court and the Court of Cassa-
tion and his deputies, as well as the prosecutors
general of the higher provincial courts, were
appointed by the emperor himself on the recom-
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mendation of the minister of justice. All other
prosecutors were appointed by the Minister
of Justice, and the functional staff of the pros-
ecutor's office were appointed by the Prosecu-
tor General (Kondratiuk, 2011). Therefore, all
of the above indicates that as of 1850, a system
of prosecution bodies was actually formed in
the Ukrainian territories of the Austro-Hungar-
ian Empire and legislation was adopted to reg-
ulate their legal status. Several issues remained
unresolved: first, the system of specialised pros-
ecutor's offices had not yet been formed; second,
some of the courts envisaged by the Resolution
"On the main features of the new judicial sys-
tem" of 14 October 1849 had not yet started
operating, and thus the prosecutor's offices
established under them.

On 13 August 1851, the Ministry of Finance
issued a decree establishing the Financial Pros-
ecutor's Office, which was subordinated to
the Ministry of Finance and the regional finan-
cial directorate (Korytko, 2017).

On 31 December 1851, a law was adopted
that improved the regulatory framework for
the functions of the prosecutor's office. In
particular, its competence was clarified. The
structure and procedure of the prosecutor's
office were regulated by a decree of the Min-
ister of Justice. According to O. Kondratiuk,
the prosecutor's office functionally super-
vised the activities of investigative bodies,
the organisation and conduct of trials in dis-
trict and county courts, brought and supported
public prosecution in cases of anti-state activ-
ities, murders, robberies, arson, etc. (Kondra-
tiuk, 2011). And in fact, all these components
of prosecutorial activities in the Austro-Hun-
garian Empire were regulated as of 1851.
According to M.H. Tverdokhlib, deputy state
prosecutors or prosecutorial officials carried
out their activities in the courts of first instance
at the county level. In other words, as envisaged
by the above-mentioned Resolution, the pros-
ecutor's office functioned in the courts of first
instance as a single state body (Tverdokhlib,
2015). State prosecutors represented the inter-
ests of citizens in the courts of first instance in
certain categories of civil cases (e.g., divorce
cases or cases of declaring a person dead). More-
over, the higher state prosecutor's offices were
granted special powers (e.g., the right to appeal
against decisions to remove records from land
cadastres), which suggested that they had more
authority. State prosecutor's offices were subor-
dinated to the Minister of Justice and did not
belong to the executive branch.

Therefore, the analysis of the first period
of formation of prosecutorial activities in
the Austro-Hungarian Empire (1849-1855)
enables to identify the following events
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which became key to the further development
of the institution under study: first, at this stage,
a system of prosecution bodies was formed
which was not typical for previous historical
periods and was in line with European models
of organisation of these bodies; second, at this
stage a large number of legal regulations on
the prosecutorial activities were adopted; third,
the competence of prosecutors, established in
the above-analysed legislative acts, was much
broader than in previous historical stages.

3. Establishment and development of spe-
cialised prosecutor's offices

The next period we have identified is dated
1851-1867. During this phase, specialised pros-
ecutor's offices were established and developed.
Considering the previous period analysed, one
may notice an inconsistency in the chronology.
This can be explained by the fact that the forma-
tion of specialised prosecutor's offices essentially
took place in parallel with the formation of pros-
ecutorial activities in the Austro-Hungarian
Empire in general, but this process is still char-
acterised by its own chronological framework.

For example, the existence of a special-
ised financial prosecutor's office in the system
of the state mechanism of the Austrian, and later
the Austro-Hungarian Empire is considered in
the scientific literature as an important attrib-
ute of the prosecutorial system of that time,
since this prosecutor's office ensured the rep-
resentation of public interests in the interests
of the state, in the field of economic, civil,
property and administrative relations, within
the economic orientation (Zhuvaka, 2019).
The financial prosecutor's offices were under
the control of the Ministry of Finance, which
had the exclusive right to issue regulations to
ensure the operation of financial prosecutor's
offices. The process of organising financial
prosecutor's offices to protect the property
and related interests of the Austrian and later
the Austro-Hungarian empires in Austria began
in the eighteenth century, and in the nineteenth
century such prosecutor's offices began to
appear, including in Ukrainian lands. Accord-
ing to M.V. Nykyforak, in contrast to the gen-
eral organisation of the system of prosecutor's
offices, which, as we have established, were
established at each county, county collegiate
and regional court, and at each higher regional,
higher judicial and cassation tribunal, financial
prosecutor’s offices were established exclusively
in the main cities of each crown land and had no
lower levels. Therefore, along with the financial
prosecutor's offices of such cities of the empire
as Vienna, Linz, Salzburg, Graz, Innsbruck,
Klagenfurt, Leibach and Prague, a financial
prosecutor's office functioned in Lviv (Nyky-
forak, 2001). When analysing how specialised
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prosecutor’s offices were established and devel-
oped, it is important to note that specialised
financial prosecutor's offices operated sepa-
rately from state prosecutor's offices. Moreover,
financial prosecutor's offices were independent
of the courts and were created separately from
them. That is why, in our opinion, the processes
of creation and development of specialised pros-
ecutor's offices should be considered separately
from the formation of prosecutorial activities in
the Austro-Hungarian Empire in general.

There are different approaches in the scien-
tific literature to determining the date of estab-
lishment of financial prosecutor's offices in
the Ukrainian lands of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire. Earlier in this paper, we presented
the most generally accepted approach, accord-
ing to which the financial prosecutor's office
began its activities on 13 August 1851 in con-
nection with the adoption of a relevant order
of the Ministry of Finance (Korytko, 2017).
According to other sources, in 1854, the Gali-
cian Financial Prosecutor's Office was estab-
lished in Lviv, with one of its departments
serving Bukovyna (Sukhonos, 2010). However,
0.V. Kondratiuk in his study emphasises that as
early as 16 June 1773, a financial administration
was established in Lviv, which was reorganised
into a financial board in 1775. On 31 January
1852, the financial board was transformed into
a financial chamber, on the basis of which on 1
June 1852 the Galician Financial Prosecutor's
Office was established, which was directly sub-
ordinated to the Austrian Ministry of Finance
(Kondratiuk, 2011). Therefore, the precondi-
tions for the emergence of financial prosecu-
tor's offices were created long before the actual
establishment of this institution. Consequently,
the establishment and development of this body,
as well as its subordinate ekspozituras (depart-
ments), was carried out in accordance with spe-
cial legislation adopted for this purpose.

The financial prosecutor's office of Galicia
was headed by a prosecutor who was subordi-
nate to the Minister of Finance of the Empire.
The Krakow ekspozitura was also managed
by a prosecutor who was directly subordinate
to the Galician financial prosecutor (Panych,
2008). In his research, N. Panych assessed
the activities of the Galician Financial Pros-
ecutor's Office in the Kingdom of Galicia
and Lodomeria as being carried out at a high
level and regulated perfectly by law. Accord-
ing to the researcher, "the perfect regulatory
framework for its activities at the time, as
well as the constant attention of the Austrian
government to its reform and improvement,
were prerequisites for the effective functioning
of this body" (Panych, 2008). This indicates
that the activities of this body were properly

regulated. However, there is no information
in the scientific literature that the legislator,
when deciding to establish this body, adopted
the necessary legislation, and from the very first
steps of the financial prosecutor's office, it exer-
cised its competence adequately to the tasks
assigned to it. In his other work, N.Yu. Panych
admits that "the functioning of this body can-
not be called exemplary". This can be explained
by the fact that its activities covered the terri-
tory of one of the largest lands of the Austrian
and later Austro-Hungarian monarchies. There-
fore, the small staff of the Galician Financial
Prosecutor's Office could not respond promptly
and thoroughly to all cases it had (Panych,
2008). That is, on the one hand, financial prose-
cutor's offices of the Austro-Hungarian Empire
should be considered as a part of the prose-
cutor's office system. However, on the other
hand, they actually constituted an independent
system of state bodies with special functions
and competence. The literature review reveals
that the competence of financial prosecutors'
offices was to represent the interests of the state
(the Austrian and later the Austro-Hungarian
monarchy) in resolving legal disputes and to
provide legal representation in cases involv-
ing state property and funds equivalent to it
(Panych, 2008; Lytovka, 2013).

However, N.Yu. Panych states, "the activi-
ties of the Galician financial prosecutor's office
were regulated by separate legislative acts,
which testified to the special position of this
body in the system of governance of the King-
dom of Galicia and Volodymeria", that is, such
legislation was subsequently adopted (Panych,
2008). Moreover, different scientific sources
contain different information about how
such regulatory framework was imple-
mented. According to O. Kondratiuk, despite
the fact that the financial prosecutor's office
began its activities on 1 June 1852, its compe-
tence and tasks were regulated by the order
of the Minister of Finance of 16 February 1855
(Kondratiuk, 2011). In other words, according
to the researcher, the regulation on the com-
petence and tasks of the financial prosecutor's
office was the relevant decree of the Minis-
ter of Finance of 16 February 1855. Panych
notes that the main legal regulation governing
the activities of the Galician Financial Prosecu-
tor's Office was adopted on 16 February 1855,
and it was a decree of the Ministry of Finance
approving the temporary service instruction for
financial prosecutors’ offices (Panych, 2008).
Therefore, all of the above indicates that as
of 1855, the Austro-Hungarian Empire adopted
a regulation which actually governed the activ-
ities of this body, establishing its competence
and functions.
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According to N.Yu. Panych, the main pow-
ers of the financial prosecutor's office included
representation of the state's interests in resolv-
ing legal disputes and judicial representation
in cases involving state property and funds
equated to it (Panych, 2008). In addition to this
function, V.M. Lytovka identified the follow-
ing functions of developing juridical opinions
and participating in the implementation of legal
regulations concerning state property and funds
that were equated to them (Lytovka, 2013).
Therefore, the functions of specialised finan-
cial prosecutor's offices in the Ukrainian lands
of the Austro-Hungarian Empire were as fol-
lows: 1) representing the interests of the state in
resolving legal disputes (including cases related
to the oil industry, mining, glassworks, com-
munications, state monopolies, state estates,
fines imposed by courts in disputes between
large capitalist monopolies (syndicates, trusts);
2) court representation in cases involving state
property and equivalent funds, and, as a result,
protection of the state's property interests; 3) fil-
ing charges in court disputes concerning state
property; 4) drafting court opinions; 5) legal
assistance to state organisations, their advice
when entering into legal contracts; 6) participa-
tion in the implementation of legal regulations
concerning state property and funds that were
equated to them. It is important to note that
when representing the interests of state bodies
in courts, financial prosecutors' offices enjoyed
the procedural rights of a plaintiff or defendant.

Another important event for the period
of creation and development of specialised
prosecutor's offices was the establishment
of the Chernivtsi Financial Prosecutor's Office.
Until 1867, the powers of the Galician Finan-
cial Prosecutor's Office extended to the terri-
tory of Bukovyna, but on 31 December 1867,
the official government gazette reported
that the Bukovyna Financial Prosecutor's
Office in Chernivtsi had begun its activities
(Nykyforak, 2001). From that moment on,
the competence of the Galician Financial Pros-
ecutor's Office was limited to Galicia (eastern
and western). Meanwhile, the Bukovinian
Financial Prosecutor's Office in Chernivtsi
was also subordinated to the Austrian Ministry
of Finance and the regional financial directorate,
and the only separate department of the Gali-
cian Financial Prosecutor's Office remained in
Krakow as an ekspozitura.

Therefore, in the course of analysing
the period of creation and development of spe-
cialised prosecutor's offices, we have identified
the following key events: first, the establish-
ment of the Galician Financial Prosecutor's
Office and its ekspozituras; second, the regula-
tory framework for the activities of the Galician
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Financial Prosecutor's Office and its ekspozitu-
ras; third, the establishment of the Chernivtsi
Financial Prosecutor's Office.

4. Expansion of prosecutor's powers

The last period we have identified dates
from 1867-1918 and includes numerous
attempts by the legislator to expand prosecu-
torial powers. The study reveals that, in fact,
a system of prosecutor's offices was established
in the Austro-Hungarian Empire by 1855,
and a system of specialised financial prosecu-
tors by 1867. Since then, and until 1918, when
the Austro-Hungarian Empire was divided into
a number of independent states after its defeat
in the First World War, only a few changes were
made to the legal framework for prosecutorial
activities. In general, the district prosecutor's
offices, the prosecutor's offices of the Supreme
Court and Cassation Tribunal and the Higher
Regional Courts, and the special financial prose-
cutor's offices with their expozituras functioned
on the legal framework that we have established
in this paper.

For example, as we have established above,
among the functions performed by prosecutors
in the Austro-Hungarian Empire in accordance
with the legislation adopted in the period from
1849 to 1855, it is worth highlighting supervi-
sion over compliance with the law in the enforce-
ment of court decisions in criminal cases; super-
vision over the activities of investigative bodies,
the organisation and conduct of trials in district
and county courts; initiating and maintaining
public prosecution in cases of anti-state activi-
ties, murders, robberies, arson; representing cit-
izens in courts of first instance in certain catego-
ries of civil cases. However, in 1863, the powers
of the prosecutor's office were supplemented
by supervision over disciplinary violations
of judicial officials, and in 1865 — supervision
over the activities of prisons (Kondratiuk,
2011). Therefore, the functions of the pros-
ecutor's office gradually expanded, and with
them the importance of prosecutorial activi-
ties for society. It is evident that the influence
of prosecutors on the courts was only expand-
ing, despite the fact that, as we have established
above, the principles of judicial independence
in the Austro-Hungarian Empire were not
properly ensured, and judges were accountable
to prosecutors in their official activities. Since
1863, prosecutors have additionally supervised
the disciplinary proceedings against judges,
which has further increased their influence on
the judiciary.

Further changes in the regulatory
framework for prosecutorial services in
the Ukrainian territories of the Austro-Hungar-
ian Empire were introduced as part of the 1873
reform, which changed the names of some
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of the positions related to prosecutorial activ-
ities. While the prosecutor of the Supreme
Court and the Court of Cassation continued
to be called the Prosecutor General, prosecu-
tors of the Higher Regional Courts were called
senior prosecutors, and prosecutors of the Dis-
trict Courts were called public prosecutors. In
addition, as a result of the reform, prosecution
in district courts was supported by deputy
public prosecutors (Kondratiuk, 2011). As we
can see, these changes were both purely for-
mal in the context of the names for the position
and directly related to the functions of prose-
cutors, namely the expansion of the functions
of their deputies.

The next important change in the regu-
latory framework for prosecutorial activity
dates back to 1898. When analysing the stage
of creation and development of specialised pros-
ecutor's offices, we noted that the functioning
of financial prosecutor's offices was regulated
by the Provisional Instruction of the Austrian
Ministry of Finance of 1855. In 1898, it was reis-
sued and improved. According to M.V. Nyky-
forak, the new Service Instruction for financial
prosecutors' offices largely duplicated the pro-
visions of the previous Provisional Instruction,
but improved the legal status of financial
prosecutors’ offices in the empire (Nykyforak,
2001). It should be noted that the organisation
of the prosecutor's office in the Ukrainian lands
that were part of Austria-Hungary was created
on the basis of the European model, as reflected
in the productive experience that was important
for the creation of this institution. The expan-
sion of the powers of financial prosecutors'
offices shows the continued focus of the leg-
islator on the activities of financial prosecu-
tor’s office. This can be explained by the fact
that Galicia, as a region rich in raw materi-
als, contributed to the state treasury. More-
over, the expansion of the powers of financial
prosecutors contributed to the establishment
of the institution of representing the interests
of citizens and the state in court. This Service
Instruction was in force until 1918, that is, until
the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Empire.

Based on the analysis of the third period
of formation of prosecutorial activities in
the Austro-Hungarian Empire, we have identi-
fied the following key points for this phase:

First, the functions of the public prosecu-
tor's office and the financial prosecutor's office
were expanded,;

Second, the names of positions related to
prosecutorial activities were changed.

3. Conclusions

Therefore, having examined the history
of the formation and development of prosecu-
torial activity, we can conclude that the system

of public prosecution bodies has existed since
ancient times and has undergone changes on
different historical paths of its development,
but the role of this body remains invaluable to
this day. The historical analysis of the devel-
opment of the provisions regulating prose-
cutorial activities enables to conclude that
the idea of the prosecutor's powers and his/her
procedural status has been constantly chang-
ing throughout the entire period of formation
and development of the prosecution institution.
Such changes were caused by the development
of statehood, progress towards the rule of law
and civil society.

Thus, the prosecution bodies and their
activities on the territory of Ukraine during
the period when it was part of the Austro-Hun-
garian Empire were characterised by a number
of particularities due to the specifics of the ter-
ritory. Therefore, an important prerequisite for
Ukraine's accession to the European legal space
is to allow for the domestic process of prosecu-
tion in Austria-Hungary. Furthermore, histori-
cal and legal research suggests that the structure
of the prosecution service and its competence
should be improved in accordance with the gen-
erally accepted European standards.
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3ACAI ®OPMYBAHHAI HPOK}’POPCBKOf AIAJIbHOCTI
B ABCTPO-YTOPCBHKII1 IMITEPIT

Anoranis. Mema. MeToio ctarTi € BusHaueHHs crenndiku mpoKypopChKoi AislIbHOCTI Ha yKpa-
iHCHKUX 3eMJIAX B ABCTPO-YTropcehKiit immepii ta ii cyuacue cranosuiie. Pesyasmamu. OynkiisMn
crerianizoBanux (iHaHCOBUX MPOKYPATYpP HA YKPAiHCBKUX 3eMJISIX Yy CKJaAi ABCTPO-YTOpcbKoi
imrepii Gysru: 1) mpecTaBHUIITBO iHTEPECiB IePKaBH i Yac BUPINICHHS TPABOBUX CIOPIB (Y TOMY
uuesi y crupasax, ki Hajiexanu 10 chepu HahTOBOI IPOMUCIOBOCTI, TIPHUYOI CIIPaBU, CKIOBUPOO-
HUX 3aBOJIiB, YCTAHOB 3B’A3KY, /lePKaBHUX MOHOIIOJIi, Ka3eHHUX MA€ETKIB, mTpadis, 10 HaKIa1a-
Jucd CyIaMHu y CTopaX BEeJUKUX KaliTaJiCTUIHUX MOHOIOJIH (CUHIMKATIB, TPECTIiB); 2) cydoBe
[PEACTABHUIITBO Y CIIPaBax, MPeMETOM PO3TJIIAY SAKUX OyJIu fepsKaBHe MAifHO Ta MPUPIBHAHI [0
Hboro (OH/M, i, 4K HACJIJOK, 3aXUCT MAHOBUX iHTEpeCciB Jep:kaBu; 3) BUCYHEHHS 3BUHYBaYCHb
y CYMIOBHX CTIOpax, IO CTOCYBAJUCS JePKaBHOTO MaiiHa; 4) BUPOOJEHHs MPAaBOBUX BHCHOBKIB;
5) IOPUIMYHA TOMOMOTA I€PKABHUM OPTaHi3aIisM, KOHCYIBTYBAHHS IX U151 YKIQMAHHST I0PUATIHUX
JoTOBOPiB; 6) yuacThb y peasizallii IpaBOBUX aKTiB, [0 CTOCYBAJIUCS JePKaBHOTO MaliHa Ta (DOHIIB,
SIKI JI0 HUX TIPUPiBHIOBAINCS. BaskJMBO 1IPH 1IbOMY 3a3HAYUTH, 1110, 3[1HCHIOIOUN PEJACTABHUIITBO
iHTEepeciB Jleps)KaBHUX OPraHiB y cyzax, GiHAHCOBI MPOKYPATYPH KOPUCTYBAIICH IPOILECYATbHUMU
paBaMil M03MBayYa Yu BiAnoBigava. Bucnosxu. 3pobiieHo BICHOBOK, 10 CHCTEMA OPTaHiB MPOKY-
paTypu icHYE Tile 3 HalIaBHIMNX YaciB, a Ha PI3HUX ICTOPUIHNX TJIAXaX CBOTO PO3BUTKY 3a3HaBasa
3MiH, ajie poJib IIbOTO OPTraHy 3aJHIIAETHCS HEOIIHHOIO 1 10 cborojHi. [cTopnynmil anamis po3su-
TKY MOJIOKEHD, AKi PErJIaMeHTYIOTh TPOKYPOPCHKY [isJIbHICTD, 1a€ 3MOTY chOPMYJIIOBATH BUCHO-
BOK IIPO Te, 0 YSBJIEHHS 1IPO MOBHOBAKEHHS IIPOKYPOPA, HOTO IIPOILECYaTbHUI CTATYC IPOTATOM
YCbOTO Iepioly CTAaHOBJEHHA I PO3BUTKY IHCTUTYTY HPOKYpaTypH I10CTiiiHo 3miHloBanucd. Taki
3MiHu OyJii 3yMOBJIEHI PO3BUTKOM [€P5KaBHOCTI, IPOCYBAHHSM [0 1M0OYIOBY MPABOBOI JlepiKaBu
Ta TPOMAJAHCHKOTO cycninbersa. OTike, AiAAbHICTD OPraHiB MPOKYpPATYpH Ha TepuTopil Ykpainu
i yac nepebyBaHHs iX y cKkJaii ABCTPO-Yropebkol imMmepii XxapakrepusyBagacs psaoM 0co0Ju-
BOCTell, 3yMOBJIeHUX crienudikoio Teputopii. ToMy BasKIUBOIO TIepelyMOBOIO BXO/KeHHS YKpainu
y €BpOmNelchbKUI MPAaBOBUII MPOCTIP € BPaXyBaHHS BITUYU3HSIHOTO TIPOIIECY TTPOKYPOPCHKOI MisITh-
Hocti B ABcTpo-Yropuiuui. Kpim Toro, ictopuko-mnpaBoBi J0C/ai/KeHHs CBI[4aTh PO AOMIJbHICTD
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YZIOCKOHAJIEHHST CTPYKTYPH JisITbHOCTI OPraHiB MPOKYypaTypu Ta ii KOMIeETeHIi BiAMOBifHO 10
€BPOIENCHKUX CTAHAAPTIB, SIKi € 3araibHOBU3HAHIMU.
KoiouoBi ciioBa: cuctema opratiB mpoKypaTypH, 3aKOHOIABCTBO, IPABOBUIL CTATYC, Clielliai3oBaHa

IIPOKypaTypa.
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