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FORMS AND PRINCIPLES OF ORGANIZATION
OF PUBLIC AUTHORITY OF THE TIME
OF THE COSSACK STATE

Abstract. The article describes the mechanisms of formation of the principles
and forms of functioning of the state power of the Cossack-Hetman Ukraine; the
peculiarities of the formation of the institutional foundations of the Ukrainian
state as a complex and contradictory process of the Cossacks are established; it
is substantiated that during the whole period of existence of the Zaporozhian
Sich there is a natural system of public administration, which formed the basic
principles of the Cossacks as the then political elite. The principles of which were
divisibility (Sich was divided into huts, there were a maximum of 38), territoria-
lity — into palanquins (five or eight), selectivity (Cossacks of the hut belonged
to the authorities of the elected smokehouse ataman). Research and analysis of
scientific and historical sources have shown that most researchers believe that in
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the days of the Cossack state it is possible to study the structure of public power,
the elements of which are identical, to some extent, to modern forms of public
power as the highest self-government. The most important issues were decided
by the military council, which was based on the principles of true brotherhood
and mutual assistance. The entire system of state bodies was ensured through the
formation of military-administrative power through the implementation of the
principles of internal and external functions inherent in the state. The main form
of public power was also the general council, among other things, it formed dif-
ferent levels of executive, judicial and military power of the Zaporozhian Army,
in particular, elected a hetman, whose power extended to all Cossacks of the Za-
porozhian Army, including those who lived in the parish, that is, in the populated
areas of Ukraine, primarily within the Kiev and Bratslav provinces.

We came to the conclusion that the forms and principles of organization of the
Cossack self-government of the Zaporozhian Sich ensured the performance of the
functions inherent in the state. This gives grounds to claim that it was there that
Ukrainian statehood was revived.

Keywords: democratic governance, state, military council, military leaders,
law, principles, self-government, forms.

®OPMU TA NPUHIINIIN OPFAHI_SAL[I'I' IMYBJIYHOI
BJIAIN YACIB KO3AIIBKOI JEPKABU

Amnoranis. CxapakTepr3oBaHO MeXaHi3M1 (hOPMYBaHHS IPUHITUTIIB Ta (hOpM
(dbyHKITIOHYBaHHS ep:KaBHOI BIAIM KO3aIbKO-TETbMAHCBKOI YKpaiHW; BCTa-
HOBJIEHO 0COOMBOCTI (hOPMyBaHHSI IHCTUTYIIMHUX 3acaj YKPaIHCHKOTO Jep-
JKaBOTBOPEHHST SIK CKJIQJIHOTO Ta CYNEPEwINBOrO Mpolecy Ko3aibKoi 100u; 06-
IPYHTOBAHO, 110 YIIPOJIOBK yChOTO MEePioly iCHYBaHHS 3a110PO3bKOI CIIIJIBHOTH €
MIPUPOTHA CUCTEMA JIeP5KaBHOTO YIIPABIiHHSA, TKa chopmyBasa HOpMU MiATPYHTS
MOJIITHYHOTO YCTPOIO Ta MOTHUBYBasa HOTO sKuTTE3abesnedeHns i copmyBaia
OCHOBHI TTPUHITUIIA KO3AI[TBa SK TOTOYACHOI TTOJITUYHOL eJIiTH. Ti [IPUHIATIAMUA
Oynn: nopiabHicts (Cid mofiisiacs Ha KypeHi, MaKCuMaibHo iX 0yJio 38), tepu-
TOpia/JbHiCTh — Ha NajaHku (I'ATb—BiciM), BUOOPHICTD (KO3aKU KypeHsI Mifis-
rajau Bjaajai BUOOPHOro KypiHHOro oramana). Jloc/ikenns Ta aHajiis HayKOBUX
i iICTOPUYIHUX JIKEPEIT 3aCBIUNIIO, MO OLIBIIICTD JOCITITHUKIB BBAKAIOTD, 10 B
yacy KO3allbKOl AepsKaBi MOKHA JOCTIAUTH BXKe CTPYKTYpPY IyOIidHOI BJIajM,
eJIEMEHTH SIKOI 1IEHTHYHI, SIKOI0 MipoIo, /10 cydacHuX (Gopm myOJivHOI BIaau,
(hopmMolo BUIIIOTO OpraHy camMoyIpaB/iHHS, SIKa PO3B’sI3yBajia HaWBaKJIWBIIII
nuTaHHsA, Oysa BifiCbKOBa paja, sika IPYHTYBAIAcs Ha 3acagax MIporo Oparep-
CTBa, B3aEMOJIOTIOMOTH. AJIKe BCSI CHCTEMa OPraHiB Jep;KaBOTBOPEHHsT 3abe3-
MevyyBaiach MIIAXOM (OPMYBaHHS BiliCBKOBO-aJIMiHICTPATUBHOI BJIAIN Yepe3
BUKOHAHHS MPUHITNIIIB BHYTPINIHIX i 30BHINTHIX (DYHKITi, BTAaCTUBUX JI€P/KaBi.
OcnoBHOIO (hopMmoIo TyOaiuHol Biaau OyJjia 3arajibHa pajia, OKPiM 1HIIOT0, BOHA
bopmyBama pisHOTO PiBHSA BUKOHABYY, CY/IOBY Ta BIlIChKOBY BJamy Bilicbka 3a-
MOPO3bKOT0, 30KpeMa, OOMPAJIN TeThMaHa, BJIa/Ia SIKOTO MOIMUPIOBAJIACS HA YCiX
Ko3akiB Bificbka 3amopo3bKoro, B TOMY YUCJIi Ha THX, SIKi MEIKaJl Ha BOJIOCTI,
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TOOTO Ha 3aceIeHUX TePUTOPisX YKpaiHnu, Hacamiepes y Mexax KuiBcbKoro ta
BparnaBcbkoro BOEBOJICTB.

Bcranosaeno, mo ¢opmu Ta NpUHIMITKT OpraHisailii KO3aibKOTO CaMOBPS/LY-
BaHHs 3anopo3bkoi Ciui 3abe3neuyBajiv BUKOHAHHST (DYHKILH, BJACTUBUX J€p-
skaBi. [le mae migicTaBu cTBEP/KYBATH, 110 TYT BiIPOKyBasiacs yKpaiHChbKa Jiep-
JKaBHICTb.

KimouoBi cioBa: memokpaTiuuHe BpsIyBaHHS, JepKaBOTBOPEHHS, BiliCbKOBA
pajia, BilicbKOBa cTapinHa, 3BUYaEBE MIPABO, IPUHITUITNA, CAMOBPSIIyBaHHsI, Ciu0-
Be TOBapUCTBO, (hOPMU.

®OPMBbBI U IIPUHIUIIBI OPTAHU3AIIUU ITYBJIUYHOM
BJIACTU BPEMEH KA3AITKOI1 TOCYZIAPCTBA

Annotamus. OxapakTepr30BaHbl MEXaHU3MbI (HOPMUPOBAHWS TTPUHITUTIOB U
(hopM GyHKITMOHUPOBAHUS TOCYIAPCTBEHHON BJIACTH Ka3alKO-TeTMaHCKON YK-
PaWHDI; yCTAHOBJIEHBI 0COOEHHOCTH (DPOPMUPOBAHUSI HMHCTUTYIIMOHATIBHBIX OCHOB
YKPamHCKOTO TOCY/IaPCTBA KaK CJIOKHOTO ¥ TPOTHBOPEYMBOTO IIpoliecca Ka3aue-
cTBa; 00OCHOBAHO, YTO TeYeHHe BCETO TEPUO/IA CYIIECTBOBAHMS 3AMOPOKCKON
Ceun gBigeTcss eCTeCTBEHHOW CUCTEMON TOCY/IapCTBEHHOTO YIIPaBJIE€HU, KOTO-
past cchopmMupoBaia OCHOBHbBIE IPUHIIATIB Ka3a4eCTBA KaK TOTANTHEH MOTUTH-
veckoit amThl. Ee mpunimnamu 6sutn gesmmocts (Ceub menuiach Ha KypeHH,
MaKCUMAJIbHO X ObLI0 38), TEPPUTOPUATBHOCTD — Ha HaJaHKK (MTh—BOCEMb),
u30MPaTENLHOCTD (Ka3aK! KypeHsl TPUHAJIEKATN BJIACTA BBIOOPHOTO KYyPEHHO-
ro aramana). VMccienoBanus u aHaJIN3 HAYYHBIX U MCTOPUYECKUX MCTOUHUKOB
[OKa3aJ10, 4TO GOJIBITMHCTBO HMCCJIEA0BATENEH CYUTAIOT, YTO BO BpEMeEHa Ka-
3aIKOTO TOCYIAPCTBA MOXKHO HMCCJIE0BATD YXKe CTPYKTYPY MyOJUIHON BJIACTH,
3JIEeMEHTBI KOTOPOU MIEHTUYHBI, B KaKO-TO Mepe, 710 COBPEMEHHBIX (hopM TTy-
GJIMYHOIT BJIaCTH Kak (pOPMBI BBICIIIETO OpraHa caMoyTpaBJieHust. Baxkueiinnie Bo-
MTPOCHI PeTaj BOCHHBIN COBET, KOTOPBIIT OCHOBBIBAJICS HA TPUHITUTIAX UCTUHHOTO
GparcTBa, B3aMMOIIOMOIIU. Best cucremMa opraHoB TocyapcTBa 06eceynBaiach
myTeM (pOopMUPOBAHUSA BOEHHO-QIMUHUCTPATUBHON BJIACTU Yepe3 BBITTOTHEHIE
MPUHITATIOB BHYTPEHHUX W BHENTHUX (DYHKITU, TPUCYTITNX rocynapcTBy. OCHOB-
HOI (hopMOil yOIMYHON BIacTH OBLIT TaK/Ke OOIIUIT COBET, TTOMUMO TIPOYETO, OH
(hopMUpPOBa PA3HOTO YPOBHS UCHOJHUTETbHYTO, CYA€OHYI0 M BOEHHYIO BJIACTD
Boiicka 3amoposkckoro, B 4aCTHOCTH, BRIOMPAIU reTMaHa, BJaCTh KOTOPOTO pac-
IIPOCTPaHSIACh Ha BCeX Ka3akoB Boiicka 3amoposkckoro, B TOM YnCIe Ha TeX, KO-
TOpBIE JKUJIU B BOJIOCTH, TO €CTh HA 3aCEJIEHHBIX TEPPUTOPUAX YKPAUHBI, TIPEKIE
Bcero B npeziesiax Knesckoro n bpairaBckoro BoeBozicTs.

YcranosieHo, yTo (GOPMBI 1 TPUHITUATIBI OPTAHU3AINN Ka3aIKOTO CaMOYTIPaB-
senust 3amopoxckoit Ceun obecriednBaiu BhIMOJHEHUE (DYHKIIU, TPUCYIIUX
TOCYZIapCcTBY. JTO /IaeT OCHOBAHME YTBEPKAATh, YTO UMEHHO TaM BO3POKIATACH
YKpamHCKasi TOCY/1apCTBEHHOCTD.

KioueBbie cioBa: jeMOKpaThdeckoe yIpaBJeHne, TOCYAapCTBO, BOEHHBIHN
COBET, BOCHAYAIbHUKH, [TPABO, IPUHIIUIIBI, CAMOYIIPABJICHIE, CeYeBOe 0OIIECTBO,

hopmpbr.
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Formulation of the problem. The
Ukrainian Cossacks were a force that
sought to realize the political and state
ideals of the Ukrainian ethnic group,
had a decisive influence on the forma-
tion of new models of worldview and
new political culture in Ukrainian soci-
ety, formed the Ukrainian identity and
mentality. The Ukrainian state of the
Cossack era was a form of the highest
development of the Ukrainian ethnos
in the early modern history of Ukraine,
evidence of its state-building potential,
an essential prerequisite for the imple-
mentation of the nation-building pro-
cesses in the Ukrainian society.

Analysis of recent researches and
publications. Among the domestic sci-
entific achievements should be men-
tioned such names of researchers as
O. Apanovych, O. Hurzhiy, Y. Mytsyk,
H. Serhienko, V. Serhiychuk, V. Smoliy,
V. Stepankov, 1. Storozhenko, N. Ya-
kovenko, V. Horobets, V. Holubotsky.

The purpose of the article is to ana-
lyze the features of the forms and prin-
ciples of the public power of the Cos-
sack state and their impact on the state
and legal position of Ukraine.

Presentation of the main research
material. The study and analysis of
the historical sources showed that re-
searchers have found much evidence
of participants about the unquen-
chable thirst of peasants and burghers
to achieve Cossack status. Throughout
the period of existence of the Zaporo-
zhian community, the democratic go-
vernance as a natural system of the
public administration formed the basis
of the political system and motivated
its livelihood. As a historical factor,
they played a primary role in the for-
mation of the basic principles of the

Cossacks as the then political elite [1,
p. 78-88].

As a result, the founder of the
Ukrainian statehood of the New Age,
Hetman B. Khmelnytsky left the tradi-
tional name for the Ukrainian Cossack
state — the Zaporozhian Army, paying
tribute to the traditions and forms of
democratic government of the Zaporo-
zhian Sich [2, p. 22], the principles of
which were divisibility (Sich was di-
vided into huts, there were a maximum
of 38), territoriality — into palanquins
(five or eight), selectivity (Cossacks of
the hut were subject to the power of
the elected hut ataman).

The form of the highest body of self-
government was a military council with
the participation of all Cossacks, which
resolved the most important issues.
Councils were convened as needed, but
always for Christmas and Intercession.
Councils were also convened in huts
and palanquins.

The researches and analysis of the
scientific sources have shown that in
the days of the Cossack state it is possi-
ble to study the structure of the public
power, the elements of which are iden-
tical, to some extent, to modern forms
of the public power. Refusing to recog-
nize the authority of any ruler, the Cos-
sacks exercised the self-government
in accordance with the customs and
traditions that have been formed over
generations. All Cossacks had equal
rights, their relations were based on the
principles of sincere brotherhood and
mutual assistance. The structure of the
Zaporozhian community was based on
republican-democratic principles [3].
All military officers were elected by
the Military Council for one year. The
highest power after the Military Coun-
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cil was held by the Kosh Ataman —
military, administrative, judicial. He
was accountable to the Military Coun-
cil. The second person after the ata-
man was considered a military judge,
who acted as a guarantor of the origi-
nal customs of the Sich community. In
his decisions he was guided by custo-
mary law that was passed from mouth
to mouth. The outward sign of power
was a large silver seal that fastened all
the decisions of the Sich society. In ad-
dition to judicial functions, he replaced
the Kosh Ataman, was the chief of ar-
tillery. The huts were administrative
and military units. They were headed
by elected and accountable councils of
hut atamans [3].

The military yesaul supervised the
observance of order and discipline by
the Cossacks, monitored the execution
of court decisions of the council and
the ataman, conducted inquiries for the
committed offenses, etc. [4, p. 56].

The organization of the Cossack self-
government of the Zaporozhian Sich
gives grounds to claim that the Ukrai-
nian statehood was revived here. After
all, the entire system of the military-
administrative authorities ensured the
performance of the internal and exter-
nal functions inherent in the state. At
the general Cossack councils, among
other things, formed the executive, ju-
dicial and military authorities of the Za-
porozhian Army at various levels. For
example, a hetman was elected, whose
power extended to all Cossacks of the
Zaporozhian Army, including those who
lived in the volost, i.e. in the populated
areas of Ukraine, primarily within the
Kyiv and Bratslav voivodships.

Military assemblies elected com-
manders and chiefs, such as colonels

(heads of military units numbering
up to several thousand Cossacks), de-
cided on participation in the war, ap-
proved plans for specific combat opera-
tions, read diplomatic correspondence
from various addressees, and received
foreign ambassadors, formed the com-
position of the Cossack embassies to
the Polish king and foreign rulers, de-
termined and approved their embassy
instructions, sometimes passed and
executed court verdicts, and so on. The
Cossack councils also elected the ruling
leadership of the Zaporozhian Sich, in-
cluding the Kosh ataman, who, on the
one hand, had power over the Sich Cos-
sacks, and on the other — was subordi-
nate to the Zaporozhian hetman.

The activities of the general Cos-
sack councils were based on the direct
democracy of the Cossack circle. This
meant that every full-fledged Cossack
had the opportunity to directly influ-
ence the formation of domestic and fo-
reign policy of the Zaporozhian Army.
In the conditions of the Cossack way of
life associated with the constant need
to mobilize the society of the Zaporo-
zhian Army to solve urgent military
problems, as well as adequate response
to challenges to the corporate interests
of the Zaporozhian community in the
political, social and economic spheres,
the General Council was an instrument
of the state of democracy [4, p. 28].

The direct democracy of the Gene-
ral Cossack Council also had its weak-
nesses. For example, a crowd of many
thousands could not negotiate profes-
sionally or work out the text of the
documents. However, an acceptable
mechanism for preliminary preparation
of the agenda was found: a group of
competent and authoritative Cossacks
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was formed at the general Cossack
Council, first of all from among the of-
ficers who performed the relevant pre-
paratory work and presented its results
to the General Council. However, not
all the problems of direct democracy
of the Cossack circle could be easily
solved. It is said, in particular, that the
large masses of Cossacks who gathered
at the council were not safe from the
psychology of the crowd. So they did
not always listen to rational arguments
and easily succumbed to suggestion
and ochlocratic sentiments. The “voice
of the people”, whether balanced or im-
pulsive and emotional, was not to the
liking of those officers who cared pri-
marily for their own interests because
they feared losing power or even their
lives in the Council. The difficulties
of the Cossack democracy include the
fact that the Cossacks could not always
quickly and easily gather for a council,
whose decisions were made without
undue delay based on the results of di-
rect expression of will [4, p. 57].

In the process of forming the Ukrai-
nian state, the general military council
was transformed from a military insti-
tution into a body of state power. But
so far, the researchers of modern forms
and principles of formation of the pub-
lic power note these very weaknesses.

The system of supreme executive
bodies of the period of the National
Revolution of the second half of the
17" century was embodied by the Ge-
neral Government. It was considered
the main administrative, executive and
judicial body of the Cossack-Hetman
state. The General Government con-
sisted of the hetman, general officers
and central executive and judicial bo-
dies — general military chancelleries.

The institute of hetmanship occu-
pied an extremely important place in
the political system of the Cossack-
Hetman state. The change of power of
the hetman was by all means extrapo-
lated to the state and legal position of
Ukraine. The elected hetman concen-
trated in his hands an extremely wide
range of powers in the legislative, exe-
cutive and judicial branches. He con-
vened the General Council and the
Council of Officers, led them, partici-
pated in the discussion of issues and de-
cisions of the councils, organized their
implementation, heading the adminis-
tration; the hetman’s signature issued
the most important orders and univer-
sals — legal acts that had the force of
law; he also presided over the judiciary,
acting as the highest appellate court;
organized and managed finances, set
taxes, managed the land fund; deter-
mined the directions of the country’s
foreign policy; led the army [4, p. 78].

The legal basis of the hetman’s
power was the norms of oral customary
law — “ancient rights and freedoms”,
adapted to the state status of Ukraine,
interstate treaties and state-sanctioned
legislation. “Articles on the Structure
of the Zaporozhian Army”, adopted by
the General Military Council in June
1648, became the constitutional act
of the hetman’s activity. The Cossack
custom also provided for the position
of temporarily appointed hetman — a
temporary acting hetman. The board of
the temporarily appointed hetman was
established when the position of het-
man became vacant, when the hetman
could not perform his duties due to
health, when the hetman temporarily
left the capital, as well as to conduct a
military operation or to perform other
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tasks [4, p. 23]. Some authors claim
that the temporarily appointed hetman
was an institution that ensured the
functioning of the Ruin period and be-
came an obstacle to Ukraine’s decline
to anarchy.

The general officers — a obozny, a
clerk, two judges, two yesauls, a cornet
player and a bunchuk player — played
an important role in the system of or-
ganizing the political power of the
Cossack-Hetman state. The general of-
ficers were obligatory members of the
councils of officers, acted as executors
of the resolutions of the hetman and
the council of officers, as well as the clo-
sest advisers to the hetman, forming an
advisory body — the council of officers,
which was tasked with operational ad-
ministration of the country. The func-
tions of the board of general officers, as
a kind of advisory body to the hetman,
were enshrined in the traditions of the
Ukrainian state, as well as fixed in the
Ukrainian-Russian agreements of the
second half of the 17 century.

The importance of the general of-
ficers increased significantly during
the inter-hetmanate, which exercised
its powers through the council of the
general officers. It is believed that in
the mechanism of the General Govern-
ment, the council of general officers
performed the connecting functions
between the hetman and the council
of officers. The general officer was ap-
pointed by the hetman or elected by
the council of officers for an indefinite
term. The hetman and the council of
officers also dismissed the general of-
ficers. Thus, in the Ukrainian state
during the National Revolution of the
second half of the 17" century the de-
mocratic way of forming the positions

of general officers in the way of elec-
tions by the general military council
has not developed [4, p. 139—141].

The local authorities and admi-
nistrations of the hetman state — regi-
mental and sotnya governments, urban
and rural administrations — imitated
the central government organizations
based primarily on the needs of the
prompt mobilization of armed people.
The administrative division of the Cos-
sack-Hetman state, which was divided
into regiments and sotnyas, duplicated
the structure of the army: territorial
units corresponded to the hierarchy of
the combat units, ensuring the fastest
mobilization of the Cossack state [4,
p. 13—-14].

The regimental government con-
sisted of a regimental Cossack council,
a colonel, regimental officers, a regi-
mental officer’s council, and regimen-
tal chancelleries. Based on custom,
the regimental government was su-
bordinated to the regimental Cossack
council. The regimental Cossack coun-
cil had the same mechanism of forma-
tion and principles of functioning as
the general military council; it had the
right to form a regimental government,
to approve or revoke its decisions. As
the regimental Cossack council limited
the powers of the hetman, colonels and
regimental officers, they were not in-
terested in its development. Therefore,
the general and regimental govern-
ments gradually at the end of the 17t
century turned the regimental Cossack
council into a formality [5, p. 38].

The regimental government was
headed by colonels who acted as rep-
resentatives of the military adminis-
trative power on the territory of the
regiment and were the executors of the
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instructions of the hetman, General
and Officer Councils [4, p. 218—-220].

Colonels within the regiment had
broad military, administrative, finan-
cial, and judicial powers. They en-
sured the mobilization of the military
unit entrusted to them, took care of
its combat capability, ensured its dis-
cipline, took care of the condition of
fortifications, and so on. The colonels
performed the full range of administra-
tive functions in the territory under
their control. First of all, they managed
the land fund (“rank estates”), which
consisted of land left by the nobility.
The colonels distributed these lands
between the officers and the Cossacks
as payment for their military service.
They also organized the financial af-
fairs, managed the collection of taxes
to the military treasury, leased trades
belonging to the military fund, collec-
ted rent. The powers of the colonels in
land and financial affairs also brought
the city’s economy under their control
and made it possible to interfere in the
internal affairs of the cities.

A person who temporarily served
as a colonel was called a temporarily
appointed colonel [5, p. 48]. In the
administration of the territory of the
regiment and commanding a military
unit, the colonel relied on a regimen-
tal officer, whose composition almost
completely duplicated the composition
of the general officers — obozny, judge,
yesaul, clerk, cornet player. The oboz-
ny was in charge of the regiment’s ma-
terial support. He commanded the con-
voy and artillery, and in the absence of
the colonel performed his duties. The
regimental artillery yesaul, the regi-
mental artillery clerk, the cornet of the
regimental artillery and atamans were

subject to the obozny. The regimen-
tal judge presided over the regimental
court. He had his own office and go-
vernment officials. The clerk kept re-
cords of the regiment and headed the
regimental chancellery. Yesaul (usually
there were two of them) supervised the
observance of order and discipline in
the regiment, performed police func-
tions. He had an assistant — subyesaul.
The regimental cornet player was re-
sponsible for the preservation of the
regimental flag and carried out the
temporary instructions of the hetman
or the Council.

The administrative and technical in-
stitution of the regimental government
was the regimental chancellery. Within
the regiment, it performed generally the
same functions as the general military
chancellery at the national level. The
regimental chancellery developed into
a leading institution of the regimental
government. It provided a mechanism
for interaction between the general,
regimental and sotnya governments.

It is believed that the regimental
government formed the basis of the
organization of the state power of the
Cossack-Hetman Ukraine. The Ge-
neral Government relied on it in its
activities. Therefore, the General Go-
vernment comprehensively contribu-
ted to the improvement and develop-
ment of the regimental governments
[5, p. 216-218].

The model of the administrative
structure of the regiment was copied
at the sotnya level. The sotnya govern-
ment consisted of a sotnyk, city ata-
mans, sotnya officers, a sotnya council
of officers, and a sotnya chancellery.

The right to form a sotnya govern-
ment, to approve or revoke its resolu-
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tions belonged to the Sotnya Cossack
Council, to which, according to cus-
tom, it was subordinated. According
to the mechanism of formation and the
principles of functioning, the Sotnya
Cossack Council was an institution of
the same type as the regimental Cos-
sack council. However, by the end of
the 17" century the hetman, colonel
and sotnyk appropriated certain po-
wers of the Sotnya Cossack Council.

Under the leadership of the sot-
nyk, the sotnya government decided
to grant or reject land, collect taxes,
dispose of the treasury of the sotnya,
conduct a census of the population and
property, conduct notarial acts, estab-
lish duties [6, p. 31]. However, by the
end of the 17% century the hetman, co-
lonel and sotnyk appropriated certain
powers of the Sotnya Cossack Council.
Under the leadership of the sotnyk, the
sotnya government decided to grant
or reject land, collect taxes, dispose of
the treasury of the sotnya, conduct a
census of the population and property,
conduct notarial acts, establish duties
[6, p. 31]. In the process of forming
the Ukrainian state, the general mili-
tary council was transformed from a
military institution into a body of state
power.

Conclusions. Hence. The study
showed that in the historical process of
formation of the Ukrainian state can be
considered as a basis for the transfor-
mation of the general military council
from a military institution to a body of
state power.

The study showed that the highest
form of self-government was the Coun-
cil (military) with the relevant regula-
tions and the authority of the ruler. The
branches of power were represented by

military, administrative, and judicial
forms of self-government. The court
acted as a guarantor of the customs of
the Sich community.

But so far, the researchers of the
modern forms and principles of for-
mation of the public power note these
very weaknesses. A model of local self-
government was built (on the example
of the administrative system of the
regiment). According to the mecha-
nism of formation and the principles
of functioning, the modern local coun-
cil is still a variant of the regimental
Cossack council (the sotnya Cossack
council was an institution similar to
the regimental Cossack council, which
should provide mechanisms for inter-
action of the general, regimental and
sotnya governments).

This is confirmed by the principles
of the modern Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine, which has so far failed to effec-
tively unite the mechanisms of interac-
tion of all the branches of the govern-
ment in a decentralized environment,
which violates its main purpose in the
public authorities of Ukraine, this may
be a matter for further study.
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