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CTaThsl NMOCBsIIlEHA pAaHHEN HCTOPUHU yTroJIOBHO-UCIOJTHUTENbHONW CUCTEMBI
XapbKOBLMHBI, aHAIU3UpyeTcs Mpouecc GOPMUPOBAHUSI CHUCTEMBI TIOPEMHBIX
3aMKOB KaK MEPBbIX PeryyasipHOo QYHKIMOHUPYIOUIMX YUPEXIeHUN AJs1 coZiepKa-
HUS 3aK/II0YEHHBIX, IPUTOBOPEHHBIX K HAKA3aHUIO B BU/E JIMIIEHUS CBOOO/IbI.

Kawuessle cnoea: XapbkosuuHa, miopeMHblil 3aMOK, cMOmpumens muopem-

HO20 3aMKa, yGSaHble Mecma 3aK/1IlYeHUusl.

Introduction. For more than 250
years of its existence the national
system of execution of punishments has
passed a long and difficult path
associated with the changes of the
socio-economic formations and political
structures, principles of education and
increase of qualification, legislative
changes and scientific approaches.
During the current period of
independence of the Ukrainian State,
the punishment humanization took
place. First of all, it has been related to
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the crimes committed in the economic,
political and moral spheres. Such
transformation of the criminal-
executive system is one of the essential
indicators of our country's approach to
the international standards, openness
of the society and introduction of the
advanced foreign experience into the
national practice.

Historical origins are the basis,
which has been determining the
transformation and development of the
criminal-executive bodies and establi-
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shments in the subsequent periods.
Unfortunately, at present those sources
are unduly leveled and are used only
from the negative point of view. We
cannot change them, but we should
objectively study them, taking into
account the obtained lessons and the
historical experience in order to avoid
mistakes in the future.

Analysis of the recent
researches and publications. The
history of the provincial places of
deprivation of liberty (the Kharkiv
region is not an exception) has been
studied not enough. There are a lot of
«white spots» in that sphere. Many
facts, which are already put into
circulation, require revision and
clarification. Most researches of the
prison system of the Russian Empire
are related to the general problems of
the legislative regulation of this sphere
or to the prison reforms implemented
ot in the second half of the XIX century.
The Russian pre-revolutionary and
modern historiography of that issue is
so extensive that we recall only the
main historians of the prison system.
Their work formed the basis of the
relevant researches. They are M. Gernet,
I. Uporov and A. Pechnikov. Particularly
noteworthy are the following Ukrainian
researchers: R. Kravchenko, A. Nealov
and V. Rossikhin, who focused on the
regional aspect of the of national prison
reforms implementation.

Formulation of the problem.
According to L. Machulin, the
information about the first Kharkiv
prison dates back to 1668. It was
mentioned in the inventory, which was
composed by the regional military chief
Sytin, when he took that post from his
predecessor Torbeiev. In particular, it is
said in that document that in Kharkiv
there was no executioner of the death

penalty, but there was one prison, in
which the only prisoner was held,
namely the runaway serf Ivashka
Yeremeiev. The latter could not find any
guarantor, who would give him the
relevant written record [1, c. 89]. The
inventory did not say, whether the
prison was the separate building or the
part of the fortress. It is only known
that it was situated in that part of
Kharkiv, where the fortress was
located. The construction of the latter,
in fact, gave birth to the city.

The reform of the administrative-
territorial structure of the Russian
Empire under the Law «Institutions and
establishments  for governing a
province of the Russian Empire» of
1775, which was applied in the
territory of Ukraine since 1781, caused
the creation of the prison fortress in the
Kharkiv region. The workhouse and
strait-house were created there in
1781. They combined two important
aspects of the punishment execution:
the punitive and corrective ones. The
criminals and rebels were Kkept
together. The inmates were obliged to
work during the imprisonment period,
because it was considered as an
important correctional measure.

While reforming the
administrative-territorial structure of
the Russian Empire, the workhouses
were created in all the provinces as a
structural element of the public charity
system. The new prison fortress and the
workhouse  were created. The
researchers associate the construction of
that penal institution with the creation
of the Kharkiv province. According to the
administrative-territorial reform  of
1775 it was mandatory to have the penal
institutions of the certain types
(workhouse and strait-house) in each
province.
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The only restriction of that penal
institution was the wooden fence (so
called «ostrog»), which was built
around the prison. Therefore, the
Kharkiv prison itself was called Ostrog
soon.

The workhouse was created not
only as the punitive establishment, but
also provided the possibility for the
poor people to earn money for their
own work. According to the Decree the
workhouses should be supervised by
the «honest and decent persons». It was
one of the first legislative professional
requirement to the prison staff, which is
still used in the modern prison systems
[2, c. 86-90].

The well-known researchers of the
Kharkiv history D. Bagaley and D. Miller
noted: «In 1781 the construction of the
new prison fortress and the workhouse
was started in Kharkiv. It was located
near the protestant church of the city.
The building was wooden. It had 12 cells
on two floors. It was completed in 1782
and costed 2,871 rubles» [3, c. 208]. The
prison (so-called «ostrog») was located
in the current Gogol street of the city of
Kharkiv. Most likely, it was the two-story
building. The evidence of that fact can be
found in the report of captain Seimanov
in 1783, in which he paid particular
attention to the poor condition of its
wooden stairs, which imposed the
danger [4, c. 166]. The workhouse had
many premises. Such conclusion can be
made, given the number of furnaces (10
pieces). Each furnace could heat 2 rooms
(cells).

The convicts, who had been
sentenced to perform certain works at
the workhouse in Kharkiv could earn
money for the personal needs there. In
1795 there were 46 male prisoners.
They were always out of work in winter
and spent several months idly and
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without any gain either for themselves
or for the society. Therefore, it was
allowed to release the workers for that
period in order they did not feel
exhausted. During the winter time the
convicts could live in the houses of the
reliable local residents, who were under
the subscription lists. As there was the
work for the convicts in summer, they
had to return to the workhouse.

In 1794 the strait house was
constructed near the workhouse. Until
that time, both criminals and asocial
elements were held together at the
workhouse.

The disabled officers teams and
the military units of the regular army
were used to guard the prisoners. The
Kharkiv prison was guarded by the
local provincial company of the inner
guard. Officers were assigned to the
prison service on the monthly basis. If
necessary, officers from the district
teams were involved to guard the
prisoners in the city of Kharkiv.

On December 10, 1785 the
Kharkiv city mayor informed the
province governor D. Norov that «the
local prison hut had only three guards:
lieutenant Perepelkin, warrant officer
Glinniy, and the warrant officer
Rybakov. The latter has been working
there for a long time and it is very
burdensome for him». It was then, by
the decision of the province governor,
that the monthly tenure of the prison
personnel was established [4, c. 165].

In addition, in accordance with
the paragraph 391 of the «Provincial
institutions of the Russian Empire» the
strait-houses were created in all the
provinces. They were intended for
holding the persons, whose lifestyle and
acts violated the morality.

In 1792 the house for the insane
persons and the strait-house were built
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in the two round stone towers in the
fortress of Kharkiv. In 1793 the strait-
house was moved to the odd side of
Poltavska street on the right bank of the
river Lopan.

Thus, at the end of the 18th
century during the implementation of
the administrative-territorial reform in
the Russian Empire the centralized
system of the state bodies was formed,
including the penal establishments. At
the beginning of the 19th century
serious changes in the penal system
took place in the framework of the
ministerial reform. In September 1802
the Committee of Ministers and 8
ministries were created: military forces,
naval forces, foreign affairs, justice,
commerce, finance, public education
and internal affairs.

The Ministry of Internal Affairs
was supposed «to care about the well-
being of the people everywhere, peace,
quietness and prosperity of the whole
Empire». The execution of punishments
was in its competence. The construction
of the stone prison in Kharkiv was
associated with the visit of the Emperor
Aleksandr I to the city in September
1817. It was on his Order that after the
city tour, the preparatory work began
for the construction of the new stone
prison. The typical prison project was
developed in 1820 by the St. Petersburg
architect 1. Sharleman according to the
English system [5]. Kharkiv became one
of the first cities of the Russian Empire,
where this project was implemented.
The general plan for construction of the
relevant prisons throughout the Empire
was approved on April 25, 1821. In the
corresponding note of the Minister of
Internal Affairs to the Emperor we read
«according to the general plan two
prisons are being constructed in
Kharkiv and Nizhniy Novgorod».

By the Order of the Kharkiv
province  governor the  special
commission was set up as the part of
the provincial prosecutor’s office. The
provincial architect Chernyshov and the
professor of architecture of the Kharkiv
Imperial University E. Vasiliev were
included into the commission and
drafted the detailed project for the new
future prison building.

In November 1822 the
construction of the prison on the
western outskirts of the city was
completed. Afrterwards the penal
institution gave the name to the
Tiuremna street (Prison street). From
the prison complex in the present
Marshal Malinovskyi street only two
buildings and a part of the prison wall
base have been left.

The main building of the prison
had three floors. There were 7 cells in
total, 4 toilets, 3 kitchens, one storage
room, one dining-room and one cell for
the transit prisoners, as well as some
storage rooms. On the ground floor
there was the prison office (two rooms)
and the church. There were two cells
for the sick prisoners and one room for
the female prison guard. It was
obligatory to separate guards and
inmates according to their gender. 27
furnaces were used for heating the
prison. There were the central staircase
and the staircases in the towers, which
were used to get to the upper floor. The
ground floor was made of pine planks
and the basement was made of bricks.

In the courtyard of the prison
fortress the two-story house was for the
prison officials was built. On the ground
floor there were the room for the officer
on duty and the room for the guards, as
well as some rooms for the transit
prisoners, who could not be allocated in
the ground floor of the main building.
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On the upper floor there were some
storage rooms.

Thus, one of the Empire’s largest
and most well-equipped prisons was
built in Kharkiv. The prison until the
end of the XIX century remained the
largest punitive institution of the
province and played the important role
in the process of development of the
penitentiary system of the Russian
Empire.

The criminal and political
prisoners were held at that prison
fortress. There were also so-called
«labor convicts», who were held before
their transfer to Siberia and Sakhalin
for the hard works.

In 1823 the first prisoners were
transferred to the newly built prison in
Kharkiv. Till spring of 1823 it was
guarded by the disabled officers team of
the Kharkiv battalion of the inner
service. Their chief was the prison
governor. Then the  supervisor
Starosvetskiy was appointed the first
warder of the Kharkiv prison [4, c. 166].

A lot of duties were assigned to
the warder, in particular the food
purchase for the prisoners. The
purchase of other things, which were
necessary for the prison activities, was
carried out through the Kharkiv City
Council at the request of the warder.

On July 7, 1823 the prison church
was consecrated by the local Bishop
Pavel.

In addition to the Kharkiv prison,
at the end of the 18th and the beginning
of the 19th centuries the network of
other regional places of deprivation of
liberty was available in the province. In
most cases, these were small wooden
houses (so-called «prison huts»).
Usually, they were surrounded by the
wooden fences. The prison fortresses
were built in the towns of the Kharkiv
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province and at the beginning of the
19th century, they were called «ostrog»
and were in a poor state. Such situation
was general for the whole Russian
Empire. From the report of the auditor
Taneiev made in 1828 (it was included
by M. Gernet in his book «History of the
tsarist prisons») we learn about very
sad state of the district prisons along
the road from Odessa to St. Petersburg:
«Prisoners are not divided according to
the categories [..]. The air is heavy.
Impurity to a greater or lesser extent is
everywhere. The baths, with the small
exception, are not used [..] In many
prisons there are no central kitchens
and latrines. The floors in the cells are
usually not washed. The sand is not
sprinkled there. The prison premises
are not fumigated and aired. The
prisoners’ clothes are not washed at all
[...] Prisoners are not employed and live
as complete parasites» [2, c. 299].

There were no  specially
appointed officials, who would direct
the prisons’ activities. The district
prisons in the towns were subordinated
to the commanders of the disabled
officers teams, who guarded the prisons
and escorted the transit inmates.

The small wooden houses were
poorly adapted for holding the
prisoners. They could not fully ensure
the proper conditions of the detention
of convicts. Most district prisons had
only three rooms. Usually one of the
rooms was assigned for the the prison
guards. There were no special officials
to keep track of the inner life of the
prisons.

The food provision by the State
was minimal. So, prisoners were
allowed to beg for food, which was
generously served. Sometimes due to
the lack of disabled officers teams or
other military units in the towns, the
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city residents were involved into the
prison guarding works.

There were no prison hospitals in
the towns. For example, on August 13,
1825, the Starobelsk town governor
reported on the illness of several
prisoners. Since there was no hospital
for them, the local house was hired to
allocate those patients. Given the
general poor condition of the
Starobelsk prison, it was decided to
build the special room for the sick
inmates. It was the first prison hospital
in the towns of the Kharkiv province.

The average number of prisoners
held in the district prisons was
significantly different. The biggest
number of the inmates, including the
transit prisoners, was in the Valkov
prison (from 158 to 376 males and
from 25 to 79 females), the Bogoduhov
prison (from 48 to 183 males and from
7 to 67 females) and the Ahtyrka prison
(from 70 to 287 males and from 25 up
to 191 females) [6].

The relevant information in the
approved forms was forwarded each
month from the district towns to the
governor about the prisoners. The form
A contained the information about the
convict’'s name, crime and the court
decision, as well as whether the inmate
had the right to amnesty. The form B
was envisaged for the persons who had
been convicted to working out the
inflicted damage. It contained the
information about the convict’s name,
the value of the stolen or damaged
property and the court decision [7, c.
266].

In the 19th century the biggest
prison in the Kharkiv province was in
[zium. It was constructed in 1825. It
had the stone two-storey central
building, which had 5 large cells for the
inmates, 2 rooms for the prison guards,

1 cell for the transit inmates, the
kitchen and the visiting rooms. Its
capacity was 200 prisoners. Besides,
there was the bath, premises for
military guards and the storehouse on
the prison’s territory [6].

The district prison in Kupiansk
was also very large. The central
building was divided into two parts and
had 5 cells. Thus, only the Izium and
Kupiansk prisons had the conditions for
the prisoners allocation taking into
consideration the type of their crimes.
At that time it was recognized by the
penitentiary science as an important
correction factor.

The main difficulty was related to
the constant overcrowding of the
district prisons and the poor state of
their wooden buildings. Many of them
were built in the beginning of the 19th
century. So, in the middle of the 19th
century they needed to be overhauled
or even completely rebuilt.

The Starobelsk prison was built in
1840 and was recognized as the
exemplary one by the Ministry of the
Internal Affairs. The two-story building
had 8 cells (3 cells on the first floor and
5 cells on the second floor). Its capacity
was 48 inmates. But in 1850s the
number of prisoners there reached 105
persons [6].

Many places of deprivation of
liberty in the Kharkiv province in the
middle of the 19th century were in the
poor state. Therefore, it was necessary
to create the network of new prisons in
the province at that time. In September
of 1844 the Senate of the Russian
Empire made the decision to start the
fund-raising process for the new public
buildings and prisons in the Kharkiv
province. 150,369 rubles were collected
on the accounts of the State Chamber
till 1850. Those funds were planned to
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be used, first of all, for the new prisons
construction.

On April 20, 1849 the resolution
of the Committee of Ministers «On hiring
the premises for the offices, prisons and
other institutions under the jurisdiction
of the Ministry of Internal Affairs» was
adopted. The provincial architect
F. Danilov, who was also known as the
architect of many churches in the
Kharkiv province, made the general
explanatory note on the brick construc-
tion of the new places of deprivation of
liberty. The most important parameter,
to which F. Danilov paid attention, was
the quality of the construction of the
public buildings, in particular prisons.
The decision to start the prisons
construction was officially made only in
July 1852.

One of the first stone prisons was
built in Bogoduhov. Its construction
lasted 3 years (1853-1855). In 1856
lieutenant Kosiakov, Head of the
Bogoduhov team of the disabled
officers, reported about the allocation
of the first prisoners at the new prison.

The Kupiansk district prison was
constructed in the second half of the
1850s according to the project of the
provincial architect F. Danilov.

The construction of prisons in the
towns of Zmiev and Valki took place
somewhat later. The impetus to the
beginning of the construction in Zmiev
was the fire, which had destroyed the
previous prison (its roof was
completely burned down). The architect
Pokrovskyi after examining that prison
reported about the general poor
condition of the prison. He wrote that it
«certainly cannot serve the purpose of
the proper execution of punishment of
criminals» [6].
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The prison in Valki was
constructed very slowly. In 1864 the
contractor announced the completion
of the prison construction, but the
commission, which examined the new
building, revealed a lot of flaws and
gaps. In autumn of 1864 the
construction of the Zmiev prison was
not yet completed. Delays in the
construction and poor quality of work
was the reason that the contractor was
fined according to the decision of the
Kharkiv provincial authorities. The
construction of those 2 prisons was
completed in September 1865. Their
capacity was 50 inmates each. Several
rooms were used for the prison hospital
and there were also rooms, which could
be used for the workshops [6].

Most of the county prisons were
designed by the provincial architect
F.Danilov and had one three-story
building and some service premises.
They were envisaged for 75-100
inmates. There were 32 rooms on the
second floor, including 10 cells for the
solitary confinement, 2 large rooms for
the prison hospital, 1 room for the
pharmacy, 4 cells for the transit
prisoners. The first floor contained the
laundry room, the guardhouse, the
room for receiving new prisoners,
rooms for the warders, the pantry, the
bathroom, the kitchen and the bakery.

Conclusion. Thus, during the first
half of the XIX century the network of

new stone prison fortresses was
created in the Kharkiv region. It
improved significantly the living

conditions of the prisoners and the
service conditions of the prison
officials.
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Bapauw €. 0.,

dokmop wpuduvHux Hayk, hpogecop,
3acayxceHutl disivu Hayku I mexHiku YKpaiHu,
Haya/abHUK [Hcmumymy KpumiHa/ibHo-
BUKOHABYOI C/yHCOU

®OPMYBAHHA CUCTEMHU TIOPEMHHUX
3AMKIB XAPKIBIIMHH
B IEPINIM MTOJIOBUHI XIX CTOJIITTA

Y craTTi mocaimkeHo icTopito ¢opMyBaHHS YCTAaHOB BUKOHAHHSA MOKapaHb y
BHU/Ii M036aBJIeHHs BOJIi B OKpeMoMYy perioHi Pocificbkoi iMnepii, a came XapkiBchb-
KOMY HaMicHMITBI (mi3Hime - ry6epHii), Hanpukinui XVIII - y nepiiii moJsioBuHi
XIX cT.

YcTaHOBJIEHO, 1[0 BIPOBA/[PKEHHS 3arajbHoJepKaBHux pedopm aaMiHicTpa-
TUBHO-TEPUTOPIaJIbHOTO YCTPOIO BIANOBIAHO [0 «YCTAaHOB AJi yIpaBJiHHA Ty-
6epHiii» 1775 p. cIpuYMHUJIO MOSABY B XapKOBi MeHiTeHI[iapHUX 3aK/aajiB, L0
NOEHYBaJIU KapaJbHUN Ta BUIPAaBHUH BIJIUB: pOO0YHMX i raMiBHUX OY/IUHKIB.

3a pesysbTaTtaMu iHcnekuii iMnepatopoMm OJsiekcaHzpoM | cTaHy rybepHCh-
KUX Micllb YB'I3HEHHS Yy MiBAeHHO-cxigHOMY Kpai 1817 p. 6yJio iHiLiiloBaHO cno-
pyAxeHHs B XapKOBi KaM'sIHOrO TIOPEMHOTO 3aMKy. Y jsiucronafi 1822 poky 6y/iB-
HUITBO TIOPEMHOTO 3aMKy 3a THUIIOBUM IPOEKTOM, CIelliaJibHO CTBOPEHUM [JIs
XapkoBa Ta HoBropoga, 6ysio 3aBepuieHo. [IpoekT TiopeMHOro 3aMKy nepeznoayan
MOXKJIUBICTh PO3/iJIbHOI0 YTPUMaHHSA 3aCy/PKEHUX Pi3HUX KaTeropin, a Takox me-
pecuJIbHUX apelliTaHTIB, OJUHOYHI KaMepu Ta CcleliaJbHi NpUMILleHHA [Js
aaMiHicTpauii, Har/sa/4a4iB Ta rocCnoAapCchbKUX MOTPED, 1[0 6y/I0 HOBOBBEJEHHSIM Y
Pocilicbkilt iMnepii. OCHOBHHU KOpIyC TIOPEMHOr0 3aMKy, IpU3HAYeHUUN [ YT-
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pUMaHHA apelITaHTIiB, MaB NiJiBaJIbHUM | Ba Ha3eMHi noBepxu. TIOpeMHUU 3aMOK
y XapkoBi 6yB OJHUM i3 neplux NoAi6HUX 3akaaziB B immepii i go kinnga XIX cT.
3aJIMILABCSl HaMbi/bLIO Kapa/lbHOK yYCTAHOBOW TybepHii. ¥ TIOpeMHOMY 3aMKy
YyTPUMYyBaJIM KapHUX Ta MOJITUYHUX 3aCy[KEHUX, a Mi3Hille - | KATOP>KHUKIB Ie-
peJ BiAnpaBJsieHHAM ix eTanoM A0 Cubipy Ta Ha o. CaxaJiiH.

Y nosiToBux MicTax ry6epnii Ha mexi XVIII-XIX ct. ¢dyHKUIioHyBanu Je-
peB’siHi OCTpPOTrH, Y SIKUX YTPUMYBa/IUCA 3acyZpkeHi Ta migciaigni. ¥ 40-x pokax
XIX cT. 3BeZileHO MepexKy MOBITOBUX KaM'sSIHUX TIOPEMHHUX 3aMKiB, YMOBH YTPUMaH-
Hs B IKUX BiAmoBizasu notpe6am yacy. [IoBiToBi TopemMHi 3aMKu 6y/1d po3paxo-
BaHi Ha 50-70 3acyKeHHUX, Y KOXKHOMY OO0JIAIITOBYBAJIMCA OKpeMi OJJMHOYHI Ka-
MepH, Jia3apeT TOlLO.

TakuM 4MHOM, YIpOoLOBXK nepiiol nosoBruHU XIX cT. Ha XapKiBILUHI cTBOpe-
HO CHUCTEMY HOBUX TIOPEMHHX 3aMKiB, 110 CYyTTEBO MOKPAILWJIO K YMOBH Bif0y-
BaHHS NOKapaHHs, Tak i YMOBH CJ1y:K0U TIOpeMHOi aiMiHicTpauii Ta cTopoi.

Kawuosi cnoea: Xapkiswura, mwpemHull 3aMOK, Ha2A10a4 MOpPemMHO20 3aM-
Ky, n08imo8i Micys y8’si3HeHHS.
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