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related to the search for a balanced approach to solving the dilemma between ensuring public safety 
and ensuring the protection of children’s rights. Modern research on social control improves our 
understanding of social order and how it has been maintained, as well as the conditions under which 
it could not be implemented. The Soviet government tried to solve this problem at first with the help 
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Introduction 
The so-called children’s question is associated with a whole range of varied 
problems. The problem of combating juvenile delinquency has always been 
of importance since it is related to the search for a balanced approach to 
solving the dilemma between ensuring public safety and ensuring the 
protection of children’s rights. The evolution of types and institutions of 
juvenile delinquency control is interlinked with changes in political and socio-
economic forms of social activity. It seems clear that a society is forced to 
determine its position on the upbringing of children in the process of its 
development. Accordingly, the society develops a system of measures for 
those minors who, due to the peculiarities of their personality, upbringing 
and development, show dangerous tendencies of behaviour.  

Modern research on social control improves our understanding of 
social order and how it has been maintained, as well as the conditions under 
which it could not be implemented.1 Under the descriptor social control of 
juvenile delinquency, we will understand an organised social response to 
deviant, delinquent behaviour that threatens the established social order. The 
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collapse of epochs is always accompanied by an explosion of deviations in 
various strata of society. We assess the situation of past socio-economic 
conflicts in order to understand this current period of change. 

The unprecedented spiritual, economic, political and social crisis that 
shook Russia in connection with the collapse of the tsarist empire led to an 
increase in the number of families with one or another level of social, 
psychological or structural disorganisation. The protracted, systemic nature 
of the crisis had a negative impact on the socio-economic, social and 
psychological conditions of functioning of the Russian family and its 
individual members. 

Child crime, which is frequently rooted in protest as a specific kind of 
social phenomenon, has acquired a wide scope in the modern world and 
sometimes quite unexpected forms of manifestation, thus becoming not only 
an actual, but also an acutely topical social problem. 

The Soviet government tried to solve this problem at first with the help 
of state educational authorities, teachers and the public. However, this task 
proved impossible, requiring the creation of an extensive network of receivers 
and distributors, and of orphanages, and the training of many highly qualified 
teaching staff. Law enforcement agencies were also involved in solving this 
problem in addition to social institutions and structures. Thus, the all-Russian 
Emergency Commission under the leadership of F. E. Dzerzhinsky took a 
leading role in the fight against street children and juvenile delinquents. But 
even the intervention of such a serious structure did not produce tangible 
results. Only the gradual improvement of the activities of the People’s 
Commissariat of Education of the RSFSR (Narkompros),2 the involvement 
of public organisations, and the creation of special funds helped to develop 
effective methods of working with juvenile offenders. 

The problem of child delinquency is also relevant because many issues 
are still debatable and the approach to solving them is ambiguous. 
 
Materials and Methods 
The object of the study is to analyse the measures of state bodies and public 
organisations to overcome child crime in Russia and Siberia during the 
formation of the Soviet power (1917–1921). 

The largest number of publications dates to the 1920s. Most often, 
these are materials containing speeches made at congresses, conferences and 

 
2 The People’s Commissariat of Education of the RSFSR (Narkompros) was a government 
body of the RSFSR that controlled practically all cultural and humanitarian spheres in the 
1920s–1930s: education, science, librarianship, publishing, museums, theaters and cinemas, 
clubs, parks of culture and recreation, protection of monuments of architecture and culture, 
creative associations, international cultural relations, etc.  



Social Control of Offences by Minors 

245 

meetings on the problems of homelessness, and articles and publications in 
journals, monographs, brochures, etc.  

The authors of various publications represent state and party figures, 
teachers, lawyers and doctors, as well as all those who were directly involved 
in the solving of issues of child crime. These papers are based on extensive 
data collected, usually by the authors themselves. It should be noted that all 
the facts are accompanied by thorough scientific comments. These 
comments provide a modern researcher with an additional solid source base 
for the understanding of the perception of child crime, and for the analysing 
of many problems of child delinquency of that period. In addition, there are 
materials from local sample studies and the results of various inspections, 
reporting documents from the field, office documents and more. 

Our research is based on a few ideas formulated in the period 1917–
1921, as well as on the conclusions of scientists, statesmen and educational 
practitioners. Some of them are the basis for the concepts and conclusions 
being studied, while others have been refined and sometimes revised. Of 
particular importance in the disclosure of the problem are the provisions on 
the impact of historical processes and the situation on the state of child crime, 
the concept of moral disability and labour education, and the role of the 
public in the elimination of the phenomenon in question. 

We used various approaches to analyse the information base of the first 
years of Soviet power, evaluate the content and effectiveness of management 
decisions of the state apparatus in relation to juvenile delinquents, etc. The 
main methods of our research are traditional within the framework of 
scientific analysis.  

The historical and comparative method allowed us to analyse the 
mechanism of implementation of various measures to combat child crime in 
their relationship and interdependence. The system-structural method made 
it possible to study changes in structures through a systematic approach over 
the selected period. 

We used documents and materials concentrated in the following state 
archives and centres of documentation and funds: State Archive of the 
Russian Federation (SARF), State Archive of Krasnoyarsk Territory (SAKT). 
Along with archival documents, we have also used published sources and 
press materials. 

We have distributed the available sources based on their types and 
variants: 

1) normative legal documents (legislative acts, circulars, resolutions, 
etc.) that reveal the state policy on child protection – the fight against hunger, 
and the abolition of old and the creation of new institutions for children; 

2) materials, resolutions of government, and resolutions of conferences 
devoted to the fight against child crime and homelessness, and work with 
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young offenders published during the first five years of Soviet power – they 
assess the situation with child criminality, reveal measures to eliminate it, 
outline further ways to educate young offenders, and so on; 

3) various clerical documents preserved in archival funds or partially 
published – these include various types of minutes of meetings of local state 
bodies and public organisations, reports, certificates, and memos about the 
financial condition of children’s institutions, the nature of nutrition of pupils, 
etc, and allow us to characterise the general and special in the activities of 
specific children’s institutions; 

4) works of Soviet ideologists and scientists (Mikhail Gernet, Nestor 
Grishakov, Leo Vasilevsky, Vasily Kufaev, Anton Makarenko and others); 

5) statistical sources, both archived and published in statistical 
collections; and 

6) various materials of the central and local periodicals, newspapers and 
magazines. 
 
Discussions 
The first years of Soviet power were a period of the full humanisation of the 
institution of punishment for juvenile offenders, the implementation taking 
as their starting point ideas from the end of the nineteenth century that child 
welfare provisions should be the sole prerogative of the state. Note that the 
Provisional Government (February–March 1917) had as a programme 
perspective the Children’s Code, which was supposed to combine the totality 
of all state measures established in order to provide minors, including 
children who are criminals, with the necessary conditions for their healthy 
development in society.3 

In official documents, the concept of “juvenile delinquent” was 
replaced by “juvenile violator.” However, having freed themselves from the 
previous stigma of “juvenile delinquency,” young offenders were called 
“morally deficient,” “socially and ethically backward,” and “ethically 
defective,” since their socially dangerous acts were considered to be 
consequences of illness, mental retardation, moral disability, features of 
psychophysical development and gross shortcomings in education. Based on 
this approach, a system of the forced isolation of children from the 
environment was built. Special educational mechanisms for working with the 
“morally deficient” were developed based on the experience of treating sick 
children, which required appropriate resources, and significant material costs 
on the part of the state. 

Researchers easily discovered the relationship between homelessness 
and juvenile delinquency, so scientists of those years tried to identify from 

 
3 Pavlova, Kattsina 2017, p. 55; Pavlova, Kattsina 2018, р. 138. 
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different methodological positions the variety of causes, factors, conditions 
and patterns that cause “conflict with the law” in minors, to build a system 
of preventive work with them. 

Several publications contain rich factual material that is a valuable 
source for a modern researcher. Thus, M. N. Gernet gives a comparative 
characteristic of the legal formalisation of the social protection of children, 
and the degree of participation of the state and the public in Germany, France 
and Russia in the fight against homelessness of minors.4 Professor Gernet 
was widely known for his scientific works even before 1917. He criticised the 
pre-revolutionary policy, social structure and economic system in line with 
the ideological attitudes of the 1920s, declaring them to be the root causes of 
the emergence and spread of child homelessness. 

The population of Europe and Russia had not yet recovered from the 
shock of the First World War, as the new realities of changes in the social 
order again fell on ordinary people, replacing established values with the 
fringe values of the criminal world. 

The causes of child crime in the period from 1917 and through the 
1920s were socio-political disasters that had caused huge human losses and 
the destruction of the institution of the family. The first Soviet ideologists 
and specialists believed that the legacy of tsarist Russia and the consequences 
of the First World War, famine, devastation and mass epidemics were the 
main sources of child crime in the first decade of the Soviet state. The 
immediate reasons for the child’s transition to the criminal world included 
the death of one or both parents, the family’s difficult financial situation, child 
abuse, neglect and illness of children, and other situations in which the child 
needed help from the state and the public. 

Russian political activist and journalist M. V. Zenzinov, who had 
emigrated from Russia in 1919, noted that the growth of anti-social 
phenomena among children and adolescents after October 1917 was not to 
be sought in the heritage of the past, but was in accordance with the 
Bolshevik regime that provided the economic and cultural conditions of the 
country in the civil war, which was ruinous for the country, and the famine 
of 1921–1922.5 However, according to Maro (M. I. Levitina), the reasons for 
the existence of homelessness and juvenile delinquency “we see in the World 
War, Civil War, counter-revolution, economic ruin and famine, and not in the 
revolution and not in the Soviet system.”6 

In the academic works of V. I. Kufayev, I. I. Danyushevsky and A. S. 
Makarenko it is noteworthy that the authors, in their search for ways to (re-) 

 
4 Gernet 1924. 
5 Zenzinov 1929, p. 95–97. 
6 Maro 1925, p. 68–69. 
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educate young offenders, usually proceeded from the idea that they are mostly 
mentally fully-fledged and healthy, but pedagogically or socially neglected 
children, whose prolonged stay in an unfavourable environment has caused 
special features of their character, psyche and moral consciousness. These 
outstanding teachers studied the causes of child crime, and they tried to 
implement in practice collective forms of labour education of the individual, 
believing that the inclusion of the child in the system of collectivist relations 
can stimulate the development and consolidation of the required behavioural 
responses.7 

Homelessness and the resulting delinquent behaviour of minors were 
interpreted as “moral disability” or “difficulty to educate,” which was posited 
as being because of diseases of the central nervous system and/or parenting 
errors.8 

It was believed that it was easier to correct/cure a moral disability 
(inability to perceive social norms) than a physical or mental disability, so 
work with children was given a medical and pedagogical character. Factors of 
unfavourable heredity, diseases and mistakes of upbringing were combined 
into one general concept – the adverse influence of the social environment.9 

Initially, the state took full responsibility for fighting child crime and 
homelessness. The public was actively involved for this purpose. Despite the 
huge socio-political and socio-economic difficulties of the first years of the 
formation of the new government, we see that various children’s 
organisations of a rehabilitative nature were formed. 

After the October Revolution of 1917, the system of private charitable 
institutions was eliminated. The problem of orphans was completely taken 
over by the Soviet state. Educational and preventive work were recognised as 
the main factors in the fight against juvenile delinquency. The goals of 
education were changed, subordinated to a new ideology. The individual had 
to submit to the goals of society. In addition, it is necessary to consider the 
fact that child neglect and crime (often worse than in adults) had become an 
epidemic. 

Research on child crime in the early years of Soviet power began to be 
considered in a different way only at the beginning of the third millennium. 
Modern researchers turn to the issues of the preventive work of the first years 
of Soviet power in order to objectively analyse the trends and innovative ideas 
that were put in place at that time, but which could be useful today. 
 
 

 
7 Danyushevsky 1929; Kufaev 1929; Makarenko 1948. 
8 Smorgunova 1998, p. 12–13; Goloviznina 2005b, р. 316–317. 
9 Grishakov 1923; Griboyedov, Birger 1924, p. 9–10. 
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Results 
The socio-economic vicissitudes in which the child found himself as a result 
of massive cataclysms in society at the beginning of the twentieth century 
could not but provoke a social revolt in a child who suddenly found himself 
separated from his family and habitual way of life. The First World War, the 
revolution, the Civil War and the social oppression of families of “enemies 
of the people” contributed to the manifestation of criminogenic traits in 
children’s characters. The distancing and rejection of others, hopelessness 
from the point of view of the minor regarding his further social advancement, 
and disbelief in the ability of parents to help also forced the child to go to the 
street, to seek the custody of more “successful” people – criminals. 

The state was proclaimed the supreme guardian of every minor citizen 
of the Soviet country – this was the general utopian message and meaning of 
Soviet legislation. It took the child under special protection (socio-legal, 
medical and sanitary), supervised his social education and protected him not 
only from harmful social influences, but also from the negative environment 
of his family. The new approach of the state to the solution of the children’s 
question was legally justified in a government decree of 14 January 1918, 
more exactly, on the Commissions on Affairs of Minors.10 

Prison sentences and special juvenile courts, which existed at the world 
court in a number of cities of the country (Saint Petersburg, Moscow, 
Kharkov, Kiev, Odessa) during the imperial period, were abolished. 
Henceforth, all criminal cases involving children and adolescents were eligible 
for consideration by the commissions for minors, called briefly Komones. 
This normative legal act was retroactive, since even those cases where a court 
verdict had already been passed were subject to review. 

The measures used by Komones to deal with teenagers who came into 
conflict with the law were different in nature from those used in the practice 
of special juvenile courts of the pre-revolutionary era. While courts dealing 
with cases involving children under 17 years of age could impose general 
punishments, Komones were limited exclusively to measures of a medical, 
pedagogical and social nature (conversation, remark, suggestion, employment 
and training in a craft, placement in institutions of social education of various 
types, placement in institutions of a medical nature, private and public 
patronage).11 

The release of minors from criminal responsibility was conditioned not 
only by the gravity of the crime committed, but also by the prospects for its 
correction. Taking into account not so much the harm caused to the state by 

 
10 http://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgi/online.cgi?req=doc&base=ESU&n=3803#026927 
752107822245, accessed 14 January 2020. 
11 Kufaev 1927, p. 56. 
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the offence as the harm caused to the child itself, it was important for the 
commission to determine the extent of his social and pedagogical neglect or 
homelessness and, accordingly, to take one of the measures of social 
assistance and/or medical and pedagogical impact. When considering the 
case, the teenagers were either released or sent by the commission to one of 
the shelters (an orphanage, commune or colony). The latter measure was 
applied in cases where the commission found that the minor needed public 
education and support at the expense of the state. 

Of deep significance, a great fundamental legal and pedagogical point 
was that the Komones were not called courts and in their terminology 
carefully avoided everything that was associated with crime, the criminal 
world and so on. So, they passed not a sentence, but a resolution, and 
conducted not an interrogation, but a conversation. The defence and 
prosecution sides, which are customary for court proceedings, were not 
appointed during the sessions of the commissions. 

The main category determining the social cause of criminal behaviour 
was declared child homelessness. “Homelessness is a school of crime, since 
one phenomenon often passes into another and sometimes it is completely 
impossible to determine where homelessness ends and where child crime 
begins.”12 Depending on the factors that caused the development of 
homelessness, the following types of homelessness were distinguished: 
homelessness as a result of orphanhood, poverty, unemployment, refugee 
status, hunger, abandonment (neglect) and defencelessness (abuse).13 

The children were taken care of by various agencies: The People’s 
Commissariat of Internal Affairs, the People’s Commissariats of Education 
and Health, party members, the Komsomol, trade unions, women’s 
departments and so on, and the police and criminal investigation departments 
also dealt with street children. In 1920, the children’s militia was established. 
Children were also engaged in public organisations established by 
representatives of the intelligence. 

In general, children’s homelessness and crime were positioned by the 
ideological discourse as negative, but unavoidable consequences of deep 
political and economic crises, civil war, foreign intervention, drought, crop 
failure and mass famine (its peak was in 1921–1922; the Urals, the Volga 
region and some provinces of the central black earth region suffered the 
most). To characterise the scale of the phenomenon, we present the data that 
we compiled based on the reporting materials of the provincial commissions 
of the all-Russian Central Executive Committee (table 1). 
 

 
12 Zenzinov 1929, p. 181. 
13 Manns 1927, p. 21. 
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Name 
provinces 

Movement of children 

Organised Not organised 

Autumn  
1921 

Summer  
1922 

Autumn  
1921 

Summer  
1922 

 

Omsk 453 – 800 2,000 

Novonikolaevsk – – 750 1,500 

Altai 1,474 585 760 1,000 

Tomsk  1,025 80 800 350 

Eniseysk 570 965 680 420 

Irkutsk 1,087 1,106 500 500 

Total 4,609 2,736 4,290 5,770 

Table 1. Dynamics of movement of children from areas covered by 
mass famine to Siberia (autumn 1921 – summer 1922)14 

 
This report includes minors brought by ambulance evacuation trains 

and detained in passenger trains, and for the most part in freight trains and 
at railway stations. From the starving Volga region to Siberia passed about 
40,000 children, and the total army of children on the edge of starving was 
80,000, of which in September 1922 orphanages contained only about 
25,000.15 

Children of refugees from the Volga region and street children brought 
with them to Siberia skills acquired in hungry places. These skills were 
supported in new places by the uncertain and economically unstable situation 
of refugees and the difficult living conditions of street children, who could 
not be supported and helped to the extent necessary due to the conditions of 
the time. The economic situation improved over time, but minors were not 
able to free themselves from previously acquired and already ingrained skills 
for the obtaining of funds by non-labour means with the speed with which it 
was desirable.16 

The control of child homelessness and crime took the form of 
“elimination” and “struggle” in emergency conditions. M. V. Goloviznina 
notes that in addition to obvious, “extraordinary” reasons, the escalation of 
child homelessness, which became for many years one of the main problems 
of Soviet society, was the result of the early policy of the Bolsheviks in the 
sphere of family and marriage.17 The practical implementation of the 
Communist principle of building the “new” with the destruction of the “old” 
in relation to the family had a number of serious negative consequences: 

 
14 Compiled from Zhdanov 1922, р. 78. 
15 Poznansky 2007, р. 205. 
16 Manns 1927, р. 14. 
17 Goloviznina 2005а, р. 226. 
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promiscuity in marriage relations, the growth of divorce, a huge number of 
street children and the growth of child mischief, child crime and banditry. 18 

The implementation of the January decree On Commissions for 
Minors (1918) in practice met with a mixed assessment from legal experts and 
social activists, who considered the danger of increasing child and adolescent 
crime on the basis of impunity. In February 1920, the social and political 
newspaper of the Yenisei province Krasnoyarskiy rabochiy wrote: 

The established order leaves nothing to be desired in the sense of robbing 
minors from the harmful influence of prison; it represents the danger that, 
when reflected in an insufficiently developed consciousness, it creates the 
appearance of complete impunity for crimes committed by minors.19 

Note that the indicators of child crime by 1920 increased in comparison with 
pre-war 1913 by more than twice and with pre-revolutionary 1916 by almost 
38.5%.20 The only registered commissions on cases of juvenile delinquency 
were for 1921 – 54,905 – and for 1922 – 53,374.21 

In fact, the social and legal protection of juvenile offenders by the state 
had come into conflict with the public’s need for security. In this regard, an 
authoritative specialist, the doctor of law and professor of Petrograd State 
University P. I. Lublinsky noted: 

The decree of 1918, for all its humanity and breadth of reforms, did not bring 
beneficial results. True, thousands of children throughout the Republic were 
spared the ordeal of courts and prisons, but, on the other hand, the complete 
denial of responsibility and failure to take into account the typical features of 
a morally deficient child led to an extraordinary increase in child and youth 
crime [...]. Children with signs of moral disability, falling into the general 
orphanages, had a corrupting effect on others; lack of responsibility led to 
frequent violations of discipline, escapes and new offences.22 

The first step towards the abandoning of the principle of the “irresponsibility 
of minors” can be considered the Guidelines on Criminal Law of the RSFSR, 
adopted by the People’s Commissariat of Justice on 12 December 1919. This 
legal act establishes the minimum age of criminal responsibility at 14 years. 
However, before reaching it, minors were not subject to trial and punishment, 
and only “educational measures (adaptations)” could be applied to them.23 

 
18 Kurganov 1967, р. 94–95. 
19 Deti-prestupniki 1920, р. 2.  
20 Detskaya defektivnost’ 1920, p. 19. 
21 Ryabinina 1999, p. 9. 
22 Lublinsky 1923, р. 227. 
23 http://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgionline.cgi?req/=doc&base=ESU&n=4859#093618 
12800195288, accessed 14 January 2020. 
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Similar sanctions were applied to persons of the “transitional age of 
14–18 years”24 who acted without understanding, in other words, 
unconsciously. The Resolution of the Council of People’s Commissars (CPC) 
of the RSFSR of 4 March 1920, On the Cases of Minors Accused of Socially 
Dangerous Acts, once again confirmed the main idea of the government 
decree of 14 January 1918 that all cases of such acts should be conducted by 
commissions. The innovation was to raise the maximum age of criminal 
responsibility from 17 to 18 years. Another significant difference between the 
resolution in question and the previous decree was the definition of the rule 
on the referring of the case to the people’s court if the commission finds it 
impossible to limit the application of medical and pedagogical measures to a 
minor. 

Thus, the court was re-incorporated into the system of members 
dealing with juvenile cases. It was not autonomous and specialised but was a 
special composition of the general people’s courts. Commissions were 
tempted to get rid of more complex processes where several people were 
involved and where the degree of participation of each, as well as the actual 
side of the case, was difficult to determine. According to L. M. Vasilevsky,25 
it was often practiced to transfer cases to the people’s court, sometimes even 
without necessity, on the initiative of the commissions themselves; in matters 
at least partially political, the commissions did not dare to take responsibility, 
and limited their participation to simply transferring the proceedings to the 
people’s court, while they left only the easiest, undisputed and low-
responsibility cases to themselves. Meanwhile, a few authors note that on 
average 10% of all cases of juvenile offenders were sent to the courts.26 

The lawmaker entrusted the People’s Commissariat of Justice with the 
creation of special institutions (reformatories) for minors convicted by the 
people’s courts, and until the institutions were put into operation, he ordered 
that young offenders be kept separate from adult offenders in places of 
isolation. 

The decree of 4 March 1920 changed the departmental affiliation of 
commissions on minors. From the jurisdiction of the People’s Commissariat 
of Social Security, they were subordinated to the People’s Commissariat of 
Education and its provincial and district bodies. The commissions included 
representatives of the people’s court (people’s judges), of local departments 
of the People’s Commissariat of Education (chairmen – teachers, part-time 
teachers of the reception and distribution centres for minors) and of 
healthcare (psychiatrists). The People’s Commissariat of Justice was 

 
24 Dekrety 1975, р. 300–304. 
25 Vasilevsky 1923, р. 89. 
26 Trachuk 2009, р. 13–14. 
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instructed to “exercise stricter supervision over the personnel of members of 
commissions on minors and how their duty is performed.”27 The education, 
training and treatment of the morally deficient who were guilty of committing 
crimes were recognised as tasks of a medical and pedagogical nature, and their 
solution was assigned to medical and educational institutions subordinate to 
the People’s Commissariat of Education and Health. “If necessary,” such 
minors could be subjected to “particularly careful treatment and isolation in 
special medical institutions of the People’s Commissariat of Health.” 
Consequently, commissions on minors, the entire field of combating child 
crime, legal protection of children and social assistance to children were 
recognised as part of the activities of the People’s Commissariat of 
Education. The physical disability of children was the concern of the People’s 
Commissariat of Health and its local departments. Over time, in the process 
of the reconstruction of the Narkompros and structural changes in its 
individual parts, a central member (Department) was allocated that was 
responsible for the social and legal protection of minors. 

The rules on the organisation of Komones, the procedure for their 
activities, and their rights and duties were contained in the “instruction to 
commissions on juvenile cases” of 30 July 1920, adopted by a joint resolution 
of the People’s Commissars of Education, Health and Justice. It is 
noteworthy that the legislator, without any explanation, once again changed 
the official name: Commissions on Minors (January 1918) – Commissions 
for Minors (March 1920) – Commissions for Cases of Minors (July 1920). 
The main task of the commissions was defined as the provision of medical, 
pedagogical and social assistance to minors, which assigned to these bodies 
not only the fight against juvenile delinquency, but also the protection of their 
rights. The measures of medical and pedagogical influence that can be 
grouped into several blocks according to the nature of their purpose were 
concretised. The first set of measures (conversation, explanation, remark of 
the educator), obviously, was intended to reveal to the minor the illegality and 
danger of his actions. The second set of measures (being left at liberty under 
the supervision of parents, relatives and examiners; being assigned to a 
particular job; being placed in school; and being sent home) was designed to 
influence the social environment surrounding the young offender. The third 
block includes measures aimed at treating a minor offender and removing 
him from a potentially dangerous environment, namely: placement in an 
orphanage or in one of the medical and educational colonies and institutions; 
placement in special isolation units of psychiatric hospitals. 

The main criterion for choosing a measure of influence on the 
personality of a minor was the possibility of neutralising unfavourable social 

 
27 Dekrety 1975, р. 300–304. 
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upbringing, and eliminating direct and indirect immoral and criminal 
influence on him, as well as reorienting an antisocial personality. 

The instruction stated that if there were persistent relapses of 
systematic escapes from orphanages, or if there was a clear danger for others 
of leaving a minor at liberty, his case should be referred to the people’s court. 
Reports on serious socially dangerous acts (assault on human life, causing 
serious wounds and injuries, rape, robbery, arson, forgery of banknotes and 
documents, bribery, large-scale theft from Soviet or public institutions, and 
large-scale speculation) should be sent to the people’s judge within 24 hours 
from the moment of detention of the minor. Within three days from the date 
of receipt of the report, the people’s judge was obliged to make the necessary 
investigative actions on the actual side of the case, the role of an imperfect 
child in the crime, his past life and criminal record, and to make a detailed 
report to the commission, highlighting the case of a minor, if, except for the 
latter, adults were involved in the investigation and trial. And before hearing 
the report within the specified time, the commission could not interfere in 
the actions of the people’s judge. 

The final decision on the fate of the teenager who committed the crime 
was made by the commission collectively. According to articles 17 and 20 of 
the instructions, the procedure for reviewing cases provided for the non-
public nature of the meetings. In addition to the members of the commission, 
there were a secretary, representatives of teachers and doctors of the 
observation or reception point where the minor was located, and necessarily 
a teacher-examiner who collected data about the minor. In some cases, 
representatives of the press were allowed, but on the condition that 
newspaper reports on the work of the commission did not include the names 
of minors. It is important to note that, unlike children and adolescents who 
were detained for committing serious socially dangerous acts, minors whose 
actions did not pose a threat to public safety were not invited to the sessions 
of the commissions. Decisions of reception and distribution points on the 
necessary measure of influence came into force for them. Thus, having 
replaced the children’s court, the Komones was not a unique judicial place, 
but a kind of pedagogical council acting on a collegial basis for the versatility 
and completeness of assessments. Minors whom the commission recognised 
as impossible to leave in their family even under the supervision of a teacher-
examiner were subject to placement in inpatient correctional and educational 
institutions that differed in organisational diversity (an isolated children’s 
home, a town, a system of pavilions, etc.) and resolution of medical and 
pedagogical issues (different degrees of freedom granted, measures of 
influence, etc.). 

Most of the provisions of the new government’s decrees remained only 
on paper. “Hundreds of children and teens continued to linger long weeks in 
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the general prisons, jails and concentration camps of a number of 
administrative bodies and mainly of the emergency commissions” (so-called 
territorial sub-division of the all-Russian extraordinary Commission for 
Combating Counterrevolution and Sabotage, which operated from 
December 1917 to February 1922). Despite repeated warnings and 
reminders, various institutions, even judicial (tribunals), did not recognise the 
competence of commissions on minors and often retained both the accused 
and their cases. The normal procedure – in which a young offender goes first 
to the receiver (emergency social assistance point), from there, for systematic 
observation and examination, to the so-called distributor (observation and 
distribution point) and from there to the meeting of the commission – in 
practice, everywhere, was distorted due to the lack of the commission’s 
disposal of these educational institutions. 

The sad side of this situation is, first, that the accused cannot be examined 
beforehand, and therefore the commission’s decision against him often 
suffers from immaturity, pedagogical unreasonableness, even outright 
accident. Secondly, the child finds himself for a longer or shorter time in the 
sphere of general criminal court or administrative repression, which is 
precisely what modern legislation is trying to rid him of. 
In particular, the adolescent in these cases almost always spends some time 
under arrest in the company of adult prisoners, and this, as we already know, 
has a painful effect on both the moral and physical appearance of the minor.28 

All this was evidence of the weak levels of legitimacy and low prestige of 
Komones. Inextricably linked with the work of commissions on juvenile 
cases were to be children’s social inspections, the creation of which was 
specifically considered in February 1919 at the all-Russian Congress for the 
Protection of Children.29 The congress adopted the draft organisation of 
children’s militia, for which it considered it necessary to introduce the 
Institute of Brothers and Sisters of Social Assistance, and instead of to arrest 
houses and police stations, detained minors were sent to newly-opened 
emergency social assistance reception centres.30 

The distinction between the scope of activities of the general police and 
the children’s social inspection (DSI) was determined by the age of offenders. 
However, children’s social inspectors (brothers and sisters of social 
assistance) were classified as special auxiliary teaching staff. Their tasks 
included: a) combating child homelessness, beggary, prostitution, profiteering 
and delinquency; and b) combating the exploitation of children and their 

 
28 Vasilevsky 1923, р. 159. 
29 The children’s militia was created on 5 March 1920 by the decree of  the People’s 
Commissariat of  Education (Slavko 2009, р. 230). 
30 SARF, fund A-413, description 2, vol. 327, fol. 26; Ozeretsky 1929, p. 136. 
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mistreatment in handicrafts, factories and other enterprises and institutions 
and in the family.31 

If the departments of the social and legal protection of minors (SPON) 
were more engaged in circular work and the holding of meetings, the social 
inspectors worked literally “on their feet.”32 

Brothers and sisters of social assistance were obliged to go around the 
places where the “contingent” of the ward was gathered (bazaars, train 
stations, cinemas and other public places), and detain and escort to reception 
centres children who were begging, speculating, prostituting, lost or who had 
lost their parents; in addition, they were required to detect cases of offences 
committed by minors, identify the facts of exploitation of children by adults, 
examine the living conditions of detained children, and establish the direct 
cause of their homelessness.33 

One social inspector conducted an average of 12–13 surveys per day, 
covering 15–20 miles, for which he was called “a walking machine.” In this 
difficult and dangerous field, it was mostly women that worked.34 Thus, the 
proportion of sisters of social assistance amounted to about 86% among its 
employees according to the Krasnoyarsk Komones for 1920–1921.35 In the 
vast country, the number of brothers and sisters of the social inspection was 
negligible: 1,000 in November 1921.36 

The peculiarity of the organisation of work to overcome and prevent 
juvenile delinquency in Siberia was that before the fall of Soviet power (June 
1918), the relevant structures did not have time to be created, so they begin 
after the overthrow of the Russian government of the Supreme Ruler, 
Admiral Kolchak (December 1919), in an environment that was the ending 
of the civil war and the stabilisation of the political regime. For example, in 
the Yenisei province, the implementation of the January decree of 1918 On 
Commissions for Minors started only in the second half of February 1920,37 
and in the Irkutsk province, the organisation of Komones began at the end 
of April 1920.38 

As across the country, Komones were organised under sections for the 
legal protection of children or under sub-departments of child protection of 
the local departments of public education. 

 
31 Deti i sud 1920, р. 3. 
32 Slavko 2009, р. 233. 
33 SAKT, fund R-93, description 1, vol. 95, fol. 3. 
34 Vyatkin 1927, р. 58. 
35 We calculated this by: SAKT, fund R-93, description 1, vol. 39, fol. 52; fund P-49, 
description 1, vol. 262, fol. 7. 
36 Vasilevsky 1923, р. 142. 
37 Deti i sud 1920, р. 3; Polgoda 1920, p. 161. 
38 Spasennyye revolyutsiyey 1977, р. 103. 
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It is appropriate to note the low rates of payment for employees of 
commissions. The order of 1920 to increase them by 50%, against the usual 
rates of education workers, due to the extreme severity and danger of the 
work, came to the field with a long delay, “and there are cases when 
employees first waited for a whole half-year and longer for their salary, and 
then received real pennies.”39 

Note that between 1917 and 1922, the paper money supply increased 
by 54,370 times and the rate of inflation was constantly increasing: the 
amount of money issued was thousands of times higher than the capacity of 
the commodity market; in the city by the beginning of 1921, only about 7% 
of the population’s needs were being met with the help of banknotes.40 

Under such conditions, L. M. Vasilevsky notes, “only really loving 
people or losers and the unemployed went to the commission; the majority 
tried to avoid almost free service, which did not give in addition internal 
satisfaction.”41 In 1920–1921, in Siberia, due to the specifics of the region, 
which became a zone of active military operations during the civil war, a lot 
of old-school specialists were involved in the work of justice bodies and 
revolutionary courts.42 

The decisive role in this period was played by mobilisation methods 
(coercion). But there were also psychological factors (changes in political 
positions and attitudes during the civil war: the transition from hostility to 
Bolshevism, first to neutrality, then to support it, and so on). 

The work of newly created bodies and institutions often took place in 
extremely abnormal conditions, as indicated by several memos and reports. 
So, due to the lack of office space, the employees of the Department for 
Morally-defective Children of the Yenisei Provincial Department of 
Education were forced to gather for meetings in the evenings, and records 
that its work was conducted “among the everyday bustle literally on the 
corners of tables of the office of the Department of Education or just on the 
windowsills in the hallway.”43 A detailed report by a member of the Yenisei 
provincial Komones noted cases of juvenile offenders being held in prisons 
and pre-trial detention cells, which was a violation of the law. In November 
1920, when the note was being prepared, Krasnoyarsk had not yet opened 
reception centres, observation and distribution centres and medical and 
educational institutions, and the existing boarding school for morally 
deficient children was a “thieves’ den.” The note noted that the commission 

 
39 Vasilevsky 1923, p. 82. 
40 Degtev 2004, р. 134. 
41 Vasilevsky 1923, p. 83. 
42 Pystina 1999, р. 18–19. 
43 Deti i sud 1920, p. 3. 
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took most of its decisions at random, and that local authorities were 
indifferent to its requests. Accordingly, we see the following conclusion: 

In its current form, the commission operates in a direction that is clearly 
contrary to the intentions of the legislator. Her real actions are not legal. The 
commission is not able to isolate children from the bad influence of others. 
Meanwhile, the internment of children is her first and essential duty. By 
leaving children at large, the commission’s name seems to cover up the 
growing promiscuity among them. [...] Instead of citizens of the Soviet 
government, we are preparing an element of children that is corrupting and 
undoubtedly harmful to society.44 

As for the county commissions created (Krasnoyarsk, Achinsk and 
Minusinsk), their work was ineffective. The lack of trained staff and financial 
insecurity became a limiting factor.45 Due to poorly organised 
interdepartmental interaction, the district commissions did not receive 
instructions and circulars on the education of young offenders, and the 
provincial Komones rarely gave explanations on how to act in a particular 
case.46 

A key figure for Komones was the teacher-researcher, whose work 
suggested: 1) a comprehensive case study of a teenager before the committee 
meeting (the study of the conditions of his life, familiarity with the immediate 
environment, the fixation of the collected information in a personal card, 
etc.); 2) the submission to the commission summaries of collected data and 
their own estimates of juvenile delinquency and recommendation of 
measures to apply in this case; and 3) subsequent supervision of the education 
of minors, i.e. the results of application of measures of medico-pedagogical 
influence on the determination of the commission.47 Since the number of 
teacher-researchers on the ground was insignificant (four or five people per 
provincial city with 80,000 – 100,000 inhabitants and many hundreds of street 
children), they were often limited only to the preparing of cases for hearing, 
but they obviously did not have time to systematically monitor the fate of 
children who had already passed through the commission, nor the ability to 
optimally distribute the load and rationally use working time.  With the 
transition to the new economic policy (1921), there was a “reduction in the 
number of employees in institutions to an impossible minimum,”48 in 
connection with which the children’s social inspections almost completely 
ceased to operate. 

 
44 SAKT, fund 118, description 1, vol. 29, fol. 10. 
45 Ibid., fund 93, description 1, vol. 39, fol. 52; fund Р-49, description 1, vol. 262, fol. 7r. 
46 Ibid., fund 118, description 1, vol. 29, fol. 10. 
47 Vasilevsky 1923, р. 121; SAKT, fund Р-51, description 1, vol. 118, fol. 83; fund 93, 
description 1, vol. 39, fol. 52. 
48 SAKT, fund Р-1224, description 1, vol. 32, fol. 99. 
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To change that situation, it would be necessary not only to improve the 
activities of all subjects of the system of social and legal protection of minors, 
but also to review the regulatory framework that provided them. 
 
Conclusions 
We recognise the characteristic features of the Soviet government’s fight 
against juvenile delinquency in the period from 1917 and into the early 1920s. 
Such methods applied were the removal of the public from this sphere, and 
the rapid change of forms and methods of work as a result of emergency 
conditions and continuous experiments, including the search for the active 
development of alternative correctional institutions for minors. 

Basically, the legislator’s view of the Commission on Juvenile Affairs 
as the key body responsible for dealing with the offences of children and 
adolescents runs through all the legislative acts of that time. The activity of 
the commissions was addressed to the personality of the young offender and 
aimed not so much to punish him for what he had done, but to protect his 
rights and offer help from the state. The Children’s Social Inspectorate 
(brothers and sisters of social assistance) operated in close connection with 
Komones, which had mainly precautionary goals and in many cases replaced 
the General Police in relation to minors. 

Auxiliary institutions were children’s reception centres and distribution 
and observation centres, or dispensaries, where children were held until their 
case was considered by the commission. 

Throughout the period under review, the age limit for criminal 
responsibility of minors and the relationship between the court and the 
Commission on Juvenile Affairs in terms of leadership in resolving the issue 
of the possibility of applying measures of influence to a minor repeatedly 
changed. By the end of the 1920s, the judicial element in Komones exceeded 
the pedagogical and medical elements, and legislation regulating the specifics 
of the execution of sentences of deprivation of liberty in relation to minors 
was systematised. 

The main criterion for choosing a measure of influence on the 
personality of a minor was the possibility of neutralising an unfavourable 
social upbringing and eliminating direct and indirect immoral and criminal 
influences on him, as well as reorienting an antisocial personality. 

Practice and reality forced the Soviet government to deviate from many 
of the declared principles; progressive changes proved too much for the state 
budget, there were too few trained personnel for such work, and the actual 
impunity of juvenile offenders led to an increase in their number and abuse 
by adult offenders. Gaps and miscalculations in the field of law enforcement 
resulted not only in the inhibiting of progressive legislative changes in the 



Social Control of Offences by Minors 

261 

field of social and legal protection of minors, but also in the compromising 
of them. 
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BMS – Bibliotheca Musei Sabesiensis. Muzeul Municipal „Ioan 

Raica”. Sebeş. 
BNES – Beiträge zur naturwissenschaftlichen Erforschung 

Siebenbürgens. Oberösterreichisches Landesmuseum, 
Biologiezentrum/OÖ Landes-Kultur GmbH. Linz. 

Boabe de grâu  – Boabe de grâu. Revistă de cultură. Bucureşti. 
BR – Budapest Régiségei, Budapesti Történeti Múzeum. 

Budapesta. 
Brukenthal – Brukenthal. Acta Musei. Muzeul Naţional Brukenthal. 

Sibiu. 
BS – Bibliotheca Septemcastrensis. Institutul pentru 

Cercetarea Patrimoniului Cultural Transilvanean în 
Context European. Sibiu. 

BTER   – Biological Trace Element Research. Springer. 
BUA – Bibliotheca Universitatis Apulensis. Universitatea „1 

Decembrie 1918” din Alba Iulia. 
Buridava – Buridava. Muzeul Judeţean „Aurelian Sacerdoţeanu”. 

Râmnicu-Vâlcea. 
CA – Cercetări arheologice. Bucureşti. 
CAC  – Central Asia and the Caucasus.  
Carpica  – Carpica. Complexul Muzeal „Iulian Antonescu” Bacău. 
CBAstra – Conferinţele Bibliotecii Astra. Biblioteca Judeţeană 

Astra. Sibiu. 
CCA – Cronica cercetărilor arheologice. cIMeC. Bucureşti. 
Cercet.Speo – Cercetări Speologice. Clubul Naţional de Turism pentru 

Tineret. Bucureşti. 
CI  – Cercetări istorice. Muzeul de Istorie a Moldovei. Iaşi. 
Contimporanul – Contimporanul. Revistă de avangardă, cu program 

constructivist. Bucureşti. 
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Corviniana – Corviniana. Acta Musei Corvinensis. Muzeul Castelului 
Corvineştilor. Hunedoara. 

Crisia – Crisia. Muzeul Ţării Crişurilor. Oradea. 
Cultura Vâlceană – Cultura Vâlceană. Bilunar de informaţie culturală. 

Râmnicu Vâlcea. 
Cumidava – Cumidava. Muzeul Judeţean de Istorie Braşov. 
Dacia – Dacia. Recherches et découvertes archéologiques en 

Roumanie. Bucureşti, I (1924)-XII (1948). Nouvelle série: 
Revue d’archéologie et d’historie ancienne. Bucureşti. 

Dacoromania – Dacoromania. Fundaţia „Alba Iulia 1918, pentru 
unitatea şi integritatea României”. Alba Iulia. 

DAJÖ – Das Achtzehnte Jahrhundert und Österreich. 
Österreichischen Gesellschaft zur Erforschung des 
Achtzehnten Jahrhunderts. Viena.  

Danubius  – Danubius. Muzeul de Istorie „Paul Păltănea”. Galaţi. 
DD  – Detskiy Dom. Zhurnal Glavnogo upravleniya sotsial’noy 

prosveshcheniya Narkomata prosveshcheniya. Moskva. 
Der Unterwald – Der Unterwald. Asociaţia Evelyne. Sebeş. 
Dolgozatok – Dolgozatok az Erdély Nemzeti Múzeum Érem – és 

Régiségtárából. Kolosvár (Cluj). 
Drobeta  – Drobeta. Seria Etnografie. Muzeul Regiunii Porţilor de 

Fier. Drobeta-Turnu Severin. 
EMúz – Erdélyi Múzeum. Erdélyi Múzeum az Erdélyi Múzeum-

Egyesület, Kolozsvár (Cluj), 1, 1874-1948, 1991 şi urm. 
EphNap – Ephemeris Napocensis. Institutul de Arheologie şi 

Istoria Artei Cluj-Napoca. 
ER  – Ekonomika regiona. Institut ekonomiki Ural’skogo 

Otdeleniya Rossiyskoy Akademii Nauk. Ekaterinburg. 
ESHR  – The European Sports History Review. Londra. 
Ethos  – Ethos. Muzeul Satului Dimitrie Gusti. Bucureşti. 
Familia – Familia (seria I: 1865-1906). Oradea. 
FMI  – Filosofskaya mysl’ v Islame. obshchestvo s 

ogranichennoy otvetstvennost’yu. Izdatel’skiy dom: 
Medina. Moskva. 

Francia  – Francia. Forschungen zur westeuropäischen 
Geschichte. Deutsches Historisches Institut Paris. 

FVL – Forschungen zur Volks -und Landeskunde, Sibiu. 
GeoJournal  – GeoJournal. Spatially Integrated Social Sciences and 

Humanities. Springer Science and Business Media. 
Netherlands. 

Germania – Germania. Römisch-Germanischen Kommission des 
Deutschen Archäologischen Instituts. Frankfurt am 
Main. 
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GNFC  – Gumanitarniye nauki, filosofiya i comparativistika. 
Sankt-Peterburgskiy gosudarstvennyy universitet. Sankt-
Petersburg. 

Godišnjak – Godišnjak. Jahrbuch Knjiga. Sarajevo-Heidelberg. 
GodwanaRes – Gondwana Research. Elsevier Inc. Amsterdam. 
GT  – Geographia Technica. Geographia Technica 

Association. Cluj-Napoca. 
GuG – Geschichte und Gesellschaft. Zeitschrift für 

Historische Sozialwissenschaft. Berlin. 
GYI  – Gumanitarniye i yuuridicheskiye issledovaniya. Severo-

Kavkazskiy federal’nyy universitet. Stavropol’. 

Helinium – Helinium: revue consacrée à l’archéologie des Pays-Bas, 

de la Belgique et du Grand-Duché de Luxembourg. 
HHR  – Hungarian Historical Review. Acta Historica 

Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae. Magyar 
Tudományos Akadémia Bölcsészettudományi 
Kutatóközpont Történettudományi Intézet. Budapesta. 

Hierasus  – Hierasus. Muzeul Judeţean Botoşani. 
HSR  – Historical Social Research. Leibniz Institute for Social 

Sciences. Leibniz. 
IASL  – Internationales Archiv für Sozialgeschichte der 

deutschen Literatur. Universität Bielefeld. Fakultät für 
Linguistik und Literaturwissenschaft. Berlin. 

IEA – Issues in Ethnology Anthropology. Univerzitet u 
Beogradu. Belgrad. 

IGP  – Istoriya gosudarstva i prava. Izdatel’skaya gruppa 
Yurist. Moskva. 

IJCRSEE  – International Journal of Cognitive Research in Science, 
Engineering and Education. The Association for the 
Development of Science Engineering and Education.  

Izvestiya Altaysko  – Izvestiya Altayskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. 
Altayskiy gosudarstvennyy universitet. Barnaul. 

Izvestya ANKSSR  – Izvestia Akademii Nauk SSSR. Seriya Literatury I 
yazyka. Rossiyskaya Akademiya Nauk. Moskva. 

Îndrumător bisericesc – Îndrumător bisericesc misionar şi patriotic. Episcopia 
Aradului. Arad. 

JAHA – Journal of Ancient History and Archaeology. Institutul 
de Arheologie şi Istoria Artei, Universitatea Tehnică. 
Cluj-Napoca. 

JAMT – Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory. New 
York. 

JAS – Journal of Archaeological Science. Elsevier. 
JBS  – The Journal of Baroque Studies. International Institute 

for Baroque Studies at the University of Malta. Msida. 
JCH  – Journal of Contemporary History. Essex. 
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JES – Journal of European Studies. SAGE Publications Ltd.  
JLS – The Journal of Legal Studies. The University of 

Chicago. 
JLSt – Journal of Lithic Studies. Edinburgh. 
JRA    – Journal of Roman Archaeology. Department of 

Classical Studies at the University of Michigan. 
JRMES – Journal of Roman Military Equipment Studies. The 

Association for Roman Military Equipment Studies. 
Pewsey. 

JSCS – Journal of the Serbian Chemical Society. Belgrad. 
JSH  – Journal of Sport History. University of Illinois Press. 

Champaign. 
JSKV – Jahrbuch des Siebenbürgischen Karpatenvereins. Sibiu. 
JSPS – The Journal of Social Policy Studies. National Research 

University Higher School of Economics. Moscova. 
JTCA – Journal of Thermal Analysis and Calorimetry. An 

International Forum for Thermal Studies. 
Karpatenrundschau – Karpatenrundschau. Braşov. 
Karstologia – Karstologia: Revue de Karstologie et de Spéléologie 

Physique. Fédération française de spéléologie; 
Association française de karstologie. Maury. 

Khirurgiya  – Khirurgiya. Zurnal imeni N. I. Pirogova. Media Sfera. 
Moscova. 

Les Nouvelles – Les Nouvelles de l’Archéologie. Fondation Maison des 
sciences de l’homme. Paris. 

Lethaia – Lethaia. International Paleontological Association. 
Hoboken, New Jersey. 

MAA – Mediterranean Archaeology and Archaeometry. The 
University of the Aegean (Panepistímio Aigaíou), Greece. 
Mytilene. 

Marisia – Marisia. Studii şi Materiale. Muzeul Judeţean Mureş. 
Târgu Mureş. 

MC  – Media and Communication. Lisabona. 
MCA – Materiale şi Cercetări Arheologice (serie nouă). 

Academia Română. Institutul de arheologie „Vasile 
Pârvan”. Bucureşti. 

MemEthn – Memoria Ethnologica. Revistă de patrimoniu 
ethnologic şi memorie culturală. Centrul Judeţean Pentru 
Conservarea şi Promovarea Culturii Tradiţionale 
Maramureş. Baia Mare. 

MH  – Melita Historica. Malta Historical Society. Floriana. 
MI  – Man in India. Serials Publications Pvt. Ltd. New Delhi. 
MInt  – Masonry International. International Masonry Society. 

Shermanbury.  
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Mitt.derKomm – Mitteilungen der Kommission für Quartärforschung. 
Österreichische Akademie des Wissenschaften, Viena. 

Museikon – Museikon. A Journal of Religious Art and Culture / 
Revue d’art et de culture religieuse. Muzeul Naţional al 
Unirii din Alba Iulia. 

Muzeum  – Muzeum. Muzejní a vlastivedná práce. National 
Museum. Prague. 

MWM.MöGW – Mensch, Wissenschaft, Magie. Mitteilungen der 
österreichischen Gesellschaft für Wissenschafts-
geschichte. Österreichische Gesellschaft für 
Wissenschaftsgeschichte. Viena. 

Naturwissenschaften – Die Naturwissenschaften. Berlin, Heidelberg. 
NBFI  – NB: Filologicheskiye issledovaniya. Akademiya nauk 

SSSR. Moscova. 
Neo-Lithics – Neo-Lithics. The Newsletter of Southwest Asian 

Neolithic Research. Berlin. 
Noesis – Noesis. Academia Română. Bucureşti. 
OI  – Otechestvennaia istoriia. Nauka. Moscova. 
Opción  – Opción. Universidad del Zulia. Maracaibo. 
ORIGINES  – Studi e Materiali Pubblicati a Cura Dell’Istituto Italiano 

di Preistoria e Protostoria. Firenze. 
Orizont aviatic – Orizont aviatic. Publicaţie pentru propaganda Aviaţiei. 

Arad. 
PA – Patrimonium Apulense. Direcţia Judeţeană pentru 

Cultură, Culte şi Patrimoniul Cultural Naţional Alba. 
Alba Iulia. 

Palaeo3 – Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology 
(“Palaeo3”). An International Journal for the Geo-
Sciences. Elsevier. 

PLoS ONE – Public Library of Science One. Public Library of 
Science. San Francisco, Cambridge. 

Plural – Plural. Revista Departamentului de Istorie şi Geografie 
a Universităţii Pedagogice de Stat „Ion Creangă”. 
Chişinău. 

PNAS – Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of 
the United States of America. 

Pontica – Pontica. Muzeul de Istorie Naţională şi Arheologie. 
Constanţa. 

Povestea Vorbii 21 – Povestea Vorbii 21. Asociaţia Oamenilor de Ştiinţă şi 
Artă. Târgu Jiu. 

Preocupări Literare – Preocupări Literare. Revista Societăţii Prietenii Istoriei 
Literare. Bucureşti (1936-1944). 

PS  – Prosveshcheniye v Sibiri. Sibirskoye regional’noye 
upravleniye narodnogo obrazovaniya. Novosibirsk.  
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PZ – Prähistorische Zeitschrift. Deutsche Gesellschaft für 
Anthropologie, Ethnologie und Urgeschichte, Institut für 
Prähistorische Archäologie. Berlin. 

Quat.Int – Quaternary International. The Journal of International 
Union for Quaternary Research. Elsevier. 

Rabotnitsa  – Rabotnitsa. Pravda. Moscova. 
Radiocarbon – Radiocarbon. An International Journal of Cosmogenic 

Isotope Research. Cambridge. 
RAIA – Revista de Artă şi Istoria Artei. Muzeul Municipiului 

Bucureşti.  
Răsăritul nostru – Răsăritul nostru. Organ pedagogic cultural şi social al 

surdo-muţilor din România (1932-1949). Focşani, 
Bucureşti. 

RBNR – Revista Bibliotecii Naţionale a României. Biblioteca 
Naţională a României. Bucureşti. 

RdHPh – Revue d’Histoire de la Pharmacie. Société d’histoire de 
la pharmacie. Paris. 

ReDIVA – ReDIVA. Revista Doctoranzilor în Istorie Veche şi 
Arheologie. Universitatea „Babeş-Bolyai” din Cluj-
Napoca. 

Renaşterea – Renaşterea. Organ Oficial al Eparhiei Ortodoxe 
Române a Vadului, Feleacului, Geoagiului şi Clujului. 
Cluj. 

Res montanarum – Res montanarum: Zeitschrift des Montanhistorischen 
Vereins für Österreich. Montanuniversität Leoben. 

RevBibl  – Revista Bibliotecilor. Bucureşti. 
Revista CICSA – Revista CICSA. Centrul de Istorie Comparată a 

Societăţilor Antice. Bucureşti. 
RHSEE/RESEE – Revue historique du sud-est européen. Academia 

Română. Bucureşti, Paris (din 1963 Revue des études 
sud-est européennes). 

RI – Revista de Istorie (din 1990 Revista istorică). Academia 
Română. Bucureşti. 

RIP – Romanian Journal of Physics. Academia Română. 
Bucureşti. 

RM – Revista Muzeelor. Bucureşti. 
RMEA  – România. Mari Epoci de Artă. Bucureşti. 
RMI  – Revista Monumentelor Istorice. Institutul Naţional al 

Patrimoniului. Bucureşti. 
RMMM – Revista Muzeelor şi Monumentelor, Muzee. Bucureşti. 
RRH – Revue Roumaine d’Histoire. Academia Română. 

Bucureşti. 
RT – Revista Teologică (între anii 1956 şi 1991 a apărut sub 

denumirea de Mitropolia Ardealului). Mitropolia 
Ardealului. Sibiu. 
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Sargetia – Sargetia. Acta Musei Devensis. Muzeul Civilizaţiei 
Dacice şi Romane. Deva. 

Sargetia Naturae – Sargetia. Acta Musei Devensis. Series Scientia Naturae. 
Muzeul Civilizaţiei Dacice şi Romane. Deva. 

SCGG – Studii şi Cercetări (Geologie-Geografie). Complexul 
Muzeal Bistriţa-Năsăud. Bistriţa. 

Sci.Rep – Scientific Reports. Springer Nature; Springer Science & 
Business Media. 

SCIATMC – Studii şi Cercetări de Istoria Artei. Teatru, Muzică, 
Cinematografie. Institutul de Istoria Artei „G. Oprescu”. 
Bucureşti. 

SCICPR – Studii şi comunicări de istorie a civilizaţiei populare din 
România. Sibiu. 

Science – Science. American Association for the Advancement of 
Science. Washington D.C. 

SCIV(A) – Studii şi cercetări de istoria veche (din 1974, Studii şi 
cercetări de istorie veche şi arheologie). Bucureşti. 

SCN – Studii şi cercetări de numismatică. Institutul de 
Arheologie Bucureşti.  

SCŞN – Studii şi Cercetări (Ştiinţele Naturii). Complexul Muzeal 
Bistriţa-Năsăud. Bistriţa.  

SIB – Studii de istorie a Banatului. Timişoara. 
SK – Speleology and Karstology. Institutul Ucrainean de 

Speologie. Universitatea Naţională „Vernadsky 
Tavrichesky”. Simferopol. 

SMIM  – Studii şi materiale de istorie medie. Institutul de Istorie 
„Nicolae Iorga” al Academiei Române. Bucureşti. 

SP Suplementum – Studii de Preistorie Suplementum. Bucureşti. 
SP – Studii de Preistorie. Asociaţia Română de Arheologie. 

Bucureşti. 
SQ – Siebenbürgische Quartalschrift. Sibiu. 
St.Com.Etn – Studii şi Comunicări de Etnologie. Institutul de 

Cercetări Socio-Umane Sibiu. 
StComSibiu – Studii şi Comunicări. Arheologie-Istorie. Muzeul 

Brukenthal. Sibiu. 
StComSibiu-ŞN  – Studii şi comunicări. Ştiinţele Naturii. Muzeul 

Brukenthal. Sibiu. 
Studii  – Studii. Revistă de istorie (din 1974 Revista de istorie şi 

din 1990 Revista istorică). Academia Română. Bucureşti. 
Studii vâlcene – Studii vâlcene. Societatea Prietenii Muzeului Bălcescu, 

în colaborare cu Arhivele Statului Râmnicu Vâlcea. 
Râmnicu Vâlcea. 

SUBBC – Studia Universitatis „Babeş-Bolyai”, series Chemia. 
Universitatea „Babeş-Bolyai”. Cluj-Napoca.  
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SUBBG – Studia Universitatis „Babeş-Bolyai”, Series Geologia. 
Universitatea „Babeş-Bolyai”. Cluj-Napoca. 

SUCSH – Studia Universitatis Cibiniensis. Series Historica. 
Universitatea „Lucian Blaga” Sibiu. Sibiu. 

SV  – Siebenbürgische Vierteljahrschrift. Sibiu. 
SZ  – Soiuz Zhenshchin. Soiuz ravnopraviia zhenshchin. 

Sankt Petersburg. 
TAK – Theoretical and Applied Karstology. Institutul de 

Speologie „Emil Racoviţă” al Academiei Române. Cluj-
Napoca. 

Terra Sebus – Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis. Muzeul Municipal 
„Ioan Raica” Sebeş. 

Transilvania  – Transilvania. Centrul Cultural Interetnic Transilvania. 
Sibiu. 

TSUJ  – Tomsk State University Journal. Tomsk. 
Tyragetia (International) – Tyragetia. Muzeul Naţional de Arheologie şi Istorie a 

Moldovei. Chişinău. 
Utopia – Utopia. Revistă de cultură generală. Cluj. 
VAH – Varia Archaeologica Hungarica. Budapest. 
Vestnik Moscovskoy  – Vestnik Moscovskoy shkoly politicheskikh 

issledovaniy. ANK Moskovskaya shkola grazhdanskogo 
prosveshcheniya. Moscova. 

Vestnik RUDN  – Vestnik RUDN. Seriya: Vseobshchaya istoriya. 
Rossiyskiy universitet druzhby narodov. Moscova. 

Viaţa românească – Viaţa Românească. Revistă literară şi ştiinţifică. Iaşi. 
VPU  – Vestnik Permskogo universiteta. Permskiy 

Gosudarstvennyi Universitet. Perm. 
VTGU  – Vestnik Tambovskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. 

Tambovskiy Gosudarstvennyy Universitet. Tambov.  
WMQ – The William and Mary Quarterly. Omohundro Institute 

in Williamsburg.  
YPA – Yearbook of Physical Anthropology. American 

Association of Physical Anthropologists. 
ZfB – Zeitschrift für Balkanologie. Balkanologenverband e.V. 

Jena.  
Ziridava – Ziridava. Muzeul Judeţean Arad. 
Zitteliana  – Zitteliana. An International Journal of Palaeontology 

and Geobiology. Bayerische Staatsammlung für 
Palëontologie und Geologie. München. 

ZRO  – Zhenshchina v rossiiskom obshchestve. Ivanovskiy 
Gosudarstvennyi Universitet. Ivanovo. 

ZS – Zhizn’ Sibiri. Sibirskiy revolyutsionnyy komitet. 
Novonikolavsk (Novosibirsk, după 1926). 

ZV – Zhenskii Vestnik. Sankt Petersburg. 


