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  Paper  studies  the  process  and  reasons  for  the  formation  of  the  institution  of 
administrative responsibility of minors in Ukraine, analyzes ways of counteracting the 
illegal behavior of adolescents, which the society has developed during centuries. On the 
basis of the consideration of a number of historical sources, including antiquity memos 
that have survived to this day, Old Russian and medieval later sources, it was established 
that until the 18-th century it was traced the full insecurity of minors before the law and 
the court and only due to the influence of the ideas of the Enlightenment the concept of
the child gradually began to be delineated. Over time, the children right both in the
world and in the countries that Ukraine was part of in different historical periods has
evolved. Positive changes were caused, inter alia, by the gradual formation of police
(administrative) law, to the jurisdiction of which, in particular, misdemeanors
(insignificant crimes), often committed by children, treated and were transformed into
administrative offenses.
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