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B nacmosujem uccAe00BaHUY BbiSBAEHbL U NPOAHAAUSUPOBAHDL OCHOBHBLE OOKMPUHAAbHBLE HOOX00bL K
ropuduyeckomy usmeperuo 00vedurenus Aneruu u lllomaanouu 8 1707 200y. Asmop ymsepmoaem, 4mo
BbLO0p codepianus 0eBOAYUUOHHOU Moderu B8 omHoweHuu Llomaanduu 8 1997 200y, a makme ee darb-
Heluas 3B0A0YUS 00YCAOBAEHDL He MOAbKO 00ugell meHOeHyuell K peeuoHANU3AUUY UL Pedeparusayun
MeppUmopuUaIbHO20 YCMPOUCMBA COBPEMEHH020 20CYOAPCMBA, HO U 0COOeHHOCMAMY 00veduHeHUs 0ByX
koporescms 8 Havare XVIII sexa. B cmamve ymsepwoaemcs, ymo coedurenue Aneauu u llomaranouu He
MO paccMampuBambpcs B Ka4ecmae peaibHol YHUY, mak Kak Beaukobpumanus npedcmasisem co6oi
eOuHoe 20¢Y0apcmso, a He 00ve0uHe e 20CY0apcmB HO MeXOYHAPOOHOMY Npasy. PaccMampusas apeymen-
MAYRUK0 CMOPOHHUKOB U NPOMUBHUKOB HAAUYUS COIO3H020 Havard 8 Akme 1707 2004, asmop npuxooum K
B8b1800Y, 4mo 004 n100x00a, 8 CywHOCHY, 00NOAHIIOM OpYye Opyed — 00BeduHeHUe 0BYX KOPOAEBCIIB COMEMA-
20, € 00HOIL CHIOPOHDI, HAYAA0 UHKOPNOPAUUY, BOIPANEHUEM Ye20 CAYWUM NPUHYUN BEPXOBEHCMBA 00ULe-
20 NAPAAMEHMA, d ¢ OPY20ll — HAYAA0 COIO3HOCHIU, BblIMEKAOUuLee U3 He3bl0AeMOCINY aBIMOHOMUL PACCMA-
MpUBAEMO20 PELUOHA.

Karwuyesvie crosa: o6wedunenue Aneauu u llomaanouu, Akm o coeduHeHuu 0Byx KoporeBCcmB AHeAUY U
Llomaanouu 6/17 mapma 1706/1707 200a, npUHyUN naprameHmcKo20 BEPXOBEHCINBA, PELUOHAALHAS ABIMO-
HOMUS, 0eBONOYUS.
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In the article the main doctrinal approaches to the legal dimension of the Union of England and Scot-
land in 1707 are identified and analyzed. The author argues that the choice of the content of the devolutio-
nary model for Scotland in 1997 as well as its further evolution cannot be explained only in terms of the ge-
neral trend towards regionalization or federalization in territorial constitutions of the modern states, that's
why the peculiarities of the unification of the two kingdoms at the beginning of the 18" century should be
taken into account. The article pays attention to the fact that the union of England and Scotland cannot be
regarded as a real union (unio realis) as it represents a single state, but not a union of two states under in-
ternational law. Considering the arguments of supporters and opponents of the presence of a union in the
Act of 1707, the author concludes that both approaches essentially complement each other — the union of
two kingdoms combined, on the one hand, the idea of incorporation an expression of which is the prince of
the supremacy of the general parliament and on the other — the idea of a union state, resulting from the in-
violability of the autonomy of the region.
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