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HPEXBBPIAHETO HA B3BEMAHUA
N KJIAY3UTE 3A HEITPEXBBPINMOCT HA BJIATA
B PUMCKOTO YACTHO ITPABO

JUMUTHP CTOSAHOB*

Kameopa ,, I pasxxcoanckonpasnu nayku

Pe3rome: Hactosmara cratust KpUTUYHO OOCHKIA MPEXBBPIMMOCTTAa HAa B3€MAHUS B
PUMCKOTO 4aCTHO MPaBo, 3a J1a YyCTAHOBH JJaJId TO [T03HABA YTOBOPKATa 33 HEMIPEXBbPIUMOCT
Ha B3eMaHnusta (“pactum de non cedendo”). CbMHEHHETO, Y€ MONOOHA Kllay3a OTCHCTBA B
PUMCKOTO IpaBoO, MPOU3THYA Hal-Bede OT HayajHaTa HEMPEXBbPIUMOCT Ha B3€MaHMATA U
OTIOCIIE/IBAIIOTO PAa3BUTHE HA PEAMLA MPaBHHU CHOCOOHU, C KOUTO C€ ThPCHU OTKIOHEHHE OT
TOBa NOJIOKEHUE. “Novatio” n “procuratio in rem suam” ca UHCTUTYTH Ha PUMCKOTO 4aCTHO
IIPABO, YPE3 KOUTO C€ MOCTUIa UKOHOMUUYECKH PE3YJITAT, CXOAEH C TO3U Ha IPEXBBPIISTHETO HA
B3eMaHe. CtarusiTa ChIIO Taka pa3mIexaa U Bb3IPUEMAHETO Ha “denuntiatio” KaTto mpaBeH
croco0, mpeiHa3HaueH J1a YJIECHH | JIa 3aIUTH HOBUS KpeauTop. Kakro mokassa ucropuye-
CKOTO pa3BUTHE, PUMIIIHUTE HE YpEXKIaT CaMOCTOSATENIHA Kiay3a 3a HENPEXBBPIMMOCT Ha
B3eMaHeTo. [10j00eH HHCTUTYT He € Ol Hy’)KeH, Hali-Bede Mopaid HAIMYUETO Ha 3aKOHO/1a-
TEJHU pa3pelleHus npe3 6-TH Bek cil. Xp., KOUTO MPEIOCTaBAT 3HAYUTEIHA IIPaBHA 3aIUTa
Ha MHTEPECUTE Ha JUIbXHUKA. He3zaBUCHMO OT TOBa, pUMCKOTO NPaBO MO3HABA W Ipuiara

* ['maBeH aCHCTEHT IO rpakaaHCKo U cemeitHo mpaso B FOD na CVY ,,Cs Kimument Oxpu-
cku‘. JIokTop 1o mpaso.

* Senior Assistant Professor in Civil and Family Law at the Faculty of Law, Sofia Univer-
sity ,,St. Kliment Ohridski“, Ph.D.

Hacrostiara myGnukariyst € HoAroTBeHa ¢ puHaHcoBaTa nojakpena Ha Hanmonannara mpo-
rpama ,,Miaau y4eH! U MOCTIOKTOPAaHTH * Ha MHUHHUCTEPCTBOTO HAa 00pa30BaHUETO U HAyKara,
3a KOETO aBTOPBT U3Pa3siBa CBOATA IMPU3HATEITHOCT.
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KJIay3d, OTpaHUYaBaIly WK 3a0paHsBally pa3nopexaaHero ¢ Onara. Hacrosmara crarus ce
CTPEMH J1a TH TPEACTaBH CUCTAMTUYHO U J1a 00CHIN KPUTHUYHO PAa3TUYHUTE CTAHOBHILA OT-
HOCHO “pactum de non alienando” B pUMCKHTE U3BOPH, U3PA3CHH OT CTPaHa Ha MPEACTaBUTE-
nu Ha [llkonara Ha ecTecTBEHOTO MpaBo U oT [lanaekTucTy. I3BbpHIeHHUST MO ] T03BOJISBA
Jla C€ YCTAHOBH U BIUSHUETO Ha TPYAOBETE HA T€3HM aBTOPU MPHU MOCIEIBAIIOTO TEOPETHYHO
obsicHeHHe Ha pactum de non cedendo.

KurouoBu nymm: noroBopsa 3abpana 3a npexsbpisiHe; pactum de non cedendo, pumcko
npaso, Corpus luris Civilis.

TRANSFERABILITY OF RECEIVABLES
AND THE CONTRACTUAL PROHIBITION ON ASSIGNMENT
IN ROMAN PRIVATE LAW

DIMITAR STOYANOV*
Civil Law Sciences Chair

Abstract: The following article puts to critical discussion the transferability of receiv-
ables in Roman Private Law in order to establish whether the Romans developed a separate
contractual prohibition on assignment (“pactum de non cedendo”). Doubts about the very
existence of such a clause may be attributed to the initial intrasnferability and the subsequent
development of several means to circumvent this rigid concept. “Novatio” and “procuratio in
rem suam’” are institutes, used to achieve an economic result, somewhat similar to the outright
transfer of a receivable. The article also notes the adoption of “denuntiatio” as a practice, used
to facilitate the new creditor of the claim. As the historical overview clearly lets to reveal, the
Romans never adopted a clause prohibiting or limiting the assignment. Such a concept was
largely not needed, mainly because of the legislative acts introduced in the VI Century AD,
that brought about a high level of legal security for the debtor. However, clauses prohibiting
or limiting the transfer of objects were widespread in Roman law. The article aims to present
them in a systematic way and to put to critical discussion the interpretation of “pactum de non
alienando” in Roman sources by scholars of the School of Natural Law and by Pandectists.
This overview allows to establish a link between their work and the subsequent explanation
of pactum de non cedendo.

Keywords: contractual prohibition on alienation; pactum de non cedendo, Roman Law,
Corpus Iuris Civilis.

HsikoJiko npeaBapuTeTHA TYMH.

Wnesita 3a orpaHn4aBaHe WK U3KIIOUBAHE HAa MPEXBHPIMMOCTTA HA €IHO B3e-
MaHe IO CUJIaTa Ha MOCTUTHATA MEXKIY CTPAHUTE YroBOpKa € UyKJa Ha PUMCKOTO
MPaBO Mpe3 BCUUKHU €Talmu OT HEroBoTO pa3BuTHe. [IpuunHara 3a ToBa oOcTOSATEN-
CTBO MOXe€ Jla C€ MOThPCU Hali-Beue B pa3OMpaHeTO Ha PUMCKHUTE IOPUCTH, Y€ 00-
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JUTAIlMOHHOTO OTHOIIIEHHWE MMa CTPOTO JIMYCH XapaKTep W MPEAIOCTaBs JIMYHATA
0OBBP3aHOCT Ha JUTHKHHUKA KbM ONpECIIeH KpeauTop. JbiIro BpemMe B PUMCKOTO
IPAaBO MPEXBBPIISIHETO HA IMpaBa, MPOM3THYAIIM OT CTHITYJAIUs, € Bb3MOXKHO I10-
Hayajio Mo CWjIaTa Ha HACJICICTBEHO MPaBONMPHEMCTBO, KAaKTO MOCOYBA YJIIIHAaH B
tekcta Ha Dig. 7.1.25.2!. CBueTencTBo B MOIKPENna Ha Bb3MPUETOTO pa3Oupane, ue
B3EMaHHUATA HE TIOJIekKAT HA TIPEXBBPIISTHE MEXTy )KHBH, MOXKE Ja CE OTKPHE JaKe
1 KbM Kpas Ha Il B. cin. Xp., B MUHcTuTyiuuTe Ha ["aii. CeriacHo 11, 38 ot cBonte 1n-
CTHTYIIHH, 110 TIOBOJI ITPEXBBPIISTHETO HA B3eMaHusl, [ aif mpuemMa ClieHoOTO: ,,B3ema-
HUAMA, no KaKb8mo U HAYUH 0d ca 6b3HUKHAIU, He Mo2am 0a 6b0am npexsvpisati.
Ilopaou mosa, ako a3 uckam 0a mu npexevpiisi C0emo 3eMaHe cpeuy mpemo juye,
HUKOU Om cnocobume, upe3 KOUmo ce npexevpisam meiecHu eewu, He Modxice 0d ce
npunaza; HeobxooumMo e no moe Hapexicoane ONbIUCHUKLM 0d ce 008bpiHce CNPIMO
meb upe3 cmunyiayus, Kamo maxka mou ce 0c80000u 0m 3A0bINCEHUEMO CU KbM

MeH U ce 3a0bIHCU CIPSIMO med; Mma3u NPOMIHA ce Hapuia Hosayust ‘.

I. Pa3zBuTHneTo Ha crocoouTe 3a nmpoMsina Ha Kpe€auTopa Ha B3CMaHETO
B PUMCKOTO IIPpaBo

1. Novatio

CrpiieBpeMeHHO o0aue, ¢ pa3BUTHETO HAa PUMCKUS TPaKIAHCKH U ThPTOBCKH
000pOoT, ce mopaxk/ia 1 HEOOXOUMOCTTA TUTYJISPSIT HAa B3EMAaHETO BCE MaK /1a MOXKE
Jla ce IPOMEHSI U Upe3 akT MeXy *HUBH’. KakTo € BuIHO U OT npaBuioTo Ha II, 38
oT MHcTuTynuuTe, ThKMO Ta3u MOTPEOHOCT BOAU A0 MPUCIIOCOOsSBaHE HA WHCTU-
TyTa novatio 3a IOCTUTAHE HA CXOJICH C JIOrOBOPA 3a LIECUs ITPaBEH pPe3yiTaT, U3pa-
3s1Ball] C€ B TOBA JUIBKHUKBT J1a U3IBJIHH 33bJDKEHUETO CH HA JIMIE, PA3JIMYHO OT
I'bPBOHAYATIHUS KPEIUTOP.

' B opurunan Dig. 7.1.25.2 rmacu: ,,Non solet stipulatio semel cui quaesita ad alium transire
nisi ad heredem* .

2 Ha naruncku e3uk npaBuiaoTo Ha II, 38 ot Unctutynuute Ha [ait e: Obligationes quoquo
modo contractae nihil eorum recipiunt: nam quod mihi ab aliquo debetur, id si uelim tibi deberi,
nullo eorum modo, quibus res corporales ad alium transferuntur, id efficere possum; sed opus
est, ut iubente me tu ab eo stipuleris; quae res efficit, ut a me liberetur et incipiat tibi teneri. quae
dicitur nouatio obligationis.

> B to3u cmucha Bx. Kupap, [Ton @penepuk. Victopus u cucteMa Ha pUMCKOTO TPaRo.
Y. 2. O6nmuramnuonno npao. Codus: Uzn. va Cod. Vums., 1915, c. 1050. ABropsT H30pOsi-
Ba PA3NIMYHM KUTCUCKU CUTYallUH, IPH KOUTO PUMCKHAT IPAXKJAHCKUA U THPTOBCKH 000pOT ce
HYX/1ae OT MPU3HAaBaHE HA BH3MOXKHOCTTA 32 MPEXBBPIISIHE HA B3eMaHUs. TakuBa ca Harmpumep
NPEXBBPIITHETO HAa B3EMaHe KaTo 3eCTpa, JaBaHe Ha MapUIeH 3aeM, CKITIOUEH Ype3 PEXBHPIISTHE
Ha B3eMaHE BMECTO Ype3 MPENOCTABsIHE HAa Napy B HAIWYHOCT, WIH Hai-CETHE, MPEOA0IISIBAHE
Ha BpeMEHHH (PMHAHCOBU 3aTPyAHEHHS Ype3 MPEXBHPISTHE Ha HEM3UCKyeMO MapUIHO B3EMaHe.
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[Tpu Ta3u pa3HOBUAHOCT HA novatio, KPeIUTOPHT HATOBAPBA JITHKHUKA CH J1a
ce 3abJIKU CIPSMO APYTO JHIIE, a UMEHHO CIpsiMO HOBUS KpeauTop. [lo chbie-
CTBO, CMsIHATA Ha JINIATa CE OCHIICCTBIBA YpE3 aKTHBHA CHBBPIICHA JIeJeraus’,
MIPH KOATO KPEIUTOPHT (JIETIETaHThT) HApEeK/la Ha CBOsI JUTHKHUK (ZIeierar) Ja ce
3aIbJKH KbM HOBO JHLe (Aenerarap). B ciydail ue JUIbKHHMKBT c€ ChIVIACH, Ce
U3BBPIIBA U nOVAtio, KaTo CTApPOTO 3aBDKEHHE CE€ MOTacsiBa U BMECTO HETO Bb3-
HUKBA HOBO 33JbJDKEHHE, C HOB KpeAauTop. HezaBucumo ue npaBHUTE MOCIEAULIN
Ha novatio B U3BECTHA CTEIEH ChBIIAJAT C TE3U Ha JIOTOBOpA 3a LECHs, HAJUIIE ca
CBILIECTBEHH PA3NIMYUS MEXK]y JBara MHCTUTyTa. B oTnuka oT necusita, mocTura-
HETO Ha IIeJIEHUs pe3yNTaT MpHU 1ovatio 3aBUCU U3LSJIO OT U3PUYHOTO ChIVIacue
Ha JUTH)KHUKA. B ciydail e Toi oTKaXke Ja ce 3ab/DKH KbM HOBHSI KPEAUTOP, TO
novatio He MOXe J]a HACTbIIH, ChOTBETHO JIHKHUKBT MPOIBIIKABa Ja ObJie 00BBP-
3aH eIMHCTBEHO CIPSMO IIbpBOHAYANHUs Kpenutop. Hapen ¢ ToBa, cpaBHEHUETO
MeX1y NMpaBHUTE MOCJIEAULIM Ha JOrOBOpA 3a LIECHs W Ha novatio pa3KpuBa, 4ye
HOBUST KPEAUTOP € MOCTABEH B MO-JIOIIO MOJIOKEHUE B CPABHEHHE C ITbPBOHAYAII-
Hus Kpeautop. [loracutenHoro neiicTBue Ha novatio MO OTHOILLIEHUE HA CTapOTO
3abiDKeHUE o0XBallla U yupeneHure ooesneuenus. Jlunara, yupeausiv Ju4HO Win
peasiHo 06e3MneyeHue Mo cTapoTo 3aJbJKEHNE, Ce 0CBOOOXKIaBaT U HOBOTO 3a/1bJI-
’KeHHe Bb3HUKBA Karo HeoOe3neueHo. ChII0 Taka, novatio BOAU U 10 3ajU4aBaHe
Ha MIPaBHUTE MOCIIEIUIN OT €BEHTya Ha 3a0aBa Ha JIBKHUKA 110 CTAPOTO 3a/bJI-
’KEHHE, JTOKOJKOTO Ha HETOBO MSCTO Bb3HHMKBA HOBO 33JbJDKEHUE C HOB HaJEK.
HoBusT kxpeaurop He MOXKe Aa ce Moy3Ba OT 3a0aBaTa Ha IIBbKHUKA 1O CTapOTO
3abJDKEHNE U J1a TIpeTeHaupa MoparopHa auxsa. OT apyra cTpaHa obade, mpu
HOBUPAHE Ha 3abJDKCHUETO JIHKHUKBT HE MOXKE J1a TPOTUBOIIOCTABS HA HOBUS
KPEAUTOP BB3PAKEHUATA, KOUTO € UMAJI CPElLy MPETUIITHHAS KPEAUTOP, OCBEH aKo
T€ HE MPOU3TUYAT OT (HaKTH, KOUTO OOYCIIAaBAT HUIOKHOCT MJIH JIMIICA HA CTapO-
TO 3aAbJDKEHUE’. B TO3M CMHUCHI, HE3aBHCUMO OT KpalHUSI Pe3yiTar, a UMEHHO
U3BBPIICHATA CMSHA Ha aKTHBHAaTa CTpaHa MO MPAaBOOTHOIICHUETO, HE € HaJIUIIe
MPEXBBPJSHE HA B3EMaHE, a €IMHCTBEHO TMOTacABaHE HA CTApOTO 3aIbKEHUE U
Bb3HUKBAaHE HA HOBO Ha HETOBO MSCTOC.

* Taka u3puuno Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, 4™ ed., A translation by Rolf Dannen-
bring. Pretoria: University of South Aftica, 1984, p. 271. B chmmst cmuchi Bx. u [lokpoBekuid,
Nocud. Uctopus pumckoro npasa. Mocksa: Craryr, 2014, c. 453.

5 Taka 7Kupap, [Ton @penepuk. Mcropus u cucrtema Ha puMckoro mpaBo. Y. 2. Oonura-
LMOHHO MPABO, IUT.ChY., ¢. 1052. ChII0TO pa3pelieHue € Bb3NPUETO U B ChbBPEMEHHOTO MPABo,
BX. mo-noapooro Kanaiimkues, Auren. O6murannonHo mpao. O01ia gact. 7. npepad. u Ao
u3n., Codust: Cudwm, 2016, c. 581.

¢ Bx. Ba3zanos, lBan. Kypc o pumcko nipaBo. T. I, Codust: Yaus. nieu., 1940, c. 392.
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2. Procuratio in rem suam

C uen 1a ce npeooesT HEChbBBPILEHCTBATA HA novatio KaTo crnoco0 3a cMsHa
Ha KpEeauTOopa, B TO-KbCHO BpEMeE C€ MOSIBIBA MHCTUTYTHT COgnitor — IPeNICTaBU-
TeJ, KOWTO Ce Ha3HavyaBa OT KPEeIUTOpa upe3 ThpKecTBeHa popMyIia, IPOU3HECEHA
npe MpeTopa B MPUCHhCTBUETO HA OTBETHHUKA. Ta3u (urypa chiuo e npucrnocodeHa
3a MOCTHraHe Ha 3aMsHa Ha KpeauTopa 1o B3eMaHerto. [Ipu cberaBsHe Ha hopmy-
jatra, UMETO Ha KpeauTopa ce M0co4Ba B intentio, B 4aCTTa OTHOCHO MCKAaHETO, a
B YacTTa OTHOCHO OCHXKIAHETO (condemnatio)’, ce mocoYBa UIMETO Ha cognitor-ab.

[To-xbCHO, C BbBEXKIAHETO HA (POPMYIapHUSI MIPOLIEC, CE JIOIMYCKa OTKIOHEHHE
OT MPaBUIIOTO, n3paseHo B Dig. 50.17.123, a uMeHHO, Y€ HUKOW HE MOXe Ja IeliCcTBa
OT Yy’KJI0 KM€ B JISTHCAaKIIMOHHUS mporiec’. ToBa OT cBOsI CTpaHa MO3BOJIsBA HA PUM-
CKUTE IOPUCTH JIa Ch31aAaT UHCTUTYTa Ha procuratio in rem suam. 3a 1a U3BbPILIU
CMsIHA Ha TUTYJSIPS Ha B3eMaHETO, KPEIUTOPHT Hal-HaIlpe | OBJIACTsBA JIMIIETO, HA
KOETO MPEXBbPJISl B3EMAHETO, 1a Ob/ie HETOB procurator in rem sam (ITbJIHOMOLTHUK
B CcBOs 1of13a). ToBa JuIle € OBIACTEHO J1a MPEIsSBU UCK CPEelly IThKHUKA U J1a 3a-
JbP>KU TIOTY4EHOTO 3a cebe cH, BMECTO Ja I'o Mpesajie Ha MpUHLIUIAIA.

[Ipu procuratio in rem suam ca OTCTpaHEHW OCHOBHMTE HEAOCTAaThLMU Ha
novatio. 3a a npousBene AEHCTBUE NOTOBOPHT 3a MaHIAT, HE € HEOOXOUMO BO-
JIeu3sIBICHHUE, OlIe MO-MaJIKO IIbK ChIVIACHE, OT CTpaHa Ha JUThKHHUKA. ChIIOo Taka,
OBJIACTSIBAHETO HA €JIHO JIMIIC JIa TIPEISBH UCK CPEIly JUThKHHUKA HE BIIHsIEC BHPXY
CHILIECTBYBAaHETO HAa CAMOTO B3€MaHe, KaTo TOBa MO3BOJIsIBA U 3alla3BaHe Ha yupe-
neHute obesnedeHusd. OT MaTepraIHONPaBHA [IEAHA TOYKA, IPU novatio AeUCTBU-
TEJTHO CE€ CTUTA JI0 3aMsiHA Ha TUTYJSIpS, Makap U Ja Bb3HUKBA HOBO CYOEKTHBHO
npaso. Ilpu procuratio in rem suam, OT 1pyra crpaHa, IpoMsiHa Ha KpeauTopa 1o
CBIIECTBO HE HacThIBA'". CIIpSMO BCHUKU TPETH JIUIA, KAKTO M CIIPSMO JITHKHHUKA,
TUTYJISIp Ha B3€MaHETO MPOJbIKaBa fa ObJe mbpBOHAYATHUAT KpenuTop. Lo ce
OTHACSI 10 BRTPEUTHUTE OTHOIIIEHUS, HE MOXeE J]a ce IPHeMe, Y€ B3eMaHEeTO JeHCT-
BUTEJIHO € MPEXBBPIICHO, TOKOIKOTO procurator-bT €AMHCTBEHO IOjara rprxKy 3a
qyXK7a IEHHOCT MO CHJIaTa Ha MaHJIaT OT CBOSI IPHUHIIMIIAJ, KAKTO IJIaCH OIpeee-
HUETO, AafeHo oT Yinnuad B Dig. 3.3.1". Haiure e eqMHCTBEHO YrOBOPKa MEXKIY
CTpaHUTE, 110 CHJIaTa Ha KOSITO procurator-bT UMa MPaBo J1a 3abP>KU MOTYUYEHOTO.

7 Io-mompoOHO 3a ChabpikaHueTo Ha (Gopmynara BB (opMmynapHus mpoiec BK. Sohm,
Rudolf. The Institutes. A Textbook on the History and System of Roman Private Law, 3" ed.,
Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1907, p. 257.

8 Taxa HoBunkwuii, MBan, Ban Ileperepckmii. Pumckoe yactHoe mpaBo. Mocksa: KHo-
pyc, 2014, c. 342.

? Taka HoBunkuii, iBan, MiBan Ileperepckuii. PuMckoe yacTHOE MpaBo, MUT.ChY., C. 343.
B opurunan npasunoro Ha Dig. 50.17.123 rmacu: Nemo alieno nomine lege agere potest.

10 Taka Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 272.

' Bk. Dig. 3.3.1 — Procurator est qui aliena negotia mandatu domini administrat. [IpeBogsT
Ha TO3M TEKCT, KAKTO W BCHYKH JPYTH MPEBOAH Ha J[UrecTHTe B HACTOSAIIMS TPYH, OCBEH aKO
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KakTo € BUJIHO, 3a J1a € HAIMLE procuratio in rem suam, CTpaHUTE CIEABA J1a ca
CKJIFOUMJIN I0TOBOP 3a Mopbuka. Hikoun aBTOpH ca CKIOHHU J1a OTKpUAT differentia
specifica, KaTro TpUeMaT, Y€ B HACTOSAIIUS CIy4yail JOTOBOPBHT 3alllUTaBa MPEAH
BCUYKO MHTEPECUTE HA procurator-a, a He Ha MPUHILMIAIIA, JOKOJIKOTO JIUIICBA 3a-
IbJDKEHUE 3a oTunTade. Hapes ¢ ToBa, Te moco4Bar, ue nopaau 0COOEHOCTUTE CU
Ta3u pa3HOBUIHOCT Ha MaHjaTa clie[iBa Jla ce Ha3oBaBa lecus (cedere actionem,
mandare, praestare actionem), HO IPU3HABAT, Y€ CKIIOUCHUST JOTOBOP HE € A0CTa-
ThUCH, 32 JIa JIOBE/IC /10 IPOMSIHA Ha THTYJISPS Ha B3eMaHeTO ',

He3aBucumo oT TOBa Kak 1ie ObJie Ha30BaH, HAMA ChbMHEHUE, Y€ CKITFOUCHUST
JIOTOBOP MEXKIY KpPEeIUTOpa U TPETOTO JIULE pa3KpUBa BCUUKU MPaBHU Oejie3u Ha
noroBopa 3a Mangar'”’. ChIbpKaHUETO HA TO3U BHUJI JOTOBOPU HE BKIIIOYBA B Ch-
JbPKAHUETO CH BB3MOXKHOCTTA 3a IIPEXBbPIISIHE Ha Oj1ara; o cujiara Ha MaHJaT ce
Bb3JIara €IMHCTBEHO M3BbPIIBAHETO HA ONPE/AEJICHU MPAaBHU JEUCTBUS B UHTEpEC
Ha IPHUHIMIATA, ThI KaTO MOCIEIHHUAT HE NCKA UIIM HE MOXKE J1a CE TPUXKH 34 CBOU-
Te pabotu. [locnenHoro, chrilacHO U3N0XKEeHOTO OT Yanuad B Dig. 3.3.1.2, BxitouBa
Y Bb3MOXKHOCTTA J1a C€ MPEASIBABAT MCKOBE OT UMETO HA MPUHIMIIAA U 1a CE€ OTTO-
Bapsi MO MPEISIBEHU UCKOBE CpPELLy NMPUHIIMNAIA, KAKBBTO € U HACTOSIIIUST CITy4dail.

CxJ1t04eHUAT 10roBOp 00yciaBs IpoLecyalHaTa JIETUTUMALUS Ha procurator-a
Jla IPEJISIBU OT CBOE UME UCK CPEILly UyX /1 IIbKHUK, 1a cbOepe cymara u, BMECTO /1a
a1 Ipeajie Ha MPUHIIMIIANA, J1a 1 33bpXKH 3a cede CH, TOpaJau HAJIUYHUETO Ha U3pUY-
Ha YTOBOpKa B TO3HM CMHCHII ¢ kpeautopa'!. ToBa 00CTOSITEICTBO CE OTBBPIKIAAaBa U

JPYTO U3PUYHO HE € mocoueHo, € nutupad 1o The Digest of Justinian. Translation edited by Alan
Watson, vol. 1, Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1998, p. 86.

12 Taka u3puuno bazanos, lBan. Kypc o pumcko mpaso, IHMT.ChY., ¢. 393.

3 Moke OM ThKMO TOBa 0OCTOSITEJICTBO JiaBa OCHOBAHME HA HSIKOM aBTOPH Jia HE 00CHXK-
JaT OTICITHO BBIPOCA 3a CIIOCOOUTE 3a MPEXBBPIJISIHE HA B3EMaHHS [0 PUMCKOTO MpaBo, a Jaa
ro pasmiekJar Karo MOoIajaml B MPUIOKHOTO TI0JIe Ha JIOroBopa 3a Mophyuka. To3u momxox e
Bb3npueT or Buckland, William. A Text-Book on Roman Law. From Augustus to Justinian.
Cambridge University Press, 1921, p. 518. ToBa BuknaHe € Bb3IPUETO U OT HIKOU MIPEICTABU-
TeNH Ha ppeHCKaTa mpaBHa JOKTpHHA, BX. Macqueron, Jean. Histoire des Obligations. Le Droit
Romain, Aix-en-Provence, 1971, p. 394.

4 Ha ToBa pasnuume oOpswina BHUMaHKe 1 Macqueron, Jean. Histoire des Obligations,
op.cit., p. 394. 3acmykaBa Ja ce OTOCNEkKH, Y€ ChIBPKAHUETO HA procuratio in rem suam Tmpo-
BOKHUpA OXKUBEHH TUCKYCHU ole mpe3 | Bek ci. Xp. cpel HIKOM MO-KOHCEPBATHBHO HACTPOCHU
IOpUCKOHCYATH. [locTaBs ce BBIIPOCHT Aaimy W300IIO JOTOBOPHT 3a MOPHYKA CIIEABA TPEHMY-
IIECTBEHO J1a 3allliTaBa MPABHUTE MHTEPECH HA MaHAaTaps, a HE Ha MaHIAaHTa, JOKOJIKOTO B
CHIBPIKAHUETO HA procuratio in rem suam OTCHCTBA 3aIbJDKEHHE 32 MIPeIaBaHe Ha TOIyYSHOTO.
B ta3u Bpw3ka J. Macqueron or6ensi3Ba, 4e mopaju ,,ipakTHIECcKa MoJIe3HOCT  HHCTUTYTHT MPO-
IbJDKaBa Jia ce mpuiiara B To3u cu Buja. CTpyBa MU ce 00ade, 4e ¥ B HACTOSIIUS CITydail JOroBo-
PBT 3alUTaBa U MPAaBHUTE WHTEPECH HA MaH/IaHTa, JOKOJIKOTO OCHOBHATA MY IIEJI € JIa OBJIACTH
MaHJaraps 1a MpesiBH UCK CPeIlly JThKHUKA 32 ChOMpaHe Ha 3aIbJDKEHHETO Ha TPUHIIMTIATIA.
OO0CTOATENCTBOTO, Y€ BHB BHTPEUIHUTE OTHOIIECHUSI MEKIY CTPAHUTE OTCHCTBA 33 IbJDKCHUE 32
OTYHTaHE, HE BIHsC BbPXY KpalHHS pe3yNTar, a IMEHHO /UIbKHUKBT Jla € OCHJCH J1a 3aIUIaTh
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OT Ha3BaHUETO HA MHCTHUTYTA, JOKOJIKOTO IMOHATHETO procuratio in rem suam MOXe
Jla ce TpeBeIe MPUOTN3UTEITHO KaTo ,,[TPEICTABUTEIICTBO B CBOS (COOCTBEHA) IMOJI-
3a“ ">, OT mieqHa TOYKa HAa MAaTEPUATTHOTO MPABO, UIICIIHT JICUCTBA PU YCIOBUATA
Ha MaHJIaT, a He KaTo THTYJISIP Ha CAMOCTOSITEIIHO B3eMaHe .

Bb3 ocHOBa Ha Taka HW3J0KEHOTO, MU C€ CTPYBa, Y€ C y4YPEIIBAHETO Ha
procuratio in rem suam 3aMsiHa Ha KpeJIUTOpa HE HacThlBa. HesaBucuMO ue B
condemnatio ce MOCOYBa UMETO Ha procurator-a M JIIBKHUKBT U3ITBIHABA THK-
MO Ha HETOo, M3IBJIHCHUETO BCHITHOCT € B IMOJ3a HA IMbPBOHAYATHHS KPEIUTOP.
3a procurator-a Bb3HHKBA 3aIbJDKCHHE Ja C€ OTUETE HA CBOS MPHUHIIMIAT U Ja
My Tpeaae ModydeHOTO OT JIBKHUKA. BCBIMHOCT, 32 J]a MOCTUTHE MKOHOMUYE-
CKHU pe3yJITar, KONTO Hamoj00siBa Ha JIOTOBOP 3a IECHsl, KPEAUTOPHT OCBOOOXK 1a-
Ba procurator-a OT 33IbJDKCHUETO Jla My Tpeiajie MojydyeHara napuyHa cyma u
MOCJICIHUAT MMa TIPaBo Jia s 3aIbpXKH 3a cebe cu. HezaBrcHMO 4e 1Mo ChIIEeCTBO
napuyHara cyma, KOSITO JUIbKHHUKBT 3aIlialia, € eHa, TS € 0OCKT Ha JIBEe pa3iiny-
HU MPABOOTHOIICHHUS, C PA3JIMYaBaIIN C€ CTpaHU. V3TbIHEHHETO OT JUThKHHUKA Ha
procurator-a 0CBOOOXIaBa JTHKHUKA U TIOTAcsIBa 33bDKCHUETO My KbM KPEIu-
Topa. ChIIeBpEeMEHHO, Bb3HHKBA HOBO MTPABOOTHOIIEHHUE C OIVIC]T ChIlaTa MapuIHa
cyMa MEXIy NPUHIUIANIA U procurator-a, o CUjiaTa Ha KOETO MOCCTHUSAT € JTh-
KCH Jla ce OTUYETE M Jia MPEAaJIe MOIYICHOTO. THhKMO TyK CE MPOSIBSIBA U U3KITIOYEC-
HHUETO OT OOIIMTE MpaBWiia Ha MaHara. [loHayano, KpeAUTOPhT MOXKE J1a IPEISIBU
actio mandati v a ucka rnpenaBaHe Ha cyMara. B koHkpeTHwUsI cirydaii o6ade, MpuH-
IUIAIBT 0CBOOOXKIABA procurator-a 0T COOCTBEHOTO MY MPOU3THYAIIO OT JIOTO-
BOpA 32 MaH/IaT 33bJDKEHUE J1a TIPeIaie MOMYyYeHOTO OT [UThKHHKA, KaTo MO TO3U
HAYMH CE MOCTUTA U PE3YJITAT, HAIIOA0O0SBAII IOTOBOPA 32 IECHSI.

He3aBucuMo 4Ye OCHOBHHMTE HEAOCTAThLIM HA novatio ca OTCTPaHEHHW 4pe3
procuratio in rem suam, TPaBHOTO TOJIOKEHUE HA HOBUS KPEIUTOP HE € 3HAYMTEII-
HO no7100peHo!”. ToBa ce IbJKK Hali-Beue Ha 0OCTOSTEICTBOTO, Y€ YTOBOPKaTa, 1o
CHJIaTa Ha KOSTO procurator-T MOXe Ja 3abP>KU MOTy4YE€HOTO U O CHIIECTBO Ja
ce MOCTUTHE MPABHUS PE3yATaT Ha JOTOBOpA 3a IECHsl, MOpaXKa JACHCTBUE CaMO

3aIbJDKEHUETO CU. ThKMO 00paTHOTO, Upe3 JIMIcaTa Ha 3abJDKEHUE 32 MaHAapars J1a ce OTYeTe,
Ce MOCTUTaT B HAKAKBA CTETICH OHE3W NKOHOMHYECKH ¥ MPABHH MOCIIEANIIH, IPUCHIIH HA JI0TO-
BOpa 3a IeCHsl, JJOKOJIKOTO procurator-bT Moly4yaBa U3IbIHEHUE OT JIThKHHUKA U TO 33bpiKa 32
cebe cu. Bee mak, TOKONKOTO procuratio in rem suam TpailHO ce Bb3NpHUEMa B MPaKTUKaTa KaTo
BBH3MOKEH MOJIEN 32 CMSIHA Ha KPeIUTOPa, CbMHEHHATA, U3Ka3aHHU OT CTpaHa Ha FOPUCKOHCYITH-
T€, CJIe/[Ba J1a C€ CUMTAT 3a MPEOI0JICHU.

15 TIpeBonbT ¢ mutupad no Hosumkwii, 1Ban, Ban Ileperepckmii. Pumckoe yactHOe
MpaBo, IUT.ChY., C. 343.

16 B to3u cmuchkn k. Canpuaunmo, Yeszape. Kypc pumckoro wactHoro mpaga. [lep. ¢
uraabsgHuckoro, Mocksa: 3. BEK, 2002, c. 217.

7B To3u nyx ce u3zkazpa Macqueron, Jean. Histoire des Obligations, op.cit., p. 394, koiito
MOCOYBa, Y€ HE3aBUCUMO OT 3HAUMTEIHUTE MPEIUMCTBA Ha procuratio in rem suam, procura-
tor-bT € caMo MaHAaTap Ha KpEeAUTOpa U 32 HETO TOBA MOJIOKEHUE Ch3/AaBa ,,0nacHocm *.
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MEXKJly CTPAHHUTE MO JOTOBOpa 3a MaHAAT. 3a Jla HACTBIIM TO3M MPABEH PE3YNTaT,
MPaBOOTHOIIEHUETO MEXy mpuHIUNAN (dominus litis) n procurator € N3MEHEHO
TaKa, 4e JINICBA 3aAbJDKEHUE 3a procurator-a 1a ce OTYETe Ha MPUHIMIIAIA U 1A
My Tpeaajie oayuYeHOTO OT ITbKHUKA. CIIpsSMO BCUUKH TPETH JiMlia o0ade, BKITO-
YUTEIIHO U CIIPSIMO CaMUs JUTbKHUK, B3EMaHETO HE € IPOMEHUIIO TUTYISIpS cu. B
Cly4dail ue procurator-bT HE IPEASBU UCK CPEIY IIIBKHUKA, IPUHIUIIAIBT MOXKE
Jla OTTENINA OBJACTSIBAHETO CHU WJIM HA CBOW PeX 1a OCHIU JUITbKHUKA U J1a TTOIYy4HU
U3ITBJIHEHUE HammpaBo OT Hero'®, JIopu ¥ mMbpBOHAYATHUSIT KPEAUTOP Ja HE Mpe/s-
BU HCK, B CIIy4ad Y€ JUIb)KHUKBT MEXKIYBPEMEHHO M3MBbJIHMA HAa IIbPBOHAYAITHUSA
KPEAUTOP, TO MU3IIBIIHEHUETO MYy € BAJIIMJHO W HOBHUAT KPEAUTOP HSAIMA KAK /1A CE€
3amuTi. CaMO IbPBOHAYATHUAT KPEIUTOP MOXKE Ja OCBOOOAM JIBXKHHUKA OT 3a-
JIIBJDKEHUETO MY, Karo 3a HOBHSI KPEIUTOP TAaKOBa IpaBoMoUue OoTcheTBa. ChIO
TaKa, HOBUAT KPEIUTOP HE MOXKE Jia CE€ MPOTUBOIOCTABH CPEIY TaKa U3BBPILIEHOTO
O0CBOOOXIaBaHe Ha JJIbKHUKA, ThU KaTO CIPSIMO BCHUKHU TOU JIEHCTBA €IUHCTBEHO
KaTo MPOLECYAJIEH MPEICTABUTEIL, 4 HE KaTO TUTYJISIP HA CAMOCTOSATEIHO B3EMaHE.
Joxonkoto mandatum moHAYaNIO € JOTOBOP C OTIEH JUYHOCTTA, TO CMBPTTA HA
KOSITO U J1a € OT CTPAHUTE IO HETO BOJAM 10 OTIAJAHETO MY, CbOTBETHO OTHANA U
npoIecyaHaTa JISTUTUMAIIHS Ha procurator-a B HaCTOSIIUs cirydaid'®, 3a na Moxe
Jla TMOJTYYr U3I'BIHEHUE Ha MPEXBBPICHOTO My B3eMaHe, procurator-bT TpsOBa Aa
MIpEesiBA UCK U Jla € U3BbpIIEH [itis contestatio, IO cujara Ha KOETO JIbXKHUKBT
Ce OChXKJa Ja IUIaTH IBHKUMOTO Ha JIUIIETO, MOCOYEHO B condemnatio, T.. Ha
procurator-a®.

Te3u oOcToATENCTBA AaBaT U OCHOBAHHE HA MpaBHATa JOKTPUHA Jia ONPEACTU
procuratio in rem suam Karo CyporaT Ha LIECUATA, JTOKOJIKOTO KPEAUTOPHT BCHIII-
HOCT HE C€ pa3Nopexaa inter vivos CbC CBOETO B3€MaHE B I0JI3a HA APYroO JIMIIE, a
CIMHCTBCHO OBJIACTSIBA TOBA JIMIIC JIa IPE/SBU KCK 3a B3eMaHEeTO?!.

3. 3acuiiBaHe HA MPaBHATA 3a1MTA HA HOBUA KPEAUTOP

3.1. Cmunynayus, ckirouena mexcoy Cmapus u Ho8us Kpeoumop

CrlecTByBalaTa HECUT'YPHOCT OTHOCHO MPABHOTO MOJIOKEHUE HA procurator-a
JI0 HACTBIIBAHE Ha /itis contestatio BOMU U IO BbBEKJAHETO HA HOBH MPABHU CIIOCO-
Om, Ype3 KOUTO JIa Ce MPEOoI0IIee TOBA HE3aJOBOIMTEITHO cheTosiHue. Olie B Hava -

18 Bk. B To3u cmuchi Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 272.

1 Taka CtpyrkoB, Bagum. O 3akianh nonroseix TpedoBaniit. 2. uzn. Cankr— [letepOypr:
Tuno-Jlurorp. P. T'onuke, 1891, c. 88.

20 TTo-nompoOHO 3a Ta3u xumote3a Bx. CtpyrkoB, Bagum. O 3aknanh 1oaroBeix Tpe6o-
BaHiH, IUT.ChY., C. 91, KOWTO MOCOUBA, Y€ C U3BBPIIBAHETO HA /itis contestatio, TPETOTO JIUTIE
CTaBa KpeauTop (aBTOPBT o Ha30BaBa ,,COOCTBEHUK Ha B3EMaHETO ‘), HO HETOBOTO MPABHO Ka-
YeCTBO MPOU3THYA OT IOPUANYECKU (DAKT HAa PUMCKHS MPOILIEC, a HE M0 CUjIaTa Ha ChIVIAIICHUE
C TIPEIUIITHAS KPEIUTOP.

2! Taka uzpuuno bazanos, lBan. Kypc no pumcko nipaso. T. 1, mut.chu., c. 393.
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HUs €Tall OT Pa3BUTUE HA procuratio in rem suam CHIIECTBYBa BB3MOXKHOCT MEXKIY
IIPUHIMIIATIA U MAHJATAps 1a C€ CKIIFOYM CTUILYJIALMS, 10 CHUJIaTa Ha KOATO ITbPBO-
HAYaJTHUAT KpeAUTOp oleliaBa Ha procurator-a ia My NPEXBbPIN BCUYKO, KOETO €
MOJIYYHJI OT TBKHUKA, B CITy4ald Y€ OCJIEIHUAT IUIaTH Ha HETO, KaKTO U Y€ 111€ HOCH
OTIOBOPHOCT IIPH HEU3ITBIHEHHWE Ha TOBA 3a1bJDKeHUE. CBUIETENICTBO 3a JIOIYCTH-
MOCTTa Ha NOJ00HA YTOBOpKa c€ OTKpWBA IbpBOHaYasiHO B MHCcTUTYHMuTe Ha ["aii
(I B. ci1. Xp.), B paBUiiaTa OTHOCHO MPOJIAXX0aTa Ha HACJICICTBO™.

3.2. Actio utilis

CrnenBamnara CThIIKA, KOATO BOAM O 3HAYUTEIHO MOJOOpEHHE HAa MPAaBHOTO
MOJIOXKEHUE Ha procurator-a, € MpeanpreTa MPUOTU3UTEITHO 10 BPEMETO, KOTaTo
ca cecraBeHd MHcTuTynuure Ha ["ait. [Ipu ynpaBineHueTo Ha umneparop AHTOHUM
[Tuii (138-161 1. ci1. Xp.) ¢ peCKpUNT ce NMpU3HaBa Bb3MOXKHOCTTA procurator-pt
Jla TPEeAsiBU UCK Cpelly JUThKHUKA 32 MapuYHOTO B3eMaHe, 0e3 Ja € HeoOXoau-
MO M3PHUYHO OBJIACTSIBAHE 3a TOBA JEHCTBHE OT CTpaHa Ha dominus litis. {enTta Ha
TO3HU UCK, actio utilis, € 1a cTabuIm3npa MoJI0KEHUETO Ha HOBHUS KPEIUTOP U Ja TO
3aIUTH CPEeIly €BEHTYAIHO MpeKparsaBaHe Ha JOTOBOpa 3a MaHAaT MOpaaud CMbp-
TTa Ha HAKOS OT CTPAHUTE MO J0rOBOpa, IPEau a ¢ HacThiuid [itis contestatio®.
ToBa nosoxkeHne € NOTBbPAEHO NO-KbCHO, 110 BPEMETO Ha umIiepaTop Jnoknennan
(284-305 . ci1. Xp.)**. [TocTeneHHO, MPUIIOKHOTO I0JIC HA TO3H MUCK C€ pa3IIupsiBa,
Karo 00XBallla ¥ XUIIOTE3H, TP KOUTO U300III0 OTCHCTBA procuratio in rem suam®.

CrpyBa MU ce, 4e 1 Ha TO3M €Tall, pPUMCKOTO IPaBO BCE OIlle HE TPU3HABA Ha-
IIBJTHO TIPEXBBPIISTHETO Ha B3eMaHus. [1o-ckopo, actio utilis mpencrasisiBa pas3pe-
[ICHHUE, HAJIOXKEHO T10 W3IS0 MPAKTUYECKH ChOOPaKEHNsI, a UMEHHO Ch3aBaHe Ha
MpaBeH Croco0, Ype3 KOWTo Aa ObAe MpeaocTaBeHa aJeKBaTHa IIpaBHA 3aluTa Ha
HoBHs Kpeautop. HezaBucumo ye pumckoro npaso npe3 [V B. karo ye nu e npeo-
JIOJISITO pa3OUpaHeTo 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCTTA Ha B3EMAHETO, BCE OIIIE MU CE CTPYBa
HEJ0TaM MPELU3HO J1a Ce TBbPH, Ye MPUA00NBAIIUAT B3EMAHETO HAIIPABO 3aMeCT-

2 Bxk. I, 252 ot UncTuTynuute Ha [ail, KbAETO M3PUYHO € YpeleHa JOMyCTUMOCTTA U
CHIBPKAHUETO Ha Ta3H CTHUITYJALIHS.

2 Byk. B T0o3u cMuChI Zimmermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations. Roman Founda-
tions of the Civilian Tradition. Cape Town, Wetton, Johannesburg: Juta & Co Ltd, 1990, p. 62,
kakto u Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 272.

24 Bk. Texcta Ha C. 4.39.8, koiito miacu: Ex nominis emptione dominium rerum obligata-
rum ad emptorem non transit, sed vel in rem suam procuratori facto vel utilis secundum ea, quae
pridem constituta sunt, exemplo creditoris persecutio tribuitur.

2> C TedeHHe HA BPEMETO, actio utilis ce IPU3HABA U B 110132 HA HOBHS KPEAUTOP HA B3eMa-
He Tipu TipogakOara Ha HacneAcTBo (Dig. 2.14.16), a mo-KbCHO W TIpH IPEXBBPIISHE HA B3EMaHE
kato 3ectpa (C.4.10.2), mpu 3aBet Ha B3emaHe (C.6.37.18), KakTO M MpH MPEXBBPISHE HA B3E-
Mmamne in solutum (C.4.15.5). Haii-cetne, mo Bpemero Ha umneparop Octuamnan (527 . — 565 1.
ci. Xp.) ce mpu3HaBa actio utilis ¥ B MoJI3a HA JIMLETO, KOMYTO 0€3BB3ME3/IHO € MPEXBbPIICHO
B3emane. Bik. mo-mogpo6Ho Te3u xunore3n y Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 272.
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Ba MbPBOHAYATHHS KPEIUTOP U CE MOJI3Ba ChC CHIIOTO HUBO HA MTPaBHA 3alUTa. 3a
Ja TOJTyYX U3ITBJIIHEHUE 110 TIPEXBHPICHOTO My B3eMaHe, HOBUAT KPEIUTOP TPsIOBa
Jla TIpeIsIBU ChOTBETHUS UCK, actio utilis. Makap 1 110 ChIIIECTBO TOBA Jia OTTOBapS
Ha KpallHUS HKOHOMHYECKH PE3yJITaT, a8 MIMCHHO B3€MaHETO Ja ObJIC U3IIBIHCHO Ha
JIMIIE, PA3JIMYHO OT ITbPBOHAYATIHHS KPEAUTOP, HE MOXKE JIa ©Ma ChbMHCHHE, Y€ B
HACTOSIIIUS CTy4ai Ha TOBa JIMIIE € IPU3HATO CaMo MPABOTO Ja ce 00bPHE KbM ChJia
C MCKaHE 32 U3IIBIHECHNE Ha 33IbJDKEHUETO, HO HE U CaMOCTOsITeNTHA MaTepHUaIHO-
IpaBHA JICTUTHMAIIUS KaTO KPEIUTOP.

Bb3MokeH apryMeHT cpelily Taka U3JI0KEHOTO pa30orpaHe MOXe J1a ce MOTbPCU
B 00CTOSITEJICTBOTO, Y€ PUMCKHUTE FOPUCTH HE IMO3HABAT KATETOPUIHOTO Pa3TpaHH-
YeHHE MEXIy MaTepuaIHO TPaXXIAHCKO MPaBO U TPAKIAHCKH MPOLIEC, XapaKTePHO
3a MOJICPHUTE TIPaBHU CHCTEMH. B TO3M CMHCHII, MOXKE J1a C€ Bh3pasH, 4e JINIcarTa
Ha OIPE/EeNIEHO0 MaTepUATHOIPABHO KAYECTBO Y HOBUS KPETUTOP HE € TOCTAThYHO
yOeuTeNeH apryMeHT, IIPH IMOJIOKEHHE, Y€ TO € HEIO3HATO Ha PUMCKOTO IPABO
n30010. B Ta3u Bpp3ka 0obade MU ce CTpyBa yJauHO Jla c€ 0ObpHE BHUMAHHUE Ha
00CTOATEICTBOTO, Y€ CIIOPE] PUMCKATa IOPUINYECKA MUCHII MIOHATUETO Actio € Sui
generis. TlornenHaro npe3 mpu3Mara Ha ChbBPEMEHHOTO YaCTHO MPaBo, actio 00-
XBallla JBa eJIeMeHTa — CaMOTO MaTepHUalTHO MPaBO, KAKTO M MCKAHETO 3a MpaBHA
3ammta®®. [Ipy Hero MaTepraTHONPaBHUTE €IEMEHTH OT (PaKTHYECKHs ChCTaB Ha
CYOEKTHBHOTO MPABO, KAKTO M MPAaBHUTE MY MOCIEAUIU C€ CIUBAT B €IHO IS0 C
nyOJaMYHaTa Mpoleaypa 3a YIOBISTBOPSBAHETO Ha uiena?’. Hanuie e HHCTHUTYT,
HOCEII[ €THOBPEMEHHO OeJIe3nTe W Ha MATEPUATHOTO, M HA MPOLECYaTHOTO Ipa-
B0**. THKMO B TO3M IyX € W eJieraHTHaTa neuHUIUS Ha actio, naaeHa ot Llen3

26 Byk. AnapeeB, Muxawin. PumMcko gactHo nipaBo. 5. mpepad. u jpor. usn., Codpus: Hayka
1 U3KycTBO, 1975, c. 90-91.

27 Taka ompezens nmoustuero actio npod. Kaszep, mx. Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law,
op.cit., p. 390. — ,,Accordingly, the Romans regarded any actio as a separate entity in which the
private law requirements and consequences were conceived together with the procedure that
served its enforcement by litigation .

2 B TO3u yX ca U ONpeNe/ieHUATa Ha TOHSITHETO actio B PUMCKOIIPABHATA JINTEPATypa.
Bx. nanpumep dionan, XKan-Owunun, [Tackan [lnmona. Pumcko npaso. Peunnk Ha 0CHOBHUTE
TepMuHH. 2. pepad. u jom. uza. Codus: Cuena, 2010, c. 29, kpaeTo actio € onpeaeseH Kato
»IPOYECYATHO CPedCmao, NO360IA6AW0 HA cMpaHume 0a 600sam cvoeber cnop. B pumckomo
npaso ce cxeawa NPeouUMHO 8 MAMepUarHOnpageH, OMKOJIKOmo 6 npoyecyanen acnekm. Taka
NOHAMUEMO 3d UCK Ce ACUMUIUPA OM CAMOMO MAMepuaIHo npaeo. /Ieeme sHauvenus ca 63a-
UMHO 3aMeHAeMU 8 KIACUHeCcKOmo pUMCcKo npaso ‘. B TO3M €KIEKTHYEeH CMHCBHI € U Ompese-
JIeHUeTo Ha actio, momecteHo B Lieberwirth, Rolf. Latein im Recht. Berlin: Staatsverlag der
Deutschen Demokratischen Republik, 1988, p. 11 — ,,Handlung; Anspruch, Klage; Klagerecht ",
T.e. IeHCTBUE, IPETEHIHS, HCK, MPaBo Ha UCK. [10100eH MOAX0/ € BB3NPHUET U OT OTICIHH TIpe/l-
CTaBUTEIN Ha MOJepHATa pUMCcKonpaBHa nokTpuHa, Taka Honsell, Heinrich. Romisches Recht.
Heidelberg: Springer, 2015, p. 83, koiiTo cbio 3abens3Ba Ta3u ocodeHoct. OT eHa CTpaHa, TOi
npuema, ue obligatio € paBHOCUIIHO Ha actio, a HIKOJIKO U3PEYCHHS CIIE/I TOBA H3PUYHO ITOCOYBA,
4e actio € CPelCTBO 32 yNPaKHsIBaHE HAa €IHO CyOCKTUBHO IPABO, KATO PUMIITHHTE HE TPaBSIT
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B Dig. 44.7.51% — akuusra He € HHIIO APYro, OCBEH MPABOTO J1a C€ ThPCH Upe3
ChJI OHOBA, KOETO MU c€ AbJDKU. OT TOBA MOXKE /1a C€ HANPABH 3aKIIOYEHHUETO, Y€
Ha TO3M €Tal yroBOpKara, HaCO4eHa KbM 3aMsiHa Ha KPEAUTOpa MO €QHO B3EMAHE,
cama 1o ce0e cH He MopaXKJaa APYTH IPaBHU MOCIEANIIN, PA3IMYHU OT TOBA J1a OB-
JIACTH JIMLETO J1a pelsiBu actio utilis. ToBa 00CTOATENCTBO 0Oaue He MpugaBa Ha
UIIeNa MPaBHOTO KAYECTBO ,,KPETUTOP ™ ChC ChABPKAHUETO U 00eMa, IPU3HATU Ha
ITbPBOHAYAIHUS KPEAUTOP CIPAMO JUTbKHUKA U TPETUTE JINLA.

B onut 1a 060CcHOBE HATMYKETO HA JOTOBOP 3a IECHSI IOPH U TIPE3 TO3U OTHO-
CUTEJIHO PAHEH €Tal, Hal-HOBaTa IpaBHA JOKTPUHA Mpeaiara Ja c€ MpeoCMUCIN
MOHATUETO actio utilis, KaTo MprueMa, 4e Tpe3 IMbPBUTE JIBE CTOJICTHS TOHATHUETO
actio 3aroy4sa J1a c€ U3MEHs, KaTo 3alo4Ba /1a My CE€ MPHUAaBa OTYETIMBO MaTEPH-
aHoTpaBHo 3HaueHue’. CTpyBa MU ce, e TOBa pa3OupaHe He MOXKe Ja ObJIe MoI-
KpeneHo. B ciyyali ue HOBUAT KPEAUTOP HE YNPaKHU MPEAOCTABEHOTO MY MPABO
ype3 ynpakHsIBaHE Ha MCKa, 32 HErO HE CHINECTBYBa JIPYT MPaBEH CHOCO0, upe3
KOMTO 1a ce 00bpHE KbM THKHUKA U J1a TIOWCKa u3mbiaHeHne. OT apyra cTpaHa,
actio directa Ha THPBOHAYATHUS KPEIUTOP HE OTIIAJa 10 M3BBPIIBAHETO Ha [itis
contestatio u, B Cliy4au 4e€ JUIb)KHUKBT HE € y3HAJI 3a LIECHSTA, HE MOXKE Ja Bb3pa3u
upes exceptio doli cpenty KpeauTopa, ye Beue € U3BbPIIUII IallaHe.

3.3. Denuntiatio

[TocnenHOTO CpeacTBO, KOETO BOIU JO 3HAYUTEIHO MOJ00pEHHUE B MPABHOTO
MOJIOKCHUE Ha HOBUS KPEAUTOp, € denuntiatio, a AMEHHO OTIPABSHETO Ha YBe-
JIOMJIEHUE JI0 JJThKHUKAa OTHOCHO HAacThIUJIATa cMsiHA Ha kpeautopa. Cien karo
W3BBPINU denuntiatio, TON Ja MOXKE Ja IPETCHANPA B3EMaHETO HAMPABO OT JITHXK-

pas3nKa MeXJly MaTepUaTHO MPABO U MPOLECYATHO IpaBo. ToBa pa3neneHue, KakTo 0Toensi3Ba
aBTOPBT, € MPUCHILO U HAIIOXKEHO OT IKojara Ha [lanaekrucrure.

2 B opurunain: Nihil aliud est actio quam ius quod sibi debeatur, iudicio persequendi.

3% B To3u ayx Bx. Kidmper, Lukas. Forderungsbegriff und Zession. Tiibingen: Mohr Sie-
beck, 2019, p. 11. 3acimy>kaBa 1a ce 0TOeNIEKH, Y€ aBTOPHT c€ 030BaBa Ha Zimmermann, R. The
Law of Obligations, op.cit., KOWTO Ha CBOI peJl ThPCH OMoOpa 3a TOBa pa3OUpaHe B TPYAOBETE
Ha Simon van Groenewegen (1613—1652), Xxomanacku y4deH, KoMeHTaTop Ha Xyro I'porwii u
npezncraBuren Ha [llkomara Ha ecTecTBeHOTO mpaBo. CTpyBa MU ce, 4e 3a TPYIOBETE HA TpPe/-
CTaBUTEJHUTE HA Ta3W MIKOJIA MO-CKOPO € XapaKTepeH HOBUAT IOTNIEA BbPXY TPAAUIIMOHHUTE
PUMCKH TIPAaBHU TIOHSTHS, B OMUT Ja C€ MOTHPCH IOPUANYECKO OOSICHEHHE U KBaTU(pUKAIIHS HA
pasBmiute nipe3 XVI u XVII Bex obmecTBenn otHomeHus. [lopaau ToBa, mpencTaBUTEINTE HA
Ta3HM IIKOJIA YECTO OOSICHSIBAT BHBE)KIAHETO HA HOBH TOHSTHSI Ype3 CHIIECTBYBAIINA TEKCTOBE B
PUMCKOTO TIPaBO, HITH MIPUCIIOCOOSIBAT MHCTUTYTUTE HA PUMCKOTO TMPAaBO KbM HOBUTE OOIIIECTBE-
HO-MKOHOMUYECKH NOTpeOHOCTH. TpyaHO MOXKeE /1a ce mpreMe, 4e TEXHUTE TPYAOBE Pa3KpHBaT
,,ABTEHTUYHUS TyX‘* U JEeMCTBUTEIHHUS CMUCHI Ha pUMCKOIIpaBHUTE pasperneHust. [lopaau Tosa,
C OIvie]] KOHKPETHUS ClTydail MU C€ CTPYBa, 4€ TOBA OOCTOSATEIICTBO MOYKE Hali-MHOTO Ja IOBEJIE
JI0 IPEOCMHUCIISTHE Ha Bb3HUKBAHETO Ha pa30upaHeTo 3a Anspruch Karo 3a 110 Ha TepMaHCKaTa
MaH/IEeKTHA MUCHJI, TPAJAUIIMOHHO CBBbP3BaH ¢ Tpyaa Ha Bernhard Windscheid — Die Actio des
romischen Civilrechts, vom Standpunkte des heutigen Rechts. Diisseldorf: Budeus, 1856.
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HUKa JIOPH U IPeu U3BbPILIBAHETO Ha [itis contestatio. [Ipuema ce, 4e Ts1 Bb3HUKBA
B CIIEIKJIACHYECKOTO PUMCKO mpaBo’’. Upes BbBeXIaHETO Ha denuntiatio B Hai-TO-
JsiMa CTETIeH PUMCKOTO TPaBO Cce M0OIMKaBa 10 ChBPEMEHHUTE MO3UTUBHOIIPAB-
HU pa3pelieHus OTHOCHO IecusaTa’?. Ciie Karo JIbKHUKBT € YBEIOMEH OTHOCHO
HACTBIIMJIaTa CMSIHA, TOW HE MOXE J1a C€ 0CBOOOJM OT 3aJbJDKEHUETO CH, KaTo U3-
IIbJIHA Ha I'bPBOHAYAIHUA KpeAUTOp. B TO3M CMUCHI, JErUTUMALUATA HA HOBUS
KpEAUTOp BeUe HE 3aBUCHU OT MPEASBIBAHETO HA actio utilis, a ETUHCTBEHO OT TOBA
Jla U3MpaTyu yBEAOMIICHHE JI0 JUThKHUKA. 3aciykaBa Jia ce OTOeNeXH, Ye MbPBO-
HAYaJIHOTO MPUJIOXKHO I0JIE Ha IPAKTUKATA J1a C€ YBEAOMABA JIIBXHUKBT OTHOCHO
HACTBIIBAHETO Ha POMSIHA B KpeIUTOpa 00XBallla €IMHCTBEHO ClTydail Ha 3aJI0r Ha
B3eMaHe’, KaTo JUThXXHUKBT yUpeIsiBa B MM0JI3a HA KPEIUTOPA CH 3aJI0KHO MPABO
BbPXY CBOE B3EMaHE Cpelly TPETO Julle. B ciyuail ye JUIb)KHUKBT HE IUIaTH, CIIE]
U3BBPIIBAHE Ha denuntiatio B3€MaHETO CE€ MPEXBBPIS HA KPEAUTOPA, KOUTO € OB-
JIACTEH J1a MPESIBH MCK CPEILy TPETOTO JIUIE — UThKHUK Ha HETOBHS JUTHKHUK !,
BnocnenctBue, denuntiatio 3anouBa aa ce mpuiiara CrpsiMO BCHUUKH Cllydau, Hpu
KOUTO CTPAHUTE CE€ TOMOIBAT Ja IPEXBBPIAT €IHO B3EMAaHE.

Jlopu 1 MozepHaTa mpaBHa JOKTpUHA OTOENA3Ba, Y€ Ca HAJIMIIE MHOXKECTBO
HESICHOTH, CBbpP3aHU C IPUIIOKEHUETO Ha denuntiatio, Hall-Be4e OTHOCHO IPaB-
HHUTE My moclienuiu’ . Hskou aBTopu Karo 4e JIM ca MO-CKJIOHHH Ja TpUeMar, 4e
denuntiatio ipeICTaBisiBa HOB U CaMOCTOSITEJIEH CIIOCO0 3a 3allluTa Ha MPaBOTO

31 B to3u cmuchi Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit, p. 272, kakto u ba3anos, lBaH.
Kypc o pumcko npaso, T. 1, uut.cpu., c. 394, koiTo u3puuHO 0TOEINA3BA, Ue denuntiatio ce Npu-
nvcBa Ha uMrepartop [ opanan, HO mocouBa, uye TekcThT Ha C 8.41.3 Moxke 1a € MHTEPHoaupaH u
HE U3KITI0YBA ITPABUJIOTO J1a € Bh3HUKHAJIO, IO TOI00ue Ha procuratio in rem suam, NOJ] BIUSHUE
Ha mpakTukarta. Hskou aBropu npuemar, ue denuntiatio ce e mosBUio B 3eMute Ha M3rounara
Pumcka uMmnepusi, KaTo Mo TO3M HAYMH UMILUIMIUTHO THPCAT HAYaJIOTO My mpe3 kpas Ha [V u
HaygajoTo Ha V B. ¢ci1. Xp., Taka Zimmermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit., p. 63.

32 B To3u cMuchn Zimmermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit., p. 63.

3 Taka w3puuno Houmkwuii, lBan, VBan Ileperepckmii. PuMckoe yacTHOE mpaBo, IIMT.
ChU., C. 348.

3* Toa nmpasmito e 3akpeneHo B FOctunuanosus Kogeke, a umenno C. 8.16.4, Taka Zim-
mermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit., p. 63. CnenBa aa ce mocouu, 4e B Hsi-
Kou M3TOYHUIM ce cpemia karto C.8.17.4. B opurunan, npasuioro miacu: Imperator Alexander
Severus. Nomen quoque debitoris pignerari et generaliter et specialiter posse pridem placuit.
Quare si debitor is satis non facit, cui tu credidisti, ille, cuius nomen tibi pignori datum est, nisi ei
cui debuit solvit nondum certior a te de obligatione tua factus, utilibus actionibus satis tibi facere
usque ad id, quod tibi deberi a creditore eius probaveris, compelletur, quatenus tamen ipse debet
<A 225 PP. PRIDIG. K. MART. FUSCO ET DEXTRO CONSS.>

3% TIpoTrBOpeunsATa B JOKTPUHATA Ca YCTAaHOBEHH Hali-Bede OTHOCHO TOBA JalH actio di-
recta Ha MbPBOHAYAIIHUSI KPEAUTOP OTIAAA CIIE/] YBEAOMIICHHUETO Ha JUIHKHUKA U TTOPAXIa JIU
CXOIHHU C denuntiatio IpaBHU MOCIEAUIN OOCTOSTEICTBOTO, Y€ JUIHKHUKBT € Y3HaJ MO ApPYyT
HAYMH 32 U3BbPILIEHATA CMsHA Ha KPEIUTOPa, a He upe3 yBeaomiieHue. Bk, mo-nmonpobHo Zim-
mermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit., p. 63.
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Ha HOBHS KPEIUTOP, KOWTO BOIW JI0 M30CTaBSHE HA CHIECTBYBAIIUTE CIIOCOOH 3a
CMsIHA Ha JUTHKHUKA, ¥, CbOTBETHO, JI0 OTHAaJaHe Ha actio utilis KaTo 0CTapsyI v He-
HY’)KEH CIT0C00 3a 3aluTa Ha IpaBara Ha HOBUs KpeauTop®. JIpyru npeacraBuTen
Ha MpaBHATa JOKTPUHA CAKAIl ce OOEAMHSBAT OKOJIO pa3ObupaHeTo, ue denuntiatio
IpeICTaB/IsABa ClIEABAIll €Tall OT Mpolieca o MPeA0CTaBsIHe Ha IIbJIHA MpaBHA 3a-
KpHJIia Ha MPUI00MIINS €THO B3eMaHe, KOWTO ce pujiara Hape.l ¢ OCTaHAINTE, BeUe
CBIIECTBYBAIIIM ITPABHH CIIOCOOH’’.

4. Bausinnerto Ha ius offerendi u beneficium cedendarum actionum Bbp-
Xy AOIYCTUMOCTTA 32 NpeXBbpPJIsiHe HA B3eMaHUS

PasrnenanuTe qOoTyK mpaBHU criocoOu 3a CMsHaTa Ha KPEAUTOpa Ha €THO B3e-
MaHe HaMUpPaT MPUIOKEHUE BHHATH, KOTATO CTPAHUTE LEJST Ja MOCTUTHAT TO3U
pe3yJiTaT, He3aBUCHUMO OT €CTECTBOTO Ha MKOHOMUYECKUTE OTHOIICHUS TIOMEXKTY
uM. Hemio noseue, 00ChICHUTE CITOCOOM ce mpuiiaraT 0e3 3HauCHUE KaKBHU ca KOH-
KPETHUTE MOTHBHM Ha TIPEXBHPIUTEIIS HA B3EMAHETO, @ UMEHHO NIl Ype3 TO3U
aKT TOM 11U Ja M3BJIeue NKOHOMHUYECKa obiara 3a cebe cu Wiy yKeJlae Ja Haapu
JPyTO JIMIIE C TIPEXBBPICHOTO Oaro.

3acnmyxaBa J1a ce orOenexxu odade, 4e OIie Ha OTHOCUTEIHO PaHEH eTaml OT
CBOETO pa3BUTHUE, PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MIPABO YPEK/a MpaBuiIa, JOMYCKAIl CMSHATa
Ha KpEIUTOpa U TOraBa, KOraTo Ta3u CMsHa ¢ 00yCI0BeHa OT TOBa Ja Ce MPE0TBPa-
THU 3acsiraHe Ha MPAaBHUTE WHTEPECHU HAa HOBHSI Kpeautop. B oOxBara Ha MpUIIOK-
HOTO TI0JIC Ha TE3H MPaBUJIa MONAaT CIy4yau, P KOUTO CONUIAPEH JUTHKHUK WU
TPETO JIHIe, 00E3MEUNIIO TYKI0 3aIbJIKCHIE ChC 3aJI0T BbPXY CBOS BEIll, H3ITBJIHA
TOBa OTYACTH WJIH U310 YYXKAO 32 HETO 3a7biikeHne. C M3MbJIHEHUETO HA TOBA

3¢ Taka Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 272. B cbiust cmuchi 1 CaHpuiaunmo,
Uezape. Kypc pyuMcKoro 4acTHOTO Mpaga, IUT.ChY., €. 218, KOUTO ChINO MpueMa, ye Bb3IpruemMa-
HETO Ha denuntiatio BOAM 0 OTNa/laHe Ha actio directa v actio utilis.

7B to3u cmucha bazanos, MBan. Kypc mo puMcko mpaBo, IUT.ChY., ¢. 393—-394, KoiTO 13-
PUYHO MTOCOYBA, Ye €HAKBO MIPaBHO ACUCTBHE C denuntiatio IpUTEKaBa U YaCTUUHOTO IJIalllaHe
OT CTpaHa Ha JIBbKHUKA KbM HOBHUS KpEAUTOP. ABTOPHT OUEBUAHO HE MpUEMa pa30HpaHeTo 3a
YBEJAOMJICHHETO KaTo 3a €AUHCTBEHUS CIIOCO0, C KOWTO HOBHUAT KPEAUTOP MOXKE Ja ce 3aiuT. B
TO3W CMHUCHIJI € M3Ka3aHO W BMKIAHE B HOBaTa uTeparypa, Bk. Lokin, Johannes, Frits Brands-
ma, Corjo Jansen. Roman-Frisian Law of the 17" and 18" century. Berlin: Duncker & Hum-
blot, 2003, p. 95, KOUTO creNUATHO C OTJIE]] MPEXBBPIISTHE HA B3EMaHUATA 110 PUMCKOTO TIPABO
MpHeMar, 4ye 3a JIMIIaBaHe Ha IMbPBOHAYAIHMS KPEAUTOP OT MPAaBOTO Jia MPEIsBH MCK CpEIly
JUTBKHHKA, MOKE J1a TIOCITY KU BCSIKO OT CIIEIHUTE TP IEHCTBUSA, a IMEHHO denuntiatio, HACTBII-
BaHETO Ha [itis contestatio, KaKTO W YACTUYHOTO TUTAIIAHE OT JUTH)KHUKA HA HOBUS KPEIUTOP.
Bxx. u HoBuukmii, san, Usan Ileperepckmii. PuMmckoe yactHoe mpaBo, IUT.ChY., C. 348, kou-
TO pa3mIexXIar denuntiatio Kato ,,IOCIEIHATA CThIIKA B Pa3BUTHETO HA MHCTUTYTA (Oes.MOs —
Ha 1iecusiTa), 6e3 obade na nmpuemar, 4e actio utilis ornanaa.
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3aJIbJDKEHUE TPETOTO JIUIE C€ CTPEMH IPEIu BCUYKO J1a MOI00pU COOCTBEHOTO CU
IIPABHO ITOJIOXKEHUE U JIa 3aIlUTH CBOWTE MPABHU UHTEPECH .

B no-HOBO BpeMe, Ha OCHOBAaTa Ha PUMCKOIPABHUTE TEKCTOBE CE€ YTBbPK/IA-
Ba MHCTUTYTHT Ha CyOporamnusta, peiunupal U B ObIrapcKoTo MpaBo. 3acoyKaBa
Jla c€ U3ThKHE 00aue, ye ChIIECTBYBA 3HAUUTENIHA PAa3IuKa MEXIY MOHACTOSIIEM
JercTpaiara ooia npaBHa ypeabda Ha cyOporaiusita, Mpu KOSTO BCTHIIBAHETO B
mpaBaTa Ha yJOBJIETBOPEHUS KPEIUTOpP HACTBIBA ipso iure, Cbc caMus (HakT Ha
M3MBJIHCHUETO, U MTPaBWIaTa Ha pUMCKOTO 9acTHO mpaBo. @parmentute ot Corpus
luris Civilis pa3kpuBar, 4ye mogo0HO aBTOMAaTHIHO JICUCTBHUE € TTO-CKOPO M3KITFOUE-
HUE W MOXe Jia ObJIe OTKPUTO Hal-Beue NpH ius offerendi. I3BbH cioydante Ha ius
offerendi ¢ HeoOxonuMo TpaBara Jia ObJIaT MPEXBHPIICHU Ha JIMICTO, KOSTO M3IThJI-
HSIBA UYKJIOTO 3aIbJKEHUE, C OT/ACJICH JOTOBOP MEXKy HEro U Kpeauropa. Jlokon-
KOTO B TO3U CIy4ail cpejl MoIeKallluTe Ha MPEXBBPIISHE MpaBa MOXKeE J1a MMOIaJIHe
M CaMOTO B3€MaHe, OTJIETHOTO pa3IiexaaHe Ha ChbOTBETHUTE (PPAarMEeHTH JTOTIPH-
Hacs J]a C€ XBBPJIM CBETIMHA BBPXY IMpobiemMa 3a MPEXBHPIISTHETO HA B3EMaHUS B
PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPaBo.

4.1. Ius offerendi

Omte ot cpenara Ha I B. ci1. Xp. pUMCKOTO MPaBo ypekia MpearnoCTaBKUTE 3a
yIpaKHsIBaHE Ha ius offerendi, a *UMEHHO MPABOTO Ha TIOCIIEABAIIl 3JI0KEH KPeIH-
TOP Ja YAOBJICTBOPHU 3AJIOKEH KPEIUTOP OT MO-TPECH PE/l U Ja BCTHITH B HETOBOTO
3QJI0KHO MPpaBo. B To3m cityuail, BCTHIIBAHETO B TpaBaTa Ha yAOBICTBOPEHUS Kpe-
JUTOP HACTBIIBA ipso iure, ¢ pakTa Ha U3MIBIHEHUETO HA YYXKIOTO 3abKCHHUE.

PumMmckuTe TEKCTOBE pa3KpHuBaT HAJTMYHETO HA BE OCHOBHH Pa3HOBUIHOCTH Ha
ius offerendi®*. Bb3MOXHO €, Ha TbPBO MSICTO, TIOCICIBAIIMAT 3AJI0KEH KPEIUTOP
HapaBo J1a IIaTH 9yXA0TO 3aabikeHue. ChINo Taka, ius offerendi € mpu3HaTO U
Ha OHOBA JIUIIE, KOETO JIaBa HA JTHKHUKA Ha3aeM HY)KHUTE My TIapUYHU CPEIICTBA
3a M3IBJIHEHNE Ha 3aBbJDKEHUETO. BTopara pasHOBHIHOCT HaMHUpa MPUIIOKEHUE
Hali-Be4e ToraBa, KOraTo TPETOTO JIUIIE HE € Ha CBOM PeJl 3AJI0KEH KPEIUTOP, HO 32
HEro CHIIECTBYBAa MHTEPEC Jla ce€ CyOporupa B mpaBaTa Ha Kpeautopa. B mocnen-
HUS cliydail o0aue, 3a Ja Bb3HUKHE ius offerendi He € NOCTAThYHO 33IBIKEHUETO
Ja ObJe M3ITBIHEHO, Thi KaTO TPETOTO JIUIIE HAMA MPABHOTO Ka4eCTBO ,,3aJI0KCH
kpeautop“. [lopaau ToBa, P CKIIFOYBAHETO HA JIOTOBOPA 3a 3a€M, TPETOTO JIUIIE U

3% TakbB € CITy4asiT, KOraTo B MOJ3a Ha 00E3MEUYCHHUsS ChC 3aJI0T IBPBH IO PEi KPESITUTOP
€ yroBopeHo ius distrahendi, a IMEHHO TIPaBOTO Ja ObJE MpoAaeHa 3aJl0)KeHATa BEIll C e
VIIOBJICTBOPECHHE HA B3eMaHETO. B ciydail ue To3u KpenauTop He yhpakHsBa ius distrahendi,
UMYIIECTBEHUTE HHTEPECH HA BCEKH ITOCIIE/IBAII 3aJI0KEH KPEIUTOp I1e ObaaT 3acerHaT. Bxk.
no-noapoOHo Beneamkos, Iletko. BeThnBaHeTo B mpaBaTa Ha YIOBIETBOPEHUSI KPEIUTOP B
PUMCKOTO U OBITapCKOTO TpaxkaaHcko npaso. — [ox. CV. FOpua. dak., 33, 1938, c. 3-4.

3% Taka npuema Benemukos, [TeTko. BcThBaHeTo B mpaBata Ha yIOBICTBOPEHUS KPEIH-
TOP B PUMCKOTO U OBITapCKOTO IPpa)kIaHCKO IPaBo, IUT.CHY., C. 4.
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KPEIUTOPHT CIIeBa J1a C€ YTOBOPAT U3PHUYHO, Y€ 3aJI0KHOTO MPABO Ha YIOBICTBO-
PEHUSI KPEAUTOP I1ie Obe MPEeXBBhPIIeHO™.

B npaBHara JOKTpUHA JIUIICBA EAMHOAYIINE 1O BHIIPOCAa OTHOCHO oOeMa Ha
npaBara, B KOUTO BCTHIIBA TPETOTO JIKIIE, YIIPAXHUIIO ius offerendi. Hsixou mo-cra-
p¥ aBTOPH Ca CKJIOHHHU J1a TOJKPEITAT Pa3OUpaHeTO, Ue B TO3H CAyYail U3IIBJIHUIOTO
qyKJI0TO 33 IbJIXKCHHUE JIUIIC HE CaMO BCTHIIBA B 3aJI0KHOTO TPABO Ha YJOBJICTBOPE-
HUS KPEIUTOP, HO M MPHUI00KBa caMoTo B3eMaHe. Criope] TIX B CIIy4anuTe, KOraTo
TPETOTO JIMIIE M3IIBJIHUA YYXI0 3aTbJKCHUE, € HaUIE ,,Heo0XoauMa recus ! u
B3EMaHETO, 3a¢THO C 00E3MEUYECHUETO, HAITPABO MPEMUHABA Y TOBA TPETO JIUIIC.

JIpyru MpeicTaBUTENIM HA MpaBHATa JOKTPUHA KAaTo Y€ JIM Ca MO-CKIOHHU
Jla TIOAKPENT pa30UpaHeTo, Y€ M3IMBIHEHHUETO Ha 3aJbJDKCHHETO M300II10 HsIMa
peXBBPIUTENHO JeiicTBre. Cropes TxX, YIpaXHIBaHETO Ha ius offerendi uma 3a
MOCJIE/INIIA TIoTacsiBaHEe KAaKTO Ha CaMOTO B3eMaHe, TaKa M Ha yupeIeHUTe 00e3Ie-
yeHus. ChIIEBPEMEHHO, B 1M0JI3a Ha TPETOTO JIMIIE, M3IMBIHUIO YY>KIOTO 3a/bJI-
KECHHUE, Bb3HUKBA HOBO 3aJI0KHO MPABO, KOETO € W3IS0 HICHTUYHO C TOTaCeHOTO
3aJI0KHO MpaBo™*?.

Haii-ceTHe, m3ka3aHo € W pa3OMpaHeTo, Y€ YINPaXHIBAHETO Ha ius offerendi
BOJIM JI0 TPUEMCTBO €IUHCTBEHO MO OTHOIICHUE Ha 3aJI0)KHOTO MPaBo, HO HE U 110
OTHOIIICHHE Ha B3eMaHeTo®. ThKMO TOBa BMXIaHe 3aciykaBa moakpena. OCHOB-
HUST apryMEHT B HETOBa IMOJKPENa MOXKE Jia Ce MOThPCH B 0OCTOSTEICTBOTO, Ue
PUMCKHTE M3BOPH HE Pa3sKpPHBAT KaTO Bb3MOXKHA IMOCIICAMIIA OT YINPaKHSIBAHETO
Ha ius offerendi npexBBPISTHETO HA caMoTo B3eMane. OT Jpyra cTpaHa, HAJUIIC
ca peuiia CBUICTEICTBA, Y€ € Bhb3MOXKHO 00C3MEYMTEITHOTO MPABO Ja ObJIe Mpex-
BBPJICHO HE3aBUCUMO OT B3eMaHeTo, Hanpumep Dig 27.9.7.6%, xakro u C 8.17.1%.
Te3u pparmeHTH 1aBaT OCHOBAHKE HA HAKOU aBTOPH Jia IPUEMAT, 4€ KbM TO3H ETall

4 TTo-mompoOHO 3a Te3u Be Pa3HOBUIHOCTH BK. Benemnkos, [letko. BerbhnBaneTo B mpa-
BaTa Ha YJIOBJIETBOPEHUS KPEIAUTOP B PUMCKOTO M OBITapCKOTO IPa)<IaHCKO MPaBO, UT.ChU.,
c.5ucm

4 Taka Miihlenbruch, Christian. Die Lehre von der Cession der Forderungsrechte nach
den Grundlagen des Romischen Rechtes, Zweite Auflage, Greifswald, 1826, p. 455. HU3pa3sr,
KOWTO aBTOPBT M3MON3BA, € ,,notwendige Cession . 3acimyxaBa J1a ce oToenexxu odade, 4e aB-
TOPBT HE pasrpaHuyana ius offerendi n beneficium cedendarum actionum, KaTo HampaBo MpHE-
Ma, Y€ MPABHUTE MOCIEANIH OT U3ITBIHEHUETO Ha UY>K0TO 3abJDKCHHE BUHATH CE M3Pa3siBaT
B HACTBIIBAaHETO Ha ,,HeoOxomuma rnecus . KpuThka Ha m3pa3eHOTO pa3OupaHe OT CTpaHa Ha
Miihlenbruch Bx. y Benenukos, IleTko. BcThBaneTo B mpaBaTa Ha ylIOBICTBOPEHUS KPETUTOP
B PUMCKOTO U OBJITapCKOTO TPAXKAAHCKO MPABO, LIUT. ChY., C. 6—7, O6ei. mo muHust Ne 2.

2 3a ToBa pa3oupane BK. Benenukos, [Tetko. BcTeBaHeTo B mpaBara Ha yI0BJICTBOPCHUS
KPEIUTOP B PUMCKOTO U OBJITAPCKOTO TPAKIAHCKO MPABO, IUT.CHY., C. 6, Oell. mox uHus Ne 2.

4 TTak Tam, c. 7-9.

4, ... IPABOTO HA IBPBHS UMIOTEKAPEH KPEAUTOP MPEMHHABA BbPXY BTOPHUS .

45 B TekcTa ce TOBOPH 3a CIIydaid, MpH KOWTO MOCIIEBAI 3aJI0KECH KPEAUTOP MOXKE J1a TI0/10-
Opu CBOETO MPABHO MOJIOKEHHUE, KATO M3ITBIHH 33IbDKEHHETO Ha JTBKHUKA CIPSMO 3aTI0KEH
KPEeIUTOp C MPEAIIECTBAI PE.

251



OT CBOETO pa3BUTHE, PUMCKOTO ITPaBOCHh3HAHUE HE MPOBEXK /A JOKpail pa3OupaHeTo
3a aKIIECOPHUS XapaKTep Ha 00€3ICUNTETHUTE ITpaBa CIpPsSIMO B3eMaHETO™.

3acmykaBa Jja c€ U3ThKHE, Y€ Taka M3pa3eHOTO pa3dupaHe € BH3MPHUETO U B
Hali-HOBara TpaBHAa JOKTpHHA''. ABTOpHUTE MpUEMart, 4e YNPaKHSBAHETO HA ius
offerendi e npeaHa3HaYeHO MPEIU BCUYKO Ja MOAOOPH MPABHOTO IMOJOKEHUE HA
MOCIIE/IBALIMS 3AJI0KEH KPEIUTOP, KaTo upe3 M3MBIHEHHE HA YYKJOTO 3aIbJIKE-
HUE B 10132 Ha IIBPBHS IO PeJl 3AI0KEH KPEIUTOP, U3MBIHIIHAAT MOXKE Ja YIIPaXK-
HSIBA BCHYKU TPABOMOIIIHS, TIPOU3THYAIINA OT 3aJI0KHOTO MPABO, BKIIOUUTEIHO U
CpeILy IIbPBUS 0 PeJI 3AI0KEH KpeauTop™.

B 0006mienne Mmoxe 1a ce mpueme, ue ius offerendi € CBbp3aH C pa3BUTHETO
Ha BBIPOCA OTHOCHO MPEXBBHPIMMOCTTA HA MpaBaTa M300I10 B PUMCKOTO TMPABO.
Maxkap u hparMeHTHUTE OTHOCHO ius offerendi, cbabpXKaly ce B pPUMCKHUTE U3BO-
pH, 1a HE MO3BOJISIBAT MOIIbPKAHETO HA JOTMAaTHYHOTO OOSCHEHHE Ha HEroBara
IpaBHA CBHIIHOCT KaTo ,,HeoOXonuma IecHs, He MOXKe J1a UMa ChbMHEHHE, Y€ TO3U
WHCTHUTYT € CBUJICTEJICTBO 32 PA3BUTUETO HA PUMCKOTO MPABO U MO-CIEIUAITHO 32
MOCTETNIEHHOTO Bh3IIPUEMaHe Ha Bb3MOXKHOCTTA OIpe/iejeH! CyOeKTUBHH TpaBa Jia
CMEHST TUTYJISIPS CU YpE3 aKT inter vivos.

4.2. Beneficio cedendarum actionum

[Tpu3HaTara BH3MOXKHOCT B CiIy4ail Ha W3IIBIHCHHE Ha YYXKIO 33IbJDKEHUE
OIIpeIeIeHn CYOCKTUBHHU TIpaBa Jia CMEHST TUTYJSIPS CH MOXE Ja C€ OTKpHE U
IIpU JAPYT CBBP3aH C ius offerendi ”HCTUTYT Ha PUMCKOTO YaCTHO TPaBO, & UMCHHO
beneficio cedendarum actionum.

ChbabpiKaHUETO MY CE U3pa3siBa B TOBA, U€ HA U3IIBJIHUIHS TYKIOTO 33 TbJIKE-
HUE Cce MIPU3HABA MTPABOTO JIa UCKa OT MIPBHS KPEAUTOP MPEXBHPIISHETO HA MTpaBa-
Ta, MPOU3TUYAIIN OT CbOTBETHOTO MTPABOOTHOIIIEHUE, 8 UMEHHO Ha B3€MaHETO U Ha
YUpEACHHUTE ¢ OTJIe]] Ha HeTo o0e3eveHus. B 3aBUCUMOCT OT TOBa JIalld U3ITBIHU-
JIOTO YY>KAOTO 3aBJDKEHHE TPETO JIMIE UMa WM HsIMa TPABHOTO KAaue€CTBO COJIH-

4 Taka Beneankos, [IeTko. BcThiBaHEeTO B IIpaBaTa Ha yJOBJICTBOPEHUS KPEAUTOP B PHUM-
CKOTO U OBJTapCKOTO rPa’KJAaHCKO MPABO, IUT.ChY., C. 7.

47 Taka Emunds, Christian, Johann Harke. Das ius offerendi et succedendi de nachran-
gigen Pfandgldubigers. — In: Facetten des romischen Pfandrechts. Studien zur Geschichte und
Dogmatik des Privatrechts. Berlin/Heidelberg: Springer, 2015, p. 17-18.

®Ibid., p. 17 — ,,Seine Zahlung wird nicht etwa als Klagenkauf behandelt, sondern als
solutio. Als solche fiihrt sie zum Erloschen der persénlichen Forderung und nicht zu ihrem
Ubergang. Der Zweitgliubiger hat jetzt alle mit einem vollwertigen Pfandrecht verbundenen
Befugnisse und damit auch diejenigen, die zundchst dem Erstgliubiger zustanden. Er kann
die Pfandsache mit der actio Serviana von jedermann, und zwar jetzt auch vom Erstgldubiger,
herausverlangen und zur Befriedigung seiner Forderung verkaufen.
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JlapeH JUThKHUK, HSIKOU MTPECTAaBUTEIN Ha IPaBHATA JOKTPHHA ca CKIOHHHU Ja pa3-
TpaHUYaBaT JIB€ OCHOBHU Pa3HOBUIAHOCTH Ha beneficium cedendarum actionum®.

B mepBUs citydaii TUIle, KOSTO HE € CONIMIAPHO 3abDKEHO, H3ITBIHIBA Ty XK-
J0TO 3abiDKeHue. [1oHauano, mpaBHATa 3allyuTa Ha TOBA JIUIC HE € JOCTAThYHO
WHTCH3MBHA, HE3aBUCUMO OT HAJIMYUETO Ha MPU3HATATA MY Bh3MOXKHOCT J1a TIPEJIsi-
BU perpeceH UCK CPely ATbKHUKA, TPEABHU]I TOBA, Y€ TO YIIPAXKHIBA €HO HOBO CY-
OEKTHBHO MPaBO, BB3HUKHAJIO CIIE/l M3ITBIIHEHHE Ha YUY I0TO 3a1bJkeHne. Hapen ¢
TOBA, TIOTACUTETHUAT €(PEKT Ha U3MBIIHEHUETO €CTECTBEHO BOJIU | JI0 OTIA/IaHe HA
yapeneHuTe ooe3neueHus. Taka, ¢ OTlie] pErpecHOTO CH B3eMaHe, TPETOTO JIUIIC ©
xuporpadapeH KpeauTop, He3aBUCHMO Y€ U3ITBIIHEHOTO 3abJDKCHUE € OMTo 00e3-
neyeHo. 3a ga ObJie MPeooisiHA Ta3W HECIPABEJIUBOCT, MO BIUSHUE HA Tpaxk-
JAHCKUST 000pOT, PUMCKOTO MPaBO Ch3AaBa U beneficium cedendarum actionum,
KaTo OBJIACTSIBA TPETOTO JIUIIE J1a UCKa OT KPEOUTOpa MPEXBBPISIHE HA YYKIOTO
B3€MaHe U YUpeJCHHUTE 00C3MeUCHUTETHH paBa. 3acily’kaBa Jla ce OTOENeXH, ue
B YHHCOH C JPyT¥ Kay3UCTHYHU Pa3pelICHUs], pUMCKUTE IOPUCTU HE pa3riekaar
beneficium cedendarum actionum xaro enuaeH nHCTUTYT . HezaBuCcHMO OT TOBA,
TIOBEYETO MPECTABUTEIN Ha ChBPEMCHHATA MTPaBHA JOKTPUHA Ca CKIIOHHH J1a TIOJI-
KPETsIT pa30UpaHeTo, Ye BCHUKH OTJICITHUA XUIOTE3U Ca MPOSBICHUE HA €IMH OOII]
TPUHIIMII, KOWTO 1eJIN J1a N30erHe HeCTIPaBeNTUBUTE PA3PEIICHHS ' .

Taka, Bb3MOXXHOCTTA J]a KCKA MPEXBBPIISIHE HA CAMOTO B3€MaHE U Ha y4peze-
HUTE 00e3MeYeHHs € IPU3HATA Ha JUIIETO, KOETO € YTOBOPHIIO IPYTO JUIIE J1a Kpe-
JUTUPA JJTHKHUKA U BIIOCICICTBHIE € U3IIBIHKUIIO TOBA Uy 10 3aabkenue (Dig.

4 Taka Benenukos, [leTko. BerhnBaneTo B mpaBara Ha yAOBICTBOPEHHS KPEAUTOP IO
PUMCKOTO U TIO OBJITApCKO TPaXKIAHCKO MPaBo, IUT. Ch4., C. 13 u ci. pyru aBTOopHm obade He
HpOBEXkaT MoJ00HO pasrpannueHue. I1o-ckopo, Te mpuemMar, ue ¢ mpaBoTo Ja YIpaxHAT benefi-
cium cedendarum actionum pasmosiarar KakTo COJHIApHU JUTHKHHUITH, TaKa U JIWIA, KOUTO HS-
MarT ToBa IPaBHO KauecTBO. Bik. B To3u cMucha Marasinghe, M. L. An Historical Introduction
to the Doctrine of Subrogation: The Early History of the Doctrine 1. — In: Valparaiso University
Law Review, Fall 1975, vol. 10, Ne 1, p. 51-52. To3u nmoaxo/ € Bb3MPHUET U OT MPEACTABUTEITN
Ha TI0-HOBara JOKTpuHA, Taka von Koppenfels-Spies, Katharina. Die cessio legis. Tiibingen:
Mohr Siebeck, 2006, p. 39—40.

3% B To3u cmuchs von Koppenfels-Spies, Katharina. Die cessio legis, op.cit., p. 40 — ,,Es
gab auch kein allgemeines beneficium cedendarum actionum .

3! Taka u3puuno Benenukos, [Tetko. BcThBaHeToO B paBaTa Ha yJIOBICTBOPEHHS KPEIH-
TOP TI0 PUMCKOTO H IO OBIATAPCKO IPa)TaHCKO MPaBo, IUT.ChY., C. 17.

52 Bk, mo-moipoOHO 3a To3u ciyvaii Benenukos, [TeTko. BeThnBaHeTo B mpaBara Ha yj10-
BJIETBOPEHUS KPEJAUTOP IO PUMCKOTO U IO OBITrapcKo TpakIaHCKO MPaBo, UT.ChY., C. 15, Kbae-
TO aBTOPBHT HA30BaBa TPETOTO JIMIIE ,,MaHJAATECH MOPHUUTEN .
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46.1.13%, kakro u Dig. 17.1.28%*). Bce B T03U 1yX, HACTOWHUKBT, KOUTO HE € ChOpa
B3EMAaHETO Ha CBOSI IMYMIJI M € OWJI OCBHJACH Ja My IUIaTh OOE3IIETeHUE, MOXKE J1a
WCKa MPEXBBPIISTHE HA B3eMaHeTo Ha mynmia®. C momoOHa BB3MOXKHOCT pas3moiara
U TIepaybT HA YK JIPEXH, B CIy4ai ye Te Obaar oTkpaaHatu . ToBa JuIe Moxe
Jla UCKa OT TeXHHsSI COOCTBEHHUK Jla My NPEXBbpIU condictio furtiva. IIpexBbpis-
HETO Ha B3eMaHe € MPHU3HATO W Ha JICTIO3UTaps M KOMOJAATaps, KOUTO ca TUIATHIH
oOe3mieTeHne 3a U3ryOBaHETO Ha TpeAaneHuTe uM Bemu’'. Haii-ceTHe, nu3Bopure
paskpuBart, ue beneficium cedendarum actionum € IPU3HATO U HA KOPAOOTIPUTEKA-
TEJsI, KOWTO € TUIATHII O00E3IIeTeHUE 3a BpEANTe, MPUIMHECHN Ha COOCTBEHUKA HA
HATOBApEHUTE B Kopada Bemu ®.

B mpaBHara JOKTpHHA JUICBA SIWHOIYIINE OTHOCHO KOHKPETHHS TPAaBEH
Croco0, ¢ KOWTO MpaBara ce MPEXBBPIAT OT KPEIUTOpPa HA TPETOTO JIUIE, KOSTO
U3IBITHSBA YYKII0TO 3ab/DKEHHE. BCcruku ce 00enHsIBaT OKOJIO pa30UpaHeTo, ye

53 ChINIaCHO MPABHUIIOTO, U3PA3CHO B TO3H (PPArMEHT, aKo MO CUJIaTa Ha MAH/AT €IHO JIHIIE
naje HazaeM Ha THmwii AeceT mapudHy eIUHUII U BITOCIICCTBUE MPEeasiBH actio mandati cpenty
MaHJIaHTa, JIBKHUKBT THIMN HsIMa 1a c€ OCBOOOIH, HO MAHJAHTBHT e ObJIe OCHIEH, CAMO aKO
My OBbJaT MPEXBbPJICHH UCKOBETE Ha Kpenutopa cperty Tunmii. B opurunan: Si mandatu meo
Titio decem credideris et mecumi mandati egeris, non liberabitur Titius: sed ego tibi non aliter
comdemnari debebo, quam si actions, quas adversus Titium habes, mihi praestiteris.

3% TexcThT MpeABMKIA, Ye B TpeTa kuura Ha Quaestiones [lanuHuan e Kas3an, 4e KOraro
MaHJAHThHT IJIATH 33IbJDKCHUETO Ha JUTHKHHUKA, TOBA HE OCBOOOXKIAaBa JUThKHHMKA, ThH KaToO
MaHJAHTHT IUIaINa 3a ceOe CH, Mopaay HAJMYKUETO Ha JOTOBOP 3a MOPHUKA; C OIVIE] HA TOBA
PUMCKHST FOPUCT € MPHE, ue Ha MaHIaHTa TPsOBa Ja ce LEeAUpaT UCKOBETE CPEIy JThKHHKA.
B opurunan npasunoto tnacu: Papinianus libro tertio quaestionum ait mandatorem debitoris
solventem ipso iure reum non liberare (propter mandatum enim suum solvit et suo nomine) ideo-
que mandatori actions putat adversus reum cedi debere.

33 ..3aWomo Ko2amo HACMOUHUKDM 0Me06aps nped Nynuid, 3a0emo He € Npeosisul UCK
cpewy ONbIICHUKA MY, HUMO, KAmMOo ce 3anodne 0elo ¢ eOUHUsi O0m 08amama, Opyeusim ce oceo-
00o1coasa, HUMO, aKo 0CLOCHUAM HACMOUHUK NIAMU, MOBA HeWwjo OU NOA36ANL0 ONbICHUKA. MA U
00UKHOBEHO Ce Ka38a, ue mpsabea 0a ce 600u actio tutelage contraria, 3a 0a My yeoupa nynuivm
ucxkogeme cpewyy orvoichuyume ‘. 3momnssan csM npeBoaa Ha npod. Benenukos, momecteH B
Beneankos, [leTko. BcThnBaHneTo B mpaBaTta Ha YIOBISTBOPEHHUSI KPEAUTOP IO PUMCKOTO H 110
OBATApCKO TPAXkKITAHCKO MPABO, UT.CHY., C. 17.

36 Ako nepau unu kepnau uzeyou opexu u yooeiemeopu 3a mosa cobcmeeHuxa, coocmee-
HUK®BIM e ONbIICeH 0a Yeoupa BUHOUKayusma u KOHoukyuama 3a msx ‘. I3momnssai cbM npeBoa
Ha nipod. Benenukos, nomecten B Benenukos, [letko. BeThiBaneTo B mpaBara Ha yIOBIETBO-
PCHHS KPEITUTOP IO PUMCKOTO M 0 OBJIrapCcKo rpaXkIaHCKO MPaBo, IUT.ChY., C. 18.

3T IIpu actio depositi [unu commodati], maxap u eewyma oa ne e na auye nopaou dolus na
NPOMUBHUKA, NPAKMUKYBA Ce€ 0a Ce NOMA2a HA 0CbOEHUsI MAKA, Womo cOOCMEEHUKbM 0d MY ye-
oupa ucxkoseme cu ‘. T1o moBoJI Ha TO3H ()parMeHT B JOKTPUHATA Ce OTOEIISI3Ba, Ue B CIIyYasl € Ha-
JIMIIE TIO-CKOPO MPEXBBPIISHE HAa COOCTBEHHUECKH MCK, OTKOJIKOTO Ha B3eMaHe. Bik. BeHeaukos,
[Tetko. BerpnBaHeTo B mpaBara Ha YAOBIETBOPEHUSI KPETUTOP MO PUMCKOTO H MO OBITAPCKO
IpaXIaHCKO TPaBo, IUT.CHY., C. 18—19, 6emn. mox muHMs No 2.

38 Bak. mo-noapo6Ho Benenukos, [1. BcThiBaneTo B paBara Ha yJOBICTBOPSHUS KPEIH-
TOP TIO PUMCKOTO U TI0 OBJTApCKO TPaKIAHCKO MPaBO, IHUT.ChY., . 17-19.
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TO3U aKT € inter vivos W MPaBHUTE MOCIEANIIA HACTHIIBAT MO CHJIaTa Ha JOTOBOD,
CKJIIOUYEH MEXy KpPEeauTopa U TPETOTO JUIE MPEAH MOCIECTHOTO Ja € U3IIBIHHIIO
3a1bJKCHNETO>. HSIKOM 1o-CcTapu aBTOPHU OTOCIIS3BAT IO TO3H TIOBO/I, Y€ JKEITAHUST
NPaBEH pe3yJdTar ce MOCTUTa upe3 procuratio in rem suam®, KaTro TOBa BUXKIaHE
¢ BB3MPHUETO U B MojicpHarTa npaHa qokTpuHa®'. C qpyru 1yMu, HE3aBUCHUMO Y€ B
O0OCBJICHHUTE TIO-TOPE XUIOTE3H JIUICBA CHITMHCKO MPEXBBPIIUTEITHO ACHCTBHUE I10
OTHOILIEHHE Ha CaMOTO B3€MaHE U Ha yUpEICHUTE 00e3MEeUeHUsI, PUMCKOTO IPaBO
Ha TIPaKTHKa JIOMyCKa CMsSHATA HA TUTYJISIPS Ype3 MO3HATHS KbM TO3HU €Tall IIpaBeH
crioco0, a UMEHHO procuratio in rem suam.

B nHaii-ronsiMa cTeneH JOMyCTUMOCTTA 3a MPEXBHPIIIHE HA B3EMAaHUS TIPU U3-
I'BJIHCHUE HA 33IBJDKEHUETO OT TPETO JIUIE MOXKe J1a ObjIe OTKpOEHa B CIIy4auTe,
Koraro beneficium cedendarum actionum ce ynpaxHsiBa OT COJIMJIAPEH JIbKHUK.
KakTo e u3BecTHO, Npu CoMIapHUTE 3aabJIKEHUs [itis contestatio, N3BbPIIEHO OT
CTpaHa Ha €IUH OT COJMJAPHUTE AIBKHUIIM, BOAMU 10 OCBOOOXKaBaHE Ha OCTa-
HaJuTe CHhIIBKHUIM. B TakbB ciydail, beneficium cedendarum actionum HsiMa
Kak ga ObJe yIpaKHEHO, ThH KaTo B3eMAaHETO € MOoraceHo. 3a Ja m30eTHaT TO3U
HECIIPaBEAJIMB PE3yTaT U 3a Ja MPEeIOCTaBAT MpaBHA 3allUTa HA UHTEPECHUTE Ha
W3ITBIHWINAS COJIMIAPEH JUThKHUK, PUMCKUTE FOPUCTH YTBBPIKIaBaT pa3oUpaHeTo,
4ye W3BBPIIICHATA OT CTpPaHa Ha JIMIETO MPECTaIlUs MPEICTaBIsABa HE M3IIBIHCHUE
Ha 3aJIbJDKEHUETO, a BCHIIHOCT € MOKYyIHA IIeHa, Jb/DKAMa TIpU Mpojaxoara Ha
B3emaHero. CortacHo Dig. 46.1.36, koeamo kpedumopvm uma eour ONbIHCHUK U
HAKOJIKO NOPbLYUMEIs, NOAYYU USNBIHEHUEe Om eOUH Om NOpbYUmenume u my npex-
8bPIIU UCKOGEMeE CU, OU MO0 0d ce M8bPOU, e NPEXEbPIAHEemO HA UCKOgeme e Hul-
WOIHCHO, OOKOJIKOMO KPeOUumopwvm e YO081emBOpeH U Ype3 U3NbIAHEHUENO 6CUUKU
(ITBKHUKBT U OCTAHAIIUTE MOPBHUUTENH — OCI.MOS) ca 0C80O00eHU, 0bate mosa
He e maka, OOKOJIKOMO MOl He camo e NOAYYUL NAPUYHAMA CyMA Kamo niaujane
HA 3a0bJIXHCEHUEMO, HO U 8 ONpeoeleH CMUCHI e npodai ezemanento (IMOa4.Moe;
poJaj Ha MOPBHUMTEINS — OCT.MOSI) U nopaou mosea mou 8ce owje pa3nonaza C uc-
Kogeme u Modice 0a 2u npexevpisi®.

% C 1en J1a OBHUIIAT CIIPABEIIMBOCTTA B 000POTA, B OTICIIHU CIyYal PUMCKUTE FOPUCTH
NpU3HABAT BE3MOXKHOCT 32 TIPEXBHPIISTHE HA MpaBara U CJIe/l H3ITbIIHEHNE Ha 3aIbIHKEHHETO OT
CTpaHa Ha TPETOTO JIHIe. 3a TAX BXK. Mo-noaipooHo Benemukos, [Tetko. BeThnBaneTo B mpaBara
Ha YIOBJICTBOPEHHUS KPEIUTOP IO PUMCKOTO ¥ TI0 OBJITapCcKo IpaskJaHCKoO MPaBo, UT.ChY., C. 18.

% Taka Buckland, William. A Text-Book of Roman Law. From Augustus to Justinian,
Cambridge: At the University Press, 1921, p. 445.

6! Bx. Zimmermann, Reinhard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit., p. 134.

62 Ha naruncku e3uk Dig. 46.1.36 mmacu: Cum is qui et reum et fideiussores habens ab
uno ex fideiussoribus accepta pecunia praestat actions, poterit quidem dici nullas iam esse, cum
ssum perceperit et perceptione omnes liberati sunt. Sed non ita est: non enim in solutum accipit,
sed quodammodo nomen debitoris vendidit, et ideo habet actions, quia tenetur ad id ipsum, ut
praestet actions.
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Cpen aBTopuTe npeodiaaaBa pazdoupaHeTo, ye To3u (pparMeHt ypexaa Qpuk-
1Usl, U3passBaila ce B TOBA, Y€ M B3EMAaHUATA MOrar Ja ObJaT OOEKT Ha MOKYTI-
Ko-tiponax06a®. J[pyru mpepcTaBuTeNn Ha TIO-CTapara JOKTpUHA 00ade Karo 4e Jin
HE Ca CKJIOHHHM J1a CE€ MPUCHEIUHAT KbM TaKa U3PA3€HOTO BUKIAHE U IPUEMAT, Y€ B
Cilyyasi HAMa OCHOBAHHE 3a ONpeieNisiHe Ha MPaBUIIOTO Karo ¢ukius. Cropen Tsx,
IpELieHKaTa OTHOCHO ChIbPKAHUETO HA MMPABHUTE MOCIEIUIM € 00yCclIOBEHa IIpe-
JI1 BCHYKO OT HAMEPEHHUETO HA JINLIETO, U3ITBIHUIIO YyKI0TO 3abJKEHHE. BuaHO
oT uzpazeHoro B Dig. 46.1.36, npu 3aruiainiane Ha mapuyHa CymMa, paBHa Ha pa3Mepa
Ha 3aJbJDKCHUETO Ha JIBXHUKA, TPETOTO JULE HAMAa HaMEpEHHUeE Ja IOoracu TOBa
3ajbiokeHne. To 3aruiaia 3albJDKeHUETo He solvendi causa, a ¢ HaMepeHue ToBa
B3€MaHe J1a MPOJIbKM Ja ChIIECTBYBA U BIOCIEICTBHE, 10 CUJIaTa Ha YTOBOPKA C
KpenuTopa, 1a My ObJie IPEXBbPIICHO, 3a€/IHO ¢ 00E3MEUCHUATA U HCKOBETE .

CrpyBa Mu ce, ye pa3ObupaHeTo, KOeTo He 00sicHsIBa mpaBmiioTo Ha Dig. 46.1.36
KaTo QuKIus, cienBa 1a Obje noakpeneno. OOCTOATENCTBOTO, Y€ PUMIISTHUTE J10-
MycKaT MpH OMPEICTICHU MPEANOCTaBKH TPETOTO JIMIIE Ja MPUA0O0ME B3€MaHETO
gpe3 I0rOBOP 3a MOKYIKO-TPOoaak0a, ce MOTBbPIKAaBa U OT APYru (PparMeHTH OT
Hurecture, nanpumep Dig. 46.3.76, cprimacHo koiito MogecTiH npuema, 4e ako e
YTOBOPEHO MPEIN U3MBIHEHUETO UCKOBETE J1a ObJIaT MPEXBBhPICHH, TNIATEHOTO OT
CTpaHa Ha TPETOTO JIULIE ,,u327exc0a Kamo Oa e 1IeHaTa 3a MPEXBbPIISHE Ha UCKO-
Bete®. B Tasm Bpb3Ka 3aciyxaBa jaa ce otoenexw, de omie npe3 XVII Bek Hskou
XOJIAHJICKM XyMaHUCTH Ca MOJKPEITUIIN TaKa U3JI0KEHOTO pa3doupane®®.

8 Ye B ciyyas ¢ Hanuie QUKIUSA KaTo 4ye jid nprueMa Zimmermann, Reinhard. The Law
of Obligations, op.cit., p. 135, KOHTO TBpPCH MOJIKPENa 3a TOBA CTAHOBHUIIE B HAKOH (pparmMeHTH,
Haii-Beue B Dig 46.1.36, Kb1€TO pUMCKHUTE FOPUCTH U3PUIHO MTOCOYBAT, Y€ B3EMAHETO ,,B OTIpe-
JlenieH cMUchi (quodammodo) ce nmpoaasa. Toa BMXKaaHE ce CIIOJENS U B TIO-CTapara JOKTPH-
Ha, BK. Marasinghe, M. L., An Historical Introduction to the Doctrine of Subrogation, op.cit.,
p. 61 — ,,The Romans overcame this difficulty by regarding the payment as the price for the sale
of the cedents rights to the cessionary “.

¢ Taka Benemukos, [leTko. BeThnBaHeTo B mpaBara Ha YAOBICTBOPEHHS KPEIUTOP IO
PUMCKOTO U TIO OBJITapCKO TPAKIAHCKO TIPABO, IUT.ChY., . 22—23, 6eir. o muHus Ne 2.

6 B opurunan npaBuiaoto raacu: Modestinus respondit, si post solutum sine ullo pacto
omne, quod ex causa tutelage debeatur, actiones post aliquod intervallum cessae sint, nihil ea
cession actum, cum nulla actio superfuerit.

% Bx. van der Sande, Johan B Tractatus de Actionum Cessione & de Prohibita rerum
Alienatione. TpyabT € HanMCaH Ha JIATUHCKH e3uK npe3 1623 1. [IspBara yacT ot Tpyna e npere-
neHa Ha anruiicky e3uk oT P.C. Anders — A Commentary on Cession of Actions, Grahamstown,
Cape Colony, African Book Company Ltd., 1906, xoiiTo cbM u u3nomssain. Ha c. 132 e moco-
4eHo, Y€ ,,...as often as an express agreement about cession of actions has preceded payment,
or it has been tacitly understood that the creditor should furnish the actions upon receipt of the
money, then, without doubt, even after payment, cession may rightly be effected; for after receipt
of the money the creditor’s actions still remain intact, and the amount paid is considered as the
price of the assignment of the action“. KakTto € BHIHO, aBTOPBT HEJABYCMHUCIICHO TIpHEMa, 4e
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Maxkap u ¢parmeHTuTe OTHOCHO ius offerendi n beneficium cedendarum
actionum TPaJUIIMOHHO JIa C€ Pa3IVIeKIaT OT CICIBAIIUTE MOKOJICHUS YUYCHH KaTo
4acT OT HICTOPUUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHE HA MHCTUTYTA HA CyOporanusta, Obp3usT morjien
BBpPXY TEKCTOBETE pa3KpHBa, Y€ T€ HECbMHEHO OKa3BaT BIMSHHUE U BHPXY MpoIleca
IO JIOMyCKaHEe Ha MPEeXBbPIMMOCTTA Ha B3eMmaHusTa. Hemo moBede, BCThIIBaHE-
TO B IIpaBaTa Ha YIOBJIETBOPEHHS KPEIUTOP CHOPEN PHUMCKOTO YACTHO MPAaBO IO
NPaBUJIO HE HACTHIIBA HEMOCPEACTBEHO C (paKkTa Ha U3IMIBIHEHUETO HA UYKIOTO
3a]bJKCHUE, a 110 CHJIaTa Ha OTACIICH JIOTOBOP ¢ Kpeaurtopa. [IpaBu BneuarieHue,
Ye aKTOBETE, C KOUTO CE€ MOCTHUTa LEICHUST WKOHOMUYECKU pPEe3yaTaT, a UMEHHO
npoMsiHaTa Ha TUTYJSPs Ha TpaBaTa, ca CbOTBETHO procuratio in rem suam U mpo-
naxo6a. ToBa 06cTOATENICTBO OM MOTJIO HA TIPBB MOV Ja TOBEAC 10 MO IbpiKaHe
Ha pa30upaHeTo, Y€ B PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPaBO BCTHIIBAHETO B MpaBaTra Ha YI0-
BJIIETBOPEHUSI KPEAUTOP MOXE Jla C€ pa3miekaa Karo 4acT OT MPHIIOKHOTO IOJie
Ha IecHsITa, Hali-Beue TpeaBUI 00CTOATEICTBOTO, Y€ 3a JIa C€ MIOCTUTHE CMSHA Ha
KpPEeIUTOopa, Ce M3MOJI3BAT OOIIUTE MPaBHU CIIOCOOU 3a TOBA, YPEICHH B PUMCKUATE
M3TOYHHIM. Bece mak Mu ce cTpyBa, 4e moqoOHO pazOupaHe TPyTHO MOXKE Ja ce
nonabpka. He crmensa ma ce mpeHeOperBa oOCTOATENCTBOTO, Y€ NpH beneficium
cedendarum actionum cMAHaTa Ha KpeauTOopa € 00yClIOBEHA MPEIU BCUUKO OT Ch-
00pakeHHs 3a CIPABEATUBOCT B IPAXKIAHCKHS 000POT U OT HEOOXOAUMOCTTA Ja ce
3alIUTAT IPABHUTE HHTEPECH Ha TPETO JIMIIE, TaKa Y€ TO J1a He MPeThpIu HeoOoC-
HOBAHO 3acsiTaHe Ha CBOS TATPUMOHHUYM.

[TonoOHO choOpaxkeHHE HE MOXKE Aa ObJie OTKPUTO MPHU APYTUTE MpPaBUIA,
MOCBETEHU Ha MPEXBBPISHETO HA B3E€MaHHUS B PUMCKOTO 4acTHO mpaBo. ChIIo
Taka, ThKMO 3a Jla 3alUTAT TOBA TPETO JIUIIE, PUMCKUTE FOPUCTU MY MPEIOCTABST
BB3MOXKHOCTTA JIa PUHYAHN KPEAUTOPA J1a My IPEXBBPIIH MpaBaTa CU CPeIry ATbK-
HUKa, [IPeId Ha CBOM pell 1a U3IIBJIHU UyKI0TO 3abibkenue. [lorenst Ha Monep-
HUS IUBUJIMCT MOJKE JIa OTKpUE CBOEOOpa3Ha XUIIOTe3a Ha IPUHY/A 32 JOTOBAPSIHE,
3akperneHa B Dig 46.1.17. [lonobHa nHTEH3UBHA 3aKpuJia Ha MPAaBHUTE UHTEPECU
Ha TPETOTO JIUIIE, JOMOTBAIIO CE€ Ja MpHUI00He B3eMaHETO, € Uy)K/a Ha O0IIuTe
MpaBUJIa OTHOCHO MPEXBBPIISTHETO HA B3E€MaHHUs B PUMCKOTO MPaBo.

He3aBucuMO OT ChIIECTBYBAIIUTE pa3Iuyusi, HE MOXKE Jla CE€ OTpeue, 4ye WH-
CTUTYTUTE Ha cyOporamusta u IecusTa CIoACIAT 001 UCTOPUUECKU KOPEH U 4e
THKMO HEOOXOIMMOCTTA J1a C€ MPEBH/IN aJIEKBAaTEH CII0co0 3a BCTHIIBAHE HA TPETO
JIWIIEe B TIpaBaTa Ha yAOBJIETBOPEHUS KPEIUTOP CIIOCOOCTBA U 33 MO-HATATHUTHOTO
pa3BUTHE HA TPaBUJIaTa OTHOCHO MPEXBHPIUMOCTTA HA B3EMAHHSATA.

cymMmara, miarcHa OT TPETOTO JIHIEC, € MOKYIIHATa LICHA, HaCpCliHaTa NpecTauusa 1mo JOTroBopa 3a
noxynxo-npoz[axc6a M HE CJI€ABa Jia C€ ONPCACIIA KaTO U3IIbJIHCHUC HAa TYXKI0TO 3aAbJIDKCHUC.
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5. OxkoHYATEJTHOTO NPU3HABAHE HA IPEXBbPJIUMOCTTA HA B3eMAHUSATA B
CJIEAKJIACHYECKOTO NPaBo

Kakto e BUIHO, YCIOXKHSIBAHETO HA OOIIECTBEHO-MKOHOMUYECKUTE OTHOIIIE-
HUSL B PUMCKOTO OOIIECTBO BOIU, MEXKIY APYroTO, H O MOTPEeOHOCTTA Ja ce J0-
MyCHE CBOOOJHATA MPEXBHPIMMOCT Ha B3eMmaHusTa. HezaBucuMo ot ymorpebara
Ha MOHATHETO ,,yecus’ B PUMCKUTE TEKCTOBE®’, cTpyBa MU C€ BEPOSTHO B TO3HU
KbCEH €Tal OT Pa3BUTHETO Ha MPABOTO, PUMIIIHUTE Ja Ca ChUeTaju JI0TOBOpa 3a
MOKYTKO-TIpoiaXk0a ¢ denuntiatio, 3a 1a TOCTUTHAT MPEXBBPIUTEITHUS €PEKT 1O
OTHOIIIEHHE Ha B3eMaHeTo. CBUIETENICTBO 3a TOBA MOXKE Ja CE€ OTKPUE B HSKOJKO
tekcta ot Corpus luris Civilis. Taka nanpumep, Tutyn 41 ot Kaura 8 na FOctunu-
anoBus Koxekc, ozarnmaBeHn De novationibus et delegationibus, Cbabpka IpaBUIIO-
to Ha C.8.41.1%, koeTo mpeaBmxIa, ue ,,.../lenecayus modice 0a ce u38bpui camo
CbC cvenacuemo u cied 0adeHo obewjanue 3a Mmoea om CMpaHa HA ONBHCHUKA.
LIpooasxcbama na edno ezemane (nogu.Moe — 0eil. Mosi.), obaue, ce u3gbpuia He3
cvenacuemo u 3HaHuemo Ha OH3U, Cpeuy KOUumo we ce npemeHoupa mosea 83ema-
He' (MMa ce TPEIBHUI THKHUKBT — O€J1. MOs).

[Tomo6en u3pas, Makap U B KOHTEKCTa Ha BCTHIIBAHETO B IpaBaTa Ha YOBIIET-
BOPEHHUS KPEIAUTOP, CE€ OTKPHBA BBB Beue 00chaeHus pparment ot urectute Dig.
46.1.36, cbIIIaCHO KOUTO, KO2amo Kpeoumopsm uma eOur ONbHCHUK U HAKOIKO NO-
pvuumens, noay4u UNvIHeHue om eOur Om nopvyumenume u My nNpexeopiu UCKo-
geme cu, Ou Moo 0a ce mevpou, 4e NpexsvpisiHemo HA UCKOGeme € HUUOIHCHO,
OOKOJIKOMO Kpeoumopvm e y008IemeOpeH U upe3 USHbIHEHUemo 6cuyky (IIbxK-
HUKBT U OCTAaHAJIUTE MOPBUUTETH — OET.MOsI) ca 0c60600enu; obave mosa He e
maxa, 0OKOIKOMO MOU He CamMo e NOAYYUL NAPYHama cyma Kamo niaujane Ha 3a-
ObJIICEHUEMO, HO U 8 ONpedelieH CMUCHI e npodall 83emaneno (TI04.MO€; TPOIAT
Ha MOPBUUTENS — OCJI.MOSI) U nOpadu mosea moi 6ce ouje pasnoiaza ¢ uckogeme u
Modice 0a 2u npexsopii®.

Jpyr npumep, CBUAETEICTBAIL, Y€ € JOIYCTUMO OTJAEIHOTO MPEXBbPIISIHE HA
B3€MaHe, Makap U MPU3HATO YPEACHO Cpel MpaBuiaTa OTHOCHO MpojaxkOara Ha

67 Ha ToBa oOpbiia BuuManue Zimmermann, Reihard. The Law of Obligations, op.cit.,
p. 63, 6en. mox muHus Ne 212, KbI€TO aBTOPBT IIUTHPA YacT OT npasmioro Ha C.5.12.31, cbabp-
’Kalo u3pasa ,,actiones per cessionem tranferrre®.

%8 B HsKoM M3BOpH, Haii-Beue B MPEBOJHATA JIUTEPATypa, TO3H TEKCT € HOMEPUPAH KaTo
C.8.42.1. B opurunan, nmpaBwioro miacu Imperator Alexander Severus: Delegatio debiti nisi
consentiente et stipulanti promittente debitore iure perfici non potest: nominis autem venditio et
ignorante vel invito eo, adversus quem actiones mandantur, contrahi solet. * ALEX. A. QUINTIANO
ET TIMOTHEO. *<A 223 PP. V IDIG. FEBR. MAXIMO IT ET AELIANO CONSS.>

% Ha naruncku e3uk Dig. 46.1.36 mmacu: Cum is qui et reum et fideiussores habens ab
uno ex fideiussoribus accepta pecunia praestat actions, poterit quidem dici nullas iam esse, cum
ssum perceperit et perceptione omnes liberati sunt. Sed non ita est: non enim in solutum accipit,
sed quodammodo nomen debitoris vendidit, et ideo habet actions, quia tenetur ad id ipsum, ut
praestet actions.
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HaclIeACTBO ’, MOXKE J1a ObJIe OTKPHUT B TEKCTOBETE, IIOCBETCHH HA TO3U MHCTHUTYT, a
umenHo Dig. 18.4 — De hereditate vel actione vendita’.

Karo mexauHeH M3Boa MOXE Jla ¢€ TpHUeMe, Y€ PUMCKOTO MPaBO HM3BBPBSBA
JBJIBT TIBT OT KaTeropuyHaTa HEMPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha B3EMAHETO O BB3MOKHOCTTA
TO J1a ObJIe MPEXBBPISHO U inter vivos. CTpyBa MU ce 00aye, ue KaTo 4e JIM B HUKOU
eTar OT Pa3BUTHETO Ha TO3H MPOIIEC, MPEXBHPIUTEIHUAT €(DEKT 10 OTHOIICHHE Ha
B3€MaHETO HE HACTHITBA aBTOMATUYHO C IIOCTUTAHETO HA ChITIACHE MEXKIY CTPAHUTE.
Heobxonnmo € u3BBpIIBaHETO HA APYTO JOMBIHUTEIHO IEUCTBHE, KATO HAIIPUMED
MpeIsBsIBaHE Ha MCK, a BIIOCJICACTBUE YBEIOMSIBAaHE HA JUTHKHUKA 32 MPEXBHPIISTHE-
T0. THKMO TIOpaJ I TOBA, HAKOM MPEACTABUTEIN Ha (ppEeHCKATa JTOKTPUHA BH3IPH-
emar denuntiatio KaTto AOMBJIBAI] eleMeHT. KyMynaTuBHOTO NPUTIOKEHHUE HA TE€3U
JIBA MHCTUTYTA ,,[TIOYTH JOOMIKaBa* pUMCKOTO MPABO J0 MOJEPHOTO pa3pericHue
OTHOCHO 1iecusTa’®. ChlllecTBeHATa pa3jinka MeX/1y IpaBuIaTa OTHOCHO HPEXBbP-
JMMOCTTA Ha B3€MaHWMsI OT JbPXKABUTE B POMAHCKUS MPaBEH KPbI, OT €IHA CTpaHa,
U PUMCKOTO MPaBo, OT Apyra CTpaHa, MOXKE Jia C€ OTKpHUE B OOCTOSATEIICTBOTO, Ue
CBhbBPEMEHHOTO 3HA4YEHUE Ha denuntiatio € Aa MPOTHUBOIIOCTABU HA JTBHKHUKA U Ha
BCUYKH TPETH JIUIIA MPABHUTE TOCIICIUIIA Ha BEUC M3BBPIICHOTO MPEXBHPIISTHE HA
B3EMaHETO, JIOKaTO B PUMCKOTO IPaBO YBEAOMJICHHUETO HA JUTHKHUKA Ha MTPaKTHKA
€ 3aBBPIIBALIUAT €JIEMEHT OT (PaKTUIECKHUS ChCTaB IO MPEXBBPISIHETO, KOUTO B HS-
KaKBa CTETNICH HAIIOMHS fraditio Ipyu JJOTOBOPA 3a TMOKYITKO-TTPOIaK0a Ha BEIIIH.

" Hsixon aBTOpU M3PUYHO MPUEMAT, Y€ TPEXBHPIMMOCTTA HA B3EMAHUATA CE € 3apoIiiia B
MIPABOOTHOIICHUATA, TPOU3TUYIAIIH OT HACICICTBEHOTO MpaBo. Ts1 e Omma o0yciioBeHa OT HE00X0-
JMMOCTTA ITPHU MPoJIakOaTa Ha HACJIEACTBO BhPXY KyITyBaua Ja PEeMUHAT B3EMaHUsTA U 33bJDKE-
nusita. Hounkuii, san, an Ileperepckmii. Pumckoe yacTHOe paBo, MUT.ChY., C. 348.

"I Taka Hanpumep, npaBuwiioto Ha Dig. 18.4.2.8 ypexaa Bb3MOXKHOCTTA Ja C€ IPEXBBPIISAT
HE caMO B3eMaHWsl, HO W 3aJb/DKCHHS. 3aciTy)kaBa Jia ce TIoCo4H W mpaBmwioro Ha Dig. 18.4,
ChIJIACHO KOETO MPOJaBaybT HE OTTrOBapsl 3a IJIATEKOCIOCOOHOCTTA Ha JUTHKHHKA, a CaMo 3a
00CTOATENICTBOTO, Y€ TOH € JUThKHUK (T.€. 4e TIPEXBBPIICHOTO B3eMaHe ChIecTByBa). Kakro ce
BUKJIa, U TYK TIPU MPEXBHPIISTHE HA B3EMaHUs C€ M3ION3Ba MOKYIMKO-TIponaxoara. Bmpouem,
HE3aBHCUMO Y€ ypeX/a 4acTeH Cllydail, MU ce CTpyBa, Y€ LIUTHPAHOTO MPABHIIO MOXE J1a ce
npreMe 3a mbpBooOpasza Ha pasnopendara Ha wi. 100, an. 1 u 2 or 3akoHa 3a 3aIbIKEHUSTA
U JIOTOBOPHUTE, CHIVIACHO KOSITO aKO MPEXBBPIISHETO € Bb3ME3IHO, KPEIUTOPBT OTrOBaps 3a Chb-
IIECTBYBAHETO HAa B3EMaHETO 10 BpeMe Ha MPEeXBBPIsSHETO. Tol He OTroBaps 3a IUIATEkKOCIO-
CcOOHOCTTA Ha JUTKHHKA, OCBEH aKO C€ € 3abJDKWII 32 TOBA, U TO CaMo JI0 pa3Mepa Ha OHOBA,
KOETO € TOIYYrJI CPEIIy MOTYYSHOTO B3EMaHe.

2 U3pa3bT ¢ Ha Macqueron, Jean. Histoire des Obligations, op.cit., p. 396 —,,4vec la proc-
uratio in rem suam, complétée par la denuntiatio, le droit romain était arrivé a peu prés a notre
systeme moderne, tel qu'il résulte de l'art. 1690 C.C. . 3acmyxaBa aa ce oTOenexu odade, e
HsiKoU (ppeHCKH aBTOpH, KaTo XKan Jloma, pa3miexaar yBeJOMICHUETO (signification) KaTo €KBH-
BAJICHT Ha traditio TIpu TOTOBOPA 3a MOKYIKO-Ipoax0a 1 MpHeMat, 4ye MpeXBbPIISTHETO Ha B3e-
MaHe ChII0 C€ U3BBPIIBA Upe3 Mpoaax0a, Thil KaTo B3eMaHeTo € Oe3TenecHa Bel. [1o-moapooHo
Bk. y Kdmper, Lukas. Forderungsbegriff und Zession, p. 49.
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HeszaBucuMO OT Te3u pa3inuusi, Bb3MOKHOCTTA 32 IPEXBBPIISIHE HA B3eMaHUsI
B PUMCKOTO IIPaBO Clie/iBa Jia ce mpu3Hae’. HacrosmmsaT o0l nperien Ha HCTo-
PHYECKOTO Pa3BUTHE Ha CIIOCOOUTE 3a MPEXBBPIISIHE HA B3EMaHUsI pa3KpHBa, ue B
KpaiiHa CMEeTKa Te Ce TOJIBEXKIAT O] PeXKHMA Ha MOKYITKO-ITPOJak0aTa, JOKOJIKOTO
B U3BOPUTE TPAHHO Ce TOBOPH 3a ,,[TpoIaXk0a Ha B3eMaHHUsTa 4,

6. JIuncara na pactum de non cedendo B puMCKOTO YacTHO Npaso. Jpy-
T4 IPABHM CIOCO0M 32 3a1MTA HA HHTEPECHTE HA T KHUKA

Ha cnexBamio MscTo, pUMCKOTO MPaBO HE YpekJa OTAETHA YyrOBOpKa 3a He-
NPEXBBPIUMOCT Ha B3eMaHETO (pactum de non cedendo), Thii KaTo OT MoJ00HA
KJlay3a KaTo 4ue JId He € ChUIECTBYBaJia MOTPeOHOCT. B mpoabinkeHne Ha ABABT

3 3acmykaBa J1a ce OTOCNEXKH, Y€ UMa HEMAIIKO aBTOPH, KOUTO CIOACIST MPOTUBOIIOIOXK-
HUs Bb3MIeA. Taka Hampumep, Ranieri, Filippo. Europdisches Obligationenrecht. Wien, New
York: Springer, 2009, p. 1183, npuema, 4e HE3aBUCHUMO OT HAJTUYHUETO HA actio utilis u denun-
tiatio, ciopesi pUMCKOTO MPABHO pa3OMpaHe TUTY/SP Ha B3EMAaHETO € CaMO I'bPBOHAYATHHAT
Kkpenutop. Bce mak, aBTopbT mpH3HAaBa, Y€ YBEAOMIIEHHETO OT CTPaHAa HAa HOBUS KPEAUTOp €
NpevKa JUTbXHUKBT Ja U3ITBJIHU 33IbJDKCHUETO CH Ha cTapusi. B mogoben cmucka Bx. u Hoop,
Gerolt. Kodifikationsgeschichtliche Zusammenhinge des Abtretungsverbots. Berlin: Duncker &
Humblot, 1992, p. 28, koiiTo N3puyHO NOCOYBA, Y€ PUMCKOTO MPaBO HE MO3HABa IeCcHATa KaTo
croco0 3a MPEeXBBPISHE HA MAaTEPHATHOTO CyOSKTHBHO TpaBo. ToBa pa30upaHe ce 3acThIBa
U B Hali-HOBara mpaBHa JuTeparypa, Bx. Honsell, Heinrich. Romisches Recht, op.cit., p. 111,
KBETO U3PUYHO C€ MPpUeMa HEMPEXBbPIMMOCTTA Ha B3EMAHUATA, a procuratio in rem suam ce
pas3miekaa caMo KaTo IMOMOIIHO CpeAcTBo (,,Hilfsmittel ) 3a mOCTUTaHETO Ha MKOHOMHYECKH
pe3yaTar, CXoleH ¢ To3u Ha 1ecusra. Cpmoro ce npuema uzpuano u ot Lodigkeit, Klaus. Die
Entwicklung des Abtretungsverbotes von Forderungen bis zum § 354a HGB. Miinster: LIT Ver-
lag, 2004, p. 3—6. 3acmyxaBa Ja ce OTOCJIekKH, Y€ M B aHTJIMIICKaTa pUMCKOIIpaBHA JIUTepaTypa
pa3dupaHeTo 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCTTA HA B3EMAHHATA € ChIIO BB3NPHETO, BXK. Harpumep Leage,
Richard. Roman Private Law. London: McMillan & Co Ltd, 1909, p. 315.

7 ToBa u3puuHO ce moaabpxa ot bazanos, isan. Kypc mo pumcko npaso, IHUT.ChY., C. 447,
KOWTO MOCOYBA, Y€ C Pa3BUTUETO Ha PUMCKOTO TIPABO ,,ipeoMem Ha npooaxcoama ca CmaHanu u
be3menecHu gewju — npeumyujecmeeHo npasama (cepeumym, ezemare u m.x.) . KbM T0Ba BIX-
JlaHe, Makap M caMo ¢ OIIe]] IPEXBHPITHETO Ha B3EMaHHTa — YacT OT HacleICTBEHATa Maca pu
npoaaxkOa Ha HAacIeACTBO, ce npuchenunsasar [leperepekuii, MiBan, isan HoBuukmii. Pumckoe
9JacTHOE IPaBo, ITUT.ChY., C. 348. ABTOpHTE cCa e IMHOMYIITHH, Y€ Hali-0€3CTTOPHOTO MPHIIOKHO TOJIE
Ha JIOTOBOPA 3a MPEXBBHPIISTHE Ha B3EMaHHS B PUMCKOTO IIPABO € MTPH MPoak0aTa Ha HACIEICTBO,
HE3aBHCUMO Y€ U3PUYHO JIOMYCKAT CKIIIOYBAHE HA JOTOBOP 32 MpoJakOa Ha B3eMaHe KaTto 00110
npaBuio. Jpyr aBTop, KOWTO MpueMa, 4e IPEXBhPISHETO Ha B3EMaHE CE OCHIIECTBIBA YPE3 TO-
Kynko-mipomaxoa, € © Macqueron, Jean. Histoire des Obligations, op.cit., p. 397. B cemmst cmMu-
cba BK. 1 Huang, Jiahui. Subject Matter of the Roman Law of Sale. — China Law Review, vol. 6,
1933, p. 89, koiiTo 6e3yCIIOBHO MpUeMa, Y€ B3EMaHUATa MOTar JAa ObJaT 00eKT Ha mpoaaxoa, oc-
BEH aKO HE Ca TSICHO CBbP3aHHU C JINYHOCTTA Ha JUIHKHUKA, KAKBOTO € HallpuMep 00e31IeTEHUETO
OT HETI03BOJIEHO YBPEXAaHe. 3acily’kaBa Jia ce OTOeJIeKH aBTOPOBOTO MHEHHE, Y€ IO MIPABHUTE
CH TTOCIIETUIIN, TO3HU JIOTOBOP pa3KpHBa MoBeue Oesie3nTe Ha Iecus, OTKOJIKOTO Ha Ipoaaxoa, ¢
KOETO UMIUIUIIUTHO NMPUEMA, Y€ IIECHITa HE HAMUPA MIPUII0KEHUE B PUMCKOTO IPABO.
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MIEPHOJT OT PA3BUTUETO HA CIIOCOOUTE 3a MPEXBBPIISTHE HA B3€MaHUsI, JJTHKHUKBT CE
MOJI3Ba ChC 3aCWJICHA MpaBHA 3aluTa. B HauanoTo, Toil MOXKe M3HAYAIIHO /1a OCY-
€TH HAMEPEHUETO Ha CTPAHUTE Ja 3aMEHST KPEeIUTOpa MO B3E€MAHETO, KaTO HE CE
CBIVIACH J1a C€ 3aJIbJIKU COPsIMO HOBUS KpeauTop. Brocnencraue, ¢ BbBEXIaHETO
Ha procuratio in rem suam, JUIB)XHUKBT MOXE J1a C€ 0CBOOOJN OT 3abJDKCHUETO
CH, KaTo IUIATH Ha IMbpBOHAYalHUs Kpeautop. C Ta3u Bb3MOXKHOCT TOW pasrionara
Yyak 110 U3BbpIIBaHe Ha [itis contestatio. EnBa cnen BbBeXIaHETO Ha denuntiatio
KaTo Ccroco0 3a cTaduIM3upaHe Ha MpaBaTa Ha HOBUS KPEIUTOP, IIpaBHATA 3aIlATa
Ha JUTHKHHUKA € B M3BECTHA CTEICH OTCIa0eHa, TOKOJIKOTO 3a HErO HE ChIECTBYBa
BB3MOXKHOCT CJI€J] YBEJOMJICHUETO Jla U3IBJIHU Ha JIPYro JUIE, OCBEH Ha HOBUS
Kpenutop. BeposTHO ollie KbM TO3HM paHEH eTarl, MpakTUKara 1iemie aa BbBeAe Kia-
Y3UTE 332 HEMPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha B3EMaHHUSTa KaTo COCco0, ¢ KOUTO AIBKHUKBT Aa
ce OpaHu cpelily BEpOsITHOCTTA Ja ¢€ CA00UE C MO-B3UCKATEICH U TO-UHUITUATUBEH
KpEJIUTOP.

Ta3u omacHOCT 00ave € B rojisiMa CTETICH MPEOI0JISTHA YPEe3 JIBE 3aKOHOIATETHU
paznopexaaHus, IPeAOCTaBSIIN HHTCH3UBHA 3alllUTa HA UHTEPECUTE HA JIbKHHU-
ka. [IbpBOTO OT TAX 3a0paHsABa Ha OMpejecHa KaTeropus Juma (petentiores) na
MPUI00MBAT B3E€MaHUs, TOPAJAN 0OCTOATEIICTBOTO, Y€ MIPUTEkKABAT BIUSHUE BHPXY
chjicOHATa BJIACT U MOTAT J]a CU OCUTYPST OE3MPENATCTBEHO YBa)KaBaHe Ha Mpe/isi-
BEHHUTE OT TSAX MCKOBE, IOPU U CAMUTE MCKOBE J]a ca HEOCHOBATEITHU .

Crnensanoro pasnopexnaane, Lex Anastasiana, € npuerto npe3 506 r. cia. Xp.,
KaTo HeTOBaTAaIleJI € 1a3allli TH HETIJIATe)K0 CTI0 COOHUS JUTHKHHK CPEIILy redemptores—
JUIIa, MPUI0OWBAIIM B3EMaHHsI CPEITy HEIIaTeKOCIMOCOOCH JUTHKHUK Ha HUCKA
1IeHa, KOUTO BIIOCJICICTBUE MPOBEKJIAT UHTECH3UBHO MPUHYAUTEITHO U3ITBIHEHUE
BbPXY JIMYHOCTTA M UMYIIIECTBOTO HA JUThXKHUKA, CTaHAJI MEXIYBPEMEHHO Iijia-
Texocnocoden’®. mmeparop AHactacuii MpeaBHK/IA, Y€ KYITyBaYbT HA 33]IbJIXKE-
HUETO HE MOXKE J1a UCKa 32 B3€MAHETO CH IOBEYE, OTKOJIKOTO CaM € IUIATUJI 3 HETO,
KaTo ChIIEBPEMEHHO MY Bb3JIara U JI0Ka3aTeJICTBEHATa TEXKECT OTHOCHO pa3mepa
Ha cymara, IJIaTeHa 3a Mpuo0uBaHe Ha B3eMaHeTo’’. CTpyBa MU C€, Y€ THBKMO Te31
3aKOHOMATEITHU pa3perieHus JOTPUHACAT 3a JTUTIcaTa Ha HHPOPMAIHAs B PUMCKOTI-
PaBHHUTE M3BOPH OTHOCHO NPHIIOKECHHUETO Ha pactum de non cedendo mpe3 To3H
eTan, Thi KaTo T¢ 3HAYMTEIHO JONPHHACAT 3a eeKTHBHATa IpaBHA 3aIlllUTa Ha
JUTbKHUKA W JIEUCTBUTEIIHO HE JOMYCKAT BJIOIIABAHETO HA HETOBOTO MOJIOXKEHUE
BCJICJICTBHE Ha MPEANPHUETATa CMSIHA HA KpeauTopa’s.

75 Taka IlokpoBckmii, Mocud. Victopust puMckoro mpasa, UT.ChY., C. 454.

76 TTo TO31 IOBOJI, B TOKTPUHATA € 0TOes13aH0, ue ciea S00 1. ci. Xp. nmoj BiausHue Ha Lex
Anastasiana, TOTOBOPBT 32 MPEXBHPIISTHE HA B3EMAHETO CE YTBBbPXK/1aBa KaTto a0CTpaKTeH, Hapea
¢ TpagumusaTa u crunyianusta. Bxx. CrpyrkoB, Banum. O 3aknanb monroBeix TpeOoBaHii, UT.
cpu., c. 116-120.

7 Bxk. mo-nonpo6no ba3zanos, MBan. Kypc mo pumcko npago, IUT.ChY., ¢. 395.

8 3acmy»xaBa J1a ce OTOEJIEekKH, Ue B JOKTPUHATA € W3KA3aHO W JIPYro pazdHupaHe mo TO3u
moBoJI, BK. Stegemann. Das pactum de non cedendo. — Archiv fiir die civilistische Praxis, 67.
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I1. Knay3ure 3a HenpexBbpauMocT Ha OJ1ara (Pactum de non alienando)
B PUMCKOTO YaCTHO NMPAaBo

He3aBucumo OT ycTaHOBEHaTa MOHACTOAIIEM JIMIICAa HA JTAHHU B HU3BOPUTE
OTHOCHO CBHILECTBYBAHETO U MPUIIOKEHUETO Ha Kjay3a 3a HENPEeXBbPIUMOCT Ha
B3eMaHHs ’, HAMa CbMHEHHE, Y€ PUMCKOTO MPAaBO MO3HABA U YPEKAA XHUIIOTE3H,
IPpU KOUTO HAa €IHO JIUIE C€ MPEIOCTaBs Bb3MOXKHOCTTA Ja BKJIIOUM JOTOBOPHA
3a0paHa WM OrpaHUYeHHE OTHOCHO Pa3NoOPeKIaHETO C OMpeieIeH! BUI0Be Onara
KaTo JOITBIHUTENIHA KJIay3a KbM OCHOBHOTO Boliem3siBieHHe™. PuMcKonpaBHHTE
M3TOYHUIIM MPE3 Pa3IMYHUTE €Tal OT HETOBOTO Pa3BUTHE CBUICTEIICTBAT 3a J0-
MyCTUMOCTTA Ha TIOA00EH BUJl YTOBOPKH, KOUTO MOTar Ja ObAaT BKIIOUEHU KaKTO
B 3aBelaHKe, Taka U B JOToBOp. HaydHHIT MHTEpeC KbM TAX € ONpaBlaH, JOKOJ-
KOTO PUMCKOIIPABHUTE Pa3pelIeHHsI OKa3BaT MPSKO BIUSHHE BbPXY H3SCHSIBAHE-
TO HAa KOHKPETHHUS JIOTMAaTUYeH, a BIOCIEACTBUE, U 3aKOHOMAATENICH MOIXO0J MpU
npaBHara ypeada Ha OTOBOpHATa HEMpeXBbpMMOCT Ha Onarara®'. Ha cBoii pen,
ChBpPEMEHHATa MpaBHA JOKTpHUHA (HOopMyTIrpa 00U TpaBUiIa OTHOCHO I0TOBOpHA-
Ta HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT Ha Oliarara Bb3 OCHOBA Ha PUMCKOMNPABHHUTE W3BOpHU. Brio-
CIIEZICTBHE, pa3pellieHusITa OTHOCHO pactum de non alienando ce pa3npocTpupar u
CHPSIMO KJIAy3UTE 32 HETIPEXBHPIMMOCT Ha B3€MaHUsATa, Hali-Beue Oopaau 00CTOs-
TEJICTBOTO, Y€ B3EMaHUITA Ca €IMH OT BHJIOBETE OOCKTH B IPaXKIaHCKOTO MPaBO™,

TbKkMO TOBa, ye MpaBHATA JOKTPUHA MPeoOIIaaBaio pa3riexaa Kiay3uTe 3a
HENPEXBBbPIUMOCT Ha B3eMaHus (pactum de non cendendo) Kato pa3HOBUIHOCT

Band, Heft 2, 1884, p. 315. ABTOpbT Bb3NpUEMa T'OCIOJACTBAIIOTO B MaHICKTHATA JOKTPHUHA
pa3bupane, 4e Criopes] pUMCKOTO MIPAaBO B3EMAaHUATA ca OMIIM HEMPEXBHPIUMH U TOPATN TOBA
npuemMa, 4e JIOKOJIKOTO TUTYIISIPST BCHIIHOCT HE C€ CMEHs, HYXaTa OT pactum de non cedendo
1300110 OTCHCTBA Mpe3 To3M mepuoa. ChlieBpeMeHHO o0aue, aBTOPBT MpHIIAara 1o aHaJoTUs
HSIKOW PUMCKOITPABHU Pa3peIIeHUs] OTHOCHO JIOTOBOPHATa HEMPEXBbPIUMOCT Ha Onarara, 3a J1a
00sICHY TIpaBHATa CHIHOCT M IEHCTBUETO Ha pactum de non cedendo.

 Ye puMIIIHUTE HE TO3HABAT pactum de non cedendo npuema uspuuno Kaser, Max.
Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrankungen im romischen Recht. — Romische Rechtsquel-
len und angewandte Juristenmethode. Wien/Graz: Hermann Bohlaus, 1986, p. 174.

80 3acirykaBa 1a ce OTOEIEkKH, Y€ B PUMCKOTO IPAaBO HENPEXBBPIUMOCTTA CE OTHACS 10
camoTo 671aro, a He 10 CyOEKTUBHOTO BEIIIHO MPAaBO BBPXY OJIaroTo.

8 B To3u cmucha BK. Beneaukos, [letko. Kiaysu 3a HeoTuykaaemoct. — FOpuauuecku
apxuB, 1931-1932, No 5-6, c. 492 no nmoBox BausiHueTo Ha TekctoBeTe OT Corpus luris Civilis
BBPXY '€pMaHCKHUTE IOPUCTH OT cpenara Ha XIX Bek.

82 ToBa e moaxonbT, Be3npueT y Kamaiimxues, Auren. O6nurannonHo npaso. OO1a gacr.,
IUT.ChY., C. 535-536. B chmusa cmuchn Bx. u JumutpoBa, Emunms. @axropunr. Codus: Cu-
ena, 2008, c. 143, kosATO MpreMa, 4e JOTOBOPHATA HEMPEXBHPIMMOCT Ha B3EMaHHATa OOBBP3Ba
CaMO YTOBOPHJIUTE I CTPAHH MTOPa/IX ChIIECTBYBAIaTa HEJOMYCTUMOCT Ha CTPAHUTE J]a N3KITIO-
YaT OT IPaXKIAHCKUS U THPTOBCKHSI 000POT OIpe/IesieH  Oiara; mog00HO MPaBOMOIIHUE € IPUCH-
I10 €TMHCTBEHO Ha 3aKOHOJATEJs.
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Ha JIOTOBOPHUTE 3a0paHu 3a MPEXBbpIIsSHE Ha Onara®, ompaBaaBa oOUIHS KCTOPH-
YECKH TOTIIE]] BbPXY Pa3BUTUETO Ha pactum de non alienando B puUMCKOTO MPaBo U
MIOCJIE/IBAIIOTO BIIMSIHUE HA TE3W PUMCKOIIPABHU Pa3pelicHHs U OOSICHEHUETO Ha
JIOTOBOpHATA HEMPEXBHPIUMOCT Ha B3EMaHHUSITA.

1. IIpoOseMbT 32 U3BeAKAAHE HA ¢AMHEH KJIACH(PUKANNOHEH KPUTEPHil
OTHOCHO pactum de non alienando

OCHOBHOTO TPEIU3BUKATEIICTBO TPH PA3IICKIAHETO HA TPOSIBICHUSATA Ha
pactum de non alienando v TeXHUTE MPABHU TOCICANIN €, Y¢ PUMCKOIIPABHUTE
pa3pelieHust 0 TO3H BBIPOC C€ OTIIMYABAT C MOTYCPTAHO Ka3yUCTHUYCH MOIXOM™.
OO0 1 abCTPaKTHO MPABUIIO, YPEXKIAIIO MPABHUTE MOCIEIUIM HA BCSIKO €IHO
OrpaHWYCHHE WIN 3a0paHa 3a MPEXBBHPISHE, MPOU3TUYANIU OT BOJSITA HA €IUH
YaCTHOMPABEH CYOEKT M OTHACAIIO ce 0 Onarara in commercio n300110, pUMCKO-
TO YaCTHO MpPaBO HE Mo3HaBa. ToBa 00ycnaBst U Pa3sHOPOTHHUTE KIacH(DUKAITHOHHH
KPUTEPHUH, KOUTO ca OWJIU MpeJyIaraHy IIPH OIKTA 32 CUCTeMaTH3allksl Ha Te3H Kila-
y3U OT MPEJCTABUTEIIUTE HA PA3IMYHH MOKOJICHHS MPAaBHU IIKOJIH, 2 IMEHHO Ha
€CTECTBEHOTO MPaBO, HA MAHJEKTUCTUTE, KAKTO M OT MOJICPHU yUEHHU.

Kato ocHOBeH kiacupuKanoHeH KPUTEPU OTHOCHO JIEHCTBHETO HA pactum
de non alienando B pUMCKOTO MPaBO HIKOU MPEICTABUTENIN HA €CTECTBEHOTO Mpa-
BO BB3IIPHUEMAT uHmMepeca, YMsATO TpaBHA 3alIuTa NogoOHa 3abpaHa € Mpu3BaHa
na npeaocraBu. Criopes Te3u aBTOPH, OT 3HAUCHUE TIPU MPEIICHKATa Ha MPaBHUTE
TIOCTICTUIIN € JTAJIM KiTay3aTa € BKJIFOYCHa 110 MHUIIMATHBA HAa COOCTBEHHUKA Ha €IHa
BEIIl IPY HEWHOTO MPEXBHPISTHE HA JAPYTO JIUIIE, WK COOCTBEHUKBT MOSMa 3a/TbJI-
KEHHE CIPSMO HECOOCTBEHUK Ja C€ BB3IbpXKa OT PA3MOPEAUTEIHU JACUCTBUS 110
OTHOIIIEHUE HAa CBOETO Oyaro™®. JIpyru nmpeacTaBUTeN Ha Ta3| IIKOJIa IPUEMAT, ue

8 Tasu TeHIeHIUs TPU JOKTPUHATIHOTO 00sICHEHUE Ha pactum de non cedendo e mo3Hara
u nHec, BK. Nefzger, Alexander. Vertragliche Abtretungsverbote. Berlin: Duncker & Humblot,
2013, p. 67.

% Ha ToBa 3aTpy/fHEHHE IPH CUCTEMATHYHOTO pa3miiekJaHe Ha KIIay3UuTe 3a HelPEXBhPIIH-
MocT Ha Onara oopbia BauManue Dorn, Friedrich § 137 Rechtsgeschiftliches Verfligungsver-
bot. — Historisch-kritischer Kommentar zum BGB, Band I, Allgemeiner Teil §§ 1-240, Tiibin-
gen: Mohr Siebeck, 2003, p. 695.

8 Taka m3puano von Gmelin, Christian. De pacto de non alienando, Tiibingen, 1789. Tpyabt
€ HamycaH Ha JIATHHCKU €3HK, KaTO HSKOJIKO JIECETUIICTHS MO-KbCHO ITBJICH MPEBOJ HAa HEMCKHU
e3uK e myOmuKkyBaH noj 3armasueto ,,Uber das pactum de non alienando® B Sammlung auserle-
sener, theils urspriinglisch deutschen, theils aus dem lateinischen iibersetzter Dissertationen aus
dem Gebiete des gemeinen Civilrechtes und Civilprocesses, Herausgegeben von Marquard Adolph
Barth in der Von Jenisch— und Stage’schen Buchhandlung, Vierter Band, Augsburg, 1839, p. 170 —
200. IIpencraBeHuTe TYK LUTATH OT TPy/a ca MO MPeBe/ieHaTa Ha HEMCKU €3UK BepCHSl.
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MPAaBHOTO JICWCTBUE HA TE3W KIJIAY3H 3aBUCH OT KOHKPEMHUs I0PUOUYECKU (DaKm,
KOWTO TH MPEBUXK/IA, a UMEHHO 3aKOHA, 3aBEIIAHUETO WIIH JOTOBOpa*®.

BropusiT moaxoa € BIOCIEACTBAE BB3IPHET OT HEMAJKO MPEICTABUTEIIN Ha
MaHICKTHATA MTPaBHA IIKOJIA, KOUTO IMPOBEKIAT pa3rpaHUUICHUE MEXK Ty 3a0paHa 3a
pasnopexaHe, MpeBuIcHa B IpaBHa HOPMA M TaKaBa, POM3THYAIIA OT BOJISITA HA
yacTHONpaBeH cyOekT®’. JIpyru obade mpeArnoyuTar aa 1opa3BusT KPUTEPUS ,,UH-
Tepec’ U 1a 000COOAT HIKOJIKO OCHOBHHU TPYIIH OT CITy4Yau, B 3aBUCUMOCT OT BIIHSI-
HUETO Ha TIPAaBHUTE TTOCIICANIIN HA pactum de non alienando BbpXy ChIbPKaHUETO
Ha COOCTBEHMYECKUTE mpaBoMoInus®™. Hali-ceTHe, mpu odepTaBaHe Ha NPABHUTE
NOCIIEININ Ha pactum de non alienando B pUMCKOTO TIpaBO, MOJIEPHATA TpaBHA
JIOKTPUHA TIpejyIara Bh3MPUEMaHETO Ha OOCKTHBEH KPUTEPHIA, a UMEHHO 8U0d Ha
bnaeomo, ¢ OIJIe]] HA KOETO € BbBEICHA Ta3H 3a0paHa. APryMEHT B MOJKpera Ha
NPE/TIOKEHUSI TTOJIX0J] aBTOPUTE OTKPHBAT B OOCTOSTEIICTBOTO, Y€ B OINPEICICHH
clly4au, Mmopajau creuu@ukara Ha KOHKPETHOTO Onaro, ce Jomycka 3abpaHara 3a
NpEeXBHPIISTHE Ha Oyiara, yCTaHOBEHA 10 BOJISTA HA YACTHOTPABEH CYOCKT, Ja MOXKe
na ObJie MPOTUBOIIOCTABEHA Ha BCSAKO TPETO JIHIe™.

CtpyBa MU ce, 4€ BCEKH OT TakKa W3JIOKCHUTE HAyYHH TIOJXOJAM 3acCiTy’KaBa
MOJIKpEeTa B U3BECTHA CTereH. [IpeicTaBuTennTe Ha MaHCKTHATA IPaBHA JOKTPH-
Ha YMECTHO pa3rpaHUuaBar JefcTBUETO Ha pactum de non alienando B 3aBUCUMOCT
OT BHJIa Ha MPaBHATA CJIEIIKA, B KOMTO € BKIIIOYCHA KJiay3aTa. Be3anpueTHsT or Tsx
MOJXO/ OTYMTA, Y€ B HIKOM clyda 3abpaHara 3a pa3mopekiaHe ¢ KOHKPETHOTO

% Tosa mogawprxka Johan van der Sande B Tpyna cu ,,I'ractatus de Actionum Cessione & de
Prohibita rerum Alienatione®. TpynbT € HanucaH Ha JaTWHCKH e3WK mpe3 1623 1. [IpeBeneH e
U3ILSI0 Ha aHDmicKu e3uk oT W.S.Webber u e myOnukyBaH noj 3araBuero ,,A Treatise upon
Restraints upon the Alienation of Things®, Capetown; Johannesburg, 1892, xoeTo ¢bM 1 H3MON3-
BaJI. B Tpyna cu aBTOpBT pa3rpaHnyaBa ACWCTBUETO HA 3a0paHUTE B 3aBUCHMOCT OT KOHKPETHUS
IOpUIMYecKy (GakT, KOWTo TH ypexna. [locrmemoBarenHo ca W3cieaBaHW YETUPU TPYIH Orpa-
HUYCHUS Ha TPEXBBPIMMOCTTA, @ UMEHHO TaKUBa, MPOU3THYAIIN OT 3aKOH, OT Pa3IoOpexaaHe
Ha Ch/Ia, YCTAHOBEHH B 3aBEIIaHHE WM BKIIOYEHHU KaTO Kiiay3a B JIOTOBOp. 3aciykaBa Jia ce
orbenexu, e u van der Sande e CKIOHEH, B paMKHTE Ha TOBAa MIbPBOHAYAIHO TPYIUpPAHE, J1a
OT/IaBa 3HAYCHUE HA KOHKPETHHUS ITPaBEH HHTEPEC, C OITIe]] Ha KOMTO € PEIBUACHO ChOTBETHOTO
OrpaHUYCHUE WK 3a0paHa.

87 Tosu monxon e Be3mpuer oT Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten
nach Hellfeld. Ein Commentar, 16-en Theils. Erlangen: Erste Abtheilung, 1814, p. 52—67, xakTo
u ot Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen und vertragsméafi-
gen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte? — Zeitschrift fiir Civilrecht und ProzeB,
Band 5, 1832, p. 1-21. B chumust cMUCHII, Makap U HE U3PUIHO, Pa3mIekKaa 3a0paHnTe 3a Mpex-
Bbpisine u Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de
distr. pign. — Zeitschrift fiir geschichtliche Rechtswissenschaft, Band 12, 1845, p. 220-236.

8 Taka Gesterding, Friedrich. Ausfiihrliche Darstellung der Lehre vom Eigenthum und
dhnlichen Rechten, die ihm nahe kommen. Greifswald, 1817, p. 26-30.

% Toma e moaxombT, BB3mpuer oT Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfligungsbes-
chriankungen im romischen Recht, op.cit., p. 173 et seq.
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Onaro Moxe 1a Ob/ie BbBEJEHA €IHOCTPAHHO, 0 CUJIaTa Ha BOJIEU3SBICHUETO Ha
OT/IEJTHO JIMLIE IPU ChCTaBSHE Ha 3aBELIaHNE, a B APYTHU CIyyau € pe3ysTaT OT Chl-
JameHue Mexay crpanure. OT agpyra cTpaHa, HECbMHEHO OPUTHHAJIEH € U MOJIep-
HUSAT MOJX0J], KOWTO MpHaBa BOJAELIO 3HAYEHHE Ha BHJIa HA KOHKPETHOTO Oaro,
C oIl HAa KOETO ce BbBEXJa pactum de non alienando. Hemo noseue, cTpyBa
MH Ce, Y€ TOM € B Ch3ByUHe C Ka3yHCTHKaTa Ha PUMCKOTO IIPaBO, KbJETO MPaBHU-
TE TOCJIEHIIHN, BKIIOYUTEIHO U Ha KJIay3UTe 3a HENPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha Onarara, ce
HPEICHSBAT CIIOPE] 0COOCHOCTHTE HA OTACTHUS CITydait’.

2. Onur 3a KJIaCI/I(l)HKaIII/IH Ha JOIr'OBOPHUTE 3a6pa1m 3a pasnopekaane
¢ 0J1ara M TeXHHUTeE MpaBHU NOCJECAUINA B PUMCKOTO YaCTHO IIpaBo

C omnen chIIECTBYBAIIOTO MHOTO00pa3ue OT XUMOTE3H, HaW-yIauyHO MU Ce
CTpyBa Bb3NPUEMAHETO Ha KOMJIEKCEH KPUTEPHIA, KOWTO /1a B3eMa MPEABUI HE CaMO
KOHKPETHHUS IOpUANYECKH (HaKT, upe3 KOWTO ce BbBEXKa 3a0paHara 3a pa3mopexk-
JlaHe, HO W BHJIa Ha OJIaroTo, 1o MOBOJI Ha KOETO T € BbBeAeHa’ . B 3aBucHMOCT OT
TOBA I10 YHsI MHUIIMATHBA € BbBEJIeHA YTOBOPKAaTa 3a HEIIPEXBbPJIUMOCT Ha 6J1aroro,
MOTar Ja ce OTKPOSIT IB€ OCHOBHU Pa3HOBHJIHOCTH Ha pactum de non alienando.
[Tpu mepBara OT TAX, COOCTBEHUKBT HA €THA BEII MOeMa 3aIbJDKEHUE CIIPSMO He-
COOCTBEHUK J1a CE€ Bb3AbpiKa OT CKIIIOYBAHE HA PA3IIOPEIUTEITHH CACTKHA ChC CBOETO
6maro. Bp3mMoxHO €, Ha BTOpO MSCTO, pactum de non alienando na 0b1ie yroBopeH
MEXTy PEXBBPIIUTENS U PUOOpeTaTelNis Ha eHa Bell IPU HEWHOTO MPEXBHPIIIHE,
Taka 4ye 1a 00Bbp3Ba HOBHUSI COOCTBEHUK.

Te3u naBe pazHOBHIHOCTH HAa YroBOPKaTa 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCT Ha O1aroTo
NopaXkJaaT MpaBHU MOCIEAUIN, KOUTO YCIOBHO Morar Aa ObJar oOXBaHATU B TPU
rpynu. [IppBaTa rpymna oOxBamia OHE3W PUMCKU TEKCTOBE, KOUTO MPEIBHKIAT XH-
NOTE3U Ha HedelicmeumenHocm Ha Tas3u Kiay3a. KbM BTopaTa rpyma ce OTHAcsT
JIOTOBOPHUTE OTPAaHUYCHHSI OTHOCHO MPEXBBPIMMOCTTA Ha Oarara, KOUTO Opaxk-
JIaT ICUCTBHE camo mexcdy cmpanume, HO CaMH IO ce0e CH He 0CYeTsBaT MPEXBhP-
nutenHust epext. Haii-ceTHe, B TpeTara rpymna ce BKIIOUBAT XUIIOTE3H, IPH KOUTO
01aroTo, ¢ orie Ha KOETO € YrOBOpeHa HEeIIPEXBbPIMMOCT, TPUTEkKaBa Cre(uy-
HU IIpaBHU Oee3u, KOUTO 000CHOBABAT JI0IYCTUMOCTTA pactum de non alienando
Ja ObJie IPOTUBOIIOCTABEH HA BCSKO TPETO JIUIIE U B KpaliHa CMETKa Jia JOBEJIE J10
uzsadicoanemo Ha 61a2omo om 2padicOaHcKus obopom.

% Ha toBa o0Opwina Buumanue Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkun-
gen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 221.

9" B cpums cMucha 1 von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit.,
p. 182, xkoiTO HE3aBUCUMO OT BB3MPHUETHUS OT HErO KPUTEPHIL 32 pa3rpaHUyaBaHe Ha KJIAy3UTE 3a
HENPEXBbPIUMOCT Ha B3€MaHMsI, U3THKBA, Y€ MPABHUTE MOCIEIUIM Ha BCEKU OTAENEH Ciayyai
Bapupar B 3aBHCHMOCT OT TOBa Jajid BbBE/IEHATa 3a0paHa IeJIN J1a U3KII0YH BCAKAKBO pa3Io-
pexaane U300I10 WU € HacoueHa KbM OrpaHWYaBaHE Ha BUJA HA Pa3MOpeauTeNTHaTa CIENKa,
KaKTO U KbM OCYeTsIBaHE Ha NMPEXBBPIIIHETO Ha OJIaroTo B MOJI3a HA ONPENIEICHO JIUIIE.
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3acmykaBa J1a ce 0TOeNekH, 4e BCSKa OT JIBETE€ Pa3HOBUIHOCTH HaA pactum de
non alienando mopaxaa mpaBHU MOCIEANUIINA B TIOBEUYE OT e€/Ha rpymna. Taka, yro-
BOpKara, M0 CUJIaTa Ha KOSITO COOCTBEHUKBT CE 3abKaBa Jla HE C€ pa3lmopex/ia
ChC COOCTBEHOTO CH 0J1aro nopaxjaa npaBHU MOCIEAUIIN, OTHACSIIU CE KbM ITbpPBa-
Ta 1 KbM TpeTata rpyna. I1{o ce oTHacs 10 3a0paHata 3a pa3nopexaaHe, yroBopeHa
B TEXXECT Ha IPUOOpETATENsl, B 3aBUCUMOCT OT NMPAaBHUTE O€JIe3U Ha IPEXBbPIISTHO-
TO OJ1ar0, TS MOXKE J]a Ma JIEUCTBUE CaMO MEXIY CTpaHUTE, U J1a ObJe MPOTUBO-
ITOCTaBEHa Ha BCSAKO TPETO JIUIIE.

3. O01mu npaBuIa OTHOCHO J0IYCTUMOCTTA Ha pactum de non alienando
B PMMCKOTO YaCTHO MPAaBo

He3aBucumo ot Taka BB3MPUETHS Ka3yHCTUYCH MOIXO]l OTHOCHO JIOTOBOPHU-
Te 3a0paHu 3a MPEeXBBPJISHE Ha OJlara, 3aciay’kaBa Jla ce OTOSIC)KH, Y& PUMCKHTE
W3BOPH BCE MaK ChIBPIKAT U OTHOCUMH TPaBUiIa, OTIIMYABAIIN CE C aOCTPAKTHOCT
U C MO-IIUPOKO MPHIOKHO mosie. OTHpaBHA TOYKA MPH pasmiiekJaHe Ha BBIIPO-
ca 3a pactum de non alienando e TexctbT Dig. 2.14.48, KolTO NpeaBUKIa, ye
BCUUKO, KOEMO e Y2080PEeHO Npu Npeddsane HA sewume, HECOMHEHO NPOU3BEHCOA
Oeticmeue®. He3aBUCUMO Y€ IUTHPAHOTO MPABKIIO € MO3HATO olle oT /[BaHanece-
tTe Tabnuim, KoraTto uaesTa 3a aBTOHOMUSITA Ha BOJISITA OIIIE HE € HaMepuiIa CBOs
M3pa3 B OTHOILIEHUATA MEXIY CTPAHUTE IO TMOBOJI CKIIOYBAHE HA JOTOBOPH, € Bb3-
MOKHO JIa C€ TIOCTaBU BBIIPOC JIaJIM pa3lopendara BCe MaK HE JAOMyCKa YroBOpe-
HaTa MEeX]ly CTPaHUTE HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT J1a IPOU3BEE AeCTBUE HE CAMO MEXKIY
TSX, HO U Jia ObJIe MPOTUBOIIOCTaBEHA Ha BCAKO TpeTo aulle. [Ipeobnamasario oba-
ye, MpaBHATa JIOKTPUHA HE € CKJIOHHA JIa MOAKPEeny NoAo0HO ThiKyBaHe. Criopen
aBTOpHTE, npaBuioro Ha Dig. 2.14.48 e mpenBuieHO Aa 3alIUTH UHTEPECUTE Ha
CTpaHUTE M0 JOTOBOPA, HO HE MOXKE J1a C€ pasmiexkaa KaTo u3pa3 Ha Bb3MOKHOCTTA
YaCTHOMPaBEH CyOeKT €HOCTPAHHO /1a HAJIOXKH BOJIATA CM Ha HEOTPAHUYEH KPBT
muna. [{luTupaHusaT TEKCT MO-CKOPO Yperk/la MPUHIIUITHATA TOMYyCTUMOCT CTPAHUTE
10 JIOTOBOPA 32 MOKYTKO-ITPOAaXk0a J1a BKIIIOYBAT U YTOBOPKH, Ype3 KOUTO J1a IIPHC-
NOCOOAT ChBPKAHUETO HA KOHKPETHOTO MPABOOTHOIICHNE KbM CBOUTE HHTEPECH,
Cpell KOUTO HEChbMHEHO TI0TaJja M YTOBOpKara 3a OrpaHH4yaBaHEe Ha pas3lopex]ia-
HeTo”. Pasmopenbara obave He ypekaa BhIIPOCA OTHOCHO MPABHHUTE MOCIEAUIIN
Ha T€3W YrOBOPKHU, KOUTO clieBa Aa ObJaT MpEeleHsIBaHU CTIOPE MPUI0KUMOTO B
KOHKPETHHSI CIy4ai mpaBuiio’.

%2 B opurunai: In traditionibus rerum quodcumque pactum sit, id valere manifestissimum est.
% B to3u cmucha Bk. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alien-
ation of Things, op.cit., p. 296; Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamen-
tarischen und vertragsmafigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 13.
% BacmyxaBa Ja ce OTOeNeKH, Y€ B aHINIMHCKATa PaBHA JIUTepaTypa ce mpuema, 4e pas-
nopenbara Ha Dig. 2.14.48 uma caMm0 OTHOCHTEITHO JIEHCTBUE, T.€. OOBbpP3Ba CaMO HacpeIIHaTa
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Hsxonko cronetus nmo-kbcHO ummneparop FOctunman (527 . — 565 1. ci. Xp.)
IIOCTAHOBSIBA, Y€ KO2amo 3aKOHbM 3a0pansaea 0a ce u38bpuil pasnopexicoane ¢
6ewy, KaKmo u 8 ciyyaume, Npu KOUMo masu 3a0pana e gbeedeHa om 3aeeuamein
UU € Y2080PEHA MedHCOY CMPAHU NO 002080D, HE CAMO NPEXELPIAHENO HA NPAGOMO
Ha cobCmeeHocm U 0c60060HCOABAHEMO HA podume, HO CbUW0 MAKA U NPEXEbPs-
Hemo Ha Usufruct uiu unoOmeKupaHemo u yupeosasanemo Ha 3a102 bpxy 01a2omo
ca 3abpanenu. B cpimiuga ayx, ummneparop KOctuHuan npenBuwxia, 4e bpxy umo-
mu (C OrJie[] Ha KOUTO € MpeABuieHa 3a0bpaHa 3a pa3nopexaaHe — 0en.Mos) He e
paspeuieno 0a ce yupeossam cepeumymu uiu 0a ce CKuo4ea em@pumessd, 0ceeH
8 cryyaume, K02amo asmopumenmvm Ha KOHCmumyyuume, 60J1AmMa Ha 3aseujame-
JISL UTU HAMepeHuemo Ha cmpanume, 8v8elu 3aopanama, 0onyckam oopamuomo.
Tesu pa3pemieHust ca u3pasenu B npaBwiotro Ha C 4.51.7%.

Hsxou aBropu npuemar, ue C. 4.51.7 € KOHKpETEH U3pa3 HA 3aMUCHJIA HA UM-
neparop KOctuHuaH fa nonycHe BCUYKU 3a0paHu WK OTPaHUYEHHUS 32 Pa3opex-
naHe c Onara, ycTaHOBEHH IO BOJISITA HA YaCTHOMPABHU CyOEKTH, Ja MPOU3BEKIAT
JeicTBHE U crIpsiMO TpeTH Jinia.”® ToBa 1o ChIECTBO O3HAYaBa Ja Ce MpueMe, ue
3a0paHuTe 3a pa3nopexaaHe BUHATH JICUCTBAT erga omnes W BOJAT 10 U3BAXKIaHE-
TO Ha OJIATOTO OT TPaKIAHCKH 00OPOT, HE3aBUCUMO OT KOHKPETHHUS FOPUIUICCKU
(akT, KOWTO I'M BbBEXKa — 0€3 3HAUEHUE J1ajlu ca U3pas3 Ha imperium U ca 3aKpere-
HU OT 3aKOHO/IATENsl B IPaBHAa HOPMa, UJIU ca MOCJEANIIA OT BOJIATA HA YACTHOIPA-
BEH CYOEKT.

E3ukxoBoTO ThiakyBaHe Ha Tekcta C. 4.51.7 neHCTBUTENHO Ch3AaBa U3BECTHO
CbMHEHHUE JAJIM TOBA HE € 3aMUCHJIBT Ha umneparop KOcTuHMaH, HO TO3M MOJ-
XOJ] Cpellla 3HaYuTeNIHA ChIIPOTHBAa Y MHO3UHCTBOTO aBTopu. Otiie npe3 X VIII Bek,
MpPEAICTaBUTEIN HA €CTECTBEHOIIPaBHATA LIKOJIAa Ca UMAJIM Cllydail Ja U3ThKHAT, ue
LeNTa Ha pa3nopendara € eIMHCTBEHO Jia U3SICHU ChIBP)KAHUETO Ha MOHSATHUETO
walienation ““. 1IpaBUnoTO ChABpPKA NPUMEPHO M30pOSBAHE HA BUJIOBETE MPaBHU
CIICJIKH, TIONAJIAIlK B TIPUJIOKHOTO TIOJIe Ha 3a0paHuTe 3a pasnopexaane’’. Topa
pa3bupaHe € Bb3NPUETO U B MO-KbCHO BpPEME OT MPEJCTABUTEIN Ha MaHACKTHATa

CTpaHa ¥ HETOBHUTE HACIICIHUIIN, HO HE M TPETHTE JnTa. [Ipr Hen3IIbJIHEHNE Ha yCTAHOBEHHUTE B
JIOTOBOpA 3aIbJDKCHHS U3MIPaBHATA CTPaHA MOXKE J1a TPEISIBA CaMO MCK 3a 00€3IIeTEHUE 3a Bpe-
nute. ABTopuTe obaue oTOeISI3BAT, Ye ca HAJIHIIE N3KITIOUCHHUS OT TOBA ITOJI0KEHNUE, Half-Bede 110
OTHOIIICHHE Ha 3a0paHuTe 3a 0CBOOOX1aBaHe Ha poOu. Bik. B To3u cMuchi Buckland, William.
A Text-Book of Roman Law, op.cit., p. 189.

%54.51.7 Imperator Justinianus: Sancimus, sive lex alienationem inhibuerit sive testator hoc
fecerit sive pactio contrahentium hoc admiserit, non solum dominii alienationem vel mancipiorum
manumissionem esse prohibendam, sed etiam usus fructus dationem vel hypothecam vel pignoris
nexum penitus prohiberi: similique modo et servitutes minime imponi nec emphyteuseos
contractum, nisi in his tantummodo casibus, in quibus constitutionum auctoritas vel testatoris
voluntas vel pactionum tenor qui alienationem interdixit aliquid tale fieri permiserit.

% Taka Beneaukos, ITetko. Kiays3u 3a HEOTUYK1a€MOCT, IUT.ChY., C. 492.

97 Bsx. von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 184.
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npasHa mikona’®. Criopes TsX, CMUCHIBT Ha TPaBUWIIOTO, M3pazeHo B C. 4.51.7, ¢ ue
00XBaThT HA MIOHATHUETO ,,alienation “ HE ce IPOMEHS B 3aBUCUMOCT OT KOHKPETHUS
IOpuAnNYecKy (akT, BbBEN 3a0paHaTa 3a pas3nopexaHe ¢ Onara U 4e TO BKJIIOYBA
MPaBHU CJEJKH, HACOUYEHU KAKTO KbM TPAHCIIATUBHA, TaKa U KbM KOHCTHUTYTHBHA
cykrecusi. OOCTOATENICTBOTO, Ye 3a0paHUTE 3a pa3oOpeKIaHe, 3aKPETICHH B 3aKOH,
YCTaHOBEHH B 3aBEUIaHKE WM BKIIIOUEHH B JOTOBOP UMAT €IUH U CHIIH 00XBaT, HE
MO3BOJISABA J1a CE 3aKJIIOUM, Y€ MOPaay TOBA U TEXHUTE MPABHU MOCIEIUIM CIIEBA
a cpBIagar”.

B Ta3u Bpb3ka Bb3HUKBA U JAOMBIHUTEIHUSAT BHIPOC AU Ype3 MOHITHETO
,,3a0pana® B Texcra Ha C. 4.51.7, umneparop FOcTruHMaH nelCTBUTEIIHO HE € IIe-
JISUT J1a BHBEJIC YEIHAKBEH PEKUM, Upe3 KOUTO Ja U3paBHU IOpUANYECKaTa CUila Ha
pactum de non alienando c Ta3u Ha yCTaHOBEHA B 3aKOH 3a0paHa 3a pa3nopexaaHe
c Omara. HezaBucuMo ue ToBa MOHSATHE € YIOTPEeOSHO B TEKCTa, IpaBHATA TOKTPU-
Ha HE € CKJIOHHA JIa MOAKpenH Mojo0Ho ThikyBaHe. [lo-ckopo, npuemar aBropure,
MIPABUIIOTO CJIEJBA J1a C€ pa30upa B CMUCHJI, Y€ HA €IHO JIULIE MOXKE J1a CE Bb3JIOKHU
3a0voiceHue a Ce Bb3IbpiKa OT pasmopexaaHe ¢ O0JaroTo, HO MOCIETUIIUTE OT
HEU3MTBIHECHUETO Ha TOBA 3aIbJKEHUE CJIE/IBa JIa CE MPEIICHSBAT B 3aBUCUMOCT OT
KOHKpETHHsI cirydaii'®.

B 00o0mienne Moxe aa ce npueme, 4e pUMCKOTO IIPABO KAaTErOPUYHO JIOMyCKa
yroBapsiHETO Ha 3a0paHHu 3a MpexBbpIIsiHE Ha Onara. Hemo moseue, o1ie oT Hava-
HUTE €Taly Ha Pa3BUTUETO CH, TO ChIAbPKA U MOTYEPTAHO MOJIEPHO pa3peIIeHHE 10
OTHOIIICHHE Ha IPEXBBPIUTEIHUTE CIIENIKH, a UMeHHO Dig. 2.14.48. [IpenBunenoro
B TO3M TEKCT MPABUJIO MOXE JOPH Jia C€ MPUeMe Karo sui generis MPOSBICHUE Ha
aBTOHOMMSITA Ha BOJIATA, JOKOJIKOTO TOBA MIPABMIIO YPEK/Ia BE3MOXKHOCTTA CTPAHU-
T€ J1a AOMBJIHAT ChIBP’KAaHUETO HA IOTOBOP, C KOMTO C€ MPEXBBHPIS WIH yUpesiBa
BEIIIHO MPaBo, C KJay3u, ChOTBETCTBAILM B HAall-royisiMa CTETIeH Ha TEXHUTE UKOHO-
MUYeCcKH MHTepecH. KOHKpeTHO MposiBIeHHE Ha Ta3W CBOOONA € JOMyCTUMOCTTa
Ja ce yroBopu pactum de non alienando, 3akpenena uzpuuto B C. 4.51.7. Hapen ¢
TOBA, OUEPTAHOTO UIUPOKO MPHIIOKHO T0JIE HAa T€3M YTOBOPKH, KAKTO U U3PUYHOTO
yTOYHEHHE, U ce BhBEKa ,,3a0pana‘, ceumeresncTnart, ue C. 4.51.7 ypexna npasro

% Taka m3puuno Puchta, Georg, Verduferungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2.
Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 220-221.

% Puchta oxauecTBsiBa 1OmM0OHO 3aKiFOUEHHE Kato ,,3a6ayna” (,,Irrtum®), Bx. Puchta,
Georg, VerduBlerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit.,
p. 220, noxaro von Gmelin kato ,,ipekpausamio rpanunara® — von Gmelin, Christian. Uber
das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 184 — ,,Wenn wir diese Grinze iiberschreiten wollten,
konnen wir behaupten, der Kaiser habe mit Aufhebung jeder Unterscheidung des alten Rechtes
bestimmt, das jedes gemachte Verduflerungsverbot gelten sollte .

10 Tosa npuema Gesterding, Friedrich. Ausfiihrliche Darstellung der Lehre vom Eigen-
thum und &hnlichen Rechten, die ihm nahe kommen, op.cit., p. 30.

268



3aIbJKEHUE, KOETO 0OBBP3Ba JIUIETO, B YHSITO TEKECT € YCTAHOBEHO KOHKPETHOTO
pasnopenuTenHo orpanudeHue'’’.

3.1. Xunome3u na nuwyosxcnocm na pactum de non alienando

OT meHa TOYKA HA TTPaBHUTE MOCJISIUIIN, B ITbpBaTa rpyna pUMCKH TEKCTOBE
ce 00XBaIIar ciryyauTe, Ipy KOUTO C€ TIOCTaBs BHIIPOCHT JIaId U300110 € JOMyCTH-
MO yroBapsiHe Ha pactum de non alienando. OcHOBaHUE N1a ce IpUEME, Y€ B TO3U
Clly4yail Kijiay3aTa 3a HEMpEeXBHPIUMOCT Ha OJIaroTO € HeleWCTBUTENIHA, Ch3JaBa
TekcThT Ha Dig. 2.14.61, chrmacHo kKoiTO [lomnonuil e kazan, ue HUKOU He Moxce
0a ce 3a0baXCU, Ye He Moxce 0d 0C8emu COOCMBEHUs CU HeOBUNCUM UMOM, UTU Ye
He Modice 0a nozpebe Mbpmeey 6 He20, Ul Ye He Modce 0a ce pa3nopeou ¢ He2o,
axko cvcedvm my He 20 no3eona6a'*?. T1o cbIIecTBO, pUMCKUAT I0pHCT [loMnoHui
BBbBEXK/a CBOCOOpasHa ,,[paHuIa‘ IpU CBOOOAATA HA TOTOBAPSIHE MKy CTPAHUTE,
KaTO M3KJIIOYBA JOMYCTUMOCTTA Ha ChIVIALIEHUE, OBJACTSBAIlO HECOOCTBEHHUK J1a
JlaBa pa3pelIeHrne OTHOCHO Pa3MoOpPEAUTETHO IEHCTBUE OT CTpaHa Ha COOCTBEHUKA
ChC COOCTBEHHSI My HEABMXKUM UMOT.

B mo-crapara mpaBHa JOKTpHWHA TMpeoOnanaBa pa30MpaHeTo, Y€ MPABUIOTO
Ha Dig. 2.14.61 npenBmwkaa XUmoTe3a Ha HEACUCTBUTEIHOCT Ha pactum de non
alienando'®.

Crniopen HSIKOM aBTOpH, PparMeHTHT 00Xallla eMHCTBEHO XUIIOTe3aTa Ha JI0T0-
BOD 32 MOKYTIKO-NPO1ax0a, B KOWTO ce BKJIIOYBA YTOBOPKa, OrpaHUYaBalia pas3mno-
pEaUTEHUTE IPAaBOMOLIMSA Ha ITpojasada. Te npuemar, ye Ilommonnii He qomycka
pasnopekJaHETO ¢ UMOTa Aa ObJe MOCTABSIHO B 3aBUCUMOCT OT BOJICU3SBICHUETO
Ha JIMIE, KOETO HE € TUTYJIAP Ha CaMOCTOATEITHO MpaBo BhpXy Hero. Kiaysara 3a
HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT, OBJIACTSBAIIA CHCEJI J1a 1aBa pa3pelieHe Ipy pa3nopexkaane, e
JuIIeHa oT 00Bbp3BaILOo MpaBHO AelicTBUe. OOpaTHOTO OU 03HAYABAJIO [1a CE OTpa-
HUYM CBOOOTHUST THPTOBCKH 00OpPOT M MpaBHATa CJeENIKa Ja Ce NMOCTaBH B 3aBH-

11 B cxozeH cMuCHI ce Tpor3Hacs von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alien-
ando, op.cit., p. 192. ABTOpbT npueMa, 4e Korato pactum de non alienando ce BKJIIOYH B Chb-
IbPKAaHUETO Ha TPEXBHPIHMTENHA CIeNKa, MpUaIo0uBa MpaBHATa MMPHPOJAa Ha HEHAaHMMEHYBaH
JIOTOBOD do ut facias v TpeJaBaHETO Ha BeIlTa Mpe/ACTaBIsABA HACPEILIHATa MPECTALs, CPEILy
KOSITO C€ IToeMa 3aIbIDKEHUETO 33 non-facere, Karo 1o TO3H HA4YWMH € Halwie synallagma, B Cb-
OTBETCTBHE ¢ paBuiaoTo Ha Dig. 2.14.7.1-2. T1o T03u HaYMH aBTOPHT UMILUTUIIUTHO MTPHEMa, 4e
pactum de non alienando e xay3anHa paBHa CeJKa. 3a MOHATHETO causa U HETOBOTO Pa3BUTHUE
BK. mo-noapoOHo Konos, TpasH. 3a abcTpakTHUTE CACTKU U Kay3ara Ha 1oroBopute. — KOoHOB,
Tpasu. [logbpanu ceunnenus. Codus: Cuena, 2010, c. 459-496.

12 Dig. 2.14.61 macu: Nemo paciscendo efficere potest, ne sibi locum suum dedicare liceat
aut ne sibi in suo sepelire mortuum liceat aut ne vicino invito praedium alienet.

13 Bx. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 293-294.
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CUMOCT OT BOJICU3SIBIICHHE Ha JIUIE, KOETO HsIMa MPaBeH MHTEPEC B KOHKPETHUS
cirydaii'™,

Jpyru aBTopu, MpeACTaBUTENIN HA €CTECTBEHOMNPABHATA IIKOJIA, KOUTO CHIIO
ce MPUCHEANHIBAT KbM pa3OMpaHETO 3a HEJACHCTBUTEIHOCTTA Ha pactum de non
alienando B Ta3u XumoTtes3a, KaTo Y€ JIM ca MO-CKJIOHHU Jia Bh3MpUEMAT Pa3IIv-
PUTEIIHO THIKYBaHe Ha nutupanus pparment. Crnopen Tax, GopMyIupaHOTO OT
[TomnoHuit mpaBmio 1enu Ja o0XBaHE HE CaMO CIy4auTe Ha JOTOBOP 3a MOKYTI-
KO-TIpOiaXk0a, HO U BCAKAKBU JIPYTH PAa3MOPEAUTETHH MPABHU CIIEIKU C HEABHKHU-
Musi UMOT. ToBa 0OCTOSATEICTBO CE€ MOTBbPXkAAaBa HA MBPBO MACTO OT ymoTpebdara
Ha Tinarona “alienare”, KoWMTO € pomoBo MoHsATHE. CHINO Taka, B TEKCTA CE Ka3Ba, ue
,,HUKOH HEe MOJKe J1a TTIOeMe JIOTOBOPHO 3aIbDKeHHUE. .. (“Nemo paciscendo efficere
potest ...”"). ABropute 0TOENI3BAT, Y€ ,,pacisci‘ ChIO € POAOBO MOHATHUE, KOETO
oOXBaIlla BCHYKH XUIIOTE3U Ha JIOTOBApsHE, T.€. BCUYKH MaKkToBe'?.

CrpyBa MU ce, 4e cielBa Jja ce MpeArnovere pazdupaHero, KOETO MoYruBa Ha
Pa3UIMPUTETHOTO THIKYBaHE Ha TeKCTa. 1O OTroBaps M3IUIO Ha CMHCHJIA Ha Ipa-
BIJIOTO, M3pa3eHo B Dig. 2.14.61. 3acmyxaBa ga ce 0TOENIekKH, ue Hape C pactum
de non alienando, mpuIOXXHOTO MOJIE Ha pa3nopeadara 0OXBaia U IPyryd XUIOTE-
34, TIPU KOUTO COOCTBEHUK M3BBPIIIBA ACHCTBHUS HA PA3MOPEkKTAHE C HEIBIKUMUS
CH UMOT, KOUTO BHACSAT U3MEHEHHE B ChABPKAHUETO HA MIPABOTO MYy Ha COOCTBe-
HocT. [lToMnoHMI U3pUYHO MOCOYBA, YE U3BBPILIBAHETO HA ACHCTBUS IO OCBEIIABA-
HE Ha UMOTAa, KaKTO U M0 NorpedBaHe Ha MOYMHAJ, HE Morar J1a ObJaTr MOCTaBEeHU
B 3aBUCHUMOCT OT BOJISITa Ha JuIle — HecoOcTBeHUK. M mpu nBata ciiyvast mpaBHara
MOCJIETUIIA CE U3pa3siBa B MPEBPBIIAHETO HA UMOTA B res sacrae, CbOTBETHO B res
religiosae'*® u B xpaiiHa cMeTKa —M3BaXJAHETO MY OT TpakaaHCKust 00opot. Ta3u
mpaBHa MOCieauIia obaye 3acsira eIMHCTBEHO MaTpUMOHWYMa Ha COOCTBEHHMKA Ha
HEIBM)KMMHESI IMOT, HO HE Ml HETOBHS ChCE]I.

B noakpena Ha ToBa pa30upaHe 3aciyXkaBa Jia € U3ThKHE M APYro U3pa3eHO
B JIOKTpUHATa CTAHOBMILE, a UMEHHO, Y€ B pa3liekJaHaTa XUIIOTe3a MaKThT 3a
non-facere € HAIIOXKEH, Thil KaTO 3a JUIETO-HECOOCTBEHUK JIUTICBA pealieH MPaBeH
MHTEpPEC J1a ce JOMOTBA JI0 OTpaHHYaBaHe Ha MPABOMOIIUATA HA COOCTBEHHUKA Ha
HeABKUMES UMOT. [IpaBunoro, u3pazeno B Dig. 2.14.61, e mpeaBuaeHO Aa 3aliu-
TH cBOOO/AaTa 3a pa3nopexkaaHe Ha COOCTBEHHMKA M Jla HE JOMyCKa HEHYKHOTO M

104 Taka Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlauterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit.,
p. 54-56.

105 Ha Te3u 0COOCHOCTH TPU €3MKOBOTO ThJIKYBaHe 00pbiiia BHuMaHue von Gmelin, Chris-
tian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 173.

106 Bk. 3a T€3u KaTeropuu BEIH MO-MOIPOOHO AHapeeB, Muxani. PUMCKO 4acTHO TpaBo.
Codus: Codu-P, 1992, c. 207. OTHOCHO res extra commercium Bx. u MarteeBa, Exarepuna. Pasz-
BUTHE Ha KOHIICTIIHUATA 32 ,,res extra commercium‘’ B pUMCKOTO U KAaHOHHYECKOTO MPaBo. — B:
Theo Noster. CoopHuk B nameT Ha 1. ac. Teonop ITunepkos, Codust: Yaus. u3a. Ce. KiumeHT
Oxpuacku, 2014, c. 111-135.
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orpannyaBane'”’. OOGCTOATENCTBOTO, Y€ B CIIydas MOJ00CH MaKT HE MOXKE Jia Tpo-

U3BeJIe ACUCTBUE, CE MOIKPENs U OT JPYTH pa3peiieHus B Jlurecture, MpuImcBaHu
Ha [lomnonwmii. Taka Hanmpumep, npasmioto Ha Dig. 8.1.15 miacu, ue: ,,Kocamo
cepsumymuvm He e (yUpeneH — O€J1.MOs1) 8 no/3a Ha eOHO auye Uiu Ha opy2 UmMon,
moaasa motl He npou3ssexncoa oelicmaue, cied Kamo HUKOU CbCed HAMA uHmepec om
Hezo. Hanpumep, cepsumym, 3abpaussawy mu 0a npemurasaul npe3 meos coocm-
BEH UMOM UU O 20 U3NON38AUL. 3amosa, He npoussedncoa oelicmeue yupeoseame-
MO HA CepeUMYm CbC CbObPI*CAHUE, Ye MU HAMA 0a UMAWL NPABOMO 0d U3NOA36AUL
cobCmeeHUst CU HeOBUICUM UMOM UU Od U3eaIuYauL niodoseme om Heeo. “'%,
Hsaxon aBropm — npencrasurenn Ha Illkomara Ha ecTeCTBEHOTO MpaBo, ca
CKJIOHHU J1a BT B TekcToBeTe Ha Dig. 2.14.61 n Ha Dig. 8.1.15 koHKpeTeH n3pa3
Ha 00110 ToJIoKeHue, koeto [ToMImoHmiA oCTyHMpa, a IMEHHO Jia He Ce JIOIMyCHE
HEOIPaBIaHOTO OTPaHUYABAHE HA TIPABOMOINUATA HA COOCTBEHUKA HA ONIPEIEIICHO
O71aro upe3 moemMaHe Ha 3aJIbJKEHUE 3a non-facere CpsMO HECOOCTBEHUK. B myxa
Ha BPEMETO, KbM KOETO MPUHAJICIKAT, aBTOPUTE MTOCOYBAT, Y€ PA3IIOPEAUTEITHOTO
IIPABOMOIIIHME € €CTECTBEHO MPHCHIINO HA MPABOTO HA COOCTBECHOCT M HE MOXE J1a
ObJie MPOU3BOJIHO OTPAaHUYABAHO UPE3 CKIFOUBAHE HA pactum de non alienando'®.
B moakpena Ha pa3zbupanero, ue TekcThT Ha Dig. 2.14.61 ypexna xumore3a Ha
HEJICUCTBUTEITHOCT, aBTOPUTE Ca CKJIOHHHU Ja MOTHPCAT JOMBIHUTEIICH apryMEHT
B PUMCKOTIPABHOTO pa3OupaHe, 4e €AMHCTBEHO COOCTBEHUKBT MOXKE JIa CE€ Pas3Io-
peXa MpaBOMEPHO ¢ BelITa cu. VI3BECTHO € OTPHIIATEIHOTO OTHOIICHHE HA PHM-
CKOTO TPaBO KBbM pa3loOpeUTeHa MpaBHA CHIEIKa, CKIOYeHA OT HECOOCTBEHUK.
TpancnatuBHUAT e(PEeKT HE MOXKE J1a HACTBHITH, KOTATO HECOOCTBEHUK CE IOMOTBA J1a
ce pa3Iopenu ¢ 9yaa Bell, B cbriiacue ¢ nmpaBmioTo Ha Dig. 50.17.11 ,,Tosa, koe-
mo e Hauie, He Modice 0a bbOe npexsvpieno opyeumy dez nauiemo oeticmeue “'°,
[Topamu ToBa, per argumentum a fortiori, HiMa KaK MPEXBLPIUTEIHOTO JICHCTBUE
10 OTHOIIIEHWE HA BEIITa Ja ObJIe TTOCTABEHO B 3aBHCHUMOCT OT BOJISTA HAa HE-
COOCTBEHHK, JOKOJIKOTO MOJOOHO pa3pelieHue MOCTaBs JIUIE, KOETO HE € HOCUTEI

17 B to3u cmucha Bk. Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamenta-
rischen und vertragsméfigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem rdmischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 12.

18 B opurunan npaBmioro macu: pr. Quotiens nec hominum nec praediorum servitutes
sunt, quia nihil vicinorum interest, non valet, veluti ne per fundum tuum eas aut ibi consistas:
et ideo si mihi concedas ius tibi non esse fundo tuo uti frui, nihil agitur: aliter atque si concedas
mihi ius tibi non esse in fundo tuo aquam quaerere minuendae aquae meae gratia.

19 “Denn die Fdihigkeit zu verdufSern ist dem Eigentumsrechte so natiirlich, daf3 sie kaum
davon getrennt werden konnte”. Taka von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienan-
do, op.cit., p. 176.

11 Ha natuncku e3uk Dig. 50.17.11 — ,, Id, quod nostrum est, sine facto nostro ad alium
transferri non potest*.
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Ha CaMOCTOSATEITHO BEIIHO NMPABO BbPXY MPEXBHPIIIHOTO 0J1aro, B HO-0JIaronpusiTHO
MOJIOKEHUE OT COOCTBEHUKA-TIPEXBhpIuTe !,

Hsikonko necetuneTusi mo-KbCHO, M MPEACTABUTENNM HA MAHACKTHATA MpaBHA
IIKOJIa BB3MPHEMAT TOBA BIKAAHE, KATO IO JOMBIBAT C M3UCKBAHETO J1a € HAJIUIIC
3HAYMM IIPABEH UHTEPEC Ha HECOOCTBEHMKA, OTIpaBaBalll MoA00HO U3KIIIOYBAHE Ha
pa3nopeIUTEIIHATE MPABOMOINHUS Ha cOOCTBeHUKa ' !,

3acmykaBa J1a ce oTOenexu, ye TeKCThT Ha Dig. 2.14.61 e Oun U3ThIKyBaH
U B MIPOTHUBOMOJIOKEH CMUCHJ, & UMEHHO Y€ HE MPeIBIKJIa HEJCHCTBUTEIHOCTTA
Ha nono6Hu yroBopku. Omie npe3 XVII Bex HAKOM aBTOpU OTOEINA3BAT, Y€ pa3pe-
meHusTa Ha [loMnoHuit He KOpecTOHANPAT CMUCIIOBO C APYTU TeKCTOBE OT Jlure-
CTHUTE, KOUTO U3PUUHO yPEXKAaT B3MOKHOCTTa COOCTBEHUK HA €/IHA BEIIl JIa Mmoe-
Me 3aIbJDKCHHE J1a HE C€ paslopesk/ia ¢ Hesl CIpsAMO APYTO JIMIIE, KaTo HallpuMep
Dig. 11.7.11, cbriacHo koeto [layn e npeaBuui, ye Korato HEBMKUM UMOT ObJie
NPOAAJIEH MO/ YCIOBHUE, Y€ TaM HAMA J1a ObJe norpedBaHO MOYMUHAJIO JIUIIE, CAMO
ChIVIACHE HE € JOCTaThb4HO, a € Hy)XKHa W oTAenHa crumynamus'®. Cropen te3n
aBTOPH, THKMO MOJOOHU MTPOTUBOPEUHS ca 10BeiH u 10 npuemaneTo Ha C. 4.51.7,
¢ koeto umreparop KOctuHuaH npornacspa Kiay3uTe 3a HEMPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha Oa-
rara 3a JIeWCTBUTETHH. JJOBIIHUTEICH apTYMEHT aBTOPUTE YEPIIAT U OT MPABUIIO-
to Ha C. 4.54.9, cbmio npuero 1o BpeMetro Ha umneparop FOctuauan. ChriiacHO
C. 4.54.9, koecamo HaKoU npedsudu 8 0020680pa 3a NPOOAHCOHA ULU Opye 8UO PA3NO-
peoumenna coeika no no8ood onpeodeieHo 61azo, ye Ha HOBUsL COOCMBEHUK He € NO3-
80JIEHO 0a NOCMPOU HAO2POOEeH NAMEMHUK, UIU N0 OPy2 HAYUH 0d 0C8emuU UMOMmA,
3a 0a npeodosiee cnoposeme mexcdy cmapume (FOPUCTH — OCI.MOS), UMnepamop
FOcmunuan npeosusicoa, we mosu naxm e oelicmeumeinet u c1e08a 0a bboe Cnazen.
Criopen aBTOpUTE, CHCTEMAaTUYHOTO THIKYBaHE Ha MPUETUTE B CIEAKIACHUECKOTO
MPaBO TEKCTOBE pa3KpuBa, uye numiieparop KOcTuHuaH MPEOCMHUCIIS TOAX0Aa CIIps-
MO pactum de non alienando n U3pUYHO ypexja HeroBara JEHCTBUTEIHOCT, KaTO
nporiacsiBa paBHaTa My 3aJbDKUTEITHOCT' Y. ToBa cTaHOBHIIE HAMHPA CBOM TOJI-

"' B nmono6en cmucha Bk. von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando,
op.cit., p. 177.

12 Bk. Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen und ver-
tragsméBigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 13.

113 B to3u cmucha van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation
of Things, op.cit., p. 306.

!4 Tlax Tam, c. 306. B Ta3u Bpb3Ka ciieniBa 1a ce 00bpHE BHUMaHHUE, Y€ Ha ChIllaTa CTPaHUIA
OT nUTUpaHus Tpyd aBTOpbT Johan van der Sande mocouBa, 4e HAKOM U3THKHATH FOPUCTH, CPET
xouto Cujacius, Francis Raguellus u apyru, ca Bp3npuesnu ToBa ThikyBaHe. Jluncara Ha mperus-
HO TIpeTpaniane KbM TEXHHTE TPYJOBE 00aue MpaBH TOBA aBTOPOBO TBBbP/ICHIE HETPOBEPEHO.
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JPBKHUII KakTo B beiarapus'!®

JOKTpHHA''®,

Haii-ceTHe, HSIKOM MTpeICTaBUTENN HA TAHACKTHATA MPaBHA IITKOJIa Bb3MPUEMaT
MEXIMHHO pazoupane. Criopen TX, He € HaJIUIe MPOTUBOPEUNE MKy OTJCITHUTE
TeKcToBe B Jlurectute, a ChbOTHOLIEHUE MeXAY lex generalis n lex specialis. O6-
I0TO MPaBUJIIO, TIpeaABuAeHO B Dig. 2.14.61, oTpuya mpaBHOTO I€UCTBUE HA pactum
de non alienando, B cyyauTe KOraTto yroBopkara € CKJIIueHa 110 WHHULMATHBa Ha
HECOOCTBEHHMK M OrpaHH4YaBa COOCTBEHHKA J]a CE pas3lopek]ia ChbC CBOETO Onaro.
HanpoTus, B ocTaHanuTe XUMOTE3H, MPH KOUTO TOBA 3abJIKCHHE B TEXKECT Ha
COOCTBEHHUKA € CKPETEHO ChC CTUIYJIAIIMS B CIIy4ail Ha HeU3MbJIHEHUE, YTOBOPKATa
He € HexaelicTBuTenHa. [Ipu HapymaBaHeTO Ha 3aBDKCHUETO 32 BB3AbpKAHE OT
pa3MopeIUTEIIHNA ACHCTBUS, JIUIIETO, B YHATO 10132 € YrOBOpKara, MOXKe J1a Tpe-
TEHAMpa OOEIIaHOTO MO cuUjara Ha cTulylanusTa obdesmereHue. [lomycTumoct-
Ta Ha TE3M KJIAy3W MPOM3THYA, CIOPE] aBTOpa, OT JBETE LUTUPAHU pasnopendu,
3akpenenn B FOctuamanoBust Komekc''’. Taka, aBTOPBT MMIUIMIIMTHO TpUeMa 3a
JEHCTBUTEIIHA OHE3U JIOTOBOPH, MTPH KOUTO U3MBIIHEHUETO Ha 33 IbJKEHUETO, TIPO-
U3TUYALIO OT pactum de non alienando Uy € CKPETEeHO ChC CTUITYJIALUS, UITH YTO-
BOpKaTa 3a HEMPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha B3eMaHe ce BKIIIOUBA KAaTO OT/IEJIHA KJIay3a MEeXKIY
cOoOCTBEHHMKA Ha BeUITa U HEWHHUA ObJEI KyIyBad IpU CKJIIOUYBAaHE HA JIOrOBOD 32
MOKYTIKO-TPO/1aXk0a Uiu Apyra pa3nopeauTesHa IpaBHa CJelKa, KaTo OrpaHuyaBa
pa3nopeUTEIIHUTE IPABOMOIIINS Ha HOBUSI COOCTBEHHUK.

CtpyBa MU ce, 4e ThKMO TOBa pazOupane cieiBa aa ob1e nogkpeneHo. To e B
Ch3BYUYHE C pUMCKONpPaBHUTE M3BOpH. He Moke 1a nMa ChbMHEHHE, Y€ MPaBUIIOTO
Ha Dig. 2.14.61 3ammTaBa mpenyd BCHUKO WHAMBUAYATHHS WHTEpEC Ha COOCTBE-
HUKa Ha HEJBMKUMHUS UMOT, KaTo HE JOIMyCKa MPOMU3BOIHOTO OTHEMAHE Ha pas3Io-
PENUTETHUTE MYy IPaBOMOIIHUS IO OTHOLIEHUE Ha Oiaroto. OOCTOATENCTBOTO, Ue
[TomMnoHuM# U3KITI0YBA HEONIPABIAHOTO OIPAaHUYABAaHE HA ChABPIKAHUETO HA IIPABO-
TO Ha COOCTBEHOCT, C€ MOTBbpXkAaBa U OT npaBuioro Ha Dig. 8.1.15, pasmienano
no-rope. ChI1I0 Taka, B T€3H IIPaBHIJIa MOXKE /1a CE OTKPUE U SICHO U3pa3eHa 3allliTHA
(GYHKIUS IO OTHOIIIEHHE Ha OOIIECTBEHHS HHTEPEC, TOKOIKOTO M3KIIOYBAHETO HA
Onara oT ydacTue B TPaXXJaHCKHUS M THPTOBCKHs 000POT HEBHHATU € OINpPaBIaHO.
C oren Ha TOBa cjelBa Jla ce CHOAETU pa30MpaHEeTo 3a HEACHCTBUTEIIHOCTTA Ha

, TaKa U cpeJl IpeICTaBUTEIHN Ha MOJIepHaTa paBHa

115 Taka Benequko, [letko. Kitay3u 3a HEOT4y»K1aeMOCT, IUT.ChY., C. 492.

116 Byk. Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrankungen im romischen Recht,
op.cit., p. 178-179.

7 B To3u cmucwi Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7.
§. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 224. ToBa MOXke Ja ce IpUeMe OT AYMHUTE MY, Y€ ,, ... hat
Justinian, wahrend unter den Juristen dariiber Bedenken erhoben worden seien, verordnet, daf3
ein solches Pactum, wenn der Verkdufer order sonstige Verdufierer es beigefiigt habe, aufrecht
zu erhalten sei . Ilpu ToBa onoxxeHue, ctpysa mu ce, G. Puchta orprua Bb3MOXKHOCTTA CHABP-
YKAHUETO Ha pactum de non alienando na BKJIFOYBA PABOMOIIIKE 32 HECOOCTBEHUKA J]a IPUHY/IH
COOCTBEHHKA JIa C€ Bb3IbPKa OT Pa3MoOPekaaHe CbC COOCTBEHATA CH BEIIl.
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YTOBOpKAaTa 3a HEMPEXBbPIUMOCT Ha HEJIBUKUMUS UMOT, ITPEJIBUJICHA B TPABUIIOTO
Ha Dig. 2.14.61.

3.2. Xunome3u, npu koumo pactum de non alienando nopasxcoa deiicmeue
camo mexcoy cmpanume

3acnmyxaBa J1a ce OTOENEeXHU, Ye IPYrd PUMCKHU IOPUCTH, pa3nudHu oT [Tom-
MIOHUH, BCE TMaK MpUEMar 3a JEHCTBUTEIHH YTOBOPKHUTE, [0 CHJIATa HA KOUTO €IHO
JIMIIE € 33bJDKEHO J1a Ce Bh3bpPKa OT U3BHPIIBAHE HA PA3MOPEAUTEITHA JCHCTBUS
10 OTHOIICHWE HAa HEIBIXUMUS UMOT. B Te3n ciydam, cropen TsX, Kiiaysara 3a
HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT Ha 0JIar0TO 0OBBP3BA BAIUIHO CTPAHUTE, HO HE MOXKE /1a OCye-
TH HUTO TPEXBHPIUTEIHOTO JCUCTBUE, HUTO MPEIIPUETOTO OT COOCTBEHUKA Bb3-
neicTBue BbpXy Onaroto. TekcToBeTe oT Jlurecture, KOUTO YPEKIAaT ThKMO TE3U
XHIIOTE3H, c€ 00XBaIllaT BB BTOpara rpyna npaBHU NOCIEAUIU Ha pactum de non
alienando.

Cwrnacuo tekcta Ha Dig. 11.7.11, Ilayn e npedsudun, ue koeamo Hed8uICUM
umom 6v0e npooader noo yciosue, ye mam HAMa 0a 6vOe NONOHCEHO NOUUHATO
Juye, camo cveiacue He e 00CMamviHo, d e Hys#cHa u omoeana cmunyiayusi. Ilpe-
oOajaBamio MpaBHATa JHOKTPUHA MpHEMa, Y€ MPABUIIOTO ChIbpPXKA XUIOTE3a Ha
NIeHAJTHA CTUIYNaus (stipulatio poenae)''®. Haxou aBTOpH pas3riiexaar mpaBmIOTO
KaTo u3kiIoueHue'”’ or nocrynupanoto B Dig. 2.14.61, T0KOIKOTO ThKMO HAJTNYH-
€TO Ha IEeHAaJTHA CTHITYJAIHsI B HACTOSIIUS CIy4ail 00yciaBst AEHCTBUTEIIHOCTTA Ha
YTOBOPKATa, 10 CUJIaTa Ha KOSITO COOCTBEHUK CE 3aIbJDKaBa CIIPSIMO HECOOCTBEHUK
Jla HEe TpeAnprueMa ONpeaeIeHH IeUCTBUS BbPXY CBOeTo Ojaro. B mo-HOBO Bpeme
JPYyTH aBTOPH ca CKJIIOHHHU J1a pa3riiexaar npasmioto Ha Dig. 11.7.11 xaro cBoeo6-
pa3eH kopekTuB Ha Dig. 2.14.61'%°.

HezaBucumo ot Taka u3noxeHuTe pa3doupanus odaye, He MOXKE J]a UMa ChMHE-
HUe, ue pactum de non alienando B xunote3ara Ha Dig. 11.7.11 uma tBbpzE crienu-
¢uuHO chabpkanue. [lo cunara Ha Ta3u yroBopka ce 3a0paHsiBa Ha COOCTBEHUKA
Ha HEJBIKUMUS UMOT JIa M3BHPIIBA TaKUBA JCHCTBUS, KOUTO B KpaifHa CMETKa
Ouxa OBENN 10 U3BAXKIaHETO MY OT rpakaanckust 000pot. Lo ce otHacs no mpas-
HUTE TIOCIICAUIIN Ha YTOBOPKATa, OIIE MPEACTABUTEINTE Ha IIKOJIAaTa Ha €CTECTBE-
HOTO MPAaBO Ca UMAJIM CIy4yal Ja U3THKHAT, Ye HEM3IIBJIHEHUETO Ha TOBA 3aIbJIKE-
HHUE € OCHOBaHHE Ja Ce MPEAsIBH ,,JITMUEH * UCK CPelLly KOHKPETHOTO JIUIIE, B TEXKECT

118 B to3u cmuchi van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation
of Things, op.cit., p. 299, xakto u Bnocieacteue Puchta, Georg. VerduBBerungen gegen Vertrag:
Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 223, a B mo-HoBO Bpeme u Kaser, Max.
Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfligungsbeschrankungen im romischen Recht, op.cit., p. 177-178.

119 Taka uzpuuno van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation
of Things, op.cit., p. 299, kakro u von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando,
op.cit., p. 182.

120 Taka Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrinkungen im romischen Recht,
op.cit., p. 178.
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Ha KOETO € YCTAaHOBEHO Pa3MoOpeIUTeIHOTO orpanndeHue'?!. Topa 00CTOATEICTBO

ce MOTBHPKIaBa U OT HAIMYMETO HA YTOBOPEHATa NIeHAIHA CTUITYIanus. B ciryuait
Ha HEU3IIbJIHEHUE, HECOOCTBCHUKBT MOXE JIa ThPCU CIUHCTBEHO oOelIaHara oT
COOCTBCHMKA TIApUYHA CyMa B CJIy4all Ha HEH3IbJIHEHUE Ha 3aIbJDKCHHETO Ja Ce
BB3/IbPKa OT CKJIIOUBAHE HA PA3MOPEAUTEIIHU CHEIKHU. J[eCTBUETO B HApYIICHUE
Ha YroBopkara obade € JeHCTBUTEITHO U TIOpaXK/1a IEJICHUTE MTPaBHU TIOCIICIHUITH.

Hapen ¢ Dig. 11.7.11, kbM BrOpaTa rpymna Morar ia ObJaT OTHECEHHU U Jpy-
I'M TEKCTOBE OT Jlurecture, mpu KOMTO obaue HE € HeOOXOIUMO pactum de non
alienando na e ckpeneH ¢ MeHaHa cTumynanusa. B pasnopendara na Dig. 18.1.75
€ MIPEABUICHO, Y€ K02amo npu npooaxcoama Ha HeOBUNCUM UMOM € Y2080PEHO, Ue
Kynyeauvm ciedséa 0a omoade noo Haem npooaodeHus UMom HA Npexevbpiumers,
U, aKko peuiu 0a 20 npooasa, 0da 20 NPexevpiu 0OPAMHO HA NPOOABAYd, NPEX8bP-
JIUMeNm pasnoidea ¢ actio empti npu HeusnviHeHue Ha 3a0vaxcerueno. B cxoneH
nyx e u npaBuioro Ha Dig. 19.1.21.5, koeto npeaBmxa, ue ako npu npooaxcoama
Ha eOHa hepma e y2e080peHo 0a He ce npoodasa Ha Opye2, 0C8EH HA NPEeX8bpIUmens,
npu HeCcnazeéane HA Y2080PKAMA NPexsvbpiumensim panoiazd ¢ actio empti.

Ot 3Ha4YcHHE 32 Pa3KPUBAHE HA TOYHUS CMHUCHI € BRIIPOCHT OTHOCHO 00XBara
Ha pactum de non alienando. Hakon u3cienoBarenu MpueMar, 4ye JABETE MpaBH-
Ja JOMyCKaT yroBapsHe Ha 3a0paHa 3a paslnopekaaHe W300I10, a He camMo upe3
JIOTOBOP 3a MOKYMKO-Tiponaxoa. C Ipyru qymMH, CIIOPEN TsIX, B ChABPKAHUETO HA
pactum de non alienando no cmucbia Ha Dig. 18.1.75 u Dig. 19.1.21.5 nonanar
BCUYKH BB3ME3HU U OC3BB3ME3IHU JOTOBOPH, Upe3 KOMTO MPABOTO HA COOCTBE-
HOCT BBPXY HEIBMKHMHAT UMOT MOXE Ja ObJie PEXBHPICHO WIH Ja CE yUpeIu
OrPaHMYEHO BEIIHO MpaBo'?,

Taka mpennoXeHOTO PA3IMUPHUTEIHO THIKYBaHE C OCHOBAaHUE CE KPUTHKYBa
KakTo OT mpenacraButesid Ha Illkosnara Ha €CTECTBEHOTO IpaBo'*’, Taka U OT MO-
nepuute u3cienaosarenu'?. I[IpunoxHoTo mosie Ha pactum de non alienando v B
JIBETE XUIOTE3U 00XBaIlla eIMHCTBEHO JI0TOBOPA 3a MOKYIIKO-IIPOIaX0a, KaTo ToBa
00CTOSITEJICTBO C€ TTOTBBPIKIaBa OT CXOIHOTO MOHSATHE ,,venditio/vendere “, KOeTO
MOJKe J1a ObJIe OTKPUTO KakTo B TekcTa Ha Dig. 18.1.75, Taka u B mpaBuioro Ha Dig.
19.1.21.5. Apyru 10oroBOpHu, KOUTO UMAT 3a MOCJIEINLA MPEXBbPISTHETO HA BEIIHO-
TO TIPABO BHPXY HEIBHKUMHMSI UMOT, CTOST M3BbH OOXBara Ha 3a0paHara W Morar
na Ob1aT CBOOOIHO CKITFOUBAHU OT npuoOpetarens. C orie/ Ha TOBa, HIKOU aBTOPU
IpUeMarT, Y€ JiBaTa TeKCTa ypexJaT pasHOBUIHOCT Ha pactum de non alienando,

12 Bxk. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 299-300.

12 B To3u cMuUChI Karo 4e U ce u3ka3pa Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der geset-
zlichen, testamentarischen und vertragsmifBigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen
Rechte?, op.cit., p. 16.

123 Bx. von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 178—180.

124 Taka Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrinkungen im romischen
Recht, op.cit., p. 179-180.
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KOATO MMa MO-TSCHO MPHJIOXKHO T0JIE, @ UMEHHO YTOBOPKA 32 Bb3bpKaHe OT MPO-
nax0a Ha Omaroto, pactum de non vendendo. OcBeH TOBa, T€ pUeMaT, 4e IPaBH-
nara Ha Dig. 18.1.75 n na Dig. 19.1.21.5 ypexaar cBoeoOpa3HO JOTOBOPHO IPABO
Ha M3KyITyBaHe'>.

[Ilo ce oTHacsi 10 MpaBHUTE MOCJCAUIM MPU HAapyIlllaBaHe Ha MPEIBUICHU-
te B Dig. 18.1.75 u na Dig. 19.1.21.5 orpanuuenus, ¢ eIMHOAYIINE CE€ MpPUEMA,
4e pactum de non vendendo He MOXe J1a OCYeTH PEXBbPIUTEIHOTO JACHCTBUE Ha
JIOTOBOP 32 MOKYITKO-TPOAaX0a Ha HEIBUKMMHUS UMOT, CKJIIFOUCH C TPETO Jiuie'%.
B nonkpena Ha ToBa pa3OupaHe € U MpU3HATaTa Ha MPEXBHPIUTENS Bb3MOXKHOCT,
pHU HEU3IIBJIHEHNUE HA MPOU3TUYAIIIOTO OT pactum de non vendendo 3aabIXeHUE,
Jla IPEISABU actio empti Cpelly CBOSI KOHTpaxeHT. KakTo € u3BecTHo, actio empti €
bona fidae uck, ¢ KOWTO MOXe J]a C€ ThPCH KaKTO MPEAaBaHETO Ha MPEXBHPICHOTO
Onaro, Taka v 3arJianale Ha napuvHo odesniereHue'”’. B pasmienanure Xumoresu,
MPEXBBPIUTENAT UMa MPaBo Ja NpeTeHaupa oOe3IIEeTeHUE 3a HEeU3MbJIHEHUE Ha
3aJIBJDKEHUETO 3a non-facere OT CTpaHa HA MpHOOpeTareNs nopaau npoaaxoda Ha
HEJBI)KMMHSI UMOT Ha JIPYTO JIUIE, HO IEUCTBUTEIHOCTTA HA MOCIEABAIATa MPo-
nax0a He ce MOCTaBs MO ChMHEHUE.

[TpucbenuHsBaM ce KbM Taka H3JI0KEHOTO CTAHOBHIIIE, ThI KaTo apryMeH-
TUTE B MOJKpETa Ha pa30HpaHeTo, Ye Kiiay3aTa 3a HelPEXBbPJIMMOCT Ha HEJIBUKH-
MUl UMOT B T€3H CIIy4yau JIeWCTBA CaMO MEXIy YTOBOPUIIUTE sl CTPaHH, ca yoemau-
tenHu. CTpyBa MU ce o0aue, 4ye BHXK/IaHETO, KOETO OTKpHUBA JOTOBOPHO MPaBO HA
U3KYIlyBaHe B pactum de non vendendo, ce HyXaae OT peLu3upaHe.

Kakro e BuAHO, IpeBUICHUTE B JBara TEKCTAa XUIMOTE3W Ha pactum de non
alienando He BIUSAT HEMOCPEICTBEHO BHPXY Pa3MOPEIUTEIIHUTE MPABOMOIIHUS Ha
nproOpeTaress Ha HeABMKUMUS UMOT. JIUIIeTo eAMHCTBEHO MoeMa 3aAbJIKCHHE, B
cllydail ue MpUCTHIU KbM Ipojiax0a Ha 6:1aroTo, J1a ro mpojaje Ha CBOs IIpojiaBay,
OT KOHTO T0 € npunodui. [lo To3u HaYMH HE ce OTHEMa Bh3MOXKHOCTTa OJaroTo aa
y4acTBa B IpaXJAaHCKUsl 00OPOT M0 YCMOTPEHUETO Ha HEToBuUs coOcTBeHUK. Hero
noBeue, MPUOOpeTaTessT HE € OrPAaHUYEH [0 OTHOUICHHE Ha MPaBOMOIIUETO CU
Jla Ce pa3mopek/ia ¢ BelTa n3001110, HUTO MbK OeMa 3aIb/KEHHE J1a HE CKIII0UBa

125 B 1031 cMucha von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p.
180 — ,,... da vielmehr der Verkdufer fiir sich eine Art Vorkaufsrecht vorbehalten habe . Kpm
TOBa BIkJaHe ce npucheaunsaBa u Gesterding, Friedrich. Ausfiihrliche Darstellung der Lehre
vom Eigenthum und dhnlichen Rechten, die ihm nahe kommen, op.cit., p. 27.

126 Taka von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 180, kakTo
u Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen und vertragsméfigen
VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte?, op.cit., p. 16, Gesterding, Friedrich. Aus-
fithrliche Darstellung der Lehre vom Eigenthum und dhnlichen Rechten, die ihm nahe kommen,
op.cit., p. 27, a B mo-HoBO BpeMe Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrinkungen
im romischen Recht, op.cit., p. 179.

127 Taka Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 213-214; ba3aunos, lBan. Kypc mo
PHMCKO TIPaBo, IUT.ChY., C. 456.
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JPyTH BUAOBE PA3NOPEIUTEIIHN PABHU CACIKHU, CHIO0 HACOYCHH KBbM MPEXBHPIIS-
HE Ha BEIIHOTO MPaBO BbPXY OJIaroTo.

C npyru nymu, rienta Ha pactum de non vendendo B cnydante Ha Dig. 18.1.75
u Dig. 19.1.21.5 He ¢ ma orpaHnuu npaBHATa cdepa Ha TPHOOPETATEIISI HA UMO-
Ta, a J]a IPe0CTaBi HOBO MPABOMOIIME HA MTPEXBBPIUTEINS, KaTO Ch3/1aJ]Ie 32 HETO
BB3MOXKHOCT JIa CTaHE OTHOBO TUTYJISIPp Ha MTPABOTO HA COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY HEIIBH-
KUMHSI UMOT IO CHJIaTa Ha HOB JIOTOBOP 3a MOKYIMKO-TIPOAak0a. 3aMUCHIBT HA
pa3nopendouTe ce onMpa Ha YOBEIIKATA MPE3yMITIHS, Y€ HIOM MPEXBBPIUTEIAT €
B3€JI PEIlICHHUE J1a IPO/Iajie UMOTa, Beue HsIMa MHTEPEC OT U3BIMYAaHE HA HETIOCPE/-
CTBEHUTE MY MOTPEOUTETHH CBOMCTBA U 32 HETO TIOHAYAJIO HMA 3HAYCHHE HA KON
ie ro npoaaze. ChieBpeMeHHO, TbPBOHAYATHHST MIPEXBHPIUTEN HECHMHEHO UMa
NPaBEeH MHTEPEC OT MPHUI00MBAaHE HA BBIIPOCHUS HEJIBUKHM HUMOT, JIOKOJIKOTO Ha
CBOW peJl € OUJT TUTYIISIP Ha TIPaBOTO Ha COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY HETO U € 3aIl03Har C He-
roBute ocodeHocTu. ThbkMO TOBa 00yciiaBs U AOMYCTUMOCTTA Ha MOAOOHA YTOBOP-
Ka B JIOTOBOpa 3a MOKynko-mpoAaxoa. Tsa obaye He pa3kpuBa npaBHUTE Oee3u Ha
,,TIPABO HA M3KYITyBaHe , TOKOJIKOTO HE OBJIACTSIBA ITbPBOHAYATHISI TIPEXBHPIUTEI
Jla U3KYNH HEABMXKUMHES UMOT, @ CaMo Jia MpeTeHANpa 00e3EeTEHNE 3a HEU3ITbJI-
HEHUE Ha 33Ib/DKCHUETO Ha IpUoOpeTaress 1a He IpoaaBa UMOTa Ha JIPYTO JIUIIE.

C omen Ha Taka M3JIOKEHOTO, CTPyBa MU Ce, Y€ B CiIy4as HE € HaJuIle JO-
TOBOPHO TIPAaBO Ha M3KyIyBaHE, a Kjay3a 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCT HAa HEJIBIKUMUS
UMOT, KOSITO € OrpaHHYeHa caMo 10 3a0paHa 3a CKIIFOYBaHE Ha JOTOBOP 3a MOKYTI-
KO-TIpo/1aXkoa.

K®bM 10TOBOpHUTE OTPAHUICHHS TIPU PA3MOPEKIAHE, KOUTO HE BOJIAT /IO OKOH-
YaTeTHOTO M3BAXJAaHE Ha OJIar0TO OT TpakIaHCKHs 000pOT, MOXe J1a ObJe MpHu-
YHCIIEH U 0coOeHms ciydail, mpensuaeH B Dig. 13.7.4 u Dig. 13.7.5. CwriiacHo
npeasuaeHoto B Dig. 13.7.4. npaBuno, Yinuan xazea, ue axko uma y2o8opka 3ano-
JrceHama ey 0a 6voe npooadeHa, Kamo masu Y2080pKa € CKIIOYeHa NPU yupeosi-
8aHe HA 3a7102d UIU BNOCIIeOCEUe, He CAMO NPooaxcoama e 0eucmeumentd, Ho U
Kynyeauvm cmaea coocmeeHnux. Bce nak, ako nuncea yeoopka, ue 3an0xcenama
seuy Modice 0a Ovoe npoodadena, NPasuUIomo, Koemo npuiazame, e, 4e npooaxcoa-
ma e 0Onycmuma, 0C8eH aKo HAMA 002080pPHA 3aOpana ms 0a He Oboe U3BLPUIBA-
Ha. Haucmuna, kv0emo uma 002080pHa 3abpana 3a pasnopexcoatre, 8 Ciyuail ue
Kpeoumopvm npooade sewyma, omeoeapsi 3a furtum, 0C8eH ako ONbICHUKLI e OU
V8eOOMeH mpu Nbmul U He ce e 0m308ai. BTOPHUAT TEKCT, MpunucBaH Ha [loMmoHwMiA,
MPEIBIKIA, Y Ce npuideam Colyume pa3peulenus, Ko2amo y2080peHo 8bodue 0a
He ce npodaea, maxka u Ko2amo naKkmuvm e HapyueH camo omuacmu, no OmHouie-
HUe HA CyMama, yCio8uemo uiu MACmomo Ha npooaxcoama'?.

3a pa3nuka OT pa3mieJaHUTe B paMKUTE Ha Ta3W Tpyma MpaBuia, MpU KOU-
TO pactum de non alienando € BKIIOYEH KaTo OTIEIIHA KJiay3a B JOTOBOP 3a IO-

128 M3mon3BaJ CbM TpeBojia, moMecTeH BbB Benemukos, [etko. Tus distrahendi mpu 3anor
u nipu punynwms. [og. CVY, FOpun. dak., 30, 1934-1935, 1935, c. 134.
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KynKo-mpoaax6a, TekcTsT Ha Dig. 13.7.4 mpenBukaa yroBopkara 3a HEIPEXBb-
JUMOCT J1a C€ OTHAcA JI0 Belll, BbPXY KOATO € ydpeaeHo obe3neuenue. Kpeauro-
PBT — HECOOCTBEHHMK MOEMa 3abJKCHHUE CIPSMO CBOS JUTHXKHUK, 3aJI0T0/IaTeNl U
COOCTBEHMK Ha 3aJI0)KEHOTO 0J1aro, J1a He yNpaxkHsBa ius distrahendi, a IMEHHO J1a
HE MpojiaBa TOBA OJIaro ¢ el YIOBIETBOPSBAaHE HA CBOETO B3EMaHE.

3aciyxaBa 1a ce 0TOeNek U, e CIIOpe/] IMO-CTAPUTE pa3pelleHus U Mpe3 Hada-
HUS €Tall OT Pa3BUTUETO Ha KJIIACUYECKOTO PUMCKO IIPABO, 3aJ0KHUAT KPEIUTOP HE
pasriosiara ¢ IpaBOMOIIIKE caM Jia Mpojiajie 3aJI0KeHaTa Belll, 3a J1a C€ YIAOBIETBOPU
OT TOJIy4eHaTa MapuyHa CyMa, OCBEH aKko MoJo0Ha yroBOpKa HE € M3PUYHO IO-
CTHTHATa ChC 3aJIOTOJATENs-THKHUK. CBUACTEICTBO 32 TOBA MOXE JIa C€ OTKpHUE
B TekcTa Ha Dig. 47.2.74, kpnero criopen SBOJICH, OH3uU, KOUMO e Noayuuil eoHd
eewy 6 3an102 u 51 npooade, H6e3 0a e y2080peHa npooaxcoba, uiu Makap 0a e ouno
V2080PEHO, € U3BbPUILI MA3U NPo0aXcha npedu HACMbNEAHe HA nadexca, 0meo-
eaps 3a furtum (kpasicoa) u Koeamo npu npooaxcoama 2iagHusm 0vjie He e OuUl
noeacen. B paHHUA eTall OT pa3BUTHETO HA 3aJI0’)KHOTO MIPABO, IPU HEU3IIBIHEHUE
Ha 33BJDKCHUETO KPETUTOPHT MOKE J1a MpU1001e MPaBOTO HAa COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY
3aJI0’)KEHOTO OJ1aro, HO HE U Jla MPEIU3BUKA HEToBaTa MPOAAH U Ja C€ yIAOBIETBOPU
ot croitHocTTa. [log00HO pa3pemieHne o0aue HEBUHATH € OJIArOMPUSTHO 32 UMY-
IIECTBCHUTE MHTEPECH Ha KpeauTopa'?.

3a ma momoOpu MPaBHOTO TOJNIOKEHUE HA KPEAUTOpa, Mpe3 Meproja Ha Kia-
CHUYECKOTO PUMCKO IMPaBO 3aJIOTOJATENSAT U 3aJOKHUAT KPEIUTOp 3allovyHalu Jia
BKJIIOYBAT B CHIBP>KAHUETO Ha 3aJI0KHOTO MPABO M OTAETHO CIOpa3yMeHHE, MO
CHJIaTa Ha KOETO Ha KPEAUTOpa CE J1aBa MPaBOTO CaM Ja MPUCTHIN KbM Mpojaxoa
Ha 3aJ0)KeHOTO O1aro, Ja U3MoJI3Ba MOIydYeHaTa cyma 3a IoracsiBaHe Ha 3aIbJIKe-
HUCTO U OCTaTBKbT (superfluum) BbpHe Ha AnbxHUKA'*, [locTeneHHo, TO3U MaKT
(pactum de distrahendo pignore) 3amno4sa ga ce nmpuemMa 3a UMIUTUIIUTHO BKIIIOUEH
B ChABPIKAHUETO Ha OTOBOPA 3a 3aJ10T°!, KaTo criope HIKOU aBTOPH TOBA CE CITyY-
Ba ome npe3 Hadanoto Ha III B. ci. Xp., mo BpemeTo Ha ummeparop AJIeKCaHAbP
Cesep (193-235 1. cim. Xp.)'*2.

Hsikon npencTaBuTeny Ha npaBHaTa JOKTPUHA ca CKIIOHHH JIa IOTHPCAT 00siC-
HEHHE 32 OOCTOSTENCTBOTO, Y€ MPABOTO HA KPEAUTOPA J]a Ce Pa3lopeaH ChC 3aJ0-

129 Bk. mo-noipo0OHO 3a UCTOpUsATA Ha 3aJ10KHOTO 1paBo Goebel, Richard. Reconstructing
the Roman Law of Real Security. — Tulane Law Review, 1961, vol. 36, p. 33 et seq.

130 TIo-mompoOHO 3a MOCTENEHHOTO 3aMECTBaHE Ha BB3MOXKHOCTTA 3a MPHUI00MBaHE Ha
01aroTo Mpu HEU3MBIHCHUE C MPABOMOIIMETO HA KPEAUTOPA JIa Ce YIOBICTBOPH OT HEroBara
cToiHOCT npu npoaaxoa Bx. Schanbacher, Dieter. Verpfandungspraxis und Pfandrecht. — Usus
Antiquus Juris Romani. Antikes Recht in lebenspraktischer Anwendung. Berlin; Heidelberg:
Springer, 2005, p. 201-202.

3! Taka Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 161.

132 B T1o3u cmuckin Canduaunno, Yeszape. Kypc puMcKoro 4actHoro mpasa, IHT.ChY.,
c.210. Cemoro npuema u Philipson, Donald. Development of the Roman Law of Debt Security. —
Stanford Law Review, 1968, vol. 20, Ne 6, p. 1243.
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XKeHOTO Onaro ce nmoapaszoupa, € pa3peuieHue, IPUBHECEHO OT APYro BEIIHO 00e3-
nedeHue, fiducia'*. Ilpu mocneIHOTO, JOKOJIKOTO KPEIUTOPHT IPHI00MBA TIPABO-
TO Ha COOCTBEHOCT BBPXY 01aroTo, TOu per argumentum a fortiori, pasmnoiara u
C MPaBOMOIIMETO Jla C€ Pa3Mopeau ¢ Hero, Makap 4e Moke na ObJe OChIIEH 3a
infamia (6e3uectue). Cropes T€3M aBTOPH, 32 BCEOOIIOTO MPU3HABAHE HA pactum
de distrahendo pignore B on3a Ha Kpenuropa, Jopy U 0e3 Ja € HaJule mogo0Ha
YTOBOPKa, OCHOBHO 3HAYEHHE MMa M30CTABSIHETO HAa lex commissoria 10 BpEMETO
Ha umneparop Koncrantun B Hauanoro Ha [V B. ci. Xp.".

OuUHAIHUAT €Taln OT €BOJIOIUATA HA 3aJI0Ta 3aBbpIIBA [0 BPEMETO Ha UMIIe-
parop FOcTuHuaH, Koraro To3u BUJ BEIIHO 00€3MeueHNE HEM3MEHHO BKIIIOYBA B
ChIBPKAHUETO CH BB3MOXKHOCTTA 3a KPEAUTOpPA caM Jia MpOjaje BEIITa U Ja ce
YAOBJICTBOPH OT IIeHATa, MOJIy4YeHa IPU Npojax0ara Ha 3aj0keHara Bemy' >,

[IpenBua oOuus mornes BPXY €BOJIONUATA HA CHIBPKAHUETO HA pignus,
MOJXe Jla ce mpueme, uye TekcroBere Ha Dig. 13.7.4 u Dig. 13.7.5 orpazsBar mex-
JUHHUS €Tall OT pa3BUTHETO HAa MHCTUTYTa. OT e]Ha CTpaHa, B pa3pelieHNeTo, Koe-
TO ypeXJaa XUIOTe3a Ha furtum, KOraro KpeAUTOPHT CE IOMOTBA Jla C€ pa3nopenu
c Omaroro 0e3 J1a € HaJIMIle yTOBOPKA B TO3M CMHUCHII, MOXKE JIa C€ OTKpUE OTUYETIIH-
BOTO BJIHMSIHUE Ha pa3OMpaHeTo 3a W3HAYaIHATa HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT Ha 3aJI0)KEHOTO
Oaro, MPUCHIIO HA PAHHOTO PUMCKO npaBo. OT Apyra cTpaHa, MPaBUIOTO Ch3aaBa
BB3MOKHOCT 32 ITPEOI0JISIBAHE HA HETIPEXBBHPIMMOCTTA Ha 3aJI0KEHOTO Oaro, yro-
BOpPEHA B TEXKECT HA KPEUTOPA, Upe3 OTIPaBsHE HA yBeoMIIeHue (denuntiatio) 10
JUTHKHHKA, Y€ TPH HEU3ITBIHCHUE Ha 3aIBJDKCHUETO IIE C€ MPUCTHIU KBM IPO-
nax0a Ha 6rmaroTo. 3a 1a Ob/e IecTBUTENHA MTpoAak0aTa, BhIIPEKH HATUYHETO Ha
pactum de non alienando, XpenUTOPHT TPsIOBa JTa OTIPaBU TPHU IMOCIICIOBATEITHU
YBEIOMJICHHSI JI0 AIBKHUKA. CMUCHIBT HA TE€3W YBEAOMIICHHS € JIa C€ TPeaoCcTa-
BU BB3MO)KHOCT Ha JIMIIETO JIa U3MBJIHU 33AbDKEHUETO CH U Taka J1a OCYeTH H3-
ry0BaHETO Ha MPaBOTO CU HAa COOCTBEHOCT BBPXY 3aJIoKeHOTO Onaro. ExBa cien
0e3pe3yATaTHOTO OTHpPAaBSHE Ha denuntatio, KPEOIUTOBT MOXKE JIa MPUCTHIN KbM
mpojaxoa Ha 3aJ10)KeHaTa BEIl.

B nmpaBHara qokTprHa € U3KazaHo pa3OupaHeTo, ye Bb3MOKHOCTTA 33 TIPEO/I0-
JsIBaHE Ha YTOBOpPKAaTa 3a HEMPEXBHPIMMOCT Ha 3aJI0)KEHOTO 0J1aro Ype3 TPUKPaTHO
YBEIOMJICHHE JI0 JUTBKHUKA, € PE3yITaT OT MHTEPIIONallks, OChIIECTBEHA OT IOp-
ucture npe3 panHoto CpennoBekoBue. Criopes TsX, MPaKTUKaTa Jja c€ W3BHPIIU
denuntiatio 1 Taka Jia ce peoioiiee TOroBOpHaTa 3abpaHa 3a pa3nopexIaHe He ce

133 Taka uspuuno Goebel, Richard. Reconstructing the Roman Law of Real Security,
op.cit., p. 52.

134 TTak Tam, c. 52.

135 Taka n3puuno Beneaukos, Iletko. Ius distrahendi mpu 3amor u ipu Gpuaynus, MUAT.CHY.,
c. 149.
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BITMCBA B J{yXa Ha KJIACHYECKOTO pUMCKO mpaBo'*®. [1o To3u HAuWH, aBTOPUTE KAaTO

4e JIM IMIDTUIIATHO IPUEMAT, Y€ IEHCTBUTEITHUAT CMICHI Ha MTPABIIIOTO, H3PA3CHO
B Dig. 13.7.4 u Dig. 13.7.5, e pactum de non alienando, yroBopeH MKy TTHKHH-
KBbT — COOCTBEHUK Ha 3aJI0’KCHATa BEIl] U HETOBUAT KPEIUTOP, OTHOCHO TOBA OJ1aro,
Jla BOJIM JI0 ITbJIHA HEBB3MOXKHOCT 3a yIpakHsiBaHE Ha ius distrahendi n Taka 1o
a0COJIFOTHO JIeHiCTBHE Ha JIOTOBOpHATa 3a0paHa 3a MPEXBBPISIHE Ha 3aJ0KEHOTO
Oaro, KOsITO MOXKe J1a ObJIe MPOTHUBONIOCTABEHA HAa TpeTUTe Juma'’.

CtpyBa MHu ce, 4e Taka U3JI0KEHOTO pa3OupaHe He clienBa aa OblIe MOJaKpe-
neHo. be3 ma orpruam KareropuyHo BHXKIAHETO, Y€ TEKCTHT HAW-BEPOSTHO € pe-
3yJITaT OT MHTEPIIONIAINS, HE MOXE JIa ce MpeHeOperHe 00CTOATEIICTBOTO, Ue Mpe-
o0JyiafiaBaiara 4acT OT PUMCKOIIpaBHATA JIOKTPUHA Bh3IPHUEMa 32 aBTCHTHYHA aK-
TyanHata penakuus Ha Dig. 13.7.4 u Dig. 13.7.5, BkitouBaiia 1 Bb3MOKHOCTTA 32
denuntiatio. 3aciryxaBa Ja ce OTOCICKH, Ye HIKOU aBTOPH M3IIICKIA U300110 HE
BB3IPUEMAT U UJIEATa, Y€ TeKCTHT € MHTEPIIOIUPAH, TOKOJIKOTO MPUEMAT, Y€ TpaK-
TUKaTa Ha denuntiatio € BbBelIEHA OIlle TI0 BpeMeTo Ha mmrieparop FOcTuHmaH, a
HE OT CPEJTHOBEKOBHUTE IOpUCTH ¥, J[pyru aBTOpH M300110 HE B3eMaT OTHOIIICHHE
10 TO3U CIIOp W HAIPaBO MPHEMAT, Y€ JIOPU U JIa € HaJWIIC TIOTOBOPHA 3a0paHa 3a
NPEXBBPIISHE HA 3aJI0KCHATA BEIIl, TS MOXe J1a ObJIe IPEoI0IsTHA Ype3 TPUKPATHO-
TO YBEAOMIJICHHE, OTIIPABEHO OT KPEIUTOpa 0 UTHKHUKA, Y€ e MPUCTHIN KbM
nponax0a Ha 3aJI0)KeHaTa Belll, 3 Jia Ce YIOBJIECTBOPH OT MoJydeHara cyma'®,

B 06061menue moxe n1a ce npueme, ue npasuiarta Ha Dig. 13.7.4 u Dig. 13.7.5
ypexaaT Bb3MOXKHOCT 33 yroBapsiHE Ha 3a0paHa 3a Mpojax0a, CKIIFOYeHA MEXTY

36 B To3u cmucwn Goebel, Richard. Reconstructing the Roman Law of Real Security,
op.cit., p. 52; Beneaukos, Iletko. lus distrahendi mpu 3anor u npu Gumynus, qUT.Ch4., c. 141—
142, xoiiTo M3THKBA, Y€ TOBa pa3OupaHe € OMIIO BB3MPHUETO OIIE B TPYAOBETE HA MPEICTABUTEIN
Ha MaHJeKTHATa paBHa 1IKoJa, @ UMEHHO Bernhard Windscheid.

370t gpyra cTpana obade, mpo¢. BeHemukoB B Apyr CBOM TP/ € MPHEI, Y€ TPUKPATHOTO
YBEIOMJICHHE HA JJIBKHUKA OT CTpaHa Ha KPEIUTOpPa BOAU JIO MPEONOJISIBAHE HA JOTOBOpHATA
3a0pana 3a npexBbpisiHe. Beneaukos, [letko. 3amucku o pumcko npaso. Codwusi: MK Tletko
Benenukos, 1999, c. 91-92. CtpyBa mu ce, ye TyK HsIMa IPOTUBOPEUHE, TOKOIKOTO [IUTHPAHUST
TPYA € ,,pe3yImam Ha npe2o8opHume Kypcose Ha USNUMHAMA Mamepusi N0 PUMCKO Npaeo ...
Ha npog. bazanos npes 1929—1930 2. “, xakTo caM 0TOEINsI3Ba aBTOPBT B Mpearosopa. Kakro e
BUHO OT Oen. mox nuHusS Ne 136, npod. ba3aHoB ce mpown3Hacs KaTeTOPUYHO B TIOJKpena Ha
denuntiatio u gopu He MpUeMa BUKAAHETO, e HacTosmmsT oOnuk Ha Dig. 13.7.4 e pesyarar ot
UHTEPITOJALIHSI.

138 Taka uzpuuno ba3anos, lBan. Kypc no pumcko mpaso, 1ut.cbu. ¢. 303. Tora Bk aane
ce CHoIeNs U B UyKIlecTpaHHara aureparypa. Bixk. B To3u cmucws Taubenschlag, Raphael. The
Legislation of Justinian in the Light of the Papyri, Byzantion, vol. 15, 1940-1941, p. 288 — ,.In
hypothecary law, the influence of Justinian s codification is manifested in the pacta de vendendo
which now appear and by which the last remnants of the pledge on forfeit prevailing in popular
law are abolished .

139 Topa mpuemar Ileperepckmuii, Ban., isan. HoBunkuii. Pumckoe 4acTHOE MpaBo, IHT.
Ch., c. 383, B To3u cmcuba 1 Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 161.
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COOCTBEHUKA-ITEKHUK U HECOOCTBEHUKA-KPEIUTOP U TUTYISP Ha ius distrahendi,
MO CHJiaTa Ha KOATO HECOOCTBEHUKBT CE€ OTKA3Ba OT PA3MOPEAUTEIIHOTO CH MIPABO-
MOIIIME BbPXY BEITa, MPU3HATO MY IO CUjiaTa Ha ydpeaeHus 3anor. HezaBucumo
OT W3PA3CHUTE Pa3JIMYHU BIDKIAHUS B JOKTpUHATA, MU CE€ CTPYBa, Y€ HCTOpHUYE-
CKOTO pa3BUTHUE Ha ius distrahendi CBUIETENCTBA, Y€ TOJJOOHA YTOBOPKA HE MOXKE
0e3yciioBHO Ja ObJie MPOTUBOMNOCTABEHA HA TPETH JiMla. BhBEXXIaHETO HA M3HC-
KBAHETO 3a denuntiatio MOJKe /1a c€ Bb3IPUEME KaTo KOMIIPOMHUC U KaTO OIHUT Ja Ce
MOCTUTHE OaJTaHCUPAHO pa3pelIeHne Ha KOH(PIUKTA MEX Ty TPaBHUTE HHTEPECH Ha
JUThXKHUKA U Kpenutopa. OT eqHa cTpaHa, yTOBOpKara 3a HeIPEXBbPIUMOCT Ha 3a-
JIOKEHOTO OJIaro 1eNiu Ja mpeanasu JUTbKHUKA OT TPOU3BOIHOTO YIIPaKHSIBAHE HA
ius distrahendi ot xpeautopa. M3pa3 Ha Ta3u 3anuTHA QYHKIUS € U 3aTbIDKCHHETO
Ha KPEAUTOpa JIa OTIIPABU HA TPH MMBTU YBEAOMJICHHE JI0 JIIBKHHUKA, KATO IO TO3U
HAYMH MY J1aJie Bb3MO)KHOCT CBOEBPEMEHHO J1a U3ITBJIHH 33AbJDKEHUETO CH U J1a U3-
Oerne nponaxx6ara Ha cBosiTa Benl. ChIllEBPEMEHHO, 32 /1a HE C€ HaMaJlsiBa NHTEH-
3UTETHT HA JOTOBOPHATa OOBBP3AHOCT, € MPEABUICHO, Y€ ACHUCTBUETO HA pactum
de non alienando moxe na 6b/ie PEOJOTHO IPU HEU3ITBIHEHNUE HA 3 IBJDKEHUETO
OT CTpaHa Ha JUThKHUKA, TMIOCIENABAHO OT denuntiatio. KpenuTopbT MOXe 1a Tpo-
Jajie BEIITa, HE3aBUCUMO OT HAIMYUETO Ha JIOTOBOpPHA 3a0paHa 3a pa3nopexkiaHe
C Hesl, CTUTa J1a ca KyMyJaTUBHO Hanuile npeasuaenute B Dig. 13.7.4 npeanocras-
ku. Taka mpaBUIOTO CAaHKIIMOHMPA HEU3IPABHUS UTHKHHUK, KOUTO HE M3IBJIHSABA
3aJIbJDKEHUETO CU, HO pa3uuTa Ha pactum de non alienando, 3a na 3amnas3u npaBoTo
CH Ha COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY 3asioxkeHaTa Beml. C orien Ha Te3u 00CTOSITENICTBA MU
ce CTpyBa Hall-pa3yMHO TIpeABHACHATa B TekcTa Ha Dig. 13.7.4 xumore3a ga Ob1e
MpUYKCIIeHa KbM BTOpara Ipyra yroBOpKHY 3a OrpaHUYaBaHe Ha MPEXBbPIMMOCTTA,
JIOKOJIKOTO TOTOBOpHA 3a0paHa 3a mpoaak0a Ha BEIlTa He BOJU 10 U3BAKIAHETO HA
3aJI0’KEHOTO OJ1aro OT rpaskJaHCKHsl 000POT.

Knay3a 3a HempexBbpIAMMOCT Ha 01aro, KOosITO 00BbpP3Ba €IUHCTBEHO YTOBO-
PWINTE s1 CTPaHW, HO HE U TPETH JIMLA, € ypeaeHa U B Tekcta Ha C 4.6.3, KOUTO
MPEABMK A, Y€ ako oapumel 0apu eOHa éewy ooujo Ha 08e Tuyda ¢ yeosopkama, e
HUMO eOHO Om MSX HAMA 04 Modce 0d ce PA3nopeou CbC C8OAMA 4acm, Hapyule-
HUemo Ha masu 3abpana nopasicoa condictio 6 non3a Ha oapumens u Ha He2o8ume
Hacneonuyu'*.

N3onupano e u3pa3eHoTo B MO-CTapara JOKTPUHA BIKJIAHE, Y€ MPaBUIIOTO Ha
C 4.6.3 ypexxna xunotesa Ha pactum de non alienando, KOWTO MOXke J1a ObJie MPoO-
TUBOIIOCTaBEH HA BCUYKHU TPETH JIUIA. ABTOPUTE, KOUTO TO MOJUIbPIKAT, IPUEMAT, ue
aOCOJIOTHOTO JIMCTBUE HA Kilay3ara 3a HEMPEXBHPIMMOCT Ha O1aroTo mpou3THya
OT 06e3BB3ME3THHS XapaKTep Ha pa3nopexaaneTo. Cropen TsIX, BOJISITA HA JAPUTETS

140 Ha matuHCKM e3uK mpaBmioTo rmiacu: Imperatores Valerianus, Gallienus. Ea lege in
vos collata donatio, ut neutri alienandae suae portionis facultas ulla competeret, id efficit, ne
alteruter eorum dominium prorsus alienaret, vel ut donatori vel heredi eius condictio, si non
fuerit condicio servata, quaeratur.
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Jla OTPaHUYM Pa3MOPESKIAHETO C JapeHaTa Belll Clie/iBa Ja ObJie MpernoveTeHa npes
BOJISITA HA HAJIAPCHOTO JIMIIE, KOSTO IICJTH JIa CE Pa3lopeId ChC ChIlaTa Ta3u Beny' .

CrnenBamure TOKOJCHHS IOPUCTH 00ade BB3MpUEMAT MPOTHBOIOIONKHOTO
BUKJIaHE, & UMEHHO Ye JICHCTBHETO Ha JOTOBOpHATa 3a0paHa 3a paslopexkaaHe
¢ OrpaHMYCHO CaMmo JI0 CTPAHUTE IO JOroBopa 3a aapeHue. [Ipu3HaTtoTo mpaBo
Ha condictio cnenBa na ce pa3dupa B CMHCHI, Y€ aKO HAJAApEHOTO JIMIIEe HapyIIu
pactum de non alienando 1 CKJII0OUN pa3NoOpeIUTEIHA CAETKA C 1apeHOTO My Oja-
0, TapUTEIAT U HETOBUTE HACICTHUIIM MOTAT J1a MPESBAT KOHIUKIIMOHEH UCK, C
KOWTO Ja mpeTeHaupar o0e3meTeHne, 4 UMEHHO MapuvHaTa Cyma, KOSITO € IMOJy-
YHJT IPEXBBPIIUTEIST PU MpojakOa Ha 6naroto. C Apyru JyMu, KOHTUKIIUOHHHUST
UCK € JIOTOBOpHATa CAHKIVsI, TIPEABHICHA ITPH HEU3IIBJIHEHUE HA 33 IbJDKCHUETO 32
non-facere OT CTpaHa Ha HAJTAPEHOTO JIUIIE, HO Ype3 MPEIASIBSIBAHETO MY HE MOXKE J1a

CC OCYCTHU CKIIIOUCHATA OT HCI'0 IIPCXBbPJIUTCIIHA CIIGJIK3142.

3.3. Xunome3u, npu koumo pactum de non alienando mosce oa 6v0e npo-
MUBONOCMAaBeH HA 6CAKO Mpemo auye

Haii-ceTHe, TpeTara rpyma oOXBalia KJiay3uTe 3a HeIIPEXBbPIMMOCT Ha Oj1ara,
KOMTO MOTAT Ja OCYETAT MO-HATaThITHOTO pa3mopexaaHe ¢ 01aroTo v ca MpoTHBO-
MOCTaBUMU Ha BCUYKH TPETHU JUIIA.

Cpen 151X, BOACIIIO 3HAYEHHWE UMa XUIIOTe3ara, ypenena B Dig. 20.5.7.2, koeto
1 JI0 THEC MPOABIKABA J1a OPaXK/1a O)KMBEHU TUCKYCHH B TIpaBHAaTa JOKTpUHA. Ch-
IJ1aCHO TIPEBUAEHOTO B TekcTa Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 npaBuino, ,,/locmass ce vnpocvm
KaKeo e delicmeuemo Ha K1ay3amd, ¢ KOSmo Kpeoumopvbm ce y208aps CbC CEOs
ONIbIHCHUK NOCTEOHUSAM Oa He Ce PA3ZNOPeHcOa CbC 3aN0AHCEHAMA UTU UNOMEKUPAHA

141 Taka van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 310-311. 3acimyxaBa 1a ce OTOENIEkKH, Y€ ¥ B HAl-HOBATa UCTOPHSI MOXKE Ja CE OTKpUE
npuMep 3a 0cOOCHOTO 3HAYCHHUE, KOETO Ce MPH/IaBa Ha Kiiay3ara 3a HelpPEeXBbPIMMOCT Ha OIaro,
BKJIIOYEHA B JIOTOBOP 3a JapeHue win B 3aBemanue. [Ipe3 1971 1. ppenckuar 3akoHonaten Bb-
Bexaa paznopendara Ha 4. 900-1 ot ppenckus 'K, cpritacHo KoaTO Kitay3uTe 3a HEPEXBHPIIN-
MOCT TI0 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha €JHO IaPSHO MJIM 3aBEIIaHo O1aro ca JeHCTBUTEHU CaMo aKo ca orpa-
HUYCHH ChC CPOK U ca CKPETIeHHU ChC CEPHO3eH U MPpaBHO 000CHOBaH UHTEpec. Pasmopenbdara Ha
ui1. 900-1 ot ¢p. 'K tnacu: Les clauses d’inaliénabilité affectant un bien donné ou légué ne sont
valables que si ells sont temporaries est justifies par un intérét sérieux et légitime.

142 Taka u3puuno Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen
und vertragsméfBigen VerdauBerungsverbote nach dem rémischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 14 — ,,Das
Wort condictio bezeichnet eine personliche Klage*; von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum
de non alienando, op.cit., p. 198 —,, ... wenn gegen dasselbe pactum verdufsert wurde, nur eine
personliche Klage gegen den Verdufserer entsteht, nicht aber eine dingliche. *; Gliick, Chris-
tian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 64-65 — ,,Dieser Gesetze
(Dig. 18.1.75; Dig. 19.1.21.5 u C 4.6.3. — 6en. mos) lassen gar keinen Zweifel iibrig, daf3 wenn
dem Vertrage zuwider gehandelt wird, wodurch sich der Erwerber einer Sache verbindlich ge-
macht hat, die auf ihn tibertragene Sache nicht zu verdufSern, blof eine personliche Klage auf
Entschddigung gegen den Verduflerer angestellt werden konne *.
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He2osa eewy. /lanu no0ooHo chopasymMeHue e HUOICHO NOpaou NPOMUBopeyUe CbC
3aKOHA, maka ve sewyma 0a modxce 0a 6voe npooadena? [1odobna npooasxcoa e be3
CbMHeHUe HUWOJICHA, MaKa Ye Y2080pKama npoussedcoa oelicmaue “'.

[IpeobmanaBamnioTo pazdoupaHe cpel MpaBHUTE XyMaHUCTH OT X VI Bek e, 4e
3a0bpaHaTa 3a pasnopexkaHe B TO3U CIIy4ail BOIU /0 HHUILOXHOCT Ha CKJIIOYEHA-
Ta pa3nopeauTeNHa clieika. Te mpuemar, 4e mpH npojakda Ha 3aJI0KEHOTO WU
UIIOTEKUPAHOTO OJiaro, 3a KPeAUTOpa Bb3HMKBA MPABOTO Ja HMCKAa BPbIIAHE Ha
BElITa B MaTPUMOHUYMa Ha CBOsI JUTHXKHUK, IO CUJIaTa Ha CKJIIOUEHUs pactum de
non alienando. Tlopagu ToBa, aBTOpUTE pasmiexaar mpabwioto Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2
KaTo u3KiItoueHue ot Dig. 2.14.61, 10KOTKOTO HE caMO JIOMycKa COOCTBEHUKBT Ha
071aroTo J1a ce 3aIbJKU CIPSIMO HECOOCTBEHHUK Jla HE C€ Pa3lopekaa ChC CBOETO
coOcTBeHO 0O1aro, HO 1I0pY U3PHUHO MPOIVIacsBa CKIIOUEHATa B HApyIlIeHUE Ha J0-
roBOpHara 3abpaHa 3a MPEXBbPJISHE MPOAAKOa, 3a HUIOKHA'*,

OTnenHu OPUCTH, MPUUUCISIBAHM KbM IIKOJAaTa HA XyMAaHHUCTUTE, a MO-KbC-
HO TIOJ] TSIXHO BIIMSIHUE, U HSKOW mpejactaButenu Ha lllkonara Ha ecTeCTBEHOTO
MpaBo, Bh3MpUEMAT pa30UpPaHETO, Y€ B HACTOSAIIMUS CIIydail yroBOpKara 3a HempeXx-
BBPJAUMOCT Ha OJIaroTo HE BOAM /IO HHUIIOXKHOCT Ha CKIIIOYEHATa Pa3lopeIuTeN-
Ha CJIIEJIKa ChC 3aJI0KEHOTO WIIM MIOTeKUpaHo Omaro. Criopen Tax, MPaBUIIOTO Ha
Dig. 20.5.7.2 mo-ckopo ypexia XUIoTe3a Ha OTHOCUTEIIHA HEJCHCTBUTEITHOCT' Y,
B noxakpena Ha U3pa3eHOTO OT TAX CTAHOBHIIE, TE€ TIOCOUBAT, Y€ MPEIHA3HAYCHUETO
Ha paznopendara € Ja 3alUTH UMYIIECTBEHUTEe MHTEPECH Ha 00e3NeueHust Kpe-
mutop. HezaBucumo ye ce mpou3HacsAT B MOAKpena Ha AEMCTBUTEIHOCTTA HA yTO-
BOpKarTa 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCT Ha 0JaroTo, T€ MOCOYBAT, Y€ €AMHCTBEHUST MPABEH
WHTEpPEC, KOWTO MOXE J1a ObJIe 3aCErHaT OT CKIIIOYEHATa pa3lopeIuTeNHa CACIKa,
€ To3W Ha KpenuTopa. Hali-BeposiTHO M THKMO Ta3u OCOOEHOCT, a IMEHHO Y€ Ce
3acsira MHAMBHyaJieH, a He O0IIEeCTBEH HHTEPEC, MOTUBUPA aBTOPUTE J1a IIPUEMAT,
Yye CKJIIOYEHaTa B HapylieHue Ha 3abpanara mo Dig. 20.5.7.2 mokymnko-mpogaxoa
BOJIU JI0 MIPEXBBPISTHE Ha BEIIHOTO MPABO, KATO € ,,HULYOHCHA CAMO MENCOY ONbIHC-
HUKA U Kpeoumopa, Ho He U no omuouteHue Ha opyeu auya “'*°. C ornen Ha ToBa
T€ MPUEMAT, Y€ MPU OTHEMAHE Ha MPEXBhpJICHATa BElll, JIETUTUMUPAH /A TPEIsSiBU

143 B opurunain mpaBoto Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 tnacu: ,,Quaeritur si pactum sit a creditore, ne liceat
debitori hypothecam vendere vel pignus, quid iuris est, et an pactio nulla sit talis, quasi contra ius
sit posita, ideoque venire posit? Et certum est nullam esse venditionem, ut pactioni stetur®.

144 Cpen Tax nomnanaar Francisco de Caldas Pereira (1543—1597) u Rodericus Soarez, uc-
MaHCKH opucTH, kakto u Sfortia Oddus, ntanumancku 0puct, nut. mo van der Sande, Johan. A
Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things, op.cit., p. 300-301.

145 OCHOBHHAT MOAJPHKHUK HA TOBA BWXKIAHE CPEJ XYMAHUCTUTE ¢ (PEHCKHSAT FOPHCT
Ludovicus Charondas (Louis le Caron; 1534 — 1613). KM ToBa pazbupane, 0130 €IWH BEK
MO0-KbCHO, ce MpucheauusaBa U Johan van der Sande, Taka u3puuno van der Sande, Johan. A
Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things, op.cit., p. 303.

146 Bxk. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 303 — ,,The sale is therefore not purely void, but it is only void as between the persons
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PEBAHIUKAIIMOHHUSI UCK € TPETOTO JIMIE — KyIyBad, MPUIO0OHUIO COOCTBEHOCTTA
OT 3aJIOTO/IaTeNsA-ITBKHUK, @ OTBETHUKBT, KOUTO YIpaXKHsIBA (PaKkTHUECKaTa BIACT
BBpXY BEIlITa, HIMA J1a MOXeE Jla ce OpaHu C Bb3paKEHUE, Y€ MPEXBbPIUTEIHATA
C/IeNKa MEXTy JUThKHUKA M KyITyBada € HUIIIOYKHA KaTo MPOTUBOpEYaIlla Ha pactum
de non alienando u Taka na ocropsa JIeTUTUMAIMATA Ha UIEIIA.

OtueTnuBuTE KONEOAHUs B MpaBHATA JOKTPUHA MIPH THIKYyBaHE Ha MPaBUIOTO
Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2. ce nmpeHacsT U pH cleABAIIUTE TOKOJICHUS U3CIIEI0BATENH.

Ot emHa cTpaHa ce MOAIbpIKa Pa3OUPAHETO 32 HUIOKHOCT HA CKITFOYCHATA B
MPOTHUBOpEYHE ¢ pactum de non alienando paznopenurenta caenka. Haxon aBropu
MpHeMar, 4e B ciyyasi € U3KJII0UeHHEe OT 00IIaTa HeJOMyCTUMOCT Ha YTOBOPKa, 0
CHJIaTa Ha KOSTO COOCTBEHHKBT C€ 3aJb/DKaBa Ja C€ BB3IAbpikKa OT pa3mopeka-
HE ChC COOCTBEHOTO cH Oyaro'*’. JIpyru ca CKIIOHHH Jia MOThPCIT OOsSCHEHHE Ha
TOBa pa3pelIieHre B 00CTOSITEICTBOTO, Ue € HAJIUIIE ,,pa3yMeH HHTepec B M0J13a Ha
KpenuTopa, o0e3reueH ChC 3aJI0T WM UTIOTEKA, Ja HACTOsIBA 3a OrpaHUYaBaHe Ha
MO-HATATBITHOTO pasnopexaane ¢ omaroro. Cropes 11X, ThKMO TOBa € MOTUBUPA-
70 ceetaBuTenute Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 ga npeABUAST HUMIOKHOCT HA MOKYIKO-TIPO-
nax0aTa, CKIIFoUeHa B IIPOTUBOpeUne ¢ pactum de non alienando'®.

ChIIeBpEeMEHHO, HEMAJIKO Ca M aBTOPUTE, KOUTO MPHUEMAT, Y€ YrOBOpKara 3a
HEMPEXBHPIUMOCT Ha 3aJI0KEHOTO WJIM UMOTEKUPAHO OJlaro He MOXKE Ja OCyeTH
NPEXBBPIUTEIHOTO JIEHCTBUE HA Pa3NopennTeNHa IpaBHa caenka. Cropen HIKOH,
Taka U3pa3eHOTO pa3OUpaHe € B YHHCOH ChC 3aMHCHIIA JIa CE MPENOCTaBH 3allUTa
Ha MIPABHUTE MHTEPECH HAa KPEIUTOPA, JOKOIKOTO YUPEIECHUTE 00e3IeUeHUs BhP-
Xy 0JaroTo He OTMAJAT MPHU MPEXBHPISHETO My M MOTaT Ja ObJaT MPOTHBOMOCTA-
BEHHU Ha BCEKH cieBai npuodperaren. [lopagu ToBa, JOKOIKOTO HHTEPECUTE Ha
KpEANTOpa HE ca 3acTpalleHu, MojgoOHa 3abpaHa cienBa Ja 0OBbp3Ba €IMHCTBE-
HO CTPaHHUTE, KOUTO ca 51 yroBopwin'®. J[pyru aBTopy OTXBBPIST BIKIAHETO, Y€
CKJIFOYEHATa B HapyIlIeHUE Ha pactum de non alienando peXBbpPIUTEIHA ClIETKA €
HUIIO)KHA, C ApTYMEHTA, Ye MOI00HU JTOTOBOPHH 3a0paHu 3a MPEXBHPIISIHE BUHATH
MOpaXKJaT ACUCTBUE CaMO MKy CTPAHUTE U HE MOTaT JIa OCYETAT Pa3NopeKIaHe-
TO ¢ OJIaroTO, C OIVIe] Ha KOETO ca yroBopeHu'™,

3acimyxaBa a ce 0TOeJIeKH, Ue BbB Bpb3Ka ¢ ImpaBmwiioTo Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 ¢ Ha-
nuIe KojebaHue He caMo 0 OTHOIIIEHUE Ha TpaBHUTE nocneauin. Omre mpe3 Cpe-

who entered into the pact, that is as between the debtor and the creditor, and not as between
others “.

147 Karo uskmrouenue ot Dig. 2.14.61 Hacrosimoro nmpasuio ce pasmiexaa ot Gesterding,
Friedrich. Ausfiihrliche Darstellung der Lehre vom Eigenthum und &hnlichen Rechten, die ihm
nahe kommen, op.cit., p. 29.

148 Taka Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen und ver-
tragsmaBigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 13.

9 B Tto3u cmucha Bx. Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten nach
Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 60—61.

150 Taka von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p. 187-188.
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HOBEKOBMETO, CpEeJl MPEACTABUTENN Ha INIOCATOPUTE € M3Ka3aHO ChbMHEHHE Aallu
obmonpueTusaT TekcT Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 e aBreHTHuHUAT. OCHOBAaHHE 332 TOBA CHM-
HEHUE Ch3JaBaT HAKOM MPEMHUCH Ha PUMCKUTE TEKCTOBE, B KOUTO BMECTO ,.nullam
esse venditionem “, € MOco4eHO ,,nullam esse_pactionem *“ (mogd. Mmoe — 6eJ1. MOs1).
Ta3u 3aMsiHa U3LSITO0 IPOMEHS CMUCHIJIA HA TIPABUIIOTO, KaTO OTHACS HUIIOKHOCT-
Ta HE CIPSAMO CKIIFOUEHATa MOKYMKO-TIPOAakOa, a CIpsMO caMUs MaKT, ¢ KOWTO €
yroBopeHa HernpexsbpimmoctTa'®!. ChlliecTByBaIara HesICHOTA 110 BBIIPOCa Koil e
ABTEHTUYHHUAT TEKCT MPOBOKHUpa Bartolus'>?, moctrnocarop u npodecop B yHHUBEP-
curera B [lepymxka, 1a 3aMUHE 3aeHO ChC CBOS KoJera Accurcius'> 3a [1uza, kbe-
TO ce ChXpaHsiBa ek3eMIuisip oT OnopeHTHHCKOTO Komue Ha [lanaexTuTe, cuuTaHoO
3a Hal-I0CTOBEPHOTO IO OHOBA Bpeme'**. Bartolus ycTaHOBsIBaA, Ye aBTCHTUYHOTO
MIPaBWIIO ChIBPXKA U3pasa ,,nullam esse venditionem *“, a OTKIIOHEHHETO € PUETO 32
PBKOMHKCHA TPEIIKa, JOIMyCHATa MPH Mpenuca Ha Tekcra'>,

He3aBucumo oT aBTOPUTETHOTO 3aKJlOUeHHE Ha Bartolus, CbMHEHUsATA HE ca
MPEOIOJICHH TIpe3 cieABamute crojaetus. Ctura ce noram, ye penuia aBTopH, B
OTUT Ja Pa3KpUAT JCHCTBUTEIHUS CMUCHI Ha MPABWIOTO, MpUIAraT KOPEKTUBHO
THJIKYBAaHE U 10 TO3W HAYMH U3MEHST M3IUIO HIKOM OT M3IOJI3BaHUTE AyMu. Taka
Hanpumep, Francis Donellus mponbikaBa Aa MOAIbPKA, Y€ aBTEHTUIHHIT TEKCT
Ha MPaBUJIOTO € ,,nullam esse pactionem ““. Tol ce IpUCHEINHIBA KbM pa30UpaHeTo,
4e IeUCTBUTETHUAT cMUChI Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 e na ypeau HUIOKHOCTTA Ha pactum
de non alienando, nHaii-Beue ¢ omien npaBwioro Ha Dig. 2.14.61, Hemomyckario
OrpaHWYaBaHE HA PA3MOPETUTECITHUTE MMPABOMOIIUS Ha cOOCTBeHHKA'*®. JIpyr Xy-
MaHUCT, Antoninus Faber, cpio ipuema, ye aBTEHTUYHUSAT TEKCT ChIbPKA U3pa3a
,hullam esse pactionem . Hapen ¢ ToBa, criopea Hero, u3passwT ,,ne liceat debitori
cyenBa Jia ce yete Kato “ne liceat debitoris” (mogd. moe — 6em. most). Taka, mpome-

151 Bxk. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,

op.cit., p. 301. B ceums cmucwen u Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten
nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 57.

152 Bartolus de Saxoferrato (1313—1357), utanmancku npodecop B yuuBepcutera B [lepy-
JDKA M €IMH OT HAW-BIUSTEIHUTE FOPUCTH-MOCTIIOCATOPH.

153 Ye cpTHHK Ha Bartolus e Accurcius nmpuema Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduter-
ung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 58. Ipyru aBropu mocousar, 4ye ToBa ¢ Francis
Ticinus, Taka van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 302. CrpyBa Mu ce obade, 4ye TOBa pa3jIMune B aBTOPOBUTE IMO3HUIIMU HE € OT ChINECT-
BEHO 3HAYCHHE.

134 Taka van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 302. Cemroro otoensizBa u Puchta, Georg. Verdullerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkun-
genzu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 229-230.

155 Topa e oOmionpuero B JoKTpuHara, Bx. Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag:
Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit., p. 230; Bx. cbimo u Gliick, Christian.
Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 58, kakTo u van der Sande,
Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things, op.cit., p. 302.

156 Taka Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erléduterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 57.
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HEHUST CMHCHI Ha MPABUJIOTO CIIOPE] HETO € ,,aK0 Kpeoumopwvm ce e 3a0blHCUT
0a He npoodasa 3anoxiCeHama Uil UNOmeKupana 6 He208a Noisd 8ewy, npuHaoie-
acauya Ha ONvbICHUKA, Oeticmeumenet au e mo3u nakm? To3u nakm e HUWody CeH, a
npooadxcoama e oeticmeumenna “'>’. Hsaxou aBTOpH, cpen Kouto u Hieronymus de
Oros, CbII0 TOJIKPEIT pa3OupaHeTo, Y€ 3aMUCHIBT Ha TekcTa Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 e
Jla TIPOTJIacH HEJCHCTBUTEIIHOCTTA HAa YTrOBOpKaTa 3a HEMPEXBBPIMMOCT Ha B3e-
MaHe, HO B TMOJKpena Ha BIKJIAHETO CH MPUBEXKAT apryMEHT, pa3jinyaBall] ce OT
nocera pasmenanure. OcoOeHO BHUMaHHUE T€ OTIENAT HAa U3MOJI3BaHUSA B TEKCTA
uspas “nullam esse venditionem, ut pactioni stetur”. Criopen TX, ut He CJIe/iBa Ja
ce pa3bupa KaTo Hapeuune, a KaTo yCIOBHO HAKIIOHEHHE — ,,ifa ut “ 1 1a ce IPeBekIa
10 Hauun ye ‘. OCBEH TOBa, ,,[I0 HAUMH Ye* Clie/iBa Ja € OTHECE He JI0 pactum, a
1o venditio. Taka, CMECBI'BT Ha TIPABHJIOTO C€ U3MEHS IO CICAHHS HAYMH ,HAMA
cayuatl Ha npooaxicoa, npu Koumo mosu pactum oa npouseeoe oeticmesue ‘158,

[IpenBun nmpoabKaBalldTe B MpaBHATA JAOKTPUHA pa3HOIVIACHS, €1Ba JIU €
W3HEHAJBaIIo, Y€ JOpU U u3cienonaren karo G. Puchta e CKJIOHEH Ja MOAKpenu
TBHJIKYBaHE Ha MPABWIOTO, PA3IUYHO OT oOmionpueToto. Criopea Hero, B TO3HU CU
BUJ TeKCTHT Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 e nuieH OT mpaBHA JIOTHKA. ABTOPBT MPHUIOMHS
HECHMHEHOTO MPABUJIO, Y€ TPHOOPETATENAT Ha 3aJI0KEHO WIIM UTIOTEKUPAHO 0J1aro
ro nmpuao0uBa, HO 0OpeMeHeHOo ¢ obe3rneueHue, Thil KaTo 00e3MEeUYEeHUETO CIIeBa
BenITa. [lopaau ToBa, HATMYMETO HA YUPEICH 3aJI0T WU UITOTEKa HE BOJHU JI0 OCYe-
TsIBaHE Ha MIPEXBBbPIUTEIHATA CclIeKa. B To3u cMHCHI, OTKa3bT Ha ITbKHUKA Ja ce
pas3mnopekaa ChC CBOSITA BEIll MO CHIIECTBO HE Ch3AaBa MO-OIaronpusiTHO MPaBHO
TOJIOXKEHHE 3a Kpeauropa'™.

Cwio Taka, Puchta He OAKpETst U peo0I1a1aBalioTo Cpejl CBOUTE ChBpEMEH-
HUIM pa3bupaHe, e 3adpaHara 3a pas3nopekaaHe ¢ 01aroto Moxe ga Objae mpo-
THBOTIOCTaBEHA HA BCSIKO JIMIIE U Ja JIOBEAE O HEBB3MOKHOCT 3a CKIFOYBAHE Ha
NpeXBBPAUTENHU caeiiku. Criope Hero, TakoBa JACHCTBUE OM MOIVIO Ja € HaJIUIIe
caMmo B ciIy4ai, ue 1Mo cuiara Ha pactum de non alienando 3a KpeauTopa Bb3HUKHE
weeujen uck *“ (,,dingliche Klage ). llpensiBUIusAT peBaHIUKAIIMOHCH UCK JCHCTBU-
TEJTHO MOXKE /Ia ICKa BEIITa OT BCAKO TPETO JIUIIE, HO TOraBa UIICIbT UMa IPABHOTO
Ka4eCTBO ,,cobcmeeHux ““, a He ,,kpeoumop *‘, KakbBTO € ypenenust B Dig. 20.5.7.2
ciy4vail. BChITHOCT, Ha KpeauTopa € MpU3HaT ,,8euyer Uck *‘, a UMEHHO actio in rem

157 Bxk. van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 303, koiiTO € BBE3MPOU3BEN MpeiokeHara ot Antoninus Faber Bepcus nu3isuio. Ts e
npeBe/icHa Ha aHIITUICKU €3UK, KaTO ChM H3MO0JI3BAN ThKMO TO3H MPEBO/I.

158 PasnmiuHAUTE BIDKAAHUSI OTHOCHO KOPEKTUBHOTO THJIKYBaHE Ha TPABIIIOTO Ca U3JIOKEHH
B Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p. 59, ot1-
KBJIETO ChM H3IOJI3BAT M CHOTBETHHUTE MPEBOAN. ABTOPHT MPEBEXkKIa HA HEMCKH pe3yliTara oT
TBJIKyBaHeTo Ha Hieronymus de Oros o cClieHUs HAYWH, ,,Es sei gar kein Verkauf denkbar, bei
welchem das pactum gelten konne “.

159 Taka Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de
distr. pign., op.cit., p. 224.
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hypothecaria, HO TOW Bb3HUKBA HE TI0 cuiara Ha pactum de non alienando, a xato
MIPABOMOIIINE, YaCT OT ChABPKAHUETO Ha BEIIHOTO oOe3nedueHue. To3u uck odaue
ce Mpu3HaBa HE Ha COOCTBEHHUKA, a Ha KPEAUTOpA C yUpeIeHO B HETOBa 1032 pe-
anHo ob6e3nedenne. C HEro NEWCTBUTETHO MOXKE Jla C€ MCKa MpeaaBaHe Ha BEITa
OT BCSIKO TPETO JIMIIE, HO €IMHCTBEHATa MPUYNHA, TOPAJH KOATO HAa HECOOCTBEHHUK
ce MpU3HaBa actio in rem, € Ja 3aIIUTH KA4eCTBOTO My Ha obe3neueH kpeautop. C
actio in rem hypothecaria MoXe Ja ce TbpCHU MPEIaBAHETO HE HA BCAKAKBA BEIll, a
caMo Ha Ta3H, KOSITO € 3aJI0’KEeHa UM UTIOTEKHpaHa BEll, U TO €AUHCTBEHO C OTJIE]T
CBCHTYaJIHO HACOYBAHE HA MPUHYAUTEITHOTO H3ITBITHCHHE BhPXY Hes' .

[IpaBo B momn3a Ha KpeaUTOpa, MPOTUBOIIOCTABUMO Ha BCAKO TPETO JIMIIE CIIO-
pen Puchta, Moxe 1a BB3HHKHE 110 CHJIaTa Ha YTOBOPKA, HO TS € pa3InyHa IO Ch-
IbpKaHue oT pactum de non alienando. JITbXHUKBT U 00€3MEYEHUSAT KPEIUTOP
MOTar J1a MPEABHUIAT, Ye MPH OIUT 3a PA3MOpEKIaHe ¢ OJaroTo OT cTpaHa Ha JITbXK-
HUKa, IPAaBOTO Ha COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY HETO ce MPeXBbpiisd Ha KpeauTopa. [1o chiue-
CTBO, TOBa O3HaYaBa Ha pa3MopeAuTesHaTa CIeKa ChC 3aJ0KEHOTO OJaro, KoATo
JUTBKHUKBT CE JOMOTBA Jla CKJIIOYH, Jla Ce MPUAaJie 3HaUeHHEe Ha MPEKPATUTEITHO
yCIJIOBHE, BOJICIIIO JI0 U3TyOBaHe Ha MPaBOTO Ha COOCTBEHOCT 3a JIHKHUKA U Bb3-
HUKBAaHE Ha HOBO MPaBO Ha COOCTBEHOCT BBPXY Ta3W BEll B T0JI3a HA KPEAUTOPA.
TwakyBaHneTo Ha nmpaBuioTo Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 o0ave U3KiII0UBa BEPOSATHOCTTA TOBA
Jla € HETOBUST CMHCHI, JJOKOJKOTO TEKCTHT Pasriiexkia BbIIpoca 3a JOTOBOPHOTO
OTpaHMYEHUE Ha PaA3NOPEIUTEIHUTE MPABOMOLIUS Ha JUThKHUKA, a HE Yypex.a
NPHUIOOMBEH CITIOCO0 B IMOI3a Ha KpeauTopa'®!,

Ha cnensamio msicto, Puchta ce npucheInHsABa KbM aBTOPHUTE, 3a KOUTO MOCe-
HnieHneTo Ha Bartolus B I1ln3a u n3BHPIIEHOTO CpaBHEHHE ¢ TeKkcTa Ha DnopeHTHH-
CKOTO KOTIME€ HE € JOCTAaThYHO yOSAUTETHO CBHJIETEICTBO 32 aBTEHTUYHOCTTA Ha
Hacrosiimara peaakuus Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2. 3a pasznuka OoT IpeaxoJHUTE MOKOJICHUs
u3cienosarenu, Puchta npunara cucTeMaTuyHoO, @ He KOPEKTHUBHO THIKYyBaHE Ha
tekcra. Cropen Hero, nmpaBuioTo Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 He kopecnioHIupa CMHUCIOBO C
npyrure tekctoBe oT Dig. 20.5.7. IlpaBunara, nmpunucBanu Ha Mapiuas, npea-
BIDKJAT, Y€ ,,AKO Kpeoumopwvm npooaoe 3an0X4ceHa Ui UNnomeKupaa eewy npu
yeaosue, ue mMoxce 0d 8bpHe HA KYNysaya NiameHomo 3a Hesi u 0a s npudooue,
Modice U ONbAHCHUKDIN 04 NOCMUSHE ChbUWUs pe3yamam, ako e 20mos 0a 3aniamu
daoenomo om xkynyeaua? B 11-mama knuea om ceoume /Jucecmu, FOnuan nuute,
ye 3an00ceHama ewy e 0etiCmeumenHo npooacend, Ho 8 mo3u CAyYal Kpeoumo-
pvm mpsabea 0a npexevpiu uckogeme cu (3a noiyuaeare Ha eewyma — Oein. Mosi)
Ha onvocHuka. Tosa, koemo FOnuan npuema OmMHOCHO PIgNUS, HAMUPA NPULOJACE-
Hue u npu hypotheca. 1. Tpabea 0a uzcieosame 0anu Koeamo unOmMexKupaHa eeuy

160 3a mpaBHHTE Oese3u Ha actio hypothecaria Bx. no-noapoono Black’s Law Dictionary.

8 Ed., 2004, Thomson West, p. 739.
1o Bsk. Puchta, Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de
distr. pign., op.cit., p. 228-229.
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e NPo0aoeHa, ObIAHCHUKDIN MOHCE Od 8b3CMAHO8U NIAMEHOMO HA KYNysaud u 0d
5 npuoodue omuoBo. Ako seuyma e npooacexa ¢ yeosopkama, we npooajxcoama
Modice 0a OomnaoHe, aKo ONbIHCHUKDIN 3aniamu CyMama 6 pamxKume Ha onpeoesen
nepuoo om epeme, Mo Modice 0a CU 8bpPHe elma, aKko niamu 8 pamKume Ha mo3u
nepuod. Ho axo cpoxvm e uzmexwv1 uiu maxasa y2080pka He e Ouia nocmueHama,
npooasxcoama He Moxce 0ad OMNAOHe, 0C8EH AKO ONbICHUKBI He e HA 8b3Pachl No0
0sadecem u nem 200unu, pupillus, omcvcmeaw unu nonaoawy 8 opyea epyna, Kosi-
mo ce obxeawa om 3awumama no eouxma. *

Crnensamioro npaBuio, a umMmeHHo Dig. 20.5.7.2, ypexxma 1oroBopHa 3abpaHa
3a pa3nopexaaHe ChC 3AN0KEHOTO HIIM UTIOTEKUPAHO 0JIaro, KaTo TEeKCTHT OYEBH/I-
HO TpeTupa OIaronpusTHO HE JUTbKHHKA, a Kpeautopa. Cnopen Puchta, nogodex
TEKCT HE ce BIKCBa B Ayxa Ha Dig. 20.5.7, koiiTo ypex/1a MpaBHUTE Bb3MOKHOCTH
3a UTHKHUKA J1a MPUA00HE OTHOBO BEITA, BHPXY KOSATO € OWMJIO YUPEIEHO BEIIl-
HO o0e3reueHne U € MpoAaJieHa OT KpeAuTopa, ciel HeitHara nmpofaxoa. [lopanu
TOBa, aBTOPHT MPUEMA, Y€ TEKCTHT € CTPEIICH ITPH HETOBOTO BH3IIPOU3BEKIAHE OT
mocatopure npe3 CpearoBekoBrueTo. Criopen HEro, aBTCHTUYHHAT TEKCT Ha Tpa-
BUJIOTO 3BYYU Taka: ,,/lonycmuma au e y2080pKa Mextcoy ONbICHUK U KPeoumop,
1O CUNAmMa Ha Komo NOCAeOHUAM HAMA 0d Ce Pa3nopelcod CvC 3AL0HCEHOMO UL
unomekupano o61azo (3a oa yoosiemeopu ezemarnemo cu — oenmos)? Hama com-
HeHue, Ye MaKkse NAKmM e HUWONCEH, makKa ye npooaxcoama e oeticmaumenna 1%,

CtpyBa MU ce, 4e M3JI0KEHUTE Pa3ChKICHUS MO3BOJSBAT J]a Ce TMpUEMe, ue
Puchta n300110 HE € CKIIOHEH J1a OTKpUE XUIIOTe3a Ha pactum de non alienando B
pasnopendara Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2. OCHOBHUSAT My apTyMEHT MPOU3THUYA OT CUCTEMa-
TUYHOTO MSICTO Ha MPABHJIOTO, KOETO HE KOPECMOHAMUPA C OCTAHAIUTE TEKCTOBE,
ypexIaliy MPaBOMOIIUS Ha JUThXKHHUKA JIa CH BbPHE 00paTHO /1@ OTKYIH/ 3aJ10%Ke-
HaTa WM UTIOTEKHpaHa Belll, KOsTO € OmIa MmpojaaeHa otT kpeautopa. GiropeHTHH-
CKHUAT CK3EMILISIP MTPEIBIDKIA, HAPE]T C TE3H OJaronpUsTHHU 32 ITHKHUKA pa3perie-
HUS, U YTOBapsSIHETO Ha 3a0paHa 3a pasnopexkiaHe, KoaTo 0e3 ChMHEHHE € B yIIbpO
Ha JUTHKHUKA, ThI KaTO TO JIMIIABa OT PA3MOPEIUTSITHOTO MY TIPABOMOIIHE BHPXY
cobcTtBeHOTO MYy Onaro. ChIieBpeMeHHO, Toji3aTa OT mojo0Ha 3abpaHa, yroBope-
Ha B T0JI3a HA KPEAUTOPA, € ChbMHHUTEIHA, JOKOJIKOTO JUIETO MOXKE YCIICIIHO J1a
YIPaXXHH TMpaBara CH, MPOU3THYAIIN OT YUPEICHOTO 00E3MEUCHUE, CPEIly BCIKO
TPETO JINIIE.

162 ABTOPBT € TPUIIOKIIT TIPEJIOKCHHS OT HEr0 MPOYUT Ha JaTHHCKHU e3uk. Bxk. Puchta,
Georg. VerduBerungen gegen Vertrag: Bemerkungen zu L. 7. §. 2. Dig. de distr. pign., op.cit.,
p. 235 — “Quaeritur si pactum sit a debitore (B o0monpueTus Bapuant — creditore), ne liceat
creditori (B oOmonpueTust BapuanT — debitori) hypothecam vendere vel pignus, quid iuris sit et
an pactio nulla sit talis, quasi contra ius sit psita, ideoque venire posit? Et certum est nullam
esse pactionem (B OOUIONPUETHS BapUaHT — venditionem), ut venditioni (B 0OIIONPUETHS BapH-
aHT — pactioni) stetur.
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Hampotus, chrimacHO mpeajioxeHus oT Puchta MpoYnT, TEKCTHT ypeKaa Xu-
noTe3a Ha HEACWCTBUTEITHOCT, KaTO MporyiacsiBa yroBopkaTa, OTHEMAIAa MPaBOTO
Ha 00e3MmeueHus ChC 3aJI0T UM UTIOTEKa KPEIUTOp Ja ce pa3nopean ¢ 61aroro, 3a
HUIOXHa. HMa chMHeHue, e mooOoHa yroBopka 00€3CMHUCS YUPEIeHOTO 00e3-
MEYCHUE M Ha MpaKTHKa JIMIIABa TOBA JIMIE OT MPEJUMCTBO CIPSMO OCTAaHAJIUTE
xuporpadapHu KpeAUTOPH Ha JTbKHHUKA.

ToBa gaBa OCHOBaHUE Jla C€ IPUEME, Y€ ChIVIACHO IpouuTa Ha Puchta, npaBu-
noro Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 odepraBa mpeaenuTe, 10 KOUTO C€ MPOCTHpA 3aluTara Ha
JUTHKHHKA, N3pa3siBalia ce€ BbB BB3MOKHOCTTA Jia IPUI00HME OTHOBO BEIITA, KOSTO
KPEeIUTOPBT € MPOoJajl Mo Cuilara Ha MPHU3HATOTO MYy ius distrahendi. CTpyBa Mu
ce, ue Puchta B ciiydast OTKpruBa KOH(QIMKT MEK/y ITPAaBHUTE UHTEPECH Ha JUTHK-
HUKa, YUATO Belll € Omia mpoaajeHa OT KpeauTopa, U TPETOTO JIHIE — Npuodpe-
Tarea Ha Bemra. ABTOPBHT paspeliaBa To3u KOH(QIMKT B MOJ3a HA JUThKHHUKA, HO
MpU KyMYJIaTUBHOTO HaJIMYWE HA JIBE MPEANoCcTaBku. [I5pBO, KpeaUTOPHT ClieiBa
Jla € TIpoJajl BEITa, KaTo MPE3yMITUBHO CE € YAOBJICTBOPHII OT MOKyITHATA IICHA.
CwpI110 Taka, B JOTOBOpPa 3a MOKYIKO-TIPoJak0a clie/iBa Aa € BKIIIoUeHa Kilay3aTa 3a
o0paTHO M3KYyIyBaHe, KaTo € MPEABUICH U CPOK 3a HEHHOTO ynpakHsaBane's. Ensa
IIPY HAIMYMETO HA TE3H JIBa €JICMEHTA, 3a JUIb)KHUKA Bb3HUKBA IMPABOTO Ja OTKYIIH
BEIl[Ta CH, KaTO 3aIlJIaTh Ha TPETOTO JUIE — Npuodperares, 3aruiareHara OT HEero
napu4Ha cyma.

3acimyxaBa J1a ce 0TOENIekKH, Ue MPEUIOKEHUAT OT Puchta mpoduT HE Ce CIIOo-
Jiessl B MOJiepHaTa pUMCKOIIpaBHA JOKTPUHA, KOSTO € CKJIOHHA J1a TTOAKPETH pas-
ompaneto, ye Dig. 20.5.7.2 ypexna xumnores3a Ha pactum de non alienando'*. 1o
ce OTHACS JI0 TPABHUTE TOCIEAUIIN OT HApYyIIIaBaHETO Ha IOTOBOPHO yCTAHOBEHATA
3a0paHa 3a pasnopekaaHe ChC 3aJ0KEHOTO OJ1aro, aBTOPUTE U3PUUHO MPU3HABAT
Bb3MOKHOCTTA KJiay3aTa Ja ObJie MPOTHUBOIMOCTABEHA HA BCSIKO TPETO JIUIE U J1a
OCYeTH pa3lopeIuTeIIHATa CIIENKa, KOATO [UTHXHUKBT CE€ JJOMOTBA Ja CKIIIOYH'®.

163 3acirykaBa J1a ce 0TOCINeKH, Ue Taka MPeUIOKEHOTO ThiIKyBaHe OT cTpaHa Ha G. Puchta
pasKkpuBa HsKOM OOIIM MpaBHU Oene3u ¢ mpaBmiioTo Ha Wi. 333 oT ThproBekus 3aKOH, KOETO
ypexa mpoaaxkdara ¢ yroBopka 3a U3KyITyBaHe.

14 Taka Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschiftliche Verfiigungsbeschrinkungen im romischen
Recht, op.cit., p. 181-182. ToBa pa3bupaHe ce MomKperst U B Hali-HOBaTa MpaBHA TOKTPUHA OT
Schanbacher, Dieter. Verpfandungspraxis und Pfandrecht, op.cit., p. 202, koiiTo ce npou3Hacs B
10J13a Ha JISHCTBUTEITHOCTTA Ha pactum de non alienando, a 1o OTHOIIICHNE HAa IPABHHUTE MOCTIE-
muiy nutupa Tekera Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 in fine: ,,at certum est nullam esse venditionem, ut pactioni
stetur ‘. CTpyBa MU ce, 4e 110 TO3H HA4WH aBTOPHT CHIINO CE MPUCHENUHABA KbM pa30MpaHeTo 3a
HEJIEHCTBUTEIHOCTTA Ha MpOoJak0ara, OChIIECTBEHA B MPOTHBOPEUHE C IOTOBOpHATA 3a0paHa
3a TIPEeXBHPIISHE.

195 Tlak Tam, c. 181-182; ,,Wie die Schlussworte von 7.2 zeigen, hat die Verbotsabrede
dingliche Wirkung und macht die abredewidrige Verduferung nichtig“.
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AprymMeHT B MOJAKpENa Ha TOBa pa3OupaHe MOXe Ja C€ MOThPCH, CHOpen TAX, B
UCTOPUYECKOTO PA3BUTHE HA ius distrahendi'®®.

CtpyBa MU ce, 4e CTaHOBHIILIETO, CTIOpE KOETO 3a0paHara 3a MpPeXBBbPISHE Ha
Berira o Dig. 20.5.7.2 mopaxia AeiCcTBUE CIPSMO BCAKO TPETO JIUIIE, CIICABA Ja Ce
noakpeny. He Moxe 1a ce oTpede, 4e u3pa3eHoTo oT Puchta BIKIaHe € OPUTHHAITHO,
HO CIIOpE/] MEH CHIIIECTBYBA OIIIE€ €IUH pelIaBalll apryMeHT, KONTO HEJBYCMHUCIICHO
peMaxBa HEOOXOJUMOCTTa OT KaKBOTO U J]a € KOPEKTUBHO THJIKYBaHE Ha IIPABUIIOTO.
B npentocTiHMaHOBHS MpaBeH pell, KpeAUTOPHT pasmoara ¢ MpaBoTo Ja MpesiBU
KaKTO WCK CpPEIy IIaBHUS JUTHKHUK M HETOBUTE MOPBHUYUTENH, TaKa M CPEILy BCS-
KO TPETO JIMIIE, KOETO € 00E3MEUYIIIO ChC CBOSI BEIIl YYXKIA0TO 3aablkeHue. M300pbT
€ TPeAOCTaBeH Ha KPEeIuTOpa, KOMTO B 3aBUCUMOCT OT IUIATEKOCIIOCOOHOCTTA Ha
JUTHKHHKA, pa3Mepa Ha 3aIbDKEHHETO W CTOMHOCTTA Ha 3aJI0KEHOTO OJ1aro, Moxe
Jla TIpeJIIoYeTe a Ce YIOBJIETBOPHU HAlpaBo 4pe3 Mpojaxda Ha 3ajoKeHaTa Bell.
ITo Bpemero Ha umneparop FOcTuHuan e BbBeAeHo npaswio B HoBenure, ye kora-
TO BEILTA, MOCTYXUJa 3a 00e3MeUeHre Ha B3EMaHETO, MPUHAIJICKU HA TPETO JIUIIE,
KPEIUTOPHT CIICABA IIBPBO J1a C€ 0ObPHE KbM INIABHUS ATHKHUK U OPHUYUTENS (aKO
MMa TaKbB), a €JBa CJIe/I TOBA Jia MIPHCTHIIBA KbM MpojakOa Ha 3ajokeHara pemr'®’.
Ha Ttpetoto nurie, 06e3meunsio 4y a0To 3aIbHKEHUE ChC 3aJI0T BbPXY CBOSITA BEIII,
ce Mpu3HaBa exceptio excussionis personalis, a UMEHHO Bb3pa)K€HHE 3a MOPEAHOCT.

166 [IbpBOHAYAITHO, 00E3MEUUTETHUAT €(DEKT 32 KPSIUTOpa Ce M3passiBa ThKMO B OTKa3 OT
CTpaHa Ha JUThXKHHKA JIa CE Pa3Nopekaa ChC CBOsS BEIl 10 YAOBJICTBOPSBAHE HA 3aIbIDKCHHUETO.
EnBa npe3 nepuoga Ha KITAaCHYECKOTO PUMCKO TIPABO, ITOJ] BIUSHHUE HA Pa3BUBAIIMS CE THPIOB-
CKH 000pOT, ce JoMmycKa yroBopka (pactum de distrahendo), no cunara Ha KOSITO KPEAUTOPHT
¥Ma IMpaBOMOIIIHE Ja MPoAaIe 3aJI0KEeHOTO Omaro, 3a 11a ce ynosietBopu. Taka Goebel, Richard.
Reconstructing the Roman Law of Real Security, op.cit., p. 52. 3a HeoOXoaUMOCTTa OT pactum
de distrahendo cBunerenctBa u TekcTsT Ha Dig. 13.7.4, pasmiiean B paMKuTe Ha BTopaTa rpymna
JIOTOBOpPHU 3a0paHu 3a MpeXBbpJsHE Ha Onara.

167 Bx. Texcta Ha [V-rata HoBena, maBa Bropa. Sed neque ad res debitorum quae ab aliis
detinentur veniat prius, antequam transeat viam super personalibus et contra mandatores et
fideiussores et sponsores: sitque ad res veniens principalis, sive ab alio teneantur, et detinentes
eas conveniens, si neque inde habuerit satisfactionem, tunc veniat adversus res fideiussorem et
mandatorem et sponsorum. Idem est dicere vel si quos habuerint omnes ipsi sibimet obligatos et
qui hypothecariis actionibus teneri possint. Contra principales tamen et existentes apud eos res
(sive personalibus sive hypothecariis mox sive ambabus uti voluerit) omnem ei damus licentiam,
quae dudum a nobis dicta est, et viam et ordinem in aliis personis casibusque sancitam. Et non
solum hoc in creditoribus dicimus, sed et si quis emerit aliquid ab aliquo, deinde acceperit cum
quem vocant confirmatorem, et moveatur in aliquo venditionis conventio contra venditorem
facta, non adversus confirmatorem mox emptor accedat, neque tenentem aliquid rerum venditoris,
sed ad venditorem prius, et sic ad confirmatorem, et tertio loco contra detentatorem. Eadem
etiam hic existente divisione super praesentibus et absentibus, quam dudum in fideiussoribus et
mandatoribus et sponsoribus ac creditoribus [causa debitorum] sancivimus; similiter obtinente
etiam in aliis contractibus, in quibus fideiussores aliqui aut mandatores aut sponsores accipiuntur,
et in ipsis principalibus ex utroque et in heredibus eorum et successoribus. Antiqua siquidem lex
haec valeat rursus et cum huiusmodi iustitia atque divisione nostros subiectos foveat.
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Upes exceptio excussionis personalis TPETOTO JIUIIE, KOETO € YUPEIUIO 00E3ICUCHIE
BBPXY CBOSITA BEII WJIU € MPUIOOMIIO BEIll, BBPXY KOSITO € YUPEICH pignus, MOXe J1a
OTOTECHE TIPETCHIIUATA HA KPEAUTOPA, KaTo MPUHYIHU TTOCIICIHUS J1a HACOYH U3IThJI-
HCHUETO ITbPBO KbM MMYIIECTBOTO HA IVIABHUS JTHKHHUK M HA CBCHTYAITHUTE MTOPh-
YHUTEIH, a €JBa CJIC/I TOBA Jia IPUCTHITN KbM Mpojaaxba Ha Bemra'®s,

CtpyBa MU ce, 4e ThKMO TOBa exceptio 00yciaBs © MHTEpeca Ha KpeAUTopa Ja
HACTOsIBA BEUITA, BBPXY KOATO € YUPEICHO 00€3MEeUCHHUETO, 1a He ObJIe MPEXBbPIIS-
Ha Ha TpeTo nuie. Upe3 yroBopkara 3a HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT HA BEIITa, KPETUTOPHT
€ 3alllUTEH cpenty MoJo0HO Bh3paKeHNE OT CTpaHa Ha ObJentus mpruooperaren Ha
3asiokeHoTo Omaro. Taka, mo cuiara Ha pactum de non alienando, 3a KpeauTopa
Bb3HUKBAT OJIArOMPUSATHH MTPABHH MOCIEAUIIN. TO MOXKe MbPBO J1a IPUCTHITA KbM
npoaakOa Ha 3aJI0KEHOTO OJ1aro M e/1Ba B CiTy4ail ue mojydeHara cyma € Io-Majka
OT pa3Mepa Ha B3EMaHETO MY, Jla C€ HACOYH KbM OCTaHAJIOTO UMYIIIECTBO Ha JThXK-
HUKA U Ha TopbunTennuTe. Hampotus, B cirydaii 4e 3aj0)KeHaTa Bl MeKIyBPEMEH-
HO ¢ OmI1a mpeXBhpIIeHa Ha TPETO JIUIE, KPETUTOPHT MOXKE Jla MICKa Mpojaxxoara u
enBa cieq Oe3yCHEIIHUsl OIUT Jja CE YIOBJICTBOPU OT MUMYIIECTBOTO HA TIIABHUS
JUTH)KHUK M HA TIOPBUYUTEITUTE. THKMO TOBa OOCTOSITEIICTBO O0yCIaBs ,,pa3yMHUS
uHTepec ' Ha KpeauTOpa, KOWTO Ja JOBEAE 10 BB3MOXKHOCTTA pactum de non
alienando na 6be TPOTUBOIIOCTABEH HA BCAKO TPETO Juiie' .

18 Taka Goeschen, Johan. Vorlesungen iiber das gemeine Civilrecht. Sachenrecht. Band 3.
Theil 2, 1843, p. 407. Ha ToBa 06pbma Buumanue u Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit.,
p. 163.

19 B to3u cmucwi Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen
und vertragsmafBigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 13 — ,,DeB3-
wegen verwirft auch die 2.14.61 einen Vertrag der oben bezeichneten Art, doch 148t ithn 20.5.7.2
giiltig sein, wenn ein verniinftiges Interesse bei demselben vorhanden ist.

170 3acimyrkaBa J1a ce 0TOEJICKH, ue He3aBUCHMO OT JIUTICaTa Ha HOPMATUBHO MPaBUIIO, 3aK-
PEMeHO B MO3UTUBHOTO MPABO, XUIIOTE3aTa MPOIBJIKABA J1a MOPaX/1a MPaBHU CIIOPOBE JIOPU U
B chBpeMueTo. M Hec ce mpuema, 4e MHTEpechT Ha KPEAUTOpa JIEHCTBUTEITHO MOXeE J1a Obie
3acerHar OT CKJIIOYBAHE Ha pa3MoOpeluTENIHA TpaBHA CIEeNKa ¢ 01aro, BbPXy KOETO € YUYpeIeH
3aJI0T WU UnoTeka. KpeanTopsT, 4neTo B3eMaHe € 00e3leueHo 10 TO3H pejl, € JIETHTUMHPAH
Ja npeassu uck no wi. 135 33/1, 3a na ObAe paznopeauTenHaTa cieika ¢ ToBa 61aro o0sBeHa
3a OTHOCHTEITHO HEJICHCTBUTENHA CIIPSIMO HETO, KaTo YBPEXkK/alla HerOBUTe MHTEpecH. B To3n
CMUCHJ € umain ciayyail na ce npousnece BKC ¢ Peuenue Ne 407 om 29.12.2014 2. no 2p.o.
No 2301/2014 2., IV 2.0. 'K na BKC. EniBa 1 cepro3HO MOXE c€ MOAAbPXKa, Ye IPABUIIOTO Ha
Dig. 20.5.7.2 e ,,Ha/DKUBSUIIO TOCTETIEHHOTO OTMHUPAHE HA PUMCKOTO MPABO | € MPOABIKUIO J1a
CBIIECTBYBA KaTO pa3penieHue B chlieOHara mpakTuka. Criopes puMCKOTO MPaBo B TO3U CIydai
€ HaJIMIIE IThJTHA HEJIOMyCTUMOCT Ha Pa3MopekIaHETO, HACThIIBAINA X lege, TOKATO B HAIIK THU
1o100eH (aKTUIeCKH ChCTaB CaMo TOpaxkaa MpaBHATA BE3MOXKHOCT 33 KPEIUTOpa Ja MPEASBH
uck 1o wi. 135 33/] u na mokake 3acsiraHETO Ha UMYIIECTBEHUTE CU MHTepecH. HezaBucumo ot
TOBa, OIM30CTTa MEXKIY OTICIHHUTE €IEMEHTH OT JBara (PaKTHUYECKH ChCTaBa HE OCTABS CHM-
HEHHeE, Y€ TI0 CHIIECTBO CE OXPaHsBA €IMH U CHIIH KPESAUTOPOB UHTEPEC U JOPH U JHEC, Ipe3
21-BH Bek, MoAOOHA pa3NoOpeANTENTHA CACIKA Ce PasIIekIa KaTo yBpeKIalia KpeauTopa.
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Jpyra xumoresa, KoATO MpaBHAaTa JOKTPUHA € CKIOHHA Ja pasmiexaa Karo
oco0OeHa pa3sHOBUIHOCT Ha pactum de non alienando, e 3a0panara 3a 0CBOOOXK1a-
BaHe Ha poOu'’!. Ts e npenBuacHa B MpaBUiIoTo, u3paseHo B Dig. 40.1.9'72. Poo,
KOUMO e npoodaoen noo yciosue, ye Hama 0a 6v0e 0c80000¢eH, Uil maxkasa 3a0pana
e BKIII0YeHA 8 3aeeujanue, Uil e HAN0HCeHa Om npegexma Ha epada nopaou U3evp-
uieHo om He2o npecmvhieHue, He Modce 0a Oboe 0c80000€H.

OO0cToATENCTBOTO, Y€ 3a0paHara 3a 0CBOOOXKJaBaHe Ha MpoaaieHust pod orpa-
HUYaBa COOCTBEHWYECKUTE MPABOMOIIMS, JaBa OCHOBAHME TS /1a CE€ pa3Iiek/aa Ha
TOBa cucTeMarnyHo MscTo. [1]o ce oTHacs 10 BhIIpOca OTHOCHO MPABHUTE MOCIIe-
JIUIM, HICTOPUYECKUTE U3BOPH CBUJETENICTBAT, Y€ Ta3u 3abpaHa MOxe Ja J1a Oble
MPOTUBOMOCTABEHA HAa BCSIKO TPETO JIMIIE U Taka Jia 3ama3u COOCTBEHOCTTA BbPXY
poba y npexBupauTEIss. ApryMEHT B MOJIKpENa Ha TOBA JICHCTBUE MOXE J1a CE OT-
kpue B TekcTa Ha Dig. 40.9.9.2, kolTO penBmwkaa, 4e poou, npodadeHu noo ycio-
sue, ue He mps66a 0a 6vOam oceoO0HCOABAHU, UTU OMHOCHO KOUmMO 3abpanama 3a
0C80002ICOABAHE € BKIIOUEHA 8 3aseujanue WU 3aKpeneHa 8 3anosed Ha npegexma,
He nonyyasam ce00600ama cu, 00pu U 0a ce Hanpasu ONUm 3a MAXHOMO 0C8000iC-
oasane. OOCTOATEICTBOTO, Y€ Ta3H 3a0paHa MOXKe J1a ObJie MPOTUBOMOCTAaBEHA Ha
BCSKO TPETO JIMIIE, CE BH3MPHUEMA U CPEJl IPEICTABUTEIN HAa MOJIEPHATA PUMCKOTI-
paBHa JoKTpuHa'”,

CuCcTeMaTHYHOTO THJIKYBaHE Ha JIBETE MPaBUiia pa3KpHBa, Y€ M0 OTHOIIICHUE Ha
3a0paHara 3a 0CBOOOXKIaBaHe Ha POOH, BOJISTA HA YACTHOMPABHUS CyOEKT € IpUpaB-
HEHa 110 CBOETO MPABHO JICHCTBHE U MOCIICANIIA HA aKTOBETE Ha MyOJIMYHaTa BJIACT.
Hermro moBeye, TeKcTOBETE HEABYCMHUCIICHO CBHJICTEIICTBAT, Y€ JICHCTBUETO Ha 3a0pa-
HaTa 3a 0CBOOOXKJaBaHe Ha poOu € OE3yCIOBHO U HE € 00YCIIOBEHO OT HUKAKBHU JI0-
I'BJIHUTENTHU 00CTOATENCTBA, JOKATO 3a0paHara, MpOU3THYAIlla OT aKT Ha MPETopa,
MO-CKOPO TMPEACTaBIsIBA CAHKIIUS 32 U3BBPILICHO OT pPoOa MPECThILICHHUE.

JIOKOJIKOTO B TO3M CiIy4ail Ha BOJISITa HAa YAaCTHOIIPaBHUS CyOeKT € MpuaaieHa
IOpUANYecKa Cuia, paBHa, a CIIOpe] HIKOM aBTOPH, IOPU M MPEBH3XOXKIAIIA Ta3u
Ha OpraH Ha MyOJIMYHaTa BJIACT, OYEBUIHO €, Ue € HaIIMIIe U3KIItodeHne. B moakpe-
1a Ha ToBa pa30upaHe ¢ u TekcThT Ha Dig. 40.4.9.1'*, orpannyasaii NpuI0KHOTO
T0JIe Ha Ta3u 3a0paHa caMo J0 COOCTBEHUS poo.

17! TIpeoOnanaBamio, NO-paHHUTE MOKOJICHUSI aBTOPH M300110 He 00CHKAAT 3a0paHara 3a
ocBoOO/1aBaHe Ha poOu. B mo-HOBara nmpaBHa TOKTPHHA, Ta3u 3a0paHa ce pasmiex/a KaTo pas-
HOBHJHOCT Ha pactum de non alienando, Taka Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschéftliche Verfiigungsbes-
chrinkungen im romischen Recht, op.cit., p. 184 et seq.

172 Ha natuHcku e3uk: Servus hac lege venditus, ne manumittatur, vel testamento prohibitus
manumitti, vel a praefecto vel a praeside prohibitus ob aliquod delictum manumitti ad libertatem
perduci non potest.

173 Taka u3puuno Kaser, Max. Rechtsgeschéftliche Verfiigungsbeschrankungen im ro-
mischen Recht, op.cit., p. 186.

174 B opurunan: CQuod constitutum est vetitum in testamento ad libertatem perduci non
posse manumitti, hoc ad eos pertinere puto, qui testatoris fuerunt vel heredis: servo enim alieno id
irrogari non poterit.
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4. Onur 3a U3BeKIaHe HA eIUHHU MPABHU MOCJIEIUIIA OTHOCHO pactum
de non alienando B puMCKOTO 4YaCTHO NPaBO

W3BBpIICHHUST TpErie]] Ha TPUTE TPYIU TEKCTOBE, YPEKAAIU XHUIIOTE3U Ha
pactum de non alienando, No3BoJIsIBA J]a C€ MPUEME, Y€ Ta3U YTOBOPKA MPUCHCTBA
B JIB€ OCHOBHHU Pa3HOBUHOCTH.

Ha mbpBO MsICTO, BB3MOXKHO € COOCTBEHUKBT Ha €/IHA BEII] JIa TOEME 33 IbJIKE-
HUE CIPSIMO HECOOCTBEHHK J]a HE Ce pa3Mopek/ia ChC CBOSATA Belll U3001110 WIIH 110
ompeneneH HauyuH. J[pyroTo BE3MOXKHO paspenieHue € pactum de non alienando na
ObJe BKJIIOUEH KaTo JOMBIHUTEIHA Kiay3a B ChABPKAHUETO HA MPEXBbPIUTEICH
aKT, IO CUJIaTa Ha KOSATO Ha MpuoOpeTaTens ce 3a0paHsBa WM OrpaHNYaBa pasIo-
PEIUTETHOTO MPABOMOIIIHE.

[Tonayano, pUMCKOTO MPaBO HE JOIyCKa JEHCTBUETO HAa TbpPBATa Pa3HOBUIHOCT
Ha pactum de non alienando. Jlopn u u3pudHo ypeaenure xunoresu (Dig. 20.5.7.2),
KOUTO BCE MaK yPEXKIAAT BE3MOKHOCTTa COOCTBEHHUKHT J1a TOEME 3aIBJDKCHUE CIIPSI-
MO HECOOCTBEHHK JIa HE C€ Paslopexkia ChC CBOETO Oiaro, MpOBOKUPAT JOKTPUHA-
JIEH CTIIOp, KOWTO Ce MpeHacs Mpe3 MOKOJICHUS IOPUCTH M OCTaBa HEPEIIEeH U JI0 JHEC.
Hanpotus, Broparta pa3HOBUAHOCT Ha pactum de non alienando, ipu KOSITO Kiiay3ara
3a TIpeXBBPISHE Ha Oara ce BKIIIOUBA B ChABPIKAHUETO HA PA3MOPEIUTETHATA ClIE-
Ka, € ¥ TUIIMYHATA POsSBHA (JOpMa Ha TO3U MHCTUTYT B PUMCKOTO IPABO.

TbKkMO B CBeTNIMHATA Ha TE3W Pa3ChHKICHUs, MTpaBHATA JOKTPHHA Mpeolia-
JlaBaIlo MOJIbPKa, Y€ B PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPaBO JNEHCTBHETO HA JOTOBOPHHTE
3a0paHu 3a pasnopexaHe ¢ Oiara € OrpaHMYeHO CaMO MEXJy YTOBOPUIUTE T
cTpanu. Bemira, ¢ omien Ha KOATO € YTOBOpPEHAa HEMPEXBBPIUMOCT, IPOABIKABA
na Obae in commercium W Bb3MOXXHOCTTA 3a MO-HATATHITHO Pa3NopexaaHe ¢ Hes
He ¢ ocyeTeHa!”.

ChIeBpeMeHHO, HE ca MaJIKO U OHE3M aBTOPH, KOMTO BCE TMaK JIOMYCKAaT, pU
OIIpe/IeJIeHH yCIIOBHSI, U TOTOBOPHATAa 3a0paHa 3a MPEeXBbPIISHE A3 OCYeTH ACHCTBU-
€TO Ha TpaHCIaTUBHA cienka ¢ Omaroro. Ome miocaropwsT Bulgarus de Bulgari
000CHOBaBa pa3dHpaHeTo, ue Korato pactum de non alienando € yroBopeH npeau
npeaBaHeTo Ha BelITa, JOTOBOpHATa 3a0paHa He Mmornaja B MPUIOKHOTO TOJIe Ha
Dig. 2.14.48 u Taka cTon U3BBbH 00XBaTa Ha IpaBuiara, 3akperncHu B Dig. 18.1.75

175 Taka n3puuso von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit., p.
199, kakro u Gesterding, Friedrich. Ausfiihrliche Darstellung der Lehre vom Eigenthum und
dhnlichen Rechten, die ihm nahe kommen, op.cit., p. 27. B cbhImus cMUCBHI ce MpOU3HACT U
Mitteis, Ludwig. Romisches Privatrecht. Bis auf die Zeit des Diokletians, Ester Band, Leipzig,
Verlag von Duncker & Humblot, 1908, p. 254-255, xo#iTo 06a4e U3THKBa, Y€ ca HAIUIIE U3KITIO-
YeHHUS OT TOBa OOIIO MONOKEeHHEe. TakbB € CllydasdT ¢ Kiay3a 3a HEMpPEeXBbPIUMOCT Ha Omaro,
BKJIIOUCHA B 3aBelllaHue WUiu 3abpaHara 3a ocBOOOXAaBaHe Ha po0. [locienHOTO M3PUYHO ce
npuema u ot Kaser, Max. Roman Private Law, op.cit., p. 121.
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u B Dig. 19.1.21.5'%, B3 0cHOBa Ha Taka U3pa3eHOTO pa3dupaHe, MPeaACTaBUTEIIN
Ha [IIkonara Ha €CTECTBEHOTO MpPaBO MpPUEMAT, Y€ TOBA € HAYUHBT, 0 KOWTO Ha
YrOBOpPKAara 3a HEMPEXBhPIUMOCT Ha 0JIaroTo Ja ce mpuaae abCoIOTHO IeHCTBHE,
Taka 4ye 3a0paHaTa ja ObJie IPOTUBOIOCTABEHA Ha BCSKO TpeTo Juie!”.

He3aBucumo 4e ToBa pa3dupaHe € MPEo0sIHO B TPYAOBETE Ha CIICABAIIUTE
MTOKOJICHHSI FOPUCTH, HIKOU TIPEICTABUTEIN Ha MMaHIeKTHATA MMPaBHA JOKTPUHA BCE
MaK ca CKJIOHHH J1a TMOAKPEIAT BIDKIAHETO, Y€ UMa CIIy4yau, IPU KOUTO pactum de
non alienando ocyetsiBa ObjeIIaTa pa3nopeauTeNIHa CIeNKa ¢ 61aroTo, ¢ orien Ha
KoeTo € yropopeHa. OcBeH B u3puuHo npensuaenute B Corpus luris Civilis xumo-
TE3U, aBTOPUTE OTKPOSIBAT OIIIC TPH BH3MOXKHH PA3PEIICHHUS, IIPU KOUTO KATO Y€ JIA
Ce MOCTHUTa CHIUS TPABEH PE3YJITaTr.

B ciyuaii 4e cTpaHHUTE HOMBIHAT ChABPKAHUETO Ha YTOBOPKAaTa 3a HEMpeX-
BBPIAUMOCT Ha 01aroro, Karo MpUadaT Ha HapyllaBaHETO Ha Ta3W 3abpaHa 3Ha-
YEHHUETO Ha MPEKPATUTEIHO YCIOBHE, TO OMUTHT HA JUIETO Ja Ce Pa3Mopenu C
TOBa 0Jaro BOAM aBTOMATUYHO JI0 OTIAJaHE Ha HETOBOTO MPABO HA COOCTBEHOCT.
[TocnenHOTO Ce BpbIa B MaTPUMOHKYMa Ha ITBPBOHAYATHUS TIPEXBHPIUTEI, KaTO
[0 TO3W HAYUH TPETOTO JIUIE € B TOJOKECHUETO Jia JOroBaps ¢ HECOOCTBEHUK.
AKO 110 OTHOIICHHE HA JABMKUMUTE BEIU MPUIOKECHUE HAMUPa IPABUIIOTO en fait
des meubles, la possession vaut titre'’™ u TpeTOTO NHIle MPUAOOUBA MMPABOTO HA
COOCTBEHOCT BBPXY JBM)KMMATa BEIll Ype3 OPUTHHEPEH CIIOCOO, TO MO0 OTHOIIIEHUE
Ha HEJBMYKMMHUTE MMOTH ITOI00HO MTPaBHIIO JUIcBa'”.

BB3MOXKHO €, Ha BTOPO MSCTO, CTPAHHUTE J1a TapaHTUPAT HAJIC)KHOTO U3ITHII-
HCHHE Ha 3a]IbIDKCHHUETO 32 NON-facere, IPOU3THYAIIO OT KJlay3aTa 3a HEIPEXBbP-
JUMOCT Ha OJIaroTo, Karo 3aJbJDKEHOTO JIUIEC YUPEAHW WIIOTEKa BBPXY 0JIaroTo B
10J13a Ha TIPEXBBHPIAUTEN. B TakbB ciydail, ako MPUOOPETATEIAT ce pa3mopeu ¢
HEJBY)KHMHSI UMOT, TOW € B HEU3ITbJIHEHUE Ha 33TbJDKEHUETO, 00€3MEUeHO C UII0-
Teka. Ha cBoii pe, ToBa 0OCTOSTEIICTBO TTO3BOJISIBA HA 3aMHTEPECOBAHOTO JIUIIE J1a
NPUCTBITU KbM OCpeOpsiBaHe Ha HenBMXUMUS UMOT'*’. CTpyBa MU ce, Ye Ta3H XH-
1oTe3a Io ChIIECTBO ChBIAA C pa3penieHnero, u3pazeno B Dig. 20.5.7.2 u nopanu

176 B to3u cMcuba von Gmelin, Christian. Uber das pactum de non alienando, op.cit.,
p. 192 —, ... und die dritte von Bulgarus, welcher unterschied, ob das pactum de non alienando
dem Contracte und der Tradition zugleich, oder blofs der Tradition, oder blofs dem Contracte
beigefiigt wurder, und nur in dem dritten Falle eine Eigentumsiibertragung annahm.

177 Taka van der Sande, Johan. A Treatise upon Restraints upon the Alienation of Things,
op.cit., p. 314, KOiTO U3PUYHO CE M030BaBa Ha pa30UpPaHETO, BE3MPUETO OT Bulgarus de Bulgari.

178 Ilo oTHOIIICHHWE HA ABM)KUMUTE BEIIH, BJIaICHUETO € PAaBHOCHUIIHO Ha TUTYJI 33 COOCTBE-
HOCT". OYHKIIMOHATHUAT EKBUBAJICHT Ha TOBA MIPABHJIO B ICHCTBAIIOTO OBJITApPCKO MPABO € pas3-
nopendara Ha 4wi. 78 ot 3akoHa 3a COOCTBEHOCTTA.

17 Tosa mpuema Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen
und vertragsméBigen VerduBBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 20.

180 Byk. Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlduterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit.,
p. 67-68.
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TOBa He Ou OMJIO OTpaBAaHoO a ce 000co0sBa KaTo oTAelNeH cnocob. Hemio noseye,
B cirydasi pactum de non alienando He Bnusie BbPXy IPEXBbPIUTEIHUS €(DEKT, 10-
KOJIKOTO MPABOTO HA COOCTBEHOCT BHPXY OJIAr0TO IEWCTBUTEIHO MPEMUHABA B Ta-
TPUMOHMYMa Ha TpeToTo nulle. EnBa cien kaTo 3anHTEpeCcOBaHOTO JIHIIEC YITPAKHU
ius distrahendi N HEABMAKUMUAT UMOT ObJie 3aKylIEH OT JApYyI, TPETOTO JHIE I'yOu
IIPaBOTO HAa COOCTBEHOCT.

Haii-ceTHe, aBropuTe npuemar, ue pactum de non alienando 1ie ocyeTu mpex-
BBPJSTHETO HA 0JaroTo M KOraTo JIUMIETO, KOETO CE JI0MOrBa Jia ro npuaodue, 3Hae
3a HaJMYHMETO Ha Ta3M yroBopka's!,

CtpyBa Mu ce, 4e B Taka U30pOCHUTE TPU U3KITIOUCHHUS 3aCSTAHETO Ha MaTpu-
MOHHMYMa Ha TPETOTO JHIIe-IpHoOpeTaren Ha 6Jaroto, He MPOU3TUYA HETIOCPE/-
CTBEHO OT pactum de non alienando, a OT IOIIbIHUTENECH IOPUANUECKU (HAKT — YTO-
BapsIHETO Ha MPEKPATUTENHO YCIOBHE, yUpEIsSIBAaHETO Ha UIOTEKa, 3HAHUETO 3a
HaJIMYMETO Ha Ta3u yroBopka. [lopanu ToBa, 3acimykaBa mojkpena pa3oupaHeTo,
Yye KJIay3UTe 3a HEMPEeXBbPJIMMOCT Ha Ojiara B pUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPaBO MOHAYAI0
neicTBar camo inter partes. Ciopea MeH, Bb3IPUEMAHETO HAa TOBA CTAHOBUIIIE OT
CTpaHa Ha JOKTPUHATa C€ IBJDKM HE caMo Ha 0OCTOSTENICTBOTO, Y€ Hail-MHOTO-
OpoitHH ca THKMO CITydanuTe, MPU KOUTO 3adpaHaTa JeicTBa CaMO MEXKIy CTPaHUTE.
Kakro pa3kpu HanpaBeHHST 001 IIpervie]] Ha MpaBuiIaTa OTHOCHO JOrOBOpHATa He-
MPEXBBPJIMMOCT Ha OJiarata, o BCeoOI1110 MHEHUE pactum de non alienando moxe
J1a pou3Bezie 0e3yCIOBHO JIEHCTBUE CHPSAMO BCSKO TPETO JIMIE camo Ipu 3a0pa-
HaTa 3a 0CBOOOXk1aBaHe Ha poO. Ta3u xunores3a obaye € HaIbJIHO HECHbBMECTHMA C
JyXa Ha XyMaHH3Ma B YaCTHOTO MPaBO U MOPaJM TOBA € O0SICHUMO, Y€ aBTOPUTE HE
ca CKJIOHHHU J1a Ce 1030BaBaT Ha Hes. Xumote3ara Ha Dig. 20.5.7.2 ot apyra ctpaHa
€ BCE Ol CIIOPHA U peaulia aBTOPH HE Ce TI030BaBaT Ha Hes B MOJKperna Ha pa3ou-
paHeTo, Ye JOTOBOPHHUTE 3a0paHy 3a MPEXBbpIIsiHE HA Ojara Morar Jja puTeKaBar
1 aOCOJIFOTHO JIEHCTBHE.

Ha cBoii pen, Taka Bb3MPUETOTO pa3dHpaHe OTHOCHO OIPAaHUYEHOTO JEHCTBUE
Ha pactum de non alienando HamMupa OT3BYK W TIPH ITBPBUTE OMHUTH JIa CE U3SICHU
MpaBHATa CHIIHOCT U JIEHCTBUETO HA YyTOBOPKAaTa 32 HEMPEXBbPIMMOCT HA B3EMa-
HUSATA, pactum de non cedendo, ot Christian Miihlenbruch npe3 1826 1.'%2, xakTo u
Briociencteue ot Lothar Seuffert npe3 1868 1.!%3. ToBa 00cTOsATENICTBO KpacHOpE-
YHMBO MOTBBPXKJABa, Y€ PAa3pEIICHUATa HA PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPABO MPSKO BIIUSAT

181 Taka m3puuno Lauk, Welches sind die Wirkungen der gesetzlichen, testamentarischen
und vertragsméfBigen VerduBerungsverbote nach dem romischen Rechte, op.cit., p. 21, kakTo u
Gliick, Christian. Ausfiihrliche Erlauterung der Pandecten nach Hellfeld, op.cit., p.66.

182 Bsk. Miihlenbruch, Christian Friedrich. Die Lehre von der Cession der Forderungsrechte
nach den Grundlagen des Romischen Rechtes. Zweite Auflage, Greifswald, 1826, p. 321 et seq.

183 Taka Seuffert, Lothar. Ueber die Wirkung eines vertragsmaBigen Cessionsverbotes. —
Archiv fiir die civilistische Praxis, 51. Bd., Heft 1, 1868, p. 107.
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BbPXY JOKTPUHAIHUTE OIUTHU J1a C€ U3SACHU MPABHATA CHUIHOCT U JICHCTBUETO HA
JIOrOBOPHATa HEMPEXBBPIAMMOCT Ha B3eMaHusTa npe3 XIX Bek.

HsK0/1K0 3aKJII0YUTETHH 0eJIeKKH

[TornenbT BbPXY Pa3BUTHETO Ha MPEXBHPIMMOCTTA HAa B3€MAaHETO KaToO 4ye JIu
MO3BOJISABA /1A CE MIPHEME, Y€ PUMCKOTO YaCTHO MPABO B KbCHHUS €Tal OT Pa3BUTHETO
CH ypeXJla Bb3MOXKHOCTTA TO Jla C€ MPEXBhPIIA MeXKAy *kuBH. [Ipeobnagasaiio as-
TOPUTE JOMYCKAT, Y€ MPABHUAT CIIOCOO 3a TOBA € JOTOBOPHT 32 MOKYIKO-TIPOIAXK-
0a, cpueTaH ¢ denuntiatio. ThBKMO ABITHUAT BT OT II'BJIHATA HENIPEXBHPIUMOCT Ha
TOBa 0J1aro, 00yCJIOBEHA OT CTPOTO JIMYHUS XapakTep Ha OOIUTalMoHHaTa BPh3Ka,
JI0 IPU3HABAHETO MY 33 CAMOCTOSTENIEH U MPEXBbPIUM OOEKT, BEPOSITHO 00SCHSBA
U OTCHCTBHUETO HA MpaBUiia OTHOCHO Kjlay3aTa 3a HEMpEeXBbPIUMOCT Ha B3eMaHe
B puMckuTe u3Bopu. [Ipuunnara 3a ToBa MOXke OM ce IBJKA Ha OOCTOSATEIICTBO-
TO, Y€ JOIMyCTUMOCTTA 3a MPEXBHPIISHE HA B3EMaHUsATAa MEXKIY JKUBH € TpU3HaTa
npe3 €IWH OTHOCHUTEIHO KbCEH €Tal OT Pa3BUTHUETO Ha PUMCKOTO TIPaBO, a U €
CBHIIBTCTBAHA OT PEUIa 3aKOHOAATEIHHU Pa3peleHusl, HACOYEHU KbM 3allUTa Ha
MIPaBHUTE UHTEPECU Ha JUTbKHUKA, KOUTO HE IOMyCKaT BJIOIIABAHETO HA HETOBOTO
MPABHO MOJIOKEHUE.

CrpI1eBpeMEHHO, H3BOPUTE PA3KPUBAT HATUUYHMETO HA 3aBHPIIECHA CUCTEMA OT
MpaBWiia B PUMCKOTO YacTHO MPaBO, YpEeXkJally NEUCTBUETO HAa pactum de non
alienando. Ka3yuCTUUHUAT MOAXO/, MPUCHII HA PUMCKUTE IOPUCTH, BOJIU 10 000-
COOSIBAHETO Ha JBE Pa3HOBHUIHOCTH HA Ta3M Kjay3a, KOUTO OT CBOSI CTpaHa MOpPaXkK-
JaT TPaBHU MOCJEIUIM, BapUpPALM OT IIbJIHATAa HEIEHCTBUTEIHOCT Ha MOJ0OHA
YTOBOPKA, /10 €(pEKTUBHOTO W3BaXK/IaHE HA OJaroTo OT rpaxaaHcKust 000poT. Besika
OT T€3U rPyIU UMa CBOE€ COOCTBEHO MPHIIOXKHO T0JIE U 3allMTaBa Pa3InYHU IPaBHU
UHTEPECH, 0OYCIOBEHU OT KOHKPETHHS cirydail. ToBa 1mo3BosisiBa u ,,ChKUTEJICTBA-
HETO'* Ha TPUTE Pa3IUYHU BUIA MPABHU MOCIEANIN B PAMKUATE Ha PUMCKOTO TIpa-
BOCH3HAHUE U TPAXKIaHCKH 000POT.

[IpaBuara pokrpuna or XVIII u XIX Bek obade € Mo-CKJIOHHA J1a TIPUEME,
Ye MOHAYaJIio I0TOBOPHUTE 3a0paHy 3a pa3nopexaaHe HE BOAAT 10 OCYETsBaHE Ha
NPEXBBbPIUTENIHATA CAENKA, a CaMO JI0 3abJDKEHUE 3a 3alljlalllaHe Ha 00e3IieTe-
Hue. OOpaTHO, IO U3KJIIOYCHHE, MTOI00HA Kilay3a MOXE J1a IPOU3BeAe a0COIIOTHO
aeiicTBue u na Objie MPOTUBONOCTaBEHA HA BCSKO TpeTo nute. [logo0Hu n3kioue-
HUSI MOTaT Jia Ce OTKPUSAT Hal-Beue MpH JOTOBOPHUTE 3a0paHu 32 0CBOOOK1aBaHe
Ha poOu, KOUTO CE€ OKa3BaT HAITBJIHO HECHBMECTUMHU C yXa HA HOBOTO BpPEME, OC-
HOBAHO Ha XyMaHU3Ma U aHTPOIOLIEHTPU3MA, U €CTECTBEHO OUBAT IPEHEOPErHATH.

[Topanu ToBa, He € m3HeHaBaio, ye opucture oT XVIII n XIX Bek nonu-
JbpKaT Hal-4eCTO 3aCThIIBaHATa XUIIOTE€3a B PUMCKOTO IIPABO, @ UMEHHO Y€ JI0-
TOBOPHUTE OTpaHUYEHHUA IpeJ MPEXBbPIUMOCTTAa Ha Onarata He Morar ja Obaar
MPOTUBOIIOCTABEHN HA TPETH JIMIIA, & TIXHOTO HApyIICHUE MOpaxaa eAUHCTBEHO
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JIOTOBOPHA OTTOBOPHOCT 3a HApYIIWIHA 3abJDKEHUETO 3a non-facere. Taka, Te3n
PUMCKOTIIPAaBHU pa3pelieHus ca TOCTaBeHU B OCHOBATa Ha HOBOTO JOKTPHUHAIHO
u3clieIBane Ha pactum de non alienando. Y4eHUTE TH MOAKPETIAT U C TOMTBIHUTE-
HU apryMEHTH, TPOU3TUYAIIH OT JyXa Ha BPEMETO, KbM KOETO mpuHaaiexkar. [Tpu-
eMa ce, 4e JOKOJIKOTO MPaBOTO Ha COOCTBEHOCT € OCHOBHO TPaBO, YaCT OT MMbPBOTO
MIOKOJICHHE TpaBa Ha YOBEKA, Pa3MOPEAUTEITHOTO MPABOMOIINNUE MY € €CTeCTBEHO
NPUCBHIIO U HE MOXKE J1a ObJIe OTHETO OT ChABPKaHUETO My. ChINO Taka, BB3IPH-
€MaHEeTO Ha OTPaHUYCHO JCHCTBHE HAa JOTOBOPHUTE 3a0paHu 3a PEXBHPIISTHE MO/
roMara 3aluTara Ha YYaCTHUIIUTE B 3apakIalins ce clieA(eoaancH TpakIaHCKU U
THPrOBCKU 000pOT. Hali-ceTHe, OTpUYaHeTo Ha Bh3MOXKHOCTTA €THO 0J1aro j1a Obie
W3BAJICHO OT rpakIaHCKHs 000POT MO CHJIaTa Ha KJiay3a B 3aBElIaHNe WIH JI0TOBOD,
¢ M3pa3 Ha SICHOTO pa3rPaHUYCHHUE MEXK]y BOJIATA HA OTAEIHOTO JIUIE ¥ BOJIATA Ha
3akoHojaress. ToBa pa3rpaHUYCHHE CBUJIETEIICTBA 33 CTPEMEKa KbM OKOHYATEITHO
peooisiBaHe Ha pa3OupaHusiTa Ha (eopann3ma v abCONIOTHATa MOHApPXUs, Xa-
pakrepHa 3a @pannus ot kpasg Ha XVII Bek, npu KOUTO BOIATA HA OTAEIHU JIULA €
JICCTBUTEITHO OTHKICCTBEHA C BOJISATA HA 3aKOHOIATEIIS.

C omren Ha TOBa HE € W3HCHAJBAIIO, Y€ KOTAaTO B IThbpBaTa MOJOBHHA Ha
XIX Bek B 3amanna EBpomna OKOHUATEIHO c€ JOMycKa MPEXBbPIAUMOCTTA Ha B3e-
MaHUATA MEXIY )KUBH Upe3 OTOBOP 3a IIECHsl, a TOBAa Ha CBOM pej MopakJaa He-
00XOIMMOCT OT TPEBIKIAHE HAa CIIOCOOM 3a MpaBHA 3allMTa Ha HHTEPECHTE Ha
JUTHKHHKA, TpaBHATA JOKTPHUHA THPCH OTTOBOP Ha BHIIPOCA 32 IIPABHATA CHITHOCT
U JIeicTBUE Ha pactum de non cedendo B TpynoBeTe Ha aBTOPUTE, MOCBETCHH Ha
PUMCKOIIPABHUTE pa3pelieHust OTHOCHO pactum de non alienando.
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OBIIUAT UCK 3A HEOCHOBATEJIHO OBOT'ATSIBAHE
B HAKOU CMECEHU IOPUCAUKIINHU

NPUHA BOI'ZTAHOBA

Kameopa ,, I pasxcoanckonpasnu nayku

Pe3rome: CtyausiTa mpaBy ONMUT Ja MPOCIEIU MO KaKbB HAUYMH €BOJIIOLUSTA HA UAEATA
3a cbh3/maBaHe OO0 (paKTUYECKH ChCTaB HAa HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OTaTsSBaHE B KjacHYecKaTa
JIBOMKA ,,TPOTUBOCTOSIIIN CH TPYIH MPABHU CEMENCTBA, @ UMEHHO T€3W OT POMaHO-TepMaH-
CKHU THI U T€3H, IPUHAIJIEKALIN KbM aHIJIO-CAKCOHCKOTO CEMENCTBO, OKa3Ba BIUSHUE BbPXY
pelenuuaTa Ha UHCTUTYTa B HSIKOM CMECEHH IOPUCAUKIUU. V35iCHEHO e, ye HayYHUST UH-
Tepec KbM Te3u XUOPHUIHU MPaBHU CHUCTEMHU € OOSCHUM C OTPOMHHS CPaBHUTEJIEH, OpHUC-
MpyAeHIMANeH U UCTOPUUYECKH MOTEHIMa, KOWTO Te MPUTEKaBaT, OMACHKH MOIOKEHU Ha
€IHOBPEMEHHOTO BIUSHHE HA common law 1 Ha KOHTUHEHTAJIHOTO IpaBo. 1 uMeHHO ToBa
MO3BOJISIBA Upe3 MpOCiesiBaHe Ha peleniuaTa Ha u30paHuTe OT TSAX MOAeTH Aa Obje B3eTO
CTaHOBHILE 10 HSKOU BBIIPOCH, CBbP3aHHU ChC CHCTEMAaTHKaTa Ha MPaBOTO, U B YaCTHOCT C
BBIPOCA Al MOXKE U TpsAOBa MPaBOTO HAa HEOCHOBATEIHO Oo0orarTaBaHe Ja ObJie CTPYKTYpH-
paHo upe3 eHa TeHepaiHa Kiiay3a. 3aToBa U B HACTOSIIIIOTO U3TIOKEHHE, CIIe]I IPEICTaBIHE Ha
HSIKOM OCOOCHOCTH Ha €THHU OT Hall-TUHAMHYHO Pa3BUBAIINTE CE CMECEHHU IOPUCIUKITUHN KaTO
HOxna Adpuxka, lotnanaus, Ksebek, Jlynzuana, bpasunus u M3paen, e HanpaBeH U3BOJ,
4ye TeXHUST MOAXO/, B MO-ToJIsIMa WK MO-Majika CTEeTeH, CBUETENICTBA 3a eHa TpaiiHa TeH-
JIEHITMS Ha BB3MPUEMaHe Ha OO UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oOorarsBaHe. ToBa Ha CBOU pex
CHCTAaBIISIBa CEPHO3EH apTyMEHT B I0J13a HA UJeITa, Y€ MOACPHUST IIUBIIUCTUYCH MOIXO]T B
MaTepusiTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO oOoraTsiBaHe TpsAOBa Ja OCTaHe MMEHHO TO3U Ha Bh3IIpHEeMa-
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HCTO Ha O6I_HO IMpaBUIO 0e3 ToBa HCIIPEMCHHO Aa O3Ha4YaBa U30CTABAHC HAa TUIIOJOI'HATA Ha
CIICHUAIHHUTC CPCACTBA 3a UMYIICCTBCHO YPABHCHHUC.

KnrouoBu qymu: o011 pakTUYECKU ChCTAaB HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OraTsiBaHe, CMECEHH
IOPUCAUKIIMH, CPABHUTEIHO IIPABO, CyOCHIUAPHOCT.

ON THE CONCEPT OF GENERAL ENRICHMENT CLAIM
IN SOME MIXED LEGAL SYSTEMS

IRINA BOGDANOVA
Civil Law Sciences Chair

Abstract: It should be said that, historically, civilian and common law jurisdictions
approached unjustified enrichment so differently that meaningful comparison seemed
an almost impossibly difficult task. And though until recently one could say with some
confidence that acceptance of a general principle against unjustified enrichment was one of
the hallmarks of a Civilian system of law, the emergence in modern times of the concept of
mixed legal systems increasingly raises again discussions about whether or not the law of
unjustified enrichment should be systemized by accepting or not a general clause. For their
comparative, jurisprudential and historical interest as systems in which the traditions of the
Common Law and the Civil Law have interacted and intermingled over centuries, and, more
recently, as possible sources of inspiration, some solutions in mixed-legal systems, concerning
the general enrichment claim, are discussed in the present article. A conclusion is driven that
without exception, the origins of enrichment law in the major mixed systems-which here I
shall take to be Israel, Brazil, Louisiana, Quebec, Scotland and South Africa-lie in the Civil
Law tradition. And thus the legislative experience in those mixed legal systems serves us as
an argument in favour of the idea that the modern civilian approach in the law of unjustified
enrichment is the acceptance of a general clause with confined field of operation through the
originally French concept of "subsidiarity".

Keywords: general enrichment claim, unjustified enrichment, mixed legal jurisdictions,
comparative law, subsidiarity.

I. Common law cpemy nMBHJIMCTHYHATA TPAAULNA U OOLIUAT UCK 32
HEOCHOBAaTEJIHO 000oraTsiBaHe

Tunonorusara Ha CHUCTCMA, KOATO CbABbpiKa CaMO CIICHHUAIHU CPCACTBA 3a HMY-
IMCCTBCHO YPABHCHUC IIPU pa3sMECTBAHUA sine causa, € rogHa aa Aaac periiaMCeHTa-
ouAg caMo 3a CliCrUaJIHM CIydaru Ha HCOCHOBATCIIHO O6OFaTHBaHe, KOUTO NMMatT CHUJI-
HO OI'paHMYC€H HOPMATUBCH IIOTCHIHAI X 4Y€CTO OCTaBAT ,,JIOMCKIAY CU U noxpaﬁ
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cebe cu TBBpJIe MHOTO HEYPEIEHO MPOCTPAHCTBO M 3aKOHOBH IPa3HOTH' . 3a cpaBs-
HEHHWE €IHAa TCHEPATHA KJ1ay3a B MaTepHUsATa HAa HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 00OTaTsSIBaHE NMa
MPEUMYIIIECTBOTO Ja MPUIOTH BCUYKH Bb3MOXKHH OBJICIIIN CITy4an Ha HEOMpaBIaH!
HMMYILECTBEHHU pa3MeCTBaHMS MOPAJAX HEOTPAHUUCHUS CH HOPMATUBEH MOTEHITNAT,
Ch3/laBalik XapMOHUYHOCT W OajaHC B €1Ha HoOpMaTuBHA cuctema. Ho u BuHaru
oCTaBa OOIIHUAT CTpax, Y€ HOPMATUBHOTO 3aKpEIBaHe Ha OO KCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJI-
HO oborarsiBaHe, KOMTO MMa HEOTPaHUYEH MOTEHIMA ¥ MIPHJIOKHO T0JIe, IIE Ch3-
Ja7ie BB3MOXKHOCT J1a ObJaT 3a00MKOJICHU APYyTH HOPMAaTUBHH TIpaBuJja U IIe ,,a0-
copOupa‘“ Beue ChHIECCTBYBAIIUTE CIECIIUATHO Ch3/aJCHN 3a ONPEACIICHH CIydau
MCKOBE 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO o0orarsBaHe. U Te3u koeOaHus U CTpaxoBe SICHO JTUJar
BBB BCE OIIC MPOIBJDKABAIINS Ae0aT OTHOCHO BB3MOXKHOCTTA, a U HYXJaraq Ja
ObJaT Ch3/1aJICHU KpaeH Opoi mpaBuiia uype3 TeHepaliHu KJlay3u, KOUTO Ja 00XBa-
HaT BCUYKO. ChIIEBPEMEHHO, B3UMANKH KJIACUYECKaTa JBOWKA ,,[IPOTUBOCTOSIIIHN
CU TPYIH MPABHU CEMEUCTBA, & UMEHHO TE€3H OT POMAHO-TE€PMAHCKHU THUI U TE3H,
MPUHAICKAINA KbM aHIIIO-CAKCOHCKOTO CEMENUCTBO, BEPOSTHO OMXME Ka3alid, ue
BB3MPUEMAHETO Ha 00T KCK 32 HEOCHOBATETHO 000TaTsIBaHE € €THA OT 3aIMa3eHUTe
MapK{ Ha KOHTHHCHTAJIHATA IIPaBHa CHCTeMa’,

U ToBa € TecHO 00SCHIMO, KaTo CH JTaJIeM CMETKa, 9¢ HCTOPHATA Ha PopMyITH-
paHe U €BOJIONMATA Ha HJesiTa 3a 0011 (paKTUUECKH ChCTaB Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO
o0OorarsBaHe HU OTBEXJAT KAKTO KbM PHUMCKOIIPABHUTE KOHIWKIIUHU, TaKa U KbM
MO-KbCHUTE MHTEPIPETAIINN, KOUTO aHTUYHUTE TEKCTOBE MOJIydaBaT B TPYIOBETE
Ha II0CaTOPHUTE M KOMeHTaTopuTe®. IMEHHO AeHHOCTTa Ha TIOCISIHUTE OE3CTIOPHO
CHhCTaBJISIBA CTHIIKA KbM YTBBPIK/IaBaHE HE caMO Ha OOIIl MPHUHITUI 32 HEJOIYCTH-
MOCT Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 00O0TaTsBaHe, HO M Ha 00II0 CPEACTBO 3a 3aIuTa B IOJ-
3a Ha 00EIHUJIOTO Ce JIMIE!, YMUTO KOPEHU CIIOPE HAKOM U3CIIEA0BaTEIM MOTaT J1a
ObJaT OTKPUTH U B KAHOHMYECKOTO IIpaBo’. 3aroBa oile npe3 X VI Bek IMEHHO Ka-
HOHHUYECKaTa JOKTPHUHA, CJIe/] KaTo € JOMbJIHUTEIHO YCI0KHEeHA, OMBa U3I0JI3BaHa
OT YYEHHUTE OT IIIKOJIaTa Ha MCIAHCKUTE CXOJACTHUIM® KaTo OTMpaBHA TOYKA MPH

! Jooste, Christian, Eltjo Schrage. Subsidiarity of the General Action for Unjust Enrich-
ment (Part 1). J. S. Afr. L. 1, 2016, 3-5.

2 Maxqueen, Hector. Unjustified Enrichment, Subsidiarity and Contract. In — Mixed Ju-
risdictions Compared: Private Law in Louisiana and Scotland. (Ed. by V. Palmer & E. Reid).
Edinburgh University Press, 2009, 322-354.

3 Hallebeek, Jan. The concept of unjust enrichment in late scholasticism. Nijmegen: Gerard
Noodt Instituut. 1996, 119.

4 Copen Dawson, John. Unjust Enrichment : A Comparative Analysis.Chicago.1951, 65—
66 HUTO TJIOCATOPUTE, HUTO TEXHUTE MO-KbCHH MOCIIEA0BATEIH — KOMEHTATOPUTE, Ca UMAJIU Ha-
MEpeHHe Ja mpepadoTBaT MpaBHUS Pl C IIOMOIITA Ha 00T UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 000TaTsBaHe.

5 Hallebeek, Jan. Op.cit., 119.

® Criopen ToBa y4eHHE PECTUTYIHATA HE cieBa qa ObJie orpaHuYeHa JI0 aKTOBETE, KOUTO
MMar 3HaYCHUE 32 XPUCTUSHCKUTE IIbPKOBHU MTPAKTHKH Ha U3NoBeanTe. PecTuTymusra ooxBaia
MHOTO TIOBEYE 1 BKJIFOUBA, inter alia, M3ITbTHEHUETO Ha IMIOETO JIOTOBOPHO 33IbIDKEHHUE, BPBIIIaHE
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dbopMynupane TeopusiTa 3a peCTUTYIUATA, UHCIIUPUPAHA MO BCSIKA BEPOSITHOCT U
OT HJIesATa Ha APHUCTOTEN 32 KOPEKTUBHATA CIIPABETUBOCT .

[Tpu Bce ToBa enBa Hugo de Groot € To3m, KOWTO U3BEXK/Aa HACATa 32 HECIpa-
BEJNTUBOTO O0OTaTsBaHE OT MOpAJHATA TCOJOTHS®, MPEBPHIIANKNA TEOJOTUIHUTE
KOHIIeNI1H B topuauuecku tTakuba’. Hugo de Groot HacTosiBa 1a Objie IpU3HAT 00-
IIMs UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 00oraTsiBaHe, KOMTO Ja ce Impuiiara 3a BCUUKH CIIy4dau,
B KOWUTO OMPEIENICHO JIUIE € IPUI00UIIO eHa MoJI3a Sine causa 0T UMYIIECTBOTO
Ha JIpyT Wi OM MOT'bJI (3a B Objele) na mpuaodue Takaa. Taka OnarogapeHue Ha
YYEHHETO Ha €CTECTBEHOINPAaBHATA IKOJIA, PAlIMOHAIHUS TO3UTUBU3BM Ha MPOCBE-
HICHUETO U XyMaHW3Ma, UJieATa 3a 00l CK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO O0oraTsBaHe Mpe3
XVIII Bek ce HacTaHsABa BCE MO-TpaHO B EBpoma, 3a J1a Mojay4u CBOSITA KyJIMU-
Haius npe3 XIX Bek B ernoxara Ha rojaeMute koaudukanyuu BB DpaHius, AB-
ctpus, I'epmanus u Utanus. [1pu Bce ToBa moaxoauTe Ha pa3IuYHUTE HAIIMOHAIHU
IOPUCAMKIMU CHJIHO Bapupar. Taka, nokato BbB @paHius oOara npeTeHIus 3a
HEOCHOBATEIHO O0oraTsBaHe 3ama3Ba CBOS U3BBHKOAU(DHUKAIIMOHEH XapakTep A0
npeau nocneanara pegopma Ha I'K vHa @pannus ot 2016 r'°., To B [epmanust ome ¢
npuemaneto Ha BI'b npe3 1900 . mo HopMaTHBeH BT OMBa 3aKpeneHa olIa Kiay-
3a B MarepusaTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oborarsBane ¢ maparpad 1 Ha § 812 BI'b.
OTTyK U 1OJ BAMSHUETO HA HEMCKHA U Ha (PPEHCKUS MPaBEH MOJEIN B ITOBEYETO
IPABOINOPSIABLU HA [IUBUIHOTO MPaBO (POMaHO-TEPMaHCKOTO CEMENCTBO) CE€ J1aBa
MOJIOKUTEJIEH OTTOBOP Ha BBIPOCA JIajl MOXE M TpsiOBa MpaBOTO HA HEOCHOBA-
TEIHO oborarsiBaHe Ja ObJe CUCTEMAaTU3UPAHO Ype3 Bh3IPUEMaHE Ha TeHepasHa
KJlay3a, KOATO HE caMo Ja (PyHKIIMOHUPA KaTo OOSICHEHHE 3a OTACTHUTE ClIydad Ha
HEONpPaBJAaHU UMYILIECTBEHNU Pa3MECTBaHUs, HO U KaTO CaMOCTOSATENIEH U3TOYHUK
Ha 3aIbJDKSHUS' .

Ha TOBa, KOETO € MPUI00MTO HE3aKOHHO WJIM HEOTIPABIaHO, 00E3IIETSIBAHETO Ha BPE/IH, BKIIFOYH-
TEJIHO HEUMYIIIECTBEH! TaKUBA.

7 Taka Zimmermann, Reinhard. Unjustified Enrichment. The Modern Civilian Approach.
Oxford Journal of Legal Studies, 1995, Ne 15, 403—429.

8 Dawson, John. Indirect Enrichment. In — Ius Privatum Gentium: Festschrift f'ur Max
Rheinstein. (Ed.by E. von Caemmerer, S. Mentschikoff and K. Zweigert).1969, vol. 11, 789-818.

? Omre mo Bbrpoca y MuteB, Kpacumup. Be3nukBane u pa3BuTie Ha uiesta 3a ool dhak-
TUYECKH ChCTaB Ha HEOCHOBATeNMHOTO oboratsBane. B: [IpaBHara Hayka — TpaguIMy U aKkTya-
Hoct. [TnosauB: YuuB. uza. [Mancuit Xunenmgapcku, 2012, c¢. 310-311.

10°C nosemnara na art.1303 Code Civile Fr. e 3akperneHa U3puyHO 10 HOPMATUBEH BT 00-
11aTa MPETeHIUs 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO o0orartsiBaHe, kato ¢ art. 1303—3 Oe moTBbp/eHa 1 HeifHaTa
cyocuauapHna npupoza. Llenrta Ha cb31a1eHUTE HOBENH € J]a KOU(UITPAT Beye ChIIeCTBYBAIIUSI
IOPUCTIPYICHITMAJICH PEXUM Ha TO3W KBa3u-KOHTpakT. Descheemaeker, Eric. L’enrichissement
injustifié: The Reform of 10 February 2016 in a Historical and Comparative Perspective (July 1,
2019). 3 Tribonien (2019), Forthcoming. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=3447009

1 O011 MCK 3a HEOCHOBATEITHO oOoraTsBaHe ce Chabpika B Aotikdg kmdwkag [Civil Code]
(Greece) §904(1)(1); Codice civile [Civil Code] (Italy) §2041(1); Codigo civil [Civil Code] (Portu-
gal) §473; Polgari Torvénykonyv [Civil Code] (Hungary) §361(1); Kodeks cywilny [Civil Code]
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JnaMeTpasHo MPOTUBOIOJIOKHH Ca MPOIECUTE, TPOTUYAIIN B aHTJIIO-aMEpPHU-
KaHCKaTa CUCTEMa, KbJIETO JI0 CPABHUTETHO CKOPO M300I0 HE MOXEIIE JOpH Ja
Ce TOBOpH 3a HsAKakBa 0OIa KOHIICIIIIHUS 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO oOoraTsBaHe (unjust
enrichment)'?. ToBa ¢ Taka, JOKOJIKOTO €BOJIIOLIMATA HA MMPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEII-
HO oOoraTsBaHe B common law ce OCHOBaBa Ha €IMH CPaBHUTEIIHO OC3MPHUHIIN-
TIeH TO/IXO/I, KOWTO CTHIIBA BHPXY HESICHO M aMOP(HO MHOXKECTBO OT CPE/ICTBA 3a
PECTHTYIHMS, MPU3HATH OT MPABOTO M NMPHUHIMIUTE Ha crpaBenBocTTa. ToBa
YeCTO ce OOSICHSIBA KAKTO C OMPEECIICHU UCTOPUUECKU AAaICHOCTH, TaKa U C Tpe-
LEJICHTHUS XapakTep Ha common law. EnBa npe3 MuHamusi BeK ce MpaBAT ONMUTU
3a IAIIOCTHO PEKOHCTPYHUpPAHE Ha OHA3M YacCT OT MPABOTO, KOSTO CE OMpPEAes KaTo
pectutyimonHo npaBo (law of restitution) upe3 oOeauHSABaHE W MOMYMHSIBAHE HA
pa3IUYHA PECTUTYIIMOHHU TPETEHIIMU, HACOYEHU KbM BBH3CTAHOBSIBAaHE Ha status
quo ante IMOCPEJACTBOM HAJIaraHETO Ha 3aJb/DKCHUE 3a BPbBIaHE Ha OHOBA, KOETO
OTBETHUKBT (00OTaTMIIMAT C€) € MOIYUYMJ B pe3yaTar Ha He3a0paHEeHO OT 3aKOHa
MpEXBBPIISTHE Ha TpaBa (O1ara), KOUTO o0avye HEe My C€ CJIeABaT U TOW HE € ompa-
BOMOIIEH Jia Ty 3aabpxu't. [IpoOnem mpen cb3naBaHe Ha €AWMHHA KOHIICIIIIHS B
aHIII0-aMEPUKAHCKOTO MPaBoO 00adye ce OKa3Ba OOCTOSITENICTBOTO, Y€ CAMHUTE IIO-
HSATHUS 32 PECTHTYIIUS U 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 00OTaTsBaHe C€ M3MOJ3BAT WU KaTo
B3aMMHO3aMCHICMH'® 1 CHHOHMMHH, WM KaTO HAUMCHOBAaHUS HA Pa3jIMyYHU SIB-
JICHUS, KOETO BHACS JIOMBJIHUTEIIHO OOBPKBaHE M OTpa3siBa OCBEH JIPyro, OIIe U
3acera (pparMeHTapHHUs XapakTep Ha ChbCTOSHUETO Ha Ta3H 4acT OT common law!'®,
3aroBa W HE € y4yaBaIllo, Y€ B €IHH CIIy4Yau JCITUKTHOTO MPaBO W MPABOTO HA HE-

(Poland) §405; Obcansky zakonik [Civil Code] (Czech Republic) §451; Obciansky zakonnik
[Civil Code] (Slovakia) §451; Obligacijski zakonik [Civil Code] (Slovenia) §190; O6aurannonHo
npaBo [Law of Contracts] (Bulgaria) §59(1); Burgerlijk Wetboek [Civil Code] (The Netherlands)
§6:212(1); Civilinis Kodeksas [Civil Code] (Lithuania) §6.237(1); Vdladigusseadus [Law of Obli-
gations] (Estonia) §3(3), 1027; Civillikums [Civil Code] (Latvia) §2391 — 2392.

2 B TepMHHOJIOIUYHO, @ U CEMAHTUYHO OTHOIICHUE MOXE CE Kaxke, Y€ TePMUHBT unjust
enrichment ce oTHacs 10 HECIIPAaBEJIMBO HACTHITIIIO OOOTaTsIBaHe, MPUYUHEHO OT unjust factor
KaTo TpellKa, JIUTICA Ha BOJISI, HACWIIME, 3aIliaxa, JOKaTo HIesITa, KOSTO 0OpMs IUBUIUCTHY-
HaTa KoHIenmus 3a unjustified enrichment e numncara Ha MpaBHO OCHOBaHWE 3a HACTHITHIIOTO
oborarsBane. Taka u Sirena, Pietro. The DCFR — Restitution, Unjust Enrichment and Related
Issues. European Review of Contract Law, 2008, Ne 4, 445.

1 Dickson, Brice. Unjust Enrichment Claims: A Comparative Overview. The Cambridge
Law Journal, 1995, Ne 54, 100—126. Available from: JSTOR, www.jstor.org/stable/4508037.

4 Bk Zimmermann, Reinhard. Unjustified Enrichment: The Modern Civilian Approach.
Oxford Journal for legal studies, 1995, Nel5, 413.

15 BBIpOCHT € JUCKYCHOHEH, Thil KATO MMa PEJHIia aBTOPHU, KOUTO 3aCTaBaT Ha MO3HIUATA,
9e PeCTUTYIUATA HAMa HHUIO 000 C HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oOorarsBane. Haii-neraitno pasmmd-
HUTE CTaHOBHWIIA ca mpencraBenn y Dietrich, Jorg. Restitution: A New Perspective. Sydney:
Federation Press, 1998.

16 Nicholas, Barry. Unjust Enrichment and Subsidiarity. — In: Scintillae Turis, Studi in Me-
moria di Gino Gorla, Milano,1994, vol. 111, 2037-2045.
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OCHOBATEJIHO 00O0TraTsIBaHE Ce Pa3MIekIaT KaTo JSJI0BE Ha MPABOTO HA PECTUTYIIUS
(law of restitution*)'’, a B qpyru ce HacTosiBa, 4e BOJCIIATA KOHICTIIHS € HEe Ta3u
Ha PECTUTYLHMSTA, a HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO obOorarsiBane. Karo mocienuia ot ToBa
BTOPO JIOMYCKaHE € N3Ka3aHO M pa3OMpaHeTo, CIopel KOeTO HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 00-
XBallla TPU CaMOCTOSATEITHHU CepH, a IMEHHO: PECTUTYIIMOHHU MTPETCHIINH, KOUTO
Morar jJa ObJaT €HOBPEMEHHO ONPEJEICHN KaTo TaKMBa In personam M in rem,
KaTo TyK OCHOBAaHHUETO € CIPABEUIMBOCTTA; YACTO JIMYHU MPETEHIINH 33 PECTUTY-
s, IPU KOUTO C€ LEJH BpbIIaHe, Bb3CTAHOBABAHE (u36ecmHo kamo ‘subtractive’
restitution, restoration, Koemo Modxjce 0a ce onpeoenu Kamo HeoCHO8AMeNHO 000-
eamseane 8 meceH CMUCHI); IPETCHIINNA 33 PECTUTYIHsI, HACOYCHH KbM BbH3CTa-
HOBSIBAaHE Ha TOJI3UTE, MPUAOOUTH Upe3 HeIpaBOMepHH JercTBus (disgorgement).
BunuMmo craBa myma 3a eiHa TBbPJE HEXOMOTEHHA TPyTIa 3alllUTHU CPECTBA, YacT
OT KOMTO HE CHhBCEM OIpaBIaHO OMBAT OINpENEsTHU KaTO MMYIIECTBEHU MpPETEH-
LMY, HACOYEHH KbM IpPeoOsiBaHE HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oOoraTsiBaHe. M ToBa €
TaKa, 3all0TO TOJIIMA YacT OT XUIOTE3UTE, KOUTO C€ TBBbPAM Y€ JaBaT OCHOBAHUE
3a mogo0HU uckoBe (remedies), 3a poMaHCKaTa U TepMaHCKaTa MpaBHA TPaIULUs
MpeICTaBIABAT OC3CIIOPHHU CIIy4Yan Ha JIETMKTHA OTTOBOPHOCT MJIM Ha OTTOBOPHOCT
3a JOTOBOPHO HEW3MTbIIHEHUE.

Nma u Hemo Jpyro, KOETO MpaBU TPYAHO MNPUIOKMMA LUBUIMCTUYHATA
Tpaguius 3a o0ny (paKTUYeCKH ChCTaB HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO O0OTaTsBaHE KbM
common law JeiCTBUTENIHOCTTA — JIOKATO B OCHOBAaTa Ha LIMBHJIMCTUYHUS TIOJXO/T
KbM HEOCHOBATETHOTO 000OTaTsIBaHE € 3aJIETHAJIO pa3OupaHeTo, Ye ciaeaBa aa Obaar
CaHKIMOHUPAHU OHE3U CIly4ad HAa UMYIICCTBEHU Pa3MECTBaHUs, B KOUTO JIUTICBA
OCHOBaHMe'®, To B common law QOKyChT € BbpXy PeCTUTYILIUATA, KAaTO MOCICIUIA
OT KOHKpPETHO chOuTHe'®. 3aToBa M HE OTBETHUKBT CJIC/BA Ja JIOKa)Ke HAJIMUUE Ha
HSIKAKBO OCHOBAHME 3a 3aJbpXKaHE Ha O0OraTsBaHETO, a MILELBT CJIEeIBa 1A yC-
TaHOBM HAJMYHMETO Ha €IWH WJIM MoBede unjust factors (HecmpaBemsIMBU MPUYH-
H1)*’. ChIIEBPEMEHHO KPBI'BT OT unjust factors e mo-ckopo Ka3yucTHYCH U Pa3BHUT
ype3 chacOHaTa MpaKTUKA, MOPaaud KOETO U BB3MOXKHUTE ,,HECTIPABEJIUBH PHU-
YUHHU TEOPETUYHO Ca C HEOTpaHWYEeH Opoi, MaKap M HIKOW aBTOPH Jla COYaT, ue

7 Grantham, Ross, Charles Rickett. Disgorgement for Unjust Enrichment. — The Cam-
bridge Law Journal, 2003, Ne 62, 159—180, Cambridge University Press on behalf of Editorial
Committee of the Cambridge Law Journal Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/4508974,
Accessed: 22-02-2018 08:17 UTC

'8 Taka Grantham, Rose, Charles Rickett, Disgorgement for Unjust Enrichment?, The
Cambridge Law Journal, Vol. 62, No. 1 (Mar., 2003), pp. 159-180, Cambridge University Press
on behalf of Editorial Committee of the Cambridge Law JournalStable URL: http://www.jstor.
org/stable/4508974, Accessed: 22-02-2018 08:17 UTC

1 Taka Dickson, Brice. Op.cit.,115.

20 Krebs, Tomas. In defence of unjust factors. In — Unjustified Enrichment: Key Issues
in Comparative Perspective. (Ed.by D. Johnston & R. Zimmermann).Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 2002, 76—100.
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HoHacTosIIeM ca okosio 13 Ha Opoit?'. Cpex Tx Morar na ObaT OCOYCHU HATHYH-
€TO Ha TpeIlIKa, U3MaMa, 3arialiBaHe, KaTo B ThPCEHE Ha MO-CUCTEMaTHYEH TOXO0T
HSIKOM aBTOPU 000CO0sBaT TpH IpynH (HakTopu: TakuBa, MPH KOUTO OT BOJISITA HA
COJIBEHCA HE MOXE J1a ce U3Beje HamepeHue Aa Obje JaJeHOo; cilydyau Ha ,,HeCh3-
HaTEJIHO NoJlyyaBaHe™ (Hail-Beue KaTo pe3yJiTar OT pa3IM4HM MOPOIM Ha BOJISITA) U
TaKMBa, PU KOUTO ONpeiesieHa 3aKOHOAATEIHA TIOUTHKA Hallara peoCTaBIHETO
Ha MPETEeHIIM 32 BPbILIAHE Ha IaJICHOTO. 3a ChKaJIeHHE NapTUKYJapHOCTTa Ha TE3U
,2unjust factors®, muncara Ha 00eIMHSABAIL KPUTEPUH, a TaKa U KoJeOaHUATa OTHOC-
HO TBBPJC MPOW3BOJIHUS MPHUHIUI, HA KOUTO MOCIEIHUTE OMBAT yTBHP)K/IaBaHU
B case law?%, Bce 1Mo-4ecTo MOCTaBsAT MO CbMHEHHE BHOOIIE CHIECTBYBAHETO HA
NPaBHO-TEXHUYECKA KOHIICTIIHS 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00oraTsaBaHe®. 3aIIoTo, KakTo
€ 3aMHUCJIEHO B common law, csikain caMoTo HaMMEHOBaHHE HEOCHOBATEIHO 000Ta-
TSIBaHE € €AUHCTBEHO MU3pa3UTeN Ha e/lHa M0-00111a KOHIIETIINS 32 BCHUKU CIyJaH,
B KOMTO 3aKOHBT Hajara 3aJIbJDKEHHUE 32 PeCTUTYIIHS, > 0e3 N3001110 J1a MOXE J1a ce
rOBOPH 3a CUCTEMAaTHU3allis Ha Ta3l YacT OT MPABOTO Ype3 MPU3HABAHE CHIIECTBY-
BaHETO Ha 0011 (PaKTUYECKU ChCTaB HA HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00OraTsiBaHe.

Te3u kpaTKu OENEeXKH BBbPXY €BOIIOLUATA Ha HAEATa 3a 00 (PaKTHUECKH
ChCTaB Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 0OOTaTsSBaHE JaBaT jJa ce pazdepe, ue KilacHuecKara
JIBOMKA MPOTHBOCTOSIIIM CH TPYIH IPABHU CEMEUCTBA (mesu, Koumo npuHnaoie-
oHCAM KoM POMAHO-2CPMAHCKUSL NPABEH KPb2 U ME3U, KOUMO 2PASUMUPAIMN OKOLO
AH2II0-CAKCOHCKUSL NPABEH KPb2) Bh3IPUEMAT MPOTUBOIIOIOKHH TTOIXOH MTPH Pa3-
pelaBaHe Ha BHIIPOCaA 1A BbOOIIe TPAOGBA MPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIHO 000Ta-
TSIBaHe /1a 0bJie CHCTEMATH3HPAHO Ype3 Bb3NpHeMaHe Ha reHepaiHa Kjiay3a®,
KOSITO He caMo J1a (P)YHKIMOHHPA KATO O0SICHEHHE 32 OTAeJHUTEe CJIy4yad Ha
HeoNpaBIaHi HMYIIECTBEHH PAa3MeCTBAHMS, HO H KATO CAMOCTOSITE/IeH H3TOY-

2! Tlo BBmpoca 3a ujust factor, Bk Johnstone, David, Reinhard Zimmermann. Compar-
ative Law of Unjustified Enrichment. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004, 37-75.

22 Meier, Sonja. Unjust Factors and Legal Grounds. In — Unjustified Enrichment: Key
Issues in Comparative Perspective. (Ed.by D. Johnston & R. Zimmermann).Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press. 2002, 37.

2 Jlo To3u m3Box noctura u Alvin W. L. An Introduction to the Law of Unjust Enrichment.
Malayan Law Journal, 2013, Ne5, Research Collection School of Law. Available at: https://ink.
library.smu.edu.sg/sol_research/1228

4 Bk o to3u BbIpoc Grantham, Ross, Charles Rickett. On the Subsidiarity of Unjust
Enrichment. Law Quarterly Review, 2001, Ne117, 273-299.

> ToBa O€3CHOPHO CE JBIDKH Ha peulla Paslindvs MEXIYy HUBIIUCTHYHUS U COMMON
law moaxoma, 00ycI0OBEHU OT pa3IMYHUTE MOJIEIH HA MPABHO MUCJICHE, JOMUHHPAIIUTE TPaB-
HU TPAIHLUH, PA3THIHATE UCTOPUUECKHU JAICHOCTH, 0COOCHOCTHTE Ha CHCTEMaTa Ha IIPaBHUTE
U3TOYHUIHU U T.H. OTHOCHO Pa3IMYHKUTE KIACH(DUKAIIMOHHHU MTOIXOAU PH IPYITUpPAHE HA ChBpE-
MEHHUTE YaCTHONPABHY HAI[MOHAIHH MTPABOIIOPSABIH 110 MIPABHU CEMENCTBA BUK ETaHIIHOTO
U 3a1pJI004eHO u3nokeHne y MareeBa, Exkarepuna. KbM yueHuero 3a nmpaBHHTE ceMEHCTBA B
CHBPEMEHHOCTTA MPE3 MPU3MaTa Ha 4aCTHOTO 1paBo. — 1 00. CV. FOpuo. ¢gak., 86,2019, 78—148.
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HHMK Ha 3aab/uKeHuss. OTTYK U 0COOCHOCTUTE Ha PEIENIUATa Ha €BPOICUCKUS
POMaHCKH, PECIICKTUBHO T€PMAHCKU IMBUIMCTHYCH MOIET M Ha Ka3yHMCTUIHHS
common law moaxo/ MOCTaBAT 0COOCHO OCTPO BBHITPOCA 3a IPUEMAHETO WIIA OTPHU-
YaHETO Ha HMJIedTa 3a YHU(HUKAIUATA Ha MPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTraTsIBaHe
Ype3 Bb3MPUEMAHETO Ha 001l UCK B HIKOM CMECEHH (XUOPHUIHH) IOPUCIUKIUH.

II. O0GIMAT UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000rarsaiBaHe B HAKOU CMECEHH
IOPUCANKINH

1. Bejeskku BbPXy MOHSITHETO 32 CMeCeHA IOPHCINKITUS

WnesiTa 3a chllleCTBYBaHE HA CMECEHHU FOPUCIUKIIMH, KOUTO HIKOW aBTOPH pas-
IJICKJIAT Karo ,,TPETOTO MPABHO CEMEHCTBO®, € MPUHITUITHO MOJICpHA KOHIICIIIINS,
KOSITO TTOCTaBsl HOBH IPEIU3BHKATEIICTBA MPE] YCUIUATA Ha YICHUTEC KOMITapaTH-
BHCTH 3a I'PyIHpPaHe HAa ChbBPEMEHHHUTE HAIIMOHAIHU IPABOMOPSABLHN IO MPAaBHU
cemeiicTBa. M Makap MOHATHETO CMECEHH MPABHH cHCTeMH>’ (XHOPUIHH IOpHC-
JTUKIUU?Y) HAIMOCNIEAbK 1a MPUI00HM 0COOCHA MOMYJISAPHOCT B PEIUIlAa ChbBPEMEH-
HU?’ u3cnenBaHus’’, 0coOEHO B MaTepHUsiTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oborarsBane?!, To
ChIBPIKAHUETO HA MOHATUETO OCTaBa CHITHO JUCKyCHOHHO. [ToHacTosem aumncsa
¢IIMHOMHUCIIHE OTHOCHO TOBa KaKBO TOYHO 00O3HaYaBa Ta3H CJIOBOGOpMa, Karo ca
W3Ka3aHU Pa3InYHM MPEIJI0KCHHUS, KOUTO CHIIHO BapUpPaT C OIIE/ Ha Bb3IPHETH-
Te KiIacu(PHKaIMOHHU KPUTEPUU M M30paHaTa METOMOJIOTHSA. Taka CIopel ¢IHH
W3CIICIOBATEIIM KaTo XMOPHUIHA MJIM CMECEHU MOrar Jia ObJaT OmpeIeieHd CaMo
OHE3W TpaBHU CHCTEMH, KOUTO ca TOUIOKCHU Ha €IHOBPEMEHHOTO BIMSHHUE Ha
common law ¥ Ha KOHTHHEHTAJIHOTO MPaBo. 3aTOBa T€3W CMECEHH ITPABOIIOPSIIb-
II1 OMBAT OIPaBIAHO ONPEICISIHA KaTo (DEHOMEH OT IMO3HIIUATA Ha ChBPEMEHHATA
KOMITApaTHBUCTHKA?, JOKOJIKOTO IO HM3KJIIOYHUTEICH HAYUH ,,KOMOMHHPAT  PHUM-
CKOIIPaBHHU Pa3peIleHUs, YMHTO IIPOBOJHUK € KiacHuecKara IUBHIMCTUYHA Tpa-
nuirs B EBporia m aHmIMHACKOTO TIPaBo KaTo BABXHOBHUTEI 32 common law BboOIIIE.

26 Palmer, Vernon V. Mixed Jurisdictions Worldwide : The Third Legal Family. United
Kingdom: Cambridge University Press. 2001, 9-19.

27 Palmer,Vernon Valentine. Two Rival Theories of Mixed Legal Systems. Electronic
Journal of Comparative Law, 2008, Ne 1, Available from: www.ejcl.org/121/art121-16.pdf

28 OTHOCHO TIOHSATHETO 3a CMECEHH opucauKiuu Bk Palmer, Vernon V. Mixed Jurisdic-
tions Worldwide : The Third Legal Family. United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press. 2001,
8-13.

2 EnHO OT Hai-HOBHUTE M 3abJI00YCHH M3CIICABAHUS MO BbIIpoca ¢ ToBa Ha J. du Plessis,
Jack du. Comparative Law and the Study of Mixed Legal Systems. The Oxford Handbook of
Comparative law. (Ed.by M. Reimann & R. Zimmermann). N.Y.: Oxford Univ Press. 2006.

30 Reid, Kenneth. The Idea of Mixed Legal Systems. Tulane Law Review, 2003, Ne 78, 1-78.

3l Maxqueen, Hector L. Unjustified Enrichment in Mixed Legal Systems. Restitution Law
Review, 2005, Ne 13, 21-33.

32 Taka MareeBa, Exkarepuna, L{uT cpu. c. 85.
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OTTyK U B ObATapcKaTa JOKTPUHA CMECEHHUTE MPAaBHU CUCTEMU KOPEKTHO Ou-
BaT OMNpEEISTHU KaTo HAIMOHAJIHU MPAaBOMOPAIBIN, KOUTO CHABPKAT EIEMEHTH,
XapaKTepHH 3a J[Ba WJIU MOBEYE PA3IMYHU IPABHU KPbra, WM TAaKUBA, B KOUTO €JIe-
MEHTH (HOPMH U JIaXKe 1IeTTU MPAaBHU UHCTUTYTH), THITUYHHM 32 JIBE WIIM TIOBEYE Pa3-
JIMYHY MPaBHU CEMEHCTBA, Ce MPEIUIMTAT B 0COOCHA (DYHKIIMOHAIIHA ,,cCHMOMO03a“?,
bausko 10 Taka gaieHOTO oNpeneeHre e pa3dupaHeTo, Copel KOeTo, 3a 1a MOXKe
JIaJIeH MPaBONOPSABK J1a ObJe ONpeIeieH KaTo CMECEH, € HYKHO CBHIIMAT Ja Npe-
CTaBJIsIBa ,,0CHOBHO LIMBHJIMCTUYHA CUCTEMA, KOSITO € MOMa Hata MoJ BIUSHUETO
Ha aHTIO-aMEPUKAHCKOTO MpaBo**‘. B Ta3um Bpb3Ka C€ M3THKBA OIIE, Y€ CAMUSAT
MEXaHU3bM, 10 KOWTO C€ OCBIIECTBSIBA ,,CMECBAHETO, MIpeanoara peuenius Ha
KOHTUHEHTAJTHU Pa3pellieHus] Ha MPUHIIMITHA BBIIPOCH, KOUTO 00ave ce naBaT OT
aHTJIO-aMEePUKAHCKa CUCTeMa OT IIpaBopa3aBaTelIHd WHCTUTYIIMH, KOETO Y€CTO, U
BBIIPEKU YECTOTO HATMUKE Ha KONU(UKAIIMU HA TMCAHOTO MPABO, BOAM J0 IPHOPH-
TU3MpaHE Ha OT/AEIHU I0PUCTIPYACHIIMAIHN pa3pelieHus.

Pa30upa ce MexaHMYHOTO ,,cMeCBaHe" Ha common law eJ1eMEeHTH U UHCTUTYTH
OT KOHTHHEHTAJIHOTO MPAaBO HE CE€ CYUTA JOCTATHYHO 3a ONPEACISHETO Ha €IUH
MPABOMOPSIABK KaTo XUOPHUACH, JOKOJIKOTO CIIOPE HIKOU CJIEBA /1a € Bb3MOKHO
OIpeIeNIIHETO Ha BOJEIIaTa IopUIudecka Tpajnulius — poOMaHO-TepMaHCcKaTa HIn
aHro-amepukanckara. OTTyK U ce CUHTa, Ye BIUSHUETO Ha JIPYTH eJIeMEHTH KaTo
PEUTHO3HO ¥ O0MYaifHO MPaBO, a TaKa U TPAJAULMOHHOTO MECTHO MUCAHO MPaBo,
HsIMa pellaBallo 3HaYeHHe IPU U3ACHABAaHE OCOOCHUSI CMECEH XapakTep Ha Jaje-
HUS HAIMOHAJICH MPABOMOPSABK. TO3U PECTPUKTUBEH MOIXO/ U U3KIIIOYBAHETO Ha
€JIEMEHTU OT 0OMYAWHOTO U PEIIMTHO3HOTO MPABO CE KPUTHKYBA OT MPUBBHPIKEHU-
[IUTE Ha T.HAP. TUTyPAIIUCTUYCH MOAXO/, CTIOPE]l KOUTO KbM CMECEHHUTE HallMOHAII-
HU TIPaBOTIOPSIBIM ClIeBa a ObJaT MPUIKNCICHN U OHE3U CHCTEMH, B KOUTO JI0-
MUHHPAT €JIEMEHTH OT OOMYalHO U PEJIUTHO3HO MPaBO, ChYETAHO ChC CMECBAHE Ha
eJIEMEHTH OT COmMmon law ¥ MUBUIMCTHYHATA TIpaBHA Tpaauius. ToBa 1aBa moBoj
Ha HSIKOU KOMITApAaTUBUCTH Jla IPUEMAT, ue 3a Ja Obje onpeaesieHa JajeHa npaBHa
CHCTEeMa KaTo CMECEHa, € HAII'BJIHO JI0CTaThUHO J1a ObJIe JOKAa3aHO ChKUTEICTBOTO
Ha KAaKBU JIa € €JIEMEHTHU OT Pa3INueH MOPSAbK — 00MYaitHO MPaBO U PEIUTHO3HU
€JIEMEHTH, MHCTUTYTH Ha IUBUJIMCTHYHATA TPAIUIKs, a TaKa U TAaKUBa, XapaKTep-
HU 32 common law*’. EnuH nogo6eH pa3mupuTeneH nouxos, 0a3upaH Ha HE ChB-
CeM sICeH KpUTEpHii Ha ,,cMeCBaHe", M03BOJISIBA Ja CE€ TOBOPU 3a: MPaBHU CHCTEMHU
OT €BPOMNEICKN KOHTHHEHTAJICH TUII, ChYETABAIIM €IEMEHTH HAa POMAHCKHUSI U Tep-
MaHCKHUS IIPaBEH KPbI, IPaBHU CUCTEMU, ChUYETaBAIllH €JIEMEHTH Ha TPUTE OCHOBHU

33 MareeBa, Exarepuna, L{uT. cbu., c. 135.

3 Taka Kotz, H. The Value of Mixed Jurisdictions. Tulane Law Revie, 2003, 435 — 439,
Palmer, Vernon V. Mixed Jurisdictions Worldwide : The Third Legal Family. Vol. 2nd ed. Cam-
bridge University Press, 2012, 7-15.

33 Tasu te3a e popmynupana or Hooker, M. B. Legal Pluralism: An Introduction to Colonial
and Neo-Colonial Laws. Oxford: Oxford Univ Press. 1975.
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MpaBHU Kpbra — IBaTa KOHTUHEHTAIHU (POMAHCKH U TEPMAHCKH) U aHIJIO-aMEpHU-
KaHCKHsI, IPaBHU CHUCTEMH, ChUETaBalll €JIEMEHTH Ha KOHTUHEHTAJIHOTO (poma-
HO-TEPMAHCKOTO) U OOMYalHOTO MPaBO, MPABHU CUCTEMH, ChUCTABAIIM €IEMEHTU
Ha KOHTMHEHTAJIHOTO (POMaHO-T€pMaHCKOTO) U OOMYaHOTO NIPaBo U T.H.

3a chKaJleHHe eIUH MOA00EH MOAXO0J, OTBBJ Bb3MOXKHOCTTA Jla CIYXKHU Karo
Bb3MOKEH KOPEKTHB Ha MO-CKOPO €BPOIEHTUPUHHUS MOJIEN, IO KOWTO B ChBPEMEH-
HOCTTa C€ BOJIY KOMIIAPATUBUCTUYHUAT J1e0aT 3a MSICTOTO U 3HAUEHUETO HA XUOpHU-
JTHUTE MPaBHU CUCTEMH, € TBbp/Ie OE3MPUHIIUIICH U HE TpeJiara HaJeKIHU KIIacH-
(bUKalMOHHU KPUTEPUU, KOUTO Ja UMAT METOJOJIOTUYECH TOTEHIIMAN 1a OTTOBOPST
Ha BBIIPOCA 32 CUCTEMATUYHOTO MSICTO Ha CMECEHHUTE cucTeMu. He cTaBa u sicHO ¢
KaKBO MPEAJIOKEHUT Ty paTMCTUYEH MOAX0/] JOIPHUHACS 3a OTTOBOPA HA BOJIECUIUS
BBIIPOC, @ UMEHHO JJaI CMECEHUTE IOPUCAUKIIMY Cle/iBa Ja ObJaT TPETUPAHU KaTO
CaMOCTOSITEJICH MPaBEH KPbI' HApell ¢ OCHOBHUTE MPAaBHU CEMEWCTBa WU TPsiOBa
Jla C€ pa3smIekIaT KaTo MOArPYyIU B PAMKUTE Ha CbOTBETHOTO ,,0CHOBHO IIPaBHO
CEMENCTBO, YMHUTO JTOMUHHPAIIN 001K Oene3u HOCAT. B Ta3u Bpb3Kka cuutam, ue
MOJIKpeNna 3aciIy’aBa U3pa3eHOTO B HAll-HOBUTE U3CJIEABAHUS Y HAC, TOCBETCHH Ha
npobsieMa 3a €BONIOIUATA Ha TPABHUTE CEMENCTBAa B ChBPEMEHHOCTTA TMPE3 MpHU-
3Mara Ha YaCTHOTO MPaBO, & UMEHHO, Y€ BCAKA OT Te3W rPyNH NMPAaBHHU CHCTEMHU
oT cMeceH THN (,XxHOpUAU*) OM TPsAOBaJIO na ObJAe CHCTEMATHYHO MOAPeae-
HA KaTo MOJABU/J KbM TOBA OT OCHOBHHUTE NMPABHU CeMelCTBA, YUMTO HaM-Xxa-
PAKTEPHH YE€PTH HOCH KATO JOMMHHMPAIIM U HA Ta3H OCHOBA /1a Ce OTKPOABAT
rPaKAAHCKONPABHUTE KJIOHOBE U HHCTHUTYTH, 32CErHATH OT €HU WU JAPYIrd
HAIMOHAJIHH WJIM PernoHa HH (,,aBTOXTOHHHU) ocobeHocTn*. Criopes UTH-
paHus aBTOp, aKO MOJAOOHH JTOMUHUPAIIH ,,a’da-TpaBHU Oee3u, Mpeaonpeaes-
1 110 HECbMHEH HAYMH MPUHAJJICKHOCTTA HA CbOTBETHUTE MPABHU CUCTEMHU KbM
HSIKOM OT OCHOBHUTE MPaBHU KPBroBe, HE MOTAT Jja ObJIaT OTKPUTH, TO CMECEHUTE
IOPUCIIUKITUY cliefiBa Aa Ob1aT 000COOCHHU B HOB, CAMOCTOSITEJICH MTPABEH KP'bI, YH-
€TO ChIIECTBYBaHE J1a ObJie MPU3HATO PEIOM C OOUIONPUETUTE JO MOMEHTA OCHOB-
HU [TPaBHU CEMEHCTBa B cBeTa’’.

2. 'enepaju3upaHe Ha OTTOBOPHOCTTA 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000raTsiBaHe B
HSIKOHM CMeCEeHH IOPHUCAUKIIHT

[Tpu Bce TOBa, KOWTO M OT TE€3H MOAXOAHU 32 JeUHUPaHE HA XUOPHUIHUTE IIPAB-
HU CUCTEMH J1a ObJie BB3MPHUET C OIIIE ONpeIesiHe Ha TIXHOTO MACTO B CHCTEMAra
Ha CbBPEMEHHUTE MPABHU CEMENCTBA, M0-BAXKHOTO €, Ye Ype3 KOHCTPYKLMITA Ha

3¢ MareeBa, Exatepuna, L{ut. c¢bu., ¢. 137, KbACTO aBTOPHT YMECTHO TOAYEPTaBA, Ye SAMH
nmoo0eH ToaXo OM CroCOOCTBAN 3a OMPEACIITHETO Ha OHE3W YEPTH, KOUTO CHIIECTBEHO TH-
MU3UPAT JaJeH MPaBOMOPSABK OT TJIEJAHA TOYKA HA OMPEJCICHU KPUTEPUU W TIPEIONPEACIIST
MPUHAJJISKHOCTTa My KbM €JIHa WK JIpyra rpyna OT MpaBHU CHUCTEMH, HOCEIIU MOBEYE MU
MO-MAaJIKO CBHITUTE OOITY MTPU3HAIIMA KaTO JOMUHHUPAIITH.

37 [Tak Tam.
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CMECEHHUTE IOPUCIUKITMN HE CaMO MOTaT M0 eMIMPUYEeH LT Aa ObJAAaT U3NPOOBa-
HHM KOHIIENINH, KOUTO Ca ce MOSIBWJIM B PA3JIMYHN HAIMOHAJHU TOKTPHHU®,
HO M YE€CTO TE JIaBaT B3MOXKHOCT Jia ObJIe B3€TO HAl-T00pOTO pa3pelIeHHe OT KOM-
OWHaIMsATa MKy ,,JIBaTa CBATA™, TO3W HA KOHTHHCHTAIHOTO MIPABO M HA cOMMon
law*°. Hemo moBeue, CMECBaHETO HA Pa3IMYHU MOJECIIHM M IOAXOIU MTO3BOJISIBA H3-
BBPIIBAHETO Ha MPEICHKAa OTHOCHO MPABUIIHOCTTA Ha OINPEeICHH MTPaBHU ITOJIH-
TUKU U KOHIICNIIMW TPHU OpraHU3aIusATa Ha JIaJieHa MaTepusl uype3 Bb3NpHEMaHe
Ha reHepaiHu (00111) MpaBuiia, 3a KOETO JOIPUHACS OTBOPEHOCTTA HA CMECEHUTE
CHUCTEMHU KbM BIIMSIHUE OT PA3IUYHU HAIIMOHAJIHU FOPUCAUKIINA. ToBa 00sSCHSIBA U
TEXHUS CPABHHUTE/IEH, OPUCTPYIEHIIHAJIEH U HCTOPHYECKH MOTEHIHAJ 10 Ce
OTHACSI 10 pa3peniaBaHe Ha BbIPOCH, CBbP3aHH ChC CHCTEMAaTHKATa Ha Mpa-
BOTO M B3aMMOJEICTBHETO MEKIY OTAEJIHN MHCTUTYTH, a OTYACTH U UHTEpeca
KbM CMECEHHUTE IOPUCAMUKIINN B HAyYHUS JUCKYPC, MOCBETEH Ha (pOpMyIHpaHETO
Y €BOJIIOIMSATA Ha UesTa 3a 00111 (PaKTHIECKH ChCTaB HA HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 00oTra-
TsaBaHe*'. A de moaxoabT Ha OCHOBHUTE NMPEJACTABUTEIN HA T.HAP. CMECEHHU IOPHC-
JTUKITUU COYH, B TTO-TOJISIMA WJIU TTO-MaJjIka CTETICH, Ha €lHa TpaiiHa TCHACHITUS Ha
BB3MPHUEMaHE Ha 001 UCK 32 HEOCHOBATCIIHOTO 0OOTaTsIBaHe, MOXKE Ja ObJIe CHIICH
apryMeHT B TI0J13a Ha TOBA, Y€ MOJCPHUAT IIMBIJIMCTHYCH MOAXOJT B MaTepusiTa Ha
HEOCHOBATETHOTO 00OTraTsiBaHEe € MMEHHO TO3HM Ha BB3IPHUEMAaHETO Ha OOIIO Ipa-
BuJI0. bes, pa3bupa ce, ToBa HEMPEMEHHO J1a O3HaYaBa U30CTABSIHE HAa THUIIOJIOTHUATA
Ha CTICIMATHUTE CPEJICTBA 32 UMYIIIECTBEHO ypaBHeHUEe. I nMeHHO 1o100eH 13B01
Oouxme Moru 1a opMupaMe Mpy Ipemiel Ha €IHA OT Hal-IUHAMUYHO pa3BUBa-
ITUTE C€, TIOHE 10 C€ OTHACS JO0 MHCTUTYTAa Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO O0OTAaTsSBaHE,
cmecenu topucaukimu — HOxua Adpuka, lllotnanaus, Keebek, Jlynsuana, bpa-
swmsg 1 M3paen. OnuThT Ha TE3W MPaBHU CUCTEMHU CBHUICTEIICTBA 32 OTPOMHUS
CTPYKTypHpaIll TOTeHIIMAJ Ha elHa o0Ia Kjay3a B MaTepusTa Ha HEOCHOBATETHO-
TO oOorarsBaHe.

2.1. FOs«cna Agppuka

MHoro 4ecto, KOraro ce TOBOpHM 3a MHCTUTYTa HA HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 000Trars-
BaHe B IOxHa Adpuka, ce ka3Ba, ue TOH € ,,KaTo JIOBEACHO JIeTe Ha OOIUTralluOHHO-
To npaBo®“. U Ta3zu (paza Mmoxke ga ObJie JiecHO pazdpaHa, KaTo CU JaJIeM CMETKa,
Yye HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00OraTsIBaHE YECTO CE€ OMPEEIisd KaTO Hal-IMBUIMCTUYHATA

3% Taka Visser, Daniel. Cultural Forces in the Making of Mixed Legal Systems. Tulane Law
Revie, 2003, 41-78.

¥ Koétz., H. Op.Cit., p. 439.

40 Hec.ryuaiiHO HSIKOHM aBTOPU CPABHSIBAT CMECEHHUTE FOPUCAUKIIUH U CPABHUTEITHOTIPABHUS
MO/IXO[], KOWTO Te TI0JI3BaT P M3CJICIBAHE HA eHAa KOMIUIEKCHA MPaBHA HUTYpa, C AIXUMUSATA,
pa3dupaHa KaTo U3KyCTBO Ha ,,TPAHCYTAIUATA™ U PEBPBIIAHETO Ha enHa Gopma B apyra. Taka
Rahmatian, Andreas. Alchemistic Metaphors in Comparative Law: Mixed Legal Systems, Re-
ception of Laws and Legal Transplants, Journal of Civil Law Study, 2018, Nel1, Available at:
https://digitalcommons.law.lsu.edu/jcls/vol11/iss2/2.
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4acT OT €IHO MHAue MPELEICHTHO IO CBOSI XapaKTep MpaBo. 3a TOBA JONPHUHACS
CHJIHOTO BIIMSIHME HA 1US commune ¥ pUMCKOIPaBHATA TPATUIUS, KOUTO MPOIbII-
JKaBaT Ja Ce TMOJI3BaT KaTo aBTOPUTETHU M3TOYHHIIM HA MO30BaBaHE B IOXKHOA(D-
PUKAHCKOTO MPaBO HA HEOCHOBATEIHO 0OorarsiBaHe, TOKOJIKOTO, pa3bupa ce, pas-
pelIeHusITa, KOUTO T€ MpeJiarat, ca CbBMECTUMU C YCIOBUATA Ha ChbBPEMEHHOTO
npaBoch3Hanue!'. OTAeTHO OT TOBa, 3a ChXPAHIBAHETO HA ITUBUIIMCTUYHATA KOH-
Henuus 3a HeocHoBarenHo oOorarsiBaHe B HOkHa Adpuka pemraBanio 3HaueHUE
OKa3Ba U Bb3NpuemaHeTo Ha KOcTMHMAHOBHUTE KOHIMKIIMM, KOUTO MIPEMUHABAT B
TOBAa, KOETO € U3BECTHO JHEC karo Roman—Dutch law, u xouTto B chueranue ¢ Hl-
KOM UJEHU Ha MaHJICKTU3Ma, CE€ Pa3MIeKIaT KaTO0 KOPEKTUB, IPUIIOKUM B CIIy4anuTe
Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHO 00OTaTsIBaHE.

CrbnBaiiky Ha €JHa TOJIKOBA 31PAaBa HUBUJIMCTHYHA TPAAUINS B MATEPUSITA
HA HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO o0orarsisane, mpaporo Ha FQkna Adpuka He Moxke 1a Oc-
TaHe He3aCerHarTo OT TeHIeHIUUTEe HA KOHTHHEHTA, HACOYeHH KbM NPU3HABAHE
Ha 0011 ucK ( 0011 GaKTHYECKH CHCTAB) HA HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO o0orarsiBaHe®,

[IspBUTE ONMHUTH 3a TEHEPAIM3UPAHE HA OTTOBOPHOCTTA 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO
oborarsBane B IOxHa Adpuka ce cBbp3BaT ¢ uMeTo Ha De Vos, koiTo ome mpe3
1951 r. 3acTraBa Ha MO3ULIKATA, YE MPUTIO3HABAHETO HA OTACIIHM CIy4and Ha HEOCHO-
BaTEIHO 00orarsiBaHe camo 1o cebe CH 03HauaBa, ye MPaBOTO € TPBrHAJO IO MbTS
KbM BB3IPUEMaHE Ha €IUH, Makap U cyOcuauapeH, oOIl MCK 3a HEOCHOBATEIHO
oOoratsiBaHe 3a€JHO C T.HAP. KJIACHYECKU 00OraTUTETHU UCKOBE. ABTOPUTETHT Ha
De Vos u yoeautenHoCTTa Ha U3MOJI3BaHATa OT HETO apryMEHTaIus PEeBPbIIAT B
noMuHUpaIo (more 1o npenu 1966 1.) pazdéupaneTo, ye 1KkHOAPPUKAHCKOTO TIpa-
BO MIPHU3HABA CHIIECTBYBAHETO Ha €IUH CyOCHAMAapEH OOIIl MCK 3a HEOCHOBATEITHO
o0OorarsgBaHe, KOMTO ce mpuiiara KbM OHE3H CIy4Yau, KOUTO Ca U3BBbH MPUIOKHOTO
10JI€ Ha KJIACMUECKUTE MCKOBE 3a HEOCHOBATeNHO oOorarsiBane. Hamexaara e mo-
A00Ha cyOcuauapHa nmpeTeHUMs MO-KbCHO A ce Pa3BUe B €lHA BceoOXBaTHa
(all catch-up) kareropusi, KOsITO HIMa 12 CbIIECTBYBA KATO A0IbJIHEHHE KbM
OT/IeJIHM NPEeTeHLH, a I0-CKOPO, KOSATO 1e 00XBalla UA/JIaTa MaTepus HA He-
OCHOBaTeJIHO o0orarsiBaHe. ToBa 00aye Taka v HE C€ CIIy4Ba, Thil KaTO C MOCTAHO-
BsBaHETO npe3 1968 r. Ha 3710m0ydHOTO pemieHue no Aenoto Nortje v Pool®, Bb3-
MOKHOCTTA Jia ObJie MPU3HAT OOIII UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 000TaTsBaHe € OTPEYCHA.

41 Beatson, Jack., Eltjo Schrage. Cases, Materials and Text on Unjustified Enrichment.
Oxford: Hart Publishing. 2003, 27-29.

4 Sonnekus Unjustified Enrichment in South African Law.2008. Plessis, Jack du. The
South African Law of Unjustified Enrichment. 2012.

1966 (3) SA 96 (A) Io menoto GIIIO YCTAaHOBEHO, Y€ € CKITIOUSH JJOTOBOP, 0 CHJIaTa Ha
KOMTO €THO JIUIIE Ce 3aIbJKaBa CpEIly 3aIlialiane Ha Bh3HArpaKJACHHE OT CTpaHa Ha COOCTBe-
HHKa Ha 3eMsATa J1a ThPCH KaoJIuH. [Ipy M3MIbJIHEHHE Ha TaKa Bb3JI0KEHOTO OUIIM OTKPHUTH TOJIe-
MH 3aJI€)K1 Ha KAOJIMH, HO 110 MPUYKHA, Y€ JOTOBOPHT HE OHJI CKIIFOUEH B M3MCKyeMara (opma,
0Ka3aJio Ce, Y€ CHIIHAT € HUIIOKEH U Bb3 OCHOBA Ha HETO HE MOKE H3IIBJIHUTEIISAT JIa ThPCH Bb3-
HarpaxaeHue. ToBa MPUHYAWIO MOCICAHUS Ja TPEISIBA MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 00OTraTsBaHe,

311



OCHOBHUSAT apryMEHT Ha peIIaBalllis CbCTaB € CTPaxXbT, Ye ako ObJe MpU3HaTa
eqHa To00Ha TBBpPE O0IMa MPETSHIMS, TO TS HIMa Ja MOXe Ja ObJe yabpika-
Ha B pa3yMHU TPaHUIMA U OM CHCTaBIIsIBAJIa MPUYMHA 32 B3pUBABAHE Ha €HA BEUe
ChIIIECTBYBallla cuctema oT npaswia. M makap npe3 1994 r., koratro BepXoBHUSAT
cba B FOxxHa Adprka noBTOpHO OMBa MPUKAHEH J]a MPOMIaCH ChIECTBYBAHETO Ha
00I1I] MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO oborarasane no aeiroro Kommisaris van Binnelandse
Inkomste v Willers*, pemaBamust cbCcTaB 3a BTOpH ITBT Ja OTKa3Ba Jia CTOPU TOBA,
TO MOTHMBUTE HA ChJIa Ca CAMIITOMAaTUYHU 3a 3asBE€HAaTa TOTOBHOCT TOBA JIa CE CIIy4d
B Onm3koTo Opaeme. Criopen MHCHHETO Ha MHO3MHCTBOTO ChAMM 1Mo Kommisaris
van Binnelandse Inkomste v. Willers ¢ pemenuero mo aenoro Nortje v Pool He To1-
KOBa OWBa M3KIIIOUEHA Bh3MOXKHOCTTA J1a ObJie MPU3HAT 0011l KCK 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO
oboratsiBaHe, a MO-CKOPO C€ M3THKBA, Y€ TOBAa MOXKE Jla CTaHE IO BCAKO Bpeme ad
hoc, kaTo Taka ObJe TETUTUMUPAHO CHIIICCTBYBAHETO HA OTTOBOPHOCT 32 HEOCHO-
BaTeJIHO 00OrarsiBaHe BKJIIOUMUTEIHO U 3a CIy4yau, KOUTO JO TO3U MOMEHT HE ca
pa3pelaBaHy Mo TO3U HAYHH, WK IOPU B Pa3pe3 ¢ Beue Bb3NPUETH Pa3pelIeHus 1o
cxomnu ciydau. [Ipu Bce ToBa B Kommisaris van Binnelandse Inkomste v. Willers
HY>KJaTa OT MPU3HaBaHEe Ha OOII HCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTaTsIBaHe € CIOMEHATa
HsKak ober dictum u oT4acTH KOJIEOIMBO, KOETO BHACS OIIE TTOBEUE CMYT M HEPa3-
ouparesnctBo®. Ilpu Taka ch3ganara ce cutyanus npe3 1996 1. mpaBHa KOMHUCHS
(the South African Law Commission) npaBu MmpoydyBaHe IO BbIIPOCa, HO MPEIO-
pbuBa J1a HE C€ MPeaIpUEeMaT HUKaKBU 3aKOHOAATETHN MEPKHU, C KOUTO CUTYallUATa
na ObJile HOPMAaTUBHO ypeseHa, a Ja Ob/ie OCTAaBEHO Pa3BUTHETO Ha OOIl HCK 3a
HEOCHOBATEIHO 000TaTsBaHE HAa ChIMJIMINATA U IOPUCTIPYACHIMTA. Taka ce cTura
1o pemrerneto 1o aeinoro McCarthy Retail Ltd v Shortdistance Carriers, koeTo ce
CUMTa 3a TIOPEIHATa CThIIKA MO TTOCOKA TeHepaTM3upaHe Ha OTTOBOPHOCTTA 3a He-
ocHoBateHO oborarsiBane. Criopes; MHOSUHCTBOTO OT ChJIMHU I0KHOA(PPHUKAHCKOTO
10 1MO00Me Ha PUMCKOTO TIPABO HE MPU3HABA CHIICCTBYBAHETO HA €IUH KOHCOJIH-
JpaH O0IIl MCK 3a HEOCHOBATETHO OOoraTsiBaHe, Bb3 OCHOBA Ha YUSTO aOCTPaKT-
HOCT 1 0000IIEHOCT, 1a ObJIaT U3BEXKIaHU PA3PEIICHUs 32 KOHKPETHH Cllyyau, a ca

KaTo TBHP/ISUI, Y€ C JEWCTBHSITA CH € YBEITHMYHII CTOHHOCTTA Ha 3eMsITa, KOEeTO € pedieKkTHpaio B
oborarsiBaHe U Ha camusi cOOCTBEHUK. OCHOBHUSAT MpoOIeM, Ipel KOUTO Ce U3MPAaBs ChABT, C&
CBE’K/Ia JI0 TOBA, Y€ B CHIIECTBYBAIaTa IOPUCIIPYICHIINS 3a MOJOOpEHNE Ce TIpUeMa caMO OHOBA,
KOETO UMa MaTepHalieH, BEIIECTBEH U3pa3, H OTTYK CE SIBSIBA TBBPJE CIIOPHO Jalld OTKPHUBaHE
Ha HOBHU (pM3MYECKH CBOICTBA HAa 3eMs MOJXKE J1a ChCTaBIsIBa Tofo0peHre. OTAeNHO OT TOBa, Ha-
pacTBaT CEpUO3HO U OMACEHUATA, Y€ MPU3HABAHE KaUYeCTBOTO MOJJOOPEHUS Ha HEIIIO HEOCE3aeMO,
01 OTBOPHIIO TBBP/IE MIMPOKO BE3MOXKHOCTTA 32 BOJICHE Ha TIOI00HH HCKOBe. Pernienuero e nuTu-
pano o Serfontein, A. What is wrong with modern unjustified enrichment law in South Africa? —
De Jure, 2015, 388—410, noctwiHo Ha http://dx.doi.org/10.17159/2225-7160/2015/v48n2a7

“ [utupano no Beatson, Jack, Eltjo Schrage. Cases, Materials and Text on Unjustified
Enrichment. Oxford: Hart Publishing. 2003, 91.

* Visser, Daniel. Rethinking unjustified enrichment: A perspective of the competition
between contractual and enrichment remedies. Acta Juridica, 1992, 203-236.
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Ch3/aJieHu ¢parMeHTapHH npaBuia. Ho cropen pemaBamiys cbCTaB, IPUHLIUITBT
3a HEIOMYyCTUMOCT Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO O0oraTsBaHe CJe/Ba Ja C€ TPETHUpa KaTo
W3TOYHUK Ha 3aJIbJDKEHUsS, OUCHKU MO TO3W HAYMH M OCHOBA 33 MPU3HABAHETO
Ha CaMOCTOSITCJICH OOIl MCK. 3a JOCTUTaHE JI0 MOAOOHM PE3yaTaTH CIIOCOOCTBA
¥ HaOJNIONABAIIOTO C€ B IOPUCIPYIACHIUATA pa3lIMpsABAHE HA TPUIIOKHOTO IOJIC
Ha MPU3HATHU CIICIUAHU MPETeHIINN 32 UMYIIECTBEHO YpaBHEHHE, KOMTO Ipolec
1o HE0OXOUMOCT MpeIoiara U Mpu3HaBaHe Ha €AHO OOII0 OCHOBAaHUE, a UMEH-
HO HYX/ara Ja ObJaT KOPUTMpaHU CUTyallMi Ha HEONPaBAaHO UMYIIECTBEHO pa3-
MECTBaHE B ChOTBETCTBHE C OOIIMS MPUHIIUI 32 HEIOMYCTUMOCT HA HEOCHOBATEN-
HOTO obOoratsiBaHe*.

OT Ta3u OTHpPaBHA TOYKA Ce OCHIIECTBABA MOHACTOSAIIEM AKATEMUYHUST
nedoar B FO:xna Adpuka, KOWTO € 0CHOBHO KOHIEHTPHPAH 0K0JI0 KOJIU3UATA
MeKIy He00X0AUMOCTTA OT MPU3HABAHE HA 001 MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000ra-
TABaHE U ONACEHMATA, Y€ ChIIECTBYBAa Bb3MOKHOCT CHIIMAT J1a ,,a0copOupa*
ChIIECTBYBAIIMTE CTAPU NMPETEHUHHU 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000rarsiBaHe, KOeTO
WM 11Ie 0CBOOOAU MPABOTO OT CeraliHus Ka3yucTHYeH MOAXO01, WIH Iie BHe-
ce xaoc’’. Taka HAKOM aBTOPU CH3HUpAT B OOIIHMS MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTa-
TSIBaHE BH3MOXKHOCT 32 BH3CTAHOBSIBAHE HAa BCHUYKH HEOIMpPABIAHH MMYIIECTBEHU
pa3MecTBaHHS JOPH B CIlydauTe, B KOMTO CTapuTe (popMyinu ca HENpUIOKUME™Y.
Cnopen apyru, ako Objie IpHET 001l UCK, TOH IIe € TI0-CKOPO CYIUIEMEHT U JAOIbJI-
HEHUE KbM BEYE ChILIECTBYBAIIUTE CTApU UCKOBE M OCHOBHATa My 1ieJ1 Ou Oumiia na
3aITbJIBa MPA3HOTH, KOETO € CBBP3aHO U ChC CXBAIIAHETO, Y€ MPABOTO HA HEOCHO-
BaTeITHO 00OraTsBaHe € MOCieIHa Bh3MOXKHOCT 3a 3ammuTa Ha uniena®. Hamocoe-
JbK TIIHPOKA TOMYJISIPHOCT MPUIA00MBA PEBOIOIIMOHHKAT onmuT Ha Daniel Visser™
3a pedopMa Ha IPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEeNHO oOorarsBane B FOxxHa Adpuka upes
u3non3Bane Ha HeMckusi mozaen Wilburg-Von Caemmerer. [Ipennara ce na 6paar
U30CTaBeHH ,,Hepa3OupaeMure 1 pparMeHTapHU " pPUMCKOTIPABHU KOHIUKIIUU U J1a
ObJe BB3MPUETO JIeJICHIE Ha UCKOBETE 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 00orarsiBane cho0pa3Ho
MeXaHHU3Ma Ha HacThIIBaHE Ha 00OraTsBaHETO, KaTo ce 000CO0AT MPETEHINH, pU
KOWTO CTaBa JyMa 3a MpeMUHABaHEe IUPEKTHO Ha Onara sine causa U TakuBa, MpU
KOUTO 00OTaTsSBaHETO € HACTBHIIWIO MO HAYMH, Pa3IHueH OT MPSKOTO MPECTHpa-
He. Brpeku 6e3cnopHuTe JOCTOMHCTBA HA Mpeajaranus peopmMaropcku Moje,

% Van Zyl, Deon Hurter. The general enrichment action is alive and well. Acta Juridica,
1992, 115-130.

47 Whitty, Nail, Daniel Visser. Unjustified Enrichment. In— Mixed Legal Systems in Com-
parative Perspective: Property and Obligations in Scotland and South Africa.( Ed.by R Zimmer-
mann, D Visser and K Reid). 2004, 405-406.

4 Plessis, Jack du. Towards a rational structure of liability for unjustified enrichment:
thoughts from two mixed jurisdictions. South Africa Law Journal, 2005, 122—143.

4 Sonnekus, J. C. Unjustified Enrichment in South African Law. South Africa: LexisNe-
xis. 2008.

>0 Ibid.
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Visser uecto € 0OBMHSBaH, Y€ B UMETO Ha KJIaCH(PpUKAIIMOHHA YUCTOTA U OpraHu3a-
IIMOHHOTO €WHCTBO JKEPTBA MHOTO OT OCHOBOTIOJIATAIMTE IPUHITUIIN 32 TTPABOTO
Ha HEOCHOBaTeNHO oboratsBane B FOxxHa Adpuxka.

CriopoBeTe poAbIKaBar u JI0 THEC, a KoJieOaHUATa M HECUTYPHOCTTA Ch3/la-
BaT OCHOBA Jla ObaaT GOpMyTHUpaHu pa3InIHU MOJCIIN Ha CTPYKTypUpPaHE U Peop-
raHu3aiys Ha HeOCHOBaTeHOTO oOorarsBaHe B KOxna Adpuka. 1o To3u moBon
Du Plessis coun, 4ye CbBpeMEHHOTO pa3BUTHE HA MPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIHO 000-
rarsBaHe JlaBa HEYIOBJIECTBOPUTEIIHH PE3yJATaTH, KaTo MOCIEANIA OT PUIAbpPIKAHE
KBbM €IHa TapTHKyJapHa periiaMeHTAIHs, KOSTO OTACITHUTE HUCKOBE 3a HEOCHOBA-
TeaHo oboratsBaHe ocurypsBart. ToBa ciopen Du Plessis moxke 1a 6b1¢ MpoMeHEHO
WM ako OBJaT Ch3/1aJICHN HOBU CIEIIMAIHA UCKOBE (KaTo TaKMBa 3a CIy4yauTe Ha
HAJIOXKEHO oOorarsBaHe, Ha o0oraTsBaHE Ype3 M3MOJI3BAHE HA UYXKIU UMYIIECT-
BEHHU IpaBa U Ojara v T.H.), WIM aKO CE€ MPU3HAE CHIIECTBYBAHETO Ha €IHA 00IIa
MPETEHIMSA 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTraTsiBaHe, KOSITO TTOpajid CBOSTa 0000IIEHOCT U
a0CTPAKTHOCT MPUTEKaBa MOTCHITMAA J]a HAMEPH MPUIIOKEHUE KbM BCUUKH Bb3-
MOXKHH OBJICIIIN XUIIOTE3W Ha HEOIIpaBIaH! NMYIIECTBEHN pa3mecTBaHus. OT rJie-
JUIIE HA MPABHA MOJIUTHKA U HAYMHA, 110 KOWTO TO3U HOB CK 32 HEOCHOBATEJI-
HO o0orarsiBaHe TpsiOBa J1a ,,ChKUTEJCTBA® ¢ Bede ChllecTBYBamuTe Gpopmu
Ha 3amuTa, Du Plessis npeasiara: wim od01mara npereHuus aa 0bae cb3aajaeHa
KAaTO0 0CTATbYHA M CYOCHAHMAPHA KaTeropus (MPHJIOKHMA CaMO 3a CJIy4yauTe
Ha 1e(UUHUT HA PeryJaTUBHMS MOTEHIMAJ HA ChIIECTBYBAIMTE HCKOBE); WJIN
Ja ce Ch3aje eMH ChbIIMHCKH 001 (aKTHYEeCKU ChCTAB HA HEOCHOBATEJIHO
o0orarsiBaHe, KoiiTo Ja adbcopOupa crapurte (pOpPMYyJaHd HA 000raTUTETHH HC-
KOBe (Koemo Kpue puckoge 3a cmaduiHoCmma Ha RPAGHAMA Cucmema u Koemo
OM NPABHO-UCMOPUYECKO 2/1e0ULe MOXHCe NO-CKOPO 0a ce onpeodenu Kamo oeo-
cmeue); WIN 1a 0bjJe MPU3HAT 001 UCK, KOWTO Ja JeliCTBA 3aeJHO C KJIACH-
YyecKHTe HCKOBE 32 HEOCHOBATEJHO 000raTsiBaHe, KOUTO Ja KOHKPeTU3MpAT
ChAbP/KAHUETO HA MPETEHIUATA 32 ONpeAesIeHH caydam’'.

2.2. lllomnanousn

[To mogo6ue Ha IOxHa Adpuka u npen Lloraanaus cron npexu3BuKaTei-
CTBOTO, HAPEYEeHO 001 MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000raTsiBaHe, YMHTO CTPYKTY-
pupail MOTeHUHMAJ ce 0Ka3Ba CbMHUTeJeH (moHe 32 Hakowm). [IpaBoTo Ha He-
ocHOBaTesnHO oboratsiBaHe B LlloTnanaus npuBivya 3HaUUTEIEH HAyYeH UHTEPEC
ot 1900 . HaceTHe He camo 3apajJii CMECCHHUS XapaKTep Ha TpaBHATa CHCTeMa?,
HO M NOpajJy TOBA, Y€ € M30CTaBeHa aHIVIMIICKaTa KOHUEMUHUS 33 PECTUTYLHS, 32

31 Plessis, Jack du. Towards a rational structure, Op.cit., 142 —143.

52 [IpaBHara cuctema B IlloTnanans B MCTOPUYECKH TUIaH B3HUKBA M CE Pa3BHBa TMOJ €/1-
HOBPEMEHHOTO BIMSHIE Ha common law TpaaunuuTe 1 KOHTHHEHTAIHUS MTOAXO0] KbM ITPaBOTO,
KaTo ChbOTHOIICHUETO HA CHIIUTE Ha BIHMSHUE Bapupa mnpe3 pa3nuunute nepuoau. Bk Schrage,
Eltjo, Jack Beatson Op. cit., p. 69, a Taka u Schrage, Eltjo. The Law of Restitution: the History
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na ObJIe HAITBJIHO BB3MPHUET MUBHUIUCTUYHHAT TTOAXOJ, OI[BETEH C WHIUBUIyaJIHC-
TUYECH HallMOHAJIEH MaHUEp MPHU pa3peliaBaHe MpoOIeMUTe Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO
oborarsiBane>. Te3u TCHIEHIIMH MOTaT Aa ObJIaT MPOCIICACHHU OIIle JI0 IIaBu 7 U 8
ot Kuwura I -Institutions of the law of Scotland> na Stair,” o3amiaBeHd CHOTBETHO
"Restitution" u "Recompense unu Remuneration", KouTo HaMMEHOBAaHMSI CE€ CUU-
Ta, ye Stair e U3BJISAKBI OT Ha3BaHUsATa “restitution” u “recompense’, ynorpeoeHu
ot Toma AxBuHcku B Summa Theologica®. Criopen moBe4eTo CbBpEMEHHU YYCHU
Stair n3mon3Ba NPUHLKIIK HA 1US COMMUNE U KAHOHUYECKOTO MPaBo, 3a J1a Ch3Aale
paMKa 3a pa3BUTHETO Ha MPaBO Ha HEOCHOBaTeIHO oOorarsBaHe B LlloTmanawms,
BKJIFOUUTEIIHO OTKPHUBANKHU IMBTSA KbM MPU3HABaHE Ha OO UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO
oboratsiBaHe. 3a Tas3u 1en Stair oTpuyYa JEICHUETO Ha OOJUTAIMUTE B PUMCKOTO
MpaBoO Ha TakWBa €X contractu, vel quasi ex contractu, ex maleficio, vel quasi ex
maleficio, karo BMecTO TOBa Mpejiara Kiacu(uKarwsi, Ciope] KOsITO 3abJIKCHHSI-
Ta ca TakMBa, OCHOBaHU Ha cbIlacue (conventional) U TakvMBa, KOUTO CE€ HaJaraT OT
BosiaTa Ha bor (obediential). I makap TepMUHBT HEOCHOBATEIHO OOOTaTsIBaHE J1a
HE ce cpenla HuKbAe B MHCcTHTYTHTE Ha Stair, cnopes Mo-KbCHU HHTEPIIPETaTOpU
e 6e3cnopHo, ye Ta3u 001acT € 0OXBaHATa OT TPUTE YACTH, 03arTIaBEHU CHOTBETHO
Restitution, Repetition 1 Recompense, KouTo ce pa3riexaar KaTo HaJoKeH! 00IH-
raiuu. Stair U3sICHsABa, Ye pecTUTynusaTa (restitution) nmpeacTaBisiBa 3abKEHHE,
IO CHJIaTa Ha KOETO YOBEK € 3a/IbJKEH J1a B3CTAHOBH OJiarara, B3€TH OT JIPYT, KaTo
TOBa 3aJbJDKEHHE HUKOTa HE MOXKE Jla C€ OCHOBaBa Ha IPEJIIECTBAIIO ChIVIacue
WM MBIIYaJIMBO TakoBa’’. B dacrra, o3ariaBeHa Recompense, Stair BKiIrouBa Ha
I'BPBO MSICTO TECTHUATA, IPUIBPKAUKH CE€ KbM PUMCKOIPABHUS MOJIEN, a BbB BTO-
para 4acT BKJIFOUBa OOIIO 3abDKCHUATA, KOUTO BH3HUKBAT B CIydanTe, B KOUTO

of Dutch Legislation. — In: Unjust Enrichment: The Comparative Legal History of the Law of
Restitution (Ed.by Schrage, E.L.J). Duncker & Humblot . 1995, 323-333.

>3 Hogg, Martin, A. Lowlands to Low Country: Perspectives on the Scottish and Dutch Law
of Unjustified Enrichment. — Electronic journal of comparative law, 2001, Ne5, Available from:
http://www.ejcl.org/ejcl/51/art51-1.html.

> Bk MacQueen, Hector, William David Hamilton Sellar. Unjust enrichment in Scots
law. — In: Unjust Enrichment: The Comparative Legal History of the Law of Restitution (Ed.by
Schrage, E.L.J). Berlin: Duncker & Humblot . 1995, 291-292.

3 Viscount Stair, The Institutions of the Law of Scotland (1681; 2nd edn, 1693), Mac-
Queen, Hector, William Sellar. Unjust enrichment in Scots law. — In: Unjust Enrichment:
The Comparative Legal History of the Law of Restitution (Ed.by Schrage, E.L.J). Duncker &
Humblot. 1995, 291.

¢ Bk Reid, Dot. Thomas Aquinas and Viscount Stair: The influence of scholastic moral
theology on Stair’s account of restitution and recompense. — Journal of Legal History, 2008, No
29, 189-214.

57 Hemo xoeto camust Grotius mogaspxka B DE IURE BELLI, koeTo obade criope HAKOU
€ TOoCJIe/INIIa OT e/IHa He ChBCEM KOPEKTHA HHTEpIpETaNs Ha AJICHUETO, BB3MpHeTo oT Groti-
us. ITo To3u Benpoc Bk MacQueen, Hector. The Sophistication of Unjustified Enrichment: A
Response to Nils Jansen. — Edinburgh L. Rev, 2016, Ne 20, 312—-325.
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€/IHO JIMIIE CE€ € 00JIaroeTesICTBaIO B yIIbpO Ha APYT, 6€3 MOCIETHUAT a € UMall
HaMEpEeHHE J]a U3BbPIIN JapeHHe. Stair OMKMCBa TOBA KaTO €CTECTBEHO 3aAbKCHUE
u nutupa Cicero, CoYeiiKU, Y€ € HeCIPaBeUIMBO U CpElly MpUpojaTa Ha Helara
€/IHO JIUIIE J]a YBEJINYH OJIarOCHCTOSHUETO CH BbB BpE/a JIPYTHMY.

[To-KbCHOTO pa3BUTHE Ha MPaBOTO Ha HEOCHOBaTedHO oOorarsBaHe B IlloT-
JaHIUSl COYM Ha CJIeJ[BaHE Ha Ch3IaJeHus OT Stair Mozen rnpu GopMHUpaHe Ha OIl-
penenenu npeueneHTy (case law), koeto u cmocoOCTBa 3a MOCTENEHHOTO YTBBP-
JKJaBaHe Ha HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00OTaTsiBaHE KaTO CaMOCTOSATENIEH /s Ha MPaBoTo,
pa3auydeH OT JIOTOBOPHOTO U JACIUKTHOTO MPaBo. 3a TOBAa CBUJIETEICTBA U IOKTPH-
HaTa Ha T.Hap. “three Rs.”, cmopen kosTo mpeTeHIuuTe 3a restitution, rcomenpese u
recompense MpeICTaBIsABaT UCKOBE 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO 000TaTsIBaHe, BCEKH OT KOH-
TO UMa Pa3IUIHO MPUWIOKHO mose. Cropes] Hal-pa3npocTpaHeHaTa KiacupuKaIus
pa3zeleHneTo MEeXly TPUTE IMPETEHINH Ce MPOBEXKIa C Orvie]l MpeaAMeTa Ha UCK,
PECNEKTUBHO CHABPKAHUETO Ha 3aJIbJDKEHUETO 32 PECTUTYLUS, Makap U BbIIPO-
CBT Jia ¢ nucKycuoHeH™>. [locTeneHHo ce yTBbpIKIaBa pa3orpaHero, e repetition
MPEICTaBIABA UCK 32 Bb3CTAHOBSIBAHE HA CPE/ICTBA, KaTO MPEIMET Ha MICKa MOXKE J1a
ObIe camMo IMapruyHa cyMa, JIOKaTo restitution e ¥ck 3a Bb3CTaHOBSIBAaHE HAa KAKBUTO
U Ja OWJI0 MaTepHualiHy Oara, pa3JiMyHu OT Mapy. 3a CpaBHEHHE recompense ce
CUMTa 32 UCK 3a 00e3IIeTeHHe 3a CIIy4auTe, B KOUTO OTBETHUKBT € 00OraTeH 3a
CMETKa Ha uiena’’.

[To npuuuHa, 4e Ha MpPaKTHUKA MOBEYE OT CIy4yauTe Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO 000-
rarsiBaHe KacasT MPEeXBbPJSHE HA MAapUYHU CYMH, TO U repetition ce yTBbpKIaBa
KaTo 00oraTuTeseH UCK ¢ HaW-TONIIMO 3HAYCHHE M MpaKTU4YecKa CTOMHOCT. ToBa
OTYACTH MPEIONPEeNisi U MICTOTO Ha MCKa recompense, KOMTO ce pa3riexaa B
JOKTPUHATA KATO MO-CKOPO 100aBbYHA NMPETEeHIUs1, KbM KOSITO HIEIbT MOKe
Aa npuderde B cJy4anTe, B KOUTO 10J13aTa € MOJy4eHa OT OTBETHHKA IO Ha-
YHUH U NPH 00CTOSATEICTBA, PA3JIMYHM OT JOTOBOP WJIM NPeANnoiaraeM /J0ro-
BOP, U 10 TO3U HAYHUH Ce NMPeBPHIIA B ChOMpaTe/JHA KAaTeropus 3a CJIy4yauTe
Ha Henmpsiko oforarsBane®. OTTYK M BCE I0-YECTO CE Ka3Ba, Ye TaKa KaKTO €
dbopMynupaH recompense, He € HUIIO MOBe4Ye OT O0II UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO

% Whitty, Nail. Rationality, nationality and the taxonomy of unjustified enrichment. —
In: Unjustified Enrichment: Key Issues in Comparative Perspective. (Ed.by D. Johnston & R.
Zimmermann). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002, 684—685.

% Crnopen e[lHa 4acT OT ChBPEMECHHATA MIOTIAHJCKA ChAcOHA MPAaKTHKA B OCHOBAaTa Ha
BCSIKa €/IHA OT Te3H MPETEHIINU € OOIIMAT MPUHIIHIT Ha HeIOITyCKaHe Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 000-
rarsiBaHe, JIOKaTo CIOpe.] APYTH, CBbP3BALIHAT (GaKTOp € HE YT, a JUIcaTa Ha HAMEPEHUETO Ha
UIIeIa Ja IPeI0CTaBy Ha Ipyrara CTpaHa oIpezelieHa IapiHyHa cCyMa WU pyra UMYIIeCTBEeHa
obOmara (repetition u restitution) Bk Hogg, Martin.Unjustified enrichment in Scots law twenty
years on: Where now? — Restitution Law Review, 2006, Ne 14, 1-20.

0 B momobeH cMucha e u3nokeHoTo B: Sellar, William. Unjust Enrichment. — In: The Laws
of Scotland: Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia, 1996, Vol. 15, §§ 73-86.
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odorarsiBaHe WJIH 4Ye MPEIACTABISIBA AHAJIOI HA 001N MCK®' 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO
oborarsiBaHe®?, KOETO ce CIOCIIS U OT ChJcOHara npakTrka B LIloTmanaus moxe 10
cpeaara Ha 1990 r. B nonbiHEeHHE UCKBT recompense ce pas3riiek/ia ¢ U3BECTHU OT-
KJIOHEHHUS WJIM KaTo CyOCHIUapeH U OCTaTbueH 000TraTUTEICH UCK, UIN KaTo 001l
MCK 3a HCOCHOBATEIIHO 00oraTsSBaHe, WIIM ITOHE KaTo IMPETEHIINS, KOSTO IMPUTEKaBa
MOTEHI[MAasa /1a Cce MPEeBbpPHE B 0011l UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO 00OTraTsBaHe.

Bonpeku 1o Tyk nznoxeHoro u B lllornanaus, no mogodue na IO:xua Ad-
pHUKa, BBIPOCHT JAJH ChIIECTBYBA WJIH He 0011 HCK 32 HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000Tra-
TSIBaHe, € CUJIHO JNCKycHoHeH. KonebanusaTa ca 3aCiJICHH OT CPaBHUTEITHO Orpa-
HUYCHUS OpOM FOPUCIIPYICHIIMAITHA aKTOBE, KOUTO ChIbPKAT MPOU3HACSHE B Ta3n
HACOKa B ChYETAHHE C OTPAHMYEHOTO MPUIIOKHO TIOJIE Ha UCKa 3a recompense KaTo
MOCJIeTUIAa OT U3UCKBAHETO 3a JUPEKTHOCT Ha MpEeMUHABAaHETO Ha Onara, a Taka u
3a Bpbh3Ka MEXKTy 00€IHSIBAHETO U 00OTaTsIBAaHETO, & CIIOPE] HSIKOU — U 110 MPUYKHA
Ha JIOKTPHHATa Ha cyocuauapHocTTa®. M3ka3Bar ce M onaceHus, ue ChBPEMEHHO-
TO pa3BUTHE HA recompense Karo o0l UCK 3a HEOCHOBATEIIHO oOorarsBaHe OuBa
BB3MPEISITCTBAHO B HAYAJIOTO Ha XX B. OCHOBHO OT HECUTYPHOCTTA U HESICHOTATa
OTHOCHO HETOBOTO MPUJIOKHO TOJIC U TPAHUITH.

Ta3u auckycusi e MPUAPYKEHA M OT OKUBEH aKajeMHuyeH /Je0aT, KOMTo
0Tpa3siBa MOHE OTYACTH U CIOPOBETE OKOJIO HY:KIATAa Ja ce Ch3aaje apyra
CTPYKTYpPa B PAMKHTE HA HHCTUTYTA HA HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO 000oraTsiBaHe, upe3
KOSITO Jla C€ rapaHTHpa MO-TojIsiMa KOXEPEHTHOCT (Koemo npu ce2autHomo oejleHue
Ha “three Rs.” ce okazea, kamo ue u He8b3M0x4CcHO). OCHOBHO KPUTHKATA CPEITY
kinacudukanusTa Ha ,,three Rs.* B Marepusita Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO OOOTATABAHE CE
CBEXJIa 710 TOBA, Ye restitution, repetition ¥ recompense He codaT Ha CaMOCTOSATEITHN
OCHOBaHUSA (B MaTepHAITHOIIPABEH CMHUCHIT), a TO-CKOPO Ca CPEICTBA 3a 3alluTa, HO
B ITpoLiecyajieH cCMUCHIIL. 1o Ta3u npuunna u cnex 1998 1. ce npasu onut 3a mpomsi-
Ha Ha Bb3IIpHETaTa TAKCOHOMMSI, KaTo ¢ pemeHueTo no aenoro Shilliday e npueto

¢! Bipkza ce, 4e BOJICIIUTE 32 IUBHIIMCTHYHATA TPAaIULus GUTypH Ha negotiorum gestorum
u actio de in rem verso, OT KOUTO c€ TBBPAM J1a 3all04YBa CBOMIOLUATA Ha UAeATa 3a O0I MCK
3a HEOCHOBATEIIHO O0OTaTsIBaHEe, HE OKa3BaT MOYTH HUKAKBO BIHMSHUE 33 PA3BHTHUETO HA Ta3H
xonuenmus B [llotnannus. ToBa Moke 1a Oblie OOSICHEHO HE CaMO C TOCTENICHHHS YHaIbK U
oT/Iayie4aBaHe OT PUMCKONpaBHUTE KoHIenuy B I1loTnanans, HO U ¢ 00CTOSATEICTBOTO, Ye CITy-
YauTe, KOUTO B KOHTHHEHTAIHATA MpaBHA CHCTEMA Ca 4acT OT MPHJIOKHOTO ToJie Ha actio de in
rem verso u action negotiorum gestorum contratia, B [llotnanaus ca n3mMecTenn ot ynorpedara
Ha mpereHIusITa recompense. Taka MacQueen, Hector, William Sellar. Unjust enrichment in
Scots law. — In: Unjust Enrichment: The Comparative Legal History of the Law of Restitution
(Ed.by Schrage, E.L.J). Duncker & Humblot, 1995, 289-293.

2 EnHo oT Haii-3a7bJ00UEHUTE M3CIICABAHUS 110 BhIIpoca ¢ ToBa Ha MacQueen, Hector.
Unjustified Enrichment, Subsidiarity and Contract. — In: Mixed Jurisdictions Compared Private
Law in Louisiana and Scotland. (Ed. by Palmer, Vernon Valentine, and Elspeth Christie Reid) .
Edinburgh University Press. 2009, 322-354.

6 Taka Whitty, Nail, Op.cit., p. 658, p. 679.
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3a HEMPaBUIIHO pa30UpaHEeTO, Y€ OCHOBAHUETO Ha JaJieH UCK € ‘recompense’, Thid
KaTo recompense € Mocleauniia, OTTOBOP HA OMPEECIICHO ChbOUTHE, a HE € CAMOTO
CbOUTHE U B TO3M CMUCHJ HE € 1 OCHOBAHHMETO 33 AaHTAKUPAHE HA OTTOBOPHOCTTA
Ha OTBCTHHKA B OTJICITHU CJTyYad Ha HEOCHOBATEITHO oOoraTsBane®.

Taka mocTeneHHoO OT cdepara Ha MaTEPHATHOTO MPABO, KBJETO CIYXAT KaTo
JCHOMHHATOP 32 OCHOBHUTE KAaTErOPUHU OOJUTAIlMOHHU 3aIbJDKEHHS 32 ,,00e3111e-
TsIBaHE" Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO oborarsiBane, ,.three Rs“ npemunasar B cepara Ha
nporecyarHoTo npaBo®. Te3u mpoMeHH MPOBOKUPAT W HAKOW KpPAilHH MHEHUS B
MOCOKa Ha MBJIHOTO M30CTaBsiHE Ha KiacudukamusaTa Ha ,three Rs.” xaro nene-
HUEe 0e3 MpakTUYeCKa CTOMHOCT, KOETO MPEANONIOKEHNUE € ChIIPOBOACHO C MPE-
JIOKEHHS 32 Bh3MPUEMaHEe Ha HEMCKHUS MOJIEN Ha pa3JesieHne Ha MPETSHIIMUTE 3a
HEOCHOBATEIHO 00orarsiBaHe®®, KOeTo € 0COOCHO aKTyaJ HO KaTo MPEJIOKCHHE 32
pedopma u B FOxHa Adpuka, kakTo cTaHa sicHO. Te3u onmuTH 3a MOJEpHU3UPA-
HE Ha LIOTJIAHJICKOTO MPaBO Ha HEOCHOBATENHO oOoraTsBaHe o0aue ca OOEKT Ha
KOHCEHCYC B JOKTpPHHATa, HO CHIIUTE BCE OIIE HE Ca HAMEPHJIH CBOETO MSCTO B
ropucnpyaeHiusata. [lpu Bce ToBa He cneBa /1a ce 3a0paBsi, e OCHOBHATA Ues 3a
peopranmsanusiTa Ha MaTepusaTa Ha HEOCHOBaTeHOTO oborarsiBane B [lloTmannus
€ IOJYMHEHA Ha HYXKJaTa OT pa3rpaHnyaBaHe HA OMPECIICHH CIy4au Ha HEOCHO-
BaTEJTHO 00OraTsiBaHe U KOHKPETU3UPAHETO Ha Ta3U MHA4Ye a0CTpaKTHA KOHIICTIIIHS,
KOETO MOKe J1a ObJie MOCTUTHATO C Bh3MpHUEeMaHe Ha HEMCKUS Mojen. ToBa obaue
OTHOBO IMOCTaBsl BBIIPOCA 3a MIACTOTO M 3HAYEHUETO Ha €Ha 00Ila MpeTeHIus 3a
HEOCHOBATEIHO 000raTsIBAHE B HOBATa CTPYKTYPA, Karo Ae0arhT 0CTaBa OTKPUT®.

2.3. JIyuzuana

3a cpaBHeHue B Jlyn3nana To3u aebar cienBa Ja ce CYUTa HOPMAaTUBHO pas-
pemieH ¢ BkitouBaHeTo npe3 1995 1. B 'K Ha aMepukaHckus 1mat Ha oOII MCK 3a
HEOCHOBATEIHO O0OoTraTsBaHe, 3a KOWTO C€ MPENBIDKIA J1a MOXKe Ja Obae mpeas-
BEH CaMo IpH Jurca Ha ApyT UCcKk®. KakTo chabpiKaHUETO, TakKa U MEXaHU3MbBT Ha
JEHCTBHE Ha Taka KoauduimpaHara oOIna Kiiay3a CjieBaT KOHTHHEHTAHUS MO-
JIeJT, 32 KOETO 0COOEHO CIOCOOCTBAT peuila 1aJeHOCTH Ha KOHKpETHAaTa UCTOPH-

¢ Hogg, Martin. Unjustified enrichment in Scots law twenty years on: Where now?.[2006]
RLR 1.

55 Whitty, Nail, Op.cit., pp. 886—890.

% Wolffe, James. Enrichment by improvements in Scots law. In — Unjustified Enrichment:
Key Issues in Comparative Perspective. (Ed.by D. Johnston & R. Zimmermann).Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. 2002, 384—430.

7 MacQueen, Hector L. The Sophistication of Unjustified Enrichment: A Response to Nils
Jansen. Edinburgh L. Rev, 2016, Ne 20, 312—-325.

88 Qakes, Jeffrey L. Article 2298, the Codification of the Principle Forbidding Unjust
Enrichment, and the Elimination of Quantum Meruit as a Basis for Recovery in Louisiana. —
Louisiana Law Review, 1996, Ne 56, Available from: https://digitalcommons.law.Isu.edu/lalrev/
vol56/iss4/5.
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yecka ernoxa. Cien npoaaxk6ara Ha Jlynsuana ot crpana Ha Hanoneon, ocranana B
ucropusTa Karo ,,vente de la Louisiane, IMBUIMCTUYHATA TPAIHUITUS TI0 T€3HU 3EMU
OuBa chbXpaHEHa €AMHCTBEHO OJarogapeHue Ha eHepruyHara ChbIpOTHBA, OKa3aHa
oT kpeonuTe. ToBa IMEHHO MO3BOJISIBA KOAM(PHUKAIUATA HA TPAXKTAHCKOTO MPaBo B
Jlynsuana B 061acTTa Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO OOOTaTSBaHE Jla CJIeBa TIOYTH HEOT-
KJIIOHHO pa3zpenieHusTa, Bb3npuetu BbB @penckus 'K ot 1803 . 3aroBa u nbpBo-
HauyajgHo B T.Hap. urectu Ha Jlym3zuana ot 1808 r. (Louisiana Digest of Orleans,
1808), a Mo-KbCHO U B rpaXkJIaHCKUTE KoJekcu oT 1825 1, a Taka ot 1870 1. mo HOp-
MaTHBEH MbT OMBa MPU3HATO CHIECTBYBAaHETO €AMHCTBEHO Ha condictio indebiti u
actio negotiorum gestorum, JIOKaTo IPYTd Bb3MOKHH XUIIOTE3U Ha HEOCHOBATEITHO
oOoraTsiBaHE O0CTaBaT U3BbH 3aKOHOJATeTHATA paMKa Ha Kojekca. [[puanHa 3a ToBa
¢ OE3KPUTUIHOTO CJIEIBaHE Ha PECTPUKTUBHUS MOAXOA Ha (PPEHCKUS TPAXKITAHCKU
kozekc oT 1804 1., KOWTO B KaTeropusAra KBa3u-AOTOBOPH CHILO J1aBa pEriIaMEH-
Talus €AMHCTBEHO Ha CIyYaWTe Ha HEABJDKUMO IiateHoTo (paiement de I'indu)
U BOJICHETO Ha uyxkjaa pabora Oe3 HaroBapBane (gestion d'affaires), 3a kouto ce
CUWTa, Y€ Ca CICHUAIHU MPOSBICHUS Ha €IMH MO-00II MPUHIUI Ha HEIOMYCTH-
MOCT Ha HEOCHOBATENHOTO oborarsiBane. OOsSCHEHUETO 3a TOBA €, Ye MPUHITUITHT 32
HEJIOMyCTUMOCT Ha HEOCHOBATEITHOTO oborarsBane, yueHu karo Pothier u Domat
CUMTAT 32 TBbPJAE HEACEH U OTBJICYEH, 32 J1a ObJ€ BHILUIBTEH B HOPMAaTUBHO Ipa-
BUJI0. Bhipeku aBropurera Ha Pothier, HeroBure uaeu 3a cpaBeyIMBOCTTA KaToO
CaMOCTOSITEJIEH U3TOYHUK, KOMTO MOXKE J1a OCITY>KU KaTO OCHOBAHME 32 MPETEHIIUS
3a OTCTpaHsIBaHE Ha HEOCHOBATENIHO 0OOrarsiBaHe, HE C€ MPHUEMAaT MbPBOHAYATHO
HUTO OT IOPUCIIPYZIEHIIMATa BB PpaHiins, HUTO OT ChAmInIIara B Jlynsuana.

U B Jlyusuana, mo nmonodue Ha cuTyanusara BxB OpaHius, B MbPBUTE TOIU-
HU clieql KogupuKaluaTa XUnoTe3uTe Ha HEOCHOBATEIIHO O00oraTsiBaHe, KOUTO HE
nonajar B MPUJIOKHOTO 1oje Ha konuduiupanute condictio indebiti u gestio, 3a-
MOYBAT Jla C€ pa3peniaBar HOCPEACTBOM U3KYCTBEHO Pa3LIMPSABAHE HA IPUIIOKHOTO
1oJie Ha MoCJIeTHUTE. BKIIIOUNTEHO 32 OIpeiesieHH CIy4yau ce ch3aBa pUKIus 3a
ChILIECTBYBAIIl JOTOBOP WJIM C€ M3Moi3Ba ¢urypara Ha gestion d'affaires anormale,
no3BoJisBaiia actio gestio d’affaire qa Obe MpuUIOKEH U KbM XUIIOTE3U, B KOUTO
recTopbT JAeiicTBa 6e3 animus rei aliena gerandae, HO Korato Karo MOcCieauIa OT
U3BBPIICHUTE JCHCTBUSA, JOMUHYCHT OuBa oborareH®. Ta3u KOHCTpyKIus obaue
3aCIy’KEHO C€ KPUTUKYBa KaTo TBbPJE TPOMaBa U HE3aJ0OBOJIUTEIIHA, a B ChlcOHAaTa
MpaKkTHUKa Ce BCE MO-YECTO C€ TOBOPH 3a HEOOXOIUMOCTTA Jia ObJie MPU3HAT 0011l
HCK 32 HEOCHOBaTEJIHO oborarsBane. Karanuzarop 3a Te3u npouecu B Jlynsuana ce
IpeBpbIIa OIle U ,,0pOKEHUETO ™ cpell HAKOM (PPEHCKU aBTOPH B IOJI3a HA YTBBP-
KIABAaHETO HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO OOOTaTsSBaHE KaTO M3TOYHUK HA OOMUTAIlMOHHU

% Kosien, AMOpoa3, Aupu Kanuran. EnemMentapen kypc mo GpeHCcKo rpakJaHCKO TPaBo.
T. 2, Ku. 1 u 2. 3agpmkenus u qoropopu. O6mia reopus n uzrounuim. Codust, 1929, c. 917.
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OTHOIIICHUS ¥ 3a MPEBPBIIAHETO Ha actio de in rem verso B caMOCTOSITEIeH UCK .
OTTyK HEBB3MOXXHOCTTA ChHIIECTBYBAIllaTa HOpPMAaTUBHA ypeada Aa MpeaoCTaBU
paspelieHne B peaniia caydyad Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO 00OTaTsiBaHE 3ae€HO C HEIMpH-
rogHocTTa Ha gestion d'affaires anormale, BxpxHOBsIBaT BhpxoBHUs cba Ha Jly-
u3nana, o nopodbue Ha Openckus KacanuwoneH cb, Aa Mpu3Hae ¢ MOpeauia ot
ChJI€OHU PEIICHUS ChIECTBYBAHETO HA OOIIa MIPETEHIIMS 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 000-
ratsiBane’'. PemurenHo obave Gopmynara Ha actio de in rem verso, KaTto oOIIl UCK
3a HEOCHOBATENIHO o0OorarsiBaHe, OMBa U3BEE€HA B MOTUBUTE KbM MPOCIOBYTOTO
neno Minyard v. Curtis Products, Inc., 251 La. 624, 205 So.2d 422 (La.1967), xb-
JIETO CHABT pa3Tiiexkaa CIop MO MOBOJ U3ITBIHEHUETO HAa JOTOBOP 32 U3paboTKa Ha
omnpeesieHa KOHCTPYKITHS.

Ot (pakTUTE MO IETOTO € YCTAaHOBEHO, Y€ B MPEIUIITHO TPOU3BOACTBO Minyard,
B KQU€CTBOTO MY Ha MOAU3IIBIHUTEN, OMBa OCHJEH OT CTPaHA Ha IIaBHUS U3IIbJI-
HUTEJ MO MPOLIECHUS JOTOBOpP 3a M3pabOoTKa /a 3aIulaTd B MOJ3a HA MOCIEIHUs
o0e3IIeTeHne Ha JOTOBOPHO OCHOBAaHHUE 3apajyl JOKa3aHO M3IOJI3BaHe Ha Jede-
KTHU MaTepuainHu oT Minyard mpu ocChIeCTBsIBAHE Ha BB3JIOKEHATa My padora.
[Tpu ToBa monoxkenue Minyard npeasiBsiBa UCK CpEILy MPOU3BOAUTENS HA Je(eKT-
nute Marepranu Curtis Products’. IIpu o6ocHOBaBaHe Ha MCKOBAaTa CH MPETEHIINS
Minyard u3TbKBa, Y€ JOrOBOpHAaTa My IPETEHLMS 110 OTHOIICHHE Ha JUIIETO, OT
KOETO € 3aKynui Je(eKTHUTE MaTepualy, € oraceHa mo AaBHOCT, Opagu KOETO
Minyard pemiaBa 1a HaCOYHM MCKa CH JUPEKTHO CPeIly MPOU3BOAUTENS Ha TE3U Jie-
(eKTHU MaTepuay, Makap U MEKIY TSIX Ja HE € HaIUIIe TUpeKTHA Bpb3ka’. [Ipu
TOBa moJiokeHNe BbpxoBHUAT cb Ha Jlynsuana npuema npeasBeHust ot Minyard
WCK 332 OCHOBATEJICH, 3aCTaBaiiki Ha MO3MIMITA, Y€ €HA MOA00HA MPETEHIUS 3a
MMYIIECTBCHO YPaBHEHHE HAMHUpPa CBOETO OTpaBIaHNe B MIPHUHIIMIIA 32 3a0paHa Ha
HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OrarsiBaHe, YUETO JIEUCTBUE KaTETOPUYHO HE C€ OrpaHUYaBa
JI0 PErJIAMEHTUPAHUTE B KOAUPUIIMPAHOTO MUCAHO MPABO CIyyau Ha HEABIHKUMO
IUTaTCHO M BOJICHE Ha YykJaa paboTa 6e3 HaroBapBaHe’*. [1o TO3W HAYMH OOIIUSAT

" Bux Tate, Albert. The Louisiana action for unjustified enrichment. Tulane LR, 1976, Ne
50, 883.

"I CraBa nyma 3a Payne & Harrison v. Scott, 14 La. Ann. (1859), a no-kbcHo u Garland v.
Estate of W.S. Scott, 15 La. Ann. 143 (1860 r.). Pemenusita ca mutupanu mo Nicholas, Barry.
The Louisiana law of unjustified enrichment through the act of the person enriched. Tu/ Civ LF
3, 1991 — 1992, Ne 6/7, 10—-13.

2 PernenneTo ¢ nutupano mno Schrage, Eltjo L. J, Barry Nicholas. Unjust enrichment and
the law of restitution. — In: Unjust Enrichment: The Comparative Legal History of the Law of
Restitution (Ed.by Schrage, E.L.J). Berlin : Duncker & Humblot . 1995, 21-24.

> Bmx Nicholas, Barry, Op.cit., 13.

4 M3non3Baiiku MoTuBUTEe Ha MPEHCKHUS KacallHOHEH ChJI OT Ka3yca Boudier u ceprno3Ho
KOJIMYECTBO apTyMEHTH, 3aMMCTBAHU MOYTH JAUPEKTHO OT CPAaBHUTEIHUS aHATIN3 MEKIy (PpeH-
CKOTO TIpaBo 1 ToBa Ha Jlynsuana, HanpaBeH ot Barry Nicholas, cbIbT pemana, ue cpecTBoTo,
MPEIOCTAaBEHO B IOJI3a Ha 0OCIHIIIOTO Ce JIUIIE OT (GPEHCKHUS KaCallMOHEH ChJ — actio de in rem
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HCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00orarsiBaHe OMBa MpU3HAT KaTO IOPUCTIPYACHIIMATIHO TBOP-
yecTBO. Te3u nponecu B Jlynuznana He JOBEXKIAT 10 TaKa pa3sIpOCTPAHEHHUTE BbB
@OpaHius onaceHuss U CTpaxoBe, 4e olla MPEeTeHIUS 32 HEOCHOBATETHO o0ora-
TSIBaHE, a OIlle TOBEYE M TaKaBa, Bb3HUKHAJIA B IOPUCTIPYACHIMATA 1 OCHOBAaHA Ha
CIpaBeAJIMBOCTTA, OM OTBOpHUIIA TBBPJIE IIMPOKA JUCKPELHUS 3a ChUATA, KOETO Ha
CBOW pej OM JJOBEJIO U JI0 TIpaBHA HECUTYPHOCT ”, 3aI[OTO IIIe Ce OKaxe, 4e eIuH-
CTBEHO OT IOPUANYECKUS aBTOPUTET HA CHAMSITA 3aBUCH AU MOXKE WIIK HE CIIOPBHT
na ObJie pa3pelieH Bb3 OCHOBA Ha BEPCUOHHUS UCK, Thil KaTO caMo TOH Ie MOXe
Jla MpEeLEeHsBa Jaldu ChIIECTBYBa APYro MHCAHO MPaBUJIO, KOETO Ja CE€ MPHIIOKH
BMeCTO nociennns. ChIIeCTBEH MPUHOC 3a TOBA UMA ChIIIECTBYBAIATa BbB BCUUKU
rpaknaHcku kogudukanuu Ha Jlymsuana T.Hap. directory clause’®, mo3BossBaina
Ha ChJIMUTE TaM, KbJETO JIMIICBA U3PUUEH 3aKOHOB TEKCT 3a pa3peliaBaHe Ha KOH-
KpPETHUS CIIOp, J1a TpaBopasaBaT Bb3 OCHOBA Ha CIIPaBEIJINBOCTTA’ .

Te3u npouecu B IOpUCTIPYASHIUATA, a TaKa U B IOKTPUHATA JaBaT ChIIECTBEH
TIAChK 3a OCBINECTBSIBaHE HA pedopMH B rpakaaHckaTa komudukamus Ha Jlyw-
3MaHa, KaTo e Ch3JaBa MHOIO MOAXOAAIIA CpeAa 3a U3PUYHOTO HOPMAaTUBHO 3aK-
pernBaHe Ha reHepaliHa Kiiay3a B MaTepHusiTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OrarsiBaHe B
Jlynzuana. I ToBa craBa peasHocT npe3 1995 r. ¢he ch31aBaHETO HA MPABUIOTO
Ha 4. 2298 ot 'K Ha KBebek. [{utupanara pasnopenda npeaBmxaa, Y€ Bb3HUKBA
3aIbJKCHUE 32 UMYIIIECTBEHO YpaBHEHHE (HE ChbBCEM KOPEKTHO HAPEUYEHO 3a]IbJI-
KeHHe 3a 00e311eTeHne) BbB BCUUKH CITydau, B KOUTO €JHO JIMIIEe O€3 MPaBHO OCHO-

Verso He € 10 Pa3InYHO OT UCKa 3a ,,00e311eTeHre , MpU3HaT B IopucnpyaeHuusaTa Ha Jlynsuana,
KOMTO CBIIO cJeqBa Ja ce pa3Iiekaa KaTo OCHOBaH Ha MPUHIMIA HA HEJOMYCTUMOCT Ha HEOC-
HoBaTenHo oborarsiBane. [Ipu Taka popmupana pemasaina BoJis, ChABT yBa)kaBa Mpe/siBEHATA
OT MIIEIa MPETSHIIUS BhIIPEKH MOTacsBaHETO MO JaBHOCT Ha aJTEpPHATHBHATA MPETEHIMS KbM
TPETO JIUIIE — TIOTOBOPHUS MapTHHOP Ha uillenia. Kputrka BbpXy Taka Bp3npueroro Bux y Nich-
olas, Barry. The Louisiana law of unjustified enrichment through the act of the person enriched.
Tul Civ LF 3, 1991 — 1992, Ne 6/7, 13.

> Zimmerman, Reinhard. A road through the enrichment-forest? Experiences with a
general enrichment action. — Comparative and International Law Journal of Southern Africa,
1985, Ne 18, 1 —20.

76 3a ucropusATa Ha Ta3W Kiay3a Mpe3 pa3InIHUTE eTaly OT Pa3BUTHETO HA MpaBHATa CHC-
teMa B Jlynsuana, Bk Palmer, Vernon Valentine. The Louisiana Civilian Experience: Critiques
of Codification in a Mixed Jurisdiction. Carolina: Academic Press. Durham. NC.2005, 135-177.

7 CraBa myma 3a Article 21 in the 1808 Digest 1 Bcu4ku ciieaBaIiy Kogu(pUKAIIH, KaTO
B cera jeicramus komeke or 1993 — toa e mpasmiioto Ha Article 4 (1993). Palmer, Vernon
Valentine. The Louisiana Civilian Experience: Critiques of Codification in a Mixed Jurisdiction.
Carolina: Academic Press. Durham. NC. 2005, 146—167. ABTOpBT coun, Y€ Bb3 OCHOBA Ha pa3-
nopeaodure Ha wi. 1960 ot I'K Ha Jlyn3uana ot 1825 r., a Taka u ype3 nozoBaBaHe Ha ITpaBUIIaTa
Ha wi. 1965, ceappxum B 'K Ha Jlynsuana ot 1870 1., OMBa BKJIIOUEHO W MPABUIIO, KOETO JIH-
PEKTHO pedepupa KbM MOpaHaTa MaKCUMa, CIIOpe]l KOsITO HUKOW He CJIeBa Ja ce o0oratsisa 3a
YyX/la CMETKa.
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BaHHE ce ¢ 000raTuIIo 3a uyaa cMeTka’®. B Taka cb3nanenara gpopmyia TepMUHBT
0e3 MpaBHO OCHOBaHUE C€ U3IOJI3BA, 3a Ja ObJIaT U3KIIOUEHHU OT MPUIIOKHOTO TOJIe
Ha wi. 2298 ot 'K nHa Jlyn3uana cnyyaute, B KOUTO 00OTaTsIBAaHETO € TOCHIEUIIA Ha
BAJIMJICH NIPAaBEH aKT WM Ha 3aKoHAa. Buxk/a ce, 4e ¥ B TOBa OTHOIIICHUE HAITHJITHO
¢ BB3MPHUET OTPHUIIATEITHUAT ITUBHUIIMCTHYCH TIOAXO0/’, KaTO aKIEHT BbB (hopMyIiaTa
Ha OO0IIHMs UCK € TIOCTaBEeH BBhPXY JIUIICATa Ha causa iusta 3a HaCTHIIUIIOTO 00EIHS-
BaHe 1 o0oratsiBane,* CITy’>Kelll 3a OPHEHTHP, KOWTO MO3BOJISIBA J1a O'bJIe U3BbPIICHA
NPELIeHKA, TaJTH ChCTOSHIETO HAa MMYIIECTBEHO pa3MECTBaHE Clie/iBa 1a ObJe ChX-
PaHEHO WU HE.

[To To3n HaunH 0Oaue OMBAT BH3MPUCTH M HEJOCTATHIINTE HA PA3PCUICHUSITA,
dbopMylpaHHu B JJOHOTO Ha pPOMaHCKaTa MpaBHA TPAJMIIMSA, 3 UMEHHO — TBBPIE
TeHEPATM3UPAHNUTE €JICMCHTH Ha (PaKTUYECKHS ChCTaB Ha OOIIUS MCK 32 HEOCHO-
BaTeIHO oOoraTsBaHe M3IVIEkKAA Ja MOKPUBAT BCHUKO, HO BCBHIIHOCT 0OXBaIaT u
Cllydau, KOUTO 3aKOHOMATEISAT U300110 HE € MMall IPEABHU/ U HE € JKeaen Ja ype-
1. 3aroBa W onmuTHT Ha Jlyn3maHa mokas3Ba, 4e JIOPU B OHE3H CHUCTEMH, B KOUTO
OCHOBHO C€ pa3yuTa Ha Mojg00HU 00110 popMyaupaHu KiIay3H B JKeJaHue 1a Obe
CB3IIaJICH KpacH Opoil mpaBmiia, KOUTO Ja 00XBallaT BCHYKO, 3aKOHOJATEIIAT Ce
BUKJIa TIPUHYJICH JIa BB3MPUEME JIOMBIHUTEITHH KPUTEPUH OTHOCHO OTIPEIEIISIHE,
a Taka ¥ OrpaHMYaBaHEe Ha €THO TBHPJIEC MIMPOKO MpritoxkHO mosne®!. ToBa o0sicHsBa
u 3a1o HoBenata Ha wi. 2298 ot 'K Ha Jlyn3uana, makap u He 6e3 nedatu u mnpo-
TUBOpPEUUS, Bb3IIpUeMa TOKTpUHATA Ha CyOCHIMapHOCTTa Ha actio de in rem verso,
oOyiedeHa BBB opmyriara 3a Jumca Ha Ipyr uck. [Ipu Bce ToBa M3WCKBAaHETO 3a
JWMIICa Ha JPYyT MCK, KaTO M3pa3uTel] Ha CyOCHIMApHOCTTA Ha 00IIara MpeTeHIINs
3a HEOCHOBATeTHO obOorarsBane B JIyn3nana, ciaenBa 1a 0b/1e pa30oupaHo mo-CKOpo
KOHKpeTHO. KoHkpeTHaTa cyOcHIuapHOCT 03HaYaBa, ye 1o MPABHIIO UCK, OCHOBaH

® B cTpyKTYypHO OTHOILICHUE Wi. 2298 ¢ pa3mojoKeH Clie/ MpaBuiara, periiaMeHTUPAIIN
BOJICHETO Ha Yykaa pabora 6e3 HatoBapBaHe (wi. 2292-2297), Ouneliku BCTBIIUTEIHA Pa3Io-
penda oT caMOCTOsITeNeH paszes, o3ariaBeH ,,O0orarsBaHe 0e3 OCHOBaHHE™ U € €JHUHCTBEHO
MIPaBUJIO B CHIIUS TO3U pasziell, HOCBETEH Ha MPUHIIUITHU TTOJIOKEHHSI, KaTo €1Ba CJIel TOBa ca
ypeIeHU CbCTaBUTE HAa HEABIHKUMO IaTeHo ( wi. 2299 — un. 2305). Ilpu Bce ToBa B IUTEpaATy-
para ce HacTOsIBa, Y€ Bh3IpHeTaTa 1o pOMaHCKH 00pasel CyOCHAnapHOCT Ha OOIIUS MCK Ha HE-
OCHOBATETHO 00oTraTsiBaHEe 00€3CMHUCII HAaYaIHATa TIO3MIIUS, KOATO TeHepaHaTa Kiay3a 3aeMa
B MaTepusTa Ha HeocHoBarenHo oborarsiBane. Taka Nicholas, Barry, Schrage, Eltjo L J. Unjust
enrichment and the law of restitution: A comparison.— In: Unjust Enrichment: The Comparative
Legal History of the Law of Restitution (Ed.by Schrage, E.L.J). Berlin: Duncker & Humblot,
1995, 10 at seq.

” Nicholas, Barry. Unjustified Enrichment in the Civil Law and Louisiana Law. — Tul. L.
Rev. 1961-1962, Ne 36, 605-635.

8 Omre mo To3m Bhrpoc Bk B: Maxqueen, Hector L. Unjustified Enrichment in Mixed
Legal Systems. — Restitution Law Review, 2005, Ne 13, 21-33.

81 Taka Schlechtriem, P., Coen, Ch., Hornung, R. Restitution and Unjust Enrichment
in Europe. — European Review of Private Law, Kluwer Law International. Printed in the
Netherlands, 2001, 380-382.
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Ha TBHPJICHHUS 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 000raTsBaHe, € U3KIIIOUEH MPU HATMYKE Ha JIPYTO
e()eKTUBHO CPEJCTBO 3a 3alIUTa, KOETO MPABOTO MPEIOCTaBs Ha HILEIA, OCBEH aKO
B KOHKPETHHS CIy4dail ¥ C Oomiesl oOCToATeNCTBAaTa Mo JETI0TO, OM ce OKaszaio, ue
JPYTUAT UCK HE OM OCUTYPUJI €PEKTHBHA 3aIUTa®,

JluHuATa HA OrpaHWYCHHS B MPUJIOKHOTO ToJie HA o0mus uck B Jlym3uana
IPOIBbJKABA Ype3 TOMMBIHUTEIHO B3IPOU3BEXKIaHEe HA PPEHCKUS MOZEI Ha Orpa-
HUYaBaHe BKJIIOUYMTEIIHO Ha pa3Mepa Ha actio de in rem verso. Boaeniara 3akoHona-
TeJIHA Ues € Ha OOETHUIIOTO Ce JIMIIE /1a CE /1aJle Bb3MOXKHOCT J]a MCKa UMYIIECT-
BEHO yYpaBHEHHE CaMO 3a TOBA, C KOETO UMYIIECTBOTO My € Hamamsio. [lo Tasu
npuurHa U B wi. 2298 ot 'K Ha Jlyusuana ce npeaBuxkia, 4ye pa3MepbT HA JIbJ-
KUMOTO 00€3IIETeHNE € PaBeH Ha MO-MajKaTa CTOMHOCT U3MEXy 00CTHSIBAHETO
u oborarsiBaneTo. Tazu GopMyIHPOBKA € YTBHPIACHO B IOPUCIIPYACHIIUATA OIIE OT
Hayanoto Ha XIX Bek u He ce nocrasd noJ cbMHeHue. [lo-kbcHO, kakTo B Utanu-
anckus ['K (wi. 2041) %, taka u B 'K Ha ®pannus (makap ena cien pedopmara
ot 2016 . ¢ HoBenara Ha wi.1303—4%), ce ch3maBar mpaBuiIa, KOMTO 3aKpenBar
HOPMAaTHBHO MOI00HO OTpaHHYEHHE OTHOCHO 00XBaTa Ha actio de in rem verso.

2.4. Keebex

AHAJIOrMYHO pa3pelieHne ChAbP>Ka U HOBOTO I'Pa)IaHCKO 3aKOHOAATENICTBO
Ha KaHajckata npoBuHIMs KBeOek, koeTo 6e3crmopHO Moe /1a ObJe Mpuyucie-
HO KbM IIPaBHUTE CUCTEMHU C KOHTMHEHTAJIHONPABHHU TpaaulMM W3BbH EBpora,
KOUTO ChUCTaBaT B ceOC CHU M HIKOM ,,ipUMecH OT common law enemeHtH *.
[IpaBHara cuctema Ha KBebek, mo momobue Ha Ta3u Ha mata Jlynsuana, uma 3a
CBOM MMPBO0OOPa3 PpeHCKOTO MpaBo, KOETO Ce JI0Ka3Ba u oT (hakta, ye B KBebek ot
1866 1. neiicTBa rpaxaaHcka KogudUKaius, KOSITO KaKTO MO CBOETO ChIbPKAHUE
U TMPUHIUITHYA pa3peuieHus, Taka U 10 CBOSITAa CTPYKTypa, TBbPJIE MHOTO HAllOM-
HS (DpeHCKUs rpaxaaHcKH Koaekc*®. OTTyk u € pa3dupaeMo 3aio MbPBOHAYAITHO

8 Nicholas, Barry. Unjust Enrichment and Subsidiarity. — In: Scintillae Iuris, Studi in
Memoria di Gino Gorla, Milano. 1994, vol. 111, 2037-2045.

 Dickson, Brice, Op.cit., 119.

8 Bmk Frangois, «Présentation des articles 1303 a 1303—4 du nouveau chapitre IIT “L’en-
richissement injustifi¢”’», La réforme du droit des contrats présentée par 1'lEJ de Paris 1, https://
iej.univ-parisl.fr/openaccess/reforme-contrats/titre3/stitre3/chap3-enrichissement-injustifie/
[consulté le 24/01/2018].

8 BriustHEeTO HA AHIVI0-CAHKCOHCKATA TIPaBHA TPaIUIIKs € pa3dupaemo, gokonkoto Kanama
€ cpell FOPUCAUKINUTE, KOUTO TPAIUIIMOHHO OMBAT ONPEIEIISTHA KaTo TAKWBA HA OOLIOTO MPaBo.
Bux McInnes, Mitchell. The Canadian Principle of Unjust Enrichment: Comparative Insights
into the Law of Restitution. — Alberta Law Review, 1999 Ne 37, 1 — 22. Ilpu Bce TOBa aBTOPBT
cam couu, e u Kanasa nmomaza mox 0co6eHOTO 0OuapoBaHUE HA POMAHCKHUS MOJICI B 001aCTTa Ha
HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTaTsIBaHE.

% Gomes, Julio M. V. Unjust Enrichment: a Few Comparative Remarks. — European Re-
view of Private Law, 2001, Ne 2, 462-463.
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IpU periamMeHTalysl MHCTUTyTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OrarsiBaHe 3aKOHOJATe-
nsT B KBeOek Bb3nmpuema 6e3pe3epBHO pecTpuKTuBHHS noaxon Ha Pothier, kato
pernmamenTtanus B ['K na KBeOek momydaBar eTMHCTBEHO TeCTUSATA U HEABIHKIMO
MJIaTEHOTO, a 001 (aKTHUECKH ChCTaB HA HCOCHOBATEIIHOTO 0OOoraTsIBaHe HEe OMBa
BB3MpHUET. BebiHoCT BB DpaHius cTpaxbsT OT oOmiaTa MPETSHIIHS 32 HEOCHO-
BaTeTHO o0oraTsBaHe € HACJIEACTBO OTYACTH U OT HAYYHHUTE TPYHAOBE, Ch3a/IeHU
B MPEAKOAU(PUKATMOHHUS TIEPUOJI, KOUTO Ca JTOMUHHUPAHU OT BE€Y€ CIOMEHATOTO
BIDKJIaHE, Y€ €/THa 00II1a MPEeTEHIINs 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO oOoraTsiBaHe, OM OTBOPHIIA
TBBP/IE MIMPOKA JUCKPEIHS 3a ChANATA, KOETO Ha CBOM pesl O JJOBEIO U 10 MpaBHA
HECUTYPHOCT®’.

EctecTBeHO Te3m omaceHUs OT (peHCKaTa JOKTPUHA M IOPUCIIPYICHIUS Ce
MIPEHACST BbPXY OHE3H HAI[MOHAHU MPABHU CHCTEMH, KOUTO CIIeBAT POMAHCKUS
obpazen. M KBebek He € M3KIIOUEHUE OT TE3H MPOIECH, TOKOJIKOTO CIIE KO-
¢uKanuaTa Ha rPaXXAaHCKOTO MPABO C€ MPABSIT ONMUTH Bb3HUKHAJIUTE CIIOPOBE 10
MOBOJI ,,BOJIHA® U ,,HCBOJHUA'* UMYIIIECTBEHH Pa3MECTBaHUs sine causa ja Obaar
paspeliaBaHd €IMHCTBEHO C MOMOIITa HAa CHIIECTBYBAIIUTE HOPMHU B KOJAEKCA.
ToBa ce oka3Ba HEBB3MOXKHO, a HYXKJaTa OT MpU3HABaHE HA O0Ia MPETSHIIHS 3a
HEOCHOBATETHO 00OTaTsABaHe, KOSITO J1a ,,3allbJIBa“ MPOCTPAHCTBOTO, OCTABEHO OT
CHeLMaTHUTE KOHAUKIIMOHHH PETEHIIMH U CPEACTBA 32 UMYIIIECTBEHO YpaBHEHUE,
ce ycella Bce mo-oce3zaemo B Hauasioto Ha XX B. [Ipu Bce ToBa mpouecute Ha re-
HepaJIu3UpaHe Ha OTTOBOPHOCTTA 32 HEOCHOBaTenHO oboraTsiBaHe B KBebek He ce
pa3BUBAT C TEMIIOBETE Ha (pPEHCKATA IOPUCTIPYICHIIHS.

[TpuOnau3uTENHO CTO TOAMHU, clieq KaTo OPEHCKUAT KaCallMOHEH Ch/I € TPU3HAT
CBIIIECTBYBaHETO Ha actio de in rem verso KaTto 00110 CPeICTBO 3a OTCTpaHsIBaHE Ha
MMYIIIECTBEHOTO HEPABEHCTBO 3a CIIydanTe, KOUTO OCTaBaT HEOOXBAaHATH OT Pa3Io-
penduTe Ha EHCTBAIIOTO MUCAHO NpaBo, BepxoBHUAT cbl1 B KBeOek mocTtaHOBsBA
ChJICOHO pelieHre, YUUTO ePEeKT U 3HaYeHUEe MoraT ja Obaar cpaBHEHU ¢ Arrét
Boudier ot 1892 r*®. Crapa gyma 3a pemenuero no jaeioto Companie immobilibre
Viger Ltie v Lauriat Giguire Inc*, mocranoseno nipe3 1977 r°. [TocoueHoto perie-
HUE ChIbpKa MpousHacsiHe Ha BepxoBHus cb1 B KBeOek mo crop, 00ycioBeH OT
HAJIMYMETO HA YCIOXKHEHU JTIOTOBOPHU OTHOIICHUS MEXIY MHOKECTBO YYACTHHUIIH.
Ot ¢akTuTe MO JENOTO CTaBa sICHO, ye uienbT Lauriat Giguire Inc, mpu Hamu-
Yre Ha JOTOBOPHO Bb3JIaraHe OT CTpaHa Ha OpraH Ha MECTHOTO CaMOYIIPaBJICHHE,

87 Zimmerman, Reinhard. A road through the enrichment-forest? Experiences with a gen-
eral enrichment action. — Comparative and International Law Journal of Southern Africa, 1985,
Ne 18, 5.

8 urupano mo BEATSON & SCHRAGE. Cases, Materials and Text on Unjustified
Enrichment. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2003, 38.

81197712 SCR 67; 10 NR 277, uutupano no MacQueen, Hector L. Unjustified Enrichment
in Mixed Legal Systems. — Restitution Law Review, 2005, Ne 13, 23.

% 3a neraitni Bux MacQueen, Hector L. Unjustified Enrichment in Mixed Legal Systems. —
Restitution Law Review, 2005, Ne 13, 21-33.
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U3BBPIIBA ONpPEAETCHU ACHHOCTH MO U3PAaBHIBAHE HA TEPEH, KOWTO OTBETHUKBHT
Companie immobilibre Viger Ltie mo-kbcHO mpumoOHBa OT OpraHa -Bb3JI0KHUTEI.
Cnen Bpeme cTaBa SICHO, Y€ CaMOTO JJOTOBOPHO Bh3JIaraHe HE € MPOU3BEIO MPABHO
JIEHCTBUE, TOKOJIKOTO HE € Onjia cra3eHa mpoleaypara mo HeroBOTo CKIIFOYBaHe, a
OpPraHbT-BB3JIOKHUTEINl CE OKa3Ba Ue € 3aljlaTHil caMO MaJjka 4acT OT YrOBOpeHaTa
neHa B nomsa Ha Lauriat Giguire Inc. [Ipu ToBa nosnoxxenrne BbpXOBHUAT Chl Ha
Kanana 3acraBa Ha mo3unusta, ue Companie immobilibre Viger Ltie ce siBsiBa He-
OCHOBATEJIHO 000rareH, JOKOJIKOTO € 3aKyIui NOAOOPEH UMOT, YHEeTO Moao0psiBa-
HE Ce U3pa3siBa B U3PABHSABAHETO HA TEPEHA, MaKap U MOCIEAHOTO Ja € U3BbPIICHO
OT WIIIeIIa NIPU HAJIMYUE Ha Bh3JIaraHe OT CTpaHa Ha MPEAUIIHNAS COOCTBEHHUK.

B3umaiiku npenBuj, 4ye IEMCTBAIMAT KbM TO3M MOMEHT T'PAKIAHCKH KOJIEKC
Ha KBeOek, He chabpka U3PUIHO MTPABUIIO, TIOJ] YMETO TPUIIOKHO TTOJIE /1A MOTaI-
HE CIIOpHAaTa XUIOTe3a, pellaBalluaT ChCTaB IpUEMa, Y€ pa3pelieHue cieaBa J1a
ObJie U3BEACHO Bb3 OCHOBA HA BOJEUIUTE NMPUHIUIMN Ha MPABOTO, KOUTO HE € 3a-
JTBIDKUTENHO J1a Ob1aT GopMylupaHy B HOPMATUBHU MpPaBUiia, 3a Ja CE CUHTA, Ye
UMaT IpsIK U HEMOCPEACTBEH peryiaaTuBeH noteHnuain. OTTyK ChIbT C€ M030BaBa
HE caMO Ha ()peHCKaTa JOKTPUHA U IOPUCIPYIACHIUS, HO OIIE U HA €CTECTBEHA-
Ta CIPaBEAJIUBOCT U Ha OO TIPUHIIMII 32 HEIOMYCTUMOCT HAa HEOCHOBATEITHOTO
oOoratsiBaHe, 3a 1a 000CHOBE NPABOTO Ha HILENA B ClIydas Ja IpeTeHANpa Bb3CTa-
HOBSIBAaHE Ha CBOETO OOE/IHSBAHE.

Tas3u nperenius B KBebek monydyaBa HauMeHOBaHHUETO actio de in rem verso
Makap TBbpJIC MHOTO Jia C€ pa3jindyaBa OT CBOsI PUMCKOIpaBeH mbpBoooOpas’’. OT-
TYK SICHO JIM4YH{, Y€ PEIIaBalUsAT ChCTaB, MOCTAHOBWI pemieHueTo nmo Companie
immobilibre Viger Ltie v Lauriat Giguire In, e cnenBan BIbXHOBSBAIIWS IPUMEP Ha
(dbpeHCcKaTa IOPUCTIPYACHIINS, a BEPOATHO U Ha popmysaTa Ha Aubry u Rau oTHOCHO
actio de in rem verso, 3a KOATO C€ TBbPAM, Y€ € IUPEKTHO BH3IIPOU3BEACHA B pellIe-
Hueto 1o nenoro Arrét Boudier ot 1892 . B Companie immobilibre Viger Ltie v
Lauriat Giguire Inc BepxoBHusT cba Ha KBeOek He camo IpU3HaBa ChIIECTBYBAaHE-
TO Ha 0011l KCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO OOoraTsiBaHe, HO ¥ (pOopMyIrpa MpearnoCcTaBKUTe,
KOWTO Ca HY>KHU 32 HETOBOTO YCIICIITHO IPOBEXAaHE, 8 UMEHHO, 32 YHETO YCIEITHO
MPOBEKIAHE CITOPE Ch/Ia € HY)KHO Ja ObJie YCTaHOBEHO o0OorarsBaHe, 00eTHsIBa-
HE, BPb3Ka MEXKy TsX, JTUTICA HA OCHOBAHUE, JINNCA Ha 3a00MKaJIsTHE HA 3aKOHA U
JIMIICa Ha JIPYro IPaBHO CPEJCTBO 3a 3aLIUTA.

Te3u u apyru onuTy 3a NpU3HABaHE Ha MPETEHIMS 32 UMYIIECTBEHO YpaBHe-
HUE Bb3 OCHOBA Ha CMHPABEJIMBOCTTA, KOATO J1a ObJIe MPUJIOKIMA B OHE3H CITydad,
KOWTO HE TOMAJIaT MOJI perfiaMeHTaIUsATa Ha ChIIECTBYBAILIUTE B KOJIEKCa IIPaBHIIa,
npoabpkaBar B KBebek mo 1994 r., koraro B HoBompuetns 'K Ha KBeOek OnBa
HOPMAaTHBHO 3aKpeTeH OO0l MCK 3a HEOCHOBATEITHO 000rarsiBaHe C MPaBUJIOTO Ha

%l Gutteridge, H., David, R. The Doctrine of Unjustified Enrichment. — The Cambridge
Law Journal, 1934, Ne 5, 204, Available from: doi:10.1017/S0008197300126753 http://www.
jstor.org/stable/4502733
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1. 1493°2, Cropen 1utHpaHara pasmnopeada Juile, KoeTo 0e3 IpaBHO OCHOBAaHUE
ce € 000raTusIo 3a Yy»Kaa CMETKa € JIIBKHO J0 pa3Mepa Ha CBOETO o0oraTsBaHe Ja
o0e31IeTy 00eAHeN s, KaTo 10 TO3U HAYMH KOMIIEHCUPA 32 HETOBOTO 00ETHSIBAHE.

B crpykTypHO oTHOmIeHue mpaBmwioTo Ha 4i. 1493 or 'K na KBeGek e mo-
MECTEHO HaKpas Ha 4acTTa, KOSITO periaMeHTHpa HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 0OOraTsiBaHe
cJie]l MpaBuiiaTa 3a HEABJKMMO TIJIaTEHO U BOJICHE Ha uy’KJia pabota 6e3 HaToBap-
BaHe. U Ta3u cTpykTypa, B cpaBHeHue ¢ Bp3npuerara B ['K Ha Jlynsuana, kato ue e
MO-ChOTBETHA HAa CYOCHAMAPHUS XapaKTep Ha OOIIMS UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 000-
rarsBaHe M KOHUEILHATA, Y€ ChIUMAT € MOCISAHO 3alUTHO CpencTBo. MaesTa 3a
cyOcumuapHOCTTa actio de in verso, KakTo cTaHa sSICHO, HE € TBOPUYECKA WHBCHITUS
Ha 3akoHoparens B KBeOek, TOKOJIKOTO Ta3u KOHIIENIHS € JUCKyTUpaHa Ollle B Ha-
4aJji0TO Ha HalllaTa ernoxa, HO U MO BCSIKa BEPOSITHOCT HE € Haclie[IeHa OT PUMCKOTO
npaBo’’. Moyke J1a TOMyCHEM, Ye CaBUHUAHCKaTa Te3a 3a CyOCHIMAPHUTE U3TOUHH-
I Ha IIPABOTO, KOSATO € MO3HATa Ha (PPEHCKUTE IOPUCTH OILI€ OT IIbpBaTa MOJIOBUHA
Ha XIX Bek, OMBa 3auMcTBaHa OT (ppeHCcKaTa IOPUCIPYACHIINS U JOKTPUHA 32 Ha3-
BaHWE Ha JIOKTPUHATA 32 OTpaHUYaBaHE MPUIIOKHOTO MOJIe Ha oOIara mpeTeHIus
32 HEOCHOBATENHOTO o0OorarsiBaHe BbB DpaHIus, a OTTYK U BbB BCUUKU IBPKABHU,
KOMTO clie[IBaT poMaHCKusi Moziell. ToBa oOsicHsaBa 3amio makap U B 'K Ha KBebek
Jla JIMTICBA M3PUYHO MPABUIIO, KOETO Jla MPEJBIK/IA, Y€ 3a yBakaBaHe Ha actio de
In rem verso, € Hy>KHO OOCAHWIMAT C€ Ja HsIMa JIPYT UCK, TO B JIOKTPUHATA HsIMa
KoJie0aHus, Y€ OOIIUAT UCK 32 HEOCHOBATETHO 0oOoraTsiBaHe € cyOcuiuapeH.

U nokaro B mara Jlynzuana cyOcuauapHOCTTa MPEKIyaupa Bb3MOKHOCTTA 32
npesBsIBaHe Ha o0IIaTa MPETeHINUS 3a HEOCHOBATEIHO 000TaTsiBaHe BUHATH, KO-
rato 00eTHUIIOTO Ce JIMIIE UMa Ha MPAKTUKA IPYT UCK OUII0 Cpelry o0oraThiius ce,
ouo cpemty Tpeto auile, To B KBebek ce Bp3npuema apyr noaxoxd. Caura ce, 4e B
rpakJaHCKus Kojeke Ha KBeOek nmpaBuiara, MOCBETEHH Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 000-
rarsBaHe, KaTo Y€ OrpaHryaBar JCHCTBUETO HAa M3MCKBAHETO 3a JIUTICA HA JIPYT UCK
caMo IO OTHOLIEHHUE Ha ChIIMs OTBETHUK — 00OTaTUIIUS CE, HO HE U 110 OTHOILLIEHUE
Ha TpeTo Jule. ToBa e MOpeHOTO A0KA3aTeNCTBO, Y€ MOAXOAbT KbM U3SICHSIBAHE HA
CIIy4auTe Ha ,,MHANPEKTHO  00OTaTsIBaHE Ce pa3inyaBa OT IOPUCAUKIIUS 0 FOpHUC-
JTUKIINS BBIPEKH HAKOM 001111 Oerne3n. ChilleBpeMEeHHO TPaAUIIMOHHUSAT IOpUInYe-
CKH YKJIOH KbM THhPCEHE Ha €IHO3HAYEH OTTOBOP, KOMTO B €/IHAKBA CTEIIEH JIa pa3-

92 Challies, George Swan. The Doctrine of Unjustified Enrichment in the Law of the Prov-
ince of Quebec. Montreal: Wilson & Lafleur. 2d ed. 1952, 30.

% OnUTUTE B Ta3u HACOKa CYOCHIUAPHOCTTA KaTO KOHIICIIIHS B HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00OTa-
TsBaHe na ObJe mpocieneHa 10 TBopenueto Ha KOctunman condictio sine causa generalis, 3a
KOSITO HSIKOM POMAHHUCTH Ca Ha MHEHHE, Y€ MPECTaBsIBa CyOCUIMAPHO CPEICTBO 3a 3aIIHTa,
KaTo 4Ye He ca JocTarbyHo yoemuTennu. Zimmermann, Reinhard. The law of obligations. The
roman foundation of the civilian Tradition. Cape Town: Juta & co. Ltd. 1990, 856.
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pelraBa pa3IuvHH CIIOPHH XUIIOTE3H, € 00peUeH Ha MpoBaJ IO ce OTHACS MpooJIe-
Ma C HCOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00O0raTsIBaHE, HACTBHITUIIO MEX/Ty TPH U ITOBEUE CTPaHH ",

2.5. bpa3unusn

Jlo To3m M3BOA MOCTHTA W IOKTPUHATA W IOPUCTIPYIEHIMATA B bpazumus, Kb-
JIETO Ch3/]a/IeHaTa HOBa KOIM(pUKAIUs Ha rpaXxaaHckoTo mmpaso oT 2002 1. naBa Bb3-
MOYHOCT perliaMeHTallUATa Ha MaTepusiTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 000TaTsIBaHE TaM J1a
ObJ/ie onpenesieHa KaTo e1Ha OT Hal-IMBUIMCTUYHUTE CPE/l HEXOMOT€HHOTO MPABHO
CEMEMCTBO HAa CMECEHUTE IopUcAuKIy. B bpasunus 3akonogaremst mo nogodue Ha
To3u B KBeOek moema mo JBOMCTBEHUS MBT HA ypeadara KakTo Ha OTACTHH KOH-
JTUKITMOHHM TipeTeHInu ( 1wi. 876—883), Taka 1 Ha reHepaiHa kiiay3a (wi. 884—886),
KOSITO € TIOMECTEeHA Hakpas Ha CaMOCTOSTENICH pa3Jiel, MOCBETeHAa Ha €THOCTPaH-
HUTE aKTOBE, B KOSTO Ca PEIVIAMEHTUPAHU OIle MyOJMYHOTO OOEIIaHue 3a Harpanaa
(un. 854-860) u rectusira (wi. 861-875). B Opasuickara JOKTpHUHA PEHICHUETO 3a
yHU(UKAILKUA Ha MaTepusiTa HA HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 000raTsaBaHe upe3 Bb3IpUEMaHe Ha
reHepaHa Kjay3a ce 00sCHSBa ChC CHIIHOTO BIMSIHUE Ha MOJIX0/Ia B POMaHO-TepMaH-
CKusl TIpaBeH KpbI. ToBa mo3BonsiBa bpaswnus na ce mpuodim KbM mporeca, KOUTo
B CpaBHUTEIIHATA JIMTepaTypaTa HIKOU OIMPEENIAT KaTo PEBOIONMS HAa PABOTO Ha
HEOCHOBATEIHO 000raTsBaHe B OHE3U CMECEHUTE FOPUCAUKIY, YUUTO JOMUHHUPAIIN
o0IIM MpHU3HALM MOraT Aa ObJaT ONpeAeseHH KaTo MPOSBICHUS [10-CKOPO Ha LIUBU-
JMCTHYHATA Tpamuimsa’. 1 HauCTHHA periaMeHTAIUATa, KOSTO MPABOTO HA HEOCHO-
BaTeJIHO oboratsiBaHe nosyyasa B bpazumus omre ¢ ormenenus 'K ot 1916 1., xaro ue
HE OCTaBsI ChMHEHHUS, Y€ ChII[aTa OTPa3siBa pa3pelIeHusITa, KbM KOUTO CE IPUIBPKAT
JbPIKABHUTE HA TPAXKIAHCKOTO MPABO U MO-KOHKpeTHO DpaHIusl.

Hoxonkoro 'K Ha bpaszunus or 1916 1. cneaBa HOpMaTUBHUTE pa3pelliCHUs B
obnacTTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oborarsiBane, kouto Code Civile, To pazdupaemo B
HEro OTChCTBA 0011 (PaKTHUECKU ChCTAaB HA HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oboraraBaHe. ChIIo
kakto Code Civile B kareropusita KBau3u-10roBOpU ypekJa eIUHCTBEHO CIIydau-
T€ Ha HEIBJDKUMO IaTeHoTo (paiement de I'indu) u BogeHeTo Ha uyxna pabora
0e3 HaroBapBaHe (gestion d'affaires), Taka mocThIIBa 1 OPA3MICKUAT 3aKOHOAATEI.
Pa3bupa ce ToBa He ce cirydBa 1 O3 OnpeAeNieHO BIMSIHUE OT CTpaHa Ha aBTOPUTET-
HOTO yueHue Ha Pothier, koiiTo B cBouTe paboTH, MOCBETEHU HA HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO
oOorarsBaHe, pa3miexa equHcTBeHo condictio indebiti u moxabpika, ye ciydanTe
Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHO o0oraTsBaHe cie/Ba J1a ObJlaT pa3pellieHn Bb3 OCHOBA Ha Ipa-
BUJIaTa 32 BOJICHETO Ha yy»a pabota 6e3 HaTtoBapBaHe (gestion d'affaires). Ciopen
Pothier ecrecTBenara cpaBeJIMBOCT € CAaMOCTOATENICH U3TOYHUK Ha PEryIaTuBEH

% Visser, Daniel. Searches for Silver Bullets: Enrichment in Three-Party Situations. — In:
Unjustified Enrichment: Key Issues in Comparative Perspective. (Ed.by D. Johnston & R. Zim-
mermann). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002, 526-288.

> Whitty, Nail. The Scottish enrichment revolution. — Scottish Law & Practice Quarterly,
2001, Ne 6, 167.
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noTeHuuan u 6e3 Aa e Hanuie KogupuIupaHo oO0II0 IPaBUIIO, CIIPaBEAJIMBOCTTA
KaTO M3TOYHUK OM Jajna MpEeTeHIHs 3a UMYIIECTBEHO ypaBHEeHHE. Te3u paspelie-
HUS C€ BBh3MpHeMar B Opa3uiickara JOKTPUHA OT Ha4ajaoTo Ha XX B.

OTnenHO OT TOBa, MHTEH3UBHOTO BIUSHUE Ha ()PEHCKOTO MPaBO BBPXY Opa-
3WJICKOTO IIpaBH Taka moto B bpazuims npu peiicteuero Ha 'K ot 1916 1. B ropuc-
npyJaeHIusATa ce HaOIronaBa TpailHa TeHAEHIUs, 000CHOBaBAIlla ChIIECTBYBAHETO
Ha 33JIbJDKEHUS 32 UMYLIECTBEHO YpaBHEHUE BbB BCUUKM Clydad, B KOUTO OuBa
HapylIeH MNPUHLUIBT 32 HEJOMYCTUMOCT Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 0OOrarsiBaHe.
ToBa ropucnpyaeHIIMATHO TBOPUYECTBO 00aye MOXKE CaMO BPEMEHHO Jia MIOMOTHE
3a pa3pelaBaHe Ha KOHKPETHA CIIOpHA XWIIOTEe3a, HO HE M 3a MPEOAOsIBaHE Ha
oOIIMsT HOpMaTUBEH JASQUIIMT B peaulla CIydyad Ha HEONpPaBIaHW MUMYIICCTBEHU
pa3MecTBaHUs, KOUTO OCTaBaT W3BbH 00XBaTa Ha KOAUPUIIMPAHHUTE MpaBUiIa. 3a-
TOBa U BCE MO-KAaTETOPUYHOTO U B JOKTPHUHATA C€ NMPHU3HABA HYXKJaTa HEOCHOBa-
TEIHOTO 00OraTsiBaHE OCBEH Jia ObJie MPU3HATO KAaTO U3TOYHHUK Ha OOJUTallMOHHU
3a]IbJDKEHUS, 1a ObJie Ch3/1aJieHa U reHepaliHa Kiay3a. ToBa Boiu 40 BKIIIOYBAHETO
Ha npaBuioro Ha 4. 884 B HoBHs 'K Ha bpazunus or 2002 1., KO€TO IO POMAHCKU
oOpaszer mpeaBrkKaa eMH OKPYITHEH ChCTaB Ha 00II1a MPETeHIIMS 32 HEOCHOBATEII-
HO oOoratsiBaHe, KbM KOSITO B MpaBHaTa JIOKTPHHA ce pedeprpa KaTto KbM action de
in rem verso. ToBa 00sICHsIBa U 3a1l0 B HOBUs KoJeKC Ha bpa3wins Ha reHepaniHara
KJlay3a B MaTepusiTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO O0OrarsiBaHe ce IMPUIMCBAT IOHE JIBE
(GYHKIIMM, @ UMEHHO : J1a CIIY>KU KaTo MPUHIIUI U PHKOBOJIHO HAYAJIO 3 THIKYyBaHE
U MIpUJIaraHe Ha BCUUKH JPYTH CIEIUATHA UCKOBE 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 000raTsBaHe,
Oueliky €THOBPEMEHHO C TOBA U ,,pe3€pPBHO‘ OCHOBAHUE 32 Mpe/IABsIBaHE Ha Mpe-
TEHIIUSA 32 UMYIIECTBECHO ypaBHEeHHE ® .

Ot Tekcta Ha 4. 884 cTaBa SICHO, Y€ 3a yCIENIHOTO MPOBEXKAaHe HA OOIIHS
UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO oboraTsBaHe B bpasmnus € HykKHO Aa Obae A0Ka3aHO 000-
rarsiBaHe Ha €JJHO JIMIIE 32 CMETKa Ha Jpyro; 0OeIHsBaHE Ha TOBA JIULE, CBbP3aHO C
00oraTsiBaHETO Ha IbPBOTO; BPb3Ka MEXKIy OOCIHIBAHETO U 00OTaTSIBAHETO; JIUTICA
Ha OCHOBaHHUE 3a 00OTaTSIBaHETO; U JIMICAa Ha APYT UCK (BEIIEH, ICIUKTEH, JJOT0-
BOPEH), C KOMUTO 00ETHENHAT Ja ce 3amuTu. Hsima chMHEeHus, ue Te31 eIEMEeHTH OT
dakTryeckus ChCTaB Ha actio de in rem verso Bb3MPOU3BEXKIAT MOYTH TOCIOBHO
UTAIMAHCKUS U (PEHCKHUS 3aKOHOAATEICH MoJien Ha ypenda. Hsama cmop, e Taka
BB3IIPUETATa HA HOPMAaTUBHO HUBO 00IIKMpHA (popMysia O€3CIOPHO UMa MOTEHIIUA-
Ja J1a IPUIOTH BCUYKU Bb3MOXKHU B OBJICIETO CIydau Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO 00oraTsi-
BaHE, HO Taka U Ja 00e3CMHUCIH ChILIECTBYBAHETO Ha CIICLMAIHU IPAaBHIIa 32 UMY-
niecTBeHO ypaBHeHHE. 3aToBa U ¢ wi. 886 ot 'K Ha bpasunus obmara npereHuus
3a HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTaTsBaHe OMBa MpEeBbpHATA B CYOCHIUAPHO 3aIIUTHO Cpe-

% Karo ocrarbuna kareropus, Te3u npasmia Ha CC 2002 qaBar qUpeKTHA periaMeHTaIns
Ha CJlyyall Ha HEOCHOBAaTEJIHO O0OraTsBaHe, KOMTO HE MOMajaar Moj NMPHIOKEHHETO Ha JIPyTrd
cnenmanau pasnopenou. Bk Michelon, Claudio. Native Sources and Comparative Resources:
Unjustified Enrichment in Brazil after the 2002 Civil Code. Restitution Law Review, 2014, 59 — 80.
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CTBO, KOETO Bh3HHKBA €AMHCTBEHO MPH JITICA HA APYT UCK, C KOUTO OOCTHUIIUAT CEe
Jla MOXKe Jia ce 3anuT’’. M TyK 1mo mojpo0ue Ha pOMaHCKHS, a OTYACTH U Ha HEM-
CKHsI MOJICJT, TIPH KOMTO TIPeCTallMOHHATa KOHIUKITHS N3KITI0YBA HEMPECTAIlMOHHA-
Ta, TOKTPUHATA HA CYOCHIMAPHOCTTA € MpU3BaHa J1a OpaHHu caMara Hepapxus U pej
B IIpaBHara cuctema.’® 3aroBa u He OM OMIIO MPECHUIICHO Ja KakeM, 4e B I0-00IIl
TUTaH MPUYMHATE, KOUTO HAJlaraT Bh3MPHEMAHETO Ha CyOCHIMapHOCTTa Ha 001Iara
MPETEHITMS 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO 00OoraTsiBaHe, ca KOHKPETHO MOAYNHEHH Ha HeWHAaTa
byHKIIUS Ha pabOTEN] MEXaHU3bM 3a ONPENEIITHEe Ha ChOTHOIIICHUETO MEXKIy He-
OCHOBATEIIHOTO 0OOTaTsIBaHe W OCTaHAIWTE chepr Ha OOTUTAITMOHHOTO TIPABO, a U
Ha YaCTHOTO IpaBo BhoOIIIE.”

2.6. H3paen

U Berpexu ye M3paen TpaaulMOHHO ce pas3liiexaa KaTo FOPUCIUKIIHS, MTPH-
HaJJIeXkalla KbM MPaBHOTO CEMEHCTBO Ha CMECEHUTE IOPUCAUKIUHU, TO HEUHOTO
pasBuTHe € sui generis. M ToBa enBa ju Moxe aa ObJie OTHAICHO €AMHCTBEHO HA
o0cToATeNCTBOTO, ue 1o nonoodue Ha lllotnanaus u M3paen He cnonens obmara
ucTopuyecka cha0a Ha oupima kosonus'* nHa ®pannws, Mcnanus wim BenmnkoOpu-
tanus. [Ipu Bce ToBa HE MOXKeE J]a C€ OTpeve, Ue U3PACICKUAT HAIMOHAJICH MPaBO-
HOPSABK € U3rPajJieH BbPXY €IHa IIbPBOHAYAIHO common law 0CHOBa, KOSITO B HC-
TOPUYECKU TUIAH CE Hajlara Karo nocjaeAaula oT T.Hap. aHIIMKCKN MaHaat ot 1922 B
[Tanectuna. U BbpXy Ta3u OCHOBA 3a04BaT MOCTENEHHO U MOETAIHO Ja Ce Hacjar-
BaT ompeseicHu MUBHWINCTHYHU eneMeHTH'’!. Ho u npenu ,,perenusara™ Ha Mo-
JIEpHaTa pOMaHO-TePMaHCKa TPaJAUIIMS B 00JIacTTa HA HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO 00oraTs-
BaHe, B 3paen 6uBa majneHo npeAnoYnTaHne Ha ujesTa 3a ChIIeCTByBaHE Ha 001l
WCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIIHO 000raTsiBaHe, a Taka v Ha OOII MPUHITUI Ha HEIOITYCTUMOCT
Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO oborarsBaHe. FOpucnpynennusra u gokTpuHara B M3paen

7 Taka Michelon (2007): C. Michelon, Direito Restituitorio (RT, Sdo Paulo, 2007);.

% Taka Zimmermann, Reinhard, Jack Plessis. Basic Features of the German Law of
Unjustified Enrichment. — Restitution Law Review, 1994, 14 et sqq.

% Taka Dickson, Brice, Op.cit., p.100 — 103.

100 Karo 4e 0OIIOTO B MCTOPHSATA HA EBOJIOIMS M PAa3BUTHE HA TE3W NMPABHH CHCTEMH €
TSIXHOTO OOIIIO MUHAJIO HA OMBIIHM KOJIOHUAIHH IbPIKABH, MOMAHAIH MbPBOHAYAHO MO BIIU-
ssaueto Ha @pannyst, Micmanust vim XonaHaust, KOUTO TTO-KbCHO OMBAT U3MECTEHH OT MPUCHCT-
Bueto Ha BenmukoOpurtanus win CAILl. CeuieBpemenHo abpkaBu karo M3paen u Hlotnanaus,
KOUTO TPAIUIIMOHHO C€ coyar Karo MpuMep 3a XUOPHICH THII PaBHA CUCTEMa, Ca M3KITIOUCHHE
OT Taka MocoueHus Kputepuil. [Ipu Bce TOBa OTYMTAHETO B OMPEACICHHU CIy4aW Ha OOIIUTE
UCTOPHUYECKU OOCTOSITEICTBA MaKap W Jla HE ChCTABISBAT TOACH KIIACH(PUKAIIMOHEH KPUTEPHA
MIPU U3SICHSABAHE MSCTOTO HA CMECEHUTE FOPUCIUKITNHU, OE3CIOpHO moMara aa Obje pa3dpaHo
NPECUYaHETO ,,IPECPEIIAHeTO  Ha Pa3INYHU MPABHU KPBTrOBE H TIXHOTO HAIUIACTSIBAHE HAJ Ch-
[IECTBYBAIUTE BbPXY MECTHUTE OOMYAWHOMPABHH, @ H Y€CTO PEIUTHO3HO-NPABHU TPAJUIHH
U3BBH €BPOICHCKHUTE PETHOHM.

11 Palmer, Vernon Valentine. Mixed Jurisdictions Worldwide: The Third Legal Family.
Vol. 2nd ed. Cambridge University Press, 2012, p. 65.
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PEIINTETHO OTXBBHPIIAT XapaKTepHATa 3a paHHUS NEPUO OT PA3BUTHETO HA MPABO-
TO Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHO oOorarsBaHe common law konuemnuus 3a implied contract,
MIPH KOSITO B3 OCHOBA Ha (UKIIMSI C€ TIPaBH JOMYCKAaHETO, Y€ OTTOBOPHOCTTA MU
KBa3U-KOHTPAKTUTE BCBHIIHOCT MOYKMBA BBPXY J0roBop'??. Bosero cro0paxenue 3a
u3paesickara JOKTPHUHA € TOBA, Y€ He MOXKE Ja C€ TOBOPH 3a OIpaHUYaBaHE KaTero-
pUUTE HA XUIOTE3UTE HA HEOCHOBATEIHO 00OTraTsIBaHe JI0 ONPE/ICIICH U MpeABapH-
TEJHO U3BECTEH KpaeH Opoit ciayyau. M MMEHHO 1O Ta3u MpUYKMHA OOIIUAT UCK 32
HEOCHOBATETHO o0oraTsBaHe OMBa MPHU3BaH JIa Aajie PerIaMeHTAIMs Ha BCHUKHU Ob-
JIEIIN XUITOTE3U, KaTO BKIIOUUTEITHO HAIMYUETO HA APYTH Pa3MopeIOun HE € MpeUuKa
npeJl HeroBUTe (QYHKIIMH 110 TIPEOIONISIBAHE HAa 3aKOHOATEITHU TIPa3HOTH.

To3u mpoliiec Ha OTpUYaHE HA Pa3pPEIICHUSTA, XapaKTEPHU MO-CKOPO 3a CTpa-
HUTE Ha OOIIOTO MPaBo, 3aBbpIIBaA ¢ MpueManeTo B M3paen npe3 1979 1. Ha 3akoH
32 HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO 00OTaTsBaHe, C KOMTO C€ JlaBa U U3PHUYHA peryIaMEHTAIlUs Ha
elHa 00l1lla IPETEeHIIMs 3a HEOCHOBATeNIHO oboraTsBaHe ¢ npaBuioro Ha art. [. C
Ta3u pasnopenda O6uBa GopMyaupaHa reHepaiiHa Kiay3a, CIOpe] KOATO, KOHTO €
npUI0OHI COOCTBEHOCT, yCIyra WM KaKBOTO U Ja OWiio apyro 6iaro 0e3 mpaBHO
OCHOBaHHE, TPsOBa /1a OCHIIECTBH PECTUTYILHS B MOJI3a HA OOCHTHUIUS CE, a aKO
HE MOXe Ja ObJe OCBHIECTBEHA PECTUTYIMS B HATypa, WM TaKaBa PECTUTYIUS
Ou Owita Hepa3yMHa, ciieliBa Jja My 3aIljlaTH CTOMHOCTTAa Ha mojy4yeHara oOmara'®.
Cnopen OykBa ,,0° Ha CHIIIOTO MTPABUJIO 32 OCHOBATEITHOCTTA Ha MPETEHIUsTa € 0e3
3HAYEHHWeE JaJIM To3ara (0Jaroto) € mpuaIo0MTO KaTo MOCeaniia OT JeHCTBUE Ha
oOeTHUITHUS ce WIIM 00OTaTHIINS C€, WJIH M0 KaKbBTO U JIa € APYT HaYKMH. B oTinka ot
BEUEC paslIeIaHUTEe MPEICTABUTEIN HA Tpynara Ha CMECEHUTE IOPUCIUKINH, B 13-
pael1 BOJICIIl € He POMAHCKUSAT, @ HeMCKUAT mofen. [Ipu ¢popmynupaneTo Ha o61a
KJIay3a 0Ce3aeMo € CIIeIBaH MOJICTBT Ha pa3/iejIeHIe Ha KOHIAUKITUUTE, ChIbPKUMU
B IeHepaliHaTa Kiiay3a Ha HeocHoBaTeaHo oboratsBane B §812 (1) or BI'B'™,

B M3paen ce oka3Ba M3KIIOUUTENHO BiIMsATENIHA Teopusara Ha Wilburg u von
Caemmerer, ciopen kKosiTo BChIHOCT § 812 (1) m3peuenue mbpBo ot bI'b chabpxka
JIBE aJTePHATUBHU MPETCHIIMH, YUHUTO pa3EIUTENICH KPUTEPU ce OKa3Ba MOHs-
THETO 3a Leistung (M3MbITHEHUE WIN MPEXBHPIIIHE, IPeMUHAaBaHe). Taka U3THIKY-
BaH TeKCcTHT Ha § 812 (1) uzpeuenne mbpBo oT bBI'b naBa ocHOBaHMe 3a paznensiHe
U TOJ/IbPKAHE Ha JUXOTOMHS'® B ChCTAaBUTE HA HEOCHOBATEIIHO OOOrarsBaHEe U

12 Bux o To3u Bhrpoc Birks, P. Mclead. The Implied Contract Theory of QuasiContract:

Civil Option Current in the Century Before Blackstone. — Oxford Journal of Legal Studies, 1986,
Ne 6, 546.

183 OTtHOCcHO M3paen, Bux omie y MacQueen, Hector L. Unjustified Enrichment in Mixed
Legal Systems. — Restitution Law Review, 2005, Ne 13, 21-33, a taka u The Civil Codes — Is-
raeli Report. Available from: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228142349 The Civ-
il Codes - Israeli Report [accessed Apr 25 2019].

104 Taka Friedmann, D. Israel: General Survey. — Restitution Law Review, 1993, Ne 1, 153.

195 Ormme no To3u BhIpOC, Bk B Flume, W. Die ungerechtfertigte Bereicherung nach dem
Biirgerlichen Gesetzbuch als eine Rechtsfigur der Bereicherung. —In: 50 Jahre Bundesgerichtshof.
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M0-KOHKPETHO, 3a TAXHOTO iepapXu4yHo oTHoIIeHue. Toa qaBa moson Ha Wilburg na
M3Kake CBOETO MPEIONIOKEHUE, criope koeto npu npunoxkenute Ha 812 (I) BI'b,
Cclie/iBa Jla c€ IPaBM pa3rpaHHUuEHUE MEXAY CllydyauTe Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO o0orars-
BaHE, Bb3HUKBAIIM OT M3IMBIHEHUETO HA HECHINECTBYBAIIO MM HEICHCTBUTEITHO
sanbinkenne (Leistungkondiktion)!'®, ot Te3u, mpu KOUTO 00OTaTIBAHETO € HACTb-
IIUJIO 10 HauuH, pa3nuyeH ot npskoro npectupane (Nichtleistungskondiktion)!?’.
3aroBa u B M3paen ce mpoBexa JesieHre Ha CIly4auTe Ha HEOCHOBATEIHO 00orars-
BaHe, KOMTO MOMaiaT B MPUJIOKHOTO IOJIe Ha 00I1aTa Kiay3a ChbIJIaCHO MEXaHU3Ma
Ha HACTHIIBAHE HA UMYIIIECTBEHOTO pa3MeCTBaHE.

II1. 3akaouuTe THU OCJIEIKKHN

OT U310KEHUTE JOTYK CPABHUTEIHOMPABHU OEIEKKH SICHO C€ BIDKIA, Y€ pas-
BUTHETO HA MPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OraTsBaHe B MOBEYETO OT CMECEHUTE
HAI[MOHAJIHMA CUCTEMH OM MOIJIO Jia C€ CUMTa MO-CKOPO KaTo MHIWKATOP 3a BIIHS-
HUETO Ha IMBUJIMCTUYHATA paBHa Tpaauims'®, [Ipu Bce TOBa Ch3aBaHETO U MTPH-
JaraHeTo Ha o010 MPaBUJIO 32 HEJAOMYCTUMOCT Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO 00OraTsiBaHe
B T€3U XUOPUIHU IOPUCAUKIINY € Pe3yJITaT OT JEHHOCTTA HA ChJIUU U YUEHHU, KOUTO
Ch3[1aBaT aBTOHOMHO IIPaBO U pa3pelIeHUsl, KOUTO HE CBIIECTBYBAT B T.HAP. YUCTH
opucaukiuu. OQopMuIn ce noja eAHOBPEMEHHOTO Bb3/I€HCTBUE HA KOHTUHEHTAI-

Festgabe der Wissenschaft ( Ed. By Canaris et al.), Miinchen: 2000, 525-545, 534 et seq. Bipo-
YeM TOBa OCTaBa €IWH OT Hal-AMCKYCHOHHHUTE BBIIPOCH B MAaTe€pHsTa Ha HEOCHOBATEIHOTO
oborarsiBaHe, KOWTO MMa BeUe MOBEUE OT MOJOBUHBEKOBHA MCTOPHs 03 00ave ChIICCTBEH Te-
OpeTHYCH MPOrpec OTHOCHO TOBa Janu mpaBuioro Ha map. 812(1) BI'b ceabpka exna (T.Hap.
YHHUTapHA TEOPHs1) WK JIBE CAMOCTOSATEIIHU MIPETEHINH (TEOPUS Ha PA3JEICHUETO) 32 HEOCHOBA-
TeaHo oborarsBane. Criopes momIpbKHANIMTE Ha yHUTapHara Teopus § 812 (1) BI'b BewmHOCT
ChIIbpXKa €IUH €UHCTBEH (PaKTHUECKH CHhCTaB, YHETO (pOpMyJHpaHe caMO OTpa3siBa UCTOPH-
YEeCKH MOJX0/Ia, TPH KOWTO CIIydanTe Ha HEOCHOBATENTHO 00OoraTsBaHe ca pa3/elieHn choOpa3Ho
TOBA JIAJTM HACTBITHIIOTO OOCTHSIBAHE M 000TaTsIBAaHE Ca CHOTBETHU WJIM MPOTUBHU Ha )KEJTAHUETO
¥ HAMEPEHUETO Ha OOETHUIIHS Ce.

106 Toa BrpoueM (GopMHUpa U €HA OT HAW-CHIICCTBEHUTE PA3IUKA MEXKIY DPEHCKHS U
HEMCKHS MOJZIeTT Ha HEOCHOBATeNTHO oboraTsiBane. B pomaHckus Mozen ciyyaute, Kouto B [ep-
MaHwus nonajar B pyopukara Leistungkondiktion, kaTo yact ot reHepanHaTa kinay3a Ha § 812(1)
BGB, ca n3BbH IpHIIOKHOTO TI0JI€ Ha OOIIHS MCK 32 HEOCHOBATEITHO 00oraTsBaHe, a Ce TOq9H-
HSIBAT Ha MpaBUJIaTa Ha IPYT CaMOCTOSITEJICH KBa3H-KOHTPAKT, a MMEHHHO condictio indebiti.

17 Wilburg W. Die Lehre von der ungerechtfertigten Bereicherung nach sterreichisch-
em und deutschen Recht. Graz,1934, nutupano no Gallo, P. Unjust Enrichment A comparative
analysis. — The American journal of Comparative Law, 1992, Ne 40, 442. Taka u Zimmermann,
Reinhard. Unjustified Enrichment: The Modern Civilian Approach. — Oxford Journal of Legal
Studies, 1995, Ne 15, 405.

1% ToBa e 00sICHUMO ¥ Karo CH JJaJieM CMETKa, Y€ 3a eIUH TBHPJC JABJIBI MEPUOJ] OT Bpe-
Me B common law HamrbJIHO JIMIICBAa CUCTEMAaTHKa Ha MPABOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIIHO 0OOraTsBaHe,
3apaau KOETO U BIMSIHUETO, KOETO TOBA CIOPAJAWYHO U Ka3yHCTHUYHO PA3BUTHE OKa3Ba BHPXY
dbopMUpaHEeTO Ha T.HAP. CMECEHH IOPUCIUKIINH, € TBHPJIE CIIa0o0.
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HaTa ¥ common law mpaBHa TpagulluU, CMECEHUTE FOPUCAUKIIMHN Ca ChUIMHCKU
naboparopuu 3a paBo, MO3BOJISBAIIY HAa U3CIIEA0BATEN J1a M3MPOOBA IO EMITUPH-
YCH BT KOHIICTIIIUH, KOUTO Ca CE TIOSBUIIH B PA3IMYHY HAITMOHATHH JOKTPUHU'".

OTaenHo OT TOBa BOAEIIO 332 HAYYHHUS MHTEPEC KbM CMECEHUTE FOPUCIUKITIH
€ ¥ OOCTOSTENICTBOTO, Y€ MO MBTA Ha MHTEPHAIIMOHAIM3AINATA, YHU(DUKALIUATA U
,,JTO3BOJICHOTO®* B3aMMHO BJIMSIHUE U MTPOHUMKBAHE HA MJIEU OT €/IHA MpaBHA CUCTEMA
B Jpyra, XUOpUAHUTE MPABHU CUCTEMHU CIYKAT KaTo KaTajau3aTrop 3a €BOJIIOLMATA
Ha Pa3JIMYHU KOHIICTIIIUH, B TOBA YHMCJIO U Ta3M 3a OOII UCK 32 HEOCHOBATEIHO 000-
rarsiBafe. 3aIoTo TOBA, Y€ MOAXOABT Ha PA3INYHU FOPUCAUKIIMYA KbM €IUH U ChIIU
npobseM € pa3uieH, OE3CIOPHO MPEACTABISABA MIPEAN3BUKATEIICTBO Mpe] (HopMyIH-
paHeTo Ha OOIIM U3BO/IU, HO CHILIEBPEMEHHO T03BOJIsIBA Ja ObJie pa30paHo MHOTO 3a
camusi Ipo0OJieM, HO 1 J1a Ob/Ie olleHeH M30paHUAT MOZIET 3a HETOBOTO pa3pelliaBaHe.

W B TOBa ce ChbCTOM OTPOMHUSIT CPABHUTEIHOIIPABEH MOTEHIIMAT HA CMECEHU-
T€ FOPUCAUKLINHA. 3a10TO IPU BB3IIPUEMAHETO HA ONIPENEIICHH ,,[IPECTABUTEIHH
oOpasmu OT Ipyry MpaBHU KPBroBe (KOHTHHEHTATHU WJIM common law TakuBa), TO
caMusT U300p Ha YyXKIIUs 3aKOHOJATENICH MOJIEN, KOMTO OMBa OCBIIECTBEH, BeUe
ChIBpPKa OILIEHKA 332 MPABMJIHOCTTA M TOMHOCTTA HA U30paHMs MO, a Taka U 3a
BB3MOKHUTE raison d'étre 3a HampaBeHus n300p. M1 MMEHHO TOBa ompenens Ch-
IIECTBEHOTO 3HAYEHHWE M MSICTOTO HAa CMECEHUTE IOPUCIUKIIMM B AUCKYCHATA 32
MSCTOTO Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHOTO 00OraTsBaHe KaTo MHCTUTYT, a Taka ChILO U 3a OT-
rOBOP Ha BBIIPOCA OT MPaBHO-TEXHUYECKO U MPABHO-MIOJIUTUYECKO 3HAYECHUE AN
MOJKE U TpsiOBa MPaBOTO HA HEOCHOBATEIIHO 00OTaTsiBaHe Jia ObJe CTPYKTypUPaHO
Yype3 eHa reHepajHa Kiaysa.
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CIHHEHUPUKU ITPHU YBOJTHEHUSATA
B YCJIOBUSATA HA U3BBHPE/IHO ITOJIO’KEHUE
N HA U3BBHPEJIHA EINTMAEMHOJIOI'MYHA OBCTAHOBKA

[IBETA I1OIIOBA

Kameopa ,,Tpyooeo u ocueypumenno npago “

Pe3rome: M3ciienBa ce OTpaKEHHUETO Ha 3aKOHOMATEJICTBOTO, MPUETO 10 BpEME Ha W3-
BBHPEIHOTO IMOJIOKEHHE M Ha M3BBHPEIHATA CIHIEMUOJIOTHYHA 00CTaHOBKA, OOSIBEHH 3apajiu
Covid-19, BppxXy mpuiiaraHeTo Ha pekuMa Ha yBoiHeHusiTa. [IpaBu ce n3Bom, ue u300MIMeTo
OT HOBOBBBEJICHH pa3nope0u He 3acsra MpaBoTo Ha paboTonaTessl a yBOIHABA paOOTHUIUTE
U CIY)KUTEJIUTE, HUTO BIUSE BbPXY MPOTUYAHETO HA CPOKa HA Ipeau3BecTtueTo. konomuue-
CKUTE 3aTPyAHEHUS, IPHYUHEHN OT BbBEACHUTE OTPaHUYCHUS, 00a4e Ch3/1aaT MPEIIOCTaBKU
3a M0-MacOBO M3MOJI3BAaHE HA OCHOBaHMATA 3a yBosiHeHue 1o wi. 328, an. 1, T. 14 u . 12 KT.
AHanu3upaHu ca chAeOHH pelIeHHs, KOUTO Ch3aBaT MPOTUBOPEUHBA ChIcOHA MPAKTHKA IO
MPUJIOKEHUETO UM, KAKTO U OTPAKEHUETO HAa BbBEJICHUTE OrPaHUUCHUS 3apa iy U3BbHPEIHOTO
MOJIOKEHHUE BbPXY OT/IEIHUTE €JIEMEHTH OT OCHOBaHUsATA 3a yBoiaHeHHe. HampaBeH e nperen
Ha 0COOCHOCTHTE MPH M3ITBIHEHUETO HAa 3aKOHOBUTE 3abJKEHHSI HA paboTonaresns, CBbp3aHu
C IIpeANPUEMAHETO Ha MACOBU YBOJIHEHHUS B YCIOBUTA HA U3BBHPEIHO MOJIOXKEHHUE.

KurouoBu gymu: TpynoBo npaBooTHouieHue, Kogekc Ha Tpyaa, yBoJTHEHHE, U3BbHPEI-
HO TIOJIOKEHHE, MEPKU TpU U3BbHpeAHO nonoxkenue, Covid—19, yact oT mpeanpusruero,
00eKTUBHA HEBB3MOKHOCT.

* I'maBeH aCHCTEHT MO TPYIOBO M ocurypureiaHo npaso B O na CVY ,,Cs. Knument Ox-
PHUACKHU, TOKTOP 1O TIPaBO, cepopova@uni-sofia.bg

* Chief Assist. Prof. in Labour Law and Social Security at the Faculty of Law, Sofia
University ,,St. Kliment Ohridski®, Ph.D, cepopova@uni-sofia.bg

336



