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BEJIE> KK OTHOCHO MORA CREDITORIS
B PMMCKOTO INnPABO

Mpod. a-p Mapusa Jlypaec MaptuHec ne MopeHTUH
YHusepcutet B Caparoca, VcnaHus

1. OBLIGATIO

ApxaunyHaTa KOHCTpYKUMA Ha obligatio nokassBa HEBbL3MOXHOCTTa B [ipeB-
HOCTTa Ja ca CblUeCTBYBanM MepKku 3a 3alimMTa Ha ONbXHUKA, KoraTo HeusnbIi-
HEHMETO Ha 3a4b/PKEHNETO Ce € ObIKANO Ha NPUYNHA, KOSTO HE MOXENOo Aa My
Obae BMeHeHa BbB BUHA. PernameHTpaH B Han-ronemu nogpobHoctu éun ca-
MO Ka3yCbT KOrato AMbXHUKBLT He U3NMbHU NpecTtaunata cu. ToBa HEU3NbIIHe-
HWe nopaxgano fiMyHa OTroBOPHOCT. AKO He Ce OCblUecTBsna npecrauusaTa,
KpeanTopbT nman npaso Aa npodage ANbXHUKa KaTo pod u gopwn Moxen aa ro
ybne. N3nbnHEeHNEeTo ce OTHACANO AMPEKTHO 3a TANOTO Ha ANbXHWKA, a MHAU-
PEKTHO — 32 UMYLLECTBOTO MY, AOKOJIKOTO ASTBXHUKBLT UMM HEroBuTe POAHWHU
Ounu ANbXHW ga NnaTaT, 3a Aa u3berHaT no TO3M HauYUH U3MBIIHEHNETO BbPXY
nMYHoCTTa My. Tasu Bpb3Ka ce BMXAA B TEPMUHOMOINMATA, U3Non3BaHa B M3TOY-
HuumTe — ligare, obligare, adstringere, obstringere, nectere, nexus, vinculum, Ha
KOUTO TepMuHM ce npoTuBonocTtasaT liberatio, solutio, solvere vinculum. Apxa-
WYHOTO ius civile Hanarano Ha gnbXHWKa 6e3yCrnoBHO U3NbJIHEHME Ha NpecTa-
umsTa 3a kpeautopa’.

Ob6auve npakTukaTta ga ce genosvpaT Cymu B Napu v LiEeHHU npeameTu B
XpamMoBeTe BepOsTHO € buna pasnpocTpaHeHa OT MHOrO ApPeBHU BpeMeHa, MO-
Xe OM Cc uen ONbXHUKBT ga ce ocBoboau OT cBosiTa 0OBBLP3AHOCT, KOraTto e
HanpaBun BCUYKM Bb3MOXHM ONUTU [a Ce U3ABIKN U BbNPEKN TOBA HE € yCrnsan
na ro ctopu. To3n obuyai, BEPOATHO OT rPbLIKM Nponaxoa’?, 61N n3BecTeH KaTto

in aede (in aedem) unn n3o6wWwo in publico®. YcnopeaHo ¢ dpparmeHTute oT Qu-

RICCOBONO, S. Profilo storico della dottrina della mora nel Diritto romano. — In: Annali del
Seminario giuridico della Universita di Palermo (AUPA), Vol. 29, 1962, p. 105.

VIGNERON, R. Offerre aut deponere. De l'origine de la procédure des offres réelles suivies
de consignation. Liége, 1979, p. 19 ss.

VIDAL, H. Le dépbt in aede. — In: Revue historique de droit francgais et étranger, 4. Série,
Vol. 43, 1965, p. 35, coun Yye geno3uTbT in aede cnyxen ga 3aliMTv KakTo napute, Taka 1
LeHHUTe NpegMeTn, KaTto Taka ce npegoTBpaTtaBanu rpabexunte, kouto Ounm 4ecTo
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rectTute, KOUTO roBOPAT 3a CbLUECTBYBAHETO MYy, UMa U OpPYr U3TOYHWULN, NO-
TBbPXKAABALLM Tasu npakTuka. ETo eauH doparmenT ot Bachides® Ha MnasT

(2.3): Nos apud theotimum omne aurum depos i nimus. Qui illic sacerdos es Diance
Ephesiae.

Hsakoun a|3Topm5 cyuTaT, Ye No OHOBa BpeMe BfaraHeTo Ha Aeno3vT Ha
NyGNMYHO MSACTO € CNYXeNo Aa ce NpekbCHe HavyUCnsiBaHETO Ha NNXBUTE B Te-
XeCT Ha ONbXHUKa [eno3aHT, KaTo ce no3oBaBaT B TOBa CW TBbpAeHWEe Ha
cnegHuTe nacaxu ot Lnuepon:

Ad f.am., 13.56.3: Caunii praeterea debent, sed aiunt se depositam pecuniam habuisse,

id velim cognoscas et, si intellexeris eos neque ex edicto neque ex decreto depositam
habuisse, des operam, ut usurae Cluvio instituto tuo conserventur.

Ad Att., 5.21.12: (...) cum ego in edicto traslaticio centensimas me observaturum
haberem ... ille ex syngrapha postulabat ...

Ad Att, 6.1.7: (...) consistere usura debuit, uae erat in edicto meo; deponere volebant:
impetravi a Salaminiis, ut silerent (...).

[Mo-kbCcHO obaye NoBe4ETO aBTOPU B OOKTPUHATA M30CTaBAT TOBa Npen-
NOSIOXKEHMNE, KaToO MOSICHABAT Ye HauctMHa LiMuepoH cnoMeHaBa B HSKOW OT Cb-
YMHEHUATa CU AenosuTa, HO KaTo pelleHue, 3amMucrieHo oT rybepHaTopuTe B
Mana Asus, 3a ga 3aWmTaT ANbXHUUUTE B Crydan Ha HaTpynBaHe Ha NUXBM,
Taka 4ye OT TOBa HE MOXE [a Ce 3aKNioun Yye epeKkTbT Ha Aenosuta € 6uno npe-
KbCBaHe Ha NMUXBUTE, AbIKUMYM OT Aeno3aHTa’.

Cnopep Vigneron kakto B Pum, Taka 1 B bpumMst M3Non3BaHeTO Ha Aeno-
3uUTa OT ANbXHMKA € BKUo YecTa npakTuka B Creaknacuyecknsa nepmon, BeposiT-

HO C uen Aa ce 3anasv NpeaMeTbT Ha abnra. Taka Npu NouckBaHe OT KpeauTo-

aBneHve B Pum. [leno3uTute ce npaBenu NpeaMmMHO B XpaMOBETE, HO KOraTo BaHAanu3MbT

npectaHan ga rm 3auuta, ce npubsrHano Ao horrea, kbgeto 6unm no-gobpe onassaHu. B

To3n cmmcbn MICHALON, L. Des lieux de dépét d’objets précieux dans l'antiquité et de la

location des coffres-forts @ Rome. Paris, 1910, p. 5-18, nmarikn npeasua ye ce npunara no

aHanorusl, Tbii KaTo TEPMUHBT O3Ha4YaBa KOHKPETHO xambap, MACTO 3a cknaavpaHe Ha
3bpHO (ERNOUT, A. et MEILLET, A. Dictionnaire étymologique de la langue latine. 4. éd.

Paris, 1967).

HERRERA BRAVO, R. El contrato de depdsito en Derecho romano. Granada, 1987,

aHanunsnpa komeaun Ha NnaeT Ha p. 75—84 n 445.

° NOODT, G. De Foenore et usuris. — In: Opera Omnia. Vol. |, lib. 3, cap. 15. Leyde, 1724,
p. 258, n BRISSON, B. De solutionibus et liberationibus. Lib. 2 (De obsignatione). — In:
Opera minora. Leyde, 1749, p. 157.

®  VIGNERON, R. Op. cit,, p. 35 ss.,, 1 QUINTANA ORIVE, E. Observaciones sobre el
depodsito de la cosa debida en caso de mora creditoris. — In: RIDA, 3. serie, Vol. 41, 1999,
p. 432-433.
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pa ONbXHUKBT € MOXen fa npegocTtaBu npeameTta Ha obligatio 6e3 3aTtpygHe-

HUS 1 Oa n3berHe TexkuTe NocneacTBms OT HEU3MbIIHEHMETO UM 3a6aBaTa7.

2. Cb3JABAHE HA TEOPUATA 3A MORA CREDITORIS

MoHaTueTo ,3abaBa“ unu ,Npocpoyne” He MOXeno Aa Bb3HUKHE B apxa-
W4HMA Nepuog nopagu npunaraHaTta nuMdHa (B CMUCHIT Ha TenecHa) nogynHe-
HOCT Ha AMbXHMKA CNpsIMO KpeauTopa B criyyail Ha HeuanbrHeHve®. Tasu ¢u-
rypa ce nosiBaABa e[Ba KoraTto 3anoyBaT [a Ce TbPCAT NPUYUHUTE 3a HEU3MNbII-
HEeHVeTo Ha AnbxHuka®. HauyanoTo BEPOATHO € nosfiokeHo oT lex Poetelia
Papiria de nexis (326aC), koMTO gaBa NpaBoO Ha ANbXHUKA NPU HEU3MbIIHEHUE
Aa OTroBapsi CbC CBOETO MMYLLECTBO, a He C TAMoTO Cu. ToBa e OoTpaxeHne Ha
eHO HOBO BMXAaHe 3a obligatio kaTo BpemMeHHa Bpb3ka, npegonpeaeneHa aa
ce pasTporHe nopagu camoTO M eCTeCTBO, Mpu KOeTO AMbXHUKBLT TpsAbBa aa
N3NbiHW 3aabimkeHneTo cu. CblLueBpeMeHHO Ha Hero ce npusHasa NpaBoTo Aa
6bae ocBoboaeH OT 3aab/PKEHNETO Ype3 U3UCKBAHE 3a CbTPYAHMYECTBO, HaNo-
XeHo Ha kpeauTopa. CblLeCTBYBaHETO Ha 3agbiPKEHME 3a CbTPYOAHUYECTBO OT
CTpaHa Ha KpeguTopa C Len ga ce ynecHu u3nbiHEHNETO Ha obligatio e Hewwlo,
KOeTo, N0 MOe MHeHWe, B NO-paHHaTa enoxa He e MoXeno aa 6bae ocurypeHo.
Ob6aue nma gokasartencrtsa, Ye 3aKbCHEHMETO B U3NbIIHEHNETO Ha 3a4bIKEHU-
€TO OT CTpaHa Ha AMbXHMKa U B MPUEMAHETO Ha U34bMKaBaHETO OT CTpaHa Ha
KpeanTopa NoCTENEHHO HaMMpa OTpaXKeHNe B NPaBHUTE OTHOLLEHUS.

3a ga moxem ga roBopum 3a 3abaBa Ha U3MbITHEHMETO Ha 3agblKeHne-
TO Ha AnNbXHWKa (in solvendo)'® cneasa Aa ca Hanuue TpY NPeANOCTaBKM:

(1) 3apgbmkeHneTo TpsibBa ga e BanvMaHO M ga MMma MCK, 3a ga MoXxe aa
6bae NpeasiBeHo UckaHe 3a nnataHeto my™;

(2) 3agbImKeHneTo TpsGBa Aa e uanckyemo™;

! VIGNERON, R. Op. cit., p. 50. Bx. cbwo manus iniectio, TORRENT, A. Diccionario de
Derecho romano. Madrid, 2005.

[a npunoMmHMM nexum n manus iniectio.

®  CUQ, E. Les institutions juridiques des romains. Paris, 1904, p. 569; MONTEL, A. La mora
del debitore. Requisiti nel Diritto romano en el Diritto italiano. Padova, 1930, p. 12.

1% BONFANTE, G. Istituzioni di Diritto romano. Milano, 1987, p. 350-351.

1 Mopaan ToBa ce cmsTa, Ye 3abaBa He CbLLECTBYBaA MpU €CTECTBEHUTE 3aablivkeHus: nulla
intelligetur mora ibi fieri ubi nulla petitio est.

He e Taka npn yCrnioBHUTE UM CPOYHUTE 3ablDKEeHUA — OOKaTO He Ce U3NbJIHN YCIIOBUETO
UInn He n3te4e CPpoKbT.

12
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(3) HemsnbHeHMeTO TpsAbBa Aa € Mo BMHA Ha ASTbXHMKA.

Mora debitoris ce npekpaTsiBa CbC 3asiBNEHMETO Ha ANbXHUKA, Ye We
yAOBMNETBOPU NpecTauuaTa, BKIHOYUTENHO NUXBUTE, UNU C e(PEKTMBHOTO nocTa-
BSIHE Ha ONTbXXHUKA Ha Pa3nosioKeHne Ha KpeauTopa, Uin MbK CbC 3asBEHNETO
Ha KpeauTopa, Ye e roToB a NpMeme nnawaHeTo, Makap 1 B HOB CPOK, MUin Mno-
paon 3abaBa Ha HacpewHarta cTtpaHa. O6patHo — mora creditoris nnun in
accipiendo npegnonara, Ye ANbXHUKBLT € HanpaBui NO HaAMeXeH HauYnH CBOETO
npegnoxeHue 3a gbmknmarta npecrauus (oblatio rite facta) Ha kpeguTopa, HO
TOM € OTXBBbPNWN TOBa npeanoxeHue. ANbXHUKLT HE ce € ocBoboaun oT cBoe-
TO 3aAblKeHue, HO pUCKBLT Ha obligatio ce NpexBbpnsa BbPXy KpeauTopa, KONTo
MOXe€ CbLLO Aa NoHece OTFTOBOPHOCT 3a BpeauTe U LWeTUTe, KOUTO € HaHeCh Ha
ANbXHUKA C OTKasa CU ga NpMeMe CBOEBPEMEHHO MPEeanioXeHneTo My 3a nna-
LLaHe.

lMocoyeHuTe BUOOBe 3abaBa nnu npocpoyune (in solvendo u in accipiendo)
He ca gedunHMpaHN B N3TOYHMLMTE, HO BbMPEKN TOBA C TeYEHME Ha BPEMETO €
paspaboTeHa Teopus 3a 3abaBaTta Ha pumcka ocHoBa. PomMaHucTMyHaTa [ok-
TpyHa cuyuTa, Ye uma 3abasa in accipiendo, koraTo U3NbHEHNETO Ha ANMbXHUKA
€ HEBBb3MOXHO Napagu npuydmHa, oTHacsiwa ce Ao kpeautopa. lNMpucblmnTe Ha
Tasn urypa pekBmM3mMTn ca ANbXHUKBLT A € HanpaBui pefoBHO NpeanoXeHue
N Hanumyne Ha obCTOATENCTBO, CBbP3AHO CbC KpeamTopa, KOeTo npaBu HEBBL3-
MOXHO M3MbIiHeHWeTo™. KoraTo ce roBopu 3a ,06CTOSTENCTBO B chepaTta Ha
KpeauTtopa“ HeroBaTa 3abaBa ce onpeaens No MHOMO LUMPOK U HESICEH HAYMH,
nopagm KOeTo 3a TakoBa Ce Mnpuema BCSKO MOBedeHMe Ha KpeauTtopa, npensT-
CTBALIO M3MbISIHEHNETO, BKMIOYUTENHO OTXBBLPNSAHETO Ha NpeanoxeHata npe-
cTauusi UM Heoka3BaHETO Ha CbAEWCTBME 3a NOoSflyYaBaHETO W, KaTo 06XBaTbLT
Ha HOBOTO MOHSATME CE paslmMpsiBa LOTOMKOBA, Y€ BKMOYBA BCUYKM Crlyyau, B
KOUTO npecTauusita He ce e OCbLLeCTBMNa, AOpWU Nopaan OTCbCTBME Ha Kpeau-
TOpa uUnu Apyrn NPeYkn, KOUTo He ca My NO3BONWAN Aa NPUCHCTBA.

B gpeBHocTTa, B criydan Ha mora creditoris, He € 61No Bb3MOXHO ObX-

HUKLT Oa HanpaBu Oerno3nT U Taka ga ce ocBoboam OT 3aQbImKEHNETO CU; BMe-

®  MONTEL, A. v. Mora (Diritto romano). — In: NDI, vol. 8, Torino, 1939; BONFANTE, G.
Istituzioni, p. 350. GARCIA GARRIDO, M. v.oz «Mora creditoris», Diccionario de
Jurisprudencia romana, 3. ed. Madrid, 1990.
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CTO TOBa TOM € MOXen Oa U30CcTaBu ObinKumaTta Bem14. Tasn KpanHa Msipka
NoCcTENeHHO eBositomMpa U No BpemeTo Ha KOcTuHuaH 6una npemaxHata. Ta 6um
MMana CMUCHLIT CaMO ako s pasrfiefamMe B KOHTEKCTa Ha uctopuyeckaTta enoxa,
Korato e 6una npunaraHa. ToraBa T4 € 6una eanHCcTBEHaTa anTepHaTuBa 3a
ANBbXHUKa Aa ce ocBoboan OT CBOETO 3adbiIKEHME.

MpaBoTO Ha ANbXHMKa Oa ce ocBoboam OT obnuraumMoHHaTa Bpb3Ka KaTo

M30CTaBn ObJITKUMUA NpeaMeT ce ClioMeHaBa B ClieHNA TEKCT Ha YnnuaH:

D. 18.6.1.4 (Ulpianus lib. 38 ad
Sabinum): Si doliare vinum emeris nec
de trayendo eo quicquam convenerit, id
Viteri actum, ut ante evacuarentur quam
ad vindimiam opera forum futura sit
necesaria: quod si non sint evacuata,
faciendum, quod veteres putaverunt, per
corvent venditorem mensuram facere et
effundere: veteres enim hoc propter
mensuram suaserunt, si, quanta mensura
esset, non appareat, videlicet ut
appareret, quantum emptori perierit.

ETo 3awo, korato He Oun OoroBopeH
TOYEH CPOK 3a NpeAaBaHe Ha BUHOTO, TO
TpsibBano pa 6bae npegadeHo Hau-
KbCHO Mpeau Oa 3anoyHe crneaBalmaT
rpo3nobep, T.e. Npe3 MeceL CENTEMBPM.
AKO KynyBaybT He Mpueme npepaBaHe-
TO, NPOAaBaYbT MOXEN Aa ce cynTa oc-
BOOOOEH OT 3agb/HKEHMETO Cu Ada ro
npegage v ga pasnonara ¢ BUHOTO Kak-
TO Hamepwu 3a obpe, BKNOUUTENHO Aa
ro pasrnee creg kaTo ro e u3mepwuri, Ko-
eTo obaye He ocBobOXaaBa KynyBada

OT 3aAbIDKEHMEeTO Ja nnaTtu ueHaTta 3a
TOBa BUHO™.

B1HOTO BEPOSATHO € BUNo Han-3HAYMMUAT NPOAYKT B pUMCKaTa MKOHOMMKA
cnepn arpapHaTa pedopma, npeams3BrKaHa OT MYHUYECKUTe BOWHM, Nopaaun Koe-
TO MOXe O ToBa paspelleHne e onpaBaaHo, Tbi KaTo KbM TO3U MOMEHT pUM-
CKUTE HOPUCTU BCE OLLIE He ca Mo3HaBanu KOHCUrHauusTa, npeasuxkaaHa oT Cb-
BpemMeHHuTe npasHu cuctemn’®. MpuunHaTa 3a ToBa €, Ye NpodaBayYbT HE MO-

Xen aa 6bae 3aabikeH Aa CbXpaHsiBa B CBOM Cb0BE BUHOTO, KOETO KyrnyBaybT

1 CIRIER, F. De la demeure du créancier en Droit Romain. Paris, 1886, p. 86 ss.;

CRISTOBAL MONTES, A. Curso de Derecho romano (Derecho de obligaciones). Caracas,
1964, p. 128.

MpeBogobT cnepBa To3M Ha aBTopkaTta (6.ped.) YnnuaH yTouyHsiBa, Ye HeobxoaumocTTa
npogaBaybT Aa U3MepuM BMHOTO Mpeau Aa ro npegage cnoped yrosopkata 6w 6una
onpaBgaHa camo npu npogaxbata Ha HanMBHO BMHO, Tl kKaTo Npu npogaxbaTa B CbAOBE,
BKMIOYEHN B LeHaTa, He Ou OuNo NOrMYHO HUTO WMKOHOMMYECKM oOnpaBAaHO ga ce
npoueamnpa no To3n HauvH, 3aloTo CbAoBeTe He Guxa bunn Heobxoaumm Ha Npogasaya 3a
TbproBckaTa My AeNHOCT, a OCBEH TOBa KONMYECTBOTO Ha BMHOTO 6u 6uno onpegeneHo ot
camoTo Hauano (BENITEZ LOPEZ, M. M. La venta de vino y otras mercancias en la
jurisprudencia romana. Madrid, 1994, p. 151).

Cnopen RICCOBONO, S. Op. cit.,, p 126, makap veteres ga npegswkgaT TO3U NPUHLMN MO
OTHOLLEHME Ha nokynko-npogaxbaTa Ha BMHO, TOBAa MHEHME MOXe fa ce cuuTa 3a
MPUNOXUMO M KbM OPYrn XMNOTE3N Ha 3a4bIKEHUS.

15

16
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He e B3en, 3alloTo Torasa He B1 Morbn ga rm M3nosi3asa OTHOBO Npu crieaBaluuns
rpo3gobep n 61 6un NpuHyaeH ga 3aKkynu HOBW.

KaToH LleH3opbT B TpakTaTa cu De Agricultura, onpegensa B naea 147
npaeBunarta 3a npogaxba Ha npeacrosiwaTa pekonTta oT rpos3ge M Ha npovsBe-
AEHOTO BMHO, KaTo Bb3npuemMa usnoxeHarta naed, obobliaBaiku MHEHMETO Ha
ApeBHUTE:

Hac lege vinum pendens venire oportet: vinaceos inlutos et facem relinquito. Locus vinis

ad Kalendas Octobres Primas dabitur, si non ante ea exportaverit, dominus vino quid
volet faciet. Cetera lex, quae oleae pendenti

To3n TeKCT nokasea, Ye npodaBaybT MOXEN Oa MpaBuM KakBOTO WCKA,
BKMOYMTENHO Aa M30CTaBM CTOKaTa, ako KynyBaybT He 9 B3eMen crnepj Kato us-
Teye KpanHUAT CPOK 3a ToBa.

maBa 148 cbabpka Habop OT NpaBuna 3a npogaxbaTta Ha BUHO B CbAO-
Be. [MpeagBwxkaoa ce nocrneanuuTe OT 3aKbCHEHUETO WM HEeU3MbIIHEHMETO Ha
3a4b/DKEHMSATA OT CTpaHa Ha KOroto u ga omno ot goroBapsilmUTe ce No OTHO-
leHne Ha degustatio, nsmepBaHETO 1 TpaHcnopTa — 4EWHOCTU, KOUTO ca TUNKUY-
Ha NposiBa Ha 3a4bJPKEHMETO 3a CbAENCTBME OT CTpaHa Ha KpeauTopa, U YMeTo
HapylwweHue nopaxaa mora creditoris. AKO HaCcTbnNu TakaBa cuTyaumd, npensua
HecrnpaBeanMBOCTTa, KOATO npegnonara ANbXHUKBLT Oa OocTaHe o6Bbp3aH 3a
HeonpeaeneHo Bpeme nopaan npeaHamepeHo UM HEBOSTHO NOBEAEHNE Ha Kpe-
AnTopa, ONMbXHUKBLT MMa NpaBo Aa M30CTaBW AbIHKMMUS NPeOMET Ha 3aablike-
HueTo'’.

B cbwma To3m npumep, ako KynyBadbT M3nagHe B 3abaBa 3a nosfyvaBa-
HETO Ha BMHOTO, NPOAAaBaYbT MMa NPaBO Aa ro M3Mepu, KaTo uenta e ga ce
NpPOBEPU KONMUYECTBOTO BWHO, CbAbpXKalWO Ce B CbAOBETE, U Oa Ce OTAENu
yacTTa, onpeferneHa ¢ emptio-venditio.

BuHOTO MOXeno ga ctou Ha cknag npv npogasada ao 1 oktomBpu — Aa-
Ta, Ha KOATO crepn NpukIoYBaHe Ha rpo3gobepa n Npon3BoACTBOTO HA HOBOTO
BMHO 3aeTuTe cbaoBe buxa ounmn Heobxoaumu, 3a ga ce HaMbITHAT C HOBO BUHO,
KOeTo Aa oTnexasa [0 creaBailarta roguHa. C gpyrm gymu, oT NbpBY OKTOMBPY
HaTaTbK NpoAaBayYbT MMa NPaBo NMpU 3aKbCHEHME Ha KynyBaya Aa pasnonara c

BMHOTO KaKTO Hamepw 3a Jo6pe U1, B KpaeH cryyait, fopv Aa ro nanee'®,

" RICCOBONO, S. Op. cit., p. 139.
8 BENITEZ LOPEZ, M. M. Op. cit., p. 176.
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Bb3 ocHOBa Ha ropHuTe TeKCTOBE aBTopuUTE CcMATaT, Ye mora creditoris ce
nosiesiBa no BpemeTo Ha PenybnukaTa. B 1031 nepuog obave HAMa MEXaHM3bM,
nogobeH Ha KOHCUrHaumsTa B CbBPEMEHHOTO NpaBo, KOWTO Aa CbyeTaBa UHTe-
peca Ha ANbXHUKa a ce ocBo6OaAM OT CBOETO 3aAbIDKEHUE U Aa rapaHTupa Ha
KpeguTopa MNpaBoTO Aa Nonydu Abmkumarta npectaums. lNopagn ToBa 4ye B
APEBHOTO MPaBO ANBXHUKBT € abCoNTHO NULLEH OT 3alumMTa, TOM MMa npaBo
[Aa U3BbpLLBa AENCTBUS, KOUTO OT CbBPEMEHHa rnefHa Tovka ca HeonpaBAaHu,
KaTO HanpuUMep M30CTaBAHETO Ha AbMmkumara seu™®,

YcnopeaHo ¢ pa3BMTUETO Ha JOKTpUHaTa 3a 3abaBaTta Ha kpeauTopa, Ko-
€TO 3anoyBa B KracuMyeckus nepuog, 3anoysa ga rybu cuna npaBoToO Ha AMbX-
HWMKa ga ce ocBo6oan OT 3aabiMKEHMETO CU KaTo M30CTaBn AbXMMaTa BeLy,.

Tasu ngeda ce cbaobpka B eAuH TekcT Ha JlaGeoH, uMTupaH oT YnnuaH
(lib. XI ad Edictum), u BkntodeH B D. 18.1.50:

Labeo scribit, si mihi bibliothecam ita vendideris, si decuriones Campani locum mihi
vendidissent, in quo eam ponerem, et per me stet, quominus id a Campanis impetrem,
non esse dubitandum, quin praescriptis verbis agi possit; ego etiam ex vendito agi
posse puto quasi impleta conditione, quum per emptorem stet, quominus impleatur.

CrtaBa gyma 3a Kasyc Ha nokynko-npogaxba Ha 6ubnuoTteka npu ycrnosu-
SiTa Ha NOTEeCTaTUBHOCT W oTnaratenHo gencrene (Tu My npogasawl egHa 6mo-
nuoTeka, ako (Npeaw ToBa) AekypuoHuTe oT KamnaHus ca mu npoganu MSCTO,
Ha KoeTo Ja 4 crnoxa). ToBa obaye He e OCbLIEeCTBEHO MO BUHA Ha KynyBaua,
npy KOETO Ha npofaBava ce No3BOofisiBa Aa AEWCTBA Taka, Cskall YCNoBMETO €
6uno n3nbnHeHo. HenpegocrtaBsiHETO Ha MOMeELLEHME, B KOETO Aa ce MoCTaBu
3aKkyneHata OubnvMoTeka, CbCTaBMnsiBa HapylleHWe Ha 3agbIPKeHMEeTO 3a Cb-
AENCTBME OT CTpaHa Ha KpeamTopa (KynyBay Ha KHUMMTE), Nopaau KoeTo Ton e
npeamasmkan mora creditoris. Bcneacteme Ha ToBa ANBbXHUKBT (Npogasad) uma
npaBo Ada nony4u ueHata. MimeHHo ToBa ka3Ba JlabeoH: ,He 6uBa ga Mma CbM-
HeHue, Ye MOXe Ja ce npeasaBu actio praescriptis verbis; n as mucns, 4e mMoxe
CbLLO Oa ce onuTa actio venditi cakaw € N3NbNHEHO YCNOBUETO, KOraTto Heus-
NbJIHEHNETO Ce AbITKN Ha npogaBava‘.

Mpu onucaHaTa cutTyaums ANbXHUKLT MMa Bb3MOXHOCT [a NpeasBsu Asa

ncka — actio praescriptis verbis (UCk 3a n3nbHEHME Ha HacpeLlHa npecTaums) u

19 npaBOTO AbmkumaTa Belw, ga O6bae u3ocTaBeHa e npegBngeHo noHacrtodlem camMo B

repmMaHcKoTo npaeo, npu onpeaenexu ycrosusa (§ 303 BGB).
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actio venditi’, Ho He ce cnomMeHaBa Bb3MOXHOCTTA [ia Ce M30CTaBW AbIHKMMOTO,
KOeTo npeamu ToBa 6Uo NpU3HATO NpaBo Ha ANTbXXHUKA.

3a pasnuka oT ngesTa, rocnoacTeana B npeaxogHata enoxa — ve aTbx-
HUKBT HE € ANbXEeH Aa rapaHTMpa npecrauusta npu 3abaea OT CTpaHa Ha Kpe-
anTopa (nopaan KoOeTo HEMHOTO 3anasBaHe € caMO hakynTaTUBHO U TOW He e
3abIKEH Oa NOKpMe pasxoauTe, HanpaBeHU OT ANbXHKKA), Npe3 Kracu4yeckarta
enoxa ce nosiBsiea HOBO cxBallaHe 3a mora creditoris.

Opyr ka3yc 3a mora creditoris B [lurecta e cnegHuaT:

D. 45.1.105, lavolenus lib. 2 epist.: Stipulatus sum, Damam aut Erotem servum dari;
quum Damam dares, ego, quominus acciperent, in mora fui; mortus est Dama, an
putes, me ex stipulatu actionem habere? Respondit, secundum Masurii Sabini
opiniones puto te ex stipulatu agliere non posse; nam is recte existimabat, si per
debitorem mora non esset, quominus id, quod debebat, solveret, continuo eum debito
liberari.

CrtaBa gyma 3a anTepHaTMBHOTO 3aablikeHne aa 6bae npegageH poobT
Hdamac unn pobbT Epoc; nsbopbT nagHan Bbpxy [Jamac, KOUTO yMpsin He no
BMHA Ha AnbxHuka. OTroBopbT crnopea Masypuin CabuH 6un, ye B cnyyas
ANBXHUKBT € 0cBOBOAEH OT 3a4bJPKEHMETO CU He 3aLl0TO KpeauTopbT ce € 3a-
6aBvn ga npueme obekTta UM ce e oTkasarn, a 3alloTo no Bpeme Ha 3abaBaTa
accipiendi npectauyusTa e 6una yHuWOXeHa OT HenpeauM3BMKaHO OT AfTbXHUKA
06CTOATENCTBO.

Lo ce oTHaca oo anTepHaTUBHUTE 3aOblPKEHUS, KOrato u3bopbT € Ha
Kpeautopa, HamansBaHeTo Ha Habopa Ha Bb3MOXHOCTU M NocrneaBaliaTa KoH-
LUeHTpaunsa Ha 3a4bIDKEHMETO HacTbNBa CaMo ako u34esBaHeTo Ha obekTuTe ce
ABIMKN Ha HenpeaBMaMMa Cry4anHOCT UK € MO BUHA Ha CaMns KpeauTop, KakTo
€ B M3MOXeHWsi Kasdyc. AKO ANbXHUKLT € BUMHOBEH 3@ HEBBL3MOXHOCTTA Aa ce
N3BBLPLUN MpecTauusaTa, NpaBoTo Ha U3bOp Ha KpeauTopa ce 3anasea, Makap

€CTeCTBEHO BeYe aa CtaBa AyMa 3a napum4yHa oueHKka Ha n34dye3Hanuma 00exT.

Tesn npasuna 6unn npomeHeHn B KOCTUHMAHOBOTO MpPaBo, KOETO BbBEX-
Aa (1) 4ye ANBXHUKBLT MOXe Aa U3NbIHW 3a4b/MKEHNETO KaTo nnaTtu aestimatio
Ha CTaHanaTta HeBb3MOXHa nopaau HenpeasuaumMa Cry4yarmHOCT npecTtauus, u

(2) ye ako 3agbmkeHneTo He Moxe Aa 6bae M3NbIHEeHO nopagu ToBa Ye efHa

% La actio praescriptis verbis u la actio venditi — Bx. ARIAS RAMOS, J. y ARIAS BONET, J. A.
Derecho Romano. Vol. Il, p. 633-637, 652.
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UnM noBeYye npecTauumn ca ctaHanu HEBB3MOXHWU MO BUHA Ha ANbXHMKA, a no-
crnegHaTta — nopaaw HenpeasuaumMa criyvyanHOCT, CpeLly ONbXHUKa MOoXe Aa ce
npegssu actio de dolo, 4naTo Len KaTo UAnIo € Aa ce KOMMNEHCcMpa eaHa Hecnpa-
BeANMBa LeTa, HaCcTbNuna Nno BUHA Ha OTBETHMKa .

[MocTeneHHO ce yTBbpXKAaBa MAesTa, Ye ANbXHUKLT € ANbXeH aa nslbsr-
Ba NPUYMHSABAHETO Ha (DMHAHCOBU LLETN Ha KpeauTopa, KoeTo Boau A0 nocTe-
NEeHHOTO M34e3BaHe Ha NpaBoTO Aa ObAe M30CTaBeHa AblkMMaTta Bell Kato
HauMH 3a ocBoOOXOaBaHe OT 3a4bJPKEHUETO, N B KpavHa CMeTKa TO n34yesBa
npes | B. np.H.e. Hakon aBTOpU TBBLPASAT, Y€ € CbllecTByBana OTrOBOPHOCT Ha
ANbXHUKa cnep 3abaBaTa Ha KpeguTopa, HO caMo MpY HanuMyne Ha npegHame-
PEHOCT UMK Texka BUHa?%. VI3BbH Tean cryyan puckbT 6un 3a cMeTka Ha Kpeau-
TOpa, a ANbXHUKBT UMan Npaeso Aa My 6baaT Bb3CTAaHOBEHW HaNpaBeHUTe pas-
Xoau U Aa 6bae obeslleTeH 3a NpuuMHeHaTa My Bpeaa>. Mpu ToBa NonoxeHue
TpsibBano ga 6baart npeonpueTn Apyrn Mepku, KOUTo Aa 3awmuTaBaT UHTEepecu-
Te Ha KpeauTopa M CblUEBPEMEHHO Oa Mo3BofsABaT OCBOOOXOaBaHETO Ha
ANbXHUKa. BepoAaTHO ToBa e npuumHaTta, nopagun KosiTo Bb3HWKBA AEMNO3NTHLT C

ocBoOOXJaBalLLlo OencTBme.

3. NOABATA HA OENO3UNTA
C OCBOBOXOABALLO JENCTBWE 3A OJTb>KHUKA

CnopHO € B KO MOMEHT € Bb3HWKHaN Oeno3nTbT KaTo eKBMBarneHT Ha
nnawjaHeTo U1 M3NbIIHEHNETO C Lien ocBoboXaaBaHe OT 3aabimkeHne. Cnopepn
Solazzi** camo B onpeaeneHun cryyan e MOXerno Aa ce cYMTa, Ye Aeno3npaHeTo

61 Morno aa nma TakbB edekT:

2t ARIAS RAMOS, J. y ARIAS BONET, J. A. Op. cit., p. 574. FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A.
Derecho Privado Romano. 8. ed. Madrid, 2015, p. 475.

2 ARIAS RAMOS, J. y ARIAS BONET, J. A. Op. cit., p. 585-587; LOZANO CORBI, E.
Historia e instituciones de derecho romano. Zaragoza, 1999, p. 444, 462 ss. FERNANDEZ
de BUJAN, A. Derecho Privado Romano, p. 518-521.

% RICCOBONO, S. Op. cit., p. 457, u LOZANO CORBI, E. Op. cit., p. 466.

#  SQOLAZzZI, S. L'estinzione dell'obbligazione nel Diritto romano. Vol. 1. Napoli, 1935, p. 40,
noco4ea: ,/3non3BaHeTo OT geno3uTapsa Ha NyennMYHoO MACTO, U No-cneunanHo egvH xpaw,
B KOWTO fOa ce BrOXW npegMeTbT Ha 3adb/DKEHMETO, KOWTO TOM He MOXe WM C
OCHOBaTeNIHM MPUYMHM HEe uUcKa fa npecTupa Ha Kpegutopa, € 3acBuOeTesicTBaHO Ha
pasnuyHn mecta B HKOctnHmaHoBuTe komnunauuun. Kbm penosut ce npubdarea, kKorato
KpeOuTopbT OTKasBa Aa npuemMe nnawjaHe. AKoO nopagu HuUcKata Bb3pacT Ha KpeguTtopa
“MMa onacHOCT NnallaHeTo Aa e HeBanugHo M Aa ce npuberHe kbm restitutio in integrum,
KaKTO M KOraTo nrallaHeTo € HEeBb3MOXHO Mopagn OTCLCTBME Ha KpeguTopa unn B
HECUrypHOCT OTHOCHO camaTa MMYHOCT Ha KpeauTopa UMM HEeCUrypHoCTTa Ha nnallaHeTo
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(1) koraTo KpeguMTOPbT OTXBBLPIIEN NPEANOXEHNETO 3a NnaLlaHe;

(2) npn HenbnHONETME Ha KpeanTopa, Tbi KaTo MMano pMck nnallaHeTo
[a ce cyeTe 3a HeBanuaHoO 1 aa ce npuberHe kbM restitutio in integrum25;

(3) koraTo M3NbNHEHMETO OUNO HEBB3MOXHO MOpPaan OTCBLCTBMETO Ha
Kpeautopa, korato KpeauTopbT Oun HemsBeCcTeH UNM KoraTto paspeLleHueTo,
[afeHo Ha NpeacTaBUTenNs Ha KpeauTopa, MMarno HeaocTaTbUm?.

MosiBaTa Ha genosuTa ¢ uen ocBoboxaaBaHe Ha ONbXHMKA OT 3aablike-
HWe e nnoj Ha 6aBeH Npouec BbB BPEMETO, B KOWTO C& HaMecBaT aprymeHTuTe
Ha auctoritas Ha pasnuyHn LpUcTu. M3TouHMuMTE, Bb3 OCHOBA HA KOMUTO Ce MNpo-
yyBa OEen0o3uUTbT, MOHSKOra ca WHTeprnonupaHu, KoeTo nopaxaa pasHornacus
MEeXOy POMaHUCTUTE NPWU TbIIKyBaHETO M pasnofiaraHeTo MM BbB BpemeTo. B
AOKTpMHATa CbLLECTBYBAT HAKOMKO TEYEHMS, KOUTO Ce OnuTBaT Aa onpenensT
BSIPHO — MOHSIKOra C MPOTMBOMOJIOXHU KpUTEpUn, edpekta oT Aeno3npaHeTo Ha
AbIPKumaTa Bell,.

De Ruggiero®’ TBbpAM, Ye B Knacuyeckata enoxa ca CbllecTByBanm sa
BMAa Aeno3uT — YacTeH n nybnudeH unm cbaebeH. MNbpBuaT ce oTHacsan ao pe-
anHus OOoroBop 3a BriOr, C KOWTO Aeno3aHTbT Npeaasan ABWXKNMa Bell Ha Aerno-
3UT 3a CbXpaHeHue, KosITO BeLl Aa My 6bae BbpHaTa KoraTo s noucka”®. Bropu-
AT 0eno3nT — ¢ uen oceBoboaaBaHe OT 3aabiikeHne unn cbaedeH AenosuT, ce
CbCTOSIN B TOBA ObJDKUMUAT NpegMeT unn cyma ga 6baat npefageHy Ha nog-
X0ASLWO MSACTO, KOETO nopaxaano rnoracsiBaHe Ha 3a4biHKEHWETO U CbOTBETHO

ocBOOOXaOaBaHe Ha OJTbXXHUKa OT Hero.

nopagu OTCLCTBMETO Ha KpeautTopa uUnm nopagu nvnca Ha BanvMaHoO OMpaBOMOLLABaHe Ha
npeacraBuTen Ha KpeguTtopa ..."

ToBa HECBLMHEHO € e[IMH OT Knacu4eckuTe cnyyam Ha restitutio in integrum (D. 50.1.26.pr.—
1). Bx. 1G. 1.7, u D. 4.1 De in integrum restitutio. 3a actos magis imperium quam
iurisdictionis Bx. ALVAREZ SUAREZ, U. Curso de Derecho romano. Vol. . Madrid, 1955,
p. 487, 522-528. FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A. Derecho Privado Romano, p. 142—149.

C pesepBute, kouto npegnonara B Pum, npngobnBaHeTo OT CTpaHa Ha npeacTaBuUTEns.
Bx. 1G. 2.95, n IG. 5.22. [Jopu n BbB BU3aHTUNCKaTa (pasa He ce cTura A0 MbIHO
npusHaHWe Ha MpuvHUMNA 33  CbBBbPLWEHO WM MNPSKO  NPeACTaBMTENCTBO.
MpeacraBuTtencTBoTo impropia, mediata o indirecta e eAMHCTBEHOTO NPU3HATO B PUMCKOTO
npaeo — BX. ARIAS RAMOS, J. y ARIAS BONET, J. A. Op. cit., Vol. |, p. 152. FERNANDEZ
de BUJAN, A. Derecho Privado Romano, p. 298-302.

#  De RUGGIERO, R. Op. cit., p. 121-186.
8 Ulpian, 30 ad ed. (D. 16.3.1.pr.)

25

26
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3a Hskou aBTOpM®® peluaBalla 3a pasBUTMETO Ha TO3U BUA OEMO3UT €
enoxaTta Ha [luokneumaH, Tbi KaTo TOBA € MOMEHTBT, B KOUTO € Buno o6HOBEHO
MOHSITMETO 3a Aeno3unT, CbLUECTBYBANo AoToraBa. BeposiTHo No BpeMeTo Ha To-
31 MMnepaTop ce MpU3HaBa MOracsiBaHeTO Ha 3afbJlKeHUETo U ocBoboxaaBa-
WMAT edpekT Ha aenosuTa. Tasu naes cpellame B MHOXECTBO PECKPUNTY:
CJ. 8.42.(43).9°%: Impp. Diocletianus et Maximianus AA. Cassio: Obsignatione totius

debitae pecuniae solemniter facta liberationem contingere, manifestum est. Sed ita
demum oblatio debiti liberationem parit, si eo loco, quo debetur, fuerit celebrata (a. 286).

[pyr peckpunT Ha CbLMTE MMNepaTopu, AaTupaH Marnko no-KbCHo (293-
305 r.), moxe 6u nosicHaBa solemniter facta, nanckBaH oT NpPeaxo4HUst TEKCT,
TbM KaTo NOCOYBA, Ye 3a Aa nmMa To3mn ocBoboxaaBaly, epekT Aeno3nTbT Tpsibea
Aa 6bae HanpaBeH Ha Ny6MYHO MSACTO UK Ha MACTO, pasnopeaeHo OT KoMre-
TEHTHUA Cbans:.
Codex 4.32.19.pr.,31 Impp. Diocletianus et Maxiamianus AA. et CC. Hyreniae:
Acceptam mutuo sortem cum usuris licitis creditori post testationem offer; at si non
suscipiat, consignatam in publico depone, ut cursus legitimarum usurarum inhibeatur. In
hoc autem casu publicum intelligi oportet sacratissimas Aedes, vel ubi competens iudex
super ea re aditus deponi eas disposuerit. Quo subsecuto etiam periculo debitor
liberabitur, et ius pignorum tollitur quum Serviana etiam actio manifeste declaret,
pignoris inhiberi persecutionem vel solutis pecunias vel si per creditorem steterit,
guominus solvantur: quos etiam traiectitiis servari oportet; creditori scilicet actione utili

ad exactionem earum non adversus devitorem, nisi forte eas receperit, sed contra
depositarium vel ipsas competente pecunias.

CnepoBatenHo ot [JMokneumaH HaceTHe cTaBa Heob6XxoauMO Aeno3nTbT
Aa ce Hanpasu Ha nybnuyHo MacTo (sacratissimas aedes vel ubi competens
iudex), KOeTo Nokasea eBOMUMUA CNpPSAMO NpeauwlHaTa cuctema (OT Knacude-

CcKaTa enoxa), KoraTo OMNo goctaTb4HO AMbXHUKBLT Aa Hanpasu Oerno3nta Ha

2 Bx. untmpaHute Tpygose Ha BOVE n CATALANO, kakto n KASER, M. Derecho romano

privado. Trad. espafiola J. Santa Cruz Teijeiro. 2. ed. Reus, 1968, p. 237.
LintnpaHo e no BepcuaTa Ha Krlger, npesoa Ha Garcia del Corral. Barcelona, 1895.

Bx. BepcudaTa Ha Kriger, npeBog Ha Garcia del Corral. Bbnpeku ye ca Marnko MHeHuATa,
crnopepn, KOUTo TeKCTbT e uHTepnonupaH, SOLAZZI, S. Op. cit.,, p. 145, cumuTta 4e TOBa €
o4YeBMAHO nopagu wuspasa in publico, ThbW KaTo No ToBa Bpeme AMbXHUKLT € uMman
Bb3MOXHOCT Aa HanpaBu Aeno3nta KbAeTo pelun 1 Nped AenosuTtap, KOWMTo Ton cu nsbepe.
AKko e Taka, MOXe Ja ce TBbpAW Ye IOCTUHUAHOBUST KOMMUIIATOP BEPOSITHO € NpeLleHnun, ve
€ No-noaxoaswo ga ce fobaBu ToBa U3NCKBAHE C Orfed UCTUHHOCTTA Ha consignatio.

30

31
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MSICTO M Mpef Nuue no cBosi npelieHka®’. ToBa HOBOBbBEAEHWe Ha [voknewLu-
aH*® e 3anaseHo OT CTUHMAHOBUTE KOMNUMATOPU C MarK1 MPOMEHMW.

Makap 4ye moxe ga otkpuem emblemata triboniani B 3anaseHn cdparmen-
TM Ha OurectuTe 6narogaperve Ha Index interpolationum®*, Hsikow aBTOpM Mopa-
YyepTaBaT HeOOGXO4MMOCTTa OT pa3yMeH Noaxo[, KoraTto roBopuM 3a MHTepnona-
unnte®. Mo-TpyaHoO e Aa NpeLeHNM NPoMeHUTe B OTAEMHM MMMNepaTopcKu pe-
ckpunTn oT KOCTMHMaAHOBNA KOAEKC, TbM KaTO HE MOXEM [a 3HaeM Kakea e buna
pefakumnaTa Ha opurmHanuTe n TpsabBa ga ce 3a40BONMMM C Tasu pegakumsi. AKo
nNpMeMEM Ye CroMeHaTUTe KOHCTUTYUMM ca Ha [uokneumaH, Te BEpOATHO Beye
ca Gunu BKMOYEHW B YacTHaTa KoMnunauus, HanpaBeHa OT XepMOreHuaH B
npeavLHUs neproa’, n oT Tam ca npemuHany B TeoJocueBns KoAekc — MbpBa-
Ta odmumanHa kogndurkaumsa Ha pUMCKOTO NpaBo creq 3akoHa Ha [1BaHageceT-
Te Tabnuuu. Bbnpekn kasaHoTo Tyk, B Index®’ n gBeTe KOHCTUTYLUMK ce oTOe-
NA3BaT KaTo MHTEPNONIMPaHW.

Ho fa ce BbpHEM KbM aHanu3a Ha TekcTa. 3a KakBa TbpXKEeCTBEHOCT CTa-

Ba gyma?

4. SOLEMNITER FACTA. NMPOUEAOYPATA 3A OEMO3NPAHE

Cnopep Catalano He e gocTtaTb4Ha caMo eHa 3anoBe Unu paspeLueHne
OT MarucTpara, 3a Aa ce NpPUCTbNN KbM Aeno3vpaHeTo. [eno3nTbT nopaxaa
ocBoboXaaBaHe camo ako Ce M3BbLbPLUM Ype3 aAMUHUCTPATUBHA UMW HOPUCOUK-
LUMOHHA npouenypa, KOATO ga My npuaage nybnuyHo-cbaebeH xapaktep
(solemniter facta), KaKkTo e nNpedBUAEHO U B CbBpeMeHHaTa npaBHa ypenba®.

Kasax Bedye, Ye pomMaHUCTUYHATA OOKTPUHA coum [uokneumaH kaTo mmneparo-

% SOLAZzI, S. Op. et loc. cit.

¥ Bx uutupaHute Tpygose Ha BOVE n CATALANO. O6patHo — ASTUTI, G.: voz Depdsito
historia. — In: Enciclopedia del Diritto, Vol. XII. Milano, 1964, p. 222.

INDEX interpolationum, quae in lustiniani codice inesse dicuntur. Supplementum | ad libros
digestorum I-XII pertinens. Ed. cur. Gerardus Broggini. Weimar, Béhlau, 1969.

KASER, M. Las interpolaciones. Comarés, Granada, 1999.

CENDERELLI, A. Ricerche sul Codex Hermogenianus. Milano, 1965. 3a no-paHHuTe
KoMNunaumm He MoXxe Aa ce TBbpAM HULWO curypHo. Mapk ABpenun Hanp. nybnvkyBa BCeku
mMeceu usgageHute peckpuntu. Bx. n  Baolhikog 11.1.45, umtupaH B [Ourectute n B
Whctutyumnte Ha KOcTuhman. Bx. D'ORS, A. Derecho Privado Romano. 10. ed. Navarra,
2004, p. 87-88, 103.

¥ 1c, p. 136y 80.

% CATALANO, P. Sul deposito della cosa dovuta in Diritto romano. — In: Annali del Seminario
giuridico, Vol. Ill, Napoli, 1949, p. 519.

34

35
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pbT, BbBen MNpoMdAHa B rrnegHata Todka kbMm genosuTta. Korato uenta 6una
ANBbXHUKBT Ja ce ocBoOoaM OT 3aab/MKEHMETO Cu, He Buno AocTaTbyHO TOW Aa
HanpaBu 0OMKHOBEH Aeno3uT. ToBa TpsAGBano ga crtaHe Ha NybrmMyYyHO MSACTO,
noA pbKOBOACTBOTO HA MarnucTpaTa unm eBeHTyanHo Ha cbausaTa.

He cnogensaTt Tasm no3nuus uacnengoBaTenuTte, KOMTO cMAaTaT vye Aenosu-
TbT C ocBoboxaaBally edekt ce e nosisun no Bpemeto Ha KOctuHmaH. Obadve
NOCOYEHNTE MO-rope NMNepPaTopCcKm KOHCTUTYLUKN ca OCTaTbyYHO OCHOBaAHWeE, 3a
Aa TBbpAUM 4Ye peneBaHTHaTa ¢hurypa B TOBa OTHOLWEHWE e umnepatop [uo-
KneumaH.

M3rnexaga HAMa crnop OTHOCHO TBbPAEHMETO, Y€ B KMacU4eckoTo npaBo
nuxeuTe npu 3abaBa Ha ANbXHUKA CNMpaT Aa Cce HauyucnseaTt crneq npeanoxe-
HueTo 3a nnaware® unu purgatio morae*®. O6aue Hsikou uacnenosaTeny cmsi-
TaT, Ye NpeanoXeHMeTo He € BMNo A4oCTaTbyHO M € TpsAbBano ga ce Hanpaswu
aeno3ut. Cnepg kato Ha kpeauTopa 6baeno nNpennoXeHo nnawaHeTo, ako ToW
OTKaXen fa npueme AbfbkMmaTa cyma, pecunia debita, ce npucTtbnBano KbM
aeno3ut. ETo 3auwo, 3a Aa cnpe HauyncnsiBaHETO Ha NnuxBu, TpsbBano ga ce ms-
BbpLwaTt Tpu gencteus: (1) npegnoxexHue (oblatio), (2) 3aneyatBaHe unu gasaHe
Ha CbXpaHeHWe Ha BewuTe, NPeanoXeHu KaTto u3MbfHeHWe Ha obligatio
(obsignatio), n (3) camusa aeno3ut (depositio). HUTO egHO OT Te3n Tpu AENCTBUSA
camoO no cebe cn 1 NOOTAENHO He OMNo OOCTaTbYHO, 3a Aa Ce NOCTUrHEe OCBO-
6oxaaaly edekt.

CnogensT ToBa CTaHOBWULLIE MHOXECTBO M3CneaoBaTenun, HO €aAnH CEKTOp

OT AOOKTPpuUHaTa, npeacraBsnABaH OT De Ruggiero, TBbpAM Y€ aKo npuyvnHaTta,

% MAGDELAIN, A. Note sur la Purgatio morae. — In: Droit de I'antiquité et sociologie juridique.

Mélanges Henri Levy-Bruhl. Paris, 1959, p. 200.

D. 45.1.91. Purgatio morae e HadMH 3a noracABaHe Ha mora debitoris, cbCTOAW Ce B
npeanoXxeHne oT ANMbXHWKA HA AbIMKUMUS KanuTan ¢ HeroBuTe Nuxeu (usurae moratoriae)
Ha KpeguTopa, KOUTO He MOoXe [a OTKaxe 0e3 ocHoBaTenHa npuynHa.

3agbrrkeHMeTo 3a nnawaHe Ha nuxBu OT MOMeHTa Ha 3abaBaTa moxe ga ce Buau B PS,
2.17.9, kbOeTo ce roBopu 3a NOKynko-npogaxbarta: post rem traditam nisi emptor pretium
satatim exsolvat, usuras eius praestare congendus est. Tekct Ha YnnuaH (lib 32 ad
Edictum, en D. 19.1.13.20) ot6ensssa: Veniunt autem in hoc iudicium infra scripta, in primis
pretium, quanti res venit; item usurae pretii post diem traditionis, nam quum re emtor fruatur,
aequissimum est, eum usuras pretil pondere — nMXBWUTE BMHArN ca U3MCKyeMmn B NapuyHuTe
kpeautun (usurae ex mora). [pu 3agbirkeHns, CbCTOSAWM Ce B MnawiaTe Ha onpegerneHa
napuyHa cyma, 3abaBata B m3nbinHeHMeTo (mora debitoris) npegnonara aBTOMaTU4HO
nnailaHe Ha NUXBK 3a 3abaBa nNpu 3agbikeHusTa, nopaxagawm bonae fidei iudicia, kakTo
kasBa MapcmnaH B D. 22.2.32.2: in bonae fidei contractibus ex mora usurae debentur,
obligacién que Justiniano extendioé a todo tipo de obligaciones. Bx. HERRERA, B. Usurae:
problematica juridica de los intereses en Derecho romano. Jaén, 1997.

40

41

http://fiusromanum.eu Ctpanuua 13 ot 17



ISSN 2367-7007 IUS ROMANUM 1/2016

nopagmu KosiTo ONbXHUKLT ce ocBoboXaaBan OT 3a4b/PKEHMETO Aa nnaila nmx-
BW crnepf Kato Hanpasu genosvta buna, 4e Ton ce nuwaBan OT Bb3MOXHOCTTa
Aa 1U3nonasa napute U He MoXern noBedve fa nony4vaBa npegMmcreaTa unm nno-
AoBeTe, cbLUMTE nocnencTemst buxa HacTbLNUAM nNpu oblatio n obsignatio, 6e3 ga
€ HY)XHO Aa ce Npubsrea KbM AenosnT*,

Solazzi cnogensa npoTMBOMNOMOXHOTO MHEHME — Cnopes HEro He MoXe Aa
ce cMdTa Ye ce e npekpaTsaBana usurae Kkorato He e B1o CUrypHo 4Ye napuTe ca
Ha pasnonioXXeHue Ha ANbXHWKa. MbAHa CUrypHOCT B TOBa OTHOLLEHME MOXENO
Aa uMa camo ako cref HanpaBeHoTOo npenoxeHue (oblatio) napute ce crnoxe-
nn B sacculus (obsignatio) n cnen Toea ce genosunpanu (depositio). bes ga e
N3BBHPLUEHO NOCNEeAHOTO AeNCTBNE He Bu Brna Hanuue n3nckBaHaTa CUrypHocT,
aopu ako oblatio n obsignatio ca n3BbpLUEHN B NPUCBHCTBMETO Ha CBUAETENM,
TbI KaTto He 6K MOrno Aa ce KOHCTaTMpa no KakbBTO M Aa Guno HauvvH, Ye cnea
TOBa AMbXHUKLT HSMa fAa U3nonaea croxeHoTo B sacculus®. Ako Hama pasnu-
Ka mexay To3uM U OOMKHOBEHWS AEen03uT, AMbXHUKLT 6u Morbn ceobogHo Aa
n3bupa Kbae aa ro Hanpasu. AKO HIMa M3UCKBaHE 3a creumanHo MACTOo, KbAeTo
Aa ce genosupa gbSpkMmaTa BeLll, AoCTaTbyHO Ov OMNo Aeno3nTbT da ce Ha-
npasun Ha NyGnNnMYHO MACTO NOA KOHTpOSia Ha maructparta. B To3m gyx ce npoms-
HacsiT cbLuo Solazzi u Bove™. MoHacTosiwem npodecop Quintana® ustbksa, ye
camo Mo U3KMIYEHNE Ce e U3NUCKBAro Aa Ce HanpaBu Aeno3nT B Xpam, Hanpu-
Mep B Ka3yca, BKNoYeH B D. 4.4.7.2 — manoneTHO fiue nogarno UCK cpeLly CBOS

ONMBXXHUK!

Et ideo, si minor conveniat debitorem, adhibere debet curatores, ut ei solvatur pecunia;
ceterum non ei compelletur solvere. Sed hodie solet pecunia in aedem deponi, ut
Pomponius libro vicesimo octavo scribit, ne vel debitor ultra usuris oneretur, vel creditor
minor perdat pecuniam; aut curatoribus solvi, si sunt.

Bove®® cuuTta, ye B kmacuyeckvsi nepuoa AEMOHUPAHETO Ha AbIPKMMAaTa

BELl BEPOSAITHO He ce e pasnuyaBano oT OOMKHOBEHUS AENO3UT, Tbil KaTo He ce

*2 De RUGGIERO, R. Cosidetto deposito pubblico o giudiziale in Diritto romano. — In: Studi

Economico-giuridico dell’Universita Cagliari, Vol. 1, 1909, p. 149-150.
* SOLAZzZI, S. Op. cit., p. 144.
*“  SOLAZzI, S. Op. et loc. cit.; BOVE, L. Gli effetti del deposito della cosa dovuta. — Labeo,
1955, p. 175-176, Makap 4Ye TO3W aBTOp MNpPaBM YTOYHEHMETO, Ye NpPW OTCLCTBME Ha
KpeguTopa e o4eBMaOHO He06X0OUMO NMPUCHCTBMETO Ha MarucTpaTa.
QUINTANA ORIVE, E. Observaciones sobre el depésito de la cosa debida en caso de mora
creditoris, p. 446.
% BOVE, L. voz “Offerta reale”. — In: Enciclopedia del diritto. Vol. XXIX. Milano, 1979, p. 774.
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€ U3BbpLUBANo Ha Ny6nnM4yHO MACTO, HATO MO 3anoBe WUy No4 KOHTPOMa Ha Ma-
rmcTpaT, W nopaxgano cnupaHe Ha usurae. O6patHo — De Ruggiero u
Catalano?” cmaTaT, Ye OenosnTbT e TpsibBano ga ce Hanpasu Ha NyBIMYHO Msi-
CTO, TbI KaTo caMO Taka MOXen Aa ce NOCTUrHEe TbPCEHMAT eekT Ha nybnny-
HOCT, ocBoboxaaBaHe M pelleHne Ha npobrnemuTe, CBbpP3aHU C TPyOHOTO A0-
Ka3BaHe Ha hakTute oblatio 1 obsignatio.

ETo 3awo0 m3pa3bT solemniter facta ce oTHacs 3a TbpXXECTBEHOCTTA, C
KOSITO e TpsibBano ga ce M3BbPLUM Oeno3npaHeTo, 3a Aa nma ocBoboxaasall
edekT. He e 6bun gocrtatbyeH NpocTo eanH OOMKHOBEH AEeno3uT, a TakbB C [40-
NbNHUTENHU XxapakTepucTukn.’®. Taka, No MHeHueTo Ha Solazzi, TekcTbT Ha
crnoMeHartaTta KOHCTUTYLMSA
CJ. 8.42(43).9 “Impp. Diocletianus et Maximianus AA. Cassio: Obsignatione totius

debitae pecuniae solemniter facta liberationem contingere, manifestum est. Sed ita
demum oblatio debiti liberationem parit, si eo loco, quo debetur, fuerit celebrata”

TpAGBa fa ce TbIIKyBa NO CNeaHUSA HauMH: Cref KaTto TbpXXecTBeHO 6bae
genosupaHa gbS/pkMmaTa Bel, (4eno3uTbT) Mma ocBoboXOaBallo AencTeue,
nopagu KoeTo AMbXHUKBLT Aeno3aHT He 6u Morbsl Aa npeasieu actio depositi49.

BbnpocbT ganun genosnpaHeTo Ha ObimKnumara Bel, e npegnonarano 3a-
ryba Ha actio depositi 3a AnbXHMKa 4EN03aHT € MHOro AUCKyTUpPaH B AOKTPUHa-
Ta. AKO OTTOBOpPbLT € YTBbpAUTENEH, KakTo cmsaTa Ruggiero, n cnegoBaTenHo
ANBXHUKBT ryben actio depositi, 4eno3nTbT cTaBan HeobpaTuM U MMan OCBO-
boxpaBawo OencTBMe 3a AnbXHuka. MiMeHHo HeobpaTmmocTTa Ha genosuTta
rapaHTupana HeroBoTo ocBoboXxaaBallo AencTeme. ToBa OENCTBUE Ce ObllKa-
N0 Ha gakTa, Ye AMbXHMKBLT ryben npaBoTO Ha TakbB MCK cnepn KaTto e Hanpa-

BWI AENo3nTa Ha Ny6nnyHo Msicto™.

*" DE RUGGIERO, R. Op. cit, p. 125 ss; CATALANO, P. Sul deposito della cosa dovuta in
Diritto romano. — In: Annali del Seminario giuridico. Vol. lll. Napoli, 1949, p. 512 ss.

BepoatHo pobaBaHe Ha dopma m nybnuyHoct. ConeHenHuTe akToBe, W3UCKBaHW B
apxauyHaTta enoxa, umanu B NpOTMBOBEC M3BbpLUBAHE Ha NoOgoOHN akToBe, HO ¢ obpaTteH
3HaK, Hanpuymep npu mancipatio npekpaTsBaHETO Ha OTHOLUEHWETO Ce M3BbpLUBANo C
reemancipatio. Hukos oT Te3u coneHenHn popMm obave He ce e CbxpaHuna B Tasu enoxa,
nopaan KOeTo B Cryvyasl € M3HEeHaABaLlo Kak B M3TOYHULIUTE Ca Ce 3anas3uiiv CBedeHus 3a
TakbB akT solemniter fact.

*  SOLAZzI, S. Op. cit., p. 150.

% De RUGGIERO, R. Op. cit., p. 161-179, aHanuaupa pasnniH1 dparMeHTy OT U3TOYHULIUTE
kato obocHOBKa Ha cBoeTo TBbpaeHue. CrtaBa gyma 3a D. 17.1.56.1; D. 46.1.64;
D. 40.7.4.pr. (el statuliber — cunTta ce 4e pobbT, ocBob6oAEH Ype3 3aBeLlaHe (MHANPEKTHa
manumissio), nony4yaBa He3abaBHO cBOOOAaTa cu WOM Aeno3vpa napute Ha nyGrmMyHo
MSACTO (M3NbfIHEHWE Ha oTnaraTefniHoTo ycroBue). B To3u cnyyan ctaBa gyma 3a kasyca
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CobwmaT aBTOp TBHPAMU, Ye B Knacuyeckata enoxa Beye e cbliecTByBana
Bb3MOXHOCTTa [ia ce Hanpasu nybnvyeH unm cbaebeH Oeno3nT Ha ObipkuMara
Bewy gobposonHo unu no cbaebHa 3anosea. Obave Solazzi cunta, Yye efBa no
BpemeTo Ha KOcTMHMaH MoXe Aa ce roBopu 3a ocBoboxgaBallo AeNCcTBMe Ha
[ieno3unTa Ha gbJpkuMaTa Bell. Tol ce apryMeHTUpa ¢ dpparmMeHTU®:, kouto cro-
pen Hero ca 3Hak 3a 0bpaTHOTO, TbI KaToO NokassaT NPaBOTO Ha Aeno3aHTa aa
pasnonara c AenosnpaHaTa BeLy KoraTo noxenae v nMma Bb3MOXHOCT Aa npeas-

BW actio depositi. B yacTHocT — ¢

D. 22.1.7 (Papinianus lib. 2. Responsorum): Debitor usurarius creditori pecuniam
obtulit, et eam, quum accipere noluisset, obsignavit ac deposuit; ex eo die ratio non
habebitur usurarum. Quodsi postea conventus, ut solveret, moram fecerit, numi steriles
ex eo tempore non erunt.

Cnopea Solazzi Tyk HernacHo ce npu3HaBa NPaBoOTO Ha AMbXHKKA (geno-
3aHTa) ga ua3Tternu genosvpaHara Bell KaTo npeasasu actio depositi cpewy ge-
nosuTtaps.

MoBeyeTo NpefcTaBUTENM Ha JOKTpUHATA > cuuTaT, Ye KOCcTMHMaHoBaTa
ernoxa e UCTOPUYECKUAT MOMEHT, B KOMTO Ha KpeauTopa € AadeHOo npaBo Ha
actio utilis, koeTo My no3eonsiBa ga M3ncka oT Aeno3uTaps Aeno3npaHaTa BeLl,

Bb3 OCHOBA Ha clnegHuda TeKCT53:

CJ. 4.32.19.4: (...) creditori scilicet actione utili ad exactionem carum non adversus
debitorem, nisi forte eas receperit, sed contra depositarium vel ipsas competente
pecunias,

MmeHHo Solazzi, rmaBeH npeacTaBuTen Ha No3nuMsTa, Ye Oeno3uTbT C
ocBoboXxaaBaLlo OENCTBUE Ce € NMosBUIT Npe3 Tasn enoxa, KpUTUKyBa OCTPO aB-

TOpUTE, KOUTO CHUTAT Y€ TOBa CXBallaHe 3a Aeno3nTta € Bb3HMKHAJ10 B KiacKu-

KoraTto HacnegHukbT, MoneH Aa gage cBobogata Ha poba, oTCcbCTBa MO MPUYMHA Ha
ObpxaBHU 3agaun, n D. 40.5.47.2. Cobyo Taka BX. untupaHute tpygose Ha CATALANO u
ASTUTI. B Te3u cnyyam e onmcaHO Kak npeTopbT He 6w gan ceobopaTta Ha pobuTe, ako
0enosnTbT He Gelle HEOTMEHWM, Tbil KaTo B NPOTMBEH Cry4Yal M3NbrHeHWeTo 6u 6uno
NPUBMAHO.

® sOLAZzzI, S. Op. cit., p. 155.

5 Makap BOVE, L. Gli effetti del depositi, p. 186—187, BepeH Ha no3muusaTa cu, 4e nNo BpeEMETO
Ha [vokneumaH ce cb3gaBa noBpaTHa ypegba Ha WHCTMTYTa, npvema 4ve Tou e
nMmnepaTopbT, NPedocTaBnn Ha kpeamTopa actio utilis n ToBa e BbB Bpb3ka € MaesTa, 4ye no
OHOBa BpeMe ATbXHUKBT € MoXern Aa npeassu actio depositi direcrta. Bx. B T03n cMuchn n
HERRERA BRAVO, R. Op. cit., p. 447, kxakto n KASER, M. Derecho romano privado,
p. 237, KOWTO CbLLO € NPUBBPXKEHUK Ha Te3aTa, Ye actio utilis e gageH Ha kpeguTopa no
BpemeTo Ha FOCcTnHMaH.

CJ. 4.32.19.4 (no BepcuaATa Ha Kriiger), cbC curypHocT uHTepnonupaH. Bx. INDEX

Interpolationum quae in lustiniani codice inesse dicuntur cnopep Ferrini, Gradenwitz,
Mancaleoni, Perozzi, Solazzi n TexHute cbumHeHus, untnpadun B IIC, p. 81.
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4YeCKOTO NpaBo, KaTo My e bun aageH HeobpaTuM xapakTep, C KOETO OSTbXHUKBLT
e 6un nuweH ot actio depositi. Ton 3aaBsiBa, Ye He e BUNO Bb3MOXHO Ada ce
npvemMe HeobpaTMMOCTTa Ha Aeno3uTa 3a ANMbXHUKA Aeno3aHT, ako ChlueBpe-
MEHHO He ce faje npaBO Ha WUCK Ha KpeauTopa 3a U3TernsiHe Ha HanpaBeHus
Aenosnt. B kpanHa cmeTka TBbpAM, Ye Ha KOCTMHMAHOBOTO NpaBo ce AbiKaTt
[ABe BaXXHN HOBOBbBEAEHWS:

(1) Beno3uTbT ga ce nNpaBu Ha NyGRMYHO MSCTO OT CbOBpakeHus 3a cu-
rYPHOCT, 1

(2) npegocTaBsHETO Ha KpeauTopa Ha Bb3MOXHOCTTa Aa npegssu actio
utilis, ako ONTLXHUKBT He e u3nonaean actio depositi.

Taka no BpemeTo Ha KOCTUHMAH Aeno3uTbT MMa ocBoboxaaBallo OencT-
BME — MpPM YCIOBME Ye OANTbXHUKBT He npeasieu actio depositi, Tbih KaToO B TaKkbB

cryyaii 3aabmkeHneTo 61 ce NoaHOBUMO™,
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GARCIA VAZQUEZ, M. del K. Extincién de la responsabilidad por depdsito o consignacion
de cosa debida. — En: La responsabilidad civil : de Roma al derecho moderno: IV Congreso
Internacional y VII Congreso Iberoamericano de Derecho Romano. A. M. Villar (Coord.).
Burgos, 2001, p. 415-428.
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