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»CONTRA IUS PRONUNTIARE"
3A HEOENCTBUTEJIHOCTTA HA CbOEBHOTO
PEWEHWVE, MSOAOEHO B NPOTUMBOPEYYE C
NMNPABOTO B KbCHOKJIIACNHECKATA PNMCKA
roPMCIrPyadeHLMA~

Mpod. A.H. AaHuun Ty3oB

CaHkT-lNeTepbyprckm AbpxaBeH yHuBepcuteT, Pycka degepaums

Pe3rome: B npoTrBopeune ¢ 0OCHOBHMA MOAES Ha KOHCTPYKUKMS Ha [TnocaTta v cneaBaH
B MakcuMmarnHa cTeneH OT CbBpeMeHHaTa JOKTpuHa, ce npepgnonara, Yye pumckaTa
topucnpygeHumna He nosHaesa efHO MpaBuro Mo OTHOWeHWe Ha sententiae contra
constitutiones (unn Han-obwo contra ius) datae. TBbpau ce, Ye 1 B Tasm mMaTepus,
KaKTo BbB Bpb3Ka C MHOrMO ApyrM npasHu npobnemu, npeacrasutenuTe Ha
topucnpyaeHumnaTa B UHAMBMAYyaNnM3npaHeTo Ha €4HO OCHOBaHWE 3a HULLIOXKHOCTTa Ha
peleHneTo, NpoTMBOpEeYaLlo Ha NPaBOTO Ce PBLKOBOAAT OT OTAENHUTE KOHKPETHU
Kasycu u TeHOeHUMo3Ho usbsareat ga opmynupar abcTpakTHM npasuna 3a
nosegeHve. TexHUTe CTaHOBMLLA HE BUHArM CcbBnagaT Nnomexay cu, KoeTo cromara
Aa ce bopmupa 1 passme ToBa 0COH6EHO ABMEHNE, HapeYveHo ius controversum. Npaswu
Ce 3aKNiyeHneTo, Ye NpoyyTuaT npuHumn Ha Mauep (D. 49.8.1.2), 6asupaH Ha
NPOTMBOMNOCTaBAHETO MeXAy pelleHusTa contra ius constitutionis n Tesn contra ius
litigatoris, e camMoO eOHO OT Bb3MOXHUTE OCHOBaHUA 3a HeOEeWCTBUTESNTHOCT Ha
peleHneTo 1 oTpassisa No-CKOPO €4HO SINYHO MHEHME Ha pPUCTa, OTKOSMKOTO eAuH
KOHCcONMuaupaH MpuvHUKUN, KOUTO € obLwonpmueT OT puMmckaTa HpUCNPYAEHUUs.
AHanusnpaHu ca crnegHute nstovHuum: Mac. 2 de appell. D. 49.8.1.2; Call. 3 cogn. D.
42.1.32; Ulp. 11 ad ed. D. 4.4.11.2; Alex. C. 7.64.2; Mod. |. sing. de enucl. cas. D.
49.1.19; Mod. 1 resp. D. 42.1.27.

Cratusata e otnevataHa nog 3arnaeue ‘Contra ius pronuntiare’. Sullinvalidita della sentenza
contraria a diritto nella riflessione giurisprudenziale tardoclassica. — In: Zeszyty Prawnicze, 2016,
no. 1, p. 219-236, n e npegocTaBeHa 3a NpeBoA M NyGrvMkyBaHe Ha 6bNrapckm e3nk B CNMCaHUETO
C U3PUYHOTO CbIMacue Ha aBTopa.
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»CONTRA IUS PRONUNTIARE"
ABOUT INVALIDITY OF JUDGEMENTS IN
BREACH OF SUBSTANTIVE LAW IN THE LATE
CLASSICAL ROMAN JURISTS

Prof. Daniil Tuzov, DSc
University of St. Petersburg, Russian federation

Abstract: Contrary to the general pattern of construction outlined already in the Glossa
and generally shared by the modern doctrine, it is assumed that Roman jurisprudence
did not shape a rule regarding sententiae contra constitutiones (or, in general, contra
ius) datae. It is argued that in this matter, as in many other legal issues, the iuris
prudentes identifying the nullity criteria for a judgment in breach of substantive law
proceeded from particular concrete cases and avoided, as a rule, formulating abstract
rules; their opinions did not always match, which brought about the development of a
particular phenomenon known as ius controversum. It is concluded that the wellknown
principle put forward by Macer (D. 49.8.1.2), and based on the opposition of the
judgments contra ius constitutionis and contra ius litigatoris, is only one of a number of
possible nullity criteria, which reflects a personal opinion of this lawyer, rather than a
well-established principle generally accepted by the Roman jurisprudence. Particular
attention is paid to the following sources: Mac. 2 de appell. D. 49.8.1.2; Call. 3 cogn.
D. 42.1.32; Ulp. 11 ad ed. D. 4.4.11.2; Alex. C. 7.64.2; Mod. I. sing. de enucl. cas. D.
49.1.19; Mod. 1 resp. D. 42.1.27.

Keywords: Roman law, cognitio extra ordinem, Roman civil procedure, sententia

contra ius, sententia contra constitutiones, nullity of judgment;
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1. BCTBIMNTENHN BENEXKA

[MpoTMBOpeUMeTo Ha CbAebHOTO peLleHne unu Ha Apyr NpaBeH akT ¢ nogobeH
XapakTtep C nMmnepaTopckute constitutiones, ¢ leges nnn B Han-obLy nnaH — c ius, e
Han-3Ha4YMMOTO OCHOBaHWe 3a HeAENCTBUTENHOCT, KOETO B KbCHOKIMacMyeckaTa enoxa
ce nobaBs KbM ApyruTe NpUHLUMNK, hopMMpaHn B pamkuTe Ha npoueca (ordo)!. Ctasa
BbNPOC 3a eANH-eAMHCTBEH Crly4yan B PUMCKOTO NpaBo, NP KONTO HULLOXHOCTTA Ha
npoueca ce AObJ/DKM Ha [onycHatata HecnpasBennMBOCT B HEro nopagu nopok in
iudicando nnu in procedendo, kaTo Npu ToBa ce NpMBEXAAT HE NPoLeCyarniHN MOTUBM,
a no cbLlecTBO. ToBa OCHOBaHME 3a HULLIOXHOCT Cce NosiBABa efga npu cognitio extra
ordinem, npu TOBa B KbCHOKNacu4yeckata enoxa, M MNO-TOYHO — MO BPeMeTo Ha
CeBepuTte?. B pumckus rpaxaaHcku npouec — ordo iudiciorum privatorum, cbaeGHoTO
pelleHne MO MpPUHUMM Ce CcYMTa 3a HULWOXHO camMo nopagu npouecyanHu
CbOOpaxeHMsa nnNu ako, Makap 1 opmanHo aa e nepdeKkTHO, TO € HENPUITOXUMO UNn
C HEeACHO cbabpXaHuwe. BanuoHocTTa Ha pelleHneTo e HanbfIHO He3aBucuma OT
HeroBaTa cnpaBeanmBocT*S. M e HanbIHO ECTECTBEHO, Y€ CbC Cb3AaBaHEeToO Ha ToBa
HOBO OCHOBaHWe 3a He4eNCTBUTENHOCT ,CaHKLMATA, KOSTO PUMCKOTO NpaBo npuaasa
Ha error in iudicando [...] e [...] BCbLLHOCT paswmpsiBaHe Ha KoHUenuuaTa 3a
HecbLLieCTBYBaHE Ha peLueHue [...], NPUHLMMHO npunaraHa camo 3a criyyanTe Ha Hau-
TEXKM errores in procedendo™.

OcHOBHUAT Npobnem € TOYHO Oa ce onpefenn KpuUTepusiT, criopes KOWTo
cbaebHOTO pelweHve (M Apyr npaBopasgaBaTenieH akT), KOeTO Ce OTKIOHSBa B
CBOETO CbAbpXaHWe OT HOPMaTUBHOTO npeanucaHve, CbabpXawo ce B
nMmnepaTopcka KOHCTUTYLUUSA UNu B ApYyr M3TOYHMK Ha NpPaBOTO, MOXe Aa ce cyuTa 3a
HULWoXHO. Cnopef NnpeobnagaBalloTo CTaHOBULLE B JOKTPUHATA ce NoAabpKa, Ye 3a

Oa 6bae 0baBeHO CbAeBHOTO peLleHre 3a HULLIOXKHO, He € JoCTaTbyHO Aa 6bae B

! Bxx. ORESTANO, R. L’appello civile in diritto romano. 2. ed. Torino, 1953, p. 276 s.

2 Cps. CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione. 1. Storia e legislazioni. Milano ; Torino ; Roma, 1920, p.
53 ss.; LAURIA, M. ‘Contra constitutiones’: primi appunti. Napoli, 1927, cbc 3arnasue ‘Contra
constitutiones’. — In: Studi e ricordi, Napoli, 1983, p. 79 s. (no-HaTaTbK UUTMpPam TOBa u3gaHue);
ORESTANO, R. L’'appello, cit., p. 278 s.; PUGLIESE, G. Note sull'ingiustizia della sentenza nel
diritto romano. — In: Studi in onore di Emilio Betti, Vol. 3. Milano, 1962, p. 775 s.; RAGGI, L. La
‘restitutio in integrum’ nella ‘cognitio extra ordinem’. Contributo allo studio dei rapporti tra diritto
pretorio e diritto imperiale in eta classica. Milano, 1965, p. 317 ss.

3 Bx. CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 27. Cps. n LAURIA, M. ‘Contra constitutiones’, cit.,
p. 77.

4 Bx. CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 38.
148/591



ISSN 2367-7007 IUS ROMANUM 1/2018

NpoTMBOpPEYMe C MpaBHa HOpMa®: MpoTMBOpeuYMeTo TpsibBa ga vMMma creumanHu
XapaKkTepUCTUKM, TPaAULMOHHO OnpedensiHv, KaTo ce uma npeasu yCcTaHOBEHOTO

Glossa u B oLle HAKOW TeKCTOBe OT enoxata Ha CesepuTe.

2. KPUTEPUAT HA MAKPOH (MAC. 2 DE APPELL. D. 49.8.1.2)
N NMPEOBNAOABALLOTO CTAHOBULLE HA OOKTPUHATA

MNPUMEPHUSAT M HaW-3HAYUTENEH TEeKCT MO Ta3u MaTepusi NPUHAANEXU Ha

MakpoH:

Mac. 2 de appell. D. 49.8.1.2: Item cum contra sacras constitutiones iudicatur, appellationis
necessitas remittitur. contra constitutiones autem iudicatur, cum de iure constitutionis, non de
iure litigatoris pronuntiatur. nam si iudex volenti se ex cura muneris vel tutelae beneficio
liberorum vel aetatis aut privilegii excusare, dixerit neque filios neque aetatem aut ullum
privilegium ad muneris vel tutelae excusationem prodesse, de iure constituto pronuntiasse
intellegitur: quod si de iure suo probantem admiserit, sed idcirco contra eum sententiam dixerit,
guod negaverit eum de aetate sua aut de numero liberorum probasse, de iure litigatoris
pronuntiasse intellegitur: quo casu appellatio necessaria est.

Tyk ce cbabpXa Wu3BecTHaTta [ABYCTpaHHa Bpb3ka contra  ius
constitutionis «» contra ius litigatoris, cuMTaHa 3a KpaWbrbfeH KaMbKk B UusanaTta
AOKTPUHA 3a HEBaANMOHOCTTA Ha CbAebHO pelleHne, NPON3HECEHO B NPOTMBOPEYME C
npaBHUTE HOPMU, @ CbLUO M 3a CaMUA KPUTEPUN 3a TakaBa HeLEeNCTBUTESHOCT. AKO
cbausiTa ce NpousHece Ye HUTO BPoAT Ha AeuaTa, HATO onpederieHa Bb3pacT, HUTO
HAKakBa npuBunerns 3a uuwieua morat ga ocBobogsaT efHo nuue oT yydacTue B
nyonuyHn penvHoctTM (munera) wWNUM  OT 3adbiDKEeHUs 3a YynpaxHsBaHe Ha
HacToOMHM4YecTBO (T.e. OTXBbPNs, B MPOTMBOpPEYME C [OEWNCTBALLOTO MNpaBo,
CbLLECTBYBaHETO Ha BanngHa Hopma, CrieioBaTesfiHO U HEMPUOXMMOCTTa 1), TOM ce
npousHacsa contra ius constitutionis n ToraBa HeroBoTO pelleHWe — sententia, e
HULWOXHO. AKO, 06paTHOTO, CbausiTa HE OTpUYa Ye NOCOYEHNTE OBCTOATENCTBA MOrar,
abcTpakTHO nornegHaTo, Aa gosenar Ao ocBoboxgaBaHe OT NyOGNNYHM 3a4bimKEHUS
WA HACTOMHMYECTBO, HO NMopaau rpelluka He M obBbp3Ba C NMMYHOCTTA Ha uweua,
TOoraBa TOW Ce npom3Hacs contra ius litigatoris n ToBa pelueHne moxe (M camo no Tasu
npuymnHa) aa ce obxanea, KOETO O3Ha4yaBa, Ye TO Ce cyuTa 3a BanvaHo.

ToBa npuMepHO UNCTpupaHe Ha npobnema Ham-obLo € NHTEPNPETUPAHO B

CbBpEMEHHaTa AOKTPMHA B CMUCBI, Ye NPOTMBOPEYMNETO C ius constitutionis, n ottam

5 Cps. Han-Beye LITEWSKI, W. Die rdmische Appellation in Zivilsachen. — In: RIDA, Vol. 12, 1965,
S. 379.
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HULLIOXXKHOCTTa, € caMO KoraTto pelueHneTo no abCTpakTeH HauyuH, KaTo rraBHa
npegnocTaBka B CUIIOrM3Ma 3a HEroBoTO MpuemaHe, npuemMa 3a OencTBallo npasBo
TOBa, KOETO BCBLLUHOCT He €°.

[pyr BbNpoC € Janu 1 B KakBa CTeneH npornaceHusaT oT MakpoH NpuHLmMn Moxe
Aa ce cyeTe 3a NpueT ,Han-obLo” OT pumckaTta ropucnpyaeHuus. No-ronsmaTa vyact
OT JOKTpMHaTa npuema, Bnpoyem, Ye BCbLLUHOCT KoHUenuuaTa Ha MakpoH npusHasa v
n3passiBa no Han-noAxXoAsLmMs 3a NPaBoTo OT enoxata Ha CeBepuTe HauYuH KpuTepus
32 HULOXHOCT Ha pelleHnsaTa, KOUTO MO CBOETO CbhbAbpXaHWe ca B NPOTMBOpeYMnE C
npasoTo (ius)’.

He moxe ga He ce oTbenexxum 4e NpUHUMNBLT, KOUTO NPoM3TUYa OT ByKBanHOTO
CbAbpXXaHuWe Ha TekcTa Ha MakpoH, npeAcTaBnsaBa eAHa YMCTO TeopeTUYHa, ngeanHa
KOHCTPYKUMSA, OOpWu, MOXe pfda ce Kaxe, ydebeH npumep. PasrpaHuyeHueTo,
dopMynMpaHo No TO3M Ha4MH OT HpUCTa, U NpocnefeHO OT CbBpPEMEHHUTE
TbNKyBaTenu, He 61 Morno ga uma, KakTo ocHoBaTenHo gonycka Lauria®, Hukakso
nNpakTM4ecKo 3HavyeHue. BCbLHOCT TBbpAe ACHUAT npumep, gageH oT MakpoH, 6u
npegcrasnsBan kasyc, KOMTO He Ou n3depnasn B pas3cbXaeHusiTa Ha PUMCKUTE IOPUCTU
BCUYKM XMMNOTE3N, B KOUTO MOXE [a Ce NposBsBa HULLOXHOCTTA Ha peLUeHUETO,
NPOU3HeCeHo contra constitutiones.

OtTamMm ¥ no-MekoTO TbNIKyBaHe Ha TO3M nacax, KoeTo ce pjasa oOT
CpegHOBeKOBHaTa lopucnpygeHums n oT HemckaTta AOKTpuHa Ha XIX B., cnopef KoUTo
6u 6uno gocTaTbyHO HapylLlaBaHETO Ha NpaBHaTa Hopma, AOPY U MO UMMNAUUUTEH
HauyWH, Aa Npou3ThYa OT CaMOTO peLLeHre, 3a ia Ce CYnUTa TO 3a HULLOXHO®. Ho egHO
TakoBa TbiIKyBaHe He MU m3rnexga npuemnueo. Ha nbpBo MsACTO, MakpoH KasBa
MHOIO SICHO — JOpY U CaMO KaTo NpuMep, Ye cbausTa TpsibBa OTKPUTO Aa oTpuya

CbLLEeCTBYBaHETO Ha AencTBalla npaBHa Hopma (si iudex dixerit neque [...]). Ha BTopo

Bx. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea critica di diritto romano (fasc. Il: L’Antitesi ‘lus-Facrum’ nelle fonti
Giustiniane). — In: Annali della Facolta di Giurisprudenza della Universita di Perugia, 1914, Vol.
[11.12, 1914, n In: Studi giuridici, Vol. 3, Milano, 1960, no. 1, p. 389 ss. (no-HaTaTbk Ce NO30BaBam
Ha ToBa usgaHune); CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 39 ss.

7 Bx. Hanp. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 390; CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 46;
ORESTANO, R. L’appello, cit., p. 279; LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische Appellation, cit., S. 379 ss.;
PERGAMI, F. L’appello nella legislazione del tardo impero. Milano, Giuffré, 2000, p. 261 s.

8  Bx. LAURIA, M. ‘Contra constitutiones’, cit., p. 80 s.

9 B To3n cMuckn e n ThnkyeaHeTo y LITEWSKI, W. Die réomische Appellation, cit., S. 381; APELT,
H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit im rémischen ProzeR, S. | e a. Schramberg, Gatzer & Hahn, [1937],
Beschreibung 111, S. 93 f.; KASER, M. und HACKL, K. Das rémische ZivilprozeRrecht, cit., S. 497,
n. 30.

150/591



ISSN 2367-7007 IUS ROMANUM 1/2018

MSACTO, TakoBa TbilKyBaHe OM OOBENO OO HEBBL3MOXHOCT NPUHUMNBLT Ha MakpoH aa
CNYXXWN KaTO KpUTEpWUn 3a pasrpaHnyaBaHe Ha HULLOXHUTE OT BanugHuTe cbaebHu
pelleHns. BCbLHOCT rpelukaTta Ha cbamsaTa nNpy ThIIKyBaHETO Ha NpaBHaTa Hopma 6u
O3Ha4aBana BbB BCEKM Cny4yanm no nogpasbupaHe ga ce npvema NpuHUMM, KONTO €
HECBbBMECTMM CbC CamaTta HopmMma 1 crnefoBaTtenHo Tpsibsa Aa AoBeae HULLOXHOCTTa
Ha peLLeHneTo; 4oKaTo 0OpaTHOTO € NOTBbPAEHO CbBCEM CMOKOWHO M B U3TOYHULUTE
(NpeguMHO B cTaHoBULLETO Ha KanucTpar, KoeTo e aHanm3anpam HakpaTko) — ye,
HanNpoTWB, TakaBa rpellka, JOpPUM U OYeBMOHA, He € B CbCTOsSIHME Oa [oBede Ao
HWULLIOXKHOCT Ha peLLeHneTo.

[a ce onutame ga pasbepem ganu HanctuHa B D. 49.8.1.2 ctaBa BbNpocC 3a
obLonpmsHaT NpUHUMM, KOWTO € YCTaHOBEH B enoxaTa Ha CeBepuTe, KakTto ce
nogabpXa ot AokTpuHaTa. CamaTta KoHuenumsi nspassea camo €HO OT Bb3MOXHUTE
paspelleHns Ha topucnpygeHumaTa no npobnema 3a oOueHKaTa Ha pelueHueTo,
NPOU3HECEHO B MPOTMBOpPEYME C HOopMa Ha MatepuanHoto npaBo. OBGUKHOBEHO B
nogkpena Ha nepdgekTHaTa TeopeTU4Ha KOHCTPYKLUMA Ha MakpoH ce npueexaaT HSKOU
Apyru cBedeHust oT uaTodHuumTe®, kouto e 6baaTt o6ekT Ha B To3u aHanua. [a

BMOMM B KakBa CTEMNeH 1€ HanCTtnHa NoTBbpXXaaBaT Ta3n KOHLUenuunA.

3. TPEWKA MO CbLWECTBO B NPUNOXXEHNETO HA NMPABHATA HOPMA
(CALL. 3 COGN. D. 42.1.32)

B notBbpxaeHue, NOCOYEeHUAT NPUHLMN OT nacaxa Ha MakpoH e Hamn-o0Lwo

noaabpiKaH U B cnegHnA TeKCT Ha KaJ'II/ICTpaTZ

Call. 3 cogn. D. 42.1.32: Cum prolatis constitutionibus contra eas pronuntiat iudex, eo quod
non existimat causam de qua iudicat per eas iuvari non videtur contra constitutiones
sententiam dedisse. ideoque ab eiusmodi sententia appellandum est: alioquin rei iudicatae
stabitur.

TeKCTbT Ha KaJ'IVICTpaT nporfiacgdBa eaHa Hanbl/l1HO ACHa naeda — 4e He BCAKO
npotTmBopedyne Ha peweHmneTto C npaBHa HOpma BOAM OO HULWOXHOCT Ha CaMOTO
pelweHne n 4ye, no-crieumnanHo, Mmoxe aa goseae Ao rpellka no CbLeCcTBO, T.€. NpeLlKka
npu rnpeueHkKaTta 3a NpuioxXnMocCcTTa Ha gageHa HoOpMa KbM KOHKPETHUA Ka3yC. ToBa
TBbpAeHne, un3udarno HeratnBHoO cbopmynmpaHo, HE Ka3Ba BCbLLWHOCT HULWIO 3a

NMO3UTUBHUS KPUTEPUI, Bb3 OCHOBA Ha KOMTO MOXe [Ja Ce NMOoAAbpKa HULLIOXKHOCT Ha

10 Bx. CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 41.
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pelleHMeTo nopaau NpoTMBOpeYMe C NpaBHa HopMma. Bnpouem, pasrnexgaHusT
nacax, Makap v a He NPOTUBOPEYM Ha npornaceHus oT MakpoH NPUHLMM, HE o U

noTBbpXaaBa Nno NoO3NTUNBEH HaunH1L,

4. MOCNEABALLO MNMOTBBP>XXAEHNE B MATEPUATA HA EXCUSATIONES
(ULP. 11 AD ED. D. 4.4.11.2)

B pnoktpuHaTa ce nogabpxa, Ye onosvumdarta ius constitutionis < ius litigatoris
€ Bb3 OCHOBA Ha TEKCT Ha YInuaH, KOUTO pasrnexaa cbliata matepmsa kato MakpoH,

T.€. excusatio contra constitutiones (HO B cneundunyHNA Kasyc Ha excusatio curae):

Ulp. 11 ad ed. D.4.4.11.2: Ex facto quaesitum est: adulescentes quidam acceperant
curatorem Salvianum quendam nomine: hic cum curam administrasset, beneficio principis
urbicam procurationem erat adeptus et apud praetorem se a cura adulescentium excusaverat
absentibus eis: adulescentes adierant praetorem desiderantes in integrum adversus eum
restitui, quod esset contra constitutiones excusatus. cum enim susceptam tutelam non alii
soleant deponere, quam qui trans mare rei publicae causa absunt vel hi qui circa principem
sunt occupati, ut in consiliarii Menandri Arrii persona est indultum, meruisset autem Salvianus
excusationem, adulescentes quasi capti in integrum restitui a praetore desideraverant. Aetrius
Severus quia dubitabat, ad imperatorem Severum rettulit: ad quam consultationem successori
eius Venidio Quieto rescripsit nullas partes esse praetoris: neque enim contractum proponi
cum minore annis viginti quinque: sed principes intervenire et reducere hunc ad
administrationem, qui perperam esset a praetore excusatus.

EovH HacToriHMk e ocBob6ogeH OT HaCTOMHWMYECTBO, 3aW0TO MofnyyaBa Mo
BonaTa Ha npuHuenca (beneficio principis) HasHavyeHne B Pum (procuratio urbica).
HenbnHoneTHUTe, NOCTaBEeHW MO HEroBOTO HACTOMHWYECTBO, KOUTO He ca Ounu
Npu3oBaHu B NpoLieCa, B KOMTO € NpueTo ocBoboX4aBaHETO My OT TOBA 3a4bl/KEHUe
(excusatio), uckat OT npeTopa in integrum restitutio, cakaw ca capti, KaTo ce
MOTMBMpAT C hakTa, 4Ye ToBa OCBOOOXAaBaHe € HanpaBeHO B MPOTMBOpeEYME C
MMMNepaTopckuTe KOHCTUTYUMM (contra constitutiones), 3awoTo TOBa OCHOBaHUE,
M3TbKHATO OT HACTOMHMKA N NPUETO OT npeTopa, KakBOTO € procuratio urbica, He e
cnomeHato B Te3an KoHctuTyuuun. Wmnepatop Centumunm CeBep oOTroBapsi, 4e
NPeTopbT HAMA CbOTBETHA (PYHKUMS MO TO3W Crlyyaun, crieqoBaTenHo He MoXe da
noctaHoBM in integrum restitutio, 3awWoOTO HAMA HWKaKbB [JOrOBOP C JULETO,

HEHaBBLPLUUIO 25 roguHu; Takaea MAPKa Ovxa mMornn ga NocTaHoBAT caMO caMuTe

11 Cps. APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 94; BONINI, R. | ‘Libri de cognitionibus’ di Callistrato.
Ricerche sull’'elaborazione giurisprudenziale della ‘cognitio extra ordinem’. Vol. I. Milano, Giuffre,
1964, p. 63 s.; LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische Appellation, cit., S. 383.
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nmnepatopul?, Kouto Oa BbpHaAT OOpPaTHO HACTOWHMKA B HeEroBuTe YHKUMM MO
HaCTOMHNYECTBO, OT KOMTO NOrpeLlHo (perperam) ca ro oceodoaunnu.

TpagnumoHHo, KaTo ce 3ano4yHe OT rnocatoputel®, Tosm nacax e TbIKyBaH B
CMUCBN 4e nporfacsBa HULWOXHOCT No npaBo (ipso iure) Ha [geuncrtBudaTa Mo
ocBoboXxaaBaHe (excusatio) Ha HaCTOMHMKA, W 4e B Crnyyasa ce npeacraBs
AnanekTukaTa contra ius constitutionis < contra ius litigatoris, NOTBbpXXAaBanku TOBa,
koeTo npuema u MakpoH!*. Ho egHO TakoBa TbIIKyBaHe He W3rnexga HambIHO
cUrypHo. BspHO e, 4e Ha npbB norneq cutyauusita, onMcaHa oT YnnuaH, uarnexga
NoYTM MOEHTUYHA Ha Ta3un, aHanuaupaHa ot MakpoH B D. 49.8.1.2%%: 1 B aBaTta crny4yas
pasnopeabaTta npuBmgHo ce cbnbckBa, crnoped TepmuHonorusta Ha MakpoH
(nogyeptaBam — HeusnosnidaBaHa OT YNNuaH) C MpaBOTO OT UMMepaTopckuTe
KOHCTMTYUMK (contra ius constitutionis) ¢ nocneanua HULWOXHOCT Ha PELLUEHMETO.

BecbuwHocT obaye cuntam, ye nma obnboka pasnuka Mexay Aparta cnyyas, Taka
KakTO ca onucaHu B pa3srnegaHuTe TekctoBe. [lo-cneumanHo, gokato MakpoH
onpegens HeaBYCMMUCIIEHO pPELUEHMETO KaTo HULLOXHO, YNnuaH ce Bb3gbpxa OT
KakBaTo v Aa e ksanuukaumna. OBLLOoNpMeToTOo ThilKyBaHe Ha YNNUaHOBUS TEKCT B
CMUCBI1 HAa HULLOXHOCT Ha NPeTOPCKOTO peLleHne (KoeTo o4eBMOHO BU U3KMKYMIO in
integrum restitutio) ce ocHoBaBa Ha U3pasuTe, Bb3NpUeTn B UMNEPaTOPCKUS PECKPUNT,
N Ha KOMUTO Ce Mo3oBaBa YnnuaH — perperam esset a praetore excusatus e nullas
partes esse praetoris'®. Mo moe MHeHune oGaye, perperam uarnexana osHadvasa Mo-
CKOpo ,N0 HenpasBwuieH HayuH®, ,HecnpaseasMeo®, ,NOrpeLiHo’, HO He W
,HeOJencTBuTenHo, cnegoBaTeNIHO HUWO He Cce Ka3Ba 3a BanugHocTTa Ha
cnomeHaToTo peleHue. o oTHoweHne Ha u3pasa “nullas partes esse praetoris’,
OykBanHoO ToBa O3HayaBa ,HAMa HMKAKBO 3aAdbliPKeHMEe Ha npeTopa“, cnegosaTesriHoO

NPOCTO Ce oTpU4a NPUNOXMMOCTTa B TO3M Clydan Ha in integrum restitutio, 6e3 obave

12 CnomeHaBaHeTO 3a KOHCTUTYLIMM B MHOXECTBEHO 4YUCIO Ce ObMku Ha dakta, ye ot 198 r.

Kapakana e nmnepaTtop 3aeaHo ¢ 6awa cn Centumuin Ceep.

13 pPANDECTARUM seu Digestum vetus luris civilis Tomus Primus. Venetiis, 1581, p. 346: “Adversus
sententiam ipso iure nullam, minor non restituitur, sed res in pristinum statum reducitur per iudicem
competentem. Bar.”; 346 n: “excusatio data absentibus adolescentibus non tenuit ipso iure”.

14 Bx. LAURIA, M. lus. Visioni romane e moderne. Lezioni. 3. ed. Napoli, 1967, p. 249; Id., ‘Contra

constitutiones’, cit., p. 80; RAGGI, L. La ‘restitutio’, cit., p. 346, 348, 350.

Tpsabea ga ce orbenexn, 4e MHOro OT MOTMBUTE 3a excusatio, npegBapuTenHO BbBEOEHU 3a
NonevymnTencTBOTO, NO-KbCHO CE Pa3npocTUpaT U NO OTHOLLEHWE HA HAaCTOMHUYECTBOTO — BX. MO-
cneumanHo CERVENCA, G. Studi sulla cura minorum. 2. In tema di excusationes dalla cura
minorum. — In: BIDR, Vol. 77, 1974, p. 201 s.

16 Bx. Hanp. LAURIA, M. lus, cit., p. 249.

15
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Aa ce 00scHsABa 3awo. B cblWOTO BpeMe OCHOBAHMETO 3a HEMNpUIOXMMOCTTa Ha
PECTUTYTOPHOTO CPeACTBO MOXe Aa 6bae He HULLIOXKHOCTTA Ha excusatio, a no-ckopo,
KaTo ce npegnonara HemHata BanMAHOCT, HeobxoguMMocTTa [a ce M3nonsea Apyr
Ha4nH 3a obxanBaHe, pasfnmyeH oT in integrum restitutio. I HancTnHa, TO4HO 3a TakoBa
CpeacTBO CTaBa BbMNPOC B Kpasi Ha nacaxa: principes intervenire et reducere hunc ad
administrationem [...]. mnepatopbT u3rnexga Tyk NOTBbpXAaBa — No obuw, u
abCcTpakTeH HauyuH, HE3aBUCMMO OT NpeacTaBeHust Npea Hero KOHKpeTeH kasyc (sed
principes intervenire et reducere hunc ad administrationem, qui perperam esset a
praetore excusatus), cBosiTa CcOOGCTBEHa KOMMETEHTHOCT!!, kaTo npu3HaBa
HeobXoAMMOCTTa OT Hameca Ha Mo-BMCOKO HMBO'® U CbOTBETHO Ha eauH pasfnnyeH oT
caMus NpeTop opraH, KaTo To3n opraH TpsibBa ga B3eme peLLeHne No Bbhnpoca.

Taka moxem fa HanpaBuM 3akrfoyeHue, Ye YNnMaHoBUAT TEKCT, Makap 1 ga
He ce MPOTUBOMOCTaBS Ha KOHUENuusTa contra ius constitutionis, noggbpXaHa oT

MakpoH, He JaBa 1 HUKaKBO MO3UTMBHO 40Ka3aTencTBO B HellHa noakpenald,

5. KPUTEPUAT 3A MPELIEHKA B EOVH MMMEPATOPCKW PECKPUMT
(ALEX. C. 7.64.2)

B noTBbpXOAEeHNe Ha KoHuenuunAatTa Ha MaKpOH ce uuntunpa 0BunKHOBEHO eaHa

KOHCTUTYUMS Ha AnekcaHabp Cesep:

Imp. Alexander Severus A. Capitoni C. 7.64.2 pr. (a. 226%°): Si, cum inter te et aviam defuncti
guaestio de successione esset, iudex datus a praeside provinciae pronuntiavit potuisse
defunctum et minorem quattuordecim annis testamentum facere ac per hoc aviam potiorem
esse, sententiam eius contra tam manifesti iuris formam datam nullas habere vires palam est
et ideo in hac specie nec provocationis auxilium necessarium fuit. § 1. Quod si, cum de aetate
quaereretur, implesse defunctum quartum decimum annum ac per hoc iure factum
testamentum pronuntiavit, nec provocasti aut post appellationem impletam causa destitisti,
rem iudicatam retractare non debes.

o B NMocaTa Ha EapTonyC no OTHOLWEeHUe Ha TO3U Ka3yC ce CnoMeHaBa MMnepaTtopbT KaTo iudex

competens (BX. no-rope 6en. 13).

18 TpyaHo Moxe Aa ce onpeaeny CblIHOCTTa Ha ToBa paspelueHne. Cpe. RAGGI, L. La ‘restitutio’,

cit., p. 349, n. 142. Bx. No OTHOLLEHME Ha AUCKYCUATa MEXAY rnocaTopute, cnomeHaTa y Akypcui:
PANDECTARUM [...] Tomus Primus, cit., p. 346.

19 3a cpasHeHue Bx. LAURIA, M. ‘Contra constitutiones’, cit., p. 81 (HO C pa3nnyn 0CHOBaHMS).

20 NaTtupaHeTo e Bb3MOXHO BnarogapeHune Ha CKOPOLLHOTO OTKpUTUE Ha Fragmenta Vallicelliana: Bx.

CORCORAN, S. J. J. New subscripts for old rescripts: the ‘Vallicelliana’ fragments of Justinian
Code Book VII. — In: ZSS, Vol. 126, 2009, p. 410.
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CTtaBa BbMNpOC 3a HAacneACcTBEH CNOp MexXay uuleua (3akoHeH HacnegHuk — ab
intestato) n 6abata Ha NoOYMHaNUA HEMbIIHOMETEH CbCTABUTEST Ha 3aBeELLAHUETO,
onpegeneHa OT Hero Kato HacrnegHuk. AKO cbausiTa ce Mpou3Hece 4e U nuuaTa,
HeHaBbpWMNK 14 roaMHW, mMoraT Oa CbCTaBAT 3aBellaHMe U CbOTBETHO MPaBHOTO
nonoxeHne Ha 6abata e no-gobpo, ToraBa peLeHneTo e B NPoTUBOpeYne ¢ egHa
HanbNHO fICHa npaBHa Hopma (contra tam manifesti iuris formam datam), T.e. ¢
HopMaTta, Crnopen KOATO HEMb/IHOMETHUTE HAMAaT 3aBellyaTenHa OeecrnocoOHOCT
(testamenti factio activa), TO € HULLOXXHO U CPeLLy HEro He e HeobxoaMMo aa ce nogasa
Xanba. Ako obaye cbausTa npuemMe MorpellHo, Ye NoYMHaNUAaT KbM MOMEHTa Ha
CbCTaBsiHE Ha 3aBEeLlaHNEeTO € Mmarn HaBbplueHn 14 roauHMW, peLLIeHneTo e BanngHo
N, aKo He Obae CbOTBETHO 0GXXanBaHO, NOANEXM HA U3MbIIHEHNE.

O6GUKHOBEHO pasrneXxgaHnaT pPeckpunT ce BnucBa B MPOTUBOMOCTABAHETO
contra ius constitutionis <> contra ius litigatoris, pa3paboTBaHO OT CbBpemMeHHaTa
[IOKTPUHA, KOATO crnefBa TbiKyBaTenHaTa NUHUS Ha rnocatopute?l, kakto n egHo
TOYHO cboTBeTcTBME Mexay C. 7.64.2 n D. 49.8.1.222,

BcblwHocT OykBanHOTO 3Ha4YeHMe Ha TekcTa e no-crneuvanHo B gymarta
pronuntiavit, kato ce pa3bupa 4ye cbausiTa U3puYHO U1 in abstracto npoBb3rnacsiza no
OTHOLUEeHME Ha HenbIHONEeTHUTEe 3aBellaTerniHa geecrnocobHocT (testamenti factio):
Taka usrnexga 4Ye ToBa € BCbLUHOCT OCHOBAHWETO AUCKYTUPAHUAT cryyanm ga obae
TPaguLMOHHO OTHACSAH KbM KOHLENuMaTa contra ius constitutionis Ha MakpoH.

Bce nak, no moe MHeHue, He3aBUCMMO 4Ye peckpunTbT Ha Anekcanabp Cesep
cbAbpXa nNpuMep, KOWTO € TBbpae nogobeH Ha To3u, pasrnegaH ot MakpoH (6e3
obaye ga ce u3nonsea pasnukaTa, ycTaHoBeHa oT MakpoH B TEpMUHOMOIMATa Ha ius

constitutionis « ius litigatoris), B ocHoBaTa Ha paspeLleHMeTO, KOETO CbLUHOCTHO €

21 Bx. Codicis Dn. lustiniani Sacratissimi Principis Imperatoris Augusti Libri IX. priores [...] Tomus

Quartus. Venetiis, 1592, p. 2215, gl. a C. 7.64.2: “Sententia lata contra ius constitutionis, est ipso
iure nulla: secus si contra ius litigatoris. h. d. secundum Bar.”. He nunceat obaye u gpyru
TbIKyBaHus (BX. ibidem).

22 Cps. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 389; CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 41, 44;

APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 94; KOSCHAKER, P. [Recensione a] H. Apelt, Die
Urteilsnichtigkeit im romischen Prozel3. — In: ZSS, Vol. 58, 1938, S. 361, n. 3; ORESTANO, R.
L’appello, cit., p. 281 ss.; LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische Appellation, cit., S. 380 f., u B no-HoBaTa
nutepaTtypa MURILLO VILLAR, A. La motivacion de la sentencia en el proceso civil romano. — In:
Cuadernos de Historia del Derecho, Madrid, Complutense, 1995, no. 2, p. 34 s. [locTbnHa u Ha
http://revistas.ucm.es/index.php/CUHD/article/view/
CUHD9595110011A/20522; PERGAMI, F. L’'appello, cit., p. 261 s. Opyro ce npuema oT LAURIA,
M. ‘Contra constitutiones’, cit., p. 81, 3a koroto peckpuntbT Ha AnekcaHgbp CeBep He e naparnerneH
Ha D. 49.8.1.2 (BX. n gpyr1 B § 7), HO NO NPUYUHK, pa3NIUYHK OT TE€3U, KOUTO LLe pasrnegame no-
HaTaTbK.
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NMOEHTUYHO, CTON eAMH HaMbITHO PasfiMyeH MOTUB: HULLOXHOCTTa Ha peLleHneTo ce
AbIDKW, M3MON3BalkMm AOymMuTe OT TeKCTa, Ha dakta 4e CamMoTO pelleHne e
noctaHoBeHO contra tam manifesti iuris formam, T.e. npu TBbLpPAE OYEBUOHO
npoTMBOpeYMe C npaBHata HopmaZ3. B To3an cmucbn uarnexagat HeobocHoBaHu?*
CbMHEHMsITa 3a MHTepnonauumy No OTHOLLEHWE Ha pasrnexaaHuTe uspasm?®, makap u
Te Ja ca pedkM B KracuyeckuTe W3TOMHUMUM W BCe Nak fa ce cpewaT B
npegcTuHMaHoBuTe n3todHuum (Consultatio 9, 19; Fragmenta Vaticana 281).

BCbLHOCT HME cMe m3npaBeHn npea NpoTMBOMNOCTaBAHE Ha pelleHne contra
ius constitutionis 1 Ha peleHne contra ius litigatoris (kakTo TeopeTnsnpa MakpoH),
Taka KakTo mMexay erorr iuris (pr.) n obukHoBeH error facti (§ 1)%6. Bnpoyem, BApHO e
Yye HAKOM ThIIKYBaT €ITor iuris Taka KakTo € OnMcaH B KOHCTUTYLMATA, KOMTO MOXe Aa
Obae onpedeneH CbLLO U KaTo B NPOTUBOPeYne ¢ ius constitutionis, makap 4e ¢ ToBa
He ce u3yepnea Tasu Kkateropus. PeweHneto moxe aa 6bae B NpoTUBOpeYmne ¢ eaHa
manifesti iuris forma n cnegoBaTenHo Aa € HULWOXHO — HEe caMO 3aLLoTO ce No3oBaBa
OTKPUTO Ha HecCbleCTByBalla HOpMa unM obpaTHOTO — OTpuMya CbluecTByBaLla
(kpuTEPUAT Ha MakpoOH), HO CbLLIO 1 KaTO CNEeACTBME OT e4HO HENPAaBUITHO TbIIKyBaHe
Ha HaMbITHO AICHa HOpMa.

OueBNOHO € Ye KPUTEPUAT 3a HULLOXKHOCT, Bb3NPUET B pecKpunTa Ha
AnekcaHaobp CeBep, He ce cbrnacyBa — NOHe He doopMarsriHO, C NPeanoXeHus oT
MakpoH, n 61 Morbn ga ce Bb3npuMeMe KaTo anTepHaTMBEH KPUTEPUI 3a oLeHKa Ha
peleHnaTa, NPOU3HECEHW B MPOTUBOpPEYME C HOPMATMBHUTE npeanucaHusa 3a

pa3nnyaBaHe Ha HAULWLOXHUTE OT BalrinaHNTE peLleHnA.

22 ToBa He e eKBMBANEHTHO Ha »2ABHO MPOTMBOMNOCTAaBAHE Ha HopmaTa“. KakTto To4yHO oTOens3Ba

LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische Appellation, cit., S. 383, npoTMBOpeYNETO Ha eagHa SicHa HOpMa MOXe
na e 6unod sBHO, GUNO CKPUTO.

24 Cps., Makap v ¢ U3BECTHU CbMHeHusi, APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 95, n. 240.

25 Hanp. y BIONDI, B. Appunti intorno alla sentenza nel processo civile romanon — In: Studi in onore

di Pietro Bonfante. Vol. 4. Milano, 1930, p. 69, n. 152, p. 74; BX. cbwo n MURILLO VILLAR, A. La
motivacion, cit., p. 35.

26 B pecKkpunTa ce NnpmMnomMHsa ,M3BECTHOTO pa3rpaHnveHmne Mmexay rpellka B npaBoTo U rpellka BbB

daktute* — BX. RAGGI, L. Studi, cit.,, p. 72. Cnopeg ORESTANO, R. L’appello, cit., p. 283,
NPOTUBOPEYNETO B NOCHEAHUS CMUCHIT 61 B0 NO-CKOPO MMMNITULUTHO.
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6. KPUTEPUAT 3A OLIEHKA B OBLWOTO ONPEAENEHVME HA MOOECTUH
(MOD. L. SING. DE ENUCL. CAS., D. 49.1.19)

Cneppally KpuTepuin 3a onpefensiHe ganv pelleHneTo, NPOU3HeceHo contra
constitutiones prolatae, € HULWOXHO MNK BanuMaHO, Ce CbAbpXa B €QuH nacax Ha

MopecTuH:

Mod. I. sing. de enucl. cas. D.49.1.19: Si expressim sententia contra iuris rigorem
data fuerit, valere non debet: et ideo et sine appellatione causa denuo induci potest. non iure
profertur sententia, si specialiter contra leges vel senatus consultum vel constitutionem fuerit
prolata. unde si quis ex hac sententia appellaverit et praescriptione summotus sit, minime
confirmatur ex hac praescriptione sententia. unde potest causa ab initio agitari.

MacaxbT 0BUKHOBEHO ce UnTupa, Kakto 1 peckpuntbT Ha AnekcaHabp Cesep
U Opyrute pasrfiedaHu Mo-rope nacaxu, KaTto NOTBbpXAeHue (a Cblo W KaTo
0606LLeHne?’) Ha NpuHuMna, cbabpxall ce y MakpoH?8. Ho BCbLUHOCT TOBa He e Taka.
Kputepusar, npeanoxeH ot MoaecTuH, € OCHOBaH Ha dopmynata “si ‘expressim’
sententia contra iuris rigorem data fuerit [...]". CnegoBaTenHo HULLIOXXHO € peLleHneTo,
KOETO M3PUYHO e B NpoTMBopeune c ius?®. Mpu nuncarta Ha Opyry YTOYHEHUS B TO3M
nacax Mm ce CTpyBa, Ye 3a MogecTuH n3puyHo (expressim) NpoTUBOMONOXHO Ha ius
lwe 6bae peleHMeTo, 3acerHaTto OT OYeBMAHAa Error iuris, a He camo TOBa, KOeTO
OTKPUTO K abCTpaKTHO Npornacsasa NpyMHUMI, NPOTMBOPEeYaLl, Ha NpaBHaTa Hopma, T.e.
contra ius constitutionis B cmucbna, ynotpebeH ot MakpoH. o T03n Bbnpoc Buxme
MO Oa NpPeanonioxum, 4e crnopen kputepuss Ha MogecTuH we ce cmsaTaT 3a
HULLLOXXHN W peLLeHusiTa, KOUTO OTKPUTO MpornacsasaT NpaBumio, pasfMyHo OT pearnHo
CbLUECTBYBALLIOTO, KaKTo € B npumMepuTe, AageHn oT MakpoH M OoT umnepckaTta
kaHuenapusa Ha AnekcaHabp Cesep. C apyrv gymu, cnpsMo kputepuss Ha MakpoH

TO3n Ha MoaecTuH narnexaga c No-LLNPOKO I'IpI/IJ'IO)KeHI/IGSO.

27 Cps. LAURIA, M. lus, cit., p. 255; ARU, L. Il processo civile contumaciale. Studio di diritto romano.

Roma, 1934, p. 192.

28 Bx. Hanp. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 390 s.; CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 41;
ORESTANO, R. L’appello, cit., p. 277 s.; BX. no cbwecTtBo cbwo 1 LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische
Appellation, cit., S. 383; MURILLO VILLAR, A. La motivacion, cit., p. 32, n. 98, p. 35, n. 111.

2% Bx. KOSCHAKER, P. [Recensione a] H. Apelt, Die Urteilsnichtigkeit im H. Apelt, Die
Urteilsnichtigkeit im romischen Prozel3, cit., S. 360, n. 3; LITEWSKI, W. Die romische Appellation,
cit., S. 382 (Bce nak aBTOPBLT B KpaliHa CMeTKa OTpu4a aBTOHOMMSATA Ha TO3M KPUTEPUN — BX. N.
30). Usrnexpa, Ye He ro B3ema nog BHumaHve n PERGAMI, F. L’appello, cit., p. 260 s.

%0 Cps. cbuwo u LITEWSKI, W. Die rémische Appellation, cit., S. 381 (Makap 4Ye To3n aBTop U3rnexaa

naeHtTuduumpa kputepmsa Ha MogecTuH ¢ uspaseHus BbB oparmeHTa Ha MakpoH 1 peckpunTta Ha
Anekcanabp Cesep).
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Kato ce nma npeasug ToBa, AymaTa expressim npugobusa ocobeHa BaXXHOCT
BbB Bpb3Kka C onpefensaHeTo Ha pasrpaHUYUTENHUA KPUTEPUN MeXOY HULLIOXKHUTE U
BanNUAHNTE peLleHns, NPOM3HECEHU B NMPOTMBOpPEYME C HOPMATUBHUTE NpeannucaHus.
Mo oTHOLWIEHWNe Ha Hes HAMa npeanonaraemu uHTepnonauumst, Tpsa6ea obade aa ce
oTbenexu nuncaTta Ha KOHKPETHU JoKasaTerncTBa B Nof3a Ha CbLUHOCTHUSA XapakTep
Ha pasrnexgaHata gyma. Komucuata Ha TpuboHMaH He e Morna ga umMa HUKaKbB
BanuaeH MOTUB [la Npepasrrega no TakbB HauMH aHanuanpaHnsa Tekct2. Taka gymata
expressim gaBa Bb3MOXHOCT fa ce OBSCHM CMUCHMBLT Ha paspelleHUMeTOo, KOeTo
CbLUMAT topuCT Aaea B D. 42.1.27 kaTto cBoeobpaseH responsum Ha eguH KOHKpeTeH
Kasyc, KOUTO Ha NpbB nornen msrnexga nonaga WM3BbH NPUHUMNG, YTBbPOEH B
D. 49.1.19:

Mod. 1 resp. D. 42.1.27: Praeses provinciae usuras usurarum condemnavit contra leges et
sacras constitutiones ideoque Lucius Titius contra prolatam sententiam iniustam praesidis
appellavit: quaero, cum non secundum legem Titius provocasset, an exigi possit pecunia
secundum condemnationem. Modestinus respondit, si sententiae certa quantitas continetur,
nihil proponi, cur iudicati agi non possit.

Ynpasutenat Ha egHa npoBuHUMA ocbxpa Jlyuun Tuuum ga nnatv nuxsa
Bbpxy nuxeata. OT MOMEHTA, B KONTO TOBa peLLeHnE ce COMbCKBA, KaKTO € Ka3aHo B
TEKCTa, CbC 3aKOHUTE N MMMNEPATOPCKNTE KOHCTUTYLIMN, OCBAEHOTO NnLe ro obxanea.

Mpen MogecTuH ce noctaes BbMNPOC: Thbi KaTo Xxanbata Ha Jlyumn Tuunn He e
Ha OCHOBaHME Ha 3akoHa (secundum legem), Bb3MOXHO N € Aa ce cbbepe OT Hero
cymara, onpegeneHa B pewieHmeto? OTroBopbT Ha MogeCcTuH e, Ye LLIOM peLLeHNEeTo
onpegens certa quantitas 6e3 ga cnomeHaBa nMxBu (Usurae), xandonogaTenaTt HAMa
HMKaKBO OCHOBaHMe, Bb3 OCHOBA Ha KOETO Aa MoXe Aa npeassu actio iudicati.

Okono 103K nacax ce pasrpblua egHa 6eskpariHa auckycus. MNpobnemsT € B
ABHOTO NPOTUBOpEeYMNe Mexay ABaTta AUCKYTUpaHu Tekcta Ha MoaecTnH33. [lokato B
nbpBus — D. 49.1.19, lopUCTHLT Npuema 4e peLLleHneTo, NPON3HECEHO B NPOTUBOpEYME

CbC 3aKOHa, HAMa NpaBHO 3HadeHue (sententia contra iuris rigorem data valere non

31 Bx. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 391. Cps. cbuo BIONDI, B. Appunti, cit., p. 69, n. 152;
APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 95 f.; KOSCHAKER, P. [Recensione a] H. Apelt, Die
Urteilsnichtigkeit im rémischen Prozel}, cit., S. 360, n. 3. B no-HOBO Bpeme TakuBa CbMHEHUS ce
cnogensaT Hanp. oT MURILLO VILLAR, A. La motivacion, cit., p. 32, n. 98.

82 Bx. RAGGI, L. Studi, cit., p. 91 s.
33 Bx. KASER, M. und HACKL, K. Das rémische Zivilprozessrecht, cit., S. 497, n. 30.
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debet), BbB BTOpMA — D. 42.1.2.7 TON TBBPAM OBPATHOTO — M3NBIHMMOCTTA Ha
peLleHneTo, NPoM3HeCceHo contra leges et sacras constitutiones.

Mo MOe MHeHue, He3aBUCUMO OT pasNUYHUTE HOBW MpPEanoXeHna 3a
paspellaBaHe Ha S€BHOTO MpPOTUBOpeuYMe Mexady [nOBaTa Tekcrta®®, ocTaBa
HenpeoaonMMo CTaHOBULLIETO, U3pa3eHo Npeam No4YTn oceM Beka B Glossa®®. Cnopen
Hero BbB BTOPUSA TEKCT Ce CbAbpXa responsum Ha MoaecTuH, KaTo 3Ha4YeHMeTOo Ha
cbaebHOTO pelleHne He ce CbCTOoM Aa pasKpue SBHO, U3PUYHO NPOTMBOPEYME CbC
3akoHa (ius), T.e. 3abpaHa 3a aHaToLM3Ma, KaTo Ce B3eMe NpeaBus Ye oCbXaaHeTo e
HanpaBeHO 3a onpefeneHa cyma (certa quantitas). [loctaTb4HO € Aa ce Kaxe, 4ye
CbausiTa He Ce e NPOM3HECHI OTKPUTO 3a NNXBa BbPXY NMxBarta (usurae usurarum), a
3a UANOCTHO AbIKMMaTa cyma oT oTBeTHMKa3®. OT Tasu rmeaHa Touka e 04eBMaHO, Ye
Aymarta expressim ce siBsiBa BCbLUHOCT KpUTEPUN 3a pasrpaHMyaBaHe Mexay ABe
pa3nuyHu paspelleHuns Ha MogectuH: B D. 42.1.27 npoTuBopeuneTo c leges et sacras

constitutiones He e NnpoABEHO U1 cliegoBaTesIHO HE MOXKe [ia Ce onpenesin KaTto TakoBa.

7. SAKINIOYEHUE

HanucaHoTo no-rope gaBa OCHOBaHME fa ce NPEAnonoXu — 3a pasnuka ot
TOBa, KOETO criefiBa OoT OOLIOTO Bb3Npusitue, odyeptaHo ot Glossa®’ n cneaeaHo ot
CbBpeMeHHaTa [OKTpUHA, Ye puMcKaTa pUCMPYAEeHUMss He ro3HaBa SICHO

onpepeneHo npasuniio B MmatepumndaTa Ha pelleHnAaTa, NnoctaHoBeHU B MNMpoTuBopevne

34 Bx. no To3u npobnem Hanp. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 392 ss.; BIONDI, B. Appunti, cit., p.
69, n. 152; APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 96 ff.; MARTINI, R. Intorno al cosidetto ‘appello
dell’assente’. — In: Archivio Giuridico, Vol. 160, 1961, p. 34, n. 17; PIKULSKA, A. Anatocisme. C.
4,32,28,1: ‘Usuras semper usuras manere’. — In: RIDA, Vol. 45, 1998, p. 442 (gocTbnHa U Ha
http://local.droit.ulg.ac.be/sa/rida/file/1998/

PIKULSKA.pdf); MURILLO VILLAR, A. Anatocismo: Historia de una prohibicién. — In: Anuario de
historia del derecho esparol, Vol. 69, 1999, p. 506 ss.; VITTORIA, C. Le ‘usure usurarum’
convenzionali e I'ordine pubblico economico a Roma. — In: Labeo, Vol. 49, 2003, p. 314 ss.;
FASOLINO, F. Studi sulle usurae. Salerno, 2006, p. 52 ss.; Id., Le usurae rei iudicatae. — In: Diritto
e storia, 2006, Vol. 5 (OocTtbnHa 7] Ha http://www.dirittoestoria.it
/5/Tradizione-Romana/Fasolino-Usurae-rei-iudicatae.htm); CHERCHI, A. Ricerche, cit., p. 148 ss.

35 KbMm paspelueHuneTo B Glossa-Ta ce npucbeamnsisat LITEWSKI, W. Die rdmische Appellation, cit.,

S. 382, n. 33; RAGGI, L. Studi, cit., p. 86 ss. Bx. B cbLina cMnCb, Makap 1 6e3 no3oBaBaHe Ha
Glossa-ta, MURILLO VILLAR, A. La motivacion, cit., p. 38 ss. (cfr.); CHERCHI, A. Ricerche, cit.,
p. 151 s.

“[...] Dico condemnavit, scilicet tacité, non expressé, alias non valeret ipso iure sententia [...]
Accur.” (Pandectarum seu Digestorum luris civilis. (tomus tertius: Infortiatum, Digestum Novum).
Venetiis, 1581, p. 372 ).

Mpn obsicHeHueTo Ha cboTHoweHneTo mexay D. 49.1.19 n D. 42.1.27 nosmuudata B Glossa-Ta
nsrnexaa npMemnuBa, Kakto ce nogabpxa B NpeaxoaHus naparpad.

36

37
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CbC 3aKoHa — sententiae contra constitutiones (Mnn no-obwo — contra ius) datae. A
TYK, KaKTO 1 MPX MHOrO ApYyr1 NpaBHU Npobremu, Npu onpeaensiHeTo Ha Kputepuin 3a
HULLOXHOCT Ha cbaebHO pelieHne, NpueTo B NpPOTMBOPEYNEe C HOPMKU Ha
MaTtepuanHoTo npa.o, iuris prudentes ce MoTuBMpaT, TPbMBaNMKM OT KOHKPETHU
€0MHUYHN criyYaun, U TeHOEHLUMO3HO n3barearku ga oopmynupaT abcTpakTHU HOpMU;
TEXHUTE CTaHOBMLLA HEeBMHarM ca B3aMMHO CblfacyBaHW, HO cCbAencTBaT 3a
dopMMpaHeTo M pasBUTMETO Ha €dHO (PeHOMEHanHo SABMeHWe, KakBoTO e ius
controversum.

AKO TeKCTbT Ha MakpoH ce npeLeHsiBa OT Tasu rnegHa Toyka, ctaBa ACHO Yye
NPUHUMNBLT, NPOrnaceH B HeEro, € OCHOBaH Ha NPOTUBOMNOCTABAHETO Ha CbAebHUTE
peweHus contra ius constitutionis n tean contra ius litigatoris. Ho ToBa e eguH ot
Bb3MOXHUTE KPUTEPUM 3a HELEWNCTBUTEIHOCT U OTpassiBa CaMo JIMYHOTO MHEHME Ha
IOpUCTa, @ He e KOHCONMMAMpPaH NpUHUMN N He e obLionpueT OT pucnpyaeHunaTa.
Beue Bugsaxme 4e 1031 Kputepun He e eguHCTBEH. MoxeM CbLo a OOMyCHEM, 4ye
Hapepn C anTepHaTUBHUTE KpUTEPUMU, KOUTO pasrnegaxme, € UMano 1 apyru, 3a KouTo
obaye 00 Hac He ca AOCTUrHanM CBeAeHNs B U3TOYHMLNTE, C KOUTO pasnonarame.

KoHcTpykunaTa Ha MakpoH ce pasnuyaBa CbLUO Taka OT PasfvyHWu rnegHu
TOYKM. Ha NbpBO MACTO, HE3ABMCUMO OT OOLLONPU3HATUS KITaCUYeckn npousxon Ha
TekcTa®®, nspaseHuaAT npuHUMN (Mo-cneumanHo KoHUenuusaTa 3a ius constitutionis)
nsrnexaga Tebpae cneunduyeH®. OT gpyra cTpaHa e nokasaTernHo, Ye camute ns3pasm
ius constitutionis u ius litigatoris ce n3non3saTt camo B pasrnexnaHust nacax u He ce
OTKpMBaT B OpYyrM pUMCKM M3TOYHUUM. Beuye otbensasax Ha CbLOTBETHOTO MSACTO
BMCOKOTO HMBO Ha MpaBHa TexHMKa Ha KOHCTpyKuuaTa Ha MakpoH: HelHaTta
HEeCbMHEHa ,eNeraHTHOCT A NpaBu ,U3KMIYUTENHO YoeanTenHa“40, N3pasute de iure
constitutionis n de iure litigatoris, YneTo 3HayeHe e nNpeumsHO OBSACHEHO OT camusi

IOPUCT, U3rnexaaT TBbpAe TEXHUYHW. Taka, ako Tas3u KOHCTPYKLMS € HeLlo noBeye oT

38 EaMHCTBEHMTE NpeanoriokeHns 3a MHTEPnonauyn He Ce OTHACAT A0 CbLUHOCTTa Ha TEKCTa: BX.

VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., p. 389, n. 1; SOLAZZI, S. La dispensa del tutore dopo M. Aurelio.
—In: BIDR, Vol. 35, 1927, p. 57, n. 1; LAURIA, M. Sull'appellatio. — In: Archivio Giuridico, Vol.
97, 1927, p. 231, n. 2; APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., p. 93, n. 238, p. 94; LITEWSKI, W. Die
réomische Appellation, cit., p. 381, n. 31; BONINI, R. | ‘Libri’, cit., p. 64, n. 26. Al contrario, per
KOSCHAKER, P. [Recensione a] H. Apelt, Die Urteilsnichtigkeit im rémischen Prozef3, S. 360, n.
3, kKaTo ce TBbPAM, Ye € MHTeprnonupaHa camo HadanHata (ppasa Ha TekcTa, KOATO CbAbpxa
NpaBunoTo KaTo Takosa.

3 Cps. VASSALLI, F. Miscellanea, cit., S. 389, n. 1; CALAMANDREI, P. La cassazione, cit., p. 47 s.;
ORESTANO, R. L’appello, cit., p. 283.

40 Taka APELT, H. Die Urteilsnichtigkeit, cit., S. 94.
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NMYHO MHEHWe, Aanu HancTnHa 6u Guno Bb3MOXHO Te3WN U3pasu Aa ce cpellaT 1 Ha

apyrn mecrta B N3BOpuUTE, KaTo Npn ToBa Ce OAbPXN CMETKa 3a no,u,6opa, HarnpaBeH OT

KOMI'IVIJ'IaTOpVITe? YecTHO KasaHo, CTpyBa MU Ce 4e ToBa HE € BAPHO.
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