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HEOIMPAHMWHEHATA OTITrOBOPHOCT
MnP YINPAXKHABAHETO
HA TbPITOBCKATA OEVHOCT
KATO OCHOBHO INrPABWJ1O
B PMMCKOTO INnPABO

Mpod. a-p Mapua AHToaHeTa Jlnaxoc
YHuBepcuteT Ha N3TodeH MNMuemoHT ,Ameneo Asoragpo”, Utanus

1. NCTOPUYECKN N NIKOHOMUYECKW MNMPEOIOBOP

B [peBeH Pum npomnsxoabT Ha MoaenuTte, No KoMTo 6una opraHusmMpaHa
TbproBckata AEVHOCT, € TACHO CBbp3aH C ABE SIBMEHUSA, KOUTO CaMO Ha MpbB

nornea uarnexaat Yy>XamM eHO Ha Apyro.

MbpBOTO € egnH beHomeH, Jobpe n3BeCTeH U U3BLH OrPaHNYEHOTO U3-
crnefBaHe Ha NpaBHUTE POMaHUCTW, U NpeacTaBnsiBa NOCTENEHHOTO YCTaHOBS-
BaHe Ha BOEHHOTO M NOSIMTUYECKOTO rocnoactso Ha Pum B CpeamnsemMHomopue-
TO B pes3ynTtaTr Ha 3aBoeBaHudATa cnep lNbpBaTta n Broparta lNyHuMyecka BOWHa.
MpnoobrBaHeTo Ha HOBWU TEPUTOPUN N MPUTOKBT OT OFPOMHU KOnnyecTea pobu,
KOUTO ca BbBeAeHM Ha nasapa Ha paboTHata cuna, npegonpenensrt obnboku
MKOHOMWYECKM MPOMEHWN, CBbP3aHu C U34e3BaHETO Ha CTapuTe U pa3BUTUETO Ha
HOBM M3TOYHMUM Ha BGoraTcTBa. B 4acTHOCT € Bb3MOXHO Aa nHAMBMAyanuanpa-
Me NOoHe neT MakpocekTopa. MbpBUAT € 3eMedenckuaT, ¢ NpeMmHaBaHeTo OT
e[HO 3emMeZenune 3a COBCTBEHN HYXXOM KbM MHTEH3UBHO 3eMefenine, Haco4YeHo
KbM TbproBusita C rofisiMa 4yacTt OT npou3BefeHUTe NpoayKTU. BTopmaTt uma 3a
npegmMeT NpoOu3BOLCTBEHUTE U 3aHAATYMNCKUTE OENHOCTU, MPU YNETO YNParKHS-
BaHe Ha nasapa ce NpefoCTaBAT BCE MO-3HAYUTENHW TbProBCKM KONMYECTBA,
KaKTO M yTBbpXAaBaHETO Ha NPOM3BOACTBEHN MOLLHOCTU, KOUTO Npu onpegene-
HW ycrnoBusi Buxme Mornu ga keanuduumpame KaTto ,CepunHun®. TpeTusaTt ce oT-
Hacsl o000 OO TbProBCKUTE AEMHOCTHN, Bund Ha TepuTopusTa Ha res publica-Ta,
61no N3BBH Hed. YeTBBLPTUAT, C PYHKUNOHANEH XapakTep CnpsMo NpeaxogHuTe
CEKTOpU, Ce OTHacs OO TpaHcnopTHaTa AeNHOCT, No-crneumanHo 4O OCbLUEeCTBSA-

BaHaTa No BOAHUTE NMbTULLA, KOATO € no-6bpsa M NO €BTUHa OT CyXo3eMHarTta.
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[MeTnat ot cBos CTpaHa € CBbp3aH C BCUYKM OCTaHalnn n ce otHacAa oo KpeauTt-
HaTa aKTUMBHOCT, Haco4eHa MHOIro 4ecto KbMm chHchmpaHeTo Ha OenHocTuTe,

BKI1HO4EHU B M36pOeHl/ITe Be4ye MaKpOCGKTOpl/Il.

BTopoTo siBneHune e nscneaBaHo npeaMMHO OT POMaHUCTUTE U Ce CbCTOM
B TpaHcdopmMauuuiTe, HacTbNunM BbB BrnacTtta Ha pater familias. To e 6uno
AbNro Bpeme usy4aBaHo ¢ ocObeHO BHMMaHMe, Lo ce OTHAcsa 40 U3MEHeHusTa
BbB BbTpellHaTa AWHAMWKa Ha PUMCKOTO CEMEWCTBO, U CaMO OTCKOPO — OT
Pietro Cerami B npaBHO-MKOHOMUYECKa NepcrnekTuBa®. ABTOPBLT roBopy 3a npe-
xoda OT naTtpuapxanHarta KbM Tbproscko-npegnpuemMadeckata pamunus. Tosa
BMXOaHe NoTBbpX4aBa BannaHoOCTTa Ha Te3aTta, u3kasaHa oT Giuseppe Grosso
B Kypca, MOCBETEeH Ha NpaBHUTE CXeMu 1 obLLecTBoTo . Cropes Hero B apxauny-
HaTa enoxa npaBHUTE WUHCTUTYTU ca Bunu cunHo obBbP3aHM OT ernemMeHTa Ha
BawuHckaTa BnacT. [1o-kbCHO, B pe3yntaT Ha couuarnHuTe, NosIMTUYEcKnTe M
MKOHOMWYECKUTE NMPOMEHN, BEYE MO-CUMHO BIMAHME CPSMO TAX € 3anoyHan ga
oKasBa MMYLLECTBEHO-MKOHOMUYECKUAT XapakTep Ha OTHOLIEHUATA KakTo BbB
damunuaTa, Taka u B obwectsoto. Caenknte Ha pater familias, cBbp3aHu ¢ He-
roBMTE TbProBCKM OEeNHOCTU, 6bp30 ce yBenuyaBaT U Cca MHOMO pasHOPOAHMW,
KaTo B CBOATa UANOCT Bb3npvemaT xapakTepa Ha UCTUHCKa TbproBcka AeNHOCT.

Ton obaye He e B CbCTOSAHME Oa OCbLUECTBSBA BCUYKM OENCTBUSA FINYHO U 3a-

Bx. no Bbnpoca Di PORTO, A. Impresa collettiva e schiavo ‘manager’ in Roma antica (Il
sec. a. C. — Il sec. d. C.). Milano, 1984, p. 32 s.; SERRAO, F. Diritto privato, economia e
societa nella storia di Roma. Vol. 1. Napoli, 1984, p. 4 ss., 324 ss.; Id., L'impresa in Roma
antica. Problemi e discussioni. — In: Studi per Luigi De Sarlo. Milano, 1989, cbwo u B
Impresa e responsabilita a Roma nell'eta commerciale. Ospedaletto (PI), 1989, u B Atti del
seminario sulla problematica contrattuale in diritto romano, Milano, 7-9 aprile 1987 (ot
KosTo ce uutmpa). Milano, 1990. Vol. 2, p. 21 ss.; LABRUNA, L. Il diritto mercantile dei
Romani e l'espansionismo. — In: Le strade del potere. Maiestas populi romani Imperium
Coercitio Potestas. A cura di A. CORBINO. Catania, 1994, p. 118 s.; CERAMI, P. Diritto
commerciale romano: dalla prassi dello scambio all'exercitio negotiationis. — In: SSE, Vol.
119, 2007, p. 244 ss.; Id., Introduzione allo studio del diritto commerciale romano. — In:
Cerami, P. e Petrucci, A. Diritto commerciale romano. Profilo storico. 3. ed. Torino, 2010,
p.13 s, 27 ss. V3mexay no-HOBUTE u3CnedBaHUs 3a puUMcKaTa WKOHOMUKa BX.
QUANTIFYING the Roman Economy: Methods and Problems. A. K. Bowman, A. and
Wilson (Eds.). Oxford, 2009, 213 ss.; AFFARI, finanza e diritto nei primi due secoli
dell'impero. Atti del convegno internazionale di diritto romano. Copanello, 5-8 giugno 2004.
A cura di F. Milazzo. Milano, 2012; HOLLERAIN, C. Shopping in Ancient Rome. The Retail
Trade in the Late Republic and the Principate. Oxford, 2012, p. 11 ss., 62 ss.; TEMIN, P.
The Roman Market Economy. Princeton, 2013, p. 95 ss., 193 ss.

CERAMI, P. Introduzione, p. 27 ss.

GROSSO, G. Schemi giuridici e societa nel diritto privato romano. Dall’epoca arcaica alla
giurisprudenza classica: diritti reali e obbligazioni. Torino, 1970.
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noysa fa ce Bb3Nosi3aBa OT NOMOLLTA Ha NOABNACTHUTE My nuua, TOeCT OT CUHO-
BeTe 1 BHyLMTe, HO Npeayn BCU4Kko oT pobute”.

3anoyBa ga ce pa3BuBa efHa npakTuka, Npy KosaTo cybektute alieni iuris
OoCblUeCcTBABaT CbBMECTHO, Makap W noa pasnuyHa ¢dopMa M C pasfvyHn
CpeacTBa, HO MO eAVH NOCTOSIHEH N Aopy NpoddecuoHaneH HauvH, TbProBCcKUTe
OENHOCTU, YNNTO TUTYNAP € UMaLLMAT BracT CnpsAMo TSx gomoBnageney. B tasu
HayanHa hasa Ha NO-UHTEH3MBHU TbProBCKM OTHOLIEHUS ypeabaTta Ha caoenkute
Ha nogBnacTHUTE CMHOBE U pobu Mo ius civile ce okasBa HeafekBaTHa, 3aLlOTO
npegswxaa, 4Ye pater familias ce nonsesa camo OT ,NONOXUTENHUTE nocreamun®
Ha Tasn OEWHOCT, OOKOMKOTO cybekTbT alieni iuris moxe aa npuaobmsa Bewm m
B3eMaHus 3a HEro OT TpeTUTe nmua, HO He MOXe Aa OTYyXKAaBa BeLUM Unu aa ro
3agbimkaBa cnpsamo Tsx. Tasu ypeaba e sicHa uHAuKaumsa KakTto 3a MbpBUYHaTA
Bnact Ha pater familias kato eAWH WUCTUHCKM camogbpXel Ha damunHaTta
OOLHOCT, Taka M Ha T.Hap. ,apXanvyeH“ HayMH Ha NPOWU3BOLCTBO, CBbP3aH C
arpapHo-nacTtMpckarta MKOHOMUKa, Haco4YeHa rMaBHO KbM CaMO3a[40BONSABAHETO
c npoayktu. MNpun Hea pobute, a CbLIO M BbHWHUTE 3a hamunuata nuua, HO
noctaBeHu nop Briactta Ha pater familias (addicti, nexi, nuua in causa mancipi)
ca M3Mnon3BaHu 3a 3emeferncka unn JoMakuHcka paboTta, a He 3a yrnpaxHsiBaHe
Ha AeHOCTM, KOUTO B LUMPOK CMUCHI U3WNCKBAT CKITIOYBAHE Ha NPaBHMU CAENKN®.

O606wWeHo ce npuema, Ye B apxaunyHuUs nepuod CblLUecTByBa, Makap U C
M3BECTHN OTKNOHEHUSA, MNPUHLUMN 3a HeorpaHn4eHa OTrOBOPHOCT Ha pater
familias. lNMbpBOHa4YanHoO TS ce peanu3npa 4vpe3 U3NbIIHEHWE CMPSIMO CaMOTO
dm3myecko nuue, 3a ga ce CTUrHe Jopu O YyOMACTBOTO My OT CTpaHa Ha
KpeauTopuTe, Korato He M3NbIHABA 3aabimKeHMsTa cu. Tasm OTroBOpHOCT obadye
€ KOHCTpyMpaHa Ha 6asaTta Ha HyXauTe Ha edHO U3UANo apxauyHo obLecTBo,
npu KOETO MpaBHUTE CAENKM ca Marsnko, npucnocobeHn ca pa 3agosonsiBart
NPeANMHO efneMEeHTapHM HYXOW, W ca MO CKOPO M3KIKYEeHMEe, KaTo
OCbLUECTBSABAHETO MM € OT efHa couuarnHa npocrnonka, B KOSTO egUHCTBEHUTE
cybeKkTn Ha npaBoTO ca patres, 3acTaHanuM Hayeno Ha amunuaTa, B KOATO

noaBracTHUTE CAKall HAMaT I'IpaBOcy6eKTHOCT 3a BbHLUHNA CBAT.

Mo Bbnpoca Bx. CERAMI, P. Diritto commerciale romano, p. 244 ss.

Bx. B 1031 cmucbn MANTELLO, A. Diritto privato romano. Lezioni. Vol. 1. Torino, 2009,
p. 187 ss.

http://fiusromanum.eu CtpaHuua 3 ot 16



ISSN 2367-7007 IUS ROMANUM 1/2016

2. TEHE3NC HA TbPITOBCKUTE OPIrAHU3ALIMOHHW MOOEIN
C HEOI'PAHNYEHA OTITOBOPHOCT

Cnepg ronemuTte NpOMeHW, NPUYMHEHN OT eKcnaHsusTa Ha Pum B Utanua v
CpeausemHoMopueTo, onucaHu o0606LeHOo no-rope, apxanyHata couuanHo-
MKOHOMMYeCKa CTpyKTypa ce TpaHcdopmupa. 3anoysa fa ce pa3BuBa efHa
npakTuka, npu Kosto cybektute alieni iuris (NnogBnacTHM CUHOBE, HO npeam
BCUMYKO pobu) paboTAT CbBMECTHO W MOCnefoBaTeNnHo 3a peanusauusita Ha
WKOHOMWYECKNTE [EWHOCTM Ha TexXHUs LOMOBMajenel, KOMTO MOXeM Aa
onpegenum kaTto Tbproecku. B Tasm Bpb3ka obaye ce okassa, 4Ye ypeabata Ha
ius civile He paBa 3awmMTa Ha TpeTUTe nuua, KOMTO BCe No-4ecTto Tpsbea Aa
CKMIOYBAT NpaBHW caenku ¢ Tax. [lpoMsHaTa Ha apxandHaTta cuctema Taka, ye
Aa ce npucnocobun KbM HOBUTE OBLLIECTBEHN HYXXOMW, € TBbpAe CroXHa U TpyaHa
MW B HAKOM OTHOLIEHMS € HEBB3MOXHO [da Ce pPEeKOHCTpyupaTr HenHute
nocrefoBaTesniHn eTann 1 TOYHU BpeMeBWU U3MepeHus. TyK naBa Hamecarta Ha
TbIKyBaTenHaTa AeVHOCT Ha topucnpyaeHumsata (MbpBO Xpedyecka, nocrie wu
CBeTCKa) 3a Bb3MNpMEMAHETO B LOrOBOPHUTE NPaKTUKM Ha NO-yaobHW pelueHus,
n3paboTeHun oT Hes. 3a Aa ce 3aTBOPU KPbIbT Ha Tasn MHTepBeHUMs, Tpsbea aa
ce B3eMe npeaBug M cepuosHata Hameca Ha npeTtopa. Toh cb3gaBa T.Hap.
agneKTHM nckose (actiones adiectitiae qualitatis), Ype3 KOUTO NpPU HaANMYMETO Ha
onpegeneHy npegnocTaBkM HOCUTENAT Ha GaluHaTa BNacT ce okassa MpaBHO
3adbIDKEH MO CKMYeHata OT HeroBus noaBnacTeH caenka. ToBa e efgHa
npakTuka, KOATO TBbpAe BEPOATHO Ce e OCbluecTBABana u ce e ocdopmuna B

ronamarta Ccu 4acTt npea3 nocnegHnTe aBa BekKa Ha pel'ly6J'II/IKaHCKVIFI nepmo,u,6.

BubnuorpadgusTa no matepusita e U3KMNUMTENHO GoraTa 1 € BKIYEHa B CbYUMHEHNATA OT
nocnegHute pgecetunetua: Di PORTO, A. Impresa collettiva, p. 19 ss.; Id., Il diritto
commerciale romano. Una “zona d'ombra” nella storiografia romanistica e nelle riflessioni
storico-comparative dei commercialisti. — In: Nozione formazione e interpretazione del diritto
dall'eta romana alle esperienze moderne. Ricerche dedicate al Professor Filippo Gallo.
Vol. 3. Napoli, 1997, p. 420 ss.; Id., Filius, servus e libertus, strumenti dell'imprenditore
romano, in Imprenditorialita e diritto nell'esperienza storica. Erice, 22—25 novembre 1988. A
cura di M. Marrone. Palermo, 1992; CERAMI, P., Di PORTO, A. e PETRUCCI, A. Diritto
commerciale romano. Profilo storico. 2. ed. Torino, 2004, p. 77 ss.; KIRSCHENBAUM, A.
Sons, Slaves and Freedmen in Roman Commerce. Jerusalem ; New York, 1987, p. 1 ss.;
SERRAQO, F. L'impresa in Roma antica, p. 21 ss.; WACKE, A. Die adjektizischen Klagen im
Uberblick. Erster Teil: von der Reeder- und der Betriebsleiterklage zur direkten
Stellvertretung. — In: ZSS, Vol. 111, 1994, p. 280 ss.; FOLDI, A. Remarks on the legal
structure of enterprises in Roman law. — In: RIDA, Vol. 43, 1996, p. 179 ss.; Id., Eine
alternative Anndherungsweise: Gedanken zum Problem des Handelsrechts in der
rébmischen Welt. — In: RIDA, Vol. 48, 2001, p. 65 ss.; De LIGT, L. Legal History and
Economic History: the Case of the 'actiones adiecticiae qualitatis'. — Tijdschrift voor
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3a ToBa pas3suTMe obaye HMe pasnonarame camo ¢ bernnte cnomeHaBa-
HUS1 B TEKCTOBETE Ha IOPUCTUTE OT KIaCUYeCKUs nepuon, KoMTo, KakTo € norny-
HO, OTpassiBaT CbBpPEMEHHATA Ha TAX MpaBHa CUMCTEMa, Beye pasBuTa U yCb-
BbpleHcTBaHa. KbM Tasu cuctema ¢ HEMHUTE NPENMYLLECTBa, HO CbLLO U C HS-
KOW NnpoTuBOpeYns, Wwe npenpaiiam B Hactodwara ctatnda. Ctpysa mu ce obade
HeobXoQMMO Oa HanpaBs M3BOAa, Ye TS € pesynTaT Ha edHa BEKOBHa TpaHC-
dopmauusi, KOSTO Ce KOPEHU B TE€3N COLMANHO-MKOHOMUYECKM MPOMEHU, KOUTO
CMoOMeHax B Ha4yanoTo, U KOUTO BeYye B pasBuTaTa npaBHa NpakTuka B nMmnepa-
TOPCKMUA nepuos Bce oule ca obekT Ha aebaTtn B opucnpyaeHumnsaTa, KOSToO Tbil-
KyBa No pa3HOMOCOYEH HAYMH TEXHUTE pe3ynTaTu 1 Nocneanuum.

[Mponyckarkn pasnuyHM Opyrn acnektn, Bux mckana OCHOBHO fa cripa
BHMMaAHMETO CU BbPXYy agVEeKTHUTE UCKOBE, KOMTO mnpeacTaBnsaBaT CbaebHOTO
paspelleHne Ha CnoMeHaTuTe no-rope npobnemu. B yacTHOCT we pasrnegam
actio institoria’ — Uck, NpeAocTaBeH Ha TPeTUTE NULA, KOUTO ca CKIOYUN CAen-
Ka c institor-a, ocbllecTBsBall efHa Ha3eMHa TbproBcka AenHocT. ToBa 6un
edVH UCK, Ha OCHOBAaTa Ha KOMTO npu onpegeneHun ycnosus pater familias 6un
OTroBopeH in solidum, TOeCT HeorpaHU4YeHo, 3a 3agbiPKeHNdATa, NoeTn OT NoaB-
NacTHUS B KA4eCTBOTO My Ha institor.

Hapep c actio institoria cbuwecTtByBana u actio exercitoria’, kosTo ce ga-

Bana Ha TpeTuTe nuua, AoroBapsanu ¢ eaMH magister navis, komyto 6uno npe-

Rechtsgeschiedenis/Revue d'Histoire du Droit/The Legal History Review, Vol. 67, 1999,
no. 3, p. 218 ss.; MICELI, M. Sulla struttura formulare delle ‘actiones adiecticiae qualitatis’.
Torino, 2001, p. 7 ss.; Id., Institor e procurator nelle fonti romane dell'eta preclassica e
classica. — In: IURA, Vol. 53, 2002, [pubbl. 2005], p. 69 ss.; Id., Studi sulla
«rappresentanza» nel diritto romano. Vol. 1. Milano, 2008, p. 31 ss.; COPPOLA BISAZZA,
G. Dallo iussum domini alla contemplatio domini. Contributo allo studio della storia della
Rappresentanza. Milano, 2008, p. 89 ss.; CERAMI, P. Diritto commerciale romano, p. 36
ss.; Id., Introduzione, p. 9 ss., 27 ss., 36 ss.; ABATINO, B., DARI-MATTIACCI, G. e
PEROTTI, E. Early Elements of the Corporate Form: Depersonalization of Business in
Ancient Rome. — In: Oxford Journal of Legal Studies, Vol. 31, 2011, p. 10 ss.

Cpepg cTtaTuute OT NocnegHuTe geceTuneTuns nNo Temara 3a actio exercitoria sx: Di PORTO,
A. Impresa collettiva, p. 37 ss.; 169 ss.; KIRSCHENBAUM, A. Sons, Slaves and Freedmen,
p. 89 ss.; WACKE, A. Die adjektizischen Klagen, p. 289 ss.; 298 ss.; FOLDI, A. Remarks on
the legal structure, p. 179 ss; Id., La responsabilita dell'avente potesta per atti compiuti
dall'exercitor suo sottoposto. — In: SDHI, Vol. 64, 1998, p. 179 ss.; PETRUCCI, A. Ulteriori
osservazioni, p. 44 ss.; Id.,, Per una storia, p. 55 ss.; Id., Particolari aspetti giuridici
dell'organizzazione e delle attivita delle imprese di navigazione. — In: Cerami, P. e Petrucci,
A. Diritto commerciale romano. 3. ed., p. 221 ss.; Id., Disciplina processuale, p. 77 ss.;
MICELI, M. Sulla struttura formulare, p. 185 ss., 357 ss.; Id., Studi sulla “rappresentanza”,
p. 31 ss.; COPPOLA BISAZZA, G. Ancora una parola sull'exercitor. — In: ITURA, Vol. 54,
2003, p. 130 ss.; Id., Dallo iussum domini, p. 163 ss.; 183 ss.; METRO, A. Una “dissensio”
giurisprudenziale a proposito dell’ “exercitor navis in potestate”? — In: BIDR, Vol. 100, 1997,
[pubbl. 2000], p. 189 ss.; CERAMI, P. “Mutua pecunia a magistro ‘navis reficiendae causa’
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AO0CTaBeHO ynpaBneHneTo Ha kopab n n3BbpLIBaHe HA MOPCKU NpeBo3n. 3a aa
He yTeXHABaM MHOMo U3MOXEHUETO CU, e HanpaBs npenpaTtky 3a TO3U UCK KbM
actio institoria, Tb” KaTo € M3BECTHO, Y€ MHOIO MHTEPECHM MOEWN 3a KapTuHaTa,
KOSITO UCKaM Ja odepTasi No NoBoO4 Ha TO3U B OTFTOBOPHOCT, BaXaT CbLLO Taka
N 3a pexunma Ha actio exercitoria.

[MpounsxoabT, pa3sBUTUETO N XapaKTEPUCTUKMTE Ha Te3n [Ba UCKa ca U3Yy-
YaBaHM ObAro BpeMe npeamMmHoO 4Ypes eanH noaxon, Lensil Aa Bb3CTaHOBU M MO
TO3W HA4YMH Oa paskpue AormaTU4HO MexaHM3Ma Ha NpPeacTaBUTENCTBOTO, KOETO
ce CbCTOW B NoBepsABaHe Ha eauH NoaBnacTteH CMH unm pob (a oT eauH MOMEHT
HaTaTbK — M Ha eQHO TPEeTo N1ue) U3BbPLUBAHETO Ha efHa onpegeneHa newn-
HOCT OT TbProBCKM UK npeanpuemMadyecky Bua. A3 BMx uckana TyK He TOJIKoBa
Aa npeanoxa egHo anTepHaTMBHO BWXAAHE, a MNO-CKOPO Ada Ce crpa Ha HSAKOou
acnekTn, KOUTo No MOS npeueHka ca dunun npeHebpersaHn uUnuM HeBMHarn oc-
TaTbyHO ACHU. A Te€ BCbLLHOCT MOXe B ca uaurpanun BaxkHa pons BbB opMu-
paHeTo Ha OTroOBOPHOCTTA Ha AOMOBMagerneua 3a npegnpuvemMadeckaTta geu-
HOCT, Ha KOATO TOM ce siBABa TUTynsAp. B Tasm Bpb3ka cymtam 3a Heobxoaumo
Aa aHanusvpam OTHOLUEHWEeTO Mexay Bractra Ha pater familias n HeroBaTa oT-
roBopHocT. LLle ce nocTtapas ga nsacHsa ganv OTroBOPHOCTTa My Npouanusa un e
NnoBnMsaHa OT ponsiTa Ha Hero camusi B TbproBckata MHMUMATMBA M B HENMHATA
opraHusaums.

3a Tasn uen Ha NbpBO MACTO MOXe [a Ce M3crneaBa TEKCTbT Ha opMy-
naTa Ha actio institoria, Taka kakTo e Bb3cTaHoBeHa oT Lenel®;

Quod A° A° de Lucio Titio, cum is a N° N° tabernae instructae praepositus esset, eius rei

nomine decem pondo olei emit, q. d. r. a., quidquid ob eam rem Lucium Titium A° A°
dare facere oportet ex fide bona, eius iudex N° N° A° A°c. s. n. p. a.

OT Tasu opmyna 3a LenMTe Ha HawaTa OUCKYCUS Ce OKa3BaT KIYOBM
ABa MOMEHTa:
(1) npenpawaHeTo KbM taberna instructa;

(2) npenpawaHeTo KbM praepositio.

sumpta” e “praepositio exercitoris”. Profili storico-comparatistici. — In: AUPA, Vol. 46, 2000,
p. 133 ss.; Id., Introduzione, p. 42 ss.; 48 s.; 56 ss.; CHIUSI, T. J. Zum Zusammenspiel von
Haftung und Organisation im rémischen Handelsverkehr. Scientia, voluntas und peculium in
D. 14.1.1.19-20. — In: ZSS, Vol. 124, 2007, p. 94 ss.; LIGIOS, M. A. Nomen negotiationis,
p. 55 ss.

LENEL, O. Das Edictum Perpetuum. Ein Versuch zu seiner Wiederherstellung. 3. ed.
Leipzig, 1927, S. 263.
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3. TABERNA INSTRUCTA

CnasBaliku TOKy-LLIO NOCOYeHUs pea, TpsabBa Aa ce cnpemM Ha MbpBO MsiC-
TO Ha taberna instructa®. Ynnuax B D. 50.16.185 (Ulp. 28 ad ed.) st onpeaens no

TO3N HAYUNH:

‘Instructam’ autem tabernam sic accipiemus, quae et rebus et hominibus ad
negotiationem paratis constat.

Tasn gemHMuMs B CBOsSITa KpaTKOCT MOXe Aa uarnexga 6esanuyHa u
0beKkTMBHa, HO 33 Hes M3NbKBa SICHO dourypaTa Ha TUTYNsaps Ha negotiatio. To-
Ba ce pa3bupa OT BuAa Ha opraHmsauusita, OCBET/eH Aobpe OT npuyacTueTo
parati (‘et rebus et hominibus ad negotiationem paratis’), koeTo npenpawia KbM
Xopara, OCbLLeCTBABALLN negotiatio10 n Bewmte — HemH obekT. ToBa He O3Ha4a-
Ba Ye BewMTe N xopaTa TpssbBa ga 6baoaT HenpeMeHHO COOCTBEHOCT unu noa
BnacTTa Ha TuTynspsi. Hanpumep taberna-ta, Toect nomelleHMeTo, B KOETO ce
CKno4Ba negotiatio, moxxe ga 6bae B3eTo nog Haem. Homines morat ga He Ob-
AaT nocTaBeHW NOA HeroeaTa potestas u cnegosatenHo aa 6baaT cybekTn sui
iuris UnnM NocTaBeHU nop potestas Ha TpeTuTe nuua.

CnepoBaTenHo TyK KpUTepuAT 3a Buaa AeWHocT e 6GasnpaH He Ha
NPUHAANEXHOCTTA, a Ha opraHuM3auMata, W Taka HadanHuaT u3bop 3a
OCblUECTBABaHe Ha onpeaeneHa [OeWHOCT, CTpyKTypaTta, BewwumTte, paboTHaTa

cuna, KoOMrJiekCHata opraHm3aumna n HAKOM TOYHU ornepaTtnBHU Bb3MOXHOCTU Ca

9 OTHOCHO noHATMeTo taberna instructa, 1, no obLWo, OTHOCHO taberna kaTto cepganuuie Ha

Tbproecku geriHocTn, BX. WAGNER, H. Zur wirtschaftlichen und rechtlichen Bedeutung der
Tabernen. — In: Studi in onore di Arnaldo Biscardi. Vol. 3. Milano, 1982, p. 403 ss.; Di
PORTO, A. Impresa collettiva, p. 64, n. 1, p. 164; Id., Filius, servus e libertus, p. 90; 92; Id.,
Il diritto commerciale romano, p. 440 ss.; SERRAO, F. L'impresa in Roma antica, p. 25 ss. e
39; Id., Impresa, mercato, diritto, p. 34 ss.; LIGIOS, M. A. «Taberna», «negotiatio»,
«taberna cum instrumento» e «taberna instructa» nella riflessione giurisprudenziale
classica. — In: “Antecessori oblata”. Cinque studi dedicati ad Aldo Del’Oro. Padova, 2001, p.
24 ss.; 107 ss.; Id.,, Nomen negotiationis, p. 152 ss.; ORTU, R. Note in tema di
organizzazione e attivita dei venaliciarii. — In: Diritto@ Storia, Vol. 2, 2003, cbLo 1 B Schiavi
e mercanti di schiavi in Roma antica (da cui si cita). Torino, 2012, p. 119 ss.; MICELI, M.
Sulla struttura formulare, p. 205, n. 25; Id., Studi sulla “rappresentanza”, p. 64 ss.; CERAMI,
P. Diritto commerciale romano, p. 246 ss.; Id., Impresa e societas nei primi due secoli
dell'impero. — In: AUPA, Vol. 52, 2007-2008, p. 186 ss.; Id., Introduzione, p. 52 ss.; CHIUSI,
T. J. Diritto commerciale romano? Alcune osservazioni critiche. — In: Fides Humanitas lus.
Studi in onore di Luigi Labruna. A cura di C. Cascione e C. Masi Doria. Vol. 2. Napoli, 2007,
p. 1035 s.; CAMPANELLA, A. Brevi riflessioni su D. 50.16.185 (Ulp. 28 ad ed.). Profili
terminologico-concettuali della definizione ulpianea di taberna instructa e locuzioni
sostanzialmente equivalenti nella riflessione giurisprudenziale romana tra il | sec. A. C. e |l
lll d. C. — In: Diritto@Storia, Vol. 8, 2009, p. 1 ss.; SANTUCCI, G. Diritto romano e diritti
europei. Continuita e discontinuita nelle figure giuridiche. Bologna, 2010, p. 30 s,;
HOLLERAIN, C. Shopping in Ancient Rome, p. 99 ss.

1% OTHoCcHO NoHsITUeTO negotiatio Bx. LIGIOS, M. A. Nomen negotiationis, p. 1 ss.
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efieMeHTN OT MbpBOHaYanHaTa pasa Ha ynpaXHsBaHETO Ha negotiatio, KbaeTo
rmaBHO AencTBaWo nvue € COBCTBEHUKBLT, KOUTO HUEe OHec ornpegensme Kato
TUTYNSAP Ha TbproeckaTa AenHocT. B Pum BuHarn e 6un eguH pater familias.
OnpepenenuneTo 3a taberna instructa ot YnnuaH nspassisa no TBbpae siCEH
HauMH KoHuenuudaTta, 6nm3ka OO0 CbBpeMeHHaTa, 3a opraHuvsauus OT Xxopa U
CpeacTBa C Uen ynpaxHsiBaHe Ha TbproBcka AenHoOCT. BegHbXk 3anodHana
AENHOCTTa, MO-KbCHO C TEYEeHWe Ha BPEMETO pPasfnMyHM WMKOHOMWUYECKU WIK
topnandeckn Ccovbutnst HacouBaT WM M3MEHAT NbpBOHAYyanHata CTPyKTypa.
PeweHnnata no Te3n BbNPOCU ce B3UMaAT OT TUTYNSAPS M CAPSMO HEro ce
nopaxga cbOTBEeTHaTa OTFOBOPHOCT. HO Te, Makap n B pasnuyHa cTeneH, ca
obycnoBeHM OT MbpBOHa4YanHus n3bop Ha AeWHOCTTa M opraHM3auusaTa, KOWTO
onpegens egHa, Makap M He HeusbexHa M 3agbIPKUTENHa, HO CbC CUIYPHOCT
3HauMTenHa n obBbp3Balla MOCOKa Ha pasBuUTME — MOHe WO ce OTHacs OT

rmegHa To4Kka Ha npaBHUTE MEXaHU3MU CNpAMO nocneasalimnTe npoMeHu.

4. PRAEPOSITIO

TutynapaT Ha negotiatio cbWO Taka € onpegensw, n no OTHOLIEHME Ha
praepositio* — BTopaTa pyHaameHTanHa oTnpaBHa Touka, KOSTO OTKpMBaMe BbB
dopmyrnata Ha actio institoria.

3a uenTa e HYXHO eHO YTOYHEHMEe: HULWO He 3abpaHsiBa TUTYNSpAT Aa
OCbLUECTBU NIMYHO negotiatio nnu ga HaTtoBapw NpeacTaBUTENU 3a Tasu Oew-
HOCT. £CHO e, Yye To3n n3bop He ce BnMsie OT NpobremuTe 3a OTrOBOPHOCTTA
UNn 3a pasnukMTe B NMPaBHOTO MOSIOXKEHWE Ha TUTYNSAPS U NpeacTaBuTennte —
dopmupa ce egHoO T.Hap. ,06Wo nNpaBo“ B CMUCHI Ha €AnHHA npaBHa ypeaba.
BcbwHOCT B puMcKkaTa npaBHa npakTuka HsAMa HUKakBa pasnuka ganuv 3agbiil-
XeHusiTa ca noeTn B pe3ynTtaT Ha efHa AEVHOCT OT TbProBCKU TUM UAW Npu O4o-
ropapsiHe Mexgy YacTHW nuua HeTbprosuun. AKO MMa HeusnbiHeHWe, nocneaun-
uuTe, CBbpP3aHM C NPUHYOUTENHOTO M3MbIIHEHME, Ca CbLUUTE U MOXe Ada ce
cTurHe 0o bonorum venditio, TOecT 4O U3MbNHEHME CNPSMO USNOTO MMYLLECTBO

Ha ONTbXXHWKA, HE3aBMCUMO OT TOBa Aanuv TOW € UIN He e Tbproeeu. ToBa e no-

' OTHOCHO MoHsITMETO praepositio Bx. LIGIOS, M. A. Nomen negotiationis, p. 23 ss. Makap 4e

B CIiyyas ce umaT npeaBua COEerku, B KOUTO ydacTBaT NogBnacTHU nuua u pobu, aBTopkaTa
u3nonsesa TepMuHa ,ynbrHoMoLaBaHe" (U no-psako ,oBnactasaHe). Makap u TakbB BUg
cAernka fa He CbLUeCTBYBa B PMMCKOTO MpaBo, T UMa NpeaBu eQHOCTPaHHO BbarnaraHe
Ha onpefeneHn NpaBHU N akTUYECKN OeACTBUSt HAa NoABNAcTHM nuua [6en. pea.].
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pagu dakTta, Ye B PuM He e cbluecTByBan cneumaneH U3nbiHUTeneH npouec 3a
TbProBUUTE, M aKO HanpaBuM CpaBHEHME CbC CbBPEeMEHHUTE cucteMn n danu-
Ta, UCTopUsiTa onpegeneHo ce e NpoMeHuna.

MNpobrnemuTe obaye ce nocTaBAT Toraea, KOraTo TbproBckaTa ENHOCT ce
paswupsBa U B HEMHOTO YMpaxHsiBaHe ca BKMIOYEHU CbTPYAHUUN (HE € BaXHO
Aanu ToBa ca NoaBnacTHU CUHOBE, COBCTBEHU UMK YyXXaM podu, Unu 3aBucUMU
cBobogHM nNunua, KOMTO He ca 06BbpP3aHM C patria potestas Ha TUTYNAPS), HA KOU-
TO Ca NpefoCcTaBeHV NPaBOMOLLMS fa CKIoYBaT A4OroBOpU C TpeTuTe nuua. Te-
MaTa 3a NpeacTaBUTENCTBOTO U HeroBaTa pernameHTauus B [peseH Pum He e
OCHOBHUAT BBLMNPOC, pasrnexiaH B Tasn ctatua. [1o-BaxHO e ToBa, KoeTo npea-
nonara u cb3gaBa OCHOBaHME 3a NopaxgaHe Ha pasnuyHuTe BUAOBE TbProBcka
OTrOBOPHOCT, MOCTaBEHM BbB BPb3Ka M C MEXAHU3MUTE Ha NPenCcTaBUTENCTBO-
To. CuMTam BCBLLUHOCT, Ye Te3u nocrnefHuTe ca onpegenswmrte CUMNTOMU Ha
€[HO TbProBCKO ABMEHME, XapaKTepmanpaLlo ce CbC cOBCTBEHM NpaBuna, KouTo
Ca HacoOYeHW CbLUEBPEMEHHO Aa 3aluTaBaTt TpeTuTe nuua 1 ga onpeaensr yc-
noBuATa, NPU KOUTO TUTYNAPAT HA AENHOCTTa € TOYHO TO3W, KOUTO HOCU OTro-
BOPHOCTTA.

OT Ta3u rmegHa ToYka praepositio nma pyHgameHTanHo 3HadveHune. C Hesq
TUTYNSPAT onpefenst cybekTa, KOUTO Aa B3auMoLencTBa C TpeTuTe nvua B pam-
KWTe Ha npefocTaBeHaTa My npegnpuemadecka AenHocT. To3n cybekT Moxe aa
CKIOYBa CAENKM C TpeTuTe nuua, nocrneamumte OT KOUTO e Bb3HUKHAT U3LSMo
3a TUTYnsaps.

M3nckea ce 3a Tasu praepositio ga ce gage HykHaTa nyGrnmMYHOCT Ha Tpe-
TMTe Nuua, Taka Yye Te Aa 3HadAT 3a Hed. [1o TO3M noBoj e nonesHo ga ce uma

npegsua eauH pparmeHTt ot YnnuaH B D. 14.3.5.11-12 (Ulp. 28 ad ed.):

11. Non tamen omne, quod cum institore geritur, obligat eum qui praeposuit, sed ita, si
eius rei gratia, cui praepositus fuerit, contractum est, id est dumtaxat ad id quod eum
praeposuit.

12. Proinde si praeposui ad mercium distractionem, tenebor nomine eius ex empto
actione: item si forte ad emendum eum praeposuero, tenebor dumtaxat ex vendito: sed
neque si ad emendum, et ille vendiderit, neque si ad vendendum, et ille emerit, debebit
teneri, idque Cassius probat.

Han-o6wwo, YnnuaH uskassa oyHaamMeHTanHusa npuMHUmn, KOMTo perynupa
praepositio: TUTYNAPAT OTroBaps camo 3a LOoroBopHaTta AeNHOCT Ha YMbIIHOMO-

LLIEHOTO nnue, KoSATo e Buna obekT Ha praepositio. Taka, ako Ha institor-a e nos-
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BOJIEHO [a CKIloYBa A0roBOpM 3a NOKYMNKO-npoaakba B Ka4ecTBOTO Ha nNpoadasad
N TOM He U3NbIHSBa TOBaA 3aAbllKeHue, TUTYNAPAT Moxen Aa 6bae npusoBaH B
cbaa upes actio empti institoria, cnopeg Lenel, gokato ako institor-bT gencrea
KaTo KynyBau, cpeLly TUTYNnapsa MOXe a ce AencrBa vpes actio venditi institoria.
EovH cpparmeHT ot YnnuaH — D. 14.3.11.5-6 (Ulp. 28 ad ed.) — yTo4HsBa,
Yye cTpaHuTe Tpsibea fga cnaseaT T.Hap. condicio praepositionis:
5. Condicio autem praepositionis servanda est: quid enim si certa lege vel
interventu cuiusdam personae vel sub pignore voluit cum eo contrahi vel ad
certam rem? aequissimum erit id servari, in quo praepositus est. item si plures
habuit institores vel cum omnibus simul contrahi voluit vel cum uno solo. sed et
si denuntiavit cui, ne cum eo contraheret, non debet institoria teneri: nam et
certam personam possumus prohibere contrahere vel certum genus hominum vel
negotiatorum, vel certis hominibus permittere. sed si alias cum alio contrahi vetuit
continua variatione, danda est omnibus adversus eum actio: neque enim decipi debent
contrahentes.
6. Sed si in totum prohibuit cum eo contrahi, praepositi loco non habetur, cum

magis hic custodis sit loco quam institoris: ergo nec vendere mercem hic poterit
nec modicum quid ex taberna.

Condicio praepositionis TpsibBa Aa CbaobpXa BCUYKN pasnopexgaHns, Ko-
NUTO TUTYNAPST Bb3HaMepsiBa Aa HanpaBW OTHOCHO HaYMHWUTE, croped KOWUTo
TpsbBa Aa ce OCbLUECTBSABA TbproBckata AeMHOCT — BbBEXAAHETO Ha cneumar-
HW Knay3u B JOroBopute, HEOOBXoOMMOCTTa TPETOTO Nuue Aa Aade BELHW unu
NMYHKU o6e3neyveHmns, 1 T.H.

OcBeH TOBa praepositio Moxe Oa BKMA4YBaA MHOXECTBO institores u aa
npeaBwxga, Ye TpeTuTe nuua MoraT Aa CKIHoYBaT CAENKM C BCEKU OT TSX MOOT-
AENHO, UM Yye e Heobxoaumo cAenkuTe [a Ca CKIOYEHW eOHOBPEMEHHO OT
BCUYKN. B praepositio TMTynapaT moxe gopu ga 3abpaHu Ha ymbiHOMOLLEHUS
Aa CKNioYBa CAENKM C eQHO TOYHO ONpeaenieHo nuue, unv opu ¢ onpeaerneHa
KaTeropusi xopa (Hanpumep C nuue, KOeTO B MUHANOTO HE € U3MbIHUIIO 3a4bll-
XEHMsITa CU MO Be4Ye CKIYEH C NpeanpusiTueTo AoroBop) U T.H. Praepositio
TpsAbBa Aa Mma xapakTep Ha edHa pa3yMHa CTabunHOCT: ako e 0OekT Ha npo-
ABbIMKUTENHN Bapuauun, TpeTute nuua ca 3awmteHn Ha 6asaTa Ha npuHumMna 3a
Ao6poCHBECTHOCTTA, Makap M Aa MMmaTt BCe Nak Ha pasnosioXeHune cneumanHng

MCK cpeLLy yrmbrHoMoLwmTensi*2.

2 Mo Bbnpoca Aga ce BUAAT npomssegeHnsta Ha PETRUCCI, A., uMtupaHu no-rope B 6en. 7.
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Cpen MHOrobponHuUTe MHAMKauMW, B pesynrtaTt Ha u3crneaBaHeTo Ha uu-
TMpaHuTe bparMeHTH, KakTo U OT APYrM TakuBa, pasrnexpawm praepositio Ha
institor-a, YMNTO aHanNu3 nponyckam TyK, 3a Ja He ce BnyckaM B noapobHocTw,
cuYMTaM 3a HYXKHO Aa OTKPOS ABa OCHOBHM MOMEHTA.

[MbpBUAT € TBbpAEHMETO, cnopen KoeTo praepositio faBa efHa certa lex
Ha OOoroBapsmTe: TYK € MHTEPECHO Npeau BCUYKO npenpaliaHeTo KbM lex (B
cny4yas ce nma npeasug lex privata) koeto oT NpbB norneq npenpawia kbMm leges
venditionis un leges locationi — TUNUYHM JOBaABBYHM Kray3n, KOUTO CTpPaHUTE MO-
rat ga BKMYaT pecrnekTMBHO KbM JoroBopa 3a emptio—venditio n 3a
locatioe~conductio. Ho B cTaHOBMLLETO HA YNnNuaH TEPMUHBLT lex uma eanH no-
LUMPOK CMMUCBJ1, Bb3NpMEMaNKM 3HAYEHMETO Ha 4YacTHa HopmaTuBHa ypenba,
KosiTO TpsibBa Aa xapaktepuavpa no o6Bbp3Ball, HAaYMH LANIOTO NpPaBOOTHOLUE-
HWe, NOPOAEHO OT caenkaTa. Tasm certa lex € BCbLHOCT HanoXeHa Ha CTpaHu-
Te: edHa eguHuYHa cuTyauus, 3aWoTo ce MnpuvemMa 4e [Jorosopute, U Mo-
crneumanHo Tesan Ha JobpocbBECTHOCTTA, Ca pe3ynTaTr OT M3pas3siBaHe Ha CBO-
6oparta Ha AoroBapsiHe Ha CTpaHUTe, YASTO BOSS MOXE Aa ce onpeaenu cnopeg
yCcrnoBudaTa, KouTo Te npegnovnTar; Tyk obadye ce Hamvpame npea ABama LOro-
BapsLWM: NOABMACTHUS CUH unn pob (B KA4eCTBOTO My Ha YMbIHOMOLLEHO Nuue)
N TpeToTo Nnuue, u Te TpsabBa Aa ce NOAYMHAT Ha certa lex, onpegeneHa ot Tu-
TYyNnsapsi HA TbproBckaTa AeMHOCT.

BTopnat MOMEHT ce OTHacs 0O Heob6Xo4MMOCTTa HaCOKUTE Ha YMbIlHO-
MOLLaBaHeTO, JafeHn OT TUTYNApS, Aa He 6baaTt naMeHsiHU BrnocneacTeue. Ta-
Ka crnopef YNnuaH TUTYNSpST MOXe Aa U3KIYM OT negotiatio HAKOM KOHKPETHM
nMua unu kateropum nuua (No-cKopo KaTteropum TbproBuM), KAaTO YTOYHABA, Ye
HAMa Bb3MOXHOCT [a ce BbBexaaT Bnocneactasne mogmdpukauum Ha Tesm nbp-
BOHayarnHu HapexaaHus, Tbi KaTo goroBapsiwmte (M TyK To3n TepMuH Tpsabsa
[a 3acsara camo TpeTuTe nuua — CTpaHu No caenkarta) He Tpsibea aa 6baaT Bb-
BeaeHu B 3abnyxageHne — neque enim decipi debent contrahentes. TexecTtTa Ha
crnasBaHe Ha TbproBckaTa KOPEKTHOCT € MOoCTaBeHa BbpXy TUTYNAPS Ha Aewn-
HOCTTa CnpsAMO TpeTuTe nuua, KOUTO BCTbNBAT B NpaBHa caenka ¢ ynbiHOMO-
LLIEHOTO nunue.

Tean gBe ONOPHU TOYKM AaBaT Bb3MOXHOCT [a Ce pasKpusT 0CoBeHoCTuH-
Te Ha AO0roBopa, KOMTO YNMbIHOMOLLEHUAT CKMNOYBa C TPETOTO NULE: HAcoKuTe,

KOUTO ypexaaT ToBa OTHOLUEeHWe, ca NpoAMKTyBaHW B rorngama CcTerneH oT pater
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familias n no To03M HaunH He nNpomsnusat camo OT CBODOAHOTO CbBNageHue Ha
BONATa Ha CTpaHuTe, efHaTa OT KOMTO € MOABMacTHO Nnuue u e obBbp3aHo OT
pasnopenbute Ha praepositio. B pesynTtaT Ha ToBa CaMUAT TUTYNAP Ha TbpPros-
ckaTa OeNHOCT OT CBOS CTpaHa ce BsiBa 06Bbp3aH OT TOBA, KOETO TOW caMus €
peLumn n UMEHHO Mo Ta3wn NpUYMHa ce Hanara ga ce usbarsaT BCsKakBu nocnen-

Bally NpoMeHn B JageHnTe NbpBOHaA4YaJ1IHO napamMeTpu Ha yrnbJ/IHOMOLLIABaAHETO.

5. PROSCRIPTIO

B cBeTnvHaTa Ha Te3n pasCbXaeHust € HYXXHO fa pa3bepeM 3Ha4YeHeTo Ha
ny6GnMyYHOCTTa, KOSTO TUTYNsIPST TpsibBa Aa Aagde Ha praepositio™. Mo Toau
BBLMNPOC OTHOBO YrnuaH gasa scHota B D. 14.3.11.3—4 (Ulp. 28 ad ed.):

3. Proscribere palam sic accipimus claris litteris, unde de plano recte legi possit,
ante tabernam scilicet vel ante eum locum in quo negotiatio exercetur, non in
loco remoto, sed in evidenti. litteris utrum Graecis an Latinis? puto secundum loci
condicionem, ne quis causari possit ignorantiam litterarum. certe si quis dicat ignorasse
se litteras vel non observasse quod propositum erat, cum multi legerent cumque palam
esset propositum, non audietur.

4. Proscriptum autem perpetuo esse oportet: ceterum si per id temporis, quo propositum
non erat, vel obscurata proscriptione contractum sit, institoria locum habebit. proinde si
dominus quidem mercis proscripsisset, alius autem sustulit aut vetustate vel pluvia vel
qguo simili contingit, ne proscriptum esset vel non pareret, dicendum eum qui praeposuit

teneri. sed si ipse institor decipiendi mei causa detraxit, dolus ipsius praeponenti nocere
debet, nisi particeps doli fuerit qui contraxit.

B § 3 YnnuaH ce cnmnpa npegu BCUYKO Ha oOpMariHUTE XapakTepuUCTUKK
Ha proscriptio, kouto TpsibBa ga npeacrtasn:. OykBuTe TpsabBa ga ca ACHU, YeTe-
HeTO — NecHo, TeKCTbT TpaAbBa Aa 6bae nNocTaBeH kaTo obsBNeHWe npesa crpa-
Aata unum nomMeLleHneTo, KbAeTo € ceanuuleTo Ha TbproBCKOTO npeanpusaTue.
ABTOPBT JOPM YTOYHSBA, Ye HaaANUCHT Tpsibea Aa 6bae NnocTaBeH Ha BUCOYMHA-
Ta Ha ounMTe M ga 6bae Ha e3nka, rOBOPMM B CbOTBETHOTO HAaCeneHo MSCTO.
Ob6siBaTa TpsibBa Aa npencraBu BCUYKM (DOPMarnHm XapakTepucTuKKU, 3a Aa He
MOX€e HWKOW [a U3Mon3Ba KaTo NpeTekcT hakTa, Ye He e 3Haen Kbae Aa npoye-
Te 1 [Ja Bb3NpuMeMe U3SBEHNETO 3a YNbHOMOLLABAHETO NO NPaBUMEH HAaYUH.
Mma cbluo Taka m3nckBaHe KbM TUTYNSAPS 3@ YTOYHSIBAHE M SICHOTa, MMaLLO 3a

npegmeT hopManHUTe acnekT N CbObpPXXaHNETO Ha Proscriptio.

B Mo Bbnpoca fa ce suau nocriegHo LIGIOS, M. A. Nomen negotiationis, p. 40 ss.
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B § 4 1opucTbT NpemMnHaBa KbM pasrnexgaHeTo Ha NpoabimKUTeNHocTTa
Ha n3naraHeTo Ha o6saBneHneTo: nybnuyHata obsiea TpssbBa fa ocTaHe aduLn-
paHa no MOCTOAHEH HAYMH U ako TPETOTO NMLE CKITYM OOroBOp B nepuoaa, B
KOWTO TS He e Buna n3noxeHa unmn He e GunNo Bb3MOXHO Aa ce npo4veTe, Bce nak
e MoXxen ga npeasisu actio institoria cpelty Tutynapsa. Tyk ce nopaxna eaHo
AOMBbIHUTENHO 3abIDKEHME 3a TUTYNAPS: TOW He camo TpsbBa fga ocurypu ea-
Ha 065Ba, KOATO OTroBaps Ha hopmanHUTE PEKBM3UTU, N3BPOEHN OT YnnmaH, HO
TpaGBa fa ce rpwxkun T Aa 6bae BMHArK M3noXeHa n ga Moxe Aa ce yete. Taka
TOM e 6mn OTroBOPEH M 3a AENHOCTTa Ha institor-a, KOWTO € CKNo4Mn 4OroBop C
TpeToTOo nuue B nepuoaa, B KONTO obsBata He e Buna nsnoxeHa unu He ce e
yeTana, He3aBMCUMO OT hakTa, Ye s € MaxHan caMuUsT TOM UM Nnopaam KaksaTo
W Ooa e gpyra npuvynHa ce e marybuna unu e ctaHana Hedetnuea. Tutynapart
lwan ga 6bae oTroBopeH ex actione institoria, ako institor-bT e npemaxHan ob6saB-
NeHneTo, 3a Aa M3Mamu TpeTuTe nuua, OCBEH ako institor-m 1 TpPeToTo Nuue He
ca ce yroBOpunn ga oweTsaT TUTYNaps.

B T031 MOMeEHT Mu ce CTpyBa, Ye onpefesieHo cTaBa SICHO Kak praepositio
He TpsAbBa Oa ce Bb3npuemMa camo KaTto eauH aKT, C KOUTO TUTYNApAT nocTaBs
YMbITHOMOLLEHMS HAYerno Ha npeanpuaTue, orpaHn4yaBanky Kpbra Ha onepaTms-
HaTa My OEWNHOCT U yCTaHOBSABAMKN HAYNMHUTE WU YCNOBUSATA, CNopes KOUTO TOW
TpsibBa ga cknoYBa TbProBCKU COENKM C TpeTuTe nuua. BeblHoCT praepositio e
MHOro noBeYe, 1 TOBa CTaBa sICHO, ako Ce onuTame fa ce NocTaBMM Ha MSICTOTO
Ha TPeTOTO Nnuue: MbPBUAT KOHTAKT, KOUTO TOM MMa C NpeanpuaTueTo, PbKOBO-
AEHO OT YNbSIHOMOLLEHOTO Nuue, MOXe Aa ce CbCToM (MOHe WO ce oTHacda A0
Ha3eMHaTa TbProBcka AENHOCT) OT YEeTEHEeTO Ha proscriptio, adpuwmpana npea
taberna vnn Ha MSACTOTO, KbAETO institor-bT ynpaxHsBa CBOATa OEWHOCT.
Proscriptio He e nNpocTo efHO NyBrMYHO NpeasioXeHne, Tb KaTo, YeTeunku 1,
TPETOTO NUUE peLlaBa Aann € 3auHTepecyBaHO UKW He [a CKIYn ob6aBeHus
A0roBop.

dopmMmpaHeTO Ha [OoroBopHaTa BONMA B Te3uM cCryvyaum ce gBsBa eauviH
TBbpAeE CMNOXEH M CbCTaBeH NPOLEC: ako TPETOTO NMLUe peLlun aa CKIYU eauH
AOroBop c institor-a, T.e. ICHO e, Ye BeYe e NpPUerio N3NoXeHOTOo OT proscriptio. C
efHa oyma, Beye e 3anoyHarno Aa gaBa CBOETO Cbrflacne, HO He Ha YyNbSIHOMO-
LLIEHMS!, C KOrOTO HE € MMaro BCe OLLEe KOHTaKTW, a Ha TUTYNaps, KOUTO e cb3han

proscriptio. lNpepocTaBssHETO Ha TakoBa Cbrflacve 3aBbpluBa Crieq ToBa CbC
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CKITIOYBAHETO Ha [OroBopa, KOeTo CTaBa C YNbIHOMOLLEHNA noasracTeH. Tosa
obaye onpeaeneHo mM3nMcKBa TPETOTO NUuUe [a € NPUeno CbAbpXaHUETO Ha
praepositio, KOeTo cnegoBaTenHo CbCTaBnsaBa eauH PyHaaMeHTaneH enemMeHT,
BbpPXy KOMTO Ce OCHOBaBa HEroBOTO Cbrnacue. ToBa 06ACHABa 1 U3KNHOYUTENHO
ronsaMoTO BHMMaHue, KOeTO YNnuaH OTAEeNsA Ha pasrnexgaHeTo Ha proscriptio:
TOW ce cnupa, KakTo BUasxXMe, no crtapaTterieH HayuH BbpXy TOSIKOBa O0COGEHM
acnekTn, OTHacCAWM ce KbM TO3U AOKYMEHT: €3UKbT, pa3mMepbT Ha OykBuTE Ha
Hagnuca n AcHoTaTa Ha TeKcTa, MeCTOMOSIOXKEHNETO Ha TeKCTa npea MsICTOTO, B
KOeTO ce ocblLUecTBABa negotiatio, 3ana3BaHeTo Ha 06ABNEHNETO U nocneanum-
Te, NpousTU4YaLM OT HEroBOTO NOBPEXAaHe UNN YHULLOXEHUEe, eBEeHTyarnHOTO
cblracve BbB Bpeda Ha TUTYNApSA Mexay TpeToTo nuue U institor-a 3a yHULLO-
XaBaHeTo Ha proscriptio.

Tyk ce Hamupame npen ToBa, koeTo Emilio Betti*® Hapuua ,eanHuyHa
caernka ¢ MHOXecCTBeHO BoneunssasneHne“ (“negozio unico con pluralita di dichia-
razioni’). HeobxoaumMo e ga ce yTOYHW, Ye PUMIISHUTE HUKOra He ca odepTtanu
Tasu gormaTu4Ha KOHCTPYKUMS 3a OEMHOCTTa MO CKMYBaHe Ha nNpaBHUTE caen-
Kn, KOATO ce obpasyBa crnepj Bb3naraHeTo Ha TbProBCKOTO MPeaCTaBUTENCTBO
Ha institor-a. He Moxe ga ce oTpeye obade M TpakToBKaTa Ha YnnuaH, cnopen
KOroTo 3a CTpaHuTe praepositio, BKIOYEHa B proscriptio, € cuntaHa 3a cBoeob6-
pasHo m3aBneHne no caenkarta. Pasbupa ce, ye ToBa € 61O eaHO M3ABNEHME,
HACOYEeHO KbM CKMIOYBaHe Ha caernkaTa: TPeToTo nuue ro yete, Bb3npuema ro
Nno CbOTBETHUSA HA4YMH M peluaBa Aanu ga Bnese B taberna-ta n ga cknwoum go-
roBopa c institor-a nnu ga cu TpbrHe. Ho ako TpeToTo nuue peLlun ga CKI4m
AoroBopa c institor-a, goroBopHaTta Bonsi, M3paseHa oOT institor-a, BKNoyBa BeYye

obsBeHaTa OT TUTYNSPS B proscriptio.

6. SAKITIOYNTENHN BEJIEXKN

AKo ce onMTame Aa HanpaBUM Makap M YacTU4Ha PEKOHCTPYKLMSI Ha pas-
rnefaHnTe OTHOLLEHUS, TpsAbBa Aa 0TGENeXnM Ha MbPBO MSCTO, Y€ HaCTOALMNAT
TEKCT MMa 3a uen ga npeacraBu purypu, MHCTUTYTM M NpobnemMu, KOUTo AHEeC
6uxme npuuMCnNIUNM KbM TemaTta 3a npeacTaBUTENCTBOTO. ToBa MMa CBOETO

3Ha4YeHne(q AOKOJIKOTO 4Ype3 TEXHUA aHalrim3 € Bb3MOXHO Oa ce pa36epe B KakbB

4 BETTI, E. Teoria generale del negozio giuridico. 2. ed. Torino, 1960, p. 304 ss.
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CMMCBN N OHEC Te MoraT Aa Cce U3nonseaT M KaK ga ce noctaBsa NpobnembT 3a
OTrOBOPHOCTTa NPW OCbLLLECTBABAHETO Ha TbproBckaTa AenHocT. KoHCTpyKuus-
Ta Ha Tas3n OTrTOBOPHOCT B PUMCKOTO MpaBo, OMAenkn NnpeanMHo B npoLecyarneH
nnaH, NpemMMHaBsa npe3 e4Ho AocTa noapoOHO pasrnexaaHe C No3oBaBaHe Ha
KOHKPETHW Ka3ycu OT TeKCToBeTE Ha [Aurectute, KbM paslumpsiBaHe Ha rpaHuLu-
Te Ha generaumdara, Koato pater familias — TbproBey, npegocTaBa Ha CBoUTe
noABNacTHU (a CbWO U Ha HEMoOABMacTHWUTE, HO 3aBMCUMM OT Hero cBob6OaHM
nmua — KnMeHTu, ocBobOXAEeHUM 1 Np. Han-o6LW o) 3a CKMoYBaHE Ha COENKU C
TPeTH nuua Npu ynpaKHsiIBAHETO Ha TbproBcKkaTa AEVHOCT, Ha KOSATO TOW € TUTY-
nap. Tasn generaunsa € 6una npugpyxeHa c rapaHumu, KakButo 6unu nyénumy-
HOTO 0bGsBABaHE 4Ype3 Proscriptio, U KOUTO UManNu NPeaMMHO Len Aa 3awuTar
TpeTuTe nNuua, Kato UM JaBanu nNpeacrasa 3a nuuaTa, OBNacTEHN Aa CKnioyBat
A0roBOpU, KOUTO LLie aHraxmpaT OTrOBOPHOCTTa Ha pater familias n 3a eBeHTy-
anHUTe YCroBuS U KNay3n, KOUTO Te3n LOroBopu TpsibBano HEMPEMEHHO Aa Cb-
abpxarT.

Taka ce onncea NOHATMETO 3a UHAVBMAYANHOTO TbProBCKO NpeanpuaTune,
TBBbPAE CbCTABHO M CIIOXHO, 3apafun KOeTO OT eHa CTpaHa ce nopaxpgja naeqra,
Ha KOSITO HEe MOra fa ce cnupam B Tasu cTatns — 4Ye TO € eHa OTnpaBHa To4vka
32 aKTMBHW M NAaCUBHM NPaBHU OTHOLUEHWS, U OT Apyra CTpaHa ce NoTBbpXKAaBa
OTrOBOPHOCTTA Ha TUTYNSAPS Ha TbproBckata AEeNHOCT, Buaenkn T HeorpaHu4e-
Ha NO NPMHUMN, HO BCE NaK B rpaHULMTE, KOUTO TOW CaMMUAT MMa NPaBOTO U Cb-
LLIEBPEMEHHO 3a4bINKEHNETO Aa ONpedeny U ga Hanpasu Taka, vye ga npngobu-
AT Nny6nunyHocT. B cbLOTO Bpeme opraHmsaumMoHHaTa pamMka, KosaTo npousnusa
OT Hesl, TpsibBa Oa Obae nacnegBaHa OT rneaHa Tovka Ha npuHuMna 3a Aobpo-
CbBECTHOCTTa NPU CbBMECTSIBAHE Ha MHTEPECUTE Ha TbproBeLa U Ha TpeTuTe
nuua. FAcHo e, Ye ce Hammpame B €OMH Nasap, KOMTO B MOMEHTa Ha CBOETO HaW-
WHTEH3MBHO pa3BUTME HE € MOoCTaBwuIl NpobnemuTe, TUNNYHM 38 CbBPEMEHHUTE
oOulecTBa 3a 3alumMTa Ha noTpebutenuTe unu 3a 3awuTa Ha T.Hap. ,cnabu goro-
Bapsawm® (contraenti deboli), makap 4Ye HsIKOM OT NMpaBunaTa OTHOCHO Proscriptio
narnexga cb3gaBaT MbpBOOOpa3nTeE Ha CbBPEMEHHUTE MEPKM 3a MPOTEKLMS.
Cnpsamo cboTBeTHaTa NpPoCcToTa Ha nasapa KoHTpacTupa obaye CroXHOCTTa Ha
npaBHaTa KOHCTPYKUMS, C KOATO € NOTBbpAeHa OTFOBOPHOCTTA MNpU yrpaxHsBa-
HETO Ha TbproBckaTa AEWHOCT. Tasu KOMMNMUUMPAHOCT € B ronsimMaTta Cu 4act

3aBUCMMA, KaKTO Be4Ye ce Kasa, oT HeobxoammocTTa ga ce npeoporee 3akocrte-
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HANOCTTa U CTAaTUYHOCTTa Ha apxandHaTta ypenba Ha npasata Ha pater familias.
OT Hes ce nopaxaa, NPy BCUYKK CyYan U B HEMHUTE nocnenBaLiy NposiBlEHUS,
NPUHLUUNBT 3a HeorpaHndYeHaTa OTFOBOPHOCT MNpWU crnasBaHe Ha 3akoOHHUTE opra-
HU3aUMOHHM ,NpaBuna“, CbOTBETCTBALLM HAa 4OOPOCHBECTHOCTTA, KOUTO TUTYNSA-
PAT Ha NpeanpuaATMETO NpenBapuUTENnHO e duKkcupan K Hanpasun nyGrnmn4yHo
AOCTbIMHMW.

CnepoBaTenHo HeorpaHmMyeHaTta OTrOBOPHOCT € 0bycroBeHa M nogynHe-
Ha Ha 6a3aTa Ha opraHusauusaTa, KOATO € Jan Ha NpeanpuAaTUeTO HEroBUAT TU-
Tynsap. Tpetnte nuua, 3alWwMTEHM HA OCHOBATa Ha NpuHUMna 4O6pOCHBECTHOCT-
Ta, UMaT BCe NaK 3a4b/HKEHNETO Aa ce MHpopmmpaT 3a Tasm opraHmsauns npe-
AW fa cknoyat gorosop. NpaBHUTE HOPMK B Ta3n CUTyaums nsrnexga ocbliue-
CTBABaT (PYHKUMSATA Ha CbyeTaBaHe Ha WHTepecuTe: Te3n Ha TpeTuTe nuua u
Te3n Ha TbproBeua, Cb3gaBaikn egHO paBHOBECUE, KOETO u3rnexaa ce e Tbp-
CENo KakTo 3a CTUMYNUPaHe Ha nasapHUTE OTHOLWEHMs (KakTo BGuxme kasanwu
AHecC), Taka 1 3a Aa ce NpefocTaBy Ha Tbproseua Bb3MOXHOCTTa Aa UMa eHo

pa3yMHO O4YaKBaHE 3a PUCKOBETE, KOUTO Ce noemat 4Ypea3 Tasun AENHOCT.
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