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Ako nogsnacTeH cuH unu pob HaHece Bpeda ApYyrMMy, NOTbPNEBLUNAT OT
TO3M OENUKT € MOXen Aa yrnpaxHu actio noxalis (HokcaneH Uck) cpelly CboTBeT-
Husa pater familias nnmn rocnogap Kato OoTBETHUK. B TO3M crnyvai OTBETHUKBLT €
Moxen fa mnsbupa ganv ga nnatm obesweteHre Ha NOTbpreBLUNS, CaKall ca-
MUAT TON € U3BbPLUNI AENWKTa, UK Aa ce 0cBoboaM OT Tasu OTTOBOPHOCT, KaTo
npegage Ha NOTbPMNEBLUNA CBOSITA BNacT Hag poba nnn noaBnacTtHus cu. Toa
NpexBbprsiHE UNKN OTCTbNBaHe ce Hapuya noxae deditio. Actio noxalis ce Ha-
COYBa cpeLly CbOTBETHUA NpUTeXaTen Ha BnacTTa Haf AenukeeHTa. AKo BnacT-
Ta Hag poba nnu Hag cuHa ce NPexBbpris Ha TpeTo nuue, actio noxalis cpelty
NpexBbPNSALWNS ce noracsisa 1 Bb3HWKBA €X NOVO cpelly npuobpetartens?.

AKO camuaT NOTbpMEeBL OT AeNnuKTa Monydm Bnactra Bbpxy poba unu
filius, actio noxalis ce noracsBa nopagu cnuBaHe, AOKOSIKOTO NOTbPMNEBLUMAT He
MOXe Oa nogage KakbBTO M ga 6uno uck cpewy camma cebe cn. Obayve ako
cnen toea npogage poba wunu npepage filius nog Bnactra Ha gpyro nuue,
topucnpyaeHumnsaTa Boam Cnop ganu My ce nonara OTHOBO actio noxalis cpelty

OKOH4YaTesnHus npuobpeTtaTten. Toea cbobuwasa Man B cBouTe MHCTUTYLMK:

IGai 4.78. Sed si filius patri aut servus domino noxam commiserit, nulla actio nascitur;
nulla enim omnino inter me et eum qui in potestate mea est, obligatio nasci potest.
Ideoque etsi in alienam potestatem pervenerit aut sui iuris esse coeperit, neque cum
ipSO neque cum eo cuius nunc in potestate est agi potest. Unde quaeritur, si alienus
servus filiusve noxam commiserit mihi , et is postea in mea esse coeperit, potestate,

Knacuyecknte topucTu onuceat To3u npouec ¢ cdopmynara noxa caput sequitur. o To3u
Bbnpoc Bx. FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A. Derecho Publico Romano. 19. ed. Madrid, 2016,
p.200 ss.; Id., Derecho Privado Romano. 19. ed. Madrid, 2016, p. 150 ss,;
ALBURQUERQUE, J. M. La prestacion de alimentos en el Derecho Romano y su
proyeccion en el derecho actual. Madrid, 2010, p. 33 ss.; RUIZ PINO, S. La vertiente
iuspublicista de la institucion adoptiva en Derecho Romano y en el Derecho Espariol.
Madrid, 2012, p. 189 ss. JIMENEZ SALCEDO, C. Reflexiones sobre la confusion como
modo de extinciéon de las obligaciones en Derecho Romano. — In: RGDR, 2004, no. 3, p. 3
ss. De VISSCHER, F. Le régime romain de la nasalité. De la vengeance collective a la
responsabilité individuelle. Bruxelles, 1947, p. 147 ss.; GIMENEZ CANDELA, T. El régimen
pretorio subsidiario de la accidon noxal. Navarra, 1981, p. 27 ss., BIONDI, B. voz noxa. — In:
NNDI, Vol. 11, p. 449 ss.; Id., Le “actiones noxales” nel diritto romano classico. — In: Annali
del Seminario Giuridico della Universita di Palermo (AUPA), Vol. 10, 1925; PUGLIESE, G.
Obbligazione del capo di famiglia e responsabilita diretta del colpevole nel regime della
nasalita. — In: Studi in memoria di Emilio Albertario, Vol. 1, 1933, p. 235 ss.; FALCHI, G. L.
Le controversie tra Sabiniani e Proculiani. Milano, 1981, p. 202 ss.; Id., Ricerche sulla
legittimazione passiva alle azioni nossali: il possessore di buona fede del servo. Milano,
1976, p. 149 ss.
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utrum intercidat actio an quiescat. Nostri praeceptores intercidere putant, quia in eum
casum deducta sit in quo consistere non potuerit, ideoque licet exierit de mea potestate,
agere me non posse. Diversae scholae auctores, quamdiu in mea potestate sit,
guiescere actionem putant, quia ipse mecum agere non possum, cum vero exierit de
mea potestate, tunc ea resuscitari.

Cnopep Nan He ce npegocTaBsa UcK, ako pob nnu nogenacteH (filius) Ha-
Hece Bpeaa Ha cBOs rocnogap wnu pater familias, 3aWo0To He MOXe Aa Bb3HUKHE
UMBUITHO 3afbiDKeHue Mexay nputexaTens Ha Bnactra M nvueto, KoeTo e
00eKkT Ha Tasu BnacT. [1o-cKkopo npuTexaTenaT Ha BracTTa MOXe Aa OencTBa
HenocpeacTBeHO M cBoboAHO cpelly cBos pob wmnu cuH. 3aTtoBa, ako pater
familias npegage apyrumy ceBosi nogBracTeH unu My gage csobopaTta, nNak He
MOXe [a ce nopoau NpaBO Ha UCK cpelly npuobpeTtatens Ha poba nnu cpelly
camua ocBoboxaeHew,

Ob6a4ye ako pobBLT MNN CUHDBT, U3BBLPLUUI OENNKTA, CTaHaT COBCTBEHOCT
Ha NOTbPNEBLUNA OT AenukTa, cnopen cabmHuaHuuTe actio noxalis ce noracsea
OKOHYaTENHO N HEe MoXe Aa 6bae Bb30OHOBEHA, ako crieq ToBa NPUYNHUTENAT
Ha BpegaTa 6bAe ocBoboaeH uUnu npoaadeH otHoBo?. O6paTHO — crnopep npo-
KynuaHumuTe actio noxalis octaBa naTteHTHa U ce Bb3paxia Korato npuynHuTe-
nAaT Ha BpepaTta 6bae ocsobogeH vnu npogadeH. B To3m cnop Manm npuema

MHEHMETO Ha cabuHMaHUMTE, KOETO MO-KbCHO € Bb3MNpnUeTo " oT FOcTuHmaH?.

Cnopeg MeH npeobnagaBalloTo MHeHMe Ha cabuHuaHuute e no-
npaBunHO. TakoBa Ha NpakTuKa e U TPaguLNOHHOTO CTaHOBULLE HA POMAHUCT K-

KaTta, KOATO B TO3N Ka3yC npmema CrimnBaHeTo Kato OCHOBaHME 3a noracqaBaHe Ha

Bx. cbwo: D. 47.2.18 (Paul., 9 ad Sab.): Quod dicitur, noxam caput sequi, tunc verum est,
ut quae initio adversus aliqguem nata est, caput nocentis sequatur; ideoque si servus tuus
furtum mihi fecerit, et dominus eius effectus eum vendideru, non posse me agere cum
emtore, Cassiani putant. Mo T03n BbNpoc cpsB. cbwo u D. 47.2.17.1 (Ulp. lib. 37 ad
Sabinum); D. 5.1.11 (Ulp. 12 ad ed.); D. 13.6.1.2 (Ulp. lib. 28 ad ed.) BbB Bpb3ka C actio
comodati.

Taka e onucaHo B WHcTuTyummTte Ha KOcTuHmaH — 1J. 4.8.6. Si servus domino noxiam
commisserit, actio nulla nascitur; namque inter dominum et eum, qui in potestate eius est,
nulla obligatio nasci potest. Ideoque, et si in alienam potestatem servus pervenerit, aut
manumissus fuerit, neque cum ipso, heque cum €0, cuius nunc in potestate sit, agi potest.
Unde, si alienus servus noxiam tibi commiserit, et is postea in potestate tua esse coeperit,
intercidit actio, quia in eum casum deducta sit, in quo consistere non potuit: ideoque, licet
exierit de tua potestate, agere non potes, quemadmodum si dominus in servum suum
aliquid commiserit, nec si manumissus aut alienatus fuerit servus, ullam actionem contra
dominum habere potest. CbwoT0 MHeHMe noaabpxa u MNMayn — Bx. D. 47.2.18 (lib. 9 ad
Sabinum), kaTo komnunaTopuTe cCa NpPemMaxHanu yrnoMeHaBaHETO Ha CTaHOBMULLETO Ha
npokyneaHuute. Bx. FALCHI, G. L. Le controversie tra Sabiniani e Proculiani, cit., p. 203.
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HokcanHua uck*. MpuumHaTta, nopagn KosTo cabuHuaHuuTe M3bupaT ToBa pe-
LeHne, 6u morna aa 6bae crnegHaTa: ako NocTpaganuaTt npogane 0THOBO poba,
TOM Nony4yaBa NbfiHaTa LeHa npu NOoKynko-npogaxbaTta, B KOATO HE € BKINOYEHO
obe3lleTeHNeTo 3a U3BbPLUEHMS OenuKT. AKo cnepn npogaxbata Ton nogaae
actio noxalis cpewy npuobpetaTtens, CbLUAT MOXe [a Ce NMPOTUBOMOCTAaBMU C
exceptio doli mali. OT egHa cTpaHa npogaBayYybT HE MOXe Aa uancka ot npuob-
peTtartensd nbfiHaTa LeHa 3a NpeTbpreHn Bpeau, a oT Apyra cTpaHa c LeHaTa Ha
NnoKynko-npogaxbaTa TOM e nony4uMn OHoBa, KOeTo 6uM MOorbn Aa nony4yu vpes
actio noxalis.®

Ha cabuHnaHckaTa Teopusi ce NPOTMBOMOCTaBHA, HO cCamMO NPUBUOHO,
TprdOHWH:
D. 9.4.37 (Triphon. 15 Disput.). Si alienus servus furtum mihi federit, qui postea in
meum dominium pervenerit, extinguitur furti actio, quae mihi competierat, nondum in
iudicium deducta; nec si postea alienavero eum, quem ante litem contestatam emeram,

furti actio restaurabitur. Quodsi post litem contestatam eum remedero, condemnandus
erit venditor.

Cnopepf, TpdOHMH, ako HAKOM NocTpaga oT Kpaxba, n3sbpLUeHa OT YyXa
pob, a no-kbcHO Npuaobue To3mn pob B cBOsI cobcTBEHOCT, actio furti noxalis ce
noracsiea. Ako pobbT e KyneH npeaw litis contestatio, a crneq ToBa € OTYYXAEH,
UCKBbT He ce Bb30bHOBABa. Obayve ako noctpaganuart kynu poba, crneq kaTto e
3aBefeHa litis contestatio mexay Hero n cobctBeHuka Ha poba, npogaBaybT LUe
O6bAe ocbAeH aa nnaTtu obesueTeHne 3a Bpeaara®.

[okonkoTo TpudoHMH peluaBa, Ye actio He ce Bb30OHOBsIBA, ako NOTbP-

neswnAT OT AEJIMKTa npogaae OTHOBO po6a, TO TOW ce npnaobpxa Kbm cabuHu-

Bx. mHeHueTo Ha SOLAZZI, S. L'estinzione dell'obbligazione nel diritto romano. Vol. I. 2. ed.
riveduta. Napoli, 1935, p. 280, 284, kbgeto TOW TBBbPAM, Ye Ka3yCbT Ha HOKcanHa
OTFOBOPHOCT € M3KMYeHne OT ObLOoTO MpaBuIio M Ye CNMBaHETO MOopadkaa HEOTMEHUM
edeKkT. MI3BBbH TO3N criyyan pyMCKUTE HPUCTM umaT NpeaBuf U xunoTtesaTa, ye cretuTe
cyGeKkT MoXe OTHOBO fa ce pasgensat. ToBa e npobnem, HamoXwrn ce B CbBPEMEHHOTO
npaBo BbLB Bpb3ka C MNpakTUKaTa Ha UEHHUTe KHWXa Ha mnpuHocutensa. Bx. owe
KRETSCHMAR, P. Die Theorie der Confusion: ein Beitrag zur Lehre von der Aufhebung der
Rechte. Leipzig, 1899, S. 11 ff.; FADDA, C. Concetti fondamentali del diritto ereditario
romano. Milano, 1949, p. 313. Obauye B nHTepecHaTa cu MmoHorpadust KIER, P. Die confusio
im klassischen romischen Recht. Berlin, 1995, S. 85 nocouyBa, 4Ye cabuHWAHUUTE He
npvemart, Yye B TO3U Criyyan e Hanuue kasyc Ha cnveaHe (confusio), nopaan KOETO He MOXe
a ce NpaBAT 3aKMYeHns, KOUTO Aa ca NPUITOKNUMM KaTo NPaBuo 3a UCTUHCKOTO CrMBaHeE.

Cps. FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A. El precio como elemento comercial en la compraventa
romana. Madrid, 1993, p. 69 ss.

OTtHocHo To3u chparmeHT BX. BISCARDI, A. Lezioni sul processo romano antico e classico.
Torino, 1967, p. 338 ss.
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aHckaTta goktpuHa. Obave B ka3dyca, korato Mexay ABamarta Bede e npoBefeHa
litis contestatio, OPUCTBLT CAKaLl BfvM3a B NpOTUBOpeYME, Tbi KaTo cnopeq Hes
actio noxalis ce noracsBa ako nNocTpaganuaT ctaHe cobCcTBeHUK Ha poba. [enc-
TBUTENHO, C litis contestatio npeTopbT onpenenst ycnosuaTa Ha cnopa, Cbaobp-
)KaHMEeTO Ha Mcka MU CbCTOSHMETO Ha CbOWUTMATA, HACTBLNUAN 4O TO3U MOMEHT.
Hactbnunute cneq ToBa NpomeHn (B cnyvasi Npy NacuBHa nermtumaums) sede
He ce B3emaT NMpeaBua M 3aToBa He MOXe Oa MPOMEHST Xxoda Ha npoueca.’
CnepoBatenHo edektute, nopodeHun ot litis contestatio, ca npuMynHa 3a ToBa
NPVBUOHO NPOTUBOpPEYME CbC CabMHNAHCKaTa JOKTPUHA.

B opyr tekct ot Ourectute — D. 30.70 (lib.18 ad edictum provinciale)?,
"an pasrnexga Apyry Kasycu, npu KOMTO NOTbPMEBLUNAT OT U3BBPLLEHMSA OT pob
AENVKT MMa UCK CpeLLy npuTexaTens Ha BnacTTa Hag Hero, makap actio noxalis
Ja ce e noracuna wnvM Oopu He e Bb3HukHana. CuTyaumuTe, KOMTO Onucea

IOPUCTBT, Ca creaHnTe:

D. 30.70.pr. Si servus Tii furtum mihi fecerit, deinde Titius herede me instituto servum
tibi legaverit, non est iniquum, talem servum tibi tradi, qualis apud Titium fuit, id est, ut
me indemnem praestes furti nomine, quod is fecerit apud Titium. 1. Nam et si fundus,
gui meo fundo serviebat, tibi legatus fuerit, non aliter a me tibi praestari debeat, quam ut
pristinam servitutem recipiam.

C ppymm gymn, egmH pob Ha Tuumi masbpwBa Kpaxba (furtum) cpewty
Mesun. Cnepn toBa Tuumi Ha3HavyaBa 3a CBOM HacnegHuk Mesun 1 3aBellaBa
po6Ga Ha gpyro nuue Ypes nerat per damnationem?®. Cnopen ait, Mesuii 61 Mo-
rbn ga ce npeasiBu UCK cpelly ToBa ApYro Nuue 3apaan M3BbpLUEHUS OENUKT C

actio noxalis. OcHOBaHuATa 3a TakaBa apryMeHTauusi IpUCTbT 0bSACHABa CbC

7 BISCARDI, A. Op.cit., p. 339.

8  Bx. KIEB, P. Op. cit., S. 83 ff.; FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A. Op. cit., p. 69 ss.; MONIER, R.
La garantie contre les vices cachés dans la vente romaine. Paris, 1930, p. 83; NARDI, E.
Studi sulla ritenzione in Diritto Romano. Vol. 1. Fonti e caso. Milano, 1947, p. 402 ss. lo
MHEHMETO Ha To3n aBTop oparMeHTbT € knacuveckn. Bx. u IMPALOMENI, G. L’editto degli
edili curuli. Padova, 1955, p. 167 ss.

Bx. KIER, P. Op. cit., S. 84 — cnopea Hero ToBa, KOETO HU Kapa Aa MUCMMM Ye cTaBa Ayma
3a nerat per damnationem, e Hal-Beye ynotpebarta Ha TepmuHa “tradi”, KakTo 1 QakTbT, Ye
ako pobObT e Oun 3aBewaH ¢ nerat per vindicationem, HokcanHaTta OTrOBOPHOCT Ha
nerataps 61 6una BLH OT cbMHeHue. Bx. cbwo LENEL, O. L’Edit Perpétuel. Vol. 2. Paris,
1975, & 173, p. 99, n D. 47.2.64 (66) (Nerat. 1 Membranarum): A Titio herede homo Seio
legatus ante aditam hereditatem Titium furtum fecit; si adita hereditate Seius legatum ad se
pertinere voluerit, furti tunc, quum faceret furtum, eius fuit, et ut maxime quis existimet, si
servus esse coeperit eius, cui furtum fecerat, tolli furti actionem, ut nec, si alienatus sit, agi
possit eo nomine; ne post aditam quidem hereditatem Titii factus est, quia ea, quae
legantur, recta via ab eo, qui legavit, ad eum, cui legata sunt, transeunt.
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cnefHust cpaBHUTENEH kadyc oT naparpad 1: ako 3a onpegenieH MMoT e 6un
ydypeLeH cepBUTYT B Nor3a Ha Hacnegjogartens, a Ton € npefocTtaBui MMmoTa ¢
neraTt Ha NUUETO, B YMATO TEXECT € CEepBUTYTHT, CEPBUTYTLT BM cneasano aa
ce noracu nopaau crvBaHe B MOMEHTa Ha NpUeMaHeTo Ha HacneacTBoTo. Hac-
negHUKbT obade MoXe da Cu 3anasu cepBuUTyTa, KaTo NPEXBBLPIAN HEOABMKUMUS
MMOT cropeq nerara.
Cnensa v gpyr ka3yc B naparpad 2 Ha CbLUNA TEKCT:

2. Nec dissimile est ei, qui mandato alicuius servum emit, vel ei, qui servum redhibet;

qui omnes non aliter restituere servum coguntur, quam ratio habeatur furti, quod ab eo
servo factum fuerit, vel antequam negotium contraheretur, vel postea.

BbB BTOpMA Ka3yc maHgaTtap KynyeBa pob, KOUTO My OTKpagBa HSKaKBO
nmyLlecTso npeav aa 6vae npegageH Ha maHgaHTta. Cnopen an B TakbB Cry-
Yan MaHgaTapaT MOXe [a npegsBu UCK 3a kpaxba cpeluy maHgaHta. CbloTo
cTaBa KoraTto cnepj CkroyBaHe Ha [oroBopa 3a MOKyMnko-npoaaxba KynyBaybT
npetTbpnu Kpaxba, n3BbpLleHa oT KyneHus pob n BefgHara pas3TporHe gorosopa
3a nokynko-npogaxba v BbpHe poba. B To3n crnydan KynyBaybT Moxe Aa npe-

ASIBU UCK CpeLly npoaaBava nopaau kpaxoa.

3. Quare et si post aditam hereditatem servus legatus heredi furtum fecerit, ita praestari
debebit, ut ob hoc edictum quasi litis aestimatio a legatario sufferatur heredi.

B naparpad 3 e onucaHa cnegHata cuTyauusi: 3aBewaBa ce C nerar
eavH pob per damnationem un cneg kaTto HacneacTBOTO € NPUETO, HO nNpean aa
Obae npegageH Ha nerataps, pobbT OTKpaaBa UMYLLECTBO Ha HacnegHuka. B
TO3u cny4van ["anm OTHOBO Npuema, Ye HacnegHuKbT TpsibBa aa npegage poba Ha

nerataps4, 3a ga ro obesweTn Ton 3a KpaxbaTa.

B HavanHuat naparpad (pr.), cnopeg Nan (koWTo ce npucbeanHsBa KbM
cabuHMaHCKOTO MHeHMe), actio noxalis ce noracsiBa nopagu cnveBaHe, Korato
MeBuii npuema HacneacTeoTol®;, oGave neratapaT oTroBapsa 3a Aenukra. KakTto
B naparpad 1, kbaeto Nan oboCcHOBaBa CBOETO peELLUEHNE, OT peLlaBallo 3Have-
HWe 3a pa3bupaHeTo Ha Ta3m 06OCHOBKA € fa ce ThilKyBa pasnopenbara oTHOC-
Ho nerarta. Cnopepg knacuyeckata lpucnpyoeHumns neratbT TpsibBa ga gocTur-

He 00 neratapd B CbCTOAHUETO, B KOETO € ovun B pbuUeTe Ha Hacnenodartensd, n

10 Cnopen npokyneaHuuTe 3a MeBuit HOKCanmHaTa akLWsi camo ce OTnara W Korato po6bT

O6bae npeganeH Ha nerataps Kanm ce Bb306HOBSsIBa.
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Tbi KaToO poOBLT € Bmn Nog HeroBaTa BNacT, TOM € HOCeNn TeXecTTa Ha Hokcarn-
HaTa oTroBopHocT. !

B naparpad 2 noctpaganuaT He pasnonara ¢ actio noxalis (MaHgaTapart
UnNu KynyeBaybT, KOUTO pa3Tporea AOroBopa), 3awioto € 6mun cobCTBEHMK Ha po-
0a, koraTto Ton € n3BbpLKnn Kpaxxbarta. Obaye n B ABaTa cnyyas nocneaBawmsT
cobCcTBEHMK Ha poba (MaH4aHT unuM NpogaBad) HOCKM OTFOBOPHOCTTA 3a M3BbLP-
LUEHNS OT Hero AenukT. MangaHTbLT oTroBapsa npu nogageHa actio mandati con-
traria 3a BCUYKM LLETU, MPUYMHEHM Ha MaHAaTaps oT pobal?; a npogaBaybT OT-
roBaps npu actio redhibitoria, npeasiseHa oT KynyBada, 3a Aa Noucka Bb3CTaHO-
BABAHETO Ha NnarteHaTta LeHa N CbOTBETHOTO 0be3sleTeHme 3a BCUYKM OTpuULa-
TenHW nocneguum oT pa3TpPorBaHETO Ha JOroBopa 3a NOKynko-npogaxda, BKO-

YMTENHO NpUYMHEHUTE Ypes KpaxbaTa Bpean.t3

CbrnacHo U3noXeHoTo OOTYK, B AEWCTBUTENHOCT B naparpad 3 nerata-
pAT He TpsbBa Aa oTroBapsa 3a AenukTa, TbM KaTo actio noxalis He mMoxe aa
Bb3HUKHE OT CbLLUNA MOMEHT, B KOUTO NpW M3BBLPLUBAHETO Ha KpaxkbaTa Hacnen-
HUKBT e 6un cobcTBeHNK Ha poba. TbrKyBaHETO Ha nerata He nNpubaBa HULLO
no-pasnu4yHo. Korato pobbT € 6Mn B pbLETE Ha HacnegoaaTens, BbpXy HEro He
€ nagana HokcanHaTta OTTOBOPHOCT, Tbi KaTo owe He € Oun n3BbpLUEH AENUK-
TbT. OT gpyra cTpaHa, 3a pasnuka oT naparpadg 2, He CbLUeCcTByBa HUKAKBO 00-
NUraumMoHHO OTHOLUEHME, Ha KOeTo HacnegHuMKbT Aa MOXe Ada ce onpe, 3a Aa
noucka Bb3CTaHOBSsIBAHE Ha MpUYMHEHaTa Bpeda, ocBeH actio noxalis. Obade

alt jaBa Ha HacregHWKa eaHo npaso cpelly nerataps. OuyeBnAHO 06ACHEHME-

1 Bx. KIER, P. Op. cit., S. 84.

12 Cps. D. 17.1.26.7 (Paul., 32 ad ed.) kbgeTo Mayn, oTpa3siBaliku MHeHMeTO Ha Hepauwuii,

TBbPAN Y€ MaHAaHTLT MOXe Aa ce ocBoboau OT OTroBOPHOCT 4pe3 noxae deditio: Sed
guum servus, quem mandatum meo emeras, furtum tibi fecisset, Neratius ait, mandati
actione te consecuturum, ut servus tibi noxae dedatur, si tamen sinc culpa tua id acciderit;
guod si ego sciisem talem esse servum, nec praedixissem ut posses praecavere, tunc,
guanti tua intersit, tantum tibi praestari oportet. Bx. KIER, P. Op. cit., S. 85.

13 Cps. D. 21.1.23.8 (Lib. 1 ad ed. Aedilium Currulium): Quare sive emtori servus furtum

fecerit, sive alii cuilibet, ob quod furtum emtor aliquid praestiterit, non aliter hominem
venditori restituere iubetur, quam si indemnem eum praestiterit. Quid ergo, inquit lulianus, si
noluerit venditor hominem recipere? Non esse cogendum, ait, quid quam praestare- nec
amplius, guam pretio condemnabitur-, et hoc detrimentum sua culpa emtorem passurum,
qui, quum posset hominem noxae dedere, maluerit litis aestimationem sufferre, et videtur
mihi lulianus sententia humanior esse. Bx. KIER, P. Ibidem; FERNANDEZ de BUJAN, A.
Op. cit,, p. 69 ss.; IMPALOMENI, G. L’editto degli edili curuli, cit.,, p.168; NARDI, E. Studi
sulla ritenzione in Diritto Romano, cit., p. 403 ss.; MONIER, R. La garantie contre les vices
cachés dans la vente romaine. Recueil Sirey, 1930, p. 83.
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TO Ce Kpue B TOBa, Ye — kakTo nocoysa Kield, opuCTbT CMSATa BCUYKM TE€3U Kasy-
CM 3a aHanorM4yHM — B CMUCBHI1 Y€ BbB BCUYKM TAX MOCTpaganuat € 6un cobeT-
BEHVK Ha poba BpeMeHHO; 6un e AnbXeH Aa Npexsbpinn cobCTBEHOCTTa Ha Apyr
He3abaBHO — B principium Ha neraTapsi, a B naparpadg 2 Ha MaHgaHTa unu Ha
KynyBada. M B Hawmsa cnyyan noTbpneBwMnAT TpAbsa Aa npexsbpnv poba Ha
nerataps. OT Tasu rnegHa Toyka pasbupame, ye an CbLiO AaBa MCK Ha Hac-

negHukals,

14 Bx. KIER, P. Ibiem.
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