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deHOoMEeH «4aCTHOro 3akoHogaTtenbcTBa» (lex privata) NnpuHATO 0OCYyXaaTh Kak ucrtopuye-
ckn 00yCnoBfIEHHOE SIBNIEHWE, NPEACTaBAsA 3apoXaaloLeecs noanTuyeckoe eanHCTBO (res
publica) aHTMNOAOM YacTHOM aBTOHOMUK. Takas TPAKTOBKA OMNPOBEPraeTcs Ny6aNYHbIM Npu-
3HaHMEM N NOATBEPXAEHNEeM akTOB YaCTHOro 3akoHoAaTeNbCTBa B 3akoHax Xll Tabnuu;: ita ius
esto (5, 3; 6, 11 8, 27). HacTHasa chepa okasbiBaeTcsa coaepXaHnem nybnnyHon, Haxoas B Hel
He OrpaHuyeHve, a Npu3HaHue M HopMaTuBHOE ornpeneneHne, 6€3 KOTOPOro YacCTHbIA akT
He noJiy4aeT Heo6XoAMMbIi MOMEHT BCEOOLLEro, HAAENSIOLWMNA ero NPaBOBbIM N3MEPEHNEM.
O6cyxaatoTcs NPOSsIBIEHNS YaCTHOO 3aKoHa B PUMCKOM npage: leges mancipi, testamentum,
legatum, lex contractus. OroBopkn npm MaHumMnaumm NOay4aT NPU3HAHME U IOPUANYECKYIO
cuny B 3akoHe Xll Tabnuy, (6, 1). NpocnexmnBaeTcs BELLHO-NPABOBOE AeNCTBME leges mancipi,
KoTOpoe onpenensercsa ahdekToM MaHLMNaLmMn, a Takxke UX NocneayoLee 3aMeLLeHe oro-
Bopkamu npu kynne (leges venditionis). KpuTukyeTcs NOHMMaHe OroBOpoK Npv MaHumnaumm
Kak co3gaHua npaBoBoro pexuma sewm (lex fundi, lex aedii, lex praedii) aBTOHOMHbIM YCMO-
TPEHMEM YAaCTHOrO NNLLA 1 NOAAEPXKNBAETCS NX KBaNUPUKaLMS B KQ4ECTBE akTa yCTaHOBIEHUS
CEepPBUTYTA UIM MHOTO BELLHOIro o6pemMeHeHns. PuMckume 1ioprcTbl 06CyXaanm 1 BONPOC KOHKY-
PEHLMN HaCTHOIO YCMOTPEHUS 1 MyBMYHOro nopsaaka, crneumpuyeckoro MHTepeca 1 obuuen
HOopMbI. [TpocnexmnBaeTcsi COOTHOLLEHME YAaCTHOM BONM 1 MYGANYHOIO PEryMPOBaHUS B OT-
HOLLIEHUW yCTaBa KOMEerMm n pekoHcTpyupyetcst Hopma Xl Tabnuy, 8, 27. Ob6palleHne K 3a-
BeLLaTeNbHbIM PACMNOPSXKEHNAM NMOKa3bIBAET, YTO PUMCKOE NPaBo yCMaTpuBasno B Ny6JNMYHOM
3aKOHE OCHOBAHME VX IOPUONYECKON CUNbl. AHANN3NPYIOTCS Pa3/INYHblE KOHTEKCTbI MaKCUMBI
«4aCTHbIE COMNaLleHns 1 akTbl PACMOPSKEHNS HE MOIYT MEHATb NYOIMYHBIN NOPSA0K>» 1 Aena-
eTCs BblBOJ, O CEMaHTUKE ius publicum B 3ToM npoTtnBonocTasneHn. OTMeyaeTcsi 0CO3HaHNe
PVIMCKOW NPaBOBOW KyNbTYPOl 3HAa4EHUS HOPMATUBHOMO KOHTEKCTA U MaTpULLbl HOPMATUBHbIX
onpeneneHnin ansa aencTeuTenbHocT U aencteeHHocTu (Gilltigkeit und Wirklichkeit) yactHoro
Boslen3dbsaneHnsa. CornawieHuns, ocyLlecTBnsiowmMe AMCMNO3NTUBHOE perynnpoBaHune (pacta,
leges, condiciones), MHTErpMpPOBaHbl B HOPMATMBHbLIE ONpeaeneHns YactHon coepsbl (forma
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iuris, natura contractus) u HagensaT naeto NyénmMyHoro npaea (ius publicum) 3HayeHnem Hop-
Mbl 0buiero aencteus. MNpoaHannanpoBaHHble MaTepuasbl He NOATBEPXAAl0T 3aBUCMMOCTb
4aCTHOI aBTOHOMMUM OT MYBAMYHOrO MCTOYHMKA: AOMYLLEHNS YaCTHOMO YCMOTPEHMUS CO CTO-
pPOHbI NMYBGANYHOM BNAacTU HE MPOUCXOAMUT, HanpPOTUB, YacTHble akTbl U COENKU COCTaBfIs-
10T coAep>xaHue NpaBOBOlM CUCTEMbl. YCTaHOBNIEHME BELLHOro obpemMeHeHus, 3aBellaHne,
ycTaB Kossiermm n 06s3atesibCTBO HaxoAsT OCHOBaHWE 1 NpudHaHve B ny6aMyHOM 3akoHe (lex
publica) — npaBonopsiake, 06beauHsoLILEM 0OLLECTBO.

Knro4eBbie cioBa: HacTHasi aBTOHOMUS, npaBo nyban4yHoe, NpaBo YacTHOe, cornalleHue, lex
privata, lex mancipi, lex contractus, pactum, forma iuris, natura contractus.

BeepeHue. Lus publicum — ius privatum, lex publica — lex privata

1. Pumckune topucTbl He Bblaensann o6ocobneHHble cdhepbl Ny6aMYHOro U HacTHOro
npasa: A HUX peydb Lifa O PasfinyHbiX aBTOPUTETAX, YNPaBSIOLLINX NPaBOBLIMU SBE-
HUSIMU, PA3JINYHbIX UCTOYHMKAX IOPUANYECKON CUJbl TOFO MW MHOTO aKTa, PasinyHbIX
noaxodax K aHanmay M OLeHKe MpaBOoOTHOLEHUS. B 3HaMeHuTbix cnoBax Ynbnuaxa,
onpenensoowmx ius publicum u ius privatum, roBopuUTCS MMEHHO O Pa3/INYHbIX MOA-
xo4ax — no3unumax (positiones) B n3yyeHun npasa.

D.1,1,1,2 (Ulp., 1inst.):

CyuiecTByeT ABe No3uuum 3Toro U3y4yeHmss — vyactHoe u nybnuyHoe. NybnnyHoe npaBo —
3TO TO, KOTOPOE OTHOCUTCHA K MOJIOXKEHUIO Aesl PUMCKOro rocygapcrtBa, 4aCTHOe — KOTOpOoe OT-
HOCUTCHA K NMOJib3€ OTAEJIbHbIX /1L, B€Ab HEKOTOPbIE BELW MNMOJIE3HbI B I'Iy6J'IVI‘-IHOM OTHOLLEeHNN,
HEKOTOPblE — B HaCTHOM. |_|y6J'Il/I‘-IHoe NnpaBo 3akKn4aeTcqa B CBﬂLLI,eHHO,EI,eVlCTBI/IHX, Xpeuax, B Ma-
rmcTpartax. YacTHoe npaBo Tpex4YacCTHOe: Bedb OHO COCTaBJIEHO U3 NoNOXeHnn €CTeCTBEHHbIX,
BCEOOLMX N UMBUIbHBIX'.

OTMETMM MHOroacrnekTHOCTb KaxAoro noaxoaa, KOTOpyl He CTOUT MpUHUMaTb
32 MHOrOCOCTaBHOCTb. ECnn BMAeTb B Y4NEHEHMAX KaXAon Mo3Mumn MHOXECTBO CO-
CTaBHbIX YacTel, TO N 0BCYXAaeMble IBEHUS NPeacTaloT 060C00neHHbIMU chepamu,
Ha KOTOpble pacnagaeTcs npaBO PMMCKOro Hapoga. B pelictButenbHoOCTM ecte-
CTBEHHOE, BCeoOLlee N LUMBUIILHOE MPaBO He 00paszyloT OTAeSIbHble TPYMMbl HOPM
W MHCTUTYTOB, 3TO pPasfnyHble U3MEPEHUs MnpaBa Kak eguHoro sieneHus. CxOoaHbIM
o6pa3oM pasnmyeHne CBSALEHHOOENCTBUIN U MaruCTpPaToB OTPaXaET OTAENbHbIE TEMBI
IOPUONYECKMX COYMHEHUI MO MYGAMYHOMY NPaBy?, HO HUKAK HE KOMMO3MUMIO Ny6nny-
HOroO npaBsa Kak OTAesNbHOWM CyrnepoTpacnu, pasaeneHHon Ha oTpacnud. MonoxeHus
(praecepta), ncxogswme M3 ectecTBeHHbIxX (ius naturale), Bceobwmx (ius gentium),
LMBUIBHBIX (ius civile) Ha4yan, MoryT npunaraTbCs K OOHVUM N TEM Xe NPaBOBbIM SABJE-
HUAM, He 06sa3aTenbHO dopMupys 060COBNEHHbIE Pa3aesbl AN BbICTyNas OCHOBAHMEM
NPOTMBOMOCTaBAEHNS GEHOMEHOB MO HOPMATUBHOMY AENCTBUIO.

1 3peck 1 panee nepesop, B Tekcte Moii. (Huius studii duae sunt positiones, publicum et privatum.
publicum ius est quod ad statum rei romanae spectat, privatum quod ad singulorum utilitatem: sunt enim
quaedam publice utilia, quaedam privatim. publicum ius in sacris, in sacerdotibus, in magistratibus consistit.
privatum ius tripertitum est: collectum etenim est ex naturalibus praeceptis aut gentium aut civilibus.)

2 Cwm., Hanp., y Lynbua: Schulz F. Geschichte der romischen Rechtswissenschaft. Weimar: Bohlau,
1961. S. 41, 43, 97, 99, 106.

3 ECTb OCHOBaHWNA COMHEBATLCS B MOAJIMHHOCTY 3TUX CTPOK TEKCTA, NPEX/E BCEro C/IOB 0 «Kpewuax/
CBSILLEHHMKAX», KOTOPbIE B XPUCTMAHCKyto anoxy (VI B.), korga coctaBnsancs nepsbiin TUTyn Jurect KOcTu-
HWaHa, Hecin B cebe CMbICJ1, COBEPLUEHHO OT/INYHbIV OT aHTUYHOr0. COMHEHUS BbICKa3blBaeT yXxe ﬂ,OHe}'IJ'I:
Donellus H. Commerntarii de iure civili. Roma: Typis losephi Salviucci, 1829. Vol. Il. Cap. lll. § 3. — Job6asum
K aToMmy status rei Romanae kak onpeneneHue nyénuyHoro npasa (cMm.: Gallo F. Diritto e giustizia nel titolo
primo del Digesto // SDHI. No. 54. 1988. P. 1-36 (= Opuscula selecta / a cura di F. Bona e M. Miglietta.
Padova: CEDAM, 1999. P. 613)).
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Lvuepon (Cic., de off., 3, 17, 69) npuBoanT cnosa veteres (IOPUCTOB NPOLUIOrO),
COrNacHO KOTOPbIM ius civile gomkHO GbITb OAHOBPEMEHHO ius gentium, 4To 3asaBnseT
TpeboBaHMe K NpaBy PUMCKOI ropoAcKol OBLLMHBI HENPEMEHHO NpeTeHa0BaTh Ha BCe-
obLwee 3Ha4YeHMe 1 oTBevaTb TPEOOBAHUAM N OXMOAHUSAM MpaBa, M3BECTHOIO BCEM
LMBUIN30BaHHbLIM Hapoaam. Takol noaxon Obin 6bl HEBO3MOXEH NPU NOHMMaHUK iuUs
civile n ius gentium kak OoTAeNbHbIX HOPMATUBHbLIX CUCTEM C 060COBEHHOI 061aCTbio
nencrengs.

B Hayke naBHO yTBEPAMNIOCH TONIKOBaHME pasnnyeHud ius privatum u ius publicum
KaK pasHbIX MCTOYHMKOB aBTOPUTETA U IOPUANYECKOWN CUIIbl HOPMbI, @ TakXe Kak Cro-
coba ykasdaTb Ha cneundunky HoOpMaTMBHbIX aKTOB, XapakTepHbIX AN PasinyHbIX npa-
BOBbIX crieacTeuin®. Ecnu nyGnunyHbili 3akoH (lex publica) kak 3akoHOZATeNbHbIN akT,
MPUHATBHIA BCEM PUMCKMM HaApOLOM W PAcnpOCTPaHALWNG CBOE OENCTBME HA BECb
puMcknin Hapoa®, BeipaxaeT n popmupyeT ius publicum — npaBo pUMCKOro Hapoda
(publicus < populus), «nyénMyHoe NpaBoO», TO XapakKTepHbIA Ofs YaCTHOro npaea lex
privata — «4aCTHbI 3aKOH», BOJIEN3bSABIEHNE OTAENBHOMO N1La, OrpaHMYEeHO YaCTHbIM
OENCTBMEM U, MOXHO CKa3aTb, MPUHALMNEXUT YaCTHOMY MO CBOMM 3ajadam npasy,
npasy YacTHbIX nuL (ius singulorum, privatorum, ius privatum)?. B3aTbii B COBOKYM-
HOCTU CBOUX MHTEPECOB KaK OTAENbHbIA UHANBUA, PUMASHUH OyOeT YacTHbIM JMLOM
(singulus, privatum), HO OH Xe — C TO4YKM 3PEHUS MHTEPECOB PUMCKOro Hapoga —
OyOeT BbICTynaThb AMLOM NYOMYHBIM KaK Yy4aCTHUK OTHOLLEHWI, 3aTparneatoLmx obule-
CTBO B LLesIoOM — ius publicum.

B 9Ty KapTuHy XOpPOLLO BMNMCLIBAIOTCA MHOIOYUCIEHHbIE CBUAETENbCTBA, KOTOPbIE
CTaBAT B OAUH P ¢ NyBGAMYHBIMU MCTOYHMKAMK NMpaBa pa3nunyHble GopMbl HaCTHOMO
BOJIEU3bABNEHMNAS,

Cic., part. or., 37, 130:

...CBOICTBEHHbI 3aKOHaM U Te, 4TO MMCaHbl, 1 Te, 4TO 6e3 3anucmn coba[alTCsA UK NO BCe-
obuwemy npay (gentium iure), nnn No 3aBetam NpeakoB. M3 Tex e, 4TO NUcaHble, OAHO —
yacTHoe, nybnuyHoe — pgpyroe; nybnnyHoe: 3akoH, NMOCTAHOBMEHWEe ceHaTa, MexXayHapOoOHbI
[OroBop; 4acTtHoe: Tabnunykn 3aBellaHusi, HedopManbHOe cornaweHue (pactum conventum),
cTunynauuna. Te Xe, 4TO HenmcaHble, CO6J'IIO£I,aIOTCF| nnv no O6bl‘-{aK), nnun cornaweHnamm mo,u,e17|
(conventis hominum), 6yaTo No goroeopy (consensu).

2. TaKYIO HAaCTOM4YMBOCTb HaALUUX UCTOYHUKOB HENb3s CBECTU K HeO6,EI,YMaHHOCTV|
CBOWCTBEHHOrO agpokaram B3rngna Ha CbOprI NMO3NTUBHOIO npaBa KakK Ha aBTO-
puTETHbLIE A0Ka3aTeJibCTBa, Y4TO JiIerko ypaBHMBAET UX MO 3HAYEHUIKO C Cy,El,e6HbIMVI

4 Kaser M. lus gentium KoéIn; Weimar; Wien: Bohlau, 1993. S. 41; Joxaes /Z. B. EBponeiickas Tpa-
OMLMS YaCTHOro nMpaBa: UCCNefoBaHusa MO PUMCKOMY M CpaBHUTeNbHOMY npasy: B 2 T. T. 1. M., 2021.
C. 106 cn.

5 Kunkel W. Rémisches Privatrecht auf Grund des Werkes von Paul Jors. Berlin; Géttingen; Heidelberg:
Springer, 1949. S. 55-56 (nanee uutupyetcsa Tak: Kunkel W. RPR); Kaser M. Der Privatrechtsakt in der
romischen Rechtsquellenlehre // Festschrift Franz Wieacker zu 70. Geburtstag / Hrsg. O. Behrends et al.
Gottingen Vendenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1978. S. 109.

6 Gai., 1, 4: Lex est quod populus iussit atque constituit («3akoH — 3T0 TO, 4TO HAPOL, NOBENES U MO-
CTaHOBWJI»).

7 CMm.: [Joxnes /1. B. Pumckoe yacTHoe npaso. M.: Hopma; MHdpa-M, 1996. C. 1; 3-e usg. M.: Hop-
ma, 2011. C. 11.

8 Lévy J. Ph. Cicéron et la prevue judiciaire // Mélanges H. Lévy-Bruhl. Paris: Sirey, 1959. P. 190 nt. 1
(Cic., part. or., 2, 6: in quo (scil. testimoniis humanis) insunt scripta, pacta, promissa, iurata, quaesita («cpe-
O KOTOPbIX [CBUAETENbCTB] NPUCYTCTBYIOT 3arnuncy, cornalleHunsl, obeLlaHns, KNaTBbl, Xanoobl»); 2, 7:
scripta, pacta, promissa, leges, senatusconsulta («3anucu, cornatieHunsi, obeLlaHns, 3aKkOHbl, CeHaTCKme
nocTaBHOBNeHUs»); Ad Herenn., 2, 2, 2: argumentationes, £xtyeipnpoto («Loka3aTensCcTea, ymMo3akioye-
HUsI»); Top., 13, 55: évOvpgpato («coBeTol»). Tpaamumus BocxoauT kK ApuctoTtento: Arist. Rhet., 1, 15, 1375a;
1376b: vopot, cuvOTKT («3aKOHbI», «4OrOBOP»)).
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peLIeHNSMN N OPYrMMU akTaMu, KOTopble He MMetoT 0bLero aencteus. OrpaHnyeHHble
no chepe AencTams, HO BCe xe obnagawLume IpuaANYeCcKOn CUION NpeacTaBiieHHbIe
¢dopwmbl nybamyHoro (kak iudicatum) mn wactHoro (testamentum, stipulatio, pactum)
MPOUCXOXAEHNST BOCMIPUHUMAKOTCS COBPEMEHHMKAMU KakK 3/1EMEHTbI eAMHOro HopMa-
TUBHOIO Monsi®, kak akTbl, GOPMUPYIOLME U COCTABJISIIOLLNE HOPMATUBHYIO CUCTEMY
puMckoro obujectsa. Takue COENKWU, Kak YCbIHOBNEHME, 3aBellaHue, COBEpPLUAINCh
B TEX Xe HapOAHbIX COOPaHUAX MO KYypUsSM (KypuaTHbIX KOMULMSX), KOTOPbIE MPUHU-
Manu nybnuyHble 3akoHsbl, leges publicae™.

AKT OTAENBbHOMO AOMOBNAABIKN UMEHYETCS lex U YyYUTbIBAETCS CYA0M Kak MCTOYHUK
npaea. 3akoH Xl Tabnuy, (6, 1) npoBo3rnawlaeT:

...uti lingua nuncupassit, ita ius esto.

...KaK TOPXECTBEHHO 3asBWT, Tak MycTb 1 Gyaet npasom™.

Emy BTOopuT gpyron (Xl tab., 5, 3):

Uti legassit suae rei, ita ius esto.
Kak [KTO] NnOCTaHOBUT O CBOUX Bellax, Tak NycTb 1 OyOeT npaBoMm.

lMo3pgHenwan cutyatMBHas TPakToBKa 3TUX HOPM (MEPBYIO OTHOCHAT K 3asBNEHMIO
npyY MaHUMMALMOHHOM puTyane', BTOPYID — K CUHIYMSPHBbIM 3aBeLlaTefibHbIM pac-
nopsixxeHnam'3) He MOXeT OTMEeHUTb TOoro ¢akTa, 4To 06obLaLlas caHkuma ita ius
esto oTHOCKTCS K YacTHbIM akTam BooOuie — leges privatae. Legare — 370 lex dare
(v no3gHenwnn TepMnH «nerart»', legatum < legare, BOCXOOUT K 3TON HOPME OpPeB-

9 Végh Z. Ex pacto ius // ZSS. 110. 1993. S. 184 sq.

10 Cm., Hanp.: @paryo3u [x. IHCTUTYLIMOHHBIN Kypc PUMCKOro npasa. M.: «CtatyT», 2004. C. 26. —
M. Kasep npsimo Ha3blBaeT yCbIHOB/IEHME U 3aBeLLaHne «3akoHaMmun» (Privatakt als Gesetz): Kaser M. Das
romische Privatrecht. Bd.|l. Minchen: Beck, 1971. S. 66; 105 (nanee untupyetca Tak: Kaser M. RPR).

" Cm. Takxe: Fest., s. v. nuncupata pecunia (L. p. 176): Uti nominarit, locutus erit, ita ius esto («kak
Ha30BET, MPOU3HECET, TakK MyCTb 1 ByAEeT NPaBOM»).

2 3aKoH (KOTOPbIN Mbl MoapoBHee elle 06CyaMM HUXE, M. 5) NOMHOCTLIO 3BY4UT Tak: Cum nexum
faciet mancipiumque, uti lingua nuncupassit, ita ius esto, — 0THOCS IENCTBEHHOCTb 3asiBNIEHNS B KOHTEKCT
nexum n mancipium («Korga cosepLuaetT MaHUMNALVOHHBIN pUTyan...»); Npyv 3TOM €ANHOE MO CMbICSTY Bbl-
paxeHune nexum mancipiumque (reHanaguc) 3neck pa3opBaHo rmarosiom faciet, 4to cTuMmynupyeT cutya-
TMBHOE npoyTeHue: «[1py yCTaHOBNEHNM 00513aTeNbCTBa MW OTHYXXAEHUN NOCPEACTBOM MeAU 1 BECOB...»,
OPUEHTUPOBAHHOE Ha PasfIMYeHMe NeXum KM mancipium kak akToB C 00S3aTeslbCTBEHHbIM U BELLHbIM
[EeNCTBMEM COOTBETCTBEHHO. Takoe MPOTMBOMOCTABNEHME MMEET 3aCBUAETENbCTBOBAHHOE aBTOPCTBO
(K. Myuumin CueBona — Varro, de l. I. 5, 107), n OHO CNMLLIKOM NO34HEro NPONCXOXAEHUS, HTOObI OKa3aTb
B/IMSIHNE HA TEKCTOBYIO Tpaauumio HopMbl Xl Tabnuu. YkasaHue Ha puTyan ¢ Medblo U Becamu 4yepes
reHaManunc (KOTopbl Takxe HeceT B cebe NAEt0 NepeyuncieHmns NposiBfieHnin, koraa obLiee noHsATUE elle
He CNOXMI0Chb) FOBOPUT O BTOPUYHOCTU 3TOM peakLmm: B NepBOHa4YabHOM BUAE 3aKOH, CKOPee BCEro,
roBopun npocto: Cum nexum faciet... npuberas kK eAMHOMY pEBHEMY HAVMEHOBaHWIO puTyana. LinuepoH
1 dnuii lann 3acBuaeTenbLCTBOBaNM 0600LatoLLLee 3Ha4YeHe nexum, He3aBnucumo ot ero eyHkuum (Cic.,
de orat., 3, 40, 159: nexum quod per libram agitur; Fest., s. v. nexum (L. p. 160): Nexum est, ut ait Aelius
Gallus, quodcumque per aes et libram geritur... — Cm. HUXe, npum. 124). Bonpoc 0 coeanHeHnmn B peaak-
LM 3aKOHa ABYX TEPMUHOB peLuaeTcs no-pasHomy (cm.: Lenel O. Das Nexum // ZSS. 23. 1902. S. 84 sq;
87; Gioffredi C. Su Xll tab. VI, 1 // SDHI. 27, 1961. P. 347 sq; Albanese B. Brevi studi di diritto romano. IV.
Cum nexum faciet mancipiumque // AUPA. 42. 1992. P. 56 sq; 59).

B o Hac golwnia v nosaHenas penakums sakoHa (suavmmo, IV B. [0 H. 3.), B KOTOPOW Ha MeCTO
o6o6LalLLero o6bekTa pacrnops>keHns «CBOU Belum» (suae res), 6m3koro K nagee mmylectsa (bona),
MOCTaBNEHO Nepeyncrnenne, dparmeHTupylowee eguHoe nonatue (Ulp., Reg., 11, 14): Uti legassit super
pecunia tutelave suae rei, ita ius esto («kak pacnopsanTcs 0 CBOEM UMYLLIECTBE WU OMEKe Ha, CBOMMU Be-
LLlaMu»), 4TO CTUMYJIMPYET 3ayXXeHHoe TosikoBaHuve. lNoapobHee cMm.: Albanese B. La successione ereditaria
in diritto romano anctico // AUPA. 20. 1949. P. 433 sq; Joxaes /. B. Pumckoe apxanieckoe HacnencTBeH-
Hoe npaso. M.: Hayka, 1993. C. 125 cn.

4 Schulz F. Classical Roman Law. Oxford: Clarendon, 1954. P. 310; Albanese B.: 1) La successione
ereditaria in diritto romano anctico. P. 438; 2) Gli atti negoziali nel diritto privato romano. Palermo: Palumbo,
1982. P. 46.
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HeKnLwero puMMCKOro kogekca), 1 HopmMa, TakuMm 06pas3oM, UMEET CBOUM MPEAMETOM
YacCTHbIM 3aKkOH, lex privata, ycTaHOBNEHME YACTHOrO fmua, KoTopoe MaHndecTnpyer
1 yTBEpXAaeT ero asToHoMuIo '°. Oroeopka npu MaHumnaumm, Kotopas B gasbHenlem
nmeHyeTca lex mancipi, B 3akoHe 6, 1 nepegaHa rnarofibHon GoOpMO nuncupare, 4To
onpenenseTr conmxeHne lex mancipi ¢ 3asBneHMeM nNpuv MaHuunaumu, nuncupatio,
M CTaBUT BOMPOC O TOM, Kakasl U3 CTOPOH CAENKU NerMTUMMMpoBaHa Ha Takon akt'®,
HO Kpyr obcyxaaeMblx IBNEHUA He OrpaHU4YMBaeTCsl U3BECTHbIMW puUTyanamMu, B KO-
TOPbIX BOMJOLLAKTCS YacTHble BONEN3bsABIEHUS, Kak inter vivos, Tak u mortis causa:
970 BCSI cepa rpaBoBOro 06LLEHNS] YACTHbIX JINL, B KOHTEKCTE rybIM4yHOV (BceobLeit)
opraHun3auny obLuecTBa.

MoBblLLEHHOE BHMMaHWE K OCOOEHHOCTSIM apXxamyeckon MeHTanbHOCTU, cdepe
Muda n putyana B koHue XIX — Havane XX B. 0COOEHHO CUIbLHO MNPOSIBUIOCH
BO dPpaHumun, roe puUCTbl BbICTYNanm Kak rmybokue cneunannucTsl N0 NCTOPUN A3bika
N KynbTypbl'’, a coumMonorM 1 aHTPOMoaorKM BCe cmenee obpallanvcb K opuande-
ckum matepuanam. YuyeHuk Mona KonnmHa wn labpuansa Jle Bpa, pyMbIHCKMA ¢u-
nonor-knaccuk BaneHTtuH Teoprecky B 1932 r. BbicTynun ¢ «[eHepanbHOW Teopuen
lex privata»'®, ycmatpusas eOuHbIN UCTOYHUK IOPUAMYECKOW CUJbl B TOPXECTBEHHbIX
(BepOanbHbIX U GOPMasnbHbIX) OAHOCTOPOHHUX 3asiBNEHUAX, FOe BOJAS MOAMEHSETCS
dopmoin’®, 1 otoxaectenaa leges mancipii ¢ nuncupationes?’. PUtyasnbHblii KOHTEKCT
n dukcaumsa BepbanbHoM dopMynbl (certa verba) kak OoTANYUTENbHBIE XapakTepu-
CTUKM lex HaxoasAT NOATBEPXAEHUE B UCTOYHMKAxXZ!, ofHaKo NOMMMO TOrO, 4TO CyLe-
CTBYIOT CEPbE3HbIE COMHEHMSI B 0O0CHOBAHHOCTU TakOW reHepannaawumm, UCKOMbIN UC-
TOYHUK IOPUAMYECKON CUJTbI YACTHOrO 3asaBneHus (lex), Kak 1 ero o6bLem u 3HadeHne??,
0OCTanCs HEBbIACHEHHbIM.

5 PacnpocTpaHeHa KBanudukauma 3akoHa 5, 3 kak «MaHudgecTa 4acTHON aBToHoMum» (Coli U.
Il testamento nella Legge delle Xl Tavole // lura. 7. 1956. P. 42). lepuHr roBOpuUT O HEOrPaHUYEHHOM
npoctpaHcTBe (unbeschrankten Spielraum) aBTOHOMUM YaCTHBIX WL, MPUMEHUTENBHO K 3aKOHy 6, 1
(Jhering R., von.Geist der romischen Rechts auf den verschiedenen Stufen seiner Entwicklung. Bd. II. T. 2.
Leipzig: Breitkopf und Hartel, 1873. S. 545).

6 PacnpocTpaHeHHOe B Hayke YTBEepX[eHMe, 4TO nuncupatio MOXeT 3asB/ATb TOSIbKO npuodpe-
Tarenb (Mancipio accipiens), HatasknBaeTCcs Ha ykasaHue [as, 4To Npyv MaHUMNALMOHHOM 3aBELLaHun
VMEHHO 3asiBfieHMe oTdyxpaartens (mancipio dans) nmeHyetcs nuncupatio (Gai., 2, 104 et hoc dicitur
nuncupatio). Mbl pacCMOTPUM 3Ty COENKY HUXE.

7 Hanbonee rpomkue umena: Monb tOBeneH (Paul Huvélin), XXopx KopHune (Georges Cornil), Monb
Konnuna (Paul Collinet), PaiimoH MoHbe (Raimon Monier), la6puans Jle Bpa (Gabriel Le Bras), AHpu JleBu-
Bptonbk (Henri Lévy-Bruhl), XXan 9mb6ep (Jean Imbert).

8 Georgesco V. Essai d’une théorie générale des “leges privatae”. Paris: Rousseau & Cie Editeures,
1932.

9 |bid. P. 138 sq; 205 sq.

20 B rogpl BOMHBI Mocneaosana apyras obmpHas nyénukaums astopa: Georgesco V. Leges mancipii,
lex privata, lex contractus // Rev. Clas. 3-5. 1941-1943.

21 Tak, oApeBHKE IPUCTLI, 0GOCHOBbLIBAs NMPUYUCTIEHME PUTYasia 3axBarta 3a5ora K TOPXXECTBEHHbIM
nckam (oernicteusim) — legis actiones (Gai., 4, 29), onupanncb Ha 3Ha4YeHVE 3asBNEeHNs B PUKCUPOBAH-
HbIx cnoBax (lege agere = certa verba agere). Cwm.: Nicosia G. Agere lege // Poteri, negotia, actiones.
Atti del Convegno internazionale di diritto romano. Copanello 1982 / a cura di F. Milazzo. Napoli: Edizioni
scientifiche, 1984. P. 236 sq.

22 Cam B. leoprecky O0mnyckan v akLeCCOPHOE 3HaYeHVe TOPXECTBEHHbIX 3asBIEHWIA, [OMONHU-
TeNbHOE K akTaM nepeHoca npaea unun gorosopam: Georgesco V. Essai d’une théorie générale des “leges
privatae”. P. 56.
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§ 1. NMpobGnema cornacoBaHnUs 4aCTHOW aBTOHOMUM
C eAUHCTBOM NyOJINYHO-MPaBOBOI OpraHu3auumn

3. B panbHenwemM HaMeTunmcb ABe NMHUKM n3dydeHus lex privata: kak uctopu-
4ecKOoro nepexuTka A0rocyfgapCTBeHHOW dasbl U Kak OrpaHMYEeHHOro no OENCTBUIO
ynNpaBOMOYEHNS CO CTOPOHbI MyBANYHOW BNACTM.

@. Buakep?® cOGnmxaer aBTOHOMMIO YACTHOTO BOJIEU3BLABIEHUA C MEPBUYHOM
NOANTMYECKON HE3aBUCUMOCTbIO CEMENHbIX U POAOBbLIX COO30B: CMOCOOHOCTbL yCTa-
HaBnMBaTb (erzeugen) npaso (ius privatum) TpakTyeTCs Kak nepexvBaHue AOrOpPoA-
ckol anoxu?4, MpencTaBnseTcs, Y4To Takas UCTopudeckas uHTepnpertaums GpeHomeHa
OCTaBNSET UCCNea0BaTeNs nepen NnpobaemMoit CornacoBaHms NONTUYECKOrO eANHCTBA
pUMCKOW civitas 1 npakTukom 4acTHO-NPaBOBOro 3akoHopatenocrea (Festsetzung),
dopmumpyloLLero YyactHyto cdepy. ITa 3ag4a4a He peLllaeTcs CCbIIKOW Ha nogasBfieHne
CUHTYNFPHOCTM 4aCTHOM aBTOHOMUW 3arnpeTtoMm npusmnerun (privilegium ot privae
leges) no 3akoHy Xl Tabnuy,;: Privilegia nec irroganto (BocnoBHo: «[a He CTaBAT Ha ro-
JlocoBaHue HapoaHoro cobpanmsa (rogatio) To, 4To ABNsSIeTCA NpeaMeToM YacTHOro 3a-
KOHOZaTeNbCTBa»), OOLLEPUMCKMIA 3aKOH OTBEPraeT UCKIIIOYEHUS B NOMb3Y OTAENbHbIX
nny, (Sonderrecht).

Peub 0 TOM, 4TOBObLI MHTErPUPOBATHL JIEMMTUMHOCTb YaCTHbIX YCTAHOBJIEHUI B KOH-
TEKCT BceobLyeyi HOpMaTUBHOCTM, CBOVICTBEHHOVW OOPETEHHOV rocyaapCTBEHHOCTU
(HOBOWM NONUTUYECKOWN PEasibHOCTM CUHOMKU3Ma npexae pPas3poO3HEHHbIX MOCENeHUN
M YyTBEPXAEHWNIO paxaaHckoro obuiecTsa, civitas), cormacosarts ius privatum c ius
publicum. TpakTOBKa 4YaCTHON aBTOHOMWM Kak PETPOrpagHoOro nepexmnBaHns, Kak npum-
CYTCTBUSA MHCTUTYTOB AOrOPOACKOM 3MOXM B LMBUIIN30BAHHOM KOHTEKCTE Civitas paBHO-
CUJibHA OTKady OT NoucKa COornacoBaHus.

CxogHbiM 06pa3oM, 006bsBUTL, kak B. dnyme, yacTHyl0 aBTOHOMUIO CMOCOOHO-
CTbIO K «CaMOYCTaHOB/IEHMIO NMPABOOTHOLLEHWSI CO CTOPOHbI OTAEbHOIO NnLa Nnocpes-
cTBOM ero Bonu» (Selbstgestaltung der Rechtsverhaltisse durch den einzelnen nach
seinem Willen)2® — ewe He 3HAYUT peLINTb CTOSALLYIO nepen Hamu 3agady. [1poBo3-
rnalueHve rnpuHumnna camoonpeanesneHus dyenoseka (Selbstbestimmung des Menschen)
camo r1o cebe He npeanonaraeT NoOHUMaHus «CamMoornpPeneseHns» Kak Gopmbl M pasbi
HOPMaTVBHOIro, aBTOHOMUY Kak 3J1eMeHTa HOPMAaTuBHOUM CUCTEMbI B LieJIOM, C O4HOM
CTOPOHbI, Y TPAKTOBKM HOPMbI Y BCEH HOPMAaTUBHOU Cepbl Kak Mpearnochi/ikKi M KOH-
TEeKCTa YTBEPXAEHUS U peanu3aunn nHANBUAYaabHOV BOJM, Kak HEOOXO4MMOro yc-
JI0BUST U MOMEHTa aBTOHOMUK (N aBTo-, N -HOMuK). HanpoTne, NOCTaHOBKA B pamMkax
YY4EHUS O 4YACTHOW aBTOHOMUK BOoMpoca 06 ynpaBOMOYEHUU (NermTuMaumnm) Ha pac-
nopsxxeHue (Verfigunsmacht) n ero opuanyeckon cune (Normsetzungsbefugnis)?2®
BblAaeT NO3UTUBUCTCKUI CTUAb 060CHOBaHUSA 1 ONpaBAaHns HacTHOM cdepbl Kak 403BO-
JIEHUSI CO CTOPOHbI NY6NNYHOM. Yxe A. TOH — NOAJINHHBIV OTew, TEOPUN CYyObEKTUBHOIO

23 Wieacker F. Vom rémischen Recht. Stuttgart, Kéhler, 1960. S. 48.

24 Henb3sa He yBUOETb 3[ECh 3aBUCUMOCTbL OT Teopuu M. BoHdanTe (P. Bonfante), KoTopblit ycma-
TpuBan B APEBHEN CEMbE MOMUTUYECKUIA OPraHn3M, conmxkasi CEMbIO 1 ee YCTPOWCTBO C rOCyAapCTBOM
n civitas (Bonfante P. Forme primitive ed evoluzione della proprieta romana: ‘Res mancipi; e ‘res nec
mancipi’ [1888-1889] // Scritti giuridici vari. Vol. 2. Torino: Giapicchelli, 1926. P. 1 sqq.; Voci P. Esame
della tesi del Bonfante sulla famiglia romana arcaica [1952] // Scritti in diritto romano. Padova: CEDAM,
1985. P. 147 sqq.).

25 Flume W. Aligemeiner Teil des Biirgerlichen Rechts. Bd. 2: Das Rechtsgeschaft. 3 Aufl.
Berlin; Heidelberg; New York: Springer-Verlag, 1979. S. 1; Bucher E. Das subjective Recht als
Normsetzungsbefugnis. Tiibingen: Mohr, 1965. S. 38 sq; 97 sq.

26 Flume W. Rechtsgeschaft und Privatautonomie // Festschr. Deutscher Juristentag. 1. 1960. S. 135,
140, 142 sq.
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npasa®’ — CTaBMT akUEHT Ha MPaBOMOYUM PACMonararb M PacrnopPsXaTbCH MPaBOM,
B OT/IMYME OT COAEePXaHUa camoro cyGbekTUBHOMO npasas, 4To BLICTyMnaeT Afia Hero
KJIIOYEBBLIM OT/IMYMEM YACTHOrO Mpasa OT Ny6AMYHOro, pa3 pPeLUeHnEe O NOoIb30BaHUN
npasoM 1 ero 3awmrte OTHOCUTCA K YCMOTPEHMIO CaMoro yrnpaBOMOYEHHOro Jmua
(a He nybnuyHo BnacTu, Bkoyas cyn). OgHako Takoe npasomoudne (Befugnis), ouve-
BMOHO, CaMO SIBASETCSA NPOU3BOAHBIM OT Ny6AMYHOro npasa 1 ny6anyHON BAacTu, Y4To
OCTaBNSET aBTOpPa B JIOrMYECKOM KPYry.

B aTom KkJo4e COBpeMeHHOe y4eHMe O YacTHOM aBTOHOMMUK, XOTA M MOXeT pac-
CMaTpuMBaTbCs Kak aTan novMcka HOpPMaTUBHbLIX OCHOBAHWUM MHONBUAYaNbLHOW CBOGOAbI,
BCe Xe HeceT Ha cebe nevarb abconoTmaaumm nyeéan4yHom NpmMpoabl HOPMaTUBHOCTH,
CBOWCTBEHHON Teneonorunyeckon teopumn P. doH NepuHra. YueHuk I . MyxTbl, Ha4n-
HaBLUWI C POBKMX COMHEHWIA B Y4EHUM UCTOPUYECKON LLIKOSBLIZS, CO BpEMEHEM MpuLLen
K BbIPAQXEHHOW ONMO3ULINUM I0PUCIPYAEHUNN NOHATUIA, YTO, MPUMEHUTENBHO K HaLleNn
npobnemaruke, BbIPa3unoChb B MPU3HAHUM KPEaTUBHOMO NOTeHUmana npaBoBoro dop-
ManmamMa M HeobXOAMMOCTM HOPMATMBHOIO KOHTEKCTa Ans peann3aumm VHOAUBULOY-
anbHo aBToHOMKM3C, KOTOpas B PA3BUTYIO BMOXY PUMCKOrO Npasa («BTopas cuctemMa,
no NepuHry) nonyyaet obwmpHeinwyo chepy aenctemad’. Jlormka putyana, KOTopbii
MPU3HaeTCs HacieaueM apxaudeckoi anoxms2, mosyyaeT Mo3UTUBHO-MPABOBOE Ha-
MOSIHEHNE U TPAKTYeTCs KaK OOMOSHUTENbHbIN (GakTop Ny6AnMYHOCTM M aBTopuTeTa,
noaaepXunBaloLWmMi I0PUaNHecKoe AeCTBUE YaCTHOrO BONEn3bsasieHnsss,

MoadepkrBas OOroBOPHbLIN xapaktep nybamMyHoro 3akoHa®4, MiepuHr 3amMeTHO Bbl-
penanca Ha GoHe 60NbLINHCTBA aBTOPOB BTOPOW MNON0BUHbLI XIX B., 4151 KOTOPbIX lex Obin
VCKIOYNTENBHO OAHOCTOPOHHMM aKTOM, & UICTOYHUK Er0 IOPUAMHECKON CUIlbl 3aK0HaNCcs
BO BIQCTHOM MOJIOXEHUM NyBANYHOrO 3aKOHOAATENIbHOr0 opraHa. YacTtHoe BOneunsb-
aBneHue, lex privata, Takke TpakTOBanOChb Kak MpPOSBEHME BNacTW BONEU3bABUTENS,
4YTO, HECOMHEHHO, MOBMANIO Ha CTAHOBNEHWE NOHATUA pacrnopsixeHua (Verfligung),
npencraBieHne pacnopsaanTeNbHOro akta kak HOpMOTBOPYECKOrO NPOSIBAEHMSI HACTHOMN
aBTOHOMMUZ® 11 UTOTOBYIO KOMMO3MLMIO IOPUANYECKON CAENKN B HEMELIKOW JOKTPUHE.

27 CM.: Tperbsikos C. B. PasButre ydeHnst 0 CyGbeKTUBHOM YaCTHOM Mpase B 3apyOexXHON UMBUN-
CTUKe: AUC. ... A-pa topua. Hayk. M., 2022. [Pykonucek]. C. 274 cn.

28 Thon A. Rechtsnorm und subjektives Recht. Weimar: H. Béhlau, 1878. S. 327 sqq.

29 Jhering R., von: 1) Die historische Schule der Juristen // Literarische Zeitung. No. 11. 1844; 2) Geist
der romischen Rechts auf den verschiedenen Stufen seiner Entwicklung. Bd. 1. Leipzig: Breitkopf und
Hartel, 1852. — Pycckuin nepeBoa: MepuHr P. lyx pMMCKOro npasa Ha pasfinyHbIX CTYNEHSIX ero Pa3BuTums.
T. 1. CMN6.: Tun. B. Be3obpasosa v koM., 1875. — Yxe nepsbiii Kypc nekumii npuear-goueHTa bepnvHcko-
ro yHmeepcuteTa B 1843 . HOcun Ha3BaHMe «[lyx pUMCKOro npaea». BosbLue 3penocTbio OTANYaTCS 2-1
(1854-1858) n 3-11 (1865) Toma «[lyxa puMCKOro npasax».

30 Jhering R., von. Geist. Bd. Il, T. 2. S. 539-545.

31 |bid. S. 577 sq; 599 sq.

32 Ibid. S. 531.

33 Otcioga — npencTasiieHre 06 VCKIIIYUTENIbHO OJHOCTOPOHHENR CTPYKType lex privata, B Hau-
Gonblueit cTeneHn BbipaxkeHHoe y A. lNepHuca, BCTYNUBLLIErO MO 3TOMY BOMPOCY B MPSIMYIO MOJEMUKY
¢ Mepunrom: Pernice A.: 1) Parerga X // ZSS. 22. 1901. S. 66; 2) Labeo. Rémisches Privatrecht im ersten
Jahrhundert der Kaiserzeit. A.I. Halle: Buchhandlung des Waisenhauses, 1873 (rist. Aalen: Scientia, 1963).
S. 473 sq. — Pe3oHaHc Teopum MlepuHra B 4eNCTBUTENBHOCTY HAMHOTMO CUiibHee. COMHUTENbHbLI HeJaBHNE
BbIBOAbI M. ParimaHHa 0 Manon3BecTHOCTU «[lyxa puMCKOro npasa», KOTOpble MPUHUMAIOT BO BHUMAHWE
B OCHOBHOM NnTeparypy cepeauHel XX B.: Reimann M. Jhering’s “Geist des romischen Rechts” as a Study
of Ancient Social Order: A Comparative Perspective // lurium Itinera. Historische Rechtsvergleichung
und vergleichende Rechtsgeschichte. R. Zimmermann zum 70. Geburtstag / Hrsg. N. Jansen, S. Meier.
Tlbingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2022. S. 223 Fn. 9; S. 225 Fn. 20; 241.

34 yxe B 1-m Tome: Jhering R., von. Geist. Bd.I. Leipzig: Breitkopf und Hartel, 1873. S. 216 sq
(MepunHr P. Oyx pumckoro npasa. T. 1. Knes, 1875. C. 185 cn.).

35 CaBuHby @. K. Cctema COBPEMEHHOro puMckoro npasa. T. 2. M.: Craryt, 2012. C. 335 cn.;
Flume W. Das Rechtsgeschaft. S. 5.
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lMpepncrtaBneHne o BONEUIBABNEHUN KaK O YACTHOM HOPMAaTMBHOM akTe B KOHLE
XIX B. BMOJSIHE OXBaTbIBAETCSH OKTPOMPOBAHHLIM MOHUMAHUEM CYOLEKTMBHOIO Mnpasa
Kak MoJIHOMOYMSA Ha COBEPLUEHUE PacrnopsaanTeNbHbLIX akTOB B YacTHON chepesd. Mpu
9TOM lex — 1 nyGANYHbBIN, U YaCTHbIA — MOXET TPAKTOBATbLCH HE TOJIbKO KaK NpukKas,
pacropsixeHne®’, Ho n kak 0693aTeNbCTBO, NOAYNHEHME — BCEMY PMMCKOMY Hapoay
(populus Romanus) unu oTaenbHOMY HaCcTHOMY NnLy38. AKLEHT MiepuHra Ha coeno4HOM
XapakTepe v OBYCTOPOHHEN CTPYKTYypeE lex privata B HEKOTOPOI Mepe cMAryaeT 403BO-
NIUTENbHYI0 TPaKTOBKY, 4TO CONMXaeT 3TOT NOOXOA C €CTECTBEHHO-MPaBOBbIM Mpen-
CTaBNEHNEM O HOPMATUBHOCTU. VIMeHHO y MlepuHra Mbl YMTaem Takme CroBa:

YacTHoe rnpaBoO MOKOUTCA Ha MbIC/IMN aBTOHOMUUN ocobn — mnoee, 4To nHomnsuayalbHoe
npaBo He 0653aH0O cBOUM cyuwecTtBoBaHMeM rocynapctBey, HO HeceT CcBOe onpasigaHne B caMoOM
cebe. qaCTHO-ﬂpaBOBOIZ npuHUMN pa3BuJiCAaA HACTOJIbKO, YTO HaCMeXaeTCd Ha rocygapCrtBeHHbIM
NPUHLUUNOM. anMVIpeHVIe OTBJIEHEHHOI O Cy6beKTI/IBHOFO CBOEBOJINA C nHTEPpECaMU O6LLI,e)KI/|TI/IFI
1 HPABCTBEHHOCTLIO iexaso B o6biyae, B xapakrtepe Hapoaadd.

Opunanyeckasn cmuna 4acTHOro BOJIEN3bABEHUS NMOJAETCH 30EChb Kak eCTECTBEHHOE
cneacTBMe HopMaTUBHOMO nopsaka (ius civile), nHterpupytoLlero ooLuLecTBo (rpaxaaH-
ckoe 00LWecTBO, civitas), kak ero NPUHUMN 1 cnocob CyLLEeCTBOBaHKUS, YTO cornacyeTcs
C NpPU3HaHMeM 3Ha4yeHns Ny6AMYHOro 1 coLmanbHOrO KOHTEeKCTa (B TOM Ynche U puTy-
a/IbHOr0) TakOro BOJIEN3bSABIEHUS, YTO OTHACTU CHUMAET M BOJIIOHTAPUCTCKNIM NEPEKOC,
ncKaxaloLwmin npupoay HAVBMAYyanbHOM Bonn. B To e Bpemsa anennaums K obblyaio
Kak eOMHCTBEHHOMY HEe3aKOHOAATEesSIbHOMY WCTOYHUKY 06LieobasarensHoro npasal
nokasblBaeT, HAaCKOJIbkO aBTOPY HEMPMBLIYHO BK/OYaATb «CyObEKTUBHOE CBOEBONINE»
B PS4 9N1IEMEHTOB NpaBonopsaka 1 Nnpu3HaBaTb €ro NPaBOBON XapakTep.

§ 2. Teopus ucnonHUTENbLHOM cubl lex privata

4. Cnoea MVepwuHra BosBpalialoT Hac K LiMuepoHy, KOTopbii BO3BOAUT HOpMa-
TUBHOE 3Ha4YeHune cornaleHns K obblyato (consuetudo), Hapsay co cnpaBeasIMBOCTbIO
1 cynebHbIM NpeLeneHTOM.

Cic., deinv., 2, 22, 67-68:

HekoTopble TvNbl NpaBa (genera iuris) co3aaHbl onpenesieHHbIM 06blYaeM: KakoBOro poaa
cornaweHne (pactum), paBeHCTBO (par), cynebHoe pewenue (iudicatum). CornaweHune xe —
3TO TO, O Y4eM KTO-IMBO Cornacuiacsa Apyr ¢ Apyrom, U CYUTAETCS HACTONbKO NPaBOMEPHbIM, YTO
rOBOPST, YTO 3TO UCMOJIHAETCS MO Npasy.

36 CM. KPUTUKY JO3BOSIUTESIbHOIO MOHUMAHWSA ANCTIO3UTUBHOCTM U BOCTIPUATIS MPABOBOMN CUCTEMBI
Kak cuctemMbl caHkumii: Bucher E. Fir mehr Aktionendenken // Ac P. 186. 1986. S. 4 sq; 16 sq.

87 Coli U. Il testamento. P. 52.

38 Cuq E. Lex // Dictionnaire des Antiquités grecques et romaines Daremberg et Saglio. Vol. Ill. P. 2.
Paris: Sirey, 1918. P. 1107.

39 UepumHr P. Oyx pumckoro npasa. C. 70. — YnoMuHaHue «xapaktepa Hapoaa» NokasblBaeT, 4To uaes
«gyxa» pumckoro npaea (Geist) y MepuHra Bocxoaut He kK MoTeckbe, a k «<HapogHoMy ayxy» (Volksgeist),
l'yctasa 'yro n CaBuHbM.

40 KommeHTupya npoekt ITY, M. labaHn yTBepxnaas, 4To OMCMO3UTUBHLIE HOPMbI MOJy4aloT
CcBOe coaepxaHue na obbliiHOro npaea (Laband P. Zum zweiten Buch des Entwurfes eines biirgerlichen
Gesetzbuches fir das Deutsche Reich. 1 Abschnitt. Titel 1-3 // Ac P. 73. 1888. S. 164). NokasaTtenbHo,
410 Kenb3eH roBopuT 0 YacTHOM aBTOHOMUK (onpeaenss ee kak sittlichen Selbstgesetzgebun («aBTo-3a-
KOHOAaTeNbCTBO MO 00bI4Yaln»)) B pamkax 00CYy>XAeHWs MO3UTUBHOMO XxapakTepa 0bbi4HOro npasa (Kelsen H.
Hauptprobleme der Staatsrechtslehre entwickelt aus der Lehre vom Rechtssatze. Leipzig, Tibingen: Mohr,
1923. S. 34). TeHaeHUMs 060CHOBbLIBATb AMCMNO3UTUBHbIE HOPMbI OObIYHBIM MPABOM MOXET 0ObACHATHLCS
TEM, 4TO 0ObIYHOE MPaBO AENCTBYET MOCTOJIbKY, MOCKOJIbKY OHO MPUMEHSIETCS, U TakuM 06pa3oM nosy-
YyaeT cuNy B XO4e U BCNEACTBME NMPU3HAHUA CO CTOPOHBI y4acTHUKOB obopoTa (cMm.: Orestano R. | fatti di
normazione nell’esperienza romana arcaica. Torino, 1967. P. 145).
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LinuepoH BbigenseT genus iuris, pog npaBa — OMNPenESIEHHbIN TUM NPaBOBOWN
GOpMbI, MOL, KOTOPLIA OH MOOBOAUT Takue sBfeHus, kak pactum, par, iudicatum.
MocneoHuin Npumep — 3TO NpexHee cynebHoe pelleHne Kak OCHOoBa At aHaNormm
npv Keanudukaumm gaHHoro aena*?. 31o, cO6CTBEHHO, HE NPELEAEHT U HE UCTOYHUK
npaea, HO ¢akTop BO3OENCTBUSA Ha pelueHne cyaa*®. CxooHbIM 06pa3oM, NPUHLMMLI
paBeHCTBa M Npupoabl (Kak MCTOYHMKA M OOBLEKTUBHOCTM CNpPaBenIMBOCTU) Takxe
HEe MMeIT NPAMOoN 06a3aTeNbHOM CUJbl, HO BbICTYNAKT BaXHbIMW OPUEHTUPaMK O5S
onpegeneHus npaesa. B atom pagy pactum — 9710 topugnydecknin GakT, B3ATbIN HE Kak
MCTOYHNK 0653aTeNnbCTBa, HEe Kak 005A3blBaOLMIA CTOPOHLI akT, HO Kak TO, C YeM CBS-
3blBaE€TCS NpaBoBas keanndukaumsa OencTemg: Kak roBopuTt cam punocod — kak To,
4YTO cuuTaeTcs iustum, NPaBOMEPHbLIM, N YTO BbICTYNAET KPUTEPUEM MPABOMEPHOCTHU
LENCTBUS (UCMOSTHEHUS).

9BHbIM NpeyBenunyeHnem OyneT ckasaTtb, kak M. Kasep, 4To TepMUH jus ynoTpe-
onsietTcs B OObLEKTUBHOM N CYOBLEKTMBHOM CMbICNie B HeaudpepeHUNpoBaHHOM ce-
MaHTMYEeCKOM eauHcTBe*, a lex privata, ycraHaBnmMeas HOpMy OJ19 OTAENLHOrO Cly4ast
(Normsetzung), «0enCTBUTENbHO BbICTYNaeT OLHOBPEMEHHO M 4aCTHO-MNPaBOBbIM
aKTOM 1 3akoHOM» (Privatrechtsakt und Gesetz zugleich)*®. YuyeHbilt BLIBOOUT 3TO 3a-
K/IIOYEHME N3 HENOCPEACTBEHHOW ncnonHutTenbHon cunbl (abgeleiteten Exekutivkraft)
Takoro akrta pacnopsixeHus: lex rei suae dicta (3akoH, 3asiBNIEHHbIA B OTHOLLUEHUN
cobCTBEHHOW BeLM) 9k0o0bl No3BoAN 6e3 obpalleHns B cyq 4o06MBaTbCS UCMONHEHNS
neratos (Mbl MOMHUM, 4TO legatum < lex datum?®), orosopok npu mMaHuunaumm (leges
mancipi) n kabanbHOM MaHUMNALMUOHHOMN CAENKN nexum.

VicnonHuTtenbHasa cuna npegnonaraeTca AJig nexum — akta camo3aknaga B hopme
puTyana Cc Meablo U BecaMun: OOJIKHUK MOAYMHAN cebsa npaBy Kpeaoutopa Ha JINYHYIO0
pacnpasy (Zugriffsgewalt)*’. Peub B 1€NCTBUTENBHOCTM NAET 06 NCMOSIHUTENILHOM aKTe
B popme HanoxeHus pykun (legis actio per manus iniectionem), nocneacTemns KOTOpPoOro
CTPOro pernameHTMpoBaHbl 3akoHamu Xl Tabnuu, 1 XoTs NOrMYHO Npeanonararb BTO-
PUYHbLIN XapakTep NPeTopckoro KOHTpons B popme addictio?®, sBce xe Mbl umeem aeno,
npexnae Bcero, co cneundukor ApeBHEro nopsiaka 3awuTbl NpaBa, a He ¢ 0CoObIM
IOPUANYECKUM OENCTBMEM puTyana M COMNPOBOXAANWEro 3asaBfieHns (COOCTBEHHO,
lex)*e.

41 Par — akBuBaneHT aequum: Kaser M. Zur Problematik der rémischen Rechtsquellenlehre //
Festschrift fur Werner Flume zum 70. Geburtstag. KoIln: Schmidt, 1978. A. 110.

42 Cwm.: Kaser M. Das Urteil als Rechtsquelle im rémischen Recht // Festschrift Fritz Schwind zum 65.
Geburtstag. Wien: Manz, 1978. S. 115 sq.

43 3pmech opaTtop OnATh Xe crneayeT APUCTOTENO, CONMXKABLLEMY IOrOBOP M 3aKOH UMEHHO B LIENSAX
ybexpeHus cyna (Arist., Rhet., 1, 15, 1376b).

44 Kaser M. RPR. |. S. 195: undifferenzierten Sinngehalt dieses Wortes.

45 Kaser M. Der Privatrechtsakt in der romischen Rechtsquellenlehre. S. 96 Fn. 46.

46 Schulz F. Classical Roman Law. P. 310.

47 Kaser M. RPR. |. S. 43 (n ykaszaHHasi Tam nuteparypa). — Cwm. Takxe: Talamanca M. Le Dodici
Tavole ed i negozi obbligatori // Le Dodici Tavole. Dai decemviri agli Umanisti / a cura di M. Humbert. Pavia:
IUSS Press, 2005. P. 354.

48 BTOPUYHOCTb TaKOrO KOHTPOJIA ClIeAyeT U3 NMepBoHadasibHO BHeCyaebHoM pacnpasbl Haz BOPOM,
noMaHHbIM ¢ nonunyHbIM (fur manifestus), kKOToporo B AanbHelem cneaoBasno yXXe NpuBecTy K cyneo-
HOMY marucTparty (in iure) onsa onobpeHus 3axeata u npucyxaeHus (Gell., 11, 18, 8). C aTtum cBa3aHo
1 COMHEHMe CTapuHHbIX IOPUCTOB (veteres), o koTopom coobuaeT Mai (Gai., 3, 189), ctaHOBUACS N BOP
BCNIeACTBME TaKOro NPUCY>XAeHWs BO BNIaCTb NOTEPreBLLEMY ero pabom 1 nnLb NpucyXaeHHbIM (addicti
loco). O6 addicitio n addicti cm.: Peppe L.: 1) Studi sull’esecuzione personale. | Debiti e debitori nei primi
due secoli della Repubblica romana. Milano: Giuffré, 1981; 2) Riflessioni intorno all’esecuzione personale
in diritto romano // AUPA. 2010. P. 117-162.

49 Lex B mepBOHa4abHOM CMbICIIE NMpenrnonaraeT ycTHoe 3assneHue (lex dicta): certa verba. Cm. Bbl-
we, npuM. 21 n H1xXe Npum. 56.
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B oTHOWeEHUM Xe neratos — Ansa legatum per vindicationem Mopwuu, Bnaccak®©
npennonaran NnpaBo HEMOCPEACTBEHHOIrO 3axearta Bewm neratapmem (Zugriffsgewalt),
MCX04s8 M3 camMo3allMTbl, CBOMCTBEHHOW OpPEBHEN BuMHAMKauuu, a gns legatum per
damnationem Outep CvmoH®! nposoann napannenbs C ApeBHErPeYecKon huayLmapHoi
noknaxen (Tapokatadnkn), TakxKe OpUeHTUPYSCb Ha manus iniectio 1 He06X0AMMOCTb
puUTyanbHOro npekpalieHnsa 06a3aTtenbcTBa 0OPEMEHEHHOINO TakUM fleraToM Hachnea-
HuKka (solutio per aes et libram — Gai., 3, 175)%2. [px 3TOM 3aBMCUMOCTb HaC/NEOHMKa,
0BpeMeHEHHOro neratom, OT nerarapust Bo3sogsaT k Hopme Xl Tabnuy, (6, 1)%8, Ha-
LEeNsBLUEN IOPUOMNYECKONM CuUnor nuncupatio B xogoe putyana ¢ megbio u secamu (Cum
nexum faciet mancipiumve, uti linguam nuncupassit, ita ius esto), 4To BO3BpawWaeT Hac
K MCXOAHOMY BOMPOCY.

WTak, npmnaHatb, 4TO PUMIISIHE HA3bIBaJN PACOPsSXXKEHNe COOCTBEHHOCTbIO «3a-
KOHOM>» (lex) nvib no TOW MNpuYnHe, 4TO OHO OTKPbIBAET BO3MOXHOCTb [Jis1 BHECY-
Aeb6HoU pacripaBbl, — 3Ha4YUT MPeACcTaBUTbL OOLLEPUANYECKYO NpobsemMy HacTHOM
aBTOHOMWU C/EeACTBUEM UCTOPUHECKM OBYCIOB/IEHHOIro ropsiaka peannsaumm cybb-
€eKTMBHOro npasa. K cXogHOW NOrmyeckor TaBTOOMMM NPUXOAAT U Te YyYEHbIe, KOTOpble
MOMELLAIOT B LIEHTP aHanmaa hbopMynmposky 3akoHa Xl Tabnuy, (6, 1) ita ius esto®.

§ 3. OroBopku npu maHuunauum (leges mancipi)

5. 3akoH 6, 1 gowen B yuTare M3 counHeHua aHHanucTta lll B. oo H. 3. Jlyuma
LUunHuma AnnmeHTta «O6 00593aHHOCTAX IOPUCKOHCYNbTa», COXPAaHEHHOM B CrioBape ero
coBpeMeHHuka Beppusa dnakka (Fest., s. v. nuncupata pecunia):

«3asaBneHHble geHbru (Nuncupata pecunia)», kak roeoput LmHuunii Bo 2-i1 kH. «O6 065a3aH-
HOCTAX IOPNCKOHCYJIbTa», — 3TO [,El,eHbI'l/l] Ha3BaHHble, onpeaesieHHble, yKa3aHHble BCJ1yX crneuun-
aJibHbIMN CJ1OBaAMMU; <<Kor):|,a coBepLwiaeT caenky ¢ Meabio N BeCaMU, Kak TOP>XEeCTBEHHO 3adABUT,
Tak nyctb 1 6yget npaBomM» (‘cum nexum faciet mancipiumque, ut lingua nuncupassit, ita ius
esto’): To ecTb, Kak HAa30BET, Kak CKaxeT, Tak NycTb 1 6yaneTt npasom <...>

3aKoH Nosy4Yns1 MHOIOYUCTIEHHbIE PEMNINKU.
Varro., de l. I., 6, 60:

3aaBnaTb (nuncupare) — 3HAYUT HasblBaTb, Kak BUOHO B 3aKOHax, rAoe HanmcaHo «3asiB-
JIeHHble OeHbru» (‘nuncupatae pecuniae’).

3n0echk oueBuaHa cebinka Ha Xl Tabnu (legibus)®®. Mowatne nuncupare, nuncupatio
CYLLLECTBEHHO LLUMPE 3aaBIEHUS MPY MaHLUMNaLMM 1 BOCXOANT K PUTyasnibHOW cuie cnosa
(fari) v xpeyeckum npakTukam dukcaumm cnoBecHbix dopmyn (lex) n 3aknnmHaHumn

50 Wiassak M. Vindikation und Vindikationslegat // ZSS. 31. 1910. S. 196 sq; 233 Fn. 1; S. 309 Fn. 2.

51 Simon D. V. Quasi-NMAPAKATAOHKH // ZSS. 82. 1965. 39 sq; 151. — Cwm. Takxe: Noailles P. Fas et
ius, études de droit romain. Paris: Les Belles Lettres, 1947. P. 128.

52 O solutio per aes et libram — cm. Huxe, n. 13.

53 Simon D. V. Quasi-NMPAKATAOHK H.S.147 sg. — Cm. Takxe: Santoro R. Potere ed azione nell’antico
diritto romano // AUPA. 30. 1967. P. 388 sq.

54 Cp.y ®. Ceppao: «Bons 4aCTHOro fiMua MMeeT Cuily, He MeHbLLYIO, Y4eM y mores (06bl4aes), cro-
cobHylo co3pnaBath ius» (Serrao F. Lus e lex nella dialettica costituzionale della prima repubblica. Nuove
riflessioni su un vecchio problema // Nozione formazione e interpretazione del diritto dall’eta romana
alle esperienze moderne. Ricerche dedicate al Prof. F. Gallo. Vol. Il. Napoli: Jovene, 1997 (= Serrao F.
Lus — lex — edicta. Altri studi di diritto romano. Vol. I. Napoli: Jovene, 2015. P. 413)); emy Tenepb cnegyeTt
M. ®. Kypcu: Cursi M. F. La macipatio e la mancipatio familiae // XIl Tabulae. Testo e commento / a cura di
Maria Floriana Cursi. Napoli: Jovene, 2018. T. 1. P. 345.

55 HekoTopble aBTOpbl MoHUMAOT legibus Kak AOKYMEHTbl TOProBoro 06opoTa (CM., Hamp.:
Randazzo S. Leges mancipii. Contributo allo studio dei limiti di rilevanza dell’accordo negli atti formali di
alienazione. Milano: Giuffré, 1998. P. 69, nt. 80).
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(votum) ana poctuxeHus aencteeHHocTM®. B Hayke oTmevaloT’ kak npunoxeHue
rnarona nuncupare K OpPeBHenLnUM CBUAETENLCTBAM O 3aBeTHbIX knateax (devotio)2®,
TakK 1 YCTOMYMBOCTb TPEBOBAHUSA MMACHOCTU 3aaBneHna®d.

Y UpnuepoHa Bonpoc 06CcyxaaeTcs B KOHTEKCTe 0693aHHOCTEN npogasua MHGop-
MUPOBAaTb NOKynaTens.

Cic., de off., 3, 16, 65:

A B OTHOLUEHUN npaea HeABMXMMOCTU Yy HAC YCTaHOBJIEHO MO UMBUJIbHOMY Mnpany, 4TOOBbI npwm
nx Npofaxe 00bABASANNCL MOPOKM, KOTOPbIE M3BECTHLI MpoaasLy. Beap xoTa cornacHo [seHan-
uatu Tabnuuam gOCTaTo4HO OTBEYaTh 3a Te, YTO ObIIM NPSAMO HadBaHsbI (lingua nuncupata), 3a 4To
TOT, KTO Hapywwun, nogBepraeTtca yrJare OBONHOIo BO3MeLLEeHUA, IOPUCKOHCYNbLTbl YCTAHOBUITN
HakKa3aHune gaxe 3a ymon4daHue.

OpaTtop NpOTMBONOCTaBASET OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 3a yMONYaHuWe, BBEOEHHOW pe-
Ccnyb/INKaHCKOM OPUCNPYAEHUMEN, TMPEXHIOK OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MNpoAaBua b
3a NOMMEHOBAHHbLIE CBOMCTBA TOBapa: NPogaBeL, OTBeYas 3a HeECOOTBETCTBME TOBapa
0OBbSABMEHHBIM XapakTepucTukam (kak pakTUyeckum, Tak U IopuanyeckumMm — nopoku
TnuTYNa)®. M. dDONXT BLIBOAMA U3 UMBUILHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTM in duplum (B ABONHOM
pasmepe) opeBHUn nck — actio ex lege mancipii ¢ caHkumen B Buge manus iniectio
(Hanoxenus pyku) 3a HapyweHue fides®'. Mck MoxHO c6nmsnTh ¢ actio auctoritatis
Ha cnyyar 9BUKLMN MaHLUMMMPOBAHHOM BELLM, KOTOPLIV TakXXe npeanosnaran B3biCkaHne
in duplum — B OBOHOM pasmepe MOKYMHOM LeHbl (pecunia nuncupata®?). Peub 0 cBa-
3aHHOCTM aBTopa 3asiB/IeHUs, COENAaHHOIr0 B PUTYyasibHOM KOHTEKCTE, OTBETCTBEHHO-
CTbIO 32 BEPHOCTL CJIOBY U 3a JOCTOBEPHOCTL ckasaHHoro (fides)®3,

Gai., 3 ad leg. duod. tab. D. 2, 14, 48:

In [traditionibus] <mancipationibus> rerum quodcumque pactum sit, id valere manifestis-
simum est.

Mpu mMaHuunauun Bewen, 4To Obl HM ObIIO PELUEHO CTOPOHaMMW, BMOJIHE OMPEAESIEHHO
nMmeet cuny.

B koHTekcTe komMmeHTapus k Xll Tabnunuam cnoea lasg sBHO OTCbINaoT K lex mancipi
WM VHBIM 3asiBNIEHNSAM B XO[,e TOPXKECTBEHHOIO akTa, XOTS ero MHTEPEC COCPEenOTOYEH
Ha coAepXaTenbHOol CTOPOHE Aena, a He Ha dopmanbHol: lex mancipi obcyxaaeTtcs

56 B TekcTax HempoCTov TpaauLmMm, COCTOSIHUSA U COepXaHns BappoH CBA3LIBAET MOEI0 3as9BIEHNS
(rite linguam nuncupare) B puTyasnbHOM KOHTEKCTE C OnpeneneHHOCTbio BepOanbHoi ¢opmynbl (certa
verba) kak npuaHakom lex: Varro., del. I. 7, 8: quoad ego ea[s] <ri>te lin[quam]<gua> nuncupavero; 6, 53:
Hinc fasti dies, quibus verba certa legitima sine piaculo paetoribus licet fari...

57 BiscardiA. Sul concetto romano di ‘Lex’ // Estudios en hom. J. Iglesias. Vol. 1. Madrid, 1988.
P. 159.

58 Liv., 8, 9, 7-8: Sicut verbis nuncupavi, ita pro re publica populi Romani Quiritium... devoveo; Id., 8,
11, 1: verbis... ut tradita nuncupataque sunt.

59 Sen., cons. Marc. 13, 2: fausta nuncupatione. — Cp. npotusonocTasneHue lex contractus, go-
MOJSIHUTESNIbHOIrO COrNalleHns Npm goroBope kak certa lex (xota n He B popme cTunynauumm), ronomy co-
rnaweHnto — nudum pactum B D. 19, 5, 8 (Pap., 27 quaest.).

80 Monier R. La garantie contre les vices cachés dans la vente romaine. Paris, 1930. P. 5 sq.

61 Voigt M. Die Xll Tafeln. Bd. Il. Leipzig: Leibeskind, 1883. S. 467 sq; 474.

62 B LUNTMPOBAHHOM Bbllle CBUOETENbCTBE decTa npMBOOUTCHA TakKXe CyXAeHune rpamMmmartunka
CaHTpel: ... at Santra lib. II. De verborum antiquitate, satis multis nuncupata conligit, non directo nominata
significare, sed promissa, et quasi testificata, circumscripta, recepta, quod etiam in votis nuncupandis
esse convenientius («...a CaHTpa BO 2-1 kH. “O CNOBECHbIX APEBHOCTAX” AOBO/ILHO MHOMO€E CBsi3an C 3a-
SIBJ/IEHHbIM, [OTMETUB,] Y4TO 3TO O3HaYaeT He TONbKO “HasBaHHbIe”, HO 1 “obellaHHbIe” 1 gaxe “sacBuae-
TEeNbCTBOBAHHLIE”, “3anmncaHHble”, “Nony4yeHHbIe”, 4TO TakXke OTHOCUTCS K 3apokam, KOTopble cnenyet
MPON3HOCUTb»).

63 Cic., de off., 1, 23: Fundamentum autem est iustitiae fides, id est dictorum conventorumque
constantia et veritas («<OcHoBaHVe NpaBoOBOV CNpaBenIMBOCTU — OOBEPUE, T. €. BEPHOCTb COrMalleHnsIM
1 JOCTOBEPHOCTb 3asiBNIEHNI»).
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B TEPMUHOJNIOMMM cornaweHuns (pacisci)®. Hanpotvs, M3BeCTHO MpAMOe CBUOETENb-
CTBO, 410 KB. Myuuin pasnuyan n npotuenoctasnan pactum wm lex dicta.

Q. Muc., I. s. ‘6pov, D. 50, 17, 73, 4:

Nec paciscendo nec legem dicendo nec stipulando quisquam alteri cavere potest.

HWKTO He MOXEeT YyCTaHOBUTbL 06A3aTENbCTBO B MOMb3Y TPETLENO JiMLA HU MO COMMaLLEHNIo,
HW MO Orosopke npun MaHuunauumn, H1 no ctunynaunn.

OcHoBaTenb PUONYECKON Haykm OTpPUUAET A0MNYCTMMOCTb AOroBopa B MOJb3y
TpeTbero nuua, npunaras makcumy k pactum, lex dicta u k ctunynauun. lNepsBoe
MEeCTO pPacisCci MOXHO MOHMMAaTb Tak, YTO aBTOP CTPEMUTCS NMPUBSA3aTh OOLLNIA MPUHLAM
npexae BCero kK HedopMasbHOMY COMALLIEHUIO U Wb MO aHanormm — K Tpaguum-
OHHbIM OroBOpPKaM Mpwv MaHuMnaumm n CTunynaummn. Takoe NnoHMMaHne UCKIYaeT cu-
HOHUMMIO lex — pactum, HO MOXeT TeM camMbiM OTHecTu TekcT las (D. 2, 14, 48) k 6onee
paHHEeN Tpagmumun, KoTopast elle He Bblaensna pactum kak KOHCEHCyasnbHYO COENKY,
HO NULLbL OTMeYasna ero AOroBOPHYI0 Npmpoay®o.

Hepepnko pactum BeiCcTynaeT cMHOHMMOM K TepmuHy lex (D. 18, 1, 40, 3); 8 D. 18, 1,
40 pr (Paul., 4 epit. alf. dig.), lex contractus npupaBHmnBaeTcs Kk pactum, a lex dicere —
Kk pactum esse; B D. 18, 3, 8 (Scaev., 7 dig) lex venditionis Ha3BaH Takxe conventio
venditoris, a cornaweHne CTOpoH onucaHo cnoBamu pactus est. HakoHew, npuBenem
HaAnMChb, B KOTOPOW TEPMUHBI lex 1 conventio npeacTaBneHbl Kak eAMHOE BbipaXxeHune,
coeguviHstoulee cnosa ¢ 61M3kum 3HaveHem (renamagmc): lex et conventio (cp. CIL, X,
1614 ot 116 1.):

CIL, X, 1579:

9TO none B ceMb torepoB C Ll,l/ICTepHOVI n naBkaMn OTHOCUTCA K MpaBy ero BJiagesibLes,
KOTOPbIEe COCTOAT U COCTOSANIN B KyJ1ibTE COKO3a reJ'II/IOI'IOTaHLI,eB, N NyCTb TaKk UM 6y,£|,eT npmnpaHo
1y Hux 6ygeT npa.o (ius esto) Bxoga v npoxoga no 9ToMy Nofto, KTo 6yaeT NpuaepXmBarbCs
LEeNCTBUIM He NPOTMB ycTaea (lex) n cornaweHna (conventio) aToro cot3sa.

6. BosseneHue k 3akoHy Xl Tabnuy, (6, 1)88 opuanueckol cunbl OroBOPOK B pamkax
puTyana mMaHuunaumm unm ycTynku nepep marnctpartom (in iure cessio)®” osnauvaer,
4yTO chepa 060poTa, B KOTOPON peann3yeTcsa naes 4HacTHOWM aBTOHOMWUMK, HanpaBieHa
Ha yCTaHOBJIEHME U NpekpalleHne BelHbIX npaB. MaHuunauns — BeLlHO-NpPaBOBOM
aKT, akT no rnepeHocy abCcontoTHbIX NpaB, KOTOPLI OnNpeaenseT n cogepxaHue oTpa-
XeHHOro penctena nuncupatio®: leges mancipi (leges mancipio dictae) BegyT K ycTa-
HOBJIEHMIO BELLUHbIX 0OPEMEHEHUM NN K OrpaHUYEeHU0 NepeHoca npaBa COOCTBEH-
HoCTN®?,

64 Mopwuu, doiixt (Voigt M. Die XlI Tafeln. Bd. II. S. 149; 163; 172 sq), B COOTBETCTBUM CO CBUAETE b-
CTBOM CaHprI, rnonbiTancy BblAENNTb TPU KNnacca 3a9BNEeHNN npn MmaHumMnaunm (<<06eLLI,aHHbIe>>, «3arnncaH-
Hble», «MONYYEeHHbIE»), TMNOTU3NPYS OUaNor CTOPOH U3 KOHIPY3HTHbLIX 3aAB/IEHUI, KaK NPU CTUNYNALNN.
Mpes nonyduna nogaepxky: Karlowa O. Romische Rechtsgeschichte. Bd. Il. Leipzig: Veit & Comp, 1901.
S. 371 (nanee unTtupyetca Tak: Karlowa O. RRG.).

65 MpusHaHMe 3a pactum MOMOXUTENBHOMO COAEPXaHUs W HajeneHue TepMuHa 6Gonee Wwu-
POKUM 3Ha4YeHMeM cornaweHus (Boobue) BocxoauT K MoHorpadum AHapa MarpnaHa: Magdelain A.
Le consensensualisme dans I'édit du preteur. Paris, 1959. — Cm., ogHako, peueH3no M. TanamaHku:
Talamanca M. La storia dell’edictum “De pactis” // Labeo. 6. 1960. P. 278 sq.

66 FV,, 50 (Paul., 1 manual.): ...et mancipationem et in iure cessionem lex XlI tabularum confirmat
(«...3akoH XIl Tabnuy, noaTBEPXAAET U MaHUMNAUMIO U YCTYNKY Nepes, MarncTpaTomM»).

67 D. 8, 4, 1pr; 39, 6, 42 pr; Vat. 47 — in iure cessio.

68 Bechmann A. Der Kauf nach gemeinem Recht. Bd. |. Geschichte des Kaufs im rémischen Recht.
Erlangen: Deichert, 1876. S. 234: accidentalia (Zusatze) der mancipatio.

69 Voigt M. Die Xl Tafeln. Bd. Il. S. 148; Pernice A. Labeo. Bd. Ill. 1. S. 19 sq; 97 sq; Karlowa O. RRG.
Bd. Il. Leipzig, 1901. S. 327; Kunkel W. Mancipatio // PWRE. XIV. 1. Stuttgart, 1928. Col. 1000; Georgesco V.
Essai d’une théorie générale des “leges privatae”. P. 144 sq.; De Visscher F. Mancipium et res mancipi //
SDHI. 2. 1936. P. 286; Biondi B. Successione testamentaria e donazioni. Milano: Giuffré, 1943. P. 44 sq;
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Mockonbky MaHumnaumsa 6bina otMeHeHa lOcTtuHmaHom (C. 7, 31, 5 a. 531),
1 TekcTbl B coctaBe Corpus luris Bceroa BMecTo Hee roBopsaT o nepepade (traditio),
YBEPEHHOCTU B 3TOM BOMPOCE NpUAAdT MHOMOYMCIIEHHbIE CBUAETENLCTBA, A0LeaLmne
MOMUMO IOCTMHUAHOBCKOM KoMnunsaumu. Tak, ynoMuHaHue lex mancipi octasun lan
B «MHCTUTYLMAX» 0. LiMuepoH rosoput 06 OroBOpKe npv MaHumnaumm, nocTaBaeHHOWM
B OTHOLUEHUM CepBUTYyTa ocBelleHus 3gaHua (lumina)”'. TekcT Uensca (D. 7, 2, 3,
1) 06 ycTtaHoBneHUN y3ydpykTa Npy MaHumnauum gowen B BatukaHckmx pparmeHTax,
roe CoxpaHwuncs TepMuWH mancipare, Torga kak B [iurectax oH 3aMeHeH Ha tradere.

Vat. 80 (Ulp., 17 ad Sab.):

Moatomy Uenbc [nuweT] B 18- kKHUre: ecnn coOO6CTBEHHUKM ABYX MMEHUIA MaHUUMUPYIOT
(mancipaverint) npaBo co6CcTBEHHOCTU (proprietatem) 3a BelveTOM y3ydpyKTa...

Peub 0 cnocobe ycTaHOBNeHUS y3yhpyKTa, KOTOPLIN AeTalibHO OnuckiBaeT Man’2,

Gai., 2, 38:

...Beb MaHUMNnpyeTcss He cam y3ydpykT, HO Korga npv MaHuumnaumm €ero BblHMTaloT
13 npaea cobcTBeHHOCTM (in mancipanda proprietate deducatur), Tem camblM BbIXOOWUT, 4YTO
y 0QHOro nony4yaetcs y3ydpykT, Yy LPYyroro — npaBo COOCTBEHHOCTU.

TexHuka ycTaHOBNEHUS CepBUTYTa MNOCPELCTBOM OroBOPKWU (excipere/recipere
D. 8, 3, 30; 12, 6, 22, 1) npu MaHuMnNauum 3acBuOeTeNbCTBOBaHA Ans pecnydonu-
kaHckon anoxu (D. 8, 2, 7 Q. Muc.; 8, 5, 17 Alf.; 8, 2, 16; 33 Alf.; 8, 5, 6, 2 Gallus de
refectionem parietis; 43, 23, 2 Trebatius et Ofilius de cloacis) n yBepeHHO BOcCCTa-
HaBnnBaeTcsa B TekcTe lOnunana (D. 8, 2, 34): npn maHuMnaumMm OgHOro M3 y4acTkoB
([tradendo] <mancipio dando>) ero MoXHO 0OpemMeHuTb cepBUTyTOM (servam alteri
efficere potest) B nonb3y apyroro. OTmeTnm, 4TO exceptio servitutis Beage npumeHs-
eTcsa oS yCTaHOBNIEHUS TOPOACKMX CEPBUTYTOB, YTO HAXOAUT 0ObACHEHME B TOM, YTO
CenbCcKMe MaHUMNUpYoTcs camm no cebe, Byayym res mancipi’s.

OT10T daKkT ybexagaeT B TOM, 4TO MaHUMNauMsa, KoTopas 30eCb He MOXeT ObITb
crnocobom npnobpeTeHuns, BbICTynaeT UMEeHHO KOHTEKCTOM A1 KOHCTUTYTMBHOMO 3a-
SIBNIEHNS — B COOTBETCTBMKM C 3akoHoM Xll tab., 6, 1. Lex mancipi naeTt BelHbI a¢-
dekT — yCTaHOB/IEHME BELLHOro npasa, NpuiemM NPUMEHUTENbHO K CepBUTYTY BO3-
MOXHO OBpeMeHeHMne Kak OTHYXXAAaeMoro y4yacTtka, Tak 1 y4acTka, KOTOpbli OCTaeTcs
3a otuyxpatenewm (D. 8, 4, 6 pr).

OpgHako MaHuMnaumsa cornpoBOXOaeT A0roBop Kynnun-npoaaxu (emptio venditio),
KOTOpPbI cam rno cebe MoXeT cTaTb M 3HAYMMbIM KOHTEKCTOM [/ OFOBOPKU, U KOHCTU-
TYTUBHbIM IOPUONYECKUM aKTOM — HO C 00683aTeNIbCTBEHHbLIM AelncTBMeM. Tak, BappoH

Noailles P. Fas etius... P. 118 sq; Kunkel W. RPR. S. 94 A. 12; 14; S. 233; Gioffredi C. Su Xll tab. VI. 1. P. 343
sq; Santoro R. Potere ed azione nell’antico diritto romano. P. 205 sq; Capogrossi Colognesi G. La struttura
della proprieta e la formazione dei “iura praediorum” nell’eta repubblicana. Vol. I. Milano: Giuffré, 1969.
P. 306; Kaser M. RPR. |. S. 229; Peters F. Die Rucktrittvorbehalte des romisches Kaufrechts. KdIn; Wien:
Bohlau, 1973. S. 187 sqq.

70 Gai., 1, 140: ea lege mancipio dedit, ut sibi remancipetur («nepeHec npaso [Ha pa6a] no MaHuuna-
LK C OrOBOPKOW, 4TOObI €r0 eMy MaHLMNMpPOBany 06paTHO»).

7 Cic., de orat., 1, 39, 179: ... nam cum aedis L. Fufio venderet, in mancipio lumina, uti tum essent,
ita recepit... («Begp korga oH npoaasan 3aaHue J1. Pycbuio, B oroBopke npu MaHLMNaLmm yromsiHyn cep-
BUTYT OCBELLIEHNS!, KAKUM OH OblJ1 B TOT MOMEHT...»). — CM. 0 TekcTe: Voigt M. Die Xll Tafeln. Bd. . S. 154;
Franciosi G. Studi sulle servitu prediali. Napoli: Jovene, 1967. P. 209.

72 Cp.: Vat. 47 (Paul., 1 manual.): Per mancipationem deduci usus fructus potest, non etiam
transferri...

78 |a Rosa R. Deducere o detrahere usum fructum ed exipere o recipere servitutem // StudiC.
Sanfilippo. Vol. 7. Milano: Giuffré, 1987. P. 335 nt. 28.
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NPMBOAMT OFOBOPKY O COCTOSIHUM CEPBUTYTA B MOMEHT OTHYXXAEHUSA U HAa3blBaeT ee «lex
praediorum urbanorum?»,
Varro, I. I., 5, 27:

[MOoTOK, KOTOPBIA TEYEeT, a TakKe peka: OTKkyda B OrOBOPKE O ropoACKMX ydyacTKax MULLYT:
«[JoxaeBble CTOKM U MOTOKW, NYCTb Tak, KaKk OHM B HACTOSALLMA MOMEHT CnagatT U CTEKaKoT»...

Takas oroBopka B HOPUANYECKOM MCTOYHMKE Ha3BaHa «lex venditionis» (D. 18, 1,
33 (Pomp. 33 ad Sab.))"s:

Kor,u,a B OroBopke npu npogake HanncaHo Tak: «Pekn n [oxaesble CTOKM, B KaAKOM MNOJ10-
XEeHUN OHUN HaXoOATCHA B HaCTOFILLI,VIVl MOMEHT, NYCTb TaK " 6y,£|,yT>>...

Y Hac ecTb Hemano nogobHbIx cBMaenscTB npaktukn (D. 8, 2, 17, 3: stillicidia uti
nunc sunt; 17, 4; 23 pr: lumina quae nunc sunt; 33: flumina stillicidia uti nunc sunt;
18, 1, 33; 66, 2: ruta caesa quaeque aedium fundive non sunt), B KOTOpPbIX peyb naeT
06 oroBopke npu AoroBope Kynam-npoaaxmu (lex kak cMHoHuUM pactum). OgHako B psige
cny4aeB cxogHasi GopMynMpoBka GECCNOPHO NpunaraeTcs K 3asBIEHMIO NMPU MaHUM-
nauun (Cic., de orat., 1, 39, 178: in mancipi lege; 179 (uuT. BbiEe); D. 8, 2, 17, 3: Haec
lex [traditionis] <mancipii>: “stillicidia uti nunc sunt, ut ita sint” (3Ta oroBopka npu maH-
umMnaumn: «0oXaeBble CTOKM, KaKOBbl OHW B HACTOSALWMIA MOMEHT, NYyCTb Tak 1 ByayT»)).
Ecnun xe obcyxaarb opuanyeckmne crneacTems OroBOpKu, To Npu Kynie-npogaxe (06s-
3aTeNbCTBEHHAs CAefka) oHa AaeT 3awuTy No OOrOBOPY Kymau-rnpoaaxu, nojyyas
nnwb 0683aTeNnbCTBEHHOE OEeNCTBME.

D. 8, 2, 35 (Marcian., 3 reg.):

Ecnn cobcTBeHHMK ABYX 3OaHMin 3asiBMA Obl, 4TO TO, KOTOPOE OH npoaaeT, byaet obpeme-
HEHO CepBUTYTOM, HO Nnpu <MaHuunaumm> He cogenan YNOMUWHaAHUA CepBUTYTa, TO OH MOXeET nmodo
noaaTtb UCK M3 Npogaxu, NMMbo KOHANKLUMOHHbLIA UCK C HEONPeaAeNeHHOM MHTeHUMEN, YToObl Obln
YCTAHOBJIEH CEPBUTYT.

34ecb CepBUTYT He YCTaAHOBJIEH, a NNWb obellaH: NpoAaBeL, HanaraeT Ha Moky-
natensi 0653aTeNbCTBO YCTaHOBUTb CEPBUTYT B MOJIb3Y MOPOACKOro yyacTka, KOTopbIi
OH OcTaBnsieT 3a coboi. M3 Takoro obeLaHns cepBUTYT (BELLIHOE NPaBO) HE BO3HUKAET,
HO npopjaseL, Mor Obl NMPOM3BECTU O0OpeMeHeHe B Xxo4e MaHuunaumm. Pas oH aToro
He caenan, CeEpPBUTYT Tenepb OO/IKEH YCTAaHOBUTb NOKyNaTesib Kak HOBbI COOCTBEHHUK
30aHUsA, N OH ByaeT HeCTU OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MO AOroBOPY, EC/IM HE UCMONHUT 0b6s3a-
TEeNbCTBO.

CxonHbiM 06pasoMm, ecnv NpMMeHUTEeNbHO K 3aaHuio (in lege aedium) nponasel,
3aruLIeT, YTO «CTeHbl, KOTOPbIE HECYT Onopy, OyayT TaKMMW, KAKOBbl OHW B HACTOSILLNIA
MOMeHT» (paries oneri ferundo uti nunc est, ita sit), pecnybnnkaHkme OPUCTbI NpuU-
3HaBanu (D. 8, 2, 33 (Paul. 5 epit. Alfeni dig.)), 4yTo 3TK cnoBa HanaratoT Ha NpoaaBLa
06513aHHOCTb CofepXKaTb CTEHY B MCMPABHOM COCTOsSIHMM (in perpetuum parietem esse
debere), a ecnm oHa NorMbHeT — NpeaocTaBUTb B3ameH apyryto (alia in locum eius dari
debeat). Peub npget 06 ob6s3arensCcTBe N3 Kyrn-npogaxum ycTaHOBUTb U NOALEPXMN-
BaTb cepBuTyT. ObeLlaHne oCTaBUTb OCBELLLEHNE B TOM COCTOSIHUM, B KAKOM OHO €CTb
(lumina quae nunc sunt, ut ita sint), He co3naeT 0693aHHOCTM YCTAHOBUTb CEPBUTYT
B OGyaywiem, Torga Kak cfioBa «4Tobbl HE 3aropaxmBanocb ocBelleHne» (ne luminibus
officiatur) cospatloT AByCMbICNIEHHOCTb, KOTOpas pelwaeTtca (D. 8, 2, 23 pr (Pomp., 33
ad Sab.)) B nonb3y nokynartensi, Tak 4T0 B 0093aHHOCTb NPOAaBLy MOXeT ObiTb BMe-
HEHO YCTaHOBNEHWe cepBuTyTa. ECcam npopgasey, npy MaHuMnauum yTBEpPXAAeT, 4To

7 Fluvius, quod fluit, item flumen: a quo lege praediorum urbanorum scribitur: ‘stillicidia
fluminaqu[a]e ut ita cadant fluantque’...
75 Cum in lege venditionis ita sit scriptum: “flumina stillicidia uti nunc sunt, ut ita sint”...
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y4yacTok obpeMeHeH CepBUTYTOM B MOJIb3y MOKynaTens, OH A0/XKeH obecnedyntb emy
cepBuTyT’S,

CxogHbiM 06pa3om He aBnseTcs lex mancipio dicta oroBopka 06 MCTOYHMKE BOAbI
(aqua) B Takown cuTyaummn.

D. 18, 1, 40, 1 (Paul. 4 epit. Alf. dig.):

B oroBopke o pexume ydacTtka (in lege fundi) ykasan, 4to 6yneTt cnegoBaTb NPaBoO BOAO-
3abopa; cnpawmBanoch, Npunaranock M K UCTOYHMKY Takxke 1M npaso npoxoaa (iter)? OteeTun,
4YTO eMy NPEOCTABSAETCS, YTO TAKOBO coaepxaHme goroeopa (id actum est) n noatomy npopasel,
Takxe nomkeH <MaHumMnupoBaTb> NOKynaTesnio npaso nNpoxoana.

3aknoyeHune pucta (o4eBmngHo, Cepsus Cynbnnums) 0 cogepXaHum cornallieHns
CTOopoH (id quod actum) mMorno oTHOCUTbCS K cnoBam lex mancipi (mancipio dicta),
HO MOrNO 06CyXaaTb U coaepxaHne 0693aTeNbCTBEHHOIO AOroBopa Kyran-rnponaxu.
lIOpnamnyeckmne cnencreunsa, O KOTOPbIX FOBOPUTCA B TeKCTe — mancipare oportere —
NPSIMO yKa3blBAOT HA 0093aTeNbCTBO YCTAHOBUTL CEPBUTYT, @ HE HA BELLHbIN 3P dEKT,
oxugasLumincs 6el Npu lex mancipi. 3aeck, Takum o6pa3om, lex fundi Takxe ykasbiBaeT
Ha OroBOPKY NpW O0rosope Kynan-npoaaxm (lex venditionis)””.

Ha ocHOoBaHMK aHanu3a OroBOpKkM O «Cpe3aHHOM n cpybneHHom» (ruta et caesa)
MaTtTeo MappoHe caenan 3aksoyeHme O NOCTENEHHOM NEePeExXoae NPEXHUX OroBOPOK
npu MmaHumnauum (leges mancipio dictae) B npakTuky OroBOpOK Mpuv Kyrnae-npogaxe
(leges venditionis) ¢ uenblo yTo4HEeHUa copgepxanusa gorosopa (D. 18, 1, 72, 1), BBe-
OEeHNsa OOMNONMHUTENBbHBbIX 91eMeHToB (accessiones: D. 18, 1, 34 pr; 60; 69) n BO3nO-
XEHUS OOMOJIHUTENbHbBIX rapaHTuin Ha npogasua (D. 18, 1, 59)78. Takaa nepemeHa,
BO3MOXHO, 1 OTBEYaeT 3a TO COCTOSIHNE NCTOYHMKOB, KOTOPOE He MO3BOJISET YBEPEHHO
BbIMMCbIBATb JOrMaTMKy HALEero MHCTUTYTA.

§ 4. BewHoe pencteue lex privata

7. CTOnb >X€ COMHUTENBbHO NMONYy4MTh onpeaeneHune lex privata, ncxogsa ns ero cno-
COBHOCTM 0KasdblBaTb OENCTBUE HA TPeTbux nuu’S. 3T1a npobremMaruka nogHMMaeTcs
B HAlLeM €OMHCTBEHHOM TEKCTE, rAe COOEPXUTCS CNOBOCOYETaHME lex privata.

D. 8, 4, 13 pr (Ulp., 6 opin.):

Mpopasewy, NepoHmesa yvacTka BbiroBopun (legem dederat) B nonb3y boTpuaHoBa yyacTka,
KOTOPbIN OH OCTaBwa 3a cOOOW, YTOObl HAMPOTMB HEro He Benach JIOBAS TyHLA. XOTs Ha Mope,
KOTOPOE MO NPUPOAE OTKPLITO A5 BCEX, HEMb3S1 HANMOXUTb CEPBUTYT YACTHBIM BOJIEU3bSBIIEHNEM

76 D. 8,4,6 (Ulp., 28 ad Sab.): ...si quis in [tradendo] <mancipando> dixerit fundum Titio servire, cum
ei non serviret, esset autem obligatus venditor Titio ad servitutem praestandam.

77 Cp.: obnoxious («cBA3aHHbIN»), obligatum esse («0693aHHbIN») Kak CNeaCTBUS OrOBOPKM NP A0ro-
Bope kynam — ...lex venditionis “quo iure quaque condicione ea praedia sunt, ita veneunt itaque habebuntur
(«...B KAKOM MOJIOXEHUN HAXOAATCS 3TU Y4aCTKM, TaK MyCTb U NPOAAIOTCS U Tak MyCTb UMW 1 06N1aatoT»). —
D.18,1,81,1.

78 Marrone M. Considerazioni sui “ruta et caesa” // Studi E. Volterra. Vol. |. Milano: Giuffré, 1971.
P. 213 sq. — KoHuenuus nonb3yetcsa nogaepxkoin: Melillo A. 1l negozio bilaterale romano. Struttura ed
evoluzione in eta classica. Napoli: Jovene, 1983. P. 72 sq; La Rosa R. Deducere o detrahere usum fructum
ed exipere o recipere servitutem. P. 325.

78 Cm.: Jhering R., von. Passive Wirkungen der Rechte // Jahrb. f. Dogm. 10. 1873. S. 387 sq
(= Gesammelte Aufsatze. Bd. 2. Aalen: Scientia, 1969. S. 178 sqq.). — O BeLHOM [ENCTBUM KakK
npusHake lex dicta rosoput M. Kasep u cnegytowmii emy @. MNetepc: Kaser M. Rechtsgeschaftliche
Verfligungsbeschrankungen im rémischen Recht // Beitrage zur europaischen Rechtsgeschichte
und zum geltenden Zivilrecht. Festgabe fiir J. Sontis. Miinchen, 1977. S. 14 sq; 20 sq; Peters F. Die
Ricktrittvorbehalte des réomisches Kaufrechts. S. 188 sq. — HanpoTtuB, B OTHOLLUEHUN BELLHOro Aei-
CTBUS OroBOpkU nNpu puayumnapHoi maHuunaumm (fidi fiduciae causa), kotopasi, HECOMHEHHO, OTHOCUTCS
K nuncupationes (Bellocci N. La struttura del negozio della fiducia nell’epoca repubblicana. Vol.l. Le
nuncupationes. Napoli: Jovene, 1979), Kasep BbipaxaeT comHeHue: Kaser M. RPR. I. S. 47.
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(privata lege), Bce xe pa3 nobpasi coBecTb goroBopa TpebyeT cobniofars OroBOpKy Mpu Kynne
(legem venditionis), nuua, ocyLleCcTBASIOWME BNageHe Ui npeemcTBylowme B UX npase, cra-
HOBATCSA 00S3aHHBIMK B CUJTy OrOBOPKM MPY CTUNYASLUN UAX NPU AOFOBOPE NPOOAXH.

34ecb 3HayeHne «lex» MHOrorpaHHO: 9TO OroBopka M Mpu COEeNke C TUMUYHbBIM
npaBoBbIM gencrtenemMm — ctunynsaummn (lex stipulationis) nnm npmn gorosope npogaxu
(lex venditionis), a Takxe Npu akTe yCTaHOBNEHUS CEPBUTYTA, KOTOPbIV aNbTEPHATUBHO
noapasymeBaeTcs kak crnocob OoCTUXeHUs BellHOo-npaBoBoro addekTa (lex privata).
YnbnuaH ymesno rpoTMBOINOCTaB/IeT OObEKTUBHYIO PeasibHOCTb HEeYyMesIOMYy BOJIe-
U3bSIBJIEHUIO, PAaCKpPbIBasi eCTeCTBEHHOE LeViCTBME HOPMAaTyuBHOCTU B HOPMAasbHOM
c/sydae: npupoga (Mope kak 0ObekT BHe rpaxaaHckoro obopoTa) He AonyckaeT ndb-
ATUI NO BOJIE YACTHOrO 1L, 06LLLEA0CTYNHOCTb MOPS HENb3S YMaIUTb aKTOM OTAESb-
HOro cobCTBEHHMKA NMPUMOPCKOro ydacTtka. [laxe BeLlHO-NPaBOBOWM akT, CNOCOOHbIN
3aTparmBaTb TPETbUX N, B AAHHOM ciydae 6bln 6bl 6eccuneH (34ecb M roBOPUTCS
npo lex privata). OroBopka e CTOUT Npu caenke ¢ 00s3aTesibCTBEHHbIM OENCTBUEM
(lex stipulationis / venditionis), Tak 4ToO BONpoOC yCNoXxHsAeTcs B elle 6onbluein mepe.
To, 4TO NO3BONSET aKTy YaCTHOrO AMLA MOJYYUTb IOPUANYECKOE NMPU3HAHNE, HE CBS-
3aHO C Lenblo 1 NoabopoM cpeacTea: obcyxaaeTcs He lex n ero AencTene, a YacTHbIN
xapakTep (lex privata) akta, KOTOPbI/A MOXET NONYy4UTb CUJTY, TOJIBKO €C/IN OH OTBEYaET
0OBbEKTUBHOM HOPMAaTUBHOCTH.

OpucT HaxoanT AocTaTtovyHOe NpaBOBOe ocHoBaHue B bona fides, ynpaensiowen
[O0roBOPOM Kynan-npoaaxu (U AOMOAHUTENbHBIMU CTURYASLUAMN NPU Kynie), Nogyn-
HsoWwen cebe BCcex Nocneayowmx NpaBonpeeMHNKOB B BO3MOXHOM Lienoyke npmnob-
peTeHunin n Tem caMbiM obecnednBaeT cobnogeHne BoM NpogasLa. Ycnosue, kKotopoe
MOXET CBSI3bIBATb JINLLb JAHHOIO KOHTpareHTa — NepBOro NOKynartesns, Noay4ymT, Taknum
obpa3oM, OeNCTBME Ha NNL, HE YHaCTBYIOLMX B CAESKE.

Kaszep®, cnpaseniMeo cuutas takoe 060CHOBaHME «BeCrnoYBeHHbIM» (grundlos),
BCE Xe pas3BMBaEeT MbIC/b YibNnaHa B TOM CMbIC/e, YTO OroBopka npu obs3artenb-
CTBEHHOM [OrOBOpE KYMIn-Npoaaxwu, caenaHHasa ¢ HAaMEPEHNEM YCTAaHOBUTb CEPBUTYT,
HagensieT 4oroBop BelwHbIM genctemem (die dingliche Bestellung): BeLHbIn 4oroBop
(dingliche Einigung) cam no cebe AeCTBYET Kak AOMOSHUTENbHOE cornalleHne (pactum
adiectum) Bmecto ctunynsaumm. OgHako CTUNynsauMs AOCTaTtovyHa AN YCTaHOBAEHUS
CepBUTYTa NULLb B MPOBUHLMANBLHOM KOHTEKCTE (pactionibus et stipulationibus. — Gai.,
2, 31), uTo yXe aBnsgeTca aHomanmen. NocTtaBUTb HA MECTO OAHOW aHOMaNun OPyryto
He 3Ha4YnT 0ObLACHUTL pelleHne knaccuka. Kazep cOnmxaeTt ¢ peweHnem YnbnuaHa
Takom TeKCT.

D. 8, 3, 36 (Paul., 2 resp.):

Korga B nonb3y 0QHOro M3 ABYX y4acTKOB, KOTOPbLIA yaepxan npoaasel, Obln yCTaHOBEH
CepBuUTyT BOOOMNpoeoaa, C Kynne|7| NMeHnsa I'IpI/IO6peTeHHbII7I CEPBUTYT CcneayeT 3a BHOBb OTHYX-
AEHHbIM UMEeHUeM: U K geny He OTHOCUTCH, 4TO CTunynaund, no KOTODOVI 6bin1a YCTaHOBJIEHa He-
ycTolika, OTHOCKAACh K nuLy [MepBoro] nokynarens Ha crnydain, ecnm emy He 6ynet obecnedeHa
BO3MOXHOCTb MOJIb30BaATbCHA.

CTunynsauus, o KOTOPOW 34eCb FOBOPUTCS, YyCTaHaBAMBana AOMNONHUTENbHYIO HEY-
CTOViKY B OTHOLUEHMM NpoAaBLa, YToObl OH IMYHO HE BMELLMBAJICS B OTNPaBieHne cep-
BMUTYTa NepBbIM nokynarenem: neque per te neque per heredem tuum fieri, quominus
mihi ire agere liceat («4TO6Gbl HX C TBOEN CTOPOHBI, H/ CO CTOPOHbLI TBOErO HacnegHMKa
HE YMHMIOCh MPENATCTBUIA TOMY, Y4TOObl i MO NMPOXOAMTL U MPOroHATbL CkoT»)8'. Op-
HaKO Takasi CTUNynsaumsa He cospaet npae ang Tpetbux auy (D. 45, 1, 38, 10), n oHa
DENCTBUTENbHO HE OTHOCUTCS K Aeny. B naHHOM cnyyae cepBuUTyT CyLLEeCTBYeT (servitus

80 Kaser M. Der Privatrechtsakt in der rdmischen Rechtsquellenlehre. S. 100. Fn. 75.
81 D.45,1,2,5. — Cm.: Kaser M. RPR. Bd. I. S. 100.
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imposita), 1 N03TOMYy B OTHOLUEHUW HErO AEACTBYET NPaBO CNEeA0BaHUS: KTO Obl HU Obls
COOCTBEHHMKOM rOCMOACTBYIOLLEro yyacTtka, 6yaet obnagatb NpaBOM Ha CEPBUTYT
(XOTS HEYCTOWKY C NepBOro NPoaaBLia OH B3bICKATb Y>K& HE CMOXET). OTO 0Obl4HOE Ael-
cTBue BelHoro npaea (D. 8, 6, 12 (Cels., 23 dig.); cT. 216 'K P®). Ecnn 661 B forosope
He Obl1 YNOMSIHYT CYLLLECTBYIOLLNI CEPBUTYT, OH BCE paBHO nepeLuen Obl K NoKynaTtesto,
HO Mpojasey, He 0653aH HM acCUCTMPOBATb MOKyNaTento B 3allMTe Takoro CepBUTyTa,
HM OTBeYaTb B C/ly4ae ero ytpartbl nokynatenem no cyay (yxe Kes. Myuwnin: D. 21, 2, 75).

8. CxogHbiM obpas3oM, Kazep monyckaeT BellHOe OeNCTBME OroBOPOK C OTMe-
HUTENbHBLIM 3 deKToM, Korga pada UM pabbiHIO OTYYXOAKOT C YCIIOBUEM OTMYLLLEHWUS
Ha BOJIO, 06PATHOM MaHLUMNauMn UIN UHbIM.

Mo obuwemMy npaBusy, Takoe YCNOBUE MOXET MMETb TOJNIbKO 00513aTeNIbCTBEHHOE
Oencreue.

D. 17,1, 27, 1 (Gai., 9 ed. prov.):

Ecnn g pam 1ebe paba <no maHumMnaumm> ¢ TeM yC/IOBMEM, YTOObI Tbl MOCNE MOE CMepTn
oTnycTun ero Ha BOJIO, 065a3aTenbCTBO ﬂ,eVICTBVITeJ'IbHO; Bripoyem, U B OTHOLLUEHNN MOEro nuvua
MOXEeT BO3HUKHYTb OCHOBaHMe OJid UCKa, Harnpmnmep, eciun, packadaBLINCb, A4 3axX04y BEPHYTb pa6a.

30ecb NPSaMO rOBOPUTCH O BO3HUKHOBEHUU obasartensbctsad?, kotopoe Moxer
neperTn B ABYCTOPOHHEE, KOraa, HanpoTMB, AOBEpUTENb OyAET HECTU OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTb Mepep, NoOBepPEHHbIM. TakxXe Npu MaHuunaumm ¢ ycnosmem (lex mancipi), 4ToObl
paba yBe3nu 13 Utanmm, cTopoHbl NpeaycMaTpmBaloT HEYCTOWKY B LWUTpadHOW CcTuny-
naumm (stipulatio poenae), Npy 3TOM UCK MOXET y4UTbIBaTb HEMATEPUASIbHbIA MHTEPEC
(affectio) npogasua (D. 18, 7, 7 n 6 pr, uMT. HUXE).

0O6sa3aTeNbCTBEHHOE AENCTBUE NPeAyCMaTpUBaET U ClenyoLWmii TEKCT.

D. 18, 7, 8 (Pap., 27 quaest.):

CnpaluvBaeTcs: ecnmn KTo-nmbo npoaact cobCTBEHHOro paba 1 NpeaycMoTpuT, YToObl ero
oTNyCTUNN Ha CBO60,EI,y B Te4eHune onpenesieHHoro cpoka, a 3atemM M3aMeHuT BOJItO, a Nnokynatesb
BCE Xe oTnycTuT paba Ha cBoboay, TO BYAET /vy HEro B 3TOM CBSA3W Kakoi-nnbo nck? $ ckasan,
4YTO UCK M3 NpoAdaxun oTnas C OTNYCKOM pa6a nnn ¢ N3MeHeHnem Bon npogasLa.

Mpopaeel, Mor 6bl packaaTbcsa M NoTpeboaTtb paba 06paTHO MO UCKY U3 NPO4AXMN,
Kak OH Mor Obl 1 B cnydae, ecnim O6bl paba He OTNYCTUIM Ha BOJIIO B YCTAHOBJIEHHbIN
CPOK, OOHaKO aKT OTMYLLEeHUs Ha BOJIIO (MaHyMWCCUM) MOMHOCTbIO M3biIMaeT paba
n3-nog OencTBuUs oroesopa.

B Ourectax KOcTmHMaHa ecTb uenas pybpuka D. 18, 7 R. de servis exportandis:
vel si ita mancipium venierit ut manumittatur vel contra («0 BbiIBO3e paboB: nnu ecnm
paba 6ynyT npogaBaTtb C OrOBOPKOM, YTOObLI €ro OTNYCTUAN Ha BOJIIO UM HA0O0POT»).
B ogHOM M3 TEkCTOB OrosBopka npu MaHuunaumu (lex mancipi) HazBaHa «pactum
conventum» (D. 18, 7, 10). 3pecb npeaycmartpuBanocb obpeteHne pabamu csoboapl
nocne cmepTu nokynarend. Ccobinasicb Ha nocrtaHoBneHne Agpuana, Llepsuanii Cue-
BOJ1a OTKA3bIBAET B HaZeNleHn cBo60a0l paboB, B OTHOLLIEHUM KOTOPbIX MaHYMNCCUS
He coBeplianacb, a B npumedaHnn Knasamsa CatypHuHa NPUBOAUTCS YXE MOCTAHOB-
neHne Mapka ABpenusi, Hagenswoouee cBoboaor padoB, YNOMSHYTbIX B OrOBOpKE

82 Apanxo-Pyuu, BoccTaHasnmeann: constitit <mandati> obligatio (Arangio-Ruiz V. |l mandato in diritto
romano. Napoli, 1949. P. 155 sq). Panpauuo (Randazzo S. Leges mancipii... P. 156) Bo3paxaerT, 4To nopy-
YeHune npekpalLaeTcss CMepThbio, 1 NnonaraeT, 4TO NpeanoyTuTensHee npeanoxeHune Conauum (Solazzi S.
Sull’obbligazione a termine iniziale // lura. 1. 1950. P. 56): <fiduciae> obligatio. B nto6om cny4ae ons pum-
CKOrO I0pu1CTa BaxeH BbIOOP MCKOBOW 3alLmThl (causa agendi), 0 KOToOpoi roBoputcs B TekcTe. O TekcTe
Takxke cM.: Sanfilippo C. Mandatum post mortem // Studi in onore di S. Solazzi. Napoli, 1948. P. 554 sq;
Harder M. Zum transmortalen und postmortalem Auftrag nach romischem und geltendem Recht // Sein und
Werden im Recht. Festgabe U. von Liibtow. Berlin, 1980. S. 518 sq.
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(ex lege dicta), HeCcMOTps Ha TO 4YTO MOKynaTeslb HE ycnen OTAYCTUTb MX Ha BOJIO.
AGCONIOTHOE AEVCTBME BLICTYMNaeT CleACTBUEM peLleHns umnepatopa’s,

Hepenko oroBopka npegycmartpusana, 4tobbl pabblHiO He 3acTaBnsanm paboTatb
MPOCTUTYTKOM.

D. 18, 7, 6 pr (Pap., 27 quaest.):

Ecnu npopaseL, nonyyun oT nokynatens obewaHne no cTtunynsiumm, 41o pabbiHa He byaeT
OTnyLLLEeHa Ha BOMIO UK paboTaTb NPOCTUTYTKOM, @ NPU COBEPLUEHUN Yero-1mbo BOMNPEKN Oro-
Bopke (exceptum) pabblHa OyaeT mabsata Mo cygy UM npucyxaeHa Kk csoboge, 1o, ecnu Obl
no cyay nctpeboBanach yCTaHOBMIEHHAsA MO CTUMYAALMN CaHKLMS, HEKOTOPbIE nonaranu, 4To 3KC-
uenums o6 ymbicne co3gacT npenaTcTeue, a CabuH cumTan, 4To He co3aacT. Ho 3apaBblii CMbICH
npeanonaraet, YTO CTUNYNAUNS HE UMEET CUJIbl, ECNIN OHA YCTaHABIMBAET OroBOPKY (exceptum),
4yTOObl PabbIHIO HEe OTnyckann Ha BOJIIO: Bedb HEBEPOATHO, YTOOblI NMPUHMMANCS BO BHUMaHUe
akT MaHymuccumn, a He addekT bnarogesHus. Bnpoyem, korga oroBopka kacaeTcsi b TOro,
4TOObI pabbIHA He paboTana NPOCTUTYTKOW, TO HET HUKAKOro OCHOBaHUS, 4ToObI WTpad (poena)
He cnepoBasio uctpeboBaTtb W B3bICKMBATL MO Cydy, pa3 nokynaTtesnb U MPUYNUHUI YHUXEHWE pa-
OblHe, 1 TakXe nonpasn YyBCTBa NpoAaBL,a 1 0AHOBPEMEHHO ero CKPOMHOCTb; BNPOYeM, ecnu Obl
1 He BbINo CTUNYNSALNK, PELLEHO, YTO €CTb UCK 3 NPOAAXN, eC/Y NoKynaTeb BONPekn YyCIoBUM
npopaxu (lege venditionis) coenaeT 4To-NMBGO NN HE COENaeT.

B nocnenHelt ¢ppase lex venditionis sBHO BOCXoanT K noannHHUKY (CabuHy) n 03-
HayaeT ycnoBmMe Jorosopa Kyrnjam — pas OHO 3awmuiaeTcss MCKOM M3 goroesopa (actio
venditi). To xxe B Hayane TekcTta: TaM peyb IBHO UOET O CTOpOHax 006s3aTeNbCTBEH-
HOro Oorosopa M COMHUTENIbHOCTU UCKIOYEHUA MaHYMUCCUU MO AO0MNOJIHUTENIbHOMY
ycnoBuio (cornaweHuio). OroBopka, MckoyawLlwas gocTuxkeHne padbiHell cBoboObl,
HenoonycTuma, Tak Kak OHa He MOXET UCKIYaTb NMPOCTO COBEpPLUEHME CaMOro akTa,
He Mocsras Ha BO3MOXHOCTb AOCTUXEHUS pabbiHen cBoboabi®4. ToT ¢akT, 4To A0MNo-
HUTENIbHOE YCJ/I0BME LOroBopa Kyram-npogaxm 3gecb KOHKYpUpyeT CO chneumasbHOMn
CTMNynaumen, yctaHaBAMBalowWwen wrpadHyd HEYCTOMKY Ha Crilyd4al HapylleHus no-
CTaBJIEHHbIX MPOAABLIOM OrpaHU4YeHWUi, nogyepknBaeT OTHOCUTENbHOE U 0bs3aTesb-
CTBEHHOE OENCTBME OrOBOPKMN.

9. BelHoe OeNcTBUE HEpPeaKo yCMaTpmBaloT 1 B cneaytolem Tekctess,

D. 18, 7, 9 (Paul., 5 quaest.):

Tuuuin npogan paba ¢ Tem ycnosuem (ea lege, ut), 4ytoObl ecnn oH ocTaHeTcs B Puwme,
TO NpoAaBLy [03BOJIANOCH Obl HANOXWUTb Ha HEro pyky (manus inicere); nokynarenb npogan
paba gpyromy nvuy ¢ Tem Xxe ycnoBuem (eadem lege); pab ybexan oT BTOpPOro nokynarens
1 octancs B Pume; cnpawmsato, eCTb IV NPOTMB HErO HaIOXEHME PyKK (manus iniectio) n y koro?
9 oTBeTUN: B OTHOWeEHUN Bernoro paba He criefyeT COMHEBaTbCs, YTO OH He caenan HUYero
BOMpEeKM ycnoBuio (contra legem), Tak Kak OH HE MOXET OTHATb cebsi y COOCTBEHHMKA, U TOT,
KTO B 6erax, He ocTaeTcs Tam, rge oH ecTb. Ecnm xe oH octancs [B Pume] Bonpeku ycrnoBuio
(condicio) no Bone BTOPOro nokynatens, 6osblie npaB [Ha HaNoXeHue pPyku] AO0MXKHO ObiTb
y TOro, KTo Obll aBTOPOM YCNOBUS, TOrAa Kak NOCNeayloLWmii CKopee BOCNPOU3BES TO Xe camoe

83 Cm. Takxe: D. 2, 4, 10 pr (Ulp., 5 ad ed.): Sed si hac lege emi ut manumittam, et ex constitutione
divi Marci venit ad libertatem... («<Ho ecnu 9 kynun ¢ Tako OroBOPKOM, 4TO OTMYLLY Ha BOJIIO, HA OCHOBaHUN
nocTaHoBneHus 6oxecTBeHHOro Mapka pab gocturaet cBoO0AHOro cocTosiHuSA...»); 10, 1: Prostituta contra
legem venditionis venditorem habebit patronum, si hac lege venierat, ut, si prostituta esset, fieret libera
(«PabbliHs, coenaHHas NPOCTUTYTKOM BOMPEKM YCIIOBMIO IOrOBOPA NPOAAXM, NMoJly4uT NpoaasLa B Natpo-
Hbl, €CNX OH NPOoJaBas ee C TO OroBOPKOM, 4TOObl €Cnn ee caenarT NPOCTUTYTKOWN, OHA CTAaHOBUIIACH Obl
cBoboaHo»); cM. Takxe: D. 21, 2, 34 pr (Pomp., 27 ad Sab.); D. 37, 14, 7 pr (Mod., |. s. de manumiss.).

84 MpaBo pabblHK ObITb OTMYLLEHHOW Ha CBOGOAY OKa3blBAETCH €€ MOMAJIMHHO KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIM
npasom!

85 Cm.: Peters F. Die Rucktrittvorbehalte des romisches Kaufrechts. S. 188 nt. 10; McGinn Th. Ne
serva prostituatur. Restrictive Covenants in the Sale of Slaves // ZSS. No. 107. 1990. 316. — B 1986 . To-
Mac Mak>XMHH 3awmTinn No TeMe JOKTOPCKYIo ancceptaumio: McGinn Th. Prostitution and Julio-Claudian
Legislation: The Formation of Social Policy in Early Imperial Rome. PhD thesis. Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1986.

lpaBobeaeHHe. 2024. T.68, No 4 461



ycnoBue, 4Tobbl NpeaynpeanTb nokynatens n ocso6oamtb cebsa [0T NOCNeacTBUiA HapyLleHus],
M OH He MOr KakumMm-nnmbo obpa3om OTHATb AencTBMe oroBopku (auferre legem) oT cBoero npo-
[aBua, B NoJib3y KOTOPOro OCYLLLECTBUIIOCH YC/TIOBUE: BEOb W B TOM Cilydae, ecyiv Obl OH YCTaHOBUI
HEYCTOWKY, OH HeC Obl OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, XOTS Obl CaM OH TakXxe MoJsy4un obeliaHne no cTmny-
NAuMm [OT BTOPOro nokynartens]; HO B OTHOLLEHUW HeYCTOMKN BO3HUKAET [Ba UCKa, HaNoXeHne Xe
pyku cnenyeT npoTmB pada. Ecnu e nepBbli NpoaaseL, 3akiodmn Nnpoaaxy Tak, 4Tobbl pabblHs,
OTAaHHas B NPOCTUTYTKM, [OCTUNNA CBOOOAbI, @ NOCnenywmin — 4ToObl JO3BONANOCH HANIOXUTb
pyKky, cBoboaa 6yaeT cunbHee HanoXeHns pyku. PaBHelM o6pasom, ecnn nepeasi orosopka (lex)
npeaycmarpusana HanoxeHue pyku, a nocnenyowas — ocBoboxaeHne, oyaet 6onee 6naronpu-
ATHBLIM [B NONb3y cBOOOALI] ckadaTb, 4TO pabblHa AoMKHA ObiTb cBOOOAHA, Tak Kak o6a ycnosus
(utraque condicio) ycTaHOBMEHbI B MOSb3y pabblHU — W HaNOXEHUEe PYKU, U 0CcBOOOXAEHUNE
OT pabcTBa 3alLMLLAIOT €€ OT HECMPABEASIMBOCTU.

IOpucT paccmatpmBaeT KOHKYPEHUMIO ABYX OrFOBOPOK MNpu npogaxe pabos:
B NEepBOM Cllydae oroBopka TpebyeT, 4ToObl NpoAaHHbIN pab He ocTaBancsa B Pume,
M yCTaHaBAMBaeT B MOJb3y MNpogaBLa NpPaBO COBEPLINTb B OTHOWeEHUM paba Top-
XECTBEHHbIV aKT HaNloXeHUs pyku (manus inectio) — o4eBMAHO, C TeM 4TOObI BOC-
CTAHOBUTbL Ha Hero ceoe npaso (dominium) n BnacTb (potestas)8t. Yxe ToT dakT, 4To
Ons BOo3BpalleHus paba TpebyeTcs onpeaesieHHoe OelCTBME CO CTOPOHbI NMPEXHEero
cob6CTBEHHMKA, MOKA3bIBAET, HTO aBTOMATMYECKOro BO3BpaLLeHns paba BO BNacTb Npo-
[aBLa B clyyae HapylLleHUs ycnoBus He oxumpaetcs. W xoTs opucT 6e3 BCAKUX BO3-
paxeHun obCyxpaeT «MpaBO HaNOXUTb PYKy», ICHO, 4YTO MPABOBOW CWJbl OPEBHUN
puTyan OaBHO He MMeeT U pedb MOeT 0 GopMe PacCTOPXEHUs KYrMjM U OTMEHbl akTa
oTyyxaeHus. Tem He MeHee neped HamMu OroBopka C abCOJTHbIM AENCTBMEM, HTO
crnenyeT M3 conocTaBfieHUs €e CUJbl C YCIOBMEM nocneayuwen npogaxu. tOpuct
OTMeYaeT, YTO Noce BTOPOW npogaxun 6ernbin pab TEXHUYECKM HE HapyLuua ycnoBue
He ocTaBaTbCsl B Pume, Tak kak OH, 6yayunm 6ernbiM, octaBancs B Pume Bonpekwu
BOJIE BTOPOro nokynarensi (HoBOro xo3sunHa paba). Ecnu xe ycnosue 6b110 HapyLLeHO
BTOPbIM MOKynaTefieM co3HaTeslbHO, TO OroBopka npoussena Obl AeNCTBME B MOJb3Yy
nepBoro npogasua. 34ecb OHa ABHO HadensieTtcs abCoNoTHbIM OeNCTBUEM: KTO Obl
HW HapyLUWA yCNIOBME BbIBE3TU paba noganblie oT Puma, 6bIBLUNK COOCTBEHHUK MO-
Jly4mT NpaBo BEPHYTb cebe paba (HanoXuB HA HEro Pyky).

KOpucT ponyckaeT yCTaHOBJSIEHME HEMNOWMMEHOBAHHOIO BELLUHOro ob6pemMeHeHus,
YTO 3acTaBfgeT npegnonararb lex mancipi n cTumynanpyeT 3ameHuTb oba «[vendidit]
ea lege, ut» n «eadem lege [vendidit]» Ha <mancipio dedit>: maHuMnaunsa Nno3BongeT
MOOMNN30BaTb APEBHIO CUYy puUTyana MU BbIrOBOPUTbL B MOMb3Yy OTYYXAATeNs nNpaBo
c abconoTHbIM fencTemem. ObpalleHre npogasua K ApeBHeit legis actio per manus
iniectionem oTeevaeT nckomomy adpdekTy. BTopoi npogasel, He MOXET NPUBErHyTb
K Ha3BaHHOMY CPEeACTBY, HO CYMTAETCS YNOMSIHYBLUMM MPX MaHUMnaumm Ty Xe oro-
BOPKY C TeM, 4TOObl BOCNPOM3BECTU 1 NOAAEPXKATb €€ AENCTBME B OTHOLLIEHUN MOCHe-
nyloulero npuobpetatens paba. KOpUCT TpakTyeT CUTyaLmio He Kak NopaxeHne CoBecTun
BTOPOro Nokynartens nian BO3I0XKEHNE Ha HEr0 0683aHHOCTU UM TEXHUYECKM — MoCcTa-
HOBKY OTMEHWUTENbHOIro YCNOBUSA AN MaHuunauum, HO kak obpemMeHeHune, CoXpaHs-
loLLee cuy B Nosib3y NepBOro npogasLa npoTme toboro cobcTeeHHWKa paba.

86 3pechb BeCbMa yMECTHO BCMOMHUTL CKa3aHHOE O HEMOCPEACTBEHHOM UCTONTIHUTENTbHOM AEeCTBUN
Kak npu3Hake lex privata B Teopun Kasepa (cm. Bbiwe, § 2). COMHUTENBHO, YTO B AHHOM TEKCTE peyb
naoeT o BHecynebHO UCMONHUTENBHOM Mepe ApeBHero npolecca — legis actio per manus iniectionem.
OFOBOpKa ynomMmunHaeTt ,D,pGBHI/II7I puTyan C uenblo pa3BepHyTb OTHYXXAEeHne U BOCCTAaHOBUTbL B1AaCTb Hapg,
pabom. O6palleHne K apeBHel legis actio 4OMKHO BHYLLUTL 6obllee yBaeHne HOBOMY COOCTBEHHMKY,
XOTH BELWHOoe ,D,eVICTBVIe HapyLleHns 3aBUCUT OTHIOAb HE OT pMTyaanoﬁ CWJbl OTMEpLUEero MHCTUTyTa. r|0,£1-
JIVHHOCTb TEPMUHA noaTeepxaaeT Vat. 6.
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BbiBOA, yCunMBaeT cpaBHEHNE OFOBOPKN O HAJIOXEHUW PYKM C YCTAHOBJIEHNEM He-
ycTonku (wTpada no ctunynaumm — stipulatio poenae), korga B nonb3y 3anHTEPECO-
BaHHOro nmua (npoaasLia) B c/iydae HapyLLIEeHUs YCIOBUSA BO3HUKAET OOMNONIHUTENbHOE
1 HE3ABMCMMOE OT OCHOBHOIO A0Jira AeHEXHOe 0053aTenbCTBO (LTpadHas HeyCcTomKa).
Ecnu nepBas npogaxa conpoBoXAanacb YCIOBMEM HE UCMNOJb30BaTb pabblHIO Kak
NPOCTUTYTKY, KOTOpOEe OblI0 CaHKLUMOHMPOBAHO AEHEXHbIM WTpadom, TO B cryyHae
BOCNPON3BEOEHMS NPU NOCcNenyoLen npogaxe Toro Xe ycroBusl ¢ TeM xe wrpadom
HapyLlleHne gacTt cuiy 06enm CTUNyNsSuMSaM U BOSHUKHYT ABa AEHEeXHbIX 06a3aTenb-
cTBa — BTOPOro MoOKynaTens B NoNb3y NEepBOro U NepBoro nokyrnaTtens B Nonb3y npo-
nasua. MpaBo xe HanoXuTb Pyky cnenyet npotme paba (ecnu oH octaHeTcs B Pume), —
yTBEPXAaeT IopPUCT, NPOBOAS ICHOE pasnuune Mexay OTHOCUTENIbHbIM U aBCONMOTHBLIM
0EeNCTBMEM OroBOPKM. TEXHMYECKOE MPU3HAHNE NpaBa CreaoBaHns B OTHOLLIEHUW Oro-
BOPKW O HaNOXEHUM PykKU NPSAMO ykas3bliBaeT Ha ee abCOJIOTHLIN xapakTep.

BTopas yacTb TekCTa CONOCTABSET HE ABa OTHYXAEHUS, a8 ABE OrOBOPKM C LLENbIO
3alNTUTb pabbiHIO OT 0OpaLLLEeHNs B NPOCTUTYTKY: OfiHA OroBopka 0ObABNASIET ee CBO-
604HOW B Cnyyae HapylleHus 3anpeTa, gpyras — no3BossieT npogasBly 3abpaTb pa-
OblHIO 00paTHO, NpUBErHyB K TOMY K€ HaloXeHUI0 pyku (manus iniectio). 3pecb
oroeopka o cBoboge npu3HaeTcs 6onee CUAbHONW. MIMEHHO OHa NMO3BOAsSieT pabbiHe
n3bexartb No3opa, 3anNTUTb MHTEPEC NPOoAaBLa W NopasnTb B npasax 1loboro HOBOro
cobcTBeHHMKA (rocnogyiHa padbiHKM).

Takoe paHXuMpoBaHMe CPeacTB 3alUUTbl CTaBUT NOA COMHeHMe abCconioTHOe ael-
CTBME OrOBOPKM O HAJIOXXEHUN PYKWN: MOKA3aTeNbHO, YTO B Cilydae BTOPOr0 OTYYXOEHUS,
Koraa BTopasi MaHuuMnauuvs ConpoBOXAaeTcsi OroBOpkol 06 obpeTeHnn pabbiHel CBO-
6oabl (B cnyyae HapyLleHus ycnoBusl), Torga kak nepesas MaHumMnaums ycraHaBnvBana
npaBo HaNOXWUTb PYKY, IOPUCT OTKa3blBaAET NpexHeMy COOCTBEHHMKY B NpaBe BEPHYTb
cebe pabblHIO OT nocneaywlwero npuobpeTarens, npeanoynTass HagenuTb ee CBO-
©6opori. ABCONIOTHOE AENCTBME OrOBOPKM, BeayLle K ocBoboxaeHuo, libertas, cea-
3aHO He NMPOCTO C 0OLLEenoNUTUYEeCcKOn YCTaHOBKOW Ha BnaronpusTCcTBOBaHe cBoboae
(favor libertatis)®’, a UMEHHO C COMHUTENIbHOCTLIO OCHOBAHWUI ON19 OENCTBUS OrOBOPKU
0 manus iniectio NpoTMB TPEeTbUX NUL,.

Mpeanaras BO3MoXHoe 00bsICHEHME abCONOTHOMY OEACTBUIO OrOBOPKM O HaNo-
XEHUN PYKU, MOAYEPKHEM apXan3npPYIOLLNI CMbICI 3TOMO KOHLLENTa M er0 HECOMHEHHYIO
CBS13b C JIMYHLIM MHTEPECOM X035iMHa pabbiHW. C 3TOM TPaKTOBKOM COMNacyeTCs akLLEHT,
KkoTopbIn ctaBut CabuH (B npuBegeHHoOM Bbiwe D. 18, 7, 6 pr) Ha NpuBA3AHHOCTU
oTyyxaaTtens pabbiHe (affectio) n nopaxeHun ero ckpoMHocTu (verecundia) npu Ha-
PYLWEHNM NOCTABIEHHOrO 3anpeTa. 3anpeT OTMEYAaEeT JINYHbINA MHTepecC ObIBLLErO XO-
35IMHa, KOTOPbI GUKCUPYEeTCS, a He pa3pbiBaeTCcs C MaHUMNaumen, ConpoBoXaaemMon
ocoboi oroBopkoi. Lex mancipio dicta onpegensieT ganbHeliee NpMCcyTCTBUE BOMMU
oTyyxXaaTens B BelW, KoTopas yaepxmneaeT 3Ty nedyaTb, HECMOTPS Ha NOCNEAyoLLYo
CMeHY CODOCTBEHHMKA: OrOBOPKa MOKPbIBAET BELLb M AENCTBYET AN BCEX, @ HE TOJIbKO
Ha BOJIIO KOHTpareHTa, co3gasasi Ans Hero 06a3aTenbCTBO.

B cucteme pa3BuTbIX paBOBbIX KaTeropui Takoe AeviCTBUEe OroBOPKW (1 MaH-
unnaumm, KoTopas eto yrnpasJsisieT) He HaxoanuT cebe MecTa: OHO He MOXET CHYUTaTbCS
BeLHbIM (1 abCOJIIOTHbLIM), a Kak 00513aTe/IbCTBEHHOE (M OTHOCUTEJIbHOE) HE NPUBEeAeT
K MckoMoMy peaynbtaty. PUMCKNe IopUCTbl HE OTKa3blBaAOTCS OT MOMbITOK 3aWMUTUTb
VHTEPECHI pacnopsanTens, HO NepeHocsaT 060CHOBaHME Ha MHTEPECHI PabblHK, B YEM

87 Korga manus iniectio npegycMoTpeHa [s nepBoro rnokynaress npoTvB BTOPOro, Tak YTo OHa
He CTaBUTCS MO COMHEHMe kak abConoTHasA 1 AeNCTBYET HEMOCPEACTBEHHO MEX Ay CTOPOHAMM CAESKM,
0roBopka, npeaycMaTpuBatoLLas 0CBOOOXAeHMEe pabbiHKM, yCTAHOBJIEHHAS NEPBbLIM NPOAABLIOM, BCE PABHO
NnoJsib3yeTcs NPenMyLLIECTBOM Kak 6osiee cunbHas, 1, TakuMm 006pa3oM, UMEHHO OHa, IECTBYS Yepes rosioBy
BTOPOro OTYyXAaTens, okasblBaeTcs COOCTBEHHO aOCONOTHON.
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MX Haaexabl B KOHLE KOHLUOB M 0OpeTaloT Takoro CUbHOIrO CO3HMKA, Kak uMneparop.
lMybnnuHas cepa npegnaraet gpyroe 0CHOBaHWE AJis BMELLATEIbLCTBA U NOALAEPXKKUN
4aCTHOIr0 BOJIEU3BbSIB/IEHUSI — MOpPasibHble YCTOM (Kak BMEHEHHas Lieflb OroBOPKM ne
prostituatur) n Beiclyo LeHHOCTb cBObGOAbI nndHOCTU, favor libertatis — npumeHn-
TenbHO K oroBopke ut manumittatur.

§ 5. Lex kak akT pacrnopsbkeHnsa coocTteeHHuka (lex suae rei dicta)

10. na Bnaccaka iopugnyeckas cuia YaCTHOrO BONEUIBABIEHUS MPOUCTEKAET
13 onpeneneHns ero cdepbl, KOTopas orpaHnyeHa COOCTBEHHLIM VMMYLLLECTBOM nmua
(suae rei)88. 310 ob6CTOATENLCTBO NoAdepkusaeT Man (Gai., 2, 224), oTKpbIBas U3N0-
>XEHMe MoCcNenyLWero orpaHMyeHns NepBoHa4yasbHO NOSHOM CBOOOAbLI pacnpeaensTb
aKTMBbl NOCPEACTBOM JIEraToB M OCTaBNASATb HACNeOoHMKY OAHW Aonru. 3aecb ceoboaa
YCMOTPEHMS 3aBellatens cosnagaet co cBO6OAON 3aBelaHnus — CBOOOAON OT Tak
Ha3blBaeMbIX MaTepuasibHbIX OrPaHUYeHnin, T. €. OT HEOTbEMIEMbIX NPaB HacneaHNKOB
Ha HacneacTBeHHyo gono. Cvna 3aBeLaTeNbHOro pacnopsikeHus, Takum ob6pasom,
onpenenseTcs TeM, 4YTO 3aBeLlaTeNlb — COOCTBEHHMK CBOEro MMYLLECTBA, TaK 4To 3a-
koHbl XII Tabnuy, (5, 3; 6, 1) NpocTo yTBEPXAAIOT AMHAMUYECKYIO, PACNOPSAANTENBHYIO
CTOPOHY 4YacCTHOWM COOCTBEHHOCTU Kak MMYLLECTBEHHOro npaBa B CYObEKTUBHOM
cmMbicne. ConuxeHune ita ius esto ¢ suae res TeM cambiM JNLIb YCUNMBAET 3HAYEHMEe
pacnopsamMTenbHOM Bnactm (ynoMmmHaswascsa Bbiwe VerfUgungsmacht) B cTpykType
Ccy6bLeKTMBHOIO Npaea.

Mpun aTtom oToxaecTteneHme lex dicta (suae rei) ¢ lex venditionis, lex contractus,
lex mancipii B AelCTBUTENBHOCTN CyXaeT 06beM nermtmmMmauum: ynpaBOMOYEHHOE
nnuo, coBCTBEHHMK, pacrnopsixaeTcs CBOUM WMYLLLECTBOM: yCTaHaBNMBAaET CEPBU-
TYyTbl, Apyrve obpemeHeHnsa’, cTaBuT OO0MONHUTENbHBIE YCIIOBUS U CPOKU NPU Kyre
v apeHge 1 T. 4.0 MonbITKM BbINTK 32 PAMKN CBONCTBEHHOIO COBCTBEHHMKY Nnpasa pac-
nopsiXeHns He NpeacTaBnaloTca yaadHeiMu. Tak, Kasep?!, rosops o lex contractus, yT-
BEpPXAAaeT, YTO 3asiBMTESb BbICTYNAeT B POSIN 3aKOHOA4ATeNsl B OTHOLEHMN COOCTBEHHOM
Bewwn (die Rolle des Gesetzgebers in eigener Sache), oH ycTaHaBnMBaeT NpaBOBYO
cynbby cBoel Belm kak oobekTa npaea: legem dicere suae rei. B aToM psay okasbiBa-
I0TCA BECbMa PacnpoCTpaHeHHble BeipaxeHus «lex fundi», «lex praedii», «lex aedium»92,
Koraa oObEeKkT PacropsikKeHUs BbIXOAUT Ha MepPBbIA NnaH nepen akToM, K KOTOPOMY
Takoe AO0MNOJIHUTENIbHOE pacropsXeHue NMpuaaeTcs U B pamMkax KOTOPOro OHO MoJy-
yaeT genictene?s. Peub naoeT o ToM xe caMoM lex mancipi unu lex contractus, Ho oro-
BOpKa OTHOCMUTCS K MPaBOBOMY PEXUMY BELLM (y4acTka uan 34aHus). OTO He «3aKOoH

88 Wiassak M. Vindikation und Vindikationslegat. S. 204.

89 Gai., 1, 140; 172; Cic., de orat., 1, 39, 178-179; D. 21, 2, 75; 18, 1, 33; 50, 16, 90; 17, 1,27, 1; D. 8,
2,17,3;23 pr; 33; 8,4, 3;6 pr.

9 Bechmann A. Der Kauf nach gemeinem Recht. S. 236; Libtow U. von. Die Bestellung einer
Eigentimerservitut oder eines Eigentimerniessbrauchs im romischen Recht // Aktuelle Fragen aus
modernem Recht und Rechtsgeschichte. Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 1966. S. 413 sq; Kaser M. RPR. Bd. I.
S. 133 A. 10.

91 Kaser M. Der Privatrechtsakt in der rémischen Rechtsquellenlehre. S. 95 A. 39.

92 Lex suae rei dicta: D. 23, 4, 20, 1; 7; C. 4, 38, 3; 8, 53, 9; fundo: D. 8, 4, 13 pr; 20, 1, 31 pr; agro:
D. 39, 3, 1, 23; lex fundi: D. 18, 1, 40, 1; 18, 1, 77; Varro, de |. |. 5, 42; lex praedii: D. 47, 12, 5; Varro, de |. .
5, 27; Cic., part. or. 31, 107; lex agri: D. 39, 3, 1, 23; aedium: D. 8, 2, 33; legem saltui datam: Gord. C. 3, 41,
2; huic loco: testamentum Galli (Bruns n. 118 = FIRA 3 n. 49) |. 25; ei quod solvimus: D. 46, 3, 1; portoriis:
lex Antonia de Termess. (Bruns n. 14 =FIRA 1 n. 11) I 1. 31; metallis: lex metallica Vipasc. (Bruns, 112 = FIRA
1n. 105) I. 59; lege praediorum urbanorum: Varro, del. |, 5, 27.

98 Capogrossi Colognesi G. La struttura della proprieta e la formazione dei “iura praediorum” nell’eta
repubblicana. P. 312-313.
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006 yyacTke» UIN «3aKOH O 3AaHuUM», HO «OroBOpKa Npu MaHumnaumm o cepesutyTe, 06-
pEeMEHSAIOLLEM y4aCTOK U 30aHne».

Penato Jla Posa yTBepxpgaeT, 4TO «3akOHa, OAHHOrO BELLW», He CyllecTByeT
yXe MNOTOMY, 4TO TakKoro BbIPaXEHUS UCTOYHUKM B OENCTBUTESIbHOCTUM HE 3HaloT.
CnoBocoyeTtaHne «legem dicere suae rei» BCTpe4yaeTcs BCEro OAHaxAbl, U 3TO Chy-
YyarHoe CTeYEeHne CNoB.

D. 23, 4, 20, 1 (Paul., 35 ed.):

Ecnu nocTtopoHHuiA, cobupasce Aatb NpuaaHoe u3 CBOEro nmyllectsa (de suo), 4to-nnbo
3axo4yeT npeaycMoTpeTb No HedopManbHOMY CorfaweHunto (pacisci), [OH MOXeT 3TO caenatb)
n 6es BeOAOMa XEHLWHbI, KaK OH MOXEeT U 3aK/04YNUTb CTUNYNAUUIO: Bedb OH pacrnopaxaeTcd
cBoem BeLbio (legem enim suae rei dicit); ogHako nocne Toro, Kak OH JACT, OH OOJIXEH 3aKio4yaTb
cornaweHmnd ¢ cornacug XeHLWunHbl.

Cpeaun crnocoboB ycTaHOBNEHUS NpuaaHoro BeiaenstoT dotis dictio — npepocTas-
JIeHMEe NpMAaHOro NOCTPOHHUM A1 CEMENCTBA HEBECThI INLLOM, KOrga OonyckaeTcs
OOHOCTOPOHHUI BepOasnbHbIN akT, KOTOPOMY HE NpeAaLwecTByeT 06MeH 3anpoCcoM 1 OT-
BETOM, Kak nNpu ctunynaumun. JIuo, yctaHaBnvBawLWEee nNpuagaHoe, AenaeT 3asBfieHne
(dictio), koTOpOE MOXET COMPOBOXAATbCH AOMNOJHUTENBHBIMU OroBOpkamu (pacta,
pactiones). TekCT npoTuBONoOCTaBnseT No popme dicere n pacisci: ecnn nepeoe Co-
BepLlaeTcsa popmanbHO, Kak CTUMyNsSuMs, TO BTOPOE HOCUT HedOopMasbHbI U [O0-
NONIHUTENbHbIN XapakTep. OAHaKko Mo coaepXaHuo akTbl COMMXKAOTCA NO OCHOBaHUIO
cornacus XeHLMHbl, KOTopoe He TpebyeTcs 00 YCTaHOBEHUS NPUAAHOro, T. €. A0 CO-
BeplueHns BellHO-npaBoBoro akTa (dotis datio), Tak kak NOCTOPOHHUI ocTaeTcs cob-
CTBEHHVKOM HA3HA4YE€HHOr0 HEBECTE MMYLLECTBA, a 3HA4YUT, AOMOJIHUTENIbHbIE COrna-
LIEHNS-pacnopsXeHns ByayT OTHOCUTLCA K ero COBCTBEHHON Belm®?,

OpHako cxofHoe pasrpaHnYeHmne cornalleHnii, 3akto4eHHbIX B OTHOLLEHUN BELLN,
Ha3Ha4YeHHOoW B NpuaaHoe, N0 ee nepexona B COOCTBEHHOCTb XEeHLMHbI 1 Moce npo-
BOAUT TakxXe NoMNoHNI — yXe NPUMEHNTENbHO K NPUAAHOMY, NPOUCXOAdLLLEMY OT 0-
MOB/aAblk1M HEBECTHI.

D. 23, 4, 7 (Pomp., 15 ad Sab.):

Korpa 3a Ao4epbio AaloT npuaaHoe, COBepLUeHHO MpaBW/IbHO 3ak/jlo4yaTb CcorjialleHne
(pactum conventum) ¢ o6oumu cynpyramu, XoTs Obl B MOMEHT YCTAHOBJIEHUSI NPUAAHOMO TOT,
KTO OaeT, U Mor Obl 3asBUTbL pacnopsixeHue (legem dicere), KOTopoe OH Xo4eT caenaTb B CBA3U
C NMLUOM XeHLWMHbI. ECnn Xe OH 3ax04eT 3ak/o4ynTb CornalleHme (pacisci) nocne yctaHOBAEHUS
npnaaHoro, HeO6XO/J,VIMO, 4TOObI B COrnalieHnn y4acTtBoBaJin oba nuua, nocCkKoJibKy Torga npu-
naHoe yxe 0yneT npnobpeTeHo XeHwmHom. <...>

3aechk Takxke pactum conventum CMHOHUMWYHO TEPMUHY lex B BbipaxeHun legem
dicere. OgHako BblpaxeHue lex, quae suis rebus dicta est («pacnopsixeHune, 3asaB-
JIEHHOEe B OTHOLLUEHWX CBOUX BeLlen») BCTPEYaeTCHa elle He ofHaxnabl. Hanpumep,
B peckpunTe uoknetnana n Makcummuana 293 r. (C. 8, 53, 9)%:

OnokneTtrnaH n MakcmMmmnaH, aBryctbl U KOHCY/bl, ABIyCTUHE.

PacnopsxeHune, KOTOpoe Thbl 3asiBUNa B OTHOLLEHUN TBOUX Bellen, coBepLuas aapeHune, nnoo
npegycmoTtpena ana cebs B CTUNYNAUMK, Tbl JOMKHA NpecnenoBatb N0 UCKY U3 CTUNYNSaUUK,
a ec/in HeT — TO MO UCKY C HEOMPeOeneHHon MHTeHUMen (To eCTb C OnucaHmem gena B npe-
cKpUNUMM) nepes HaMeCTHUKOM NMPOBUHLNK, YTOObI OH NMOBESNIEsT ero UCMOJHATD.

15 anpena 293 r.

9 | a Rosa R. Deducere o detrahere usum fructum ed exipere o recipere servitutem. P. 328 nt. 11.

9 (. 8, 53, 9 Diocl. et Maxim. AA. et CC. Augustinae. — Legem, quam rebus tuis donando dixisti, sive
stipulatione tibi prospexisti, ex stipulatu, sive non, incerto iudicio (id est praescriptis verbis) apud praesidem
provinciae debes agere, ut hanc impleri provideat. <a 293 PP. XVI K. Mai. AA. conss.>
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Ecnu npn papeHnn Ha ogapsieMoro Bo3sioxeHa 0683aHHOCTb, TO Aaxe B OTCYT-
CTBUE CTUNYASLNOHHOW (POpPMbl Takoe pacrnopsikeHne NoayyuT 3awmTy. 34ecb ove-
BUAHO HedopMasbHOe BO3NIOXEHME B BUOE OroBOPKM (COBepLUEHHOIM BepbasibHO)
B xo4e oTdyxnaeHus umyliectsa®®. Mpu 3TOM comHeHus B nogbope Haaexalero
1cKa CBsi3aHbl HE C OTCYTCTBMEM MPUBLIYHOIO 0dopMIeHN 0B6CyXaaemMoro pacnops-
>XXEHUS, KOTOPOE BbIIO OTKPLITO 3asaBneHo (dixisti), a ¢ OTCYTCTBMEM TUMNYHON HOPMBbI
YyCTaHOBJIEHMS AOrOBOPHOro 06s3aTenbCcTBa — CTUNYNAUMW. YCcTorumBas npakTvka
OroBOPOK MPU OTHYXAEHUN MOAYUNHSETCS He3arnaMsiTHbIM MpeacTaBIeHusM o gocTa-
TOYHOCTU Ony6/IMYMBaHNSI BOJIN B YCTHOM PEeLIenTUBHOM 3asiBJIEHUU.

Lex dicta oTHocuTCs K cdepe 00bI4HOM NPaKTUKK 060poTa 1 B HelM HaxoauT onpas-
JaHne CBOEMY IOpUANYECKOMY OENCTBUIO. MepuHr BO3BOAUA MOEK ANCNO3UTUBHOCTU
B rpaXJaHCKOM NpaBe MMEHHO K TaKOW npakTuke onpeaeneHns n yTo4HeHus NnpaBooT-
HOLLEHMS MO JOroBOPY Mexay ctopoHamu. Mpu 3TOM OH nonaran, 4To cusia OroBOPKu
onupaeTcsl Ha 00LLYy0 HOPMY, YrpaBsioLLyO0 JOrOBOPHbLIM MPaBoOM: «KOHKPETHOE BO-
NnensbaBeHne OONIKHO Obl 3aMeHUTL COB0M aBCTPAKTHYIO HOPMY 0BLLEro AeNCTBUSA» Y.
Takas nepapxmsa oTpuuaeT 06bIYHO-MPABOBOE OCHOBAHWE OOMONHUTESNbHbLIX WU KOH-
KPeTU3NpYLLMX OroBOPOK, NPSIMO NoaymHSas lex privata obuiemMy A03BOSIEHUIO U NOA-
TBEPXOEHMIO CO CTOPOHbI lex publica, T. e. Bo3BpalwaeT Hac K Nnpobaemarmke gMcno-
3numm ita ius esto.

§ 6. Lex — ycTaB konnerumn

11. JlornyHo 6yneT npocneanTs Tenepb napasiesib NPaBoOMOYHOrO PACMOPSKEHUS,
npeaycMoTpeHHoro 3akoHamun 5, 3 n 6, 1, ¢ yctaBom konnerum (lex collegii, Toxe lex
privata), KOTOpbIV Takxe nonyd4aer npuaHaHune B 3akoHe Xl Tabnuu, (8, 27)%. O Hopme
cempetenscTByeT lan B «KKommeHTapum k 3akoHam Xl Tabnuuy», oTmedas, 4To oHa bbina
3aMMCTBOBaHa 13 3akoHOB ConoHa. J10CTOBEPHOCTL CBUAETENLCTBA ONPEAENAETCH TEM,
4yTO peyb y [aa nget o sodales (coTpane3Hukax), kak B APEBHOCTU MMEHOBAIUCh YJIEHDI
BOMHCKMX (y rPeKoB — reTaripbl, ‘£tairoi)®® n penmrnosHbix 06beamHeHnin u cosos ',

Xll tab. 8, 27 (Gai., 4 ad Xll tab. D. 47, 22, 4):

...his (scil. sodalibus) autem potestatem facit lex pactionem quam velint sibi ferre, dum ne
quid ex publica lege corrumpant; sed haec lex videtur ex lege Solonis tralata esse.

...3aKOH HagendeT y4aCTHUKOB KONNeruin BnacTbio CBA3bliBaTb cebs cormaweHunamMu, ecnu
TOJIbKO OHWM HEe HapyLwlakT yero-nmbo 13 I'Iy61'II/IHHOI'O 3akKoHa.

9 CM. peckpunT Tex Xe UMMNepaTopoB Ha GM3KYI0 TEMY TakXe C MPUMEHEHMEM BbIPaXeHus lex
suis rebus dicta (C. 4, 38, 3): «dAnoknetnaH n MakcumunaH, aBryctbl U KOHCybl Banepuu Buarpe. Ecnu
C LeNblo JapeHns CUMYnMpyeTcs A0roBOP NMPOoAaxu, To Kyrnie HegoctaeT cybcTaHumm. Brnipoyem, ecnm
Thbl BBENA [MOKynaTesns] BO BNafeHNe BELLbO MO, BUAOM NPOAAXKU C LIeNbio AapeHnst, YTOOb! OH B35 Tebs
Ha XxaeBeHue, TO NoA0OHO TOMY, Kak NepdeKUMOHMPOBAHHOE AapPeHMe 3anpoCTO PACTOPrHYTh HEJb3s,
Tak 1 pacnopsixeHue (lex), KoTopoe Tbl 3ad9BuSIa B OTHOLLEHMN TBOUX BELLEN, COBEpLUAs JapeHne, PeLLEHO
cobnonarb».

97 Jhering R., von. Geist. Bd. II. T. 1. S. 300: Die konkrete lex contractus muBte die abstrakte lex de
contractibus ersetzen.

98 Coli U. Collegia e sodalitates. Contributo allo studio dei collegi nel diritto romano. Bologna: Editore
Presso il Seminario Giuridico, 1913 (= Scritti di diritto romano. Vol. 1. Milano: Giuffré, 1973) P. 1-6.

99 Kak nonaraet P. ®bopu (Fiori R. Sodales. ‘Gefogschaften’ e diritto di associazione in Roma arcaica
(VI-V sec. a.C.) // Societas — ius. Munuscula di allievi a Feliciano Serrao. Napoli: Jovene, 1999. P. 140;
150 sq.), koToporo nopaepxueaeT b. Anb6aHese: Albanese B. Sulla norma decemvirale per le sodalitates
(XIl Tab. 8.27) // AUPA. 2002. No. 47. P. 88 sq.

100 Kak cunTan B.B. Enbsaiesund, BONPeKy roCrnoacTBYIOWEMY B €ro Bpems Barmsaay T. Momm3aeHa,
OyaTo peyb wWna o npodeccuoHanbHbIX Konnerusx: Enpswesuny B. b. lOpnanyeckoe nuuo, ero npouc-
XxoXAaeHuve 1 GyHKLMN B pUMCKOM YacTHoM npaee. CM6., 1910. C. 310 cn. (= Eliachevitch B. La personalite
juridique en droit prive romain. Paris: Sirey, 1942).
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CBMAOETENLCTBO CTAaBUT NPOOBSIEMY PEKOHTPYKLMN ayTEHTUYHOrO TEKCTa 3akOHa,
a 3Ha4nT, Bepudunkaunm TeXHNYECKNX BblipaxeHnin «potestatem facere»; «pactionem
ferre»; «corrumpere legem»"0", B oTHoweHUM 06opoTa «corrumpere legem» MOXHO
OTMETUTb HEOCMOPMMYIO APEBHOCTb 3TOr0 COYETaAHUS, MpuiaraeMoro HalwuMu Uc-
TOYHMKAMU elle K CBSALWEHHbIM 3akoHam (sanctae leges)'®2, n ycToMuMBOCTU Takoro
cnoBoynoTpebneHusa. lNpobaematvika npoOTUBOPEYNS HACTHOIO BOJIEU3bSIBIEHUS U M1y~
6/IMYHOro 3aKOHa 31eCb HaXOAUT CBOE POXAEHME.

«Pactionem (sibi) ferre» 6onblue B UCTOYHMKAX He BCTpevaeTca %3, noatomMy nosb-
3yeTcs npusHaHnem uges dpuua LUtypma, yto lMart 3ameHun Ha 6oniee NMOHATHOE
n 6nmnskoe emy «pactio» nepsoHadanbHoe «lex»'94, Muwens AM6ep HegasHO O6Ha-
pyxun 370 BblpaxeHue y CeHeku (Sen., Suas., 7, 3) CO 3HaAYEeHMEM «MPELSIOXKUTb
cornatueHune» %, 4yto NnpeacTaBNAETCH COBEPLUEHHO UPPENIEBAHTHLIM B BUOY U3BECTHOW
CUHOHUMMUN pactum w lex, ocobeHHO npumeHnuTensbHo K Mato (cfr. D. 2, 14, 48, yuT.
Bblle). B opurnHanbHOM TeKCTe 3akoHa A0JKHO 6blo B N0OOM crnydae CToATb pacio
(Fest., s. v. pacionem), a He pactum. VccnepoBartenu oTMeyvaloT AOCTATOYHO Y3KUN
M CUTYaATUBHbIA CMbIC/T TEPMWHA, KOTOPbIM ele He NOoayyYnun 3HavyeHnst o6o6LatoLLei
Kareropum: «...06MeH MMYLLECTBOM C LEJIbl0 COXPaHEHUS UM BOCCTAHOBJIEHUS CO-
umanbHoro 6anaHca»'%%, 3to npocto HeBo3amoxHas ang anoxu Xl Tabnuu, kazyncTuy-
HOCTb, K TOMY XX€ 3aKOH NnpeanoymTaeT rnaronbHyto ¢opmy pacisci (1, 6-7; 8, 2). B on-
no3mumu cuHTarme lex publica (KoTopas BOCXOAUT, HECOMHEHHO, K NepBOHa4YaIbHOMY
TEKCTY) A0JIKEH OblNl CTOATb TEPMUH C 0606LLAIOLLMM CMbICTIOM.

B oTHOWweHnn BhipaxeHusa «potestatem facit lex» (3akoH HapenaeT BNacTblo) oye-
BWAHO CMbIC/IOBOE €AMHCTBO C MPMBbLIYHBIM 0O0POTOM O/S yKasaHUs Ha HadeneHue
lopuanyeckon cunom — «ita ius esto». Ecnu lNam ceonmm cnosamun nepepasan MMEHHO
3Ty ANCNO3MLMNIO, TO PEYb HE O MOJIHOMOYMWN OTAENbHOMO NMua, He 06 y4acTHUKE KO-
NIerMm, a 0 KOHKYPEHLUMN YaCTHOIO BONEN3BbABNEHNS U OOLLLEN HOPMbI, HACTHOIO U Ny-
6nnuHoro'’, 3peck yxe aBTopuTeTHOE MHeHue C. TOHAO OTMeyaeT nepexof OT Ka-
3YMCTMYHOM HOPMbI 3akoHOB ConoHa Kk o6o6Lwatowein n abectpakTHOM HGOpMynmMpoBke
Xl TaGnuiu, ycTaHaBAVBaOLWMX MOJIHOTY aBTOHOMUM (pienezza d’autonomia)’®® yacTHbIx
Konnerni BoooLLe (a He TOJIbkO 0ObeAVHEHN reTaNpPOB-COTPANE3HNKOB N MOXOPOHHbIX
coto308'09),

01 Cm.: FioriR. Le forme di aggregazione sociale basate sulla fides: clientela e sodalitates //
Xll Tabulae. Testo e commento / a cura di Maria Floriana Cursi. Napoli: Jovene, 2018. T. 2. P. 688 sqq.

102 Macrob., Sat., 3, 3, 6: ...unde et sanctae leges, quae non debeant poenae sanctione corrumpi;
Serv., Aen., 11, 158: ... sanctae leges appellantur quae neque corruptae sunt, neque corrumpi posunt; Ulp.,
68 ed., D. 1,8,9, 3:...utleges sanctae sunt, sanctione enim quadam sunt subnixae...

103 370 hapax legomenon: Fiori R. Homo sacer. Milano: Giuffré, 1999; Biscotti B. Dal pacere ai pacta
conventa. Aspetti sostanziali e tutela del fenomeno pattizio dall’epoca arcaica all’editto giulianeo. Milano:
Giuffré, 2002. P. 85; Albanese B. Ancora su Xl Tab. 8.27 in tema di sodales // AUPA. 48. 2003. P. 43.

104 Nuteparypy cm.: Albanese B. Sulla norma decemvirale per le sodalitates... P. 92. — Cam Bep-
Hapoo AnbbGaHese npeanaran BOCCTaHOBUTL pacione <condicione>m sibi ferre («noctaBuTk cebe ycnosue
no cornawexuio») (Ibid. P. 94).

05 Humbert M. La codificazione decemvirale: tentative d’interpretazione // Humbert M. Le Dodici
Tavole. Dai Decemviri agli Umanisti / a cura di Humbert M. Pavia: IUSS press, 2005. P. 35 nt. 71. — Amb6epy
cnenyet Tenepb Pbopu: Fiori R. Le forme di aggregazione sociale basate sulla fides. P. 688. — OagHako
a3blk XIl Tabnuy, otnnyaeTcs oT A3bika CeHekn He MeHbLLe, 4eM OT a3bika topucTa |l B. Mpu aTom ctune Mas
N3BECTEH CBOEI KOHCEPBATUBHOCTLIO.

106 Cwm.: Biscotti B. Dal pacere ai pacta conventa... P. 86 sq.

07 Cm. panee (n. 14) 06 vepapxuv NyGAMYHBIX W YaCTHbLIX yCTaHOBNEHWN: Pacta privatorum ius
publicum mutare non possunt («CornalueHns YacTHbIX JIUL, He MOTYT U3MEHSITb MyBIMYHOE NPaBo»).

108 Tondo S. Profilo di storia costituzionale romana. Vol. I. Milano: Giuffré, 1981. P. 281. — Peub, pas-
ymeeTcs, He ngeT o cBoboae accouunaunia, kak nonaran A. MNepHuc: Pernice A. Labeo. Bd. I. S. 290.

109 Hopma 3akoHa Xll tab. 10, 2 0 CKPOMHOCTU, HaZeXaLLel NPV MOXOPOHHLIX 06PAAax, Mo CoBam
Linuepona (Cic., de leg. 2, 23, 59) Takxe nepeHeceHa 13 3akoHogartenbctea ConoHa (Cfr. Plut., Solon.,
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M. AMbGep npepnaraetT PekoOHCTPYKLMIO 3aKOoHa, B KOTOPOI BMeCTO «ita ius esto»
ctaBut «fraudem ne faciunto» («ga He coseplialoT kosBapcTsa»)'®, BBuay TOro, 4To
HapylleHne 3aKkoHa cocTaBnano Okl fraus. OgHaKko Takas fiormka NPoTUBOPEYnUT Npes-
naraemMon pekoHCTPYKLUKN: peyb B 3aKOHE MAET UMEHHO O MPOTUBOPEYUN NYBANYHOMY
3akoHy (fraus legis), a He 0 HapyLUEHNX COrNaLLIEHNI, CBA3bIBAIOLLINX YJIEHOB KOJIIErMA
nnu BoMHoB-reTanpos (fides sodalitatis)'!. YueHblii ycmaTprBaeT aHaxpoOHMU3M B NPOTU-
BOMOCTaBneHun publicum — privatum, KOTOpoe OH He CYMTAET BO3MOXHbIM A0NYCTUTh
paHee anoxu Maa unu Manudnana. GLopu BospaxaeT 2, cebinasck Ha 3akoH Xl tab.,
7, 8b (Paul., 16 ad Sab. D. 43, 8, 5): si per publicum locum rivus aquae ductus privato
nocebit, erit actio privata ex lege Xll tabularum, ut noxa domino sarciatur («ecnu kaHan
WM BOAONPOBOA, MAYLWMIA Mo ny6nanyHOMY MecTy, OyaeT NpUYMHATL Bpen YacTHOMY
[MecTy], Ha ocHoBaHUK 3akoHa Xl Tabnunu, BOSHUKHET YaCTHbI UCK, YTOObI BO3MECTUTb
yuwep6 cobCTBEeHHMKY»). Bo3paxeHne, HECMOTPS Ha NPUCYTCTBME apxanyeckon Tep-
MUHONoOrMK (noxa sarciri'®), npuHATL Henb3s: cama onnosunums publicum — privatum
SIBHO OTHOCUTCS1 KO BpeMeHu [laBna, kak 06 3TOM roBOPUT TEPMUH «YaACTHbIA NCK»
(actio privata). OgHako NPOTMBOMOCTAB/IEHME YAaCTHOM aBTOHOMUU U MYOINYHOIo 3a-
KOHOOATeNbCTBA NOATBEPXAaeTcs umtaton lMasa (D. 47, 22, 4) n3 3akoHa ConoHa, raoe
yCTaB KyJIbTOBOW WM MOXOPOHHOW WMAM MOPCKOW UAX TOProBOW KOMNErun nonyyaer
npu3HaHue, N1Llb Obl OH HE NPOTMBOPEYN NYOIMYHOMY 3aKOHY — dMUOCid YPALLULOTOL.

[o6aBuM K 3TOMY 1 BbipaxkeHne dnpocio mictil B nepom gorosope Puma ¢ Kap-
dareHom 509 r. 0 H. 3., KOTOPOE NPMBOAMT Ha rpedyeckom oyesuael, Monnéuin (Polyb.,
3, 22, 10), cBMOETENbCTBYIOLWMNI, YTO 3HATOKN NpaBa B €ro BPeMs yXe He MOoHMManu
TOYHbIN CMbICNT NAaTUHCKOro TekcTa. B naTWHCKOM e TekcTe 3TUM cjloBaM AOJIKHO
OGblJI0O COOTBETCTBOBATL BblipaxeHue publica fides («nybnunyHoe posepue»)'4. Takum
obpasom, naesa nybnnyHoro 3akoHa BrnosiHe morna HamTtu B Xl Tabnuuax ageksaTHoe
BblpaXXeHMe N 3aKOH J0/KEeH Bbll CaHKLMOHMPOBATL UMEHHO BO3MOXHOE HapyLleHne
lex publica (ius publicum),

HapeneHune ke BNacTblo Kak MOSIHOMOYMEM 3akiioyaTb COrfalleHus, nMmeroLlme
IOPUONYECKYIO CUITY, UM MOCTAHOB/IATL YCTaB CBOEr0 COK3a AOMKHO Obino Obl CONpo-
BOXAaTbcs Aucno3uuueit sine fraude esto («ga He 6yaeT HapyLleHUeM, NycTb Nosb3y-
€TCs NPU3HaHNEM»), XOTsl Takoe ynpaBoMoyeHne 60blie NoAXOAUT K PErYyIMPOBaHUIO
dakTN4ecknx OENCTBUN, HEXENV ONS HaAENeHUs CUION YaCTHOrO BOJIEU3bSBIEHUS.
M3BECTHbI CCbIKM Ha apyrve 3akoHbl Xl Tabnuu, B KOTOPbLIX NMPU3HaAHWE BNacTu Un
NMPaBOMOYUS BbIPAXEHO CJIOBAMU «HAAENATb BnacTbio» (potestas dederit lex)"® unu

21, 5). Bonpekn ®bopu, 3aKOH IBHO rOBOPUT 0O JI0ObIX HOpMax YaCTHbIX 0ObEANHEHNIA, @ HE TOJLKO O re-
Tarnpax.

"0 Humbert M. La codificazione decemvirale... P. 34 sq.

™ QO fides kak ocHOBaHUM NOA0GHbLIX COO30B CM.: Fiori R. Le forme di aggregazione sociale basate
sullafides. P. 695. — Cm. Takxe: Fiori R. Homo sacer. Napoli: Jovene, 1996. P. 152 sqq.; Joxzges 4. B. Pum-
CKO€ apxanyeckoe HacneacTBeHHoe npaeso. C. 32.

"2 Fjori R. Le forme di aggregazione sociale basate sulla fides. P. 689.

3 Cm. Cardilli R. ‘Damnatio’ e ‘oportere’ nell’obbligazione. Napoli: Jovene, 2016. P. 99 sq.

4 Cwm.: Norr D.: 1) Aspekte des romischen Volkerrechts. Die Bronzetafeln von Alcantara. Miinchen:
Beck, 1989. S. 102 sq., 145 sqg.; 2) Fides Punica — Fides Romana. Bemerkungen zur “demosia pistis” im
ersten karthagisch-romischen Vertrag und zur Rechtsstellung des Fremden in der Antike // Il ruolo della
buona fede oggettiva nell’esperienza giuridica storica e contemporanea / ed. by L. Garofalo. Vol. Il. Padova:
CEDAM, 2003. S. 497 sqq.; Joxaes /[. B. EBponeiickas Tpagnums yactHoro npaea. T. 1. C. 181 cn.

5 Cwm.: Karlowa O. RRG. Bd. II. S. 65.

16 Xll tab., 4, 2 (Pap. Coll. 4, 8): Cum patri lex dederit in filium vitae necisque potestatem («...pas 3a-
KOH Hagenun [[OMOBNaablKy] B OTHOLUEHMM CbiHA MPABOM XMU3HU 1 CMepPTU»). — O4eBUAHO, 4To ManuHnaH
He UMTMPYET N3BECTHbIN eMy TekcT Xl TabnuL, a N1Llb BeipaxkaeT 00LLYy0 OE 3aKoHa, Tak YTOo JaXe Bbl-
paxeHue vitae necisque potestas 3aTpyaHUTEIbHO BOSBECTU K APEBHEMY MAMSTHUKY.
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«MycTb 0GnamaeT BnacTbio» (potestas esto)'’, yto mosBongaeT cunUTaTth, YTO TEPMUH
potestas Takxe 3HaKOM CaMOMYy MaMSATHUKY, HO B 3HAYEHUN «JIM4Has BNacTb» 8. Tep-
MUWHOJOMNS Xe HageneHus npaBomoumeM (potestatem facere) He 3acBUAETENLCTBO-
BaHa"®. Y Mnasta (Plaut., Capt., 374; Mil. 972) BbipaxeHue «potestatem facere»
O3HayaeT «JaBaTb BO3MOXHOCTb» M OTHOCUTCS K (pakTMYeCKMM OBOCTOATEeNbCTBaM,
a He K No3nTMBUCTCKOMY f03BoneHunto (Befugnis), 6€3 KOTOporo 4YactHas aBTOHOMUS
ocTaeTcsl A/ HallMX COBPEMEHHMKOB CTOJIb CNOXHOM Ana noHumMmaHus. MNpencraBns-
€TC4, 4YTO, rOBOPS O HaAEeNeHMN NPaBOMOYUEM YIIEHOB Konneruu, lan nepegasan guc-
No3nLUMIO 3aKOHa C 0OLLMM HOPMATUBHBLIM CMbICIIOM (ita ius esto), cxoaHyo ¢ apyrumm
Hopmamu (Xl tab., 5, 3; 6, 1) 0 cune 4acTHOro BONIEN3bSABEHUS. Takoe MOJsIoXeHNe
ycTaHaBnuBano Obl Hagnexallee cor/iacoBaHNE v B3aMHOE MPU3HaHNe MexXAy ius
(civile, civium Romanorum), u lex populi Romani, 1. e. camumu 3akoHamu Xl Tabany,.

§ 7. Lex n legare B 3aBeLwyaTeNibHbIX PACNOPSAXKEHUNAX

12. CooTHoweHMe lex publica u lex privata scHO NnposBnsieTcsa B TEKCTe 3asBNeHNs
3aBewarens B npoueaype menbio n Becamun (testamentum per aes et libram), ko-
TOpoe BOCNpOomM3BOauT nuncupatio B xoae ewe 6onee gpeBHero obpsiga MaHuunaunm
cemeiicTea (mancipatio familiae)'™. B gpesHeiem o6pane y4acTHUK npouenypbl —
familiae emptor («nokynatens damunum») — nosyyan nNo MaHuunaumwn familia 3aBe-
warens (familiam accipiebat mancipio) n 3aHnman mecto HacnegHuka (heredis locum
optinebat), Torga kak B MaHUMNAaLMOHHOM 3aBeLlaHuM O4HO NMLO y4acTBYeT B obpsaae
MaHumnaunm (M UMeHyeTCcs no-npexHemy familiae emptor), HO 3TO COBepLUAETCH NnLLb
B nogpaxaHuve ctapomy npasy (propter veteris iuris imitationem), Tak kak Hacnepn-
HMKOM HasHavaeTcs apyroe nuuo (Gai., 2, 103). CobcTBEHHO, HAa3HAYeHMe HacneaHnka
(heredis institutio) n otnnyaet 3aBewaHune (testamentum), Toroa kak 06psa, B KOTOPOM
HacnegHMK He Ha3Ha4YaeTCs, 3aBELAHMEM CHMTATbLCH HE MOXET.

Gai., 2, 104:

CosepmaeTCH XKe 3TO AeJsio cneayruinm o6pasoM: TOT, KTO COCTaB/deT 3aBeulaHune, npu-
3BaB (KaK n npn npo4vmx MaHLI,I/II'IaLI,I/IﬂX) NAaTb CBVI,EI,GTG)'IBVI, B3POCJIbIX PUMCKUX FpaXXdaH, N Be-
COBLUMKA, HanNncaB 3aBellaHne Ha Tabnnykax, GopmasbHO MaHUUNUPYET KOMY-HUOYAb CBOIO da-
MUNNIO. an 3TOM rnokynartesib C])aMVIJ'IMVI NMPON3HOCUT cneayouine cinoBa: «%A 3adaBn4dt0, 4TO TBOE
MMYLLLECTBO HaxXoaAUTCA B MOEM pacnopaxeHnn n nog, mMoen oxpaH0|7|, N NyCTb OHO 6y,£|,eT KyrnjieHo
MHOI0 MOCPEeACTBOM 3TON Meaun», — 1, Kak ,06aBNSOT HEKOTOPLIE, «<MeAHbIX BECOB, C TEM YTOObI
Tbl MOT MO Mpa.y (iure) caenartb 3aBellaHne B COOTBETCTBUM C NMyOAMYHbIM 3aKOHOM (secundum
legem publicam)»; 3aTem OH ygapseT Meabio 0 BECbl 1 nNepenaeT 3Ty Meab 3aBewatento, 0yaro
BMECTO LEHbI. 3aTtem 3aBeuiaresib, aepxa Tabnyku ¢ 3aBelaHnem, roBopuT: <<TaK, KakK 3TO 3a-
nrUcaHo Ha 3TUX BOLLEHbIX Tabamykax, Tak 9 Aato, Tak pacrnopsixalock, Tak 3aBewato (ita do, ita
lego, ita testor), Tak v Bbl, KBUPUTbI, NPEAOCTaBbTE MHE CBMAETENbCTBO». M 9TO Ha3biBaeTCs

7 XIl tab., 4, 2; 5, 7a (Cic., de inv. 2, 50, 148): Si furiosus escit, adgnatum gentiliumque in eo
pecuniaque eius potestas esto («Ecnn conpet ¢ yma, NycTb BNacTb Ha4, HAM 1 €ro UMYLLECTBOM NPUHAA-
NEeXUT arHatam 1 copoguyam»). — 3aech LiMuepoH npeteHayeT Ha LMTMPOBaHWe, OOHAKO NPUCYTCTBME
B OZHOW (ppase arHaToB 1 COPOANYEN 03Ha4YaeT CoeanHeHre ABYX HOPM B OgHY. He cnyyanHo Nasen B Ha-
yane lll B. CBMOETENLCTBYET, HTO TEKCT B3ST U3 KOMMEHTapus K 3akoHy (D. 50, 15, 53 pr: nam cum dicitur
apud veteres “adgnatorum gentiliumque”, pro separatione accipitur («Beap koraa 'y opucToB CTApO LLKOJbI
roBOPUTCS “arHaToB 1 copoauyein”, 3To NoOHMMAaIOT Kak pa3aenbHoe»). O 3akoHe cMm.: Joxaes [. B. Pum-
ckoe apxandeckoe HacneacTeseHHoe npaso. C. 65 cn., 159.

"8 Voigt M. Die Xll Tafeln. Bd. II. S. 728.

"9 HanpacHo ®bopu (Fiori R. Sodales... P. 138) ycmartprBaeT 34e€Cb OPUrMHANbHbIM TEPMUH 3a-
KOHa. ABTOPbI aHIMNIACKOro N3aaHns naMsaTHMKA yBEPEHHO OTHOCAT ero k lato: Crawford M., Humbert M.,
Lewis A. D. E. Twelve Tables, in Roman Statutes / ed. by M. H. Crawford. Vol. Il. London, 1996. P. 38.

120 Cm. nogpoGHee: Joxzaes . B.: 1) Pumckoe 4acTHoe npaso. 3-e uaa. C. 662 cn. [n. 431]; 2) Pum-
cKkoe apxandeckoe HacneacTeeHHoe npaso. C. 134 cn.; 157 cn.
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«00bsBNEHNEM» (NnUNcupatio); «06bABNATL» (NUNCUPAre) e 3HAYUT «Ha3biBaTb OTKPbLITO», U Ael-
CTBUTENIbHO CUYMTAETCs, YTO 3aBellaTenb B 0o6lWein popme ornawiaet U NoaTBEPXAAET TO, 4TO
KOHKPETHO 3anucan B Tabnnykax 3aBeLlaHus.

OcTaBMM B CTOpPOHE cofepxkaHue 3asB/ieHMsa U 3arafo4vyHoii GopMysbl «B MO€
pacnopsixeHne n [nog, moto] oxpaHy» (endo mandatela custodelaque mea), koTopas,
BUOVMO, MeJfla MHOM CMbIC NpUMeHnTeNbHO K familia (cemelicTBy), 4TO A0MXHaA Obina
ynoMMHaTb NepBoHavasbHas dopmyna, B otandme ot familia pecuniaque (Mmyuwiectsa),
Kak roeoputcsa B Gopmyne, M3BeCTHOW lan: Ha3BaHME y4acTHMKA npouenypsbl (familiae
emptor) u camo ee HanmMmeHoBaHue (mancipatio familiae) copep>art nnLb OgVH TEPMUH,
Tak 4To elle 1 BO BpeMeHa [ag cumtanock, 4TO B NoApaxaHue apeBHeEMY npasy (propter
veteris iuris imitationem) Bca caenka (totum hoc negotium), coBepliaemas paagn co-
ctaBneHuns 3aBewlaHus (testamenti ordinandi gratia), 3aknoyaeTca mexnay 3asella-
TeNemM n nokynatesnem, 3aHUMaBLUMM MeCTO HacnegHuka (is qui familiam testatoris
mancipio accipiebat, heredis loco erat. — Gai., 2, 105). B ueHTpe Hawero BHUMaHUS
dpasza «Y106bI TbI MOr 10 NpaBy cAenaThb 3aBeLjaHne B COOTBETCTBUM C MyO/INYHbIM
3akoHoM (quo tu iure testamentum facere possis secundum legem publicam)» n no-
cnepytoulee obpalleHne kK cBuaetensaMm ¢ npocbboii o ceuaeTenbcTBe. CnoBo lex
B 3HA4YeHUM lex privata 3akl04eHO B 3asB/IEHUN: «TaK s Aato, Tak PpacnopsiXakcCb, Tak
3aBellalo», — TaK 4TO lex 3aBeLyaress onvpaetcs Ha lex publica'?!,

TpeboBaHus K CBUAETENSM MPU TakoM 3aBeELLaHMM — B OTIMYME OT OObIYHOW
MaHumMnauum — npegycmaTtpuBaloT, YTOObl OHWU OblIM PUMCKUMW rpaxgaHamMn 1 eLle
B3pocnbiMn Mmyx4dnHamu (D. 28, 1, 20, 6; Ulp., 20, 7). 3ToO HECOMHEHHOE NnepexmnBaHne
CBS31 3aBeLLaHnNa C KOMULIMSIMW UK BOMCKOM (testamentum in procinctu)'?2, Mpu atom
POJib CBUAETENEN, HadBaHHbLIX 30eCh «KBUPUTaMM»'23, Kak B ApeBHEM HapoOHOM CO-
6paHuKn, roe coBepluannck 3aeellaHns (testamentum calatis comitiis), Bce xe orpaHu-
YnBaeTCsa CBMOETENIbLCTBOM: YyCMaTpPUBaTh 34ECh MMUTALMIO HAPOAHOIro cobpaHus, Kak
[enalT CTOPOHHUKM Teopun 3aBellaHna-3akoHa'?*, He cnegyet. TepmuH do («aaio»)
OTHOCUTCSH K aBCoNoTHOMY 3P deEKTY Ha3HAYEHUS HACNeAHNKa N CMbIKAeTCS C BELLHO-
npaBoOBbLIM AENCTBMEM OTKasda no BuHamkaumm (legatum per vindicationem), nossonssa
psay aBTOPOB roBOPUTb 00 NUCKITOYUTENIbHO MMYLLECTBEHHOM COAEPXaHUU OPEBHENO

21 3TOT NoAX0A COXPaHWCSA 1 B AanbHENLLIEN MCTOPUM PUMCKOrO Npasa, rae cBo60/a 3aBeLlareib-
HbIXx oTkadoB (facultas legandi) orpaHmnynBanacb 3akoHoAaTeNlbHO — MOCPEACTBOM MPUHATUSA (rogatio)
ny6an4yHbIx 3akoHOB (leges publicae p. R.). B TekcTe 3akoHOB pacnopsiavTenbHas BNacTb (ius potestasque)
3aBeLuaTessi ONVCLIBAETCS Kak peanu3auusi BOM pacrnopsanTbCsl MMYLLECTBOM MO NyGANYHOMY NpaBy.
Hanpumep, Bo BTOpOIi maBe 3akoHa Pansbumans 40 r. go H. 3. (D. 35, 2, 1 pr): Secundo capite modum
legatorum constituit his verbis: “Quicumque civis Romanus post hanc legem rogatam testamentum faciet,
is quantam cuique civi Romano pecuniam iure publico dare legare volet, ius potestasque esto...” («<Bo BTO-
poIi rnaee 3aKOH YCTaHOBWJI MOPSAA0K JIeraToB B TakuX c/ioBax: “Kakoi 6bl pPUMCKNA rpadkAaHWH Nnocne npu-
HATUNA 3TOro 3aKOHa HM OCTAaBJIA1 3aBeLaHne, CKOJIbKO MMYLLLECTBa KaKOMY PUMCKOMY rpa>kaaHUHy 3axo4yeTt
[aTb U OCTaBUTb MO NMy6IMYHOMY MpaBy, NyCTb y Hero 6yaeT NpaBo 1 BlacTb...”»).

22 Albanese B. Prospettive negoziali romane arcaiche // Poteri, negozia, actiones nella esperienza
romana arcaica. Atti Convegno di diritto romano. Copanello, 1982 / a cura di F. Milazzo. Napoli: Edizioni
scientifiche, 1984. P. 132.

123 CeToHuit 1 TauuT oHECH U ciyya, koraa Llesapb, 06paTUBLLNCE K MATEXHbIM conagartam «Keu-
puThl!», CyMen BoCCTaHOBUTL nopsaaok (Suet., Caes., 70; Tac., Ann., 1, 42). . ®. XXupap ocTpoymHo 3a-
MeYyaeT, 4TO 06pa|_u,eHV|e <<KBI/IpVITbI>> K NATU CBUAETEeNIdM Npu HaCTHOM 3aBeLlaHnn BbIrnaaesno Obl CMELUHO,
ecnu Obl He ero puTyanbHasa dyHkuus (Girard P. F. Manuel élémentaire de droit romain. Paris, 1929. P. 822).

24 Bocxogauiasa k T. MOMM3eHy, aTa TPakToBKa Mopow MPUXOAUT K yrogo6ieHnio 3aBeLLaHnio no-
CMepTHOMY YCbIHOBMEHMIO (adrogatio), Takxke coBeplLuaBLLIeMYyCcs B HAPOAHOM cobpaHuun: Kaser M. RPR.
Bd. I. S. 106; Kunkel W. RPR. S. 318 A. 8.
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HacnepoBaHus. B aTom psaay «lego» CTUMYNMPYET CyXXeHMe CEMaHTUKN A0 «do», 4To
NPOCTO CBOAMUT 3aBeLlaHune K nerary'?,

Haw nopgxopn, HanpoTuB, NO3BOMSIET YBMOETb 34eCb OOpalleHne 3a CBUaeTelb-
CTBOM B LENAX NPU3HaAHUSA 1 MOATBEPXAEHUS BONEU3bSABNEHUS 3aBellarens Kak lex
privata — Kak pacriopsikxeHusl, oTBeyarllero oblmm TpeboBaHnsM nybandHoOro 3a-
koHa. B. AnbbaHe3e cnpaBeaMBO nosaraet, 4To cama dopmyna nuncupatio goka-
3bIBaET, YTO POJib coBpaHUsa U B KOMULMSX 3akfioyanacb B 3aCBUAETENbCTBOBAHUMU
(suprema contestatio) yacTHon BonM 3aBewiarena'?®. 3asewarenb MoOr cocnarbcs
Ha TabNnyYKn 3aBeLlaHns, a Mor Ha3BaTb HACIEAHWUKOB MOMMEHHO B YCTHOM 3asiBJIEHUN.

D. 28, 1, 21 pr (Ulp., 2 Sab.):

HacnenHukoB cnepyeT HasdBaTb (nuncupare) OTKpbITO (palam), Tak 4Tobbl MOXHO Obl10
CnblWaTbh: Be4db 3aBeLwaresito 403BOJIEHO nmbo NMPON3HECTN NMeHa HaCNleJHUKOB, nmdo 3anncarTb,
HO €CNN OH NPOU3HOCUT, JO/MKEH NPOU3HOCUTbL OTKPLITO. YTO 3HAYMT OTKPLITO? He o6s3aTenbHo
ny6nunyHo (in publicum), HO Tak, 4TOObI ObIIO CAbILWHO; CALILHO Xe He BCEM, HO CBUOETENNAM;
n ecnn cemnaeTenn npueiedeHbl B 6osbLLEeM KonnyecTtBe, O0OCTATO4YHO, 4TOObI ObISIO CAbILLIHO
qymucny, npeanmcaHHOMY YHOM puTyana.

Palam nominare — BocxoanT k 3akoHy Xll Tabnuy, 6, 1 (no cnosam J1. UuHuma Ann-
MeHTa): TpeboBaHue r71acHOCTU 34€Ch C/1eAyeT He U3 Marn4eckor cusibl putyana (lex
kak certa verba), a HernocpeacTBeHHO 13 nyban4Horo 3akoHa (lex publica).

13. CnoBa «secundum legem publicam» Mbl BCTpedyaem 1 B puTyasie 0CBOOOX-
OeHuns oT 0bs3aTeNnbLCTBa C Medpio 1 Becamu — solutio per aes et libram'?7,

Gai., 3, 173-174:

CyLLI,eCTByeT n ,D,perI7I BU1A BooGpa)Kaemoro NCMOSNIHEHUS 0bA3aTenbcTBa — nocpeancTteom
Menu n BecoB (per aes et libram). W cama ata cxema (genus) npuHaTa kak obuias ons onpene-
NeHHbIX Ccly4aeB, HarnpmnuMep ecsin gonar yCtaHOBMEH N3 COEJIKN, 3aKJIIOYEHHOW nocpencrtsomMm megn
1 BECOB, UM Ha OCHOBaHUW NpucyxaeHus (ex iudicati causa).

TpebyeTcs He MeHee NATU CBUAETeNel n Becoaepxaresib; 3aTeM TOT, KTO 0CBOOOXAaeTCs,
[OJXeH ckasaTb Tak: «Pa3 a Tebe npucyxaeH (condemnatus) Ha CTOIbKO-TO ThbICSY, 1 MO 3TOMY
noBoay pa3BsA3bliBalOCb M 0CBOOOXAAOCb OT Tebs MocpeacTBOM 3TOM Mean U MedHbIX BECOB.
BOT, Tbl, 4 B3BeLWMBaKO 3TUMMN BeCaMun, nepeBbiIMAN U nocieaHnmMmm, cornacHo I'Iy6J'II/HHOMy 3aKOHY
(secundum legem publicam)». 3aTem OH yaapsieT Meabto No Becam 1 JAET ee TOMy, OT KOro 0C-
BobGoXxaaeTcs, kak 6bl B ynnary.

lar nosicHsieT, 4To 006psan, TpebyeTcs Ans 0CcBOBOXAEHUS OT 06s3aTenbCcTBa, 3a-
KJTIOYEHHOro B TakoW e 06psaoBoi GopMe (3TO KOHEYHO, nexum), a Takxe B crydyae
NpUCYXAaeHus no cyaebHomMy ncky, a Huxe (Gai., 3, 175) nobasnseT 1 06593aTenbCTBO,
HaNoXeHHOe Ha HacnegHuka B dopme legatum per damnationem (nerat no NnpmMroBopy:
noHaTMEe damnatio — npepwecTBeHHUK condemnatio (< con-damnatio) u ynommHa-
emMoe B 3aaBieHUn OomKHMKA28), JoMKHNK OBaX4bl HA3bIBAET BECbl — U KaK MHCTPY-
MEHT ycTaHoBneHus obasartenscrtea’?®, n kak cpencTso ero npekpatieHus (primam

125 HezacnyXeHHO pacnpocTpaHeHHas B NepsBow nosioBuHe XX B. TPAKTOBKA ApPEBHENLIero 3ase-
waHma kak nerata (Legatentestament) He Bo3BbILaeT nerat 0o lex privata, a cBOAUT 3aBELLL@AHNE K CUHIY-
nspHoMy pacnopsixeHuto (cMm.: Lenel O. Deutung als bloBes Legatentestament // Essays in Legal History
/ ed. by P. Vinogradoff. Oxford, 1913. P. 126 sq. — Cm. Takxe: Kaser M. RPR. Bd. I. S. 107 A. 21: gpyras
nuteparypa).

126 Albanese B. Prospettive negoziali romane arcaiche... P. 122 sq.

127 Qnunin Tann, aBTop codnHeHms «O 3Ha4yeHuun cnos» B | B. [0 H. 3., Ha3blBaeT 3TOT 06pPSA, nexi
liberatio. Fest. (Lindsay, p. 160): Nexum est, ut ait Gallus Aelius, quodcumque per aes et libram geritur: id
quod necti dicitur. Quo in genere sunt haec: testamenti factio, nexi datio, nexi liberatio (<Nexum — 310, kak
roBopuT lann dnuin, Bce, 4TO COBEPLLAETCS C MeAbio M BeCaMu, TO, O HEM FOBOPST, “CBA3aHHbIE”. DTOT poa,
BKJIIOYAET B ce6q: COCTaBJieHMe 3aBellaHnd, otgadyy B nexum, ocsoﬁox,neHme oT nexum»).

128 11 npenTeya noHaTus obligatio: Cardilli R. ‘Damnatio’ e ‘oportere’ nell’obbligazione. P. 263 sqq.

129 B tekcTe s 3@ OCHOBHYIO NMPUHUMAETCS rMrnoTesa NpUCcyXaeHus rno pelueHuio cyaa (iudicatum).
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postemamaque), 4TO co34aeT TOT 06PAAOBLIV LMK, KOTOPbIA onpenenseT chepy gonra.
OT1a coepa ynpasngetcs nybanMyHbIM 3akoHOM (lex publica), B KOTOPOM Nerko y3Hartb
Haw Xl tab., 6, 1.

PazHoobpasHble GOpMbl MCMONL30BAHUS MaHUMNaUMU: C LIESbI0 OTHYXOEHUS,
C LLeSIblo MOPYYEHUS OTNYCTUTL paba Ha BOJIIO UM YCTAHOBUTb MHblE POPMbI KOHTPOSS
3a HOBbIM COOCTBEHHMKOM (prayLMapHOCTL), 3aBeLlaHme (1 npeglecTBoBaBLLAs eMY
dupyumapHasa ¢popma pacnopsixxeHma mortis causa), yCTaHOBJIEHME U MPEKPALLEHME
0693aTenbLCTBa, OTArOLLEHHOIO NEPCNEKTUBOM IMYHOM pacnpasbl (B GopMe HaNoXeHNs
pyKn), — BCE OHU HAaxoOaT OCcHOBaHMe B 3akoHe Xl Tabnuu, lex publica, o yem Hepeako
roeoputcs B pukcmpoBaHHoW BepbanbHol ¢popmyne (lex dicta), conpoBoxaatoLlen
obpan. YacrtHasi cpepa cama anennvpyet K rnybinyHOMY 3aKOHYy M oLllyluaeTt cebs
4acTbio My6MYHOro rnopsiaka.

§ 8. lus publicum kak HOpMaTUBHbIN KOHTEKCT YaCTHOW aBTOHOMUMU

14. CywecTBylOT CBUOETENLCTBA TOr0, YTO PUMJISHE MbIC/INAN HYACTHYKO aBTo-
HOMUIO UMEHHO B KOHTEKCTE OOLEKTUBHONM HopmMaTuBHOCTM'3C, obcyxnpas umnepa-
TUBHOCTb He B BUAe OaHasibHOM Onno3vumm 4aCTHOro BOJIEU3bSIBJIEHUS MYOJINYHOMY
3akoHy™' a kak 3aBUCUMOCTb MHAMBUAYATILHOV BOJIMA OT KOMMIO3ULMNA [JOrOBOPHOIMO
TMna wuam npearociaHHoN BOMEU3bSBICHUIO CTPYKTYPbl NPaBooTHOLWeHUs 32, Auc-
NO3UTMBHOCTb MPUHATO MOHMMAaTb KakK BblAESIEHNE YCMOTPEHUIO YaCTHbIX Nu1L, onpe-
neneHHon coepbl, cBOOOAHOW OT BMeLlaTeNbCTBA roCy4apcTBa, a MMNepaTtuBHOCTb
(ius cogens) — Kak yCTaHOBJIEHME FPaHuL, TaKOMy YCMOTPeHuo 33, COOTBETCTBEHHO
MHOIO4YMCEHHbIE YTBEPXAEHUS, YTO IOPUOMYECKME aKTbl YacTHbIX 1L, (pacta) He MoryT
HapyLaTb Ny6/MYHOE NpaBo, NOHMMAIOTCS KakK npeaesibl, NoCTaBIeHHble 3aKOHOM MHN-
LMATMBE YacCTHbIX INL: HEe KaK HEeBO3MOXHOCTb OMPEeAEeSIEHHOro coriawleHus, a kKak
ero 3anpet'*. Pap., 2 quaest. D. 2, 14, 38: lus publicum privatorum pactis mutari non
potest (NnpaBo, yCTaHOBEHHOE 3aKOHOM, HE MOXET OblTb MU3MEHEHO COrnalleHusiMm
yacTHbix nuy); Ulp., 3 opin. D. 50, 8, 2, 8: (lus rei publicae pacto mutari non potest
(npaBo rocypnapcTea HeNb3s U3MeHUTb cornaweHmnem); Ulp. 30 ad ed. D. 50, 17, 45, 1:
Privatorum conventio iuri publico non derogat (cornaweHne 4yacTHbIX INL, HE OTMEHSET
ny6avyHoe npaso)'3,

EcTb, ogHako, NpsiMble CBUAETENbCTBA NMOHMMaHUSA CaMUMN PUMCKUMW lOpUCTamMm
9TOI MakCUMbl Kak HeBO3MoxHocTu. Hanpumep, D. 2, 14, 28 pr (Gai., 1 ed. prov.):

Contra iuris civilis regulas pacta conventa rata non habentur: veluti si pupillus sine tutoris
auctoritate pactus sit, ne a debitore suo peteret...

Heq:)opmaanble comaweHud, npoTnBopedawme npasminamMm LUMBUIIbBHONO npaBa, He NMeKT
cunbl: HanpumMmep, ecnun ManoneTHun 6e3s OJJ.O6peHMFI OornekyHa 3akl4nT cornaweHune, 41o
OH He 6y,u,eT npeabaBndaTb TpeGOBaHI/Ie AOJDKHUKY...

180 O TeopeTN4ECKOot HEOBXOANMOCTY HOPMATUBHOW PeanbHOCTU: LUnpeuHAT A. M. MpuHumMn 006po-
coBecTHOCTU B K P® 1 cpaBHuTEnsHoe npaBoBeaeHne // Aequum ius. OT gpy3eii u konner Kk 50-netuto
npodeccopa . B. Joxaesa. M.: CtatyT, 2014. C. 235.

Bl O GaHanbHOoCTM rosoput M. Kasep: Kaser M. Der Privatrechsakt in der romischen
Rechtsquellenlehre. S. 108-109.

82 Cm.: Betti E. Der Typenzwang bei den romischen Rechtsgeschaften und die sogenannte
Typenfeiheit des heutigen Rechts // Festschrift fir L. Wenger. Bd. 1. Miinchen, 1944. S. 249 sq.

183 Cm., HanpuMep, B paMkax aBTopuTeTHewen pomanncTuku: Kunkel W. RPR. S. 55 sq; Kaser M.
RPR. Bd. I. S. 175; Schmidlin B. Die rémische Rechtsregeln. Kéln; Wien, 1970. S. 54.

184 Kaser M. Privatrechtsakt. S. 108 sq. (v ykasaHHas Tam nuteparypa).

85 Cm. Takxe: D. 2, 14, 27, 4; 11,7, 20; 27, 8, 1, 9; 38, 1, 42; 50, 17, 27; C. 6, 23, 13 (a. 294); PS. 1,
1,6.
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lal roBopuT, 4TO COornalleHne o HeB3biCkaHun gonra (pactum de non petendo),
3aK/Il04eHHOe ManofieTHMM 6e3 ofobpeHna onekyHa, He CO34acT OaXe 3KCLenumn
(exceptio pacti conventi), nockonbky oHO HapyLano 6bl NPaBUIo, N0 KOTOPOMY Mano-
NETHUM HE MOXEeT yxyAalaTb COOGCTBEHHOE MPaBOBOE MOMOXEHME, OTKAa3 Xe OT B3bl-
ckaHus (NyCTb BPEMEHHbIN) noaobeH npekpalweHuto oba3aTenbCcTBa, Ha 4To fmua
MYXCKOrO nona, COCTOsILLUME NoA ONeKow, He cnoCcoOHbl topuanyeckn. lam Huxe ao-
0aBNseT: «...BeAb U UCMOJIHATb B €ro nosib3y Henb3da 6e3 04006peHns onekyHa» (nam
nec solvi ei sine tutoris auctoritate potest). OgHako Takol akT He MMeeT Cusibl He MNo-
TOMY, YTO MPaBOMOPSAOK CTaBUT NMPeAesibl HAaCTHOMY BONIEU3BbANIEHMIO, @ MOTOMY, 4TO
3TO BOJSIEV3bABNEHNE HEAEEeCnoCOBHOro NMua: 370 IPUANYECKAs HEBO3MOXHOCTL 36,
a He orpaHuyYyeHue ANCro3NTUBHOCTH.

PaccmoTpum n Takoit Tekct D. 50, 17, 27 (Pomp., 16 ad Sab.)'™7:

CornalweHune 4acTHbIX UL, HE OOJMKHO 4TO-NMBO MEHATb HW U3 MPEeTOPCKOro, HU u3 Top-
XXeCTBEHHOro npasa, XoTd OCHOBaHue 06a3aTesIbCTB MOXHO M3MEHUTb MO COMALLIEHUIO U C S(D-
CbeKTOM Nno uMBUIbHOMY Mpaesy, N B CUNY SKCUENLUUN O 3aKMKOYEeHHOM cornateHnn: Tak Kak tmn
ncka, BBEAEHHbIN nndo 3akoHOM NnMdo NnpPeTopoMm, HeNb3d OTMEHUTb COorMmMalleHNAMN HaCTHbIX JINLL,
pa3Be 4TO OHU 3akKn4aT cornaweHne B MOMEHT npeabaBieHna NckKa.

30ecb MMNepaTtnBHOMY [OENCTBUIO MPETOPCKOro WM TOPXECTBEHHOro (ius
sollemne™8) npaBa MPOTMBOMNOCTABASETCH COMMalleHMe YacTHbIX nuu, (privatorum
conventio), koTopoe npekpallaeT 0683aTenbCTBO. PasnmMyeHne UMBUILHOIO U npe-
TOPCKOro npasa NpMBOAUT K TOMY, 4TO B PUMCKOM MpaBe 00s3aTefibCTBO MOXET OblTb
npekpaLLeHo MMbo B MatepuanbHOM CMbICNe — ipso iure (scil. civili), o UMBUABHOMY
npasy, NMb0O B npoLieccyarbHOM — ope execptionis (B cuny akcuenummn), co3aas npo-
LLeccyanbHOe BO3paxeHme Ha UCK Kpegutopa. B nocnegHem cnyyae gonr kak mare-
pranbHOE OTHOLLUEHWE COXPaHAETCs U KPeauTop OCTaeTCs KPpeauTopoM, HO ero Tpe-
6oBaHMe onpoBepraeTcs aKcUenuuen o0 COCTosBLLIEMCS cornailleHnmn (exceptio pacti
conventi), o 4em 1 roeopuTca B TekcTe. Takmm o6pasom, roeops o Tune mncka (modus
agendi)’®®, opucT obcyxgaeT He 3anpeT, OrpaHNYMBalOLMI CoOepXaHne YaCcTHOro
akTa, a QopmMbl 1 crnocobbl peann3daumn H4acTHOW aBTOHOMUU — HOPMATUBHYIO Ma-
TpuLy, napaanrMmy OCyLLECTB/IEHHNS] YACTHbIX MPaB; COINalleHNe CTOPOH, 3aK/II0HYEHHOE
B COOTBETCTBUM C MPAaBOBbIM MOPSAKOM, MPUBOAUT K UICKOMOMY PE3yJ/ibTaTy — rpekpa-
LjeHuto obsizatesibecTBa (No NPeTopckoMy UM No UMBUIIbHOMY Mpasy).

Peckpunt OuokneTtmaHa 294 r. TpakTyeT aKTUBHYIO 3aBellaTeslbHyl0 NpaBOCMo-
COBHOCTb Kak crneacTeue lex publica, Tak 4TO (HE)BO3MOXHOE HapyLLUEHME CO CTOPOHbI
4aCTHOIO ML OTHOCUTCSA K NOCSAraTenbCTBy Ha NOPSAA0K 1 MpaBoByD GopMy, KOTOpas
NMPOTUBOCTOUT TAKOMY YaCTHOMY akTy Kak nybanyHoe npaso.

C. 6, 23, 13 Diocl. et Maxim. AA. et CC. Euripidi:

Testandi causa de pecunia sua legibus certis facultas, non iurisdictionis mutare formam vel
iuri publico derogare cuiquam permissum est.

186 Cp.: Schmidlin B. Die romische Rechtsregeln. S. 58.

187 Nec ex praetorio nec ex sollemni iure privatorum conventione quicquam immutandum est, quamvis
obligationum causae pactione possint immutari et ipso iure et per pacti conventi exceptionem: quia
actionum modus vel lege vel per praetorem introductus privatorum pactionibus non infirmatur, nisi tunc,
cum inchoatur actio, inter eos convenit.

38 BpyHo LUMuanuH (Ibid. S. 48) co cebinkoit Ha hyHaaMeHTanbHbIV TPy dpnuxa (Ehrlich E. Beitrage
zur Theorie der Rechtsquellen. T. 1. Berlin, 1906. S. 104) noHMMaeT 3TO BbIpaXEHME Kak ykasaHue Ha nep-
BOHayasibHoOe ius civile.

39 MoanMHHOCTL TEPMUHOMOMMK NoATBEPXAIOT cnosa as (Gai., 4, 12): lege autem agebatur quique
modis (B popMe TOPXKECTBEHHbIX MCKOB MPOLECC Benn NaTbio cnocobamu). Yxe: Wlassak M. Romische
Prozessgesetze. Bd. . Leipzig, 1888. S. 123.
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OcHoBaHMe OJiF 3aBELLaHNs O CBOEM MMYLLECTBE — 3TO MPaBOMOYME, YCTaHOBJIEHHOE
onpeneneHHbLIMU 3aKkOHaMK, a MeHsiTb GOPMY IOPUCAMKLMN UK OTMEHsTb Ny6aMyHoe npaBo
He [LO3BOJIEHO HUKOMY.

BoipaxeHue iurisdictionis formam mutare™? acHo nokasbiBaeT, 4TO 06CyXaaeTcs
HeaonyCTUMOCTb HapPYLLIEHWs NpaBornopsika, KOTopbivi 0O6CIyXUBaeT cphepy 4acTHO-
npaBoBbIX aKToB, obecreymnBasi UX AEViCTBUTE/IbHOCTb W AeiCTBEeHHOCTb. Hepenku
BblpaxeHus «forma senatusconsulti», «forma constitutionum», «perpetuam formam
edicti» (C. 6, 46, 2, 1 (205); C. 7, 21, 4 pr (a. 228), ¢ koTopbiMK cHnmxatoT «forma
iuris» (C. 5, 31, 1 (a. 214); 4, 2, 1(a. 204)), ycmaTtpuBasi B 3TO ppas3eonorum oTCbisky
K ius publicum™'. EcTb npsaMoe CBUAETENbCTBO TOro, 4To KOnmaH CTaBuT BbipaxeHue
forma iuris B oanH psag ¢ ius publicum (Ulp., 35 ad ed. D. 26, 7, 5, 7): ut ait lulianus...
nemo enim ius publicum remittere potest huius modi cautionibus nec mutare formam
antiquitus constitutam («kak roopuTt KOnunaH... HAKTO Xe He MOXET OroBopkamu no-
nOo6HOro poga OTMEHUTb NyOMYHOE NPaBO UM U3MEHUTb U3APEBNE YCTAHOBJIEHHbIN
nopsaok»). 3aeck «forma constituta» — ato forma iuris civilis constituta, noaTBEpPX-
[EeHHasi CBOEN OPEeBHOCTbID HOpMa LMBUIBHOINO npasa, 4To 6AM3ko K ius sollemne
Momnonua n Cabuna B D. 50, 17, 27.

Knaccuku goHecnn oo Hac B cnoBax «forma iuris» 1 HeaBYCMbICIEHHOE yKa3aHue
1 Ha JoroeopHbI Tun (forma locati, mandati, depositi)142.

Ulp., 4 ad ed., D. 2, 14, 7, 15:

Ho n B Tom cnyyae, ecnu KT0-n1Mb0o 3akO4MT cornalleHne, 4Tobbl He NPenbsBAATbL Mcka
O NokKJyaxe, cornawlieHune, cornacHo nOMI'IOHI/IIO, ,D,el7|CTBI/ITeJ'IbHO. Takxe ecnm KTo-nmbo 3akao4nn
cornatlieHune, 4Tobbl Ha OCHOBaHMM MOKAXW oTBeYaTb 3a N06ON puck, NMOMNOHUIA TOBOPUT, YTO
cornalieHme MMeeT CUy 1N ero Kak 3ak/ilo4eHHOEe He B HapylleHne npaBoBown dopmbl cneayeTt
co6iopaTth 3.

Ctont noBTOpUTb, 4TO pactum (pactum conventum, condicio) un lex (lex
contractus) — cuHoHuMBI 4. Tak, lex commissoria npu Kynne-npogaxe — 370 pactum,
ycrioBMe, oroBopka, no KOTOPOW AOrOBOP BCTYMUT B CUY TOJIbKO C YNnaToOWl LLEHBI,
a pactum displiscentiae — ¢ MoMeHTa o0g06peHns KadecTsa ToBapa rnokynarenem s,
BbipaxxeHue lex contractus (D. 18, 1, 40 pr) npupasHuBaeT ero k pactum, a lex dicere —
K pactum est™®. Orosopku, yTOHHAKOLWIME, KOHKPETM3MPYIOWME 1N KOPPEKTMpYoLme

140 BripaxeHue iurisdictionis formam mutare BcTpedaeTcs Takke B D. 10, 2, 20 pr: imperitia, inquit,
coheredum iurisdictionis formam mutare non potuit (cnosa NanunHmnana); C. 2, 12, 3 (a. 204) secundum
formam iurisdictionis. — Cp.: formam iuris fiscalis B D. 2, 14, 42 pactis privatorum formam iuris fiscalis
convelli non placuit («<He npu3Han, 4To CornaleHUs MM YaCTHbIX NI, MOXHO HapyLNTb NosioxeHne opu-
CKanbHOrro npasa»).

41 Schmidlin B. Die rémische Rechtsregeln. S. 52.

42 Ulp. D. 24, 3, 7, 3: ex forma locationis; Cels. D. 17, 1, 48, 2: extra mandati formam; Paul. D. 17, 1,
46. — Cm.: Faletti L. Note sur I’emploi du terme forma dans les textes juridiques // Mélanges Paul Fournier.
Paris, 1929. P. 219 sq; Cardilli R. |l problema della resistenza del tipo contrattuale nel diritto romano tra
“natura contractus” e “forma iuris” // Modelli teorici e metodologici nella storia del diritto privato. Vol. 3.
Napoli, 2008. P. 1 sqq.; 28 sq.

143 Sed et si quis paciscatur, ne depositi agat, secundum Pomponium valet pactum. item si quis
pactus sit, ut ex causa depositi omne periculum praestet, Pomponius ait pactionem valere nec quasi contra
iuris formam factam non esse servandam.

144 CBssHOE U3NOXEHME ydeHna O maktax cM.: Kniitel R. Contrarius consensus. Kdln; Graz: Mohr,
1968. S. 61 sq.; 69 sq.

45 Cwm.: Joxaes [. B. KomuccopHas oroBopka npu 3anore: npobieMa COBMECTVMOCTU MPaBOBbIX
KoHCTpyKumin [2014] // EBponeiickas Tpaamums 4acTHOro npasa: UccnenoBaHns no PUMCKOMY U CPaBHU-
TensHomy npasy. T. 2. C. 37 cn.

146 CTOUT yunTbIBATL M MHOTO3HAYHOCTb TEpMUHA pactum. CMm. Bbille NpuM. 65.
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comepxaHue 0orosopa, nMmeHytoTes leges'™’. Tak, BappoH (Varro, de re rust., 2, 2, 5),
n3naraa obLime OCHOBbI KayTENAPHOW lopucnpyaeHumn anoxm Pecnybnvkn, 3aasnser,
YTO rmaBHas Ans CTOPOH HopMa — 3To lex contractus, TO, YTO OHWU NONOXUNN Ans cebs
camu: In emptionibus iure utimur eo, quod lex praescripsit («[1pn gorosopax Kynam
Mbl NOAYMHAEMCS TOMY NpaBy, KOTOPOe NPeAnnMCcaHo cornaweHnemM CTOpPoH»). MOXHO
ckasartb, 3TO anodeos AMCMo3nTMBHOCTU™E, Peub — O comepXxaHum AOrosopa, ero
KOHKPETHOM npeameTe, o6Len U KOHKPETHOM Lenn (kay3e), 3Ha4MMbIX OJ1i CTOPOH
06CTOATENLCTBAX, PEXMME OTBETCTBEHHOCTM M MPOYUX AeTansax, Kotopble n Gopmu-
PYIOT OOrOBOPHOE MPaBOOTHOLLIEHNE, KaK Mbl 9TO yXe BUOENUN NMPUMEHUTENbHO K lex
venditionis ™,

B 3HameHnuTOM TekcTte D. 50, 17, 23, roe YnbnuaH, nsanoxms obLine OCHOBbI O0-
rOBOPHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTM, obpallaeTcs K COrnaweHnsM CTOPOH 06 OrpaHn4eHumn
OTBETCTBEHHOCTMU:

D. 50, 17, 23 (Ulp., 29 ad Sab.):

<>

Ho 310 Tak, ecnu 4T0-nnbo He ObII0 OrOBOPEHO ChneLmansHO (6o 6onbLue, NGO MEHbLLE)
B OTAOEJ/IbHbIX OOroBOpax: Bedb 6yu,eT CO6J‘IIO£I,aTbCﬂ TO, O 4eM M3Ha4YaslbHO OOroBOPUINCb (Beﬂ,b
A0roBop gaet 3akoH [CTOpOHaM]), 3a Uckn4yeHmnem Toro, 4To Ll,eJ'IbC nonaraeT, 4TO He uMeeT
CWJibl, €C/11n AOroBoOpATCA, 4TOObI HE OTBEYaTh 3a YMblceﬂ...150

B Hayke HeT ycTonumMBoro noHmmaHug opasbl «legem contractus dedit».
leoprecky ! kputnkosan Anbdppena MaHurka 3a Takoe npodteHue: der Vertrag gibt
sich selbst sein Gesetz («...noroBop gaet cam cebe CBOWM 3aKOH»), ykasbiBasi, 4TO
contractus ctout 3mecb B poauTenbHOM nagexe (cp. lex contractus servabitur —
«0yneT cobnoaaTbCs 3akoH AoroBopar), 1 dpasy crnenyet nepeBoamTb Tak: «...[CTO-
POHbI] AAl0T 3aKOH A0roBOpPY».

OpgHako rnaron CTouT B €AUMHCTBEHHOM 4YKMCNEe, U €CNN 3aKOH AaeTcs AOroBopy,
TO npegnonaraeTcs gatenbHbI nagex (contractui)'®2, a He pooutenbHbiin. Mpeacrtas-
nsgetcd, 4to contractus sgecb — nognexawee (B MUMEHUTENbHOM Nagexe), Tak Kak
HMKaKOro MHOro OENCTBYIOLLErO Nvua B €UHCTBEHHOM 4YMCe B TEKCTE HeT, u dpasa
03HaA4aerT: «...J0roBOP AAeT 3aKOH [N CTOPOH]» 193,

Peuyb 0 TOM, 4TO pactum, 3aknO4YeHHbI NPY OCHOBHOM [O0roBope no Aodpoi co-
BecTu (initio [contractus]), — Tak Ha3dbiBaembli pactum in continenti (D. 12, 1, 40),

147 Mitteis L. Rémisches Privatrecht bis auf die Zeit Diokletians. Bd. |. Leipzig: Duncker & Humblot,
1908. S. 149 sq.

48 D. 16, 3, 1, 6 (Ulp., 30 ad ed.): Si convenit, ut in deposito et culpa praestetur, rata est conventio:
contractus enim legem ex conventione accipiunt («<Ecnu gorosopstcs, 4To6bl O AOrOBOPY NMOKAAXN Oblia
M OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 32 BUHY, COralleHne nMmeet cCuiy: Beb AOroBOpPbI MoJy4yatoT 3aKOH N3 COFJ'IaLueHI/ISI»).

149 Cm. Bblwwe, n. 7. Jo6asum k atomy: D. 19, 1, 53, 1 (Lab., 1 pith.); D. 19, 5, 12 (Proc., 11 epist.);
D. 18, 1,59 (Cels., 8 dig. (Q. Muc.)); D. 18, 1, 60 (Marcell., 6 dig.); D. 22, 1, 41, 1 (Mod., 3 resp).

150 Sed haec ita, nisi si quid nominatim convenit (vel plus vel minus) in singulis contractibus: nam hoc
servabitur, quod initio convenit (legem enim contractus dedit), excepto eo, quod Celsus putat non valere,
si convenerit, ne dolus praestetur...

51 Georgesco V. ‘Lex contractus’. Contribution a la théorie générale de I'acte juridique en droit
romain, in Etudes de philologie juridique et de droit romain. Bucarest; Paris, 1940. P. 276, nt. 1. — Peub
0 pabote: Manigk A. Privatautonomie // Festschrift Paul Koschaker. Bd. |. Weimar: Béhlau, 1939. S. 274.

52 Hanp.: 19, 1, 13, 26 (= Vat. 11): lex contractui. — CxogHas popmynuposka B: D. 2, 14, 7, 5: pacta...
quae legem contractui dant — «cornalueHus, KoTopble ONpeaengoT PEXnM A40rosopa» (LUT. HUXE).

153 3peckb HET NPOTMBOPEYMs C Tem, 4to B D. 16, 3, 1, 6 (UuT. Bbiie, NpUM. 148) — [OroBOPSbI «MO-
Ny4aloT 3aKOH 13 cornawleHnda [CTOpOH]»: Ba>KeH BbIXO4 3a PaMKN 3Ha4eHUHA «0roBopka» 1 BO3BbILLEHNE
KOMMNO3MLUMM MPaBOOTHOLLEHUS 00 YPOBHS lex, Koraa Moaenblo BbICTyrnaeT, KOHeYHOo, lex publica. Hapo nu
HanoMuHaTtb dopmyny cT. 1134 Kopekca HanoneoHa (yTpadeHHyto B 2016 1), rae 4OroBop BO3BEOEH B 3a-
KOH (loi) onsa CTOPOH.
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ckasblBaeTCs Ha coaep>XxaHum ncka (ex parte actoris — Ha CTopoHe nctua), T. €. BXOAUT
B 0053aTeNbCTBO, @ HE MPOCTO MOPOXAAET SKCLEMLMIO.

D.2,14,7,5 (Ulp., 4 ad ed.):

Mopon xe [cornaweHune] obpadyeT cam uck (format ipsam actionem), kak B dopmynax
no o6po COBECTM: BeOb Mbl MPUBBLIKAM FOBOPUTb, 4YTO HedopmabHble cornawleHus (pacta
conventa) BxogaT B GopMysibl UCKOB Mo Ao0poi coBecTn. Ho 3To HaA0 NoHUMaTb Tak, YTO ecnu
cornaweHus nobaeneHbl cpasdy xe (in continenti), To OHM OENCTBYIOT Aaxe Ha CTOPOHE UCTua
(ex parte actoris); ecnu xe no npowwecTsum BpeMmeHu (ex intervallo), To He BXOAAT, He LENCTBYIOT,
€Cnv NogaeT UCK, 4ToObl [He Nony4Ynnochk Tak, 6yaro] 3 NPOCTOro cornalleHnst BO3HMKan 6bl UCK.

<>

Mpon3BoauTb AencTeme Ha CTOPOHE ucTua (ex parte actoris) — 3Ha4YUT GopMun-
poBaTb CoaepXaHue 1cka, B KOTOPOM MNPOSBASETCH MaTepuasibHOe NpaBoOOTHOLLEHNE
CTOpPOH. OrpaHMYeHNEM BbICTYMAET TO, YTO BbIXOAUT 3a paMkmM AOrOBOPHOro TMna, 4To
BblpaXkaeT NOHATUE «MPUPOAbI A0roBOpa» nnn «popMbl nNpasa».

MpuMepbl TaKoMy NMoAxXo4y MHOro4YUceHHb! %4, ManuHuaH, paccmarpusas cneum-
duryeckoe cornalleHne CTOPOH npu gorosope noknaxu (Pap., 9 quaest. D. 16, 3,
24), korga CTOPOHbI OOFOBOPUAMCH O BO3BPALLEHMN HE TOW XK€ Belm, a Takoro xe
konundyecTtBa (ut tantundem solveretur convenit), roBopuTt, 4TO AEN0 BbLIXOOUT 3a XO-
pOLIO M3BECTHblE paMKu AoroBopa xpaHeHusa (egreditur ea res depositi notissimos
terminos), a 3atem — obpawasacb K COrNalleHnto CTOPOH O MPOLEHTax, AeNnaeT ABa,
Kasanochk Obl, B3aMMOUCKJIOHAOLNX 3aktodeHns. KOpUCT 3aaBASET, YTO B OTCYTCTBUE
NpPOCPOYKN MCTpeboBaHME MNPOLLEHTOB «MNPOTMBOPEYUT OCHOBaM A06pPOM COBECTU
n npupoae noknaxm» (contra bonam fidem et depositi naturam), a 3atem roBopuT, 4TO
€CNN CTOPOHbI YCIOBUINCb O MNPOLEHTax Npu caMoM 3aks4eHun gorosopa (ab initio
de usuris praestandis convenit), 3akoH goroBopa aosxeH cobnoaatees (lex contractus
servabitur) 193,

MoHaTne ¢opmbl AOoroBopa WaM ero nNpMpoabl MOXET MMETb BMOJIHE MPOYHbIE
KopHK. Tak, obcyxaas oonycTMMOCTb AOroBOpa TOBAPULLECTBA, B KOTOPOM Y4aCTHUK
Mor Obl 6bITb OCBOOOXAEH OT YOLITKOB MPU COXPaHeHUU Npubbin, KBMHT Myuuii no-
cuyuTan Takoe cornaweHune (talem pactionem) BcTtynawowmm B NPOTUBOPEYME C «MPU-
poaon [oroegopa ToBapuLLecTsa» (contra naturam societatis). MHcTuTyunm KOcTnHraHa
(I. 3, 25, 2), coobuias HEM3BECTHYIO MHAYe MO3ULMIO BEIMKOIO OPUCTa, IBHO CoXpa-
HUNW TEPMUHOTMIO opurvHana (arg. ex pactio), Tak 4to cnosa «natura societatis» cne-
OyeT cunTaTb BOCXOOSAWMMU K NOASIMHHUKY |l B. 0O H. 3. OTK CNoOBa MOXHO COMM3UTb
c BblpaxeHuem «figura negotii» paHHero LUuuyepona (Cic., de inv., 1, 41) n coenatb
BbIBOZ, 4TO MPUHUMUMbI, HA KOTOPbIX M3Ha4anbHO GOPMMPOBANIOCH PUMCKOE Mpaso,
OblSIM OCMbIC/IEHbI N 3aKPeneHbl B 3NoXy CTaHOBIEHUS IOPUANYECKON HAayKn 1 onpe-
OeNVn ganbHENWnin Nporpecc 3ToM NPaBOBOM CUCTEMBI.

3aknuyeHue

rlpoaHaJ'II/I3I/IpOBaHHbIe Matepualibl He nNoATBepP>XA4alT 3aBUCMMOCTb 4aCTHOMN aB-
TOHOMUN OT I'Iy6J'II/I‘-IHOFO NCTOYHUKaA: gonyweHnda 4aCTHOro yCMoOTpeHUda CO CTOPOHbLI
I'Iy6J'II/IHHOI7I BNacCTn He NpouncxoanT, HanpoOTUB, YaCTHble aKTbl Y CAEJIKW COCTaBJISdIOT
cozepxxaHue npaBoBoi cucTeMbI. YCTaHOBNEHWEe BELLHOro obpemMeHeHus, 3aBeLlaHne,
yCTaB KoJJiermn m 0093aTenbCTBO HaxogdaT OCHOBaHue 1 rnpm3HaHne B I'Iy6J'II/IHHOM 3a-
KOHe — npaBonopsiake, obbeanHsaowem obuiecTtso (lex publica).

54 Rotondi G. Natura contractus // BIDR. 24. 1911. P. 5 sqq.
155 lo6asum ctoga v cnosa ManuHnanxa (D. 2, 14, 7, 5) 0 BbIxoAe 3a pamKy NMPUPObl JOroBopa Kyrim
extra naturam contractus. Cm. yxe: D. 18, 1, 72 pr (Pap., 10 quaest.).
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«OTpaxxeHHoe [encTBMe» BELLHbIX OroBopok (leges mancipio dictae), no bex-
MaHHy, NMOKa3blBAET, YTO YaCTHas BOMd, YacTHoe pacnopsikeHue (lex privata) asns-
IOTCA 9NIEMEHTOM HOPMAaTUBHOW CUCTEMbI: ero lopuagmndeckmii adpdekT cornacoBaH
C HOPMAaTMBHbLIM KOHTEKCTOM M OTBEYAET OEelCTBUI0 OObEKTMBHOW HOPMbI Npaea, oT-
paxeHHOo B nybnnyHoM npaee (lex publica). MmeHHO 3TO B3anmopeiicTeume lex publica
n lex privata HagensieT akT cuMNon co3gaBaTtb U UBMEHATb CyObeKTMBHbIE MpaBa, OHO
M OenaeT YaCTHYKO BOJIKO MpaBOBOV BOJIEV W BbICTYMAET €€ onpeneseHneM, oTnmyas
HeOodOPMJIEHHbIE XeNaHus, NOOYXXAEHWs, NMAaHbl U MEYTbl OT IOPULMNYECKN 3HAYMMOIO
BOJIEHUS, MHTENPMPOBAHHOIO B CMCTEMY MNpaBa.

JonyuwieHne cobBCTBEHHMKA K FOCMOACTBY Haj, BELUbIO OTKPbIBAET M BO3MOX-
HOCTb PacCrMOPSXEHUS KakK 3HA4YMMOro OJi TPETbUX ML, BOJNEU3BLABNEHUS, TakK 4TO
abCONIOTHbLIN XapakTep OTHOLUEHUS BblpaXaeTCsl He TOJIbKO B UCKIOHEHUN APYTnX L,
OT CBI3M C BeLLblO, HO U B rOCMOACTBE Ha/ Bellblo '%8: BnacTHaa nosuums npegnonaraeT
1 CrnocobHOCTb onpeaensaTb cyabOy Belln, 3aaaBaTb € NpaBoBOM pexum (lex) cylue-
CTBOBaAHWS, CBA3bIBAIOLLNI NOCTOPOHHUX Kak 3aBUCUMbIX OT 0ObekTa NuL,.

lMpoTuBOpeyYne mexay 4aCcTHbIM POM3BOJIOM U MyO6INYHOV opraHu3auneri ooLye-
CcTBa MpeacTaBasieTcs HaAyMaHHbIM. 4acTHasi BOJISS CTAHOBUTCS OOLLECTBEHHO 3Ha-
YUMOW 1 0J1y4aeT rnpaBOBOV XapakTep, TOJIbKO OyayYu WHTErpupoBaHHOVW B HOP-
MaTuBHbIVI KOHTEKCT, KOTOPbIA M coobLiaeT eri HeobXxoAnMbIi MOMEHT BCEOOLLEro,
AaBasi eyi onpeaesieHne Kkak Boau (npaBoBOro siBJIEHWS), OT/iM4asi ee OT rpon3BoJia.
MopnvHHaa OUCNO3UTUBHOCTb YCMATPUBAETCH B 3aBMCMMOCTM YaCTHOIO BOJIEN3bSIB-
NIeHNs OT MaTpuLbl TUMN3UPOBAHHbLIX N OTBEYaLWLMX HOpMe coaepxaHui (forma iuris,
natura contractus), B To BpemMsi kak HapylleHne nogobHon HopMbl Oka3biBaeTcs nmbo
HEBO3MOXHbIM (BOMSI OCTaeTcsd HaeAuMHe C cOoOol BHE NMPaBOBOro nonsg), nMbo yxe
nPeayCMOTPEHHLIM HOPMOWM CUEHapUeEM, MoydYass 3HA4YEHME ChneumanbHOro coaep-
XaHWs OOoroBopa WM UCKIIOYEHUS B NOPSAKE OrpaHUYEeHUs npasa OgHOW M3 CTOPOH
(ope exceptionis).

CTtatbs noctynuna B pegakumio 30 nioHsa 2024 .
PekomeHpoBaHa k nevatn 18 oktabpsa 2024 r.

Lex privata and lex publica: Private autonomy and objective normativity
D. V. Dozhdev

For citation: Dozhdev D.V. 2024. Lex privata and lex publica: Private autonomy and objective
normativity. Pravovedenie 68 (4): 444-481. https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu25.2024.401 (In Russian)

The phenomenon of “private legislation” (lex privata) is usually discussed as a historically con-
ditioned practice, presenting the emerging political unity of the Roman city (civitas, res publica)
as the antithesis of private autonomy. This interpretation should be refuted, as the public rec-
ognition and confirmation of acts of private legislation in the laws of the Twelve Tables — “ita ius
esto” (5, 3; 6, 1 and 8, 27) testify of an opposite. The private sphere turns out to be the content
of the public sphere, finding in it not a limitation, but a source of recognition and normative defi-
nition, without which the private act does not receive the necessary moment of the general, of
the universal, endowing it with a legal dimension. In the paper various manifestations of private
lexin Roman law are discussed: leges mancipi, testamentum, legatum, lex contractus. The res-
ervations to the act of mancipatio are recognized as enforced by the Law of the Xl Tables 6, 1.
Their in rem effect is traced, which is determined by usual consequences of mancipatio, as
well as their subsequent replacement by reservations to the contract of purchase (leges ven-

56 Bucher E. Normsetzungsbefugnis. S. 153. — Cwm. yxe: Jhering R., von. Passive Wirkungen der
Rechte. S. 387, 392.
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ditionis). The understanding of reservations to the mancipatio as means of creation of a legal
regime for a thing (lex fundi, lex aedii, lex praedii) by the autonomous discretion of a private
person is criticized, and their qualification as an act of establishing an easement or other prop-
erty encumbrance is supported. Roman lawyers obviously discussed the issue of competition
between private discretion and public order, specific interest and general norm. The relation-
ship between private will and public regulation in relation to the charter (lex) of the collegium is
traced, and the norm of the XlI Tables 8, 27 is reconstructed with the “ita ius esto” disposition.
An appeal to testamentary dispositions shows that Roman law envisaged the basis for their
legal force in public law. The article analyzes various contexts of the maxim “private agree-
ments and acts of disposal cannot change the public order” and draws a conclusion about the
semantics of ius publicum in the advanced opposition. It is noted that the Roman legal culture
was aware of the importance of the normative context and the matrix of normative definitions
for the validity and effectiveness of private expression of the individual will. lus cogens versus
ius dispositivum arrangements are in the focus of a study. Agreements implementing disposi-
tive regulation (pacta, leges, condiciones) are integrated into the normative definitions of the
private sphere (forma iuris, natura contractus) and endow the idea of public law (ius publicum)
with the meaning of a norm of general application. The analyzed materials do not confirm the
dependence of private autonomy on a public source: there is no admission of private discretion
from the part of public authority; on the contrary, private legal acts and transactions constitute
the content of a known legal system. The establishment of a property encumbrance (servitus,
ususfructus), a will (testamentum), a charter of a collegium and an obligation find their roots
and recognition in public law — the legal order that unites a society (lex publica).

Keywords: private autonomy, public law, private law, convention, lex privata, lex mancipi, lex
contractus, pactum, forma iuris, natura contractus.
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