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Bonpexu ynuguxauuu kpumepuel dozo6oproit ombBemcmBennocmu 6 yueruu nandex-
mucmoGB 6 Beauxux KOOUPUKAUUAX HAUUAOC MECTO DAL Yuema UHOUGUDYArbHDIX 0CO-
berrocmert dorxxHuxa 6 omdervrorx Gudax obazamervcmb, wmo Bocxodum k kraccuue-
ckotl kamezopuu «diligentia quam suis» — ocmompumervrocmu kax 6 omroweriiu c6oux
Gewyeti. Kamezopusa poxxdaemcs 6 xode noremuxit 0 G03MOKHOCIU PACULUPUINEADHOZO
moaxoBarus dolus (ymvicaa) xax xkpumepus 6mererus no 0ozo6opy noxaaxu 6 npo-
KyAuarckoti wxore lex ‘quod Nerva’ (D. 16, 3, 32). Anarus nodxodo6 x dozoBoprori
omBemcmBernocmu 3a ymoicea (Proc. D. 18, 1,68, 1-2; Nerat.in D. 19, 1, 13, 14) pac-
KpotBaem duanazon mpaxmoGku ymolcAd 6 NPOKYAUAHCKOU UKOAE, KOMOPbLLl GKAIOHAA
U CO3HAMEAVHOE HEUCTOAHEHUE 2apaHmuiinozo obssamervcmba, u oomar 6 ommoue-
Huw 00vema ucnoanenus. Dxsezeza D. 16, 3, 32 ne nodmbepxdaem nonumanus «culpa
latior» xax omHOCUMeAbHO20 YMbLCAG, NPEIAOKeHH020 ABCIPULICKUMU DOMAHUCTAMU
6 1970-x—1980-x z2. eavc He peasmuBusupyem ymoice, Ho Boicmpaubaem abcmparxm-
Hottl u 0606ugerHbil Kpumepuil Hapywerusfides (fraude non caret) xkax ypo6us omBem-
cmBennocmu 6 06opome, opueHmupoBarHoz0 Ha HOPMarvHozo (MPUpodrozo ) uerobexa.
pu 3mom donyckaemes onpaBdariie, ucxodsduyee us uHOUGUIYarvHoz0 00paza deticmBuil
dorsxruxa (suus modus ), umo npedBocxuugaem coBpemertivie nodxodvL.

Hactosiwas cratbs NOArOTOBAEHA B PaMKax BbIMOAHEHWS FOCYAAPCTBEHHOIO 3aAaHNs, yTBEPXKAEHHO-
ro MccnepoBatenbCKOMy LEHTPY yacTHoro npasa uM. C.C. AnekceeBa npwu MpesunaeHte PO (Homep
Hay4HO-uUccAepoBaTeENbCKON paboTbl B ETUCY HUOKTP 122040500017-5).
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Despite the unification of the criteria of contractual liability in the teachings of pan-
dectists, in the great European codifications there remained an account of the individ-
ual specifics of the debtor in certain types of obligations. That approach goes back to the
classical category of diligentia quam suis — diligence as to one’s own things. The catego-
ry was born in the course of controversy about the possibility of a broad interpretation
of dolus (intention) as a criterion for the imputation under a depositum contract in
the Proculian school (lex ‘quod Nerva’ — D. 16, 3, 32). Analysis of approaches on con-
tractual liability for intent (Proc. D. 18, 1, 68, 1-2; Nerat. In D. 19, 1, 13, 14) reveals
the range of interpretation of dolus in the Proculian school, which included conscious
failure to fulfill warranty as well as deception regarding the scope of execution. The
exegesis of D. 16, 3, 32 does not support the understanding of “culpa latior” as a rela-
tive dolus, proposed by Austrian scolars in the 1970s—1980s. Celsus does not relativize
dolus, but builds an abstract and general criterion for violation of fides (“fraude non
caret”) as a level of responsibility in civil turnover oriented towards a normal (natu-
ral) person. At the same time, justification is allowed, if based on the debtor’s individ-
ual mode of action (suus modus), which anticipates modern approaches.

Keywords: contractual liability; fraudulent intent; willful misconduct; dolus; fault;
culpa; negligence; standard of care; level of care like in one’s own affairs; diligence of
a prudent housekeeper; Pandect law; usus modernus pandectarum; Roman law; Roman
jurisprudence; comparative law.
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1. VHUOUKALIMS KPUTEPMEB BMEHEHMS B HOBOE BPEMS
1 OTCTYIIAEHUSI B [TIOAB3Y MHAMBUAYAABHOTO ITOAXOAA (CULPA IN CONCRETO)

VTBepsKACHNME B EBPOIICVICKILX ITPABONOPSIAKAX ITPEACTABACHIST 00 OOBEKTHBHOM XapaK-

TEPE BMHDI 3aKOHOMEPHO COITPOBOIKAAAOCH BHIABVOKEHMEM CAMHOTO CTAHAAPTA OCMOTPM -

TeABHOCTH (3260TABOCTIL) — «OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH 3a00TAMBOTO TAABbI cemericTBay (dili-
gence du bon pére de famille), socxopsayen x diligentia diligentis patris familias pumckoro
npasa nan K culpa levis, Gosee pacIipocTpaHEHHON B YIEHMSX USUS MOerNUS M TAHACKTU-

cruke XIX B. Heemorpst Ha korcoanpanmro kpurepnst susst (art. 1137 OI'KY, § 276 ITV?,

1

Code civil, art. 1137: L'obligation de veiller a la conservation de la chose, soit que la convention n’ait
pour objet que I'utilité de I'une des parties, soit q’elle ait pour objet leur utilité commune, oblige
celui qui en est chargé a apporter tous les soins d’un bon pére de famille.

065s13aTeAbCTBO 3a60TUTLCS O COXPAHHOCTH BELLM, MPEANOAAraeT AU COralleHUe BbiroAy TOAbKO
OAHOV CTOPOHbI MAM BbIroay 06emx, 0653bIBaeT TOro, Ha KOro OHO BO3AAraetcs, MPUAOXKUTbL BCE YCU-
WS MOPSIAOYHOIO raBbl CemelicTaa.

MNocae pedopmbl 2016 1. AOrOBOPHasA OTBETCTBEHHOCTb PETYAMPYETCS MOAOXEHWUAMU ABYX CTaTew,
B KOTOPbIX HApPsAY C BUHOM, COCTOALLEN B MPUUMHEHWM, NPEAYCMATPUBAETCS Y BUHA 3@ YNYLLEHUS.
Code civil (2016), art. 1240: Tout fait quelconque de I’'homme, qui cause a autrui un dommage,
oblige celui par la faute duquel il est arrivé a le réparer.

Ar0b0o€e AeHiCTBUE UEAOBEKA, KOTOPOE MPUYUHUAO BPEA APYroMY, 005I3bIBAET TOr0, M0 YbeH BUHE OH
HacCTymnuA, ero BO3MeCTUTb.

Art. 1241: Chacun est responsable du dommage qu’il a causé non seulment par son fait, mais
encore par sa négligence ou par son imprudence.

Ar0b60¥ oTBEYaEeT 3a BPeA, KOTOPbIH OH MPUYUHUA HE TOAbLKO CBOMM AEHCTBUEM, HO U CBOEN HEOCMO-
TPUTEABHOCTBIO MAU HEOCTOPOXHOCTBHO.

§ 276 BGB [Haftung fiir eigenes Verschulden]

(1) *Der Schuldner hat, sofern nicht ein anderes bestimmt ist, Vorsatz und Fahrlassigkeit zu vertreten.
2Fahrlassigkeit handelt, wer die im Verkehr erforderliche Sorgfalt auer Acht ldsst. *Die Vorschrift-
en der §§ 827, 828 finden Anwendung.

OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3@ BUHY

(1) AoNKHUMK OTBEYAET, €CAU HE YCTaHOBAEHO MHOE, 3@ YMbICEA M HEOCTOPOXHOCTb. AEHCTBYEeT HEOCTO-
POXHO TOT, KTO NpeHebperaeT 3ab0TAMBOCTbIO, KOTopas Tpebyetcs B 06opote. COOTBETCTBEHHO MpU-
MeHsTCS npeanucaHus §§ 827 n 828.

MNocne pedpopmbl 2002 r. Ha3BaHWe COOTBETCTBYIOLLEro naparpada Y yxe He ynoMuHaeT BuHy (Ver-
schulden) 1 NpsMOo yKa3blBaeT Ha BO3MOXHOCTb BOAEE CTPOroM AWM MATKOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTU B 3aBU-
CUMOCTM OT COAEPXaHUs 0b6si3aTenbCTBa.

§ 276 BGB 2002 [Verantwortlichkeit des Schuldners]

(1) Der Schuldner hat Vorsatz und Fahrldssigkeit zu vertreten, wenn eine strengere oder mildere
Haftung weder bestimmt noch aus dem sonstigen Inhalt des Schuldverhéltnisses, insbesondere aus
der Ubernahme einer Garantie oder eines Beschaffungsrisikos, zu entnehmen ist. Die Vorschriften
der §§ 827 und 828 finden entsprechende Anwendung.

(2) Fahrlassig handelt, wer die im Verkehr erforderliche Sorgfalt auer Achtlésst.
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb AONKHUKA

(1) AoAMKHUMK OTBEYaeT 3a YMbICEA M HEOCTOPOXHOCTb, ECAM Boaee cTporasi A boree Msrkasi oTBeT-
CTBEHHOCTb NPSIMO HE ycTaHOBAEHa AMBO HE BbITEKAET U3 MHOIO COAEpPXKaHUsI 06513aTeAbCTBA, B OCO-
BEHHOCTM M3 NPEAOCTaBAEHUS rapaHTUU AU U3 pUCKa MPUOBPETEHUS ONPEAEAEHHOrO rnpeaMeTa.
COOTBETCTBEHHO NMPUMEHSAIOTCA NpeanucaHmsa §§ 827 n 828.

(2) AericTByeT HEOCTOPOXHO TOT, KTO npeHebperaet 3a60TAMBOCTbIO, KoTopas Tpebyetcsi B ob6opoTe.
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cp.1. 1 cr. 401 I'K POY), Beayigne rpaskpanckme KoaeKehl XIX B AOITyCKaAM TAKSKE OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTb TI0 CTAHAAPTY 3abomaubocmu kax o cBoux derax (Bewyax), yaepskusast
Hapsay ¢ aberpaktabim (culpa in abstracto) kputepuem BMEHEHMs1, OPUEHTUPOBAH-
HBIM Ha HEeK1i 0011 YPOBEHb HEOCTOPOSKHOCTH (OCMOTPUTEABHOCTI), 1 BMEHEHME 110
UHAMBUAYaABHBIM mepKam (culpa in concreto), KOTOPOE He TIPEATIOAATaeT KaKoro-Anbo
0000IIJeHHOTO CTaHAAPTA M HE OPUEHTUPOBAHO HI Ha KAKOW KPUTEPUIA, IIPUHUMAST 32
U3BUHSTIOIME OOCTOSITEABCTBA CIIEUUPUKY OTAEABHOTO UCIIOAHUTEAST (AOASKHMKA).
Taxossr oaoskennst PI'K o moxkaaske B 1804 1. (B 2016 t. craThst He MEHSIAACD).

Art. 1927:

Le dépositaire doit apporter, dans la garde de la chose déposée, les mémes
soins qu'il apporte dans la garde des choses qui lui appartiennent.

Xpanumenv dorxen npuroxume 6 omuouernuu coxpanrocmu Gewu, npu-
HAMOUL Ha XPpareHue, me ke YCUAUS, KOmopole OH npurazaem 6 omuoutenuu
coxpanrocmu Bewgeil, KOmopote emy npurHadiexan.

B nraapsrckom Ipaskparckom xopexkce 1942 r. obmmit KpuUTepuil OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTM IO MOAEAU paanTeabroro xossmua (buono padre di famiglia — art. 1176) Boc-
IIPOMBBOAUTCS M IIPUMEHUTEABHO K IIOKAASKE, BKAOUas 6e3BosmespHyo (art. 1768y,
xots B Koaexce 1865 1., ouens 6anskom k Koaexcy Hamoaeona, coorsercrnyromast
cr. 1843 mpepyemaTpusasa Aast AFO6OTO XpaHUTEAST OOSIBAHHOCTD IIPUAOSKUTD K OXPa-
HE B3sITHIX HA XPAHEHME BEIell «\OCMOTPUTEABHOCTD, KAKYIO OH IIPUAATAET K OXpa-
He cOOCTBEHHBIX BEIJET»,

[TaHAEKTMCTIKA HE CKPBIBAAZ OTPULATEABHOTO OTHOLIEHWMS K culpa in concreto,
1 oHa He Oblaa portyigena B repssii mpoekT [T'Y Bruaamarisom, kotopsmit yangugmpo-

MonoxeHWs § 827 cHUMatOT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb C AULL, MPUUMHMBLLMX BPEA B 6ECCO3HATEABHOM COCTOSI-
HWU UAK B COCTOSHUM BOAE3HEHHOTO PACCTPOMCTBA NCUXMUECKOM AESTEABHOCTU, UCKAKOUAIOLLLEM CBO-
60AHOE BOAEU3bABAEHUE, @ § 828 - C MANOAETHUX: AO CEMU AET BOBCE, @ C CEMM AO AECATU — ECAU
AMLIO HE OCO3HABAAO CBOEM OTBETCTBEHHOCTU. O6a NOAOXKEHWS UCXOAAT U3 KAHTUAHCKOW TEOPUK O CBO-
60AHOM BOAEU3bABAEHWM Kak OCHOBaHWM yuyacTus B 060poTe U HECEHWSA OTBETCTBEHHOCTU. CM.: Scher-
maier M.J. Verantwortlichkeit des Schuldners // Historisch-Kritischer Kommentar zum BGB / Hrsg.
von M. Schmdckel, J. Rickert, R. Zimmermann. Tibingen, 2003. Bd. Il. T. 2. S. 1134 sq., 1156 sq.

B 'K PCOCP 1922 r. BUHa Kak yCAOBUE OTBETCTBEHHOCTU HE YNOMUHAAACb (OHa NOSABUTCA AULLb
B CT. 222 K 1964 r.): 3aKOH NPOCTO ycTaHaBAUBaA 0683aHHOCTb AOAKHUKA BO3MECTUTb KPeAUTOpY
YObITKW, NPUUYMHEHHBbIE HEMCMOAHEHWEM (CT. 117), 1 0CBOBOXAAA €r0 OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTU MPH YCAO-
BWU, ECAU AONKHUK «AOKAXET, UTO HEBO3MOXHOCTb MCMOAHEHWSA 06YCAOBAEHA 0OCTOATEALCTBOM, KOTO-
POro OH He MOT NPEAOTBPATUTb, AMBO co3AaNaCh BCAEACTBHE YMbICAA MAM HEOCTOPOXHOCTU KPEAMTO-
pa» (c1. 118). Mo CTPYKType 3TO peryavpoBaHue npeaBocxvilaet cT. 401-404 MK 1994 r., ob6xoaAch
6€3 ynoMUHaHWSA BUHbI AOANKHMKA (YMbICA@ M HEOCTOPOXHOCTH), Kak 1 ee npedymnuuu (n. 2 ct. 401),
N0 COAEPXAHUIO — CAEAYET AOCTUXKEHUSAM NMAHAEKTUCTUKM.

B AeicTBylOWEM UTAAbSHCKOM NpaBe AWLb B Koaekce 0 NepeBo3Kax AAS AWML, NMPEAAOXMBLLETO
Noe3AKy Ha MalluHe U3 BEXAMBOCTU, OTBETCTBEHHOCTb OrPaHUYMBAETCS YMbICAOM U rpyboit HeocTo-
pOXHOCTbIO (art. 414, 949).
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BaA €AVMHBIV KPUTEPUIA BMEHEHW Ha YPOBHe culpa levis umeHHO ¢ Tem, 9T06b! yeTpa-
HWUTD HEPABHOE OTHOLIEHWME K IIOBEPEHHOMY 1 0€3B03ME3AHOMY XPaHuTeAIo . B ep-
BoMm 1ipoexre diligentia quam suis (MAM quam in suis) IIPEAYCMATPUBAAACH AVIIID AAST
AOTOBOPA TOBApHILECTBa (3A€Ch ABTOPUTET PUMCKOTO IIPABA U 1S COMIMUNE He TIOLIAT-
nyacs). Aast obiger: cobersernoctn (Motive, 11, 678) culpa in concreto 6piaa mckaro-
geHa, Kak U Aas omexu (Motive, IV, 1175-1176).

OAHAKO MEPECMOTP TIEPBOTO IIPOEKTA B FEPMAHMUCTUIECKOM AYXE 3ATPOHYA 1 HAITI
uncturyT: diligentia quam suis Gpiaa Bo3BpameHa Kax culpa in concreto B Hopmy § 690,
peryaupyiomyyio 6e3s03me3pAHoe XpaHenue Bo Bropom mpoexte ITY co cepiakon Ha
06bI4an 3eMeAb, OIIBIT IIPYCCKOTO M CAKCOHCKOTO YAOSKEHMIAL,

§ 690 [Haftung bei unentgeltlicher Verwahrung]:

Wird die Aufbewabrung unentgeltlich iibernommen, so bat der Verwabrer
nur diejenige Sorgfalt einzustehen, welche er in eigenen Angelegenbeiten anzu-
wenden pflegt.

Ecau noxaaxa 6e3603me3dna, xpanumerv ombeuaem moivko 3a maxyro
mepy 3abomaubocmu, xaxyro on nposbasem 6 cobcmbermvix derax.

ITocaeAyioIgme KOMMEHTATOPBI OTMEYAAY OYEBUAHOE OTCTYIIACHME OT AOCTHKE-
HUT ITAHACKTUCTUKI B IIOAB3Y CPEAHEBEKOBBIX YCTaHOBOK?:. COBpEeMEHHbIC KPUTM-
kn § 690, KaK M MX IIPEAIIECTBEHHUKY, CIUTAIOT, 4TO HOPMA CO3AAET IPEUMYILeCTBa
AAST HEOPESKHBIX 1 HEOCMOTPUTEABHBIX AOAYKHWUKOB, 4 TAKYKE BBI3BIBACT IIPOOACMBI
C AOKa3BIBAHMEM’.

Cxopnbim o6pazom 38yanT n 1t 3 cr. 891 ['K PO («Obs3arn0CTS XpannTeast obe-
CIICINTD COXPAHHOCTD Berym» ): «Ecan xpaHeHme ocyIgecTBAsIeTcs: 6e3BO3ME3AHO, Xpa-
HUTEADb 00s13aH 3a00TUTHCS O IIPUHSITON HAa XPAHEHNME Bely He MeHee, 4eM O CBOUX
Bergax». aest HeAOIyIeHms HeOPEesKeHMsT Ty>KUM UMYIIECTBOM CHOPMYAMPOBAHA
3A€CH, OAHAKO, HE KaK MUHIUMYM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, a KaK TPeOOBaHMe K ITPOSIBACHUIO
IIOBBIIIICHHOTO YPOBHST 3200TBL.

1 Protokolle der Kommission flr die zweite Lesung des Entwurfs des Blirgerlichen Gesetzbuches. Bd. II:
Recht des Schuldverhaltnisse. Berlin, 1898. S. 393.

2 Sertorio L. La “culpa in concreto” nel diritto romano e nel diritto odierno. Torino, 1914. P. 215 sqq.;
Hausmaninger H. Rechtsvergleichende notizien zur “diligentia quam in suis” // Festschrift fir Her-
mann Baltl. Innsbruck, 1978. P. 286 sq.; Id. Diligentia quam in suis: A Standard of Contractual Lia-
bility from Ancient Roman to Modern Soviet Law // Cornell Int. L.J. 1985. Vol. 18. P. 188 sq. B noa-
AepPXKy HopMbl § 690 kak uckaoueHus cm.: Wacke A. Diligentia quam in suis rebus adhibere solet //
JA. 1981. Bd. 13. S. 400 sqgq.

3 Deutsch E. Haftungsrecht. Bd. I: Aligemeine Lehren. KoIn; Berlin; Bonn; Miinchen, 1976. S. 291 sq.;
Id. Fahrlassigkeit und erforderliche Sorgfalt: eine privatrechtliche Untersuchung. Kéln; Berlin; Bonn;
Minchen, 1963. S. 9 sq. (McTopuueckuit 063op), 151 sq. (culpa in concreto); Id. Abschied von der
culpa in concreto? - BGH, VersR 1960, 802 und BGHZ 43, 313 // JuS. 1967. Bd. VII. S. 496 sqq.;
Modiller-Graf P.-C. Haftungsrecht und Gesellschaftsrecht: Der Mastab der “diligentia quam suis” fur
Geschaftsfihrer in Personengesellschaften // AcP. 1991. Bd. 191. S. 475-494.,
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Hecmotpst Ha Hekotopsre pasuoraacus (Protokolle, 11, 418), Bropas xommuccus
TakoKe BBeaa diligentia quam suis w B cdepe CeMeNHbIX OTHOLIEHUIL: MESKAY CYIIPY-
ramu — AAst OBsI3aHHOCTEN, BhITEKatommx m3 6paka (Motive, IV, 121; Protokolle, IV,
108 - § 1359 BGB), a TaksKe MIPUMEHUTEABHO K 06513aHHOCTI POAUTEAET 3a60TUTHCS
o aersix (Protokolle, 1V, 561 — § 1664 BGB). Kpurepuii 3a60TAMBOCTI KaK O CBOUX cOb-
CTBEHHBIX ACAAX OBIA IIPUMEHEH TAKKe K OTBETCTBEHHOCTY HACACAHMKA, IIPU3BAHHO-
10 IepBBIM, Tepea, BTopbim (Protokolle, V, 96 — § 2131 BGB)'. B obmgem cmbicae § 277
BGB ycraHaBamBaa, 9TO CTOPOHA, OTBeyaromas 3a diligentia quam in suis, He MOYKET
OBITH OCBOOO>KACHA OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 34 IPYOYIO HEOCTOPOSKHOCTS.

§ 277 [Sorgfalt in eigenen Angelegenheiten; grobe Fahrlissigkeit]:

Wer nur fiir diejenige Sorgfalt eizusteben hat, welche er in eignen Angele-
genbeiten anzuwenden pflegt, ist von der Haftung wegen grober Fabrldssigkeit
nicht befreit.

Tom, xmo omBeuaem rvww 3a my mepy 3a60maubocmu, KOmMopyo o npo-
a6asiem 6 cobcmBernmvix Jerax, He ocBoboxxdaemca om omBemcemBerrocmu 3a
2pY0YIO HEOCMOPOKHOCTD.

Culpa in concreto ne 6p1aa 3a6b1Ta 1 B X0A€ PePOPMBI 00513aTEABCTBEHHOTO IIPa-
Ba B 2000-2002 rr. Terreps § 346(3)(3) BGB Taxske rosopur o diligentia quam suis
pn orkase ot porosopa (Riicktritt): 0bs13aHHOCTD BO3SMECTIUTD CTOMMOCTD HOAYICH-
HOTO 10 AOTOBOPY WAV M3BACICHHBIX AOXOAOB OTIIAAACT, €CAM YXYALICHNUE MAU TUOCAD
ITPEAMETA, HAXOAMBIIIETOCS ¥ AOAYKHMKA, IIPOU3OIIAN «HECMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO OH IIPO-
SIBUA 3200TAMBOCTD, CBOTAICTBCHHYIO €MV B COOCTBEHHBIX ACAAXY.

B ascrpuiickom Obimem rpaskaanckom koaexce 1811 r. culpain concreto Gpiaa cosua-
TeabHO McKratodeHa. O. don Llariaep, MCXOAST 13 AOCTVIKEHMI COBPEMEHHOT €My PomMa-
HVCTHKM, TIOAATAA, 9TO YHUUKALINS KATETOPWIM BUHBI OTBEYACT IIOAAMHHOMY PUMCKOMY
IpaBy 1 OOABIIIE COOTBETCTBYET ITPaBY ecTecTBeHHOMY? OH SKe YKa3bIBaA, YTO KPUTEPHUTL
qUAM in Suis He CO3AACT OITPEACACHHOCTH AASI CYAQ M CTABUT OCMOTPUTEABHOTO IPAYKAA-
HIHA B bOACE CAOSKHOE TTOAOSKEHNE, 9eM HEOCMOTPUTEABHOTO'. B peryanpoBammin mokaa-
KW CTAHAAPT «qUAn in suis» He peactaBaet; 3aech (cr. 961) mpepyemarpusaetcst ob1ymi
kpurepunt ocmorpureastocti (cr. 1295). Aerosurapmii Taske 0cBOGOSKAACTCS OT OTBET-

1 Cm. uctopuueckuit 063op: Deutsch E. Fahrlassigkeit und erforderliche Sorgfalt. S. 9 sq.; Maganzani L.
La “diligentia quam suis” del depositario dal diritto romano alle codificazioni nazionali. Casi e que-
stioni di diritto civile nella prospettiva storico-comparatistica // Rivista di Diritto Romano. 2003.
Vol. 3. P. 41-42; Tam xe. P. 41, nt. 193 - appyrasa autepartypa.

2 Commentario sul Codice Civile Universale. Vol. V. Milano, 1816. Comm. al § MCCXCV, p. 29-299.
LUut. no: Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 34.

3 Ibid. Comm. al § MCCXCVIII, p. 304. Uut. no: Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 36. 3aecb aBCTpUiiCKuiA npa-
BOBEA CAeAyeT HapaboTkaM ryMaHUCTOB M FOPUCTOB 3noxu MpocBeLleHus.
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CTBEHHOCTM 32 HECYACTHBIV CAYYATL, AASKE €CAM MOT CIIACTH B3SITYIO Ha XPAHEHME BElllb,
HO IPEATIOYEA CIIACTI COOCTBEHHYIO, AasKe MeHee JeHHYIOo (cT. 964).

B CakcoHCKOM rpaskAaHCKOM Kopekcee 1865 1., narpotus, culpa in concreto mpn-
MEHSIAACh AOCTATOYHO IIMPOKO: 1 B 001en Hopme o kputepnsx Buust § 730,18 § 1371
0 Aorosope ToBapumectsa, u B § 1655 o mpupanom, u 5 § 1949 06 onexe. Hopma
O [OKAQKE HE IIPEAYCMATPUBACT KPUTEPUIL GUANT i SULS, HO ACVICTBYET ODLLIMTA IIPUH-
yn § 728 0 MOHM>KEeHMN CTAaHAAPTA OTBETCTBEHHOCTI AO YMBICAA 1 IPYyOOTL HeoCTO-
POYKHOCTU IPUMEHUTEABHO K CTOPOHE, KOTOPAsI HE U3BACKAET 13 AOTOBOPA HUKAKOM
Boiroab! (utilitas contrabentium).

Cxopmpim obpasom, I Ipycckoe semckoe yaoskerne 1794 r. BeipBuraeT Kax o0rgmi
npuaynn (I3 § 25) 1o, 4T0 B AOTOBOPAX, IIPEAYCMATPUBAIOIINX OCOOYIO AOBEPUTEAD-
HOCTB, IIPY YCTAHOBAEHMUM OTBETCTBEHHOCTI YUUTHIBAKOTCSI AUYHbIE KAIECTBA CTOPOH,
M ITOCACAOBATEABHO PEAAU3YET €0 — B AOTOBOpax bespozmesproro nopydenns (I 13
§§ 55-58); moxaaskm (I 14 §§ 11, 21); Topapumectsa (I 17 §§ 211-214); npuparom
(I11§§ 554-555) n orexe (I1 18 § 275 ). DTr HOAOSKEHMSI 1 COCTABASIIOT TO HACACAME
€BPOIIEVICKOT IIPABOBOM TPAAULINM, K KOTOPOV BEPHYAACH BTOPAst KOMUCCHSL.

Oanaxo yske B XVIII B. kax B 'epmannn, Tak n Bo Oparymm pasHoobpasmue ocHO-
BaHMI BMEHEHWS], CBOVICTBEHHOE TIOHMMAHMIO PUMCKOTO T1paBa B CpeAHMe BeKa, KaKk
" cama Kkateropust «culpa in concreto», mopoBepraoch 060CHOBAHHOM KPUTHUKE. YHMU-
dukagmst GOPM BUHBI ITPOUZOIIAA B PE3YABTATE PEITUTEABHOTO Pa3pPhIBa ¢ HACACAV-
€M TAOCCATOPOB M KOMMEHTATOPOR B 3MOXY TYMaHM3Ma U ITPOCBeIenmst. [' aoccaTopsr
Pa3paboTaan TPEXIACTHYIO KAACCUPUKALUIO KATEropum BUHBL culpa lata, culpa levis,
culpa levissima (rpy6ast, aerkas n aerqaniias . [ IpuBeAeHHOE AEACHVE BUHDI YTBEPSK -
Aaetcst Toapko ¢ Asonmem (Aygo) n Takmum obpasom ¢ukcupyercs s Glossa Magna,
COCTaBAEHHOM €ro TocaeaoBateaem ARKypenem. Yraybasis moaoskenns ['aocest, Bap-
TOA® TIOAAEP>KUBAA KOHIIENTMIO TITU BUAOB BUHBL culpa latissima (man dolus mani-
fetus), culpa latior (nan dolus praesumptus)', culpa lata, culpa levis w culpa levissi-

1 Hoffmann H.-J. Die Abstufung der Fahrlassigkeit in der Rechtsgeschichte: unter besonderer Berlick-
sichtigung der culpa levissima. [Berlin, 1968.] Reprint: Berlin, 2017. S. 157-161.

2 TocnepHss popma npuAaraeTcs K noBEPeHHOMY — HOBAaTOPCKUIA X0A ByArapa 1 MapTuHa, KOTopbii U BBO-
AVT HOBYIO KaTeroputo, HEM3BECTHYH HU FOCTUHUMAHOBCKOMY Corpus IUris, HA BUSAHTUIACKUM KOMMEHTaTO-
pam. Porepuit npuaaraert ee K 3anoroaepkatento kak ocBoboxaeHue ot TpeboBanus diligentia exactissima
(M3BECTHOTO M NPEXAE MPUMEHUTEABHO K CCYAOMOAYYATEARD): TaK NOCTENEHHO GOPMUPYETCS 0COObIV BUA
ynywenus - culpa levissima. Cm.: Talamanca M. Colpa civile (storia) // ED. Vol. 7. Milano, 1960. P. 523.
O culpa levissima B topucnpyaeHurn CpeaHnx Bekos cm.: Hoffmann H.-J. Op. cit. S. 35 sqq.

3 Bartoli in Secundam Digesti veteris Partem Commentaria, n. 8.

4 W 3peck bapTon cebinaetcs Ha lex magna, 1.e. D. 50, 17, 223 pr, rae roBOpHUTCS O TOM, UYTO K YMbICAY NpU-
paBHWBaeTCA culpa lata (CM. CAeA. NPKUM.), KOTOPYHO OH BCE e BbIAEAAIET KaK OTAEAbHYHO GOPMY BUHbI.

5 Culpa lata (D. 50, 17, 223 pr; 50, 16, 213, 2; 17, 1, 29 pr) id est non intellegere id quod omnes
intellegunt (1.e. He NOHWUMAaTb TOrO, YTO MOHWMALOT BCE) — «lPeAeAbHaA HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTb», OHa
xe magna neglegentia, magna culpa (cfr. D. 26, 7, 7, 2: lata neclegentia).
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ma. V1 XOTsI B AoaAbHEMIIIEM APOOHOCTH ITOpovi e boaee BospacTasal, yske YAbpUx
[Ja3smit AOITyCKaEeT TOABKO ABa OCHOBHBIX BUAA — culpa lata, culpa levis, m mocaepyro-
1€ TBOPYECKM HacTpoeHHble aTophl — Aoneaa, [Tydperaopd, Tomasmitz, [Torpe® —
KPUTUKYIOT PasHoobpasue GpOpPM BUHBI B LS COMIMUNE Y €TO AOTUKY, TIOAAEPYKMUBAsT
KOHIJEHTPAIUIO BUAOB U €AMHCTBO OCHOBAHMIA OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

[TypeHAOPd cumTas, YTO OTBETCTBEHHOCTD XPAHUTEAST CBOAUTCSI K KPUTEPUIO
3360TAVIBOCTV1 O CBOMX B€IJax B CBA3M C TEM, YTO ITOT AOFOBOP OCHOBAH Ha OCO6OTZ
AOBCPUTCAPHOCTU MCPKAY CTOPOHAMMN, TAK 9TO TOT, KTO AOBEPUA CBOIO BEIJb HEPAAU -
BOMY XPaHUTEAIO, cam He cBobopeH ot Bunbl (quia ipse culpa non vacat, qui homi-
ni dissoluto rem suam concredidit)’. Ae BproH, oTcTamBas eAUHBIN KPUTEPUI OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTM TI0 MOAEAM padnTeAbHOro xossuua (bon pére de famille) aast Bcex BUAOB
AOTOBOPHBIX M KBA31-AOTOBOPHBIX OOSI3aTEABCTB, AOTTYCKAA MHAUBUAYAABHBIN TIOAXOA
B OTHOIIICHMAX O6HJ€TZ CO6CTB€HHOCTV1 " TOBaleHJeCTBa, IIOCKOABKY 3aAada coraacoBna-
HM:I CO6CTBCHHOTO IIOBCACHIM C MHTEpeCaMm TOBapTAH;eIZ " COCO6CTB€HHV1KOB AyYIIIe
BCETO BBITIOAHSIETCSI, ECAM OTHOCUTBLCS K OBIIMM BEIJam, KaK K CBOUM,

D10 He 0cobble cAyYan CyGHEKTUBHOTO BMEHEHNS B KOHTEKCTE TOCTIOACTBA OObeK-
tusHoro. Culpa in concreto — 310 BOObIJE OTKA3 OT MTPABOBOTO KPUTEPMS, TOCKOAD-
KY IPUPABHSITh MHAUBMAYAABHBIE OCOOCHHOCTM B IIPUHIUIIE HEBO3MOSKHO. B ToT1
VAV MHOM MEPEe MBICAUTEAN OTPA3UAM IIPOTUBOPEUIME MESKAY IIOAXOAOM i1 concreto,
¢ yueTom crienudmUKM MHAMBUAA, U IIPABOBBIM IIPUHIMIIOM paBeHcTBa. Tak, [Tyden-
AOP VBA3BIBAA OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 10 MHAUBUAYAABHOMY KPUTEPUIO ¢ MOPAABHBIMI
TpebOBAHMSIMIU B ONIO3UIIUM K TTPABOBIMS, COrAacoBaHME MHAMBUAYAABHOTO HOBE-

1 Tak, lfenpux Kokueit (de Coccejus H. Tractatus de doli, culpae et neglegentiae praestationis in quo-
libet negotio. Heidelbergae, 1672) Hapsiay C yMbICAOM pa3anyan nsitb GOPM BUHbI, yCUAMBASA BUAO-
Boe pasHoobpasue: culpa lata in abstracto, culpa lata in concreto, culpa levis in abstracto, culpa
levis in concreto, culpa levissima.

2 XpuctraH Tomasuii 6bIA AekaHOM daKyAbTETa B XaAAe, TA€ MOA M0 NMPEACEAATEALCTBOM (praeside Dn.
Cristiano Thomasio, Jcto, et facultate juridicae h.t. decano) B 1705 r. XpuctuaH lotanob Kpecc 3alwmtma
AvccepTaumto no npobaeme BuHbI (KreS Chr.G. De usu practico doctrinae difficilimae juris romani de
culparum praestatione in contractibus. Halae, 1731). Cm.: Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 31, nt. 145.

3 B npuaoxeHuu (Appendice) K «TpakTtaTy 06 obsizatenbctBax» Motbe (Pothier R.J. Traité des obligations.
De la prestation des fautes. Oeuvres de Pothier. Paris, 1861. Vol. Il. P. 503 sq.) BMecTe ¢ peueH3u-
el BocnpounsBepeHa ancceptaumns AeHun Ae bproHa, apBokaTta MNapaamenTa (Le Brun D. Essai sur la
prestation des fautes, ou I'on examine combine les lois romaines en distinguent d’espéces. Par-
is, 1764). Apyryto peueH3auto Ha aty paboTty cM. BO 2-M M3AaHUK KAKOUEBOTO Tpyaa Xacce: Hasse J.C.
Die Culpa des rémischen Recht: eine civilistiche Abhandlung / Hrsg. von A. Bethmann-Hollweg.
2. Aufl. Bonn, 1838. Bd. 3. S. 504 sqq.

4 Pufendorf S. De iure naturae atque gentium. Amsterdam, 1715. P. 492 (Liber V, caput IV, § 7).
5 Le Brun D. Op. cit. P. 504.

& MBbICAUTEAb UCXOAMT M3 TOTO, YTO AOTOBOP MOKAGXM 0ObIUHO 3aKAKOUAIOT MO APYXOe U ero Hapylle-
HUE O03HaYaeT NpPexAe BCEro HapylleHMe MOPaAbHOIo AOAra (amicitiae et humanitatis jura): B cay-
Yyae 0nacHOCTU XpaHWUTeAb Aaxke 06513aH cnacTv 6oaee LeHHble BELLM MOKAAXeAaTeAs], NoXepTBOBaB
CBOMMMU, TOTAG KaK HUKAKOM 3aKOH K aTOMYy 00653aTb €ro He MOXET.
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ACHVSI C OBIJECTBEHHbBIM ITIOPSIAKOM TPpebyeT IIPUAOSKEeHNsT abCTPaAKTHOTO KPUTEPs,
€AVMHOTO AAS BCEX!

2. KPUTEPUIA «KAK O CBOMX BEIJAX» B APEBHEM TTPABE

Vdenne o BiHE ITO KPUTEPUIO KOHKPETHOTO OTBETYMKA BOCXOAUT K KaTETOPUU
ocmompumervrocmu kax 6 omuoweruu coux Geweit (diligentia quam suis, uru quam
in suis), KOTopast ObIAa BBIABUHYTA IIOCACAHMM TAABOTL IIPOKYAMAHCKO IIIKOABI, KOH-
cyaom 107 . FOsenngmem Lleapcom-coraom.

D. 16, 3,32 (Cels,, 11 dig.):

Quod Nerva diceret latiorem culpam dolum esse, Proculo displicebat,
mihi verissimum videtur. nam et si quis non ad eum modum quem hominum
natura desiderat diligens est, nisi tamen ad suum modum curam in deposito
praestat, fraude non caret: nec enim salva fide minorem is quam suis rebus
diligentiam praestabit.

To, uro Hepsa rosopmna, 4To coBcem rpybast BuHA — 3TO yMmbIces, [ Tporya
He 0AOBPSIA, MHE YK€ IIPEACTABASIETCSI BIIOAHE BEPHBIM. BeAb 1 B TOM caydae ecan
KTO-AMGO OCMOTPUTEAEH HE B TOV MEPE, B KAKOM ITOTO TpebYeT IIPUPOA 9€A0-
BEKa, ECAM TOABKO OH HE IO CBOeMY OOBIKHOBEHMIO 0becIieunBaeT 3a00Ty B OTHO-
ILIEHNN IIOKAYKI, He CBODOAEH OT 3A0HAMEPEHHOCTIA: BEAD HE OITPABABIBAET AOBE-
PV TOT, KTO IIPUAATAET OCMOTPUTEABHOCTD MEHDIIIYIO, €M K CBOVM BELLAM.

Cyapba 3TOro TeKcTa, MOAYIMBILETO IIMPOYANIIYIO U3BECTHOCTD B iUs COmmune
oA HanmeHosanuem lex ‘quod Nerva’, B pUMCKOM IIpaBe, OIEBUAHO, IPEPHIBAET -
CSI BMECTE C 3aKATOM ITPOKYAMAHCKOV IITKOABL. XPOHOAOTMYECKI CACAVIOIJUM aBTO-
POM, UCIIOAB30BABIIUM KOHCTPYKUMIo diligentia quam suis, Gpia [an, mosaneimmit
AACTIT CAOMHMAHCKOV IIIKOABL, aBTOP «VIHCTUTYIIMI», 3HAKOMBIX CETOAHS KaSKAOMY,
HO, BUAVMMO, COBEPIIEHHO HEM3BECTHDIX €r0 COBPEMEHHMKAM. B AaapHeTiIIIeM KaTe-
ropus «diligentia quam suis» HEOAHOKPATHO BOCIIPOU3BOAUTCS B PAOOTaX HO3AHMX

1 K TakoMy 0606LeHMI0 NpuxoanT A. MaraHasanu (Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 32, 46), ccbirasick Ha
MNydeHpopda, HO ONMNO3ULMS PABEHCTBA Kak XapakKTepPUCTUKM NPaBOBOroO NMOAXOAA M yYeTa MHAMBU-
AyaAbHbIX 0COBEHHOCTEN KaK MOPAAbLHOMO NPUHLMNA eMy, KOHEUHO, HEM3BECTHA: Kak BCE FoCHaTypa-
AUCTbI, OH cAab0o pasAMyaeT Npaso U MopaAb.

2 BblpaxeHue «nec salva fide» oTHOCUTCS K KaTeropuu «fides», kotopasa B ADEBHOCTU YKasblBana Ha Kaue-
CTBO y4yacTHUKa 060poTa (AOBEpPUE W NPU3HAHKWE), TOTAG KaK B KAGCCUUYECKUI NEPUOA NPOCTO O3Ha-
YyaeT COBAIOAEHUE YCAOBUI AOTOBOPA M MOXET OblTb MEPEBEAEHO: «HE AEPXMTCH AoroBopar. Lieabc
npotuBonocTaBAsieT fides - «fraus», ABHO aneAnmpys K TPaAUMLIMOHHBIM LEHHOCTAM. Fraus - 310 Hapy-
weHwe fides (fraudem facere = fidem frangere - Cic., pro Rosc. Com. 6, 16; perfide agere - Xll tab.
inD. 26, 7, 55, 1, Serv., Aen., 6, 609; D. 16, 3, 1, 4: fidem frangere; D. 3, 2, 6: de perfidia agitur);
«fraus» - 310 camo pesiHue (fraudem admittere est delinquere) n METOHUMUYECKM MOXET yKa3blBaTb
Ha TaxecTb Hakasanusa (D. 21, 1, 23, 2: veteres enim fraudem pro poena ponere solebant («topu-
CTbl MPOLLAOTO 0ObIYHO YNOTPEOAAAM «fraus», yka3blBasi Ha Haka3aHue»)).
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kaacenkos (Vabnman, [Tasea, Moaectun) n nponnkaer 3 Mucturygun FOcrnnnana,
B TEKCTbL, OCHOBAHHBIE HA HaCAeAMM ['ast'. ['arl HAXOAMACST ITOA CMABHETIIIINM BAVISIHUCM
FOAnana, yHacAeAOBaBIIIEro Hemaso AocTrokenui Leasca 1 ero mxoasr. Korerpyx-
WS MOTAA UMETD boAee Imporoe xoskAeHMe B 11 B, uem TOT IIpeAeAbHO Y3KMI KPyT
CBUACTEABCTB, KOTOPBIM MBI CETOAHSI pacIioaaraem, B Al0Oom caydae, yepes Lleanca,
gepes ['ast MAM €ro cTapIImMx COBPeMEHHMKOB, OHA IIOAYIAET PACIIPOCTPAHEHNE B KOH-
Je KAACCMYECKOM 3IOXM M COXPAHSIETCS B FOCTMHUAHOBCKOM IIPABE, ITOAYIAs CBOCO-
GpasHoe OHMMAHME B TPYAAX BUBAHTUICKUX IOPUCTOB-aHTEKecCOpoB (antecessores),
mpeskae Beero Credana (VI B.).

B pabore 1955 r. Xanuc FOanyc Boabd, ormpasich Ha IAAMHUCTUIECKYIO AMHUIO
B Onorpadun I'asi, BO3BOAMA M3yIaeMYIO KATETOPUIO K BOCTOYHO-3AAMHUCTUICCKON
duaocodun, npusaexas upuray Es. Moanna (loann. 1, 11) o macreipe, camoorsep-
SKEHHO 3aIJUIJAOIIeM CBOE CTAA0, B OTAMINE OT TOProsia, obpargaromjerocs B ber-
CTBO ITPM BUAE BOAKA’. 3aMETUM, OAHAKO, 4TO B IIPUTYE HE IIPOBOAUTCSI COIIOCTABACHIE
Pa3AMIHBIX BUAOB OCTOPOSKHOCTH, HO 3aD0Te O CTaAe IIPOTUBOCTOUT 3ab0Ta o cebe.
O eannOM pUTOpPUKO-PHUAOCODCKOT MaTpuiie roBoput u 'epbepr XaycmaHMHTep, HO
CAMHCTBEHHBIV MCTOYHMUK, KOTOPBIN OH MOYKET IIPUBECTH, — 3TO OE3BIMSIHHBIN CTap-
it coBpemennnk Lngepona (Auct. ad Herenn, 4, 25: adcurata conservatio suo-
rum). Cospemennuk [ Ipokyaa n LJeasca-orga purop Keuatnanas B o6mmpHenmmsx
«Institutiones oratoriae» («HacTaBaeHMSIX B OPATOPCKOM MCKYCCTBE» ), K COSKAACHMIO,
He OCTaBUA ITOAOOHBIX BBICKA3BIBAHWIL. PA3HOPOAHbIE XPOHOAOIMIECKN 1 Teorpadm-
9ecKM, OOPBIBOYHBIE CBUACTEABCTBA SIBHO HE SKEAAIOT CKAAABIBATBCS B CKOAb-HUOYAD
OITPEACACHHYIO KaPTUHY, TOTAQ KaK MAESI 3200TBI O CBOEM KaK €CTeCTBEHHOM KPUTe-
UM OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH ITPEACTABASICTCST BIIOAHE YHMBEpcaAbHOM. OO yHMBEPCAABHOT
WIPUPOAE YeAOBEKa» TOBOPUT 1 L]eAbc, mepexoast OT MHTYUTHUBHOM OYEBUAHOCTM HA
ypOoBeHb PpraocoPpckoro 0bobIjeHMmSI.

B 10pMAMYIECKOM COUMHEHMUM CCHIAKY Ha 3a00TY O CBOEM MBI BIICPBBIE BCTPEYaeM
y Keurra Mynms Cyesoast (2-5 moaosuna I — Hagano I BB. A0 H.3.) BO BHEAOTOBOP-
HOM KOHTEKCTe.

D.9,2,39 pr - 1 (Pomp., 17 ad Q. Muc.):

Quintus Mucius [scribit] equa cum in alieno pasceretur, in cogendo quod
praegnas erat eiecit: quaerebatur, dominus eius possetne cum eo qui coegis-
set lege Aquilia agere, quia equam in iciendo ruperat. si percussisset aut con-
sulto vehementius egisset, visum est agere posse.

1 A.TlepHuc cuntan UMeHHo as aBTopom Kateropuu: Pernice A. Labeo: rdmisches Privatrecht im ersten
Jahrhundert der Kaiserzeit. Bd. 2. Abt. Il/I. Halle, 1878. S. 360.

2 Cam lai HM pa3y He ynomuHaeT Lieabca, XoTsi ¢ NPOKYAMAHCKOM LLUKOAOW HaxoAMTCA B MOCTOSIHHOM
Ananore. Cm.: Honoré T. Gaius. Oxford, 1965. P. 33.

3 Wolf H.J. Zur Geschichte der diligentia quam suis // lura. 1955. Vol. 6. P. 152 sq.
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Pomponius. quamvis alienum pecus in agro suo quis deprehendit, sic illud
expellere debet, quomodo si suum deprehendisset, quoniam si quid ex ea re
damnum cepit, habet proprias actiones. itaque qui pecus alienum in agro suo
deprehenderit, non iure id includit, nec agere illud aliter debet quam ut supra
diximus quasi suum: sed vel abigere debet sine damno vel admonere domi-
num, ut suum recipiat.

Kenar Mygui: Koraa aommaab macaach Ha 9yKOM YIACTKE M €€ BBITOHSI-
AV, OHA BBIKMHYAA IIAOA, KOTOPBIV HOCMAQ; CIIPAIIMBAAOCH, MOSKET AL ee cOb-
CTBEHHWMK CYAUTBCS IIPOTIMB TOTO, KTO €€ BBITOHSIA, II0 3aKOHY AKBUAWS B CBSI-
3U C TEM, 9TO OH TTOBPEAMA AOIIIAAD, KOTAA €€ TOAKHYA? V] ecan OH ee yaapua
VAV HAMEPEHHO 0OPAIJaACst C HEVl CAUIIIKOM CYPOBO, CIMTACTCSI, YTO MOYKHO
IIOAABATD MUCK.

[Tomrronnrt: Koraa kto-anbo 3acTaeT Ha CBOEM IT0AE XOTsI ObI 1 4ysKOM CKOT,
OH AOAJKEH BBITOHSITB €TO TaK, KAK OYATO OBbI OH 3aCTaA CBOW, IIOCKOABKY €CAT
B 3TON CBsI3M OyAET IIPUIMHEH yijepl, OH 3aIUIAeTCs CIIeIMAABHBIMM UCKA-
mu. VITak, TOT, KTO 3aCTaA 9ysKOM CKOT Ha CBOEM II0A€, HE B IIpaBe ero 3alle-
PeTh 1 He AOASKEH 00paIgaThes ¢ HUM MHAde, 4eM, KAK MBI CKa3aAM BBIIIIE, KAK
CO CBOMM; HO OH AOAKEH MAV BBITHATD €TO, He IIPUIMHUB YIep0a, AT IT03BaTh
XO03s1MHa, 4TOOBI OH 3a0paa cBoe.

Texcr mponcxopAnT 13 kommenTtapus [ Tommonns k counuennio Ks. Mynns, moa-
TOMY CAOBA KOMMEHTATOPA YETKO OTACACHBI OT LJUTATHI M3 CAMOTO TPyAA pecirybam-
KaHCKOTO IOPVMCTA, B KOTOPOM M3AaraeTcs Cam Kasyc, HO He IIPUBOAUTCS €ro KBaAndu-
xagms. Caosa I ToMIIoHS, HECOMHEHHO, 3aBIUCAT OT OLJEHKM IIPEAIIECTBEHHMKA, 1 €T0
yKasaHue Ha 00sA3aHHOCTh 00paIyaThes ¢ Yy>KUM SKMBOTHBIM, KaK CO CBOMM, BOCXO-
AWT K OCHOBAM #Us Civile!, TaK 4TO MHOIME B ITOV CBSI3M TOBOPSAT O <30A0TOM IIPABU-
Ae», MOPaABHOM MmItepaTuse’. Kiobaep B aBTOpUTETHOM paboTe O BAMSHMUM IPEYECKON
dnaocodpun Ha pUMCKOE IIPaBO’ IIPUBOAUT AaHHBIE, cobpanHbIe Kormakepom B pabo-
Te 0 KoAeKce XaMMyparin, COrAACHO KOTOPBIM BMEHEHME XPAHUTEAIO 3200TBHI O TyIKIUX
BeIjax, Kak O CBOMX, OBIAO IIMPOKO M3BECTHO MHOITM APEBHWM ITPABOIIOPIAKAM®,

1 Behrends 0. Romischrechtliche Exegese: das deliktische Haftungssystem der lex Aquilia // JuS. 1985.
Bd. 25. S. 878 sq.; Wacke A. Notwehr und Notstand bei der aquilischen Haftung // ZSS. 1989.
Bd. 106. S. 490 sq.

2 Dihle A. Die Goldene Regel: eine Einflihrung in die Geschichte der antiken und friihchristlichen Vul-
garethik. Gottingen, 1962; Spendel G. Die Goldene Regel als Rechtsprinzip // Festschrift fir Fritz
von Hippel. Tibingen, 1967. S. 491 sq.; Pflliger H.H. Zur Lehre von der Haftung des Schuldners nach
romischem Recht // ZSS. 1947. Bd. 55. S. 167.

3 Kubler B. Der Einfluss der griechischen Philosophie auf die Entwicklung der Lehre von den Verschul-
densgraden im romischen Recht // Festgabe flr Julius Binder. Berlin, 1930. S. 73 sq.

4 Koschacker P. Rechtsvergleichende Studien zur Gesetzgebung Hammurapis: Konigs von Babylon.
Leipzig, 1917. S. 27 sq.
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B aTom karoue yske BusaHTMICKMI KommerTatop Credas, a 3aTem 1 eBporei-
CKME TAOCCATOPBI COAMIKaan ¢ TekcTom Lleapca MOPSIAOK BO3AOSKEHMSI OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTWM 32 HECYACTHDIV CAYYall HA CCYAOTIOAYIATEASI, KOTOPBIV IIPU TIOSKAPE IIPEATIO-
YeA criacarh CBOM BeIgu, Toraa Kax ceyskenusie normban (D. 13, 6, 5, 4: cum possit res
commodatas salvas facere, suas praetulit)'. Credpan o6bsaBasia ympicaom, dolus, ecan
AETIO3MTAPUIA He 3a60TUACS O B3ATHIX HA XpaHEHWE Beax, Kak o ceonx (Bas. 13.1.5
(D. 13.6.5.2) Schol. 4: dolum esse, et si quis rerum depositarum non eandem curam
habeat, quam suarum). Y>xe y rTAOCCATOPOB TAKOM TTOAXOA IIPUBOAUT K BMEHEHWMIO 171
concreto: ACIIO3UTAPITA, diligentissimus in suis, OTBEYAET, €CAM B OTHOIIEHMUM TTOKAASKN
on antb diligens (yemarpusaercs fraus — Glossa ‘quod Nerva’). Akkypcuii He cum-
TaeT BO3MOSKHBIM OCBOOOAUTD CCYAOIIOAYIATEAST OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, AAYKE €CAM €TO
BeIyb ObIAA IEHHOM, TOTAA KaK ITOAYIeHHas B ccyAy — Aeteskon (Gl salvas facere’ si
res commodata erat vilis pretii, sua vero pretiosa), ccoiaasics Ha Texet Leasca (D. 16,
3,32: quod Nerva) n Ha BMeHeHWMe OLIEKYHY 00513aHHOCTM 3a00TUTBCS O BEIJaX IIOAO-
neyHoro, kak o csoux (D. 26, 7, 13).

A. Maranasanu, moaarasi, 4TO OTBETCTBEHHOCTD CCYAOTIOAYYATEAST 3a CIIACCHME
Qy7KOV BEIYU OIPEAEASIETCS TOM BHITOAOU (utilitas), KOTOPYIO OH IIOAYIAET OT CACAKH,
VIIpEKaeT TAOCCATOPA B TOM, YTO OH IIPUAATAET K IOKAAYKEe HECBOVACTBEHHBIN STOMY
AOTOBOPY YPOBEHD BMEHEHMSL: XPAHUTEAD, KOTOPBITL He M3BACKACT U3 CAEAKM HUKA-
KOV ITOAB3BL, HU IIPU KaKUX OOCTOSITEABCTBAX He 00sI3aH IIPEATIOUUTATH IY3KUE Beln
cBonMm’. MccaepoBaTeabHMIJA CIIPABEAAMBO OTBEpraeT COAMSKEHMEe ABYX CUTYALIMIL:
B «quod Nerva» peds MA€T 0 COnoCTaBACHIUI AKTYAABHON OCMOTPUTEABHOCTI XPAH -
TEASI C IIPUBBIYHBIM €My YPOBHEM 3a60TAMBOCTH O CBOMX BEIJAX, TOIAA KAK IIpUME-
HUTEABHO K OTBETCTBEHHOCTV CCYAOIIOAYYATEAS! IPOBOAUTCS CPABHEHME ABYX TPYIIIL
BeLjerl, [IONABIINX B OAHY 6eAY, YTOOBI IIPE3FOMMPOBATH BUHY AOAYKHMKA. DTO CYIKAC-
HIE MOKHO YCUAUTD, Beriomuus Kapaa BusamHra, KOTOpbIi OOBSICHSIA BO3AOSKEHME
OTBETCTBEHHOCTI HA CCYAOTIOAYIATEAS] TEM, YTO OH caMMM PaKTOM CIIACEHWUSI CBOUX
BeIjerl OIIPOBEPraeT COOCTBEHHOE JKe YTBEPSKACHNUE O HEIIPEOAOAMMOCTI HECYACTHO-
IO CAyYasl, IOBAEKIIIETO IMOEAD BEIlerl CCYAOAATEAST!. DTO He OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 34 CAY-

1 Hopma “3BECTHa MHOTMM COBPEMEHHbIM npasonopsaakam. Ctatba 696 K PO rosoput 06 0TBETCTBEH-
HOCTH CCYAOMOAYYaTEAS 3a AEVCTBUE HENPEOAOAMMOW CHUAbI, ECAM OH «MOT NMPEAOTBPATUTD... MOXEPT-
BOBaB CBOEW BELLbO, HO MPEANOYEA COXPAHUTbL CBOKD BELLb».

2 Accursii Glossa in Digestum Vetus // Corpus Glossariorum luris Civilis. Vol. VII / A cura di M. Viora.
Torino, 1968. P. 503. Mpu aT0M AKKYPCUIA yAEPXUBAET U aBCTPAKTHBIN KPUTEPHI, BMEHSISI yMbICEA
TOMY, KTO OCMOTPUTEAEH B MEHBLLEN Mepe, YeM Toro TpebyeT NpUpoAa YENOBEKA, XOTS U B TEPMUHAX
cybbeKTMBHOro BMeHeHus (negligentissimus), - Accursii Glossa in Digestum Novum, in Corpus Glos-
sariorum luris Civilis. Vol. IX. P. 589.

3 Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 10.

4 Binding K. Die Normen und ihre Ubertretung: eine Untersuchung iiber die rechtmafige Handlung
und die Arten des Delikts. Bd. II: Schuld und Vorsatz. T. 2: Der Rechtswidrige Vorzatz. 2. Aufl. Leip-
zig, 1916. S. 740. Cp.: Hesse A. Zur Lehre von dolus und culpa // AcP. 1878. Bd. 61. S. 203 sq. Cp.:
Walter T. Die Funktionen der Actio Depositi. Berlin, 2012. S. 167, nt. 181.
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9arl MAM HEIIPEOAOAMMYIO CUAY, 3TO GE3BMHOBHASI OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, CBOMCTBEHHAS
CCYAOIIOAYIATEAIO B PUMCKOM Tipase (custodia).

3. Fraus, DOLUS M TEOPMS MUTTAVCA

CpasHeHmMe ABYX cuTyaumit 060CTpsIeT IIOHMMAHNE OIICPATUBHOIO CMBICAA CCHIA-
K¥t Ha 3200Ty O CBOEM: B OAHMX CBUAETEABCTBAX OHA BBICTYIIACT KaK ocaabAeHMe Kpu-
TEPUSI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, M3BUHSIFOIAs! CChIAKA HA COOCTBEHHYIO HEPAAUBOCTD, B APY-
IMX — HAIIPOTMB, KAK YCHUACHUE CTAHAAPTA OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH: Kak O cBoem (quam
SUiS) — 3HAYNT, AVUIIIE, YeM O Iy>KOM. Ha 311 pacXosKACHMST HAKAGABIBAIOTCS PA3AMIIAS
B MCTOPUIECKOV TPAKTOBKE POAU GUAI SUIS B XOAE CTAHOBACHWSI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32
BUHY: OAHV CIUTAOT CBOTICTBEHHBIM KAACCMIECKMM aBTOPAM CTPEMACHWME PACLIUPUTH
cdepy OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 YMBICEA, OOBSIBASISL COAMPKEHME YMBICAA C IPYOOTE HEOCTOPOSK -
Hoctsio (culpa lata) xapakTepHbIM AASL BUSAHTUIACKUX 10pncToB (1opobno Credarny)!,
TOTAA KaK APYITE CYUTAIOT IIOCTKAACCUIECKON TeHACHIIMET OOpAIeHIMe K GUAT SUIS AAST
ycnaeHws craHpapral. [ IpearioaaraeTcs, 4To cMeHa KOHLEIILMIM TOBACKAA HAMEPEHHOE
MUCKaKEHNME TEKCTOB KAACCHUKOB, BOLICAIINX B AMIECTSL, 4TO 3aTPYAHSIET PEKOHCTPYK-
VIO PA3BUTUSI YICHWUSI O AOTOBOPHOV OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B PUMCKOM IIPABE.

B ragaae XX B. aBTOPUTETHBIN aBCTPUACKMI POMAHUCT ATOABUT MUTTAVIC IIPEATTO-
AOYKVA®, UTO HA PAHHEN CTAAMU PA3BUTHUSI PUMCKOTO 00513aTEABCTBEHHOTO TIPaBa IIpe-
SKA€ BCETO TIOAABASIACS OIIIOPTYHM3M, PPYCTPUPYIOIUIA AOBEPUE KPEAUTOPA, fraus
1 dolus xkax ipsimoe HapyLIeHue fides, 9T0 BAEKAO AASI AOAKHMKA becuecTre, infamia
(ignominia), nopa>xkenue B angHoMm craryce. K mapammupyrommm nckam OTHOCUAUCH
MCKM 110 ITyOAMIHBIM OOBMHEHMSIM, ACAMKTAM, B 06AACTI YACTHOTO Ipasa becyecTbem
HOKPBIBAAVCH TIPUCYSKAEHHBIE 110 UCKY 06 OreKe, PUAYLINM, TOBAPUIGECTBE, TTOPYIE-
mun m okaaske (D. 3, 2, 1: qui in iudicio publico calumniae praevaricationisve causa
quid fecisse tudicatus erit, qui furti, vi bonorum raptorum, iniuriarum, de dolo malo
suo nomine damnatus; Gai,, 4, 182: velut furti, vi bonorum raptorum, iniuriarum, item
pro socio, fiduciae, tutelae, mandati, depositi; Cic., de nat. deor. 3, 30, 74; D. 48, 1, 7,
47,2,64;1,22,2;C.2,11; 10, 59)%. MutTaric coraacopas nHGpamMUPYIOIEe ACTICTBUE

1 EBponeick1e raoccatopbl, HaNPOTKUB, MPOTMBOMNOCTABASIAM YMbICEA U culpa lata (gl. ‘dolum esse’ ad
D. 50, 17, 223): Dolus fit ex fraude, magna culpa ex fatuitate («ymbiCeA coBepLUAETCA U3 KOBapCTBa,
rpy6asi HEOCTOPOXHOCTb — MO FAYNOCTH»).

2 Tak L1O. Boabd (Wolf H.J. Op. cit.) - NPUMEHUTEABHO K AMAAKTUKAM BOCTOUHbIX FOPUAMYECKHMX LLIKOA
IV-V BB., nocAepOBaTEAsIM M MONyAsipu3atopam las.

3 Mitteis L. Rdmisches Privatrecht bis auf die Zeit Diokletians. Bd. I: Grundbegriff und Lehre von den
Juristischen Personen. Leipzig, 1908. S. 317 sq.
4 ECTb U anurpadryeckoe CBMAETEALCTBO.

Lex lulia minicipalis (Tab. Heracl.) 111: Quei furtei, quod ipse fecit fecerit, condemnatus pactusue est
erit; queiue iudicio fiduciae, pro socio, tutelae, mandatei, iniuriarum, deue d(olo) m(alo) condemna-
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IIPUCYSKACHNS ¢ OOBMHEHMEM B YMBICAE 11 KOBAPCTBE. TSIKECTh TIOCACACTBII OIIpe-
AEASIAA Y30CTh KPYTa OTHOIIEHWH, B KOTOPBIX KPUTEPUEM BMEHEHMS BBICTYIIaA dolus
(fraus). IlocrenenHoe pacimpeHme 3TOTO KPyra OIUPAAOCh Ha BBEACHUE [IPE3YMIL-
LW, ITO3BOASIBIIIMX IIPUPABHSTH K YMBICAY TaKsKe Ipybyro HeocToposkHOCTH (OyAy-
was culpa lata).

Murtraric canTas TEHACHIMIO K PACIIPOCTPAHEHUIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTI KAACCH-
YECKOM, TOTAA KaK APyIue GYHKLIMUNU IIePEeCMOTPa OCHOBAHMI BMEHEHMs (B 4aCTHO-
CTH, OIPABAATEABHBIE, CBSI3AHHBIC C TIOHVKEHMEM CTAHAAPTA OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, KaK
v Windscheid, Pand. 2 § 438 A. 6) A0AKHBI OBIAM CBUAETEABCTEOBATD O BTOPSKEHUM
B TEKCTBI KAACCMKOB ITOCTKAACCUIECKUX MAM IOCTUHUAHOBCKIX ABTOPOB'.

B Mraanwn, onmpasics Ha a1y Teopuio, B. Aparsko-Pynij BRIABUHYA 3HAUMTEABHO
Goaee PAAMKAABHYIO Teopemy?. Y PaBHB 110 cMblcay dolus ¢ Hapyienuem fides, yae-
HBII OOBABUA KAACCUIECKMM COOTBETCTBUEM TpeboBanmio AobpocosecTHOCTH (bona
fides) orcyTcTBUE YMBICAA: BCE TEKCTBI, B KOTOPHIX IIPUCYSKACHNUE AOAKHMKA CTABM-
AOCH B 3aBUCUMOCTB OT Kputepust Bussl (culpa — sine culpa), cooTBeTCTBEHHO, AOASKHbI
OBIAV TIOABEPIHYTHCSI MCKAYKEHMUIO B IIO3AHETALIIE SIOXI W IIPU3HABAANCH MHTEPIIO-
AVIPOBAHHBIMIL. DTO YUE€HME HAAOATO TTAPAAMU3OBAAO PA3BUTHE POMAHUCTUKI B 06Aa-
CTV AOTOBOPHOTL OTBETCTBEHHOCTM.

B AelcTBUTEABHOCTHM AQSKe B pamKax KoHUenguu Aparxko-Pynia ocraBasocsh
MECTO M AASL OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 BUHY, KaK BIIOAHE KAACCUYECKOV ITPU3HABAAACK
1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3 CuUstodia, OAHAKO XPOHOAOTMYECKY PA3BUTHE YICHMS 3HAUN -
TEABHO CABMUIAAOCH BIIPABO: IIOAYIAAOCH, 4TO TOABKO ¢ FOamanom n ['aem BunOBHOE
1 GE3BUHOBHOE BMEHEHME IO IpUHYNILy utilitas contrabentium moAy4aso mmupoKoe
M yBEPEHHOE IIPUMEHEHME!, XOTs JeHTpaAbHbIN 0600marommi rexer D. 50, 17, 23
[O-IIPEKHEMY IIPU3HABAACS TAYOOKOV MOCTKAACCUIECKOM IIepepaboTKoi Yabma-
Ha'. 3aBucnmocTs oT KoHyenyun Aparsko-Pynia ouesnpHa erge y Kasepa, xorst Aast

tus est erit; queiue lege Plaetoria ob eamue rem, quod aduersus eam legem fecit fecerit, condemna-
tus est erit («TOT, KTO NPUCYXKAEH MAK BYAET MPUCYXKAEH 3a KPaxy, KOTOPYIO CaM COBEPLLMA, UAW MOLLEA
Ha MUPOBYIO O Kpaxe, MAKU KTO MO UCKY O GUAYLIMK, O TOBAPULLECTBE, ONEKE, NOPYYEHUN, 0BKAE, UAK
0 3AOM YMbICAE MPUCYXAEH UAM BYAET MPUCYXKAEH; UAK KTO MO 3aKOHY MAETOPHSA MO TOMY Xe AEAY, KOTO-
poe OH COBEPLLMA MAM COBEPLLAET BOMPEKK 3TOMY 3aKOHY, ObIA MAK BYAET MPUCYXKAEH...»).

1 Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 328.
2 Arangio-Ruiz V. Responsabilita contrattuale in diritto romano. 2 ed. Napoli, 1958. P. 58 sq.

MwuTTalic cumtan yueHue o BUHE pa3paboTKoM KAACCUUYECKON HOPUCTIPYAEHLMK 2-I MOAOBUHSI Il B.:
Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 324.

4 MwuTTaic oTHOCUA yueHwe 06 utilitas contrahentium K paHHUM knaccukaM («lingeren Klassiker») co cebin-
Ko Ha AdpurkaHa-tOanana B D. 30, 108, 12: Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 324. O cTaHOBA€HWUU 0OBEKTUBHOM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 3a custodia cm.: Metro A. Lobbligazione di custodire nel diritto romano. Milano, 1966.
MpeyBeAnumBaet cybbeKTUBHDBI MOMEHT B CTPYKTYpE custodia 6enbruiickuii astop P. Pobaii: Robaye R.
L'obligation de garde. Essai sur la responsabilité contractuelle en droit romain. Bruxelles, 1987.

5 Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 322, nt. 34; Wieacker F. Textstufen klassischer Juristen. Gottingen, 1960. S. 218
sq. MoapobHewnin aHanm3 Tekcta: Tafaro S. ‘Regula’ e ‘ius antiquum’ in D. 50.17.23. Ricerche sul-
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GOABIIIMHCTBA HEMEIJKOSI3bITHBIX ABTOPOB CACAYET IIPEATIOAATATH OIIPEACASIIOIIICE BAM -
same B. Kyakeast'. Aosepre K TeKCTam PAHHMX KAACCUKOB B pabOTaX IOTAAHACKMX
pomanmcros A. Barcona? n Ask. Makkopmaka® 8 1970-e n 1980-e rr. e onmpasocs
HAa CKOAb-HMOYAD TAYOOKYIO TEKCTOAOTMIECKYIO KPUTUKY MAU UCTOPUKO-IIPABOBBIE
COODOPasKeHMST M TIOAACPSKKI COBPEMEHHMKOB He MOAYI1AO. OAHAKO IIIar 3a IIarom
0b11ast KapTMHA BOCCTAHABAMBAAACH B YOCAUTEABHOV IIOAHOTE, M CETOAHS €CTh BIICUAT-
ASTIOIJIATA OIIBIT KOHCEPBATUBHOTO IIPOYTEHMST OOABIIIMHCTBA BEAYIIUX CBUACTCABCTB
pecrybAMKaHCKOM SITOX .

4, ACTOPMYECKOE PA3BUTHUE MCKOBOW 3AIINTBI AOTOBOPHBIX OBSA3ATEALCTB

YVdenmne o AOTOBOPHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTV TECHO CBSI3AHO C YICHMEM 00 MCKOBOM
3aIuUTe M XPOHOAOTMEN UCKOB 10 A06pott cosectn (bonae fidei iudicia). TTo obrymum
IPEACTABAEHMSIM, UCKM, OCHOBaHHBIe Ha daxre (actiones in factum), yomyckasn obeysk-
A€HME CYObeKTUBHBIX KPUTEPUEB BMEHEHSI TOABKO B TEX CAYYAsIX, KOTAQ OHV IIPSIMO
VIIOMMHAAMCH B UCKOBOU popmyae. Tax, popmyaa in factum ucka us noxaasku (actio
depositi) ynomuHasa Kax ycAoBue IpucykaeHns ymoicea (dolus malus)', aro He ToAb-
KO BO3AAraA0 Ha mcrya Opemst AOKa3bIBAHMS, HO M MCKAIOYAAO HEOCTOPOSKHOCTD 13
OCHOBaHWMI OTBETCTBEHHOCTHM XPaHuTesl. B nckax ske o A06poit coBecTr IoA0GHBIX
orpaHmdyeHnm He G510, 1 OOCY>KACHME KPUTEPUEB 11 BUAOB BIUHBI TIOAYIMAO ITPUME-
HUTEABHO K 9TOM IIpobaemaTrke GOABIIIOE PasBUTHE. SAeCh OTBETCTBEHHOCTD BBICTY -
[IaeT SAEMEHTOM COACPSKaHMs 0bs13aTeAbcTBa (Oportere) M aBTOMATUIECKN CACAYET
13 HEBBIIIOAHEHMSI TpeboBarmit ius civile.

B 3TOV1 CBSI3M CACAYET IOAYEPKHYTS, YTO IIPEATIOAATABIIASICS €€ BO 2-71 IIOAOBMHE
IIPOLIIAOTO BeKa Takast (pasa PasBUTISI AASI UCKOB 13 KOHCEHCYaABHBIX AOTOBOPOB, KOTAQ
OHM SIKOOBI MUMEAM TOABKO POPMYAY i1 factum, He HAXOAUT TIOATBEPSKACHMST B UCTOY-

la responsabilita contrattuale. Vol. 1. Bari, 1984. P. 21 sq. OnbIT 6epexHoro npouteHus: Santucci G.
‘Utilitas contrahentium’. Note minime su una regula che ‘cacciata dalla porta rientro dalla finestra’ //
Modelli teorici e metodologici nella storia del diritto privato. Vol. 3 / A cura di R. Fiori. Napoli, 2008.
P. 277 sq. Cm. Takxe: Pelloso C. La ‘latitudine’ della culpa e I'utilitas contrahentium. Brevi note su
pensiero classico e regole post-classiche // Studi Urbinati, A - Scienze Giuridiche, Politiche ed Eco-
nomiche. 2020. Vol. 71. P. 595 sq. (https://doi.org/10.14276/1825-1676.2496).

L Kunkel W. Diligentia // ZSS. 1925. Bd. 45. S. 170 sq.; Id. Das rémische Privatrecht. Kéln; Wien,
1946. S. 174 sqq.

2 Watson A. The Law of Obligations in the Later Roman Republic. Oxford, 1965.

3 MacCormack G. ‘Culpa’ // SDHI. 1972. Vol. 38. P. 176 sq.; Id. Custodia and culpa // ZSS. 1972. Bd. 89.
S. 181 sq.; Id. Dolus in the Law of the Early Classical Period // SDHI. 1986. Vol. 52. P. 268 sq.; Id. Dolus,
culpa, custodia, diligentia: Criteria of Liability or Content of Obligation // Index. 1994. Vol. 22. P. 189 sq.

4 TeKkcT GopMyAbl MPUBOAMT Maii (Gai., 4, 47). Cm.: Aoxaes A.B. PuMckoe YacTHoe npaBo. 3-e U3A.
M., 2008. C. 212-213 [n. 85]. [TOMMMO UCKa O MOKA@XE NMPAMOE YyNOMWHAHUE YMbICAG COAEPXKa-
AV U HEeKoTopble Apyrue ucku in factum (Labeo in D. 27, 6, 9, 1: in dolum concipiuntur). Cm.: Mit-
teis L. Op. cit. S. 320.
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HUKaX'. BO-TIePBBIX, AAST ICKOB 13 KOHCEHCYAABHBIX AOTOBOPOB IMIIOTETHICCKAs pa3a
¢ POPMYAOT N factum He OCTaBMAA PEIITUTEABHO HUKAKMUX CAEAOB; BO-BTOPBIX, B HAYKE
Bce OOABIIIE YTBEPSKAACTCS TOUKA 3PEH, IO KOTOPOVL PA3AMIME MEKAY POPMYAAMIA
OITPEACASICTCS PasAmdImem GYHKIIAT, a He CTAANI PA3BUTIAS CKOBOT 3aIUTHI AOTOBOP-
HBIX 005I3aTEABCTB: ITOA COMHEHVE CTABUTCSI CAMO AOIIYIIICHME IIEPHUOAA, KOTAA POPMYADI
in factum (OCHOBAHHBIE HE Ha IIPABE, 2 Ha Imperium npeTopa) Gbiam Obr eAMHCTBEHHBIM
CPEACTBOM 3aIUTHI AOTOBOPHBIX 00s13aTeAbcTB. HarrpoTms, mpumeHnTeAbHO K AOTO-
BOPY KYIIAM-IIPOAAYKM MCKOBASI 3aI1ImTa ¢ GOPMYAOM 71 {14S YAOCTOBEPEHA AASI KOHIJA
I1I B. AO H3. — CAMOTO paHHETO M3 BO3MOXKHBIX 3TaroB Habaoperms (D. 19, 1, 38, 1.
CXOAHASI AATUPOBKA [IPEATIOAATAETCS U AASL ACtio fiduciae — neka n3 PUAYLIMAPHOTO
AOTOBOPa, GOPMYyAd KOTOPOTO COXPAHMAA APXAMIECKIE SI3BIKOBBIE POPMBI, KOTOPBIE
ncuesaror 8o Il B. A0 H3. Aast amoxm veteres — 11-1 B. AO H.3. — M3BECTHBI CBUACTEABCTBA
B IIOAB3Y CYILJECTBOBAHWSI OPMYA i1 {15 T AAST ADYTMX AOTOBOPHBIX THUIIOB.

PaccmMOTprM CACAVIOIJUT TEKCT B MATEPUU BEACHWAS IYPKMUX ACA 6e3 OpydeHmMsI
(negotiourm gestio). VIck m3 A€MUCTBUIL B 4y5KOM MHTEpece MMEA ABe GOPMYABL — in
ius m in factum, 9To M CTAAO IPEAMETOM M3YYEHMS CO CTOPOHBI Mopuua Baaccaxa,
ITPEAAOSKMBIIIETO TEOPHUIO IIEPEXOAA OT IIEPBOHAYAABHOT IIPETOPCKON 3aIJUTHI UCKA-
Mu ¢ POpMyAOTL TTO PAKTY K MCKAM, OCHOBAHHBIM Ha tpase (bonae fidei iudicia). Dm
AAHHBIE TIOHAAODSITCSI HAM B AAABHETAIIIEM MCCACAOBAHMM, A HEDOABIIIOE IIOTPYsKeHME
B IIPOOAEMATUKY TEKCTOAOTMIECKOTO aHAAT32 MOSKET ITOCAYSKUTD ITPEABAPUTEABHBIM
BBEACHWMEM B UCTOPUIO OCHOBAHMI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B PUMCKOM ITpaBe.

D. 3, 5,10 (Pomp., 21 ad Q. Muc.):
Si negotia absentis et ignorantis geras, et culpam et dolum praestare debes.
sed Proculus interdum etiam casum praestare debere, veluti si novum nego-

1 ®opmyAbl in factum Hapsaay ¢ GopMyAaMK in ius 3adpUKCHPOBaHbI AN AOTOBOPOB MOKAGXM U CCYAbI

(Gai., 4, 47), a Takxe ybeAUTEABHO PEKOHCTPYMPOBAHbI AAS PEaAbHOro 3anora U negotiorum gestio.
OaHaKO GEHOMEH ABOWHbIX GOPMYA OrpaHUUMBAETCS 3THM Yy3KUM Kpyrom. CM. B LeAOM Mo npobae-
me: Gallo F. Bona fides e ius gentium // Il ruolo della buona fede oggettiva nell’esperienza giuridi-
ca storica e contemporanea. Atti A. Burdese. Padova, 2003. Vol. II. P. 142 sq.

2 HeBO3MOXHOCTb 3aLLUMTLI TpebOBaHUS NPOAABLA O KOMMEHCaLMU PAacXOAOB Ha COAEPXAHWE BeLLM
AO Nnepepayn B paMkax MCKa Mo CTPoroMy npaBy oTMeudaA yxe bpopxuHu: Broggini G. ludex arbiter-
ve: Prolegomena zum Officium des rémischen Privatrichters. Bohlau, 1957. S. 221-223. Cm. Tak-
xe: Apathy P. Mora accipiendi und Schadenersatz // ZSS. 1984. Bd. 101. S. 193; Talamanca M.
Vendita (dir. rom.) // ED. Vol. 46. Milano, 1993. P. 305; Grdschler P. Willenseinigung zur Schuld-
begrundung (Konsensualkontrakte) // Handbuch des rémischen Privatrecht / Hrsg. von U. Babu-
siax, Chr. Baldus, W. Ernst, F.-S. Meissel, J. Platschek, Th. Ruefner. Bd. Ill. Tbingen, 2023. S. 650
u nt. 25, rae Apyras auteparypa.

3 Bonpoc octaetcs HepelueHHbIM. CM.: Gréschler P. Actiones in factum: eine Untersuchung zur Klage-
Neuschopfung im nichtvertraglichen Bereich. Berlin, 2002; Fiori R. Ea res agatur: | due modelli del
processo formulare repubblicano. Milano, 2003; Kranjc J. In ius und in factum konzepierte Klage-
formularen // Usus antiquus Juris Romani: antikes Recht in lebenspraktischer Anwendung / Hrsg.
von W. Ernst, E. Jakab. Berlin, 2005. S. 127 sq.
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tium, quod non sit solitus absens facere, tu nomine eius geras: veluti venales
novicios coemendo vel aliquam negotiationem ineundo. nam si quid dam-
num ex ea re secutum fuerit, te sequetur, lucrum vero absentem: quod si in
quibusdam lucrum factum fuerit, in quibusdam damnum, absens pensare
lucrum cum damno debet.

Ecan TBI BeA€IIb A€AQ OTCYTCTBYIOLETO IIPU €0 HEBEACHWUM, Tl AOAYKEH
obecrieanTs 1 BuHY, 1 ymbicea. Ho TTpoxya [roBopmr], aTo mopont caeayet obe-
CIIEIUTD AQSKE CAYYAi, HAIIPUMED, ECAML THI BEACIIH HOBOE ACAO, KOTOPOE AAST
OTCYTCTBYIOLIETO HE GBIAO ITPUBBIMHBIM; HAIIPUMED, IIOKYIIAs OIITOM AASL TIEpe-
HPOAASKM PabOB-HOBUYKOB MAM BCTYIIAS! B KAKYIO-HUOYAD KOMMEPIECKYIO CAEA-
Ky. BeAb €cAn BcAeACTBIME ITOTO A€Aa HACTYIINT KaKOM-An60 yigepd, OH ASDKeT
Ha Te6s1, 2 BBITOAQ AOCTAHETCST OTCYTCTBYIOLIEMY; ECAU JKE OT OAHMUX ACA TIOAY -
YUTCST TPUGBIAB, OT APYTUX — YIIEPO, OTCYTCTBYIOIMI AOASKEH OYAET 3a4€CTh
BBITOAY C yIjep6om.

O6patmm cpasy BHMMAHUE Ha TO, 4TO TAATOA «praestare» (obecrieunsats, IpeAo-
CTABASITD) MOYKET YIIOTPEBASATHCS HE TOABKO C MOAOSKUTEABHBIMM HAUMEHOBAHMAMMU
MOAEAEN MUCTIOAHEHMST — IIPUAEKAHMEM, BHUMAHUEM, PAYUTEABHOCTBIO, 3a60TAMBO-
crbto, oxpanont (praestare diligentiam, curam, custodiam), HO M MX IIPOTUBOIIOAONK -
HOCTSIMM — YMBICAOM, BUHOM, HEOCTOPOYKHOCTBIO, HEOIIBITHOCTBIO M HEPAAUBOCTBIO
(praestare dolum, culpam, neglegentiam, imprudentiam, imperitiam), mpuaem mocAeA -
Hee yrorpebaerne Goaee PacIPOCTPAHEHO M MOSKET CYMTATHCS UAMOMATUIECKUM'.
Taxoe cA0BOYIIOTpEGAEHE HE TOABKO MOKA3BIBAET AMOUBAAEHTHOCTD TIOHSITUS «Prde-
stare», AASL KOTOPOTO B COBPEMEHHOM SI3bIKE BEChMA HEIIPOCTO HOAODPATh YHUBED-
CaABHBIV SKBUBAAEHT, CIIOCOOHBIN COOTBETCTBOBATH BCEM aCTIEKTAM CMBICAA, HO U TI0A -
YEPKUBAET MATEPUAABHO-TIPABOBON XapaKTep Ha3BaHHOM obsizanHOCTH. [o3TOMY
XOTSI IIEPEBECTH «praestare» B TEPMUHAX OTBETCTBEHHOCTU — «OTBEYATH 32 YMBICEA»,
«HECTM OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 32 BUHY», KOTBEYATh 33 HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTD» UAM, HAO-
6OpOT, «OTBeYaTh 3a 3a60TAMBOCTD», «OTBEYATD 32 PAYUTEABHOCTb» — COOAAZHUTEAD-
HO YAOGHO, BCe K€ TAaKOV IEPEBOA B IIOAHOVL MEpPE He IIEPEAAET M AAYKE UCKAKAET
BayKHETIIIEE CBOMCTBO PEHOMEHA, 2 UMEHHO TO, UTO praestare IPUHAAAESKUT TIAA-
Hy TIpeaocTaBaenms (IAaHy AOAT, uctioanerms, Schuld), a He naany OTBETCTBEHHO-
e (Haftung). Praestare yxaspiBaeT Ha Ka4ecTBO ACHCTBUI, OJKUAAEMBIX OT AOAXK-
HUKA, KA9ECTBO, KOTOPOE SIBASIETCSI OITPEACASIOIIUM AAST YCTAHOBAEHWMST COAEPYKAHWS
obs13areancTsa. B aTOM cMbIcae Tpuana — dare, facere, praestare (Gai., 4, 2)* — upea-
cTaBAseT cobOV OPraHUIHOE EAMHCTBO, BRICTPOEHA Ha EAMHOM OCHOBAHWUMU M OTHO-
cnres k Schuld (pepocTaBaeHmio), a He K popmam orsetcTBeHHOCTI. Kak Hencroane-

1 370 nonoxeHWe - oTnpaBHOe B NpopbiBHOM paboTe P. Kapanaau: Cardilli R. Lobbligazione di ‘praestare’
e la responsabilita contrattuale in diritto romano (Il sec A.C. - Il sec. D.C.). Milano, 1995. P. 188 sq.

2 Mavoma 3acBMAETEABCTBOBAHA anurpadudecku: lex de Gall. Cis., XXII, 31 (cep. | B. A0 H.3.); lex Irnit.,
c. 79, 50; c. 83, 48 (koHeL | B. H.3.).
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HVME 71 IPOCPOYKA ABASIOTCST OCHOBAHWAMI BMEHEHWMS Ipn 00s13aTeabcTBax in dando
(dare)!, Tax m OTCTyIAEHWE OT CTAHAAPTA OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH M 3a00TAMBOCTH IIPU
obs3areancTsax in faciendo (facere) cocTaasieT BUHOBHOE HapyIIeHME M KBAAUDH-
UUPYeTCs KaK HEUCIIOAHEHME MAY HEeHAAASIKAIJee UCIIOAHEHWME 1 COCTABASICT OCHO-
BaHME AAS TIPUCYKACHMST oTBeTunKa. Hapyinerne obsizanHOCTH praestare ects Hapy-
IIIeHMe 00sI13aTeABCTBA, BI1A HEUCIIOAHECHTASL

B martem texcre [Tpoxya, aBropurerserimmii ropuct 1-11 moaoBmHSI | B, TI0A Me-
HEM KOTOPOTO B AAABHETIIIEM M3BECTHA IIIKOAA, OCHOBaHHAs1 AaOGeOHOM, BO3pasKas
IOPUCTY IIPEAIIECTBYIOIJETO ITOKOACHNS, IIPUOETaeT K BRIPASKEHUIO «Casum praestare»
(«oTBeyaTsp 3a CAyYAIl»), ITO IPOSIBASIETCS B TOM, YTO BO3MOXKHBIN YIJEPO OT CACAOK,
HETIPUBBIYHBIX X035MHY Aeaa (dominus negoti), AOSKUTCS Ha gestor'a, TOTAQ Kak Bee
BBITOABI AOCTAHYTCSI IpUHIMIIAAY. Pacripepeserme mpubbian 1 yijepba oT coBmecT-
HOT1 A@SITEABHOCT AV AGSITEABHOCTH B OOIjem MHTepece — BayKHETAIIIee OIIPEACACHIE
BO3HMKAIOIMX 00513aTeABCTB CTOPOH. «CAydait» OTHOCUTCS K HEM3BECTHOCT 11 HEO-
ITPEACACHHOCTY PE3YABTATA BEACHASI ACA AAS gestor’a, TOTAA KaK Cama BO3MOSKHOCTD
TaKOTO PACIIPEACACHMS BHITOA M HEBBITOA MEKAY CTOPOHAMM HAACASET COACPSKAHUEM
00513aTeABCTBO 1 GOPMUPYET praestare: He ACTACTBUASI AOAYKHUKA M AAKe He UX Kade-
CTBO, 4 MHOM 2AEMEHT IIPeAMETa 00s13aTeABCTBA — PESKMUM COYIACTIASI 11 B3aUMOACH -
CTBUs B 00Igem Aeae.

Yerkoe otpeaerme nosuymm [Ipokyaa (sed Proculus ...) n yxasaHue Ha ee HOBU3-
HY TIOAYEPKUBAET TIPUHAAAESKHOCTD TIepBON $passl («Si negotia absentis et ignoran-
tis geras, et culpam et dolum praestare debes») K yCTOMIMBOMY 1 M3BECTHOMY TIOPSIA -
KY, YIIPaBASIIOIJeMy OTHOIIIeHUeM negotiorum gestio. Iloayqaercs, aro cam Ks. Mynymn
Cyesoaa nouTndux (countenne xoroporo kommentupyer opuct II 8. Cexcr [Tom-
HIOHWMI1) MOT OOCY>KAATD HAPAMETPBI IPUCYIKAEHWS TI0 UCKY ex fide bona, mpmancasts
K HUM culpat. Vcxops n3 stux coobpaskennn, Baaccax mpmsHaBaa, 410 TEKCT 3adpUK-
cupoBaa BBeAeHme POPMYABL i s y>ke K Kouny I B. a0 w32 O. Aeneas cunTan, 4To
HaumMHasl C ITOrO pparmeHTa U3AOKeHme negotiorum gestio s Turyae D. 3, 5 obpa-

1 CxopHasa AOrMKa NpocAexuBaeTcs U npu obpalleHnn K npobaeme B MOHATUAX «06S3aTEAbCTBO-
pe3yAbTaT™ 1 «0b653aTeALCTBO-CPEACTBO» (ECAM TAKUM 06pa3om nepeaatb NPeArOXeHHyo PeHe Aemo-
rom (Demogue R. Traité des obligations en général. T. V. Paris, 1925. P. 6 sq.) auxotomuto obligations
de resultat - obligations des moyens). OAHaKO B COBPEMEHHOM GPaHLY3CKON AOKTPUHE U cyAeBHOM
NpPaKTUKe AUXOTOMUS BbIAEPXKMBAETCA TOAbKO MPUMEHUTEABHO K 06s13aTenbcTBaM in dando, Kotopble
BCEraa NPeACTaBAsitOT coboi 06s13aTenbCTBO-pesyabTat. 06s3aTenbcTBa in faciendo (caenaTb MAM BO3-
AEpXaTbCsi OT AEMCTBUSA) pacrnapaloTcst Ha 06s3aTeAbCTBA-PE3YALTAT, CMArYEHHOEe 06A3aTEAbCTBO-
pesyasTart (allegée), ycuneHHoe 0613aTeAbCTBO-Pe3yALTaT (aggravée), 0653aTenbCTBO-CPEACTBO U YCU-
AEHHOEe 06513aTeAbCTBO-CPEACTBO. MMpK CMSITYEHHOM PE3YALTaTUBHOM 00513aTEALCTBE AOMKHWUK MOXET
onpasAaTbCs, AOKa3aB, uTo yLepb HacTynuA 6e3 ero BUHbI (Hanpumep, cT. 1732 OrK), Toraa kak npu
YCUAEHHOM - AWLLIb AOKa3aB AEMCTBME HEMPEOAOAUMON CUAbL. CM.: Terré F., Simler Ph., Lequette Y.,
Chénedé F. Droit civil. Les obligations. 12" éd. Paris, 2018. P. 907-908.

2 0 Tekcte cM.: Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 211-214, 398-401, 412.

3 Wiassak M. Zur Geschichte der Negotiorum Gestio: eine rechtshistorische Untersuchung. Jena,
1879. S. 37 sq.
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IJAETCST K UCKY ¢ POPMYAON i1 ius'. DTV BBIBOABI TEM A€TUE YTBEPAMAUCH B HAYKE, UTO
nyepon B «Tonmke», cBoem mocaearem counHeHnmn (44 r. A0 H3.), YIOMUHAET UCK
110 A06poit coBectn 0 Beaernn ayskux Aea (Cic., Top., 17, 66).

B o ke Bpems B TpakTare «O6 0053aHHOCTSIX», HAIIMCAHHOM HA HECKOABKO A€T
panee, Lnepon, nepeuncass bonae fidei iudicia (Cic., de off, 3,17, 70), He ynommna-
er negotiorum gestio. MHOTME MCCAEAOBATEAN IIOATOMY OTHOCHAM 11 OTHOCSIT HIEPBYIO
dpasy K BMEIIIATEABCTBY B TEKCT FOCTUHUAHOBCKMX KOMITUASITOPOB®. Cpean Bo3paske-
HUIA, TPEACTABASIFOIIMX MHTEPEC, OTMETMM, UTO CAOBO «Culpa» crout mepep «dolus»,
HapyIIasl yCTOMIMBBIN TIOPSIAOK B uanome «dolo et culpa»: kasanoch 6bl, BOT cBUAE-
TEABCTBO TIO3AHENIIIETO AOGABACHMSI TEPMUHA «CUlp@» B TEKCT, TAE, BO3MOYKHO, IIEPBO-
HAYaABHO Pedb II1AA TOABKO O dolus. 3ammiyas Texcr, Kapanaan obpamjaer sHMMAaHME
Ha 1O, 9T0 1 B «MucTHTyynsx» Tasa (Gai, 3, 211)!, koTopble AOLIAM AO HAC IIOMIUMO
rocTrHnanosa CBoaa 1 Takum oBpasom He IIOABEPrasnch repepaborkam, BeTpeda-
ercst BeIpaykeHme «sine culpa et dolo malo» — ¢ oGpaTHBIM TIOPSIAKOM CAOB B IIPU-
BBIYHOM BBIPASKEHMUM. DTO YOEAUTEABHOE OIIPOBEPIKEHIME COMHEHMI B IIOAAMHHOCTH
caoB KeunTa Mynmst.

TaK, AAST AOTOBOPOB, KOTOPBIE IIOAB30BAAVCH 3ALUTOM IO 1US civile (Mckamu o
A06PpoTt coecTn ¢ GOPMYAOTL i72 1S ), OBCYKACHNME CYOBEKTUBHBIX KPUTEPUEB BMEHE-
HISI PEACBAHTHO M3HAYAABHO M OTBEYAET CTPYKTYPe 00s13aTeABCTBEHHOTO OTHOLIIE-
Hmst. Aomyexas, uto yske K. Mynmin Cyeoaa ob6cyskaaeT AOTOBOPHYIO BUHY — Cudl-
pam praestare (MOMUMO IIPUBEAEHHOTO TeKeTa cm. Taroke D. 18, 6, 18 (Pomp., 31 ad
Q. Muc.): iam non culpam), Mpl He YAUBUMCSI, UTO OH K€ aKIIEHTUPYET BHUMAHUE Ha
fides w diligentia xax copepskauum «praestare oportere» MCKOBON GOPMYABI ITPUME-
HUTEABHO K oneke’ u ceyae (et culpam praestandam et diligentiam)y. Llngepon, cae-
Ays1 HapabOTKam 3HATOKOB IIPaBa, OCY KAAeT neglegentia (HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTD ) TIPH

1 Lenel O. Das edictum perpetuum: ein Versuch zu seiner Wiederherstellung. 2. Aufl. Leipzig, 1927. S. 102.

2 Baaccaka nopaepxanu: Pernice A. Op. cit. A. S. 494, B. S. 302; Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 331, nt. 46;
Kubler B. Die Haftung fur Verschulden bei kontraktsanlichen und deliktsanlichen Schuldverhaltnis-
sen // ZSS. 1918. Bd. 39. S. 191-192; Id. Griechische Einflisse auf die Entwicklung der rémischen
Rechtswissenschaft gegen Ende der republikanischen Zeit // Atti del Congresso internazionale di
diritto romano. Roma, 1934. Vol. . P. 89, nt. 3.

3 Autepatypy cm.: Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 213 sq.

4 Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 215 co ccbinkoi Ha 3alinepa: Seiler H.H. Zur Haftung des auftraglosen Geschéfts-
flhrers im romischen Recht // Studien im rdmischen Recht: Max Kaser zum 65. Geburtstag gewid-
met. Mlnchen, 1973. S. 202, nt. 31.

5 D.27,5,4 (Pomp., 6 ad Q. Muc.): Qui pro tutore negotia gerit, eandem fidem et diligentiam praestat,
quam tutor praestaret (<ToT, KTO BEAET AeAa BMECTO OfekyHa, obecrneurBaeT Takyto Xe BEPHOCTb U OCMO-
TPUTEABHOCTb, Kakyto obecrneurBan bbl onekyH»). Uaroma (Takke NPUMEHUTEABHO K ONEKYHY) 3aCBUAETENL
CTBOBaHa B TekcTe [as, HECOMHEHHO, CBOBOAHOM OT MHTEpMoASUMIA: Gai., 1, 200: fides ... et diligentia.

6 Cm.:D. 13, 6,5, 3: ... Quinti Mucii sententia existimandis et culpam praestandam et diligentiam; D. 47, 2,
77 pr (Pomp., 38 ad Q. Muc.): ... in culpa aestimatio erit; D. 13, 6, 23 (Pomp., 21 ad Q. Muc.). BeipaxeHve
«culpam praestare» LinuepoH BKAaabiBaeT yxe B ycta K. Myuus asrypa (Cic., de orat., 1, 24, 113).
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ncnoaHenun porosopa nopydenns (Cic., pro Rose. Am., 38, 111) u rosopur o diligen-
tia w magna fides xax mpeameTe TpeOOBAHWS TIO UCKY M3 AOTOBOPA TOBAPUIJECTBA —
actio pro socio (Cic., pro Quinct., 3, 13)..

5. FIDES, DILIGENTIA, CULPA B CTPYKTYPE OBSI3ATEABCTBA PRAESTARE

Coornomwenne diligentia v culpa B IpeACTABAEHMU PaHHWUX IIPOKYAMAHLIEB Pac-
KPBIBACT TAKOM TEKCT O KYIIAC-IIPOAAIKE.

D. 18, 1, 68 pr (Proc., 6 epist.):

Si, cum fundum venderes, in lege dixisses, quod mercedis nomine a con-
ductore exegisses, id emptori accessurum esse, existimo te in exigendo non
solum bonam fidem, sed etiam diligentiam praestare debere, id est non solum
ut a te dolus malus absit, sed etiam ut culpa.

Ecan ThI, IpoaaBast y4acTox, ckasaa Gl B OTOBOPKE K AOTOBOPY, 4TO TO, 4TO ThI
B3BILLELID C APEHAATOPA APEHAHYIO TIAATY, AOGABITCSI IOKYIIATEAIO, TIOAATAIO, 4TO
TBI AOASKEH ITPUAOSKITD BO B3BICKAHMI HE TOABKO AOGPOCOBECTHOCTD, HO 1 IIPH-
A€YKaHMe, TO €CTh YTO THI HE TOABKO He AOIIYCTUIIb 3A0T0 YMBICAA, HO 74 BUHBL

[Tpu mpoAaske yIacTKa IIPOAABEL] AOTIOAHUTEABHO B3sIA Ha cebst 00s13aTeAbCTBO
B3BICKATH C APEHAATOPA HEAOMMKM U BBIAATH MX HOKyIATeAlO. [Tpokya cunTaer, aTo
OT AOAYKHMKA IIPU 3TOM TpebyIoTest 0cobble YCHMAIS, PACCYsKAAs B TepMuHax «bona
fides» — «diligentia» — «dolus» — «culpa».

Hepomyigerme saoro ymsicaa (dolus malus) — cranaapraas oOsS3aHHOCTS IPOAAB-
1a, 3TO IKBUBAACHT HOPMBI IIpnt 00s13aTeABCTBAX 110 A00poTt cosectn (ex fide bona), no
B TEKCTE MPEACTABACHO MHBEPTUPOBAHHOE COOTHOIIIEHNME, KOTAQ ITPOsIBACHME AOGPO-
cosectroci (bona fides), mpuaoskenne obIYero CTaHAApPTA K UCIIOAHEHMIO 00sI3aTeAb-
CTBA BCETO AMILI O3HAYAET UCKAIOUNUTD YMBICEA, T.c. HIMEPEHHOE HeMUCIIOAHeH e, VImeH-
HO 1103TOMY [TPOKYA, 4TOOBI BBIPA3UTD MACIO ITPUACIKAHS, CIICLMAABHBIX YCUAUIL AAST
AOCTMIKEHMSI PE3YABTATA M ODECIIeIeH s KAYeCTBA MCIIOAHEHMSI, IIPHOEraeT K IIOHSITHIO
«diligentia», KOTOPOE AAST HETO OKA3BIBAETCSI CYIJECTBEHHO OOTade 110 COAEPIKAHMIO, YEM
AobGpocosecTHOCTS [TOHSITHE AOGPOCOBECTHOCTM KK IIPOCTOTO AHTUIIOAQ YMBICAQ, OYe-
BUAHO, He MOYKET OOeCIIeYnTb TAKOV YPOBEHDb TPeOOBaHMI K AOASKHUKY'. AobpocosecT-

1 TepmuH «diligentia» nzsecteH Maasty (Il B. A0 H.3.).

2 311 coobpaxeHus BbickasblBan yxe B. ApaHxo-Pyuu (Arangio-Ruiz V. Op. cit. P. 175-179). HecBo-
AMMOCTb bona fides B AaHHOW CUTYaLMK K OTCYTCTBUMIO YMbICA@ NoAYepKMBan U A. Kapkateppa (Car-
caterra A. Intorno ai bonae fidei iudicia. Napoli, 1964. P. 145, nt. 91). NpeopoAreHWEe CyObEKTUBHO-
ro NoHWMaHua A0BPOCOBECTHOCTH B CYXXAEHUM poKyAa cnpaBeAAMBO ycMaTpuBaeT K.-A. KaHHarta:
Cannata C.A. Una casistica della colpa contrattuale // SDHI. 1992. Vol. 58. P. 418.

3 De Robertis F.M. La responsabilita contrattuale nel sistema della grande compilazione. Vol. 1. Bari,
1983. P. 143.
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HOCTB 3ACh He SKBUBAACHTHA IIPUACIKAHNIO, HO MMEeT CyrybO HOPMATVMBHBIN 1 OYCHb
V3K TI0 COACPIKAHVIO CMBICA. AAST ITPUBHECEHIMS MACT CTAPATEABHOCTI 1 3a00TAMBOCTIA
I Tpoxya obpargaeTcst K HOBBIM BBIPA3UTEABHBIM CPEACTBAM, KOTOPBIE HE MOTYT He OTpa-
SKaTh HOBW3HY KOHIJEIITYaABHOTO OCMBICACHMST BO3MOSKHOCTEV 00sI3aTeABCTBA, CBS3aH-
HBIX C BO3AOYKECHVEM Ha AOAYKHMKA TOAOSKUTEABHBIX OSKUAAHWUIN KPEAUTOPA, HALICACH-
HBIX Ha JAOBACTBOPEHVE MHTEPECa, BRAIOUCHHOTO B COACPIKaHMe 00sI3aTeAbCTRa!.
[TpraoskeHme 5Ke YCUAMTL, AACKBATHBIX 32AA94M, ITOCTABACHHBIM AOTOBOPOM, ITPHPAB-
HMBAETCS HE K BO3AEPKAHMIO OT YMBICA, dOlUs, HO K MCKAIOYEHMIO BrHBI — culpa. [ Toxa-
3aTEABHO, YTO TEPMUH «Culpa» TOSIBASIETCSI B CAMOM KOHILJE PACCYSKACHMUS KAaK HOBBIVL
CEMAHTMICCKN HACHIIJCHHBIN ACMEHT, HAACASIOIVI CMBICAOM BCE IIPEAAOSKEHHE, KaK
TO AKTYaABHOE COACPIKAHVE, PAAY KOTOPOTO 1 BBICTPAUBAAOCH AAHHOE BBICKA3BIBAHME,
O6pargenmue k diligentia, KOTOpast BBOAUTCSI KAK HEITO MPEBBIIIAIONIEE HOPMAABHYIO
AOBPOCOBECTHOCTS (T.e. OOIMIA CTAHAAPT HOBEACHWSI B O0OPOTE), BBICTYIIACT IIPEAITO-
chIAKOT (Prodromos) BBeAEHMs B AUCKYPC HOBOTO KOHLEIITA, CIIOCOOHOTO OPraHM30BaTh
MACIO BBIXOAA 33 PAMKM HOPMAABHOW OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH M TIOPSIAOYHOCTH W IIPUAO-
SKEHMST OCODBIX YCHUAMTA, OCOOBIX AACKBATHBIX MCKOMOMY PE3YABTATY CPEACTB 1 CIIOCO0-
Hocren. [lepes namu culpa in omittendo (BuHa 3a yrymerns ) — 0653aTeAbCTBO, OTSITO-
IJeHHOE OOsI3aHHOCTHIO 00ECIIeUNTh KadeCcTBO UCIIOAHeH s (praestare oportere).

Pemenne HPOKYAH., OYCBMAHO, IIOBAMIAO HA CYyZKACHME LjeAbca, IIOCACAHETO I'AaBbI
IIPOKYAMAHCKOVL IIKOABL, KOTOPBIN PUKCUPYET yeuaeHNe TpeGoBaHMs B AOGaBACHMUM
K YMBICAY TaxsKke u BusbL («non solum dolum, sed et culpam eum praestare»).

1 YnomuHaHuWe ocoboit oroBopkM (lex) B croBax «in lege dixisses» OTHOCUTCS K BKAHOUEHUIO B AOTOBOP
AOMOAHUTEABHOTO 3AEMEHTA, KOTOPbIN CTAHET COAEPXXATEAbHOM YacTbto UCKa (ex parte actoris - D. 2,
14,7, 4 (Ulp., 4 ad ed.)), T.e. NpaBa KpeauTopa 1 06583aTeAbCTBa AONKHMKA; OTOBOPKA BXOAWT B UCK,
€CAU CAeAaHa «initio contractus» — Npu 3akAtoueHumn porosopa (cp. D. 18, 1, 72 pr (Pap., 10 quaest.));
peyb 0 PopMUpPOBaHNM COAEPXKAHWA 00s13aTeAbCTBA, lex contractus.

Cp. D. 50, 17, 23 (Ulp., 29 ad Sab.): ... nisi si quid nominatim convenit (vel plus vel minus) in singu-
lis contractibus: nam hoc servabitur, quod initio convenit (legem enim contractus dedit), excepto eo,
quod Celsus putat non valere, si convenerit, ne dolus praestetur: hoc enim bonae fidei iudicio contrar-
ium est («eCA TOAbKO CTOPOHbI CELMAALHO HE AOFOBOPUAWCH (O BOABLLEM UAK MEHbLLIEM) B OTAEABHbIX
AOroBopax: BeAb OyAeT COBAIOAATLCS TO, 0 YEM AOTOBOPUAUCH NPH 3aKAKOUEHUK AOTOBOPa (M60 3TO CO3-
A@eT 3aKOH AOrOBOPA), 3a UCKAKOUEHUEM TOrO, UTO, Kak LieAbC noAaraeT, He MMEET CUAbI, ECAU AOTOBO-
pAaTCcs, UToObl HE OTBEYATb 3@ YMbICEA: BEAb 3TO MPOTUBOPEUUT POPMYAE UCKa MO AOOPOI COBECTUY).

2 BOABLUMHCTBO MCCAEAOBATEAEN CUMTAAM NOCAEAHIOH $pasy (CO CAOB «id est ...») NO3AHEWLIEN BCTas-
KOW, NPU3BAHHOMN MOSICHUTbL BbILWENU3AOXEHHOE HauWHaKLLEMY, B COOTBETCTBUM C NpeAnoAarae-
MbIMW AMAGKTUYECKMMU 3apadyamm cocTaBreHnst AurecT KOctnHuaHa. Kapamaaun (Cardilli R. Op. cit.
P. 406 sqq), Bcaea 3a Kpamne (Krampe Chr. Proculi Epistulae: eine friihklassische Juristenschrift.
Karlsruhe, 1970. passim), yka3blBa€eT, UTo Takne 3apayn CTaBUAO nepea coboi n cobpaHue nucem
MpokyAa, OTKyAa B3AT HaLl TeKCT. ABTOP YOeAUTEAbHO 3alumLLaeT obpalleHne camoro KAacCuka K KOH-
LenTy culpa, ©u3BeCTHOMY B 06AaCTM AOTOBOPHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTM Yxe KB. Myumto U Cepsuto Cyabnu-
LM, UMEHHO C TeM, 4TOObI BblPa3uTb BbIXOA 3@ MPEAEAbI HEraTMBHOIO TPeBOBaHUS K HEHAPYLLEHWIO
bona fides kak OTCYTCTBUIO yMbICA@ U BUHbI (Sine dolo et culpa) n NoAYePKHYTb MO3UTUBHYHO 0653aH-
HOCTb, 3aKAKOUEHHYt0 B diligentiam praestare (Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 411).

3 Cm.: Krampe Chr. Op. cit. S. 56; Cannata C.A. Una casistica. P. 419.
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D.19,1, 13,16 (Ulp., 32 ad ed.).

In his autem, quae cum re empta praestari solent, non solum dolum, sed et
culpam praestandam arbitror: nam et Celsus libro octavo digestorum scripsit,
cum convenit, ut venditor praeteritam mercedem exigat et emptori praestet,
non solum dolum, sed et culpam eum praestare debere.

B oTHOLIEHNMM JKe TOTO, 4TO IPUHATO IIPEAOCTABASITH BMECTE C IIPOAAHHOM
BELBIO, [IOAATAI0, CAEAYET OTBEYATH HE TOABKO 33 YMBICEA, HO 1 32 BUHY: BEAD
n Lleabc B BOCbMON KHure «AMrecT» HaImcas, 9T0 KOTAA CTOPOHDI AOTOBOPY-
AMCH, 9TOOBI IIPOAABEL] B3BICKAA 3aAOAYKEHHOCTD 10 APEHAHO TIAATE 1 BHIAAA
€€ MOKYIIATEAIO, OH AOASKEH OBECTIEIUTH HE TOABKO YMBICEA, HO M BUHY.

OTBeThI ABYX IIPOKYAMAHLEB Pa3ACASIT IIOYTHU COTHSI AT, HO M AAst [Jeapca HOP-
MOV OTBETCTBEHHOCTH ITPOAABIA ocTaeTcst dolus, Torpa Kak ob6paryenme K TTOBBIIIeH-
HOMY CTaHAAPTY — culpam praestare — orrpeaeasteTcst ocOGEHHOCTSIMIU CUTYAUU UAT
COoAepYKaHMs 06513aTEABCTBA TIPOAABIJA, OTAMIHOTO OT TurMaHoro. Culpa kax aaemeHT
00513aTeABCTBA OTPAYKAET PEAKLMIO HA AOIIOAHUTEABHYIO OTOBOPKY, KOTOPAs BOIIAQ
B AOTOBOP " M3MEHMAA IIPUBBIIHOE PACIIPEACACHME POAETA. AASI TOTO 9TOODI BUHA CTa-
AQ CTAaHAAPTHBIM KpuTepuem mererns (a diligentia — SAeMEHTOM AOATA, AOTIOAHM -
TEAbHBIM KAYeCTBOM MCIIOAHEHWS), PUMASIHAM IIPEACTOUT IIPOTH elje HEMAADIN
yTh. TekeT 3adpmKrCHpoBaA BaSKHBIN STAIl Pa3BUTISI AOTOBOPHON OTBETCTBEHHOCT
B PUMCKOM IIpaBe 1 GOPMUPOBAHNE UACH COACPIKAHMS 00s13aTeAbcTBA (HE TOABKO
B TEXHUIECKOM CMBICAE, KaK lex contractils, Ho UMEHHO Kak praestare — npozpammol
oba3amervcmba, ciocoba M pe3yAbTaTa 1PEBONAOIEHMST KOHKPETHBIX JEAEN CTOPOH
B HOPMATMBHBIE MHTEPECHI).

Besanunoe nornmanme Tpebosanms AobpocosecTrocTH [ Tpokyaom co Beett ompe-
ACACHHOCTBIO BBICTYIIACT B CACAVIOIJEM TEKCTe'.

D. 3, 5,17 (Paul, 9 ad ed.):

Proculus et Pegasus bonam fidem eum, qui in servitute gerere coepit, prae-
stare debere aiunt: ideoque quantum, si alius eius negotia gessisset, servare
potuisset, tantum eum, qui a semet ipso non exegerit, negotiorum gestorum
actione praestaturum, si aliquid habuit in peculio, cuius retentione id ser-
vari potest. idem Neratius.

ITpokya n Ilerac roBopsiT, 9TO TOT, KTO HAYAA ACVICTBOBATH B IY>KOM MHTE-
pece 6e3 opydenus, byayan pabom, AoAKeH obecriednTs AOOPOCOBECTHOCTB:
1 TIO3TOMY CTOABKO, CKOABKO ObI MOT BBIPYIMTH COOCTBEHHMK, eCAM OBI APY-
TOM BEA €O A€AQ, CTOABKO 1 TOT, KTO C CAMOTO Ce0sI B3bICKATD HE CMOSKET, AOA-
SKeH OYAET IIPEAOCTABUT IO UCKY O BEACHMM IYSKIUX ACA, €CAU Y HETO 9TO-A160

1 Ae PobepTtrc oTHOCUT ero K cBOBOAHBIM OT MOAO3PEHMUI (insospettabili): De Robertis F. Op. cit. P. 408,
nt. 49.
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GBIAO B IIEKYAMM, 32 CIET YAECPSKAHWUSI KOTOPOTO 3TO MOKHO BHIPYYMTH. M TO
ke camoe — Hepagmri.

AAsT OIIpeAeAE IS OCHOBaHMSI BMEHEHNS IO UCKY O BEACHUM Iy>KIX Aea Oe3 mopy-
geHns1 (YCTAHOBACHMS COAEPIKAHMSI 00513aTEABCTBA gesTor'a) BhIABUIKEHME KPUTEPIS
Aobpocosectoct (bonam fidem praestare) SIBHO OPUEHTUPOBAHO HE HA UHAUBUAY -
aABHBIE CIIOCOGHOCTI MCTIOAHUTEAS, & HA OOIUIA CTAHAAPT, KOTOPBIV M3MEPSIETCS TIO
AHAAOTUM C AETCTBUSIMU AFOBOTO APYTOTO AMIa, T.€. Ha aBCTPAKTHYIO MOAEAD, B Kaye-
CTBE KOTOPOU BBICTYIIAET OCMOTPUTEABHBIN 11 3a00TAUBBIV X03511H. [ IprMmeHnTEARHO
K paby, KOAMYECTBEHHBIN IIPEAEA OTBETCTBEHHOCTU KOTOPOTO OTPAHMYEH PA3MEPOM
HEKYAMS, BBIXOA 32 PAMKM OTAEABHON AMYHOCTH ITPOAMKTOBAH HE CTOABKO 33AaYen
06061enms 06CYIKAAEMOT MOAEAH, CKOABKO COOOPasKEHMAMMU UIPBI CTATYCOB, 3340~
SKEHHOM B YCAOBMM 33AQ49M, IIOCKOABKY Pab HE MOJKET, BEAST AEAQ CBOETO TOCTIOAMHA,
obparnTs B3bIcKaHme Ha cebst camoro. Cras CBOOOAHBIM, gestor AOASKEH XO3SIMHY AeAa
110 MCKY O BEACHUI AEA CTOABKO, CKOABKO AOASKHO OBIAO GBI APYTOE AMLIO, HE CBA3AHHOE
OrpaHMYeHMsIMI PabCKOTO CTATYCa, IO3TOMY PACIET BEACTCS XOTS U ¢ YIETOM aKkTH-
BOB IIEKYASL, HO TaK, OYATO MHBIX IIPETIITCTBI AASL B3bICKAHMS HeT'. MOJKHO cKa3aTs,
CaMa CUTYaIUS BEAET K BBIIBAEHUIO HOPMATUBHOM IPUPOABI bond fides aaske B Kade-
cTBe CYOBEKTUBHOTO KPUTEPUSI BMEHEHWSL.

Haanune B morsiTmiiHom apeeraae [Tpokyaa MoaeAn yaacTHMKA 000OpOTa, OpHeH-
TUPOBAHHOM Ha [IOAOYKUTEABHBIE UAEAABI TIOPSIAOYHOTO YeaoseKa (Vir bonus) n paan-
TeapHoro x03samna (diligens pater familias), aydme packpblBaeT OIIO3ULHIO bona
fides — diligentia B ipepbiaymem dparmente D. 18, 1, 68 pr («non solum bonamfidem,
sed etiam diligentiam praestare debere» ). Tpebopanme paunTEABHOCTV BBIACASIETCS
M3 EAMHOTO CTAHAAPTa AOOPOCOBECTHOCTH (APYTOTO KPUTEPWS praestare 1o OTHOLIE -
HMIO K CTOPOHAM AOTOBOPA KYIIAM-IIPOAAYKH Y IOPUCTA HET), HO He ObeAHsIeT, 2 060-
rargaer 310 noHATHe. Bona fides ne copnres x oreyrersuio dolus (cfr. «purgari dolo
malo» & cucreme obsizarHocTeit ipopasya — D. 19,4, 1 pr?), Ho HachlaeTes OAOKM-
TEABHBIMI TPeBGOBAHIMAMM, BBIXOAS HA CTAHAAPT OCMOTPUTEABHOCT IIPUMEHUTEABHO
K IIPUAOSKEHMIO YCUAMTA, HA KAYECTRO i faciendo, M He TIPOCTON IIPEAYCMOTPUTEABHO-
CTU, HALJEAEHHOM Ha TIPEAOTBPAIJEHUE BHEIITHUX YTPO3 UAY MUHUMMUSALUM TTIOCACA-
CTBUM BO3MOSKHBIX BBI30BOB, HO MMEHHO 3AMEIJEHNUSI CAMOTO KPEAUTOPA B OIIPEAE-
AEHHOM QYHKYMM, BO3AOYKEHMsT Ha cebst 065I3aHHOCTET IO OCYIJECTBACHMIO €10 LIEACTA.
B QyHKUMM Opranmsaygmm MCIIOAHEHWS, YIPABAEHUST APAMETPAMU HOPMATUBHO-
ro GbITHs mHTEpECcOB Kpeantopa diligentia — kax nposiBaeHme bona fides — omytumo

1 Tema pacueToB - U B NePBOM U3 HaLLMX TeKCTOB, D. 3, 5, 10, rae MpokyA ob6cyxaaeT Takxe negotio-
rum gestio.

2 B 10 Bpems kak y KB. Myumsa, kak Mbl NOMHUM, fides et diligentia BbICTYyNaeT Kak reHAUaAMC.

3 Cwm.: AoxaeB A.B. Cneundrka ob6s3atenbcTBa NpoAaBLA MO PUMCKOMY NpaBy M HOPMaTUBHaA OTHO-
CUTEAbHOCTb MPOU3BOAHOIO NPUOBPETEHNUA NOKynaTeAa // EBponeckas TpaAuLmMa YacTHOro NpaBsa:
MCCAEAOBaHUA N0 PUMCKOMY U CpaBHUTEAbHOMY npaBy: B 2 T. T. 2. M., 2021. C. 342 ca.).
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OTAAQASIETCSI 11 IIPOTUBOIIOCTABASIETCSI KPUTEPISIM BMEHEHSI, CBOTACTBCHHBIM ACAVKT-
HBIM 00:513aTEABCTBAM.

6. Onrio3uims FIDES — DOLUS B KAACCUMYECKOM TTPABE

VerorumnBocTs TpakToBKM bona fides B OTHOIICHUM CTOPOH AOTOBOPA KYIIAM-
ITPOAAYKM KAK OTCYTCTBUS YMBICAA AEMOHCTPUPYET W CAEAYIOIJEe PACCYKACHME
ITpokyaa.

D. 18,1, 68, 1-2 (Proc., 6 epist.):

1. Fere aliqui solent haec verba adicere: “dolus malus a venditore aberit”,
qui etiam si adiectum non est, abesse debet.

2. Nec videtur abesse, si per eum factum est aut fiet, quo minus fundum
emptor possideat. erit ergo ex empto actio, non ut venditor vacuam posses-
sionem tradat, cum multis modis accidere poterit, ne tradere possit, sed ut, si
quid dolo malo fecit aut facit, dolus malus eius aestimaretur.

1. HarrpacHo HeKOTOpbIe IPUBBIYHO AOGABASIIOT 3TV CAOBA: KIIPOAABEL] BO3-
AEPIKUTCST OT 3A0TO YMBICA», TAK KAK YMBICEA, AAYKE €CAM OH HE OTOBOPEH, AOA-
SKEH BBITh yeTpaHeH!.

2. He cunraercs, uro [ympicea] yeTpaHeH, ecan 13-3a IIPOAABIIA TOAYIUAOCH
VAW TIOAYYMTCSL, 9TO HOKYIIATEAD YTPATUT BAAACHUE YIACTKOM. M TaK, Gyaet nek
M3 KYIIAM, HO HE C TeM, YTOOBI ITPOAABEL] TIEPEAAA CIIOKOMHOE BAAAECHME, Pa3 110
MHOITM OBCTOSTEABCTBAM MOSKET IIOAYYMUTHCS, 4TO OH HE CMOSKET OCYIJECTBUTD
HepeAady, HO YTOOBL, €CAM OH YTO-AMGO0 COBEPIIVUA MAM COBEPIIAET IO 3A0MY
YMBICAY, €TO 3A0¥ YMBICEA TIOAYYMA OLEHKY B CYMME IIPUCYSKACHMSL.

[Tpoxya onmceisaeT HapyieHne obs3areabcTsa 110 AOGpoit cosecTi (K KaKOBbIM
OTHOCHTCS M 00513aTEABCTBO IIPOAABLIA) CAOBaMM 13 aKcuerynn ob ymoicae: SI IN EA
RE NIHIL DOLO MALO AiAi FACTUM SIT NEQUE FIAT («ecan 110 3TOMy A€Ay HUYETO
HE COBEPIIAAOCH W HE COBEPILIACTCS IO 3A0MY YMBICAY UCTLA» ), — HIEPEBOAs Oe3amy-
HYIO TIACCUBHYIO pOPMY B AMMHYIO akTUBHYIO: §¢ guid dolo malo fecit aut facit («ecan
OH HE CACAAA MAWL HE ACAAET UTO-AMOO IO 3A0MY YMBICAY»), — XOTsI TAKMX CAOB B pOP-
MyAe McKa 13 Kyran (actio empti) n HeT. DTO COACPIKATEABHOE TOAKOBAHME CAOB OP-
myasl «EX FIDE BONA», KOTOpbIMM OIMCBIBACTCS Oportere, 0bsA3aTeABCTBO IIPOAABLIA
«QUIDQUID OB EAM REM DARE FACERE OPORTET EX FIDE BONA» («Bce, uTo 110 310~
MY ACAY OH AOASKEH AATh AU CACAATD 110 AOOpOTL coBecTm»). Aast ITporyaa xpurepmit
VMBICAA — BAYKHEWIIINTL AAST AOTOBOPA KYIIAV-ITPOAASKI: AAYKE OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 32 IBUK-
guro (YTpaTy BAGACHWSI IOKYIIATEAEM IO OCHOBAHMSIM, BOSHUKIIIUM AO TICPEAAIN, TIO
BUHE IIPOAABLA — <Si per eum factum est aut fiet» («ecam mm camum CAEAAHO 1an Gyaer

1 Kak 1 HaobopoT - HEeAOMYCTUMO COrAALLEHWE, UCKAIOUAtOLLLEe OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a ymbicen (D. 50,
17, 23, umrt. Bbilwe; cp. n. 4 c1. 401 TK PO).
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AEAATBCST»)) OH TPAKTYET KaK OCHOBAHHYIO Ha ymblcae — dolo malo. Berpaskenue «si per
eum stet, fiet, factum est» ykaspipaeT Ha CyOBEKTUBHOE OCHOBAHME BMEHEHW ST, OTAUTHOE
OT BUHBI, culpa, — Tak HaspiBaembiit factum debitoris (AesTHUE AOAKHUKA).

DTOT KPUTEPUI YTBEPAUACS IIPUMEHUTEABHO K MCKAM CTPOTOro mpasa (Ipeskae
BCETO KOHAMKLIMSIM) M BBICTYIIAET IPU3HAKOM, OTAMYAIOIINM MX OT MCKOB IO A0GPOi
cosectn (bonae fidei iudicia). TTo cTporomy 0653aTEABCTBY AOASKHUK MOYKET HECTU
OTBETCTBEHHOCTD AAYKE B TOM CAYUA€, KOTAQ OH He 3HaA o camom ponre (legatum per
damnationem: 1. 2, 20, 16 (Iulianus); D. 30, 112, 1, X0Ts1 11py KOHBAMKIIM HEOCBEAOM-
AeHHOCTB ocBoboskpaaetr — D. 39, 6,39; 12, 6, 65, 8)'. ITpn 3TOM OLEHKA AESHWUS AAETCST
C YYETOM YMBICAR, U OIPABAAHME AOASKHMKA BO3MOSKHO TOABKO B OTCYTCTBUE YMBICAL
(marrpumep, Gai, 2, 215: neque dolo malo fecit, quominus eam rem haberet («<n e porry-
CTMA YMBICAA B TOM, 9TOOBI [AeTaTapmit] He IOAYUIMA 3TY BeIb» 2. Y MBICEA KaK KPUTEPUIA
factum debitoris moaygaeT KBaAMPUKALMIO B CAEAYIOIIEM 0GOBIIEHNH, TAE PEIb UAET
O BO3AOPKEHWM HA AOAYKHWUKA PUCKA CAYIAMHOT ITMOEAN BEIIHM TIOCAE IIPOCPOUKHA.

D.12,1, 5 (Pomp., 22 ad Sab.):

Quod te mihi dare oporteat si id postea perierit, quam per te factum erit
quominus id mihi dares, tuum fore id detrimentum constat. sed cum quaera-
tur, an per te factum sit, animadverti debebit, non solum in potestate tua fue-
rit id nec ne aut dolo malo feceris quominus esset vel fuerit nec ne, sed etiam
si aliqua iusta causa sit, propter quam intellegere deberes te dare oportere.

EcAm TO, 4TO THI MHE AOAYKEH AATh, IOTMOHET TTOCAE TOTO, KaK TO6OM 6bI1A0
CAEAAHO TaK, 9TO THI MHE €€ HE AAA, YCTAHOBAEHO, YTO ITOT yIjepb OTHOCUT-
cs1 K Tebe. Ho xorpa BeraneT Borpoc, caeaato An 910 To601, Hapo 6yaeT mpm-
HATH BO BHUMAHME HE TOABKO, GBIAO AV 3TO B TBOEW BAACTU MAM HET, U HE TI0
3AOMY AV YMBICAY MAM HET ThI CAEAAA TaK, ITOOBI AAHO He GBIAO, HO TAKIKE U TO,
He ObIAO AV KaKOV IIPABOMEPHOVL IIPUUMHBI, BCACACTBIUE KOTOPOM THI AOASKEH
ObIA TIOHUMATD, YTO THI AOASKEH AATb.

OBcy>KAAETCSI IIPABIMAO BO3AOYKEHIS PUCKA HA AOASKHIMKA ITOCAE IIPOCPOUKIMA MCIIOA-
nerns (cp. 1. 1 cr. 405 'K PO). B kommeHTapuu K TpasuiMoHHOMY ius civile (koTo-
Pble B 3IOXY BBICOKOTL KAACCUKI OPOPMASIATCH KAK KOMMEHTAPUIA K COOTBETCTBYIO-
emy Kypey Cabnna) ropuct cepeansst II B. [ToMIIOHMI PpaCKPBIBACT TECHYIO CBSI3b
MESKAY KOHCTATALIMEN YMBICAA 1 PAKTUIECKUM KOHTPOAEM 33 OBCTOSITEABCTBAMM CO
CTOpOHBI AOAKHMUK. Ha xpurepuit pesanns sonsxnuxa (factum debitoris) opnen-

1 Kaser M. Das romische Privatrecht. Bd. I. Mlnchen, 1971. S. 506. Bnpouem, U3BECTHbI U COMHe-
HWA CPEAU KNACCHKOB.

2 Cm.T1akxe: D. 45, 1, 91 pr; D. 30, 53, 3-9; D. 31, 32, 5 (dolo); PS 5, 7, 4; D. 12, 1, 5; D. 30, 47 pr
(dolo malo).

3 3a 06CTOATEABCTBA BHE CBOENO KOHTPOAS HUKTO HE HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTW - casus a nullo praes-
tantur (D. 50, 17, 23).
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TUPOBAH U TECT Ha €TI0 OCBEAOMAEHHOCTD (3HAET/HE 3HAET) C IIOCAEAVIOIIMUM BBIXO-
AOM B HOPMATUBHOE M3MEPEHME: HET AW IIPABOBOTO OCHOBAHMS BMEHUTD AOAYKHUKY
0CBEAOMAEHHOCTD (JOAXKEH BbIA NOHUMANTD, ITO AOASKEH AATD). HeBO3MOKHO mpu-
3HATD OTCYTCTBUE YMBICAA, KOTAA AOAYKHUK HE MOT HE OCO3HABATH HAAMUME OOSI3aHHO-
cTit. YMBICEA B TAKOM KOHTEKCTE — CO3HATEABHOE HEMCIIOAHEHE, BOACBOE ACTICTBIE,
KOHCTATALWsI KOTOPOTO HE 3aBUCUT OT HAMEPEHWS MAU 3A0YMBILIACHS'; AOCTATOYHO
TTOHMMAHWSI TOTO, UTO ACTCTBIS (MAM Be3AETICTBIE ) AOASKHMKA MOTYT IIOBACYD HEMC-
HOAHEHWME TOTO AOATA, KOTOPBIV HA HEM A€SKUT?.

B pamxax rumoresst nckos 1o Ao6pon cosectn (bonae fidei iudicia) ymeicea (dolus
malus) — Kak onmosuyms U OTpuaHMe AOGPOCOBECTHOCTH — IOAYIAET UHOE COAEP-
SKaHue. DTO He IIPOCTO COHATEABHOE 11 BOACBOE IIPABOHAPYIIAOL]ee SIBACHIE: YMBL-
cea, OYAyIM BO3BEACH B KPUTEPMUIL HEUCIIOAHEHWS, HeM30esKHO BOMpaeT B cebst Bech
00beM HOPMATUBHBIX OSKMAAHUIL KPEAUTOPA — ero Iprnobperennoe (CyObeKTMBHOE)
IIPaBO, KOTOPOE BHITEKAET U3 O0I3aHHOCTU AOAKHMUKA. VIMEHHO ymbIces POPMAABHO
HOABEPraeTcsl OeHKe 1pu BhiHecenmn petenns (Jitis aestimatio : ToAOSKUTEABHBIN
unTepec Kpeantopa (quanti interest) BonaomjeH s copepskanmnn obsizareascrsa (D. 19,
1, 11, 9: Idem [scil. Neratius) ait non tradentem quanti intersit condemnari («Hepa-
LJUTA 5K TOBOPWUT, UTO [IIPOAABLA], HE BBIIIOAHSIIOLIETO IIEPEAATY, CACAVET IIPUCYAUTH
B 0ObEME OAOYKUTEABHOTO MHTEPECA»)).

B 2101 K€ mAOCKOCTH, 06CYSKAAS FapAaHTUIMHOE 00513aTEABCTBO IIPOAABLA obectie-
YUTH HOKYIIATEAIO CIIOKOMHOe Baapenue B D. 18, 1, 68, 2, [Tpokya packpsizaer roHm-
MAaHME YMBICAA KK aHTUIIOAA AOGPOCOBECTHOCTH, KOTOPBHIM OKA3BIBAETCS CO3HATEAD-
HOE HeMCIIOAHeHNe'!. B KOHTeKeTe 00CYsKACHIMS OCHOBAHMSI IIPUCYSKACHIS II0 UCKY IO
AOBPOTL COBECTVM OH TIPMAATAET TOT JKE KPUTEPUIL AestHUS AonskHmKa (factum debito-
7is) — si per eum factum est aut fiet, quo minus fundum emptor possideat («ecan ¢ ero
CTOPOHBI CAEAZHO AV AEAAETCST TAK, 4TO IIOKYIIATEAD HE BAIACET YIACTKOMY ), ITO CBOM-
crBen obs3areacTsam i1 dando. FOpuer akyeHTMpyeT HENIOAHBI KOHTPOAD 32 TIepe-

1 Cp.: Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 322: nicht vorsétzliche, dennoch aber zurechenbare, weil fahrlédssige Ver-
ursachung. B npumep ymbicna 6€3 HaMmepeHus NpuunHUTL Bpea npusoaatca: D. 16, 3, 1, 47; 11,
6,2,1; 15,1, 36.

2 Cwm.: Ibid. S. 328.

3 TMpucyXAeHWe B KAaCCHUYECKOM NpoLecce BCeraa AeHexXHoe (omnis condemnatio pecuniaria): oueHka
TSXObI NEPEBOAUT B KOAUYECTBEHHbIN NOKa3aTeAb COAEPXaHWE NPABOOTHOLLEHUS. MPUHUMN paBeH-
CTBa 3AECb BbIpaxeH matematnuecku. Cp.: CaBuHbn @.K. poH. CuctemMa COBPEMEHHOIO PUMCKOIo
npasa. T. 1. M., 2011. C. 480 ca.

4 WHTEpecHO OTMETUTb, UTO AAS toprcTa HadaAa Il B. HOauna Maeaa (D. 19, 4, 1 pr) 06a3aHHOCTb MPo-
AaBLLA UCKAIOUMUTb 3AOM yMbIcen (purgari dolo malo) yxe BblaeneHa U3 06513aHHOCTM NepeAaaTb Cno-
KOWMHOE BAaAeHMe (vacuam possessionem tradere) n 06a3aTbcsa Ha CAydyain 3BUKUMK (0b evictionem
se obligare) v npeacTaBAEHa Kak OCTaTouHan kateropus, obHMMatoLwas Bce 0653aHHOCTM NpoAaBLa,
KpOMe rapaHTUK CMOKOMHOIo BAaaeHus (habere licere): ... venditori sufficit ob evictionem se obligare
possessionem tradere et purgari dolo malo ... (<npoAaBLY Xe AOCTaTOUYHO 0683aTbCA Ha CAyYal 3BUK-
LMK, nepepatb BAAAEHWE U BO3AEPXKATHCH OT 3A0M0 yMbicAa»). Cm. npum. 3 Ha c. 31.
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AQUETL BEIM U e€ MOCACACTBUSIMIU CO CTOPOHBI UCTIOAHUTEAS! (€BEAD IO PA3HBIM IIPU-
YYHAM MOSKET TIOAYYMUTHCSL, YTO IIPOAABEL] HE MOSKET OCYILECTBUTD IIEPeAady» ), Tpebyst
OT HETO He IOAOYKUTEABHBIX ACVCTBIV OIIPEACACHHOIO KayeCTBa, 4 AMIIb MCKAIOYE-
Hust ymbicaa — si quid dolo malo fecit aut facit («ecan oH 4TO-AMGO CAEAAA MAM AEAAET
110 3A0MY YMBICAY»). Takmm oOpazom, KpuTepuii AOGPOCOBECTHOCTH, KOTOPDI YKA3aH
B Texcre nckosor popmyast (EX FIDE BONA DARE FACERE OPORTERE), Tpaxryer-
€51 KaK OTCYTCTBIUE YMBICAQ, KOTOPBII B CBOIO O4E€PEAb IOHMMACTCS KaK OOSI3aHHOCT
AOAYKHMKA UCKAIOUNUTH CO3HATEABHOE HEMCIIOAHEHWUE UAN CO3AAHMUE OOCTOSTEABCTS,
IIPEIATCTBYIONIMX MCIIOAHEHHUIO, 4TO OAM3KO K ITapaMeTpam Pe3yAbTATUBHOTO 0bs13a-
TeabcTBa. OTMETIMM, 4TO OCHOBAHWE BMEHEHM ST OTHIOAD HE OTOYKACCTBASIETCSI C BUHOTA,
culpa (KoTopast 3pech 1 He yIIOMUHAETCS ).

CxopHbim 06pasom Hepaipmii, raasa mpoKyAMaHCKOM ITKOAB B KOHIje | — Hauaae
11 BB., yBSI3BIBAET C OCBEAOMAEHHOCTDIO TIPOAABIIA O HETIOAHOM MUCTIOAHEHMY BMEHEHME
Ha OCHOBaHMUM YMBICAA (A HE BUHBL ), BO3AArast Ha HETO OTBETCTBEHHOCTh, HECMOTPSI Ha
OKOHYATEABHBIN YCTIEX UCTIOAHEHMsL. Y MBICEA B TAKOM CUTYal[UM O3HAYAET OOMaH, HO
He BEeAeHMe B 3abayskaeHme ipu copepiiernn caeaxu (dolus in contrabendo), a xpu-
TEPWUT1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, HAPYIIEHNME 06513aTEABCTBA, COAEPYKAHME KOTOPOTO YIIPAB-
asteTcst mpuHynnom aobpocosectaoctn (bona fides).

D. 19,1, 13,14 (Ulp., 32 ad ed.):

Si Titius fundum, in quo nonaginta iugera erant, vendiderit et in lege
[emptionis] <mancipationis> dictum est in fundo centum esse iugera et
antequam modus manifestetur, decem iugera alluvione adcreverint, placet
mihi Neratii sententia existimantis, ut, si quidem sciens vendidit, ex empto
actio competat adversus eum, quamvis decem iugera adcreverint, quia dolo
fecit nec dolus purgatur: si vero ignorans vendidit, ex empto actionem non
competere.

Ecan Tuynii mpopacT y4acToK B AEBSHOCTO IOTE€POB, & B CAOBAX MAaHIAIIA-
LMY CKA3aHO, YTO YYACTOK HACYUTHIBAET CTO IOTEPOB, 1 AO TOTO, KAK OTKPOET-
C51 TIOAOYKEHUE AEA, AECSITH FOT€POB IIPUPACTET BCACACTBUE HAMBIBA, 51 OAOOPSIIO
muenve Hepanms, KOTOPBIN pemma, 9To €CAM OH IPOAAA CO3HATEABHO, ITPO-
TUB HETO CAEAYET MUCK M3 KYIIAM, XOTSI OBI K YIaCTKY IIPUPOCAO AECSTH IOTEPOB,
TAK KaK OH AOITYCTMA YMBICEA, & YMBICEA HE OUMIJAETCS, ECAU JKE OH IIPOAAA,
HE BeAAsT, UCKA M3 KYIIAK He GyAer.

3AECh YMBICEA 3aKAIOYAETCSI B CO3HATEABHO AOIYIJEHHOM HECOOTBETCTBUN CAOB
oberyaHms ACTICTBUTEABHOCTI. Ha MOMEHT BO3HUKHOBEHMS obsi3aTeabcTBa — 0Oma-
He — 1 noatapaer nop, onpeaesenne Cepsus Cyaprmyms (D. 4, 3, 1, 2: machination-
em quandam alterius decipiendi causa («xaxasi-anbo yAOBKa € 1IEABIO OOMAHYTH APY-
roro»); cp. D. 2,14, 7, 9-10). ITopox, KOTOPBIT IIOKPHIBAET CACAKY 113 KATETOPUN «€X
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fide bona», TPOTUBOPEIUT CAMOMY €€ CYIJECTBY M O3HAYaeT HAPYIIEHUE AOTOBOPA,
AaBast KOHTPATEHTY COOTBETCTBYIOMMI UcK. OAHAKO ITO He BBEACHME B 3abAYIKAE-
Hme pn 3akarouenun caeaxn (dolus in contrabendo)!, nockoabKy mHade 6b1 ymbIcea
IPEISTCTBOBAA CAMOMY BCTYIIACHUIO €€ B CHAY™

«Purgari dolus» y Hepauns osHagaeT CHATD ¢ ce651 OTBETCTBEHHOCTD, B AAHHOM CAY -
Yae — yKa3aB Ha TO, YTO IOKYIATEAD B ACHCTBUTEABHOCTI TIOAVIMA BCe ODEIJaHHOE 110
A0TOBOPY. OAHAKO OAHAKABI AOTIYIJEHHBIV YMBICEA HE CMBIBAETCSL, 3TO HE BOIPOC ITOA-
HOTBI MCTIOAHEHAS], @ BOITPOC KAYECTBA OBEACHVSL, COGAIOACHVSI AOTOBOPHOTO OTHOIIIE -
umst. Dolus 3pech He XUTPOCTD MAM KOBAPCTBO, HE OOMaH MAM HAMEPEHME TIPUMUHNTE
BpeA. DTO IMPOCTO AHTUIIOA AOBEPHS 11 BEPHOCTH, fides, Ha KOTOPOTA CTPOUTCS BCE TPAsK-
AQHCKOE B3aMMOAETACTBIE, OBIECTBEHHASI JKMU3Hb, AHTUIIOA OCHOBBI ITPABOIOPSIAKA.

YV MbICEA B ITOM IOHUMAHWUI — ITO OIMPULAMEAbHOE mpebobariue Kk 21000 MY yIacT-
HUKY 060poTa, TpeboBaHme KOHPOPMHOCTH ITPABUAAM OBIEKUTIASL, JUBUABHOMY ITPa-
BY: COBAIOAATH HOPMBI 3aKOHA, HOPMBI IIPaBa HEYKOCHUTEABHO — sine dolo malo® (cfr.
sine fraude, sine fraudatione B popmyae Ppuaynmapsoro ucka — Cic,, de off, 3,17, 70).
JAMEHHO B 9TOM CcMbICAE OBCY>KAAET COOTHOLLIEHME SIBHOM HEOPEKHOCTH (HEOCTOPO3K -
HOCTV) 1 YMBICAA TIOCA€AHMA TABA IIPOKYAMAHCKOV IKOABI LleAbc B 3HAMeHMTOM dpar-
menre (D. 16, 3, 32: quod Nerva). Peas no-nipeskaemy naet ob orerymaermm ot fides, ot
OOIMX IIPUHIMITOB, HA KOTOPBIX CTPOUTCS TPAsKAAHCKMIA 000POT 1 Bee ObIesKuTIe
(= fraus). CooTHOIIEHME YMBICAA Y BUHBI KAK KOHLENITYaABHBIX OCHOBAHMUA, YIIPAB-
ASTFOIUX BMeHeHMeM (KBaandrKaymer Hapyenus obs13aTeAbCTBa ), CTOSIAO B JEHTPE
BHVMAHWSI IOPUCTOB ITPOKYAMAHCKOTL IIIKOABI ¢ CAMOTO PAHHETO BPEMEHMN.

7. Ok3ere3A LEx ‘Quop NErva’ (D. 16, 3, 32)

Ob6parmmes Teneps k anaansy pparmenta Lleanca. OH OTHOCHTCS K TeM BasKHE -
IIIMM CBUACTEABCTBAM PA3BUTIS PUMCKOTO IIPaBa, KOTOPBIE CAMI CTAAM MCTOYHUKOM
HOBBIX CMBICAOB AAST IIOKOACHMM KAACCUIECKMUX FOPUCTOB. MeToporormst Hagasa XX B.,
KOTOPAsI BUACAA KAACCUIECKOE IIPABO KaK HEITPOTUBOPEIMBYIO LJEAOCTHOCTD, KOTAQ BCE
OTKAOHEHMSI CYUTAAUCH TIAOAOM ITOCTOPOHHETO HEBESKECTBCHHOTO BMEIIIATEABCTBA,
B CBOEM CTPEMACHMIM «HABECTW IIOPSIAOK» B HAIIIEH TEKCTOBOW TPAAULIMY OOBSIBASI-

1 Henpag MNeAno30 (Pelloso C. Op. cit. P. 616), 0TOXAECTBASAIA 3TOT yMbICEA C 0OMaHOM NPU 3aKAKOUEHUM
CAEAKM, O KOTOPOM roBOpUTCA B aAMKTe «De pactis» (Cic., de off., 1, 24, 90). NpeTop Ha3bIBaeT 3T0T
ymbicen «fraus» (D. 2, 14, 7, 7: neque quo fraus cui eorum fiat); cp. Labeo in D. 2, 14, 7, 10: inest
enim dolo et fraus. Cm.: Kriiger P, Kaser M. Fraus // ZSS. 1943. Bd. 63. S. 117 sq.

2 Cp.D. 17,2, 3,3 (Paul., 32 ad ed.): Societas si dolo malo aut fraudandi causa coita sit, ipso iure nul-
lius momenti est, quia fides bona contraria est fraudi et dolo (<EcAM AOrOBOpP TOBapULLECTBA 3aKAHO-
YeH Mo 3A0MY YMbICAY UAM paan obMaHa, OH HUUTOXEH B CUMAY CaMoro npasa, Tak kak Aoobpas coBeCTb
NPOTUBOMOAOXHA 0OMaHy 1 YMbICAY»).

3 Liv., 1, 24, 5; 7; Lex Osca tabulae Bantinae, 20-22 (Zvetaieff I. Sylloge Inscriptionum Oscarum ad
archetyporum et librorum fidem. Pars prior textum interpretationem glossarium continens, pars poste-
rior tabulas continens.. St. Petersburg, 1878. P. 32 sine dolo); Lex Quintia de aquaeductu, 17-19.
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A2 BCE HECTAHAAPTHBIC PEIICHNUSI PE3YABTATOM IIECPEACAKM KAACCUIECKOTO HACACATASI
FOCTUHMAHOBCKUMM KOMITMAsITOpami. Hartr pparmest, B KOTOPOM TEKCTYaABHO IIpH-
CYTCTBYIOT ABE AOTMKY — CTapas 1 HOBASL, — «UCIIPABASIAM» AMOO B OAHO, AMOO B APY-
TOVA 4ACTM, IIPUHMUMAS 33 <KAACCUYECKOE» OAHO 13 ABYX OOOCHOBAHWMIA.

OAHMM 113 HAaMMEHEE YAQUHBIX ITpouTeHni BoIcTyIaeT omnbIT K.-A. Kanuars! B pabo-
te 1993 12, KOTOPBIT OOBSIBASIET MHTEPIIOAMPOBAHHBIMY $pasl [1isi tamen — praestat];
[nec enim — praestabit}:

Quod Nerva diceret latiorem culpam dolum esse, Proculo displicebat,
mihi verissimum videtur. nam et si quis non ad eum modum quem hominum
natura desiderat diligens est, [nisi tamen ad suum modum curam in deposito
praestat,] fraude non caret: [nec enim salva fide minorem is quam suis rebus
diligentiam praestabit].

To, uro Hepsa rosopua, uro coscem rpybast Buna — 310 ymbicea, [ Tpokya
He 0AODPSIA, MHE K€ IIPEACTABASIETCST BIIOAHE BEPHBIM. BeAb 1 B TOM caydae
€CAM KTO-AMBO OCMOTPUTEAEH HE B TOU MEPE, B KAKOT ITOro TpebyeT npupo-
Aa geroBeKka <..>, OH He CBOBOAEH OT 3AOHAMEPEHHOCTH <..>.

Taxkoe «rpourenme» o3HavaeT OTKPOBEHHBIN OTKA3 OT OOCYIKACHMST ITPOOAEMBI
1 obeAHeHMe Halllell MCTOYHMKOBOM Oassl. EcTh Bce OCHOBaHMS CYMTATS, 4TO dpar-
meHT «quod Nerva» yorec A0 Hac GeCLieHHBIE CBEACHNSI O IIOAAMHHOM ITyTU PA3BI-
TV CYOBEKTUBHOIO MOMEHTA AOTOBOPHOV OTBETCTBEHHOCTHM B PUMCKON KAACCUYECKOV
ropucrpysergun. O. Ae Pobepric ybeAnTeAbHO IOKA3aA, 9TO TEKCT C COACPIKATEAD-
HOVL CTOPOHBI OTBEYAET KAACCUIECKOMY YIEHMIO O diligentia m ympIcae 1 IPOTUBOpe-
9UT FOCTMHUAHOBCKMM yeTaHOBKAM?. C GOPMAAPHO-AMHTBUCTUIECKON €TI0 YBEPEHHO
sammuigaer Kapanaan'. Ha samevanms I. on Beseaepa on yrassisaer, uto «diceret»
BIIOAHE OOBSCHMMO KaK KOocBeHHas peus (oratio obligua) uan KOHBIOHKTUB B IIPUAA-
TouroM caepcTust (quod + conj.); «is» (alienis) — cyGpeKT nocaeAHeT: Gppasbl, cOraaco-
BAHO C «GUIS»; «qUA» UMEET CPaBHUTEAPHOE 3HAYEHME 1 OIPABAAHO ITPUCYTCTBUEM
«minor». OcobenrocTn cTrast Lleapca HEOAHOKPATHO OOCYKAAATCH B HAYKE': B LJEAOM

1 Haymann F. Textkritische Studien, | // ZSS. 1919. Bd. 40. S. 296; Kunkel W. Op. cit. S. 298 A. 2; Pfli-
ger H.H. Op. cit. S. 166.

2 Cannata C.A. Sul problema della responsabilita nel diritto privato romano // lura. 1993. Vol. 44. P. 14 sq.

Moa BAMSIHUEM M3TPa U B MOEM yYebHUKe NPU3HAETCA FOCTUHWMAHOBCKOE MPOUCXOXAEHWE OrOBOPKM
[nisi tamen - praestat]: Aoxaes A.B. Pumckoe yactHoe npaBo. C. 509 [n. 270].

4 De Robertis F. Op. cit. P. 170, nt. 133.
5 Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 437, nt. 10.

& Wieacker F. Amoenitates luventianae. Zur Charakteristik des Juristen Celsus // lura. 1962. Vol. 13.
P. 11 sqq; Hausmaninger H. Publius luventius Celsus: Personlichkeit und juristische Argumentati-
on // ANRW. 1976. Bd. 15. Teil 2. S. 382 sqq.; Scarano Ussani V. Valori e storia nella curltura giuri-
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TEKCT HE COACPSKUT CBUACTEABCTB ITO3AHETIIIETO BMEIIIATEABCTBA M AOASKEH OBITH
IIOHSIT B €ro HacTosIIeM BuAe. OIIBIT TAKOTO IIPOYTEHMSI AAIOT PaboTs! I. Xaycmaunu-
repa, ®. Meproassuot, P. Kapanaan, A. Maramaszann?.

D. 16, 3, 32 (Cels, 11 dig.):

Quod Nerva diceret latiorem culpam dolum esse, Proculo displicebat,
mihi verissimum videtur. nam et si quis non ad eum modum quem hominum
natura desiderat diligens est, nisi tamen ad suum modum curam in deposito
praestat, fraude non caret: nec enim salva fide minorem is quam suis rebus
diligentiam praestabit.

To, uro Hepsa rosopmna, 9To coBcem rpybast BuHa — 31O ymbIces, [ Tporya
He 0AOOPsIA, MHE JK€ TIPEACTABASIETCST BIIOAHE BEPHBIM. BEAb 1 B TOM caydae
€CAM KTO-AMOO OCMOTPUTEACH HE B TOM Mepe, B KaKOM 3Toro Tpebyer mpn-
POAA YEAOBEKA, €CAM TOABKO OH HE TIO CBOEMY OOBIKHOBEHMIO 0becIieqnBaeT
3a60Ty B OTHOLIEHNUN IIOKAAYKH, OH He CBOGOAEH OT 3A0HAMEPEHHOCTI: BEAD
HE OIPABABIBAET AOBEPWS TOT, KTO IIPUAATAET OCMOTPUTEABHOCTD MEHBIIIYIO,
YeM K CBOUM BeIJam.

Leabc orBedaer Ha KpuTHKY [ [pOKyAQ, BRIABUHYTYIO IIPOTUB Cy>KACHMSI HepBor.
[TpOKyA He COrAAIIaAcs ¢ PACHIMPEHUEM OCHOBAHMS BMEHEHMS 110 UCKY O IOKAZKE;
€ro, BO3MOYKHO, OCTAHABAMBAAA IMEHHO [eHEPAAM3ALINSL HOBOBBEACHSI, KOTAA IIOKA-
3aTeAb YMBICAQ, MHAMKATOP OTCTYIIACHWMS OT CambIX 6a3oBbIX TpeboBaHmMi 06opoTa,
IIPUPABHMUBACTCS K CAMOMY YMBICAY, YTO SIBHO BEAO OBI K yTpaTe y4eTa AMYHBIX aCTIeK-
TOB HAPYLIEHML.

Meskpay diligentia quam suis n diligentia o upupoae atopent (hominum natura)
CTOWT elje OAHA OTOBOPKA — 9epe3 «Aisi tamen», — Kak OOBIMHO BBOAUTCS AOIIYCTM-
Masl perAMKaLs B IIOAB3Y obcyskaaemoro anua («uisi tamen ad suum modum curam
in deposito praestat»): MOBeACHME IO UHAUBUAYAABHOMY CTAHAAPTY BBICTYIIAET BO3-
MOYKHBIM OIIPABAAHIMEM HECOOTBETCTBIAS O0IeMy KPUTEPHIO (T10 IIPUPOAE AIOACTL) —
«pa3sBe 9TO OH KaK-TO HO-CBOEMY 3a00THUTCS O TIOKAAKED.

«Modus» — IpuBBIHBIN OOPa3 AETICTBUI MAM IIPEAEA BOSAECTBUS — IIPUAATAET-
ca xax k sergam (D. 5, 1, 36 pr: modum sustineri; D. 11, 3, 1, 4: in quem modum relin-

dica fra Nerva e Traiano. Studi su Nerazio e Celso. Napoli, 1979. P. 172 sq.; Bretone M. Techniche
ed ideologije dei giuristi romani. 2 ed. Napoli, 1982. P. 195.

1 Mercogliano F. «Diligentia quam in suis» per i giuristi romani classici // Index. 1991. Vol. 19 (= Val-
ditara G., Mercogliano F. Saggi in materia di danno ingiusto e diligenza nell’adempimento in diritto
romano. Torino, 2020. P. 61 ss.) P. 385; Id. Criterio della «diligentia quam in suis» e codici moder-
ni / Valditara G., Mercogliano F. Saggi. P. 85 ss.

2 Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 47 sqq.

3 Hausmaninger H. Diligentia quam in suis // Festschrift fiir Max Kaser zum 70. Geburtstag. Min-
chen, 1976. S. 265-268.
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querit;D. 11,7, 14, 6)', Tak 1 K AETACTBUSIM, OPTaHNU3YsI yPOBEHD TPEOOBAHMI K AOAYK -
muxy (D. 19, 2, 13, 4: modum non tenere; D. 21, 1, 1, 11: praeter modum; Ofilius in
D. 39, 3, 2, 10: si non ultra modum noceat) n mopspox ncnoarerns (D. 21, 1, 19, 4:
ad aliquem modum peritum)-.

NHAMBUAYaAbHBIE OCOBEHHOCTM OCMOTPUTEARHOCTM XpanuTeas (culpa in concre-
f0) BBICTYIIAIOT BO3MOSKHBIM OIIPaBAAHMEM HECOOTBETCTBISI CAMOMY ODIIeMy cTaH-
AAPTY, HAPYLIEHWUS IPEACABHOTO [IOPOTa OCMOTPUTEALHOCTH, CAYSKAIETO KPUTEPH -
€M CaMOTO yYaCTUsl B YEAOBEIECKOM OOIIEKUTUI. DTOT CTAHAAPT 3aAAH IIPUPOAOTA
YEAOBEYECKOIO M PasACASIeTCsT Beem obrecTBom. «Nisi» 3AeCh CO3AAeT OUEBUAHOE IIPO-
TUBOPEYME: BOBMOKHAS YCTYIIKA GAKTOAOIMIM IIPOTUBOCTOUT 3asIBACHHOMY 0600-
mwennio. [ ToHATHO, 4TO Pppasy HEPEAKO XOTSAT BRIOPOCUTH, OOBSIBUTD HEYMECTHOM.
[eAbc 5Ke AeAaeT UCKAIOYEHME 13 HOPMATUBHOTO CYSKACHMS O BUHOBHOCTM AOAYK-
HUKA, YKA3bIBasl HA CIIeUUPUKY [TOKAAXKH, TAE OTBETCTBEHHOCTh OIPAHMYEHA YMBIC-
Aom?, TTpUpaBHAB CHAYAAA K YMBICAY OTCTYIIAEHUE OT CAMOTO ODIJEro CTAaHAAPTA, OH
BCE YK€ OTKA3BIBACTCS OT CACIIOTO BMEHEHMSI 110 TOMY KPUTEPUIO, €CAM OTBETIMKY
VAAQCTCSI AOKA3aTh OTCYTCTBUE HAMEPEHMS IIPUIMHUTD BPEA KPEAUTOPY: OCOOEHHO-
CTM €0 AUIHOCTIU HE AOAYKHBI BO3BOAUTHCSI B PAHI YMBICAQ, €CAM COOCTBEHHO YMBIC-
A2 B €r0 TIOBeAeHmM He Ob1A0. BaapTep 3eAB0 CTPOUT HA STOM OCHOBAHMM CBOO KOH-
LEILUIO ONHOCUMEALHOZ0 YMOICAG'. B ACTICTBUTEABHOCTI IIEPECMOTPA KaTErOPUN
YMBICAQ 3A€CH HE IIPOUCXOANUT, HAIIPOTUB, IOHATHUE TOABKO AYYIIIE KOHCOAUAUPYETCSL.
HAMBUAYAABHBIN IOAXOA, YIET AMIHBIX OcObeHHOCTeM ncttoannteas (culpa in con-
creto) OIPABAAH 3A€Ch MMEHHO IIOTOMY, YTO XPAHUTEAS IIPUBACKAIOT 3d HApYIIEHNUE
ocHOB 0b1yeskmnTIs 110 nHGammupyromemy neky’. OTBeTdnKa IpUCysKAAIT 3a rpyboe
Hapymenne posepus (fides), 3a mOpaHme TPUHIMUITOB, HA KOTOPBIX CTPOUTCS 9EAO-

1 Cp. NabeoH npuMeHUTENBHO K 06s13aHHOCTAM Y3ybpykTyapus (D. 7, 1, 15, 3): Et generaliter Labeo
ait in omnibus rebus mobilibus modum eum tenere debere, ne sua feritate vel saevitia ea corrum-
pat (<1 NabeoH, 060611as, FOBOPUT, UTO B OTHOLLIEHWUU BCEX ABUXMUMbIX BELLEN OH AOAXKEH CODAIOAATH
MOPSIAOK, YTOObI CBOEM XECTOKOCTBIO UAK CYPOBOCTBIO MX HE MOBPEAUTLY).

2 Seckel E. Heumanns Handlexikon zu den Quellen des romischen Rechts. 9. Aufl. Jena, 1926. S. 348:
einigermassen (ad aliquem modum).

3 MIMeHHO B MaTepumn nokaaxu Lleabc npoBo3raallaeT HeAOMyCTMMOCTb COMAALLEHHSI, UCKAIOUAOLLEro
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a yMmbicen (D. 16, 3, 1, 7); cm. Bbilwe, Nnpum. 1 Ha c. 32.

4 Selb W. Das Problem des relative “dolus” in D. 16.3.32 // Synteleia V. Arangio-Ruiz. Napoli, 1964.
Vol. Il. P. 1137. 3enbba noasepxmsaet ®. Cutums: Sitzia F. Sulla responsabilita del depositario in dirit-
to bizantino // BIDR. 1971. Vol. 74. P. 189 sq. Teoputo OTHOCUTEABHOTO YMbICAa pa3BuBaer . Xaycma-
HuHrep (Hausmaninger H. Diligentia quam in suis. 1985. P. 179 sqq.; Id. Rechtsvergleichende noti-
zien zur “diligentia quam in suis”. S. 283 sqq.) U npuHumaet P. UummepmanH (Zimmermann R. The
Law of Obligations: The Roman Foundations of the Civilian Legal Tradition. Oxford, 1996. P. 211).

5 0 notatia infamiae kak BaXxHOM acnekte B paccyxaeHun Lleabca cm.: Hausmaninger H. Diligentia
quam in suis. 1976. S. 268 sq.; Id. Diligentia quam in suis. 1985. P. 179; Id. Rechtsvergleichende
notizien zur “diligentia quam in suis”. S. 283 sqq.

& Cp.D. 3,2, 6, 5: fidem non praestat kak ocHoBaHwue infamia.
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BeyecKoe OOIJECTBO: ITO UMEHHO fraus'. B caydae ke KOTAQ OTCTYIACHWE OT HOPMBL,
AQ, COBEPIIIEHHO BOIIMIOIJEe, HO MOSKET OBITh OIIPABAAHO AMYHBIMI OCOOCHHOCTSIMM
AOASKHMKA, €TO AECTBUSI HE AOASKHBI PACCMATPUBATHCS Kak fraus. [ae HET ymbicaa,
caeayeT cHMmaTh obBruHeHne. OTMETHUM, 9TO B OTCYTCTBIUE YMBICAA OTBETUMK 110 UCKY
O MOKAQKE HE TIOAAESKAA TAKIKE U inﬁlmial.

AAst apexBaTHOV 9K3ere3bl pParMeHTa BaKHO YIUTHIBATH, YTO BBIPAKEHME «Cul-
pa latior» — «apesamepHast BuHa», <IOAHAsT OECTIETHOCTR» GOABINE HUTAE B UCTOYHM -
kax He scrpevaercs (hapax legomenon). Beae 3a 'epbeprom Xayemanmurepom aTor
$aKT cAeAyeT TPAKTOBATh KAaK AOKA3ATEABCTBO TOTO, YTO OHO BOCXOAUT HEIIOCPEA-
creHHO K Hepse, mocaepoBaTesto AabeoHa 1 ero IpeemMHUKY BO TAABE ITPOKYAMU-
aHCcKoM IMKOABI. Camo 3TO BRIPasKEHNME YKA3BIBACT Ha IOVUCK IOHSITHMS, CIOCOOHOTO
BBIPA3UTh HOBYIO MACIO BUHBI', TOAOOHOV YMBICAY IO 3HAYCHMUIO, HO HE IIOANIAAAIO-
IIJe TIOA OITPEACACHME YMBICAA.

11-s kaura «Aurecr» Lleabca mocssmena omexe. Ecan camnrars, 9T0 B THUTYA
O IOKAA’KE PPATMEHT OTHECEH FOCTMHMUAHOBCKMMY KOMIIMASITOPaMiM OE30CHOBATEAD-
HO, TO Pedb He MOJKET BeCTUCh O culpa lata, kotopast mpw oneke HenssecTHa. [ Tpumm-
Mast 32 PYKOBOACTBO ITAAMHTCHETHUICCKIME COOOPasKeHMsT, MUTTarC’ IIPUXOANUT K BBIBO-
AY, aTo Lleanc rosopur umenno o culpa in concreto. OneKyH, MOBEPEHHBIN 1 AQSKE
XPaHUTEAD OTBEYAIOT 3a Hapymenwe fides, Treuverletzung, a ue 3a suny, culpa. Tem
cambIM Lleabc BBIABMTAET SIKOOBI MOPAABHBIN KPUTEPHUIA, IIOCKOABKY IIPABOBON Tpe-
Gyer ymsicaa, dolus, a 3ta chepa He MOAAACTCSL PACIIUPEHIO, TAK KAK BACYET infamia.
Toapko BonMIOIEE HAPYIIEHNME OOIJEIIPUHATHIX HOPM MOKET OITPABAATD IIPUBACUC-
HUE K OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B OTCYTCTBHE IIPSIMOTO YMBICAA. TeKCT OKa3bIBACTCST OAHMUM
3 BayKHBIX CBUACTEABCTB B ITOAB3Y TeOpuM MuTTarica o O3AHEM PasBUTHM AOTOBOP-
HOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 34 BUHY.

Maen MutTTarica IOAYYAIOT IIPU3HAHME B CAOBAX XAaYCMAHWMHTEPA O TOM, UTO AAST
Leanca obcysxaermne «culpa latior» — ¢akra, BRIABUHYTOTO €0 IIPEALTECTBEHHUKA
MU BO FAABE ITPOKYAMAHCKOMN IIKOABI B KAYECTBE OCHOBAHMST AASI BMEHEHSI AOASKHM -
Ky, — He IIPEATIOAAraeT OOCY>KACHMS KATEeTOpuUi BUHBL (1 AQSKe 3HAKOMCTBA C HEl).
[Tosromy ¢pparment «guod Nerva» ue upo culpa lata (xateropmio, KOTOpast OsSBUT-
51 AVILIID Y TIO3AHMX KAACCUKOB), a TIPO fraus. Fraus — AeTiCTBUTEABHO XapaKTEPHbIN

1 Yxe Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 325 sq. Mpu atoM MUTTalnC OTHOCUT TeKCT Lieabca K oneke.

2 JTa BO3MOXHOCTb MOSIBASIETCA C BBEAEHWEM B IAMKT GOPMYABI in ius concepta, Kotopasi U3BECT-
Ha Lleabcy, Ho ewe He Hepse. Cm.: Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 441, nt. 24, a Takxe: Norr D. Lex Irnitana
c. 84 IXB 9-10: “neque pro socio aut fiduciae aut mandati quod dolo malo factum esse dicatur” //
ZSS. 2007.Bd. 124. S. 6.

3 Hausmaninger H. Diligentia quam in suis. 1976. S. 268.

4 BecnaB AUTEBCKUIA TaKXe OTMeUaA, YTo 3TO He YCTOABLUMICA TEXHUYECKUIM TepMUH. CMm.: Litewski W.
Depositary’s Liability in Roman Law // AG. 1976. Vol. 190. Fasc. 2. P. 47.

5 Mitteis L. Op. cit. S. 326, nt. 40.
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KPUTEPUIA BMEHEHMST IPUMEHUTEABHO K OIIeKe MAM PUAYLIMIM', OAHAKO U AAST IOKAA-
sxufides corrupta, fraus («perfidiae crimen» — D. 16, 3, 1,4) napsay ¢ dolus cocrasas-
1ot ocrosanme ucka (¢fr. lul. in D. 16, 3, 1, 42: veniat in iudicium et si quid ... captus
fraudatusve est). B 91O IIAOCKOCTI IIPEKPACHO NTOMELYAETCs IPeArOsKeHne [ean-
Ca YIUTHIBATD MHAUBUAYAABHYIO CIIEIU(PUKY UCTIOAHUTEAS. — «isi ad suum modum»,
IIOCKOABKY BECh AUCKYPC BBICTPAMUBACTCSI BOKPYT PAKTOAOTMM ACTICTBIA 1 YITYICHMA
MUCIIOAHWUTEAS] — BO3MOYKHBIX Y MBICAMMBIX?.

Korpa Lleabc BbIABUIaeT CTAHAAPT OTHOLIECHMS K CBOMM BEIJaM, OH ACAACT ITO
HE B KOHTEKCTEe 00CYSKAEHMSI Pa3sAMIHBIX YpoBHEN (OpM, IpajaLinit) BUHBL 1 BOOO-
e He B KOHTEKCTe 00CysKAeHMsT BUHBL (culpa), TOCKOABKY AAST HETO TAKOTO KOHCO-
AVAVPOBAHHOTO KPUTEPWSI BMEHEHMS B AOTOBOPHBIX OTHOLIICHMSIX elIje He CYIIJeCTBY -
er’. Lleanc rosoput 06 ymbicae m fraus Kax HapyiieHun fides — KAIOY€BOTO OCHOBAHWS
AOTOBOPHOV CBSI3M, IIOAACPYKMBAEMOTO 1 3aIMUIAEMOTO ITPABOM. [ IpOBaA XpaHUTEAs
B IIAQHE COOTBETCTBUSI MOACAT YeAOBEeKa BooOIje (deA0BeKa Kak CyObeKTa CoLmanb-
HOTO OOIIEHWMST) MA MOACAT IIOPSIAOYHOTO YE€AOBEKA, YCAOBEKA, C KOTOPBIM MOYKHO
BECTW A€AA M BBICTPAUBATH IIPABOBOE B3AMMOAETACTBIE, IIO MBICAM KAACCUKa, O3HAYA-
€T, YTO OH IIOAIIAAAET IIOA TIOHSTHUE YMBICAQ, 11 3TO OTKPHIBAET BO3MOYKHOCTH IIPUCY K-
AEHMSI TIO UCKY M3 AOTOBOPA MOKAQKM. COraacHo aBcTpuitckomy yaeHomy Leasc erge
HE MBICAUT B KATETOPWAX OTBETCTBEHHOCT 32 BUHY; AAs HeTO «culpa latiors He yoorma-
TUYECKOE TIOHSTIUE, 2 KOHKPETHDIN (M1 EAUHUIHBIN ) pAKT «BOIMIONIEN TPOBUHHOCTIAY,
axT yIymeHms1, HeAOCMOTPA, HEOCTOPOKHOCTH, KOTOPBIV IIPUBEA K HEJKEAATEABHBIM
IIOCAEACTBISIM, UMYILECTBEHHBIM IIOTEPSIM M YOBITKAM KPEAMUTOPA, YTO CTABUT BOITPOC
0 AOIIYCTMMOCTIM BMEHEHNSI 3TOTO (aKkTa AOASKHUKY. Borrpoc 3akarouaercs B cooTHO-
LIIeHMM COOBITHS 1 KPUTEPVSI YMBICAA, IIPSIMO YKA3aHHOTO B popmyae ncka. [Tpobaema
cybCyMITMIM paccMaTPUBACTCs He HA YPOBHE PabOThI ¢ OOIMMIM TOHATUSIMI, 0606~
IJeHHBIMM GOPMAABHBIMU KPUTEPUSIMIA BMEHEHMS, 2 HA YPOBHE AOTTYCTUMOV KBAAU-
dmragmm GakTOB, B AAHHOM CAYYAE — BO3MOYKHOCTM IIPUAOYKEHMS K HUM HOHSITH
«ymbicer». Hepsa roBopma, 4T0 MpOBUHHOCTS TIOAOGHOTO POAA €CTh ymbicea, [ Tpokya
He COTAQINAACSI, & MHE 3TO IIPEACTABASIETCSI COBEPIICHHO BEPHBIM. BeAb 3A€Ch BIIOA-

1 Ax. CaHTyyun OTHOCHUT TEKCT K 31O 0bAacTu (Santucci G. La ‘diligentia quam in suis’ come criterio
di responsabilita del fiduciario // ‘Fides’, ‘fiducia’, ‘fidelitas’: Studi di storia del diritto e di semanti-
ca storica / A cura di L. Peppe. Padova, 2008. P. 243 sq.); MaraHA3aHW UCKAKOYAET OMNEKY, Tak Kak
B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE KPUTEPUI «Kak O CBOMX BeLLax (Aenax)» («quam suis») BCeraa 03HavaeT noBblLle-
HWe ypoBHs TpeboBaHUI K AONKHUKY: Maganzani L. Op. cit. P. 116 sq.

2 Cneunduka UCNOAHUTEAS, MPUBBIYHBIN EMY YPOBEHb OCMOTPUTEABHOCTU (diligentia consueta) MmoxeT
cTaTb NpeaMeTom AoBepus (fides) ToAbKO NpU co3HaTEALHOM BblBOPE KOHTpareHTa. B 3Toi CBA3M MOX-
HO UCKAKOUMTb CBSI3b paccyXAeHui Lieabca ¢ onekoit. Tak - K. Meano3o (Pelloso C. Op. cit. P. 618).
LleAnbc BNOAHE MOT cAeAaTb OTCTynAeHWe B 11-i KHUre U 06paTuTbes K CyXAeHUIO HepBbl 06 Ucke K3
nokAaxu. Takoi BbIXOA 3a NPeAenbl sedes materiae TOAbKO NOAYEPKUBAET TEOPETUUECKUI, reHepa-
AM3MPYHOLLMIA Nadoc dparMeHTa.

3 9TOT acnekT TeMbl Mbl OTAOXMM AO CAEAYIOLLEN MyOAMKALMK. 3AECh MOXHO OFPaHUUUTLCA TEM, UTO AAA
OTHOLLIEHWI MOKAAXM culpa BO BCSIKOM CAyYae MpPeAeBaHTHa, Tak Kak actio depositi B anoxy HepBbl
3HaeT TOAbKO OAMH KpUTEPUIA BMEHeHUA — dolus malus.
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HE MOKHO yCMaTPUBATh HAPYIIEHNUE fides, ITO PABHOCUABHO AOTIYIEHUIO fraus (4To
paBHOCHMABHO «dolus malus» n3 caoB nckosoit popmyant). FOpuer Buant daxr yry-
IJEHMST 1 COTAACOBBIBAET €0 C TEPMUHOAOTHEN POPMYABI UCKA.

B aroni cBsasu I. XaycmaHMHTED TTOAACPSKUBAET UACIO OMHOCUMEALHOZ0 YMDIC-
Ad Kak c1r1ocoba 3alUTUTh OT B3BICKAHWS HEOCMOTPUTEABHOTO AOAYKHMKA, KOTOPBIN
BCE JKE ACTICTBYeT 6e3 HaMepeHMs IIPUIUHUTD BPEA KPEAUTOPY, OBEACHME KOTOPO-
ro HE 3aIPOrpaMMMPOBaHO Ha HeucnoaHeHue. Ecan TTpokya oTkaspiBascst Ha 3TOM
OCHOBAaHWM IPUPABHATH SABHYIO HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTD K yMBICAY, Lleabc, coraarmasics
¢ kputnron [Ipokyaa, BoccranasamBaet B paBax Maeto Hepebr: AOASKHMK, HeoCMO-
TPUTEABHBIN B CBOUX AEAAX, HE AOAYKEH OTBeYath 3a culpa latior.

Oanaxo ecan Leasc n mpuaMMaeT Bospaskenue [Tpokyaa (ipu 3TOM 0OCMOTPU-
TEABHOCTD Ha cBOW AaA («ad suwm modum») OTHIOAb HE PABHO3HAYHA OCMOTPUTEAD-
HOCTW B cBOMX Aeaax («suis rebus diligentia»), 0 KOTOPOVL B AEMCTBUTEABHOCTVA TOBOPUT
[eanc, a He TTPOKYA)!, OH TIPESKAE BCETO BBOAUT AOTIOAHUTEABHBIE KPUTEPUM YMBIC-
Aa M HapyleHus fides — He OTBEYATh CAMOL IIPUPOAE YEAOBEKA U YAEASITH TOKAAYKE
MEHBIIYIO 3260Ty, 9em cOBCTBEHHBIM Belgam (4em B CBOMX AeAax)?. Bropoit xpure-
DWW SIBHO BBITIIE TIEPBOTO, TaK UTO L]eAbC eI1je 1 MOBBIIIAeT MUHUMAABHBIN CTAHAAPT
OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH U KOHKPETUZUPYET Camy MAEIO ymbicaa (fraus Kak HEAOCTATOK
fides, Kax IpeAATEABCTEO OKA3aHHOTO AOBEPHS], HA HOPMATUBHOM YPOBHE OObeAMHSL-
IO1JETO ODIIECTBO?).

[Tpw TAKOM TTOAXOAE COBEPIIIEHHO YMECTHO Y OMPABAAHME HEAOCMOTPA Crienmdm-
KOV AMIHOCTHM 1 OOGBIMHOTO AAST AAHHOTO 9EAOBEKA OBEACHW ST, CHUMAIOIJETO TIOAO3PE-
HIE B HAMEPEHUU IIPUIUHUTD BPEA APYTOMY. Boaee Toro, MMEeHHO OroBOpKa O AMIHBIX
OCOOEHHOCTSIX OTBETYMKA OKA3bIBACTCSI HEOOXOAMMON 6a30T AAST TOTO, YTOOBI IIPH-
HSITh KaK KPUTEPUIA HOPMAABHOTO (Y€AOBEYECKOTO) 3a00TAMBOCTD KaK O CBOUX BETJaX.
Ot AOAKHMKA HE TPEBYETCS YACASITD Ty’KUM BEIJaM TaKYIO SKE MEPY 3a60TAMBOCTH,
KaK CBOMM, HO KPUTEPUIA SIBHOTO OTCTYIIAEHMs OT camoro obgero cranpapra (cul-
pa latior = non salvafide = fraude non carere) MO>KHO BPICTPOUTBH, OPUEHTUPYSICH HA
OBBIACHHOE TIOBEAEHTE AOASKHUKA B €T0 cobeTBeHHOM x03stictre (diligentia consue-
ta). Bcrymast ¢ HuM B OTHOIIIEHME, AOBEPSS €MY Ha XPAHEHUE CBOM BEIM, TTOKAASKE-

1 K. Mennoso (Pelloso C. Op. cit. P. 619-620) OTOXAECTBASIET ABa KOHLIENTA, KOTOPbIE CAEAYET PasAu-
yatb: sSuum modum Kak WHAUBUAYAAbHOE U CUTYaTUBHOE OnpaBAaHUE AAA HEPAAUBOIO AOANXKHUKa
He CTOWUT CMeLLMBaTb C quam Suis rebus, KOTOPbIK BBOAWT OOLLYHO HOPMY: 3TO pacluMpeHUe NOHATUS
YMbICAQ, @ He AONYyLLEHWE ONpaBAaHUA Ha UHAUBWMAYAAbHOM OCHOBE.

2 HOCTMHWMAHOBCKMKE HOPUCTbI MPUPABHUBAKOT K YMbICAY OCMOTPUTEABHOCTb, MEHbLLYH), YEeM O CBOMX
Bellax, B KOHTEKCTe HOBOWM obobliatolelt kateropumn culpa lata - rpy6oit HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTMU.
Bas. 13, 2, 32, sch. 3: Qui non eandem depositis rebus quam suis adhibet diligentiam, dolo facit
(«TOT, KTO NpUAAraeT K Belam, NPUHATLIM Ha XPaHeHWe, He Ty e OCMOTPUTEAbHOCTb, UTO K CBOMM
Belllam, AOMYCKAET yMbICEA»).

3 0 bona fides Kak HOPMATUBHOM MOPSAAKE, UHTErpUpYHOLLLEM 06LLECTBO, CM.: AoxaeB A.B. MpuHumn
AOBPOCOBECTHOCTH B rpaxaaHckom npase // EBponeickan Tpaauums YacTHOro npasa: MCCAeAOBa-
HWA MO PUMCKOMY U CpaBHUTEABHOMY NpaBy: B 2 T. T. 1. C. 220 cA.
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AATEAD OPUEHTUPOBAACST HA OOBIIHYIO OCMOTPUTEABHOCTD AAHHOTO AMILA, IIPOSIBASIE-
MYIO UM B COOCTBEHHBIX ACAAX. DTOT yPOBEHD 3200TAMBOCTIA 1 AOASKEH BBIAEPIKIMBATHCS
IO OTHOIIEHMIO K BEIJaM, IIPUHSTHIM Ha XPaHEHME. DTO HOPMAABHASI CPEAV ATOAETA
COAMAAPHOCTE, 1 TOT, KTO €l BepeH, cBoboaeH ot ymbicaa (fraude caret). Diligentia
quUAam suis B TOM IIOHUMAHWUU — HETATUBHBIN TECT, BEPHBIN TPAAULUOHHOMY BbIPA-
SKEHWMIO HOPMATUBHOTO 4€Pe3 OTPULAHNE IIOPOKA B ACTICTBISX UCIIOAHUTEAS — «SiNe
fraude», «sine fraudationes.

Hepga ipeasaraa mpuBAeKaTh 3a yMBICEA TPV BOIMIOLJE HEPAJMOHAABHOM M HEpa-
AMBOM HeOpesKeHMM MHTEpecamm Kpeantopa. [ Ipokya Bospaskaa, 4To pacupeseseHme
BBITOABL OT AOTOBOPA OrPAHMYMBAET OTBETCTBEHHOCTD YMBICAOM, M VIIYLJEHWSI, COCTO-
SIIUE B HEAOCTATKE Pa3yMHOCTH, HE MOTYT KBAAMPUIIMPOBATHCS Kak «dolus» 3 Tex-
cra nckoBoit opmyast. Lleabc moppepskusaer HepBy, IpupasHMBAast OTCTYIIAEHME OT
CTAaHAAPTA, OKUAAEMOTO OT AIOOOTO 9€AOBEKA, K HAPYLIEHMUIO fides. Pedn sBHO He 0 cud-
pa in concreto, 1opuct obCysKAaeT fides Kax IMPaBoBYIO CBsI3b IO AOTOBOPY (CopeprKa-
HMe 00SI3aTeABCTBA) U fraus KaK ee HapyllleHue.

Caeayer coraacutbes ¢ Kapanaan?, kotopsiit, onmpasics Ha [epxapaa’, cbamskas-
wero «fides salva» ¢ «fides integra» 8 D. 37, 10, 1, 11 n «fidem integram praestare»
5 D. 24,1, 5, 15, IPUXOAUT K BBIBOAY O COOTBETCTBUU BBIPASKEHU «fraude non car-
et» KBaAMpUKAMM HAPYIIEHNs B CAOBAX «nec salva fide». Kapanaan nopuepkmsaer,
91O TeKCT L]eAnca OolpoBepraeT yu4eHms O OCTENEHHONU PEASTUBU3ALINMA YMBICAZ: €CAU
Arst HepBbI SIBHAsT HEOCMOTPUTEABHOCTD — 9TO YMBICEA, TO Lleabc — MMEHHO B mep-
CIIeKTUBEe MHGAMUPYIOIINX IIOCACACTBUNL IIPUCYSKACHWUS — YCTAHABAMBAET OTACAD-
HbIE BUADBI HAPYIIEHMST AOBEPUsE B 060poTe; Aast Lleabca B JeHTpe BHMMAHWUS CTOUT
fides, a ne dolus*. Orcyrersue fides (ue fides bona’, a umenHo fides) paBHO3HAYHO fraus.
DTO COCTOSIHME BBISIBASETCS TI0 ABYM KPUTEPUSIM: 00Pas AETCTBIIA, KOTOPOTO Tpeby-
er ipupoAa seaoseka (modum quem hominum natura desiderat), v UHAUBUAYAABHBITL
o6pas aevicteuit (suwm modum).

VUEeHBIN AaAee OTMEYAET, YTO CAMO 10 cebe HECOOTBETCTBUE MOAEAN OCMOTPU-
TEABHOTO AMIIA (COTAACHO IIPUPOAE AIOAEIA» ) ETIJE HE TOBOPUT O fFails, HO €CAU TAKOE
noBeAeHMe OOBIMHO (€SKEAHEBHO) AASL AAHHOTO AL, TO 3A€CH SIBHOE CBUACTEABCTBO
HepobpocosectHOCT (11ala fides). B A€TICTBUTEABHOCTU UHAMBUAYAABHBIE CKAOHHO-
e uctioarmTeast (suum modum) Lleanc He BKAIO9aeT B OGBIAEHHYIO — BCeraa 1 o0bra-
HO — ocmoTputeasHoCTs (diligentia consueta); HAIPOTYB, AOTIYCKAsT UCKAIOYEHME HA
WUHAUBUAYAABHOTL OCHOBE — B OTCYTCTBUE HACTOSILETO YMBICAQ, — OH IIOAYCPKUBACT,

1 Cwm. Bblle, NpuM. 2 Ha c. 17.

2 Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 438.

3 Gerhard R. Scriptura interior und exterior // ZSS. 1904. Bd. 25. S. 389.
4 Cardilli R. Op. cit. P. 441, nt. 25; contra Selb W. Op. cit. S. 1178-1179.

5 Schmidlin B. Der verfahrensrechtliche Sinn des ex fide bona im Formularprozef // De iustitia et iure:
Festgabe flr Ulrich von Libtow zum 80. Geburtstag. Berlin, 1980. S. 359.
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YTO BBICTPAMBAET MMEHHO a0CTPAKTHBIN M 000BIJeHHBIN KpuTepnit BMeHeHMs. Ecan
CTAHAAPT IOBEACHMST AAHHOTO AMIJA HE OTBEYAET OCMOTPUTEABHOCTH OBOBIKHOBEHHO-
IO YEAOBEKA, HE OTBEYAET AASKE TPEGOBAHIMSIM IPUPOABL, UTO HUIKE, YeEM 3a00TAMBOCTD
PAYUTEABHOTO XO35IMHA, TO OH He CBOBOAEH OT /7aus: HEAb351 CIUTATH HEBUHOBHBIM TOTO
(0cBOGOAMTH OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH TOTO), KTO HE IIPUAATAET K OOSI3aTEABCTBY AdsKe
OCMOTPUTEABHOCTB, OOBIMHYIO B CBOMX A€AaX. SAeCh «fraude non caret» — 1o Heco-
OTBETCTBME TECTY Ha HOPMAABHbIN CTAHAAPT OBIJESKUTIMS, OTPULATEABHBIN TECT Ha
BUHOBHOCTD — AmIIb 6e3 ympicaa. Culpa latior aast Lleanca — elge oAMH ipumep Hose-
AeHwms, IpotuBHOTO fides («non salvafide), HecBOGOAHOTO OT fraus, HapsAy ¢ cobcTBeH-
HO dolus. ABa OcHOBaHWMsI BMEHEHMST HE COAMYKAIOTCS M HE CMEIITUBAIOTCSL, 1 Tem Boaee
dolus ne Bratogaercs B cdepy culpa', Ho, HarrpoTUB, dolus yACP>KUBAET U YCUAUBAET
CBOIO TUITMYHOCTD KaK ACUCTBUE, 3aBEAOMO HAIIPABACHHOE HA HEUCIIOAHEHNE.

8. 3AKAIOYEHUE

rax, kareropus «diligentia quam suis» po>KAAETCs1 B KOHTPOBEP3E, PA3AEAMBIIIEN
ITPOKYAMAHCKYIO IIIKOAY: MOSKHO AU IIPUPABHSATH K YMBICAY HEMBICAMMBIE, BOIIMIOIHAC
yIyienns? 3amymigas paciiMpPUTEAbHOE IOHMMAHME KATETOPUI YMBICA, Lleabc Aena-
€T YCTYIIKY MHAUBUAYAABHBIM OCOOEHHOCTSIM, KOTOPbIE MOTYT BECTH K OIIPABAAHUIO
AomskumKa. Fraus (fides) — nacrosimgee ocHoBanme mncka, TepMmu «dolus» aast Llean-
€a MMeeT CMBICA TOABKO B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE; <IIPUPOAA YEAOBEKA» — ITO OLIPEACACHIE
YPOBHsI TPeOOBAHMIA, IIPUAATAEMBIX K AOAYKHUKY (XPAHUTEAIO), 1 C TUM OLIPEACACHM -
€M COTAACOBAHO «GUan Suis»: B IPUPOAE YeAOBeKa 3a60TnThCst 0 csoem. Huske aToro
VPOBHSI CIIYCKATBCS HEAB3SI, HA3BAHO AU 3TO «dolus» (Kak B CAOBAX CKA) MAW MHAYE,
TaK KaK PeYb UAET O EAMHOM CTAHAAPTE OOIJESKUTI, UCKAIOYAIOIIEM fraus.

Borpexn eAMHCTBY TAKOTO CTAHAAPTA YIACTHS B OOOPOTE, FOPUCT AOIIYCKAET OCBO-
BOSKAEHME OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTI B CAOBAX «ad SUUIM 1MOdUIN», ITO TIPEATIOAATAET OTCTY -
riaenwe (714s1) OT BBIABUHYTOIO YPOBHSI OSKMAAHWIA, OCAAOACHSI, AOIIYCTUMOCTH OTTO-
BOPKWM, KOTOPAsI MACT AAABIIIE YCTAHOBACHHOTO ITPEACAA M KOTOPASI SIBHO MMEET ITOA
cobort ocoboe ocHOBaHMe. DTO OCHOBaHME — coMHeHMs [ [poKyAa B BO3MOSKHOCT ITpH-
BAEKATBD I10 MCKY, HAIGACHHOMY Ha ITOAABACHWE YMBICAQ, TOTO, KTO YMBICAA HE AOITY-
CKaA, KTO HE UCTIOAHMA IO Bormiomemy Heaocmotpy (culpa latior), KOTOpBbI ymbrcAOM
BCE JKE HE SIBASETCST; 9TO «CBOV, 0coObIN 06pas AevicTsmity (suus moduus) ucrosHmTe-
AT, KOTOPBIV HeYMBIIIACHHO IIPUBEA K HEUCIIOAHECHMIO.

OcBoboOsKACHNME OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH CBSI3aHO HE CO CIIeIMPMUKOT MCITOAHUTEAS,
a C HEIIPUMEHMMOCTBIO K HeMy KaTeropui ymbicaa (Paccy>KA€HME He OTCTYIIACT OT
CBOETO IIPEAMETA); 3ab0Ta O YysKOM, KaK O cBoeM (quanm suis), OTHOCUTCSI K APYTOMY

1 Kak npeanoaaraet l1. Yepamu, AAA KOTOPOTo w culpa latior, n dolus BKAKOUAKOTCA B MOHATUE BUHbI
1 BEAYT K ee reHepanmnsaumnun. Cm.: Cerami P. La concezione celsina del ‘ius’// AUPA. 1985. Vol. 38.
P. 200, nt. 397. 311 npoLeccbl yBepeHHO GUKCUPYHOTCA AAS MOCTKAACCUYECKOTO U FOCTUHWMAHOBCKOTO
nepuopa: Tafaro R. Op. cit. P. 248 sq.; Sitzia F. Op. cit. P. 189 sq.
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IIAQHY — K BRIABACHMIO OOIJero IIpeAeaa OTBETCTBEHHOCTI 32 Hapyiienue fides/ fraus,
KOTOPBIN TOABKO 1 BBICTYIIAET B KAYECTBE HOPMBL FOPUCT UIJET HOPMY M HAXOAUT €e,
110 IIyTW OTBEPrasi OTKAOHEHMST MHAMBUAYAABHOTO XapakTtepa. Lleabc, XoTs n aeaaer
VCTYIKY AOTMKE [ IPOKYAQ, MBICAUT KaTEIOPUAABHO, HAYIHO, €My BasKHBI OIIPEACAC-
HsI, 4 He Ka3yChL

Mp1 oAOIIIAM K PEHOMEHY HOPMATUBHBIX O5KUAAHMH (CP. aHTA. reliance), popmupy-
FOLMX LIEHHOCTH 00513aTEABCTBA, UHTEIPUPOBAHHYIO MAeeit CBOGOABL OIpeAeAeHHOCTD
IIpaBa KPEAMTOPA, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha O0SI3aHHOCTI AOASKHMKA, GOPMUPYETCsT HOpMa-
TUBHBIMI TPeOOBAHMSIMY, KOTOPBIE YIIPABASIIOT COACPIKAHMUEM IIPEAOCTABACHWS —
mpeamerom obsisaTeascTsa (0portere). DTO COACPIKAHMUE BRKAIOYACT B ce0s1 HOpMATUB-
HbIE KAYECTBA AOAYKHUKA, CTAHAAPT AMIHOCTHM, KOTOPBIV CKAa3BIBACTCS HA IAPAMETPAX
MCIIOAHEHSI, BEAYILIVX K YAOBACTBOPEHMIO KPEAUTOPA 1 IIPEABOCXUIJAIOIIUX UCKOMOE
yaoBaeTBopeHne. Cama KOMITO3UIMSI OTHOLIICHNMSI PABEHCTBA, CHUMAIOIAs] MHAUBUAY -
aAbHYIO crieynduKy ncroaHnTeast, obecrieansaer (praestat), OTBedaET 3a COLUAABHBIN
" ICUXOAOTMYECKII KOMPOPT CTOPOH — U KPEAUTOPA, M AOAKHMKA, MUCKAIOUAST DKC-
LJeCChI, CBSI3AHHBIE C HETIOBTOPUMOCTBIO M HEITPEACKA3YeMOCTBIO (pAKTUIECKOTO.

HopmarnsHble 0XMAQHNS KPEAUTOPA HA IICUXOAOTMYECKOM YPOBHE IIPOSIBASIIOT-
51 KaK AOBEPUE, HO BBIXOASIT AAACKO 32 PAMKI MHAMBUAYAABHOM HCUXMKI. OHM OTHO-
CSTCSL K COLMAABHOMY YPOBHIO AMYHOCTH, K cpepe PEryAUPOBAHMS, HOPMUPOBAHMSI
1 obaaparoT popmasbHOM sK3ucTeHynen. Areaasigns Leasca K mpupoae derosexa
HE MHTYUTUBHASL peePEHLIVAST; TO HOAAMHHO IIPABOBASI XAPAKTEPUCTUKA, IIPU3BAHHAL
BBIIBUTH MOMEHT BCeOOIEro, OTBEYAIOIMIA 3d YTBEPSKACHME PABEHCTBA B OOCY>KAde-
Mom orsotreHUN. FOPUCT MBICAUT He CUTYATHMBHBIMM SIBACHMSIMM, He 000COOACHHBIMI
deHoMeHaMI: KBAAUPUIMPYST OTAEABHBIN cAyYait (Kasyc, AeAO), OH orepupyer ob1m-
MV TIOHATHSIMM, PEKOHCTPYMPYSI UX CUCTEMHYIO B3anmocssasb. Dolus, culpa, modus, dil-
igentia, cura, natura hominum, fraus,fides — Bce paccy>KaeHMe CTponTcs Ha abCTpaKT-
HBIX KATETOPVSIX M 3aKOHOMEPHO IIPUBOAUT K pOPMIUPOBAHMIO HOBBIX 00OOIICHNI,
BHOCUT OIIPEACACHHOCTH B COOTHOLICHIME HAYYHBIX IIOHSTIUI 1 CMBICAOBOE HAIIOAHE-
H1te TPOPECCHOHAABHON TEPMUHOAOTMI. [TpobaemaTiKa OTCTYIIACHNS OT CTAaHAAD-
Ta, yIyrgeHns (a He CO3HATEABHOTO IIPABOHAPYIIEHNS ) TpeOyeT 1 COOTBETCTBYIOI)e-
ro npeAcTaBaeHms1 o uHe. Tak «culpa latior», BOmMIOImit IIPOCTYIIOK, OKa3bIBAETCS
3apsUKeHa TIOTEHLMAAOM TIOCAEAVIONIEN TeHEPAAU3ALMU M IIpeobpasoBanms B cul-
pa lata — BeAyyMit aBCTPAKTHBIN KOHLJENT B O6AACTU AOTOBOPHOV OTBETCTEEHHOCTH,
IIPE3YMIIHIO, 6e3 KOTOPOI KaTETOPNsl YMBICAA He OII€PATHUBHA.
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