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7) &% B o] (culpa-Theorie). dIZIt Christian Friedrich Gliick, Ausfiihrliche Erléuterungen der
Pandecten, 4. Theil 2. Abtheilung(Erlangen: Johann Jacob Palm, 1797), S. 401ff.

8) Beitrdge zum Obligationenrecht, 3. und letzte Abtheilung: Die Lehre von der Mora nebst
Beitrégen zur Lehre von der Culpa(Braunschweig: C. A. Schwetschke und Sohn, 1855), S. 3ff.
133ff, 284f.

9)  “Annahme und Annahmeverzug”, Jherings Jahrbiicher fiir die Dogmatik des heutigen rémischen
und deutschen Privatrechts 17(1878), S. 411ff.; “Der Glaubigerverzug”, Archiv des Biirgerlichen
Rechts 13(1897), S. 149ff.

10) Kaser, “Mora”, RE 16(1933), Sp. 272ff.; RPR I(Miinchen: C.H.Beck, 1971. ¢]J&} “RPRT"O.2
Q18), S. 517

11) “Mora accipiendi und Schadensersatz”, $Z 101(1984), S. 192f., 204.

12) Mora debitoris und mora creditoris im klassischen Recht(Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 2005),
S. 98f,, 113.
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16) Paul. 37 ad ed. D. 24, 3, 26; Marcell. 20 dig. D. 46, 3, 72pr.~2.

17) Pomp. 9 ad Sab. D. 19, 1, 3, 4(Z5 21 32): Afr. 8 quaest. D. 46, 3, 39(o} 2. ) #=x)
18) oleloll= A7 HHEo] o4 gl A ‘o]qAIT (offere)o] B7Fs3ITF (D. 46, 3, 72, 3),
‘HAT AL T (Ulp. 28 ad Sab. D. 18, 6, 1, 3: [sc. venditor] ‘denuntiet emptori, ut ...
tollat vinum’; Ulp. 28 ad Sab. D. 18, 6, 4, 2: ‘denuntiare eilsc. emptoril, ut tollat vinum’).
okl 2. 1) (D] Marcell. 20 dig. D. 46, 3, 72pr.%} Paul. 29 ad ed. D. 13, 5, 17: Sed et si
alia die offerat nec actor accipere voluit nec ulla causa iusta fuit non accipiendi, aequum est
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succurri reo aut exceptione aut iusta interpretatione, ut factum actoris usque ad tempus iudicii
ipsi noceat: ut illa verba "neque fecisset" hoc significent, ut neque in diem in quem constituit
fecerit neque postea.(CL&L} [ WAIUI0] opd & oA T H =], Yv) H1E YA
kot FHEA & AFE olfirt M JAE Ao, el st Aare] P97t
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Paul. 5 ad Sab. D. 18, 6, 5: Si per emptorem steterit, quo minus ad diem vinum tolleret, postea,
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nisi quod dolo malo venditoris interceptum esset, non debet ab eo praestari. Si verbi gratia
amphorae centum ex eo vino, quod in cella esset, venierint, si admensum <non. Mo.> est, donec
admetiatur, omne periculum venditoris est, nisi id per emptorem fiat. (W|5=31 2}4le] BLo 2 A
A7V =FE HAASA] 53 A9, Wk vim=Rle] otert R EA] Qokehd, 1 HEE l=v)
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oA B Cels. 8. dig. D. 19, 1, 38, 1 ©]9]o] Tha 72

Ulp. 24 ad Sab. D. 46, 3, 9, 1:

Qui decem debet, partem solvendo in parte obligationis liberatur et reliqua
quinque sola in obligatione remanent: item qui Stichum debet, parte Stichi data
in reliquam partem tenetur. Qui autem hominem debet, partem Stichi dando
nihilo minus hominem debere non desinit: denique homo adhuc ab eo peti
potest. Sed si debitor reliquam partem Stichi solverit vel per actorem steterit,
quo minus accipiat, liberatur,
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Afr. 8 quaest. D. 17, 1, 37:

Hominem certum pro te dari fideiussi et solvi: cum mandati agatur,
aestimatio eius ad id potius tempus, quo solutus sit, non quo agatur, referri
debet, et ideo etiamsi mortuus fuerit, nihilo minus utilis ea actio est. Aliter in

stipulatione servatur: nam tunc id tempus spectatur quo agitur, nisi forte aut

24) Az 9FF o2 AFAAIE AZE 4= Itk Iul 48 dig. D. 12, 1, 21. 9 3z i
A, o] HZF 22), 173~4 =
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per promissorem steterit, quo minus sua die solveret, aut per creditorem, quo
minus acciperet: etenim neutri eorum frustratio sua prodesse debet.
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Cels. 38 dig. D. 17, 1, 50, 1: .... fideiussor ... Stichum solvit isque decessit....id mandati mandati
iudicio consequeretur.(RZR10] 2E|F25 WAL 7t APgeltlete 25ts $94d0 R &
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Ulp. 27 ad ed. D. 13, 5, 18pr.:

Item illa verba praetoris "neque per actorem stetisse” eandem recipiunt
dubitationem. Et POMPONIUS dubitat, si forte ad diem constituti per actorem
non steterit, ante stetit vel postea. Et puto et haec ad diem constituti referenda.
Proinde si valetudine impeditus aut vi aut tempestate petitor non venit, ipsi
nocere POMPONIUS scribit.
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Aol TR ofaf Foje HFAA ] Fe130) 7R-E] “neque per actorem

29) Lenel, Das Edictum Perpetuum, 3. Aufl.(Leipzig: Tauchnitz, 1927), S. 2482 “QUI PECUNIAM
DEBITAM CONSTITUIT se sloluturum eove nomine se satisfaturum esse, i eum iudicium
dabo(FRANF] O3] 2222 WHASIAY 1 WEe g2 dHAgs|= gkt 2kE U= g &
5 =[E9E] Aolth’ = AlT-dsith

30) Lenel, a.a.0. S. 251 W2x9] HGFX] FA|(intentio)E “Si paret Nm Nm Ao Ao sestertium
decem milia constituisse se soluturum eove nomine se satistacturum esse NEQUE FECISSE
QUOD CONSTITUTIT NEQUE PER AM AM STETISSE QUOD MINUS FIERET QUOD
CONSTITUTUM EST EAMQUE PECUNIAM CUM CONSTITUEBATUR DEBITAM FUISSE
(7} QoA 19 AzEE g 222 dAsALY 1 WEe 2 duxEd 3g e,
ghokgl ukE kA AL T FokE vyl o] FolR|A] gk Ao Wale] o] ofylar, 1 w5
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Ulp. 28 ad Sab. D. 18, 6, 1, 3~4:

(Aa) Licet autem venditori vel effundere vinum, si diem ad metiendum
praestituit nec intra diem admensum est: (Ab) effundere autem non statim
poterit, priusquam testando denuntiet emptori, ut aut tollat vinum aut sciat
futurum, ut vinum effunderetur. (Ba) Si tamen, cum posset effundere, non
effudit, laudandus est potius: (Bb) ea propter mercedem quoque doliorum potest
exigere, (Bbl) sed ita demum, si interfuit eius inania esse vasa in quibus vinum
fuit (veluti si locaturus ea fuisset) vel si necesse habuit alia conducere dolia.
(Bb2) Commodius est autem conduci vasa nec reddi vinum, nisi quant
conduxerit ab emptore reddatur, aut vendere vinum bona fide: id est quantum
sine ipsius incommodo fieri potest operam dare, ut quam minime detrimento
sit ea res emptori.

§4 (Ca) Si doliare vinum emeris nec de tradendo eo quicquam convenerit,

id videri actum, ut ante evacuarentur quam ad vindemiam opera eorum futura

o] Stk o) AFGo] BT 2 ATdsieh
31) AA= Harke, a.a.0.(ZF 12), S. 102f.



182 EEBHR W57

sit necessaria: (Cb) quod si non sint evacuata, faciendum, quod veteres
putaverunt, per corbem venditorem mensuram facere et effundere: (Cc) veteres
enim hoc propter mensuram suaserunt, si, quanta mensura esset, non appareat,
videlicet ut appareret, quantum emptori perierit.

(Aa. 28 5732 2alE AA FREE o] Aajxle=t] 1 7] Fuls
A & A vi=RISHE =T o Els AxA) 5189k Ab. TL2v
WA vjgelo] TEFE 1) 7] Po TEFE ZopHd Zlolglar vixel
o] Z<1 43It mAolAl FAI8E7] Aol mjegle] Eule ZopHE = =
Ae ofeh. Ba. e} lERlo] EopY 4 SlgolE Eolel) errhe
wliele: o aRolol gtk Bb, [o] A9 LT 1w Polelge] QRS AT
s} 5 Ik Bl Ll (i) wieele] olelEg slfet algolsld 4
%) viesh Tl So] glwl FolelEe] Hlel sl Ao wiERlolA ololel
S T aolele AsloR st S ol Tefalc) Bha. alu aolele
QAN 210l ARSI HOR EEFE WA AL} 212

Qislel T vlEshs 2, 5 A Belae] ghe @ 1 Selo] wal
o Axge] £k =S Alo] o Hdstk

§4 Ca. WO U} Golelo] o Qi EEF-E virsiglort 1 R
W]l B ol Ak kel e B9, The 4316 Wolelse] Wa
37] o1 9 Zelo]] golel

52 u19A] ke A HHEHE] AAAH AL Falolof Ak Z vj=ole
2 Rofele Al 7 woplEio} gk Co HRBISS kS A BHaA
B B pElste]] e W HHO R F Aokl viile] Holojo = WA
A7} BehES oS A

F

§30Me =T S A dieshs EE AR B, S4olMe 2™ o
Aol gl B5E vhEth FiH(Aa)olA OJL:Jl?E Well ZEF5 7FA7HA]

32) WEpY g e XnFe] 3
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B, AETE ZoEsd) A Qlvial gt} v} "l REdA
= o] A& 1 PAL] o mA AR vl gt 8 Hals
B ZMR(Ab) AgkeFE 7 o] AP TR g o] ofHrk
A e Fylobrs T4 tldl AT AX ARIHTF(libri tres
iuris civilis)dl] b= Ao 2 HE= Ao| stgjHolt) 13y §49) HHET}
Eveteres) & FI5FOlE wf, o]R0] ofn] WHEVERRE FHE HoR B

T AUk AEIAY 7HE(Cato) o] EF viuiA|oFE o] & SR

reorr

Cato, de re rustica, 148, 8:

Locus vinis ad K. Octobres primas dabitur, si ante non deportaverit, dominus
vino quod volet faciet.

(EEFE S8IA 108 1971A] 4ot Al

FAABA erhd, FQ[=mwdl]le FeFE 7} Pshs B2 A2g AHeolt})

%
5
=

FIF [uelo]] 1 o]

2]

=
B el Ao 2ok 3 2 B4 Ak o £
o glow Wi go] Adag vt Az a3

33) @ = wpee] oo A Har e A S Poleld] B0 e XEFE S 2Eo)
(Ostia)ollA] 2 21 22, B0 2 ekl A4 S0 2M 7IAlE AR Aeleke
Gradenwitz, Bull 37, 53ff.(Honsell/Mayer—Maly/Selb, a.a.0.[Z}5 23] S. 249, Fn. 47914 A1
)9 A= Ha2 d5Ho] glth

34) W' Harke, a.a.0.(ZF¢ 12), S. 94; Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z} 13), S. 163.

35) B2 2voPra VA 8H WHEVEY HElE 7MY Alkxd) g ARt 5ok
floj= A4 & Q= AEY Zlol) ey 7lES] Alekzde] wHEFEY Hels AAR &
o o]& FRIsk= AY 73S wiAE 4 gloh

36) Schulz, Sabinus—Fragmente in Ulpians Sabinus—Commentar(Halle: M. Niemeyer, 1906), S. 65;
Apathy, a.a.0.(Z5= 11), S. 199 Fn. 38; Harke, 2.2.0.(Z}5= 12), S. 94f.; Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z5~
13), S. 162 A 3 Aa)& AHIFE, B4 EFADFEE Sdjobrse] FAo8 Ert
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ATE3D EFjolrart A HA o Aa)S APF0] AT S8l (libri tres
furis civilis)olA] wglktha slojebs, 7HEe] 74} the 7H §4)=2 7rorst
o, 71 gl iHEZFEY] WA Ao 'A ¢ ‘:]'—’\V‘]oﬂt o]

HhH I 2E Baoflx= op el tial thE S AT ZS dgith
7| X FE Zujobrie] He = Helrk wjeglo] tE WHHO R A9 o]

o1& A F UFoNE vileA & Fart 2 ¢ e e agshke
AL AR dykr o g I A} P ETRkE Aol wEbke delEs
o] @ $= Utk oolA] B Pomp. 6 epist. D. 33, 6, 894 X=FE
Lo )= Ao -?']34‘3}‘:}3’— sh= 2l BH, ofn] ard ol Lot E

Ael2 PR st fARLS Pske Ao Bl 14 $79)
ool ol g Ao wealeh wrle BSh oA, 1

& 27 welshs ohi g Tk, the T 53018 Sl8) Yolele 93
shA 2 Slolk Mi=le o] A% A9 el (S ES BT
% 91 FOITHBbY), T} SjoPr BrhkE BT P57 9]
g 27102 viEglo] A3AAA FotelE i AZoIAt A3AA
QAT AT ETPIBLY). nRATte R BlaE wiwele] 24l )

37) o] A|gto] Pennitz, Priculum rel venditae. Fin Beitrag zum aktionenrechtlichen Denken’ im
romischen PrivatrechfWien: Bohlau Verlag, 1998), S. 435; Harke, a.a.0.(Z}5= 12), S. 94+ 2+<]
23 w72 Fog Huf A4 gle 300 Bt

Sujolr2rt #8e ARIATIE Sl T IA BEsi, Apathy, a.a.0.(Z15 11), S. 2013
Zimmermann, Law of Obligations, Roman Foundations of the Civilian TraditionMiinchen:
C.H.Beck, 1996), S. 822 und Fn. 273; Pennitz, a.a.O.(Z}5 13), S. 165 mit Fn. 56 137
£t} FHojw wjzglo] ujgRle] 8-S AR FollE A3AelA A A Af-ole dE
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] eR=thd, golelE IRkl 291 AdRAEAl A RS AR
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H Al 3 ZopHE RS AFHHCh). FolelE dxsEAL A37}lA| 22
=5 AR AREE o7t ke ae3k wiiEo] oRdF Azt BRl ke
AR e A& HER] Zal F3gk o5& FSIthe via1e] oj4le]] tiH]
sl7] $1g Ao = BRItk Ch7kA| ARFe] w91 A0 = HAITh40) Ceollx
SHolrae PEREC] Al A 878 o E AWt

A= Fyjopre] w2 371A] JAEA7E vk A, AAETAIHAE X

SR8 2o} vlehs AL A, A9 4 vlgIR we Sapd 3T 3
1
o
[e]

o) B7AS B 91 27 94, ) 3
2 AN QS G S o= Q8] AT 18P (i Ll
) QA A el ep e = A3 w2t el sk A
o= @, olglo] vl 71 £k Ae el @ 5 glek
EYEILES AS EETE Zoplehs A9 vhElol) 2 SIsit
Y= AR olfivh TolA) B2te) B Bask ek HE
So TEFE AASH) 2 viee] B9E DE el P9 (dolu) 2

HgkeRs 787} IekaD o] Zshol Bl ok, HEES] B9 ARAAA
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39) AFeIME FRAAZ Q13 H|-8AdFho] wimiAe] sz} ofet efeje] ghHel ofsixwt
7Fsgt olfroll tlsiMe ol 2. 4) 3. Kaser, RPR L, S. 518 Fn. 44% wivlle} 22 dojids
(bonae fidei iudicium)olAE 2kele] dhHo] Ao WA LS A&3i)

40) g Schulz, a.a.0.(Z= 36), S. 65.

41) Behrends, “Tiberius Gracchus und die Juristen seiner Zeit— die romische Jurisprudenz gegeniiber
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der Staatskrise des Jahres 133 v. Chr.”, Das Profil des Juristen in der europdischen Tradition,
Symposion Wieacker, hrsg. von Luig/Liebs, (Edelsbach: Gremer, 1980), S. 45 Fn. 47. FA'E
Pennitz, a.2.0.(Z5 13), S. 183(3f21=89]).

TEA e AARAS ARl #sE AR SEARE A °’V\§}(perpetuat10
obligationis)ll #+(culpa)& &7-8hR= A2 HelE AHshaA olgRAE vehli=

o] ARE-E|AT) Paul. 17 ad Plaut. D. 45, 1, 91, 3: Sequitur videre de eo, quod veteres
constituerunt, quotiens culpa intervenit debitoris, perpetuari obligationem, quemadmodum

42

=

intellegendum sit. Et quidem s/ effecerit promissor, quo minus solvere possit, expeditum
intellectum habet constitutio**(Ch&-2. 2 HHEZFEC] AJFAle] o] /MYH wjdll= AA )
7t d&stdvhs Hels dEIe, o5 ofg ofsfiEof sk=A] £k 2E|ar [gA okel]
et 222 WA = gles whe A9 o] Hele] FRE 2Hsl]e sith. Apathy, a.a.O.
(Z 1D), S. 194; Reetz, a.a.0.(45 14), S. 3982 o] 7Ha7} iHE7FE] ‘per [+ stare, quo
minus' 2R T8-S AT FL3 Lo 2 ARG TAR 2ok e o7149] ‘culpa’ & 3}
FHe BE Has ARYe] ouE B Fa tiEdd, ge] A 21), 149%E E
Apathy, a.2.0.(z5= 11), S. 201; Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z}¢ 13), S. 165 mit Fn. 56; Zimmermann,
a.a.0.(Z5= 38), S. 822 u. Fn. 273.

Nzl = HHETFEC] MiERIAl REFE Lol AE Qg 23 deste] wijadl
9] ofe] gl I FRFE gl o, NI 1258 HsE HAE FS Hlold sj4olzt
© HEE okTh BFEe AFelglar Az, o)d dis| AA=-T

43

=

44

=



ZopHA XHAEXEX|X| 187
Teom wANS dishs BEUSA) JAE B

Pomp. 6 epist. D. 33, 6, 8:

Si heres damnatus sit dare vinum, quod in doliis esset, et per legatarium stetit,
quo minus accipiat, periculose heredem facturum, si id vinum effundet: sed
legatarium petentem vinum ab herede doli mali exceptione placuit summoveri,
si non praestet id, quod propter moram eius damnum passus sit heres.

(et eolels 2r0) T} AUH o 2 HEH0) AHsslo] G et o
& REL il AR Bow 718 sl Bak A4S, wiep ARle] 1
EEFE o} vk TR 442101 S19a A8 Holth

o}
27} A& T=F2 Hrehs 7B, Ak vk T1o] AR ste] 3

ol #fiz Ao BRI QolA E Ulp. D.
= Hgl0) I TEFE o

R4

45) Pennitz, a.a.0.(ZFF 13), S. 1662 o] B¢ H¥sithe 2L qdAe] 343} ddd 2o 2 4
gith AU o] glE PXE ARlexE s, o] QlE Be-ole 23A tvke
Ao G Jrh= Aolot e 1A B ZAE SElsilar A7 Apathy, a.a.0.(8F
11), S. 202 Ulp. D. 18, 6, 1, 33 €] ikl itz olfroll tielr, $24e] gl
$] 712 MAAY) H3A dod XeF5 Eoex Eohe Fort IAY, AAE 928
A, FARE i AR Ao} QA B $ake] e Aldel M AEEANE A
AAA L] Aol Aek #A7F A7) wEQl Ao m Fgsh, MR A5Ee] glrh



188 KRBT HE7HR

AEA] gom g ool B Cels. 8. dig. D. 19, 1, 38, 1¢] vi=213} g
TRAARZ QIF Hl8FTS 7S = glrhio wEps] AfEolgo R
gk S gt Azt dvkal & 5 Jek4? - 7N At
78 2 Afolle ofgA H=A] AFol fith
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theo @ 7o EFUO o] HIAE

i

B}

o

Pomp. 20 ad Sab. D. 19, 1, 9:

Si is qui lapides ex fundo emerit, tollere eos nolit, ex vendito agi cum eo
potest, ut eos tollat.

(o} EAZRE BES IS AL 1 EES A AS A4 g A9

a5 R Miesdor O 55 I8 A &7 b
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46) Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z5 13), S. 166 Fn. 60. o}l 2. 5) =

47) Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z5 13), S. 166 und Fn. 625 E3)¢] UME-S AHA|3] & = glo, of71A] &siu)
Apo] AR F 5 gk gk

48) ol WS} Sli= B2 7PsAo] Qhouk Ao Felvke iz SHx) ek ofZlo] WA a2l
e WA o] opm wEAw T

49) Reetz, a.a.0.(ZFF 14), S. 410 mit Fn. 62.

50) FEAATF EAGLL Jrial BE Reetz, a.a.0.(45F 14), S. 411f. 3=

51) F. Mommsen, a.a.0.(Z5 8), S. 134f. Fn. 32 S5 v} A7} &35 Alek] A4 Zog

olafighct.

52) Kaser, RPR 1, S. 551, Fn. 5933 FHo|F2A o|dde] FHJH); Medicus, /d quod
interest: Studien zum romischen Recht des Schadensersatzes(Koln/Graz: Bohlau, 1962), S. 171;
Honsell, Quod interest im bonae fidel iudicium. Studien zum rémischen Schadensersatzrecht
(Miinchen: CH. Beck, 1969), S. 114.

53) Diocl./Max. C. 3, 7, 1(a. 284): Invitus agere vel accusare nemo cogitur(;F7-%= 93] Z=d=
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278G 48HE Alo] BAAIEA] @=1h); Diocl./Max. C. 5, 56, 4(a. 284): Pupillus agere
vobiscum actione tutelae compelli non potest-~. (7’27} HSES JUl2 FHLAZH &
T Ao AR eF=Th.

54) 1 7|dAde] 18] A Yrhe Pennitz, a.2.0.(ZF 13), S. 181 Fn. 114 3=,

55) Harke, a.a.0.(ZFF 12), S. 99.

56) dET 9 il o]BAAR gk EalEld olefoll= Z1AENof Wil FEAAE Qs
sl gt e ®olt), 12]8ke] Honsell/Mayer—Maly/Selb, a.a.0.(Z}5 23), S. 309 mit
Fn. 42 9] 7= B7elal $HYY ol A7 5 §laL, FAAARE A Eappids A
T8 AJE Wolglal gk 1) 9 MaE TIHA AlaleleE tE Al EA3HE 54
olt}. ufwol] th3lk AN A =2 Alal(institutionelles Denken)@} AR S &3 Alare] of
ol sl A= Behrends, Institutionelles und prinzipielles Denken im romischen Privatrecht, S2
95(1978), S. 198ff. k=,

57) [Al'E Pennitz, a.a.0.(ZF 13), S. 182.

58) Gai. IV 48.
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59) A% &3 FEIR B w F4 gkl AWl AREFEe] g g-do] ohdyl AzbEn:,

60) Zimmermann, op.cit.(Z5¢ 38), p.823.

61) Paul. 32 ad ed. D. 19, 4, lpr.! *** in permutatione vero si utrumque pretium est, utriusque rem
fieri oportet, si merx, neutrius. Sed cum debeat et res et pretium esse, non potest permutatio
emptio venditio esse, quoniam non potest inveniri, quid eorum merx et quid pretium sit, nec
ratio patitur, ut una eademque res et veneat et pretium sit emptioni(Z1]u} nLgke)] QlojM= F
A Eo] B ti7lebd 7k Ao dupilAl s ofof sfar, wiek mEke] F HAE-S vju)
o] BHER Bopd, wgke] AR} e RS o] ot glvk et [wieiA ko] B¢
dlel Bwt ohe} diae AalAok dl=vl, 7 HAE 7k Folo] v o] tielAl
& (7] wiEel, ke v} 4= givk ae)ar shue] FUek Exdo] Sl minl dihdola
deelghs 2 WHeelrh A 2. *gdie vimdle wulEdE Lfdolde =
Ao, wlEle 5 AfAo)HE FHI) o Higte] TRFFX ShlelA U Y
o] 7] k3% Paul. 33 ad ed. D. 18, 1, 1, 2 if.& wmahd & 5 Slrk

62) Behrends, “Der ungleiche Tausch zwischen Glaukos und Diomedes und die Kauf-Tausch—

=

Kontroverse der romischen Rechtsschulen”, Historische Anthropologie, 10. Jahrgang, Heft
2(2002), S. 246ff.
63) Gai. III 141.
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THpurgatio sive emendatio morae).66) W2 A=} A =g 2| AJol] il

64) LA Heke] AL 9L 5 Y= ZFUSE 7AE Apathy, a.a.0.(Z5 11), S. 203f.; Reetz,
22.0.(4F 14), S. 4123% 2rpge] ko= AAld) FRAGE TAZ Hi e AU

65) Pomp. 22 ad Sab. D. 19, 5, 16pr.: Permisisti mihi cretam eximere de agro tuo ita, ut eum
locum, unde exemissem, replerem: exemi nec repleo: quaesitum est, quam habeas actionem. Sed
certum est civilem actionem incerti competere: s/ autem vendidisti cretam, ex vendito ages.
Quod si post exemptionem cretae replevero nec patieris me cretam tollere tu, agam ad
exhibendum, quia mea facta est, cum voluntate tua exempta sit. (U7} YollZll L¢] EX=HE]
S B AEehs 2 s18as, Ubt AEe 2& igere Ao stk Ut el
o} el Stk Ui} ol £ FPAIEA] tmelo] HRick e AlRINPE Babg 4]
PRHE e, S s ek viesit, Y viEsvio s MYe] 27 4 918
Zolet Teft W7t Wik At ¥ wiEEd], Wt Weks ek A Ut 8118k e
th, U EXANASEC R A7 g Zloltk ukeb B[ e o] L] oAt wlet A
SHACEZ o] &Rt H] wielvh. wiaele] iyl o]fE wizele] miriEo R
27 vk A wiuAl kS 3t thae] ofseltd meke 2 olsfshe xHIE Ad
7} slek

Paul. 17 ad Plaut. D. 45, 1, 91, 3:... (§] F 439]|4 21&3} &lXE0] 0]o]A]) : si vero moratus
sit tantum, haesitatur, an, si postea in mora non fuerit, extinguatur superior mora. Et CELSUS

66

N

adulescens scribit eum, qui moram fecit in solvendo Sticho quem promiserat, posse emendare
eam moram postea offerendo. esse enim hanc quaestionem de bono et aequo. in quo genere
plerumque sub auctoritate iuris scientiae perniciose, inquit, erratur. Et sane probabilis haec
sententia est, quam quidem et [ULIANUS sequitur: nam dum quaeritur de damno et par
utriusque causa sit, quare non potentior sit qui teneat, quam qui persequitur?(GFA]FF ©]3§o] [E
s o] ok AARE Sl= B-olle Ul AAE A = W o] AAPY dsl=A
o &o] A7)ee) Te)ar okE A [Publius Iuventius Celsuslis, S ok&3} o] 2E|FAE
HAF 200 AAl #] AR= o] o] BAIFFe 24 1 AAE FAEAIF 5 eyl L
olfre o] EAPZE A3t Fol B3k Ao)7] wjolelal £tk I o][A3} FH] FokllM 7
kel A oA Hhs sk, SFsitiar Ttk el o] s # 5] 9, &4
o2k o] ZslE Wtk 5 &3 EAE Ha, dRH=2.0k e} Hekate] dllo] #5eHEF
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Aeke AEA BA] R HAE 2o 2M, AFARE o8Il
w5 v} FRAAY] SR A7 FEUFRE JiaE 1Y) Hol vt
T4 o s 42 2o Hals Hske the as 2k

Lab. 5 post. a lav. epit. D. 19, 1, 5lpr.:

Si et per emptorem et venditorem mora fuisset, quo minus vinum
[praeberetur] <{probaretur)6? et traderetur, perinde esse ait, quasi si per
emptorem solum stetisset: non enim potest videri mora per venditorem emptori
facta esse ipso moram faciente emptore,

(2t vi=S] BFe] o2 X Tt g - Al §al T QIEHA
e g, ML= A wlleql BhREe 2 ofdo] o] FoA|A] @E2 Ao w
Brjar @it efuksh viql Akale] Aol Wil 73g- A7 vi=e] she =

Il AR Aoz B 4 gl7] wieolth)

h=|

o712l @7} wi4=le] At ouje} wiele] X|A7L Ak A1k
= s} olAAA} FA0) AT ARk TR ) BAE,
T} oA} S HAA Al AETRE AL Eelom méol
th69 vk Ho] 1] el ee] HslE FAsH: EXUSTL w4
A ke e bele, wigalst wwele] A A} T 1

A0 o wAIE oIt wi=le] AA7} llen vl o]

flo

rr

AEE] AL e A AS7F avehes Ao ARG o fElsHA & ot A=),
Paul. 24 ad ed. D. 45, 1, 73, 2: Stichi promissor post moram offerando purgat moram: certe
enim doli maili exceptio nocebit ei, qui pecuniam oblatam accipere noluit.(ZE}F-2~5 #HA 2F
© 8 Gl A= A Fof o|AF-S Fo A XAE AATL st ATE 59 ¥
3P A ek AolAlE e ofele] dhHol a7t & Zlo]7] wiitolth). o] Ffiel e
Harke, a.a.0.(%5 12), S. 90 3=

67) Heumann-Seckel, Handlexikon zu den Quellen des romischen Rechts, 9. Aufl.(Jena: Gustav
Fischer, 1907), s.h.v. mit Fragezeichen #Z&.

68) Lenel, Palingenesia iuris civilis I(Lipsae: Tauchnitz, 1889), col. 310, fr. 299.

69) F. Mommsen, 2.2.0.(Z5 8), S. 341-& o]AAE= 1 Alo] L824 zJFALA|, 38 AA = 1
Aol 22| AR NAl A7) wiiTell, & AATF T Adtl= AL H-8-R < contradictio
adjecto)’ o]}ar gt}
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A ARES: 7]eshs 4 §Ee] 1%1(si per emptorem et venditorem
mora fuisset )2 FEAANS} o|FAAN}F 2442} dHsh= 47 ohuet, T
S| o] Erdo] wiIT} vl fRRe] BRIl A= 9]“]'3}? o] opd7}
AZHETET) ol o]7]el miardle HASH @A @Al MiElE o]
o] 7FsHes A FHISHA] 2 B9t wAlE Ao R HRITY e
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Pomp. 31 ad Q. Muc. D. 18, 6, 18:

Mlud sciendum est, cum moram emptor adhibere coepit, iam non culpam,

70) Harke, 2.2.0.(Z5 12), S. 82f. 714 AJAl(mora)= “B5AQ1 1791 eine einmalige Plichtverletzung)”
of2ke ofnjeiaL gk

70 °‘°ﬂ*1 Hokzo] Ao Wkl W=l o)A TS oA AAPIEHE Holur] wzell($] 1.
4) 2 ool B AL wial e g B o ¥ Ao itk
72) wiRle] AAE Atk g sk, 1 5»}7} ‘4-54 UH 1 AAN = E7saL ALk 2

o], Fell 9183t Faxp2o) g o] Y- wiale] o]2s HF aefElA] gh= ol ¢Y] ofHrh

Harke a.a.0.(ZF 12), S. 83+ 2pl| o7} EVF—S] ZH—,—X]—— 5= L& (einfache schuldnerfreundliche

Erwagung)& & Alelgka st A58o] dojzick

L) A= g Lo AslE FAPAAN &3 A E =tk FEUS-2 7Aele] #AE Felst

o &2k AAR oot AL 19] vjgel] w} Biat o] Askieh AAe A

sl =)

Permitz a.a.0.(ZF 13), S. 176ff. 3=z, ofek 1 A% w13t vi=ele] A|A 71 242t ekt
W = glrk BA ARV} o] B-E oJujgithe QEE B2k S8 oleire < At
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sed dolum malum tantum praestandum a venditore. Quod si per venditorem
et emptorem mora fuerit, LABEO quidem scribit emptori potius nocere quam
venditori moram adhibitam, sed videndum est, ne posterior mora damnosa ei
sit. Quid enim si interpellavero venditorem et non dederit id quod emeram,
deinde postea offerente illo ego non acceperim? Sane hoc casu nocere mihi
deberet. Sed si per emptorem mora fuisset, deinde, cum omnia in integro essent,
venditor moram adhibuerit, cum posset se exsolvere, aequum est posteriorem
moram venditori nocere.

(TS Lotok g} mje=lo] [FRIAAE ARt 4, wi=sle o] 74
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75) [A'E Pennitz, a.a.0.(Z}5 13), S. 178.
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1) ZFA2| 2 Az
kol Al Pomp. 31 ad Q. Muc. D. 18, 6, 189} Paul. 5 ad Sab. D. 18,
6, 59N HkRo] wigele] SR AAS] 7 miegle: el disir= i
A=]an, arofof ARt s At & ERAAFAE vETARR] A
o

7 FEAAG A FEUS A 2

Pomp. 10 ad Sab. D. 24, 3, 9:

Si mora per mulierem fuit, quo minus dotem reciperet, dolum malum
dumtaxat in ea re, non etiam culpam maritus praestare debet, ne facto mulieris
n perpetuum agrum eius colere cogatur: fructus tamen, qui pervenissent ad
virum, redduntur.

(A SO SRAFARYS] FRAA} Sl 735, HHS 2 EAle Sloj=
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77) okl 2. 3)2] Pap. 2 resp. D. 22, 1, 7% =
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(1) S3= AT

Stipulatus sum Damam aut Erotem servum dari: cum Damam dares, ego quo
minus acciperem, in mora fui: mortuus est Dama: an putes me ex stipulatu
actionem habere? Respondit: secundum MASSURII SABINI opinionem puto te
ex stipulatu agere non posse: nam is recte existimabat, s/ per debitorem mora
non esset, quo minus id quod debebat solveret, continuo eum debito liberari,

(W [H=FE] o] 7hed] thit 2 o225 YollA] Fe5 Fe7| ko=
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79) Harke, 2.2.0.(ZF 12), S. 94 FEAAE dukdo 2 NTAR stolF BHE e Folon
£ W8 shrar sk
80) T A380FAH o] glom AtAr} HAeliS ZH=T} Ven. 4 stipulationum D. 45, 1, 138, 1.
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Marcell. 20 dig. D. 46, 3, 72pr.:

Qui decem debet, si ea optulerit creditori et ille sine iusta causa ea accipere
recusavit, deinde debitor ea sine sua culpa perdiderit, doli mali exceptione potest
se tueri, quamquam aliquando interpellatus non solverit: etenim non est aequum
teneri pecunia amissa, quia non teneretur, si creditor accipere voluisset. Quare
pro soluto id, in quo creditor accipiendo moram fecit, oportet esse. Et sane si
servus erat in dote eumque optulit maritus et is servus decessit, aut nummos
optulit eosque non accipiente muliere perdiderit, ipso iure desinet teneri,

(10=5¢] A2 A A7F AAANA L Fhs olPAlEsIsi=d, Hapt A
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& AALY AR BB HAHIZE Avshe AAAE FHE AEA AR ATk
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Macell. D. 46, 3, 72pr. o]¢]ol= &|opre] tha 7iart Stk

[ul. 33 dig. D. 30, 84, 3:

Si cui homo legatus fuisset et per legatarium stetisset, quo minus Stichum, cum
heres tradere volebat, acciperet, mortuo Sticho exceptio doli mali heredi proderit.

(el 3 o] REERL AgERl0] 2EIFAE sl |E A=, At
2] B g XE|IFAE FREHA gkl I F ST S8 A 3R

& ejeje] o] mgo] Hrh)s)

84) Harke, a.a.0.(Z}5¢ 12), S. 88f.

85) thael 7lA = Iul. 52 dig. D. 46, 3, 33, 1: Qui Stichum aut Pamphilum dari promisit, si
Stichum vulneraverat, non magis eum dando liberatur, quam si solum Stichum promisisset et
a se vulneratum daret. Item qui hominem dari promisit et vulneratum a se offert, non liberatur.
Iudicio quoque accepto si hominem is cum quo agetur vulneratum a se offert, condemnari
debebit. Sed et ab alio vulneratum si det, condemnandus erit, cum possit alium dare.(Z~E]5-2>
EE FREAE F S FRACROR SR AR 2T} 1 0] RS 99 A9, 2B
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Ulp. 51 ad ed. D. 46, 3, 30:

Si debitor offerret pecuniam, quae peteretur, creditor nollet accipere, praetor
el denegat actiones.

CGIFAPE 27 S A e, AT sEekd 94 e 9 WA
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86) Cels. 8 dig. D. 50, 17, 185.

87) Kaser, RPR 1, S. 496. o] 7§14 o|AIT ol 2 B7okL THAT= o|dAled 5282 54
A 9= Ao g Frh= Zimmermann, op.cit.(Z5F 38), p.820% 78:7-&

88) o}l Pap. 2 resp. D. 22, 1, 70]9]ol%= Diocl./Max. C. 4, 32, 19pr.: Acceptam mutuo sortem
cum usuris licitis creditori post testationem offer ac, si non suscipiat, consignatam in publico
depone, ut cursus usurarum legitimarum inhibeatur(tofgke G5-S ZH3E ozje} A AEA}
oAl AlFska, whef a7H=A1EAH FEskA] $ow, 2 oAt = 2E W] $siMe
I 588 Bt TEaed dAF Ao e

89) ToFd ol ol FERe AFLE &39E 7Bt) Diocl./Max. C. 8, 42, 9(a. 286):
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Mareell. 8 dig. D. 26, 7, 28, 1:

Tutor, qui post pubertatem pupilli negotiorum eius administratione abstinuit,
usuras praestare non debet ex quo optulit pecuniam: quin etiam iustius mihi
videtur eum per quem non stetit, quo minus conventus restitueret tutelam, ad
praestationem usurarum non compelli. ULPIANUS notat: non sufficit optulisse,
nisi et deposuit obsignatam tuto in loco.

(57219 A7 o)F- FAANE g I E FUL oA T
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Obsignatione totius debitae pecuniae sollemniter facta liberationem contingere manifestum est.
Sed ita demum oblatio debiti liberationem parit, si eo loco, quo debetur solutio, fuerit celebrata
(. AQF-Ae] Zafzl Fatel] wet BAE [=8<lEe] T8E] B A7t e w1
2t 2] o] AlEL WAl of 8 Ao o] ol ol A FIprE YITh
Ulp. 35 ad ed. D. 26, 7, 7, 15: Sciendum est tutorem et post officium finitum usuras debere
in diem, quo tutelam restituit(F-ANS FHAANFF S Fol= FAA REEIA7EA] o215 5T
77} S-S Lolok s, Paul. 9 resp. D. 26, 7, 46, 3: Quaesitum est, an eius pecuniae,
qua tutor usus est, post finitam quoque tutelam in diem iudicii accepti easdem usuras praestare
debeat....([F710] RS T R HEiME FANTER Fo= SAAA] 2 oAk A3t
ook itk )= =

Scaev. 28 dig. D. 45, 1, 122, 5: Seia heres unius tutoris, cum herede pupillae transactione pacto

solo facta, maiorem partem solvit, residuam cavit: sed ilico negavit heres se transactionem
servare et apud iudicem tutelae egit et victus provocavit ad competentem iudicem et ab eo
quoque ad principem idem provocavit et iniusta haec quoque provocatio eius pronuntiata est.



R 2 Evjoprs oRFYAIE S8l ofdAlE o= A el FERE SfoF &

Hal gtk on] spujuolrAle FERRAE oxp} A= HsiE FFTE

Pap. 2 resp. D. 22, 1, 7:

Debitor usurarius creditori pecuniam optulit et eam, cum accipere noluisset,
obsignavit ac deposuit: ex eo dre ratio non habebitur usurarum. Quod si postea
conventus ut solveret moram fecerit, nummi steriles ex eo tempore non erunt.

(1A FHAFATE AN FHE A=t At TS D8t
2] eok7] Wil I 59 Belekal TERItE o] YEHY o= 4] ¥
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Pap. 2 quaest. D. 22, 1, 1, 3:

Circa tutelae restitutionem pro favore pupillorum latior interpretatio facta est:
nemo enim ambigit hodie, sive iudex accipiatur, in diem sententiae, sive sine
iudice tutela restituatur, in eum diem quo restituit usuras praestari. Plane si
tutelae iudicio nolentem experiri tutor ultro convenerit et pecuniam optulerit
eamque obsignatam deposuerit, ex eo tempore non praestabit usuras.

AT Wk} ddste] SHNES ek $f8l 3as] Al s
o] o]Folfrt & Al¥RIe] Ao [RIRke)=] Aol WA, Al [A]

gIgle] whglo] o] Fojx|= Zg-oll= RIRA7EA] oA A S5 FEdiths A

Quaesitum est, cum per heredem pupillae mora intercesserit, quo minus pecunia in
stipulationem deducta ab herede tutoris solveretur nec umquam petierit, an ei hodie debeantur
usurae ab herede tutoris. Respondit, si Seia non cessasset ex stipulatione pecuniam offerre, zure
usuras non deberi. (5 F74912) 4452121 Aolelh ] geriisl 13t A opgvie 2 5
e 3 F, S HAAEkAL YA o] disiMe [ERAIke 2] gRITE a[=rdsd0]] &
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Mod. 3 resp. 22.1.41.1:

Lucius Titius cum centum et usuras aliquanti temporis deberet, minorem
pecuniam quam debebat obsignavit: quaero, an Titius pecuniae quam obsignavit
usuras praestare non debeat. Modestinus respondit, si non hac lege mutua pecunia
data est, uti liceret et particulatim quod acceptum est exsolvere, non retardari
totius debiti usurarum praestationem, si, cum creditor paratus esset totum
suscipere, debitor, qui in exsolutione totius cessabat, solam partem deposuit.
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et TREBATIUS esse ex vendito hoc nomine actionem. Idem et si in aegri servi
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verisimile erat etiam emptorem velle impendi. Hoc amplius LABEO ait et si quid
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culpa venditoris mortem obierit.
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{Abstract)

Delay by obligee in Roman Law

Jung, Byoung-Ho*

The pure classical law did not require any faults as a requirement of the
delay be obligee(mora creditoris). For example, the creditor's disease, coercion
or severe weather did not justify the delay of obligee. Consequences of the
mora creditoris were as follows. The debtor was liable only for dolus. He
could deposit the sealed object of obligation. If he paid expenses on the object
of debt, he could recover them by means of malice's plea. Celsus, Proculian
leader of the high classical period wanted to overcome the limitations of the
pure classical law by quoting preclassical lawyers who permitted the debtor
to recompense the damages caused by mora creditoris by means of the
vendor’s claim(actio venditi). There was in case of deposit a dispute on
whether the interests are suspended after depositing or offering. The pure
classical law does not seem to have recognized the obligation to accept.
Therefore, it seems that a claim for damages was not allowed.

In case of wine selling the preclassical jurists allowed the seller to pour
the wine off which was not carried away by the buyer. It is not clear that
they acknowledged in such case the creditor’s duty to receive. But according
to Pomponius' view the seller of stones on his estate can claim the buyer to

take the stones off. It does not match with the classical jurisprudence in which

*  Prof, of the Univ. of Seoul, Law School.
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the seller and the buyer compete to pursue their own interests. It seems to
be influenced by the preclassical law in which the seller and the purchaser
cooperate as members of the legal ceommunity in order to achieve a common
goal of exchange, so that each should pay attention to the interests of his
counterpart. It is logical to think the failure to cooperate to be a kind of default.
Therefore, if the debtor suffers a loss due to the creditor's delay, he should
in principle recompense the damages. The preclassical lawyers Sextus Aelius
and Drusus, quoted by Celsus, allowed the seller to claim damages caused
by the delay of the buyer. Perhaps the buyer was obliged to receive the proper

offer of the seller.

[Key Words] Roman law, Mora creditoris, Breach of Contract, Fault, Duty

to Receive, Recovery of Expenses and Damages
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