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condictio furtiva (Z&+= condictio ex causa furtiva,® ©J3} ¥oj2 ‘“HAx

A oS A e I 832 HE Tk BRIl el

D.12.3 De in litem iurando

D.12.4 De condictione causa data causa non secuta
D.12.5 De condictione ob turpem vel iniustam causam
D.12.6 De condictione indebiti

D.12.7 De condictione sine causa

2upHd condictio 28] AFAIE WA W GALH HHH, 53] SujoPrle ok dkst
ol B3+ ATFZE Liebs, “The History of the Roman Condictio up to Justinian”, in: Neil
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D.13.2 De condictione ex lege
D.13.3 De condictione triticiaria
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romischen Recht (1988), 21ff. k=,
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G44 = Inst.4.6.1410 (& I FE& FPt Fde slo] Aolgh Folth
-++ plane odio furum, quo magis pluribus actionibus teneantur, receptum est,
ut extra poenam dupli aut quadrupli rei recipiendae nomine fures etiam hac
actione teneantur: SI PARET EOS DARE OPORTERE, quamvis sit etiam

adversus eos haec actio, qua rem nostram esse petimus.

7) 2opgd A g e deAECNE Y A30DETRE 24 Wil fAEY] dFm
vk opug} AR e} 372 E3I8ICE 9 Zimmermann, 7he Law of Obljgations. Roman
Foundations of the Civilian Tradition (1992), 922ff. 2 vh&e] Ma =

D.47.2.1.3 Paulus 39 ad ed.

Furtum est contrectatio rei fraudulosa lucri faciendi gratia vel ipsius rei vel etiam usus eius
possessionisve. quod lege naturali prohibitum est admittere.

T 3H - Hete] A AEOR e HAE IARKHEH O WIEA|E: “Fjo]Sqt
FATEY] & 2 B Vg B, B 2RE WS R RS
o 2 Holok SN EAZE AU “eben so wie jede andere condictio sine causa”). o]l tha}
ol Pika (1988), 26.

ole} Ze 7tol 929 A&l et Levy, Die Konkurrenz der Aktionen und Personen: im
klassischen romischen Recht, Erster Band (1918), 282 N. 3& o] A Adrgd)] digh 27]2ja
£t} & Levy (1918), 280f.5= AxQ] o] 5940 719 9 dbragdel] thste] kA
Ao WAPEA w37 s(Ersatzfunktion) A — o] 2 Q1§ Afabe] E3|E] tigk Do
4 = AEFAE dAlsks B AR B2 HESS AU condictio AW 4§ —
3 o]F AA=HA TAFEe R Ao 2 dwgict ofel] thste] Ulrich von Libtow,
Beitrége zur Lehre von der Condictio nach romischem und geltendem Recht (1951), 114+ 2%
289 w7 s FAE sk A MuiEsk] olf(nicht stichhaltg”), 2312] ¢t
B HAR Q3 ARERIRPT A o] o] SR A Fofo] ARAR F1lo] HA
| Ao Erj,

Inst.4.6.14

-+ plane odio furum, quo magis pluribus actionibus teneantur, effectum est, ut extra poenam
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dupli aut quadrupli rei recipiendae nomine fures etiam hac actione teneantur ‘si paret eos dare
oportere’, quamvis sit adversus eos etiam haec in rem actio, per quam rem suam quis esse petit.
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o]} 7= ApelAl 1 E= At 2lol7) it ofefe] AAoMe deas
B A=A o]SHEdT Ao it ks Hol 2 Al glrk

D.47.2.14.16 Ulpianus 29 ad Sab.

Qualis ergo furti actio detur ei, cui res commodata est, quaesitum est. et puto
omnibus, quorum periculo res alienae sunt, veluti commodati, item locati
pignorisve accepti, si hae subreptae sint, omnibus furti actiones competere:
condictio autem ei demum competit, qui dominium habet.

(IHER AR Frojus Hmade ofE AR} #AETh RS
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D.7.1.12.5 Ulp. 17 ad Sab.

lulianus libro trigensimo quinto digestorum tractat, si fur decerpserit vel
desecuerit fructus maturos pendentes, cui condictione teneatur, domino fundi
an fructuario? et putat, quoniam fructus non fiunt fructuarii, nisi ab eo
percipiantur, licet ab alio terra separentur, magis proprietario condictionem
competere, fructuario autem furti actionem, quoniam interfuit eius fructus non
esse ablatos. Marcellus autem movetur eo, quod, si postea fructus istos nactus
fuerit fructuarius, fortassis fiant eius: nam si fiunt, qua ratione hoc evenit? nisi
ea, ut interim fierent proprietarii, mox adprehensi fructuarii efficientur, exemplo
rei sub condicione legatae, quae interim heredis est, existente autem condicione
ad legatarium transit. verum est enim condictionem competere proprietario: cum
autem in pendenti est dominium (ut ipse Iulianus ait in fetu qui summittitur
et in eo quod servus fructuarius per traditionem accepit nondum quidem pretio
soluto, sed tamen ab eo satisfacto), dicendum est condictionem pendere
magisque in pendenti esse dominium,

(ETjobrae MR 358NN thaS =3ttt o] FHiA) o 23l
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HiPaul. D.h.e.1DAL 3FAAINE 21 8ol a1 2 Ao] 1 &7} Hafixict:
X ZA (tutor) T AAIZERFe] HEfe](curator furiosi)< AR A

T AS R %22 (quia tutor domini loco habetur) AE=IS1 o]
ST AAS A Utk

50 82 HHEGFE) ] dHE A9 FEAHEHAPAA o]SRgHy
Tao] QA E ook itk Alo] vzl e-2x(t 110/115)¢] AsiSirial of]
ZEGFEEA]: 80~12007F 347 vk oFrAFEEA7]: 190~223)7}
oAl HstaL Qi o] e Ad UEe “EIRE oswkbTAd
(condictio incerti)”1d], 14 o] oA EAE2] WY (condictio certae)

2 g0 3= 282 /R 2dTE= ZJolr) Ytk

D.h.t.12.2 Ulp. 38 ad ed.

Neratius libris membranarum Aristonem existimasse, refert eum, cui pignori res
data sit, incerti condictione acturum, si ea subrepta sit.

(ehes-ie 3 olr, BEES ToPde AR A= J25le] dFe ¢
3= oS Ao R Aeljof Shths Alo] ofel ke s it &
gih)

ofgfe] 7ol elsh o] - HEAAF e U drsdo s

13) D.47.2.57.4 Tul. 22 dig.

Qui tutelam gerit, transigere cum fure potest et, si in potestatem suam redegerit rem furtivam,
desinit furtiva esse, quia tutor domini loco habetur. sed et circa curatorem furiosi eadem dicenda
sunt, qui adeo personam domini sustinet, ut etiam tradendo rem furiosi alienare existimetur.
condicere autem rem furtivam tutor et curator furiosi eorum nomine possunt.

Pika (1988), 71f.91X% &30l 227} condictio furtivaglal 317 9k o]f SA14 4~dREo
29 condictio furtiva® Aol W97 wjitolgkal st oln] (kA7 |15 E AHERR= 7)
THo 2 B3hE 2fAY BAAEAN AR TR AFENIRAETE SR Haugithe 3
(e]21gt Boe= axd7]ole HAAH L] actio Serviana= thAIH RS el whebr] dike
E2o)n 137] HeME Haxe 5974 WEE /e Adval gtk o oy
condictio possessionisZ ¥-T}. Kaser, DRP (1971), 595+ oS82 (condictio) L70F
Hdo|Suksl Yalxl o] A% ZA(Zuwending, SE]oFFD.12.6.33)9] FEd| oJahd
“negotium contractum”)©] $IE ARRF] A9-olE AEQ] o] ST A Fgo T Ay
=, Hf o]53EdT AW (condictio possessionis)©] &g} ).

14

=
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Rsafe] Wopd Ae ARl Ak Ro] shaore] Asfolw,
o SR TATIO 2 Alasle] Mol A Trg Tefsiths Zlo] 23]
ofre] Zsfoleh, Tht AFAT} AARNA BRBS TG e &
A%, GRAAR A ATAE Fh DEiolt o] SukEgTA
Ao Asho] Woldl AL Awad] YEA) H=The Fo] Tfaopy
2% u)5E “UAjshs B olRkL Btk aflel sheiehe Y g B
AL TG 559 & Aol A3 WE A vlsjel 2T AN

ek gles & 5 ol

D.13.7.22.pr. Ulp. 30 ad ed.

Si pignore subrepto furti egerit creditor, totum, quidquid percepit, debito eum
imputare Papinianus confitetur, et est verum, etiamsi culpa creditoris furtum
factum sit. multo magis hoc erit dicendum in eo, quod ex condictione consecutus
est. sed quod ipse debitor furti actione praestitit creditori vel condictione, an
debito sit imputandum videamus: et quidem non oportere id ei restitui, quod
ipse ex furti actione praestitit, peraeque relatum est et traditum, et ita Papinianus
libro nono quaestionum ait.

(HEE A3e Ao AP [AEadoR] Aldshie A5, 7t [2A17]
& Bl e AL AN ARl AEHE Ae sjyobrie gt oA
< BpgeH], At FHdw At dsiciele defett o]Ae] o]Sxkehy
TaAe Z1ete] A Aol thstel= Buks: Pl of & Aot} v 2k
Azle] M o} o] SHET A0 2 AR A FHE AF, AFAF
iAo R AES 3] 2 AFlo] Al AdjlEolor sheAle ARk
AR At Apdo] Ao 7]ste] gk Zlo] oA wighEjojr= <t Hrt

=7

= o] YABhs Ao, AU obrie Hof = A9AdA e Hsfo|ttly)

15) D.47.2.80 Papinianus 9 quaest.
Si debitor pignus subripuit, quod actione furti solvit nullo modo recipit.
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D.h.t.5). o] FelA HAER] Heido] J&HRA] &= A3t T2l of

HAefe dAgdee} vddd s B3 Ulp. D.hel0.pr). =%
olo] K Ulp. D.h.t.10.1).

o7} Aws e By, 7 Ul AHdlo] Hi dxadow A9
< A AL HESE Srgiy, Al oS AHe2E QS
AA =K Cel. D.ht15). ©] A9 Fe1e, RSl moll& F=shA s
WA71A] ek g AxR] oS Aad o = QLS Xtk vhd 5
T7F AxERold Fv1 ER1S AR AT 4 UthD tik =o€ F T
 AER sty de o]9] F HFHEFAA HAES Alquod ad eum
pervenit)©] YO RFHHE JHNEE HT 7hsdkaL, Aol tiste] =

16) D.44.7.56 Pomp. 20 ad Q. Muc.

Quaecumque actiones servi mei nomine mihi coeperunt competere vel ex duodecim tabulis vel
ex lege Aquilia vel iniuriarum vel furti, eaedem durant, etiamsi servus postea vel manumissus
vel alienatus vel mortuus fuerit. sed et condictio ex furtiva causa competit, nisi si nactus
possessionem servi aut alienavero aut manumissero eum.

D.15.1.3.12 Ulpianus 29 ad ed.

Ex furtiva causa filio quidem familias condici posse constat. an vero in patrem vel in dominum

17

=

de peculio danda est, quaeritur: et est verius, in quantum locupletior dominus factus esset ex
furto facto, actionem de peculio dandam: idem Labeo probat, quia iniquissimum est ex furto
servi dominum locupletari impune. nam et circa rerum amotarum actionem filiae familias
nomine in id quod ad patrem pervenit competit actio de peculio.

(H=gRle) 718t A2 F15 JUE o|S5HEgT77} 7hssivhe Ao] Aot 28] FR
EE [eofd]] 25418 AR SRAIt010 8 Ae] FoEEA] o) B4tk Bt el
g el A P9l 78t 2Pt o]5S 9 Fhedlx] SfAiitade] FojEofof stk
Aotk 2 o7t 22 FAAR Skt kst meje] Az 7Ief fAt obFd Al
S AR &AL o)5E e AL A3 ol wkepy] wielghe Aotk ag|al RRAhkEA
ol Bt Gk WEORE FRAA ALS s T SRRkl Awgith)
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FiH < Axs AAE =dE MEEZEMT 5 JtHD.h.t.4).19
FH SHAREE AQlslal molE vivisli=t] el 3] =X0]
o] Sfratell 3k 74 AHE B afpAbe L EXo] miRlelA
THA B 73 AR o] SR AE o 2 W 5 Itk =
0417} St S v gl ezt i AN EFTE =30]
Skl EZekele] o, ko] e Al7IE Estal vi=eIel b
OJ% 7L gheol A vl el ZRAAL =gk Skl ek of Skl
A7a0e 7RIk GeloPrat weith ARHO R tde] ARAPIS
W A2 F910] wirele] EfAhEe B4 TR e 5l

© Qe vl AR oS AdS A v

ﬂl;l.a H—‘

o
ﬂ

D.19.1.30.pr. Afr. 8 quaest.

Servus, quem de me cum peculio emisti, priusquam tibi traderetur, furtum mihi
fecit. quamvis ea res quam subripuit interierit, nihilo minus retentionem eo
nomine ex peculio me habiturum ait, id est ipso iure ob id factum minutum
esse peculium, eo scilicet, quod debitor meus ex causa condictionis sit factus.
nam licet, si iam traditus furtum mihi fecisset, aut omnino condictionem eo

nomine de peculio non haberem aut eatenus haberem, quatenus ex re furtiva

18) Z+& 7RI B¢, STHeR LfHe] HoPke ook Ee, 8%e] Afidlot fAF
& AR Har 29 =AlEe s EapddE GAIR Sl F il WEEETHGai 4. 140;
Coll33 3=x). T FrElUobrs WoMe meilo] ZlaAe1e] AL Hws dsivt
(Inst.4.8.7).

D.18.1.29 Ulp. 43 ad Sab.

Quotiens servus venit, non cum peculio distrahitur: et ideo sive non sit exceptum, sive exceptum

19
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sit, ne cum peculio veneat, non cum peculio distractus videtur. unde si qua res fuerit peculiaris
a servo subrepta, condici potest videlicet quasi furtiva: hoc ita, si res ad emptorem pervenit.
(el7h v w, [z} 7F] SA H*‘}E I izt E= Ao okt wEby Sfaiite] A
Wizt GRerial BHAShE HATRE SHAREE S viZElE Flo g Qg EA] ekt 1w
sto] Sl Sdhs B2 Sl mefloll oJste] AH o] o, ofSuTd 4 =,
& drdeleg Tt o]Ae I Exo] wileA 7K He Zdg-ell aEsith)

o] 7NAxell thdke] Pika (1988), 93f.&= $1<] W= 3 videlicet quasi fumva TAZ =7} E5A
A5 A viEEA] @ Afolle Amdd] oS T Ao FoHA] e, O olfi= v
§lo] Ao viste] Aol & vl Apdo] Mg WE o] ofdElal Fh
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auctum peculium fuisset, tamen in proposito et retentionem me habiturum et,
si omne peculium penes te sit, vel quasi plus debito solverim posse me condicere.
secundum quae dicendum: si nummos, quos servus iste mihi subripuerat, tu
ignorans furtivos esse quasi peculiares ademeris et consumpseris, condictio eo
nomine mihi adversus te competet, quasi res mea ad te sine causa pervenerit.
(=78 SHARt @7 v7E visedt ek, oAl I=E7] e, yell7AlA
Aeg WGl [Eejobra] A A3 1 =3do] EAsteke, 2dE B+
slal U= I BEe R SHARIe R FAES 7 Aol MEd s
1 Y97 Qs ShApte] AEHE|, I olfie I o] SRR A Ul
o 71ste] wellAl Atz =71 wiZelet ofn] {led kel7} Yol s
Halv} steleke, SRkl gk o] SRigH Al S UiF 1 e R Ao
2 7R ke =l 71ske] Sl ST T g wt W7t o) 5
T 7P HE, AR AR Ui SRS 7 Alolal S5
ZFo] R YellAl $l= ¢ AF-E ZFste] Ui WA H= Aolng vs=
o|SHEATE 5= Itk o]l whet that o] wafjof Fhtk L e} ellAlA
AHZ T2 UF =59 & B2 SRRkt 2E abdslal vzh aH)gh
78, olERET o] I gEe R Yol YE = Addehet], vl =1
o] Yol Q1 {lo] 3t Hel7] wlzZelth)

ol AHGEEY B0 F AABL FEho @ AGSAL, AgTHR

20) Inst.4.1.6.

Furtum autem fit non solum, cum quis intercipiendi causa rem alienam amovet, sed generaliter
cum quis alienam rem invito domino contrectat. itaque sive creditor pignore sive is apud quem
res deposita est ea re utatur sive is qui rem utendam accepit in alium usum eam transferat quam
cuius gratia ei data est, furtum committit. veluti si quis argentum utendum acceperit quasi
amicos ad cenam invitaturus et id peregre secum tulerit, aut si quis equum gestandi causa
commodatum sibi longius aliquo duxerit, quod veteres scripserunt de eo, qui in aciem equum
perduxisset.

(@HEH 2 ER1e] BAL ek Aguo] o) Ao Hele] BAE AfAe) S
ol Walo] AEGEAHE AFolw Awrh JUgk w49 ARt 5x1200) 1 B
AMgEAL, BAL ARRE) f]a of #3327} AL Sl8le] Foike 11 [BA]S ERIO) A}
BT olIe A%, AR Wake Jolth 71 A7ES Wil Zrjshe v M) S19)
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A=) o= EHAaU deador 4 Hol &5 o
23} o) e, 11 o= Hieade] Aol delrt SR s Al
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21) vheo] M
D.13.6.14 Ulpianus 48 ad Sab.
Si servus meus rem meam tibi scienti nolle me tibi commodari commodaverit, et commodati
et furti nascitur actio et praeterea condictio ex causa furtiva.
22) D.47.2.77.pr. Pomponius 38 ad Q. Muc
Qui re sibi commodata vel apud se deposita usus est aliter atque accepit, si existimavit se non
invito domino id facere, furti non tenetur. sed nec depositi ullo modo tenebitur: commodati
an teneatur, in culpa aestimatio erit, id est an non debuerit existimare id dominum permissurum.
23) D.47.1.1.pr. Ulp. 41 ad Sab.

Civilis constitutio est poenalibus actionibus heredes non teneri nec ceteros quidem successores:
idcirco nec furti conveniri possunt. sed quamvis furti actione non teneantur, attamen ad
exhibendum actione teneri eos oportet, si possideant aut dolo fecerint quo minus possideant:
sed enim et vindicatione tenebuntur re exhibita. item condictio adversus eos competit.
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wEbA] ALlRRRE frole] Agom gl Aede A9ds Xtk
(Pomp. D.h.t.2).

o7} ) A9 o) 3491 S0 11 ol AeRE sk
o

SE J221 T she AE] o SHERITAAL AT Up. DT,

ARIE WSS} BRislel = %o lsle] A A3, weA
spgdolo] BES 0] EE LT F AA2E A o) Hoieks 4
Sole wEO) A3 thste] AeS FERIE TEFPER10IeRA AR
s g5 3ol ek Agdel FaIekUlp. Dht9).29

D.h.t.9 Ulp. 30 ad ed.
In condictione ex causa furtiva non pro parte quae pervenit, sed in solidum

tenemur, dum soli heredes sumus, pro parte autem heres pro ea parte, pro qua

heres est, tenetur.

o] Qo] vjalie] ohlaL ] vhstel AT, 7Y Tale] EES

i

Pl (quod intersit agentis)” o[tk WIS Exlo] dEshH AER)
gk AAE homisto 2 At shH Qare] ool m g ot
71e} Y AE o9 vEehAS)of e

20 o2 e A1) Pkl
o o AL 3 4%%
& A, pEAselleR AR, T
(D.16.3.7.1 Ulp. 30 ad ed. 2.

A1 Al AZ38E Flea parte quae ad nos pervenit)
AbdgE FRIR1] AP7]e Z18e] el R AQl
Qle]

JehR 2ol gl weh Age v
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2rpy E31o] Haro]
A A1 ("id tempus spectandum quo res umquam plurimi fuit”) .2 &
U, I o= ‘s Exs Fofthe=a] dxwle] ASlela o]
o= 7/4\0] npgsl] wiEolefal shal, L =AR “AEHL 3 A|Alst

ﬂﬂ
L
0
ﬂl_l.,
rlo r
ruéi
401«

I & Aoz A (Ulp. D.h.t.8.1: semper enim moram fur facere
videtur)= 25 g wiEbd AERlE o|gAES 3h7] dejehd, 1

o] 5] AR} AN AP} el thek S Aok Shrh=
Ao 2 gheolx] dFe] ke Aels sk Alojth)

Aejo] FH5ATTE 20l 2™ AU 2315 =384 f5oXe] f5
2, 2T sieel) 23e] AFE rIRel 9 o] | Ay, Al
< FEEE7E UL Sl 7HE APgsfof fF AL gt o] A 2305
dge] ks Fol 7Hibge] o] Folx]of 32 Sjngktlul. D.h.t.14.pr.)
A FaroA] SasleEs 897t A=), 82 dae] A
© & FTekA] FEkaL vt 2L Abeloll o] BAE g o HEVRES
2otlo] Edshe Ao MTE L ol ek el sl wistel
B G5 AR, FA8HA Eekolor dlH 1 Ex1e) Wik Qlo]

N

25) T AR ofel teol sle Aol AENR olSHRIETAAT b A1)

2he] Z3po] BAL) FEUS Az o 27e] FlpFEARo] TRl AR thErhe ol
2 s FHHoR dgHthe Bl

D.47.1.2.3 Ulpianus 43 ad Sab.
Quaesitum est, si condictus fuerit ex causa furtiva, an nihilo minus lege Aquilia agi possit. et
scripsit Pomponius agi posse, quia alterius aestimationis est legis Aquiliae actio, alterius
condictio ex causa furtiva: namque Aquilia eam aestimationem complectitur, quanti eo anno
plurimi fuit, condictio autem ex causa furtiva non egreditur retrorsum iudicii accipiendi tempus.
sed si servus sit, qui haec admisit, ex quacumque actione noxae fuerit deditus, perempta est
altera actio.
olge] -2l AR datels HHE "RrRHAEAT Lex Aquiliay, "ERPHAT |
(MEdistal S35, 1995), 3879 ©]3t
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AABR= A2 7] Wi o]#fal K Tryph. D.h.t.20).20) $<x38l%
o] olfgt AAE FEA7IeIH dA)e] oA E o] ojof sh=t, o] AR}
M= 23] glom g oxd] “AAF o2 HrlEnR HwQ] o5t
A Qs Fdshs Ao|th2D
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2) |=20| 7t - SlAE E2
o] 73 92 AN F0 2 Kol 7jopklo] o] £olAok 5}
7] ol kg Brlo] wakslolol sheAlzt BAEN) e A
5 Fgslel o] wEEolRl A%, AR o] thek slogio] opd sfEH
Zho] HEgkgdTtE = QITHFul.—Paul. D.h.t.13). o]uf AxHo] 715l &gk
HL§GER) B9 ARBH)E Este] 7leiige] o] oItk Ao] %7
UGBS 9927 Asfolrt, wep Awmle gl Sol
R8-S BA 5 g Bk ole) vw = ‘n‘o} et AT B

NGz}t OE—OM% Aol %h%’rﬁl%ﬂ %ﬂlﬂ%
AIZH7E fFeeh, oFSulE Hanld ddet 2ol dxHe ol
HETAERS & 5 glar Azt Agls Feske ZoR
3] 78 ARt AEukgE S0 2 Kol rlaulslo 2 AgskA] ¥l 9
w2 $3 7FEe tiste] RRBHTE A AL Ax IRkl =
FrAke] oM A& EFFE 7hss she ARe] St

]6}13‘*‘4(“2]—?7} Pr Hohe 74 = @ %’% 3] !?‘n‘HO]:E'_ gk).

27) Pika (1988), 34.

28) ZrPRA Tl thatele ARz, TErpEake] SR - 7hee] B -, "R AT 14
Ssl F9E, 1995), 2400 ©J3f =

29) D ko2 <12 2 T} ) AplrSpabe ARTOS EREFIAE 1
Folgien), Ao P AREADE FUT A ARS B A4S P2 Awag
o)5aigHyTaRle] gk S
G.2.79: - nec minus aduersus eundem condictionem ei competere, quia extinctae res, licet
uindicari non possint, condici tamen furibus et quibusdam aliis possessoribus possunt.
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7Vl = 2(Ulp. D.h.t.8: Tryph. D.h.t.20), BFeke] 27} o]dfAlg Mojzpd
WA Fo] o] IR glo] dA Tl Al gk RE Rds)
31,300 o] - 7peliiskel g RS EtiUlp. D.h.t.8).3D thik wkgke)
A} o) PATS g Fol] HAEe] AR FHEL AdAelA o)X

FAl @A |tHUlp. D.h.t.8). =& WHeke]r
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AEHE P o|PAAFTO)RE AAE FEAI] $eixles @EH
o|YA TS sh= Alo] Fasith LElste] Huldt =5 AfA) 1) AN
o EEAIoRS k= A9 A BAle| EdRe e} ofw] Abgsieick
3L strfeke o7ls] wEkEgle: E43it) offje] Thaex HRe] “efukshi
Ao ofate] WG A|Al= ofE Ao|& Alge] Qlofof F5slr] wiEelrt”

D.h.t.17 Papinianus 10 quaest.

Parvi refert ad tollendam condictionem, offeratur servus furtivus an in aliud
nomen aliumque statum obligationis transferatur: nec me movet, praesens homo
fuerit nec ne, cum mora, quae eveniebat ex furto, veluti quadam [delegatione]
{oblationey finiatur.

(O]SREHTAAE AAS| Hdte] mddgh ko7t AlgE=A] op [
£ Felf] vhe A - AT R B eAE A9 Afolrt itk B AR RS
Heol EFAIF A =l AEREA] o= EAIEA Fed, Hvkebd A
Lo ofste] WA AAl= oW o] YA|T o 23D FHE] wEo|th)

ﬁ
onl
S

30) Levy (1918), 282 N. 4= o]zlo] &% AR T vls) &3 Folelar AF3I)

31) Ch.t.2. Diocl./Maxim. AA et CC Aristaeneto (a. 294).

Ante oblationem interemptae rei furtivae damnum ad furem pertinere certissimum est.
(O13AIE ol s =Fo etk &7t Aol Seivhe 21 Wuaeict)

32) ] 74 F veluti quadam delegatione®]] ek 32 W JEulc) AJo]slt}) Otto (1830)% “durch
eine Art von Ueberweisung (delegatio)”, Pika (1988)% “durch eine Delegation” 22 & L2
gt Monro (1909)% “by a sort of shifting of the claim”, Scott (1932)%= “by a kind of
assignment of the claim”= HE|&} W79 oJn|Z M E}=d], Watson (1998)<] “this variety of
substitution” %= 1% 2JW] 2 B3It} WHH Behrends er al (1999)+= delegationeE oblatione® 4%
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ARe] o|PAAE FEATIZ] % oldAIFo] Aok HHste] o

o] MAax AhHE der) ik

D.46.3.72.2-3 Marcellus 20 dig.

2. Sed quid si ignorante debitore ab alio creditor eum stipulatus est? Hic quoque
existimandus est periculo debitor liberatus, quemadmodum si quolibet nomine
eius servum offerente stipulator accipere noluisset.

3. Idem responsum est, si quis, cum subreptus sibi servus esset, sub condicione
stipulatus fuerit quidquid furem dare facere oportet: nam et fur condictione
liberatur, si dominus oblatum sibi accipere noluit. si tamen, cum in provincia
forte servus esset, intercesserit stipulatio (et finge prius quam facultatem eius
nancisceretur fur vel promissor, decessisse servum), non poterit rationi, quam
supra reddidimus, locus esse: non enim optulisse eum propter absentiam intellegi
potest.

Q. 28¥ AFAPE Bas vk v AARRE AP 2E TS FEa ok
Sk 7dehd oJud}? o] Aol AyAks Sl Bloldtal ddsjol
sh=t, o= ofd A7t AFAl HeR I kelE o] AR s oy EHA A}
e AR B9 Al

oS AR A AeRo] Fofeb it sok sk vH=E=US] o SR
T4l 718 Wik R E 2R TR o Ao SUsH s =
of F1o] ApLolAl o)Al FE A AL, AeHE Hreddl o] 59k
Ao 25 Blojdth IR 7hY o7} 2| A= s1tel ZE Aok
o] ZAed (2jal AreRolu Yot el g 55 58S 7] ol =k
ARGl Bk Hesh =4 282 & glok diukehd =de] BAlR Qs

woE ojBAlEsIItaL ofslE = gi7] whEelth)

3] “durch ein Quasi—Angebot” & H A3}, o]Xof|x= olelle] D.46.3.72.2-3 7 Axobe] T
& 3123}e] Behrends er al (1999)¢} 2] oblationeZ 435t M3
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33) D.46.3.728] AI1%0] ol Aol W1 AT} 2% FEACES & Alo]a, A23ke] A3}
AFA B Fhe) ATASH REAKS S ARlola, A3Fe] A3 AT 2T B
WAk B ARleltk, 7R e 2 371 A9 w5 Bk olaAlFoR Hol A4 Agloz
RE] SpgAI gl

34) Pika (1988), 106.
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D.16.2.10.2 Ulp. 63 ad ed.

Quotiens ex maleficio oritur actio, ut puta ex causa furtiva cetero— rumque
maleficiorum, si de ea <rey pecuniarie agitur, [compensatio] {deductio Lenel>
locum habet: idem est et si condicatur ex causa furtiva. sed et qui noxali iudicio
convenitur, [compensationem]<{deductionem Lenel> opponere potest.
(ERBLNZTE, 718 A= B 715k BP9 Qe o] Wshs B¢
o= AAEA, el Bete] T o] a7 3 PAIGEAD7F 281k
A o]SHkggTe] 9ol vz Aot T2jal ZheiAe) Ao 2 A

2e A gk PHAKEADE 3 4 )Arh)30

1A

Srbg A Al melel oS Ta Sl 2T
_T,q

27, AEago] Wshev), o|Be Ave] Juel Aol
E

35) frElYolr e BHES] duto] opa}l BE RS Yl A 1 3B T3t
= Aol JAE AT $8] WHe o3k fElYolr BAHS Bt duksldt
#oll &3y, o]dl] il Hx, FEepEde] A -SRI A6 A27FCdA ol Bste) o
F ¥5-,, "=ole] e A (FAESIAL 2007), 122W =2

36) WMol HHx o] =1 14699 wsith thut goje] TAXE $s) “drgdle] Redo]Sutsk
BT AR o|SRRT 2Nk uhelek
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OJENEAHTAAL 719 34] 2] F 7] HRs|e Aol n]ahe

d], WA ApA]7]ol o] 2 EE(certa pecunia) B B E(certa res)
o thg FTE Weo = k= AU thlad(actio stricti iuris) S
23D 2 AFFA (intentio) 7} TA1Z Q1 FAle) thgk eigo] glo] 4
2o 82 FAETRE HollxA LML 7 1A19F, E1AIF el 3lolx7HA]
SERLA7F v WATE3S )AL g o] AR Ax AlRle) o] Syt
Ao AEHAE Ao R HRIH39)
A=A oSN AR o] SRR 4 (condictio) ] A WH40 31
o] (datio)? YU §h(sine causa)S 8102 3}
= YYHHQ] o] SRS A vlae v 7 71R] HollA] xfe]7} Gtk
$ Aol (datio)e] gitk42 A

=5 SoirE afrdol oA 7] whze|th4d) M AR, =

o
A

37) AT} tH|EE AL #iiE 2B (actio bonae fideDo|th At Zjoldl] tislel= Wz FZrpy
73] (akegAL, 2004), 5279 =,

38) Liebs (1986), 170ff.; Kaser, DRP (1971), 593.

39) Kaser, DRP (1971), 593, 618 condictio 4x%¢] 7]{do] oz Hro} o] Bxah<]o] 73]
FAAT FA Bolx] 71918198 Ao g F=3)al 911, Liebs (1986), 169f.% condictiod] <
AF S dPEA] AEel o)Suke TS P WA oFdkal 123 E] condictio ex
iniusta causa”} IYE Ao g By Qv AHZ(2012. 8), 11 +F 26914%= condictio 27|
2)o] datio%} sine causa® Q710 F 3= LAY EL0 2 213)] oSl Af-o] o]HER] Y=
el F o] 5ol gz 7d-F-oll= AU A Q1 H condictio ex iniusta causaZF HIAIEI$1
L gk aee U 94 Al7lel 957 condictio furtiva® F-&HSHAl HAvkaL gk
D.12.1.9.1 Ulp. 26 ad ed.

Competit haec actio [= certi condictio] etiam ex legati causa et ex lege Aquilia. sed et ex causa

40

=

furtiva per hanc actionem condicitur. sed et si ex senatus consulto agetur, competit haec actio,
veluti si is cui fiduciaria hereditas restituta est agere volet.

Kunkel/Honsell, Romisches Recht (1987), 355. 3FH tlad e A=Ql9l o] 5uksla g e] So
gel] FE3te] o] T o]SWEHT AdE A AW R Bl SlEt, Pika (1988)F
AR oS AAE TS o] SRR A S Hgofo]L UNHHRI o] SR
289 783 AFog ks JFolk

Ulrich von Liibtow (1951), 114f.+= o]59Hd7A7e] H732)1%d<2] dare oportered|A] ‘dare’=
HELFA7|ME B FTF (“dem Zugriff freigeben) AEE 2n]slal Uz oMok ‘2fH
ol o2 AGEA Firar gk 2FA FIR} AreARle] Fofsld condictior} WHES R FHaL
o]& T2 139 condictio?} TEH3F7] 93l condictio ex furtiva causa®}al F-27] Hdrkar s}

41

=

42

=
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ST aEe 2] E30)] tistols AT o AIRE Al o) Swt
HTade 27le] TSItk

¢ BEXERE 52598 A SSAE AR oS T Aads
o thato] 2h] Q= FA oA, Az 7ot 2h)
F AL BA S5 AR B AR (datio)o] )

KR
=
A LREARI o] SRk T Aade] YT 4 glal

D.47.2.25.1 Ulp. 41 ad Sab.
Unde quaeritur, si quis de fundo vi deiectus sit, an condici ei possit qui deiecit.
Labeo negat: sed Celsus putat posse condici possessionem, quemadmodum potest

re mobili subrepta.

(Efsle] FiE: ofH A} EX2RE] FHo g ZETY, FE3 A5 AR o]

43) 1R o] ¢ HTHRPIL] dare oportere™ AL ool opd Y& 3|29l HA2]
olFE oWt

A AHUE AxY2l o] 5xEETAo] condictio sine causa®] UZo]S=t, thvt 1|}
Ut o B3-S skl oA Qrjeke, vk 1 gl o] 2] Afo] vkl ¥u gk 51
Ao B9 Awrt 3 531& A 5313 ST B-(EstRE dre] ool g A
D) SfENRRTE 717, fold WE 1o e Holu] $j3te]” Bxlo] dE
ato] 2frERRRTT) Thsdttleks, B5S FUR G952 condictio W& Fof3kE Zlo]
“FAS L B} Savigny (1841), 553ff.

D.13.3.1.1. Ulpianus 27 ad ed.

Rem autem suam per hanc actionem nemo petet, nisi ex causis ex quibus potest, veluti ex causa

44

z

45

=

furtiva vel vi mobili abrepta.
O™ F= 2Ll B0 o] AUo R AHFE 4§l ok ofle] 7hEst ANE, 71
Ao oJsiAY Z8o g e kel Agdle 184 )

46) 2rPEd Axe) el uigk F gt 7t iy dslels H¥x, "Eeiael (s,
2004), 2601 o]3} . AP St 7PEE 254 Bijle BA3sk= RSk tigh
Hall, & BRI 4 Ee I 89 B I HRe] HWlset AS0) o2 HopA “Fgik
AR Qgsigloy, ZeFdesslur dee eRIES] 28e F7(H3]. rem alienam
clam amovere) 3|24 FAALAF 0 HH3] AN Fgike Aol A oA AL =A
Hr}
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ST 4 Gk 2o Rl Jehg Adse a7} of5ue
72 5 grke detet, FAF wEel A8 B9AY Tejsitha @)

ek 1o, olel elekel e 4 409] “EAT R o]%m
FHTE F a1, 2AATE obd Aol HATE ClSUBHTE 9
oha 2o}

D.13.3.2 Ulp. 18 ad Sab.

Sed et ei, qui vi aliquem de fundo deiecit, posse fundum condici Sabinus scribit,
et ita et Celsus, sed ita, si dominus sit qui deiectus condicat: ceterum si non
sit, possessionem eum condicere Celsus ait.

(@eo 2 e EAZNE 59 A8 AU AV} olSuiTae
2 478 5 Sleka AP} Fldsha, AGAE e, oS3l

O|EHIBITLAE O B A= A A8 At 1eEtiaL

Rl
ot
4 &
r[f,
2
2

ol2n} A o] 5T AW (condictio possessionis) &2 L7 o]t
Aol Halls A=Yl o]5ueygTAde] & H8o0% Hrid 4 9l
=04 ol ZrpPEA o] SR A (condictio)o] TS FFe R

Q1) TFsahirkn 2 4 UL 2rbEe) A9 AT Akl ge

47) Kunkel/Honsell (1987), 352f. ¢]dl] tlgte] FH5.(2012. 8), 24HeNE AH|F229] AsllE 11
W8] condictio ex iniusta causa®] HEo] W2 Fo|a1, Af= AHSke] WA Afo)
AE TEsle] sk oA EEste] addygste] gl Fdo|5He 83 Zlo g wrlsity

48) Pika (1989), 732 o] SukabgT-Ae) WA o] BTHA} 4202 AHgglon e Aegl
Q1 o)EHRYT Aol strjele AR gk Aol IS Havt glal, W HEVES
Hrie] Ao AfEfithe s AHgt
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A RRREE WA 2, WA} o) okl e
B9 370 PR A= g QglonE 1 Bl )
Srke] Flo] QSIS Al 2k 27 azdae] Al Wt o8 24
3 epllosks e, Aot o8 B B ARIS f3dl] Ry
AN 713 HA72 Hop ol vhet oSBT LUL sk vk
= Ao vk ik

IR A0 o SUNBHTATN Ak o SUBHTEAL FEY 27
ouE Tk M T FAN dgstelehs 1 shiE Pk o
£ shis 283tk 71 AREiele] ARE SJEE Bolo] AruAE

o8 Aale) FHE Felshglont 5le] HIAL FHATE o] ool 4
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F SRt AheE The e WAtk dellk wek B9lo] SuixE
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D.h.t.18 Scaevola 4 quaest.
Quoniam furtum fit, cum quis indebitos nummos sciens acceperit, videndum,
si procurator suos nummos solvat, an ipsi furtum fiat. et Pomponius epistularum

libro octavo ipsum condicere ait ex causa furtiva: sed et me condicere, si ratum

49) Pika (1988), 54= 27lol&efel FEU -2t Ages] o] gnf FHFI50] 2ol ulet g3 o)zt
W AREERle] B3] afdo] B1lE 71A WAIGEALA o] ook sk, etele] wA
Agolng 38 afae BRl6A veAl Ha Jd] wel 2210 oS Tad(elE A
EQ) oS Ao R B Sl3)e FSIITAL Bal, vk AlrkaE|Qle] #91] 51 el
TRAESR ofn] F53 A=) o]SHET A oe] T Hedal 2v 2y 5
Q1] Eoh= WAEAIR A3 B 1Al FALA71E ZolER o]y condictio= “HIAN o5
AT AE0 2 B Zlo] Bfds Beltk
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habeam quod indebitum datum sit. sed altera condictione altera tollitur.
(1] F31E A ST A A} HER ARBERl] A Fohe
HIAIHE 749, 2 Alo] S Wek ZRIAE Alsliolol it), Teln EEUS
2= ARV A8 F1: L AR Bele)) Aol o) SHlgbgTAno R 4
Ttk e A FoIE RS U} 31 A%

A7adom FrEt Tt E F shlel o) SuaETAACR TIE oS

TS AT

>

O

3. AEaAste] v

P 7Aoo R AE & 9o = MAsIA A A AFEARR]
A Qo] zlolE HRIth WA /33 dste] drio] AHAH actio
poenalis) 2P, A=R] o] SHIERPYT A2 M K A~P(actio reipersecutoria)

o|tKinst.4.1.19).50 gA}e] Hlal= D710 2 A=A ik

=

D.h.t.7 Ulpianus 42 ad Sab.

Furti actio poenam petit legitimam, condictio rem ipsam. ea res facit, ut neque
furti actio per condictionem neque condictio per furti actionem consumatur. is
itaque, cui furtum factum est, habet actionem furti et condictionem et

vindicationem, habet et ad exhibendum actionem.

(AR el PUTE BT, [EU2) o SuegTae

[l
o
i
Y
_|>i

A 73 o] o] Aol o SUIYTLAE B3
aflo] Amdsglol ofsjo] 47154 bl ek, web AEs

3} o] SUE TR 2fBAIHTANEG 7

]

50

=

FAFTIHe] o]z PP o 2] AeiA} pFFiaAo o] sl o|SuedTad
9] o] A1 Fhte] vl vl oz SFEA ERT, f2EYolr i iy
Zo} A= tA] BEAZTE Kaser, DPR (1975), 433f.
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ol2fgh A o] ol & Ql8ll, BJARRF A Al SlojA ApolE HAIT
HA YA} Fste] A Exo] 2738 Zrem salvam esse) ol
7HAE AplA] I =HANESD ARl o] SRk AL ARA)
A3} ddste] Awide] 73
=2e PARE ¢ fIANES2) HE]] oSy
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ol tiste] wjddo] EFAE Agol® A oSSR Aol
o] gIitiUlp. D.h.t.7.pr.).

ol2fgh 7 o] zjeol= I8l ]art oBlQl A4 o= Lol wh
2} olsiAl Aeldnt dride] g Alhidoles oM ARt A5
(in solidum) ZQIS XA, ARl o] 54l ol 11 5

1910] WHElel g ojshay T Al WP ek

Ch.t.1 Diocl./Maxim. AA. et CC. Hermogeni. (a.294)

Praeses provinciae sciens furti quidem actione singulos quosque in solidum
teneri, condictionis vero nummorum furtim subtractorum electionem esse ac tum
demum, si ab uno satisfactum fuerit, ceteros liberari, iure proferre sententiam

curabit.

51) Inst.4.1.13
Furti autem actio ei competit, cuius interest rem salvam esse, licet dominus non sit: itaque nec
domino aliter competit quam si eius intersit rem non perire,
(G8v] dxado] JREE A, &FAPE ohdtleke 3] BEsE Ad o]9g 7HAe 2
ot} wghr] Afrle} sijEiE B3 A ¢ Ao o]9g 7IRE Afelnt A=ade] 913
k)
52) A7) Hojepd, Adide] ol&ut ‘& & JliAlule] Raalrk G4.112 = Inst.4.12.1.
53) Pika (1988), 108; Zimmermann (1992), 942f. wehx] Zzbd o 2 HFgPze] 720 3u]l(2
wje) + 1ufel)S, @ Ee] Aol SNl + 1S D& ThsAde] ATk gk
o] 2ol thalel= Levy (1918), 284 32 A=A 74 4& %4 (kumulativ nebeneinander)
OJRRE Al o] ST AL A3 273 (“Konsumptionsverhaltnis”) o] 1Tkal g}, o]

R ol2nh AT AT o SAYHAT60% ).

=

54

=

rr
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(RS, A= Arstos 27l A% Ak AL SAYe), vl
e AAF Fak50) vt olSNETAR A [Ma8] APt 1%
120} ola) gl Bt LrAso] AapHhe As1E Hol el s}
£% Z2AFAolt})

o

YR oS F AU SR T AL a4 d(actio rei-
persecutoria) 2= HoAe  FHsAIRE xR tiQlAd(actio  in
personam)®]il FAH= tlEAF(actio in rem)o|2R= oA Zpo)7} QlTh
TEgE Ak @333t o] QlojM xleolE Bk 4] AfEReky

ABE BEAS A= 1:1:11 9 o]} i gz@o]s& AAE B
A

i

}7} OMOJ %v}.

S 501 A7) Aol EAw= A-E3] A
AE Apolle WA = glrkse SRR A=A o

SN TARE Brlo] EAE A9on E&5hE]0) HEHE I

AAF"A Ao R 557] wiZe]tiUlp. D.h.t.8.1).59

AENRHTAE0 R B9 HRE &S By pFad EHE ¢

getlo s, Al o)Al YAk = gIekUp. Dh.t.10.pr.).

55) &fERkATe] PAkel Axje] Betels iz, TRapEdeli (AL, 2004), 4201 ol5t Hz

56) Exlo] AFAA el EA - F=H, dxe] ol ofshd opdelg-mde] A]lnto] EAIHA
a1, o]F-2] el xjof etele] k= ool (dol us)i} FHd(culpa)ol] thate] AAS 7 OPS’d‘:} A
FAA o5 A B - 3 7§—°r ’doﬂl -451h ook el tiste] A9ls FHE
ARE, 937t 3 JRs 98s ol Fahde gsste] WaE 4 3l )\E]' g
Aol thstele st 3t Azt ﬂ]%io}oﬂ‘:](i%—r{i Shul= S, AW Sl B,
Kaser/Kniitel/Lohsse, Romisches Privatrecht, 21. Auflage (2017), Rz.27.19.

57) ol Aeide] 9% v otk
D.47.2.46 Ulp. 42 ad Sab.
** hoc idem in condictione quoque placet: nam condici furi potest, etiamsi res sit aliqua ratione

J

extincta,
58) Kaser/Kniitel/Lohsse (2017), Rz. 51.7.
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B AR o SNBRTLAS WA AV B LRFEVIYTE W)
A=A BASR, ofehe] A sfahd, Yol FEshe ¥, A
Q1 o|SuHgTA 715 2o Slsfe] i

[e]

& e afEEPgeke Ao] AR e & 5 Uk

D.47.2.9.1 Pomponius 6 ad Sab.

Sed si eam a fure vindicassem, condictio mihi manebit. sed potest dici officio
iudicis, qui de proprietate cognoscit, contineri, ut non aliter iubeat restitui, quam
si condictionem petitor remitteret: quod si ex condictione ante damnatus reus
litis aestimationem sustulerit, ut aut omnimodo absolvat reum aut (quod magis
placet), si paratus esset petitor aestimationem restituere nec restituetur ei homo,
quanti in litem iurasset, damnaretur ei possessor.

(e ZAEFE B0 2R U SfEegTet A, [Eedl] o=
Kb 270) Lol Y Zlolrk, Tzt 4ol Bale] Helehs Awile)
317} o o|SHIATLAG EI5Hs Aot whekal 218 o

o] EFECkL W 5+ 9lrk e} o Sukgk A T1ste] 94 frua

U.‘.

¢

"
&)
=
i

50) Wl A Terbel A5E Jlo) AA,, DStk ek Alsed A2E(I LTt WSt
AT, 2015. 6), 45H0) | TR BuAS] Golo] BAMES 9s) AN Rols
ST HEL] ol SUET A 0 2 WA
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A7) it PR BAe Aol -0l Bl Bty ofrhw )
BUSHEEO R Ho} Flolkhe Wkt Uil YR (eI mdo] @
Foha 92e W € AR 2 F2En- A} wa 2R we o
Sl A BT A o o] 18T, o] Hol

AEshs o AEIRIE U0 sHe ARBNEETs) AEge)

o e
At o
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oo O
i
%0
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=
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FA0] ST Aelshar] A5 Ao =Y 205 FHATH
A5 delARE - ArHEE) A (actio de rationibus distrahendis)©] F-o €tk
2uf &), ofuf] Flo] Hre] o7} QUAW A HerdoRe A
AL HER] o] SR AR Yttt Al oSk yrad
o2 95HRle] HHE 518 vighoH XS GAJEIgorn R o] &%

flo
ol
i
it
i)

|

ok
&
o,

o] kst Adeellae] BEIE At vEEe] Hf-oll= Aeio]
FeFa1,63) 1 o4l FRZE AHEEA A (actio rerum amotarum)
o] AT} o] &AL BRI HA FAle HFHAde]Sle=T,

7R AERQ) o|SHRAHTAAIIANS IR] FH L)L,

rO

o
il
2L

60) 22015, 6), 441 T PEmske] AAAE e are] Axda7holid A Gusiurandum in
litem)7} -85 3{ck

61) 2t Kaser, DRP (1971), 618 N. 520X A=l o] Suiehyraale E4lo] 2y 5744
T o &RENEATTE A8E 5 E AR AlFAANE <k Ake 9ot

62) D.27.3.2.1 Paul. 8 ad Sab.
Quod si furandi animo fecit, etiam furti tenetur. utraque autem actione obligatur et altera
alteram non tollet. sed et condictio ex furtiva causa competit, per quam si consecutus fuerit
pupillus quod fuerit ablatum, tollitur hoc iudicium, quia nihil absit pupillo.

63) D.25.2.1 Paulus 7 ad Sab. 3z o]9fl thsteli= Kaser, DRP (1971), 618. AL 3tollx] A7
o gk FRAELAC] REEoAA  uj7Edl tistoli= A2 (2012. 8), 114 = 26 =,
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wep o] B 33 7oz ALl o SHISTABS WASIITEeD Tt
I AIRELO] HAISRE A5, £ WA Aot el ApgoE &
J

AT} B2 7B solebd HeQl oSk Ado] QI EATEe0)

Fr

0. &4

2o A ARIAE 2 A 717 3] BAETheD $ i

64) D.25.2.26 Gaius 4 ad ed. provinc.

Rerum amotarum actio condictio est.

D.25.2.6.4 Paul. 7 ad Sab.

Item heres mulieris ex hac causa tenebitur, sicut condictionis nomine ex causa furtiva.
D.25.2.21.5 Paul. 37 ad ed.

Haec actio licet ex delicto nascatur, tamen rei persecutionem continet et ideo non anno finitur,
sicut et condictio furtiva: praeterea et heredibus competit.

D.25.2.29 Tryph. 11 disp.

Rerum amotarum aestimatio ad tempus quo amotae sunt referri debet: nam veritate furtum fit,
et si lenius coercetur mulier. quare nec a bonae fidei possessore ita res amotae usucapiuntur:
sed si pluris factae non restituuntur quae amotae sunt, crescit aestimatio, ut in condictione
furtivae rei.

Tl o]2H (olufe fFZElUoRrs Al ofste]) Rt Merbsshll =k Ha=
Zimmermann (1992), 943, & 163.

D.25.2.3.2 Paulus 7 ad Sab.

Sed et cum uxore furti agere possibile est, si ei cui heredes simus furtum fecit, vel nobis

65

N

66

N

antequam nuberet: tamen propter reverentiam personarum in utroque casu furtivam tantum
condictionem competere, non etiam furti actionem dicimus.
D.25.2.6.5 Paulus 7 ad Sab.
Sed si morte mariti solutum sit matrimonium, heres mariti hereditatis petitione vel ad
exhibendum actione eas consequi poterit. aristo et condici ei posse recte putat, quia ex iniusta
causa apud eam essent.
ETA Soll A7) FHe] Ak AFH3 Aol BRI ARBEAAL viA ER| N o] S0k
ATAade AT vEARAE A Add 718k HRER] e AEEHE TRIHA
o|5REEE 4 ek stk
D.25.2.25 Marcianus 3 reg.
Rerum quidem amotarum iudicium sic habet locum, si divortii consilio res amotae fuerint et
secutum divortium fuerit. sed si in matrimonio uxor marito res subtraxerit, licet cessat rerum
amotarum actio, tamen ipsas res maritus condicere potest: nam iure gentium condici puto posse
res ab his, qui non ex iusta causa possident.
ShA FHe] BS WS o]& 3 g sl R E TR S oS TAAE 574
Ak dsle] FojHrKiul-Paul. D.h.t.19). F¢] Ulp. D.15.1.3.12 @n] =,

67) A} AT EF LA} Aolo] AKIACHS ALgu, A 5)7h ASe Aok
= AL Aot
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A Ay YFaid o w2 AFERRPTAY B dEdd o=
R ade] Ao Al Al o] ST AEE WA
J 3 < W

o] v e SHPAPL 7hssith diatio] 2l = 4ul
[e) s

THOS) frERked T adiel 23 2 A Aol denle] gl
o] &3] BAH Aol A o Slvke Holtk v AsEE e
of oJahd H= FEA= A=l oS TAado R S WSk
Hehe &fFEfePdTads A7Ishe Aol AXEAE &gtk 18u
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68) fEukeATre] AAFS|E (restituere) HYS} W] thslel: Kaser/Kniitel/Lohsse (2017),
Rz.27-18f. ¥ o}&fe] /A =z
D.50.16.35. Paulus 17 ad ed.
“restituere” autem is intellegitur, qui simul et causam actori reddit, quam is habiturus esset, si
statim iudicii accepti tempore res ei reddita fuisset, id est et usucapionis causam et fructuum.
(“I3)ETol=E AIRIEAL 448 SA] Edo] YA W= e 9ar) 7EE A o]
o], & &35 o9 ¢ FHARE)Q o] I dalfA Widksl= Zls wiith)

ShH Fnksla) Aste] AR oA Hate) o3l FHEA dEg Al ET I
T SHA0E AFENRTE 5 AL S dME otele] HhAk=s oL e 2t Fsk
GAY 1] I (culpa) 2 FFIBHA] R BE Rl oiste] o] Atk AHAH Fell=
|31 ofn] 7 IHA F 318 wl F A} AEAA ofHR £ o S Fo
giske] Aol A=, o)A Wds|EYFe] JFolglar gt} Kaser/Kniitel/Lohsse (2017),
Rz.27.20 3%
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Inst.4.1.19

Furti actio sive dupli sive quadrupli tantum ad poenae persecutionem pertinet:
nam ipsius rei persecutionem extrinsecus habet dominus, quam aut vindicando
aut condicendo potest auferre. sed vindicatio quidem adversus possessorem est,
sive fur ipse possidet sive alius quilibet: condictio autem adversus ipsum furem
heredemve eius, licet non possideat, competit.

(Heat e 2ufdo)= qujdol= AHTFFS 918 Zolnk fukebd =31 2|
o] FEHEL N APt 7] Wi, S [fAle] AfEREdTad
o} [H=gRl] o] ST A4S F3te] ol 7hssith Ly AfEnk
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{Abstract)

Condictio furtiva (D.13.1) in Roman Law

Lee, Sanghoon*

This article is intended to examine the condictio ex causa furtiva
(abbreviated condictio furtiva) in Roman law focusing on the D.13.1 De
condictione furtiva. When a delict of theft (furtum) had been committed,
remedies were given to the injured, mostly to the owner of the stolen goods,
in Roman law: rei vindicatio for the return of the goods itself and actio furti
for the twofold or fourfold compensation. In addition, condictio furtiva was
granted for the return of the goods itself or its value because of “detestation
towards the thief” (odium furum) according to Gaius (G.4.4). Condictio furtiva
had its own usefulness and advantages under the Roman actio system. First
of all, unlike rei vindicatio, the owner (or his heir) could hold the thief
responsible even if he ceased to possess the stolen goods. Also the owner
could trace the stolen goods or its value to the heir of the thief because it
was not an actio poenalis but an actio reipersecutoria. Above all, it had an
advantage in that it was possible to exercise even if the stolen goods had
been lost or destructed without any fault of the thief before a litis contestatio
took place. The scope of the obligation to return included “quod intersit
agentis”, ie. extended to the fruits of the stolen goods or its value.

Furthermore, it was characterized by the expanded range of damages, in that

Lecturer (Ph.D. in Law), University of Seoul Law School
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the thief had to compensate for the rise in market price at the time of iudicium
acceptum. A notable point is that one of the reasons for this wider range of
liability was because “the thief is always regarded as delaying his or her
performance” (Ulp. D.h.t.8.1: semper enim moram fur facere videtur).
Therefore, even if the stolen goods had been lost or destroyed before delivery,
the thief was responsible for returning its value. In case the goods still existed,
rei vindicatio was given priority, but it ultimately depended on the owner’s
choice as to which one should be exercised. In the conclusion, some

implications for the Korean civil law is added.

[Key Wonds] furtum, condictio furtiva, condictio, actio furti, rei vindicatio,
fur semper in mora, unjustified enrichment, reversal of

enrichment
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