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E. B. CunbBecTtpoBa

MPOBANEMbBLI PASBNTUNA CUCTEMbI UICTOYHNKOB MPABA
BMOCTKANACCUNYECKYIO 3MNOXY (IV-VI BB. H.3.).

OC06€eHHOCTbIO pPa3BMTMSA PUMCKOI NPaBOBOI CUCTEMbI Obl1 MOCTENEHHBIN, B Te-
YeHWe AeCATUNETUI, Nepexod OT «MHTepnpPeTaTopcKoro» MeTofa NPaBOTBOPYECKON
LeATeNbHOCTU K 3aKOHOTBOPYECTBY MMMepaTopa, 0T «MpaBa HPUCTOB» K «3aKoHOa-
TeNbHOMY» NpaBy, OT Ka3yWCTUYECKOro npaBuna K abCTpakTHO-BCEOOLL e MPABOBOI
HopMme. B mocnegHee Bpems B Hay4HOW nuTepaType 60/blIOe BHUMaHWe. yaenseTcs
Pa3NNYHbIM acnekTam [aHHOTO AB/eHMAL B 0CO6EHHOCTM B pamKax M3yueHms noct-
KNaccuyecKoro nepvoaa pasBuTus pUMCKOrO npaga, Korja npougece,BCTynua B CBOO
peLaloLLy0 CTaguio, 3aBepLUMBLUNCL OKOHYATEe/IbHBIM YTBEPXKAEHMEM 3aKOHOAa-
TeNbHOT0 NyTY Pa3BUTKA MPaBOBOW cMCTeMbI Npy umnepatope KOCTUHMaHE.

Oco60e BHUMaHWeE UccneaoBaTeNy YAENaT, B YaCTHOCTW,.BHYTPEHHE 3BONOL MK
npaBoyCTaHaBNMBaOLEN AEATENbHOCTM PUMCKMX MMAepaTopoB. B nocTknaccuye-
CKYH 3MOoXy HabnwpaeTcs Mpouecc NocTeneHHOM, MHETUTYLMOHANIM3aUMn Mnepa-
TOPCKO KOHCTUTYLMM KaK OCHOBHOIO, a CO BPEMEHEM 1 eAVHCTBEHHOIO NCTOYHUKA
MO3UTMBHOIO MpaBa2 1 B TO e BPEMS B pamMmKax AaHHoI (hopMbl NO3UTUBALMM NpaBa
npeo6nagaHne nonyyvaeT OAMH BUA MMMNeEPaTOPCKOA KOHCTUTYLMIA Hag apyrumn. Kak
XOpOLUIO M3BECTHO, B KMAaCCMYECKYIO 3MOXY.CYLleCTBOBANO AeNeHMe UMMepaTopcKmx
KOHCTUTYUMIA Ha 3ANKTbI, AeKPeTbl, MakgaTbl U pecKpunTbi3. O6WenpuHATLIM ABAS-
eTCs MPOTMBOMOCTaB/EHME 3ANKTOB U'MaHAATOB, NPUHATME KOTOPLIX MMMEPATOPOM
OCHOBbLIBa/I0Ch Ha €ro imperium ApUHLENca U KOTOpble COAepXanu 06Lie3HauYMMble
npaBOBbIe HOPMbI, AeKpeTaM W pecKpunTaM, OCHOBBLIBABLUMMCS Ha auctoritas umnepa-
TOpa W NpefCTaBNSBLUMMU, COBON pelleHne OTAENLHOIO HPUAMYECKOro Kasycad. B
KM1aCCUYeCKUii nepmog MMEHHO PecKpunThl NpeobnagatoT cpegn popm mmnepaTop-

1Schiavone A. Dai guiristi ai codici. Letteratura giuridica e legislazione nel mondo tardoanti-
co // Storia di Roma..llN{2. Torino, 1993. P. 963 ss.; Mantovani D. Il diritto da Augusto al The-
odosianus // Gabba E., Foraboschi D. et al. Introduzione alia storia di Roma. Milano, 1999.
P. 505-514; Maggio L. Dal ‘diritto guirisprudenziale’al ‘diritto legislativo’// Storia giuridica di
Roma. Principato e'dominato / Sotto la direzione di N. Palazzolo. Perugia, 1998. P. 243 ss.

2 ArchisG.G. Il problema delle fonti del diritto nel sistema romano del 1V e V secolo Il Stu-
di in onore‘di Giuseppe Grosso. IV. Torino, 1971. P. 1-93; Riccobono S. Lineamenti della
storia delle fonti e del diritto romano. Milano, 1949. P. 156.

3Gail 5; D. 1.4. 1. 1 (Ulp.)\ Riccobono. Op. cit. P. 154-157; Talamanca M. Istituzioni
di diritto Romano. Milano, 1999. P. 29-30; Wenger L. Die Quellen des romischen Rechts.
Wien, 1953. S. 424-488; Waldstein W., Rainer M. Romische Rechtsgeschichte. 10. Aufl.
Munchen, 2005. S. 187-190. HekoTopble uccnefoBaTenn Bbl4eNAOT B CAMOCTOATENIbHYIO
KaTeropuio Takxe epistulae umnepartopa, onpefenas ux Kak nucbMa, afjpecoBaHHble UM-
nepaTopoM YMHOBHWKY B OTBET Ha 3anpoc NOCNefHero, B OT/IMYME OT PECKPUNTOB, KOTO-
pble MOrNy 6bITb aipecoBaHbl TOIbKO YAaCTHbIM NULaM; U B TOM, U B JPYTOM C/ly4yae peyb
MAeT O pelweHNM umnepatopa No nNoBojy oTAenbHOro kasyca: Talamanca. Istituzioni...
P. 29. OpgHako epistulae, ckopee, He MpeACcTaBAAOT CO60M CaMOCTOATENLHOIO BMAA MMMe-
paTOPCKON KOHCTUTYL MWW, ABNAACH OAHON U3 POPM, B KOTOPYIO MMNepaTop Mor 061ekathb
cBoe noctaHoBneHue; Voci P. Note sull’efficacia delle costituzioni imperiali. I. Dal principa-
to alia fine del IV secolo // Idem. Studi di diritto romano. Il. Padova, 1985. P. 279-280.

4 De Martino F. Storia della costituzione romana. IV. 1. Napoli, 1974. P. 497; Talamanca M.
Lineamenti di storia del diritto romano. Milano, 1979. P. 451; idem. Istituzioni... P. 29; cp., oa-
Hako, Gallo F. Sul potere normativo imperiale // SDHI. 1982. 48. P. 427-449.
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ckoro npasoTBopuecTBab. OHM NprobpeTaloT 60/bLLIOE 3HAYeHWEe B MpoLecce pery-
NMPOBaHMS YaCTHOMPABOBbLIX OTHOLIEHWUI6. TONKOBaHWe peLleHnit umnepartopa, co-
Jepxalmnxcs B peckpuntax, Kak «exempla»7 jonyckano ux npuMeHeHWe No aHano-
rMn. PeckpunT CTaHOBWTCA OCHOBHbIM METOOM MMMepaTOpPCKOW MHTepnpeTaymmn
npaBa8. CyLecTBeHHas 0CO6EHHOCTb PecKpMnTa COCTOsAM1a He TOMbKO B TOM, YTO B
HEM COfepXanoch pelleHne KOHKPETHOro HpPUAMYECKOrO Kasyca, HO U B TOM, 4YTO
peckpunT MOr 6bITb Hanpas/eH OT MMMepaTopa YaCTHOMY fULY TONbKO B OTBET Ha
npocbBy MnocnefHero, NOCKO/bKY MPUHLENC BMELIMBA/CA B YaCTHble Aena TOMbKO B
c/lyyae NpAMoro obpalleHns K HeMy 3auHTepPecoBaHHbIX 1nu9.

Y>Ke B KNacCMYeCcKnil Nnepuos puMCK1e NMMepaTopsl M34al0T HapsAaYy C peckpunTa-
MU 3aMKTbI10 BaXKHO 0COBEHHOCTbIO 3AMKTOB, KOTOPble NpeAcTaBAsnM coboii op-
MYy MO3WTMBHOIO NPaBa, «MHCTUTYLUOHANbHO NpeAHa3HaYeHHY A1 yCTaHOBMeHNs
BCEOOLWMX abCTpaKTHbIX HOpM» , 6blfa BCEOOLWHOCTb agpecata cogepKawnxcs B
HMX 06LLEe3HAUYNMbIX NPaBOBbLIX HOPM. B MOCTKNAcCMUECKYH 3Moxy 34UKTbIL Haun-
HatOT MOCTEMNeHHO BbITECHATb PECKPUMTLII3 1 COCTABNAAOT OCHOBY (OPMUPOBaHUA
KoHuenuun «lex generalis»14, 6113K0 COBPEMEHHOMY MOHATUIO «3aKOH» 15

OfLHVM U3 BaXXHEMLLNX 3/1EMEHTOB MOCTK/IACCUYECKOl KOHLeNuMu «BCeobLLEero 3a-
KoHa» - «lex generalis» - 6blfia «CNOHTAHHOCTL» NPUHATUA UMNEPATOPOM HOBOIO Mo-

5 Palazzolo N. Crisi istituzionale e sistema delle fonti dai Severi,a Costantino Il Societa ro-
mana e impero tardoantico. I. Istituzioni, ceti, economie / A cura di A. Giardina. Roma-Bari,
1986. P. 66; Amelotti M. Da Diocleziano a Costantino. Notesin tema di costituzoni imperiali //
SDHI. 1961. 27. P. 255-276.

6 Cm. CnnbBecTpoBa E.B. UmnepaTtopckuii peckpnnt, B Kogekce ®eogocus n Kogekce
KOctnHnaHa // BAW. 2006. Ne 2. C. 44,

7 Palazzolo. Crisi istituzionale... P. 66.

8 Gaudemet J. L’empereur, interprete du droit/*Festschrift fiir Ernst Rabel. Il. Tubingen,
1954. P. 171; cp. Palazzolo N. Le modalita di trasmissione dei provvedimenti imperiali nelle
province (I1-H1 sec. d.C.) //lura. 1977. 28..P. 83; idem. Crisi istituzionale... P. 66.

9 Voci. Note sull’efficacia... I. P. 280¢

10 Palazzolo. Crisi istituzionale... P. 66

1 Talamanca. Istituzioni... P._29.

12 X0TA B NOCTKNACCMYECKYIO\3MOXY KOHLUEMLMA MMMNEepPaToOpCcKoro 3fnKTa npetepnena
3HauuTenbHble nsmeHenunsa: VocihP. Note sull’efficacia delle costituzioni imperiali. 1. 11 V
secolo // Idem. Studi di dirittoyremano. Il. P. 355.

13 Ao>kpaes [1.B. Pumckoe yacTHoe npaso. M3a. 2-e. M., 1999. C. 125. Ecnu paHee B Ha-
YUYHOIl NuTepaType Hauboslee pacnpocTpaHEHHOW TOUYKON 3pEHNA Ha 3BONOLUNIO CUCTEMBI
MCTOYHWKOB MpaBa, B ROCTKIACCUYECKYIO 3M0oXy 6bla KOHLenuusa oTkasa oT NPUHATUAA pe-
CKPUNTOB yXe B KOHue 111 - Havane IV B., nocne npasneHuna inoknetnaHa, To Tenepb He-
KOTOpble MCCNeR0BaTENN NoNaratT, UTO U B MOCTKNACCUYECKYO 3MOXY, UAWN MO KpaliHei
mepe B IV BMMNepaTopbl Npofomkanu nigasatb peckpuntol: Corcoran S. The Empire of
the Tetrarchs. Imperial Pronouncements and Government. AD 284-324. Oxf., 1996. P. 42,
294; DedMarini Avonzo F. Lezioni di storia del diritto romano. Padova, 1999. P. 289; Manto-
vani. Op. cit. P. 514-518; Palazzolo. Le modalita di trasmissione... P. 87. Not. 160; Simon D.
Konstantinisches Kaiserrecht. Studien anhand der Reskriptenpraxis und des Schenkungsrechts.
Frankfurt am Main, 1977. S. 12-14; cm. Takxe Maggio L. Note critiche sui rescritti postclas-
sici. 1 Il c.d. processo per rescriptum // SDHI. 1995. 61. P. 285; idem. Note critiche sui re-
scritti postclassici. 2. L’efficacia normativa dei rescritti ad consultationes e dei rescritti ad
pieces emissa // Atti dell’Accademia Romanistica Costantiniana. XI1V. Napoli, 2003. P. 359-
380. Cm. TakxXe CunvBecTpoBa. YK. co4. C. 44-48.

4 Bassanelli Sommariva G. La legge di Valentiniano Ill del 7 Novembre 426 // Labeo.
1983. 29. P. 299. Bniepsble TepMuH «lex generalis» BcTpeyaetca B KOHCTUTYUuM C. Th. XVI.
8. 3: Palazzolo. Crisi istituzionale... P. 65.

15 Schwind F.F. Zur Frage der Publikation im romischen Recht. Miinchen, 1973. S. 152;
Simon D. Legislation as both a world order and a legal order // Law and Society in Byzan-
tium: Ninth-Twelfth Centuries / Ed. by A. Laiou, D. Simon. Dumbarton Oaks, 1994. P. 6-9.
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CTaHOBNeHUs. BnepBble NPUHLMN «CMOHTAHHOCTU» NMPUMEHUTENIBHO KO «BCeobLLeMy
3aKOHY» Obl/, NO BCEl BUAUMOCTM, CHOPMYNMPOBaH B KOHCTUTYUMK CJ. |. 14. 3, rae
nogo6Has runoTesa NPUHATUS UMNEPATOPCKOro NOCTAHOB/IEHWS BbIpaXeHa crioBamu
«spontaneus motus»:

Idem AA. ad senatum. Leges ut generales ab omnibus aequabiliter in posterum observentur,
quae vel missa ad venerabilem coetum oratione conduntur vel inserto edicti vocabulo nuncu-
pantur, sive eas nobis spontaneus motus ingesserit sive precatio vel relatio vel lis mota legis oc-
casionem postulaverit. Nam satis est edicti eas nuncupatione censeri vel per omnes populos iu-
dicum programmate divulgari vel expressius contineri, quod principes censuerunt ea, quae in
certis negotiis statuta sunt similium quoque causarum fata componere. 1. Sed et si generalis lex
vocata est vel ad omnes iussa est pertinere, vim obtineat edicti; interlocutionibus, quas‘in uno
negotio iudicantes protulimus vel postea proferemus, non in commune praeiudicantibus, nec
his, quae specialiter quibusdam concessa sunt civitatibus vel provinciis vel corporibus, ad ge-
neralitatis observantiam pertinentibus. D. VIII id. Nov. Ravennae Theodosio XII et Valen-
tiniano I1AA. corns, [a. 426]16.

KoHctutyumsa CJ. I. 14. 3, koTopas B CBOK 04vepedb NpeAcTaBnser coboit gpar-
MEHT OOLUMPHOro MMMEpaTopcKoro NOCTaHOBAEHWUSA, WU34AHHOFO KaHuenspuein Ba-
neHTUHMaHa Il B 426 1. , HE MOXET MOXKanoBaTbCA Ha OFCYTCTBUE BHUMAHUA CO CTO-
POHbI UccnepoBateneinl8 B gaHHOM (hparMeHTe yCTaHaBAUBAKOTCA KPUTEPUM OTHecCe-
HUA MMNEpPaTopCcKMX MOCTaHOBAeHWIA K «leges generales», «BCEOOLUMM 3aKOHaM»,
yCTaHaB/MBalOWmM 06Lieo653aTeNibHble NPaBOBbIE” HOPMbI. «BceobLime 3aKoHbI»

16 «Te xe ABryctbol (®eogocuii u BaneHTuHuUaH) k ceHaTy [ropoga Pumal. MycTb B
fJanbHelweM BCEMW paBHbIM 06pa3om cobfrejatoTca kak Bceobuime 3akoHbl (leges ge-
nerales) Te UMNepaToOpPCKMe NOCTAHOBNEHUA,\KOTOPbIE UK COAEpXaTcs B MUCbMe MMnepa-
Topa, NOCNaHHOM K JOCTOYTUMOMY CeHaTyy unm 0603HavaloTCq BKIIOYEHNEM HaUMEHOBA-
HUA “9ANKT”, MTPUHANN N Mbl UX NPOWU3BONBLHO, UNN MPUHATL MX HAC NOGYAUIN NpOLLeHne,
poknag nubo HayaTblii npouecc. Beab ANid T0ro 4To6bl CHMTATb MX 3L4UKTAMU, AOCTATOUHO
nnM60o pacnpocTpaHeHWa UX B Ka4ecTBe TakKOBbiX HAMECTHMKAMMW MPOBUHLMWIA, N1M60 Bblpa-
XEHHOr0 yKa3aHua Ha TO, YTONIPUHLENCbl NOCTaHOBUAN MPUMEHATL YCTAHOB/IEHHOE B OT-
HOLWEHUWN OTAENbHbLIX feNn TakXKe WU K aHalornyHblM cnydaam. 1. Ho v ecnym KOHCTUTYLMA
Ha3BaHa BCeOOLW MM 3aKOHOM\MIN NMOCTAHOB/IEHO, YTO OHA UMEEeT BCeobLee NPUMeHeHe,
OHa 6yaeT uMeTb CUNY 3ANKTa; TOrAa Kak YacTHble ONpejeneHns, KOTOpPble Mbl MPUHANN B
X0fe OTAeNbHOro cyfebHoro npouecca AN BbIHECEM BMNOCNEACTBUMN, HE UMEIOT 3HAYEHUA
BCeoOLl,ero npeaBapurenbHOro onpefefieHns; U TakXe To, 4To 6bin10 0co6bIM 06pasom
NMoXanoBaHO HEKOTOPbIM ropofaM, MPOBUHUMAM unuM coobuiecTsam, He MNOANEXMUT CO-
6n04eHnI0 B KauecTBe BCeobLLero 3akoHa. [laHo B 8- fieHb 40 HOAOPLCKNUX U4 B PaBeHHe
B 12-e KOHCYABCTBO Peof0CUA N BO 2-€ KOHCYNbCTBO BaneHTMHMaHa ABrycToB».

17 B rocTaHoBNeHNEe BXOAUNN Cliefytoline hparMeHThbl, KOTOPble npuBefeHbl B Kogek-
cax Peogocma n KOCTUHMAHA KaK camMoCcToATeNbHble KOHCTUTYuUumn: C.Th. I. 4. 3; IV. 1 1;
V.1 8WIII. 13. 6; 18. 9-10; 19. 1; CJ. I. 14. 2-3; 19. 7; 22. 5; VI. 30. 18; cm. Archi G.G.
Teodosio Il e la sua codificazione. Napoli, 1976. P. 91-92; Bassanelli Sommariva. La legge
di Valentiniano Il1... P. 280-293; eadem. L ’imperatore unico creatore ed interprete delle leg-
gi e l’autonomia del giudice nel diritto giustinianeo. Milano, 1983. P. 46-47; De Marini
Avonzo F. La politica legislativa di Valentiniano Ill e Teodosio Il. Torino, 1971. P. 8; Honore T.
Law in the Crisis of Empire. 3797155 AD. Oxf., 1998. P. 250. Not. 21; Kussmaul P. Pragma-
ticum und Lex. Formen spatromischer Gesetzgebung 4087157. Gottingen, 1981. S. 21-27.

18 MoMMMO yKa3aHHbIX B NpeAblAyLIeM NPUMeYaHuy uccnefoBaHunin cm. Takxe paboTsl,
MOCBALLEHHbIE N3YYEHWNIO NOCTAHOBNEHUIO 426 I. B LLe/IOM U BXOAALLEMY B HETO «3aKOHY 0
uuMTMpoBaHum» B yactHocTu: Conrat M. Zur Kultur des Romischen Rechts im Westen des
Romischen Reichs im vierten und funften Jahrhundert nach Christi Geburt // Melanges Fit-
ting. 1. Montpellier, 1907. P. 317-320; Kruger P. Geschichte der Quellen und Litteratur des
Romischen Rechts. 2. Aufl. Miinchen-Leipzig, 1912. S. 299-300; Gradenwitz O. Interpola-
tionen im Theodosianus? // ZSS. 1913. 34. S. 274-294; De Visscher F. Le Digeste, couronne-
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NPOTUBOMNOCTABAATCA PECKPUNTaM uMmnepatopald koTopble NpeacTaBasioT co6ol
npaBoBble aKTbl MHANBUAYaNLHOIO XapakTepa, CoAepXallme KasyucTuyeckme npasu-
na20. Hemano mccnefoBaHWin NOCBALLEHO YNOMUHaKOWmMmMes B C.J. |. 14. 3 pr. pas3iny-
HbIM MOBOJAM ANA MPUHATUS «BCeobLlero 3akoHa»2l OfHaKo BONPOC 0 «spontaneus
motus» Kak OfHOM U3 rMnoTe3 NPUHATUS UMNEPaTOPOM KOHCTUTYLUN HE NOAYyYuUn ao-
CTaTOYHOrO OCBeLleHUs. Mexay TeM B pacCMaTpMBAEMOM TEKCTe, HECOMHEHHO, Npu-
CYTCTBYET NPOTUBOMOCTaB/EHNE «Spontaneus motus», YTo cieayeT NOHUMaTb KaK «OT-
CYTCTBME HENOCPESCTBEHHOW MPUYMHHO-C/IEACTBEHHON CBA3M HOPUANYECKOrO Xapak-
Tepa»22 Mexay 006CTOATeNbCTBAMMW MPUHATUSA MOCTAHOB/IEHUS U €ro CofepXKaHueM,
JOPYTUM OCHOBaHWAM MPUHATUS MOCTAHOB/EHWS MMMepaToOpOM (Sive eas nobis spontane-
us motus ingesserit sive precatio vel relatio vel lis mota legis occasionem postulaverit).

CMbICN 3TOF0 MPOTMBOMOCTABAEHNS 3aKNHOYAETCA B MHCTUTYLMOHAIM3ALMUNO>
no3vunun Mexay TpaauLMOHHON PUMCKOI KOHLEeNLMel NpaBoBO HOPMbI Kak Ka3y-
MCTUYECKOro NpaBua, fexallero B OCHOBE peLleHUs N0 KOHKPETHOMY Aefly, Kako-
BOE pPELUEHMNE MOXET MPUMEHATLCA MO aHaorMKn, U MOHNMaHWEM HOPMbINpaBa Kak
«abCTpaKTHO-BCeOOLLLero npasuna NoBeAeHNs, PeryanpytoLLero o4HopogHyto coBo-
KYMHOCTb 06LECTBEHHbIX OTHOLLIEHU» 23,

KoHuenumus «spontaneus motus» Kak OCHOBaHUS MPUHATUA MOCTaHOBNEHWUA UMIMe-
patopom nofiyunna fanbHeiiwee passuTtne npu KOcTuHMaHe. B aTol cBA3M ocoboe
BHMMaHWe cnegyeT 06paTuTb Ha (PparMeHT KOHCTUTYuUUM (529 T., B KOTOPOI pedb
MAEeT 0 NPaBOTONKOBATE/IbHOM AEATENLHOCTU UMMEPaTOpa:

Definimus autem omnem imperatoris legum interpretationem sive in precibus sive in iudiciis
sive alio quocumque modo factam ratam et indubitatam_ haberi. Si enim in praesenti leges con-
dere soli imperatori concessum est, et leges interpretari solum dignum imperio esse oportet24.

ment de la politique des Empereurs vis-a-vis des Prudents // Idem. Nouvelles etudes de droit
Romain public et prive. Milano, 1949. P. 345-349; Biscardi A. Studi sulla legislazione del
Basso Impero. I. La legge delle citazioni // Studi Senesi. 1939. 28 (53). P. 4057117; Scherillo G.
La critica del Codice Teodosiano e la legge delle citazioni di Valentiniano 111 // SDHI. 1942.
8. P. 5-22; Wenger. Op. cit. S. 532-534, Anm. 22-31; Pringsheim F. Zur Textgeschichte des
Zitiergesetzes Il SDHI. 1961. 27.7P."235-240; Watson A. The law of citations and classical
texts in the postclassical period INTR. 1967. 34. P. 402—406; Archi. Teodosio Il e la sua codi-
ficazione. P. 27-30; Volterra E: Sulla legge delle citazioni // Atti della Accademia nazionale
dei Lincei. Classe di scienze morali, storiche e filologiche. Ser. 8. Vol. 27. 4. 1983. P. 185—
267 (Tam Xe npusoguTca nogpo6Has 6ubnuorpadus P. 259-267); Falchi G.L. La codificazi-
one di Teodosio Il e ladegge’delle citazioni nella parte orientale dell’impero // Atti dell’Acca-
demia Romanistica €ostantiniana. V. Citta di Castello, 1983. P. 209-245; Bassanelli Som-
mariva. La legge ‘di\Valentiniano 1ll... P. 280-313; Barone-Adesi G. Ricerche sui corpora
normativi dell’impero romano. 1.1corpora degli iura tardoimperiali. Torino, 1998. P. 25—43.

19 Bianchini M=Caso concreto e Tex generalis’. Per lo studio della tecnica e della politica
normativasda‘Costantino a Teodosio Il. Milano, 1979. P. 144.

20 OAHaKO KpPUTEPUUN pasinyeHns KOHCTUTYLMWIA, codepxalinx obuieobasartenbHble npa-
BOBbIE, HOPMbI, N MMMNEPaTOPCKMX MOCTAHOBNEHWIA, YCTaHaBANBAKLWMUX CUHTYNAPHbIE HOP-
Mbl; CTPOTO POpManbHble, a He cofepxartenbHble: Bianchini. Op. cit. P. 103; 145-147; WalN.
ran der. Edictum und lex edictalis. Form und Inhalt der Kaisergesetze im spatromischen Reich 11
RIDA. 1981. 28. P. 295-296; Bassanelli Sommariva. La legge di Valentiniano I11I... P. 305.

21 Cp., Hanpumep, Kussmaul. Op. cit. S. 26-27; Voci. Note sull’efficacia... 1l. P. 354-356;
Wal van der. Op. cit. S. 294.

2 Archi G.G. Interpretatio iuris - interpretatio legis - interpretatio legum Il ZSS. 1970. 87. P. 6.

2B HepcecsHy B.C. O6wasa Teopus npasa n rocygapcrea. M., 2002. C. 456.

24CJ. I. 14. 12. 3: «Mbl BbIHOCUM ONpejenieHne cYMTaTb BCAKOE MMMNEPATOPCKOE TOMKO-
BaHMe 3aKOHOB KaK MO OTHOLIEHWIO K NPOLWEHNAM, TaK 1 K CyAebHbIM npoueccam, Uau cae-
NaHHOe KaKWM-TO MHbIM 06pa3oM, HECOMHEHHO MMELW UM 3aKOHHYK cuny. Befdb ecnu
TONbKO OfHOMY MMMEpPaToOpy MO3BOMEHO B HacTOsALLee BPEMA MPUHUMATb MOCTAHOBNEHUS,
TO 1 nogobaet, 4To6bl TONLKO OH OAWH 6biN AOCTOMH 06M1afaTb NPABOM MX TONKOBaHUA».
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B faHHOM hparmMeHTe TO/MIKOBaHWE MMMepaTopoM HOPM npaBa B hOpMe PecKpun-
Ta HaflensieTca 06LWe0693aTeNbHON OPUANYECKON CUNOIAZ5, YTO O3HayaeT 0TKa3 oT
TPagnLMOHHOW MPaKTUKN UHTEPMPETUPOBAHMA PeLleHni, cofepXKalluxcs B uMnepa-
TOPCKMUX peckpunTax, Kak «exempla», nognexawmx npMMeHeHno No aHanoruun. B
TEeKCTe paccMaTpuBaeTcs BONpoc 06 06CTOATE/IbCTBAX U3JaHUS PECKPUNTa, U B TOM
yncne yNnoMmHaeTcs BO3MOXHOCTb OCYLLECTB/IEHUS MMMEPAaTOPOM TONIKOBaHUSA NpaBa
He TONbKO B OTBET Ha NPocbOy 4acTHOro nuua uam B cyfebHOM npoLecce, HO U «Ka-
KUM-TO MHbIM 06pa3om».

M3BeCTHO, 4TO B KOHCTUTYLUMN C.J. |. 14. 12 cOLEPXUTCA KPUTUKA MONUTUKIN Npes-
LLIeCTBEHHUKOB HOCTUHMAHA MO OTHOLUEHUIO K CUCTEME WCTOYHWMKOB MO3UTMBHOIO
npaBa, a TOYHee, KOHCTUTYLMM 426 T., hparMeHTbl KOTOPOI BOCMPOM3BOAATCS, BAOM
Xe camom 14-m Tutyne | kHurn Kopgekca HOcTtuHmara (1. 14. 2; 14. 3)27. IlogTomy
BMOJIHE JOMYCTUMO COMTAaCUTLCS C MHEHMEM APKW, KOTOPbI/ nonarasn, YT0'8 gaHHOM
cfyyae B KauyecTBe rMMnoTe3bl MPUHATUS peckpunTa MOXeT nogpa3ymeBaTbcs M
«spontaneus motus»28,

06 aToii koHcTUTYLMU cm. Archi. Il problema delle fonti del diritto.x P. 67; idem. Inter-
pretatio iuris - interpretatio legis - interpretatio leqgum. P. 5-7, 42-47s.Bassanelli Sommariva.
L ’imperatore unico creatore... P. 7-27, 82-83; Gaudemet. Op. cit=P., 199-200; De Francisci P.
Intorno alia massima «princeps legibus solutus est» 11 BIDR, '1925. 34. P. 331-332; Kuss-
maul. Op. cit. S. 12-13, 27-29; CunbBecTpoBa. YK. coy. €, 49-50 (TaM e CM. NOHbIA ne-
peBof KOHCTUTYLMW).

2 Cp. Amelotti M. Giustiniano interprete del diritto\ll'Tdem. Scritti giuridici. Torino, 1996.
P. 686-691; Archi. Il problema delle fonti del diritto.. P. 1-93; idem. Interpretatio iuris - in-
terpretatio legis - interpretatio legum. P. 1-49; Bassanelli Sommariva. L’imperatore unico
creatore... P. 7-27; Gaudemet. Op. cit. P. 169-203; Gallo. Op. cit. P. 413”454; OrestanoR. Il
potere normativo degli imperatori e le costituzioni imperiali. Roma, 1937; De Rohertis F.
Sull’efficacia normativa delle costituzioni,imperiali. Bari, 1942.

26 Cp. Archi. Interpretatio iuris - interpretatio legis - interpretatio legum. P. 6-7; De Vis-
scherF. Les sources du droit selon le €ode de Justinien 1l Ildem. Nouvelles etudes de droit Ro-
main public et prive. P. 353-370.

27 Kussmaul. Op. cit. S. 27-29:

28 Archi. Interpretatio iuris\-\interpretatio legis - interpretatio legum. P. 6, 44. Cp. C.J. I
14. 2: Quae ex relationibus\vel*suggestionibus iudicantium per consultationem in commune
florentissimorum sacri nostri-palatii procerum auditorium introducto negotio statuimus vel
quibuslibet corporibus”aut legatis aut provinciae vel civitati vel curiae donavimus, nec generalia
iura sint, sed leges fiant.his dumtaxat negotiis atque personis, pro quibus fuerint promulgata... -
«TO, YTO Mbl NOCTAHOBUAN Ha OCHOBaHWWN JOHECEHWI WAN [OKNAA0B Cyfeil B nopsgke OT-
BeTa Ha 3anpoc, MpeacTaBuB A4eno Ha o6W M COBET HavyalbHWKOB KaHUenapuin Hawero
CBALWEHHOT0 ABOpLA, UMEOLWMNX AOCTOMHCTBO “3HaTHeWwWne”, unn gapoBann Kakmum-nm6o
coobuwecTBam; nnn NoCNaHHNKaM, UInW NPOBUHLUWU, U TOPOAY, UV KYPUM, He ABNAIOTCA
06w eobd3arelbHbIMN HOPMAMW, HO UMEIOT 3aKOHHYIO CUY TONBKO MO OTHOWEHUIO K TEM
LenaM\unn nuuam, OTHOCUMTENIbHO KOTOPbLIX OHU MPUHATHI...»; |. 14. 3. pr.: Leges ut generales
ab‘omnibus aequabiliter in posterum observentur, quae vel missa ad venerabilem coetum ora-
tionevconduntur vel inserto edicti vocabulo nuncupantur, sive eas nobis spontaneus motus in-
gesserit sive precatio vel relatio vel lis mota legis occasionem postulaverit; 1. 14. 12 pr.: Si
imperialis maiestas causam cognitionaliter examinaverit et partibus cominus constitutis sen-
tentiam dixerit, omnes omnino iudices, qui sub nostro imperio sunt, sciant hoc esse legem non
solum illi causae, pro qua producta est, sed omnibus similibus - «Ecnu umnepatopckoe Be-
NUYEeCcTBO M3Y4YUT feno NOCPefCTBOM CyAebHOro pasbupatenbcTBa W BbIHECET pelleHue
nNpPoTMBO6GOPCTBYIOLW MM CTOPOHAM, NYCTb BCe CAHOBHMKM, HaxoAsAwmMeca Nofj Halen Bna-
CTblO, 3HAIOT, YTO 3TO NOCTAHOB/IEHWNE UMEET 3aKOHHYI CUY He TO/IbKO B OTHOLWEHWU TO-
ro cnyyas, no NOBOAY KOTOPOr0 OHO NMPUHATO, HO U OTHOCUTENIbBHO BCeX MOJO6GHbIX Cnyya-
eB»; |. 14. 12. 3: Definimus autem omnem imperatoris legum interpretationem sive in preci-
bus sive in iudiciis sive alio quocumque modo factam ratam et indubitatam haberi.
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HecoMHeHHO, camo AonyLllueHWe BO3MOXHOCTM MPOM3BONLHOMO, T.e. BHe BCAKON
CBA3W C obpalleHVeM YacTHOro mua, M3LaHWsa PeckpunTa UMMepaTopoMm O3HavaeT
OKOHUYaTe/ibHbIl pa3pbIiB C NPeLLIECTBYIOLLEA TpaauLmein pasBuTna NpaBoBoMn cucTe-
Mbl B LeNIOM U KOHLUenuuel 3aKoHOZaTeNbHOW BnacTM MMMepaTtopa B YacTHOCTWU.
BmecTe ¢ TeM npusHaHuWe LOCTAaTOYHOCTU NPOM3BO/SILHOIO PeLleHnst umnepaTopa B
KauyecTBe OCHOBaHMS U3LaHWUA PECKPUMTa MOMHOCTLIO COOTBETCTBYET HOBOMY 3Hauye-
HUIO PECKPUNTA B CUCTEME UCTOUYHMKOB KOCTUHMAHOBCKOIO nNpasa. PeckpunT yTpayu-
BaeT 3HayeHMe OCHOBHOM (hOpMbl NPaBOTBOPYECTBA MMMEpPaTopa M CTaHOBUTCA OA-
HOI 13 PopM NPaBONPUMEHUTENLHOIO TONIKOBAHUS MMNEPaTopoM HOpM npasa. KoH-
Lenuusa «spontaneus motus» B Ka4yecTBE OCHOBaHWSA U3LaHWA MMMEpPaTopoM 3aKOHa
(N TONKOBAHMSA NPaBOBbIX HOPM) MOSIHOCTLIO COOTBETCTBYET HOBOMY, «3aKOHO4a<
TeNIbHOMY» MyTW Pa3sBMTUS MOCTK/IACCUMYECKOr0 PUMMCKOro Mpasa, N03Bo/sAg, ab:
CTPaKTHO, 6e30THOCUTENIbLHO KaKOro-n11m60 OTAeNbHOro Kasyca, (hopMympoBaTh 06-
e MpUHLMNLI AeACTBYIOLLErO NpaBa.

SOME PROBLEMS RELATED TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SYSTEM OF LEGAL
SOURCES IN THE POSTCLASSICAL PERIOD
(4th-6th CENTURIES AD)

Ye. V. Silvestrova

The validity of an imperial rescript constitutes one of the important problems of the legal
sources of the postclassical period. The classical imperial rescript was used as a form of an
imperial interpretation of the existing body of law..lt could not be issued arbitrarily or at will
by the emperor, but only in response to a petitiontof.a particular person. The emperor could
not interfere with private matters of private individuals. The situation changed, however, in
the postclassical period. The imperial chancery introduced the notion of «spontaneus motus»
to identify the possibility for the emperorito issue his enactments at will, first in regard to im-
perial edicts and leges generates (C.J. "I, 14. 3), that even in the 4th century AD covered for
the most part issues of public law.,'Under the emperor Justinian, however, the concept of
spontaneus motus was extended funte imperial rescripts (C.J. I. 14. 12. 3). Now the imperial
interpretation of existing body-oflaw could be produced irrespectively to any particular case.
This constituted, on the one hand, an arbitrary interference of the emperor with issues of pri-

vate law, and on the other hand was a shift in respect to the interpretative functions of a re-
script.
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