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op Cnao6odan Ileposuh,
pedosru npogpecop Ilpasror paxyarera y beorpady

IIOBPATHO AEJCTBO MHTEPHIPETATHUBHHX 3AKOHA

VYV TeopHjH VIIaBHOM IIOCTOjH HauyejlHa CarjlaCHOCT O TOMeE Ja HHTep-
NpPETATHBHU 3aKOHH MMajv noBpaTHO AejctBo('). To mpomamaszu H3 came Ipu-
pode OBHX 3aKOHAa KOjH caMO TyMade H yTBpbYjy 3Haudeme TIOjEeIHHHX 3a-
KOHCKHX ompenOH, TakO Ba H3BECHHM ayTOPH CMaTpajy da HeMa HHKaKBe CBp-
Xe JIOHETH HHTEPIPETATHBHH 3aKOH Kaja OH He GM TMao NOBpATHO aejcTBO(Y).
CMmaTpajyhu ma YHHH LIeJIMHY ca 3aKOHOM KOjH Ceé UHTepIpeTHpa, OBH ayTOPH
he pehH, ma HHTepIIpeTaTHBHH 3aKOH Ba’KH H 3a OHE OJTHOCE KOjH CY Hac-
TajJHA Ipe HEeroBOr JOHOIEHa, a HHCY KOHA4YHO PaCHpaBibeHH [TPaBOCHaKHHM
NojeqHHaYHUM aKTOM.

IlpaBiio na HHTEpIpeTaTHBHH 3aKOH MMa IIOBPATHO HEjCTBO IOTHYE
jom ¢ mouyerka miecTor Beka, Kaja je v JycTHHMjaHOBOj HoBemu 19 Gmio mpen-
BubEeHO IpaBWIO Oa ayTeHTHYHa TyMauela HMajy noBpaTHO Aejctso(’). YV
cpenleM BeKy, O0HYajHO MpaBO BapBapCKHX 3aKOHa, CMaTpalio je KacHHjH
3aKOH Kao HHTEpITpeTalljy NPETXOQHOr, TaKO HJa Ce KAaCHHjH 3aKOH IIpHMe-
BHUBAO OAMax H Ha causae pendentes, mpeMa NpaBIUIMMa HHTEPOPETaTHBHMX
3akoHa. MebyTHuM, KacHMjH 3aKOHM HHCY AHpald Yy nocrojeha cBpiueHa ¢ax-
Ta(’). Ilpeva cpenOBEKOBHO] TEOPHjH CTaTyTa, HHTEPIIPETATHBHA 3aKOHH CV,
Takobe, MManu INOBpPaTHO [EjCTBO, IOLITO Ce IOJIa3HIO ON TOTA Oa HHTep-
NpeTaTHBHH 3aKOHH He CTBapajy HOBO IpaBo, Beh caMo mpeuusupajy nocro-
jehie. MebytuM, Ty je Beh Gmma HCTakHYTa ONAacHOCT Ja 3aKOHONABall IIYTEM
OBOT TyMauekla He INpEeKOopauyHd IPaHMIly TyMauyelka H Ja CBOM 3aKOHV OMO-
ryhH NOBpaTHO [EjcTBO HAaKO OH Y CYIUTHHH HHj€ HHTEPIPETATHBHOTI Kapak-
Tepa(’). Y T3B. KpaJbeBCKOM 3aKOHORABCTBY 18. Beka GHO je MIpOKIaMoOBaH
OPHHLIMII HEPEeTPOAKTHBHOCTH, alH je NyTeM HHTepIpeTalHje paHHjer Ipo-
MHCa W 3aMelmUBAWmEeM OpHOHAHCe JEeKJIapallHjoM, BpllleHa Y CVIITHHH MpH-
MEHa mpomnuca ca noBpaTHOM cHaroM(®). Y npyckom Jlammpexty 3 1794. ro-
IHHe, Owio je nmpenBHbeHO NMpaBHIO IO KOjeM HHTEPIPETATHBHH 3aKOH HMa

(1) Reymond, Des lois d’' interprétation ei de leur rétroactivité, Paris, 1925, p. 25%
Roubier, La droit rransitoire, Paris, 1960, p. 242; Dekeuwer-Defossez, Les dispostitions transi-
toires dans le législation civile contemporaine, Paris, 1977, p. 163; Ilepuh, O nocparnos dejcrey
UMTepnperutueHux 3axoHa, Ilpueurno npceéo, CKynacHe pacnpase B3 rpabanckor npasa, Beorpaa,
1912, cT1p. 175. (o6jaBren nmpBu nyt v ,,Mjeceunuxy’’, 3aipe6, 1905); Tacuh, 3axorn ncua nospar-
He cune, ,,APXHB 3a npaBHe H ApywuTseHe Havke'', 1976, €p. 1—2, crp. 92; Maprosuh, I'pahan-
c¢xo npaso, I kw., beorpaa 1912, crp. 42.

(2) Roubier, op. cit., str. 39, 242.

(3) Roubier, op. cit., str. 39, 242,

(4) Esmein, Cours élémentaire c'lustoire du droit frangais, Paris, 1925,p. 35.

(5) Bartolus, Komenrap 3akoma Omwnes populi (D., I, 1, De just, et jure, 9).

(6) Tille, Dejstvo zakona vo vremcni, Moskva, 1965, str. 6.
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IIOBpaTHO [EjCTBO, ajli Ca HallOMEHOM Ja Ce TaKBHM 3aKOHOM cMarpa CaMo
OHaj KOjHM ce 3aHCTa TyMauM paHMjH 3akoH(). Y mocrymky moHoulewma dbpal-
nyckor IpabaHckor 3akomwka u3 1804. romume, Gmio je mnpemBubeHO Ipa-
BHJIO Ja 3aKOH MO’KE HMaTH NOBPATHO JEjCTBO aKO Ce€ THM 3aKOHOM TYyMauM
HEKH paHUjH 3aKOH WIH IIOjelHHE iheroBe opapenbe M TMOA VCIOBOM Oa ce
TUM He HaHOCH ITeTa paHHje mpecybeHMM CTBapHMa HJIM DEILEHHM ITyTEM
nmopaBHaiba. TO MPaBHIO HHje VIUIO Yy TEKCT 3aKOHa, jep ce cMaTpajlo Ja OH
OHO Y MHpPaKCH MOINIO H fa ce 31oynoTpeGH Yy CMHCOIY Aa Ce HEKH 3aKOH
,JIpornacu” HHTEpIPETaTHBHHUM, a Ja OH Y CTBapu To He Gyde. Ha Ttaj Ha-
yyH GH 3aKOHOAaBal] MOrao CBOM 3aKOHY Ja IPY>XH JIOBpAaTHY CHary, Hako
OH Y CTBapH HUje HHTEPIIpeTaTHMBHOr KapakTepa(®).

HHTepnpeTaTUBHHM 3aKOHHMa Ce, IIpeMa TPagUIIHMOHAIHOM MUIIUBEHY,
He cTBapa HOBO npaBo, Beh ce camo yTBpbyje cMmucao nocrojeher mpasa (is
qui declarat nihil novi dat), Tako ma oOBO mocTaje pa3yM/bHBHje H jacHHje.
IIpema TOMe, MHTEPIPETATHBHH 3aKOH HHje HOBH 3aKOH KOju O Morao mohu
V CyKoO ca mperxomHuM, Beh ca muM umnHu jemny nemuny(’). ITo MHorum ay-
TOpMMa, UJEHTHTET Ta JBa 3aKOHA je TOMHKH Oa jeé PEeTPOAaKTHBHOCT HMHTEp-
NpeTaTHBHOTr 3aKOHa ouurienHa(®). HHrepnpeTraTHBHHM 3aKOHOM CaMO ce€ OT-
KpHBa CKPHMBEHM CMHCA0 ITPDETXONHOT 3aKOHA, TAKO Ja Y CVYIUTHHH HHTEepIpe-
TaTHBHM 3aKOH HEe peryiHile IMpoIuiocT, Beh TO UMHH 3aKOH KO_]H ce WHTEp-
npetupa(”).

OBa T3B. TeOpHja OYHUINEJHE PETPOAKTHBHOCTH HHTEPIPETAaTHBHOI 3aKO-
Ha OWila je OCmOpeHa HCTHIIAakeM H3BeCHHMX MOMEHaTa KOjH joj He umy v
mpmior. Tako, HCTAaKHYT je NPUTOBOp KOHGVY3HOCTH NOjMa jemHUHCTBEHE lLie-
JIMHE Ta OBa 3aKOHA, jep aKO Ce Ka’ke Na HMHTEPIMpeTaTUBHH 3aKOH UHHH lle-
JIUHY ca 3aKOHOM KOjH Ce HHTepIpeTHpa, OHOA je OuMITIefHO Aa Ou H oBaj
IOpPYTH HMao pEeTPOaKTHBHO IejcTBO, a OH ra Hema. H3ameby Ta mBa 3akoHa
MMOCTOjHU jemaH BpPEMEHCKH HHTEpBal KOjH HX pasfBaja. HHTepmperaTHBHH
3aKOH, mocie oxpebeHOr BpeMeHa, HOHOCH jeOHO INPaBHIO Koje MoxXe GHTH
PAIMYHTO Of OHOTra Koje je 6uno y mebyBpeMeHy mpuMereHo Ha oxpebeHe
ciayyajeBe, a KOju ce cafa jaBibajy kao causae finitae. Ako ce HHTeprpeTa-
THBHH 3aKOH OJHOCH H Ha Te cllydajeBe, OHJa je TO HOBO, a HE CTapo Ipaso.
Haj3am, ucrHue ce na TeopHMja OUMITIONHE PETPOAKTHBHOCTH ITpHXBaTa, V
crBapH, $UKUMjy jeAMHCTBa OBa [OBa 3aKOHa, jep je 4YHIbeHHIla Ja Cy OBa
IBa 3aKOHa pa3nBojeHa onpebennm BpevenckuM uHTepBaoM(?). Kao mro ce
BUOY, TIOCTOjH CIIOp O IIpaBHOj IPHPOAN MHTEPIpPETAaTHBHHX 3aKOHa ca CTa-
HOBHIUTA HHUXOBE PETPOAKTHBHOCTH(").

V peluemy OBOr IHMTakha, YMHH Ce, Aa HUje JOBOHO HCTHIIAHA Da3jiHKa
u3Meby HHTEPIPETATHBHOTI 3aKOHAa KOjUM ce Ipeuu3Hpa paHHje JIOHeceHa Of-
penda, H 3aKOHa KOjuUM ce, IOJ Ha3HBOM HHTEPIPETATHBHOI 3aKOHAa, HOHOCH
HOBO IpaBwio. Y INpPBOM CIy4Yajy HHTEPIpPETAaTHBHU 3aKOH HE DPETYIIHILIE He-
MOCpPETHO APVIUTBEHM OKHOC HHTH KOHCTHTYHINEe NpaBo, Beh caMo yTBpbyje
CMMCao NpaBHE HOpME KOja je Beh KOHCTMTYMCaHa; TaKO Hamp. aKO HHTep-
MMPETATHBHH IIPONKC IpeaBHba Aa pok chopyxe onpebeH y yroBopy H3pa3oM

(7) To je 15 Landrehta; Bja. Sawgny, Traité de droit romain modermse, (Svstem des
heutzgen rémischen Rechts), Paris, 1860, t. &, p. 593 .

(8) Reymond, op. cit., str. 12.

(9) INepuh, op: cit.

(10) Savigny, op. cit., p. 500.

(11) Laurent, Prmczpes de droit civil, t. 1, Bruxelles, 1869 n. 286

(12) Roubler, op. cit., ‘str. 246.

(13) Marty et Raynaud, Droit civil, 1, Paris, 1961 slr 179.
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,JIOUETKOM Mecela’”, O3HayaBa BpeMe Of IpPBOr IO 3aK/BYYHO [eceTor HaHa
y Meceuy, OHIA Taj NpomHCc camo ofjalrbaBa M TIpEUH3Apa caMo jedaH no
jaM MM H3pa3 KOjH je Yy paHHjeM 3aKOHY GHO ymoTrpeOibeH. ¥ TakBOM CIy-
yajy MOXXe Ce IOBOPHTH O OBa KOMIUIEMEHTapHa aKTa KOjH 3ajeqHUYKH O6y-
XBaTajy HCTH YHEEHHYHH CKyN, npeaBubajyhu ompebeHO IpaBHWIO Ca MEro-
BHM HaKHaIHUM Mpelu3HpameM. To HaKHagHO Opelu3dpaibe, O JIOTHIH CTBa-
pH, Tpe6a ma Ba>KH OX MOMEHTa HOHOIIeHma NpaBHiA, IUTO 3HAYH Ja HHTEp-
OpeTaTUBHH 3aKOH HMa DeTPOaKTHBHO HejcTBo. MebyrtuM, ma mm ke ce TO
IejCTBO IPOCTHpAT# M Ha ,CBplueHa ¢akra’, TO je APYro mMrame, Koje ce
pelaBa C NMO3HBOM Ha IPHHIIHII TpaBHE CHIVPHOCTH H IPHHIIMI ITOINTOBAE:a
OPVINTBEHHX MOTpe6a M 3aXxTeBa Ca CTAHOBHINTA ONpPaBRAaHHX H KBaIHOHKO-
BaHHX [PVIITBEHHX HHTEpeca Yy CMHCIY TeopHje ApyluTBeHOr uHTepeca(™).

Hanporus, ako ce jeOHHM 3aKOHOM MM 3aKOHCKOM ofpentoM, TOR
Ha3sHBOM ,MHTEpIpPeTaTHBHOr IIpOIHca’, peryidile jeJaH OXHOC H HOHOCH
HOBO NIpaBHJIO (Memwa NnocTojehie HIM KOHCTHTYHINIE HOBO), OHOA TaKaB HPOIHC
HeMa DeTpPOaKTHBHO HEjCTBO Ha OCHOBY TOra IUITO je Ha3BaH WM cxBalieH Kao
HMHTEPIPETaTHBHH, jep OH TO Y CTBapH HHje. PasyMe ce, OH Moxe HMaTH
PETPOAaKTHBHO MHEjCTBO Ha OCHOBY KJav3ylle PEeTPOaKTHBHOCTH, YKOIHKO CY
HMCIIVE-:€HH CBH VCJIOBH TeOpHje APVIITBEHOr HHTepeca: MebyrmM, kama je y
NHTaKky ayTeHTHYHa 3aKOHCKa HHTepIpeTaluja, IPaKTHYHO je BeoMa TelIKO
Iohu mo ca3Hamka O KOjOj BPCTH 3aKOHaA je ped: HHTePIPETaTHBHOM HIH OHOM
KOjH Tom THM Ha3HBOM ersucrHpa. OBo crora, mTo je ,ayTrop” oba TekcTa
HCTH cy6jekT, kKoju je, Bpmehil CBOjy 3aKOHOZABHY PVHKIM]jY, HajImO3BaHUjH
la NIpoTyMayHl ,CBOjy BOJbY’ H IpenH3Hpa paHHje JOHECeHy 3aKOHCKY Of-
penby(*¥). dopmanHO riIemaHo OH MOXe HHTEPHPETHPATH jeaHy oApenby Ha
HayWH KOjH je MaJio IIPHXBAT/bUB Kao HHTEpIIpPeTalHja nocrojeher Tekcra, aH
ce yBeK Morke HcTahM Ia je TO ayTEHTHYHM CMHCA0 TEKCTa H fAa, Kao TaKas,;
HMa pPETPOaKTHBHO HejcTBO. Ha Taj HauwH, WHTEDIPETAaTHBHH KapaKTep jen-
HOI 3aKOHa YeCTO Ceé Y3hMa Kao ,H3BHmaBajyha" perpoakrusBHocCT(™). Jomr
JaBHO je peyeHO Ja Y HHTeplnpeTHpPamky 3aKOHAa HMa HCTO OHONHKO ciioGome
H IIMPHHE KONMKO Vv Kpojemy muxoBoM(”). IlpoTeB Te ,criobome” He Moxe ce
HHIITa Opyro HcTahM, HEro NMPHHUMI YCTABHOCTH H 3aKOHHTOCTH H IHETOBO
OCTBapHBalbe IIPEKO oOfroBapajyhiux HHCTHTYTa, a INOCEGHO YCTABHOr CyI-
CTBa y MPaBHHM CHCTEMHMa Ifle OHO HOCTOjH('®).

IIpema ToMe, ma 6M jemaH npormHc GHO HHTEpHpETATHBaH, NOTPEGHO je
a HOCH JiBa O0ejie)kja: Ja ce ONHOCH Ha mnocrojehe mpaBHO MpaBWIIO KoOje
je HeH3BECHO MIH KOHTPOBEP3HO H Oa He [oHnaje HHMKaKaB HOBH €JEMEHT
ToM mpaBHny(®). Ako je pey O HEH3BECHOM ITpDaBHOM ITPDABHIY, OHOA 3aKOH-
CKa HHTepnpeTalHja Tpeb6a fa ra YYHHH HM3BECHHM, HaNp. HHTEPNPETATHBHH
npormuc hie mpeuusupaTH IITa ce CBe cMarpa IIOKJIOHOM Y HAaCleOHOIPaBHHM
onHocuMa(™®). MebyTmM, ako je npwMeHa jemHOr NIpaBHOr IpaBHJa H3a3Baja

(14) Meposith, Perpoaxruenocr saxona u Opyaux onwrux axara, Beorpaa, 1984, crp. 157.

(15) Eius est interpretari legem cuius est condere (C. I, 14, 12. § 3) 3axoHcCko rvmaqeu,e
NPHITAA2 OHOME, KO 3aKOH AOHOCH.

(16) Dekeuwer-Défossez, op. cit., p. 164

(17) Michel de Momaxgn** Omeou Capajeso, 1964. ctp. 206.

(18) Huxoamh, ITpuno: nurarmy xapaxrepa ayrentu4roz ryuauzrsa 3at:oha, ,,I'Ipanm-x IKH-
Bot'’, 1982, 6p. 11, crp. 11101.

¢l )Dekcuwer~Défossez, op. cit.,, p. 163.

(20) Tako, mo uA. 34. 3axora ‘o nacnebuearsy 00 1955, zoc)une Xao noons Vv caMucAy
OBOra 3aKOHa CMaTpa Ce M OApHUare OA IpaBa, OUpOIUTAaj Ayra, OHO INTO jC OCTaBRAAN 3a
FPeMe CBOT >KHBOTA A0 HACAEANHXY Ha HME HACAEHAOT A€Aa, MAH PaAH OCHHBAWA HAH IpO-
Apera AOMalHHCTBA, MAM paAu oGaBiama 3aHHMama, K20 Il CBAKO APYTO pacrioAaratse 6e3
HaKHaAe.
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PasIHYATE HHTEpPIpETalje KOoje BOAE Pa3lHIWTHM IIPaBHUM eQeKTHMa; a
moceGHO V CYACKO] NpPaKCH, OHOA ce jarlka HOTpebGa 3a aYTEeHTUYHHM CMH-
CIIOM ¥ 3HayeleM TOT IIpaBHNIa, a Taj CMHcao yIBpbyje oHaj cy0GjeKT Koju je
TO ImpaBmwio AoHeo. Pasyme ce, ma CBaku CIIOp O CMHCIY M JOMalllajy HEKOT
mpaBWIA HE Jaje Mecra ayTeHTHYHOM TyMauewy, Bel caMO OHa CIIOpHa H
KOHTPOBEP3Ha CHTyalldja Koja je H3pa3 OMUTHjer MHUIUbEHha KOMIIETEHTHHX
HIIH 3aHHTepecoBaHmX cyOjekara. Tako, YKOJIMKO je jeZHO IpaBHO IIPAaBHIO
IIpeAMeT Pa3IHYATe HHTEepHIpeTallMje Of CTPaHe Pa3HyuTHX CYHNOBa HWIHM YakK
H HCTOT Cyfa, H TO V TOj MEPH Ia ce THMe JOBONH V IMTarhe IIpaBHa CHUTYP-
HOCT H Hauvelo 3aKOHHUTOCTH V jeFHaKOj IIPHMEHH 3aKOHa Ha jelHake CIy-
4YajeBe, OHma ce, Kao HY’KHA, IIa YaK H Kao YpreHTHa, jaBiba norpeba 3a ay-
TEeHTHYHHM TyMademeM. Pasyme ce, fa Ta CHTyallija IPETIOCTaBba IIPOTEK
H3BECHOT BpEMEHa Y KOMe he ce MCIOBHMTH CIOp O CMHCIY H JAoMamajy of-
roBapajyhe 3akoHcke ompenbe. MebyruMm, To Huje u ¢opmalmHH YCIOB Ha
6H ce HHTEpBEHHCAJIO IIyTEeM AayTEeHTHYHOr Tymauewa. Moryhe je ma cam 3a-
KOHOJaBall ,VBHAH HENOTOVHOCT M HeoxpebeHOCT cBOra TeKCTa M Ja Of-
Max 1O CTYMaky Ha CHary 3akOHa pearyje ca ayTeHTHYHHM TyMmauemeM. be3
cyMme, TO faje ompebeHy CIMKY O KBAIMTETY jEIHOT TAKBOT 3aKOHONABHOT
aKTa, alld TO je IUTame 3aKOHOJaBHE IONMTHKE, a He IIpaBHe MOIYAHOCTH Ha
ce IPHCTVIIH ayTeHTHYHOM TyMaduewy. Hnak, NpakTHYHO ITIENaHO, ayTeHTHY-
HO TyMadewme VIIaBHOM [0/1a3H IIOCIe jeqHe OIMUTHje M pEelaTHBHO TpajHHje
»cropHe” curyaumje. OHa, makie, NpeTOCTaB/ba IPHMEHY ,,CIOPHOr” IPaBHOT
mpaBwia Ha oppebeH 6poj ciydyajeBa KOjH CY Ce OKOHYANH IPaBOCHAXKHUM
omnykama. M Tana Hacraje murambe: Ja JIM PETPOAKTHBHO JAEjCTBO HHTEPIPE-
TATHUBHOT 3aKOHAa ONHOCHO ayTeHTWYHOr TyMadela 3aXBaTa H IIPAaBOCHAXKHO
OKOHYaHE IIPEIMETE. '

OnroBop Ha OBO IIMTa¥€ HOJEIHO je ayTope V [ABa rrpaBua Ilo jemmimMa,
KOJH KaTETOPHYHO 3aCTYIajy TEOPHjy OYMIJIEHE PETPOAKTHBHOCTH HHTEpIpe-
TATHBHOT 3aKOH4, OBaj 3aKOH Ce€ Y IOTNYHOCTH OOHOCH Ha , IpONUIOCT, a TO
3HayM- la 3axBaTa H ,CBpIIeHa ¢akTa’’ KOja Cy ce ogurpayia IOf PEeXXUMOM 3a-
KOHa Koju ce uHTepnperupa(”). Ilo ApyriMa, HHTEpIPETaTHBHH 3aKOH, ¥ IO-
DPEN CBOje PeTPOaKTHBHOCTH, He MOJKE ce ONHOCHTH Ha Beh OKOHuaHe IIpaBHE
cuTyaluje, jep 6H To OHila TIOBpeja cTe4eHux npasa(?). IMa H TakBUX IpaB-
HHUX CHTYallMja, Ka’Ky NPHCTAMIlE OBOT CXBaTama, V KOjuMa, 6M mIpmMeHa
MpaBWJIa O DPETPOAKTHBHOCTH MHTEPIIPETATHBHHX 3aKOHa, OMia HCTO OHAKO
HelpaBU4YHA H INTETHa, KA0 M IpHMeHa HOBOTA 3aKOHA Ha IpaBa paHUje CTe-
yeHa. JIpyrum peuuMa, ,,pa3jior Koju 3abpamyje Ha HOBH 3aKOH Bpeba cre-
4YeHa HpaBa 49ecTo he ce mcrahu, ca MCTOM jauWHOM, H NIPOTHMB CONVIIHje Ha
Ce HMHTEPIPETATHBHOM 3aKOHY IIPH3HA HCTO JE€jCTBO, IIO BPEMEHY Kao H IIpo-
TyMadeHoM 3akony”' ().

Moxe ce npuMermTu ma oba cxBarama ry6e M3 Buma MOrYRHOCT IIpo-
LIEHE ca CTAaHOBUINTA TeOpHje APVIUTBEHOT uHTepeca. Hauyello mpaBHe H Apyre
IpVIUTBEHE CUTYPHOCTH MoOpa Ce Y3eTH Yy O03Up aKO ce liejlo IHTamke IocMa-
Tpa OITTHKOM OBe Teopuje. Amu, Moryhe je ma ompebeHH pa3no3H roBope V
IIPHJIOT ANCOJIYTHE PETPOAKTHBHOCTH HHTEPIIPETATHBHOT 3aKOHA OMHOCHO Ha
OH penyje M Ha ,cBpmieHa dakra”. Tama, 3aBUCH O YCTAHOBBEHA KBAITHGH-
KOBaHOTr npyurrBeHor nmepeca ' Kox-xrexcry KBAJMTATHBHOT .M KBaHTATATHB-

(21) Reymond, op. cit., p. 69 Mapx\oauh op. cit., str. 42.
(22) MepoButi, Oz1ed o cTedenum npasuma, ,.Hpam-m xuBor”; 6p. 1. 1984, crp. 7.
(23) Nlepuh, op. cit., crp. 177.
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HOT OrpaHHY€Ha INPOLIEHE OBHX HHTepeca. 1O 3Hauud fAa HEMa alpPHOPHUX pe-
meha y CMHCIY 3alITHTE CTEYEHHX IpaBa, KaKO TO CMarpajy H3BeCcHH ay-
TopH. Y CTBapH, ca CTaHOBMIUTA TEOpHje APVINTBEHOT MHTEpeca, Ty CE He
panu O CTedeHHM npaBuMa, Beh o ,cBpuieHnM ¢akTHMa”’, KOjH cy, Hajuelihe,
BaH NOMEHAa DPETPOAaKTHBHOCTH 3aKOHAa. IIpaKTW9IHO TINIegaHoO, OJakile, Ta CBp-
weHa ¢akra Hehe IacTH NoOpx yAap PETPOAKTHBHOCTH HHTEPIIPETAaTHUBHOT 3a-
KOHa He 300r BHUXOBOr mpeofpa’kaja y credeHa mpaBa, Beh 30or Tora, mro
je Vv KOHKPETHOM cjy4ajy, IPHMEHOM TEOpHj€ APVIITBEHOT MHTEpEca, IIPHUMAaT
IOo6HO NPHHIWI ITpaBHE CHIYDHOCTH Y ONHOCY Ha €BEHTValHE pasliore KOjH
CY TOBODHJIH VY NIPHIOT PETPOAaKTHBHOCTH. AJM, HCTO TaKo, ca IO3HIMje OBe
TeopHje, MoxXke ce NOhH U N0 OOPHYTOT pelllelha, Mala he TO MPaKTHYHO OHTH
BeOMa PETKO, jep je norpeGaH TakaB CTHMIIaj 3aXTeBa 3a 3alOTHTY APYIOTBEHHX
HHTEpeca, KOjH OH GHO OUMIJIENHO NpeBAJIEHTAaH Hal NOPHHIMHIIOM IIpaBHE H
OpyTe [pPVIITBEHE CHIYPHOCTH, ILITO CE€ MOYKe NPETHOCTABUTH Y IEepHOAHMA
KBaJIMTaTHBHHX APVIUTBEHUX mpeobparkaja(*).

MebyTiM, noa NmpeTnocTaBKOM [a HMHTEPNPETAaTHBHH 3aKOH CBOjUM pe-
TPOaKTHBHHM [ejCTBOM He OHpa Vy ,CBpmeHa dakra”’, nmocraBma ce IHTame
Ha OCHOBY Kora OcHOBa oBa ¢akra mpaBHO eraucrtupajy. Hamwme, ako mnper-
nocTaBUMO Ja je opmpebeH 6poj ciyyajeBa IpaBOCHa’KHO OKOHYaH Ha 6asH
jenHe (cymcke) HHTepriperalidje ,,CIOPHOr” NpaBHOr ITpaBHia, a HHTEpIpeTa-
THBHH 3aKOH OJHOCHO ayTEHTHYHO TyMauekha YTBPAH CAaCBHUM OPYIH CMHCAO0
HCTOT IIpaBHJa, LITO HMa PETPOAaKTHBHO AEjCTBO, OHOA CE€ IIOCTaBJ/ha IUTAHE
Ja M CY NPaBOCHa’KHO OKOHYAaHH IPeOMETH 3aCHOBAHHM Ha 3akoHy. Oum-
INIEOHO je Na HHCY, jep MHTEPIpeTaTHBHU 3aKOH Oaje OPVKUMJH CMMCA0 TOM
NMpaBHOM MpaBHIY, @ Taj 3aKOH CaMO Npeluusdpa IIPaBWIO PaHH]jer 3aKOHa,
IITO 3HAYH fAa C IHHM YHHH LEJHHY, 360r yera ¥ HMa DETPOAaKTHBHO IEjCTBO.
IIpeMa TOMe, OBIEe ce, HE3aKOHHTO IpecybeHOj CTBapH CYIIpPOTCTaBlba IIPHH-
LUII NpaBHE M JpVyre OpVIUTBEHE CHTYDHOCTH, KOME Ce, YIJIaBHOM jaje IpH-
mar. To mMa cBOjy AyGOKY JOTMKY M APYIUTBEHY NOTpeby, jep V IPOTHBHOM,
JbYOW HUKajna He OH OMIM CHMIYVPHH V CBOJHM ITpaBHMa, Ta YaK HH OHJa Kaja
CY UM OHa KOHCTUTYHCaHa MNIH yTBpbeHa NpaBOCHAa’>KHHM OIUTYKama CYACKHX
HIIM JPVYTHX OpP>KaBHHX OpraHa. TakBa CHUTYPHOCT He Ou Ouia maneko oj He-
CHTYDHOCTH. ANH, C Apyre CTpaHe, He MOXXe Ce HHKaKoO, ca CTaHOBHUUTA YC-
TAaBHOCTH M 3aKOHHTOCTH, ONpPaBJaTH Er3HUCTEHINHja TaKBHX OIUIYKa Koje ce
He 3acHHBajy Ha 3akoHy. Otyma, umHM ce, ga je jemaH onx Moryhux Hu3masa
M3 OBE CHUTYalHje, NOHOILIEeme KOHQHPMATHBHOI 3aKOHa KOjH GH CBOjAM [nej-
CTBOM O3HAa>KHMO H KOHBaJIHIMpao MaH/BHBO 3aCHOBaHa ,CBplleHa ¢akra’.
Tama 6u ce oBa CHTyauHja IOBeja Y CKJIaJ, HE CaMO Ca HayeloOM IIpaBHE CH-
FYPHOCTH, Beh M ca HayeJlOM YCTaBHOCTH H 3aKOHHUTOCTH. Pasyme ce, ma ToO
yBehaBa 3aKOHONABCTBO M YMHH ra jOlI IIOMa3HHjHM H HeNperieqHHjHM, alH
TO je HEONXOJHO VY CHTYallHjH Kaga ce He BOOM MNOBOJGHO payyHa O CBHM
MOTPEGHHM eNleMEeHTHMa Y IOCTYIIKY H3paje Ba/baHOr 3akoHa(™).

(24) Y TOM CAVHajy IMA. 3AKOH O HESAXCHOCTU npasHux nponuca domernx npe 6. anpuna
1941. 200une u 3a épesme Henpujarcnscike oxynayuye, ,,CayxGeHn Aucr COPI”, 6p. 86 oA 25.
OKT. 1946. roanHe. . -
. (25) IMepoenh, IIpurepeHocT npasHix Hopsu Opyvurgenus: odHocuva, ,IlpasHH Kusot'',
Gp. 4. 1983, crp. 427.
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RETROACTIVE EFFECT OF INTERPRETATIVE LAWS
Summary

The rule that an interpretative law has retroactive effect originates
from the sixth century, namely since the Justinian’s Amendment nr. 19, and
the theory is generally uniform in this respect, as far as the principle is
concerned. According to the theory of so-called obvious retroatcivity of
interpretative laws, they dc not create new law but only ostablish the
meaning of the existing one. This interpretative law therefore can not come
to conflict with the former law, making instead an entirety with it; in other
words, it does not regulate the past leaving that to the law intenpreted
by it.

Y Objections agains this theory include the confusion of the notion of a
unified entirety of two laws, namely between the interpretative law and
the law being interpreted there exists a itime gap. If it is applied to cases
already regulated by the interpretative law, it is a new :(namely, different)
and not the old law.

In order to settle this issue it is necessary to make:a distinction
between a law which only makes more precise the formerly enacted pro-
vision, and the one bringing up a new rule. In the first case the social rela-
tionship is not regulated in a direct way, since only the meaning is deter-
mined of the legal norm at issue. In such a case we do have two laws,
which are complementary and taken together include one and the same
complex of facts, so that the intenpretative law logically has the retroactive
effect. It is a separate question — which should be settled by invoking legal
security and interest of society — whether this effect should include »final-
ly binding acts« too.

If a law regulates a relationship by a new rule, such legal act is not
an interpretative one, in spite of being termed as such, sso that it can not
have retroatcive character by invoking such a character. :

It is difficult toc determine in practice whether a legal act is really
interpretative if only because the legislator frequently uses this term in order
to effect the retroactivity. The distinguishing criterion is the fact that the
law is related to an existing legal rule which is incertain or controversial,
and that it does not addany new element to.that rule.

Authentic interprelation is used most frequently in case of practical
disunity of implementation of a legal rule. The issue then arises as to whe-
ther such interpretation should be applied to already decided cases (i. e.
absolute retroactivity). According to the theory of obvious retroactivity, the
answer should be affirmative. Other authors consider that such a law too
can not touch upon so-called vested rights (acquired rights), namely, it can
not be applied to finally decided cases.

The author supports the opinion that the theory of social interest
should be applied in the above case. In such a case an interpretative law
may assume absolute retroactive effect, since from the stand-point of the
above theory there are no a priori acquired rights, but only »final factse,
just as it may happen that these »final facts« remain untouched if this is in
concordance with the interests of society.

dr Slobodan Perovic,
professeur & la Faculté de droit a Belgrade

EFFET RETROIACTIF DES LOIS INTERPRETATIVES
Résumé

La régle selon laquelle la loi dmrtebr}prétami;ve a un effet retroactif date
du sixieme siécle a partir des novelles N¢ 19 de Justinien et dans la théorie
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il en existe un accord de principe. Selon la théorie dite des évidentes retro-
activités des lois interpretatives, on n’en fait pas un mouveau droit mais
consolide de sens du droit existant, c’est la raison pour laquelle il ne peut
étre en conflit avec la loi précedente mais avec cellecci il forme une entité,
il ne regle pas le passe, mais ceci est fait par la loi qui interpréte.

Dans les objeotions qui s’adressent a cette théorie, on souligne la con-
fusion de la notion de l'entité unitaire des deux lois: entre la loi interpré-
tative et la loi qui est interpretée il y a un interval de temps. S'il est appli-
qué dans les cas reglés deja par les lois interpretées, il devient un nouveau
droit (différent) et non ancien:

Pour résoudre ce probleme il est nécessaire de faire la différence
entre les lois par lesquelles on ne précise que la disposition préalablement
apportée et celui qui apporte une nouvelle régle. Dans le premier cas on ne
régle pas directement le rapport social mais on détermine le sens de la
norme juridique. Dans ce cas- 1a il s’agit de deux lois, actes complémentaires
qui englobent ensemble le méme ensemble de faits, de sorte qu'il est logique
que la loi interprétative ait un effet rétroactif. Il y a l'autre question qu’on
résoud en se référant a la sécurité juridique et intérét soical a savoir si cet
effet s’étendra et sur les »actes accomplis«.

Si avec une loi on régle un rapport, une nouvelle régle, une telle pre-
scription n'est pas interpretative méme si elle porte ce nom et ne peut,
se réferant a ce caractére avoir un effet rétroactif.

11 est difficile de définir en pratique si une prescription est vraiment
interprétative, pour la bonne raison que le législateur recourt a cette appela-
tion pour arriver a la retrcactivité, Le critére de différenciation est que la
loi se rapporte a la regle juridiquc existante qui est incertaine ou contro-
verse et qu'elle n'ajoute aucun élément nouveau a cette regle.

On recourra a l'inierpretation authentique le plus souvent lorsqu'il y
aura dans la pratique une interprétation discordante d'une régle. La question
se pose alors & savoir s'il est nécessaire de l'appliquer sur des cas deja
jugés (retroactivité absolue). Selon la théorie de retroactivitié évidente, la
réponse est affirmative. Selon les autres, cette loi non plus ne doit toucher
a ce qu'on appelle les droits acquis, et ne peut se rapporter aux cas deja
terminés.

L’'auteur s’'engage pour que soit appliqué a cette question aussi, la
théorie d’inférét social. Il peut arriver alors que la loi interprétative ait un
effet absolument retroactif, car du point de vue de cette théorie, ih ny a
pas de droits acquis compris a priori, mais seulement des actes accomplis,
comme il peut ariver que ces »actes accomplis« restent intactes si cesi est
conforme a l'intérét social.
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