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1. Henes, leasin. Biaaenue, npensiereno ¢ odauranusata. Hayunu Tpyaose na
YHCC, 2019, nox meuat, ISSN 0861-9344

Nedev, Delyan. Possession “Entangled” with Obligation. Research Papers of
UNWE, 2019, to be publish, ISSN 0861-9344

Pe3wome:  Jloknadvm nocmassi 6vbnpoca 3a 6pu3Kama Medxcoy 6idoeHue u
00ULAYUOHHO OMHOUIEHUE U NO-KOHKPEMHO BlA0eHUemo, NONYYEHO HA OCHOBAHUE
npeosapumenern  0ozogop  (un.70, an.3 3C). Obpvwa ce 6HuMaHue Ha
pasepanuyeHuemo mexcoy 200HO U He200HO GladeHue Nno OmMHOWeHUe Hda
npuodoodusanemo no Oa6HOCM.

Kniouosu oymu: enadenue, ob1ucayuoHHo omuouieHue, npeosapumenci 002060p,
npUOOOUBHA OABHOC

Summary: The article examines the relation between possession and obligations and
especially the possession acquired under preliminary contract (art. 70, para 3 of the



Law of Property Act). The distinction is made between possession which can lead to
acquisitive prescription and possession, incapable of causing that.

Key words: possession, obligation, preliminary contract, acquisitive prescription

Henes, [leasin. PazBaJisi jid ce Mo cujiaTa HA ChAe0OHOTO pellleHue 32 eBUKIIUS
JAOTOBOPBT 32 MpeXBbLPJisiHe HA HeABU:KUM uMoT? Busnec u npaso, 2019, No 3
(7), c. 65-77, ISSN 2603 — 3437

Nedev, Delyan. Shall the Contract for Transfer of Real Property Terminate by
Virtue of the Eviction Judgment? Business and Law, 2019, No 3 (7) p. 65-77,
ISSN 2603 — 3437

Pestome. Cratusara 1OCTaBs 3a pasriiekIaHE CIOPHUS B IPAKTHKAaTa BBIPOC 3a
eeKTa Ha HACThIIMIATA ChJICOHA EBUKUS 110 OTHOIICHUE HA IOTOBOPA 3a MPEXBHPIISTHE
Ha YYXJ HEABMKHM UMOT ( TI0 KOHTO € o0pa3yBaHO ThIKyBaTenHO Aemo Ne 1/2019 r.
Ha OCI'TK). 3actpiieHa e mo3uiusTa, 4€ pa3BajsTHETO Ha JOTOBOpPAa HE HACTBIIBA 11O
cHJlaTa Ha ChJICOHOTO pEIIeHUe, a € HEOOXOIUMO IMPEISIBIBAHETO HA UCK MO OOIIMTE

I[IpaBujia.

KarwouoBu AYMMU: CBUKLUA, NOIMYCTHUMOCT Ha HCKa, IOracCiBaHC Ha 3aABJIKCHUCTO,

pasBajiIHC HA JOTroBOpa

Summary: The article examines how the eviction affects the transferring of
ownership contract (case Ne 1/2019, General Meeting of the Civil and Commerce
Chambers of the Supreme Court of Cassation). According to the position maintained,
the eviction judgment does not ex lege cause the termination of the contract. Instead -
according to the general principles of Contract law - it has to be another, special claim

for the termination.

Key words Eviction, Admissibility of Claims, End of Obligation, Termination of
Contract

Hepes, Jeasin. I'paaaHncKoTo HenmoA4YMHEeHHe KAaTO npaBonpuarave. Hayunu
TPYAOBe HA HHCTUTYTA 3a Abp:kaBata u npaBoto. Tom.X, 2015, c. 63-74, ISSN
1314-6459



Nedev, Delyan. Civil Disobedience as Enjoyment of rights. Research Papers of
Institute for the State and the Law, Bulgarian Academy of Science. Vol. X, 2015,
p. 63-74, ISSN 1314-6459

Pe3ztome: [{oknaovm uma 3a yen 0a npedcmasu epaxcoOaHcKomo Henoo4uHeHue 8 eOHa
Ha npve nozied 00bPHAMA NEPCREeKmuUBa — Kamo aKkm Ha npagonpuiazare. 3a 0CHO8a
CIYIHCU BUINCOAHEMO, e NPABHAMA NOBeNsl € CoMHUMENHA — KAKMO N0 OMHOUleHUue Ha
HeuHama 6anUOHOCM, MAKa U O OMHOweHue Ha cmucvaa . OmmyK akmvm Ha
HeNnoOuUHeHUe e Heu38eCcmHo Oalu npeocmasisiea npaeowapyuenue  (3awomo

Npagomo e CbMHUMENHO), WU NPeOCmasiséa akm Ha NPasonpuilazate.

Knrouoeu oymu: epasxcoancko Henoouunenue, ynpaxcHsaeane Ha npasa

Summary: The report is meant to present the civil disobedience in one prima facie
opposite perspective - as enjoyment of rights. The basic view is that the law is doubtful
—in relation to its validity and its meaning. Therefore one cannot be confident about

whether the act of disobedience is violating the law or enjoyng one’s rights.

Key words: Civil Disobedience, Enjoyment of Rights

. Henes, lenssn. Yucro npaso j1u ce npuaoduBa no nasuocr?, B: [IpexusBukaii:
naBHocrra!, Cuena, 2017, crp. 469-491, ISBN 978-954-28-2354-4

Nedev, Delyan. Does the Acquisitive Prescription Establish a “Free” Right?, In:
Predizvikay: Davnostta! (Challinging: The Prescription!), Ciela, 2017. p. 469-491,
ISBN 978-954-28-2354-4

Pe3rome: KakTo B JOKTpHHAaTa, Taka M MPAKTUKATa ChIIECTBYBA BUXKIAHE, Ue
npu00MBHATA TABHOCT BOJIH JIO ,,4UCTO  MMPABO — JI0 TIoracsiBaHe (MpeKpaTsBaHe) HA
CBHILECTBYBAILIUTE OT MO-PaHO MpaBa Ha TPETUTE JIUIIAa BPXY MPUA00HUTATA BEIl.
Hacrosiust gokman pasnexaa apryMeHTHTe ,,3a° U ,,lIPOTUB  MOJJ0OHO CTAaHOBHIIIE U
ce OIMMTBA J1a HAMEPHU OTTOBOP.

KmarouoBu nymm: Tpetu nuna, ,,4ucTo* IpaBo, Npug00MBHA JaBHOCT.

Summary: The concept of a “free” (from the former rights of third parties) right,
established by the acquisitive prescription, is familiar to the doctrine and
jurisprudence. This article examines the pros and cons of this view and tries to find an
answer.

Key Words: Third party, “free” right, acquisitive prescription



5. Henes, [lejisiH. YYacTHeTo HA IOPUIAMYECKH CHOMTHS U IOPUINYECKH MOCTHIKH
BbB (PAKTHYECKHS CHCTAB HA 3200MKaJIAHe Ha 3aKkoHa. B: IIpaBo u Ousnec —
YCbBbpPIIEHCTBaHe HA HOpMaTHBHATa ypenda. Tom I. Hactno npaso, UK-YHCC,
2017, ¢. 190-200, ISBN 978-954-644-991-7

Nedev, Delyan. Participation of Legal Events and Legal Acts in Agere in
Fraudem Legis.In: Pravo i busnes — Usavarshenstvane na Normativnata Uredba
(Law and Business: Improving the Legal Regulation) . VVol. I. UNWE, 2017, p.
190-200, ISBN 978-954-644-991-7

Pe3tome: Llenma na un. 26, an.l, np. 2 33/ e ne 0a ypedu 3a06uxansanemo
3a 3aKOHA U300W0, a 0a 20 6b30UCHE 6 CHEeYUAIHO OCHOBAHUE 3d HUUONCHOCH HA
coenkume. Toea He o3Hauasa, ue 3aKOHBM Modice 0a OvbOe 3A00UKONIEH caMo upe3
uzevpuiaHemo Ha coeixu. Mumepec npedcmasnsieam npaguume nocieouyu 6 mosu
cayuail, npeosud 06CmMoamencmeomo, ye 3a00UKAIAHemo HA 3aKOHA e OCHOBAHUe 3a
HUWOIICHOCT He NO NPUHYUN, d CAMO NO OMHOWEHUE HA NPAGHUME COEKU.

Kniouoeu oymu: 3a00uUKaIsiHe HA 3aKOHA, NPABHU COeIKU, IOPUOULECKU CbOUmMUsL
u oeticmeusi, 3aKOHO8U 3a0panu

Summary: Art. 26, Par.l of Obligations and Contracts Act does not
regulate the circumvention of the rules of law in general. This provision only declares
the contracts participating in agere in fraudem legis void. Still it is not stated that the
circumvention cannot be achieved by means of other legal facts. The legal effects in
those cases are not explicitly prohibited.

Key words: Circumvention of the Rules of Law, Contracts, Legal Events,
Legal Acts, Legal Prohibitions

6. Henes, [leasin. Ilo moBoa caenkure, ¢ KOUTO HeN'bJHOJIETHUTE Pa3nojarar ¢
TOBA, KOETO ca npuAodnm ¢ Tpyaa cu. B: IIpaBoro — Tpagnuumn u nepcneKTuBH,
Cueana, 2018, ISBN 978-954-28-2625-5, cTp. 214-222;

Nedev, Delyan. Towards legal acts of minors with acquisitions of their work. In:
“Pravoto — tradicii i perspektivi”’(“Law — traditions and perspectives”). Ciela,
2018, ISBN 978-954-28-2625-5, ctp. 214-222

Pe3tome: Jloxnaovm paszenexcoa coenxume, CKitOUeHU ¢ NPUOOOUMOMO C
mpyoa Ha nenvanoremuus (un4, an.2 in fine 3JIC). Obpvwa ce enumanue ha
ClleOHUme 8bNpoCH: Ko2d e Haluye masu 3aKOH08a XUnome3sd, Kakéo e OMHOUEHUENO
u kom un. 130, an.3 u an4 CK, mooice 1u HeNvIHOIEMHUAM CAMOCMOSAMENIHO 0a



ynpasicHAiea npaeama cu no doeoeopa U HAKOU ocobeHocmume no OMHOWEHUE HA
He2oeama AIUOHOCH.

Knrouosu oymu: Henvanonemnu nuya,; deecnocobnocm, paspeuwienue na cvod;
nozacumenta 0aéHoCm, HeOeluCmeumenaHocm.

Summary: The article is focused on legal acts of miners with acquisitions
of their work (art. 4, par. 2 in fine Natural Persons and Family Act. The following
problems are examined: when this legal rule is applicable; how it is related to the rule
of art. 130, par.3 and 4 of Family Code, is the minor entitled to enjoy their rights
under the contract unassisted; and the contract validity also.

Key words: Minors, Legal Capacity, Court Permission, Limitation Period; invalidity
of legal acts

Henes, [deasin. Hsaxou BbIPOCH HA MPOU3BOJACTBOTO MO CTA0OMIM3AIUA HA
Thproeei.B: IIpenu3Bukaii: HechbcToATETHOCTTA! CHena, 2018., cTp. 31-48, ISBN
978-954-28-2640-8

Nedev, Delyan. Some Problems in Relation to the Procedure of Restructuring of
Business According to the Bulgarian Commerce Act. In: “Predizvikai:
Nesastoyatelnosta”(“Challenging: The Insolvensy”)

Pezrome: Jloxnaovm paszenesxcoa Hosama npasua ypeoda, 3acseaua npou3eo0Ccmeono
no cmabunuzayus Ha mvpeogey 6 Tvpeo8cKus 3aKoH

Knwuosu Oymu: Cma5uﬂu3ab;uﬂ, HecvCcmosamelHocm, a]l'bf)iCHMK, mwvpecoeey

Summary: The article examines the recently adopted regulation in relation to the
procedure of restructuring of business according to the Bulgarian Commerce Act.

Key words: Restructuring of Business, Insolvency, debitor, merchant

Henes, /lesasin. /lo0pocbBecTHOCTTA BB BEIIHOTO NMPAaB0 — CPABHUTEIHONPABHI
Oesie:kku. B: AkTyasiHu nmpo0JsieMH Ha PaBHOTO peryaupane Ha ousHeca. UK —
YHCC, 2019, c1p.235-245.

Nedev, Delyan. Good faith in Property Law — Comparative Observations, In:
“Aktualni Problemi na Pravnoto Regulirane na Biznesa” (Modern Problems of
Business Regulation”. UNWE, 2019, p.235-245.

Pe3wome: B cpasnumennonpasen nopsaovbKk ca NOCMAGEHU HAKOU OCHOBHU BbHPOCHU,
CBLP3AHU CbC CLOBPIHCAHUEMO HA 000pOCv8eCMHOCMMA U yuacmuemo U npu

npuododUBaAHemo Ha 8eWHU NPasa.

Knwuosu oymu:



Hobpocveecmnocm, eewHu npasa, NbpEUUHO NPUOoobUBaHe

Summary:
Some problems related to the good faith and its importance to the property rights

acquisition are examined in comparative order.

Key words:

Good faith, property rights, original acquisition

Henes, /leqsin. HeocHoBaTe1HOTO 000oraTsiBaHe U NpaBaTa Ha NPUPaABHEHUs HA
aodpocbBecteH Baagesen (wi. 70, an.3 3C u ua. 74. aa. 2 3C), B:Ilpenn3Bukaii:
HEOCHOBaTeTHOTO oboraTsiBane! Cuena, 2019, ctp. 213-234, ISBN 978-954-28-
2937-9

Nedev, Delyan. Unjust Enrichment and the Rights of the Possessor According to
Art. 70, Para. 3 and Art. 74, Para. 2 ot the Law of Property Act, In: “Predizvikaj:
Neosnovatelnoto Obogatiavane”(Challenging: Unjust Enrichment!” Ciela, 2019,
p. 213-234, ISBN 978-954-28-2937-9

Pe3rome: Pazenedanu ca hakmuueckume cocmasu Ha 08eme OCHOSHU XUNOMe3u, npu
KOUMo HedoOpocweecmHusm 6ladeiey ce Noj36d Om HAKOU Om npasama Ha
0obpocveecmuus. Ilo omnowenue na un. 70, an.3 3C mosea ca: earuonocmma Ha
npeosapumentusi 002080p, U3UCKEAHEMO CMPAHA HO He20 0d € COOCMEEeHUKBM,
omnaoarwemo Ha npasama no 002080pa ¢ obpamua cuna. B xunomezama na un. 74,
an.2 3C ca nocmaeenu 6bnpocu NO OMHOULEHUE CHOBPIHCAHUEMO HA 3HAHUEMO U
UBUCKBAHEMO 30 HENPOMUBONOCABSIHE HA COOCMBEHUKA.

Knwuoeu oymu: Heocnoseamenno obocamsasane, enadenue, npedgapumener 002060p,
no00OperUsl, pA3HOCKU

Summary: The article examines the elements of the two basic hypotheses in which the
Ordinary Possessor enjoys some of the Bona Fide Possessor rights. In relation to the
art. 70, para. 3 of Law of Property Act the problems are related to the validity of the
preliminary contract, the legal requirement for the Vendor to be the owner, the
termination of the contract etc. In relation to the art. 74, para. 2 ot Law of Property
Act are examined the understandings of knowlege and the oppossition of the owner of
the property.

Key words: Unjust enrichment, possession, preliminary contract, imrovements,
expenses






