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MEKIYHAPOAHU 0a3U JAHHU ¢ HAY4YHA UH(opManus
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Pesrome

Cratusita u3cienBa 3akOHa 3a TOKEHMTE M JIOCTAaBUMLUTE HA YyCIyrn B oOjacTra Ha
HAJEKIHUTE TEXHOIOTMH (3aKOHBT 0JIOKYEHH), npueT B JIuxTeHmaiy Ha 3-tu okromspu 2019
T. ¥ BJIA3BJI B cuiia Ha 1-Bu siHyapu 2020 r. IHOBaTUBHUAT HOPMATUBEH aKT Ch3/aBa IIpaBHATa
pamMKa Ha HaJEKIHUTE TEXHOJIOTMHU, KaTO MPEANOCTaBKAa 3a OCUT'YpsiBaHE Ha JOBEpPHE B
JUrUTaTHaTa IpaBHAa KOMYHUKAIM, pa3LUIMPsIBaiiKy 110 TO3M HAYMH B OLIE M0-TOJIsIMa CTEIeH
IPUIOKHOTO TI0JIE HA HAAEKAHUTE TEXHOJOTMM B CEKTOpa Ha HKOHOMHKATA,
Honyasipu3npaiiku Heropara qurutanusanus. Cb3gageHara IpaBHa paMKa HEM30€XKHO 3acsira
IpaXJaHCKOTO MPaBo, KaTo Ch3/aBa U310 HOB OOEKT Ha MPaBOTO — TOKeHUTE. M31105keH0TO
1I03BOJIsIBA J1a ObJIAT Ch3/Ja/ICHH IIPaBa U 3a/IbJKEHUS 110 OTHOLIEHUE Ha TOKEHUTE, KaKTO U /12
ObJaT U3BBbPLIBAHU MPABHU CAEIKH ¢ TsaX. KiltouoBa XapakTepucTHKa Ha U3CIIEABAHUS 3aKOH €
0OCTOSTENICTBOTO, Y€ TOM ypekaa NpOoLechT Ha TOKEHU3ALUs, KOITO M03BOJIsIBA CyOEKTUBHU
IpaXJaHCKH IpaBa Ja ObJaT MHKOPIOPUPAHU B TOKEHU U IO TO3U HAYMH, MPEXBBPISHKU
TOKEHHTE B cHcTeMa, Oa3upaHa Ha HaJSKIHM TEXHOJOTHWH, C€ NPEXBBPIAT U
MHKOPIOPUPAHUTE B TAX CYOCKTMBHHM IIpaBa, 0e3 HyXjJaTa OT MOCPEIHUIM, YIECHSIBANKU
TpaH3aKIUUTE 1 MUHUMU3UPAUKH Pa3XOuTe.

Summary

The article examines the Law on Tokens and Trustworthy technologies (TT) Service Providers
(Blockchain act) adopted in Lichtenstein on 3rd of October 2019 and effected into force on the
1st of January 2020. This innovative act creates a legal framework of the trustworthy
technologies as a prerequisite for ensuring trust in the digital legal communication thus
expanding the application of the TT further into the economic sector by promoting its
digitalization. The legal framework inevitably affects civil law by creating an entirely new legal
object in the face of tokens. This allows providing rights and obligations with regards to tokens
as well as conducting transactions with them. Furthermore, key feature of the examined act is
that it defines and regulates the process of tokenization, which allows civil rights to be
represented via tokens and thus by transferring the tokens, within TT system, to transfer the
civil rights in a safe digital environment, so ensuring the intermediaries to make transactions
cost effective.
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Crarusita u3ciie/Ba HACJICASIBAHETO Ha JSUIOBE M aKUWU, KAKTO M HSIKOM JUCKYCHOHHU
BBITPOCH, KOUTO BH3HUKBAT B XMIIOTE3aTa Ha IOBEYE OT €IUH HACJIEeIHUK. B mogo0Ha cutyarus
Bb3HHUKBA CHIIPUTEKAHUE BHPXY HACIAEACHUTE Js10Be U akiuu. ChritacHo wi. 132 m an. 177 ot
Tbproeekus 3aK0H, paBaTa U 3aAbJKCHUSITA B AsUIOBETE U aKLIUU Ca HEJICIUMHU, KaTo M0 Ta3u
MpUYMHA HACIEIHUIIUTE CJe/Ba Ja YINPaKHSABAT ChbBMECTHO CBOUTE MpaBa U 3aIbJDKEHUS,
KakTO M Ja YI'BIHOMOIISAT CBOW OOIl MpeAcTaBUTEN, KONTO Ja T'M MpeAcTaBisBa Ipej
npyxectBoto. Jlumcara Ha pa30OHpaTENCTBO M ChIIACHE MEXAY TSIX 3HAYCHHE IOCTaBs
3HAYUMUSL BBIIPOC 32 BB3MOXKHOCTTA Jia MPEKPaTAT ChIIECTBYBAIlllaTa ChCOOCTBEHOCT Ype3
nenba Ha AssioBeTe M akuuuTe. JIOKTpuHaTa u ch/ieOHaTa paKkTUKa puemar, uye J00poBoJiHaTa
nenba e Bb3MOXKHA, HO aKO HE MO3Ke J1a ObJIe MOCTUTHATO ChIUIacue, Ou clieBalIo Ja ce MPOBee
chlieOHa fenda. BbpXoBHUAT KacallMOHEH ChJ HE IIpUeMa, ue cheOHara aenda Ha JsI0OBETE U
aKIMHUTE € MPUII0KUMA, KOETO TOBJNTa JOMBJIHUTEIHU JUCKYCHOHHH BBIIPOCH.

Summary

The article examines the inheritance of shares and stocks and some controversial questions in
the cases of more than one heir. In similar situations, there is joint ownership over the inherited
shares and stocks. According to article 132 and 177 from the Bulgarian Commercial Act, the
rights in the shares and the stocks are indivisible, thus the heirs should exercise their joint and
several rights and duties together and should appoint a proxy to act on their behalf before the
company. When there is no understanding and consent between them then it is a crucial
question whether they could end the joint ownership through a partition of their rights over the
shares and the stocks. Legal theory and jurisprudence suggest that the partition by mutual
consent is possible, but if no consent the only option should be a court order of partition. The
Supreme Court of Cassation did not yet resolve if this is possible, which rises further
discussions.

Joxnaan, my0IMKyBaHM B COOPHUIIM OT HAYYHU KOH(pepeHInH, NpoBeaeHU B Bbharapus

2.1. MetpoB, A., "Xumore3u Ha HEOCHOBATEJIHO 000raTsiBaHe MeXKIy ChIpPy3uTe',
coopauk "llpenusBukaii: HeocHOBaTeTHOTO oboratsiane!', '""Cuena', 2019 r., c. 293
—¢. 308, ISBN 978-954-28-293-9
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PeructspHOTO MPOM3BOACTBO € ypeneHo B [ 1aBa BTopa Ha 3aK0HA 32 THPTOBCKUSI PETUCTHP
W pErucTbpa Ha OPUIWYECKUTE JIMIA C HECTOMaHcka Ien. To e eIHOCTpaHHO
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MIPOU3BOJICTBO, KOETO C€ Pa3BUBa MEKy KOHKPETEH 3asBUTEN U ATSHIIMS 110 BIUCBAHUATA.
Jo Biu3aneto B cuia Ha 3TPPHOJIHL mpon3BoACTBOTO C€ € OCHIIECTBSABAIIO OT OKPBIKHUS
ChJI 110 peza Ha riaBa netaecet u Bropa oT ['TIK (oTM.), KoeTo e 1aBanio ocHOBaHUE Ja ObJie
ONpeeNsiHO Karo Oe3CHOpPHO OXpaHUTEIHO Npou3BoAcTBo. Cren mnpueMaHEeTo Ha
CHelHaHUs 3aKOH, PETUCThPEH OpraH € He ChAbT, a ATEHLUs MO BIHCBAHUITA, KOETO
CIIOpE/ HSIKOM aBTOPH HE IMO3BOJISIBA PETUCTHPHOTO MPOM3BOACTBO Ja ObJe OINpe/eraeHo
KaTo OXPaHUTEIHO, a KaTO aJMUHUCTPATUBHO. HezaBuCHUMO OT MpoMsHATa Ha PETUCTHPHUS
oprad, wi. 19 3TPPIOJIHI] npenpaiia kbM npaBuaaTa Ha OXpPaHUTEIHUTE MTPOU3BOACTBA
Y MO-KOHKpETHO KbM 4. 536 I'TIK, oTHOCHO ciupaHeTo Ha PErucTHPHOTO TPOU3BOJICTBO.
[TomaBanero Ha MoJyi0a 3a CHHMpaHe HA MPOU3BOJCTBOTO M EBEHTYATHOTO MY CITHMpaHE
MIPOTUBOINOCTABS] MHTEPECUTE Ha Pa3IMUHU rpynu juna. Hacrosimiara cratust pasriexia
MMOCOYEHOTO ITPOTHUBOIIOCTABAHE B CBETJIMHATA HA YCTAHOBEHUTE B 3aKOHA MPEIIOCTaBKH,
BAJIMJ/IHH 32 BCUYKH OXPAHUTEIHH MPOM3BOJICTBA, KAKTO U BH3 OCHOBA Ha (popMHUpaHaTa
cbacOHa npakTuka. HampaBenu ca u npemnoxenus de lege ferenda, kouro ga orpaHuyat
BB3MOXXHOCTTAa CIUPAHETO HA PETUCTHPHOTO TMPOU3BOJACTBO Ja C€ U3MOJ3Ba 3a
370ymOTpeda ¢ MpoLecyaIHu MpaBa.

Summary

The registration procedure is regulated in Chapter Two of the Law on the Commercial
Register and the Register of Non-Profit Legal Entities. It is a unilateral proceeding that
takes place between a specific applicant and the Registry Agency. Prior to the enactment of
the aforementioned act, the proceedings were conducted by the District Court under
Chapter Fifty-Two of the Civil Procedure Code (CPC) (amended), which warranted
characterization as uncontested protective proceedings. After the adoption of the special
law, the registry authority is not the court, but the Registry Agency, which, according to
some authors, does not allow the registry proceedings to be defined as protective, but as
administrative. Notwithstanding the change of the registry authority, Article 19 of the Law
on the Protection of Registries refers to the rules of protective proceedings, in particular to
Acrticle 536 of the Civil Procedure Code, concerning the suspension of registry proceedings.
The filing of an application for the suspension of proceedings and its eventual suspension
opposes the interests of different groups of persons. This article examines that opposition
in the light of the statutory prerequisites applicable to all protective proceedings, and on the
basis of the case-law that has been developed. De lege ferenda proposals are also made to
limit the possibility that the stay of registry proceedings could be used to abuse procedural
rights.

2.2. MetpoB, A. ,XUNoTe3n HA HEOCHOBATEJHO O00OraTsiBaHe MeXKIy ChIpYy3uTe®,
coopHuk , IIpenn3Bukaii: HeocHOBaTEeIHOTO oOoraTsaBane!®, ,,Cuena®, 2019 r., c. 293
—¢. 308, ISBN 978-954-28-293-9
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[IpuHIMIBT, Y€ HUKONH HE MOXe J1a ce o0orarsBa 3a 4UyKJa CMETKa, HaMHpa u3pa3 u
MpOsIBIIEHUE B peaulia rpakaaHckonpaBHu otpaciu. Cpen Tax e u CeMeHHOTO MpaBo,
KbJIETO HEOCHOBATEITHOTO 000raTsiBaHe ChILO € 00SBEHO 3a HEKEJIaH OT IIPABOTO PE3yJTar.
WuTepec npeau3BUKBa TPYAHOCTTA Ja ObJIe OTKPOEHO HEOCHOBATEIIHOTO OOOraTsBaHE Ha
¢dona Ha uwin. 17 or CK, koiTo mpenBmkmaa, 4Ye CBIPY3UTE CleABa Ja OCHUTYPSAT
0J1arornoyiyuneTo Ha CEMEWCTBOTO ChOOpPa3HO CBOUTE BBH3MOKHOCTH, HMYIIECTBO U
noxonu. 310xeHoTo ch3/1aBa BlIeYaTIeHHE, Y€ pa3jiuKaTa B UMYIIECTBOTO M JOXOIUTE Ha
ChIIpy3UTe, OWiia TS M 3HAUUTENHA, HE BOJAM caMa MO cebe CH /10 HEOCHOBATEITHOTO
oOoraTsiBaHe Ha €/IMHUS CHIIPYT 32 CMETKA Ha JIPYTHsi, CTUTa TO3U OT ChIPY3UTE, YUUTO
HMMYILECTBO U JOXOJU Ca IO-HUCKH, J1a € OCUTYpsIBajl OJIaronoJlydueTo Ha CEMEMCTBOTO B
paMKuTEe Ha BB3MOKHOCTHTE cH. Hapen c m3moxenoto, obaye, CK ypexna HIKOJIKO
XHUIOTE3U, B KOUTO €A YPEIEHU MEXaHU3MHU 3a 3aIUTa UMEHHO CpPElly HEOCHOBATEIHOTO
oboratsiBaHe MeX 1y chlipy3uTe. Cpes TIX ce OTKposiBaT uckoBere 1o wi. 29, ai. 3 ot CK,
1. 30 ot CK, KaKkTO U Bb3MOKHOCTTA 32 OTMSIHA Ha JapeHusi, HallpaBEHU BbB BPb3Ka WU
110 BpeMe Ha Opakxa. M310KeHUTe XUIO0Te3U ca IPEeIMET Ha HACTOALMUS JOKIIA.

Summary

The principle that no one is allowed to make an unjust enrichment at the expense of another
person is being expressed in a number of civil law branches. One of them is Matrimonial
law, where the unjust enrichment is also a result that is unwanted by the law. The interest
is provoked by the difficulty to outline the unjust enrichment against article 17 from the
Matrimonial code, providing that the spouses shall ensure the prosperity of the family
according to their potential, assets and income. The mentioned provision makes the
impression that the difference in the assets and the income, even being significant, doesn’t
necessarily leads to unjust enrichment between the spouses, especially if the husband with
lesser assets and income, has made everything to ensure the prosperity of the family within
his/her potential. The Matrimonial code however contains few hypothesis providing
remedies against the unjust enrichment between the spouses. The claims under article 29,
paragraph 3 and article 30 from the Matrimonial code should be outlined as well as the
possibility to revoke grants that are made in relation to and during the matrimony. These
hypotheses are subject of examination in the hereby report.

2.3. letpos, A., "O0e3uieTeHHeTO 32 He3padoTHLA NMPH 3aJIMYABAHE HA YIPABUTEJIS OT
TBProBCKUA perucrbp mo 4wi. 141, an. 5 T3", coopHuk ¢ gokiaaaun or Haumonaana
Hay4YHa KoOH(epeHUMs B maMeT Ha npod. 1-p Aranac Bacuies, no nosoa 70 ronuuu
0T Ppo:KkaeHuero my ,JIIpoGjeMu Ha TPYAOBOTO H OCHUIYPHUTEJIHOTO IPaBO*,
HN3narenckn kommieke YHCC, 2020 r., c. 268-276
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CernacHo 4. 4, an. 1, 1. 7 ot Kozekca 3a connanuo ocurypsiane (KCO), ynpaBurenure
Ha TBProBCKH APYKECTBA HMAT KAa4Y€CTBOTO Ha OCUTYPEHU JIMIa W KAaTO TaKHWBa TC
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3aJIBJKUTEIIHO C€ OCUTYPSIBAT 3a pUCKa ,,0e3paboTuna‘. [lpu HacTbIBaHe HA TOCOYEHUS
OCUTYpPUTEJICH PUCK M TMPHU OCHUIECTBSIBaHE Ha mpennocraBkute no wi. S4a KCO, 3a
yIOpaBUTEIUTE BB3HMKBA MPABOTO Ha MapUYHO oO0e3lieTeHne 3a Oe3paboTuiia.
Ob6e3merenueTo 3a 6e3paboTHiia ciaenBa ga Obae OnpeaesieH0 B MUHUMAITHUS pa3Mep U 3a
CPOK OT 4 Mecella, ako MPaBOOTHOIIEHUETO, CITYXKEII0 KaTO OCHOBAHUE 32 OCHIIECTBSIBAHE
Ha OCUTYpPSBAHETO, € MPEKPATEHO 110 BUHA WM ChC ChITIACHETO HAa OCUTYPEHOTO Jjuie. B
Ta3u Bpb3KAa HACTOSILHMAT JIOKJIAQJ H3CIEABa BBIPOCA, JalH, MPU IOJOKEHHE Ue
YIPABUTENAT CE 3aJIMYU CaM OT ThPrOBCKHSI PETUCTBP MO pena Ha wi. 141, an. 5 T3, Toit
BUHArW clieiBa Jla MOJdy4yu oOe3lieTeHue 3a 6e3paboTuila B MUHHUMAJIHHS pa3Mep U 3a
MUHUMAaJHUS CpoK OT 4 mecenu 1o 4i. 540, an. 3 KCO.

Summary

According to article 4, paragraph 1, p. 7 from the Social insurance code (SIC), the managers
of commercial companies are deemed as insured persons and as such they are obligatory
insured for the risk “unemployment”. With the occurrence of that social insurance risk and
the existence of the prerequisites under art. 54a SIC, the managers are entitled to receive
monetary compensation for unemployment. The compensation for unemployment shall be
defined in the minimal amount and for maximum term of 4 months, if the legal relationship,
serving as a reason for the social insurance, has been terminated by fault or with the consent
of the insured person. The hereby report examines the question whether by deleting his
name from the trade register by himself, the manager shall always receive compensation
for unemployment in the minimal amount and for term of 4 months under art. 54b, 3 SIC.

2.4. IletpoB, A, ,Chnenuduku Ha HeNMapUYHUTE BHOCKM TNPH TEPCOHAJIHUTE M
KANUTAJOBUTE [PYKeCTBa, YMHTO NpeIMeT ca O00EKTH HAa HHTeJEeKTyaJlHaTa
co0cTBEeHOCT, COOPHUK ,,IIpodaeMu 1 npeAN3BUKATEICTBA HA IPABHOTO peryJupaHe
HA MHTeJIeKTyaJiHaTa co0cTBeHocT, U3narenckn kommieke YHCC, 2020 r., ¢. 237-
246; ISBN 978-619-232-363-9
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TBHProBCKUAT 3aKOH pa3Aeiisl ypeIeHUTE OT HErO APYKECTBA B JIBE IPYNH — MEPCOHATHA U
KalnrTaJlO0BU THProBCKU APYKECTBA, oe3 HU3PUYHO Ja MOCOYBa KPUTCPUHUTE, Bb3 OCHOBA Ha
KOUTO ce MpoBex/a AeneHueTo. M3cnensaiiku cnenuukuTe Ha ypeadara Ha ThProOBCKUTE
JpyKeCcTBa, B IOKTPUHATA Ca U3BEJIEHU peAMIIa MPU3HALIM, KOUTO XapaKTepu3npaT IBeTe
rpynu. Hact OT pasiauuusTa MEXAy NEPCOHAIHUTE W KAlUTAJIOBHUTE IPYKECTBA CE
OTKpPOABAT HaA INIOCKOCTTA HA BHOCKHUTE, KOUTO YUACTHULIUTC 0e3 cbMHEHHE ca UIBXKHU a
HaIpaBsT, HE3aBUCUMO KbM KOs TpyIa craja Ipy>KecTBoTo. [10-KOHKpETHO - pa3ninyus ce
Ha6J'IIOlIaBaT IIpHU HCIAPUYHHUTEC BHOCKH, KaTO Ca CBbP3aHU KAaKTO C TCXHUA IPCAMET, TaKa
U C HaYMHA 32 U3BBPIIBAHETO UM. JIOKJIAQAbT pas3riiexaa 4acT OT MOCOYEHUTE pa3inyus,
CBbp3aH C MU3BHBPUHIBAHCTO HAa HCOAPUYHHU BHOCKK C TMPEAMET — 00eKTH Ha
HHTCJICKTYyaJIHATa CO6CTBCHOCT, IIpU NMMEPCOHAJTHUTE U KallUTAJIOBU APYKECTBA.
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Summary

The Bulgarian Commercial act divides the companies it regulates into two groups —
personal and capital commercial companies, without identifying the criteria on which this
division is being made. By analyzing the specifications of the legislative framework of the
commercial companies, the doctrine was able to formulate certain features which
characterize the two groups. Some of the differences between personal and capital
companies can be highlighted on the plane of the contributions which have to be made by
the participants, regardless of fact in which group the company is being classified. More
specifically — differences can be observed in the contributions in-kind and they refer to the
object of the contributions and to the manner they are performed as well. The hereby
analysis focuses on the mentioned specifics, related to performing contributions in-kind
featuring objects of the intellectual property in personal or capital commercial companies.



