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1) litis contestatio AR [FERE] LW FEEFH W LNL Z LSV, FOJE
PRI VERNEO BN D 5720, AfETIE—E LTI 7 VO BEREE ML L 72,
Bip o tuﬁu OFIE LTy ANETERER TR Fie (EHE FHe) mf#] [HeRkdme] 38
4 (19884F) 140 EHB L7 —Vv=x JEiR [ 75 > At gy 2 3vanil B %
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(164) —HEES #15% #5175 20164E3 H

&%&b\ﬁgﬁ‘%)ﬁ%%“@%% LR L, TRROAREMNES (substantialia iudi-
cii) IZHz 722 W2 ICHEFBTFRHICBWTL e 2Mrbaniiae, FHIE L
THRARIERTH 5 t%x%ﬂf:o

Wrea72b 0% iE, Le k. BEEPFRTEH ) BEX KRBT LT74TH 5
YT Do FAUC L o TUHEE S 15T oW T OB A BT R A, 200k

WIRT A2 EZRTDTH L. L L&A E, Le OEFRR W LEFMIZOWT
DG HIND . PO L c 12OV THO TEIEN RIIZEE 7o 72V L7 -

— 2%, Le % [4REEoEI (Erklarung der Streitabsicht) | &5%E7E L
fzbTh &) b EnAs [H#R (feierlich) ] b0 ThH A Z LA HMT 55,
V—Ad—HLT, o -~ (Ek) e L TolcdenHfits LT,
oo L cD oz EOMEZFELIEZ ) L LTWb, ZOfER,
AT A =T XAFHIZBWTIIYFEOMB EBERICL->THELL EAREIN
Twizle A5, HtEHIC BV TiILFBE OB EOE AT N EEICELL 72
LB 720 W 2V — A1E, FHEHO L o BRI EZEZ Lo 72 g0

2)  RROREMERIZOVTORWHALZICE TN FFRRITHICOWTIX, Knut
Wolfgang Norr, Romanisch-kanonisches Prozessrecht. Erkenntnisverfahren erster
Instanz in civilibus, Heidelberg 2012, S. 48-52 % Z: &,

3) B, TIZTHH V—2 (Rudolf Sohm jr., 1880-1914) &, = b T ATV 7 KFER T
ATV 4 e RFETERZED, Ffilk, 0—~ik #EEBLUORER SO TH S
AV V7 - =2 (Gotthard Julius Rudolph Sohm, 1841-1917) O ETTH %,

4)  Rudolf Sohm, Die litis contestatio in ihrer Entwicklung vom frithen Mittelalter bis zur
Gegenwart, Munchen 1914, S. 185.

5) Ebd S. 188.

6) CTOV—LORMBE, HRT —~OEHERIRE L O AERDIIBIT S L e 22248
ttft%%~ Vo I OFEHICEINTV D, BB, o —<EIcBI 5
Lc 2B 20F5EIicowCid, Vil EME [ 4 7 O litis contestatio s (—) (=
(=Z - 58) ) TREEMGE] 6643, 66 %4, 66 %575 (1972 4F) 29-54, 84-114. 94-116
HIZFEL Vo ..

7)) BWHEEICBIT A L OFllE V- 23T O X ) ICHAT A, [#EiH] (Fiktion) &
IMPFESHALNDL ZLI2E) ., Le, @FPRITZL e 2R RVFRN Lol S Mg
TENTE, TLTEBEIZH, L % fEl *f% (fingiren) Z & TF A HED 57z,
EZHEDOWT, Le &) FRaadiiid, iR Eostmmy$R (auberer ProzeBvorgang)
2L ’.CT = ﬂt# O)Fmrf'? J?‘ﬁ?ﬂ‘u ENndbol Jvktc = ﬂto Z O)uﬁﬁ”J:OWHH]E’JEF%'%li\

flicEEo &, L. Gi%“rﬁﬁéﬂf:%@k%}»&é‘ﬂ%@T%é J Sohm (Anm. 3), S. 4f gﬂ!uﬂ
WFEZIC L %,
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W TH 5 L BHEMICEHIT 59,

5. EEBIREEP ML E A Ly a Ty 7oy - va) =ik,
— 2708 [ OBEREROIEE 2 —J7, FHEOEFIZB TS 1L c OO
Rl EE LCnh] LT 5. a2k AuE, Hi
BWTLce lZOWTOHRBHIBIEMIZIRE L, ZNLET & EFHOERNE- 2 51
2o TbH, L ld IBHEDOOIZ [FHIZOVTORERDIKENIZE ST
wﬁm&tétﬁ v RRRIC & o THER M R % FF o T N1T 4 (Formalakt,
dem konstitutive Bedeutung fiir den Prozess zukommt) | (23R L72EEH D
TH5HY, o [HERH] L) BSEOEKRT L L IAHIF, F—ILc 2 HLHE
BHOTHBIZE > TSNS Z LERTHDOTH LA, ZOFRIIE PR FE L
DWW EDIEHREH IOV CTOEEND Lo L c IUFBERNFTOITHTD
%— ﬁ\mﬁﬁéﬁfﬁuﬁiwamfi&#otowi#uﬁt CWIGEL D
FEED DO 4 REHIFESAEZEINTBY . BEIC L o TIRFEHEDT
ENTZHhHTH D, a) I —DOFREIC LI, [L e 3EPICTRRE D
T 505, BRI O 20 TiE v, FHANIEZRHEE LS, £
A5 L e ERAM R MPEREZH TIE RV E V) IREEAE L b SRR AR
KDE 2 FHED T W5 10,

RN RIS S B ERNTH L L HE SN TE T BHE.
i, WL V) ZBOMNBUEART R TH o - iz s, 7 X —
b AT T AV, BEOFBIIBWT Le 25t —EOFRRMT AN
HLEFTHHEZLDITHTHLDIZL 2 0bETHSIEZNEHIIIWGTE R

8) Sohm (Anm. 4),S.172-194. 7272, V—Fv 4 b « I v ¥ 4 APEFFTHNTWD &
I Y= ADERHINEZ IR ELRBER LG TVE00EFLTLOMAL LTIV,
MATIvIARE, V=P ERONGEHRMELTETND I LR T 5, Vel
Ludwig Mitteis, Rezension zu: Rudolf Sohm (junior, Privatdozent a. d. Univ. Wiirzburg),
Die Litis contestatio in ihrer Entwicklung vom frithen Mittelalter bis zur Gegenwart, in:
Zeitschrift der Savigny-Stiftung fur Rechtsgeschichte (ZRG), Romanistische Abteilung
35 (1914), S. 350ff.

9)  Steffen Schlinker, Litis contestatio. Eine Untersuchung tiber die Grundlagen des geleh-
rten Zivilprozesses in der Zeit vom 12. bis zum 19. Jahrhundert (=Studien zur
europiischen Rechtsgeschichte 233), Frankfurt am Main 2008, S. 143.

10) Ebd. S. 283.
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WZ kA& BREZOEEINAG & HSHEORBINFR & OO BIREROBIN
THDHERT 5o FRIIBWTHIEFIANAEOERE B E 2525, [FIKFIC
FREIHEOBFHMEREE W) Bt S, HIENICERSNLDTH B2,
FROT 1) OB, TO L) mFEFREORNEE ST 2729 2T,
ZHOWMNFEE, LV DUIREOIGHEFE L EOMEL LTLe 2R ELLE
A ENTEDLES D,

L2LGaR6 I I TEESINZITNIRLR2VDIE, INTROFEENNETH o
Ly ob, FHEOEFHELE L OBEMFE LT, AT 4 =7 X AT
S BB L BRF OB E L OER (FFR) Nz, FBNEZL4FE0ER
(L) ZHZICRAR L7206 TH L, WEPHELERETo7200 v
Ty ZIUILTLIFRTHF )DL N THL I LA RTHLITERVEEZLN
72DTHb, BFehEORRNER LB 20 THIUL, BROREOHE
WIFIRFTRATONTH L BTFRRIIRIL L W &1l b, ZOB FRERDALT
LEPEILEEOBEBOMPREL b, WZIZHHEZEOBEEIZOVTOENR
RVEEHFET L L OMEEZW LA I LT TE W ERbN S,

ZF ORI, Le OB E L TORFEEOERIZOWTHE Lz ET,
Le OWEBIVERZWHLPIITLZ xR AL, 22 LARTIE 13 LD
EFRBLUOHES IR RESEDL 52 2 ol LIV TIEET 2 0k %
FUR L 2235, 9 I3 HRMFOEFES OFH (1) BLOHETE (1)
DAY ZNZENEH L, ZZICHNZABOTEE R T RICTOFIFIZON

1) ZOZFEDbIF. TUT =V ADFRIZOWTOERE LTHSND [FRRI=AD
FARO=ZJmH 5 DF % T 5 (iudicium est trinus actus trium personarum) | &9
BlacHN S, Knut Wolfgang Nérr, Zur Stellung des Richters im gelehrten ProzeB der
Fruhzeit: Tudex secundum allegata non secundum conscientiam iudicat, (Mtnchener
Universitatsschriften Bd. 2), Miinchen 1967, S. 9 i&. [FREAHDOWD 7 L . ki
DOFERIZE ., FRRIB W THLERT R 2 ZEOB I HAZRERIE W] L2, 7B,
/MIE= [ Azonis Summa in C.210.—K - W+ b [ IRA TR B 2 44
NOHANZDOWT] offifrx el HekikFEm] 38425 (1987) 97-141 HIZZ 0
RN A L EFEC, BT A R A FIRRL T 5,

12) Vgl ders., ProzeBzweck und ProzeBtypus. Der kirchliche Prozel> des Mittelalters im
Spannungsfeld zwischen objektiver Ordnung und subjektiven Interessen, in: ZRG, Kan-
onische Abteilung 78 (1992), S. 183ff.
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TOY ) Y —Ofazfisr - e Lo (), 13 HALHZEIIHA S 2T
JEOFHMER L2 ET (V). RRIHRZIRRT 50

I 13 fibR i PIC B 5 L% ok

HHERHI DS I 5Ty L I2OWTH LA EEAER L 7 5 72D,
AT A T AAFEMOELETH o720 LITLITFIEEWVIZHEI NS DL, L
TO2FHELTH A,

C.391 (B I 7755, 2024F) [JEEOHNZFAFrbiz &b, FEOH
HATRRORNIHE IS SR LTh, FIEFROFICHBATNT
WL LR ON . %0 Lo ETFREREIIRECELZLINASTH S,
Le ZFHADRF VIOV TORBIZ L > THEAEZEN LIGO /2L S 124 L
HlBRHEENDLWD

C.31144 (AT 4 =7 X A%, 5304F) [LL. TNENDOLHEZFDT-
DICHCOEDZ 5250 LCHAICHEG T2 R#ENT, Lo irE
ETOEHFTIZBNTTHIN, HEVIEFAET IO ETIEESNS
PEIINTMMBEADOTIZBNTTHIL, BURA 7% S, Z1UTH LEFDT
bNAIEL e ATONLDENE, ZORITHELEETEICTFEZENT,
DTOXETEERITINRETH D, Tabb, WhahodbelizRL
T AETHETHLEMH) %2, KT LIHLLENERCLT, B
DOKFAND 20125 725 FT 2 L ICHET A, Lo o J14)

Wz, BHEFZIZK LA (narratio) 7\ L& I (responsio) & W9 L
CDANTI—=IUE, L DFEFFHEIZLoTEITOENLY, LLAEDS, 20

13) C.39.1: ,Res in iudicium deducta non videtur, si tantum postulatio simplex celebrata
sit vel actionis species ante iudicium reo cognita. Inter litem enim contestatam et editam
actionem permultum interest. Lis enim tunc videtur contestata, cum iudex per narratio-
nem negotii causam audire coeperit.”
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BHINBEIZOWTIZLIZLIEFbNLTWD, BlZIE, EDOLH)RTFEILL-T
KFDFTHNDRE D) PEOFROPIFF (exceptiones peremptoriae) 1)
BRI O WTOEFIZL o T L e DILT 2D, &5\ I3WEDSEHET
LELZENDPROONLNE Vs BETH L, 2O LX) immEillinz <,
Le OB E LT, FHFICOWTOFHREEDLBEEPIES 5, ¥ 7L —F
Ak [FFeeo#AN] (1216 EH) 2BV TLT DL 9 IZHh~< 5,

rﬁ e >H}

0\!

[Lc Lix. ZOFMFEIH HHEOHANIBIT 5. FVI2D0WTORH
S ENBRADOBRTH S, C. 31144, X 2144 BL X276 DX 912,
L EEICBW TR SN DHRRLFE OB LB L o TITDbN S,
C.391BIUX12019D L HZe TV —FEE Y 7 ALENKD L) 12
EZ, DOBRTVWEZLIEEY L, §4bb, L ldZFoFficonT
T x o 5 B TITONIZHE IR T2 F0, L) ot Bk
BOLDTHI, BT AHDTHI, HiFREb> THELIRRT LD ThHN,
ZOBII L ¢ 2179 B WIRY . BEICIEAFIRIS R 6 w672 LK
IR RZ, L2LAads, ZOMEOERICH L TCIoHES ([Fuy
M) (X 2144) BWARECFET 5. SOHT, REWE (7V—L¥Ey Y
A) OBREFAMICEZ D, TOEMFIIBNTEREITo/2E LTH, L5
BEDEDOFEMOTHEED D E V) B L LIS, RATHH00 &) 128HH

14) C.3.1.144: ,Patroni autem causarum, qui utrique parti suum praestantes ingrediuntur
auxilium, cum lis fuerit contestata, post narrationem propositam et contradictionem obi-
ectam in qualicumque iudicio maiore seu minore vel apud arbitros sive ex compromisso
vel aliter datos vel electos sacrosanctis evangelils tactis luramentum praestent, quod
omni quidem virtute sua omnique ope quod iustum et verum existimaverint clientibus
suis inferre procurent, nihil studii relinquentes, quod sibi possibile est......"

15) Sohm (Anm. 3), S. 175-184 2558 & OEFR & MM T\ 5,

16) HERMAICLLE [l 2d-oC, AIBuRE N2 & ’a’:l’?ﬂ_’éﬂf FEICHAL.
KENZZ L d R ENLENETHRWES) (Litem contestando nego narrata prout nar-
rantur et ideo dico petita fieri non debere) | & W PFE ) LHBH 7205, LTLL T
DB ZIRR D VENE o 720 TOMBEIZDOWTIX, Richard H. Helmholz, The litis
contestatio. Its survival in medieval ius commune and beyond, in: Lex et Romanitas,
Essay for Alan Watson, Berkeley 2000, S. 73-89 75# L W3,
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BIEHTOb ) CHEEXEZ. HAKAFRIZE SR WE I Wﬁ%ﬁif
WA E &5 VIEHFOFETEEZ BT 5 7201210 % LA
Vo HBIc Lo TiE L. A db & i%z&w#%to T oF TL
WHEMTH Do D. 20641, C. 8369, D. 4419, X 1412 BX X 2102, |
(0 ) MinIHzEs. DUTREER)

F o7 L—=Fy RiE, U—=xEFHEOT =L 7 AW EFIEEVITH L
T [Leld, ZOHRMBIOVTTREM#ED L EMTITDONSEICR > TR
ZFroZ & (litis contestationem solummodo tunc valere, quando ea intentione
fit, ut in causa procedatur) "9 %8I 5, b B, Lc OEMEL LT, HFH
BOFRBERPBETONTNDDTHL, UL ehsy 7L —Fy Aid

17) Tancredus, Ordo, pars III, tit. 1, § 1-2: [ 8 1.] Litis contestatio est principalis negotii
apud suum iudicem hinc inde facta narratio. ut Cod. de iud. 3, 1.1. rem non novam. 14. §.
patroni. 4. X. 1. de dol. et contum. 2, 10.c. prout. 4. X. 3. de iuram. calumn. 1, 26.c. un.
[ § 2.] Litis contestatio fit per narrationem et responsionem partium in iudicio factam. ut
Cod. de lit. cont. 3, 9, L. un. et X. 1. de off. iud. deleg. 1, 21. c. relatum. 22. Et nota, dominos
Azonem et Pillium sentire et dicere, litis contestationem solummodo tunc valere, quando
ea intentione fit, ut in causa procedatur; dicunt enim, quia, sive reus confiteatur, sive
neget, sive excipiendo factum proponat, non praeiudicat ei, dummodo litem non intendat
contestari. Sed contradicit illis expresse decretalis illa de dol. et contum. prout. In hoc
tamen cum eis sentio, quia, licet quis faciat responsionem in principali causa non ea
mente, ut in causa procedat, sed iudici tamquam amico narrat factum, protestando id se
facturum sine praeiudicio suo, vel si aliqua in modum exceptionis iudicium proponit
declinando, non dico litem contestari per talem narrationem. Argumenta sunt valida Dig.
quib. mod. pign. vel hyp. solv. 20, 6. 1. si debitor. 4. §. si in venditione. 1. Cod. de except. 8,
36. L. siquidem. 9. Dig. de except. 44, 1.1 non utique. 9. X. 3. de in int. reslit. 1, 24. c. cum
venissent. 1. X. 3. de ord. cognit. 2, 4. c¢. un.”

18) # 2L =Ky ANBMRL 7L &b Ordo Invocato Christi nomine (1198 &) |
YO V—=Fo AHHDHARDL LI, RUHE) 7 AOFETH D EEZ HNTELN,
Emil Seckel und Erich Genzmer, Uber die dem Pillius zugeschriebene Summa de ordine
iudiciorum ‘Invocato Christi nomine’, Sitzungsberichte der preuBischen Akademie der
Wissenschaften in Berlin 1931, S. 393ff W ZELIE, & ZF DRV F 7 = A p3EH LT
L) L 572, Vgl Linda Fowler-Magerl, Ordo iudiciorum vel ordo iudiciarius,
Begriff und Literaturgattung (Ius Commune Sonderheft 19. - Repertorien zur Frithzeit
der gelehrten Rechte) Frankfurt am Main 1984, S. 119ff; Wieslaw Litewski, Der romisch-
kanonische ZivilprozeB nach den alteren ordines iudiciarii. deutsch unter dem Lektorat
und mit einem Geleitwort von Andreas Wacke, Bd. 2, Krakau 1999, S. 28.
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OFBER L L CIEEOMR E HE0ER %, @QFBRWERE L CUILFER
DTz D 2 BROFAEE Lc. DEMFELTERATVLZENWLDIZ RS,

VHEEOBBIE L c. ORKWEMTH 575, BHEEHFFRL-L LT FH%
WD D EEN Lo 72E, Le 3L L2V, Tld, BHEEDPFFOTHi s
DLHEV)BERDBLZVEEEVWIDIZED XD BEGED. ¥ L— Ky AH%E
F201E, ORATH L0 L) IZHHAEIEE T2 ) THEELRA- LT, B
VA FIZRNZ 2 5 70 X 9 12 (sine praeiudicio) HIE2 1T CERTHEE (B
Ay S BT . QPO ETEEE M 5 201002 B2 H54 (FHPHE
HOPLF) 20 Td % o

EHIREROZ, #7 V= Fo A0HE4 [7ay M| (X 2144) 1L
TR DOV Z o> Tnh E W) HThb, LWwIDH, ¥ 7L —Fy
Al B HREDO R 3 FFOTEGRPHT 2EFHB LS E ) LOTE
A (concordantia discordantium) # HIETHDTHo7-DIZd b b Z
NEWMELTBY., BETICEHLD ) Y EFBE L TRIT TR EG 2@ L
THEELRCED) ZFo T2 b b T HES & IS 0%
Fo TN bThHb, REF 7 L— Py RAZHES [Tay ] LHENS
MolzDhe MATT V=6 %2ZFLBHII 7257200 D OEER % fif
7212, UTTEHELS72N 7TV —0FHEHES [Tay ] OBEHAE
RENZTNUHET L. MG OMELZHS 2L, 7Y —13 [hikgEE]
(1208-1210) I2BWVWTHKD L H 125,

el BHEOHANIIBIT S, FVIZOWTD, RS % N5
DR TH S, LT ZOMBIZFRK (DRI 23%179 5 2 L RET
Hbo 1272, MUFEZOREIZL > TRIESNZ-OTHIIINTH S, C.
391 Auth. k912 L7z25o T, Db Z &nn, FRERE F 72 13 FRke

19) A TIEEAD animus 12 [EFE] L WIHEREL KT, e XG4 572912 intentio
R mens & [FEX| EFRL7A WAL 2255 5 DI CTldk v,

20) Wb 5 exceptiones declinatoriae iudiciio HIMAYIZIE, BHEEEMED 2\ &) BLfp
IWEIUINT 5 BRGTIE TRl ] R [ & v o Z2FRANE L 2 FRE & 8. [3E
fal LERLU7.
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HWidLce TRV EDPHLNZR L, 728 ZFFRIRDER SN L DAY, #2112
Bl Lo NFRIRFNAREZRIFT 2720 THLLELTH. EAGLTIRNIZD
W, FFEREICOWTIL, kil [FrEisiEIcowT] o & 2 A TR
T L7ze ERECHRE S o722 21k, 2RI ENL L &2
FHICBWTFREO SNL 2 &, DF ) EEDSHYOREROMBE % 5
FTHOI L, WEDPERT L0, iR ERET L0, ThiitHTs2 L
PRLEHFEINLRETH D, L7zh> T, ZOFEMFICOWTERET-T2E
LTH, FHOFREEDL L V) B o726, Thbb, /%
fToTHmT AH, BHEICEANTLERKETHLLDL ) IZHFVEFEL,
ZORFIZHB ARSI 2 5 2 WX ) ITERE ST TR A, 2 LT
EERBET D02 % FRTD2EE. L dfTbls 2 elidhv, ek
O WIS L ABUEA ThNzE LTh, ZNUIHSFOMN T REL- T &
TITONIPHETH b, TNOODOFRD EWimitssZ o3t (D. 2064.1)
WZH Do L L. Kot (D.12650) bH b, L2 Lah b, 20
(S OFHD) FHR T, HFEHPBERICOVWTEREL T2 EKTIRS #
ST LEHREN TV ARV, ZIUIK LT, Fer Ol L72FHE T,
HODOEIZ o Tzl wd) ZEBPRL Tz, )2

21) Azo, Summa super Codicem, lib. III, tit. de litis contestatione: ,Est autem litis contes-
tatio negocii principalis hincinde apud iudicem facta narratio et necessarium est, ut hac
narrationem praecedat libellus, nisi forte remitteretur consensu partium. ut j. eod. . j. et
authen. offeratur. et s. de epis. et cler. auth. generaliter. Patet ergo ex iis, quod actionis
editio, vel libelli oblatio non est litis contestatio: licet libellus exigatur ad hoc, ut teneat
ipsum libellum secuta contestatio. de quo libello, et editione actionis plene tradidi s. de
edendo. Quod autem dixi supra de narratione ita est intelligendum si fiat ab utroque ideo
ut in causa procedatur id est ut actor probet intentionem suam, reus autem neget, vel
exceptionem opponat, et eam probet. Si ergo flat responsio in principali causa, sed non ea
mente ut in causa procedat: vel si resistat, sed iudici ut amico vel familiari narret nego-
cium, contestando id se facere sine praeiudicio sui, et aliqua, ut declinet iudicium, pro-
ponat: non erit facta contestatio litis, quia fit narratio a reo, saluo iure suo. argmentum
optimum pro hoc est in ff. quib. mod. pign. vel hypo. sol. L. si. debitor. §. si iuenditione. Sed
contra arg. ff. de condic. indeb. I. quod quis. Sed certe ibi non expresserat, quod agebat in
mente, ut sic alius de reddendo pacisceretur: hic aut expressit et id, quod ex sua uolun-
tate pendebat.”
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(172) —HEEE% %15% #5175 20164E3 H

TV —OfkIE, ¥y L= Ry ZALBIEZRBEZEE > TL Vv, Le DERH
BLORHNEMS 2 5 PICEBEHIZOWTOERORIC, Fh2 D 5 EK
Bleho a0 BMA & LT, OBRA & &S L QBHFHEROTF 22T S
Nbo, ZOmie LT, 7V —dFwi%E (D. 20642 %555, 2 Tldfi
BEICLDEYOTREB L OZOMOMGIZ OV TEEEDVFREEZ T 556, &
BHEIEDPLRBEEIND D, EHEED [EWORELE ST SN2 (non
nocere) & L7z LT FEZ LZBEIIFOR) Thv, L) 2 EPR5N
%o T TIRIIRMICHRRE AT TV 5 5T, ﬁﬂ%%%btiiﬁﬁ%ﬁa_
EOMIE ENT WA, . Ktk &&Lfmmén5D1%amfu
FEEIEBORFELELZMY 2555, I %2*¢5%mfﬁﬁLt%%L@%
RKTCELWIEPBROENDL, LLRASLT =k, 22 TIRIFFEEDOERN)
B X o TR EN TV AW, RS RTWin e T b,

I &% [7av ]

HEsh [7ray b ik, HEYy LN 23 (AT 1185-1187) 12k » Tl X
NIHESTHY, [V—) - 7 AT OF25E%E 1452 [EELEGHPR
FEIZOWT] O 43 (X 2144) & LTHEFEEIN TS, BEOEED@ED

22) D. 20641 (Y VET XA [HRFEEME 7138]) [BEWOREICOWTEEENEET S
Wa. ®AVIEIMBAVCOWELIR L), M5 L2, IBEICANSLZ LICAEETA
%%\E#%ﬁVéﬂ%t:b&an&%$w 7272 OB ORE»E ST HN
Tk Lz LT, BEHZOMICEE L LA IINTH S, Cc—@f 5% DANDBHGTDOED
REZGOFLZERLAETLIEV) T EEToTWANSLTH A, (Si in venditione
pignoris consenserit creditor vel ut debitor hanc rem permutet vel donet vel in dotem
det, dicendum erit pignus liberari, nisi salva causa pignoris sui consensit vel venditioni
vel ceteris: nam solent multi salva causa pignoris sui consentire. Sed si ipse vendiderit
creditor, sic tamen venditionem fecit, ne discederet a pignore, nisi ei satisfiat, dicendum
erit exceptionem ei non nocere. Sed et si non concesserat pignus venumdari, sed ratam
habuit venditionem, idem erit probandum.) |

23) D.12650 (R R=w A [7 4w R - A#ﬁZE%%S%Mrﬁﬁ%ﬁofw&
WEW) ZERMY s, BRORERFRTL2EMTER 2WE . EHKRTLHZL1ET
& 72\ (Quod quis sciens indebitum dedit hac mente, ut postea repeteret, repetere non
potest.)
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REZEIE, BEOMHIARIRME (contumacia) DFETH 5,

[BEATHIHE 25 BRHES) ORiron2TiubEE 70T, ibD
HIC (&L TH)WEREICHET L L) 12E, BED) A CTHRIEEZL TS
L9l EnEE L7z, FREMIH ICHE2L S O TICH GBI, FEERIZIE T
TW&#OK#&A%D% LT, BB RERTLEIEZVDLD L) L E
ECTHEAR, RBEIZIE, FEEPRDODTLAOTENIZIGE LT, FWVilkoT
WD EDTHO—BiE A0 EBZITH- Tz L& L. #E i%m&é
FEEROEEHCCT EROFEICHEIFT, 2L T mFilitbd, EE%
ﬁﬁbfj%foto%:fﬁ[ﬁwﬂxx3ﬁju<&u>uT®:a%
WD WHOEZIZOWTERT L2012, BHEELS ORNICH MBS X,
%LT\W%ﬁ&ELt%a<ﬁ%#ﬁ%#5:&u¢07w5é@é%
WEIRT FFEROESET,) RS DD L RE’D LT L,

BEDS (M) Teb o256, (GHIZENIZE 20D 5F) FC
STLCLe 2172729 2T #RHlkE b o CRRa b o L DV,
BHL7-HIOEAER 52T, HEEAMAGE L, T2, HEL W ARWnEO#T
HHEDORMEIZOWTIZE R X, |2

24) ARFETE 7Y = FXVIZOMIZBWTA Z ) v 7K TEPN TV LG %, FHFkiz L
72ET () THATRLZ. 2O#GE, [V—~)p - =7 Z b 7J @fﬁ%@ﬁ” AR
DHESDPOHIERIIN, 79— N2 X o THIER SN 2B TH S,

25) X 2.144: ,Prout nobis vestris literis annotastis etc. (Et infra:) Reum, quia contuma-
citer a praesentia vestra recesserat, iuratoriam coegistis exponere cautionem, quod
coram vobis per omzaz iuri pareret; quumaque die praefixa vestro se conspectui praesen-
tasset, praetextu advocati, quem non habebat, respondere solita malitia recusavit. Tan-
dem actore instante respondit, quod quadraginta annis decimas, de quibus erat contentio,
percepisset, variisque postmodum excusationibus utens in vocem appellationis prorupit,
et contumaciter iuramento contempto recessit. Ideoque zodis praeciprendo mandamus,
quatenus ad convincendam eius malitiam semel eum ad praesentiam vestram convocetis,
et, sl venerit, eudialss quae fierint proponenda, el appellatione cessante finem imponatis
negotio competentem. Quod si zocarus venire contempserit, zos zz/zlomizus causam,
utpote lite, quae ingeritur, contestata, diffinitiva sententia terminetis, vel praesenti saltem
adiudicetis possessionem, servata duntaxat quaestione proprietatis absenti.”

173



(174) —HEEE% %15% #1%5 20164E3 H

BEONEIL, BREL ) LOTH50O—BOBBEDRE K240 Th b,
BIMEE 25D, HEDOINTR, T4bb [F0nIlkoTwnatio—Fiz
WFNZ 40 FERZITH - Tw7z] L) BRIOFRFOFERIZE > TL e BWIZT
LUEDTH Ao IS A ML, WEPHIHL Z2WHEIX L c xR SET
HIRHRE T HHIEL DI L TH LTV L 20, ZOWHEDOBTFICL-T
Le DS § 528125,

A A IRGEC B L CHit D FREHER - b 13, #EREHE T Tn50),
ANVOBHEIZ LD & WEOHFARIEDBEDIFHEIL T OMY) Th -7z %
FTHRAEL SN2 DIE BIRGEDS L ¢ DFIRE L SIfThbN7ehTh - 72, PeFd
AIRVEDS L ¢. DUNZFEE L7236 FRZNBERIZOWTFhzED LD TIE%
<L B2 HBH S 9 5 720 O] T (poenae) 7% & b7z, Ml FE e LT
1, MEZEH 2 (missio in bona). #5312 (pignoris captio). #14: (mulcta) 7
EBHVS NIz, ZAUTIN A HABECHFT TEFAITEE LB, BT
AT BRI LIRS & ORRE AL Th e, . B OAIRGE
L c DRIATbN 6. — HICEREFEHIED bz, REoFRE
SNTZFHUC & o TERPBH ZITV ) 2REICHL TV 5 & X212, #RHIR
WEFENTze FEPHRL TGS, FEICRFYOLELE DML THZ P
EREEIN, THICE ) EHFIDBROFRRTCREED EEE, T hb bl
ELTHRMBRIBIIDZ EAERE 2o 72, U\J:O)JZ’)&EEU%%T’ETZ)&
COHEESDr —AIZBWT, 7/ X A 3 I EA T =I5
FEREHREIT) L)L TV AEZZD, RIRHEDS L c. DAL :ﬁ?b:h.f: L’%K“(b\
LI THBH, ZOWEIX, BIFOEEIZH > CTle 2MfTbhzdbobri L2k
Bbihs,

TICHEE 2B 00, BEIIFREEVH -2 ENTH Do MBIIHES

26)  wAAIRIEE. — AR RREE O @S T A AIRIE T EIR L 72 Norr (Anm.
2), S 72-7312k bk, BAMIZELDTORETH L, %172 B A5 HEE L 72 4
o 72HA H‘J‘EELLU%.& LENHE. BREREPBHEOHT 4 LIV bR 7284,
MEFDEHE OERIIIT LT, EF)ZJWlipfF‘/Wﬁiﬁ@T&FEJIEH (p051t10nes) 2R LT
%'{ﬁ‘?‘élt%?ﬁ/uf i%  MEHEPER SN EEEITD R WY

27) Viboigiid, Ebd, S 74—76 AR L 72,
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[Taw b o772 M2H0RY . EBRICESEICZ20EESD 720089
SMTIE RV, BEIZOHFEIPPDLET L ZRLEETLE-TWVAD L
NCRAZ D, B EDRFT U7 L—Fw AP, TOHEFIZBVTIEL c. L
D720 [Fhizk DL ER] PLEE STV, CEEL WS Z LI
HTHb, BHIZ. ¥ 7 L—Fy AILREEOBEBLEAL VIR T ILINX A
3O A ENE TOEFEDOVIGP ORI T4, [TERI/HELZLEZ Y
AT, TNEERST D a R 72D TE R NTES D D

Ml ZEFREBEESOFE

PDECTRTELLHIZ, #027L—Fy ABLOT7 V= 4FED [ Thiz i
DELBEN] #VELELTVWDROICHL, MES [Ty M EENEARZEL LT
Wz, TOFEIZODWT, BIROERR L 2 ) v —k, [TV—¢5 71—
Ry 2312, HEPEE LR 2 WEHEOTE TAREIZOWTIERS & v
VBB EB OO DEBAOT E L TOARAFBMERZHNT] BY)., ZBro
[(EPEREZN T R VEEICEIEESH L0 LfESN, ZORREL c. B
VD] 7, MEORMBIIEHES [Tay M E—HTELEEIB, 0F D
va)rh—id, OBES [7ov b oFFRIIZFL 2 HEENOBHEOR T
ERxTHEN)r—ATRZVOTHREZOBEROFEIMEL 2259, @O
ZTHHEMELABICER T o 20N E LB REMFIT T VWO TEED S
LL50LHRLEND, LHELTWL L) THL, LIL, TDOLH) RERTIE
LWDZAI D TITEFEY. 0L 2FAIBTCYHEFOBELEDPTRS
NDODEMEF Lz, 730 X A0 [FFEFRF] (1220) U TOLHICFE
Jo

[Ledd #ED [RIER L. L2LLe 0BRLZLIC] ElR7GEIC
HBMo C. 391 IZBVTERM PN TS, 22 TlE, [FHIZOVWTO

28) Schlinker (Anm.9), S. 90.
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7
5HZ

—Mike H16% 1o 201643 A

Bk L CHEAEZH EA] EEDNTVL, KDL HIZEI B BIWV
bo BIZIET V) —AENE D L) 12. o BEEHRO) HHEO T ISR
ZONIZHE, HH0IEH - TRAPTHRZ o 8Ee, RISk E e 20
FEFoTWdo PIZIZROEHIICEIHETHL, $4abb, [ZZTH
WFLeDBRENDLIEEMLL VD, SBTHKT H%0, HWELLEITT
5] EEOHA. L3, RS, RTHGOEMZHRFL-TET
BFREA T2 TH Do T OFMIMADH 5, D. 20641, D. 71157, L»
L. BxOf#»sd 5. D. 12650, HIZLc bbb EEIEBLLEDH VD, C
31144 DX H 120 ZL T, HHIIKRDEIIZEE ) BIZITFHHEE Z0H
2BV, EEDPMOFENCL > THRENLIFMIIBOTOAREEL T
LA (D.20641) 2SEHASNE, Thbb, BHE QMR CTFF
b ZOBERIL, ZNUCE> THRE T T 2L TE RV ETIUL, D
72Ol BON, Lo EHOBER (FOFOGmI) 12HESWTH, wWhrkbE
L OEIZHFEEZTEINLZ EEHD 2 v, TRERBRIZ. 20X %
BRVFEZON TR ENIZE LS, ZRUIMEEE LTI R SR\, ]2

TYXART V=25 EWIZHL T, #HEDPLe 2170 BREZ LIZERT
EERPIRIICEBRLZEGEIZ, L PELDZDEPERET L TW530, 2L

29)

176

Hugolinus, Dissensiones dominorum, §122: ,C. de Litiscontestatione (3, 9.) L.1.in f
Sitne lis contestata, si reus dixerit ,respondeo, sed non animo contestandi litem"”? Differ-
unt in C. de Litiscontestatione (3,9.) L.1.1in £, ubi dicitur, ,guod per narrationen: negotir
causan: audire elc.” Dicunt Quidanz, ut dominus 4zo, quod, si convenior sub alieno iudice,
vel quum convenior Romae, ius refutandi eum habeam, ut si ego dicam: ,nolo ibi litem
contestari, sed si vis, amicabiliter tibi respondeo”, quod non sit litiscontestatio, quia
respondi salvo iure meo, ut arg. D. Quib. mod. pign. vel hypoth. solv. (20, 6.) L. Si debi-
tor (4.) 8§ Sivendiderit (1.inf) et D. de Usufructu (7, 1.) L. Sed si quid inaedif. (15.)
§ ult. Sed arg. contra D. de Condict. indeb. (12, 6.) L. Quod quis (50.). 4/7 dicunt, quod
semper sit litiscontestatio, ut C. de Iudiciis (3, 1.) L. Rem non novam (14.), et dicunt,
Leger illam habere locum, quando quis consentit tantum in illis, quae fiunt ab aliquo, ut
in distractionibus et similibus. Nam quid prodesset haec responsio coram iudice facta,
quum ex illa damnari non possit? Respondit, etiam ex sententia /ZZoru»z, ante litem con-
testatam ut non possit quis damnari, nec etiam aliquo modo praeiudicare debet ei talis
responsio, quum extra ius sit facta.”
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T SCTCREEZFLVWEHEOTICHRA SNAGEPEEIRTWS, T
7oy TV =0 [EEHER] 3RO L) I1ZHBRS,

(2% [AFICIEEND 5. RERLBAMEFAETH L, HDHVITE
WETHL] LERT L0 ) THAFEORICHIEH L2, LAaL, FAZ T4
FHIWERTBLDOEENTVD] EHHEIZE 720 2 LTRIZEHE
W TN SRDERLE ZEIZEFIZE s TRREIC RS W] ¥ 590 &
T OMEL e 21T) BRD R L, HELBEATHLHLDL ) ITHL K
WZIERDDTH- T, HHELE L TORISHFIZOVTHELOTIE R WAL
2o LT ORI H %0 D. 206415 3V

CCTOEBNOBHEORM TERETH 7 —APBMEIN T3, Dk
Mo, LIy a) Y H=AE) L), TV =0 [Fhiz#ED L EN] 2 E
KT 20, BEPEENOBHE QW CREIZ OV THRRD FEgk e F 412 B
WTOARPEZLERET LI EBMEETH S, LLY 7 L—Fy A ZDO0nWTILE
VD) o BEEOBEN BT — A% 20 L) IR T 20 ThH UL,
ZHZDY I L= Py ART VDR EBETVFIET 5 L F 2 HHEAD

30) ZZTEHTNEZOE, 7/—F 7 L—Fo 20 [FEoOFhizi#ED L L) E
[XI"C (mente ut in causa procedat; intentione, ut in causa procedatur) | & \»9 FKIAT,
[Lc %479 #ET (animo contestandi litem)] &\ FINZILL TWAHZ L TH D,
BOBRIZIZ, 22 TT7TY XADHGS [Le #4759 #E (animus litem contestandi) J
EWVIIBVHEILAEET S0 Sohm (Anm. 4),S. 189, Fn.24 12 &5 &, ZOERBITT V/—
L)Y ADRRICIZE 2O N TR o7z,

31) Azo, Lectura, lib. II, tit. de litis contestatione, n. 2: ,potest enim esse quod aliquis venit
ante iudicem allegaturus privilegium suum, quia dicit se scholarem, vel clericum: sed
tamen dixit iudici quod audiret iniquitatem quam petit aduersarius. & sic dicit iudici
quod narrabit ei sine praeiudicio suo, non quod velit litem contestare & ita familiariter
tanquam amico non tanquam iudici narrat ei negotium. & tunc non credo litis contesta-
tio. arg. ff. quib. mo. pig. si debitor. §. si in venditione.”

32) 7272l HENAOBHEOHA CTEMETAHFLL V) ATHHFIZILEL Tn5 Lidw
Ao 7V D] CBWTHHGRHEIC K D BRSNS - AR F B L
TWLOIZR L, 730 X AFEEFHFClE R W CHRAONr — A2 BT TH
Dy W — AP IC R B,
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o TLEH. BES [THY b OFFIIERMAZEMICL . BHAHEH O
PR L2V DIZd 20bbd, TNE s 7 L— Fy A0 [Fhiz D
LEX] B nER AR L TWEU L, YEEPFREEEZRF 20w — AL
INHIEREENDE DT AV LIZHLNTH L, COHNTEETL AR
b, 7V—=E8 Y7 b=y ADWHEHN L B2, EESNOBHE ORI TER
PITONE T —ACBNTORLREZFDOBELLERL T2 LEZ L DT
HORHLHEFZ D TREROLEMEITE ) e TIUTOWTIE, 13 LR 3E
DFEF O TR LI RICHE L7z v,

IV 13 R EEIC BT 5 F )G A

FRTHBARIFEFEHEFOFE L ROIBEE L L5 LAA0E, 13 1AL
HEDS ) VEFELLEThoTe A )7 T4 7 A4 [BBESER LT
] (1245) I2BWTRD X H 128k~ 5,

Hcﬁ%ﬁ%%otbK@\Lcéfiﬁﬁ MTONLLENH D Ll
ATET 2 b0 HIUL, Le 2179 BREHEE SN L. 72720, KD
%%#5ﬁ Lo T LD TH LTS %0 13

A7 747 A4, ¥ 7L =Ky A7 =Lk, B LD
L L CHFEEOERERT L, A 77 747 ZA41HE, L e 2179 BEM
GZWIEERRICE VIR L T RS, Lo [SHAT 2T 80H L, Z0
BEPHEESNDL LT 2, SCTIIRRPLHEDOL DL EINTWD Z EHHERLT
&%, 2F 0, WELOITARSITERIIHESNLD, BEN RV E ZET
7201213 BITHRMICERLZ TN RS 2w Thb, /20 A /70T

33) Innocentius IV. Commentaria super libros quinque decretalium, lib. II, tit. IV, cap. I:
,Ad hoc enim ut teneat litis contestatio, oportet quod animo contestandi litem fiat, sed
ubi sunt apta contestationi praesumitur animus contestandi, nisi contra appareat per
protestationem”
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ZAMDOBFTHAEFATF A Ty AL, HEOEE [Hendm] (1250-
WKBWT, UTDLHIIA /5T a7 24 EABEOREE L TWw

o

(L LAahs, Le 297) BERTHKRKICHFLTERZTH L IIZDOHR,
Le 3L 29 Tldz . Ml #ED RS2 KADOHTH S
POEHT, Lo 217) BREZFLTICHEEIIOVWTEHET] LFH)%HE1E5
Thbo T D d %, D. 3512, D.2064pr.. D. 20641, L2 L7%&A
5, TNDPIREINGZVEE, L ldd b EhndNbd, LTFDOMmMYEDH %0
D. 12650, C.4.6.7,1%

o, AT RAMERATF A Y AR L e OBILENDE
AT 72 EFHIIT A2 ENTE D, T4bb, Ol . 2VKILT 5 7-0I21TR

34)

CIZTHRAT A TV Y ANZET S [FHK (petitio) | & [% 5+ (responsio) | & 9
Le. DAV —=NVIiE, UTOZL T 7 A9M0#HES [4+1) 4] (1227-1234) %5] &
FnZborEbind, iUk, B2 HERBROBLETIEZR < WRHED S OENZ
HVADRDOENL LI/ EHR L TWA,

X 251 [—=4HHE ) 74 3 OB, ML HET A 2T 4 ALK ORESZHED
HT. REIZOWT, BEMOHFIZOWT, JIOFIHIZOWT, FEOMED A U Twiz,
FHEZHIE, BHP RSN, FIUTF L TERD RSN, WYFEPERLVWEERS
ZEERBHWT, R UFEMFZRIEOERICRNR. Lo T, UHEEORIEALD, 2
OFMEDIzDIZ, For DEFEO T TEM S NIz, 728 2. RO L&, HEOE
HIZOWTEROBHEOMAI TR ENELTH, Lol LedhdE3nizbwn)Z L
EDONULIUIRM S wvico, o), ML 2T 2878 TIE R, BETTEERS
NLFREZNTHSERIZE o T L (FTONDIZDELS, O ORI, KOO WH
EOMBICE T, WHZLT ) L2 WHIMEmRAINELZLEESIEE 2 5, (Olim
inter episcopum Noviensem ex parte una, et capitulum ecclesiae sancti Quintini ex altera
super quibusdam iniuriis, et excommunicationum sententiis et quibusdam aliis articulis
orta materia quaestionis (&7 zuz/7w.) Tudices factis quibusdam positionibus et respon-
sionibus ad easdem, auditis etiam quae partes voluerunt proponere coram eis, causam
eandem ad examen apostolicum remiserunt. Procuratoribus igitur partium propter hoc
in nostra praesentia constitutis, quamvis positiones et responsiones hinc inde super pluri-
bus articulis factae fuerint coram iudicibus memoratis, quia tamen litis contestationem
non invenimus esse factam, quum non per positiones et responsiones ad eas, sed per
petitionem in iure propositam et responsionem secutam litis contestatio fiat, processum
ipsorum de fratrum nostrorum consilio irritum duximus nunciandum.) |
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(180) —My #156% 4515 20164E3 H

HlE LCle 217) BEDSLETH ). QF0OBEN LA ITHMBEICERE L
NS T OQFEP L EIN R TNEZOEIN D L L Ak S . 2K
T2, COERMMUUCE ST, ZAOH ) VEFZHEEITV—BLUY 7 L—Fy
AQFHE, HES [Ty ] LOBTELZTFEOMAEZM> TS LX) I
RZbe EVIHIDBWHIZ, —HTHESD L) ICEEL L TORRETETT
LB RV EOIT R 5 DHEE L) TETER LD, i T7Y—D k)18
RICESTLe DRV EZRET D FEOMERL TVRENETHL, Dbk )iy
FHOBRIIOWTOROZ LI, BURIMIZE 213, FFaafBRIC BT 2 45
BOEROTR AP ERERDPSFRERABITLAZLEZR LTV A,

XC, ZCTH Y I L—FRo ABLU TV —0%FHEKES [Fuy b oF
JBIZOWTHERE L2, Y2 v —id, BHEE2NT 2T UL EED SR
AHEE S NG 720, FRWICHEDTEL»E SN D EBRRT Wz, LA LA
S, MBS Yo L= Ry RAETY DT 7 A NEHEGRY . S 1EHESIIO
T [Fhiz D 2B BhwHEo—flL LT, FREaMFT 5558w
BDICT ERhol, TN 2, BENRWEAEL L CEERE M 256050
BHELZ, LT LOZOBAEICRESINL I OTIERVWEEZ N, BiRE
IR NERHEEOERDSHEESINDL 2 EERIL I NS DIE, L) HORR,
Thbb I3MRPEDS VT4 7 A4AMB IR AT 1 T2 Y ADFEEIC
BWTTHb, LEDN>T, v 7L—Fy AOBRIZBVWTIE, FEEREOL
ZYRIHATE R (L 7 LS BIRORFELED D UFFOREDHE SN D bl
TEZRWwE b s,

35) Hostiensis, Summa, lib. II, rubr. De litis contestatione, § qualiter fieri debeat: ,Sed &
ita demum contestatur, si petitioni respondeat animo contestandi litem. secus, si reus
dicat, Ego narro factum, sicut coram amico non animo contestandi litem. arg. j. de ord.
cog. cum dilectus. j. de testi. dilecto. & argu. ff. de condi. & demon. L. 2. in si. ff. quib. mo.
pig. vel hypo. sol. 8 debitor. 8 in venditione. sed si non exprimatur videatur lis contes-
tata. ar. ff. de cond. indeb. quod quis. ff. de verb. oblig. quod quis quid astringendae. C. de
condi. caus. dat. si repetedi.”
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BbyIc

DETHmUEALHc, 13RI Le 0B L L THFEZEOFLE K
T HHEF L ENERIET HBESVHR LT ZIRWAFE N 72A5, BISTEFAF2E
BENHE, Lo 0B ThI. HEDIRHRE v ) FHE L1124 20
SUREOEREZHET D HENRAN SN2, SOMROBILITERELL S
FREBNOBITZRLTVDEES 2D, 72, JIORFTEZTIUL, Lc lddE
BT AR FEo Tz, SO RIEHF, O FREELHEET LI L
IZE - TCy BHEZFOME ) BEICL o TR FH S NS &) FHIZ B2
HFELOD, BHBOEEDNENLTLRVIEAIZL RN BT 5 2 EDREIC
572D TH b 72721, ZNTL R BPEHITZBRIC L o THREROB % #ELT 5
FEAIFRINTNDE LWV HTLEEOELRL W) EEOBERIIEL 20, 18l
MM S NI bIF TlE e 0o 72,

JIGHRFEH L OMb Y TS 2IE, 1Z LD L 512, FkEfRanoEHoT
Felo BTt A AIRGEIZEE T BB IS & 0 #5213 FE BISFRASRE] ST
Wiz MG DB L C X 2 0% ) BRSO 2 ThwiE ., BEEHEN
T B CIIERANIEIOZ L 2 WITRBIED R B0 & T ADS, FORFEFRMWITHERT 5 2
XY, BRI Z RTINSO MFHEOBLEZMEETEL L) IR b0,
VEZEOBEIAHABE LGB FREDPILL ) D L)% b, DF 0 BEED
LR E, SRS L LFEROBREOMEL A DLEL T LIZL 5T, ik
HEEEOENEZ HO 5 HTIZho 2 Bbh b, W2 ITHERERRICBIT 5
Lc OFFIT. BRI L BEHFIEN T WL SN TOARVERIZBWT, HF
BFOBBEIZL > THRAD BB END & VI FHEZ MR LoD, FrRinl g o5k
THOLIERMEBIZLANIEH D EFERLDTRZ VY. I3V A, AFiE—
OB Z S L72I2T E e UEDZ & &2 H40IC8EHT 5 7201213 o sz
FZOEEZEL TFEICFERBZWE 2 EDRRTRTHS ). TRIZOVTIRS
BOREE L7,
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Azo, Summa super codicem (Corpus Glossatorum Juris Civilis, tom. II), Augustae
Taurinorum 1966.

Azo, Lectura super codicem (Corpus Glossatorum Juris Civilis, tom. III), Augustae
Taurinorum 1966.

Tancredus, Ordo Iudiciarius, in: Friedrich Christian Bergmann (Hg.), Libri de Judi-
ciorum Ordine, Gottingen 1842, S. 89-316.

Hugolinus, Dissensiones dominorum, in: Gustav Haenel (Hg.), Dissensiones Domino-
rum sive Controversiae veterum iuris romani interpretum qui Grossatores vocan-
tur, Leipzig 1834, S. 317-552.

Decretalium D. Gregorii Papae IX, in: Aemilius Friedberg (Hg.), Corpus luris Can-
onici, pars secunda: Decretalium Collectiones, 1879 (Nachdruck 1959).

Innocentius IV. (Sinibaldus Fliscus), Commentaria super libros quinque decreta-
lium, Frankfurti ad Moenum 1570.

Hostiensis (Henricus de Segusio), Summa aurea, Venetiis 1574.
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