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I'OPI'MEBA /Iujana' VIIK: 347.953:340.141
CTOWMJIEBA 3opunaZ

JOKTPUHATA 3A ITIPABOCUJIHOCT HA CYACKHUTE OAJYKHA
BO AHITIO-AMEPUKAHCKHOT INTPABEH CUCTEM
KAKO IIOCEBEH KOHLEIIT HA ITPEKJIY3UJA

Amncrpakrt: [IpaBocuiHocTa Ha CY[ACKHUTE OMJIYKH BO QHIVIO-aMEPHKAHCKHOT CHUCTEM (common
law cucreMoT) € mpenMeT Ha MPOy4YyBame Ha MPaBOTO Ha jJokaxyBame (law of evidence) u TecHo ¢
NOBp3aHa co OTpeOuTe Ha cy/cKaTa pakTuka. [IpuunHara 3a mocToeme Ha 0BOj HHCTUTYT € TIoTpedaTa
7la ce crpedar cy0jeKTHTe cripeMa KOH JIejCTByBa OfpeieHa KOHEYHAOMIyKa ITOJOIHA BO HICH CIIOp, Aa
TBpZAT HEIITO CIPOTHBHO HA OHA IITO CO NMPETXOIHA CyACKa OUTYKa M3PEYHO € JICKJIApUPaHO WIH 1
Ce CIpeYr MOXKHOCTA TY)KUTEJIOT KOj MoOEIHI BO KOHKPETHA MapHUIa OIHOBO Ja 0apa McTa mpaBHA
3alITUTA CIIPeMa UCTO TY>KEHO JIUIIE.

JlokTpuHara 3a MPaBOCHIIHOCT Ha CYJICKUTE OJUIyKH BO common law cucTeMOT ce cosaale
KaKo 1oceOeH CerMEHT BO KOHIIENTOT 3a mpekimy3unte. [Ipekiry3ujara 3a NpaBOCHIHOCT Ha CYACKHTE
OIUTYKH BO common law cucTeMoT ce aenu Ha ABe Gpopmu (KOHIIETITH) Ha TIPEKITy3Hja KO MeryceOHO
ce noBp3anu u toa: 1) claim preclusion u 2) issue preclusion (collateral estoppel). Claim preclusion
CIIpevyBa MMOBTOPHO Ja MMa MapHUIa (CyICHe) 3a HACTaH 32 KOj € OMIYYeHO Of CyIOT CO KOHEYHa
omnyka. 3a pasnuka ox claim preclusion, issue preclusion (collateral estoppel) cnpeudyBamoBTOpHa
napHuIa (CyJeme) 3a IpaBo Wi (PaKT 3a KOj BeKe OJUTYUHJI Cyija KaKo JIeN O] IPETXOJCH Cy4Yaj.

Kayunu 360poBu: res judicata, npexnysuja, aneio-amepukaHcKu npaser cucmem, cyojekmusHu
epaHuyl, 00jeKmueHU epanuyu

GJORGJIEVA Dijana *
STOILEVA Zorica *

THE DOCTRINE OF RES JUDICATA OF JUDICIAL DECISIONS
IN THE COMMON LAW LEGAL SYSTEM
AS A SPECIAL CONCEPT OF PRECLUSION

Abstract: The res judicata of the court decisions in the common law system is subject to the study
of law of evidence and it is closely linked to the needs of the case law. The reason for the existence of
this institute is the need to prevent the entities affected by a final decision later in a future dispute, to
claim something contrary to what has been explicitly stated in a previous court decision, or to prevent
the plaintiff who has won a particular litigation to seek again the same legal protection against the same
defendant.

The doctrine of the res judicata of judicial decisions in the common law system was created as a
separate segment in the concept of preclusions. The preclusion of the res judicata of the court decisions
in the common law system is divided into two interrelated forms (concepts): 1) claim preclusion and 2)
issue preclusion (collateral estoppel). Claim preclusion bars a suit from being brought again on an event
which was the subject of a previous legal cause of action that has already been finally decided between

! JlokTop Ha HayKH IO rparaHcko npaso, YauepsureT ,,CB. Kupun nu Metoauj* Bo Cromje, [IpaBen ¢axynrer ,,Jyctunujan
IIpBu”Bo Ckomje
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the parties. Unlike claim preclusion the issue preclusion bars the relitigation of issues of fact or law that
have already been necessarily determined by a judge or jury as part of an earlier case.

Keywords: res judicata, preclusion, coommon law, subjective boundaries, objective boundaries.

Bosen

Cynackara mpakTHKa Ha common law cHCTeMOT KOHIIENTOT 3a MpaBOCHIIHOCT (res judicata) Ha
CYICKUTE OMJIYKH TO CO3[aJie Kako YHH()OpPMEH WMHCTUTYT HE IMpaBejKu pasiuka mery (opmaiHa U
MaTepujaTHa paBocwiTHOCT. OBa € Taka 3aroa IITO common law JOKTpHHaTa ro MPOMOBHPA IPABIIIOTO
Jleka ceKoja oTyKa JOHECEHa 3a CYIITHHATa Ha cropoT (on the merits) mmMa MoMeHTaleH e(eKT Mo
YCIIOB J1a € TIoJHOBakHa U KoHeuHa (bindng). KoneuHocra Ha cynckaTta ouTyka 3HaYH JieKa OJTyKaTta
nMma res judicata edekT 3a oapeneHn (aKkTHUKH W MPABHU Tpaliamka WIK JeKa CO OIjIyKaTa € JajieHa
MpaBHAa 3alITHTAa Ha HEKOja Off CTPAHKHTE TaKa ILTO € 3aBpIlIeHa MocTankaTa OMejKi HUILITO MTOBEKe HEe
OCTaHAaJIO 32 OTyYyBambe, a He HEMOKHOCT 32 TIOOMBa-€ Ha OJUTyKara co jKaioda.

1.IToum 3a npaBoCUJIHA CYICKA OJJIyKa BO common law cucremor

KoHnentot 3a mpaBoCHJIHA Cy/JCKa OIJyKa BO cOMMON law CHCTEMOT ce Tpaau HU3 CylcKaTta
MpaKTHKa BO CETMEHTOT MO3HAT Kako NpaBo Ha aokaxysame (Law of evidence). Tokmy mopanu oa
CO TIPaBO MOXKE J]a ce KOHCTaTHpa JieKa JOKTPHUHATa Ha common law CHCTEeMOT 3a3ema crennpuieH
OpUCTall KOH MHCTUTYTOT MPaBOCHJIHA CYJCKa OJJIyKa, NMPHCTAl KOj € Tyl 3a MpolecHara Teopuja
Ha civil law crcTemMOT K0ja KOHLIENTOT 3a MPABOCHIIHOCTA HAa CYACKUTE OJIYKH TECHO TO KOHEKTHpa
CO JIOMHHAHTHHTE TCOPUH 3a MpaBHATa MPUpPOJia Ha MPABOTO HA MpaBHATA 3allTHTA BO IparaHckara
MOCTAIKa 3aT0a IITO HAjueCTO MPABOCUIIHOCTA Ha CY/ICKATa OJJTyKa 'O 03HAYyBa MOMEHTOT Ha TACHEHETO
Ha PaBOTO Ha IIPaBHATa 3aIlTHTAa BO IparaHcKara Iocrarka. °

Common law gokTpuHaTa He € 0OpeMeHeTa CO HUKaKBH TEOPUCKU KOHCTPYKIIMH 3alpaBOCHIHATA
CYICKa OJUTyKa M YHCTO MPAaKTHYHO jao0jacHyBa MpPaBOCHIIHATA Cy/ICKA OAJYKa KAaKo KOHEYHA CYJCKa
OJIITyKa Koja ja JOHeIN Cy/ Win TpHOyHa HAIUIe)KEH 3a Kay3aTa WK 3a mpeaMeToT Ha cropot.® Edekror
Ha Baka JIOHeCEHATa KOHEYHA CYJCKa OJUTyKa € JIBOCH: 1) mpaBOCWIIHATA CYJCKA OJTyKa TH CIpedyBa
CyOjeKTUTe CrpeMa KoM JICjCTBYBa MOOIHA BO CIIOPOT Jia TBPJAT HEIITO CIIPOTHBHO HAa OHA KOE BO Hea
H3PEYHO € YTBPIACHO U 2) KOHEUHaTa Cy[CKa OJIyKa ja CIpedyBa MOKHOCTA TY>KUTEJIOT KOj MOOEIIIT BO
KOHKpETHaTa MMapHUIa OJHOBO J1a ja 6apa ucrara npaBHa 3amTuTa. [[pBHOT eeKT Ha KOHeuHaTa Cy/IcKa
OJUTyKa BO IIPABOTO Ha JIOKAKYBaHE CE 0CTBApPyBa CO IIOMOIII Ha IPUTroBOpoT estoppel per rem judicatum
CO KOj ce TI0OMBa JIEKIIapaTOPHUOT JIeN Ha MPEecynara, a BTOpUOT eeKT Ha KOHEYHATa CYJICKa OJUTyKa ce
objacHyBa cO TIOMOIII Ha WHCTUTYTOT merger in judgament, a ce ocTBapyBa CO TTOMOII Ha MPUTOBOPOT
former recovery koj ce oJiHECYBa Ha 3aIOBETHUOT WK 3a0paHyBauKHOT e Ha pecynara. O1oB/e Moxe
Jla ce Jo0jAe A0 3aKIy4oK JeKa MaKko JOKTpUHATA 3a MPAaBOCHIHOCTA Ha Cy[ACKara oJUIyka BO common
law cucteMoT ce rpaau aBTOHOMHO Vis-a-vis TEOPHHTE 3a MPABOCHITHOCTA HA CYACKHUTE OJUTYKH BO civil
law cucTeMoT HJIeJHO-COAPKMHCKU HE TIOCTOM OTPOMHA Pa3iiMKa 3apagd PUMCKOTO MPABHO BIHjaHUE
JIeBO U JIecCHO o1 ATiaHTukoT. OBa 3aTroa IITO MpaBOCHIIHATA CyACKa O/UTyKa BO common law cuctemor
ja coumHyBaar CJIICTHHUBE CBOjCTBA: ne bis in idem — He ce M03BOIyBa OJHOBO JIa CE BOIHU MAapHHUIIA 32
(hakTHYKO WM TIPABHO TIpallake WM 3a JIaJIeHa MpaBHa 3alThTa, res judicata facit ius inter partes co
Taa pas3jiMKa LITO OBJE CyJCKaTa OJUIyKa MMa JIjCTBO Ha MPELEACHT KOj € MpaBeieH WK MpaBUUYCH U
co3nasa mpaBo (right) Ha cTpaHKHUTE, a HE HEOCMOPIUBO JIjCTBO IO CHJia Ha 3akoH M res judicata pro
veritate habetur 3aroa 1ITO KOHEYHA OJUTyKa MOKE Jia OKJie caMO BUCTHHHUTA OJIJIyKa KOja € JIOHECeHa 0]
MIPECTIKEH CYACKH OpraH WM TpUOyHAJ Bp3 UHMj aBTOPUTET HE Tpeba 1a ce (ppra COMHEX.

2.11peky3uja 3a NPaBOCWIHOCT HA CYICKHUTE OMJIYKH BO common law cucreMor
Jokrpunara 3a npaBocuiHocT (doctrine of former adjudication) Bo common law cuctemor e
CETMEHT KOj Ce IMPOoyyyBa BO OMIITHOT KOHLIENT 3a Ipekiy3uuTe.’ Ratio 3a mocToemheTo Ha OBOj HHCTUTYT

> Bo BpcKka co oBa moBeke Bumere kaj: Mihajlo, D. (1991). O biti i granicama pravomocnosti: Povjesno-komparativna
impostacija instituta, Pravni fakultet Zagrebu, Zagreb.

6 Clermont, K. (2011). Principles of Civil Procedure (3rd Edition), West, Aspen, 343.

7 Dodson, S. (2012). Civil Procedure: Model Problems and Outstanding Answers (Second Edition):Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 167 u ciequure.



HJOKTPMHATA 3A TTIPABOCIMJIHOCT HA CYACKHUTE OJJJIVKIM BO AHITIO-AMEPVKAHCKIMOT
IMTPABEH CMCTEM KAKO ITOCEBEH KOHIEIIT HA TTPEKJIY3VJA

ce: MPUHIMIIOT Ha KoHeuHOCT (principle of finality), 3a0panata 3a mpaBHO ManTpeTHpame Ha CTPAHKHUTE
U norpebara 3a MpaBHJIHO KOPHCTeHE Ha cyiackute pecypcu.’ Ilpekiysujara 3a MpaBOCHIIHOCT Ha
CYZICKHTE OUTyKH BO common law cuctemoT ce nenu Ha ABe GpopMH (KOHIENTH) Ha MPEKITy3Hja KOH
MeryceOHO ce moBp3anu 1 Toa: 1) claim preclusion u 2) issue preclusion (collateral estoppel).®

2.1.Claim preclusion

Claim preclusion crpedyBa MOBTOPHO Jla ©Ma TapHUIA (CYACHE) 32 HACTaH 3a KOj € OJITyYeHO O]l
CYZIOT CO KoHeuHa ojjiyka. CorlacHO OBaa MPeKiy3uja BO MHHIIMjajHaTa MapHUIa (Cyaeme) Tpeda aa
ce m3Hece 1enoTo Obapame (3a0paHa 3a menda Ha Gapamero, claim splitting) 3aroa mTo Bropa mapHUIa
(cymeme) e menocHo 3abpaneTa. Kora cymot ke moHece KOHEUHa OTyKa BO TpBara MapHHIa (CyIeme)
Taa ja npexnyaupa (bars) cienHara napHuUIa (Cyiaeme).

Bo Bpcka co oBa claim preclusion omndaka nBa omepatuBHr KoHLenTH: merger (dysuja) u bar
(mpeuka). Merger ce KOPUCTH KOTa TY>KUTEIIOT OOE/IMII BO TIpBaTa MapHHuIia (Cy/JeHhe), ITa OTTyKa Ce CMeTa
JIeKa BTopara rnapHuiia (cyaeme) e ancopoupana (pysupana) Bo Hea. Bar ce KopucTH Kora TyKHTEJIOT
OwJI TIOpa3eH BO IpBaTa MapHHUIA (CYACHE) Tla OTTyKa OCTON 3abpaHa (IIpeduka) /1a MpOoIoJDKH HOBaTa
mapHuIa (cyaeme). OBa 3aToa mTo 0apameTo € HEIETMBO BO BPCKa CO HACTAHOT, a CyAujaTra U IopoTara
CO CBOjaTa OJSTyKa YIITE BO MpBara MapHUIa (CyIeHhe) HEeT0CHO OIyUHIe 3a HEero.

Erzemmuiapno claim preclusion Mose fa ce 06jacHu MpeKy CIEAHNUB IPUMEp:

Jluniero X IBUXKEJKU Ce CO BEJIIOCHUIIE] 10 YJIUIIATa, HO €IHOBPEMEHO pa3roBapajku U Ha MOOHUJICH
tenedoH He To 3abeekyBa aBTOMOOMITOT Ha yiuIlaTa U yinapa Bo Hero. [lopanu coobpakajHara Hecpeka
aBTOMOOMIIOT Ha TUTIETO Y e omTeTeH. [lopaan oa numero Y 6apa HatoMecCT Ha IITeTa Mpe;] HaIeKHUTE
cynoBu Bo u3Hoc of 5 000 momapu mo 0CHOB HEBHUMATENIHO Bo3ewe Ha Jinuero X. Cyaor 3aeHO co
MopoTara MoCTayBajKu 1Mo 0apameTo OUTydyBa JieKa JIMLIETO X Ha JMLETO Y 10 OCHOB Ha 0apameTo
Tpeba na My Hagomectu wtera o 1 000 monmapu. Jlnmero Y He3a10BoIHO 0/ BUCHHATA HA JJOCYy/IEHATA
1ITeTa MoBTOPHO Oapa HajoMmecT Ha mteTa o 5 000 gomapu npen apyr HamiexeH cya Bo CAJl, HO 0Boj
T1aT 110 OCHOB Ha OIITETYBaKE HAa aBTOMOOMIIOT co HaMmepa. CyIoT 1o IpUEeMOT Ha OBa Oapame oIy IyBa
Jla He MTOCTAITyBa 3aToa MITO BeKe IMOCTON KOHEYHa OJITyKa 32 HCTHOT HaCTaH OJJHOCHO 3aT0a IITO MTOCTOU
aricoryTHa 3a0paHa 3a HOBa MapHUIA (Cy/lewe) mopaau fokTpruHara claim preclusion.

2.2. Issue preclusion (collateral estoppel)

3a paznuka ox claim preclusion, issue preclusion (collateral estoppel),cripeuysa (bars) moBropHa
rmapHuIia (Cyzeme) 3a mpaBo win (BaxT 3a Koj BEKe OMITydnyI CyIrja Kako JeN O MPETXOeH ciry4aj. Kaj
issue preclusion Tpeba ga ce mpaBu pasiauka momery direct estoppel (mupexTHa mpeuka) u collateral
estoppel (konmarepamHa mpeuka). Direct estoppel ce coszmaBa kora omiykara Koja ce IMOBHKYBa KaKo
MpedKa Mpel TYXKUTENIOT Ja TYKU Oujla U3pedeHa BO MPETXO/HA MapHHUIIA (CYIehe) 3a HeTaTa MPUIHHA
3a Tyx0ara (cause of action). Collateral estoppel ce npe3enTHpa Kora o/TyKara Koja ce MOBUKYBa, Ce
NOBHKYBA 3a J]a C€ CIpeyYr TUCKyCHja BO BTOopara mapHuia (cyaeme) 3a Kaysa Koja € MpoH3Jie3eHa 0]
MIPETXOIHA TIAPHUIIA CO pa3InyHa Kay3a 3a Tyxk0ara (cause of action).

Kaj issue preclusion ce 3abenexyBa CHIHOTO BiIWjaHWE Ha TperieneHTtuTe. CymTHHATA Ha issue
preclusion ce COCTOM BO TOA IITO MPETXOJHATA CY/CKA OJTyKa (TIPEIIEICHT) He MOKE J1a Ce MPEUCITUTYBA
BO HEKOja Jpyra mapHuia (CyJeme) Iypyu U Kora CTpaHKara MMa Ha pacroyiarame HOB JI0Ka3 mopaan
KOj CY/IOT HajBEpOjaTHO MOMHAKY 3a Toa MpaBo WK (akT ke omryun (mulligan rule). Yciior e mpeara
napHuna (Cyzermne) 1a € BoO KOHEKIHja co BTopara. '

Ersemmnapaoissue preclusion Moke na ce 06jacHH IPEKy CIETHUOB MpuUMeEp: X U Y mMaar Ccrop
BO BpCKa €O JIOTOBOP. X TBPJIH Jieka Y TO MPEKPIIWI JOTOBOPOT. Y TBPJH JieKa JOTOBOPOT BO CYIITHHA
€ CKIIYYeH 0 maT Ha u3Mama. Y ro ryou cropot. CyaoT otydyBa Jeka JOroBOPOT HE € CKIyYeH I10
matr Ha u3Mama. J[Ba mecenu nogonHa X ce oOWayBa Ja ja HAMJIATH [ITeTara Mo OCHOB Ha CyACKara
omIyka. Y He MOXe Jia ce crnpoTtrcTaBu mnopanu claim preclusion. Tpu rogunu nogonna X u Y umaar

8 Sinai,Y. (2011). Reconsidering Res Judicata: A Comparative Perspective:Journal of Comparative & International Law, 362.

° Bo BpCKa CO OBa MoBeke roreanere kaj: opruesa, 1. (2019). IIpasna npupoda na npagomo Ha npasHama 3aumuma 6o
eparanckama nocmanka (0okmopcka oucepmayuja), llpasen gaxynrer Jycrunujan [Ipsu Cromje, Cromje, 398-399.

10 33 oBa noseke Kaj: Larson, A. (2017). “Issue Preclusion and Claim Preclusion: How Prior Litigation Can Block Your Claim”,
ExpertLaw.com, 1-2.
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CTIOp BO BpPCKa CO MHTENEKTyallHaTa COIICTBEHOCT Koja MPOM3JIETyBa Ol IOTOBOPOT. X TY»KU 1O OCHOB
JeKka Y HE3aKOHCKHM ja KOPHCTH MHTEJIEKTyalHaTa COTICTBEHOCT. Y Ce CIPOTHCTaByBa W TBPIH JEKa
WHTEJIEeKTyaJHaTa COICTBEHOCT € HeroBa M JeKa ja co3man ucrara mopaHo. [To oBa X ro kopuctu
JIOTOBOPOT O] MPETXOJIHATA MApHHIIA U CO HETO JIOKAKYBa JIeKa MHTEIICKTyallHaTa COMCTBEHOCT Ouia
HEroBa yIITe BO BpeMe Ha JJOTOBOPOT. Y 10 0Ba MOBTOPHO TBP/M JieKa JJOTOBOPOT € CKIIyUeH IO MaT Ha
n3MaMa M JieKa Kako TakoB He JJOKa)KyBa HUILTO. Y BO OBaa CHTyaluja e crpedeH co collateral estoppel
Jla TO TIOKPEHE BO BTOpaTa MapHUIla MPalIakeTo 3a T0a Ak € WK HE € CKIIyYeH JOTOBOPOT IO MaT Ha
u3Mama.

AKo ce HampaBu aHanm3a Ha issue preclusion (collateral estoppel) kako dhopma Ha TIpeKITy3Hja BO
common law CHCTEeMOT MOXe JIa c€ JI0jae IO 3aKIydOK JIeka Taa € Tyra 3a HaIllMOHAJHUTE TrparaHCcKu
MIPOLIECHU CUCTeMH Ha civil law cuctemor Ouiejkn BO HUB CY[ACKUTE OMIYKH HE CE MPU3HABAT KAKO
H3BOP Ha MPaBOTO.

3. Cy0jekTUBHM I'PAHUIIM HAMPABOCWJIHATA CYACKA OMJIyKa BO common law cuctemMoT

Cy0jeKkTHBHUTE TPaHHIIM HAa KOHEYHATA CY/ICKa O/UTyKa BO COMMOn law cructeMoT BO OTrpoMHa Mepa
ce 3aBUCHHM O] BHJIOT Ha CyZAcCKara oiTyka. Bo common law cucTeMoT HajuecTo ce mpaBu pa3inka Mery
JIBa BUJIa Ha Cyncku omryku: decisions in personam u decisions in rem. Decisions in pesonam ce OMITyKu
CO KOH Ce pelllaBa 3a mpaBa, 00BPCKU MIIM HHTEPECH CaMO 3a CTPAHKHUTE BO criopoT. Decisions in rem ce
OJUTYKH KOU BO KOHKPETEH CJIy4aj HeIOCPEHO TH MOTO[yBaaT CTPAHKUTE UCTO KAKO U OCTAHATHOT JIEI
O]l CBETOT 3aToa IITO HUBHA MIPBEHCTBEHA I1€J1 € KOHEYHO PETYIHUpamke Ha CTaTyCOT Ha APYTH JIUIA WU
ctBapu. Decision in rem o6mdHO ce nepuHMpPa KaKo OJUTyKa Koja JeKIapupa WId MOMHAKY IO PETryiipa
CTaTyCcOT Ha JINIA WX CTBAPH OAHOCHO MTPABHUOT OIHOC HA JIMIIA WA CTBApPH CIIPeMa CBETOT BOOIIIIITO
MOPAJIM IITO € KOHKIY3WBHA 3@ WIIN MIPOTUB CEKOro. !

AKko ce HampaBu criope0a Mer'y OBHe JIBa BHJIa Ha CYJICKH OJUTYKH MOXKeE Jla Ce J0j/e 10 3aKIy40K
JIcKa THE MMaaT pasjiueH CyOjeKTHBEH JOcCTpei. Taka CyJACKHTE OJJTyKH in personam IO MPaBHIIO
JICjCTByBaar Kako Mpeyka caMo BO KOPHUCT WJIM MPOTUB CTPAHKAaTa BO MPETXOAHOTO Cy/lCHe (ITapHULIA)
J0ZieKa crpeMa TpeTH Jinia ce res inter alios acta. Cy0jeKTHBHOTO OrpaHHYyBame Ha OBHE TIPECYIH €
OTIpaB/IaHO TIOPAIM OKOTHOCTA JieKa HAaBUCTHHA € HeMTPaBIUYHO HEKOj Ja On/ie Bp3aH 3a O/TyKa JJoOHeCeHa
BO TIOCTaIka BO KOja HE MOXell Ja ce OpaHH, Y4eCTByBa MJIM BKPCTEHO Jla CE€ HCIIpAIlyBa HJIH J1a CE
)and. 3a pasiauKa Of CYJACKUTE OIYKH in personam, CYJICKHTE O/UTYKH in rem To eCTONMUpaaT CeKoj
BO CBETOT Jia TH OCIIOPYBa OHOCHO MY J1aBaaT MPaBO HA CEKOTO J1a TM KOPUCTH, CO PETKH UCKIY4OILH
1opajii MOYKHOCTA OBHE OJUTYKU KOH TPETH Jia JICjCTBYBaaT KakKo Jioka3 0e3 KOHKITY3UBHOCT.

4. O0jeKTHBHM TPAHUIIA HA MPABOCHJIHATA CYACKA OAJyKa BO common law cuctemMoT

OO0jeKTUBHHUTE TPAHMIM HAa TPABOCUIIHATA CYACKA O/UIyKa BO common law CHCTEMOT TECHO
ce KOHEKTHpaaT co Kay3uTe 3a Tyx0Oara.HajemHocraBHO estoppel per rem judicatam, res judicata Bo
HajeceHIjaHaTa popma, Tpeda Ja JejCTByBa CO I JIa ja CIPEUr CTpaHKaTa BO MApHHUIATA J1a TBPIU
WIK JIa ja OJpeKyBa Kay3ara Ha Ty0aTa 4ue MOCTOCH-E MM HEMOCTOCHE CYAOT T0 JAeTePMHUHUPAI
BO MPETXOAHA MapHUIA Mery ucTuTe cTpanku. On acmekt Ha civi law cuctemot estoppel per rem
judicatam TpHOIIKHO OATOBapa HAa CUTYyallHjaTa BO KOja C€ MCTAaKHyBa IPHUTOBOP 3a MPABOCHIIHOCT
Mopajii MOCTOCHEC HA HJCHTUTET Ha MPEJAMETOT Ha CIOPOT Mely MPEeTXOoIHATa W HOBaTa MapHUIIA.
OBa BO CYIITHHA 3HAYU JIeKa 00jEKTHBHUTE TPAHUIIM HA MPABOCHIIHATA CYACKA OJTyKa ro 00jacHyBaaT
MaTEePHjaJTHAOT JIOCTPEN Ha CylcKaTa oJuTyKa of] (JaKTHUKH M MpaBeH acrekT (subject matter) 0JJHOCHO
CIpeuyBaar BOJCH-E Ha MJHA MapHUIA 32 GaKTHUYKU U NPaBHH Ipalliamka 3a KOU BeKe € OMIYYCHO BO
MPETXO/IHA CYACKa OJIIYKa.

Bo Bpcka co ememMeHTHTE Ha OITyKaTa Koj MOXe 11a u3rpanat estoppel per rem judicatam tpeda ma
ce MpaBy pa3liuKa Mery CHTyaIjaTa Kkora JOpMaJHUOT JOKYMEHT Ha CyJCKaTa OJIIyKa COJPKH U3PeuHa
JIeKJIapalifja Ha mpaBo Win 00BPCKa WM U3PEUHO YTBPAYBa (PAKTH U CUTYyallHjaTa Kora CyacKaTa oayKa
CE COCTOM CaMo OJ U3peUyBarbe Ha 3allITUTA KOja CylI0T cMeTa Jieka Tpeda Aa ja mpy KK HIIH KOHCTaTaluja
JieKa CyI0T OIOWJI JIa ja TIPY KM KOHKpEeTHATa 3aITuTa. >

Bo cutyanuja xora popMaHHOT TOKYMEHT Ha CyJCKaTa OJIIyKa COIPIKH U3peUyHa JAeKiapaluja Ha
MPaBO WIIM 0OBPCKA MIIM M3PEUHO YTBPIYBa (HaKTH HeMa HUKAKBH MOTEINKOTHH BO BPCKa CO TOA IITO €

" Handley, K.R, Bower; G.S. (2009). The doctrine of res judicata, LexisNexis, London, 198-200.
12 Handley, K.R, Bower;, G.S. (2009).The doctrine of res judicata, LexisNexis, London, 138 u c1.



HJOKTPMHATA 3A TTIPABOCIMJIHOCT HA CYACKHUTE OJJJIVKIM BO AHITIO-AMEPVKAHCKIMOT
IMTPABEH CMCTEM KAKO ITOCEBEH KOHIEIIT HA TTPEKJIY3VJA

JIeKJIapUPaHO CO ojiTyKara. MeryToa Bo CHTyallija Kora CyJickaTa ojiilyKa e COCTOM CaMo O] U3PEUyBabe
Ha 3aIITHTAa KOja CyJI0T CMeTa Jieka Tpeba Ja ja MpyKU MU KOHCTAaTallrja IeKa CyJA0T OJI0MII J1a ja MPYXKH
(Ha mpUMep: OJUTYKa CO KOja Cy/IoT My 3a0paHyBa Ha TY)KEHHOT Jja TO BOSHEMHUPYBa TYKUTEJOT, 3a0paHa
Ha CyZIOT 3a MPUCTAI 10 UMOTOT Ha TY)KUTEJOT HacO4YeHa KOH TY)KCHHOT) KOHKPETHATa 3aIlTHTa YeCTO
HacTaHyBaaT MOTEMIKOTHH IIPH TOYHOTO OJIPEIyBamke Ha Kay3UTe Ha Ty)KOaTa M TOYHOTO KOPUCTEHE Ha
KOHKpeTeH estoppel per rem judicatam.

Bo curyanuja nak J0KoJIKy He MOCTOM WACHTUTET Mel'y Kay3ara Ha Ty)k0ara Bo MapHHIaTa BO Koja
oJUIyKaTa € JIOHECeHa M HoBara MHapHuila ce kopuctu issue estoppel. [Iperxomnara npecyna kaj issue
estoppel Bo mojonHaKHATa MOCTAINKA HE Ce MOBUKYBa KAaKO PEIICHHE Ha HEKoja Kay3a Ha Tyk0a TyKy
KaKo peIIeHre OJHOCHO BakeH M (yHIaMEHTAaJICH YeKOp BO JIOTHKATa Ha mpecyaara 6e3 koj Taa He Ou
MOXKeJIa J]a IOCTOH.

OnoBzie MOXe J1a ce JI0jJe J0 3aKIydOK JieKa JIeKa LeNiTa Ha MPaBOCHIHATA CYJICKa OJUTyKa BO
common law cucTeMOT 071 00jeKTHBEH aclekT € Ja JIejCTBYBa ABOjHO OAHOCHO Taa HE caMo IITO T
€CTOIUpa CTPAHKUTE BO MOIOLHEIKHO OCIIOPYBabe Ha (pakTHUYKATa U IIPaBHATa COCTOj0a TyKy CIIpedyBa
CTpaHKara OJHOBO Ja J00We MCTa MpaBHA 3alITUTa CIpeMa KMCTa CTPaHKa JOKOJKY Taa 3allTHUTa
MPETXO/HO IO CYACKH TIaT ja OCTBapHIa.

Bo koHTekcT Ha oBa Tpeba J1a ce mpaBu pa3nuka mery estoppel per rem judicatam koj 3a0panyBa
UJIHA KOHTPAIMKIHMja 32 KOHKPETHH (haKTUYKU U TPaBHU Ipalllarba KOU ce JACKIapHpaHu BO OUTyKaTa
u former recovery koj 3a0paHyBa MOBTOpPYBam¢ M MOBTOPHO TBpAeHwke. OBa 3aroa IITO CUTyalujara
kaj former recovery e cocema oOparHa Hacmpemaestoppel per rem judicatam oxHOocHO paborara 3a
KOja TIOBTOPHO HE CMee Jia Ce TY)KH € 3aIlITHUTA JIaJIeHa CO 3aIllOBEAHUOT WM MPOXUOUTOPHUOT ey Ha
MpaBOCHJIHATA CYy/ICKa OTyKa.

3aKJIy4HH corieyBama

JlokTpuHaTa 3a MPaBOCHIHOCT Ha CY[ACKHTE OJUIyKH BO common law CHCTEMOT € Kpeanuja Ha
cyackara npakTuka. [lpaBocriiHaTa cyicka oaiyka BO common law CHCTEMOT € TIpeIMeT Ha POyUuyBamke
Ha MPaBOTO Ha JIOKAXKYBamkE 3aToa IMTO € moceOeH Bu Ha npekinysuja.lIpekny3ujaTa 3a npaBoCHIIHOCT
Ha CyACKHTE OUTYKH BO cCOMMON law cHCTEMOT ce neu Ha aBe popMu (KOHIICTITH) Ha TIPEKITy3Hja KOU
MeryceOHO ce ToBp3aHu U Toa: 1) claim preclusion u 2) issue preclusion (collateral estoppel).Claim
preclusion cnpedyBa HOBTOPHO Ja MMa MapHULA (CyAeHe) 3a HACTaH 3a KOj € OJUTY4EHO Of CyIOT CO
KOHEYHa 0JiTyKa.3a paszynka oj claim preclusion, issue preclusion (collateral estoppel),cripeuysa (bars)
MOBTOpHA MapHHUIIA (CYIEHE) 3a MPaBo WK (PaKT 3a KOj BeKe OJUTyYMJI CY/IMja KaKko Jel O IPETXOJCH
cirydaj. KoHIENTOT 3a MpaBOCHIIHOCTA Ha CYACKUTE OJIYKH BO COMMON law CHCTEMOT TECHO € BO
KOHEKIIHja cOo MPEeLeICHTHOTO ITPaBo Ha common law 3aToa mrto common law H3pedHo CYICKUTE OUTYKH
T'H peryiimpa Kako U3Bop Ha npaBoto. OBa MOKa)KyBa CBOM pe(IICKCUH BP3 CBAKAmHETO 33 Cy0jeKTUBHUTE
1 00jEKTHBHHTE I'PAHUIM HA TIPABOCHIHUTE CYACKU OIUTYKH.
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