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The study finds that a notarized agreement and the writ
of execution issued on its basis contributed to reducing the
workload of courts, ensuring the prompt satisfaction of the
creditor’s claim and stability of legal relations. At the same
time, further improvement of legal and procedural standards
is necessary for ensuring the successful exercise of this

mechanism.

INTRODUCTION

The effective functioning of the admin-
istration of justice depends largely on the
enforcement system, which ensures prop-
er protection of rights and is based on the
principles of transparency, efficiency, pre-
dictability, and procedural consistency. This
is particularly significant where due and
balanced protection of the parties’ inter-
ests is required.' This idea is reflected in the
principle ubi jus, ibi remedium - there is no
right without the mechanism of its effective
enforcement.? Notarial registration of an
agreement ensures proportionate protec-
tion of the parties’ rights,® as a notarial act
is considered as the document having con-
clusive evidentiary effect.*

1 Kurdadze, S., Kurdadze, G., Khunashvili, N., Chkonia,
Z. (2018). Commentary on the Law of Georgia on En-
forcement Proceedings, Part | (Articles 1-48). Thilisi, 7;
See: Council of Europe. (2010). Consultative Council of
European Judges (CCJE). Opinion No. 13 on the Role of
Judges in the Enforcement of Judicial Decisions, para.
16. <https://rm.coe.int/-ccje-13-2010-/168074824c>.

2 Cited in: Taliashvili, T., Shamatava, |. (2020). Recent
Evolution of Intellectual Property Enforcement in
Georgia. TalTech Journal of European Studies, 10(2),
43, <https://doi.org/10.1515/bjes-2020-0014> .

3 Shamatava, I. (2024). Notarial Registration of a Loan
Agreement as an Effective Mechanism for Debt
Recovery and the Simplified Enforcement of Matured
Claims. Contemporary Law Journal, 1, 14-28. See:
Dharmawan, N. K. S., Salain, M. S. P. D., Prianatha, |. G.
N. B. P. (2025). Harmonization of Notary Honorarium
Arrangement Related to the Notarial Deed Authority:
Toward Legal Certainty. Law and World, 11(1), 22-34.
<https://doi.org/10.36475/11.1.2>.

4 The existence of a notarial act is intended to ensure
legal clarity and guarantees for the parties, as well as

The institutional neutrality of a notary
creates a precondition for a notarized agree-
ment to be regarded as a reliable and en-
forceable legal mechanism.> Accordingly, a
writ of execution issued by a notary trans-
forms the notarial act into both an eviden-
tiary and an enforceable legal instrument.®

Although the institutional function of the
notary and the evidentiary force of notari-
al acts have been widely examined in Geor-
gian and foreign legal doctrines, the legal
nature of the notarial writ of execution, its
connection with procedural safeguards, and
preventive justice remain insufficiently ex-
plored. This study aims to evaluate the func-

to create the best and most reliable evidence in com-
pliance with the applicable legal standards. See: Pla-
mesti, M. R., Abustan, A., Miskiah, S. (2025). Strength
of Proof of Notarial Deeds in an Agreement. In Pro-
ceedings of the 2" International Conference Changing
of Business Law (ICOCLB 2024), Atlantis Press, 256.
<https://doi.org/10.2991/978-2-38476-356-6_30>.

5 Compare: Knieper, R. (2017). The Economic Relevance
of Notarial Authentic Instruments. International
Union of Notaries, 11: The notarial system is often the
subject of criticism by scholars and policymakers in
the United Kingdom, as what appears most unusual
to the English is the notion that a single notary acts
in the interests of both parties. Instead of properly
appreciating the specific functions of the notary and
his or her public-law status — within the framework
of which the notary ensures the protection of both
parties’ interests in a cost-effective manner — opinions
are expressed in favor of limiting the role of the
notariat.

6 Gogoladze, M., Shamatava, |. (2026). The Evolution
of the Georgian Notariat: From the State-controlled
Soviet System to Professional Independence and
Digital Modernization. European Scientific Journal, 52,
495-514.
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tional purpose of this institution within ex-
isting mechanisms of enforcement.

METHODOLOGY

The methodology of the article combines
doctrinal, normative, and comparative legal
analysis. For the purpose of evaluating the
legal character and practical function of a no-
tarial writ of execution, the study examines
the applicable legal rules, relevant case law,
and academic sources. The interpretation of
the legal material is carried out through sys-
tematic and teleological approaches, while
the comparative component relies on the
experience of selected Continental Europe-
an legal systems.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

1. THE INSTITUTIONAL ROLE
OF THE NOTARY AND THE
PRINCIPLE OF IMPARTIALITY

The notarial registration of an agreement
is based on the principle of impartiality,
where the notary acts as a neutral party en-
trusted by the parties and not by any of the
parties. Unlike a lawyer, who represents one
of the parties by virtue of the nature of the
profession,’” the notary verifies the legal cor-
rectness of the agreement and safeguards
the interests of the parties.

The function of the notary is not limited
to drafting and confirming a notarial act; it
also contributes to dispute prevention.® In
the doctrine, a notary is described as an ac-

7 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the Situation: The
Latin Notary, a Historical and Comparative Model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 391.

8 Morandi, E. (2007). The Role of the Notary in Real
Estate Conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic
Signature Law Review, 4, 28-33. <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>.

tor performing the role of a ,private judge”,
while their work is regarded as an instru-
ment for “regulation of obligations”’ In this
context, the impartiality of a notary is large-
ly related to the principle of balance, which
obliges them to take fair decisions and en-
sure the protection of the parties’ rights.
Notary’s independence and impartiality are
supported by relevant guarantees, including
the remuneration, which rules out depen-
dence on any of the parties. These features
make the notarial model significant in terms
of reconsidering the role of the lawyer, es-
pecially in matters involving the representa-
tion of multiple clients.®

2. NOTARIAT IN THE
CONTINENTAL EUROPEAN
LEGAL SYSTEMS AND THE
LATIN NOTARIAT

The traditional understanding of the Eu-
ropean notariat is based on the historic and
functional meaning of the term “notaries”"
Despite the common foundation, the notarial
systems in European states differed in terms
of institutional position and powers, as well
as in the context of the degree of legal reli-
ability of the documents drafted by them.”?

German, French, and Spanish legal sys-
tems have been selected for the compara-
tive analysis conducted in the present study,
because notarial acts in these jurisdictions

9 Dekers, E. (2001). Notarial Practice, Deontology, and
Institutional Structures, The Georgian Notariat Mag-
azine, Ne3-4, September-December, Kuparava, R.
(Transl.), Zoidze, O. (Ed.), Thilisi, 10.

10 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the Situation: The
Latin Notary, a Historical and Comparative Model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 401.

11 Regarding the historic formation of the notary, see
Wenckstern, M. (2012). Notary Public. Max Planck
Encyclopedia of European Private Law. <https://max-
eup2012.mpipriv.de/index.php/Notary Public>.

12 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the Situation: The
Latin notary, a Historical and Comparative Model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 401.
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are regarded not only as documents pos-
sessing high evidentiary value, but also as
the instrument of direct enforcement. In cer-
tain continental legal systems, notarial acts
are vested with enforceable authority, allow-
ing creditors’ claims to be enforced without
prior judicial involvement.

2.1. The notariat in Germany
and the power of the writ
of execution

According to the German Doctrine, the
notary provides legal guidance with respect
to their expressed intentions and demon-
strations of will.® In Germany, the notariat
represents a classic example of a legal in-
stitution authorized by the state, while re-
maining professionally independent. The
notary acts as a public official vested with
public trust, responsible for verifying the
authenticity of legal documents, safeguard-
ing the rights of the parties, and exercising
a preventive legal function. In the German
legal system, the notary is regarded as a
holder of a public office entrusted with the
performance of sovereign functions. Unlike
a judge, however, the notary does not oper-
ate within a state body, but rather exercises
these functions within the framework of an
independent legal profession.™

The German system is based on the prin-
ciple of preventive justice (praventive Recht-
spflege), under which the notary’s primary
function is to prevent legal disputes before
they arise. With this purpose, the notary re-
views legal transactions, ensures their com-
pliance with the law, and verifies that the par-
ties fully understand the legal consequences
of their actions. This approach is particularly
important in matters related to real estate

13 Kereselidze, D. (2009). The Most General Systemic
Concepts of Private Law, Thilisi, 300.

14 Bock, R. (2020). The System of the German Notariat.
The Magazine of Comparative Law, 8, 1.

agreements,® company registrations, and
family law. The high evidentiary value and,
in certain cases, direct enforceability of the
acts drafted by the notary™ contribute to the
reduction of judicial disputes by enhancing
the efficiency of legal relationships. General-
ly, the drafting of an authentic document is
subject to strict formal procedures designed
to prevent insufficient awareness of the par-
ties and hasty actions when composing the
document that will be reliable evidence.”

In German law, the notary may grant a
claim established by contract or by the debt-
or's unilateral declaration of intent an en-
forceable effect equivalent to that of a court
judgment. This model is founded on the pro-
cedural safeguards inherent in the notarial
certification process.® A writ of execution,
issued based on a notarially certified agree-
ment, enables the creditor to obtain prompt
enforcement of the claim. It is noteworthy
that this document is issued without any
prior judicial examination of the claim.” In
Germany, the participation of a notary effec-
tively reduces the transaction costs as the
notary’s neutral position and obligation to
prevent undesirable outcomes for one of the
parties actually removes the need for sepa-
rate legal representation for both parties.?°

15 Morandi, E. (2007). The Role of the Notary in Real
Estate Conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electron-
ic Signature Law Review, 4, 28-33. <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>.

16 Bock, R. (2020). The System of the German Notariat.
The Magazine of Comparative Law, 8, 10.

17 Mantovani, M. (2019). Notaries and their Debt-
collection Writs under the Brussels la Regulation: A Dif-
ficult Characterisation. Journal of Private International
Law, 15(2), 393-417. <https://doi.org/10.1080/17441
048.2019.1645973>.

18 Bormann, J. (2022). The German Enforceable
Notarial Act in Cross-Border Cases, LeXonomica,
Vol. 14, No. 1, 69. <https://doi.org/10.18690/
lexonomica.14.1.49-72.2022>.

19 Akhalkatsi, E. (2025). The Problem of Enforcement of
Notarial Acts (comparative analysis). Journal of Law, 1,
70. <https://doi.org/10.60131/jlaw.1.2025.9276>.

20 Knieper, R. (2017). The Economic Relevance of
Notarial Authentic Instruments. International Union
of Notaries, 11.
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2.2. The notariat
and the enforcement
proceedings in France

The French notariat represents a clas-
sic model of a Latin notarial system, where
the notary is a state-authorized public offi-
cer who carries out professional activities
independently. Sometimes their function is
described as the performer of “preventive
justice”. The French system is based on the
concept of the notarial act (Acte Authen-
tique), a document possessing enhanced
evidentiary force and, in many cases, direct
enforceable effect.?” As a result, this system
reduces reliance on litigation and promotes
stability of legal relationships.

In France, notaries participate in the
transactions related to the sale and purchase
of real estate, ensuring both the legal valid-
ity of such transactions and the informed
participation of the parties. The notary is re-
sponsible for ensuring that the parties fully
understand the legal consequences of the
transaction.?? Under French law, the nota-
ry is broadly authorized to issue the writ of
execution; however, the legislation provides
for certain exceptions. Specifically, disputes
related to the prevention of unlawful inter-
ference with residential premises are sub-
ject exclusively to judicial determination.?
because of the social implications associat-
ed with the use and occupation of residen-
tial property. Consequently, entrusting such
matters to the courts ensures a higher stan-
dard of protection of the parties’ rights, as
courts are vested with broader discretionary
and procedural powers in the assessment of
such disputes.

21 Smits, J. M. (2020). Advanced Introduction to Compar-
ative Law. Edward Elgar Publishing.

22 Martinez-Velencoso, L. M. (2017). The Role of the No-
tary in the Spanish Legal System. European Review of
Private Law, 25(4), 679—-698. <https://opo.iisj.net/in-
dex.php/sortuz/article/view/2497>.

23 Rouchaud, A. M. (1998). Conclusions — Workshop No.
2: Writs of execution in the Execution of Court Deci-
sions in Civil Cases. Council of Europe Publishing, 117.

2.3. The Spanish notarial
system: Experience and
characteristics of enforcement
proceedings

The Spanish notarial system represents
one of the classic and most developed mod-
els of Latin Notariat, which is based on the
combination of the professional indepen-
dence and public authority of the notary,
thereby ensuring high legal reliability of no-
tarial acts.* In Spain, the notary is a public
official authorized by the state who simulta-
neously carries out an independent profes-
sional activity. The notary’s primary function
is to certify the authenticity of legal acts and
ensure their compliance with the law.?

One of the significant features of the
Spanish notarial system is the enhanced
legal force of notarial acts. The documents
drafted by notaries are regarded as a public
instrument and carry high evidentiary value
in legal proceedings. Such documents often
have a direct enforceable effect, which sub-
stantially simplifies the regulation of legal
relations and reduces the need for judicial
proceedings.?

Spanish notaries play a central role in the
real estate circulation.? In the transactions
of sale and purchase of immovable proper-
ty, notaries certify the legal validity of the
transaction, examine the responsibilities of
the parties, and guarantee compliance of

24 Rivero Silva, S. (2026). The good (civil law?) notary.
Sortuz: Ofati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal Studies,
245-264. <https://doi.org/10.35295/sz.iis|.2497>.

25 Calvo Caravaca, A.-L., Carrascosa Gonzalez, J. (2020).
Power of Attorney Authorised by Foreign Notaries
and Purchase of Property located in Spain. Revista de
Derecho Internacional Privado, 5179, 11.

26 Gogoladze, M., Shamatava, |. (2026). The Evolution
of the Georgian Notariat: From the State-controlled
Soviet System to Professional Independence and Dig-
ital Modernization. European Scientific Journal, 52,
503.

27 Calvo Caravaca, A.-L., Carrascosa Gonzalez, J. (2020).
Power of Attorney Authorised by Foreign Notaries
and Purchase of Property Located in Spain. Revista de
Derecho Internacional Privado, 5179, 54-56.



https://lawandworld.ge/index.php/law
http://www.lawandworld.ge

104

#38, June, 2026

the transaction with applicable legislation.?®
This procedure established a high level of
legal certainty and ensures the effective
protection of property rights. Under Span-
ish Law, the notarial act constitutes one of
the grounds for launching enforcement pro-
ceedings. Besides, the law provides that not
only the original, but the copies of the no-
tarial acts, have enforceable value provided
that they are issued with the consent of both
parties or certified by the court and specify
the person against whom enforcement is to
be carried out.?

The skepticism of the Spanish notary to-
wards the Anglo-Saxon notarial model pri-
marily is grounded on the fact that the over-
all judicial system is based on more flexible
and less formalized legal control, whereas
the Roman-Continental notariat places par-
ticular focus on the prior verification of legal
acts and the safeguarding of legal certainty.*

3. THE SIMPLIFIED
ENFORCEMENT FUNCTION
OF THE WRIT OF EXECUTION

The notarized transactions have en-
hanced legal reliability compared to oral or
written agreements,®' as notarial certifica-
tion confers special evidentiary value on the
transaction. Furthermore, the doctrine con-
siders prevention, protection against hasty

28 Rivero Silva, S., The Good (Civil Law?) Notary, Sortuz:
Ofati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal Studies, Vol.
16, No. 1, 2026, 248-249. <https://doi.org/10.35295/
sz.iisl.2497>.

29 Faba, J. M. (2017). Sobre la fuerza ejecutiva de la es-
critura publica y el nuevo sistema de expedicidn de co-
pias: cuestiones surgidas en la jurisprudencia actual.
Revista CESCO de Derecho de Consumo, 20, 74-81.

30 Rivero Silva, S. (2026). The Good (Civil Law?) Notary,
Sortuz: Ofati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal
Studies, 16(1), 248-249. <https://doi.org/10.35295/
sz.iisl.2497>.

31 Dharmawan, N. K. S., Salain, M. S. P. D., Prianatha, |. G.
N. B. P. (2025). Harmonization of Notary Honorarium
Arrangement Related to the Notarial Deed Authority:
Toward Legal Certainty. Law and World, 11(1), 22-34.
<https://doi.org/10.36475/11.1.2>.

decisions, and evidentiary assurance as the
primary function of notarial certification.*
In case the parties agree on an alternative
dispute resolution mechanism within the
contract, the satisfaction of due monetary
claims may be effected on the basis of a writ
of execution issued by a notary,* which con-
stitutes the independent legal ground for
initiating the enforcement proceedings.

Through this regulation, the lawmaker
has conferred on the notary a competence
that enables creditors to satisfy their claims
through a simplified procedure without judi-
cial examination, at the same time contrib-
uting to the alleviation of the judicial sys-
tem’s workload. This model does not limit
the notary’s function to notarial certification
of legal acts, but also makes notarial activity
an instrument of preventive justice.>

The obtaining of the writ of execution is a
relatively swift and cost-effective procedure,
causing no need for additional financial ex-
penditures for the parties.® The distinctive
feature of a notarial enforcement is that it
enables the creditor to obtain satisfaction of
the claim through compulsory enforcement,
including by directing execution against the
debtor’s assets.*®* A notarial writ of execu-
tion constitutes an enforcement document
provided for under notarial legislation and
is subject to compulsory enforcement.’” Ac-
cordingly, the legal framework recognizes

32 Lapachi, E. (2016). The Impact of the Registration
of Rights in Rem over Immovable Property on the
Exercise and Protection of Such Rights (Thesis), Thilisi,
160.

33 Sukhitashvili, D. (2012). The Notary Law, Thilisi, 308.

34 Compare: Kharitonashvili, N. (2021). The Notary Law,
Thilisi, 31.

35 With regards to the cost-effectiveness of the en-
forcement proceedings, See: Uitdehaag, I., Kurtauli,
S. (2013). An Overview of the Enforcement System
of Georgia. The Georgian Enforcement System in
National and International Contexts, Thilisi, 130.

36 Gotua, L. (2009). Enforcement of Foreign Court
Judgments and Foreign Arbitral Awards, thesis, Thilisi,
14.

37 Makhatadze, N. (2021). Procedural Issues Related to
the Issuance of a Notarial Writ of Execution. Journal
Justice and Law, 3(71), Thilisi, 58-72.
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the enforceability of writs of execution is-
sued by notaries.

As a result of the legislative amendments
of the 7*" of December, 2010, Georgian law
conferred on notaries the authority to is-
sue the writ of execution, thereby granting
notarial instruments binding legal force for
enforcement purposes.®® This mechanism
creates no significant financial barriers for
the parties,® which indicates a relatively
balanced protection of the parties’ rights. In
this context, the approach of the legislator
aimed both to ensure the effective protec-
tion of the creditor’s interests and to uphold
the principle of procedural equality.

According to point 5, article 38 of the Law
of Georgia on Notaries, a notary public shall
issue a writ of execution based on a matured
claim for the enforcement of the payment of
monetary indebtedness, the assignment of
title to property, and, based on a request,
compulsory enforcement against a mort-
gaged/charged property.*® This provision
makes clear that the enforcement writ is-
sued by a notary may be used both to secure
the fulfillment of monetary obligations and
to facilitate the exercise of rights related to
the subject of the security.”

The transfer of the rights to property,
where an appropriate contract clause exists,
may be interpreted as enabling the creditor
to directly acquire ownership of the secured

38 Shamatava, I. (2024). The Standard of Proportionate
Protection of the Parties’ Rights and Obligations in a
Loan Agreement (Monograph). Bona Causa Publishing
House and Caucasus University, 128.

39 Resolution No. 507 of the Government of Georgia of
29 December 2011 on Approving the Amounts of Fees
for Notarial Acts and Fees Established for the Chamber
of Notaries of Georgia, as well as the Rules for Their
Payment and the Timeframes for Service Provision,
Legislative Herald of Georgia, 30.12.2011.

40 Law of Georgia on Notariat. Legislative Herald of
Georgia, No. 46, 22.12.2009, Article 38(5).
41 For a detailed discussion on monetary loan obliga-

tions, see: Shamathava, |. (2024). The Standard of
Proportionate Protection of the Parties’ Rights and
Obligations in a Loan Agreement (Monograph), Bona
Causa Publishing House and Caucasus University,
121-143.

asset. Accordingly, if the parties agree on the
transfer of ownership of the secured asset
based on a notary’'s enforcement writ, it is
permissible, within the framework of the ap-
plicable legal regulation, for the property to
pass directly into the creditor’'s ownership in
exchange for the performance of the obliga-
tion and the set-off of mutual obligations.*

3.1. Procedural and legal
preconditions for issuing
a writ of execution

The Georgian legislation establishes both
general and special mandatory require-
ments for an enforcement writ. According to
the law, the enforcement writ must contain
the information about the issuing authori-
ty, the case based on which it was issued,
the dates of the decision and its issuance,
the operative part of the decision, as well as
the identification and contact details of the
creditor and the debtor.”®

The law also defines the special addi-
tional requisites for the writ of execution.
The document shall include the information
about the notary public and relevant notary
office, the basis of the obligation, the perfor-
mance deadline, the content and the scope
of the enforceable obligation, as well as
the registration details in the notarial acts
register.*

Article 40 of the Law of Georgia on No-
taries established the legal and procedural
grounds for enforcement based on a notarial
document. The issuance of a writ of execu-
tion is carried out upon a written application
of the creditor or their legal successor, to
which the relevant notarial document shall
be attached.”® In addition, the claim must

42 Civil Code of Georgia, Article 300, Point 3.

43 Law of Georgia on Enforcement Proceedings,
Legislative Herald of Georgia, 13(20), 01.05.1999, Ar-
ticle 21.

44 Ibid., point 3.

45 Law of Georgia on Notary. Legislative Herald of Geor-

gia, 46, 22.12.2009, Article. 42, 04.12.2009, Article 40.
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not depend on the creditor’s performance of
reciprocal obligations, or such obligations
must have already been performed.

An important feature of the provision is
that a notarial document is granted special
evidentiary and enforceable force, which al-
lows the creditor to initiate compulsory en-
forcement without court proceedings. The
European Commission for the Efficiency of
Justice (hereinafter - CEPEJ) of the Council
of Europe considers enforcement an insep-
arable part of doing justice, and notes that
ineffective enforcement renders the right to
legal protection merely formal.*

The Constitutional Court of Georgia has
indicated that the issuance of a notarial writ
of execution does not rule out the possibili-
ty of judicial consideration and does not in-
fringe the right to a fair trial, as the debtor
retains the right to appeal both the notarial
act and the writ of execution. At the same
time, the court emphasized the preven-
tive function of the notary and noted that a
transaction certified by a notary is charac-
terized by a higher degree of reliability.”

Alongside procedural safeguards, the
legislation also provides for the possibility
of issuing a duplicate enforcement writ in
case of loss,*® which serves to ensure con-
tinuity of enforcement proceedings and le-
gal stability. This norm is consistent with the
position of CEPE),” according to which the
timeliness and effectiveness of enforcement
are important components for the effective
exercise of justice.

46 CEPEJ. (2009). Guidelines for a Better Implementation
of the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, 11Rev2, para. 1. <https://rm.coe.
int/16807473cd>.

47 Decision No. 2/22/930 of 28 December 2017 of the
Constitutional Court of Georgia in the case Citizen of
Georgia Ana Jalaghonia v. Parliament of Georgia, 11-12.

48 The Law of Georgia on Notary. Legislative Herald of
Georgia, 46, 22.12.2009, Article 42, 04.12.2009, Arti-
cle 40, point 4.

49 CEPEJ. (2009). Guidelines for a Better Implementation
of the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, 11Rev2, para. 1. <https://rm.coe.
int/16807473cd>.

3.2. Partial suspension
of the writ of execution

The partial suspension of the writ of ex-
ecution is one of the important mechanisms
in safeguarding the balance of the inter-
ests of the parties. The Law of Georgia on
Enforcement Proceedings provides for the
mechanisms of the suspension of the en-
forcement,*® which in practice may also apply
to only a specific part of the claim. In such
circumstances, a full suspension of enforce-
ment may be regarded as a disproportion-
ate interference with the creditor’s rights,
whereas partial suspension ensures both
the protection of the creditor’s interests and
the preservation of the debtor’s procedural
safeguards.

The mechanism of suspension of enforce-
ment is aimed at the temporary balancing of
the parties’ interests; however, it should not
become a means of unjustified obstruction
of the creditor’s claim. It has been noted in
the case law of the Supreme Court of Georgia
that multiple suspensions of the enforce-
ment procedure, especially when the debt-
or fails to comply with installment payment
terms, endanger effective enforcement and
actual exercise of the creditor’s rights.”

It is noteworthy that CEPE) places a par-
ticular focus on respecting the principles of
proportionality and effectiveness in enforce-
ment proceedings.? This approach is espe-
cially important in cases where only part of
the claims is disputed, and a full suspension
of enforcement would exceed the objectives
of enforcement.

50 The Law of Georgia on Enforcement Proceedings. Legis-
lative Herald of Georgia, 13(20), 01.05.1999, Article 36.

51 Decision of the Administrative Chamber of the
Supreme Court of Georgia in case No. BS-377(K-23),
11 October 2023.

52 CEPEJ. (2009). Guidelines for a Better Implementation
of the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, 11Rev2, paras. 33-35. <https://
rm.coe.int/16807473cd>.
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3.3. The notary, registration
of property rights, and
enforcement

The work of the notary is closely linked
with the legal system of registration and en-
forcement of property rights. The notarized
transactions and registration of property
rights contribute to the stability of civil cir-
culation and legal security. This is particular-
ly evident in mortgage relations, where the
accuracy of registration and the reliability of
the notarial document constitute essential
preconditions for the effective enforcement
of the creditor’s rights.

The civil law tradition assigns notaries a
significant role in safeguarding legal certain-
ty in property-related transactions. Through
preventive legal oversight and verification
of legal acts, notarial involvement enhanc-
es trust in the transfer of real estate and
strengthens the predictability of legal rela-
tions. These features are commonly viewed
as supporting economic stability and market
efficiency. Furthermore, the institution of the
notary produces wider benefits for both the
economy and society by promoting legal se-
curity and reducing transactional risks.>

The effective exercise of the principle of
legality with regard to the registration of the
property law requires prior legal scrutiny of
the transaction, which is particularly import-
ant in real estate conveyances. The notari-
al form enhances the reliability of both the
transaction itself and the right registered
in the public registry, as the notary verifies
the legality of the transaction, the authen-
ticity of the parties’ intent, and their legal
capacity to act.> Furthermore, notarial par-
ticipation helps address imbalances in infor-

53 Morandi, E. (2007). The Role of the Notary in Real Es-
tate Conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic Sig-
nature Law Review, 4, 33. <https://doi.org/10.14296/
DEESLR.V410.1795>.

54 See additionally: Lapachi, E. (2016). The Impact of the
Registration of Rights in Rem over Immovable Proper-
ty on the Exercise and Protection of Such Rights (Doc-
toral dissertation), Thilisi, 158—159.

mation available to the contracting parties.
By ensuring that each party is properly in-
formed about the legal implications of the
transaction, the notary contributes to the
protection of their respective interests, par-
ticularly those of the more vulnerable party.
In this way, the notarial function promotes
transparency, reduces the likelihood of mis-
understandings, and strengthens legal cer-
tainty.” The effectiveness of these mecha-
nisms, despite their practical significance,
simultaneously raises concerns regarding
the provision of procedural safeguards and
the protection of the right to a fair trial.

3.4. Compliance of a notarial
writ of execution with the
right to a fair trial

The enforcement of the matured mone-
tary claim based on the writ of execution is-
sued by the notary shall be initiated by the
National Enforcement Bureau without prior
recourse to the court, which raises the ques-
tion of its compatibility with the right to a
fair trial. However, this mechanism itself is
not contrary to the principle of a fair trial,
as it does not rule out access to the court.
The debtor retains the right to appeal the
enforcement measures and demand judicial
review, which represents a minimum proce-
dural safeguard.

The case law of the Constitutional Court
of Georgia is particularly important in this
regard. The court has indicated that issu-
ance of the writ of execution by the notary
may not breach the right to a fair trial, as the
debtor retains the right to appeal both the
notarial act and the writ of execution. Fur-
thermore, the court has emphasized the no-
tary’s preventive function and noted that the
transaction certified by the notary is charac-

55 Morandi, E. (2007). The Role of the Notary in Real Es-
tate Conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic Sig-
nature Law Review, 4, 33. <https://doi.org/10.14296/
DEESLR.V410.1795>.
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terized by a higher degree of legal reliability
and certainty.>®

The current regulatory framework, nev-
ertheless, does not ensure sufficient clarity
or a uniform practice with respect to mech-
anisms of judicial control. In the case of
Tchitchinadze v. Georgia, the European Court
of Human Rights observed that the quash-
ing of final and enforceable judgements
amounts to an interference with the prin-
ciple of legal certainty as well as the right
to a fair trial and the peaceful enjoyment of
possessions. According to the Court, the re-
view of a final act is permissible only where
substantial and compelling grounds exist,
since otherwise, the principles of legal sta-
bility and the effectiveness of enforcement
are placed at risk.” As a result, there arises
a risk that the enforcement may take place
in parallel with the debtor’'s defense rights
being actually exercised, thus reducing the
degree of effectiveness.

In the case N2 BS-377(K-23), the Supreme
Court of Georgia reviewed the suspension
of enforcement proceedings initiated based
on a writ of execution by a notary, as well
as the scope of the applicable procedural
safeguards. The court emphasized that the
repeated suspension of enforcement pro-
ceedings should not become a means of un-
justifiable delay of the creditor’s claim, par-
ticularly where the debtor could fulfil their
duties and protect their rights several times.
The court also indicated to the fact that the
writ of execution issued by the notary is not
a document beyond the judicial control. This
was further demonstrated by the fact that
the court itself amended the writ of execu-
tion by reducing both the principal amount
of the claim and the amount of the contrac-
tual penalty.®®

56 Decision No. 2/22/930 of 28 December 2017 of the
Constitutional Court of Georgia in the case Citizen of
Georgia Ana Jalaghonia v. Parliament of Georgia, 11-12.

57 ECHR. Judgment (Merits) of the European Court of
Human Rights in the case of Tchitchinadze v. Georgia,
Application No. 18156/05, 27 May 2010.

58 Decision of the Administrative Chamber of the

It is the constitutional obligation of the
state to ensure adequate procedural safe-
guards for each component of the right to
a fair trial, both in its formal and substan-
tive dimensions.”® Accordingly, the existence
of a notarial enforcement mechanism is not
problematic in itself; rather, the concern lies
in the insufficiently defined procedural guar-
antees governing its application. This is a
challenge calling for better normative clarity
and the development of a more consistent
judicial and enforcement practice.

4. THE ENFORCEMENT IN
GEORGIA OF THE NOTARIAL
WRIT OF EXECUTION
ISSUED ABROAD

Pursuant to Article 51(a) of the Minsk
Convention, the recognition and enforce-
ment in Georgia of enforceable instruments
issued by foreign notaries is permissible.®°
Nevertheless, the fact that a consistent ju-
dicial practice on this issue has not yet been
developed causes the problem of legal pre-
dictability.”” Presumably, the recognition and
enforcement of such acts will be carried out
by analogy with the rules established for the
recognition and enforcement of court judg-
ments, based on the analogy of law.

Under Article 58 of the Brussels la Reg-
ulation, an authentic instrument, including
a notarial act, that is enforceable in one
EU Member State may be enforced in other
Member States without obtaining a separate

Supreme Court of Georgia in case No. BS-377(K-23),
11 October 2023. See also the Decision of the Civil
Cases Chamber of the Thilisi City Court of 31 May
2018 in case No. 2/17482-17.

59 Judgment No. 3/2/574 of 23 May 2014 of the
Constitutional Court of Georgia in the case Citizen of
Georgia Giorgi Ugulava v. Parliament of Georgia, 1I-59.

60 Convention on Legal Assistance and Legal Relations in
Civil, Family and Criminal Matters (Minsk Convention),
22 January 1993, Article 51(a).

61 Akhalkatsi, E. (2025). The Problem of Enforcement of
Notarial Acts: Comparative Analysis. Journal of Law,
Nel. <https://doi.org/10.60131/jlaw.1.2025.9276>.
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declaration of enforceability. This facilitates
the cross-border enforcement of notarial
acts within the European Union.®

The issue is particularly significant in the
context of increasingly transnational private
law relations, where the economic interests
of the parties are often connected to more
than one jurisdiction. In such circumstances,
the effective recognition and enforcement
of a writ of execution by a foreign notary is
directly linked both to the stability of civil
commerce and to the effective protection of
the creditor’s rights.®

The absence of proper legislative reg-
ulation gives rise to the problem of legal
certainty, as the current legislation does
not provide a clear definition of procedur-
al standards and the framework of judicial
control. This enhances the risk of establish-
ing divergent approaches and may affect the
enforcement efficiency and degree of legal
trust in the notarial institution.®

CONCLUSION

The writ of execution issued by the notary
public represents an effective instrument for
simplified enforcement of the claim in mod-
ern private law. The high evidentiary and
enforcement force of the notarial act relies
on the notary’s institutional neutrality, the
function of legislative control, and the ob-
ligation of balance of the parties’ interests,
which ensures stability of civil relations and

62 Regulation (EU) No. 1215/2012 of the European Par-
liament and of the Council of 12 December 2012 on
Jurisdiction and the Recognition and Enforcement of
Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters (Brussels
la Regulation), Art. 58. Cited., Mantovani, M. (2019).
Notaries and their Debt-collection Writs Under the
Brussels la Regulation: A Difficult Characterisation.
Journal of Private International Law, 15(2), 393-417.
<https://doi.org/10.1080/17441048.2019.1645973>.

63 CEPEJ. (2009). Guidelines for a Better Implementation
of the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, 11REV2, paras. 6—7. <https://rm.coe.

int/16807473cd>.
64 Ibid., 201-203.

security of civil commerce.

The Georgian and foreign legal prac-
tices examined in the present study have
demonstrated that the notarized agreement
and the writ of execution issued on its ba-
sis facilitate prompt and effective satisfac-
tion of the creditor’s claim, simplification of
enforcement proceedings, and reduction of
the court’s workload. Furthermore, the le-
gal models of Germany, France, and Spain
prove that the institution of the notary per-
forms a significant preventive and enforce-
ment function.

The study has also revealed that a writ of
execution issued by a notary, in itself, does
not contravene the right to a fair trial, as
the parties retain the possibility of judicial
review and the right to appeal enforcement
measures. It is precisely the availability of
judicial oversight that constituted the key
procedural safeguard ensuring a balance
between the simplified enforcement mech-
anism and the protection of the debtor’s
interests.

Accordingly, a writ of execution issued by
a notary should be regarded not only as a
simplified instrument for the enforcement
of claims but also as a mechanism that pro-
motes the effective protection of creditors’
interests, the stability of legal relations, and
the implementation of preventive justice.
Its effective functioning, however, depends
significantly on clear and consistent legal
regulation.
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J3bmyM ogmooym emihMmobsdo bmbomas-
®Hob 0bbHOHYEYM0 BYO6JE0s O LobMm@oMm
0dHoL dh303909™adnmn dogny sMagmmbgm
3odboms  33amg30b Logebon, BmboMmoyLob
0096 3ogdymo LosmbMymgom aymEmab
bodommagomangn 0nbgds, dobn 3o3dnMmo
3MmEgLYIWMYM goMabhngdmeb o 3MY396-
30y 39MOMALLFYMYOSLMSE 96 30093
0Mabozdomnbo oMmab dgbbogmoann. B0bo-
0900M7 330935 30dBs NLbO3L ob0nT6y-
oo 0bbhohabhob xk3x6JgonMo ©sbndbymyg-
00b d998300L908L MbsdgEMM3g sbMYMadNL
999960039000L 3MbhHggLHTN.

ddoMoEMEMaia

606080g00My 33mJ35 9BYIBJOS ©MI(H-

notarial deeds in an agreement. In Proceedings of the
2nd International Conference Changing of Business
Law (ICOCLB 2024) (p. 256). Atlantis Press <https://
doi.org/10.2991/978-2-38476-356-6_30>.

5 dgoco. Knieper, R. (2017). The economic relevance of
notarial authentic instruments. International Union of
Notaries, 11: 6m@smosd0b Lobdgds> bdnMms bgds
359056900 b>3d93ml d93609M700L> > 3m-
aodo3mbrool 3mod 030l bps60, M>00356 0baano-
baangdnborzols y39emsby phzgnanme Lm0l
dnnhb93s, Mmd Mmoo bm@Bsmonbo mmn3zg dbsmol
06®9Mm9L900b030L dMmYdy9dL... b33 0dobs,
mmd UL>0>6300m@ 0969l F>3BM90mamn bm@sthoy-
Lol Ub39n9303mM0 316930900 ©> dobn Lsxsmm-Uby-
dsmorany0mn30 bASAMLo, Mmdaols 35Maay0dns
030 mMmn39 db>mol 06@39Mmyl9d0l 3356 by or9-
23993056300 1BMM639amymi3l, 3>5dmocmgdol dmby-
BM905 bmBsm0s>B0l d96mme3nl dbsb9o.

6 Gogoladze, M., Shamatava, I. (2026). The evolution
of the Georgian notariat: From the state-controlled
Soviet system to professional independence and
digital modernization. European Scientific Journal, 52,
495-514.
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Mnbym, bmmIsHoym o dgamgonm-bods-
MomgdMmng 9900mEyoL. bmpoMmoybob dogm
39390730 LosmbMMgdm gyMEmob bods-
MomgdmMngzn 36900Ls s BY6JENYMO EL6NT-
Byamgdab d9LORVLYOMBE FoobandYOYNY
d90Lodsd0bN LadoMmomgdMmngn BmMAgd, Labo-
doMmomm 3Maghnzs o badgEbogmm gahgme-
HIMd. 33Y30L BoM3MY0dn 3odmygbgdoymny
LoLHYTYMO S HamgmaenmgnyMmn nbhgMm3my-
Hog0nb 8gmEgdn, bmenm dgsmydomn sbo-
omndo gabbmMmEngmgdymns 3mbhnbgbhyMmo
930m30L o393 badsmmmgomazn bobhg-
09000 godmEnmgonb gomzamabbnbgdno.

1. 6MOIMOILOL
06LO00IBNIMO MHMEO @y
d0333tdMJs@®Mad0L 3MN6BNO3N

bgmdgzmymgdab bobmpomm Bgbom My-
30LHMIENS godmMIENnbaMmgmoL bmpamayLnb
90339MdmMxommonb 3MnbEn30sb, MmMAmab
Lo®yd39MdBYE 030 dMJdggoL MmagmMmE dbo-
M9mMo o oMy MMAgmndy dboMmob bomdom
sognmaznamo oMo, BmboMmoybn, Fobbbge-
390000 v3M33(MHnbaeb, MmMIgmoE msz0bo
3Mmxygboymn 09690000  godmAnboMy
gfmm-gmon dbomob 0bHgMmgbydob BoMIm-
0003969m0y,” dbgbb 3mbhHMmogdob Lodo-
Momygdmng LobEMMgLs s dboMgms 0bhg-
M909000L EOdIMBbLYOSD.

bmpomoygbob xyxbgns o Jgdmogomg-
mgds dbmmme bLobm@pamm odhnb d90a9-
bomo o oobhyMmgdom; 0gn sbyzg bgamb
36ymob ©o39060b 3M93963000.2 CMmIHmMnbodon
bm@oMmogbo gobobamgods, Mmgmmi ,39Mdm
dmbodomoamab” Mmeob dgmbg LYd0gd®0,
bmanm dobo bogdnobmds dgxz30bgdMNY, MM-

3MME3  ,39MEIOYMI0sms  MYgYM0Mgonb”

7 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the situation: The
Latin notary, a historical and comparative model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 391.

8 Morandi, E. (2007). The role of the notary in real
estate conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic
Signature Law Review, 4, 28-33 <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>.

0bLbHMYdgbHn.° o3 3mbhHggbHTdn, Bmdomo-
3L0b d0y39MdMydMMOs JBMM gHoE IIo-
300M@90s BMbsLEMMMONL 3MnbEN3L, My
396030MmMoO90L dob gomEydymydslb, dno-
0mb E0MABLYOYMN oyBY39(HNMYds ©
30My639mymb dbomgms 0bhHgMmgbgdab me-
BodoMmn oE3s. bm@omaybob Logdnsbmodab
©o3MY30090MmMoOs s 30339MdMxoMMOy
39Myb3gmymaxanmas dgbodsdnbn goMmsben-
9000, Mmdgmms dmMmob 3603369mm30600
d0bo bLsgd0sbmoONL LobynmNsbo boboomo,
Mo3 @vdmMmoibogb ghmom dboMmgdg odmgzn-
©909™7g05L. bEMMg sdn®mad, bmboMmoodnb
dm@gmo 8603369mmm30b608 ayMabhob Mm-
mob bgmobomo gosdmgonb mzsmbadMabo-
033, 3obLogymMydnm dMagzamzmngbhnobo
BoMIMBoagbmmdnL beygMmmadn.'®

2. 6M0IMA300 dMBeM00636MIMO
d3mM30b badamOINOL
d339600b0 BJI (MAdJN06IM
6MOIMNaMA0N

93Mm3ymon bmpamosdnb HMonEngmo
393900 HgMadnb ,notarius“-ob abhmmMoym
o ®36943nyMm 0860d369MmmMOLL gxu3dbg-
00" dnybgogzem bLogMmom boxyydzmgdo-
Lo, 93Mm30L J39y69000 gobbbzezadM®Y
Mmmgmmz bmbomoybob nbbhodhyznyMo 3m-
D030 o PJRMYOsIMbomgdgdn, oby dob
dngM J90a9bomn ©M3yndgbhgonb Lodos-
Momgdmogzn bobmmdab boMmobbo.?

9 ©939Mb0, 9. (2001). b56MA>MmM U399, LIMbEMMM-
3n> ©> LAMMYISNMId0, J9Mb. ,b3750h;390mmb bm-
&>3Mm0330“, Ne3-4, bggBgddgM-g33009M0, 393Ma35
M., (noMmg), Bmadg m., (M), 0., 10.

10 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the situation: The
Latin notary, a historical and comparative model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 401.

11 bm@omoylbol obEmMMopm BMMBnMYOSLSL o-
303809000 0b., Wenckstern, M. (2012). Notary
Public. Max Planck Encyclopedia of European Private
Law  <https://max-eup2012.mpipriv.de/index.php/
Notary_Public>.

12 Malavet, P. A. (1996). Counsel for the situation: The
Latin notary, a historical and comparative model.
Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
19(3), 401.
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3madsmohngzobhymo  sbamadobmzgnb
dgmhgymns gaMmadsbnab, boxgMmsbagomabs o
90L30690m0bL LodommemydMmogn Lobhgdgoo,
Moasb o8 0ymobengdngddo Labmbomm
odho gobabomgds oMo dbmeme Jomomo
9h303909mgd0nmn dogmab dgmby m3ydg-
bhow, oM3dg PIgommE sbMYmMIdoE
LodomoMgdmMng 0bbHMPYTGOHOIE. IM-
bhnbgbhymo LodoMmommab Mog J39y690d0
bmbomoym ogdH9ob d0b0ggogmo sg3m Lo-
obMmymadm dogmy, Moy 3Mamobhmmb Lo-
LodaMmOMMbL 60bsbLBsM0 AaMmg30b goMmgdy
dmmbmgbob ombMmymagdnlb dgbodmgdmm-
00b odmy3l.

1.1. bngotooho ggMmadoboodo

O boombMyMgdm gPMI3EMobL
dogmdmbogmagoo

39M3obymo omgdhmabab dnbgznm, bm-
Homoybo dboMmgygob gedmzgmgbom 6700bMob
©o393d0M9000 LodommMydmng MAY35LYE
0dm33L.® ggMmdsboodn, bmdomostho BoMIm-
0396L LobymMAbogymb TogMm PJRWYdSIM-
bogno, y33e 3MMAgLOYMOE IMY3NEI-
09mn nyMmooymo nbb@obhybhob 3mebogzym
0ogomomb. bmpoamoybo dmgddggdlL, Mm-
3mMm3 Logomm bomdnm smgdyMmzama 3noMo,
Mmdgmog PvMY639mymaxzb  bLodoMmmmyod-
Mm030 99hHadab o3mgb@HyMmMoOsh, dboMmgms
I8WY0900b sBE33L s 3MY39630Ym0 Lo-
domoanb gobbmMmzngmaydsb. ggMmadobym
Lodommmyomo3 LabHYodn  bmpamoybo
Logofm  @YbJEnnb gobdsbmmEngmadgm
3nMo d00AbH3s, MMIgEbeig LY3gMYbym
0dmEsboms dgbmymagods 993b dnbomdomao.
03039, dmbsddMOMbgsab Zobbbzezgdonm,
030 LOJB0sbMdL Lobgmdbogm ybygdab
R3M3mo0dn oM sbmmEngmgdL; bmpamoybo
Logofm xbg3ngoL ™Moz0LBOMO 3MMRY-
Loob goMamMgddn sbMymMgdL.™

39M03s63mo0 Lob@Hgds gx3xdbgde 3MY396-

13 30MaLgmndg, . (2009). 39Mmdm Lsdsmoranol yBmy.s-
b0 bobBgdnmn 3690700, 00o., 300.

14 0om30, M. (2020). a9MI56mamn bmBsm03@0b LoliB90s.
d9000M700000 LydsMomol Jnmbaemn, Ne8, 1.

goymo bodsmoramob 3MabEn3L (prdventive
Rechtspflege), Mmdmob dobg3nmsl bm-
hoMmoybob doMmomon ®Y6Jgnss  Lodo-
MoOmgoMn30 39000 Md300006 sE0mgde.
bmdhomoybo sdmB3IgoL LodoMmMgdMng Zo-
M0g3g090L, P0MY639mymab dom 3obmbo-
9M900L o dboMgms 0bxgmmInMmydymm-
00bL. 0060360 BnEamMads gobbozymnmgdom
0603d369mm30600 3dMmogn Jmbgdab goMngg-
090300, 3mad3s60900L MaoLbHMoENddn O
Lomgobm bLodommamdn. bmpamoybob dogm
d93960m0 9gdhgon boboomyds domamo
dh303903mgo0m0 domno o bdnMo om-
bMYMgoab 3oMEodnMmo domoz goohboom,®
Mo 0930Mo0L Lobodommmmm ©o390L @O
Mool bodoMmnmgdmngn yMmogmomogonb
91399H0obmosL. MmgmmE 6gbn, 93mM9b¢ Y-
Mo ©m3ndgbdmob T9a960 ©o30300M70Y-
0o 3393M ggmmIsmym 3MmEgEMyomsb,
Mmdgmmy 30%sb0s dbaMmgms sMobozdoMmo-
bo 0bgymMdnmMydyEMonbs o bBoAdoMgzn
0md090900L 03036 ds30mMgdy, 33MIM39
nbgmo m3yndgbhnb dggabs, MmdgmoE bLo-
boom 9h303909™M90s 096900.Y

39M030bym  bLodoMmmomdn  bBmdomoybo
JIRMY05dmboNY, bobsdoMmmmm gowseby3zg-
hogdab 933030emgbdHpMa bLosmbMmymgom
doms dnsbagmb Tmmbmzbob, Mmdgmog
bgmdgzmymadom o6 Imzamab Eomadbmon-
30 69000 godmzmgbom oMobL oEagbomo.
0mb0dbymn dmeamn 9x3ndbgds LObmM@-
Mm odhob Todomm Tomom bBMdsLy o
bmdhomogmn  d9dmBIgo0L 3MmEgEyMym
39MabhngoL.® bmpomoymom ©odmbB3x0Y-

15 Morandi, E. (2007). The role of the notary in real
estate conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic
Signature Law Review, 4, 28-33 <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>.

16 0om30, M. (2020). 39MI56mamn bmBsm0330b LoliB90s.
dg000Myd000 Ladsmoral Jnmbaema, N8, 10.

17 Mantovani, M. (2019). Notaries and their debt-
collection writs under the Brussels la Regulation:
A difficult characterisation. Journal of Private
International Law, 15(2), 393-417 <https://doi.org/1
0.1080/17441048.2019.1645973>.

18 Bormann, J. (2022), The German Enforceable
Notarial Act in Cross-Border Cases, LeXonomica,
Vol. 14, No. 1, 69 <https://doi.org/10.18690/
lexonomica.14.1.49-72.2022>.
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o bgmdg3mymgonb boyydzgamwdy gonEgds
basbMYMYoM BPMEIMN, M3 3MIEOHM-
ML dmmbmzbob LEMORN EO3TaYymMBNgdNL
dgboadmgdamodseb odyg3L. 8dobmob, om-
60dbymo m3ndgbho ododmndnmn bodo-
Mogomngn gabbomgob goMgdg godmo-
3900 39Mmadobnodn, Bm@pamoybob Aommgzgs
91839JdOaMs© o330MYOL ZoMnggdalb boMmyg-
0LYE, MoEasb dobo bgodhMmomymMo 3mbdo-
309 O 30MEYOYMY0d 083036 d0EnMbL
9M010 3bomMobM30L sMLLYM3gMn J7IY39-
00, 3030MydL MmMngg dbaMmobm3znb odo®hg-
0000 LodomoMgdMn3zn BaMIMBdEEz)bM-
00bL bagnMmmydsbL.2°

2.2. bmpoboomo o
boombMymadm BoMmdmaodo
bogytmobagomdo

LogyMObagMab BmdomMoodn BaMIMOEE]-
6L momnbymao Hodnb Bmphsmashob 3mobo-
396 dmgmb, bosl bmbamaygbo sMmab Lo-
bgmdbogmb dngMm ya3ngdsdmbomo bogomm
300, MmMIGMNE ©3IMY3nodme 96930
3Mmxzgbogm bogddnobmdob. dmazgm domo
®}16g30s smbgmamons Mmagmma ,,3M9396307-
oo 0gMobeoggnob” gobdsbmmEngmgodgma.
RmMsbaymon bob@gds 9indbgds bm@pamoybob
809M 8903960ma sghob (Acte Authentique)
3MbEaxEnsL, Mmdgmoig 6aMIMoagbL do-
oo 3h303903mad0ma dogab 3gmbg om-
39096HL o bdnMo 8g3Lb 3nMadnmo osmb-
Mymgoob domose.? gb 399o60%30 s33nMYOL
LoLOddMOMM E3900L LognMmgdsb o JB-
M639mymxzb  bodommmydMmnzn JMmog-
M0m0g00b bhadomyMmmodob.

LogMabggmdn bmpamoybo dImbobogng-
mob ydMmazn Jmbgdab bobynmdgdmeb ©o-
393d0Mydym (HMabBogdEngddn, bLoog 030

19 Akhalkatsi, E. (2025). The problem of enforcement of
notarial acts (comparative analysis). Journal of Law, 1,
70 <https://doi.org/10.60131/jlaw.1.2025.9276>.

20 Knieper, R. (2017). The economic relevance of
notarial authentic instruments. International Union of
Notaries, 11.

21 Smits, J. M. (2020). Advanced introduction to
comparative law. Edward Elgar Publishing.

39Mn639mymaxab gomngndgonb bodsMmomyod-
M0z dgLodsdnbmasL o dbsMgms nbymman-
M90mmosL. Bmdomoybn 3oL bnbAgd Ny,
Mmd dboMygdds LAMYMOE FosEbmodngMmb
39M0gg00b  LodommgdMngn 09©H3900.2
x3Mabgymo bodommmab dnbgznm, bmee-
Mm0oLL LooLMYMdMm GgyMmEmob goEgdnb
RMoM JRMI05dMbNMgos goshbny, mydzs
396mMb3gdmmody goMmz3ggm godmbozmab-
bog 0030mnbBNBYOL. JgMmdme, Dbogbm-
3M909m boEaMaAdy 9336Mmbm bymdgdmab
003390000000  o303d0Mx0mM0 3900
dbmame LobsdaMmMbL gobbysmosL don-
939036900.2 s0bndbymon dnamds gobadon-
Mmogoymons 0ndom, Mm3 bLogbmzMyodgmo
bogmdno bLoMggdmmods 3603369MmmM356
bmEnaMyMm 3Mb®HgJLAHL odHMydL. dgbodsdn-
Lo, dbgm LOJ3990%9 LobsdsMmEMbM30L
J93Mm gamom d9xsbgdomo o 3MmEgLbys-
Mo gamydsdmbomgoob dnbaggds dbo-
M990 JRWMY0900L a330L domag bhobo-
MHHL YOMY639MYmGL.

2.3. qb3ubgmob boubmpohm
bobhgdob godmEzEomgdo
o LooEbMymMaom
boqdobBoMadmagdob
mo30bgdytngdo

mamnbymao bmphoMmoshnb gMm-gMmo 3amo-
LOZYM o Y3gmWsdy 3ob30MMYOY™M dMEY
b BomMIMoaggblb gLb3obgmab bLobmpomm
bobhgds, MMIgmo3 9BYdbgds bm@omoy-
bob  3Mmxygboymo  EIMY30mOMMONLY
©@o bLozomm Pamgdsdmbomgdab Zmdodo-
Bbognolb, Mo3 PBVMY639MmymxL Labm@pamm
0dH900b domom LodoMmmmgdMng Lobom-
m0s0L.2 gb3sbgmdn bBmdomoybn sMmab boby-

22 Martinez-Velencoso, L. M. (2017). The Role of the
Notary in the Spanish Legal System. European Review
of Private Law, 25(4), 679-698 <https://opo.iisj.net/
index.php/sortuz/article/view/2497>.

23 Rouchaud, A. M. (1998). Conclusions — Workshop No. 2:
Writs of execution. In The execution of court decisions
in civil cases. Council of Europe Publishing, 117.

24 Rivero Silva, S. (2026). The good (civil law?) notary.
Sortuz: OAati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal
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mdbogzmb d0gMm IRWgdsdmbomn bLogomm
oMo, MmMIgmoE sds3Mmymem sbmymy-
0L VdMY3nEYdgm 3MmMmaxgboym bogdnoe-
Bmosb. bmpamaybob doMmomoo x3x6JEnss
bLodoMmmmydMmnzgn d9Hagdnob odmMBIgds o
0000 bLodaMmoOMgdMmngn dgLod3dnbMONL b-
M3639mymxzs.”

9b3o6gmab bobm@pamm bobHdab gMho-9-
Mmon doboboomgdgmos bmpaMmoymo s9dbHob
3o6LoggmMmgdymo LodoMmomgdMmngn domo.
bmdomoybob dogMm dgagbomn ©mM3ydg-
bho nmzmgds Logomm odbHo s b og3b
domogmon dh3nEgoymgdnmn 36033690mmobY
Lodomomydmng 3MmEgbgodan. sbgo EM3Y-
096(h90L bdnMo 0430 3nMEodnma smbMmy-
mgoob domog, Mol @oEbomo odoMmipn-
3900 DbodoMmmmagdMmngn PM0gMmomdgdnb
M933mM0M9x0sL o 3330MY0L Labodommaenm
939000 bagnMmmyosL.?

q9b3569m0L bMmHaMoyLydn B53Y306 MMl
obMYmyd9b ydMmozn gmbydaob 0MY6300d0.7
3dMog0 dmbgodob 89dgbobs o Foo3ndnb
3MmEgbdn bmpamoybo yBMYb3gmymazb go-
M03900L bLodsMmmydmag boLBEMML, SAMB-
090L dboMgmy PJRMMYOsdMbOM0goL o
30My639mymab, MMI goMnggds dgqbode-
090mEaL 306MbBAEYOMMOLL.22  ombndby-
oo 3MmEgoyms Jabob LodommnmydMogn
JbaggmMmbmydnb Fomam mbyL o POMY6-
39MYmMaL bsgyMMYoaL YBWYOL 9BIIH0-
ob o39L.

Studies, 16(1), 245-264 <https://doi.org/10.35295/
s2.iisl.2497>.

25 Calvo Caravaca, A.-L., Carrascosa Gonzalez, J. (2020).
Power of attorney authorised by foreign notaries and
purchase of property located in Spain. Revista de
Derecho Internacional Privado, 5179, 11.

26 Gogoladze, M., Shamatava, I. (2026). The evolution
of the Georgian notariat: From the state-controlled
Soviet system to professional independence and
digital modernization. European Scientific Journal, 52,
503.

27 Calvo Caravaca, A.-L., Carrascosa Gonzalez, J. (2020).
Power of attorney authorised by foreign notaries and
purchase of property located in Spain. Revista de
Derecho Internacional Privado, 5179, 54-56.

28 Rivero Silva, S., The Good (Civil Law?) Notary, Sortuz:
Onati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal Studies, Vol.
16, No. 1, 2026, 248-249 <https://doi.org/10.35295/
sz.iisl.2497>.

bmdhomoybob dogMm goggdymo dghgodon,
9L3s63M0 Lodammmab dnbgznm, BoMIm-
03960L LaosbMYmMagdm BoMAMYd0L Eobyg-
00b ghm-gmom Loggyxd3zgmb. s33LbmMsb, 3obm-
60 gabLadM3Ma3L, MM dbMYMgddNS dMY
dbmamme 30039 3539930 sgdo (mMo-
a306s0), sMsdg, sbg39, dabo sbangdog, oy
0bobo goggdymons mMmngg dboMmob MobbIm-
00b bLo®wydzgmdy, o6 0y LLLOTSMNEIMD
9096 3M0b sbo goEgdnmo o 30MNMY0Y-
omos ob 30Mo, 300 dndoMmmoil Y6y gobbm-
M30gmEIL sbMymyos.”

q9b3s69m0 BmbaMmoybab L3g3H039M0 oO-
0m3009073m900 363mm-bagbymo babmbpomm
dmEgmob 9030M0) doMNmoEI® gadmawon-
BoMgmodb 00 goMgdmgodnob, MmMI bLogmom
bodommmab bobBgds yBMmMm dImgbo O
Bogmgdo RMMIdMNdYOY bodommmod-
Mm03 3mbhMmmmb 933db90s, 30906 MMELLE
Mm3obym-3mbhnbgbdMmo bodoMmmemab Bm-
hoMmoohn gobbogymmgdym 8603369mmMoSL
0b0ggob ogdob 306mbngMmgdab BobsLESM
d90mb39x0oby o LodaMmmgdmangn YLogyMm-
nbmgonb 39MY639mymxsb.3°

3. LIIECLEHIAMJB[M
BIGHBEDOL 3089MONO336IC0
JOLMIMIB00)0 BIBIBAI

Lobm@pomm @gmMdomn FoymmMmIgdymo
bgmdgsMymgds, Bg3nMm ob BygMommdom
gmmIsLMeb Jgomgdom, IBRMM Tomomo
LoadoMmomydmngn LobEMmMonm godmamAy-
39,%" MaEasb bmpomoymo admbagds go-

29 Faba, J. M. (2017). Sobre la fuerza ejecutiva de la
escritura publica y el nuevo sistema de expedicion
de copias: cuestiones surgidas en la jurisprudencia
actual. Revista CESCO de Derecho de Consumo, 20,
74-81.

30 Rivero Silva, S., The Good (Civil Law?) Notary, Sortuz:
Onfati Journal of Emergent Socio-Legal Studies, Vol.
16, No. 1, 2026, 248-249 <https://doi.org/10.35295/
sz.iisl.2497>.

31 Dharmawan, N. K. S., Salain, M. S. P. D., Prianatha, I. G.
N. B. P. (2025). Harmonization of notary honorarium
arrangement related to the notarial deed authority:
Toward legal certainty. Law and World, 11(1), 22-34
<https://doi.org/10.36475/11.1.2>.
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M03900b gobLO3nmMMydYmM IH303909™M7000
06003690mMdL 0609900L. 830bMSb6039, OMY-
HM065d0 bobmbomm EodMBInO0L doMomaE
x396J30900@ gobabomyds 3MY396300, boh-
JoM930 3os6Yy39(h0mgogo0nbasd ©oE3s ©s
00303909mod0m0  PdMYB3IMYMBS.Z 0
dbomggdn bygmdgzmymgdodn gobbodmazmo-
396 ©o30L 3o@sby3aBhoL senhaMbadhoym
B90LL, 30edMbyMN gymon dImmbm3zb9-
00L o3doymanmgds dgbodmgdgmons bm-
hoMmoybob dogMm goEgdymmn bLosmbMmymgom
BYOEMOL  LoYYd3xMBdY,» MMIJmoE  Bo-
MIMaa36L sebMYMyd0b obygdnb Edm-
3300909 bodsMMgdMng Loxzyndzgmb.

0@ Mygymomygdnm 306mbaydymads bm-
Homoybb obygomo 3md39®HabEns 00sbody,
Mmdgmog 3Mgohmmb dmombmzbab Lobo-
doMmmmb goMgdy, godoMm®nzgdymo 6gbom
©o300ymaxanmgonb dgbodmgdmosb sdng-
3L o, 930bMob039, LobodsMmmmm bLobLHI-
dob gobhznmmzab PbymodL bgmb. dbgszbn
dmgmo bmbomoybob i3nbgdEnsb dbmeme
LabM@BIMM E3dMBIg000 s3M DMYO3L
dob 3M939630™mn doMmoOALYFYMgdab 0b-
LHMYIYOBHooE BaMAMShgbL.3

LoobMmymgom gyMmEmob domyds dge-
M9000 LEMORY O boMzmgxrggdhHnab 3MmEY-
1ML BaMIMOa9bL, Mol AboMxgdL odo-
Hhadomno gnbobbymo hznmmab dgdgnmgadab
dgbodmgdamodsb odmag3L.* bmpoMmoybob
d09M 3oEgdymon bLosmbMmymgdm m3yadg-
Bhob 0o30b90yMgds abos, MMA 0go 3M9-
oohmmb dmmbmzbob odymaydomn Bybom
©9300ymxznmgdab  dgbodmydmmodsl  od-
™93L, 3o dmMmab dmzamab Jmbgdedg om-

32 moxshn, 3. (2016). ndMms3 6030909 Us60300Mm
73am9)05005  MP3nLAMIGN0lL  333em965  L>b60300m
703am905015 FS6bmMmE0ganx0sL> > (33599, ©ab.,
0., 160.

33 bybo@od3znmon, . (2012). bsbm@sthm bsdsmosann,
0., 308.

34 dg000. bomo@&mbod3znmo, 6. (2021). Ls6mBstm b>0>-
mo>ann, m0o., 31.

35 Sobmamgdol 3MmEgbol bomxogxrgd&Mmoshy
ob. 0@ gdssgn, 0., Jumomosymo, L. (2013). bLyYs-
Mmo39anmb Lssmbmmamgdom bobBydol dndmboam3ss.

I>tomanmn Lssmbimangdm Lolbdgds 9hm3byan >
b39Mmo0s>dmMmobm 3mbB976BG90dn, 0., 130.

bOMYMyd0b d0gd3g30L gvnm.*® bmbomaybob
LoobmMyMgom gyMEgmo bmboMmoodob 3o-
bmboydmMmmonm gomzamnbbnbgdym bLoo-
obMmYMmgdm ©Em3YdgbdHL BoMIMoagbLb o
LZOWMPIOYMM  SOLMHYMIOSL 9J390Y0e-
M909.¥ 89Ls0s30LYE, Ladsmmmydmagn Myg-
39mnMmyds dmnaMyoL Loabmpomm doymmb
0096 3o390ym™mo LosbMmymgdm gyMEmob
00 LbMYMYOdEMOSD.

2010 Banob 7 ©93900Mab LO3EbMbIYO-
e (33@0mY0900b 39930 JoMmmym be-
dommomdn  bmbhoMmogbb  LosmbMmymgdm
RymhEmob goggdob yxgmgdsdmbomgds don-
960ds, Mob 990930003 bmpamoybob dogm
396909 ©M3YFIBHL  SOLMYMYOnbmZNL
LogoMEoyMMm 0yMmoogmo domy J0g-
39.%® smbndbymo 99Job0d3n dboMmgmom-
300 30656LYM d3MNgMgdL oM JabaL,* Moy
3MmEgbdn dmbobogng 3oMms nbhHgMmagbydab
d9035M7000 ©30MdbLYOYM o330 T0Y-
000m90L. 90 M33MbLIVMOLNO), 306MBTEYO-
omob dogmds mMogbhoMmydymos MmgmMa
3Mgoodhmmab 0bhgmgbgdab 9x9ddH0sb -
M639mymaxzadg, nbg 3MMEgLbYMYMo Mobo-
LEMMMONL 3MNbEN30L EVE3DY.

L0mdomoshob dgbobgd” bLodommzgamb
396mbab 38-9 dgbanab 89-5 3969Hob ;obob-
900, bm@pamoybo yxmydsdmbomos gabiab

LodbMYMgOM BIYIMBIWO BIYMIEO M3bbob
3900by306900L, 3ZodMbLYMO dmombm-

36 3mm1s, a. (2009). »bm 939960l LsLsIsmoranm 3>-
©5(Y37G0a70505 > PebmmMo LssmonBMmsgm a>-
©5(Y39G 070505 SmbMmMm 90, abs., 0o., 14.

37 dobomody, 6. (2021). bmEsmombol dogm bssaobmy-
amrom  agnmEmol 3537056056  ©3353d0MydMnaN0
3mmEgnmmamo bynmbgon. 39Mmb. ,,0smnmadboxy-
mg0s s 30bmbn“, Ne3(71), md., 58-72.

38 0005m039, 0. (2024). dbsmyos Mo3amgd5-dm350m9-
m0900L  056505mBmdngmn  ©>E30L  LBS6>MG0
b9bbol bgandg3mmangosdn, Bmbmgmozoymo bs0-
Mmmdo, godmaEgdmmmos ,,0mbs 309Be” s 35335L00bL
160373MLoGsB0, 128.

39 Logdomm3gmmb donozmmonl 2011 Hemol 29 ]3900-
Mol Ne507 cooggbomgos ,bLobm@smm dmJdggds-
oo 3gLMYMIdoLOM30L LsBMoYMols s Lagdomo3g-
ommb bm@Eomoygbos 3smo@olbozol swagbomao
LogsbyMmol MmEgbmdgdol, domon gowsbg3nbgdols
DoLobs o AmaALabyMgdol 3500900L 8@ 303700l
dgLobg0o”, Logommzgmmb Ly3obmbBAgdmm dsisby,
30.12.2011.
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360b dgbmymadab, gmbydsdg IRWmmdaL
39003900b O 3NM335073mM o6 n3Mmmy-
3000 @ah3znmmym gmbgosdg scmbmymydab
0093930L dmmbm3zbob bLoxyyd3zgmdy. Bm-
M3y gboymab, Mmd bmbomaoybob TogMm
3939370 LOSVLMYMIOM BYMEIWMN FoIM-
09496908 MM3MME BPM©O M OIOYMYOY-
00b dgbmymgdab xBvMYb3gmboymaxsw, nbY
39M639mymxa0b LLgebmeb v303d0M9d7Y-
0 JRm90500b Mgamndsznnb dnd600.*

dmb900%g 1xmgdab gowo3nds, 9gLod.-
d0bo LabgdgzMymagdm EomMJdnb sMbydmM-
00b 890mbgg30dn, dgodmygds gobndomBpmL
3Mgoadhmmab dgbodmydmmos, 3nMEodnm
dmo3dm3mb bogymMmydab yxmgds ndMyb39-
oymanb Logobdy. dgbododnbo, my dboMmyg-
900 99mobbdydnob nBvMYbzgmymanlb bo-
39699 LognmMgdab yxWgdab bmpaMmoybob
LssbMYMYOM BIMEWOL LaBYI3gWdY Fo-
09390009, dmgdogn Lo3obmbIydMmM My-
390Mmgo0b gaMamgddn sbod3z9000 Jmby-
00L 3nMmEsdnm 3Mgoobhmmob bLogxmmydsdn
3oob3my 30mMEgdymMao0L dgbMmymgdaby
o 3M009MM35MEIG0YMIG0300 god30030L
LobsE3MME.*?

3. 1. boombMymagdm g3xhzmmaob
8o13930b dMmEgyhymo

o bodohomgofogo
Bobodomadgdo

LodoMmM39MML 306MBAEYOMMOS bLoom-
bAYmgdm @yMEob FodoMmo o3zIbL Mm-
3mMmi3 dmgao, 0by bL3gENeMyM bogzomEI-
ogmm M933000(hHg0L. 306mbBab Mebobdoco,
LosbMmymgdm ByMmEgmdo 36y dngmoomb

40 Logdommzgmml 3o6mbo, ,,bmEsmos@al dglobgd”,
dyb. 38, 3nbj®n 83-5, ULogommzgaml Le3sbmb-
dcogdomm 8o3067, No 46, 22.12.2009.

41 BMoE-babgbbm 35MmEg0YMYdx0mMsb d0dsmong-
000 3MEmoE 0b., 3s85mo3s, 0. (2024). dbsmyos
703am905-dM35¢mIMd00L  0156505MBmdngMmo  >-
630L LES6sMBN Lybbol byamdymmamgd5dn, dm-
bmgMmoxzonmon 6sdMmdn, gsdmdEgdammos ,,0mbs
30910 0 39335L00L P6033MLNGIGN, 121-143.

42 Logdomozgmmb Ladmgdomagm 3megdLo, bogsmmsg-
amb 3oMmedgb@n, 3ommadgb@&ob nhygosbon, Ne31,
24.07.1997. [0nbano 300, 396730 3].

d0bo godEgdn mMmgobm, bLagdg, MMImMAL bo-
¥Yd39mbI3 030 3o0EY, 3oe6Y39(H0MY-
00b godm@abobs o gogdnb moMmomydo,
39006Y39h0madob  boMmgdmemygom bobo-
o0, 33M9m3g 3Mgoodhmmabs s Im3zammab
LongbMHxNz030Mm o Logmbhodhm dm-
60390900.4

306mbadgdmmos bmpamoybob dogMm go-
39930 bodsbMyMgdm YYMEMOLM30L -
dohgdnm L3gEnoMyM M9330D0MHgOLOE 3ob-
LOBM3MO3L. EM3Ydgbho Pbwo dgnEe3walL
0b6xzmm3sEnsb bm@amaybobs s dgbodsdnbo
Lobmbomm daymmb dgbobyd, 30mMEdYMI-
00b BoMAMAMONL Loxyydzmab, dgbMymgdab
39000, 30bsbMmyMYogmo 5™ EIOYMIOnb
d0650MLOLY o AMEYEMMONL, 93Mgm3g bLo-
bmhomm dmgdgmgdsms Mogbhmdn Mganb-
HMaEnob ambs3ndgdab domomgdnm.*

LLmbomoshob dgbobgd” Logommzgmmb
396mbob 40-5 dybmo gobbodm3zmMogzb Lobm-
hofm ©m3ndgbhob LoxYd3zgmbdy smbMmy-
@™go0b bLodoMoOgdMng o 3MmMEgEYMYMm
Loy d3zMxdL. LosmbMymgdm TYMEmab go-
3900 bmMEngmEYds 3Mgaobhmmab o6 dobo
J03mMy00dmboz3zmab BgMmommonmo Td0do-
Mo3gob Loxwyd3zgmdy, MMIgMbog dgbodo-
dobo Lobmbomm mM3ndgbdo 6o gMmom-
©90.% 303006, IMmMbmMzbs oM Y6 aymbL
©3dm3090mo 3Mgoodmmab dogm bLodo-
Lbybm 3oMEYOYWMxdab dgbMmymgdedy, ob
3bgm0 39MEYOYMYOs P339 dabMYmgdymo
3600 0ymb.

BmMm3nb 8603369MM306 M3300907MxOSL
BoMIMoaggbL nb, MM Loabmpomm EmM3ydy-
bHL 9609900 gobbogymMmgdymo dh303900-
00 o oMmdsbMymgdgmo doms, MoE 3MI-
oMb Labodosmmam gobbomznb goMmydy
odmg3b odymagdomo sbMmymgonb obyg-
00b d9LodmMydEMMOLL. g3Mm3ymo LadgmbL
domomadbogymgonb gx399dbhosbmonb 3mado-
bos (8989adn - CEPE)) smbMmymadsb do-

43 Logdommzgmmb 3obmbo, ,,Losmbfmnmaom Homdmy-
0000 dgLobgo”, Lajdomom3zgmml 3sMmmsedgb@n, LLA,
13(20), 01/05/1999, 8ybamo 21.

44 0439, 8ybemo 21, 3169&0 3.

45 Logdomm3gmmb 3o6mbo, ,bmEsmasEol dglbobgd”,
Lodomm3gmmb 3sfmnsdgb@n, LLAE, 46, 22/12/2009,
8b. 42, 04/12/2009, 83bano 40.


https://lawandworld.ge/index.php/law
http://www.lawandworld.ge

#38, June, 2026

121

Modbogymgonob 3MmEgbob gobyymaygm
Bbobogmo gobonbomozb o doymomyodl,
Mmad sbMmymgdab sMegxRggH0obmods bodo-
MoMg0Mn30 a330L JRWMxOsL gmMTsmyMm
boboomb 060g900L.4

Lodommzgamb bogmbbhobhygom Labods-
Moemad dogmomy, Mm3 bmpamaybob dogm
LodbMMgdM BYMEMObL goEgds Mo30LM-
3000 oM gadmMmnEbogLb LobodoMmomm 3mb -
Mmmob d9LbodmydMMOsLb o oM sMm393L
LodoMmmmnobo  bLobodoMmmmmb PRMHOSL,
Mo09boaE IM3omab P60MAY6EYds Mm-
3mMz bobmdomm og®HoL, by bosmbMmymgdm
Rym3mob  gobohngmgdob dgbodmgdanm-
00. 300LMObs39, LoLOBIMOEMD bodn Fo-
3L30 bmbhomoybob 3M7r39630M ¥YOJENL
o dogmomy, M3 Lobm@omm Baboo ©o-
@abhyMmgdymo goMngngds Lodsmmmyomo-
30 LobEMMONL y@RMM Tomomo bsaMmobbom

boboom@ydo.”
3MmEgbyomyMm gomobhngdmeb gMmmo,
3obmbdgdmmos  obY3g  0m33mabBnby-

oL  LosLMYModM G@YIMEWob EYOMNZS-
®ob 3oEgdob dgbodmgdmodsb dobo ©o-
3oMg30Lb d900b393000,¢ M3 9gdbobyMmygdy
sbMmyamgoob 3MmEgbob ybyzgbhmonbs o
Lodommmyomozn LHodoMYMMONL HBMY6-
39mMymaxzsb, MeE MmabbzgoMmadns 93Mm3ymo
LOOgML oM EALYEYYO0L HRBgdH0sObMdNL
3m30boab (CEPE)) 3md0oi30sbmasb,* mmamab
dobg3znmo3 scmbmymgdob m3gMmodnymmm-
00 @0 99099dH0sbMds oM ALOFYMgdab
bobhgdnb 9gxggdHnabo  ®YbJggombomgdab
0600369mm3360 3Mm33mMbgb@0.

46 CEPEJ, Guidelines for a Better Implementation of the
Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation on
Enforcement, CEPEJ(2009)11Rev2, para. 1 <https://
rm.coe.int/16807473cd>.

47 Logdomozgmmb  LagmbLEnGYEom Lobsdsmommbs
2017 §amol 28 g3g80Mal Ne2/22/930 gs6hnbgds
bogd83b9 ,,LogdoMmom3zgmml dmJomogdg 6o xomomm-
60o Logdomomzgmml 3omms836@ 0L Hobssmdga”,
11-12.

48 Logdomm3gmmb 3o6mbo, ,bmEsmosEal dglobgd”,
Lodomm3gmmb 3sfmansdyb@n, LLAE, 46, 22/12/2009,
dnb. 42, 04/12/2009, 8ybamo 40, 3963&0 4.

49 CEPEJ, Guidelines for a Better Implementation of the
Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation on
Enforcement, CEPEJ(2009)11Rev2, para. 1 <https://
rm.coe.int/16807473cd>.

3.2. booMbymgom g3t EEMOb
Bobogmmotog dghgbgdo

LasMbMYMgom gyMEmab 6obogmmdMngo
d9hgMmgde BaMAMagbL sebmymgdnb 3Mm-
39L3dn dbsMmgms 0bHgMLYONL EOOIMEbLY-
00b gmm-gmom 0603369mm306 399060B30.
»0o00bMYMadM BaMIMgdams dgbobgd” bodo-
M039mmbL 306mb0, gobbadM3zMYm d90mb3y-
39000, sobMymgdob dghgmgdob dgbodmgod-
MOsb 033mnbB0B7OL,* Mo 3Maghnzadn
dgbodmms dgabmb dmmbmzbob dbmemmeo
3Mb3zMmgbym 6560mbLE. dbgm 3omaMmgdsdn
oobMymMadob bMYmo dghgMgds dgbodmmy
oMadmm3mMmEnm AoMgzo dgxaboL 3M9-
oohmmab gxamgdsda, bmem bsbogmmdmoagn
dghgMmgde 3vMYB639mMymab Mmgmmz 3MgEon-
Hmmob 06dgMgbgdab aE3sL, nbg Imzsmab
LadmMmEabm gamabhngodnb d9bomhAybgdab.

oobMmymgdob  dghgmgdob  obLHODIYDO
00960 0bobogb dbomgms 0bdHgmgbydab
©MHmMyonm s03MbLbyosh, mydEs 0gn oM
360 094390 3Magodhmmab dmmbmgbob go-
30smomgogmn dga3gmbgdnlb Lodyomyods.
Logommzgmmb 39960900  LOLOBSMOEMD
3MogH030003 90b0dby, MMT LosbMYEMydOM
BoMmIMydnb dMozomzgmon dghgMmagds, gob-
LO3Y0Mydnm 80306, MMELLE IM33mg 39M
obMYMgdL gobsbnmzegdab 30MMOOL, Lo-
xmmnbgb 394a60b sbMYMgdab 9x9gdH0sbm-
0oL o 3MgothmMmob yxmgdgdalb MysmyMm
3o6bmMmEngmadsL.

0mbob0dbo30s, MmMA CEPE] sobMmymgdob
3MmEgLbdn 3Mm3mMmEnymMmMdnLY O 9BIJJMH0-
0bmonb 3MnbEN3900L OE30L gobbogyommy-
0y 3608369mmAsL 0609900.52 sb0dbym0
dogmads gabLoggmMmydnm 0d60d369mMm30e-
6no 00 990mb3z939000, MMEILLE LoO3zMY

50 Logdommzgmmb 3obmbo, ,,Losmbfmnmaom Homdmy-
0000 dgLobgo”, Lajdomomzgmml 3sMmmsedgb@n, LLAD,
13(20), 01/05/1999, 8ybo 36.

51 Logdomozgmmb YBgbsogln Lobsdsmomml sgdo-
BobEmMOE0Ym bogdgms 3omoBnl gobhnbgds bogdg-
B9 Neol-377(3-23), 11 mj@mdodgmon, 2023.

52 CEPEJ, Guidelines for a Better Implementation of
the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, CEPEJ(2009)11Rev2, para. 33-35
<https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd>.


https://lawandworld.ge/index.php/law
http://www.lawandworld.ge
https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd
https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd
https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd
https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd
https://rm.coe.int/16807473cd

122

#38, June, 2026

dmmbmgbob dbmmme bsbomo o LMY
oobMmymgdob dghgMmgds smbMmymgdnb d0d-
690L bYo..

3.3. bmpoboybo, bobogzgom
J3EMgoomo Mggobhmogoo

o ombMymaodo

Bm@omoygbab bogdnobmos dgnEMME P30-
3dnM©gds LobN3zM JRMWMgdsMme MyanLbhHMo-
300bs o dbMymMadalb bLodoMmogdMng
LoLHYTSL. Lobmpamm Babom EoELHYMYOY-
™0 3aMmngn0900 s bobnzom yRmydsms My-
30b@MMmoEns 3603d369MmmM356 MmMEL sbMMY-
0L Lodmgomogm dMPY630L LAHsdNEMYMMONLY
©o bLdaMEMydMN30 JLOTMNbMdab YdMY6-
39myma3adn. smbndbymo gobboggmMmgdom
3mnbEgds  03mmy3nm  ymmogMmomogodo,
LooE MganbHmaznab bobEMMY o Loabmis-
Mmm m3ndgbhob LobMmMos 3Mgobhmmab
I03mMg0900L 9x399H0sb0 sbMymydnb 8600-
369mm306 606030MMOLL BoMTIMOa960.

39Mdm bLodaMmmmab bobHgdsd bmdomoy-
bob Mmoo oby Asdmoysmndy, MMT 0gn Mo-
3ombomyMo o dgLodsdnboE, boMmzobo
o LOM3gOMAbL 363MNBOL MZoEbIBMObLOM,
989JH030s© YOMY639MYmBL bsgymmyonb
IRMYdg00L domam bLodoMmogoMmng ob-
LOBM3MYMMOSL o, dgLodsdnbo, YdMmagn
gmbg00bL goM0gg0900b JLoBMMbmMYdsL, Mo3
93MbmadngyMmo gobznmamgdnb ghmm-gMo sM-
Lgo0m B0bs30MMOSE BnnhbY3. 3B3LMSB3Y,
0mbndbymo LoL@HHTs BoMAIMIMOL TMoZom
330000 9x9dbHL MmammE 93mbmdnzyma
LobHILM30L, Nby FENobo LodmJomo-
gm LOBdMBIEMYONLIMZNDL.>

bobogom y@mgdsms Mygabhmaignabsb
39bmbngMmgdnb 3MnbEn3nb gx®gdhnsbn Mmyg-
om0do30s dmombmzb gomMnggdob 606sLESM
bLodommmgomag 3mbHmmMb, Mol gobbo-
3900M9d00 096003369mm3zeb0s ydMogzn gm-
6900b 0MY63080. Labmbomm gmmIs dMENbL

53 Morandi, E. (2007). The role of the notary in
real estate conveyancing. Digital Evidence and
Electronic Signature Law Review, 4, 33 <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>.

Mmammz goMnggodnb, nby bagsamm Mygbhmdn
Mggnbdhmomadgmo amadab bLabommosb,
300000006 BmbHomoybo sdmMBIZOL goMngqdab
30bmbogMmgosb, dboMmgms 69dab HBodw30-
MOsby o J99P65MNbMOSL.>* 38sbmMSbo-
39, bmhomoybo s330MedL 0bymmAsEnymo
obodghmonm godmbB3gym MoL3gOL o PO-
Myb639mymxb dbomgms, gobboeggmmgdom 3o
LyLAHO dbsMmab 0bhHgMaLYONL OE3L. Bmte-
M0yLob Asmmymmods dndBs nbobogb nbxm-
M3og0xmn sbndghmoaob sdmMxubzmobs @O
39M03900b LodoMmomydMmngn JbogMmmbmyg-
00b 0MYb3gmymxsL.® smbndbymo dgdo-
60%3900L 9x399H0sbmds, Fnybgozo domon
3Moghnggmn 8603369mmdnby, gMhomMmy-
@y 65MIMIMOL 3MmMEgbysmMn sE30LY
©o LOFMENIb0 LLOTIMOMML JMYONL
30M9639myma3nb LogznmMbbs.

3.4. beopoboybob doghm
891399900 boombMymagdm
aMEmob dgboododobmoo
bodobogmoobo babodoHoemmb

93 060bo;Ob

bmbomoybob dogMm goEgdymo boosmbMmy-
m9omM BYMEM0bL LaBYI3IMdY oMLY
R0 dmmnbmzbob sbMymgds nbygde
obMymgdob gMm3zbym doymmdn Lobods-
Mommbmznb dndsMmm3znb goMmgdy, MG 8YyIg-
6goL Tdobo dgLodsdnbmdaL LognMbL bodo-
Momnabo  LaLOTIMOMML  PJRMIOSLMG.
0My03s, 999060000 Mmoz30bMoz0 oM 96nbo-
0373900 bLodomommnabn bobodoMmngmb
3Mnb3n3L, 30600006 030 oM godmmogbogzL
LabsdsMNMMbMZNL dndsmmznb dgbadmyo-
mOob. daMmzamgb MAGOS Jx3EMydY, gosbohon-
3mMmbL LoosbMmymydm IMJd990900 o M-
nmbmzamb bLobodsMmommm ZmbhMmmaeon, Mo3

54 3MEmo ob., moxishn, 3. (2016). 1dMs>3 60309099
U560300m N3O0 MIFNLAMIGNOL 353am965 b>-
60300m 130505 3>66MMENIaNIOSL> 5 533509,
LoeobymBsgnm bsdmman, 0d., 158—-159.

55 Morandi, E. (2007). The role of the notary in real
estate conveyancing. Digital Evidence and Electronic
Signature Law Review, 4, 31-32 <https://doi.
org/10.14296/DEESLR.V410.1795>
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BoMAMoagblb 3MmEgbysmyMmo ©oE30b do-
B60doyMm gomobdnob.

DO3NMbMb  Eo3e3dnMgdom Fobbozym-
Mgdoom 396008369mm30600 bLogoMmmzgmmb
LogmMbLbHODHEOM Lobodosmmemb 3Maghngo.
Lobodsmmmmad dogmoms, Mmd bmbomoay-
bob F0gMm LosLMYMydM GTYMEab go3gdo
003000030 oM 9MM393L bodoMmomnobo
LoLOFMMMDL YJRWJOSL, MTEIboEIE dM-
30mgb 6oMABgds MmammE Lobm@omm
0ddoL, 0bg 00300 LosMbMYMdM FYMEMOL
3obohngmgonb dgboadmgdmmods. 33sbmebo-
39, bobodomMmEMMA bodo goybze bmpamoyLnb
3M9396309™m ®1643nob o ombndbs, MmI
Labmbomm Bgboo EIEILAHYMYdYM goMo-
3900 LodsmomgdMmngn bLobEMMONL PRMM
domomo bamnbboo bobonomydo.>

dmgddgon  MYgymamyds, T0ybooo3oE
o0d0bo, o PBMYB63gmymxaLb bobodsMmommm
3mbpMmmmab 0999060035000 LO3ToMObL Lo-
Bboabs o gMma39Mm3zab  3Mogddngob.
0000000600 yRMydems 93mMmMm3Pads  Lobo-
domoenmad Logdgdg Tchitchinadze v. Georgia
ombndbo, MMI LodMMMM o dmMbobMmymy-
090 3osby3zghomyonb 3eygdagos gegzmy-
Bob obgbb mMmgmMmiE bLodoMmonmmgdmngzn
3o6LdM3MYMMONL 3MNbEN3dY, nbg LODo-
Monabo  LOLITIMOEMML PBRWYOSLY @
LaggmMydnb Td30MONS060 LoMggdmmModNbL
IRMI03dg. LabLoTsMOMML gobdoMmdgdom,
LadmEMM 3gHobL goobgazs ©absdzgdns
dbmmme sMLYONMO O EVTdEIMIdgMO Lo-
®31d3madnb oMLYOdMONL dgdmbgzg3edn, Mo-
3006 60600393 0900b3zg30d0 LoGMMby
990969060 LoadoMmmgdMmngzn LAHsdomMyMMONLY
©o smbMmymgoob 9x39gdH0sbmodab 3MabEn-
3900L.% 99300, sMbLyOMOL Mabgn, MMAT dM-
bEMYmgds gobbmMmzngmogb 03 30MmoOydd0,
MmEabeE dm3semab ©sE30L LOdyemydyd0
xgoJhmMOMnga MyamndEYds 3339 dndo-
BoMmg smbMmymgdnb gdHoddy, MoE sdEnMyoL

56 Logomozgammb  La3mbBLENENEoM  Lobsdsmommbs
2017 §anals 28 cog3g8dMals Ne2/22/930 asbhnbgds
bogddgbg ,,Logomm3gmml AmJomagdg sbs Xomommbos
Logdomonzgammls 3oMMod76Enl Hobosmdwga”, I1-12.

57 Judgment (Merits) of the European Court of Human
Rights in the case of Tchitchinadze v. Georgia,
Application No. 18156/05, May 27, 2010.

0000 93399 H006moab bomabbb.

LagoMmmM39MbL Y99609L3s bobodsMmomema
LogB9dg N2OL-377(3-23) 08LFg BMmBsMmayLAL
0096 3ogdymo LosmbMymgom gaymEmab
bo®yd3zgmdy dndEnbomy sbMYmydnb d9-
Agfgdoby s 3MmEgLbyemyMma goMmabdngdob
R3M3mM9007. bobodommemad dogmomy, MmMI
LoobMYmMgdm BoMIMYdnb dMoz3omzaMo-
0 dghgmgds oM yb6s 0943aL 3Mgobhmmab
dmmbm3zbob goydommmaydgmo dgxugmbydab
LadyomMyda, gobboggmmadom nd dgdmbgg-
3000, MMEoLLE dMm3smab 3339 sMagMmmbym
3gJmby 3007 mMadab dgbMmymgdobs @
LogymeMmo JMYdg00Lb oE30b dgbodmno-
MmOy, d35bmMobo3g, LobLsdoMmEMA yyMmo-
M0y gosdobzoms 03 goMxgdmyodsdy, MmA
Bmpomoybob dogMm gogdymo bLosmbMmymyg-
om gymEgmo Labodommem 3mbhmmanb-
396 0dmmamgogm osghb oM BaMIMoagbL,
Mo3 godmaboe 080dnE, MM bobsdsMmenma
09350 d90hobs 33mnmydg00 LasmbMmymy-
0m ggyMEgmdn o d90930Ms MmagmMmE doMo-
om0 dmmbmzbob, obg 30M3asabadhgbemmb
dmEyMoo.%8

bodohmenobn bLobsdohmomb 380g00b 00-
0Mm9I0n JxR090hngn 3mad3mbygbBnb hmgmhi
amhdoogho, nbg doBghnooyha dnboohbom,
bogdohnbn 3hmigeghyon 306hyb6390ymxs bo-
bgedformb 3mbbBNBYE0Ihn 300090909000.%°
d9Lodsd0bYE, 3MMOMYTL oM BoMIMOE96L
Lobmpamm bLodsbMyMgdm 3994ob0dOL oM-
LgomMOY, 3Mydg dnbo godmygbgdabob 3Mm-
39LbyomyMmo  gomMab®ngdab  vMobogzdamabon
396LodM3zMYMMOY, M3 bognMmmgdlb BmMDs-
Hhoym adbHgosL o 3Magdnznb gMmmg3oe-
Mm36900L BMY639MYymaxzL.

58 Logdommzgmmb YBgbogln Lobsdsmomml sgdo-
BobEmMOE0YM bogdgms 3omeBnl gobhnbgds bogdg-
B9 Neob-377(3-23), 11 mg@maodgmon, 2023. sbg3g nb.,
000mabol bagomogm Lobsdsmamml badmgsme-
Jm Logdgme 3mamggnals 2018 Hemob 31 donbols gogs-
§y33&0mds bogdgbg Ne2/17482-17.

59 Logdommzgmmb  LagmbLEnEGYEom Lobsdsmommbs
2014 §emaols 23 8s0bolb Ne3/2/574 go®shy3a&omgods
bogddgbg ,Logomm3zgamlb dmgdomasdg gomMan 1aY-
o390 bogoMmm3zgenmb 3oMmsdgb@al Hobssmdga”,
11-59.
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4. 38bM 333906040
6MOIMOILAL 3036 3aB33ICND0
LAIICDLMICIBM BIMBCEDOL
JCLMIMIB6Y LUJAMTI3ICMAE0

9060bg3nbL 3mb396300L 51-9 dgbenab 0" 939-
3969obL Loxwyxd3zgmdy Lojommzgmmadn -
Lod39000 3Ebm J39y60L bmbaMmozybob dngm
3939950 sebMmymgdnb dogab dJmbyg o9hg-
00b 3bmMds o dMLMYWY0s.2° Bnybywazs®
000bo, 3mb0dbym LoznMbmob o3ze3d0MY-
0000 gMm0obo Labodsmmmm 3MagdHngs 39M
o/ oMab Asdmyomnogdymn, M3 3Maghngs-
do bLodsmoamgomngn 3MmabmdaMydsmonb
3MmMOmMdob 63MIAMIMOL. bogoMmoyms, MmMI
obymo 09 Hgd0Lb 36MOL o dbMYMYds Lobo-
dommmm gooebyzghnmgdgdnb smnamgdnbs
o 3bMYmgonbmzob oagboma 69LL
0bogmmgnyMo gobbmMmzngmygds, 306mbab
06ommannb godmynbgdnb boxwydzgmdy.

93Mmg3o3dnmab  LodoMmomon  smooMy-
0L v3m9bhyMo M3xdxbHgdaL, dom dmMab
Lobmpamm  dgdHadalb, HMIBLLSLIDMZMM
oobMmymgdob  dgbodmygdmmodsb. Brussels
la Regulation-ob 58-5 d3baob Tdobgz0m,
BoMmImMImOnb Lobgmdbogmdo smbMymyg-
000 33096 9M0 ©m3xdgbdn Lbzs By3zMm
LobygMABoxrMyddnE SOLMYMYOSENS DTS-
H90000 3bMYMgOsE FOMONL 3MME39©Y-
Mob goMmndy.*?

bognmbn  3obbogymmydym
omosb 0dgbb 03 30MmOmddn, MmEabag
00609700MM39 39Mdmbodamommydmngn
3IM00gMomogdn bym yxgmm dgho HMo-

0600369-

60 Convention on Legal Assistance and Legal Relations in
Civil, Family and Criminal Matters (Minsk Convention),
22 January 1993, Article 51(a).

61 Akhalkatsi, E. (2025). The problem of enforcement of
notarial acts: Comparative analysis. Journal of Law,
Ne1 <https://doi.org/10.60131/jlaw.1.2025.9276>.

62 Regulation (EU) No. 1215/2012 of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 12 December 2012
on jurisdiction and the recognition and enforcement
of judgments in civil and commercial matters (Brussels
la Regulation), Art. 58. Cited., Mantovani, M. (2019).
Notaries and their debt-collection writs under the
Brussels la Regulation: A difficult characterisation.
Journal of Private International Law, 15(2), 393-417
<https://doi.org/10.1080/17441048.2019.1645973>.

BLOSENMBOMYM boboomb 0dgbL s AbsMmgmo
93Mmbmadngymo nbhamgbydn bdoMo gMmmdY
990 09MobENdEnsL P393d0MEYds. sbym 30-
maM90sd0 33bm 939y60L bm@pomoybob dogm
3939930 basbmymgdm sdhnb gx399H0obo
00M03M7000LY O dbMYMgdnb dgbodmydmm-
00 30MEodnMm y393d0MEYds MmammE bodm-
Jomagm 0My630L LHsdNEMYMMOLL, 0Ly 3M7-
@o®mmob Jmgooab 98399H0006 ©OE350L.5

L3gEnOMYMn LOZBbMBbIydMM Myaymo-
M900L 3MdMLYOMOS Jabab LoadommmgdMmagn
3o6LodM3MYMMONL 3MMOMYAsL, MoEaob
dmg090 306mMb3yOMmMOy 33030M© dM go-
BLOBM3MO3L oME dgbodsdnb 3MmEgEYMYM
LHIBIMHIOL o dME LabsdsMmmem 3mb@-
MHmmob gamamgobL. smbndbymao 30 3Mogho-
3odn gobbbgezgdymn donamdgdab Asdm-
yomnogoob Mob3b dM@ob o Lodmmmme
dgbodanms go3mgbs dmobnbmb MmgmMmi
LMool 9x9dh0sbmdsdy, obg bme)e-
MmoyLbob 0bLHOBHYHOL dndomm LadsMmOEYO-
M03 bomosdy.*

©abd36a

bmbhomoybob dogm  3ogndnmmo  bodsmb-
Mymgdm xgxmEgmo 0obsdgommgg 3gmdm
bodommomdn BaMIMoEagbb dmmbmgbab

30333 goymn  sbMymwgonb  9B9IHo-
o6 0999060%30L. LobmBomm ogdHob Tomomo

9030390990000 s basmbMmymgdm domy
9%39dbgds bmpamoybob obLHBHY30nM bg0-
HMIMMOAsL, bodammmadMngn 3MbHMmMmbL
®39694300Ls o dboMmygms nbhgmabadalb .-
00mMybLYONL oM ExOxMxOSL, MoE POMY639-
oymxab bodsMmnmgdmngzn ymmnngmonmogdnb
LAHIOOMYMMOSLS o LodmJamagm dMyb3nlL
JLoBMNbMYdLDL.

33m930L x3oMamgddn gosbomndgoymads
Jommymads o y3bmymMads LodsMmmMydMn3-
00 3odmEnmyodsd oh3960, MMA Labmbomm

63 CEPEJ, Guidelines for a Better Implementation of
the Existing Council of Europe’s Recommendation
on Enforcement, CEPEJ(2009)11REV2, Strasbourg,
17 December 2009, paras. 6-7 <https://rm.coe.
int/16807473cd>.

64 Ibid, 201-203.
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Baboo Mygob@HMmoMmgdymn byadnzMymds
o 30L Lo®Yd3zgmMBy 3oEgdymon bLosmbMmy-
oM RIMEIM0 bgmb ybymob 3Mgoobhm-
Mob dmmbm3zbob LEMOB s 9BIIHNSO o3-
doymanmgosh, osmbmymagdob 3MmEgLOL
3900MH03900L0 o bLobodommgmm bobhg-
d0b gabhznmm3zob. 033LMbs3g, 3gMdsbo-
0b, Lo®MB3gmMNbs o 9b3obgmalb Dbodo-
MomMydmMngn IMEgmadn ssbHymyolb, MmA
bm@omogbob abbhobhydho 8608369mm306
3M9300309m™ s LosmbMYmMgdm BYbJEn-
ob sbMYEMYoOL.

339300 obg39 Eboym, MMI Bmipsmo-
3Lbob TdogMm goEgdymo LosmbMmymMgdm i3Y-
MEgmn Md30LmMa33 oM 960650MT®YEx00
Lodomomnobo  Lobodommemb  YJBRWYOSL,
306000006 TboMmggob P6sMAYbgdom bLobo-
domorm 3mbhmmamobs o LasmbMmymgom
0mg0dgg0900L  gobohngmgdob dgbodmyo-

omos. bEmMg Lobodsmmem 3MbHMmmab
dgbodmgdmmods 6oMIMOEE906L 03 doMomyE
3MmEgLYsMYM goMabhoslb, MmMIgmoiE P-
M9639mymxaL gsdsMmM03goymo  smbMymy-
00b 999960%3bs o IM3amab sE30L 0bhg-
M90b90L AMMOL dodBLOL VE3L.

dgLo0sd0bYE, Bm@oMmaybab dogMm Zo3o-
390 LOsVLMYMYOM BYMEFIM0 Yo gRo-
Legb oMy dbmmme MmgmmE dmmbmzbab
3o00mMH03909m0  sebMmyamgonb 0bLbHMYHDg-
B0, oModg Mmgmm3 3gdob0ddn, MmMIgmai
bgmb bymobL 3Mgoobhmmab 0b@agMmabgdab
993994H0sb ©oE3sL, badsmmmydMnzn yMmo-
96M00M0500L LHONMYMMOSLs s 3MY396-
gogmo  dammmadbozymgdob  gabbmMmEng-
@mgosb. dobo 9gxgdbhnobo x®ybjzombomyds
30 0600369mm36000 oMol ©odm3nydymo
039030Mm o 9M0333Mm306 LadoMmeydMmng
M933mMnM9y03dY.

809(MY3630I9%() LNOIMIOIMY:
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bmMmadohoymo sgdagodn:

Logommzgmmb Lodmgomogm 3mgdLo,
LogoMmm3zgmb 3oMmodgbdo, 3oMm-
396 hnb n6yg0560, N231,24/07/1997,
26/06/1997.

Logommzgmmb  3obmbo, ,Bmbamosthob
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