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B UMETO HA HAPOJIA

CODPUHNCKHU PAMOHEH CbB/I, 45 ChbCTAB, B ny0nu4HO 3aceJaHue Ha

IIETH OKTOMBPH IIPE3 ABC XUJAN ABAACCET U TPETA roanHa B CIICAHUS CbCTAB!:

IIpencenaren: 'EPCTAHA K. I''"EBA

npu yuyactueTo Ha cekperaps CUJIBUA K. 3JIATKOBA
kato pazrnena nokiaaBaHoto oT [ EPITAHA K. I'.EBA I'paxnancko nemno Ne
20221110140494 o ommca 3a 2022 roguHa

IIpou3BOACTBOTO MO A€JI0TO € 00Pa3yBaHO MO HCKOBA
moJs10a Ha E. JI. M. nporus H. b. H.b., ¢ kosiTO ¢ npeasiBex
OCBHJAMTEJEeH UCK C PaBHO OCHOBaHMe Wi. 240, ax. 1 33]1 Bp. 4
79, an. 1, np. 1 33]1, 3a ocbkaane Ha H. b. H.b. n1a 3anyatu Ha
E. M. cymara ot 5000 aB., npeacraBjsiBama AbJKMMA 3aeMHa
CyMa 110 JIOTOBOP 32 NMapH4YeH 3aeM, CKJIIYEeH MEXAY MIuara u

orBeTHHIIATA.

B uckoBara Mo.10a ce TBbPAM, Ye HIILATA € Mpeaaia Ha
orBeTHULaTa cymarTa o1 S000 JaB., KOATO cyma nmpeacTraBJisBa
YacT OT pa3Mepa Ha MPeaoCTaBeH 0AaHKOB KPEAMT 10 J0r0BOP
MEK/IY Hesl M TPeTo Jinue — 0anka. TBbpaM, 4e MeKIy CTPAHUT(
OWJIa MOCTUTHATA JOTOBOPKA OTBETHHUIIATA /1A MOracaBa
ABJLKMMUTE MECEYHH BHOCKHM. MoJIM Ch1a 1a IOCTAHOBH

Pe€IICHUC, C KOCTO Aa 0CH/IM OTBETHHULATA /1A M 3a1J1aTH



nmpomecHara cyma.

OT1BeTHUKBT B cpoka mo wi. 131 or I'IK e neno3upad
O0TrOBOP HA HCKOBATa M0.J10a, ¢ KOWUTO ocnnopBa ucka. Tebpamu,
Ye BbB BPb3Ka ChC 3a€Ma € MpeJaBajia Ha MIIaTa esKeMeCeYHY
cymu ot 100 JaB. 10 800 aB., KaTO MPEyCTAHOBWJIA MJIAIIAHETO

UM, 3apaaid BJ0OIIAaBAHC OTHOINICHUATA MC/K1Y CTPAHUTE.

B cbaeono 3acenanue nmenst E. /1. M., penoBHO
NPU30BaHAa, He ce ABABA, NPEACTABJABA ce 0T aaBokar O.,
KOWTO MOAABbPKA HCKOBATA M0JI0A M MOJIM 32 YBasKaBaHe Ha

HCKA.

OrBeTHukbT H. b. H., pe1oBHO nNpu30oBaH, B OTKPUTO
Ch/Ie0OHO 3acelaHNe, He ce IBABA, MIPEACTABJSABA Ce OT a[{BOKAT
A., KOUTO NOAABPKAa OTTOBOPA HA UCKOBATAa M0JI0a M MOJIU 32

OTXBBPJAAHEC HA UCKA.

CbabT, cjie KaTo 00ChAH J0BOAUTE HA CTPAHUTE U
CbOpPaHUTE 10 JeJI0TO MUCMEHH 10KA3ATEJICTBATA HA OCHOBAHU
wi. 235, an.2 ot I'TIK 1 1o cBoe BbTPENIHO y0eKIeHue Ha
ocHoBanue wi. 12 ot I'TIK, Hamupa ot pakTHyecka U NpaBHa

¢TpaHa CJ€IHO0TO:

Ilo npeasiBeHMs1 UCK € MPABHO OCHOBaHue 4. 240 ot 33 /1
3a BpbIIIaHe HA IaJieHa B 3aeM OT UIllella HA OTBEeTHUKA,
napu4yHa cyma ot 5000 sieBa, 1o CKJIKYEH J0r0BOP 32
3aeM MeXAy cTpaHuTe npe3 Mmecer Mapt 2020r., HieubT CJIeaB:
12 YCTAHOBM OCBEH MOCTUTHATOTO ChIJVIACHE 32 CKJIKYBAHETO

HA JIOTOBOPA 32 3aeM MeK1Yy CTPAHUTE, B MPEABU/ PeaJTHUSA
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XapaKTep HAa TO3H JI0T0BOP, U (PaKTA HA NMPeJABAHETO HA
cymMara Ha 3aemomnoJjydaress. B ciyyas 0e3cropHo ce yCTaHOBI
OT NPUETH 10 1eJ10TO JLIoroBop 3a mOTPeOUTEICKH KpeauT Ne
FL1060477 ot 13.03.2020r., 4ye niuaTa e u3TerJmia Kpeaur B
pa3mep Ha 25 000,00 jieBa, KaTO OT rOpENOCOYEHATA CyMa €
npenasia Ha oreetHuunara — H. b. H.b., cyma B pasmep Ha
5000,00 seBa, mo MoJ10a Ha MOcJIeAHATA 32 (PUHAHCHPAHE
o0yueHHeTo Ha cuHa ii — M.A.B.. Te3n pejeBanTHH 3a cnopa
(pakTH M 00CTOATEJICTBA C€ YCTAHOBABAT, KAKTO OT MPHETHS TI(
J1eJIOTO IOT0OBOP 32 KPeAUT, TAKA U OT MOCTAHOBEHOTO 110
npenucka ¢ BX. Ne 513000-3020/2021r. mo onmuca Ha C/IBP,
np.np. Ne 340/2021r. mo onuca na CPII nocraHoBjieHHe, ¢ KOET!
€ 0TKa3aHO 00pa3yBaHe HA HAKA3AaTEJHO NMPOU3BOJCTBO, A ChIII(
U OT MOKA3AHUSATA HA PA3NIUTAHKUSA HA CTPAHATA HA UIIEHA
ceuaerena — U. I1. T.. IlociaeaHuAT Bb3NPOU3BEKIA B
MOKA3aHUATA CH, Y€ MO3HABA U IBeTe CTPAHHU, KATO U3Pa3siBa
3HAHME, Y€ MIIIATA € TerJmia CyMH, KOUTO BIIOCJIECTBHE €
NnpeaaJa Ha OTBETHUIATA, 3aIII0TO CHHBT HA MOCJIeAHATA 01T
CTYJIEHT 0 MEeMIIMHA U Ce HYK/JAaeJ 0T CPEeICTBA 32 3aIJIAIaH(
BHOCKHUTE 110 00pa3oBaHueTo cu. CBUAETEJAT PA3NUTAH
NMOTBBbPKAABA, Ye ChIIUTE MOKA3AHUSA € JAJ U B X0/1a HA
npou3BoACTBOTO MO np.nup. Ne 340/2021r. mo onuca na CPII, B
KOETO ChABT Ce y0eau, cjiel KaTo 1o AeJJ0TO M3UCKA U NMPUJIOKHE
ropemnocouyeHara npenucka. llorssp:kaasa npea cbaa, ye
JIMYHO € OUJI C MINIATA, KOTOTO € U3TerJinjia CyMHuTe U T €

npenaJja Ha orsetHuka H. b. H. — b..



TBbpaeHUsATa HA MIIIATA €A Y€ C OTBETHUKA € CKJIKYUIA
YCTEH JOrOBOP 32 3aeM, KaTo CJIe/l KAaTO € MmpeaajieHa cyMmara Ha
OTBETHHUKA, TOH Ce CHIVIACIJI 12 BbPHE CyMAaTa, KaTo 3a1jana
BHOCKHUTE 10 KpeauTa. CbAbT YCTAHOBH, Y€ U3TErJICHUS
KpeauT e ¢ mage:x 10 13.03.2028r., koeTo BoAM 10 U3BOJ 32
HEOoIpPeaeJTeHOCT OTHOCHO Ma/IeKa 32 BPbIlaHe Ha MPolecHaTa
cyma. CiieBa na ce oryere odaue, 4Ye OTBETHUKBT HEe OTPUYA
JTOrOBOPHATA 3a€MHA BPb3Ka, KATO OT U3SIBJICHUATA U
UMILUTMIUTHO Ce U3BJIMYA U PU3HAHUE 32 MOJIyYaBaHe HA
CyMaTa, B IPeJABU/I 1 YCJI0KHEHUTE OTHOLIECHUS MEXKIY
crpanute. CieaBa 1a ce mocoum odave, 4e camMaTa HCKOBA
MO0JI0a MMA XapaKTep Ha MOKAaHAa 32 miIamane. CbriiacHoO 4J1.
240, au. 4 ot 33/ KOraTo He € YTOBOPEH Maje:K ¢ J0roBopa 3a
3aeM, 3aeMaTeJIAT TPSAOBA 1a BbPHE 3aeTUTE MAPH B TEYCHUE HE
eauH Mecel oT nokanara. Ilo xesioTo He ca mpeacraBeHu
NMUCMEHH I0KA3aTeJICTBA 32 N3NPAaTeHAa MOKAHA OT MIIATA 10
OTBETHHUKA, MPEAX0KIANIA NOJABAHE HA HCKOBATA M0JI0a B
Ch/1a, MOPATH KOETO MOCJIEAHATA, MOAAAEHA B Ch/Ia HA
27.07.2022 r. uMa XapakTep HA IOKAHA U € BPbUY€HA HA
oTBeTHHKA Ha aaTa 14.11.2022r., KaTo OT Ta3H JaTa € U3TEKbJI
CPOK OT eMH Mecell, KOUTO (PAKT ChABT ChbO0pa3siBa HA
ocHoBaHue 4. 235, a;1.3 ot I'lIK, npeaBua KoeTo B3eMaHETO H
UINLATA 32 BPbILaHe OT OTBETHUKA HA JaJeHATa MYy OT Hes
3aemMHa cyma o1 5000 jieBa e KaKTO JUKBHIAHO, TAKA U
U3HCKYEMO, T. €. JOKA3aHO € 1 M0 OCHOBaHUE U 1Mo pa3Mep. B
Ta3W BPb3Ka CJIeIBA /1a Ce MOCOYH U Y€ ChAbT IeHH

NNOKa3aHUuATAa HA CBUACTEJIA T., KaTo JIOT'HYHU "



MOCJIeI0BATEJIHU, OTHOCHO (DAKTUTE, CBbP3aHHU C MPeIaBaHe HA
NMPOIECHATA CYMAa, M KATO JONYCHATH B HENPOTUBOPEYHeE C
HoBeJsaTa Ha 4. 164, an.1,1.3 oT I'TIK. CbabT IEHH U caMUTeE
U3SIBJICHUA HA OTBETHUKA, KOUTO HEe OTPUYAT 3aeMHATA BPb3K?
KaKTO U Te3u, 4ye Ha H. b. H. — b. e npexagena npouecHara

cyma.

ITo A€JI10TO0, BLIIPCKH U3ABJICHUATA HA OTBETHHUIIATA 34
H3BBPIHICHU IVIAIMAHUS, TOCJICEAHATA HE /IOKa3a IMOJOKUTCIHAUT

(¢akTH MO MoracsiBaHe Ha MpPoILeCHATA cyMa.

ITo Bcuuko TOPECU3I0KCHOTO CbABT HAMHPA TaKa
NMpEeaAsABCHUS UCK 34 OCHOBATCJ/ICH, IIOPaaAHd KOECTO CJICABA /14 6']))]

YBaKeH.

[Tpu T0o3u M3x0/ Ha criopa U Ha ocHoBaHMe wil. 78, an.1 ot 33/ mpaBo Ha pa3HOCKU ce
nopak/a B mmoji3a Ha umena. Ha umiena cienpa qa Ob1aT NPUCHACHN Pa3HOCKH 3a bp)KaBHA TaKca E
pasmep Ha 200,00 jeBa, KaKTO U 3a 3aIUIATEHO aJBOKATCKO Bb3HArpaxkaeHue B pazmep Ha 600,00
JIeBa, 32 PEATHOTO 3aIlIalllaHe Ha KOeTo, ChoOpa3Ho nmoctaHoBkuTe HA T.1 o TP Ne 6/2013r. Ha

OCI'TK ua BKC ca manuiie moka3aTesicTsa Ha 1.8 O IEI0TO.

Taka MOTHUBHUPAH, CBABT:

PELIN:

OCDBHXKIA H. b. H. — b, EI'H ###%**%%%%% J]A JAIIJIATHU
Ha E. JI. M., EI'H *******%%% " cymara o1 5000 ;18B.,
NPeACTABIABANIA JbJXKMMA 3a€MHA CyMa 110 10T0BOP 32
napu4eH 3aem otT M.03.2020r., ckarouen mexay E. /1. M., kato

3aemonaresa u H. b. H. — b., karo 3aemonoJsyuareJ.



OCDBXIA H. b. H. — b., ET'H ##x#xsticisx JIA SATINIATU na E. 1. M., EI'H ¥tk
cymara B pazmep Ha 800,00 sieBa, 1€710BOIHY Pa3HOCKH B POM3BOJICTBOTO HA OCHOBAaHME 4Il. 78, ail.
ot ['TIK.

Pemennero nomgiexxu Ha o0’KanBaHe npen CICs ABYCCOAMHUYCH CPOK OT C’BO6I_I_IaBaHCTO Ha

CTPAHUTE.

Cobaus npu Coduiicku paiioHeH CbA:
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