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DEVIATION FROM RESTIUTION AND CONFISCATION OF OBJECTS IN 

FAVOR OF THE STATE

Summary 

Restitution represents most common legal works, which was already 

executed, annulment consequence. However, when we are talking about forbidden 

legal works restitution isnt always the rightest solution. Forbidden legal works are 

not in line with compulsory regulations, public order or good customs, and 

because of that more strict sanctioning of legal entities, that knew that they are 

making this kind of deal, is necessary.  For this reason exception from restitution is 

made, as in refusing prosecutors restitution request, but also as taking away given 

case for the benefit of municipality, in other words country, charity or some other 

kind of organisation. 
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Writer in this paper attempts to justify this kind of solution, which is given 

by our Law of Contract and Torts, and point out that more open, elastic, 

interpretation of other law regulations should be used more often. By 

creatingforbidden legal works we are breaking not only law, but also moral 

principles, and for that reason special regulation processes, as wel as creating 

distinct measurement for deviation from restitution, in other words taking the case 

away, is wel justified. By „punishing“ legal entities, by refusing their reqest for 

restitution or by taking away case in favor of country, we are pointing out, to them, 

the need for conscientiously and fair behaving when concluding legal works. If 

someone acts, in a way that neglects pointed needs, that entity should besr 

consequences of its behavior. 

Keywords: forbidden legal works, restitution, deviation from restitution, 

conscientiously, confiscation of objects in favor of the State. 
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