gggg:;) CYA Y HOBOM CARY
oM s pronopycHo
BUIIIE JABHO TYXHJIAIIITBO Mpumepara 4 npHROre 77X Yy,
YV HOBOM CAJTY NPHM “
BPOJ KTP 1120/21 beio 07. 10, 2021
JAHA 01.10.2021. rox. TakcHpano ca
HOBH CAJI Matsak Taxce o AHH. Be3 Takce
AA/TTP Bpoj

IPUBPEIHU CYAY HOBOM CALQY

BE3A: Bam 6p. 2 CT.9/2010

YV npuimory oBor jomuca JOcTaBjbaMo Bam Ha pasMarpame IIOJHECKE
3anpEMJbEHE myreM e-mail-a ca e-mail agpece ,andjelka devic®, 063upom xa cMaTpamo
1a 6¥ ce Y KOHKPETHOM CiIy4ajy Y OBHM NOZHECIHMA eBEHTYAl[HO PaTuiIo O IpHTyxbama
Ha pan cymja Jemmbamuh 3opane, CyGotuh Busbare, Kyprex Bnaaucnasa ¥ Kommuh
Crnobonanke.

HanmomumeM fa cMo mon HammMm Opojem KT 79/20 mana 29.03.2021. roxune
HOHENM pememe o oxbauyajy KpuBuuHe npujase nopHocmoua Jesmh Mimje om mana
18.02.2020. romune mpotuB mpujasibeHor Kyprex Bmamucnasa, cynuje IIpmspemmor
cyna y Hosom Cany, 36or KpaBHYHOT Nena KpInei¢ 3aKkoHa OZ cTpaHe CyXHje, jaBHOT
TYXHOIA H HETOBOr 3aMeHuKa U3 wWI. 360 K3, jep He mocroje OcHOBM CyMmbe Ja je
VUHELCHO HABEAEHO KPUBHYHO JEN0, HUTH GHIIO Koje JIPyro KpHBHYHO JIEI0 KOje Ce T'OHH
o ciIyx6eHoj AYXHOCTH, Te Aa cMo [loceGHOM onebemy 3a cy30Hjame KOpyIIHje
Bumer jauor Tyxumnamrsa Y HoroM Cany [0CTaBAIM Ha HAIUISKHO NOCTYTAE HCTY
KPUBHYHY TIPHjaBy ¥ A€y KOjH ce OZHOCH Ha MCTHIAme HE3aKOHHTOCTH Y IOCTyNamy
creuajdor ympasunka ATII Bojsoguna, [lapnoah Hukore.
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‘Subject: RE:.Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu (oo dmww w
-www.ilijadevic.com

From: "Andjelka Devic" <andjelkadev10bg‘@@h’i’ lEE0mm> mreo

Date: 06.07.2021 08:41 e

To: <ojtns@eunet.rs>, <kabinetrjt@rjt. golre> 08 07, o

CC: “'Andjelka Devic™ <andjetkadevicbhg@gmail.com= "5}'(?3
fndro 49 59/¢ Mot Tom

07.06.2021. ,Pravilno postupanje u sudskom

predmetu ATP/Vojvodine” odskoéna daska za

napredovanje-predmet u Sudskoj praksi
Sutklnja ,,resﬂa” tuzbu-pa. otisla.u Visoki savet sudstva

‘Domaca javnost kao i Evropske institucije upoznati su sa
‘sustinom predmeta ATP“Vojvodine” i zamrienim igrama

pravosudja koji nastoji da sprovede naloge grupe
moc¢nika €ije je cilj otimanje moje investicije.Verovatno
mkome zbog toga nije Eudno Sto se tuzba odnosno
revizija u postupku za nadoknadu licne stete. pdf ved

" duZe od dve godine nala2| u Vrhovaom kasacionom
sudu. Trebalobi-da taj sud drugostepenu presudu vrati

na: ponovnmodlucsvanje jer je u toj-fazi sud samo , 33
=l

‘naveo argumente jedne.i. drugesstrane, a:zaboravio da

utvrdi &a su.injenicexda-sam-uimartu 2@19 upozorlo da’
ie sudija izvestilac Z’raﬁ/ﬁ)ellbaSIC pokusala da
predmet ,,tezak” vus\ﬁllr‘da strana predstaw velu za

fsamol4 dana

To je bio sngnal strucnOJ javnosti da je presuda unapred
=donetar| da obiman materijal sutkinja nije imala nameru

cpafHuftT foPu TPy ot .
Vo P ﬂ Q (;,{HL\Y 06.07.2021 08:
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(RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vijod‘i'gu www.ilijadevic.com

ni da &ita. Posle tog upozorenja’sve je stalo i do poletka
ove godine nijé bilo naznaka da se ista radi u tom
slucaju. |
Podetkom ove godine sastav veca je promenjen, sudija
izvestilac ostala je ista.i pet dana:nakon imenovania
novog veca predocnla im je ovaj predmet koji je tada i
. jzvecan.

Ishod jos. uvek hije- poznat aI| jesimptomati¢no da je
Delibasi¢ od 1.apm|a &lan Visokog saveta sudstva, Sto joj
obezbedjuje poziciju do kraja radnog veka.Rad na ovom
predmetu-bio je ulaznica:za tu poziciju, ali i za niz
privilegija za nju i Clanove njene porodice.

Dalisamya sticao-kapitali i investirao da tome sluzi?

- 0d preostala-dva:clana, predsednica tog veéa Vesna

: Popovié otisla:je u penziju —a dve nedelje kasnije
predmet je otiao u sudsku praksu, odnosno na
usaglasavanje:sa presudama koje su ranije donete u
sliénim sudskim: postupcima.U ovom trenutku to je
jedino &to.se zna o sudbini predmeta-kojije.vec dve

thoxngm kasacionom sudu.

Podseéam jo$ jednom, ATP“Vojvodinu® kupio sam na
javnoj aukciji 2004, u prvoj godini ispunio investicioni -
plan, prosirio delatnost, uz postojecih 300 zaposliojos
200 novih radnika bez ikakvih drZavnih subvencija, a
onda krenuo u ulaganja.Na osnovu ranije donetog
Generalnog.urbanistitkog plana za Novi Sad, kojim je

“bilo predwdjeno da se-postojeca i neuslovna autobuska
stanica zatvorl a nova izgradi na lokaciji koja je

7 nfaR ' 06,07.2021 08:




+ RE: Saopitenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

pripadala ATP“Vejvodini“ , sklopio sam tada ugovor sa
tada3njim gradskim vlastima. Moja obaveza je bila da
izgradim novi savremeni objekat sa pratecim sadrzajima,
dok Grad nije imao nikakva ulaganja osim obaveze da
po dobijanju upetrebne dozvole izmesti saobracaj na
novu lokaciju. Tu obavezu Grad nije ispostovao,
investicija. n-=-ij-e.-,em"o‘gla'.:d.a'- funkeioniSe i pod te retom
kreditnih rata preduzece je-otislo u stecaj.
Na osnovu toga, rukovodjen stavom iz Zakona o
obligacionim odnosima, da ko drugome napravi Stetu
mora da je fp:lati, podneo sam tuzbu za nadoknadu licne
Stete koju-sa'm:-pretrpefp kao investitor koga su gradske

~ vlasti prevarile, navele da udje u ulaganje, a potom
onemogudile da objekat po¢ne sa radom.

‘Slugaj privatizacije ATP“Vojvodine” nalaz se u stalnom
monitoringu Evropske komisije koja ga je oznacila kao
jedan od pet najvecih sa liste 24 slu¢aja visoke korupcije
i kao jedini u kome je o3teéen investitor, ane drzava.

S postovanjem,

_llja Devi¢, investitor ATP“Vojvodine*

I

From: Andjelka. Devic [mailto:andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]

| Sent: Thursday, Juné 24, 2021 11:40 AM

i To: ojtns@eungt.rs; kabinetrjt@rjt.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka Devic' <andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

]
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24, 06 2021. Sutkinja Biljana Subotié bi trebala da se
izuzme iz predmeta '

Ni dve nedelje nakon 3to sam se-obratio Agenciji za
licenciranje ste¢ajnih upravnika(ALSU)

10.06.2021. Stecajni upravnik Nikola Pavlovic unapred
ima izvestaje ALSU(Agencue za. Ilcenc1ran|e ste€ajnih
upravnika). U

i ukazivao na nezakonitu prodaju, imovine

| ATP“VOJvodme” i postupanje stec¢ajnog upravnlka
‘odgovora iz teiinstitucije nema.

Iste primedbe nalaze se i u Zalbi-koju sam podneo
Apelacionom sudu jos 21.aprila, ali je ona iz Privrednog

suda u Novom Sadu tek juce prosledjena
drugostepenam sudu.Uprkos tome steéajni upravnik je
‘ve¢ krajem proslog meseca za 30.juni zakazao novu

prodaju ovog puta novu autobusku stanicu.
Istovremeno na-prethodno obavljenu prodaju Zalbu su
ulozili i Drza.vn.o..pravobranllastvo u ime Poreske uprave i
Komercijalna banka. Jedini zakljucak jeste da steCajni

upravnik unapred zna ishod tih-sporova i da zato po

necijem nalogu oglasava prodaju.

On ima svoje razloge, jer je samo naime troskova
ste¢aja od prethodne prodaje naplatio 45.000 Evra i
dobio nagradu u istoj vrednosti, a postupak je obavljen

tako $to je sudija Vladislav Kurtek ,, pobrkao zakone®,

primenio pogresne zakone $to je i predmet moje zalbe.
Da postoji sumnja.u postupak prodaje ukazuje i to §to

06.07.2021 08:




'RE: Saopitenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

kupci jo3 nisu usli u posed. |
Ipak izgleda da-kupci stecajni upravnik veruju da Ce
ishod sporaf ,lti-kakefs-uﬁd.ogovoréili tim-pre Sto je sudija u
postupk" Biljana Suboti¢ v ¢ bila prisutna u ovom
predmem‘:”’/
Ona je prosle godihe.-.odluc‘iila o #albi zbog bankrota, pa
iako stedajni predmeti imaju prioritet drZala je devet
_meseci zalbu-u fioci, time.je omogudila da se. postupak
-vodi ,prekokolena“i uz brojne nepravilnosti.
Sutkinju Biljanu Suboti¢ dobro poznajem, jer je
svojevremeno. dolazila u moju vlastitu firmu na kafu
- zajedno sa potpredsednikom Privrednog suda koji ju je |
zaposlio imajuci u vidu da je ona sestra tuZioca Radeta -
Terzi¢a. U toj ekipi bile su i druge sudije koje se i sada
“halaze u Privrednom apelacionom sudu. Ovom prilikom
- pozivam sudkinju Biljanu Suboti¢ da se izuzme iz ovog
pred meta.To bi-bilo &asnije, jer onda ne bimorala po
nalogu moénika da stavi-blageslov na postu pak Ciji se
ishod, izgleda; uriapred zna i-proizvodi unistavanje i
mene i moje porbdice.
Ovo je istovremeno i apel upucen Republi¢kom i
Specijalnom tuZilastvu, da se pozabavi ovim predmetom
i kada je veé uslo u borbu protiv kriminala, utvrdii
formalno ko stoji iza besomuéne petnaestogodisnje
otimagine moje imovine i mog progona.
Slucaj ATP“Vojvodina“ halazi se i dalje u stalnom
monitoringu .evrdpskg«'-'komi-s-ij e-kao jedan od pet
najvedih sa:spiska od 24 sporne privatizacije i jedini u

S nfAR . 06.07.2021 08




RE: Sa‘op§ten}e za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com .

kome sam oétecen ja kao.investitor, a ne drzava.

S postovanjem,
llija Devi¢, Investitor ATP“Vojvodina“ Novi Sad

24 June. 2021 The judge Biljana Suboti¢ should be
exepted from the case

Even: two ;w'ee;ks“ after my addressing the Bankruptcy
" Trustee Licensing Agency (BTLA)

10 June 2021 The Bankruptcy Trustee Nikola Pavlovic
has in advance the BTLA reportsunanred ima_izvestaje
ALSU(Bankru ptcy. Trustee Llcensmg Agency)

and my pointing at the illegal sale of ATP Vojvodina
property and-acting of the Bankruptcy Trustee, there
_has not’ been areply from that lnstltutwn

The same statements can be found in the complaint |
filed to the Court of Appeal even on 21 April, but the
complaint was only yesterday forwarded from the -
Commercial Court in -Novi Sad to the second-instance
Court. In spite of that, it.was in late May when the
Bankruptey Trustee scheduled new sale-the new bus
station this-time; for 30 June. Both the State Attorney’s

. Office on behalf of the Tax Administration and the
Commercial Bank also filed the complaint against the

A nf AR 06.07.2021 08




RE: Saopitenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu-www.ilijadevic.com

prewously announced sale. The only conclusion one
can make is that the Bankruptcy Trustee knows in
advance the outcome of the court:cases and that is
why, in accordance - with someone’s order, he

announces the sale.

He has got his- own- reasons, because he was paid
45,000 Euros ‘as the bankruptcy costs of the previous
sale and he also got the same amount as'a reward. The
vety procedure was carried out by , confusing the laws®,
implementation of wrong laws by the judge Vladislav
Kurtek, arid that is the subject of my complaint.

It is obvious that there are some doubts relating the
- sale-procedure,. because the buyers have not yet taken
possession of the purchase.

However; it seems as. if the byuers-and the Bankruptcy

: Trustee believe: that the outcome of the court case will
be in accordance with their expectations, especially
knowing the fact that the judge Biljana Suboti¢ was
already present in this case.

Last year she made the decision on the complaint
relating the bankruptcy and ,although the bankruptcy
cases are to be prioritized, she kept the complaint in the
. drawer fro nine months. In that way, she provided
conditions ‘for hasty conducting of the case
accompanied:by numerous irregularities.

7 of 68 : 06.07.2021 08
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RE: Saopitenje za javnost ATP Vojvodimu www.ilijadevic.com

| know the judge Biljana Suboti¢ very well, because she
used to come to my. own company to. have coffee with
the Vice President of the Commercial Court who
employed her because she was sister of the Prosecutor
Rade Terzi€. Some other judges who are still working
with the Commercial Court of Appeal were a part of
that team..On this .occassion | would like to call the
judge Biljana Suboti¢ to get exempted from this case.
That would.be honourable because, in that case, she
would not have to obey the orders of the powerfull
people and put her blessing to the procedure outcome
of which is apparently known in advance and which
could cause'destruction of me and my family.

In the same time, this appel is sent to the Republic and
Special Prosecutor’s Offices as an invitation for them to
deal with this case and, now when they have enetered
the struggle against crime, to formally find- out who
stands behind 15 years long savage plunderage of my
property and my persecution.

The case of ATP Vojvodina is still under permanent
monitoring of the European Commission as one of the
five biggest cases from the list of 24 compromized
privatizations and the only one in which | as the
investor, but not the state, suffer the damage.

Sincerely Yours,

R nf AR 06.07.2021 08:
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11i] a Devi, Investor of ATP-Vojvodina Novi Sad

From: An‘djelké.'Dejvic [mail"to’:andiellkadévicblg@fzmail.ggm].
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2021 8:36 AM

“To: oitns@eunet.rs; kabinetrjt@rjt.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka Devic' <and|elkadeV|cbg@2mall com>

Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

10.06.2021.; Ste¢ajni-upravnik Nikola Pavlovi¢ unapred ima
izve$taje ALSU(Agencije za licenciranje ste€ajnih upravnika)

|z ste¢ajnog.predmeta ATP“Vojvodina“ pred Privrednim sudom u

. Novom Sadu saznao sam-da je ste¢ajni upravnik Nikola Pavlovic

dana 04:06.2021. obavestio taj sud da je uputio demanti
dnevnom Ilstu Danas 25. 05.2021, gde je objavljeno moje

‘saopitenje. On se pozvao na zakljucak vandredne kontrole iz

prosle godine: Agencue za licenciranje stecajnih upravnika (ALSU)
koja je tvrdila:da nema nezakonitosti u tom steajnom postupku,
da je moja prituZba na brojne nepravilnosti neosnovana, a ja
sam na istu uloZio prigovor 30.12.2020.godine.

Pritufba ALSU na rad stecajnog upravnika:Nikole Pavloviéa i
Prigovor.pdf

Medjutim, tekst na koji je uputio demanti uopste se ne odnosi
na te nepravilnosti zbog kojih sam se tada Zalio ALSU-u, vec na
problem nezakonite prodaje u kojoj su sudija Viadislav Kurtek i
stedajni upravnik Nikola Pavlovi¢ pobrkali zakone.

Naime, sudija «jé::ﬂprq"gl'asi-o,\.prodaju i naloZio’katastru da je uknjizi

06.07.2021 08:.
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¢to bi bilo U redu.da se postupak vodio po Zakonu o stecaju. Ali,

‘ovaj predmet vodi se po Zakonu o ste¢ajnom postupku koji

predvidja da posao prodaje ide preko notara. Problem je bio, jer

ni jedna notatska kancelarija nije htela da overi prodaju,

obzirom na to da su objekti bili pod hipotekom koja je-u sporu.

Revizija Vrhovnom kasacionom sudu.pdf

- Takodje iz steéajﬁ_dg;predmeta, vidljiv je izQe§taj redovne

kontrole od.20.05.2021.godine;koji je-stecajni upravnik primio
03.06.2021, znaci-dan nakon Sto-je u Danasu objavljen njegov

~ demanti

. Ukome tVI‘d‘l daj je ALSU:konstatovala da je sve u redu. To

10 of 68

" ukazuje da je onimao saznanjeo sadrini dokumenta koiji je iz

ALSU primio kasnije.

Zbog toga smo. Agenciji za ||cenC|ranJe stecajnlh upravnika uputili
sledeca pltanja |

= Dali je supervizor Dragana KujundZic, ocenjujuci rad

stedajnog upravnika proveravala koja je pravila prodaje
on primenio,:a:posebno da li joj je bilo poznato da su na
tu prodaju:prigovor ulozili Komercijalna banka, Drzavni
pravobranllac u ime Poreske uprave i-ja. Takodje ne

~ znamoni.da [i je uzela u obzir to $to sam ulozio zalbu na
: esenje stecajnog:sudije koja su doneta na prediog

- stetajnog upravnika?

21.04, 2021‘Zalba stecajnog poverloca Ilije Devica na
resenje Privreds nog sudaxlz Novog Sada pdf

- Pitao samda je takvim izjadnjenjem supervizor Dragana
Kujundzié prejudicirala-ishod:Zalbenog postupka po
pitanju.dali je.steajni upravnik na navedenu prodaju

06.07.2021 08:¢




JRE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

F)

retreaktivho:prirrie’nio Zakon o stedaju umesto Zakona o
ste¢ajnom postupku? '

- Nakraju pitao sam da:li je to pritisak na-rad Privrednog
apelacionog suda da odbije moju Zalbu, jer je supervizor
bez uvida u dokumentaeiju utvrdio da je ste€ajni
upravnik.radio po zakonu? -

S poStovanjem,
[lija- Devié, Investitor preduzeca ATP“VOJvodlna” Novi Sad

10° June 2021 The Bankruptcy Trustee  Nikola Pavlovié
beforehand :has the reports of :BTLA (Bankruptcy Trustee

Llcensmg.Agemv)

1 have learned from the bankruptcy-case of ATP Vojvodina at the
Commercial Court in Novi Sad that the bankruptcy trustee
Nikola Pavlevi¢ informed the Court on 4 June 2021 that he sent a
denial to the daily newspaper Dands on 25 May 2021, and that
was where my statement had been published. He referred to the
‘conclusion issued by the extraordinary control orgamzed last
year by Bankruptcy Trustee Licensing Agency (BTLA) which
claimed that there were not illegal issues in that bakruptcy
procedure and that my complaint on numerous irregularities
was unfounded. 1 lodged a remonstrance to that very decision
on 30 December 2020

Complamt to, BTLA on the work of the Bankruptcv Trustee Nikola
Pavlovi¢ and’ Remonstrance .pdf

However, the text to wh.ich he sent.the denial has nothing to do

11 nf6R . 06.07.2021 0¢f




:RE: Saopitenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijade{rié:com
with the abovementioned irregularities because of which |
complained to BTLA in that time. It relates to the problem of the
“illegal sale in which the judge Vladislav Kurtek and bankruptcy
trustee Nikola Pavlovié confused the laws.

Namely, the judge declared sale of the property and gave the
order to the Cadastre to register it. That would have been right if
the procedure had been conducted in accordance with the
Bankruptcy Law. However, the case is being conducted in
"accordance with the Law on Bankruptcy Procedure which says
that the sale.activities are done through notary. The problem
‘appeared because not even one notary office wanted to certify
the sale because the facilities were under mortgage in dispute.

The Audit:-Demand to the Supreme Court of Cassation.pdf

,,,The',b'a‘nknuptcy.}:cas'e also obviously contains the report issued

“on 20 May'b"y"fth'e regular control and that report was received
by the bankruptcy trustee on 3 June 2021-a day after his denial
was published in Danas and that was the denial in which he
_claimed:that BTLA confirmed that.everything was all right. This
indicate$ ‘that ‘he _had. known about the contents of the
document before he received it from BTLA.

That is why we sent the following questions to the Bankruptcy
Trustee Licence Agency: |

- When estimating the work of the bankruptcy trustee, did the
supervisor Dragana KujundZi¢ checked the rules of sale he had
applied and, particularly did she know that the objections to the
sale.had been filed by The Commercial Bank, The State Attorney
'n behalf of the Tax Administration and me? We also do not know
if she took in consideratin the fact that | had filed complaint to
the bankruptcy judge's decision made in accordance with the

12 of 68 06.07.2021 08
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bankruptcy trustee's suggestion?

21 April 2021 Complaint. of the Bankruptcy Creditor llija Devié
against the Decision Madé by-the Commercial Court in Novi Sad
.pdf

- Did such a declaration made by the supervisor Dragana
KujundZié: prejudge the outcome of the complaint procedure
relating the question if the bankruptcy trustee retroactively
applied the: Bankruptcy Law on this sale instead of the Law on
Bankruptcy Procedure? |

- Finally, is there a pressure put on the work of the Commercial

- Court of Appeal in order to make it reject my complaint, because

the supervisor found out that the ba nkruptcy trustee was acting
in accordance with the law despite the fact that she did not have
the insight into documentation? :

Sincerely-Yours,

llija Devi¢, -Ihves:cor of A-"I'P Vojvodina-Company in Novi Sad

Froh: Andjelka Devic [mailto:andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2021 10:11 AM

. To: ojtns@eunet.rs; kabinetrjt@rjt.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka Devic' <andjelkadevichg@ mail.com>
Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP-Vojvodin u wwwiilijadevic.com
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, RE: Saopétenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

26.05.2021. iutkmia’SBbodanka Komsi¢ odbila
prigovor na.pr aju~dela1movm"7\TP“V01vodme

Priznala povredu procedure, ali prodaju ostavila na
snazi

Stedajno veée-Privrednog suda u Novom Sadu kojim je
_predsedavala sutklnja Slobodanka Komsi¢ odbila je
prigovor-na: proceduru prodaje dela imovine
'ATP"VOJVOdIhE" koju su podneli osim mene kao
poverioca, i Drzavno pravobranilastvo u ime Poreske
uprave, kao i Komercijalne banke.
Podseéam;, prigovor sam stavio jer su stecajni upravnik i
sudija pomesali zakone prilikom procedure prodaje, pa
su umesto zakona o ste€ajnom postupku po kome se
vodio predmet ATP“Vojvodine” primenili zakon.o
‘steéaju kojije donet dve godine kasnije.To im je bilo
potrebno jer nijedna notarska kancelarija nije htela da
overi‘ugovor o prodaji savremenog servisa i zemljista, s
obzirom da. procedura nije ispostovanai ‘da jeimovina
bila pod hipotekom u sporu. Ste€ajni upravnik se zato
dosetio i od ste¢ajnog sudije zatraZio overu prodaje, Sto
omogucava zakon koji se u ovom predmetu ne
primenjuje. Interesantno je da stecajno vece,
obrazlazudi odbijajuée redenje, priznaje manjkavost
procesa pa iz tog.dokumenta nije jasno zbog Cega je
prigovor odbijen.
-Na potezu je Privredni apelacioni sud koji treba da da
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kona&nu odluku: da:li;je povreda zakona-osnov za
ponistenje neke odluke, ili je sudijama dozvoljeno da
orocenjuju kada Zele da primene zakon, a kada ne, i Sta
su kriterijumi kada se takva odluka donosi?

Upravo ¢emo ha tom primeru videti da li se u Srbiji
postuje nadelo pravne sigurnosti u okviru poglavlja 23.
Podseéamo, upravo zbog tog poglavlja predmet
ATP“Vojvodina“ je pod- monitoringom evropske

| komisije gde senalazi- medju pet najvedih sa liste od 24

15 of 68

sporne pnva’azac_ue i jedini u kome je oStecen investitor,
anedrzava.

S posStovanjem,
llija Devié, Investitor preduzeéa ATP”Vojvodina®

.26 May. 2021 The judge Slobodanka Komsi¢ rejected
the filed-objection to sale of a.part of ATP Vojvodina

property

She admitted:the procedure wolatlon, but still left the

.sale in effect

The Bankruptcy Council of the Commercial Court in

Novi Sad presided by the judge Slobodanka Komsic
rejected the fited objection to the procedure of selling
of a part, of ATP Vojvodina property. Besides myself as
the trustee, the State Attorney s Office on behalf of the
Tax Administration and Commercial Bank filed the

06.07.2021 08:
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objection as well.

Let me remind: you that |-filed an objection because the
Bankruptcy Trustee and the judge had confused the
laws in the sale procedure and, instead of the Law on
Bankruptcy Procedure according to which the ATP

Vojvodina case had been conducted, had applied the

Bankruptcy . Iaw adopted twe.years, Iater They needed
that because, there was not even one notary office
which wanted to certify the contract on sale of the

‘modern service and terrain,having in mind that the

procedure had not been respected and the property
had been- under mortgage during the dispute. That is
why the Bankruptcy Trustee got the idea to demand
ceftifying-of the sale from the Bankruptcy Judge, which
is something that the law does permit, but not in this
case. It is interesting that the Bankruptcy Council, when

'explalnlng the reasons for rejection, admitted the

process shortcoming, so it is not clear from the
document why they rejected the objec’aon

It is up to the Commercial Court of Appeal to make the
final decision: is the law violation the basis for
annulment of a decision or are the judges allowed to
estimate when to apply or not apply.the law, and what
are the criteria for making such.a decision?

This is the exampé..at which we will be able to see if the
principle of legal security within the Chapter 23 is

06.07.2021 08
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respected-in Serbia.

Let me remind you that this very Chapter is the one
because of which the case of ATP Vojvodina is under
monitoring .of the European Commission and that it is
among the five biggest cases on the list of 24
compromised: privatizations and the only one in which

the investor but not the state which suffers the damage.

- Sincerely Yours,

llija Devi¢, Investor of ATP Vojvodina Company

From: Andjelka-Devic [mailto:andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 17, 2021 11:40 AM

To: ojtns@eunet.rs; kabihetrit@-rit.gov.'rs

¢¢: 'Andjelka Devic' <andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.iliiadevic.com

17.05.2021.Stedajni-upravnik i ste€ajni sudija Viadislav Kurtek
protivzakonito sprovode namirenje:poverioca u stecaju
ATP“Vojvodina“

-Kod prodaje imovine pobrkall zakone

Nedavno su prodate ,,dve fuknkcionalne celine” ATP“Vojvodine“
po oglasu koji je raspisala ste¢ajna uprava, odnosno stec€ajni

06.07.2021 0§
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upravnik Nikola Pavlovié, iako su postojale hipoteke o kojima je
pokrenut spor.

Upravo to sprecavalo | je da se prodaja ebavi po zakonu, jer iako
su kupci regularno uplatili izlicitirani iznos, niko od notara nije
prihvatio da tu transakciju sprovede i upise nove vlasnike.

“Izlaz” je prona$ao ste€ajni sudija koji je doneo resenje po
zahtevu steCajnog upravhika koumje naloZio katastru upis novih
vlasnika i brisanje hlpoteka koje su blle teret na imovinskom

listu.
Toje uradjeno po zakonu o stécaju.
‘Medjutim,problem je to 3to je stecaj ATP“Vojvodine” otvoren
' 2008.godine kada je na snazi bio zakon o ste¢ajnom postupku po
" kome se taj proces i vodio.Zakon o stecaju usvojen je kasnije |
upravo je on propisivao da ¢e se postupci zapoceti po
prethodnem zakonu o njemu i okoncati.
U-¢emu je razlika?
Zakon o ste¢ajnom postupku ne predvidja moguénost sudije da
| donese odluku o izvréenoj:prodaji, veé to mora da ucini stecajni
.upravnik i da na-kupca prenese imovinu bez tereta kada se
isplati cena, to ste€ajni upravnik nije mogao da uradi, jer je
prodaja imovine pod teretom nezakonita i niko od notara nije
hteo da rizikuje:svoju licencu.
Kao stefajni poverilac ukazivao sam na pravne posledice prodaje
nepokretnostiimovine ATP“Vojvodina“ koje su nastale na
osnovu ugovora o kupoprodaji, na kojem potpisi ugovornih
* strana nisu overeni kod nadleZnog javnog beleznika.Shodno
tome, nisu postOJaII uslovi ni za verifikaciju obra¢una po kome
su namireni razluéni poverioci, a jo$ manje za obracun nagrade
stecajnom upravniku koji je sebi dodelio 40.000,00 Evra i pritom
odnekud izraunao isto toliki iznos troskova steajnog postupka. '
Sve se to radi sa ciljem da se $to pre-i u bescenje proda moja
investicija i da se namiri delimiéno samo jedan razlu€ni poverilac
Credit Agricole banka koja inace i upravlja tim stecajem.
Protiv takvih postupaka ste¢ajnog upravnika i ste¢ajnog sudije
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Vladislava Kurteka podne sam Zalbe:

07.04.2021. 7alba.na reSenie Privrednog suda u Novom Sadu St
9/2010 .pdf |

08.04.2021. Zalba Privrednom apelacionom sudu ha resenje
p'rined nog suda._‘od' 01;-0.4».2021v.g0d‘in‘e .pdf-.

~ Stecajni sudua je ovu salbu odbacio-kao neblagovremenu uz
* tvrdnju da je.podneta 12.Aprila, iako je ona postom dostavljena

8.Aprila, a veé narednog dana i zavedena u pisarnici suda $to je
&ini blagovremenom i na to reSenje podneo sam Zalbu.

'21‘.04.2021.'Za'l-bfa steéajnog poverioca llije Devica na reSenje

'Privrednog suda iz Novog Sada.pdf

~ Naipotezu je- Prlvrednl apelacmnl sud od koga ofekujem da ne

dozvoli retroaktivnu primenu zakona o stedaju u predmet koji je
zapocet po- zakonu o steajnom postupku,kako bi pokazao da se
u Srbiji poStuje nacelo pravne sigurnosti u okviru poglavlja 23.

 Podseéamo, upravo zbog tog poglavlja-predmet ATP”VOJVOdlna

1N AFfL0

" je pod monitoringom evropske komisije gde se nalazi medju pet

najveéih sa liste od 24 sporne privatizacije i jedini u kome je
oéteéen investitor, a ne drzava.

S postovanjem

‘lija Devi¢, lnvestltor preduzeéa ATP”Vojvodina”

17 I-Vlayf 2021 Th‘e Bank—ruptcy Trustee and Bankruptcy Judge

Viadislav Kurtek Are Unlawfully Carrying out Settlement of the
Creditors in the-Bankruptcy of ATP Vojvodina

'_-Confus_ing'-fofﬁth‘er Laws in the Property-Selling Process

06.07.2021 68
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_“RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvedinu www.ilijadevic.com

,TWO functional wholes” of ATP Vojvodina were recently sold
according to the advertisement published by the Board of
Trustees, i.e. Nikola Pavlovic-the Bankruptcy Trustee, in spite of
existence of two mortgages about which a dispute was initiated.
This fact was the one that: prevented carrying out of the sale in
accordance with the law because, although the buyers regularly
paid the auctioned amount, not even one. hotary accepted the

- transaction.and registered the new.owners.

“The solution was found: by the Bankruptcy Judge who made
the - decision. in accordance with the Bankruptcy Trustee's
demand and gave the order to.the Cadastre to register the new
owners and to delete the mortgages which were encumbrance

‘on the property list.

That was done-according to the Bankruptcy Law.
However, the.problem is in the fact:that the bankruptcy of ATP
Vojvoding was ‘open in 2008 when the Law on Bankruptcy

Procedure was in force and the process was being conducted in

accordance with that law. The Bankruptcy Law was adopted
later and it was that very law which said that the processes

‘started in accordance with the previous law would be completed

according to the same law.

What is the difference?

The Law on Bankruptcy Procedure does not anticipate the
possibility for the judge to make the decision on the carried out
sale, bu the Bankruptcy Trustee is the one who has to do that.
He/She has to transfer the property without encumbrance when
the price is paid. That is something which the Bankruptcy
Trustee could not do, because selling of the property under
encumbrance is.illegal, so the notaries did not want to risk losing
their licences.

As a bankruptcy creditor, | warned about the legal consequences
of selling the:real estate of ATP Vojvodina.which appeared on the
basis of the Contract of Sale in which the signs of the contractual

06.07.2021 08
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r.

- pa-rﬁes were not certified by the K competent public notary.
‘According to that, there were neithér. conditions for verification

of the calculation in accordance. with which the separate
creditors were paid, and there. were .even fewer conditions
provided for calculation of the award for the Bankruptcfy Trustee
who gave 40,000 Euros to himself, along with somehow
calculated same amountfor the bankruptcy. procedure costs.

All these activities are being done in: order to sell my investment

~ at the lowest price as soon as possible and to partially pay only

71 nf&R

“one separate creditor - Credit Agricole Bank, which is the one

managingthe’ Bankruptcy procedure.
| have submitted the appeals against such actions of the

Bankruptcy Trustee and Bankruptcy Judge:

7_April 2021 Appeal _against the decision made by the

Commerc:al Court in Now Sad St 9/2010 pdf ‘

8 April 2021 Appeal to the Commercial Court of Appeal against
the decision made on 1 April 2021 by the Commercial Court .pdf

The Ba nkr’uptcy-‘qudge dismissed the.appeal as untimely claiming
-'that it had been submitted on 12 April, although it was sent by

mail on 8 April and the following day it was registered in the
office, meaning that it was sent on time. | submitted appeal
against that-decision-as well.

21 April 2021 Appeal of the bankruptcy creditor llija Devié
against the decision made by the Commercial Court from Novi

Sad.pdf

The Commercial Court.of Appeal is on the move, and | expect
that they will not allow retroactive implemetation of the
Bankruptcy Law:in the case which started in accordance with the
Law on _Ban,kl:_u’"pft_(:y‘fP'roge.él*u;re, thus showingthat the principle of

6.07.2




RE: §aopgtenje za javnost ATP Vojvodim_; www.ilijadevic.com

by )3‘_,4’.
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Iegal certainty within the Chapter 23 is respected in Serbia.
Let me remind you that:this Chapter is the one because of which
the case of. ATP.Vojvodina.is-under momtorlng -of the European

‘Comniission- and that it is among five biggest on, the list of 24

compromized privatizations and the only one in which the
investor, but not the state suffers the damage.

Sincerely Yours
1lija Devié, Investor of ATP: Vo;vodma Compa ny

From: Andjelka Devic [mailto: andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednésday, April 7, 2021 9:55 AM

To: ojtns@eunet.rs; kabinetrjt@rjt.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka Devic' <andjélkadevichg@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Sdopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodih.u www.ilijadevic.com

07.04. 2021 llua Devic¢:-Pozivam sva tuZilaStva da

" reaguju i da- spece organizovani- kriminal u

22 of 68

ATP"Volvodma“

Stecajni upravnik ATP“Vejvodina” Nikola Pavlovi¢, je -
dana 05.04.2021.godine predad Privrednom sudu u - -
Novom Sadu, sudiji Vladislavu Kurtek i predsedniku

-veda Slobodanki Komsié tri podnesak o prodaji dela

imovine ATP“Vojvodina” celine br.3, na isti ulazem

prigovor i-pozivam sva tuZilastva da reaguju.

06.04.2021;.R'r_;|govor,:Iﬁl-|-|_‘e-Dev~1cq.-:na izvrSenu prodaju .
nepekretnosti ATP“Vojvodina® celina-br.3.pdf
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RE: Saopiteyje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

Prodaja imovinske celine br.3 na nacin na koji je to

‘uradio stecajni upravnik,ne moZze proizvesti pravne

posledice na 6snovu ugovora okupoprodaji na kojem
potpisi ugovornih strana nisu overenikod nadleznih
javnih beleZnika, sve shodno ¢l.4.Zakona o prometu
nepokretnosti:Sledstveno tome, nema uslova za
verifikaciju obraéuna namirenja razlu€nih poverilaca.

Ovo je nastavak nepravilnosti stecajnog upravnika na

koje sam ve¢ ukazivao.

Prigovori ILLE:DEVICA na oglas i nacin prodaje

~ imovine:pdf

* Drzavno pravobranilastvo ulaze prigovore, ocekujem

21 nf AR

reakciju nadleznih tuZilastva.

S postovanjem,

1lija Devi¢, Investitor preduzeca ATP“Vojvodina®

From:.Andj'elké Devic [mailto;andjelkadevichg@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 1, 2021 3:14 PM
To: ojtns@eunet.rs; kabinetrjit@rit.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka, Devic' <andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com
01.04.2021.1lija-Devié: Pozivam'sva tuZilastva da
reaguju

Ste&ajni upravnik ATP“Vojvodina“ Nikola Pavlovi¢, je -
dana 31.03.2021.godine predao Privrednom sudu u
Novom Sadu, sudiji Vladislavu Kurtek i predsedniku

06.07.2021 08
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veca Slobodanki Komsic¢ tri pod‘neska o prodaji dela
imovine ATP“Vojvodina“sna istiulazem prlgovor i
pozivam sva tuZilastva da reagUJu

01.04.2021. Prigovor o izvréenoj prodaji nepokretnosti

ATP“Voivodi.ne”.pdf

Ugovor o prodajinije overen kod javnog beleznika, a
stecajni upravnik:Nikola Pavlovic se poziva na pogresnu
odredbu. zakona.

Prodaju celokupne imovine ili delaimovine iz stecajne

. mase vrsi stecajni upravnlk steéajni sudija Vladislav -

Kurtek niti' predsednik veéa Slobodanka Komsi¢ nemaju
zakonsko ovla$éenje za donoSenje resenja koje je
predloZio stecajni upravnik.

Ovoje nastavak nepravilnosti ste€ajnog upravnika na

koje sam-ve¢ ukazivao

Prigovori ILLJE: DEVICA na oglas i nadin prodaje

.|m0vme pdf

Ocekujem reagowanja nadleznlhI

S postovanjem,

llija Devi¢, Investitor preduzeca ATP“Vojvodina®

From: Andjelka Devic [mailto:andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]
Sent; Thursday, March 25, 2021 8:17 AM

To: ojtns@eunet.rs; kabinetrjt@rijt.gov.rs

Cc: 'Andjelka. Devic' <andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com>
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13

Subject: RE: Saopstenje za javnost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

25.03.2021. Vise javno tuii,l?a,‘_étvo.' istrazuje stecaj
ATP”Vojvodina”

- Da li-ée tuZilastvo spreéiti sudiju Vladislava Kurteka |
stetajnog upravnika da prekinu sa nanoSenjem Stete

svim povenocnma ATP"Vojvodine”

Na zahtev- Viseg Javnog tutilaétva u Novom Sadu

" Privredni sud- dostavio je komplentan predmet. stecaja

ATP”Vojvodine”. Zahtev tuZilastva dostavljen je zbog
kriviéne. pruave kOju sam podne pre vise ‘od godinu

dana | ukazao na sve sudue koje su nezakonito sudile, a

75 nfAR

posebno na- odluke donate u stecajnom postupku.

11.02.2020. (Uloga institucila u konfiskaciji imovine llije
Deviéa).pdf)

Dopis kOJIm je tu2|lastvo zatrazilo dokumentacuu nosi
datum 17.mart, upravo dan otvaranja ponuda po oglasu
o prodaji tri celine ATP”Vojvodine”. U Privrednom sudu,
sprat ispdd-.-tuiila§-tva dopis je stigao Cetiri dana
kasnije.Da li je izmedju ta dva datuma dokumentacija
spakovana ilije moZda selektovana..

U medjuvremenu otvorene su ponude po oglasu o

prodaji imovine ATP”Vojvodine”. Na odluku o tom
postupku uloZio sam Zalbu, ali je to ucinila |
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Komercijalna banka kao | Drzavno pravobranilastvo koje
se sada prvi put pojavilo kao zakonski pravni zastupnik
driavnog organa, Poreske uprave koja je razlucni
poveriléc u tom predmetu. Dan pred otvaranje ponuda
Privredni sud je odbacio Zalbe, ali se Drzavno
pravobraniladtvo dva dana kasnije Zalilo Apelacionom
prlvrednom sudu jjer stecajni sudua | stecajni upravnik
nisu |spostovaI| obavezu da- taj organ obavestavaju o
svim bitnim.potezimau:stecaju.
Nakon steaja i raskinute privatizacije, meni je kao
investitoru  priznat udeo od 38,8 odsto na ime
realizovanih ulaganja.S te pozicije, ve¢ godinama
podnosim kriviéne prijave zbog natina na koji se vodi
ovaj ste¢aj | da je imovina, na poletku postupka
.Qpro_cenjena na viSe od 100 miliona evra,nakon 12
- godina, spalaina 5,3.miliona evra.l kada su drugi delovi
preduzeéa -prodavani, iako u procesu imam ulogu
umesaca nisam uspevao da dodjem
| do informacije-kako je novac raspodeljen poveriocima.
{ Prema mojim saznanjima stecajna uprava nakon
konsultacija sa Privrednim sudom priprema danas
! realizaciju ugovora o prodaji celine iako ponude nisu
prezentovane - odboru poverilaca, drugim razluénim
|~ poveriocima " meni kao biviem vecinskom
! vlasniku.Razlog: je jasan :Servisni centar kompanija
Matijevi¢ spremna je da plati 1,45 miliona evra, iako je
samo ‘izveStatena vrednost za izgubljenu dobit 80
miliona evra.Za stari servis sa gradjevinskim zemljistem
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BE: Saopitenje za javiost ATP Vojvodinu www.ilijadevic.com

zamteresovano je preduzece “Evrodom” iz Kaca, a
spekuliSe se da iza te ponude stoji kontraverzno
preduzeée “Galens” .Ukupno od ove prodaje u stecajnu
masu ¢e uéi manje od 2 miliona evra Sto nije dovoljno
da se podmiri.potraZivanje glavnog poverioca, Kredit
agrikol banke.Ostali ukljudujuéi i razlu¢ne drugog i
treéeg reda, Komercijalnu banku i Poresku upravu, ne
mogu da raéunaju na bilo: kakvu nadoknadu.Osim
mlzernog prihoda.od prodaje, nije jasno ni zaSto se sa
tim unovéavanjem toliko poZurilo kada sud jos nije
odlu¢io po Revizijama pred Vrhovnim kasacionim
sudom koje.sam podnosio zbog neispunjenja

ugovora i-naknade Stete.

Uz to. procedura -je obavljena- pod sumnjivim
okolnostima ‘jer. se stecajni- upravnik Cije je prisustvo
oglasom

bilo definisano, zbog Covid-a nalazio u bolnici, a njegov
pomoénik Bojan Skrbié se na pozive poverilaca
izja§njavao : “Ponude su otvorone idem da odnesem
ste¢ajnom upravniku Nikoli Pavlovi¢u u bolnicu zapisnik
da prihvati ponude”. Upravo zbog te brzine, pozivam
tuziladtva da ‘ispita aktivnosti oko prodaje imovine u
poslednjih sedam dana.

Postavljam pitanja:

- Dali-ée ste€ajni upravnik iz bolesnicke postelje
na zakonit nacin odluéiti da prihvata ponudu po
oglasu od 17.marta, a imajuci u vidu da je veliki
broj poverilaca uloZio opravdane prigovore na
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sam postupak prodaje?

- Koji su razlozi da steCajni upravnik Nikola
‘Pavlovi¢ u toku danasnjeg ‘dana organizuje da
neko drugi u njegovo ime potpise ugovor o
prodaju imovine ATP”Vojvodina”?

Verujem da ¢ée | poverioci reagovati, kako bi zastitili
svoja potraZivanja, jer se iz postojece cene osim “Credit
Agricole banke” niko drugi ne moze namiriti.

O svim detaljima i procesima koji se vode u ovom
slu¢aju informisana je Evropska komisija gde je vec duzi
niz godina slucaj ATP“Vojvodine” pod
monitoringom.Ovih dana visoki zvanicnici evropske
komisije predvidjaju privremeno zatvaranje drugih
poglavlja za Srbiju, dok se ne vide pomaci u pravosudju,
vladavini prava, ljudskim pravima i slobodi, odnosno
poglavlju 23.i 24.

S poStovanjem,
Investor ATP“Vojvodina“ llija Devi¢

From: Andjelka Devic [mailto:andjelkadevicbg@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2021 10:09 AM
To: ojths@eunet.rs; kabinetrjt@rijt.gov.rs
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