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Abstract : Jurigtic actsof red rightsexist inour daily life. It ison the bassof the large amount of
concrete forms of juristic acts, such asjurigtic actsof red rights and creditor’s rights, in red life
that scholars have created the abstract concept of juristic acts and placed it in an importation pos-
tion in the general principle of the civil law. The theory on the independent and abstract nature of
jurigtic actsof red rightsisonly a very smal part of the entire theory on juristic acts. It isatheo-
ry created for the actsaimed at changing the ownership , such as buying and sdling, exchange and
donation. Therefore, the denia of the abstract nature of the juristic acts in buying and sdling
should not be developed into the denia of al jurigtic actsof rea rights. Some jurigtic acts of red
rights are abstract and must be clearly provided for by the law.

. 05 .



