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Abstract : The buyer s legal status in conditiona sdes, egecialy the buyer s contingent right
(das Anwartschaftsrecht) is a very controversia legal issue. The paper introduces and comr
mentson the theoriesof Muenzdl , Blomeyer , Raiser , and Serick , as well as the viewpoints of
the relevant Chinese scholars. Acoording to the theory of“ right is divided between buyer and
sler” and' divided property interestswith time” , the author pointsout that the lega nature of
the buyer' s contingent right isownershi , although not complete ownership , and that the buy-
er has the beneficial ownership over the article, the sdler has a security ownership over it , and
the ownership is divided between the two. Such a result is very different from the traditiona
theory. However , it is exactly such conflicts that have led to the vigorous development of the
legal theory.




