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Reconsideration of the Concept of Legal Transaction
Dou Haiyang

Abstract: Understanding the concept of legal transaction should consider two aspects: declaration
of intent and legal effect according to declaration of intent. Declaration of intent puts emphasis on the
composition and operation of legal transaction. It disassembles the concept into the intent and declaration
and reveals the course that the inner intent is declared openly. On the other hand legal effect according
to declaration of intent puts emphasis on the relationship between private autonomy and state law and
reveals the legal transaction’ s nature of individual norm. In general legal transaction should be defined
as behavior with the nature of individual norm under the regulation of law to deal with civil subjects’
own interests in the legal relationship through declaration of intent.

Keywords: legal transaction; declaration of intent; private autonomy; individual norm
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