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Abstract : After the introduction of the principle of public summonsinto the law relating to the rights over
things, the diginction between de jure and de facto right of things becomes an objective redity. In cases
where o third party intereg isinwolved , the lav should take the protection of de facto right of things as
its garting point and the regidration of plea of objection and the regidration of rectification as the main
measures of protection ; whereas in cases where a third party has acquired the right of things, the garting
point of legdation and judicia protection should be de jure right of things.

. 94 .



