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g Asjolg Asted BHs R TEn

EE, “AFAEAA titre de propriétaire)” = A-fehe T3S Zeks 1iHA
A2229%, A2230% Tl ARE HoITh o F B9 A2229%E vhest k.

FHE MEE M Ay, FEEA o, ¥, Fasty wE o, At

24 d A48 2w

Hohuye uge &fARA sk ARE B4 A -fipossession civile) gkl

¥eud, WY A4S oA 0t 2o| Ausla JREE WAt 3h.

A e A Aes sREE pE FARS 2XEAY FEE WAk A

BRI e AHE ¥ AYSelt JER Honle 24k <4
F249) TF71.© 2(cum anitmo dominEHe AN RIRSE BT B8
7 ek & “2AAEA e A4, ARl oz B AABAL o

4) Boae ot A147420 N A, Prje de Code civil pour PEmpire du Japo, torm. 5 [1889] n.
340, p.354.

5) Pour pouvoir prescrire, il faut une possession continue et non interrompue, paisible, publique, non
équivoque, et 3 titre de propriéraire. WX W “A titre de propriéraire’S “AF-2}0] AYo2»
2 WGSMAR T =8, 1073, “4 titre de -~ & bS] FETRA [oJH] X Yo
R AZAP FE “or EXPEhe BY B O FEY ARRH tive 7 “AEE vl A
& ohlekm AEnk BT BAE AR Adozran Wedst deT o, T2
g2 R CHEAL 2004), 8599, (‘A ERAE Slsixe AF7E FHglol AEolelet 3}
o He -3 - ER Afololol 11, Ea 24710 420D ek Whololo} Bk
“possession non équivoque”2] 2] u)of] T3}ed = Philippe Malaurie, Laurent Aynds, Conrs de droit civil, Les
bien, de édition, (Edition Cujas, 1998), p.146 2.

6) La possession civile est la détention d’une chose corporelle ou Pexercice d’un droit, avec lintention de

Pavoir pour soi. HeFAUE ot A193% A13k
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I . BEloll(Robert J Pothier, 1699~1772)

T, 194)7] 599 Aol 8 =g AU 9] Das Recht des Besitzes 2
Z3(1803)0] U7HE7] A9l 1771~177239] EHE Traité de la possession 7}
Traité de la prescription oA WE]ol|& A& FHES 713 o A& 43
“afAke] P27 S E(animo domini)” = A-fEka Ayt vl glemg o

A B Hophus wae BEdY] e vEshe A 27|= stk e
20 A% A7t Basid,

BE]Y = 1S HA H-f(possession civile) 2} A H-fpossession naturelle)
2 Urae] 7EL A9 Bohys et 2% ks FEo|Th
W4 248 0ot Qo] e

B At T2, At vhE7H 0 Eanimo domini), & AfAlEkT 7Sk Hf

WO 7} AF82 “animus domin’ BRE BHS Vol ARG 2J5id 1

7 HHz °¥.4 =, 1069
8) o] FEO] AA ZHARE D. 43.16.1.9. Ulisnus 69 ad ed. Deicitur is qui possidet, sive civiliter sive
naturaliter possuieat nam et naturalis possessio ad hoc interdictum pertinet. (B3 0.2 H-H3kA ARA
A58k, ARE soF 1 R Aol EAE  rhol EAHEHunde vy AN FH
o] Agol® #go] Slrh)

9) Pothier, Traité de la prescription, Ch. 11, Are. ], no. 27 (Buvres de Pothier, tome 9, 2e édition, Paris, 1861,
p. 327): “On appelle possession civil, la possession de celui qui posséde animo domini, Cest A dire,
comme s’en réputant le proprbaire' = T}E ZolA] WElE= WA HEFE “possession animo
dominantis”" BT FHBNIL Q}. Twaité e la possession, Ch. 1, Art, II, no. 13 ((Buvees, tome 9, p.
271).
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@)=l o], FH- A 92 ARIYY] 3% ol 8] A gz st °
o} 23, BEdE AFA vlg7H S 2(animo domini) 2hs EE-E A3}
2 AR 1 e ARk Wald Aksled WA A/E dHdlele A
o] ofRltt. Beld7} AASRE B FF g, 28z Ut sk A&
H=9] Hale ARkl Wil dx7ge] ¥ Aol opzh oW AR Hf
A HREAL F AR 9UL olFE ABAA A BAVE FAIA=A
o] 2ol SolA k. o] AL v TAAA £88 =2

WA A-f(possession civil)Z H#H I HH7} AFsE D(uste ticre)ol] 7151 HER
Zolojor gt} AGe AYolg} e viml, W Fo] F 2FH0] | HHYLE = A
A9 YoAHE =3t o] YAAY} BHEY 25AS Al fEsH) o)A
A4 £ 1, BHES HAeAA AxshE oA HEAT] glojx] dAARIL

o=

soig Aol 2fAdln U 3FE TAVE AFE B9Y FE

o714 ke Bty S B3l E1E FHEIMAE Ucausa) T S3HTHID

10) Trité de la possessio, Ch. I, Are. II, no. 6 (tome 9, p. 270): “Pour qu’une possession soitpossession civil,
il faur qu’elle procdde d’unjuste titr; C’est & dire d’un titre qui soit de nature 2 transférer la propriété,
tel que le ttre de vente, d’échange, de donation, etc., soit que ce titre ait effectivement transféré le
propriété de la chose au possesseur, soit que par défaut de pouvoir d’aliéner dans celui de qui le possesseur
tient la chose & ce titre, le titre Jui ait seulement donné un juste sujet de se croire le propriétaire de la
chose”

MeL, TRV AR A¥ A 37, Tolgot] M= A Alg,
119, 138, ZF seAl1Re 9149 3 32 3, Emie Lieé 7F H33 Zaf2o] AlA
(18633 A1 EHE “ire & TSI 2ol ABFskn Yk HELOIE ALREHE B9, A
FE HWHoZ FHIA W= 2En droit, la cause qui rend une possession légalement efficace)
A, “ive” £ AFE, AFY T “BRAE T3k Ao ofel, 1 BAE FS5
Ad 4 ARE 2 FY5, "R AHASA LY 210249 TG} o)
o) FAR A, TRANE, A165(1998), 287, 288 FRCHEFLS B HHE A58k 24
22X HEWS 7IEte] HELDAE An)Fchy) vk, T2 BHA ALSEE tive 2}
£ 8o @ 9919 dde &= 1 Juy} b=k
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slo] Welol7} ANE e o8 AYst oIk

o

NE A5 e I B, 209 PRI S A%, Aol £47
B W AT AR ol she AR SSEE, 8 AU T1ae] 3k 7
frolofok Bk Shele 2478 oRY 3 gl 449 Aol Az, B9 Qo

AA g B it 2AE 7R AR 2E FE §7) BEoth

,_,
I )

o
Higl 34 AHEE 99 A, 59 27 AAR JL A, 2@
Al 718k EAE AR # Ae U] A=A, & &AL vkt
ez 1 BAE HH Brke 2E AAske Rl B3t 05 3R
A @ 49E olF= A ARF FHol, 12 A EFE TA
g Az, ARAke Walelu ddRWillool T fFdtd 2t 2 EX S AP
AoZ B YAP7) IEAE =dhe AL WE7} olsid B HH
(possession civile) 7@ ¥ = Z3Hd 4 gtk

o g AML HEJI7} HE A RE AWsHA, Zepd Add] F43] 7]
o], A3 AGuste titre)} X 2l(bonne foi)7} FH|EoJoF HE A g7} /e
& Axetn Joe M =dnt 27t geke U Ahe A5 AR
& 7FsHl ahe Aol BE, A AU, 99 A flo]l B BAE A
Ashs E5olu & ARAGA B 7t 98E dAE gln BeEde
olFE the} 2o Ardit

BE7} ARRE <AfAke) vl animus dominiy o]dhe EHE A%
°

12) Traité de la prescriptio, Ch. III, no. 58 (tome 9, pp.337, 338): “Il faut donc, pour la prescription, que Ja
possession soit une juste possession, une possessionanimo domini, une possession d’une chose dont on se croit
avec fondement le propriétaire, et par conséquent qui procéde d’un juste titre : car on ne peut pas se croire
avec fondement propriétaire d’une chose qu'on posséde en vertu d’un titre qui n'est pas de sa nature
translatif de propriété, ni d’une chose dont on s’est emparé saos titre”
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A5 AEES e 498 Aol Beste Be Sl ANG A5 Nze) 3
oo Z50) Tk $2lE A5 ALE oY 29 248L AT VHE Fapo]
g5ahe 2ol Ao@ v ok WA AS AES AeHE 2 a7t AR A
- HPE AL 718 s Fhololo Brk

=523 B0E AR e AL 2 19 diste] ofd vhanimus &
H1 JEAE, AHFHE 27HE Fho Bl =T o:]x]‘— Zupags}
A ote] EAHA] B3kt 12EHF} Lex Atinia o 2J31H, =F-2 11 93z}
7} o1& tA] 358 thgole ARSH S EH*M & lou, a8 gk
ol AMBAEE & UTEY BE]olE W éw—?— 4 =2 animus
domini B B8-S ARSI sk o, vt %_‘6 = W e ANRE B
EAE Azefe] AuoA Tt =98 F gl A1 5:,_;151 A& A
53 AL ol B3I EE E50l to}e] animus domini &8 %]
7} 71 REloS] Bz vpRrA| T 2o HlFo] Brjele, Ry
T AT 2577 ofeke AL TR o 22270 F g3 ok o
A AP 1 24 sl 7 rer e B5olv R fA) 7F
A A& BrFssith A B30 tig vlerida 3] Ed8 A Aoz
dele rherHde] sttt AZske Aks 1 ARlE ol1 5l Holth

13) Ibid “La nécéssité d’un just titre pour la prescription, est renfermée dans la définition que nous avons
donnée de la prescription. Nous I’avons définie,l’acquisition que nous faisons du domaine de propriété
d’une chose, par la juste possession que nous en avons» Il faut donc, pour la prescription, que la possession
soit une juste possession, ... qui procéde d’un juste titre”

14) D4134.6. 283 Gaius. ii, 45.

15) o] AU T £33] R Hsl1, F2sh= Holt). F von Savigny,Das Reche des Besitze, 6. verm.
. verb. Aufl, Giessen, 1837 p. 62 “Erpy] AANA FH7} :»Ja],] 722 He @ she A
S AHASOIT, Held (2ohed AHE AEHSE AP B4k s TN
giebt es im ganzen Civilrecht nur ein Reche, dessen Anwendung den Besitz voraussetzt, nimlich Usucapion
: folglich heift civiliter possider so viel als ad usucapionem possidere.)”
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I. /‘}HM(Friedrich Carl von Savigny, 1779~1861)

1803130l 23 Das Reche des Besitzes £ FA] 2449 A&} AU S o
F RS WE Agolnhlo 2oy Fo dig GAEE A WS o83
o A7 H °ﬂ e dad °]§— AAE FHSITA A= o] AgA AR
ye

-2l L:3Ranimus possidendi)E 9] ©JAKanimus domini) F= A7) AOZ 7| H =
9| AKanirmus sibi habendi)® AEEojok gtk 7 A}, apale] Al EAL AGAEA
s AL & AT A9 71t 1 81 Auleke AME AR 2RE Aulst
g A, 2dgM ARG o U2 FEE 71 28 QAR gods Ave] AiRiE
stobd = gitk Ao} Adels ol Aol SlAt ool EgtE o] QA gtk ARle]
A AfAeke D (opinio domini®EE cogitatio domini)o] QT7HX] ¥ EZolc)
meb oAk A e EEl ARY BRY F4E o7l ajgE, o]gd
AfrAel A7 2 GARIFE giElEth QAR B4 A 02 HFsA 8L
22 A4 o & Qo

olgg AU Asle thed 2L EAIRE gu Ytk

16) 19417] gvie] HE7INA 7131 A o] Jgel| th3lelE= Michadl H Hoeflich, ‘Savigoy and
His Anglo American Disciples’,American Journal of Comparative La, Vol. 37, (1989), pp. 17, 37 3%
AHIYS] A ol2e] ST JAH H thE £AL James Gordley and Ugo Mareei,
‘Protecting Possession’, American Journal of Comparative La, Vol. 44 (1996) pp. 293, 334.

17) Das Recht des Besitze, t ed., pp. 113, 114:“s0 daf} der animus possidendi durch animusdomin oder
animussibi habend etklért werden muf}, folglich nur der als Besitzer gelten kann, welcher die Sache als
Eigenthiimer behandelt, deren Detention er hat, d. h. welcher sie factisch eben so beherrschen will, wie ein
Eigenthiimer Kraft seines Rechts zu thun befugt ist, also insbesondere auch ohne einen Anderen, besser
Berechtigten, {iber sich anetkennen zu wollen. Mehr aber, als dieseranimu domini, gehdrt durchaus nicht in
den Begriff des Besitzes : am wenigsten die Ueberzeugung, da} man wirklich Eigenthiimer sei opini.cogitati
domini) : darum kommt der Begriff des Besitzes dem Riuber under Dieb eben sowohl zu, als dem
Eigenthiimer selbst, und jene sind ganz auf dieselbe Weise, wie dieser dem Pachter, entgegen gesetzt,
welcher keinen Besitz hat, weil er die Sache nicht als seine eigne Sache behandele.”
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AgA7E oS G ARSHe AE 1 B2 dsld e melR
(animugo] A52] AP 4 Qe FAFT 2t 9 FHN L 5 Y%
o, &3jolraE 2BAE AR & Yrkn Agskn Yok 2o, oA
A A E Fee) LES Afe) dAbEka PSR, 209 94t glole
b e AR BrPssithe U BEd L ARk

2py % A,

18) D43.17.1.2 Ulpianus libro 69 ad edictu Huius autem interdicti proponendi causa haec fuit, quod separata
esse debet possessio a proprietate : fieri etenim potest, ut alter possessor sit, dominus non sit, alter dominus
quidem sit, possessor vero pon sit : fieri potest, ut et possessor idem et dominus sit.
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i) SABFLE BREsE thdol7]= Ptk
AU E, of Al 71 #geld wof HAY Hf #85S FF BEshe
shtel A 3, shue] 484 ol AA £EE 93T 53 AH5
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FA M dBegrif) 0 2 A o]8S TEINILA STk oS Ty 7
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o] BE ZIM The ARo] EZT. & ZopgolA A7} e F A1) 9E o
PSS AT Bas SA9He 13 g 4] el HeE e
A FEY 2AE 48 93, 0 shiel Meld B EAE Woltk. o] YA B
Tho] g Agol SA%E Be 27t 3293, e 285 bona fides 9} fusa
casa 73] FHIER AHEAS0) o]Rolxli Aol

28 BANE SN &0 5 U O $ATE Asdos
498 P2 LYtk BE oloPrre] The A possiders®] )
M= ks Helck

2 1) 250 g 2o] GBS, B 1o b Bl el
®, w7k A9 distel Balrt YR A9E 9T 194 £ BE Aok A3

19) Das Recht des Besitze, t ed.,p. 92: Aus diesem Allen folgt, daf} den zweij juristischen Bedeutungen, die
der Besitz im Rimischen Recht hat, durchaus keine Eintheilung eines juristischen Besitzes ilberhaupt zum
Grunde liege, sondern daf} es nur eine juristische possessio giebt, die wenn sie allein vorhanden ist, blos die
Interdicte begriindet, aber wenn noch andere Bestimmungen hinzukommen, auch die Usucapion zur Folge
hat.
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7 AAHR GARY A9 BAE 2402 HATT. 5 B4R Ho) ool gl
PR BAAITI2A RS AT, O PR 4n2A) e
TR BRI 2ol A2 Aale] oS98 BeAER 9] AVH) el e A

$ 7} BAAZ Holok BAE o] SR H25o) ARG

7t Qart 3, 7 @ wAp7E Hol Bl #gt £As)Ed dxrt
Agslojol sheRls, FelAl Edo] eAee Adgle AHEYH, vz
o] AR WA= AA7F BAHH (uti possidetis) ©]FR= Ao]t}2D

W), AMSFHSL & AR F S B BAlo|BE, SAEHETE 1
Az FHzle} FA olfr} Boleht. ey AlEUe 44, 21 B4
ol& FHoll A9 BAZF Wk F &g BoldA, wl WaEs L)
Wi} FAle] Af o] &) ARHE AT EAEH Aol 27 =9
HAE TR AE FRES BF TAT 5 dvhke B J 9tk

719 QA2

20) D43.17.13 Ulpianus libro 69 ad edictu Inter litigatores ergo quotiens est proprietatis controversia, aut
convenit inter litigatores, uter possessor sit, uter petitor, aut non convenit. Si convenit, absolutum est : ille
possessoris commodo, quem convenit possidere, ille petitoris onere fungetur. Sed si inter ipsos contendatur,
uter possideat, quia aleeruter se magis possidere adfirmat, tunc, si res soli sit, in cufus possessione
contenditur, ad hoc interdictum remittentur. B] 523t A-2D41.23591 4% A H.

21) D41.2.12.1 Ulpianus libro 70 ad edictu Nihil commune habet proprietas cum possessione : et ideo non
denegatur ei interdictum uti possidetis, qui coepit rem vindicare : non enim videtur possessioni renuntiasse,
qui rem vindieavit. 287 Ff= @AY EAolth AFE 98 £%E AV|E A &)
A AFES EAEEE 78 4 U He Aol otk &FE WSS AViEEE

- Aol AR AR G4 vlart Hojok drke] F34E ¥UI¢ Fles B 4 gich
22) Das Recht des Besitze, t ed., pp. 93, 94. Diese Ansicht der juristischen possessio {ibethaupt, nach welcher



NE ERel vlEn Y

AZE 7 flo] e AW Hf d9E8L, BYHE, AJATFUGe]
WeRE 279 Q79N Sl AR olge] HAoR SlEshe Eckwoms
unsere ganze Ansicht beruht)ZPAA AWUE F&F249 oS AL YA
g}\q.'za)

Aol FRE PR, B ANE Shiz 2REn

Te} kRt o] TR U e AHEAST BARo] s
o 9B® B Ade] 7128 Aeke oloplrt opitk eRak A4
Aol e 9 Addeldl, 4, 45 D E= 9 ASEE, T D
50 S AR 47, F WSABAS B, $IAZNY B, X
YRzl A4, 7FEARAY A6 5ol drk 49E T, AL theA|
2 AReke o AT AFS S 9 Witk o] o] SAe
Azsh el o Bede] e, o] Aol Wake a7l EAWHoR B
S5 49 o8 BEU) YA 924 Ahg B o) 2 3)
2 Woltk AT AT} BABY ATE ABUAY bz BN 4
ahn EojdlE 2iEslE B of wais T

NZ The 24 o148 7D 7] B 715 Sae AeAS Ass
SR AE S k92 TA AL ALY PL, BB BE
e ARE afd IR s Ao BATHE AN o 8H RS o

alle juristische Bestimmungen der possessio immer nur einen und denselben Begriff zum Gegenstande haben,

ist fiir die ganze Interpretation unter allen die wichtigste, und in ihr liegt der einzige Maaflstab, nach

welchem der materialle Werth jeder Schrift iiber den Besitz allgemein und mit Sicherheit bestimme werden
kann. :

23) Ihid, p. 93.

24) Dig41.2.3.21 Paulus 54 ad edictu) Genera possessionum tot sunt, quot et causae adquirendi eius quod
nostrum non sit, velut pro emptore : pro donato : pro legato : pro dote : pro herede : pro noxae dedito : pro
suo, sicut in his, quae terra marique vel ex hostibus capimus vel quae ipsi, ut in rerum natura essent,
fecimus. Et in summa magis unum genus est possidendi, species infinitae.
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A A FEQ X Ul Btk ARRAHS 27EHE HRe &
2 ded 223 9 A 713l E14& AR3 AHE o] it
£ e £usty, oA Afshe Ae - RE 7} AHRo] —animo domini
Z 2Rl nerEeR HRdln YRR, AWUE oA SA] Wl
HE3= HHE animo domini 2 FF3HE 42 S ke RS Al
2t} o] BRE B3l AV 2eP A AR ojAlA Al A=
3857 SR E B A ez B 2 TR A
SRAAGIE B97H QA B 20 RIHE, 2SS
AR, A1 SolAle AHE A sk

a3y, BAEECE BOHE Ffie 4FF A5 A 78l Aoz
HHE A 2] Aol dE Zo] ok 3 T3 EEISle g, A}
HlU7} 28l animus dominis BE] 7} B3 animus domini ¢} & Qu|&
7H & glth BEldle &0 A5 Ao, S 5 B2 D 713t
o B4 Axrke Moo At BAs] A He w7’ E animus
domini 2}31 E]-gol] Whale], AL o] FEE BUS A7 A 0F e
Wil BHe 02 AL§ AT, 2, A7 BoHe animus domini £ B4
o= 3 gln, A2 ANG AR g= Fasith AHY7} g8l A
o] A e i, o F &FE olFE ERE & AU BAAIA
B3] A7) vhe7iol oile), 1A gk 4H glol AfAE FRE e
2 o83k v, AFARIA G A glo] ‘AR A SAlekE Tesie
factisch eben so beherrschen will) A1 2JAE’ S B=3lch o]Alo] ulz $28] HEE

25) D.43.16.1.22 Ulpianus 69 ad edicu)Quod servus vel procurator vel colonus tenent, dominus videtur
possidere, et ideo his deiectis ipse deici de possessione videtur, etiamsi ignoret eos deiectos, per quos
possidebat. Et si quis igitur alius, per quem possidebam, deiectus fuerit, mihi competere interdictum nemini
dubium est. (o, AFT]Q] Erz EXYARIC] AMjske e O AFAE AR3ke R
o2 welof 3t} WA olgo] FEEY, Ui LAY 2 AME RENEE, &57Y)
it FEBE Ao Hojo} gtk 1 o® Vo] FHEEAP} FEHY, Wt SAB
HAE AR HFo] givhs A2 & glth



AA UFE A58 afrel gAboltt.

e TE 2, $] e A5 AR e B AAAHg
e Aol ¢s] FHEA d Ak olHE AUANE =N A AfA
Ae) gttt 28E 230 animus dominiE ISk, vIR o] ‘Afre] ¢
APE ARl LERE Thefslodol ditke ARIUY wlg- 7] mARQ] Anbyol
SABI7] WZeltheld e F5). 22v, 98 7153 AU ol2ig o
B 23 AR A Eel o] ghetol o3y oA vl PR
7t 9 SESIRE vle A RAvhe A4 12 ok olske o 3irt 01“*
EAZE iAo o AfA FAsithe AMTOE ARE IHE + ¢
£ 2] ol L EUE Bpcks IS defl 545 J5
At AW 3] Yld AREHE Ao] Hf9 (rHKanimus possidendi)o] B
A 49 Sl S12 QAR AS] AR 4] B ol
o zeja) Bk
NFHoE BEEE Bat a4 IAR M Al BaTE 39
—olAnE QA FHoE Wate AT oA 1A B, A
ke 80 AAE A ) Yetslel ATARE oAl Bt
AZoZ ATAE HF 7' —eine juristische possessio — ©]T}26) o] Hg]a A
95 <259 aHanims domin)Z. e A2 APIE Aejha glor
2, 289 S} S AE WEY A posio® 398 4 glov, U
A derenio’} 4D Boleh AL ey Siek, T2, 0|21 B
ATtgel A AHA ofsid FA A Eolth ojFE 2 JIA A&
gof AHEtH

Jlmﬂ jm

o e

26) A7} Eh= juristische possessio (HEZ Hf- )y possessio civilis (A H-PS possessio
nawralis AHE D) F SAEHY B3 EH”C’] He ARE EF Iske JesA, 1
7} BAR o2 A9 Aol
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1) A8 B A usufructuarius) 2] 7--

AHg] Ao 718l0] ERIS) BAE AR, £U8ke At 1 BAE A
SaA) Zee St o, 2] Sk 2e), B4 UE AHesld A
APYe 2 BA9 2654 o]AE 2= D9 Alusta causa)7} o] 7] Wi Eo]
o et seleat o] B¢ thew Pol AMsIE dk

AEFAARE T =S ASASHA Both T ol WA, [ ko] B4
& 0] ohJe} 2 o2 A8elT S92 E 712 o)) WBolz, EA, 1 e

7} BRI A490€ %3 Q] HEelchn

AL ERIY] E4dl| thsle] 7EA]= Bekiura in re alienay 9] YFolt} A
2 e FAlECes corpordles)o] oM EE IRE AR ITAY ‘FRE ol gk
M} 2 5 gk B Aolsast ofnl AWE u lTRes incorporales
traditionem non recipere manifestum est).28) WA Qo] Q18351 7o) ¢-20] HAuln
LAAE EUE ARdske Aol oflel, 1 e tig £43 #lE vl
AL Wolehe 3 BET Aotk ALgFAAAT B S B R o}

Ueke Be sheRsel e TAME SelarkeEe Bt 27

FA7t AR RE TR g S oE 1 HRE A5 AR ke
3T} I o7t Yate] A5 2L B4 $A7t H5F Ao HE A% 2ok ¢

o7 2 el® ARa gerhe M o 23 Yool gk 1209 AUSE 9

27) D41.1.10.5 Gaius libro secundo institutionu) usufructuarius vero usucapere servum non potest, primum quia
non possidet, sed habet ius utendi fruendi, deinde quoniam scit servum alienum esse. 3} Gaius, if, 93.

28) Gaius, ii, 28.

29) DA433.1.8 & ZHquod neque usus fructus neque usus possidetur, sed magis tenetur; A& Ao}
ARAE o) ARSI ¥ FE Sl B ok gth. AREe ot FHEK
& ol AYE FAEC] o] wiEelth ‘AR E A tistelrt ARgH gofolth
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7t A et agA 288 BXE g EAE A5 HRE 8

& 4 Qirls0

o3&t TASo] grka dAl, 252 AP}t g A= AR} ol
2AA] BRI AV L] il A7s) 2 STt date
Ao At gle Ade EHsARL ARES EAEESE Bold 1 B
o] A o] BHE 3] HES o vk A AHY 222 Q1B sk Hlelth
Eoloprae vt 2ol At

3

i

o] B unde vi]& ALESIAATL “BA] NS WA, AHeelle] B
£ Wi F9rol BRsThe AL Eel - ALgselasl] v1sje] ofd B71g vl
Aot 207 2 Aiquas in possesiond?] ISR A o] EAIFHE 0] & STk

A8d FAAA EubRo] E3lobras AFYHEAL 1S HRE
T B8-S o Fska ok I ol aFe At glole ARE  JU)
HEARIUE OB FEeRAD o] ohiel, AR drke g0 o
g EE 7HE Al 2rpEE7HES] §of ARl BlFo] Hol, FAIE
2 AEE AHovhe A& A8 q3o| ofrl ot 23y AR
BAR 1 18 AMistie jleBg, gujobraE o AMe Mt
I AR At 2fre] AL glole A7 988+ st ARy
o] GA7 ol 2A fle Aolgke A2 ol ASE =9l v £
2 Aok

30) D.41.2.1.8 Paulus libro 54 ad edictu) Per eum, in quo usum fructum habemus, possidere possumus, sicut
ex operis suis adquirere nobis solet : nec ad rem pertinet, quod ipsum non possidemus : nam nec filium. 5
&, Gaiws, ii, 94 o= A 22 4d9o] Jrk

D43.6.3.13 Ulpianus libro 69 ad edictu Interdictum necessatium fuisse fructuario apparet “Si prohibeatur
uti frui usu fructu fundi”. D43.16.3.17 Qui usus fructus nomine qualiterqualiter fuit quasi in possessione,
utetur hoc interdicto.

32) DA41.2.12pr. Ulpianus 70 ad edicow) Naturaliter videtur possidere is qui usum fructum habet.

31

~
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2) A8512 BAl(precarium)

Precarium-2 713 A gto] gle 739 A8 BAE Bt AM-S
gt ARz ojudid 2 BAE SRR TR BAEY e 78
ek ALEH 2 Bl 7130l BAE Afake Aol ke S} gl
& FAITHEE, AU R o] A Teh. 22 ARgsEr B 75t
B2E A= Ayt 1 EXY AHAR QFHATE A B Hsit
(Meminisse autem nos oportet eum, qui precario habet, etiam possidere).34) 1 ¥ ol
& AHgEIet BAVL ALSIE B AHSTEAE 1 B ASASE 74
5= gk oHE the TN BuS) ey

AHgeES B2 At A V)
A7h EAEH: A
ok aev ARESE BAAE Al RS Selen, A HE e At AR 71T

AR AR 4 A AT

S AL§SIA} A A 712000 AL 5 Sl

e
r 2
)
~
>
e
i
iy
oft
2
o
%
o
J
N
X
Id
N
r\l
o
oft
=
o
4
A

A, AHSE S BAE duiRt BAISkE WS- v2nt Aok BA 715t

33) D43.26.1p Ulpianus libro primo institutiomn)Precarium est, quod precibus petenti utendum conceditur
tamdiu, quamdiu is qui concessit patitur.

34) DA326AL. 2B, ARSS SR} 1 B7e) wigs SiRE| uigte] A=W, 1RE
€ HIE ARAPL 1 B g A3 LAskaE lvlEks, Hie AR AR EHE
A0Z Etl D43.26.6.2.Ulpianus libro 71 ad edictuls qui rogavit, ut precario in fundo moretur, non
possidet, sed possessio apud eum qui concessit remanet : nam et fructuarius, inquit, et colonus et inquitinus
sunt in praedio et tamen non possident.

35) D41.2.13.7 Ulpianus 72 ad edictw) Si is, qui precario concessit, accessione velit uti ex persona eius cui
concessit, an possit, quaeritur. Ego puto eum, qui precario concessit, quamdiu manet precarium, accessione
uti non posse:si tamen receperit possessionem rupto precario, dicendum esse accedere possessionem eius
temporis, quo precatio possidebarur. 12|}, D43.26.154 ol 2J3P, AL LS ER} EAEHE S
& e de Aa 22 Y ARE ST S dE DAY A9



$A2 Sheteiginhe A7, JARlolt AL8SRS e A BE 289 o
AP7E o1 R QI AHSERe Be Ak 1 Ba9 WA H1,
ARl 1 B A4AR 9 Radrks AL, 2riyErtee] ol
A% o] 2% SAPohe ofF Bdle] gldithe A& BelZTh

3) 7IEke 75

2% ohleh BE U B ARAN P A 223 A8 A
Huperici DA G Kemphyrewsine] 7151} EAE Hfrste
Apo 5L 25 Ao] Aok B0l B £AFHe BE PP Aol
2, &9 NP7 9o Bs Tt olgel 1 B4 HAAE 9
Hoirhs A Ee 2ga, AN o) $AsHE gt

Zoht 9 B39 Uehte ol2i@ ARISE ARNE WRRE ol

36) DA1.2.21.3 Iavolenus libro septimo ex Cassi) Qui alienam rem precatio rogavit, si eandem a domino
conduxit, possessio ad dominum reverticur, AFEE| o] 713 ALRA) ARAIEEEH 2 EAE
23H8, Bie AR AR Eof 2t} D41.2.25.1Pomponius libro 23 ad Quintum Muciuw)Be per
colonos et inquilinos aut servos nostros possidemus, EX| Uz}, HAE AAR] B ndE Filo] ¢
2]7} 7473k D.43.16.20 Labeo libro tertio pithanon a Paulo epitomatoru) Si colonus tuus vi deiectus est,
ages unde vi interdicto. Idem si inquilious tuus vi deiectus fuerit. Paulus : idem dici potest de coloni colono,
item inquilini inquilino. 119] FR|UYRRl0] EHH o2 ZEHE, U7} o] SAF unde vilE A
Rk e 18 GARle] FARoz 538 A9E 2ok HeF U YAklozvy
Qe At 528 F9= 2t

37 okd ZFES A=A RE AR B AxE 7 52 SAH Y Sdvianum
interdicum)©] AHEEATE D43.123. AAAAE Ao] FES] AfrAlehs AZopinio
domini)o] GATE, FRALR AR o} grk= HL D94221 dXME £953] ehdrhEES
HR7} F7P: I qui pignori accepit vel qui precario rogavit non tenetur noxali actione : licet enimiuste
possidean, non tameopinione dominpossident : sed hos quoque in potestate domini intellegi, si facultatem
repetendi eos dominus habeat. (=0l & FEE AT gL} AFE-3)gh] )8l ¢IE ke e
slote Fmadel sk 8 4+ olnh 1 S ARk B AP iRt 47
22 AfaAE 8] Wl o] A% 1w 26t BAHTRE AHE B 1=
e AfrAte] KM E&she Zoz olddrh

38) 283 AEY 2HAL EX&FRA glth D482

39) D.2.8.15.1 Macer libro primo de appellationibu) ..Sed et qui vectigalem, id est emphyteuticum agrum
possidet, possessor intellegitur. Item qui solam proprietatem habet, possessor intellegendus est.
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FABG0 A0 ¢ ERZE 91 FRS AN 4B & ok AR
& QPakm ANNERS FHAT Trlske ald, 2dlE 91 2ae
WAl TN AN BA o|2AAE fAsE Paele
Aol Hhz Ape) BEolc He] Fenimus possidend)E 2] A}
(animus dorviniy @2 THSHE AIU] WelA A% o &L oA A A
Ao e $A8) 9o 98 TR WBolgkm sk, F2]
A= WAL, ulets SIA"e) Aol

20
ol
Ft“

2. g A4 4%

Z—H) Ff o1& T SE2YR AR E Aol o227 8 A9E =9
Al @A, AAAe] 38 A g RE B4E 71golA Hedl, 2 ofve
Ale] o] 8ol ARHE A B ofe) HFES SARE A=Az o
2 Esojof vk Al A2 3Ug7] el AREE SAYH
Az F, AREES Fohe AAnde i A8 FAE Weke 2%
(utubi, uti possidetis)= £H] S| FAA FEHAY Aeolmz A
Ao} ofd AL 718k HF/E HSANEATE 23E AR gk H R
‘Aol AeAITe] AUt £ AHU] AR YE 48 <+ 8
T A O ARE AP B8 ok flenz SRS 78 =
D &, BARE ATt dshe A AR B AR FRvt R
€ 224 AME 58 Ao obd 2 EstAlRl 28T sj aRAtEA A
frohe AlARE FAAY R ofrh ARSFAARL ARSSIE] 719 A
A, 2AA, Q) &4 EXe] 8L 381 1 18 ARAEE 3ES A

40) Das Recht des Besitze, t ed., p. 142. Deshalb habe ich diese Fille von jeher als Anomalien betrachtet, und
mit dem gemeinschaftlichen Namen des abgeleiteten Besitzes bezeichnet. (0]3 o]-4-2 U= 0|8 A¢-
g QA v AR AFEig, sukaREla B8 svh

i) 9 AF BECYAOL BAA ALY BRG, BHE Aok 2 A4 Dol EAY
% ek



EXo] )3 7] B BE EAGEH o 1 H4E BIWE 3 99)

1 oTw
The JL Bndslnz 454 45 :ﬂ%(msta causa) & SAIRH Aol A
o] gl Aot} whd), AMSAE AnE FHE YSsh @ 99 Ads) 2

2] AT F gl 274 S 99E ]-1—— A,
78] HHE ANE o AOE AL 73T &

olsh 0], 4B Aflo] AIUEA Bt AHEAST ZAHY Amel] F
FAog ALHE Ao oMER, AU} AR HelA 3 o] E(Theorie
des juristischen Besitzes)o]] X312 = QA ©ch. BE 790 Hgglo] #2Ho
of & AMle] Aol AAlY BEEE FAISP] sl AU A7 3
Spossssio sy PHE el 7HIska Reluiek Rolekn PaRich

_IlN

A AL

==

& A5k N AAE oldd B A AdaE QA gow, He
o) FRIADHHIRRA] DAL Wela B4 ol Hse 2l Folmlsich
- o FEE $FoIA A Foju] & 2o oz, FAUTRE Yug azio] B 4
Qi A A HEY Hele PAR 9u|g 74D Bolcka

%%, HE] )7} A A 0] AP A-Sde NEe, AE3 PY( iusta causa,
2 H5 A 718 Ffreke = 3, A ol FHE 94U
EH(}W'] A%, A A% Bl T1sk AL d53 AR B=
STtk ol9A, S olel o= Al Adelehn A FeEIsAL
24 RE ohlh o2, A8AS AES ol AFA0s Fo
@ AL APIZE WAL SRS SAp7E ohfe el ke AR

42) Das Recht des Besitze, t ed., p. 103 selbst der Begriff der justa possessio falle mit keinem juristischen
Begriff des Besitzes zusammen, und die ganze Eintheilung ist folglich fiix uns, in einer Theorie des
juristischen Besitzes, ziemlich undedeutend. ... Aber diese Eintheilung ist nicht our fiir uns unbedeutend, sie
ist auch fiberhaupt keiner allgemeinen Bestimmung fihig, und kann nur in einzelnen Anwendungen einen
bestimmten Sinn bekommen.

43) (Buvres de Pothie, tome 9, p. 271, no. 13.
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Afoltt

Zoz WPe] A5 AL 27 3 b2 EAAEA e BE 13
ol 249 A5 B9, 5 39 A A9l 3P A B
Agho] ERAZA ARG 5 7] BEIX, 3 A E¥she Jagl
o 24 AfAZ PAFHE A 5, 279 At 9od Bk Ee o}
Uitk AR Beo] TFs WY AS Az G4 axolghe Pe =

s A A22402dA £93) =2dth

=

2k

Sg 7Y 5 g

Wy
mlo

FFE A7) AAE T 869 9 2 A 2 g Slrke dujelr, 2 A

o] wkafe] Algel ol ALHS

BfA7E 222 of| WAle ke A BAE AS A8 AR
ohe Fasic ot $2) WS A% AL FEL AU B9 U Q
T 90 FAB A, 02 2R DTS AE) RLAA FHp)
e, ol3e AU WA A BRTEF o1 Be] A BAE
oA WANIIEAE BeiFE AlalE ST

)
rr

i

3 A% o129 2 w2y

‘AR AL S =9 & A2 S AR A=E 1R A, Ahd B
T2l HEZIE =l &3 17t AR AR A Bk a2, 20t
H A AREHS Alee &34 A48 AASEL ofslE & givk 5EE o

E Addstae &4 A5 Aol AAE SAPoIoF T2 E8ol1, d=

44) On ne peut pas prescrire contre son titre, en ce sens que lon ne peut point se changer & soi méme la
cause et le principe de sa possession. THET- _\T’_—r—- “principe de sa possession” = “H-f-2) QA 2}
WA o KT, p. 861), ©17]A4] principe ¥ A1ZH(commencemen) & “‘:6]——— RALZ HQ)
. E Liewé7} TS 2o APAS AFIED)E dis le principe T X8| dis le
commencement ©]2R= oty Awsln ¢k



A Ewel 71w

Op

at a9

QoA =g QAR sickn Bn ez ASgelor FTho 1 B op
2}, olwe) Mol2 ASAdriE, EES ASAST 4E 9L A4AS 3
Bl ZHR] B2 B3 ISR Eo] AH8E ASOIE ALE
#H50] Brbs ek

aehY, 4R SR A EAlfE 938 etk 59 a4 9
A A9IeE7k D37} 93, 74 w137k s} 24 A} Aasolol
BDE ARk 715 S FANAR SAPISE F6 4% Al BAeh}
8 919 AEgene, ) FUF B 297} BAGA QoL T2
2, i) A9 A6 AS0] Mol olFolREA @Rz 17 te] ohg)
2, i) 21499 B4 AS el Fehol SAUAEAE BAZE 5 Shskek
I S0, A STl URPH A4 Y53 A7} e A i
239 291 SAFHande S Bolel A2 1 A4Sl 2L 7 5 9
T 1 229 £477F FRAAE of Yol ARE At AR 2

A8 Z0] e7she W EABEoR ReHE gt 2] UEd 7
B2 fake Aclde e BeTad e AReE 28 sevrt

45) d|Z £}, D41.3.12 Paulus libro 21 ad edictu) Si ab eo emas, quem praetor vetuit alienare, idque tu
scias, usucapere non potes. (HFE70] HEHNE FAF A2HE, 218E ¢4 W7}t 24
& 3 A9 e 2 EAE AHEHEE ¢ fth

46) Gaius. ii, 45 Sed aliquando etiamsi maxime quis bona fide alienam rem possideat, non tamen illi usucapio
procedit, velut si quis rem furtivam aut vi possessam possideat; pam furtivam lex XII tabularum usucapi
prohibet, vi possessam lex Tulia et Plautia. 7}0]¢-229} o] 4L, Xo] Hfol 7Z Hirt 49
7FsEe AAE, H5 AEE s MY B2 F2s ZA/E HASPoF ke
A& BojEr)

47) D. 43.16.1.30 Ulpianus libro 69 ad edictu) Qui a me vi possidebat, si ab alio deiciatur, habet interdicrum.
3431685 2T} : Fulcinius dicebac vi possideri, quotiens vel non dominus, cum tamen possideret, vi
dicns . EAL S 42 A5 AP} HIS 24471 SPIEEE BAA o, &
27 w4l e} € 5 ek Z7U$20h e o SIThERH3.16.14 Pomponis
libro 29 ad SabinuSed si vi armata deiectus es, sicut ipsum fundum recipis, etiamsi vi aut clam aut precario
eum possideres, ita tes quoque mobiles omnimodo recipies. 14¢] WH7t ZHH o7 AL, )7}
HE 1 BEXE 2oz BY ke AMEEY B rlEte ARt dvHs ve
I BEXE 3FE § 9on, 1 EXY JdE BE AR vRIVXE F5E 4 Qioh
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el AU AREFHSS] AL @] EAh wl=Q Ao] oje} ghe) BE A
E AYE €3 3o, ol Z(mala fide) Wl5E AT wj5A02A HBhEhe AL RAT
[beld, 2 "4 SAYHOE BRIFHAW), ARRHEL BrPssithe

:Lawr 9A 2 uleg} Zo), “die] FHe T, A AHE shiz

EREThE TACIA A 3529 dothe A wEs AR 3

xH Agshax, BE e WHHgle] AgEe A Uut o] allgemeine

Theorie) 7% 231U AHIUE Mo Af /M= thed} 2o Halsla,
A9} o] 2 AA A AAGT

s, Aol € A FaskA o) v

#g Aotk F, A7|eA A 2A7 et
I 228 W, ofd B34S A He AE Ao AaRlE 2 Ao - 7 F8
& 483t} ARE AR T UE A gt glom
ofe Aol 713} sh= Aok vRRIAIR ols)s)
37-2] B SNcausa possessionis)Zh FAF | Tt

A4o) AGY Qo] AU e] A ol Bl ] AAR AT vk}
A2, He] Aerake AT Eele) 7L Qe Ao AREn AAE
e AR E ARGl el 4o AP AR She AeE

48) D41.4.2.1 Paulus libro 54 ad edictu)Separata est causa possessionis et usucapionis : nam vete dicitur quis
emisse, sed mala fide : quemadmodum qui sciens alienam rem emit, pro emptore possidet, licet usu non
capiat.

49) p. 104, 105 Der Begriff bonae fidei possessio ist eben so unbestimme und eben so unbedeutend fiir die
Theorie des Besitzes {iberhaupt. Die bona fides beziehe sich auf jeden mijglichen Grund der Detention : wer
den rechtlichen Grund derselben zu haben glaubt, auf welchen es gerade ankommt, heifit bonae fidei
possessor. ... In den wichtigsten Fallen ist die bona fides nur dann von Wirksamkeit, wenn sie durch einen
vorhandenen Rechtstitel gerechtfertigt werden kann, so daf} in diesen Fillen unter der b. f. possessio immer
zugleich ein titulitter Besitz zu verstehen ist... In diesen Fillen also steht die bona fides zugleich in
Verbindung mit der causa possessionis...
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ES5E EFB2A Aishe AolA, ‘afARA Ahdte AL otk

A2et A(usta causa)@} A Ql(bona fides)S BT 1, 2FAAEH A8}
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50) AW, A £F, p. 109,

5 xS HFHS Aozt A A AFHFREE AL ofth D43.165 Ulpianus
libro 11 ad edictw)Si per vim tibi possessionem tradidero, dicit Pomponfus unde vi interdicrum cessare,
quoniam non est deiectus, qui compulsus est in possessionem inducete. (Z-Fd] 2]t [U7H I A
W42 oF A, EXUSAE E Apanel] Be SAUH] 4857 evkn @
o ARE S HSES [(HH o] AR A9 T Hi7h AL RE ofy) Agelrh
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52) A8k, retele] AR, AR AE; AsT1994), 1479, A, "FEEfe
S0l AFERe FHol AXER AR, THElY, AP26TAWN, 219, FES, (2FA
W] Af H ASAIR, AR 10 AYAF AT, 1997), 230, 2319, A, T
FA BHASALO oINS 2fs] Sapsl FPAR,, TRAN ALY, 159 SE4
RSN WRHSAEY aDo2Ae ARG oJele] FRG,, (8] AT B2 309
g, TRt ARt ARk, TUET A A24330199), 18 5

53) Francois Terré, Philippe Simler,Droit civil, Les bien, Se édition (Dalloz, 1998) p.313 (Ia prescription
n’aboutit donc pas nécessairement A priver un propriétaire de son droit; bien au contraire, elle est utile au

LI A=)

proptiétaire Jui méme dont elle consolide le droit en lui fournissant un moyen de I’établir. La fonction
essentielle de la prescription acquisitive se trouve dans le désit d’assurer, non pas le victoire d’un spoliateur,
mais bien celle du propriétaire 16gitime.)
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Bde AST A5 TR gon] F7E 294 %4t 9l

2t o) AAAE 30d A5 ARE T8 & Qo A, 49 2
2 glo] W4 A= 228 Ao ol T dE Sol, Folne
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AEE WA SAT, 332 B g FAde] 93U 304 A3 Ax

54) Traité de la prescription, part II, art. 1, I, no. 172 tome 9, p.377)

55) BT &, FZakx WA, () 455 BZ) p865. Toutes les actions, tant réelles que personnelles,
sont prescrites par trente ans, sans que celui qui alldgue cette prescription soit obligé d'en rapporter un titre
ou qulon puisse ui opposer I'exception déduite de la mauvaise foi.
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57) BekAls W YA, animus domini & ‘A}7] A E sl AN intention de Pavoir pour so)’
B 2w 99 25 63

58) Henti Mazeaud, Francois Chabas,Iegons de droit civi, Tome II, Biens, 8¢ édition, (Monchrestien, 1994), p.
187; Philippe Malaurie, Laurent Aynés,Cours de droit civil, Les bien, 4e édition, (Edition Cujas, 1998), p.
142 (la volonté de faite comme si la chose leur appartenait); Christian Larroumet,Droit civi, tome 2, Les
biens droits téels principaux, 3e édition (Economica, 1997) p. 54, 55 (la volonté de se comporter en
titulaire d'un droit réel sur la chose). £-3], Malaurie 9} Aynés &= E5% 452 AR HH31H,
0 AS AEE FHE 4 Aok AshE AR 3Tk bid

59 9 245 Bz

60) Poitiers, 24 mai 1945, Gaz. Pal. 1945, 2.53.
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mhd, 22 e gisos aTHE AU Aus s EAt
A ke A9, olrk he) b FUH 208 35T 5 0 B
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Weizle] WEAEIA We AhE old, 2 200d sbkel AAE BH
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o2 FAYNL ‘ARe NP7t BEHACE AAYD & WAl HYR
A3t Ao, 293 9 ggeE AdAck & Aol

61) o £, Lamoumet, op. cit., p.55. Cette appréciation doit &tre faitein abstract, c’est & dire par
référence & Pérat d’Ame du fermier en général, du transporteur en général et non pas par référence i
telle personne nommément designée et a son propre for interne.

62) Mazeaud, Chabas, op. cit., p.198. L’intention de I"occupant est dérerminée par la cause et le principe de
54 possession.
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The Rise and Fall of ‘animus domini’

Kim, Kee-Chang*

Pothier referred to ‘animus domini’ in order to make the obvious point that if a
petson acquites a thing in good faith on the basis of a transaction intended to transfer
ownership, he would possess it with the mindset of an owner. In such a case, if the
transaction tutns out to be invalid for some reason, adverse possession would be possible.
Pothier was thus explaining that prescription (adverse possession) would require iusta
causa and bona fides. Prescription under the French Civil Code largely adopted this
position. Pothier’s reference to ‘animus domini® had nothing to do with the possessory
interdict in Roman Law.

However, Savigny attempted to build a universal theory of possession which would
run through the two entirely different institutions of adverse possession and possessory
interdict. Savigny therefore used ‘animus domini® rather differently. He used the
expression to refer to a person’s ‘intention to conduct himself as the owner’ regardless
of whether he came to possess the thing on the basis of a transaction intended to
transfer ownership. He put forward a hypothesis that ‘juristic possession’ may be
recognised only when the possessor has such an intention to own. He believed that his
hypothesis would conherently explain two aspects of the possessory interdicts, namely, 1)
a lessee, a slave or to a manager who possesses not for himself but on behalf of another
person may not resort to possessory interdicts; and i) a party who asserts to be the

owper of thing may resort to possessory interdicts even if his possession was in bad faith

* Professor, Korea University School of Law



ot non peaceful.

While Savigny’s theory of ‘juristic possession’ (predicated upon the so called
‘owner’s intention’) was originally intended mainly to explain the peculiarities of
possessory interdicts, his theory came to have a decisive impact on subsequent jurists’
conception of prescription. For instance, the primary tequirement for prescription (adverse
possession) under the Korean Givil Code is that the possessor should have the ‘owner’s
intention’. The requirements of justa causa and bona fides, which had long been the
central requirements of usucapio and prescription, have completely disappeared.

As a result, legal discourse concerning adverse possession came to have an ‘amoral’
tone. A legalargument that a person who took possession of anothet’s property in bad
faith and in the absence of a justifiable ground may nevertheless acquire ownership of
the thing if such a state of affairs has continued for a certain period, is fundamentally
incongruous with the ethical tenet of the Roman Law. Moreover, ‘animus domini’ as
proposed by Savigny includes a person’s intention to conduct himself as the owner
knowing full well that he is not the owner. Such an intention is no different from an
intention to defraud. It is a deeply deplorable and disturbing argument that a civilised
legal system should ‘protect’ such a wrongful intention.

Fortunately, however, the Supreme Court in a recent judgment by a full court held
that ‘animus domini’ should no longer be viewed as a matter of a person’s subjective
state of mind but it must be assessed objectively, in light of the relevant circumstances
under which the person came to possess the thing in question. The French court also
held in the same manner already in 1945. In practice, this would mean that a person
who came to possess a thing in the absence of a justifiable ground would now rarely be
held to have the ‘animus domini’. The Supreme Court’s ruling is effectively reinstating
the European legal tradition where, for more than 2000 years, iusta causa and bona fides
had always been the requirements for usucapio (prescription). One may now rediscover

and tre evaluate the ethical foundation of law, which had temporarily been over
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shadowed by the sophisticated and elaborate theorising of Savigny.
[Key Words] adverse possession, animus domini, animus possidendi, Savigny, theory

of possession, possessory interdict, usucapio, Pothier, fusta causa, bona fides, possessio

civilis, possessio naturalis
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