30 3 Vol.30 No.3
2014 6 Journal of Lanzhou Commercial College Jun. 2014

12 3
o

(LLIRINKRF FEZFHFEHARLF S, A KI 518060;
2. 2T K EFR,HH 2N 730050; 3. mALEGE AT, HA 2 M 730030)

DAY RTNM FAER KA, B AR AR TR S INMA ALY e R ARG, S B A B RS %
RN ER RN R E R — FAREF NG O EE R EAGRAFITH R TS SERH . BEHh—F
AR % B A B T R AR AR R R e AR Y R B B AR R R AR A IR IR PR 0 R R AR
DAL A E A AR R
1 F091. 3; KO3 A 1 1004-5465(2014) 03-119-08

Definition and Perfection of Rights of Bona Fide Purchasers of Cultural Property
MU Yong - giang' > ZHANG Shui —ju’

(1. The Research Center of Chinese Special Economic Zones Shenzhen University Shenzhen 518060;
2. School of Law Lanzhou University of Technology Lanzhou 730050;
3. Northwest University for Nationalities Lanzhou 730030 China)
Abstract: To maintain legal order of cultural property transactions to ensure long — term preservation of
cultural property which has important heritage values countries and the international community must
clearly define and reasonably restrict the rights of bona fide purchasers from several areas including sub-
stantive law procedural law conflict of laws uniform substantive law. harmonization of substantive law
. It is the best way to solve illegal transnational circulation and return of cultural property through clearly
defining the rights of bona fide purchasers by way of a uniform substantive law.

Key words: cultural property; bona fide purchasers; definition of rights
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