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J. Y. Interpretation No.39 (August 27, 1954 ) =

ISSUE: Shall the right to claim for the funds lodged with the court be
subject to the period of prescription as provided in Article 125
of Civil Code?

RELEVANT LAWS:

Article 125 of the Civil Code ( Bi%% —& =+ 4% ) ; the
Lodgment Act (#&#4:% ) ; Interpretation Yuan-je Tzu No.
3239 (&) ikRIEMF H = = IR mHE) .
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with Article 125 of the Civil Code, since
the Lodgment Act is silent on the right to
request the return of lodged subject mat-

ter.



