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An Analysis of the respondents’ Objection and its Handling
in the Case of Realizing the Security Interest

Taking Henan Province as an Analytical Sample

Li Lingi Li Yan
( School of Law Henan Normal University Xinxiang Henan 453007)

Abstract: In realizing security interests cases the respondents’ objection can not only safeguard their own
legitimate rights and interests but also conducive to ascertain the facts of the cases by the people’ s court.The
respondents’ objection and the handling of it are an important issue of common concern of the theoretical and
practical departments. Empirical researches show that the respondent mainly objected to the applicant” s or the
respondents’ subject qualification basic contract guarantee contract and other aspects.Since the legislation
and relevant judicial interpretations are too crude and the maneuverability is poor the ways of handling the
objections raised by the respondents are not the same in the grassroots courts.In view of the confusion of
handling the objection of the respondent in realizing security interests cases the substantive disputes should be
accurately defined the investigation to the respondents’ objection by people’s court should be standardized

and it should be clarified ensuring the standardization strictness and consistency in the judicial application
when the respondents’ objection and the function of the security property review system can be fully realized.

Keywords: security interest; realization of security interest procedures; objection; handling; empirical evidence
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