
Communication concerning the decision of the Curia of Hungary 

in civil case n° Pfv.VI.20.951/2015 

 

The plaintiff sold his real estate to the first defendant who sold it on to the second defendant, 

lastly the second defendant sold it on to the third defendant. Subsequently, liquidation 

proceedings were initiated against the plaintiff who decided to bring a legal action against the 

defendants. The parties to the court proceedings agreed to terminate their sales agreements 

and to re-register the plaintiff’s ownership rights in the land and real property registry. The 

second defendant later revoked his request for the re-registration of his ownership rights, 

therefore the plaintiff could not request the re-registration of his ownership rights either. 

 

In his claim, the plaintiff requested the court to re-register his ownership rights. The lower 

instance courts rejected his claim. Proceeding upon a petition for judicial review, the Curia 

upheld the decisions of the lower courts, but reached its conclusions on grounds other than 

those contained in the lower instance decisions. The Curia stated that the plaintiff’s legal 

action could not be qualified as an action for having a registered entry cancelled defined in 

section 62, subsections (1) and (2) of Act no. CXLI of 1997 on Land and Real Property 

Registration (hereinafter referred to as the Land and Real Property Registration Act). In the 

plaintiff’s case, the defendants’ ownership rights have been validly registered, the sales 

agreements grounding the registration of ownership rights have been validly concluded and 

the defendants’ ownership rights have not become extinct. Consequently, the plaintiff’s 

ownership rights could not be re-registered and his original real estate status could not be 

reinstated as a result of the termination of the sales agreements and the plaintiff was not 

entitled to bring an action for having the defendants’ rights cancelled. 

 

Due to the termination of the sales agreements and on the basis of his contractual performance 

claim [section 319, subsection (3) of the former Civil Code], the plaintiff became entitled to 

request the registration of his ownership rights only in accordance with the registry’s ranking 

system and the rules on the modification of registered entries [section 30, subsection (2) of the 

Land and Real Property Registration Act]. 

 

Budapest, the 16
th

 of June 2016 

 

Civil Department of the Curia of Hungary 


