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The quasi co-ownership of divisible claim
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The purpose of this study is to clarify that when more than one obligee have
divisible claims, they are not naturally divided and attributed. Japanese Supreme Court precedents
have held that, in principle, when more than one obligee have divisible claims, the claims are
naturally divided and attributed to them. However, the basis for this principle has not been
clarified. Moreover, precedents have recognized a number of exceptions, including claims to savings
accounts in joint inheritance. Therefore, even if more than one obligee have divisible claims, the
principle should be that they should not be divided and attributed. In the case of quasi
co-ownership of claims by more than one obligee, the co-ownership provisions of the Civil Code
should be applied mutatis mutandis.
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