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Abstract: Under the framework of the combination of civil law and commercial law the
rules of legal acts in paragraph 2 of article 134 of the General Provisions of Civil Law may be
applied to solve corporate resolution disputes when the company law is insufficient. However
the act doctrine contradicts not only the association nature of corporate resolution but also the
values and principles of organization law. The legal act system takes the contract as the
prototype and focuses on the identity between will and act as well as the agreement between
acts. On the contrary the system of corporate resolution responses to how a corporate will is
generated that is how the intention of some members or members of the agency becomes the
company’s intention to restrict the whole. A corporate resolution is public will instead of private
agreements in essence. Thus only resolutions established according to decision-making
procedures and authorities provided in the company law and articles of association will be
deemed as corporate will. The distinctive features of corporate resolution lead to distinction in
legal application. Company law applies first and exclusively to corporate resolution disputes.
Even where company law is insufficient judges should refer to the theories and principles of
company law to fill the gap rather than evading to civil law as last resort to apply the general

rules of legal acts to corporate resolution.
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