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Corporation Justice
LIANG Shang-shang
( Law School of Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China)

Abstract: The principle of corporation justice shall be introduced into corporation law making it a basic
principle together with the self-governing principle. Corporation justice could not only be divided into distribu—
tive justice and compensatory justice but also into procedural justice and substantive justice. The corporation
is the platform where stakeholders gather together and different interests overlap. The meaning of corporation
justice is vague which makes it possible to be applied flexibly in different cases. In order to interpret the exist—
ing corporate law provisions and apply them into cases suitably to make up the legal loophole and match the
needs of the society the court shall use the measure of interests specially guided by the principle of corpora—
tion justice. Applying the principle of corporation’ s self-governing into cases without constrains may result to
unfairness. So it is necessary to use the principle of corporation justice to check it.

Key Words: the principle of corporation self-governing; the principle of corporation justice; equity; rela—

tionship of interest; measure of interests; legal loophole

75



