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On the Legal Consequences of the Regardless of Corporate Entity

KUANG Jun
( China University of Political Science and Law Beijing 100088 China)

Abstract:  Our Company Law makes provision for The Regardless of Corporate Entity and this article makes detailed analysis on
the legal consequences of The Regardless of Corporate Entity. To the company the company independent personality is denied in spe—
cific law relationship; To the shareholder the shareholder should be liable for the company debt which is caused by his misuse of the
company law personality behavior the relationship between the shareholder and the company is not really the joint debt. The sharehold—
er bears final responsibility the shareholders who have common abusive behavior bear joint liability of the company debt and the limit
of the shareholders’ liability should be the loss of the company caused by its improper conduct.
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