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Subject: Balancing Public Benefit and Autonomy of Legal Persons the Options of the Approaches Reforming the System Gov—
erning Incorporated Charities in China

Author & unit: LI Dejian ( Law School Shandong University Jinan Shandong 250100 China)

Abstract: In essence incorporated charities are private legal persons which are established on the basis of the charitable purpo—
ses/public benefit which determines that the legal rules governing incorporated charities should strike a balance between the
charitable purpose/public benefit and the autonomy of incorporated charities to ensure the sufficient realization of the charitable
purpose and public benefit of incorporated charities on the one hand and maintain their autonomy on the other hand. Reform of
the system governing incorporated charities should comply with this thought transforming current charities into independent or—
ganisations and further establishing the normal system suitable for the development of incorporated charities in terms of regulation
by the special law the distribution of rights and duties of members and the nature of property of legal persons etc. We can find
out a host of necessary experience available for the reform of the system of incorporated charities in China from comparative and
economic perspectives.

Key words: incorporated charities; comparative law; economics; charitable purpose; public benefit; autonomy of private law
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