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On the Determination of the Amount of
Environmental Infringement Damages

LENG Chuan-i

Law School  Guizhou University
Guiyang 550025 China

Abstract: It is quite difficult to determine the a—
mount of environmental infringement damages be—
cause of the lack of relevant substantive norms and
procedural rules. In order to reasonably determine
the specific amount of environmental infringement
damages the characteristics such as the diversity
of objects damaged and the complexity of damage
sequence should be fully considered and the rele—
vant substantive norms and procedural rules should
be perfected based on learning from overseas ad-
vanced institutional experience. In terms of per—
fecting relevant substantive norms the applicable
scope applicable conditions and the assessing
standards or referential factors considered by jud-
ges of discretionary system of environment in—
fringement damages should be clearly defined. In
respect of perfecting relevant procedural rules

plaintiff's  basic  procedural obligation and
defendant’s basic procedural guarantee should be
explicit publicity of judge’s free evidence evalua—
tion should be strengthened and applicable matc—
hing procedure of determination rules of the a-
mount of damages should also be reformed.
Key words: environmental infringement; the a—
mount of environmental infringement damages;

substantive norms; procedural guarantee

A Research on Evolution of Broker’s Role
and Legal Status of Ancient Chinese
Commercial Agency

from the Perspective of
Evolution of Appellation of Broker

HUANG Dong-hai

Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications

Beijing 100876 China

Abstract: The development of ancient Chinese

commercial intermediary system is a complex

transformation process. But because of the tenden—
cy towards elitism in Chinese traditional history

the historical records are not clear. The article
starts with the perspective of evolution of appella—
tion of broker and then makes a necessary legal
history review of the most ancient Chinese com-
mercial intermediary system. It reveals the way
how broker extends from livestock and real estate
to general business and how it transform from the
economic role to social management role.

Key words: brokers; definition; transformation;

legal-history probe

Unitary Allocation of Stockholders”
Rights in China: Inner Defects and
Reform Thoughts

WANG Qing-song

School of Civil and Commercial Law
Southwest University of Political Science & Law
Chongqing 401120 China

Abstract: For allocating stockholders” rights in
Joint Stock Corporation Company Law of China u-
ses a series of mandatory rules which form actual
statutory unitary allocating pattern and single class
of stock. The logic bases of unitary allocating pat—
tern include share equality stockholders” homoge—
neity hypothesis  agency theory and complete
structure principle of stockholders” rights. The in-
ner defects of unitary allocating pattern include
that stockholders” rights. Allocation cant reflect
corporate autonomy single class stock cannot sat—
isfy stockholders” heterogeneous preferences exer—
cising outcome of stockholders” rights deviates from
primary equality idea and there is no headstream
stockholders”
to push stockholders” rights allocation

mechanism for protecting minor
rights. So
pattern from unitary to plural we should make it
an important content of corporate law next reform
of China.

Key words: stockholders” rights; Joint Stock Cor—

poration; classified stocks; corporate autonomy




