%% HF % Chinese Journal of Law
Vol.41, No.5 (2019)

16

16

16

61

16

16

0630



2019 5

(1) o
16 1 0
113 ”» (2 ]
“ ”» “© »
( the ultra vires doctrine) o “ ”
L (3)
“ ”»
“ ”»
(13 »
13 ”
“
» 43
” C(4) .
« ”
“ ”»
_(5)
(1) 21 16 3 “
1)L -
T2y,
. 3 ). I
2 2 3
16 2 21
“ 7 50 o 1 2
2
° K« 16 Y« » 2011 6 133
(2) 170 .
(3) ( )« ) 1991 4 61 .
(4) 42 . 1993 11
(5) B 16 43
50 o 1993 60 3
“ ” . 16
16
. t K )« ) 2013 2
104

064.



16
Y
(8) 2005 10 27
16 2
” (9)
(6)
(2018)
298
2995
")
(7) 2017 12 2
»” . 16
...... (
b
(8) ¢ ( )
(9)
2
) 2011

148

2

(2018)

« ”» (6)
. (7))
- 1993 60
16
16 1
1993 60 3
( ) 13
16 1 1993
5596
7 “
‘ ( )
)7 :
4
. (
190
3 _
2004 271
)

“2005

b

“«

60

(2018)
(2018)

(

0650



2019 5
3
“ ” “« 2” 111 ”
(10)
o ( )
(
) @« » 13 ”» 13
”» 14 ”
“ » (14 »
o 20 60
(
[13 » 13 »
) R (11] 114 ”
o 43 “
” ( [ 7’)
( [ b4
) o
o ( )
- 1993
1993
10) 4 Y « ) 2014 8
11) (1968 Y ( First Council Directive 68 /151 /EEC) 9
1985
35

066.



1999 50
50 . 3] 50
50
[ ”» R 50 [
” 43
, 14
50
43 °
, 15
43
o 50
, 16
2005 50
1993 60 3 an
(12) 42 ) 1993 1 ) . 1993
60 3
(13) ¢ > « Y 2012 3 484
(14) 50 “ ”
4 “ 7 Y « Y 1999 5
160 .
(15) 13 “ ’ 43
(16) 61 | ) 2
3
17) 16 1 . 16 1
{ y 6
1998 11

0670



2019 5
(18)
o 1993 60
o 2005 50
50
o 50
50
50 o
16 1993
2005
1993 60 3 16 o
16
( )
16
, (19)
, o)
16 1
(13 » [ ” ( )
16 1
43 50
o 16 1
(18) (17) 16 1
(19) 16 2 122 1993 60 3
(20) 122 « L
( 30%)
122 16 1

068.



16 1
13 ” (22]
43
2005
[3 ”»
16 1
, @7
(

1) L
22) 16 1
» 16

(7)
23) {
24)
50
25)
50
26)
27) ¢
(28) (

16
16

61

50
50

54 .

20

Y « ) 2013

201
61
61

147 . 148 . 150
), 1999

) ) 2011 4 42

52

3

”»

« »

21)
23)
(24)
43 50 @5«
( )
58 (26)
90
. (28)
35
. “ €
§ ) 50
) 2018 1 39 .
61 43
61 50
151 153 157
17
) 16 1

0690

b



2019 5
50 61 3
1993 60 3
43 50
o 16
16 1 (
) “@ ” .
. 29)
1993 60 3 “
43 50
52 ( ).
48 ( ) 49 ( )
o 16 1
« ” (30)
16 “ » R
“ » , BD)
(
o . 32) 16
16 “ N
29) < ) y « ) 2007 1 85
(30) 85 (5) 104 K
— ) 61 Y« » 2017 5 102 (7))
201 .
31) « v v ” (10) 2
(32) 29 ) 86



(34) ( 16 1) “
50
, (35)
16
o 1993 60
16 1
7 36) 50
1993 60 3
50
16 . B7)
16
, 38) 16
(39)
o 16 1 N 50
“ ”» R 50 (13
( ) . o) 61
(33) (7] 194
34) ¢ — ( Y50 ) ( ) 2015
(35) 6] .
(2018) 4098
(36) 153 1. 52
37) (5) 107
(38)
4 p, 2004 178
39) 9)
(2012) 156
40) 143—157

5

52

16

14

117

7]



2019 5
» @« » .
[43 ”»
16 1 50 o
L @1
()
( )
. . @)
48
, 43)
16 61 50 o
L, 44)
, @s)
16 o
R 16
50 49
, @6)
?
( )
( ) o
@1) 296
296
« » o1
3
42) (17 ) 10 .
é3) (13 ) 502 o«
— >« ) 2017 1 88 . ¢
— Y « Y 2019
1 88
44) (23] 37 .
“5) (43) 88 (23 ) 37
46) (7) 193



50

50

61

(14 )
( )
( p)
(
61 2
(
(7]
(14 )

>« ) 2000 6

. 48)
49) “
[
50 “
3 50
159
2017 170
2009 166 .
y « ) 2016 5 60
) 1999 87
193 .
160 . K« —
75

”»

[

50

e 73 e



2019 5

171
, 55) 50
7 49
R 50  eeeee-
” (56) «“ »
49 , 67)
50
61 3 “@ ”
50
16 1
o 16
¢ Y« . ) 2017 28 6 .
2019« ( ) ) ( ¢ ")
({ p)
496 V
61 3 “ ”
“ 7 o K« ), 2017 130

144 . 146 . 154 . 153 . 85 94
145 . 147—151 . 171 2



16 1
1993
16
()
61
61
(59)
60) (57)

50

16
16
16
( )
(21) ; (5)
> « ) 2013
139

16
16
, (59)
16 1
16
, (60)
61
(
(10)

e 75 o



2019 5
( 50 ) .
50 “ 7
o 50
16 61 3
61) 50
, 62) 50 “ ”
16 1 13 » (
) AY
() o
50 o
50 ( 61 3 )
63)
()
61 3 50
50 , (64)
50 61 3 ?
61) 61 3 “ 50 50
3 . ( ) 2017
173 50 61 3
62) 26 . 54 2206 27
63) 4 b3 2018 222
(64) 61 50
145

076.



61
, (66)
61 3
50
2018 8
) ) (
)
3
61
) N
65) (23 )
66) ¢
67) 61
©8) “
1
) o
69)

3
, (65)
43 Al
L (67)
61
(
4
”» ( 1
( ) 3
16
39

173

13

50
50
3
?’)
50 (
1 [
L)
1 l @«
( )
50
, 69) «
y « ) 2017
(3 )
(

16

50

37

50

61

50

o] o



2019 5

» l
61
50
16 1
16 1
16
()
(70)
398
71) (49 )
(72) (63 )
(73) (
5 151
(74)
(2000)
193
( ) 50 y

e 78 o

170

104
222

186

(

61

» 2018

50 61 3
43 Y
, (70)
. an
. 72)
16 1
16 1
16 1
o 16
, (73)
. 74)
61 1
63
— 458 y « ) 2018
“ 7 (7)
—_— ( )
5 68



16 o
L an
13
“
” (78)
[13
7 (79)

(75) ¢ p,
(76) (29 ) 88

25 28 (5]

y « » 2015
(77) “
(78) . C. -«
(79) (55 16

”»

24

“ ”

16
“
” (75)
. 76)
O” 6 13
13
”
“©
»
13 »” [ ”»
2014 120 .
( Y«
100 ; K«
61
) 1999 87

“«

) 2013

e 70 o

3



2019 5
, (80)
. 81
( )
@« ”»
61 3
13
16 N 50
[13 » 61 3
13 »
14 ” “
(3 )
L7 (82) “ »
@
” (83)
@« »” 113
( ) o
”(84)
16 1 50 “ 7
@« »
80) (1968
» 9
1985
35
(54 ] 77 (13 )
501 .
81) (13) 490 491 (55) 18
(82) (63 120
(83) “ 7 (30 ) 95 .
(84) ¢ — ) y « ) 2011 3
138

¢« 80



113
( Al A ) Y
, 85)
16 1
“ ” “ ” 114 ”
50
” “« ” 13 »
16 1
( ) ”
. 86) ( )
85) (13) 502 .
(86) 61 ( ) 62 (
171 ( ) 172 ( ) o

13

[

113 »

[13

61

[3

e 8]



2019 5

50 16 1
61

Abstract: Since the amendment of Article 16 of the Chinese Company Law in 2005 the issue of the
effect of ultra guarantee has been further discussed for more than 10 years. Even today there are still
uncertainties as to the private law effect of ultra guarantee in its interpretation. In fact the private law
effects of ultra guarantee depends on its institutional logic which includes a company’ s ability to
guarantee for others the inherent legal orders between a legal person and its representative and the
doctrine of the right to refuse the claims of the secured party. The long-standing debate on this matter
in China has deviated from the institutional logic of ultra guarantee leading to inappropriate approa—
ches to as well as methods and conclusions of the interpretation of the effect of ultra guarantee. The
effect of ultra guarantee should be interpreted and applied on the basis of its institutional logic. Ac—
cording to this institutional logic the ultra guarantee made by a company representative in the name
of the company has an effect of attribution to the company under Article 61 of the General Rules of the
Civil Law of the People’ s Republic of China regardless of whether there is a violation of Article 16 of
the Chinese Company Law. However the company may have the right to refuse the claims made by
the secured party for the company to be liable for the ultra guarantee on ground that the secured party
knew or should know the fact that the company representative violated the provisions of Article 16 of
the Chinese Company Law. Based on the above understanding a substantive change should be made
to the current approach adopted by Chinese courts in the trial of ultra guarantee cases.
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