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Interests Structure of Equity and its Implementation of Separation Mechanism
ZHOU You

Abstract: Specific parties are able to relocate the different interests in the same equity through some
ways in order to change the mode in which the interests are all put in one and enjoyed individually by the
shareholder. This process requires the deconstruction of the interest structure of equity. The interests of equi—
ty can be classified as personal interests and property interests depend on the details of interests. The separa—
tion means not only segmentation between the two but also would be the integration of different interests
thus exhibiting various forms of separation. The separation can be achieved either by autonomy or by statute.
Then the separation can further be classified as voluntary separation and juristical separation. The separation
of equity interests would be a key representation of separation theories in Corporate Law. When holding to
the separability of equity interests many issues of Corporate Law seem to be irrelevant can be integrated into
a consistent theoretical framework and the nature of equity or corporation can be understood better.

Key words: theory of separation interests of equity formation of corporate intention allocation

of interests



