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Abstract: Different with the rules of traditional legal act  the establishment of common legal act is based
on the established constitution ( agreement) according to certain procedures and the majority rule. Therefore
the common legal act which goes against with the rules and procedures belongs to the defect of group
declaration which is different with the defect of member’s declaration. The traditional rules apply to the
defects of voting right rather than applying to the defect of resolution. The revocation of voting right should
consider whether it is necessary to revoke the whole common act on the basis of the causation. The revocation
of defect resolution should accord to rules of group law. According to the logic of establishment and validity of
legal act defect resolution includes falseness revocability and invalidity. The rules established by traditional
legal act on the basis of transaction concept are essentially different with the group concept of common legal act
( resolution) . Therefore in order to regulate the common legal acts the organization resolution and its

relevant rules should be specified in the general principles of civil code in China.
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