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O ot AT 2 B A > L 8l 2 ) AT AT S8 o 7 e ] (100 0 e A b B
) W] B4 T DR R, B L/ P 2 A2 L R B AR P A B4 HE BB, K 2/ ]
R X S CHEATHRUL, LR BV T A R R “ 23" FIE T, did
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b ) FERTHWRBEG P, 23R E R SRS 1935
S RJG VSRR, SR R A SE 30 20 A B 2 ) PO IR G5 1, BCHE 1936 SR
1937 £ ARVF SR 95% #IF/A R-& IR ALE T 4 L J12)
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[10] Note,The Short Merger Statute, The University of Chicago Law Review ,Vol. 32,1965,

[11]) Catherine L. Curran, Shareholders® Rights in Short - Form Mergers: The New Delaware
Formula ,Marguette Law Review, Vol. 64,1981,
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Formula ,Marguetie Law Review ,Vol. 64 1981,
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/18 ——Alpren v. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York,(28) [l 40 2,
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SR 29 M o 18 5 - Wa 5 U FF T8, 3B AfFRLE M 1 A3 LU AR
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E35 o
1959 49 Coyne v. Park & Tilford Distillers Corp. 5 (31) & F ¥FHi %€

[28) 168 Misc. 381 ,5 N. Y. 5.2d 254( Sup. Cr. 1938).

[290] 300 N.Y.11,87 N.E.2d 561(1949).

(30] Catherine L. Curran, Shareholders” Rights in Short — Form Mergers: The New Delaware
Formula , Marguette Law Review , Vol. 64 ,1981.

[31] 154 A.2d 893(Del. 1959).
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R B B A A PE A T 48 S8, B SR AR 2 Midstates oil &
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PR /~E]L,HFMLT Middle 24 7] B A 6, 18 9F A4 I BT 8 4 A9 Midstates
EZF YT H & H R E 1700 €0, #H B8R, Middle 24 8 L&
1100 3 7oA 4 i Mg 3C Midstates A9 %87, X4 R 5 b 348 1100 45 B &9 W
B, HIBRIFL, B d 7F T “Middle #1 Midstates /A S FELX X HER
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(32] Catherine L. Curran, Shareholders® Rights in Short — Form Mergers: The New Delaware
Formula ,Marguette Law Review,Vol. 64 ,1981.
[33] 41 Del.Ch.7,187 A.2d 78( Del. 1962).
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