EZFHE3E) (2017)
B+AE, B 154 ~173 ]

36 [ 45 o A Ui g B 0] )
P As T Bt 5w
DT A

#§ 2 . Unocal, Revlon, Blasius = Weinherger iX
WAEGH KN Z2H T A EEwF. a8
F, B b -8 SEHHEXET, R
TEL, X URARSE A T 693 M 64 5 ¥ Fo 2k
B EAE, Xk — BRI N R IRE R A
HLI )8 Ao 2] G B E F A a9 M, b R AR
EHAERABAA RS ey A E i, Xk
B EHMM ORI EFE MR TF A SR
RIEMAMFasf b KA F, RE S FER T T
B HE AL B 2 P R e I AR AR AR IR, ALk ik —
R E LR ZAR B IR GBS G,

FEER A AN KBAN  KEHF K
k36

» AXEERTHLHFHXAE . P EEF L 2016 £%
M % 5. CLS (2016) C27 ). & 3% % 2016 £ & #
(16SFB3035) DL X B K 7 # & 2016 £ W B RA W i £ %
FRAER.

o BHRFAFRAZFREEAR HEGLERATHE
BrE, ZETEAREEEH L.

wex WHHEAEAFRE E 2016 ZHEHE 4,
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REMFRAEME MG TRET AN EE

Unocal , Revlon , Blasius $l Weinherger f& $5 7 M| 3 B 78 7 392 52 B
OB & TEF L B AR JRUBR AR BUR] L4 1 0450 B0 0, o g Hhe fie g
UL B EAFRIA R B G EXHEENMAAREN . HE TR,
GiR-NiPUN: S R RiUE S TR N (E1 B <2l TR = =i AN B = AT 7 o
SWEIRT AT TR T A T R AR R i B AR R LA
AWEE R EAOMOE RN . F550 b, R A N v B A O SR B 26 1 BR A1
JECAR YRV B G , 5 P ik e ) 19055 8 1 T R AS A ol B A, A
TiX—5maR, W& AT G WOAAT 04 15 B 5 40 2, A dna) B0
T 5 78 bR PR A v A A DU AT AT A 2 5 5 o ok L f) e 34
KR, TCEEEARIRD . N, 48 SO B Py o i A8 B A, ) B R h A
S K I0) DA 22 4 300 8 9 1 Bk 2, I 0 30 8 10 U B0 S 9 % el R
P AE R AR AR S0 0 SR e 0 e o, LA R X 50 24 3 Ak B R
W (i BB A5

— W LI B %

(—)&HEWF

20 i 22 80 AEALHT, R hr 4R M OC T W W 9 N B SR b 2 & T0 L
S —A L IE B b AL ) 7T Al 1] By 30 ( business judgment
rule) , 72 70 EfC A A 49 . 7F Bennett v. Propp — 281,01 4 hr e 4|
B R T S R B TR S TR, JRARHE — /N A AN B8 5 v o
AT AR E bR w4 B A8 B 4 284 W o A AR ] R 45
RNW,EORERESRHBIUET AL, M)E, 78 1964 43 # Y Cheff v.
Mathes 3215 [ 2 ) Re iAo M o v T B it — 25 BB T X — RO, £ R B ik
EEMEEREMB MR EREZHRAN ARG W MBI T &
BB PRI AR AR A RERF 2 FUEI HE R T AR SR AN
Mg, HEEREREZ R/ AERSRE, 52, REHRAEE

(1) Bennett v. Propp,41 Del. Ch. 14,187 A.2d 405(1962).
(2] Cheff v. Mathes,41 Del. Ch. 494,199 A.2d 548 (1964).
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EHEIE(HTNE)

P AR UE W P g 2 S T 98 SRS B R, BIAE S A T e 2R, AT
Pl T BB T T

WEE 1973 ST iR , AR AT 7™ A2 19 24 2y B AR, th
EEIEFLHE RS TR SAKR - 8 (Manuel F. Cohen ) %58 ) I
Wiz s A WIS A VRA . TEMLT T, 1977 45, 4547 A M 5 i ik B
FFU KRB R 6 Bk B BAR e SR A B RIRA (AT R R Ak )
JRFR“ G 2 PR HE” (test of property ) 8 “ £ 2 H B9 45 #E” ( primary
purpose test) (41 ¥ T H A bR, MRS Z I LURAT S, 2 E N
M REERESUONER A RN Z M e 8RB G, 247
R Y, HRF 32 BT R T L B R . X — AR I LR A
o Rl P SR B T SR A B R R, I EL s S AR R L R AT A
Al R A el 2 B LS) REEF SRR S A B A
A, BN RERS B C B Rk FIW SR T ARl e, R EF 2
HERZE KRR T EE BT T 487 H AL K A (self -
perpetuation ) , 32 5 LA Rl 24 3 HL 2 AR VA B, AN B 52 2 7 b 40 b L D)
R Lo

3 AASL A — A>T i, VAL A AL D) ) 4 2 R T8 ey L T P 30 20 i
80 AEARHT, B T HUAR UM AR X 6 Bl B9 W R TE K - ORF B
(Michael Milliken) 3= % F B3R IE 5 17 5 9 F 2%, DK S0 A 4 2% L
R B TEAME ST 1S 58 [ B W 1 gl B B — IR KRR ) o 2 B,
Bl E IR AT AR AR AT LT KA i
37 (leverage buyout) j% i 37 B 1 22 SR i 2 S AR P VR & o 1k
FUAFISCE | T W W R 5 28 AR B R ATFEANBEAR B 9 4, R adi i L ML
FAE BT 3 R AT SR A2 ™ A0 R M AR A i e B A 9 4
AEEMA . IRl RS, T LR B4 el 4R P52 B AR 2 R

[3) Singer v. Magnavox Co. ,380A.2d 969 (Del. 1977).

(4) Robert Clark,Corporate Law, Little, Brown & Company,1986,p.581.

[ 5] Aronson v. Levis,Del. Supr. 473A.2d 805. 812 (1984).

(6) #KF (AR, E4E R 2014 £)8, % 516 ~517 7,

(7) [E]ZMHE - W U R (EEAR R, FARBF, HHH KA 2008 £, %
325 W,
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FEFREMER MG HEET - BN EE

FBLA TR, X S5 24 B A TR Fu R GiFE MR EE L E,
R UL, AT & B B X" (self — service ) BUR , 0t 7 8 A gl
WA R MBS R BRI BAR A A B S0l L3 B R AT i T
G ESRAN A e ENENREUNETME, " BERALFE
AR A L0 SR 20 4 80 AR EH, R A AT A, W T i
WHBHEmM R, —l oy F R Z B8 e8RS, AR
REBAUTATE R KB R W IRE; 540, Wl hdEsd i & 3
By B DA S A Wi i i B, 3 R BOR L FA A I BRA O 45 B 1 4% 5
RO R A A B WO L VR SRR, S R S EAR S M FRE T
ANGF o MK ANEE B SR WO 32 Bl A Sk 1 TH AR R e N TR R, T 24
REA B 0 HL 0] 2 4R B Tk [l 0 1T 3 55 oK, 3 38 R fr AR M vk B 3 1T
— FR 5 BE (& 04 B9k B A AR R AL B

(Z)BEFH

1. Unocal FL0 : #6FR bR i

1985 4F 22 [E 5 Hr A48 M B 15 15 5t # B2 AY Unocal v. Mesa Petroleum 38
HE— S IAFI & R T Rl ) W AL (10 1985 424 A 8 H,EEE 12
KA 72 7] Unocal 24 "] UL 3| T — IR 8 J5 42 09 XUZ W 2 2, Unocal
N E|ERE M RATE U T I G B, AN TTTFE 26 1 W50 & i i g 22
2y, FEPIARN B S B R A S HE T Unocal 3 &8 57 1) H IR Y
FIRAEHE i, AT BG4 8 2 S5 Bt R WO AT A T FF 1 25 1), A B ik Be 19
AN RHEARBARSMOE BRI Y SEBiR A B AR EE X
B S AT S B RCR], T 55 e TR B, 323 B SO A 3k # 9 A T O 18 1% 3% B
FEAnEN AL S, AR B HZ N MG S A RN B & Fh
R R A E R 2R A FIE R TR EE &
Fl g5, T2 AR A G AR U R WAAT 5 22 7 B T8 I 6
EA AR,

(8] Cheff v. Mathes, 41 Del. Ch. 494,199 A.2d 548 (1964).

[9) MEAABRFUBBEENARE—XTHFHUMEARREAFE), R(FFAF
FW) (REAHFR)I2013 £4 5 H,

(10) 493 A.2d 946 (Del.1985).

(11) HEZ . (AREEFEEFEHEHE), EE YR 2007 £51, %210 T,
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EHEME(ETLE)

Unocal & It i 57 i AR FR P A o2 187 b 0 DR 90 0 7 o 17 180 50 38 o
EE R KRR, JE— 25 9wl ) i 000 % S S i AR A0 B b0 TR 4R &
40123 BB HFRA R 4 0 By B RS AN B SR e sl HE R b, IR B
SRR B R G 7E A BRTE B DY, BE A 6 B A A A A RR PR SR 13

2. Revlon #3732 51 )

Revlon HLIMZRBEFR A “ AR, & R A 78 32 R BU W
it B B TR dEP A w25, OF HR B B AT R 5 28 W) BT T I A
BT B B o B, 4% B AL F o SR B WA Y B B, B S ) L
55 AN 2B SEAC TR WO |, 1 N 24 2 R 4 R R AR R RO A5 B Bk
B, SERLE B I B0 S2 & 1Y % 48 [14) Revion 22 1 ,(15] Revlon
A EIE4E T WO 2 29 31 SR BB A 4 6 1K1 Ronald Perelman 2% &) #Y i
B, R M o i R B X R S TE BRI E — T WAL T AR S
STEE G EE BB S B AR R X E", MY ARL T /g
(for sale) WRART, iy T2 &) (9 H 8 520 6 15 A 5% 8 A 0] 8 5, 24
HH B BUR A s A et RS Al B " e R B . AR T
Unocal $L0], A Rl B S FMEHZER X5, MEPARIERN— A E
P A A g e AN A A S22 W) 9 PR AR R £ 3 e I R 2 o R A R AR
BE AR AL 45 . PRI, Revion 72y 7] 38 2 23 AN RERH 5 28 Al 4632 B m (L 19
WAL, BE S 0 RSO AT o kg e 2k E R

Revlon 5& 5 Unocal MG R RARREE , —H 5% Hins vl &%
22 R IR AL WA 9 PR A E IR FI 5 B89 . Revlon I E K
SRR TR T 200 R AL TR 2B BeRS (N B RO BT E SR ) |, N 24 T ]
T2 P T AT AR 00 4 e

3. Weinberger #LI . 58 4= /2 V-Fr i

Y5 Unocal ZE 3t — 25 & & T 1 b 40 B B0 WK [ A 2, 7 1983 4R 1)

(12) kB C(EE U ERAREN), ROERBOE R FF4R)2004 £ £ 6 8,

(13) FRAFEE(GEHFHAARGEMG RS EFHZE—DUXEERAH A F R
Ty, BOEF£ED2012 £ 10 ),

(14) ARl B ( EEEA LM Revion MM M & 5 & &), H(EwF)2011 £% 6
o

(15] Revlon,Inc. v. MacAndrews & Forbes Holdings, Inc. ,506 A.2d 173(Del. 1986).
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FERFR MR ET AN ERE

Weinberger v. UOP &+ (160 R A B i 1 Be 16 78 T 7 ol 40 07 990 00 4
&R, A R 255 F 58 42 A AR (entire faimess test) . 584/
PEARAE A, A% G 0 B e 0 095 00 D00 7 e A 3R AR b 22 5 P 25, 9 L 0
FIE SRR SFER R PR ERE AN, EESH XFHIEHZ
25 XA R B AR A 2 Yo o LSRR ARAIE 32 5 XU (R $ 40 4 i 4 i
PraE BTR FI B RE JT . Weinherger 38 Hp 3128 T KM AR 18 o A7 {8 44 1l AR
AR R B, N3 5 i ) k5 25 RN 5 it R H
AR GEHBUAEFSRAMES, RERRARRS FREE
SRR EAT IR WAL 5 , B A RSB 28 5 B o AR, T SR K %
7R SR B it o BELIRT HLA% A R Sy ), R RIEF A R RER R B 2
FIZEAT AT, WX 247 AV R A TL L. MEAEH K
BEEAVE BRAFRIERFSNITHIELERTERBEL LS,
Weinberger g ff g H #1427 B 25 2 F/A 7 Bl 85 wh 28 7 J& LA B4 £ 4 I
EHENELERBRT - LITN L ERSBRARS
FERXRROES G0 EE, LA EXRNERSS SRR,
T A BR 5 J5 X Wi 22 1L A 2 e (170 5 4 0 S o o T 18 2 AR o
Hh B R A R A AR, B O B I R LT B AT R 5 e R R R
B o WEMRRE LR, T2 A PRERRTRALESEHRERS
BEHWHNE R EHE ST INETESERINRES T ENEE.

4. 28I TR AT 8] B L)

ZEUE BT AT 15 210 0475 2R W 2 3 %) A O T B0 1 e 0 A — e 79 Al
R IFE R AR, BERAREFNITNETER AR TA
AR 25 o (RS 25 vh 338 5 B2 AR e — R 330 0 DU KT 24 HIE
FAEEIB AW EDE (18 7£ 1985 4F Smith v. Van Gorkom & Hr [19) 43¢
Fr A M 5 e BE B 3 T TransUnion /A B () WRIWAT N )G, 0iAs T k3
AT AP RIS, BIRTE, EEERERE LS 085

(16) Weinberger v. UOP,Inc. ,457 A.2d 701 (Del. 1983).

(17) HEFAATRB T EFLAAEEGEEXEFTRD), ROF EBE K ¥ ¥48)2014
£46 W,

(18) MR&H (AT ), B8 EIRE 2014 10,4 517 7,

(19) 488 A.2d 858 (Del 1985).
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E# 3% E (B ILE)

HRMEBRGER, AEFHAEFELIRNYE, EFLFTRBRTRIE,
FEXFEE T EEFRBEIE, Red TR, BRBRBENEFEREYL
F WK LB A B HEEFIFEZAN TR SHFER 2 83
R, BEFEFENTARNRENETE, HFHERRPIFAGFE
ZEIEWF SR IBAEE T AT, (HE, —~BEEEELRFI R
BT, WA R BB E T B X5 A R AR E H N % E
BIHEAGRBHAHXE R, DRI TR P38 & KR E R34 &)
Flzs , MRAESFFEAERISR”, I EF N L H I EE R A
AN AR F 25 B 453 25 AR HH BTAE

5. Blasius LI . “ 4 AM5IRIE iy 7 bR HE

FrvE ] 1 PO B A 7E 1988 4FE Chancellor Allen in Blasius Indus.
v. Atlas Corp. 25 B R 1E £20) Blasius #L A K , HEE S FZ BT
HRGRASMAERE, LT hE— R EZEHWERN T HBRAX
PRER R BAR A A, W R TE B 3 2 B8 50 /U B HL IE AR AT R o
62183 % #F, 7F Chancellor Allen in Blasius Indus. v. Atlas Corp. — &8
HEBEIA K X E E s T ML ROR TS SR EE AN B I S8 9 B AT
R, Lt LA TE g PR AR UE . X RIIEE LA (Allen) TEHPPE
B RIEA R EE R IR, BB FE 8 A5 B 19 2L A ( compelling
justification) , & it & B W FE A A F M B EE, EHERART
YRR B i 2 & AL, X 78 H /5 /Y Liquid Audio %18 3| i — 2 {k
IO FER AN B = vk B B UGR I, HARA A E RS AR R R
HBRAAFVBFER AT RE", LR T IR A %24, Blasius
U AE— B AR B B AR — R A 57 A4 B ik W AR UE , A 7E W SO
N BV RIS B W R F 32 4 (1 R 44 o, Blasius 0 0] 558 2 o FH > 43 #7 41K
R T 5 B AR AR A Unocal N R R, —HEHAHEHF, &5
HEBE RN, “ 78 Unocal LI SR T PR3 B AR AR R AR ik B 44 7 25K
FE AT B 3 ¥ Unocal U5 2 51, 7 96 B 7 Blasius (1958 #1iF B
BRI,

(20) 564 A.2d 651 (Del. Ch.1985).
(21) MM Companies Inc. v. Liquid Audio Inc. ,813 A.2d 1118(Del.2003).
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5 [ F A N i M LU B BT L AR AT X S

Blasius HLI 45 IA i V-4 2 =5 BRABSURI R AR AU A | 2 28
RUEWOR R, PORTERF R M, R 2P0 E R To AR L
My 2D E RN AR S EE G, WAV EEERAT RN E
BB BT T 105 B B AR AT (8 5 28 A i A SE A s PR A R

HIT 3090 0 2 XS 2 1/ 2 3, ik — 2B LI 1 R e M ik e 7 Wi I
e BB E AL IE N3 {8 % Wi ( Prentice ) I B} 3K ( Langmore ) 7£
SEE T W BE i AR i R B 5 4R SR ARRE, ¢ AR, H AR Rl
2 SR RO WA g By A il L P AN AT AR AT Y Dk B A AR B 4
K, A6 U A B0 B AL AR HE T IR B AT O -5 B O ELUE A AT
A G PR B R AR A WO X2 B2 E 7 BE RO R 228 B i R
Mo MZ AR A R R AR B 52, 53k B T BA
HB R M AT B o WK, BB IRIA AT &5, HoAth U7 58 Al A
HALE B ABOR 58 B A U A B I 2 AR A N
AN ERKIERBENRKE ST, AR R R X0 e S5m0
S I B R

AT SR

20 42 80 AEAVE I AR R RN T 5 T 46 R AR T 8 Ak, B IR AR
B2 KA BAS , T 20 HE42 90 AEARZE A & R BLE e B, i 4k
PR ARSI AE AN IV B A 2 A T MR A2,

(—)E&E— 21 Unocal 1Y

AL B e M Unocal JEMIITF 4R, 20 142 80 42 AL47 1, Unocal #1L1U)
R 1 It T TR 45 2 ) 5 ol A 22 2 5 BE AR 318 O T T e R S BRAE
TE City Capital Associates vs. Interco Inc. Z& (231 ] Grand Metropolitan
PLC vs. The Pillsbury Company Z& 77 ,024) o E 48 1335 A Unocal 1

(22) FHFB (N ERELE 2 Ma-11 AMERE"BEFFRALNRE), BEF)2013
£%5 .

{23) 551 A.2d 787 (Del. Ch. 1988).

(24) 558 A.2d 1049 (Del. Ch. 1988).
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MEFER(HETE)

W, AN T P AL B I 2 2y o R IR RRIRE A . ERERET
Sk f#) Paramount Communications Co. v. Time, Inc. —2& &7 (25 i5f £ 2 H)
BERG TIRRISE 2 B B U 22 2, B SR 3 Fb e 1 BB i B A FBE AR
BEE R ER, FRZBMREBAN TEESWIE. REE
IR, KA TEE R S RENERHBAUSE FARIEREMEH, E5
A UFEMTEREARNAEE TR, EFEA LHFH T RAEWREF
) 60 0 R T 3 L Dy 2 R RGO SR R K R R R BRE R — 2
BRI Bk M, Bie b, AR E ST A B AL,
WA N5 —EBEIERZ BRI EIE, 2 B L XA B LT3,
A SR E R SCTE Tk B B R A B FR A R 2 5 4 7 T NG SR IO
W, AL A RN B B 228 SR I R I ) 5 170 S RO AT o, R e
R IATT AR R AR TR A P AR 25, T2, B E
KRB E PEARBE , IR IO I T A B2 2, BE SR S 75T LA A R Y
I 55 R B, AN R 2R A 2 )OI P Y A R 25 S R O AT
Ho GTHFINN, FrRLE M B m Bk Be 193X — FI e Bk B B AR A A W)
A 322 P LA B T A AT S B R A 3 R (260 X — ik T B A L
S RHE ERUEE L, XE—ER B X Unocal #1 1 fr # 57 #)
IS AU B AT L 2 B e R AR I

Paramount Communications Co. v. Time, Inc. Z& J§ , i B £ Unitrin
Inc. v. American General Corp. (27 I Ho4th 22 {1 v 4% 4E [R 45 Unocal #1 1|
By Sy, B R ¥R S B E B B A T o 7€ Unitrin 270, 38 A
2y Al R AR MR B SRR VI AR R 4624 R RO A T R s, B s
BB R AR IGA IR A A R A ESENBEEN, 5
2> E T A B B AR X, R ROl AT A A B imaa e, RE &
B4, Unocal v. Mesa Petroleum 2 77, ¥ B L SR B 57 7 A 24 200, 1B
F AT HE I A4 38 FA PR HEAE S TEAR A B A, T AKX Z2 4% Unocal 382 )5 X 4
MR UESEAT T ORI A GBS B, AR AR AL T RO I AT 9 B AR

(25) 571 A.2d 1140 (Del. 1989).

(26) H#aE (AT HEHTEMN
& IR AL 2008 48R, % 80 T,

(27] 651 A.2d 1361 (Del 1995).

BUEL A N B0 IR AR 7 T R e ), R A
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EEMEMBWRN G LT . BN EE

MMEPRAE . BN R AT IR LLEA “ A (compulsive) ,
AT ZF AR B AR PR SRR B AR B 32 AR SR O ZE Y AR o i A e
“RRAE M BUARE , SR A I SN S WSO MR AT Sk o (o B A R
W3 01k LA B A sl AREA G 35 R O T BARA Al 4l . 0
BT A BARANE, BAR A R EF SR ERIIEZITAAEN
BHEERE2ANEMEHMNITE. XTI H—H WL T Unocal #L N
RS PR T L

547 7 (Smith ) F13% ¥ £k ( Thompson ) # Hi , IS EEH , Unocal £ 1
DB HEZE . MmAEET BarIaFm a5 8 X HE— 44518 .
Unocal #MIS2hx BB 2“1, il Unocal M 22 BF L 28 434 76 94 1%
51 AR Z TR F LT HEE S WITR R IUGE N T 4E R AR LL T 5k
WERIIM , 7E 1998 4 R R 8 & 5 i Be K A 8 “ AL 1R 20,
Unocal #7105 B 45 - 2k Be A R 3T a6 “ FAL” o @  PELIE BT8R R &
R EEBETE O IO B R0 B bR B Z A 4ERE T — A, Unocal #1
M)A R vk B 2 5 M W 1 30, B R TR T 58 5 BT
M 5 1Ak B 933X — 2R B R A VR A b AR R L 4 M v B 76 7] 7T 4% 338
XEE—MES, BEAER B X IRERL G ENN T, mMX—1FES
TERE G ) Airgas £ (IR B RIFEA W R, ZEHS, RE KRB E&E
#y( Chandler ) Xf HARr2\ 5] B F & M85 5 W 53 R 8 (6], 11 B Y& 3 1)
A ARG 3B R 2 B [ TSR A T (Bl B LT MIE SR AR
HRE ST A I B 5 H W A B8 AR BR , X I BN B 24 LA T
Wo XAEPTET KL LB EERE T o H AR R RO 0 e 17
BET T4 HR AR

(=) B2 T Revion I

REEBTRABBHEREAZ, (B2 Revion FL I &A% .00t 2 7 9t &
. TE Lyondell Chemical Co. v. Ryan 2 (29 e R B AR EIFIL, 18
ﬁﬁﬁ]§$ﬁﬁ%é§ﬁlﬂﬁfﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ@j} FRERMWE,ERTELXL

(28] Air Products and Chemicals, Inc. v. Airgas Inc. ,16 A. 3d 48 ( Del Ch. Ct. Feb. 15.
2011).
(29) 970 A.2d 235 (Del 2009).
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MEHEFE(CETE)

%o FRRLAEM R R RPN B B M A F R B Revion R, A hE
FEEHRNI B B RS E B 5 I 55 5 i U o5 Flkoi i AR
FoRBEERSWITAGHEFBEC L TER", MAT04T A R 2
BB o ALK — P, B A B 5 XSS5 I AR E 40 A Revlon
FUIN e 2 | HE TR AE FI W o RO AT R B Bk, ik b R
BEHTARBEHIFE N FER, MAHHTHE NG EFE,
1E an 44 8y3#h ( Johnson ) #1 B & ( Ricea) fif i, “ 7£ Revlon HLM| #) K =
T, Lyondell 2RI, Toit R F 4= 5 38 2 H 3% Ah 2 5 80 hy o B4 18
JRHATRMEIN T A AR E . AR B R — iR, B B e
Lyondell RMFIRE FEEUFMUE , EFSNWITHIWEER"
ZHEE RV AT B A, A ROAR RO M, B IR B B S S AT AR TR R
zhk,

{ =) Bk B £ Blasius 1 Weinberger 1 |

20 fit42 80 4EAR )5 W55 A Blasius R A9 FE 2w ¥, RE R
A AR ZE X (shareholder activism ) % 5 T 18 75 18 F 0300 {H 44 Fe 6 i
Fi#%i/b . Merceir v. Intertel 28 2734 & + 4 S #% /0% 57 B Blasius #§ Y
FFPH— 080 R, KL B E A (Stine ) 3 3K 57 24 & B ™
A& 1 ) ok B AL AR v , B AT SR I Unocal #0056 37 19 & B0 F AR U,
B} 7€ Blasius FLI rh B PA& B RIEE BB T AR T R ESR
S E BRAR B EAE OB H B, Xt R iE A AR TE S E MR e IR T
B

ETHEER HRERZER, &M TR KRR A R E 5
R Weinberger HLI R8P AE ] . R £ T E2HFEH—RINH
H R AN B B A TA T X T R ol R B D) A LA R, Y X A3 AR
W& HE L, 53 A A 7. X FE L AE 2014 SEFRhr 4200 B Y
Kahn v. M & F Worldwide Corp. —E A =82 EHENLS
H, BT A AR EE/NRAR , 4 SR 3E ] Weinberger £, i 24 A

(30) AGXTRABPRENHHEXAR, TELDR. FLL(HUEHFEH REAR
BMEXG AT EHEMEEE) ROREHF)2012 8282 4,

(31) 929 A.2d 786 (2007).

(32) 88 A.3d 635 (2014).
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EEFR MBI REE . NS EE

AN ETF LT, BB EEE AN, FHEN  EeMEMA RN
PRSI B R4 ZHRUMEARES I , XD &% M58 AR A
ORI 0] A B , TE A P 58 A bR

X— RYNFEAR TR, Rehr 48 M ik Be X 4b 3 24 4y 1 35 B IE
HERAHT, SRR S S T HRATE S AR, % B B 7E B 5 Tk
MAZ SR WE TSP &, XA R B A7 6% 2 Bk, T
“BEEHBEOE, BEEBREGT7E Cox — RN H P R T X
AR B A R A RS I S P A A URIA MR A BOE R, T
Sl b 57 R LA BT 2R R hr e M B B R HE T
FEFRBENH LD Em R EHE RIS BB E, REHRE
Weinberger/ Kahn $r 7 , b S5 KA 24 23 B4 15 3% 2 0 38 185 T 2008 W IR A
HEEREXMAERET, BRARATFLDHWMERHE. sz, H
fib AL W BB B ) B I AE BTG WO 4] 2y R B R R EAT T,
BEAHETHEEN —ER, REFAEMYES NERETEEMNE
VA BT i) 3% A A W LA, PR N vk B SRS B S A A 24 4y, B T
R 1k 5 2R A W B DA A AR B

M SR e M A sk T E R pe I W s R A A AL I
BREHFUESEENGE, MM ERFRETHAEETEFEEEN
A FF UG BT I 45 BT [a] B 3 R B AR (A, X — PE 5 & S5 7E Del Monte
b8 B{E 34 B 5 7E RBC Capital Markets v. Jervis 22 fit] #¢ 4] th 18
BB R B EDIE 35) FERI M B g T E A LML EREEA
WA AR o WSRO N7 EE S AN L, AT B 55 D I 41 38 B T AN AT
TRART WE A, 3k 4 48 Al AT R 08 A B XU , — L0 W) IR B9 ) 25 PR 0 A2
B E AR, TR BERA LSRR AR T AR, B
TS ik B ) e B A I AR D A 0 45 U 1) s R S T AR L BRAT

Kb A M B B Bk B 7E & 3 A P i) Singh v. Attenborough — %
OB R TERSETLETBEHAEL TR FLRRAFR B ARER

(33} In re Cox Communications,Inc. S’holders Litig. ,879 A.2d 604 (Del Ch.2005).
(34) In re Del Monte Foods Co. S’holders Litig. ,25 A.3d 813 (Del Ch.2011).
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