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An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the WealtNations (New York: Modern
Library, 1965), bk. 5, pp.715-716, cited from Caaysen, ed., The American
Corporation Today (New York: Oxford University Pse2996), p.28[ )2 1 sXifi,
F| 201 2y], FHE R B e v by - BRER - R ) A M S TE . AT RS A
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Al EATER I TE BIAH 24 TE H F 2P . " LR INicholas Murray Butler, Why Should We Change
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RPTIEF, A FHE 20 L C o S M B AR 3 XA G EEAMAZUEN. 19904, KA
F A RN A E BT T A RN 90%. [73: %] Kaysen, The American
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JEADCER T8 KIERS, Mgl T ERIAA o SARAERX Ty ke 1R EH] 2 X2 mAR
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Z AN R WM REEAREE, JATI A RES RIEARE AN L5 .. AH VAR O i
FAt 0 R AR A T RLAT, &L S H AT LA YR e A1 IS L6 s FATT 77 1) R 2 1) A 52 2 PRI 3R
Z A I . LR ] James Willard Hurst, The Legitimacy of the Business
Corporation in the Law of the United States, 17834 (Charlottesville, Virginia:
The University Press of Virginia, 1970), pp.10-123 81 5z b, 36 E A wvdE i)
RN B HAL ) 7 S BERE AN Y 2 Jr s B4 O 224, 1 HL b S B 22 5 A RAL
R AP Wi RS RIS BB A 32 SRR A e it 1 kA s 1), DRI A 5 [ 55 A 32 L B 14k
S A U D AN T o AN ST R IR S B o mR IR s AR o JE R
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I SEARPRART TR, JHORA % 23 W] BRI 3 e i) R IR i . (7398 1 Susan Pace Hamill, “From
Special Privilege to General Utility: A Continuatiof Willard Hurst’s Study of
Corporations,” American University Law Review, Vdb, 1999, pp.81-1%6 Gregory
A. Mark, “The Personification of the Business Cagtion in American Law,” The
University Chicago Law Review, Vol. 54,1987, pp.14#483; William L. Cary,
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“Federalism and Corporate Law: Reflections Uponaldalre,” The Yale Law Journal,
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1 Adam Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causkthe Wealth of Nations, R.

H. Campbell and A. S. Skinner(ed.) (Indianapoliglidna, 1981), cited from Pauline

Maier, “The Revolutionary Origins of the Americaoi@oration,” The William and

Mary Quarterly, 3d Series, Vol. 50, No. 1, Janued93, pp.58-59[ 7+ &1 A 4y F
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Wit lil. " [¥ER] Thomas K. McCraw, “The Evolution of the Corporatiarthe United
States,” in John R. Meyer and James M. Gustafsar)(éche U. S. Business Corporation:

An Institution in Transition (Cambridge, MassachtseBallinger Publishing Company,

1988), p.3. [VERY W1t P B A R AGUL A AL el iy g El s i okse s A7
SRR 1IN [ DURFPPRSASON SR8 2 JUR 3 B N 2R A w41, I R4 3 A SRR AL
17204, HEESmE (Kif7k) (the Bubble Act of 1718 1EUE A A3k £ = FF VPRI
G AFARE. 17414, CROE) ¥ R g EdeeiE R, (78] James Willard Hurst, The
Legitimacy of the Business Corporation in the L&whe United States, 1780-1970
(Charlottesville, Virginia: The University Press\dfginia, 1970), pp.2-8[
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AL, S m A AN BAN K, PR SEE 28 mlE B 32 9 [ RS2 i AR & I
PR AR RBGEIBFE K. R ] Edwin Merrick Dodd, American Business Corporation
until 1860 with special reference to Massachug&isnbridge, Massachusetts:

Harvard University Press, 1954), plid )2 1 FflE LRIk, Toie 2 75 I Hh i JH ik
JEFREIAL LU, IXRAESE LM B FIREEAS BRI A BE R AR A AT In
g oK EHTAE 1931AE R, A R AESE R S VG SRR (R 4R e Y™ . (7R ] Adolf Berle
and Gardiner Means, “Corporation,” Encyclopedishef Social Sciences (New York:
Macmillan, 1931), Vol. 4, p.41d 7121 288, KEA AR — & 59 E kA

A M2 B3 — AN w20 RCE ABOCE B AR, AhrRe W e B
SEAERAUT R EE A WAL O R L, SEE Ot B T Al B SR A LR Hurst,
The Legitimacy of the Business Corporation in tlaevlof the United States, 1780-1970,
p.1,8-9.LiER T A A AL HEA EAE fhh RIBURFH A . BRI RSN S SRABUT A B K
Wil F18) 2 ) RO 2 e [ ] R TR VIR, Tt o e b S 0 R ) DR 22 o m) A e e RS
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B B HBAE B I A 3 E VA % . [FERR ] Joseph S. Davis, Essays in the Earlier History
of American Corporations (Cambridge, Massachusdtsvard University Press, 1917),
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Vol. 1, pp.7-8.01F R KE LG, BT RIS MU R VPR 5EH], &M A
SRR EIRAG T 827 A W VPRI, FEAESLE T B 18 23 AR IS 3= SCAR i) b 2 T
BCJIUE Ko IXRE, 56 A BV HERE P B AL A W) IR 2 22 M2y, AN 36 [ [
250 HEIS R, REWATNENIRE LIS M A FRER FAE, IFTGE M — A w2k [
%1 Hurst, The Legitimacy of the Business corporatiothie Law of the United States,
1780-1970, pp.8-9; Alfred F. Conard, Corporatiaon®erspective (Meneola, New York:
The Foundation Press, Inc., 1976), pp.1-b3: & ]
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P B VIR . SEIE 4 P 2 R AE G g, ISR 26 S A 1T —FF A
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— FERHITE O R, 5 ) FBIE S AT AN S MR 2> AL, ATHAEAE S EAL AR 2 — 1M
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Earlier History of American Corporations, Vol. 210. [71: 2] 17824F, L3417
P FNINEA LB DI BEE g FERI A2 5 2] T X LM A w R PR AR E
KA BN EAWURFF VPR, HHIA AT T A6SRAT A 2. LR Hamill, “From
Special Privilege to General Utility: A Continuatiof Willard Hurst’s Study of
Corporations,” p.90, note 3XiF )21 LT W, B SMUR I 28 JRFVPIR 0 80P AE 24
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B AEE4, (1R ] Davis, Essays in the Earlier History of Americarr@wations,
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Essays in the Earlier History of American Corparas, Vol. 2, pp.14-15. Alfred
H. Kelly, Winfred A. Harbison, and Herman Belz, TAmerican Constitution: Its Origins
and Development (New York: W. W. Norton & Compah983), pp.130-131 McCulloch v.
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[/4%:]1 Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheaton 1 (1824); Kelly, Havbjsand Belz, The American
Constitution: Its Origins and Development, pp.2@2-A 181 FAELLG, DHUR X
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RITE B 2 JE FrAT 2l i P 302 28 sk R0 P o 7y Ml 2 532 1) 1R 792545 280 LR TWillson v. Black
Bird Creek Marsh Co., 2 Peters 245; Schiber, “Faldan and the American Economic
Order,” p.79.0v )2 Y X LRI PAARR T IS AEFEAUEE N A B NG AT Be il il — 28 vk R
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BEA T A0 R . » AR ] Hamill, “From Special Privilege to General
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Corporation,” The Journal of Economic History, \6)1945, pp.2-5[E &1 T
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Hurst, The Legitimacy of the Business Corporatiothie Law of the United States,
1780-1970, pp.17-1d ]
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WA LS. LR ] Joel Seligman, “A Brief History of Delaware’s Gealer
Corporation Law of 1899,” Delaware Journal of Cagte Law, no.1, 1976, pp.256-258;
Hurst, The Legitimacy of the Business Corporatiothie United States, p.30:3
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PLb. [3ERE ] Hamill, “From Special Privilege to General Utilitypp.101-105.
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Hamill, “From Special Privilege to General Utilitypp.88, 122-168[+ ] ~
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ANZRAL N . [ %] Robert A. Lively, “The American System,” Businesistdry
Review, March 1955, pp. 9Lyt 2 Y X SURUAE A ml e H AN A B 08 4
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TEA L3RS 2 1 R tE. LR ] Hamill, “From Special Privilege to General Utility,
p.125. 072 Y PPl /e R 2 19 el J5 IR S [H A WA S “—J7 & 2 nlikil
P8RS 2w A S E R RE A AT FH T I ORI T AR PO L 5 T T T Ry s 1 R )
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F G HE T WA AN, AE BRI LN I A H5OFT BRI N S 5ROk pe SV ) AR I
A TR TR 5 Mk 22 TS AT R BRI LA % 7. [LFERE] Hurst, The
Legitimacy of the Business Corporation in the Lawhe United States, pp.56-57.
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Corporation,” in Austin Sarat, Bryant Garth, ancbRrd A. Kagan(eds.), Looking Back
at the Law’s Century (Ithaca, New York: Cornell Ugrisity Press, 2002), p.233[ £
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of the Business Corporation in American Law,” Thegrsity of Chicago Law Review,

Vol. 54 , 1987, p.1455[ 1 & ]
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Y AU R TR s T IR " LR ] Melvin 1. Urofsky and Paul
Finkelman, A March of Liberty: A constitutional Hisy of the United States (New

York: Oxford University Press, 2002), Vol. 1, p.288ad and Amory v. Providence
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ATERBENERZ BRI A I NEZ Y Ak, WG B ARAE 2 I L8 5 AT 5
[ 4% 1 Urofsky and Finkelman, A March of Liberty, pp.24812 Terrett v. Taylor,

9 Cranch (U. S.) 43 (1815§.1% )£ ]
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|
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EMI AT 457 1. 7 LR ] Hurst, The Legitimacy of the Business Corporatiothie Law
of the United States, p.9; Dartmouth College v. Weard, 4 Wheaton (U. S.) 518 (1819).
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(Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Ped&1), pp.11-120 7321 AxFr
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INILSAT B BN A 782 THVEIR, [7E8 ] Stanley I. Kutler, Privilege and Creative
Destruction: The Charles River Bridge Case (NevkY@. W. Norton & Company, 1978);
Charles RiverBridge v. Warren Bridge, 11 Peters @337). [15)2 1 M 4 #i i 74L
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