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RAHBLEARL ), o FHENE TR L I EFR" 55 FR"H
AFRR LB AT BANTFH ARG, XYL E LGS
%%%wﬂ%%%%ﬁ%%zﬂimﬁﬁiﬁ%%ﬁA%a&i
DAk, R, BT HZTEMRE, X—FhBEHETRTSFHBAA
s,

AR th— AR B m A A ILE B AT R e R A
RELREREFO, BAAXAFIANEERERAPHRANFEAFEMN
BEHA2ER, A BIREEERBARAGEZFAN TR —
BE—— R B L AEGGEA B RN, W E B R E R AFAR,
EAEABEF RN FNTFN A —ANAER LM, KRG 8RR, 2
Bl B 346 S0 TS B e LR, A B R 2 BAM A, 28 R &
) S P R AL A B LR B G W SN, B, X AP AL B
FHRAES —H B mPEERE S F, FELE, LN (LA
3] 5 R & A Fo 5 F 5 BROR R 4940 SR AL ) Ak R 64 A T R e A AR
EREAAAAME—F N R FLIEF A TREEEF K
L HITH .

AR IR F H Ao B R F R T AR SN TG 3 S 5T ALl
AL TELEMNBZFRANEATFANZ A FEERA L, ££
B, A F Bt &R — AR A F R0 AR R R RS TR
AR THLME TP AL RS R AT SR, BT AT
ERZ N AT AR GO EFETRF LML LA A T 6 M
W, ALt £ E AR £ AL 6 AP A 2k ) B b R ML F] R A
HEERBPZAEEZNBRX—FRANE A+ E, FFLE, £8%
FEALE A E R B A AR B AN, R e LN B 5 FRE R P P AR
TEREAMRN

51 &

NREAR S AR S AT N B B AR ——3 5 A X2 50 & 1Y
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i L) GRS T T RE W B LA A% AT BF s sl S #0087 | S A
I AME R AR BT IO W BE PR AT 20 R b R R A S A
R Z 6] A AR 5SSy BRI F 3R AL 5, I O B 2 R B2 A5 NS HAF R IR 55
& YA L R S IE RUIE R

KAV, 2 B AT T P2 Ak e ) 352 5 TR ) 5 S S 55 LU Aif 52

SRR 1 [ REUTT RN IR o BT822 2 R T A ™ O A8 L M) 4 i 2 L
(no — conflict rule) , HI A 25 |13 S JEAT A 2 B L4) #R7p 25 s
FPRACEL RIEPE" 5% 55 5L 1 23 7 L ( fairness rule) , B} 43 23
F B BRI FL 3R 5y L3 O U 9 345 35 P - S AR 2 °F

(1)

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

See Simeon Djankov et al. , The Law and Economics of Self — Dealing, 88 J. Fin.

Econ. 430, 430 (2008) (“i=#|—KAFWA, Tt 24 HE HRKEK, XEH
EFRMAZ BITUMNA G CHRABAAMELEBE N E L, MAELEH
A K #H 4 %" ,); Simon Johnson et al. , Tunneling, 90 Am. Econ. Rev. 22, 22
(2000).

See Luca Enriques et al. , Related — Party Transactions, in The Anatomy of Corporate
Law; a Comparative and Functional Approach 145, 145 ( ReinierKraakman et al. eds. ,
3ded 2017) (“HEZXHAERIERTWERBER S W B RS
Andrei Shleifer & Robert Vishny, A Survey of Corporate Governance, 72 J. FIN. 737,
752 (1997) (ZEXRR“EHAERZ 5, Plim AN B85 B3 F 4R A AT H
ANE Zeeeee IR R HERE”) ;see also Djankov, supra note 1, at 430 -31( B %
REBAGIE) AXNETEFHERRL G AHEPLAAEERERNE S,
EraFEEFEERRA,

FEXEMNMETACADSHEEZ RN EEL S, UREFE UEAHAAEX R
W7 R G ABHATNE G, Tt 2 B AT RE iy 2 A A 2 A 3, 72 B Y 1]
REZEMEARFHEMAE", L. C. B. Gower, The Principles of Modern Company
Law 479 (2d ed. 1957).

See, e. g., Victor Brudney, Corporate Governance, Agency Costs, and the Rhetoric of
Contract, 85 Colum. L. Rev. 1403, 1410 (1985) ; Evan Criddle, Liberty in Loyalty: A
Republican Theory of Fiduciary Law, 95 Tex. L. Rev. 993, 999 (2017 ); Harold
Marsh, Jr. , Are Directors Trustees?: Conflict of Interest and Corporate Morality, 22
Bus. Law. 35, 35 -48 (1966). # % CHt ¥ 4 3% 40 Y 48 3T, see infra Part 1. B. , & %
01 FI] 55 b o HL U] By A M Fn AR M 2 4638 see Andrew Stafford & Stuart Ritchie,
Fiduciary Duties: Directors and Employees 45 —51 (2d ed. 2015) ,

See infra Part 1. A.

254



OB A AR S A AR LA AR RS A Z )

R RE S 47 4 X 0 A7 2 FAT A A R Ac B Lo) X Rk O R %ot
A BEAE L T R AR, d R B TR s i R L)

ARSCHRA T RS R B 5 B — A OB, RIS 2 ML 1y B Ak iz
PEI7 3R], BRI, 30 T S LU A 52 B v 90 22 S O F R T~ 3 T i A
IR AT, LR e 5 A [ £ 3k A RO 0 A7 XoF s B —
B0 T AR GE A8 M) 2 o RO, I 285 DU R T 2 JE

RS T E AL D) 8 45 g B H— B 2 TR R S 9 O B . 1 Jfg, X ik
PO EAT A DL S5 R « 24 SR A% 1) S, EL T AT i i 051 A1
JE (exceptions) s 2 ST AL ( cleansing devices) AP 52 5 sl il 52 {5 A\t
TARMETHELS) D MIEATEL vt 3 o AR D [E A58 1) 45

(6] See, e.g., Frank H. Easterbrook & Daniel R. Fischel, The Economic Structure of
Corporate Law 15 (1991 ) ; Daniel Fischel & John H. Langbein, ERISA’s Fundamental
Contradiction: The Exclusive Benefit Rule, 55 U. Chi. L. Rev. 1105, 1114 - 16
(1988) ; John H. Langbein, Questioning the Trust — Law Duty of Loyalty: Sole Interest
or Best Interest?, 114 Yale L. J. 929, 958 —60 (2005). # 7 >C#t & i 4 Wy it i, see
infra Part I. B,

(7)) See, e.g., John H. Farrar & Susan Watson, Self — Dealing, Fair Dealing and Related
Party Transactions—History, Policy and Reform, 11 J. Corp. L. Stud. 495, 495
(2011) (HBIUAN L@ %8 R FE K T8 B &K 5 %) ; Fischel & Langbein, supra
note 6 ( #F % 15 X 7k F1/N F] 3% ) ; Zohar Goshen, The Efficiency of Controlling Corporate
Self — Dealing ; Theory Meets Reality, 91 Calif. L. Rev.393, 429 —38 (2003) ( k.%#
SAE FEHERX THEERB AN E R XS %) ; Melanie B. Leslie, In Defense of
the No Further Inquiry Rule: A Response to Professor John Langbein, 47 Wm. & Mary
L. Rev.541, 555 -62 (2005) (HF & 15 L iEFn N E %)

(8) EHRXZWERT, ANFEWREAIRY ZHE AKX S AT AERYE LA
BB RN RUE R DAt HE PR R R U E R B ML U SR AR, See infra Part TM. A. )
S T AR b AR B L e LR P Ak R L5 AKX 5 %% m AL 1 vl o
BISNERENTREAN,EER S oA ERE L ELH LT RN LEMT L&
1", See lan Ayres, Menus Matter, 73 U. Chi. L. Rev.3, 6 (2006) ; see also lan
Ayres & Robert Gertner, Filling Gaps in Incomplete Contracts: An Economic Theory of
Default Rules, 99 YALE L.T. 87, 122 -23 (1989) (A K2k #0002 [ 48 % + 4 4%
T4 [7 ) ; Brett H. McDonnell, Sticky Defaults and Altering Rules in Corporate Law ,
60 Smu L. Rev.383, 383 (2007) (¥ 2 #LIU & XA “ #L5E 2 8] b ABAT 4 4 &
FHBAFRBAEHHEAAN"). X ZHBE BT HSONER, BFELEHN
M, o PR32 58 5 3 % 15 AERAF R 31 A 2 5 0y 4 1 B B SR WA A2 5 oy O F M
FTARMFALH AN . See infra Part M. ] sF B w44 7 8 4TH| 2 o BA H %
B H0 U B RN K T BIANRE Yy 3 — 5 3436 see infra Part 1. A,
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GERRIN , 23 B F AT LA E [ B 1AM T, T 2 55 2SR AT A
TE I SE AL L0 (B i LB S R Y S BT N S (AR B AT
SEFRBIAMETE ) T LA BRI P bR - S A T 32 i b k0 SR b o 7
T R IE  ARXE LHEIA ] 2 T AR RS E M BELI A 1 RS S L10)

= IR0 ey WIS ETR =5y =8/ N i 3 P | oS | E R U LS 5 )
B NEE R ¥ N e e/ S G R e | TR/ 5 W [ /NS N s
GyAT R TT ER ) o A k) 25 i 5 R U3 4 e kg SR T A
FI 38 52— R AN AL e T g5 i (A SFPEIERT ) BirAs s i L1 kg
Bk, ARIT- i — BRIy A T S — B A R

SR, 31X J& — 43 R 545 F 10 L %% (apples — to — oranges compa-
rison ) (12) 33 2 32 (5 MU AR LR P A (1 IRk, X B 38 58 B AR SR HH 37
1T ARSI T 2RI EIAME I o DRI, DA A 28 00 D00 30 0 22 L 3 LA 5 1)
PR BIAMETE AL 36 7625 1R 25 v 2 B R 28 /1 28 B O il 10 61 A1 1
T o 33X A L 2, AT L & B R A 00 0] G 348 2 7 T A | S
J5 TR S AE XA 35 K TE 3 vh 52 (1 g 1 0 T 24 R g ik B AR A 7 b 1
A ST B b oz 13

WEAN 37 TR I A SCRIIU 1) LA TE T, A 45 23 W) S B >R FH AN 7
FSLBR B EIIME T o W02 HE N E B A b B AR, 2Rk
Fll 25 v IERN R, A FlE S BB IME TR, i E R E R T AR 3c S
i A5 A 3 g5 78 B2 26 5K 9 W] 3% (approval ) (140 20 SF- R0 T i
FEERAR BISMEIE o FEIXPEARRLIN T, FRATII T3 19 32 A5 A HE i e
J R 8 SR A 22 ) S T B, 8 2 e B B 51 1 i AME TR
2 A G A T 7 AR AT R ) 8 A 0 A LA B Al A A A0 1 O 1 AR

[9) Seeinfra Part II.C.

[10) See infra Part 1II.

[11) See infra Parts | . A and I. B for doctrinal formulations of the rules.

(12) &K K 3t 8§ — A7 F, % W Fischel & Langbein, supra note 6, at 1115 - 16, “ 5
A A RN, A FAMNAEEERZ G, MR, BRXGERAFW,E
EoZ B E R e EFE .

[13) See infra Part [I.

(14) See infra Part ]I. C.
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OB A AR S A AR LA AR RS A Z )

ALY S b AR AL T, A OC R T S A TR A ML
T2l AR B AR I SMETE < 3745 th 37 sl 0 R T 06 AR # o Y [R]  L1o)
TERIE , UE 5t o ZU 5l 52 45 AT — Bl AME e 17D 7 B
Hh X PRI A SR rp S #E 2 60 TE R A FRSE 5, BE RS A BOA O AR
FE Ml BB X F FRAZ G A H [l

IR, R A SR AL 1 o ERA TR I BOA B 1 SMEHE (2R IE
W) o (HIER A TEHLE B 77 AE A K AT RE 22 i 8 947, LR R L2
E XA, O E R ZORBON ™% o X IS A~ B 1 1 22
S BE 2 ARMWT, P RUU LEAS 11 4 i S R A2 A B Ay A 18

ARSI A Xt A AR BT ML A BOR B R AR L. 5 — BV T2
DRI B A, AR SC T4 1R i v S MU A28 MU — 6 — B 40 BE R
BER A BIETETT 1), B T R A B B AT I 32 5 1 9 2 ) A1 A T B
AL, IFOIETE B AT SE 0k 9 2 S e o B TR A ) HE BRI
HIRFE A e R R DRI U A1 451 155 T 1) AN [ D e Az A 7 5K, 8 B AT
A0 2 5 — LU A 5 T T EL AT (G 3 0 WL s R T B R e R . A
NI T A AR 1R R A e 5 M8 R AT AR OE R AR, G A
R X oA i A A2 45 AR B 3R SE 55 07 T 3E R AR B
GNP ISR SO B R 8 B i 45 5 — 5 S A R A8 B, i
T M L Rl 75 R B RE A T B ARE T, B 5 o AR,
I VIR OC - AT AU S B9 3 o B F s o, DIPE I Rk v R
RSN o 2R B 3 2 1A A D] AR, A8 st e 5 g A D)
R

FEU AT G 2~ mlE R Dy LR REA T 1 Bk o ARIE — Rl i)™ iz
WU, HE 19 T, 2532 05 ANHR 32 H T 45 A 45 vb 2 B

(15) See infra notes 192 —229 and accompanying text.
(16) See infra Parts [l[. A - B.

(17) See infra notes 221 —31 and accompanying text.
(18) See infra Part II[. D.
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JUJ 100 G2 RN DA A 9T ] (200 KT, A% B A Lk ) i e S LU
AT N BT BN T, BB R 25 g B AR 20 BT AR R
gt SRR TR AR A e~ RN i - B 55 145 S
T IR U A s B4 (220 Sk R A ATk — A2 A, Ifoff X —
KRR AE SR A B i M9 (230 (B SRR 1k ) £ b 58 R 0 A
O3 V- RN ) ELAA T I S EL A AL , DU 3 <2 i O a3 P {2 TE A
WEA Jr M, B2 02 58 B LT A 11 M) 45 o SR U7 35 A% g 23~ AL U
P35 N o B R RS e S 5 055 , B84 J HO B0 A () 7 3 [ L ]
s HPIE AN Z o BRI T AT T BAT il D g s e, (HIE T2 00
BT, FRATINL 12 S8 P 2RI i) 2 B A T S SE e T o — 35 40) 28 BF 5%
M, 5 [ B30T A A 110 i oo R R U & A AGN AT 368 5 75 A A AR R A 5
BT ZOIMEE X — 55" BRI, Aok, REBEREE T E
KA, RIVE Be IT 4 B i 7R A JE A 3 56 R # 0m] LUR] 78 A Fesg 5y [24)
TR X — BT, S ik 0 Bl 9 [l I A S ek e, Jim
BV i o AN PP S R M S S LA BRI AR R G 1 R, SETE
LA AR AR T TR HE e B ™R 0 o R A TR R 1 0 Y
JHA

HReJ, SCEHE— A JR ath F AT AR HA SRR HU R 2 WA B
VRS IE R LIRS W I IR IR IRE SN E NG NVE o2 v A Cib= el
TGy, AR B S 55 B T B2 5R L2505k 3ok 6 190 D) ) A S ™ A 43 B

(19) See generally Marsh, supra note 4( I X £EH B R X HEWER) . LA N E 5
TIEE IR X T AN K X6 (MR B A8 B #iF ), see David
Kershaw, The Path of Corporate Fiduciary Law, 8 N. Y. U. J.L. &BUS. 395, 439 -
40 (2012) . See also infra Part I. B (3 283 % b A3 0F B STt ) .

[20) < -FiZ k42 3L E A& JR , see infra note 53 and accompanying text,

[21) Marsh, supra note 4, at 57.

[22) See infra notes 58 —62 and accompanying text.

(23) fldw, 9% - ZHEEAAXEAREFAFAUGRG“ HERELAFENE T
& X7, Langbein, supra note 6, at 962.

[24) See infra Part [V. C.

[25) See Restatement ( Second) of Trusts § 170(1) cmt. t (Am. Law Inst. 1959) (4%
AATRAFZIHRARTERLERLF); 1A § 216(1) (F i AW mE R Z T U
TP ZFHRAZLTRERRERXSFHFTE).
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OB A AR S A AR LA AR RS A Z )

ESRIMTIRTEZAG NAEZ KBEE DRI T X B AMEIE

AR —EB 4 T BT ST AT SO, I Fe A 2@ UL A5 . A B 4 i
BRI R80 , AR SC 3 B G S T g UL 1 28 B W s ——e
SR MITEAE 260 Ry T PPAR O [ 92K 1B R 25 vl 2 RN, SO RO T
W T AT E PR A A% 22 vk (27 ORI e TR
SCHNU P RG 1 , DX0 1 L PN 3 1 S R I BB M T o 38 =8 0 58 R
WU Fg S R 7, A8 TR N R AN A2 5 AR SR BIAMETE o 56 DU 43
PRI RUIR ST A4 i it LA R 7 Al 85 3l 1 33 4 T g

— EEMLE B A AR AR Y

AT S HRSE I B AnAn] FeE WA L ) i i S R DURI 28 SR, DA K L 8%
AF 5 336 19 2R ) 22 AR SCHIR o

(—) B FI 25 i/ A 5 2 F= 50 )

A8 5 vhZERAS 1F 325 NHAE 524 m)AE vhae” IR AL 1280 78
N, T 22 I3 ( Cranworth ) 5B/ 7F Aberdeen Railway Co. v. Blaikie
Bros. (290 ZrpfEH T L Hig ik AR T BATE L LS N, ¥R i

(26) See, e.g., Stephen M. Bainbridge, Corporate Law 10 (3d ed. 2015).

(27) See, e. g., Paul L. Davies, Related Party Transactions: U. K. Model ( European
Corp. Gov. Inst. , Working Paper No. 387/2018, 2018 ), https://papers. ssrn. com/
sol3/ papers. cfm? abstract_id = 3126996 [ https://perma. cc/Q4V7 - BRQU ]. 7 X
TEH 5 A, O A AR 2 R g R ik R EE R B R K,

(28) A& 1844 4F 2 5y, 25 L Fl &2 v R & T3 A 2, St 5 DUk sk AR A 31 B9
REZ,FE LAV NE B, Gower, supra note 3, at 471. 1844
£ R AT ), YA E F LE A E MR L, See Joint Stock Companies Act
1844, 7 &8 Vict. ¢. 110 (Eng.). I TEEFERA A ZE AN —ANFFHRLH, L

Fl 25 ob R 4k 223 ATE A . B H K % E AR5, See, e. g., Re Forest
of Dean Coal Mining Co. [1878] 10 Ch D450 (Eng. ). — kL ﬁj{ R A
WER TR KB F| E o RAN . See, e. g., Aberdeen Ry. Co. v. Blaikie Bros.
(1854) 1 Macq. 461 (& B 74 2 LiF %) ; see also Ferguson v. Wilson [ 1866 ] 2
Ch App. 77 (Eng. ).
(29] (1854) 1 Macq. 461 (KB # M2 LIF%E).
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N5 AR G 00 R 25 A 5 AT REA S AR 28 th 52 32 5 . "BOE Sy
— U T, 2 R 0] 2 AR R M, R R A A O (R
e 30

A8 1R 25 2RI AE B TS F b A VAN R F R 38 S 1 R Ak AT
A 32) IR UE A 5 XA R A A8 5y e AE . MR 50 240K
Wik B AE Aberdeen &Ik, 3X — JEU B ™46 S , AL, AN SRR XX RE
VT TR 2 P SO A S PR 3 AT B ] 7 330 Bl — 3052 5 55
ISV HAW S by — FE AT B O AT R ) 2 T 2 AT AR
(340 2K (1R 25 v 2 B U 28 1B X6 3 S5 A 25 1 38 ), T JCIR %58 B = A
WXT 2 /A F) P R AT A 3 i 225K 6 55 AR FE N ME— R 2517
= B R R ME— R 25 BE00] ( the sole — interest rule) [(35)

2006 4F, G [ I 2B A wE LS5 AL, STk E IR T
S5 R UE L300 e A LT AR S B IR A 5 A S EE R
SUS TR T 58 A 1R 25 v S B () SEBRAO 37 5 1%
5 B BTS2 LA 5@ 1 T (0 U0 o BEmly” 1 380 A S A
T M B Z BT S , B HAE A DG AR g b 5 A F A,
(L] -t 8 222 i B 51 AH O (R BB Y ) 12 3k 39)

O PRRINEE ]38 [ A mls . B8, S 1A w R ) R B S e ]

(30) Id. at471.

(31) P.D.Z-E(P. D. Finn) 3 i , AN R DL 2 a0y r KA W7, m B %A
3 H: % By %kiR” . P. D. Finn, Fiduciary Obligations 199 (1977).

(32) Aberdeen, 1 Macq. at472 (“F p i R 5 M EIATHE").

(33) 1Id. at471; see also Bray v. Ford [1896] AC 44 (HL) at 51 -52 (#Z X &% H
R R — BRI

(34) Aberdeen, 1 Macq. at 472.

(35) See Langbein, supra note 6, at 931. %M # 2% W A “ T3t —FFEEHN ", 1d.

(36) See generally Companies Act 2006, c. 46 (Eng. ).

(37) See Palmer’s Company Law § 8.3104 ( Geoffrey Morse ed. , 2017 ) ; see also infra notes
269 —79 and accompanying text. 25 \F Fl 5 o RALN A RE A T EHR K Z, T H A&
JHF & 250 8 e FafE A 8 M7, See infra notes 329 - 30 and accompanying text.

(38) See Companies Act 2006, c¢. 46, § 170(3) (Eng. ).

(39) HEFHWMWERLIGAS — —H2RE () E(MH)HLHATT bR, &
Z(MHNBEERTEEAENARE LY,
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T IE T AS IR £ v S U TS R B X AR L40) g 20 i
girpint, SR A Rl O 2 AR A I, BIARSR B B AZ 5 0 8w T
S AT G (4 AR AR — w2 e A B
A E L AN O E YN I A (NPVTE SR S ONIE - R 7 b
RS I PIAE NP "2 A 5 — ) v g e g, = TR AR 2658 5 U5 Y
e TR S AR ACET B MR SC - SRR # (Melvin
Eisenberg ) it B, 2 ¢ “ AT A FHIA TR 2c 5y 7 44 JEATIX — ST
A TR RS X5 BT
EBEAAENIIEIT TORTE AN RO — b, A 24
— M) HRBEE R T Y A 5 h iR B A 25 L40) i T8
SREGERNET 2 TR ZEORIE A% B 23 F OOF By 52 B9 B 4 2% 3K
PEATIRA) T AR OGRS (A o FESZ 5 B PP o A 07 1 i B
SSRGS S NI, 58 5 2 AT A B ST R A R 1) LA = B R
DA K AR 3 2 S ABER B9 1] 55 45 05 ThT R4 7 o A (470 R, X —

(40) See Kershaw, supra note 19, at400 (“EFfEEH W EERE ), A EFRETH
R By 5 AR ).

(41) ARHE = E R, SR ARG R LA B AN, X R — MR, AR EEAY
WO R i, R A R I B ARl b BORAT R S E B TR AT A A A
B Wy & H A", Aronson v. Lewis, 473 A.2d 805, 812 (Del. 1984). & 4 ¥ L&
AFRBEEHRR G RR B — &, REREAFAMAUFX Z #TFE,
See generally Id. 7 5 7 b 3| Wi #0 U DA BB 2R 4 i JR B8 8y 32 1% 401 [ B¢ | see infra notes
121 -23 and accompanying text,

(42) See Weinberger v. Uop, Inc. , 457 A.2d 701, 710 (Del. 1983). /A-F# U 4, 3& F T
NETE, KX AN NRTEDSE, ARG KEFEET -2, REFEEE,
A5 E | g ok RALNFEHTHE

(43) Valeant Pharm. Int’l v. Jerney, 921 A. 2d 732, 732 (Del. Ch. 2007 ) ( quoting
Weinberger, 457 A.2d at 710).

(44) Melvin Aron Eisenberg, The Divergence of Standards of Conduct and Standards of
Review in Corporate Law, 62 Fordhaw L. Rev.437, 450 (1993).

(45) 1d.

(46) Gottlieb v. Heyden Chem. Corp. , 90 A.2d 660, 663 (Del. Ch. 1952) (Z Z45 %,/
FERWRZGREHEEANIRG, WBLX G L EMATNAFEREED) 5
EEKMNHFREAE ).

(47) Weinberger, 457 A.2d at 711.
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A AR A AR A F 1 3E 5 (arm’s — length bargaining ) [48) JS 4 7k B
OSSN BE (A kg ANZE 5 ) B 38 5 b AT VA ABAB AT A R i%
D 0T 58 42 20 (i B — PR P4 (49

(Z)ZERSE

T 22 SCHRIIESE T 2 11 1) 25 o 5 R0 000 4002 S R0 A AR O A, 2
TR ZE 2 PR 4036 A W) i G J2 R AR LA ) i T 3
FEHUIN o AATAS LA R0 5 3 [ 2 B 0 v 9 4 1k R 25 b 5 )
HEAT HEAR 500 3 20 S 00 5 1) B i B ——— 7 30 174 3% [l 4 1k ) 25
ThIERLM BEAT g 51 X F— S22 3ok U, AR A SRR AR FE R T Y
AR 1R 25 PR IR0 0520 2 AT 3K 3k DA Ay, 3K S B R AN [R] R A A 1k R
i PSSR LA S A PRI 56 [0 W) 3 v A A O R 2 g D) 5
[l (530 6 [ R 2S5 R sk AR TR, 359 02 o {5 005 vh 2% 1 A1) 25

(48] See Valeant, 921 A.2d at 736 (“EF (R FWHBAAT EHRAF GG, LT
ERENFRZST).

(49) Weinberger, 457 A.2d at 711 (“/AF 3 I F 23 A F X G F A F 048 o 5 %
B, AMFMFATEMLREN —ANEEKTE,BDAEXRFHE AN TLAFH
AL ).

(50) See, e.g., Deborah A. DeMott, The Figure in the Landscape: A Comparative Sketch
of Directors’ Self — Interested Transactions, 62 Law & Contemp. Probs. 243, 244
(1999) ; Farrar & Watson, supra note 7, at 520 —21; David W. Giattino, Curbing Rent —
Seeking by Activist Shareholders: The British Approach, 25 Temp. Int’l & Comp. L.J.
103, 130 -31 (2011) ; Kershaw, supra note 19, at 400.

(51) See, e.g., Marsh, supra note 4, at 40 —41; see also Norwood P. Beveridge, Jr. , The
Corporate Director’s Fiduciary Duty of Loyalty: Understanding the Self — Interested
Director Transaction, 41 Depaul L. Rev. 655, 659 (1992); Julian Velasco, The
Diminishing Duty of Loyalty, 75 Wash. & Lee L. Rev. 1035, 1041 —42 (20138).

(52) See, e. g., Langbein, supra note 6, at 958 — 61; Edward B. Rock & Michael L.
Wachter, Dangerous Liaisons: Corporate Law, Trust Law, and Interdoctrinal Legal
Transplants, 96 Nw. U. L. Rev.651, 651 (2002).

(53) Kershaw, supra note 19, at 395; see also Ahmed Bulbulia & Arthur R. Pinto, Statutory
Responses to Interested Directors’ Transactions; A Watering Down of Fiduciary
Standards, 53 Notre Dame L. Rev.201, 202 (1977) (“FE 1y £ E %k EEE %
FEAN,FAAXF ARG EREIX G TET LG WREFTHRH)
Kershaw , supra note 19, at 400 (3£ [E % Bty  #2x 7 # 42 U R A X E 4%
By 15 SR U A A e R — Bt E 2 AT R — N EE R SR
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(54) Robert C. Clark, Corporate Law 164 (1986) (45 3 th % [E /5] 25 1k F| 25 0 KAL)
MA“EREHBEAEREFINHAMMER"); see also Rock & Wachter, supra
note 52, at 668 (¥ - 1 iy % [E] /7 45 1E I 2 b S8 AL H 3R O A B 1 46 R XL
%7).

(55) Marsh, supra note 4, at 54.

(56) Id. at73 (EE LA E R HHAN).

(57) Brudney, supra note 4, at 1434.

(58) Id. at 1410.

(59) Lawrence A. Cunningham, Choosing Gatekeepers: The Financial Statement Insurance
Alternative to Auditor Liability, 52 Ucla L. Rev. 413, 414 n. 1 (2004 ); see also
Bulbulia & Pinto, supra note 53, at 203 (3 42 B9 & 25 1 4 “ 7 2112 16 20 0 &y #
55" ) ; Julian Velasco, A Defense of the Corporate Law Duty of Care, 40 J. Corp. L.
647, 688 (2015) (Bl U4 P A BEAE 3 22 W) 5, DU E T IUAT B LA 9 AT A
RE").

(60) SeeCriddle, supra note 4, at 999, 1019.
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(61) Amir N. Licht, Farewell to Fairness: Towards Retiring Delaware’s Entire Fairness
Review 14 (European Corp. Governance Inst. , Working Paper No. 439/2019, 2019) ,
https://ssrn. com/abstract = 3331097 [ https://perma. cc/SESE — NHHD ] ; see also
Id. at 57 [ “ 44 M 58 A JF U By 52 50 M 0 F 7 2 o f8 R A AR N A B A 3
Bl Xk (BN R) FAEPENRREOF. BAEHFERNFEALEH, 2
LR AT FE L SR EARRE N A — B (hEBE)SMHEEEH T X
—FRERAERNABRANTEER.].

(62) See Giattino, supra note 50, at 130 =31 (4% Fir 48 JN K 25 /A F H0 5k % 2 £ 35 v & fn
B e EABE L RE N ERE, RENHEZ# A 3 RN AMR X
%" ) ;Leslie, supra note 7, at 565 ( & #AFHN W A HF K EEH RLHELHAIN
WERTHEE,HAEXAATAMNE ERZEA#HZTENP>B ARG E
#2” ) ; see also Farrar & Watson, supra note 7, at 520 =21 (/A% 5 [ &t & %3k | &
#E R %) ; Leslie, supra note 7, at 565 —66 (4 AF N T 8y {5 X 5 £ K@% “ &
")

[63) See generally Robert H. Sitkoff, Fiduciary Principles in Trust Law, in The Oxford
Handbook of Fiduciary Law 41 (Evan J. Criddle et al. eds. , 2019).

(64) See Robert H. Sitkoff, Trust Law, Corporate Law, and Capital Market Efficiency, 28
J. Corp. L. 565, 573 =74 (2003) [“X &R FEFEFTHN, UETHBREANK
5o 20 kAR —HUD) TR E Ry AR (A FARE) 7.

(65) % £[EH k% ¥ i % 5, see Meinhard v. Salmon, 164 N. E. 545 (N. Y.
1928)

(66) 2 14 % F AT LU A A 5 A 28 AU, DLRC s 48 0 A 35 ok RAL, 1A 0 J&
# %" —F| 2 #L0 . See generally Langbein, supra note 6.

(67) See, e.g., Rock & Wachter, supra note 52, at 670 (A % 2t T 12 45 35 & 47 By 25 1k A 25
RN A A ZTT AR ERENT).
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(68) ==FEMRAMIHIE T XA A, supra note 6,

(69) Id. at 951 —52.

(70) Id. at953 (£RKX—REFE A BHX G A THE).

(71) Id. (“SUMENTE, FEENR, ZLAGPRAMN 674 T ERENER,
EEHZAAWNAZRAZIREIRBHFEAT, ZAN AL ET ZHAMRIET Kk
ZEARBRENN EXHEAAXNATA”). ZFBERFEFRN, WREALAFTHL
FAT N AR A sy R BB A T R 2 0] 55, 1d. at 951.

(72) Easterbrook & Fischel, supra note 6, at 15 (¥ % HZ W 5 R HEM N F 4 NG & A
RREWHA AR, W RRHRAS R )5 1d. at 92 (5 25 1k F| 55 o R #0041
P, AFHAMNEZFR, BAEHER S NERRHANENECEAT AR EEES
Faft K # % 4T A" ) ; Fischel & Langbein, supra note 6, at 1114 — 16; Langbein,
supra note 6, at 954.

(73) Langbein, supra note 6, at 962 (“/A & 3% &R 2| — feop RAT Hy xf A5 & A By, B i
PIEEBRMRT L.

(74) 1Id.

(75) See Easterbrook & Fischel, supra note 6, at 4 — 15 (# %12 X #H M ) ; 1d. at 103 - 05
(FFRATFHM).
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[76) See supra note 8 and accompanying text.

(77) See Restatement (Third) of Agency § 8.06(1) (Am. Law Inst. 2006) (“{%HE Ay
AT R AR S A R R B9 4T Hp e # R EEN B EZAT O, R A R4
s L
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TCA, S FAN,TAEBISERAL

[79) See supra notes 42 —44 and accompanying text.
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(80) See supra note 30 and accompanying text.

(81) See, e.g., supra notes 41 —42 and accompanying text.

(82) 879 A.2d 604 (Del. Ch. 2005).

(83) Id. at614.

(84) R4 £ E &, A EH - & 50 E 41 (Brett McDonnell) ¥ #3X — W 5, & 8 &% 5 %
LK B R 5T B, K 144 (a) F B ALY R or
8 N, See McDonnell, supra note 8, at 414 - 16.

(85) Del. Code Ann. tit. 8, § 144(a)(1) (2019).
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(87) See, e.g., Cumming v. Edens, No. 13007 — VCS, 2018 Del. Ch. Lexis 54, at * 46
(Del. Ch. Nov.21, 2017) [*“ &A1 0] &3t % 144 (a) (1) & 09 M R #0024
LR

(88) See infra notes 263 —67 and accompanying text.

(89] See infra Table 1.

[90) See, e. g, infra note 95 and accompanying text.

(91) 1In re Cox Commc’ns, Inc. S’holdersLitig. , 879 A.2d 604, 614 (Del. Ch. 2005) ; see
supra note 82 and accompanying text.

(92) 891 A.2d 150 (Del. Ch. 2005), aff’d, 906 A.2d 114 (Del. 2006).

(93) Id. at185. FlEFERA“T2" —WEW , HEAR I ERZ FH AR EREIRS T
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(94) 634 A.2d 345 (Del. 1993).

(95) Id. at 365.

(96) Cox Commc’ns, 879 A.2d at 614 - 15; see also In re Walt Disney Co. Derivative
Litig. , 907 A.2d 693, 756 n.464 (Del. Ch. 2005) (“HiF#E XMW, K S H - rE =
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v. Miller, C. A. No. 13206, 1996 Del. Ch. Lexis 113, at # 11 (Del. Ch. Aug.26,
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(97)  FE %R R L g — o] E % E 8 BIRALN B R G WA — EE R
Ho —HRBENMAED  LFEXREFRERNAAHATERR G, LK E
B T . See Edward P. Welch Et Al., Folk on The Delaware General
Corporation Law 296 (2011 ed. ) (“#AT 45 Mk m ikl B, © 5 K 7 F# %
AN, - FRBE R, ERENEXRZRGF, XRARAREBEHEZR"); S.
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also Blake Rohrbacher et al. , Finding Safe Harbor: Clarifying the Limited Application
of Section 144, 33 Del. J. Corp. L. 719, 722 —24 (2008) ( collecting sources ) ;
Julian Velasco, How Many Fiduciary Duties Are There in Corporate Law?, 83 S. Cal.
L. Rev. 1231, 1242 -43 (2010) (FZEMF AR A FAN THERZZ).

(98) See infra note 301 and accompanying text; see also Clark, supra note 54, at 169 (% %
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(102) See Rohrbacher et al. , supra note 97, at 720.

(103) For further discussion, see infra notes 263 —67 and accompanying text.
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(105) Id. at752.
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(111) Leo E. Strine, Jr. , The Delaware Way. How We Do Corporate Law and Some of the
New Challenges We (and Europe) Face, 30 Del.J. Corp. L. 673, 677 (2005).

(112)  See In re Cox Commc’ns, Inc. S’holdersLitig. , 879 A.2d 604, 614 — 15 (Del. Ch.
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accompanying text.
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2019) [ quoting Solomon v. Pathe Commc’ns Corp. , C. A. No. 12563, 1995 Del. Ch.
Lexis 46, at #5 (Del. Ch. Apr.21, 1995) ]. i | 52 A /N T AR vf By 3 o 38 o 4 He e
A4 12(b) (6) 4B E R A% By 44957 . Orman v. Cullman, 794 A.2d 5, 20 n.36
(Del. Ch. 2002).

(116) Nixon v. Blackwell, 626 A.2d 1366, 1376 (Del. 1993 ) ; see also Strine, supra note
111, at 677 (“ZEHZ AFHIEHHHERAT , 5XZEHNEX RN ZE A L HHK
FEMAER LA ETLENRERER, UELTTE).
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ZZHR R WAL AT B 358 5 17 A ALy B 28 5 1 o 1)
IS S I LR 4% e I ( constituencies ) [ 35 B8 AR I DRE
5144 (a) (1) (2) R HE B BISME I 5 AP PRI A B HI A
AT X LR T 26 R 2P KL A 52 2 1 5, A 20 i) SR AR A #
FEBAR R . H, 2= A B E, EATHR AL A OR3P FE A S PE IR
A 55— 20 L8] TRV o 3ok 4 25 R ) 5 ol B SCIAAY , 1 2 R Oy o
() B FRAE T SR AL T Rl DR 4 (19 fEL32Z i) JLA)) A 7 B 8 i (120 A
R FI WAL ( business judgment rule, BIR) f 7497 , i ol I W7 (47 g
IAE IR U 2 (3t T 55 R B0 R R, B R I B AR, B AR H R
PRSI, 2w H PR AR R LA L, 35 5 S A 45 BT R O 17 3)

(1177 Del. Code Ann. tit. 8, § 144(a)(1) = (2) (2019). %K ELEME 144(a) (2)
5FEREAEXZKAMEE, See Fliegler v. Lawrence, 361 A.2d 218, 221 -22

(Del. 1976).
(118) A x 3 e 5] 4N 4R 0y 1% 4 2 2 b 3, see infra notes 263 — 67 and accompanying
text,

(119)  See infra notes 263 — 67 and accompanying text.

(1200 Cede & Co. v. Technicolor, Inc. , 634 A.2d 345, 366 n.34 (Del. 1993)[ “ &4 4§
WEMEXRAEFLFAZHFRKS,8Del.C. § 144(a) (1), KB/ EME X R M
FoyElE, 8 Del.C. § 144(a)(2), HRET H Ak H Brtk4”]; Oberly v. Kirby,
592 A.2d 445, 467 (Del. 1991) (“#£8 Del.C. § 144 ME T, WBE X HH BT

FEERS RAREROEE, WK HH % TR EREH ) Marciano v.
Nakash, 535 A.2d 400, 405 n.3 (Del. 1987) [ “ 4 FIRIE%E 144(a) (1) 4 K % 144
())&, KR E2mFENEAEXREFALAF X ARANREE HJL YE AT
VARSI B R A S B R T E R A A S EOR R A L, e AR e —
¥ &3 23 F A& | ; Toedtman v. Turnpoint Med. Devices, Inc. , No. N17C -08 —
210 - RRC, 2019 Del. Super. Lexis 46, at 24 (Del. Super. Ct. Jan. 23, 2019)
[“REE144(a) (D)4, FBEAEXREFHRE, RREZ 144(a) (2) £ HE
T EX R RAENEEE, E AR BT L H F AN &P R 5" ] see also
Bainbridge, supra note 26, at 162 — 65 [ 13 H £ib , B1 4 144(a) (1) H (2) £ T th E
BT WA H B R4 ] Strine, supra note 111, at 678 (“4F 4L 42 i X B % F T A
FXRREFMRENHE LA, X RIN? ARG TLHEF, R ILE 3|

SHBALIEERRSHAAEX RRFG R E, N 773 5] 7 Ak ) 8 400 A DUFR
FU)EENE, N 144(a) (1) Fth g —HEBREENFAZREmA R, ETX
F 47 %, see infra notes 263 — 67 and accompanying text, % M 2 A& KB E 144
(a) (1) A ZE THATH , B AR TR F %, HEA Tk Al &
a RALNAL g A —F 2K ARAE AT AT AL ]S E T B U, S
UL AR AR,
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JEAF EERCAEA £5 A  U20 0 3R D A P R AT S8 20 B R ) S SR R, Bl
D3 UL SRR S A TR SRS AR M T RO F) 4 AR R 1 D) i
5T LU B R I TR (120 R SR UE A7 F 352 5 8 RT LS B
bR U ERE A 144 (a) Z5 il i il A 2S5, 1l H A 2 i
I B, AL 2 TR R R . RV N, ERIE B E BR T A RS
Ty Z A I IBEARATS R AT A S5 e ol P B AL D, 6 9 2B R G Fif A £ 1
BB B 5 o BUIHLICER T, Bk A WAL A 22 fR4 — A 2 T IR
257 (waste) 952 55 , TR 2R AT E0AR A HH 8L L1290 PR X320k ML)
WAL G 144 () (1) 20(2) ZRARFFIOH) 5 2 1 3 ul BRI
[ AT AR A R b T R B, 30k 2 i X LA o e £ 5 e e (1250

BJe  WER A G R AR A b e o B BRI, I B

(121) Aronson v. Lewis, 473 A.2d 805, 812 (Del. 1984).

(12) Mills Acquisition Co. v. Macmillan, Inc. , 559 A.2d 1261, 1279 (Del. 1988) (“ ¥
bW A E E SR KR ST IAT B A, N Y AR R R B R B
Ve, PR R A A R 0 W SRR R AR R Y R e Sl e L R A
EXRTBIWNEELERN.).

(123) See Cinerama, Inc. v. Technicolor, Inc., 663 A.2d 1156 ( Del. 1995); Hmg/
Courtland Props. , Inc. v. Gray, 749 A.2d 94, 114 (Del. Ch. 1999) [ “ix # & 4% &
BRI (B R 5 PR AT 07 a8 ) AR B R LRI T b ) i A e 2
EER,ATHATTAANTFE"]; see also Welch Et Al. , supra note 97, at 297 ( %
HERCBRAMETN TURTERARSHEE RAAEX RN RRXE ZH#H
7).

(124) Brehm v. Eisner, 746 A.2d 244, 263 n.63 (Del. 2000) (#“ R %" & h“ £ 34T
NE R, RGP NEL R, AR BT EEN AT ERHRTLR
G ) RERAMA MR E R, RS KRR — A& U AR, Zupnick v.
Goizueta, 698 A.2d 384, 387 (Del. Ch. 1997).

(125) See Unitrin, Inc. v. Am. Gen. Corp. (In re Unitrin, Inc. S’holdersLitig. ), 651 A.
2d 1361, 1371 n.7 (Del. 1995) (T IE # 4% 51 B ok 1 07 4000 4 ROR 4 b B8 K, T
TN AR b R R E E Yy B R T A AR AR EIRIAN LR
see also Stephen M. Bainbridge et al. , The Convergence of Good Faith and Oversight ,
55 Ucla L. Rev.559, 602 (2008) [ “MRAF(H4rdE M F@AE %)% 144(a) &, K %
BEANEXZESZWHREARMERR T A XEREX LWE EF
#,” ] ; Claire Hill & Brett McDonnell, Sanitizing Interested Transactions, 36 Del. J.
Corp. L. 903, 913 (2011) (*J& & 3 DA 50 AR 7 sk 2 7 LU T oy 265 485 ak A2 AR A%
T ok P T A0 e B R TR D IR
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XTSI (4 i BEIR 225 I ASTR] L1200 25 144 (a) (1) 80(2) 4 T sk
TR AT O N RO A IR, Z AR # AL Y 32 54T, BR AR 45
ARUEW A RAC T AN TR 7 305 2 FEFE X REFIA B AR
SR OL T AAT A &8 B BRI 1 MEIE o

ST 2, 2RISR 28 w) 3 < 0 0 1 S8 0k, (H A B e 1 191 11
o & %@ﬁ@i?U%?Fﬂ%a@%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ&x%ﬁa??@ﬁ Fc T
3 iR T, H A R 51 S
(IR Bl A 3RS S T R Ml DB A7 ) 40 A 8 SR 4 A A
AKX,

(=) ZEF R PRI : FHRBIIMER

e [ BB AR LA 25 9 KLU A by 00 A% 4 S ORI, 752 )
T ARG T IR 128 4 Aberdeen Railway Co. v. Blaikie Bros.(129) %2
o YR BE AR AR 1F R 25 S LI 5 AR S RN SRR AR T S Y
B Z A5 B AT A S ] 70300

SRIMT, X P R ) A5 AP IR, e 2 from (B0 H— q ks

"TE,

Py

(126) See, e.g., Cooke v. Oolie, No. Civ. A. 11134, 2000 WL 710199, at = 13 n. 41
(Del. Ch. May 24, 2000).

(127) Id. William B. Chandler Il &3 KM AREE 144(a) A ETFUR BN R Z A TH
WHBRT . £H 144 FT, M TAFEXREERR AN LA FAHEEH
Ao BART BB R EXREE, WL A WA R 8 KX HWE LT ET
VA |

(128) ERAFTZAMNE SRR S L, EREZAMNER A ZEE R E AWK, @
TRACNE" 4 0 T h . See Movitex Ltd. v. Bulfield [ 1988 | BCLC 104 ( Ch.
D.) (Eng.). XEHMANHMETEEEFHELANGARAN; CFETE =40
(F) op 2L A iy (A ey ) ok 2 W 2

(129) Aberdeen Ry. Co. v. Blaikie Bros. (1854) 1 Macq. 461 (3% B #4528 LiF%).

(130) Id. at471.

(131) E%l A ERREMAERPIAER R T T‘%’Eé}%”%ﬂiiﬁ%%m

A A g AL o 2R, AT 4 AR EJ%ZE%#%“"W%JJ' | 3& B e A,
1’?7715 SR R AL, X TR R ]S B 3K — R 3E B9 4R 3T, see Joshua
Getzler, Ascribing and Limiting Fiduciary Obligations: Understanding the Operation of
Consent, in philosophical Foundations of Fiduciary Law 39, 52 =62 ( Andrew S. Gold
& Paul B. Miller eds. , 2014 ) ,
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5 Z B ZHUBAR A R B 4 (52 = IR AL 5y m) 32 B s ) B R LE
g (153

I

F2 EERIEF P RAN LN

AT TR X 1) Ik

L. [ R B H AL 5, I RAR AR R
2. 2N W AR P RLE B A CHIRAT B )

P 2 ST M VA A SR M BT 1 T3 5 W, DA% (2006 4R IR )
BATHTRAEHIE . X T(2006 /A M) ,sce infra Part 1. E,

TERT— G AMETE T, AR AR AE A 3R A 5 K AR AT sl kA I TR B
2 Sy ), VUJHE RS SR I (9 3 FH o 3Rl () 2 R 5 ) IR AR e o0 Bl R
Fi) £ 2 TE L, - 1 B AR B0 7 R A 2 P o 7R 38 FH X — Bl NS TE BT
LB X R DL B T IR URAR S A7 il ATy,
FHE LTUTAL P Hmr & B0y 7= A sk AT o] AR YE A B R 25 75 R 18
AR S, SN N R R R EF T UFREACH A
AT BIME R AR AT 5 i e bk A CAE R E S 0 A IR 5 78
A 30 G SR B S 04T A S IR A R R ORI SEAT R, B4 A AT
U2 HK A2 20 BRI AE 3 — O Ji D)3 & ek Bk A vk el i st b
AR EFRE R R A O AR D)

BAMiEIE

(132) oAk, SR BB LB bk R — AL, A TR AR E T A T R By 5 R, See
Movitex Ltd. v. Bulfield [ 1988 ] Bclc 104 (Ch.D. ) 118 (Eng. ) (A kR AR M & lF
BETURPEE FLZAA A FEHUABRRR AR EF SR B &L Z AN
WERNEN MRERAY—EREL AFNEREALS MR FERMERE, B £
PR 5 R KA, X A Fn Rl s 1),

(133) LA R & 5 AU A ¥ ] 23X 2] 41 B, See supra note 78 and accompanying
text.

(134] See, e.g., North — West Transp. Co. v. Beatty (1887) 12 App. Cas. 589 (PC)
(appeal taken from Can. ) ; Baird v. J. Baird & Co. (Falkirk) Ltd. (1949) SLT 368
(Scot. ).

(135) Paul L. Davies, Gower’s Principles of Modern Company Law 656 — 57 ( 6th ed.
1997). REATEAZ A EFXREFTURIRZRE T UL AMEE(RE
A AR TR BT BB (B A) XA B & AT O s AL, X R ok ] E
DL B — K% % . See infra Part III. E.
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T B TR 5 5 5 A A L 36 R A 2 1

S T RBISMEIL o3 8 . B RIS 1A £ b S AR 2 R A
RO SSCS5 RE T (30 L[ A R AT LAAE L2 ) A R E I Y SR B
WO i i A OR3P AT R DG R (9 52 (5 AN 5 oA T . DR, T 45K
A RE AT 25 HE IR S IO U Fr) 3 T, B3 2 o A Tk DA HAB 7 U304
ABISMEIE o Fevr 2SR 05 il b A B BISMEIE B2 m 2, B
990 L AT B HO 3 B 0 eSSk T fe v o )iz . Sk
RERAR PRI — D7 WA FTA R o R A Pk A AR F 2 W R TR IF
ORI Bl PR 1 3 56 S 2 A5 55 B T4, i e T AR AR O E AN 2
T B e BR A 3 F2 8 9 S 55 B B2 AT 157 AR AR o A M e A, SRR S 55

(13g) A F AT HFER L RE SR NS4 44 FE N S E 27 Liquidators of the
Imperial Mercantile Credit Ass’n v. Coleman % 4 ¥ # A ¥/ [ 1873 ] 6 LRE & I App.
189 (HL) (Eng.), MELFEE, N ZE S HFEREAFEERNE A THE, See
In re City Equitable Fire Ins. Co. [1925] Ch407 (Eng.). &M , M A @RS E T : &
BEAA WMRBHFRUFTZ, AULREE NEMXSH LR CETMMAA R
TH 5 IR FA R X 4", L. C. B. Gower Et Al., The Principles of Modern
Company Law 601 (4th ed. 1979). 33k fim A#PA B 5 X U4 R 3t & B F DL 2
%, See, e.g., Amir N. Licht, Motivation, Information, Negotiation: Why Fiduciary
Accountability Cannot Be Negotiable, in Researchhandbook on Fiduciary Law 159,
173 =79 (D. Gordon Smith & Andrew S. Gold eds. , 2018). R4 (/A& %) wH —M
G G AT L EAE BRI RN B FEEX A E SRS XS EITA R
Hh, FRAEAETHREEANERNNERLZ AR, SR U A LRI LZE LR
o Pl 1985 F(AFEZE) A 310 F A, AARGAFERBEH ETRL . H
N R XA R AW AT B R4 2 B . Companies Act
1985, c. 6, § 310 (Eng.). ZRAT T ERVFAEGFSEL S Z WA, BE
FFEX T, —FERBERTE 310 FHEENSH T, KL EA A RN
MR R — RN R EFAN BN TR EN", TR ES 310 £ TH
2= X 4", See Movitex Ltd. v. Bulfield [ 1988 ] Bclc 104 (Ch. D. ) 120 (Eng. ).
In Gwembe Valley Development Co. v. Koshy [2003 ] EWCA (Civ) 1048 [ 108 ]
(Eng. ), BF#ERIELN Movistex ZH R fn X4 2 By XK AL A A LB &
Zf” AER A X 310 Koy B IR MR R EH M FE, XTH 310 KA F M A F oL
AR ALE T G A AR A BOR A R AU B B SR R A R
M EF#HE W, X T(2006 £ A7 %)M, see infra note 275,

(137) Del. Code Ann. tit. 8, § 102(b)(7) (2017).
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st i Yy C38) RIZRIN 5 76 B 1k 24 =5 0 R AT B R B AN E TR AR
il 15 S AR S5 1 T AT 1)

(M) #0383

A b ) 2 1 2 R DU 2 S 0 D0 £ 225 4 S ARARL ) o 33K 19 0 D) 0
FE T AFACH) AT, PR R 0O X Y I, AR R 25 e oA
DUMBLSP- S0 T 3R f) A E SR, R Sk 32 Bt st SRR A 11 L0 (A
PRI FC S i T RO [R] ) B AR R . BUAR B 4  E o S B R
Tk AL EmEE IR A RAS S, BRAAA A R B SME T —— e 2Rk 5
A5 1R 25 2RI T 28 1E — A Ak (4D

2 AT BEIE AT RO 22 ok 3 WA PR R A B A B AR R SEBR R
ANV o D3 3K e SECTRR R DU ) SR i 2R o - ek b 8 ) A 24k, AE
ARG RN, A 383 5 2 TR I, AR A A N2 fE A
WL AZFR AN 45 A1), {5 32 3 0 i 46 1, & [A) 7 B ( rescission ) 2 ME— (1)

(138) See, e. g., Lucian AryeBebchuk & Assaf Hamdani, Optimal Defaults for Corporate
Law Evolution, 96 Nw. U. L. Rev.489, 496 n. 16 (2002) ( 1% X % =2 “ DL 7& %) M
F# RHEH” ) ; McDonnell, supra note 8, at 414 (“ANF L HE L% F R HEH T
FEAT A By 7 25 QE o S B AL T TR R A R R AL By B L) 5 see also Jens
C. Dammann, Indeterminacy in Corporate Law: A Theoretical and Comparative
Analysis, 49 STAN. J. Int'1 L. 54, 64 (2013) (“AM1 L& AN, BEF F#EHRA
BRI A

(139) Az %"ﬁ%‘ﬂh}u’] EREAFTRLCNERRIGEMIINZ 2%, 52,0
MARERZEABLE 144 20 NEHFTAENE L FEF, See, e g,
Dammann, supra note 139, at 64. RAEFA AL L E K E £, N F T UL EERE
HAFEHL2#N . See Del. Code Ann. tit. 8, § 122(7) (2017) (fEx A H & 3 F
HHEHRX G o).

(140) See supra note 80 and accompanying text.

(141  See supra Part [I. A.
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£ e OB S o i NI 2314 SR RN b 7 N/ N I o |
gt SR ()2 mURFE IR AR AN 25 8 BE (B ARSEME 1 AR T R0, A%
LB 25 SR B b SR it S ™A T

TR RNR vk Be B 23T i A S 5 47 9o 40, £ Valeant
Pharmaceuticals International v. Jerney Z& FH, 45 i1 48 M 755 3 ¥ B2 ( the
Delaware Court of Chancery) (i 1" H 325 , A fEER]H X R A #H 45
KBEUERAZE 5y 1) 2 TV s AR LAl ] S ETE 090 o o = JeAUR BR
M AEZE 5 T ARAF B, O BRI R A B A )7 (4

HEFTCE MR, 5 B AL E T HA KT B4, 1 Oberly v.
Kirby Z& v 40 Rehr 8 M B S B A, IR P fE £ - SRR BR ™ H
R R I 1B ST ¥ ehi iy NI M I BIEPES S Ry A Sl
WAz 4 L) AU X Jey i 12 B 2 T 4 AR RO O T (A AR B ) Y
PUFW L) =4 A thF A, BETE S RN AT BEARBR AT 2 T IR 2 i,
151140 >4 25 Te ik A ) SR A e 47

ZETCREIN] , 56 VL BE LV R A F AL 5 EAT B TP R4 IR A2, iX

(142) Palmer’s Company Law, supra note 37, §8.3114 [ “ARAF(E S JE N, fE x4 F 2 v —
By AN A (PR AR R R T AL, xS R G R E) T ]
Id. 18.3319 (“H G MKW, 0 RPVF X 5 % 5 A5 HAT 0, U T %R A — 2 A
M A A AN S A F R R MR A RE"); Id. 18.3320 ("R AFREEFHE
BAE X X2 5 S Aty — 5 A L3858 5 A/ B 45 20 Bk R A0 4 R e N BN L
TR BB N AR, Xt F ik R U4 BTk 4 09 FlE 2 274 7) 5 Len Sealy,
The Statutory Statement of Directors’ Duties: The Devil Is in the Detail, Co. L.
Newsl. (Sweet & Maxwell, London) , 2008, at 1, 3 [ #¢ 1 B & % 7 09 " — 2 # 4
EERER (W RERACEE K M % A A i g% )" 15 see also Paul L.
Davies & Sarah Worthington, Gower:; Principles of Modern Company Law 522 ( 10th
ed. 2016) [“RAFEHGEN, TR (k& F) £ — WAk L, R
MTHEFERALT MR, WA EREELETH (5 A45%).

(143) See generally 921 A.2d 732 (Del. Ch. 2007).

(144 1Id. at 752; see also supra note 111 and accompanying text.

(145) 592 A.2d 445 (Del. 1991).

(146) 1Id. at466; see supra note 107 and accompanying text.

(147) Weinberger v. Uop, Inc. , 457 A.2d 701, 714 (Del. 1983) [ X HFE AL T, KFE¥E
TAANHEEMYANE P ESAMFHF, LFREFEEL, & TRIKH
TRNEGHRREHEZURTERR, ETREENAEREN, LETEALL
AR (AP R G T ) Fok (R i) AT &R ].
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e S RN T 5% DA DU AT B >4 e 1 S AR B T REE . AR, 2
GRS PR A T I R TR ) 2 ) TR 5 1A G5 T A = ), IS A
2 5y B2 W By S 45 BB i A 2 e (198 3 8652 ) e ik i e, F
TR A 16 AN [) 58 2 o7 DX 6 o, R DA i g B AR — LG, T
O H A SRR AP PSS MR n] fE 2 xSl H
RIARIZ AT 709 SR, /I 7 15 B EAR 5 91 28 B v, 3 24 SF L
(A BE AT SR e PR ROBT AR 7 TR 520 )32 1) A oh B A, L 935 0 i Bk
B[R] A48 T I 2 L1500

% [ AN ] 5 S RE AR ST AL A SE ORI o T B8 R U 25K 4
X F9 SEI, AT B LA AL A b R 2R Y A AR BE T, F 3RS 5 B
AT R PTHRICRS B0 12 2 S U AR VR AR AN 2 A ], A5 1R A 45 o 5 ML
SRR SEERET T AT RE VPR BUE " Z iR Dr it . A an it , 5
Al BE AR AR 3 PR AL 1 QSO [ ) 55

A AT PR P AR AR S SR U, FR AT AT DA M e SRk A
WL 22 5 (B RNEROE 1) AR B PSS IR i i E Lo fEX
PRI E T | IR Rl AR DR 3 H 3 5 I B AMETE 5 SE Mk MLE T 2
TR B AT T ¢ 28 2 S5 ) [F] 5 3X P AR 51 S | o [ U e i
DA TE N w) FE R P I AME ] U153 A SRS 23 A 9 [l 2 ) i )
FLA 7E I AMETE R RE J7 , B AR FE A8 B2 T A1) 3 50 28 s 2 dn ] fiki

(148) See, e.g., Criddle, supra note 4, at 1020 n. 137 (3|l 7 WA ¥ R E R B & & H %
5 W F B, LR R i KA AT H AR ET AP RREFBENEK).

(149) In re Ezcorp Inc. Consulting Agreement Derivative Litig. , No. 9962, 2016 WL
301245, at %86 (Del. Ch. Jan. 25, 2016). % Fix Sed8if, 3 et 240 B % K 57 #2
BT EZWNELR, See, e.g., Kahn v. M &F Worldwide Corp. , 88 A.3d 635 (Del.
2014) (FFRFELEFBAEEEEEHRERL S FHLERE).

(150) See, e.g., In re Dole Food Co. Stockholder Litig. , Consolidated C. A. No. 8703 —
Vcl, 2015 WL 5052214, at %56 (Del. Ch. Aug.27, 2015) [ citing Bomarko, Inc. v.
Int’l Telecharge, Inc. , 794 A.2d 1161, 1177 (Del. Ch. 1999), aff’d, 766 A.2d 437,
440 (Del. 2000) ].

(151) See supra Tables 1 —2.

(152) Compare Aberdeen Ry. Co. v. Blaikie Bros. (1854) 1 Macq. 461 (kB 728 £
J§ %), with In re Cox Commc’ns, Inc. S’holdersLitig. , 879 A.2d 604, 614 ( Del.
Ch. 2005).

(153) See supra note 137 and accompanying text.
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T AR P, BB B, AR SRANIRFE i RE 9 B GE TR, 0 L REAS
S LG AR SR, BRIV W 5 3 1 Al il 8 ] o 7 5 — B 2407 1l
R

= FIN )

X PR AR An e 3 P A 7 AR 43 Se o 1 0 4 WD SR T Y
TR, LU 1) 3 OC R HE = n] LU i 2 3 B A ME TS s ok, i — 20
F 5 3 LE 51 M T S 75 76 P AR R U] R0 ) 3 DG R A = 7= A 1, an
AW A AT T WA S MEIE

(—) BISMERHISE B

TEARHTSCHrA , 95 [ 8 5 1 A 128\l i E A 2 i B aE g 030 L
1E 1873 4F i A A R e L BB g T HIAMEIE , MR A E R #E
F AL G TEA G5 E AT N S TR LR R 1y 5241 U9 AR
Prx BE SR HLE R HE R R E R T LA FEXREFRE ALY
Hf% I . {F Liquidators of the Imperial Mercantile Credit Ass’nv. Coleman
Zrp U150 |1 B (the House of Lords) i £ T I A3 A k. — 44
HRGAFEN T — e RS R Z S Y, WA F s BU B (place)
F—ANAI LS s A R R I IRIS T 1. 5% B9 4, i 2 2508 i X — i
22 50 S VEPK A 56 £ (stockbroking partnership) , 7E38 5 F 3818 T 3.5%
AR 4 (57 BBy , QR B AR b A A AR B A2 U B AR AT
DAL 56 R R e TR F R A 5 5T U5 2l ik Be M & T 2% 5%

(1) See supra Part II.

(155) See supra note 137 and accompanying text.

(156 [1873] 6 Lre &1 App. 189 (HL) (Eng.).

(157) Id. at 200.

(158)  PLEHr %8 (Lord Cairns) B A AEHEHR T UTHRE, A ERLAF BEFEFRAE
R LA, i RAFATHFEWIE" . Id. at 205.
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SR T R B A A K 1) A HE S R B AL ) b M) g
S, AL AR 57 52 5 WA TE o TERTIR S 1F b, AR iy e A4S
TRIEHE, LB R L T AR 5 AR A E Al i) LG ot (H i T
FORA AT IR R ER , BOZ IR R 2R AOR RE A H 0 T R A% 1E A1) 45
RN B 54 (1)

O RT3k R T X AR SIS o AE 1877 AR — AT
P RNESE A B A5, 95 TP - MAZKER (Francis Palmer) B} 13125
TR EERR AR K, TR A A SR I AE S B B 2R R AR W
i (100 A EEPY - 44 A (Timothy Guinnane ) At ) 5 3 BEHLIMR 1
1892 AR JNSL B A IREAS, JF 2 BLIC h i i 90% 11 24 wl i o e B o e 2%
A ZE A HERR TS8O U f 3 60 AT A T 1912 AR 1927 4R
AL 2 B R BUARBLAY LE ] 2 AT 98,  TER 2ROV A e 2
) AR, SRR IR ALE , 9 0020 ) S S R AT A A5 0P 2R, R

(159 *x-F 5B — A% # % ], see Transvaal Lands Co. v. New Belg. (Transvaal) Land &
Dev. Co. [1914] 2 Ch 488 (Eng. ),

(160) Francis Beaufort Palmer, Conveyancing and Other Forms and Precedents Relationg to
Companies Incorporated Under the Companies Act 1862 and 1867, at 271 ( London,
Stevens & Sons 1877 ) (“ 1€ Z K £ 8], A 5 ¥ # & % 7 245 ob A 25 08 & AL | &4 4%
Goo XEHBE A BRALHR, CMNEEFR P RERS ERRRGLHT). 1
AREK (Palmer) 8 T U T AP ABTURBEF AN G ENEAAFEAEFLE
AR EERA X 3 AR AT 0 2 A B T KA o (A A e T 3% 2 o At
FAEAEFER R E LUK F MR EHATHR A THHEE-"1d. at270 -
1. % R Z - # 4 37 (Paul Davies) % 1 % 7 & X — &, See Davies, supra
note 27, at n.24.

(161) See Timothy W. Guinnane et al. , Contractual Freedom and Corporate Governance in
Britain in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth Centuries, 91 Bus. Hist. Rev. 227,
269 (2017). 1EHHAAEE T FAEEA, 2 & 90.5% Fr 95. 9% #y /A 5] ik o2 F 1892
F(RZMAL)HANAANEFELEHLEIT AR, Id at246. HHREET A
ARERMAETEATFRPREL B MAN G F 2, L4 €8 TR, UAE
BB 43 % T S8 4 #L. See generally Id. X B H o b B oR AR B T A F U
BRI AN By A E]

(162) 1Id. at268 tbl.9 (77 1912 40 1927 4F pk 1 4 HE A2 8 o, 4 Bl & 96% F1 90%
BB R EWAN ).
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T A, A AT IR AT AR [ 358 5 MU [16)

) 1928 4F, He M s R SN I 938+ 0 B LA = T T iR
A AN, 74 TR o ) Ho Al  4  HARAT AT [ A2 5
HBA SR AR R 5 1 A o i Ak LT 3 160 G0k 4 JF R BR
O3 mEE R AP ALE BISME L B RE ST, R X AR SCH F 5C R H N 1 58
i PEd o5 (60 R, ik A B L E T B AR SR I AN TEAE
GBI Y 25 1, ORI 1R OC R T S R AR AT A b v (18 B
(R, %0 58 SCA5 TR AR S W A5 1P i vh 58 RO fey 35 ) 0900 15 4% B )
i PR AIEAE . 1929 AR (A R ) Sk 5 2 RIVEIT h R LA
FR IR BT 25— 0 55 T LA T ALE (1700 i o ) PR B 5% F 358
Sy WLRE B SN , 23 R Bl S84 X — BRI E T b1 R 2R B AMETE o it
T, QR A T <ok 55, WU e ] SR AR g, i 5 W2 - P A9 22
SRART L7

15 20 TS S, 23 R SR )2 SR I Rl AT 2% 1 M HE B3 A8 3ol 9 )
TR AR 7 20 {4l 50 4RAQ, F A2 MK (L. C. B. Gower)

(163) Id. at246. #HEH|ELEMAE, ENFEATESFUNEF RO ZUREK &
MHATHREGEL

(164) Id. at 229 (4R &E“AF H L A7 K 4 E FAEF B RE).

(165) 1Id. at239 -40, 246 -57. 5 AN AH, £ 5] R 5F AR 5 SOR A # 8 AL
R E NG S AT K4 86% By b A F A, Id. at 254,

(166) See Companies Act 1928, 18 &19 Geo. 5¢. 45, § 81 (Eng.). ©HWEA T & %
RGN R ERXERNTHRLT SN KM% H", See Companies Act 1980,
c. 22, § 60 (Eng.).

(1677 Companies Act 1928, 18 & 19 Geo. 5 c. 45, § 88 (Eng. ).

(168) 1d.

(169)  1Z 3k HLML A, ARG vp oy (77 79 2030 71 B0 g A O 4 7% T R AL 2 33 4, B AT IR AR
B EFENGAEEITHEEFREFE AN, See Companies Act 1948, 11 &12
Geo. 6, c. 38, § 199(5) (Eng. ) ; see also Companies Act 1985, c. 6, § 317(9)
(Eng. ).

(70) Ak 52 R B H BT 1929 4 5] k) % 149 4 1948 (A F 3%k ) % 199 %
#11985 £ (A &) % 317 4, F T(2006 4 /> 7] 3% ) ,see infra Part IIl. E.

(171) See, e. g., Hely — Hutchinson v. Brayhead Ltd. [1968] 1 QB 549 (Eng. ).
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B RIE LT A 2 A 5 BR 7070 20 4R 5, /R fE L Sc s
2548 28 1R g RN AN I 326 3 it i R R R T, JEH R
W HE R SN FEIAS S I A R R 25 vh oS FUUAR n] BEAE 2 W) R R i
77 M 1985 AR (A RE) MR A TEET RN ER K
e WSR3 O 2R 28 o 1) HoA SE P i T AATTAE A AT S P a5
DNIRT G I S R D0 1 3E U7 3R A B 5 T AR o N ] 55 R (model
articles of association) , BRIAiE A T4 HMA R R A 7 DA ER S
VA R SR I 28 ] L1700 AR 22 RN AS 22 B 2 I & 1999 4R
FIHE hEe i ARl R ST A R LR T EARER S
FUH T A" ik " R ) B AR S —— 2L T 3R A Rl ) Jik——
TEZSACT , R m A E X R E R E L ARG, E i n] L
RN ASITEM G R s sOr S 5 R L %) 2006 4F 382X}
Cv)EE) BEATAB T Iy 25 18 31 i3k 26 55 F 2% 0 iz AdE 1T, RN A 07

(172) Gower, supra note 3, at 481.

(173) 1d. at 484 -85.

(174)  Gower Et Al. , supra note 137, at 613.

(175)  See The Companies ( Tables A to F) Regulations 1985, SI 1985/805, art. 85 [ “ R #&
VHEAE, WREFCHEFSRBERETEAA GBI AEE, U EF LA
BewfA—o(a) THES A RAE XK T ZENETZ G A BN —F L FEA
AR EF GEAR A (D) T URATZE NEMEABRSH 5 NEHFHFE
KAMKB T 2 EFHABREEAR, RZET ARG MA, KEFZAE Z W
EEARGEMNIBEARAERRZG T LEN () TRAZRESRZ R HA, £
7 0 2 28 5 B U R L R ]

(176) 1d.

(1777 Law Comm’n & Scottish Law Comm’n, Company Directors; Regulating Conflicts of

Interests and Formulating a Statement of Duties 77 (1998) , https://www. scotlawcom.
gov. uk/files/1112/7892/5856/dp105 _reg_conflicts. pdf [ https://perma. cc/ TIN —
K7TH2] (“AR#E—EmAE, EFLE - RERAH MFRETREEMA
KA EREEEEATFRPTUNE, B EERATEE M M E FHE LA
#wHER”).

(178) Id.
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BTE Z, 219 285 T, 3 B 24wl R T SRR 31 4k
L, RIVAN SRR T 5 22 B0 < o) A 3 9 0 B AL 1] 1 R 22 5 A P T, T
HEBR D WO & . BS 2, MR A F G R 4RI T B A R,
W) ] 5 A T P HESRR A ORI B4 T, AR 1158 5 7 B T e . 4
R F AR R B AT HEER , Wi 2 W) AT UAR 8 S8 00 £ 52 5 Tt
o F3H0, N 2 P, M OC A HE 55 AT LA aof s o 3R AT B 2R 19 R0 1% 1]
BRI S o T IR

3 U T X BT S, R T AR AP R AIAE 1k ] A5 b e ML
T O AR S AT USRS A IR AME TR (80 AR RO SR
WA S T3 TP AEIE BT O I AMETE . 73U, X 8645 S JEE 4B 2 R B
FRARLE  (E AT — e A R 225 . X PIRR AR B4 1 26 T AR
5 [ BRI IME L RS S [ 5 B AN IE B ik o B 2, B e ik
X —BISME T BRRE A , SLVFR T o R FE S AR M B R 9 B 2 5 %
SRS AT, BV AT] B0 15 55 BAT phe s 1 5 (S0 AR S 4, 5 1k
FRMZORARAFTCA T 5 R B[] 25 182 e ob, 58 A A B R
B (— O PR ZR ) 35 06 R A4 1 0 g Y R U89 i
FEE I ARG BB AR N Z A5 N I REE I P BR[O A 3
A5, T S MK HE Tk 2 4% Ok WLAE 158 1B BB AR 28— (HL ik S6 L& T
e A ROBAL BLS FEIRB AR Z [ B F 5 5 708

(79 ZEALE-—RAHGOSNEL, L RAR BT 5 NE FE VL8R A o 65 F P A
XL, See infra Part II[. C.

(180)  See infra Table 3.

(18) ERAEXRZEEFRIXRANENEBLREGRE, A2 4 & %P RIM L
Fo AATHEHNE R L F IR RZURABR G (ERE LR RUM KL #HTELR) X
TE— A E EW % T % %y H E, See supra notes 135 — 36 and accompanying
text.

(182) See supra note 117.

(183) See supra notes 126 —27 and accompanying text.

(184) See Davies, supra note 27, at n.64.
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Tz oL, I RAF I TR AR | 1.l AL TE S 5% A 5L 5

sy | B 158
WU o e AR 5 e S, OF | 2. 1 AR DR B S B, OF
BAI AR M 2 BRI AR 7

3 EH e AP

TEIXPIRIE SCHIBET , b 28 i [ 2 7T LR B 3R A2 50 32 1B
AN o ARG 2F I 3 — I SMEIE &5 205 B TR % 8 R4
SRS () 7 U180 ARRAS R 5 b S MU, 5 — 1 M TE AT by 2 ) AR Y
FEY) SR O R (1) HABEE ) B AT T7E 52 5 v B ) 4 L1800
TEARJN A 1 F) 25w RAE IR IFNRE] B C BME XSRS , 25 1L A 45 bk
FUUF AR 3 35 52 B B 245 5 3 338 5 o R X i ) 2 87
I, S PIRR ] BE DRI LA F T 19 A B 50 2 F HU R B 2% AR 3R A5
A 20 52 5y (R TR) 5 4% LR i v S MU ) 2% P ) 3 0 AR 9 i 1)
TR R R R IAT YRR . (AP IGO0 T, A5 kA 25 o S AL U ]
RESE ISR , X o B B K i) vp sz o R IR SUA 5 345

(EAS 25 B2 TR A8 R A 45 vh R AL T, IR [) 3 2 5 i 2 451l b
TEIE 0 R X S SN T A B T S BB M (R B Rl . BOR 4
SRR BA IR AR A0 28w BEA I 380 [ R e Bl SN Y, 24
SETE AT AT BT 54 28 w0, 2 51228 ) W 2R 5k 26 451

(185) See supra Table 3.

(186 1d.

(187) Enriques et al. ,supranote 2, at 153 (E LXK EF oM EH R H WM L E K
FEFELWEMERRGENNANE AT RN TG ES" , EH BLTEHEHME
N ZHEFLBNEMENFHIAR).
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£ 1890 PR BT 1 TE TR S AR AT 1 4 R 18 1 M (e e A A 2 A 2 ko
BTSN, A SCRIDFFE AR O PR o 33k HELOGHE (9 2, 76 5 Lkl
JE T BT Sr 8  [R) H R BB Bl AMEIE . 75 2R R =
A B RO B EH T AU LA R U ) 52 b oA 2 A 7 FE R B i
AN RAEATA 7 W8 53 — T EERA AT H AR E (% B2 A fig
TR AR 23 [ A A RO LR AT TR A fer A7 7 i o A X B8 26500 o X
BRI IE T A 17E K A A 3RS 5 it i SE PR

R 2, A8 M A i SR R A LR — BB T XU Bl SME I
ARAF AR A I I [R) 3 L ) A o e A S 18 o U ik R
AR G R P R Al AT R T Sy SE A 1 491 S5 T 1900 {ELI Tk 4 R ]
A E) el R RR RGN IE o 2 BSR4 1 R B A8 84 1) S 17
B I T AR

(Z) BISMERIER

BIFFER T 5 2 58 S ] (X Se il AN IE 4 5 2, CAnSRAT B9

(188) AFLIEEBBEEEET5% WA % # I % F &%, Companies Act 2006, c.
46, § § 21, 283 (Eng. ); Companies Act 1985, c. 6, § § 9,378 (Eng. ). & % /&
FREH RANEECATARXZATAZAREN, FEEAXTEMEE R
RGHHHELMNAETT ERGTERE,

(189)  ZE A2 4ty 2 & ] # 5| 4T ¥ 71 89 4, Compare Lucian A. Bebchuk, Foreword:
The Debate on Contractual Freedom in Corporate Law, 89 Colum. L. Rev. 1395
(1989) , with Frank H. Easterbrook & Daniel R. Fischel, The Corporate Contract, 89
Colum. L. Rev.1416 (1989). x4 h EEFAENFEIFRLHXNETF L, &
AT RAENE R A B FERPEUHAL, AR ENFRILEN " ERE
FE WA, See Bebchuk, supra, at 1399 — 1408 ( 3t B # & & A % 42 4 2 6y
BEAGERE) EMGNERNE SEEAINFCERAMXLRCH & HH
HET AL ) , 13 Rt 45 18 Oy B B RN R B R BB A R R A A A,
7 5 PR 26 4 BB R 5 AN TR 1 5k Sk 9 A0 30 M 17 L L 5 B 1 X AR A A e £
1R, DA BORA T S AT O & AR & € o BB H o See Id. at 1405 - 08; Brudney,
supra note 4, at 1418 n.35; John C. Coffee, Jr. , The Mandatory/Enabling Balance in
Corporate Law: An Essay on the Judicial Role, 89 Colum. L. Rev. 1618, 1677 (1989) ;
Melvin A. Eisenberg, The Structure of Corporation Law, 89 Colum. L. Rev. 1461,
1516 - 17 (1989).

(190) See supra note 137 and accompanying text.
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BRAEZ IR EAR TAEE T Z 58 b Se itk o0 ], o8 T K i
{5 SCA BE 2 AT SEBRas AR Y, AR SCHIFSE 1 sk S i) B2 Q36 14 S AL LA
LB BB #H AT Ty o IRIG 38558 T AR SCHE AT [n] )37 f) G A %
FATHEI B FAL T 132 A5 N S 7] TR OIS 2665 At 1] fe A5 4 £ 497
SMEE . BE Z, Z AR NIEEERIBIAME T 2 HAE I A T 58 5 7 A B A Ao
WU AR P ARAR B A ALY, [ I 255 ek FH 32 491 SN T 4 T 0 g A 1192
W AN TBARMA E R RE R Z WX AR5 S E2ER 7
R A P A7 AR SO 2 R S — 2B 5™, HE S ™ R Ak (E L
JBAR XX G A A 2 o Fen SEFAIAAE Y 10 800, i ARG (BN
6 KTT, ME AN 4 LI 1B I R FE ORI ME T , [ ATRE
BEARAG I R A LAY, () I 222 p B 4 5 1 9 S M TR 1 JAR
BT I B AP BE o AR BRI R A S P TR T A XL L 4R
Hh M O AR HE S O i 2 4 5 IR Al I SN TE WE? AR JR - X HT (Zohar
Goshen ) 7 BATE ST T 4@t 173X — A1, I A 0 237 PR Uk W H i A1)
FRRE PPN LR R BRI T RR B 8 M TE J5 — AL
T BRATRE SR 4 [ 58 A B A 5, BRARALATT AR AT R 20 I 0y 22 A% 103
D) RERB X — a5, R OC AR A SR R A R — D R LURAE
HARUETHE A 2 - B AE I 52 5 1 A PP, LU 52 5 B 52 S8

(191) See Geeyoung Min, The SEC and the Courts’ Cooperative Policing of Related Party
Transactions, 3 Colum. Bus. L. Rev.663, 697 (2014) (M, ST EB K 1t 4 # K& W
AHHEHEARTHRBEHXBRZ GO T EHE).

(192) ZW Aty 5 —F AR R AT % 4 - & 50 F 41 (Brett McDonnell) 835 & 3t ], f & %
REFWURE-MONER EZASERL T, BTN ERAN T TEF R,
See generally McDonnell, supra note 8. A # U % ¥ B &, v b ik B A 5

(193) See Goshen, supra note 7, at 411 —12 (2 —ANEH ) F).

(1949) Id. % B (Goshen) £ 35 R IR AT R A 2 T de BN o R4 fi 3% A4 4 3 0 ) AR
BUNER B R THEAN LB RBREEZRTRETL AN G, LM ]
B, WA G ENE %, T AR S E Y (SRR R B SA TR ) #8255 2

(195) Id. at412 (“FEMMNEREL K ZHAWRFAL, M AN EENKT D HAE
SRS,

288



OB A AR S A AR LA AR RS A Z )

UERESE 8

i [ B T A BR AL 70 T BT 7R AR AE R 5. ey Ttk
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ZBIIMEIE b T R, AL, ARG b, A AME TR I
A TR HEBR AL 5 — 1AM BRI BE B o6 R ] RES K
Uil FX B I AMETE | o e i LR AL, 4 AR I, WM 2 P PR
WY 196 [, 24 P AR g R ) 5 FR A B I FBCAR B 2 57 5 B0 LA
T A A g [ o — 7 1, MUA BT R 9Bl 28 W] e dy Fe 1A
BT I (7D A i v AT BB AR BB A FISR B RE I o 53— THT L $R 4L
G SF BB IR B T A A W AN R UM 2 w1 A B A (] AL, 3k 1l
MAIPREEAAT AR 52 4 A i ) U (180 2 9K AR R IBRE [ L ) 60 G
M BL A7 B T IR L 85 & B35 30, (R TR RERS ™ M B #E 3 A
A GATAFAEA 2 R B

TESE IS =R G AME L XS HE R 3R 5 SC RN, SRR
Al AR AE FEUE W] AP IR 51 g o TR, 5 3R Rl /b 9 KB 2R IR
AL MECREFEEE SR 20 R R WIRARZFAE,

(196) B AKX B 5L B R A I 3k B 2k R B B A L S B S AT Z ORI,
REREWREAEXRREFIRAAHRL G, AR TS ELE IR G AN
54 /A, See infra note 253 and accompanying text.

(197) % THAL 4% K 5 7% & th 3 Jin, see Lucian Bebchuk & Scott Hirst, The Specter of the
Giant Three, 99 B. U. L. Rev. 721, 725 —30 (2019) and Andrew F. Tuch, Proxy
Advisor Influence in a Comparative Light, 99 B. U. L. Rev. 1459, 1508 =09 (2019) ,

(198) See Lucian A. Bebchuk & Scott Hirst, Index Funds and the Future of Corporate
Governance: Theory, Evidence, and Policy ( European Corp. Governance Inst. ,
Working Paper No.433/2018, 2018) , https;//ssrn. com/abstract = 3282794 [ https://
perma. cc/RSBLEXR6 ]. % T #F % 4 % % 4 % 42 % v 9 2 b SC#R, see Dorothy S.
Lund, The Case Against Passive Shareholder Voting, 43 J. Corp. L. 493 (2018) and
Edward Rock & Marcel Kahan, Index Funds and Corporate Governance: Let
Shareholders Be Shareholders ( NYU Law & Econ. Research Paper Series, Working
Paper No. 18 =39, 2019), https://ssrn. com/abstract = 3295098 [ https://perma. cc/
F6GU - LQED] ,
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B 2 2R, T2 R D 12 e 8 L A AR AT Ay AR D SR AR e (200 22 7l
/K« 46537 (Randall Thomas ) Al i) 75 35 2 S i O &t R W], 7wl &
AT T BRI BRSO A ALy i X — KB B IR E A
FI s SCRFAC 5y , B FURAR LE T80 52 5y T S A 1] T BT S 13U 52 5y (200
FESH I AL 1) 5 25 & L UE W], 45 JF & A ¥ (merger arbitrageurs ) [ i
O AT G IR HA RS BRI B0 O 1 R el T
IR I AR T A 5 I3 H I A AR Z AL o i 1 AT TR B 48 8 2 AR
AR BYFEAE (22— R, 28 WK T 2 5 W IR 3 5 X s 52 )
PR T SN 2 AT D =2 [R) AR 0 A oA 9 Gk , T R 2 S il AR Y Tk
SE 2B BRI RN T 5 T S S AR 0 TR B e 2e s (B
REIE ST TE AL 5y ) 15 JFAE e 2 R AZ Byl R RS
WA Z 50, BN A m SR NG # D ARG LR Z [
o, MA RGN ERE LML) 20 AW, X SR 2 3 T
DR £ 5% 25 e S S Nl (0 0l A 2 ) AL, 3o b AT T 8 Joi B A A1 ] 7 ) 8
Hf [ RIS IR R

S T K R AR 1Y J2 , 58 R A AR MERE S AnF BT,

(199) See Deborah A. DeMott, The Figure in the Landscape: A Comparative Sketch of
Directors’ Self — Interested Transactions, 62 Law & Contemp. PROBS. 243, 255
(1999) (HibFFRAER T H M ERLT).

(200) MARAEFW P AT HE AT T ZE X, See In re El Paso Corp. S’ holderLitig. , 41 A.
3d 432, 450 -51 (Del. Ch. 2012) (ZXCHE ,RAEAFMEL T HEZIH R
WO G HAHFEES R AT HEEL A 2 AR”7); Id. at450 (kKA
ARBELBNDTENZS).

(201) Randall S. Thomas et al. , Understanding the (Ir) Relevance of Shareholder Votes on
MEA Deals 8 —9 ( Vanderbilt Law Research Paper Series, No. 19 -06, 2019) , https://
sstn. com/ abstract = 3333241 [ https://perma. cc/9BCU —6BCL].

(202) 1d. at 46 -65.

(203) Id.

[204) See supra Part II[. B.

(205) Bainbridge, supra note 26, at 157 (“H R X Z RO FRENEF L, MR, CNEE
WRENEENTLUTH,).
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F AL S AR VA 28 F 7 ) LTtk 22 1 22 FE A (Langbein ) B 5
FIE R RE RS FRBARR E, A ZEUEIISE 5 0 A B AR
[G] A Lt T35 )5 2 E (retrospective determination ) Sk 1318 % B EL A5 W 5]
I3, 5168 T WAL BE A 7] 32 A5 AL, TR R 54 )

X1 (Goshen) il 2 FF [4] ( Langbein ) #R42 ) TAR&F AW i o ABATTAY
ANRISE 3752 B e LA 5 i o ) 5 G JR B 0 ) SR AP PR IE I e
SRR R R B IME I o FEIRA 5 BE S WA A 2wl v JRAR () AT B
BWg51 7, JEH 2% IR BB AE A PP W A b py s EEsr g, AR, SEbr
X PR S T O AR A R S o

SR, AR B, ) 3 06 2% o 35 R B EL W 5 | A 407 49 0
AR, BDRAS TOR O REF MR, ZICEEM], TAFECRH S
AIRE LR A BE I AE B AR R & s i i, DR AU A T T s 1) S A4 7 3
[F) R /N (2100 5 A4t 220 AR LA R A IR AR A L, TE R 3 D6 R B e ]
RETE 25 7 4R A S0 A FR 28 5 AR OC 1945 8 20 SR, 2% 35 K 0 D)ok —
X S B RN AR A FE R ) 8 TR 2S5 BRI AN AT R R EE D R

(206) See infra Parts [I[. C — D; see also Thomas et al. , supra note 202, at 66 (“ % /A3
ELHW R AMBPEFREME R, AR EALAER, R AHEC XM ET L
ZEFER LA ESE, N E R ).

7 F-ANEENEEREMOIEVOEE—XFEXRETENFE, ATH
FRAEFTHSTRKBEIRAN U TR2BRRERFAFNEX R EFLRA
EHRZ G MPARM, § e — 0 B E G SNERE AT ALY AR G, ORGSR
e 5 Al E X R EFIATRAE TR LA

(208) X2 [H O 3k R U AL N By AT b 4 B HE IR £ F {2 2 487, Min, supra note
192, at 696.

(29) Langbein, supra note 6, at 985.

(210) See Thomas et al. , supra note 202, at 65 —69.

@) Id.
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5 AR () FE AN A P PR B X P AR AR D7 A B, JOA G R R 1Y
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(212) See, e.g., Clark, supra note 54, at I83[ RFELFX(RET 2K R)AE,"EFHF
BEERZ Z KR E ML % A R B o, S T AR K R R 6 B R )
ARMEFFETE]; A at184 (“FEFREERIRXGHRFLZE BE G
BUBRMEEHTARHAEEAZNY W FAFEUTHE, LT EEA
FAE T L o AR B B S O R BT R AR R AR Y kB (B XA E] R
XAEE & L # #.”); J. Robert Brown, Ir., Disloyalty Without Limits:
“Independent” Directors and the Elimination of the Duty of Loyalty, 95 Ky. L.J. 53,
101, 105 (2006) (A A EF LM HHKHHEHEKH).

(213) Zapata Corp. v. Maldonado, 430 A.2d 779, 787 (Del. 1981) ; see also Id. (% # =
M EEEB AW, BRTARE T A —ANFEAL N RTY b Ei &8
FEQTRALRERA).

(214) John Armour & Jeffrey N. Gordon, Systemic Harms and Shareholder Value, 6 J.
LEGAL ANALYSIS 35, 66 (2014) (“#% A& MWAT 8 &F0 ik 7 2 8 W g 28 A iy &
FRAATE A X T ST W o B P B B E e ) see
also Lucian Bebchuk & Jesse Fried, Pay Without Performance: the Unfulfilled Promise
of Executive Compensation 31 =34 (2004) (S HEEREFREEA A NS
Fo # [ % ); James D. Cox & Harry L. Munsinger, Bias in the Boardroom:
Psychological Foundations and Legal Implications of Corporate Cohesion, 48 Law &
contemp. Probs. 83, 85 -108 (1985) (AN ALK &k F P £ B ALt R
W, BET AT FERA TR E R R AR R MES).

(215) Kenneth B. Davis, Jr. , Approval by Disinterested Directors, 20 J. Corp. L. 215, 216
(1995).

(216) Davies & Worthington, supra note 143, at 519.
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IRANE BEAE 00 SR S 0 ) 3 50 R i e BT A TT I, 25 R 3
O R T I 2 Ak W B AR AT 8 B RS I , T BR AR A A B R 3L S, 75 W JC A
FRRHFM O E WAR D23 oh P g 27 R FH R R EFH AT L HH
fhFEFH LI M E 2 ARAH RS MR AR BT 3R A5 B S i e J0 R
ARTA] R 02 [ OR) 0GR 38 o B 22 e R Ot 38 = 1 [ 3 iy A 2
JBAR IR 3k SEARTR] Y25 i R R R B, JO A T OC 28 38 < 1 [m) 20oKe A 1)
O R FRAT LA SN T T B 2 0 2 A 3 5,21 R R 5 G R
IR B 1 A I, A 2 55K B [R] A sk A7 2 P PR IR
iy 219)

R EBFBUE IR ERIE B T HIR S ) E i m A HF X RER T
SRARTTA SR A B SMETE 3L, AR4E S - K 4615 404 2% (a)
P E, IF 2% A8 5y 25 B 4r ( United States Securities and Exchange
Commision , SEC) ZL3R /3 I XA 12 T1 3£ I 28 5 AT i, Horp
A B TR DRI S 58 by v 08 S alOR A 4 ) 4 1) KR
i 20 AR AR DR T PR GO N B R £ R A R T E R

(217)  See infra notes 221 —23 and accompanying text.

18) EFEXZEFLAHMGHER. KON, BN ZE LR A EHHmH, X LH
BEMNUENEXRANRAREREATRAZENMENEEKX T

(219) Enriques et al. , supranote 2, at 154 [“ARE& £ EH L B s EHER I HRENELEEL
FlEEEA ERA T, BT8R A R MNEENAE X R EE A
ML, B sy i F F LWL AT AR 2R A HE) X 5, AT FKE
ELWRAE ], EAFZEATRET, MAKR - A4 4 (Amir Licht) 1A % , Kahn v.
M & F Worldwide Corp. 88 A.3d 635 (Del. 2014 ) £ 42 1 thy 7 \ H| i & & % 0 & 7%,
RHWXNHFEREARNEARIEEZRBEMNRELZBERERRBRY  TAZE
%t 5% 4N F @ 4, See Licht, supra note 61, at 44 —45. X — W & 5 bk 54 — %,
KAR G XA EEZREF RS ERRETAR, T A ZIEA LT, A EH
BURERFRPEREY T FAECERLN T 20 ERENH", 1d atdd &%
M, A A AR A FRFETFEN", Id at 14, 1Fh" — A0 E N A A
ZAERNT 1. at23, X MERE X G R H W e TEARERFRY AL L
P TE B e R AR R,

(200 17 C.F.R. § 229.404(a) (2019). ZHBERKMEAEF MG REEARY K F
CHEART, AXRKREES,
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fi " I EOR TR EEANA B R AL PV EIZE ) iz s T H RS
by, B 52 B 2 5 AR BR JEE 69 51 41155 £ ( de minimis exceptions ) f) 52
M (22 B, S - K AR5 404 4% (b) 3REDR 2~ RIIR L 28 R
lHHEHERR YR 5 404 4% (a) P B4 B (M AT ) 52 2 IO

Y R ZWAERFRLAR M ST B LT 2 FSR U T BT BOR , R 7 56
RH A A HFSUER RS A RS 1§00, I EAGE S &)
LR TTIE TR X LA 5y o X — wi el i B AL £ A
100 ZRAEHFRLAE I T AL 1 LT 22 RIAR PG 2R 404 2% ZORAE Y A4 45 5% 2t
P AN AIESE Y (2 TR SE Rl A 93 ZEN Rl BORE S o il &
o3, UHR IR i o, H A T Al — 7 SE ool Tl Gl 2 12 5 600)
M BRI G, I R RIS b (20 AR 144 5% (a) (1) FOF
AREEA TR REE SN S5 URE AR AN 2 E R
W EBEE, IR S5t (A, ER R B R ZBOCH FE R R HHN
Al S TREAS TP AT 48 2% WA S0 R 3 5C R B S 1 AT IR PR 1, X
B S DR UE T AT A B S 2 i 2% % 2 9 ) R AR ORE el OB R OC R SR AR
2 REAS R A A R AT REARL RGN 1 2R B0 BR A, (H TC 2 45 B e ik,
PR 22 2620w FURAR S S — K 28 i ML SE i34 1 HESCH D7 B, i
BT PR PR B o JCI U], AN SRS eS8 5 B S0 95 I — M 3 O R
T, R AT S 1 BRI LA AT ] B 5 2 2 5% 2 9 1) SoHy ph M) 5

(221) See Min, supra note 192, at 717 [} % 404 (a) X P W EE M ER E N HFLES XL
T b Fu T R B AR E A A

22 EBZGHRANFLFAEERNEEANG, BHEF R G F(Ftgx Ewad) i
RG EFRBETERGAFTEHARARGEFA G, AFXEFTEX G FF
WA —Fl 3 BEhEE, 17 C.E.R. § 229.404(a) (2019) [ Instruction 6 to
Ttem 404 (a) |.

(23) 2018 457 A, 3t S&P Capital 1Q {4 & DL T3k f e AR o 2 4 & F BLIR AL 2 (1) A ]
T (2) R G P (A L A 8) 5 (3) AT E M AR e N, BB IF e 45 R P 4
I 7 NYSE Arca #1 Pink Sheet LLC kw7 ehy /A5 (B % £ HEH AT ), H4 LEYAM
EALEHR G BNk wAREARTY LW, WHF %% 2623 NN F LK,
MM#EFE-—TRAARAR, A TEMNBRAZEREHRRFERNA S H X, A
FHARMAIEY 14A R ZHA, ETHRNERLT, AFE T HBAE LT KB K
(¥ AENF Mk LK) . See infra Appendix A.

(24 HLBFRAAFAEFLHERE NG , XEXHAWUANSFEEARZR,

(25 xF#—FWEELEE, 5 NHE,
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KAEFAREN M HERRER T REFLE AL
(15 i SR 0t ] AR AR A G R H BT
5y 20 XSS5 5 H A SR AR — 2 27

i, SE SR AT 22 W B9 I T7 BUR AL 45 26 404 45 F e i H Fs8
Gro ERUE, " TATHY A FG B 22 5323 B0 >4 [ 368 At o A A S B O 52
Hy7, LTI 2575 JE A N 3R, AL A1) 7 56 2R T 2 1A M) 4 DA R R A1)
2F-(arm’s length) SR BT 2650 2 %8 R "l BRI 48 1L S
T o BB 5 5 A ) G R R A S R 25 o I A 5 ()

55 404 25T B SRR T5 BOR — M 2OR M T 56 R 4 - E R A 3RsC
Hy AR R A RS RO A R E Y], JA TR R
Y [R) T A 25 144 (a) (1) Z5 A RLRE B REBH R 58 5 ZRAT 1 b 1 1 £
P BETT B 1R R 14 [ AL, R[] 558 S 70 A A iz 4 O 1 4 BESR S
B R E S RS o SR, A IESE R W, A 25 R HO ] B9 2 W) 25 AR IR
AT AT [R) J AR 2 vl JC A 355G 28 35 1 Hh 09, (FL R 8 2 o~ A7 1) SQ BB 7
B . 25 B I SE B Y R A LA A ] R RE A, o SR e TR A TR
LIl REAT SR ZL A ShALRAR 51 AR IBOIC A T 5 2 4 55 5] 27 /4 51l 4
I

FEDE[E AR 1R i o 2 BE T, A8 5 R ] LA R £5 an F 7

?{Z—‘—\‘

a0
Al B X

pus

.

"/
N
Y|

e
B
=)

&
So

(26) See, e.g., Bainbridge, supra note 26, at 157 (“H &R X G RV 2B R ENEE L,
AR, CNEEFREEMNANTYTR”). X —H kG RN HE RIS
oW — Rk EE B,

(27) &3 - §(Geeyoung Min) #F %8 7 2012 4 U & 500 52N 5 6y B4, R A K £ % 8 &
RoHEETH EAEXF EEARNER LR E, AT #% R DGCL % 144 4 =
MEFFWE A& #7, Min, supra note 192, at 731. #F 2 , A H H AL 5
P REAKREZE R GHRET EFAEXREENRE, RELAEXRESFHE
WERFENGER S, CMNUEFRKEMNEXRZAEFRENR LA —EEH,
A b & T R

(28) Bank of Am. Corp., Definitive Proxy Statement ( Schedule 14A) 31 (Mar. 12,
2018 ), https;//www. sec. gov/Archives/edgar/data/70858/000119312518078695/
d501004ddefl4a. htm [ https://perma. cc/2ANS - NBZJ |. Z B % #l 2, £ R % 5
BRABAAFERT R EAF ARy, THERE, 1d

(229] See Corporate Governance Guidelines, Bank Am. Corp. (Oct. 25, 2017), http://
investor. bankofamerica. com/static — files/652e9258 - edfd - 45b4 - aed5 -
62fc54e4d2fc [ https:// perma. cc/LS7T -7EBL].
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P SME I 2 — : i B (ad hoe ) JBEZR [R] B w8 3 1) G A HE =f 48 5 M) i 1%
TE o RRAEXS 237 KU (4 i3 50 A, 85— ) S 155 T A8 T B e i A2, D9 A i
IR 5 5 R ARG Y 58 5 B P LR LR B o AR T RE A HiAth 2
FHRATER, P AT 2 RS T 34 B AE 2 A B B Bl e, JLF A
FEAETHO IR B 23 T ]I, 5208 53 2 40 35 ) 730G AR #2551
JERBMELE . TR [, DUALRA £ 98 & 0T PRI A A7 ol B AN i 2 i
A IS ARSHURR, DR M BBEAR [ SRk ol 51 S5 HE ) 2 i 5 0 A AT T
3173 20

FEDEE iy T2 AR R 8 R A 5 B O A IR AR M 1 A 7 3 1) 52
Prffede. S it 7R 788 B2 YW ( management buyouts, MBOs ) it
AT B T —SESIERRAE , B AT O AT A I SE ] S M I 7 A 1 U
BL B0 A5 BRSO 2 R B ) B S 5y, RO A BN R A2 A5 N DL
TS5 T WO w2 5 B A S T R 5 [ 2 i e 12
WEZRB SR A AR T 75 b, A S A RT§E e X
B 1 32 Ty AN T T A 3 R e i, HCRE A8 1T LK IR 4T Y A
JE[EMSEE , A E R R EF AN R AW EE MO, F%
b TR SE By, MBO WU I R Hhy — A28 IE Bl 57 3 2 4 0 2= DR

(30) RH AT - 5% ¥ (David Kershaw) # W4 HE G F TR EX - %,

(B1) EBRBUEMNERLAHAEMBO ER Y ERL G, EFH1MHE THEM N8
# % % . See Guhan Subramaniam, Deal Process Design in Management Buyouts, 130
Harv. L. Rev.590, 650 =53 (2016) (3titH x % AM &, HARE S 144 F R I %
5 MBO 48 T HEZ ).

(232) See, e. g., Getting a Take Private off the Ground in the UK, Gibson Dunn (Dec. 18,
2018), https;//www. gibsondunn. com/ getting — a — take — private — off — the — ground —
in — the —uk/ [ https://perma. cc/FK9V - W3A3] (ZXR AT EEAF LN R E
EET).

(233) AR IR B 2 T pk LA E IR R R 2 8 3B B (MBO) , 3K EAE 1 &
S5RBATHR G, EREERESFFNLSAEBZITASEXRIGHEEA,
N B AL SR B AR R B
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SE I LR BT 9800 29 AR AR AL U AT il 2 2R 3R
TR A2, AH B R 2S5 1 Rl ™ E A A TOH) 3 6 R 9 o ]
LA PR 1 358 5 i D (2

T IXEEIN R, Ja — Bl SME I —— 1 HAl 5 R A7 e 8R , of He HAth
BISMEIE EHAW G Ty R AR E R RERRMEE 2 A RS )™ 4
g, N A TP A R EF S H T X —GIMEE .

T A HEOOH T O AR A5 | g 3k ) T P 4 A AR S 49 S 155 1)
R4, R A IS U T JO R T ¢ 28 B S el A 8 = R A e 0

x4 ENZE ARSI 2R RIRF HES 5] SMER
S AS S P [E A8 11 45 w2 )

LR/ MR B 2R AR L,
IR I E LR ER RS

2. [ B AR B H RS S 1 DL, I AR AR IR B
[l &

3 IEMISE A AP

L ) HAWEE = 9l B H A5 1Y
L

2.l B AR A R AR AL S T
O, IFAAFBEAR A

WL FEE LT, XA SME TR &8 IAE A R b, See supra notes 157 —
80 and accompanying text ({fiif T X LEFIMEL AT Z M) . AR TE: , X —BISMEIE
#EFE DGCL %6 177 4, See infra Part II. E.

2. ARYEAS IE 25 M E A FIA T2 00 A AR R TR R B AME Y (AR
PR BB AMETE AN ) R T-15 A k8 1) S e 26 B A ] 1E S R ek B g i

B Z e MO R H S 2 T SR IO T S R F Y [F]
J LAGRE G S DAL ) R0 T 0 S A DO ) 1) JFC Al 4 45 o

(234) % T #E 1§ IN,see generally Matthew D. Cain & Steven M. Davidoff, Form over
Substance; The Value of Corporate Process and Management Buy — Outs, 36 Del. J.
Corp. L. 849 (2011) and Lawrence Lederman & Barry A. Bryer, Representing a
Public Company in a Leveraged Buyout Transaction, in Leveraged Management
Buyouts: Causes and Consequences 111 ( YakovAmihud ed., 1989 ), See also
Subramaniam, supra note 232, at 650 —53 (2016). # 5 % & iy f 41, see Graham Gibb
& Charles Martin, Public - to — Privates, in Private Equity: a Transactional Analysis
221, 232 (Chris Hale ed. , 3d ed. 2015) (“H A EEZ UGN E — S H ZiL B E
ERUR—MEIWNESZEERL"),

(35)  EAALN E Ak R SCEA N E AL, T MBO, 3 S L X & 5 i AR AT Y
BB AER g, Olhn, EFLT G AEE X S, HEKMATRE £ EFAEH
Revion 3 4 Fo 3£ Bty ] % X 4, o R R 3R 8 A0 € 004k
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HIFENIE o AR T O 2 58 AR 1 SR AL R A 8, e el A1 56 [
5 St BERE AL 7 2z 1, A BT S AR IR AP AR 22 57 o ik
B2 SR A T 6 R EHE I BISMEE I 0 b ulid i r Y FE AL T
WA AT S A

(=) AFRIXREME

ST R B BLE] BOAFAE , 2 PR TR O R R S A A
PRSI 7 XA SMEIE T RER SCAR B2 (RO T2 A 1 A
AR AR | R A A1) 5 20 28 S T & (9 st HL A s, T L & A7 K AT g
EMEEAFE R RERENNBELS SENT R,

TELFH BET 2 3l R n] DU e [ 3RS 5 89 2 R R4 A
AL o ATTRNEUR: A8 1 i w2 LU AS €0 45 26 B AR IE IR 40X —
T ) 491 SRR 2 A 582 e o JBE L AR o

B, A NFTRES N, A SE Rk AR R A 1 5 ik H e
BLA, BIFE B 58 5 K A Jm A7 AR 2 - o A LA A S 491 S04 T2 o LA T
Mo BT (FRAERE —F) , AR LRSS R R E AR S
F 2 MR BISNE I (2 PR E B SRR [R5 2 X F F C R 4
R A ) T P I 1 AN o 3k TR 091 SR TR ) S N B R D
W5l F1. fedeE , A BE IR AR L F P S 45 R IR R i H
JFAEAE A o B, JUHJE R A BTl 23 w5 (20 [l i, 0 28 (R4
AL AT BE 2 #E 4 T T 52 2 v B AR A 0 A5 B 2> et i)
AT A R R AT E B o 7RG, XTRF R R EF N, Pk
UERH IR A ST, HES R E R . EX ARG T, 2 A 1952
Syl B E G R R AT S (R, R E G R AR A R AN
AISIAILLE A B2 5y A A, 38 3 1) Jo ) 35 6 R s P A G (5 B (R 38
e O R SR AT T [ J58) SRR 5 LA MEIE

KA R K S BN IR 2 LI R J7 B AF 27 FE 3 Se i il
S EME— T AT B BT AL AT R AP PEIE R . BN, £ — 5K i S

(236) See Law Comm’n & Scottish Law Comm’n, supra note 178, at 44 (“[& & A B &
REFERBFRERR, AHRAEKRE EWAFF.7).

(37) Cf. Brown, supra note 213, at54 (AN iLEZR B ARG A AR 2 EAFE
BEXKE).
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AT FOAE A 23w S AR U AR R] 5 R S A AT 52 Zy B L T
W] BB BEE PRI 5 PO AN n] BEAFAE O T 50 A B 3l B AR ok
TR AR A S (28 e T, Bk A A S mT LA AR T
B RO BB ZOR 22 5y ab A0 i To ) 35 6 2 i AR W] 22, 1B 56 R iX —
TR AR B 2

BEAh BL2 3 S AR T A A 5y AR BEFRAT 3 3 sl B AR [ =AY
TR ITE . TESEE, BT K AT REHs 58 5 8 58 40 AR #EAT 1%
S AR T, RAT NG AR 09 ) AP R AN T S iy AESG
PRI RE R PRI I (RS 7 SEBRIE AR A FPEIEWI I E T,
X PR A B A B A BT 22 5 HEF AR A IO T AL 2 I
RS IE R 32 B 7 B A7 AL 2 2 AT M RO T AT RE A A i 1%
ALYy 2O FER T RS UE W R B 1 RS LTS LR, A PR 2
PATR 3877 350l T, B 52 30 - 38 5 15 45 1R 52 oy AT vl g2 98 42 24
1 (240 X IE HOR AR i Ah . RATTE DB B R , AR
RIERPAT T AN VI35 AIRERE T ML 158 &) 58 4 0 F (22

B Z A B A , (B R i I AREE, B 2 - P
R SMEIE T # S B T REHEAT A 28 5 R MO 3k 9 A 22 5
o FEEBE RN P LP- BEAT 45 BHLECET i RLEE AL ) 14 3 =5 312 AT Ao

(238) xTFEMELHERA, S W, Lewis v. S. L. &E., Inc., 629 F.2d 764 (2d Cir.
1980) . A= 4E/¢ « 482 & (Randall Thomas) #73X — 7 I,

(239) x T3 [E 4%, see supra notes 135 —36 and accompanying text; 7 T I AT % #, & ,
see infra note 277 and accompanying text, % -F % [& %, see supra note 117,

(40) EIEEREH T RAFREF, EMERGT R WA T, FHATEL H B AN
SF”, Valeant Pharm. Int’l v. Jerney, 921 A.2d 732, 748 (Del. Ch. 2007).

(41) AR F g ZAM A FANEEFALEG-MERE, “THEERER G 7
ERAEXRZ(AREERBLRAEXZEENEE), BIXRARE LSRN AR
B WA L% A E X", See Clark, supra note 54, at 169.

(242) See generally Marciano v. Nakash, 535 A.2d 400 (Del. 1987) ; ACP Master, Ltd. v.
Sprint Corp. , C. A. No. 8508 - VCL, 2017 WL 3421142 (Del. Ch. July 21, 2017);
In re Trados Inc. S’ holderLitig. , 73 A.3d 17 (Del. Ch. 2013); Kahn v. Lynch
Commc’n Sys. , Inc., Civ. A. No. 8748, 1995 WL 301403 ( Del. Ch. Apr. 17,
1995), aff’d, 669 A.2d 79 (Del. 1995).

299



UE 25 80 (58 = TR 8)

A B XSO SR E A R IE T LSRR A R A 29 S T ke
TESE42 8 AR SCSCS5 IR AP AT A0 PR A T AR BRI TR AR A JE ik
e AR PR R T DU Y o A1 B (AR R AR N A - 1 B ) Fe )
WU KL IEBE” (courts of conscience) , 8 B2 EE M4 7 J I IE 4 74 24 55
S b U A AL SN B T B ) 1k B S S R R A 2
EAEBEHGE , AN A 5 Al DL " — 2B 58 5y Y M A, 003 HL
P 260 A58 By e A0 U0 IR 12 B AR 5 A% AR B AT A S R Y B R
oo St RIE ) AT, AL oo AR TE L B A B -
FAREN AL 58 IR, JEHOR 2 325 NS 585 X057 (19 25 35 A\ 5F
RS T8 SR BERAE AP A R B SR A X R A
Al RERY [ B 5 EMRER GBI E A CHEVRIOBL S . Rl 5 B Bef
FR B AT TN A 52 2 P 1) B — S S sl ] ST, X LB T, &2
Sy SIS ANV 58 5y 1 By U T A AN A AT T 52 5 2 1

(243) EXETITHNAFREATIRKEANEXREEIMARNRZH FEXRZEELTK
AU B AR B R 3R Bk KT f Tk A LR SR LA Y
# &M%, See infra note 253 and accompanying text.

(M) BrPEatE SN E ERIAE, BRI F RN T AL AMEAF F0 3R AF
AL B W B WA = F ., See J. D. Heydon Et Al., Meagher, Gummow &
Lehane’s Equity Doctrines and Remedies 74 — 84 (5th ed. 2015).

[245) See, e.g., In re Nine Sys. Corp. S’holdersLitig. , Consol. C. A. No. 3940 - VCN,
2014 WL 4383127, at %47 (Del. Ch. Sept.4, 2014) [ %% - W. i 47 4 (John W.
Noble) B WK “ A, WA FNHITHFRZGHFA TLAF, REETHERT
BATHREFERI ]

(246) Bomarko, Inc. v. Int’l Telecharge, Inc., 794 A.2d 1161, 1183 (Del. Ch. 1999)
(“HRGAATF LB N AT).

(247)  Valeant Pharm. Int’l v. Jerney, 921 A.2d 732, 748 (Del. Ch. 2007) (*#4wn# 1 f &
WHETEWTHRG AT E RO 5T R, RIEA A AR F -
ENR G ENFARREGEE, MW2ARRERAEFRAATFETERET EE).

(248) William Penn P’ship v. Saliba, 13 A.3d 749, 758 (Del. 2011); see also Kahn v.
Tremont Corp. , 694 A.2d 422, 432 (Del. 1997) (“M4t, K F 2 5% 5 Mtz 4
E—R,UETHEREENRE—FET, AR ERSRANNET T AT
F AL F 4 R”) ; HMG/Courtland Props. , Inc. v. Gray, 749 A.2d 94, 116
(Del. Ch. 1999) (& 94 7 3k #1 3k k89 A F 25 5 & & T 7 b 3O 4 89 K%
BT AR LT RN B R AAFH,ERGRIAT T
NF).
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Wl RSk, B SR R A 5 1 JCHM 3 G R n] B I TR B 58
ST SR E KRR W LA 5 A W LA, LA G 8 A w] R A
oo S22, 5 BEA AP BISME T A i B2 AR LE , 1 i A1) 355G 2 2 2 a LA
PEATHE Z s B RS S o OB TR AE A PR A 22 T o Bk
E , O KR HF ] e AR AR IE T 3 v o

M2 BsE, BE R A A RS 5 B TEA FE R Rk T HAb %
PR AR MR I TEAAL P . B RIZ R ME LA S 2 B IR, (H e o
AR WE N T F X R R AT N MER e SR X T
FIE R R EHARUL, AP IEIE — B2 R 58 5 i —Fh A R BA W51 )
(T BE; B ORI KA B9 98 1 A 0 5 1 1) 45 2R AR 1) 2 AR B OIG B KU, T
L, 1 Bead 7 S H P SL A A RS B E , A2 xHE 4 R A A5 )
ToR KRR Z AU 3 A W AT — A 50 JERH R
JLT-BA B AR O B ST C 254 W B 22 5 EIE T il il A g
S5 I VAR A TS Ty (AR B 2 15 [R) 52 oy IR I IR A i, I
LB B SN B R E ) o NI, 2P PR & R R A FE G R
T AR B PR SR D0 R B SEAE , AT 82 i A AT T AT S, i
WL AL P (B AP 5

TERFIRTE O, 3 A Aof ) J3€ 1) FH O KT AT BT AN [l o SV it
BRIV 2Pk B S 4 2 TS ) 1 S AT O, e 20T 25 R 3] i il JBE 22 1)

(2490 HT MRk FELERX, KAMTFRLTUREL B R AP, RELF L
X % #& AN F 1] ,see In re Dole Food Co. Stockholder Litigation, Consolidated C. A.
No. 8703 - VCL, 2015 WL 5052214, at *34 n.26 (Del. Ch. Aug.27, 2015), #E
MR AR E 5 7 ETERERE IR L HRDNRE, 1d

(250) See, e.g., J. Travis Laster, The Effect of Stockholder Approval on Enhanced Scrutiny,
40 Wm. Mitchell L. Rev. 1443, 1448 (2014) (% X#® K H AT EEA 3 EHRR
AT AW B ) ; see also Bainbridge et al. , supra note 125, at 602 ( “ B {# 72 3 & &
WRBW RS AN AG EFFFREAMNEFRRNEE.).
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75 1 [ (1 4 Jr (litigiousness ) s 1 I i 8l 22 5 B0 S A7 W] RE
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OV JEE A BELE AR AE SR W], BT RE LU 1R A i e R U ) 5y
e, R REA RHOMBH L A A5 o B, 56 ik Be 2 1 41 £ ] 58
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FIE LR BRI, H ARG M T 54 3t 0 Fp A7 £ 5242 ALY
T T 1 R A LR A A e S I B AT B LR OC R R

[251) See infra Part III. D.

(252) See, e. g., Martin Gelter& Genevieve Helleringer, Corporate Opportunities in the U. S.
and in the U. K. : How Differences in Enforcement Explain Differences in Substantive
Fiduciary Duties, in Research Handbook on Fiduciary Law, supra note 137, at 331.

(253) See Melvin Aron Eisenberg & James D. Cox, Corporations and Other Business
Organizations: Cases and Materials 523 (10th ed. 2011) (B {d 78 45 fir 42 M, 4 7T 6
ALEEARBEX G HEEARERMEX RN, TERHLE 7).

(24) Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 177(1) (Eng. ).
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VAT ELAT AR AN FE it DA R SR Y SRS, o
T FH P AE U SO R 5 A A R A M B AT 6E LU AS 1) 25 vh 5 8L
W A B AME T A B o BB I BE ik A o 144 (a) (1) Z5H15
144 (a) (2) 2 F W BIAMETE I B0A TR B IR 2 FEAs (20 X e 5] M TE
MBI 455 sl 0 W B 0] ( British Journal of Radiology , BIR) ££4, )z
M5 50 8 A F 38 55 AN MR e 84 27 X R e R A M L A iR A T 114
WL ZR 58 Bl (1 332 5 19 8] T ORI G R RO 1 A AR
IR R ARV A RV A INEE 5y o SR, TERFREARIH |, IXRR OGS 55 144
(a) (1) &M% 144 (a) (2) K300 APk A i, LT AR 790 S fdt |
B A B R R A O R E A H 2L S )

RIEER 144 (a) (1) 58050 144 (a) (2) ZRMBIIMEIE N H 4R 0L T
B AW R4 (B R 9 22 1) 2R B, el JC )3 OC R 5 [ B 19 22 &) ml fig
T R ER 144 () Z5RLE  AEATY 5 8 i 7 A A 24 ) 35 G % 52 By Al 1) 7T g

(255) See supra notes 182 — 85 and accompanying text. £ AT EME T, FlEx 2 E F 8
BB E(HEN) BOT I THRATNREZ2 WA X AR THAZHMNE,
See infra Part . E. 7£ % 38 3% T, 7 A ) B 22 8] B9 b Ak X 209008 T, B O R E A 8
ERRAZELAAG T ARRHNEFURA G RREZRNEZACHERR S, #F,
HATA S FEE A Z KA X7 ENE,

(256) See supra Part II.B.

(257)  ARIFICAP L, S0 E T FF % R R SOAE U & 57 0 T DA R AT Y
i fl . See Cinerama, Inc. v. Technicolor, Inc., 663 A.2d 1134, 1154 (Del. Ch.
1994) (“HEFE 144 FWHELLREZEET LB L AHMNGHEER,; AR
HEARATFHFTAEESLTRE"). FRW R, AEAAENA, F 5 H T Kahn
v. Lynch Communication Systems % 1%, Inc. , 638 A.2d 1110, 1154 (Del. 1994) ,i%
EOHREGERRETHEXR RN EGHZ G, TELLNE 144 F A EEERA N Y
KK G (H P45 )., See also Clark, supra note 54, at 169 ( AR 4 4 4 48 M
BUTERKMTURE,BE 144 ARENR S T2 % RAE L, Lk
FEREFEL G N ATHIAME L TR ; Davies, supra note 27, at n. 48 (“ 4w
MAE D= FEH A EXG LR R TEZLNEE, ERMERR SN
LN HATHEE,).

(258) Eisenberg & Cox, supra note 256, at 523 (“ A1 kA Hp-e-ee- F D AR N 2 4,
THEXRZREENRABEALMEEREFEFRLZGREFEALHNLAF").

(259) See supra note 127 and accompanying text.
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Gk S A ST R X — A L, A iR 700 [ 255k — [ A
R T A A T O Rk R R R OR AR 144 KL
SE "R (EIFAGE AN, — A5 W RE S ARAT A 144 iRy (H L n]
RES AR5 TTHE . TERXFIIEE T, i B 2 20l o A58 5 e fn s ik
LY 1) 0 TR A T, 20 HIAS Rl (AR AR D) BIAMETE . & Tix
—HERE , AH E T FE R, G 5 O 28 7 R S AE 2 ™ A,
“HESFER 144 (a) (1) ZRMRLE A — 8 25 | AR ICSE By 1 T Ll 1 W
A7) PR, FERLLEF AL, 28 V- i BE 32 A AT BE UK 1R 25 5 o
JEE T T A% 24

(F) REMTERE

(2006 473 A ) FEARRFRIE 1K o 3515 5T AT 9 S8 ik A2 B SC
A, B R 55 3 A BRSO, of 2 St n 1 — i 55 2 i A
A H M LA 177 ZREORM T 0 Z2 H o 1v) AU o = 20 il Ot Bl L

(260) In re Cox Commc’ns, Inc. S’holdersLitig. , 879 A.2d 604, 615 (Del. Ch. 2005) ; see
also Cumming v. Edens, C. A. No. 13007 — VCS, 2018 Del. Ch. Lexis 54, at 46
(Del. Ch. Feb.20,2018) [“AREEFENZ, EFH 144(a) (1) FHF—EF
B A E K R 2 5 E W W & ] A KL By L 3F 40 7, see Rohrbacher
et al. , supra note 97, at 719 =22 (GA HARAEH 144 FHAT 8 907 1 Bl T 7% 2 5 ik
AT

(261) Cox Commc’ns, 879 A.2d at 615.

(262) 1Id.

(263) Cumming, 2018 Del. Ch. Lexis 54, at *49.

264 B—ANBEZREEXHEEANL FEE, ARARELRYT, £E A TFH EHE
FEEBRAE, REH THEXREFRFENHHK S, See supra note 97. K &y
WA e TIRF:CEA T EENAGER R RT R, X —EXTHEK
KR S vel D 3 B ) FE BT 3E R B B B KX % B B Y £ J# . See Hosp Prods Litd. v.
US Surgical Corp. (1984) 156 CLR 41, 103 (Austl. ) ( ZERK“up % 09 LM SL R 7
#1£”) ; Boardman v. Phipps [1967] 2 AC 46 (HL) 124 (Lord Upjohn & # [&] 3% —
M) (Eng. ) (EXR“EEAEHFRARM"). WIRE KBRS T 2 LA 550 R
MU EREE., v E N EE ERANE T RE M, David Kershaw, Lost in
Translation: Corporate Opportunities in Comparative Perspective, 25 Oxford J. Legal
Stud. 603, 623 -24 (2005).

(265) Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 170(3) (Eng. ).
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54528 FIHSAE B sl DS e (9 ) 4 1k B R R JE 200 5 5 177 R R
SR i RN 8 T L D) A~ s £ SR A ) 207 —— 3kt K 2
fr3d S YA P AR IR i v S ML A R, T A SR i s S T IR v B R
SU55 ()T 1928 4E5 1) 280 AR b, 35 5F 55 177 S5 AR E vl LAGE
FAZ T G T RAH I RO 1A i v S MO A RS SR B W AR B S
[l BEAE 29 m] LA E B, i L EOR M H S R E R PR L AR S
A i e SRR 700 ] I A A A5 uE A TR Ae B o KT, TR D e
P 55 [a AL 45 — A S8 I AT — A~ 1 SR - Bl A 58 B ek
Ot T -5 38388 3 M AR TR B9 i 58 ) B AR 0] 3 5 2% o = i) G Al 8 =
e AT A A 2 7 B 27

PR HLE T HABBIAMETE o 16 5, 2% w) AT i R A s A
177 250038 o HRAESE 180(4) (b) ZR Y RLRE , 2R 2% w5 78 4 35 4k 3
Fl g i 9 (0 A5, S A A e AT — R IR L P Al (=it T ) 19

(266) Id. § 177(1); see Palmer’s Company Law, supra note 37, 78.3104 ( % #7{2006 %
NB ) B NTT 4 R T AT By 25 R A 5 o M A TR AL B E R ). B
EEAGRRANAIARNE RS, EREE 15 K, e EHGERLFMRKEA,

“ORF R E A L B BOR R A B R R %%D*JL/\EMT%JO See Companies Act 2006, c.
46, § 175(2). A EF G RANBK XA AL ERNTEREX F, Id. § 175
(3).

(267) Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 178(1) (Eng. ).

(268) Id. 3 -F % % L 4%, see supra notes 167 —71 and accompanying text, {2 ,3X # x F
AR L EY T A 2R ) el B LR A 4, See Stafford & Ritchie, supra note 4,
at 43 —44.

) FHEAAE, W RBEFE T FWAE , ZXGEAB VA RERFET LR LT E
Ji 7k R B S v B A F R T A # 7 . Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 180(1)
(Eng. ).

(270)  See supra note 269 and accompanying text.

@7 7’:7' —FMEEREFHBELSANANEL G P HRENHEEL, hEMINEEER

%177 %W E R 4T T # % . Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 182 (Eng.). 5% 177
FWA AR HRE 182 4% B3 2, B4 & B i K4 B A 55 ok RN T 7= 4
LA LR T ET AT, See Id. § 183(1).
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FEART 1 P AN S - — RS (72 HR R AT LIRSS 5 Z B sl 2 J
(Rl AR AN i S AR LS55 1958 o (20 A [m) T (Ao ) T A S 2 i
H %(?‘%}Z)E’\J‘%RF BEL MM ERLREF NFABHACHTHN

BEAT A HEE 3l i — A W 3 A2 1 27

S b BEAEAR AR B b 5 d ik AR B s T —
B BRI, IF A3 T OIAMETE o % RE Al A RS B TEAL, [l SR
2 X 14 A (E AN SRR B G AR S r) A R R £ R (1%
Rk A5 ISR ) s ARAT AL By (1 IR 1) e I [+ 8, ik A2 2 )
BEARPRUE B SME T Z — , AT LAGR R AR OC 3 S i 54T 2 IR e
AR DX AE T, BRI T 3 VR A 8 50 AR Tl a1 JO M) 5 6 AR R
HE SR NG A Rl SR, 1728 F) B L T AT AR S8R Y
BISMFETE (2 B 22 R T AR AR T ML E , 7 ] o Bl R T 3 7 451 b
e .

sy i B RUE I BIAME L 38 W 28 5 405 LART 0 A 2 il €
BISMEIE , A28 53X A0 200 25 4Rt B A7 B ey DA S vk ol 2 Ay L
PAE -5 BT B3 8 VA A 2 AN ] o

(272) 1d. § 180(4)(b). G EF@m&EHE —#, M A EROSNE 5 FEHNENFAE
FTHEW, EHSEARZTFHERISFRERERAENAR AR, AR EAEMN
#1,% ,see supra note 137, R 4E(2006 £ A5 %), % 232 £ 01 5 ST L EEMUN T
BAREREEEAEAFREEATURAZROEL, e, REAE
HAG N ERENGUEALERN A R T EEMUN S EHE”, Companies
Act 2006, c. 46, § 232(1), (4) (Eng.).

(273) Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 180(4)(a) (Eng.).

(274) SeeId. § 239(4). XA RAF MR F T R E T UE A A0 F 8wy A E 2,
CATRT 2 239 Kb T8N —3/, 1 A £“ /R —1,

(275 RAE(2006 £ AFEK)E 180(5) &, Ak HMERER Y ZHER", TN
BLIE R % 177 %898 E . 1d. § 180(5).

@6) ELFEFHATURTALERFRZASNER, R EELBEFHET —H (2N
FARDZFH) -
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(=) AREFANRFG

PR EEE TR T A A 1k A A b 5 AL U2 S R0 £ 3 3k
5 LT ST IR vh G U AR R 1) T sk 2 T B AME TR (i T R
T G B BSMEIE S bk T A 5% 2% 28 5 S0 oML I fry +h B ), B
e R g A OC HE S A SR i L A FR A 5y BT o SO F AN 2 0 [l il 2 5
Pr EARTERS . WO EAROM L # R W A ALY X FALE T,
15 SCHLIN AT DL X5 b3t X 53 A7 4 A 5 1952 B, T3 T8 B0 7t 11 1 2% 1k )
gt SR 2 ) A 20 7l JBE By BLME T o, 2 IR
ALY X PR AU 1 JFIE N T A FAS 5 ISR

IR, R 2T — B, 2 Pk R DX 30 A 5 [ £ Sk
(4 F2 ZRAE PPOE G SME T ME LA S B P s kR s i sh il 7R 6,
A AU S (MBI T30) RRAG M H R E X A KL S
TR o 2 1 RO S48 1k ) 45 v S ML) g B i P LA AR, B 35
KAHMF S TR TMEXLREHRFE AR . WL, L5
WL AP HUN S BAT 55 S, B REAS B Rl OF BELAE A Fe 52 5, o
T R AR, BN R A R i e S LU B R S LR A R R T
A H— R R TR Y o JCIAT IS SE PR ARG S T 11 58 145 S0k
A8 B A T AT S R B A 00 S 22 e 1 H A {51 SR Y T
JFHE  FEARZ i B8 Y — RO T , T K 455 1 M) 2 o 5 MLty 2848 AR
1 il B2 L ) A

HAT 23X W H R AR E AR e B 75 I8 20 A8 1R 15 b 5 HL I
IR S BRis S IE 7 AT 25058 4o BF 5 ik 26 1) B2 14 52 B s T

(277) See supra Part [I.D (X FAM&E).

(278) See supra note 68 and accompanying text.

(279) See Davies, supra note 27, at nn.30 =31 (¥ “£ELFHANTHFEN L B X LA E
EW kAR R E S EREE R EZ RN XESE”).

(280) See supra notes 60 —61and accompanying text.
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T LAFZ Bt HC 33 ) S gl O D A 4 R B A IE | LA K B AIME B A DG I 28
ISR BILR] o JEH I [ 38 3 vk R AT A 23w S 5 2R FH 5 A 2
O J R AT F 35 T, B SRR, SR F AR A 4 25k XA LA 2 T
D WIS

Ho— BRI R I — 7 2 ) IR BRSBTS 2 B T 3538
BT ) 2 ) 2 B, T 87 3 2 3 D ) A LR A T 3 114 S e A vt
HEAT ORISR 5 A Ak . H = fE T iz AR AL AME IR 2
Hl, A 3 S Bk X AR ) 2 1 2 R 00 7y I 00 B A% 1 S iR D]
FFAEIE I v DLSR I 4, w2k Be A2 2 TR 1) T 51 - Aberdeen
Railway Co. v. Blaikie Bros. & ,iX4& 19 20 IR — R4, 5 M —FK
VA A8 T SRR ) P Y B R AR 2 | o WUR A E AT S I TR S 10T
NN S TR B/ IR (N S a1 R AN DN SRRy 22 ] N S
A, B2 T £ 8 R0 SE VR DU Fry 35 1T, 3 vl 3 e 72 Wb 3L 5 1 A
T XS S I B 520

ZEALLI) i UL T BB 235 e 2 AR SRS S ] v B R A O T T A R
TR A58 A ERAE A1 25 w2 ) B2 Ao T, 22 PEIE I A E 52 42X
REEGI RG], F58 bR 7 ESFIESR Bl )l 2 BER ]
HRRER NI EXRARZASPEH AR S M. R, FAR
X SEE AL OCE AT R SR X — 450 . S M RIS AT AT
HT A S OO0 X A T SR R e o A 1 R

(Z)RFEIEFIZFRRANE A FN 2 $5IRERF

W 22, K2 R AR LA 25 SR 5 2 RO 4 IS T |
FRATTHE A FEAE 11 25 i 58 LI 5 2 P R0 22 [l 25 A8 B 5% T 22 7
T2 [va) R ) P 45 R RIS P ) L, PR, ZE 7 2245 SO, oy ) ek AfF
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FEAHME T ] FH A R HLfelE R 0 (80 i, A L3 A FE T 1 28 1k R
i PPN 5 28 W 0 A RN Z R SR A AT B AR BRI AT S
PRI T () R GIAMEE . FEfEFE D, X LB MG TG BB
152 285 AT LA RS [R) 7R 25 1 9 38 S, DT HE 53 A 9000 DU iy 7™ s 2
3R B2 V2 NG LI A 3838 50 1 B L 28 19 T B 0 i B
R TR AR TE AR e — B 7 7 A S R 7 X 00 AT 25 A
TSR RE LT 5 — N A S5 8 2 F, A AT T A AR A T 1 L
ST AR, F052 1, 290 B0 SE e A FE L h 48 51 T 3k 28 4] SM
T, BEMTHERR T 45 SCRRIHBE 09 7™ k8 15 , 76 28 w1 T IR AR 2
SETEBISMETE 1T P S FAR L , T RE & S 8ER AT R SE 5 4022 %
X RO RO A o FEAR YR i, R i 3 X557 (distinguishing

(281) LA, LT 4RI A xt iy B4R E A Gk RAN A FAMBEA 7RG £E
ARENB ETHEAMM, R AANETRAG L TN FEELEZR, BHE
JRA& + i & (Holger Spamann) 48 X — Wf#, REAE THAEX QAT TR
KT RATRGREFTIG, RARAZARELAFTNH ., BH,UTEib0TE
453 MY BB A IS B 38 5 8 R U SR O BB R U S, T B R & R A
WAANH E RN 2 RmAF . ELE RIARFENENE T ARBE D K
WE &R T, TR R AL R 114 % 15 By R E
#| & . See generally Suren Gomstian, Contractual Mechanisms of Investor Protection in
Non — listed Limited Liability Companies, 60 Vill. L. Rev. 955 (2016 ); Mohsen
Manesh, Contractual Freedom Under Delaware Alternative Entity Law: Evidence from
Publicly Traded LPs and LLCs, 37 J. Corp. L. 555 (2012) ; Peter Molk, How Do LLC
Owners Contract Around Default Statutory Protections?, 42 J. CORP. L. 503 (2017).

(282) See Restatement ( Second) of Trusts § 170(1) cmt. t (Am. Law Inst. 1959); Id. §
216(1).

(283) £ %ib A5 Ak A A o R (S — Al 5 ) MU A2 7 (35 R R # ) AU A AR R R, B L
I (Langbein ) 7#a 32 37 | (Leslie) KA, BFRAFZ i AHHHLLEABF R F,
Langbein, supra note 6, at 963 —65; Leslie, supra note 7, at 565. $A 7, 145 4 7
R g o B DU SRR, X FE Y B R R U R B ROR & 3& k{5 F |, Langbein,
supra note 6, at 938 —39, 963 —65; 3 & Al KW, X FE FIL W T 20 Al o R
N E“H R, Leslie, supra note 7, at 565. ki, HH HEHF R, B AFZ
BN SEIE BB B R 5 AR, AT S B A G R U e R, DL E A L
EEERER PN G FE 24 s, B IUE A, b — F 35 AL e 5 5 B
Z AL 2 1R 2 TR A AL, Ldngbein supra note 6, at 963 — 68, {2 & Il [
75 $K A 4 AT — B A Xt T J& — BN 77 72 B MR 3T B9 18] AL, Langbein, supra note 6,
at 951 —52, 958 -62.
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obligation) . “ F} & #% & " ( defining concept) FI “ J& 8] — Y1 1y X 47
(overriding duty ) (2 X 5L 0SB SR OB T 32 A NEE OGO AN AR
fE AR AZ 25 AR RS X PR < GBS T LA 20735 Jf B 7E 28 F il 25
PAEFIIN & LI 23k o 27 BRAHF 5T 1Bl 58 45 JE A T Ak 55 (1 Dy g (%)
FIN S BT DL R e L5546 Q] 26 37 R0 3 A A5 A 7 4 i )
SRINT, AN A2 A5 NG5l A S E T2 | b A1) 550 2 00 3k S0 3R R D) 17 35
o BMEAATI58R 22 A5 AESZAATTRT LA H A T2 T3 S 4 X
ST R o RAETS I 0 SR RS [R], AE X R AR AP A B T o [ 58
Bl Aol SE B P RFAIE o 0 [ 2 R AR L T DA ) AR B, TR HL AR N
15 SO W AL R SR 2 SE 4 MBI AME TEAETE | o Rl ik Sefk . R4S
B[] 25 24 1 ZE A0 F B AR 1 25 b 2 U] ELAT S8 2 04 7 A 1 R A, R
XA RESE H TAHOCA AR RETE A vl R rh B G AME L . M5 2, LT
WA M IAY BT 5 b At ik, BRI E A, AR
A by i G2 JROR R 5 e ) 2 2 % e 1 MBBO T 7 56 173X — i 2K 1k
il i SR DU X LA ke oy BELA: 19 3K 28 5 0 T O RE 22 | DR 245 N8 i 234k

[284) Mothew v. Bristol & W. Bldg. Soc’y [1996] 75 P & CR 241 at 254 (Eng. ) (“% 1z
AH B F 47 B L% ) ; Australian Sec & Invs Comm’n v. Citigroup Glob Mkts
Austl Pty Ltd. [No.4] (2007) 160 FCR 35, 78 (Austl. ) (“&{& Aty 23 [E 8] —
VETDEE S I A G ST ”); Matthew Conaglen, Fiduciary Loyalty:
Protecting the Due Performance of Nonfiduciary Duties 1 (2010) (“ &i% 9 A WA
AWML AE RN HZCHA, LHEEE ).

[(285) Finn, supra note 31, at 200.

(286) 4w, &5 - B Ay H Al (Matthew Conaglen) ¥ 15 3C5T (£ 4L 4 JEAT 4 2 8y TU0G e 1E R,
LA AR FE 2 U F 4 7 fe % JB 4T, Conaglen, supra note 287, at 61.

(287) See, e. g., Easterbrook & Fischel, supra note 6, at 103 —05; Andrew S. Gold, The
Loyalties of Fiduciary Law, in Philosophical Foundations of Fiduciary Law, supra note
131, at 176, 178 - 88.

[288) See, e. g., Christine Sgarlata Chung, Municipal Securities: The Crisis of State and
Local Government Indebtedness, Systemic Costs of Low Default Rates, and
Opportunities for Reform, 34 Cardozo L. Rev. 1455, 1519 =36 (2013) ( #F % ¥ 7] &
T3t K ATIE %t % B LA 15 X X4 ) ; Angela C. Walch, Call Blockchain Developers
What They Are: Fiduciaries, AM. Banker ( Aug. 9, 2016 ), https://www.

americanbanker. com/opinion/call - blockchain - developers — what — they -
arefiduciaries [ https://perma. cc/YLB5 —DISA] (A A AERBZEWTF X AR 1 H
fFXFRME).
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JE A SR IR D0 M — IR DR TR < il AR AT K 91 M1 JE R T R
55 5 7% PE B AT TR A ol 55 3 Bl 600 £ 55 ATl BETE I L
Fop Ty T REALATT AT A 2% Ffll 55 (20 (B 78 i A 358 5 2Z 7
BIAMEIL ZRZAF KR 24T W7 0, 76 45 T R [R5 2 i, 2
SRICH R R ERHBARMA A7 T T 5 AR SLBRBON, # AT
Tl B 22 M ST A TE L SR e T BRI A S8 2R, A A ] ]
P SZ A5 AT R

BOOFABERAE (5 I A R BEAR . A FR 2S5 T REXT 28 m) A A
WA E . RADA A SRS R A RS (AR A MBI, % &
B 9 FRAL T IZAFAE R, OX AT FE 03 B 0 20 PRIt i) R G A
AETRAVEBE B AVFIISMETE , WAL T FATRL 2% 4 o] i 5 151 51155 E
PAGRAP AR 1E 32 25 N R 45 o 3 11 S B A — A A AR AR 2, AR 90 2% 5
5 RAEAFAEAR SRS, , AR 3 2 [ 5 1 T v 57 3 5 W B RS 5 L
TIEBIAMEIE o RS R ) RELB R 4% A i S B 4 5 B 1 (HBEAR 1
() R RE S 1 Al 708 ik 2 R U %) 4, I T 32 48] A1 U 14 A 2
P22 S8 [ Bk BETE R 2L SN IE I, T RESR T T — DS B
S RAG R BIANRI , 1h7 L, 78 SE RO A 43 BT J2 T 7 0 2 ] o R A
DU 5 225 TEAN A1) B2 22 18] 9 B 86 92 5 PR 3k 26 P9 3% 438 Dt 4 T S
FI 35S 5y 0 T RENE DU 98 385 B M B /K, ARG 35 Ry 5 %0 28 w4

(289] See Getzler, supra note 131, at 61 —62.

(290) See generally Andrew F. Tuch, The Weakening of Fiduciary Law, Research Handbook
on Fiduciary Law, supra note 137, at 354 (#F % A A 4 5 & F Fr 7 A 0y A B ok R
A 4R R B R 28 % 2, DU R AT O B Ak ROfE U4 T R B ol 3 0, L 45 2
BIANET) .

(291) See supra note 86 and accompanying text.

(292) %X W E B3t , & N supra note 190 and accompanying text,,
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DX SE AL A SME T A B T 1 W X L8 LA AN KL, 4 T AR OK
AIBTSE . 16 5, 3¢ B A A5 1R A 45 v AU AT RE A AATTIA S B8 4
FoAg o EEANER S UN/NG 18 - DA (Harold Marsh, Jr.) B3, FRix
RN %o A1) i 1 5 4y 4 T R A (2080 7 T A IA Sy d— LU 2 Xof A (Y
CIESEEN: & ot O LA Gl DR AN I S SR L SRS T S E R LN
PRI 2% 52 B 5] S T 5 G0 52 IR 1 29 3R 27 5 ok, 76— Je A 2 I )
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[293) See supra note 53 and accompanying text.

[294)  See supra notes 58 —60 and accompanying text. X T « % ¥ ( David Kershaw) % 2| “ &
BIN—fAG IR, EBMEN[ £ E ] o E ARk, EREZ $ EIK”, Kershaw,
supra note 19, at 440.

(295) See, e.g., Hill & McDonnell, supra note 125, at 909 ( “ 48 % & & 3=, Al £ * %
X HW, B LE4$#”); Celia R. Taylor, The Inadequacy of Fiduciary Duty
Doctrine: Why Corporate Managers Have Little to Fear and What Might Be Done About
It, 85 Or. L. Rev.993, 1009 (2017) (2§ 7 #JihE %ty {5 AT H, Bl X 2
WELEARG - FAEXRREFRRARSGREER S , UK EF AT RRR

REEA R FRNTFH, EAN T EME AR, FEEZHN LRELRE
#y--+-+-” ) ; Julian Velasco, A Defense of the Corporate Law Duty of Care, 40 J. Corp.
L. 647, 687 (2015) (“fRAVAHT, B M X FHEBABFLZ . m R HHERERWEE
#9") ; Velasco, supra note 97, at 1240 (“MRIFHEHE N M X ST HEREE
ATEAEAEFAA o Ko KR B, XY ERFHEHRE).
[296) Marsh, supra note 4, at 39.
(07 Id. at48.
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P2 5 2, A TR, M A S B4 0T A 1 A 25 e S ML S B
ERABISMEIL

HOR, S 1 3G [ AR M A5 v R AL B S T 1 55 — A
BURFIE o AR R [R) X — B ST 8 TP At 7 Bk 5 [k e
VIR R R DU B 03 P A BB Oy A T8 58, AL A R se
Gy R E R R R BEF AT LUB A )BT 857, HAFE AR A1
AT DL pk s 5 ) e R 5 | S R Y X — SR Ik ST, A R4
A 56 EA X T BT 2 0 1 3 A (A B T AT R RE A R I
—Eak. P, I A CIEQR BT B R RO ARAE ) , 5 [ 7300 iy 25 1k )
it P R AL XA E R B S AR A G R A A5 (U T ik
555 9 PR 1, 30 AH EE BRAR 221 LU ) 24 R 22535 71 2 L300

R, AR BETS R 0 A 56 A AR Tt AR 9 I IR RE fu i
T A R A ORI A IV, R AR R AR Tk S AR S
2, RENEAE AT A BUAH B A5 B AL B 7 e, SR EIE T
20 HEZC AP A RE T SL 3, 4 1Y - SR 1R A5 b A i w5 R U A7 19 K B
JE TR 2~ W AT REAE A R AR s (by — laws) FLRE FeiF itk A 3k
S5y o AT TRIAL, 3SR i AT 2% W U O 55 BT A s W) 5 A R B s
Zko RBEIAA , 3% 28 2% 3 2 D BEAT S0 7 5 P I8 2 58 5 19 1 Bl T3k
4@0[301]

e - #4E S (Kenneth Davis) £ 2 b o £ 5825 f ) 56 [R5 1
WAL, MludE i, 28 1930 47, IR A w] SR A A AL 5 3 45 e F
A H IS 1 A5 i HL X S SR A AR IR BE 0 SRR Y R

(208) 1d. (emphasis added).

(299) Id. at 48 —49 [ & H b A HLAG 4h, 5] B T £ F 3 E AR AL B9 Z ], North -
West Transportation Co. v. Beatty (1887) 12 App. Cas. 589 (PC) ( 3k g Can ty FiF
)1,

(B0 EFEWAFE, — 5 LG A8y K STk, supra note 4,

(301) Id. at45.

(302) Davis, supra note 216, at 222 (5| Fl £ 4)). M4 fr 46 b, X e N5 B A E LK
“BEREEEFLITAR, 1
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T+ i H (David Kershaw ) 88 i e g4 13X —WLA, I 50 1 ix 4
(MR Z ) “ BePEiB 7 0 B AR G 15 I T 5% [ A% 1A 45 i S LU £
— TR o MBICTERHTPE VN AL, Y R B A mE R R X,
IR, PRV N B A R RBOR & e s b R BT & A Uik
FRAR H K5 B ( contractual opt — outs ) , L F R i# A 5 2 1 Bl i 2 A
2B I AR 738 AR AR X AR A ] 258K, 30T B0 5 A1) )T A
IR T BB 32 T3 T AR D D) 00 A i 3k — W R T 5 [Tk e 0o
PRV AVERSLETGS T R BRAR T, 3 R B A T U 2 WL Y AE
7152 ) R ] [30)

X LTS8 BT — i TR, B i 4 0 ) 5 R PO A 0 S AT AR 2R 2R
A UNSRATAE 2 B AR 2 75 B S8 A A 3 P ——3 88 ] 3G 32 1 o
225 Al AP T A e o M RO HE IR O B9 38E H , i J1R
SA B X A3 [ D7 R R , A 25 7 St A A S O U i A, B 2R )
FR R H G H A H R BRI A A S 5T, I 51155 2 SR BELAG AL
TV A8 7 BRIV e 73 DACHR R S M 3 P ) 2 e 2, AT T 7
SIRVFSE A BRI A5V 7 ok 8 (RO T F AT An ] 7 Ry 58 [ A (A
gt PRI, DAL BT 48 38 5 (1475 Sk o i A8 24 28 G T B2, {H A
— W5, AR, R “E AR SR rp e BT 9 56 [ EA SR R R
S A (3000 fE AR AR SO TR Y L ()RR, LT Y 5 R VA R A
BRSEWRGT T I LR S 5, AR B A B I ——FR 1IN AT AR )
BIVEFISE , Sh AR B4 25 i ik Al . 2=/ W40 S5 A S Ay 2o i
X 19 THLEAR IR IS [E [ 352 5 14 i A (il 52 31 5 75 145 21 50
Fil i e G ) Ll 9l i 25 5 K

— AR PR R , 56 P 96 B ] Hsf AR A o R AR 48 1 2w e L B

(303) See Kershaw, supra note 19, at 457.

(304) Id. at458; see also Id. at 457 (“RK o[ AW EHME S AR E LR EE.").

(305) See Id. at 404 —05. Kershaw A 4 G AL 8y 3F 32 25 0 2 — T BE € 09 sk R U 7,12
Bl B A I E A, B CE AR 7 7 LA R 7 AW B R, Seeld. at
458 n.206.

(306) See, e.g., Beveridge, supra note 51.

(3077 Marsh, supra note 4, at 57.
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PP HEBR OB B3 P s R ) 2 A R A S0 A i B A
A 1308 BV 7 e 75 R 2 S U s G R U 0 Ay i o P
T GO) 2z FATTIAR AR SR B AT A A B B B 2 22 g 5, (EA AT
SR ATGRFRLAR M FAZ 5 1) S8 I 2 58 A S/ <) 4

SR, AR AR B35 ) 56 [ ik B i 8 R 79 [ 45
LI T5 AL AR AL . 53k Be Wi R IA DG 3 5C R 5l LA
[l ARG, SE LR A T HORAE A, RS DA Uik, 2 1910
AR AR AR S B BOCH R R B R RS, B AL sk
VEBIEIE , I — e M 2 PR 4 H A T 0 B0 5k, 43 478 1 o A MY
(5 144 Z5) TE NI —Le M 1 PR A A5 B9 AL, AR IR 28 5y 3k
37 A FERRE R F T, WAl 52 5 4 T IR B TR X — 1)
SMETEI , 56 B A 0 1 kA 3 7 =X, R Bl ik R oar iy
I AR AU BAROR R SE R R R
FH200 T TR A 5 R A, S TR AT LA

KT - 52 (David Kershaw ) i ] i 32 1 S A1 19 53 Hr , FF3F SE [ A
T2 oy 11 kSR AT H 5 2 AR S 1 e R (312 e el D S T ) U A A
[l ——— T A1 3 DA — 25 7™ R R, VAR 1 28 S R 22 S AR G ] 2 i 1
DU REAT A FRAL S o SR, G [ i A 1 B B AR Y
AR AR g ph SR BUNS A FAZ 5 K 4 — H AR Ak, TG Bl s, 9 3% B
WAL T A [ 3RS 5y (28 ) B 25 I S L AR A ) 28 DL IBE, 15 1

(308) See supra notes 304 —05 and accompanying text.

(309) RITFFRAEMNEE, AR TURRELEFELF A2 HWEN, See Del. Code
Ann. tit. 8, § 122(17) (2019). # X 2 5 & F % A0 6y £ £ &9 55 3E #F %, see
Gabriel Rauterberg& Eric Talley, Contracting Out of the Fiduciary Duty of Loyalty: An
Empirical Analysis of Corporate Opportunity Waivers, 117 Colum. L. Rev. 1075
(2017),

(3100 Marsh, supra note 4, at 40.

Gl Id. at48. ZfFFREHXLEANEH, EHEE FEENLE 144(a) F] T
1967 Fid, REGHIATAFRAEAEXREFRENERL G EM, 2T
i ZERERE N R FERR S R A RELAFT LR, 1d

(312) David Kershaw, The Foundations of Anclo — American Corporate Fiduciary Law 285 —
368 (2018).

(313) 1d. at 285.
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FEAS R A P o A S U e e T I 2R ALY T T (BB AT T B A
[, e WA Y M AN AL 29, I RAERF R, KR T 2 J
SO H BT ARAT L, Sz R 5 A5 Sk A Anr g 5 ol s g A A [R] A9 [l
IS, R S Ao [ I R 6 R S o L AR SO 2 2 BT, 28 - PEIE
A A 0 B0 AR T3 ISR L 194 5 35 P 5 JC M) 38 50 A% o 5 [R) R K
JRE TSP A5 0 R T A% P 56 ) 5 e [ )

(M) XA E5RMUEZ e

HERZ IOAT 5 OB IR IG5 AT 28 BE RO vk e 2 it
s, BHAKE - i v (Robert C. Clark) A, 56 [ £ 3% 18728 m] fiE
e T AR ST Bk e o) ARk B A B SR KO 2 AR F
2o Z)n MR R ] H Ll [ 22 5 AT REAS AU IE /Y, BLSEhr b
SEAN AT TR A, B2 LA HABSE 5 sl 52 5y AL B AR X —
WAL, B R T S H e FE R A RN, LR VAR I B T 5 i &
ATBD SR, A ) AT R R 5 — R AL R T Y . 98 R VR AT g
E 2R HBII[EX [ F A5 W RIL A GF 2B, I N B S fe e A s
Sy CUSRABA DX AR 30 ) o ZOCHE Z RS, X Aoy o al BE ik 56 [k
B R TR E G R H R AR A RS P A RO (1 52
DT ) o FETREIE A LU T IO T 5C R # R AE BR ) A 322 %) T Tl &
PR ER BRI, IR AT RE SR A T I 5 SOk p ik . gk
LGRS EE E R A RORE] AT AR A .

W, A FRA G IEALIX WA 18 75 07 s /2 o 3, 5 Be
SRR AN 3 7728 A MO Rl AT R PR . X A ik SR
HE 2P BRG] RE 2R IR e ] A ST AU A R SR 2
SN o X PRI TR — R A AR, 5 R R EORF], X R E

(314) CLARK, supra note 54, at 164.

(315) Id. w4 7 (Clark) 3t £ B 7 8K 7 F AL Rk 5588 1 7 W A0 A (R AR, ax ST i
BREEAFBETD2ARMERELEARLGHAN, UAFERBENERR S
(HATAREAN)FRARARE O EEAN (FEHEFZ ), 1d at 162 -63. 7 4L
A E E kB R HE A,
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PR BB 5 B Lk AA A4, 56 [ ik e 7 ) 3 9047 b v 7 T
J AR T OB [k g SRR B S 2 M0 5 s A ol 5 A B 2 oA S
5 o R L, DRk B 8 E A m A B, BRI A A X 4 X S
MR SCEORBCEIAMEIE o AR e B, B T ST th ML E /Y
FAUBISMEE o 1 F 7 PR LU 8 i L ) 2 S N T BB e ek T 0 LA
AR RIE 2 RN 05 B 1 52 i R B S 32 AR G i N 2, B S
R0 ) 37 325 AR (5 518 3 i 22 S e T BB S R AR N 4 X
SR R AR R S I, B A R S S BRI BE )
A AR BRILZAb 33X B 22 5t m] A Sz e 56 [ vk B P BOAR DR AE
TR BCE GISMEIE I RET IR H C BRI £, 5 FE BN £ 583 %) 4 7]
EZSHYNGIEA DAL NS €L 2L/ A U S (7SR R

() 5EMPBEER

AT AT B T 35 LRI A 2% 5108 MUY 1 352 5 9 E 2R . A
20 {H:22 20 AFA, T D04 1A 45 i 2 AU ) R 20K, L Tl xd
FIESCRFEIIING 158 ] M e e ML 3200 3 20 {20 80 4E AR, B X
ST TR AL IR S T 5 BURD 1A LR £ b SR B A A — s s
H o XLERUNP A X SN 355 o X FAFE R A A5, A5 32

(316) See Konrad Zweigert & Hein Kotz, Introduction to Comparative Law 63 — 73 ( Tony
Weir trans. , 3d ed. 1998) ; Gerrit De Geest, Understanding French, German and Civil
Law More Generally, Liber Amicorum Boudewijn Bouckaert; Vrank En Vrij 3, 4 - 12
(J. De Mot ed. , 2012).

(317) See Tuch, supra note 293, at 354 (AN EE ERAE —ZA SR EBEREMWE T
R AR LA R 7 AR R HEARE XS,

(B18) AR FEFEINLE N WMYH NG EF EE LIEES fask %4y, See Edward B.
Rock, Corporate Law Doctrine and the Legacy of American Legal Realism, 163 U. Pa.
L. Rev.2019, 2029 -52 (2015),

(319) See John Armour et al. , The Evolution of Hostile Takeover Regimes in Developed and
Emerging Markets: An Analytical Framework, 52 Harv. Int’l L. J. 219, 265 - 66
(2011) 3 Tuch, supra note 198, at 1489 —96.

(3200 See supra notes 167 —71 and accompanying text.

317



UE 25 80 (58 = TR 8)

R A 4 DR — 885 HOR ™ W™ 58 5y, B ATV i 2 AT B R AR
PRBAR A [R)GE 20 W BT 1k Be )32 19 P AL, AR DR A B
$ENGE , DRAP/INBEAR e 52 IR AN it UL A5 R 4R % B2 18 2006
AR, (A RIER ) B SR T IX 80 1 5 2 ) e [RHIE YR 38 5 i vl 1
AL 1 AR L R ], SR 28 R SRR 52 B i AR AT TG A
F R R B [R5, B AL T 1 28 e e b s IR T4 MU TR A 52
SyRAh S X BERUN XV 22 3R A B S M B MR (AT T B
SRR X AR S B 53 A )

FEDEE AR 1R i b 2 B o MLTE BR A 3 52 5 =2 A1 ) FLAt A1) 45 oh
5o JUHUE,EEM T XA R 5 AL R BE 28 BARAR 1A
T IR 4 S KLY 3 ik B R B 58, {EL7E 2006 4F, W33 T —Fh
FEIBISMETE , B0 S S g se R B b e 5e b 370 IEANAE 2 i A R AL
Sy s BTS2 1]y vl S 2 <R W M) i e 5, AT B 17—
Al BRI R BIAMETE o

(321) See Companies Act 1985, c. 6, § § 320 -322 (Eng. ).

(32) Companies Act 1980, c. 22, § 75 (Eng. ).

(323) See Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § § 188 =225 (Eng.) (W R EEW % % ); Id.
§ § 994 -996 (A Fyfm WATH).

(324) See Fin. Conduct Auth. , Listing Rules, at LR 11, https://www. handbook. fca. org.
uk/handbook/LR. pdf [ https://perma. cc/2Q67 — RMG6 |. * F“xH 7" #y & X,
see Id. at Lr11.1.4-11.1.5,

(325) T AER T B EK WA E XN HATE AT 8 K 447, & 1L Luca Enriques,
The Law of Company Directors’ Self — Dealing: A Comparative Analysis, 2 Int'l &
Comp. Corp. L.J. 297 (2000) ,

(326) Companies Act 2006, c. 46, § 175(1) —(2) (Eng.). WM FEH FTERZ T,
Id. § 175(3).

(327) WRWEFCREEFORA UL A G RAN B RO, . § 175(4)
(b), (5). — MRV, B ERERTRALXE (REMNEELTERD) , 1 E
FIF EA A E (AT M E ). See Id. § 175(5). s — MR T a4 #
AERERE,EARAEEERX G Z G, 2.
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