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D Black’s Law Dictionary. 9 edition, West Publishing Co. , 2009, p. 226.

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

@ A. James Barnes, Terry Morehead Dworkin, Eric L. Richards, Law for Business, 9" edition, McGraw-Hill/Irwin, 2006, p. 530.
@ Robert W. Hamilton, Richard D. Freer, The Law of Corporation, 6™ edition, West Publishing Company, 2011, p. 163.
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@ See Jeffrey F. Beatty, Susan S. Samuelson, Business Law and the Legal Environment: for A New Century, West Legal Studies in
Business, 2002, p. 824.

@ William L. Cary, Melvin Aron Eisenberg, Cases and Materials on Corporations, 5" edition. Foundation Press, Inc, 1980, p. 553.

® Richard A. Mann, Barry S. Roberts, Business Law, 15"edition, South-Western, 2011, p. 724.

@ Alan R. Palmiter, Corporations, 5™ edition. Aspen Publishers, 2006, p. 204.

® Cheff v. Mathes, 199 A. 2d 548(Del. 1964).
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@ Black’s Law Dictionary, 9 edition, West Publishing Co. , 2009, p. 240.

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

© Edward P. Welch, Andrew J. Turezyn, Robert S. Saunders, Folk on the Delaware General Corporate LLaw, Aspen Publisher,
2006, p.103.

@ Smith v. Van Gorkom. 488 A. 2D 858(Del. 1985).

® Cede & Co. v. Technicolor, Inc. . 634 A.2d 345(Del. 1993).

© Ronan Keane, Company Law, Butterworths, 2000, p. 358.
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@ Cheff v. Mathes, 199 A. 2d 548(Del. 1964).
@ Unocal Corp. v. Mesa Petroleum Co. ,» 493 A. 2d 946 (Del. 1985).
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(@O Moran v. Household International Inc. , 500 A. 2d 1346 (Del. 1985).
@ Revlon Inc. v. Macandrews &. Forbes Holdings Inc. , 506 A.2d 173 (Del. 1986).
® Paramount Communications Inc. v. QVC Network Inc. , 637 A.2d 34 (Del. 1994).
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@ See Coffee, The Battle to Control Paramount is Over, But the Legal and Strategic Questions Raised by This Epic Corporate Struggle
May Have Just Begun, National Law Journal, March 28, 1994.

@ Blasius Indus. , Inc. v. Atlas Corp. , 564 A.2d 651 (Del. 1988).

@ MM Companies, Inc. v. Liquid Audio, Inc., 813 A.2d 1118 (Del. 2003).

@ Stroud v. Grace, 606 A.2d 75 (Del. 1992).

® See Bradley R. Aronstam, The Interplay of Blasius and Unocal a Compelling Problem Justifying the Call for Substantial

Change, Oregon Law Review, summer 2002, p. 432.
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@ See Harry G. Henn, Law of Corporations, West Publishing Company, 1977, p. 453.
@ Paramount | .
5 Paramount 11 s s , (D
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See Paramount Communications Inc. v. Time Inc, 571 A. 2d 1140 (Del. 1990) ; Paramount Communications Inc. v. QVC Network

Inc., 637 A.2d 34 (Del. 1994).
@ “ ” , “ 7 , . “

(D 5(2) :(3)
o ¢ — 7, http: / www. gog. com. cn/jqzx/j0111/ca9023. htm,
2014 8 16 .



