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AEEE.£EEELAAE, FAG R RREAARRKRE THRARS R, #A
e, EEEANEERAE—F TR, FAIRATLATRELR EFAFH.
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fy S 1 e B L)
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R EEES, R ARAL BB IFAEM . TIUEMZE EAELSER T 1D
MR ETE, T3 i b i IRIA MG . 1789 AE 6 JE IR IESNAR 3K, E X 57 b
J3C 56 B AR AR 10 4E BT, BE — AN ESR A TR A BB TFA RE MR A% D T R ERAR
BB . Xt 38 E 4R AT YR 4EJC 5T (Bank of the United States v. Deveaux)(3 1 & ZEE
EEEAFHEEZITNE R, BEREHEEREMN—EBBEE. FyRERITE

(1) Bank of the United States v. Deveaux, 5 Cranch (9 U.S.) 61 (1809).
(2) Citizens United v. FEC,130 S. Ct. 876 (2010).
(3] Bank of the United States v. Deveaux, 5 Cranch (9 U.S. ) 61 (1809).
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BREHHEERTE-TENIFAREERETH AR, IBMNEELN S, KIBE
Bext =N BAE EHER R — S, MR ZEBITATLUMEN - AR, IR EEN R
WA EMNEER, BAEERITH —ERAREEEEBEMN, 1809 £, ZEBKA &G
HBELL 6 L O R A, AU M E RN &, RERT RN AR REART AT
EBEMEFSL, AN EANARKEREHTHREANAREHRRAE , XERITH—EKER
M EREER -, TUREEENEE, ZHARNE—-RAER T DHRRELEKR
BE KT, PO ERRE TR AR BB VR IARE T, RIS T ORI B R R W T .
RERFAXFEMEE, BZEHARNEEZBELANRATEAN, EHERAANTEANEEE
BERAR,

WA R —RZE, XENBEABRTE T BEZN  EXERFREBENFERASE
Wi, B2, EABRBATHEMNEENFZRPTH LR, AARBATACEE)E 4 5
AR, 7 1809 4F (3% B 4 % 4 7 R B /A 7 1448 2 (Hope Insurance Company of
Providence v. Boardman) &, YHE AR BB T MM BB BE TR AR, ARERH
MRS, AR —HAREAARWEY, ‘R ESBRENEX PR AR AR T %
BABAKR R AR L) 56 E BRI B kB TR R N JE ik AL B9 [R) B AR D 0 B
Ho 7E 1829 B 15 HiB 44T FJE /R ( Bank of Augusta v. Earle) 271, 3% JB X35 B th A B 18
H, B EUR KRB 7E 3R B ARAT Vol 48 0 s 38 7 5% T ik A i A7 i 30 g HUE A T ik B B R A
FiE,MARY REXEE, MEARRCEE)FE 4 KT AR, B, ERESEEH
B I M BR A A RFLAT R 2 I R AR B RSB R ) 1844 EBE 5 i 4k R R BB A PR A
F V734 25 (Louisville Railroad Co. v. Letson ) 8) BHEHE T M A R TEHI R, HIAEARB AR
A—FBER Z A BE TR IE AN A R, 1854 F L ERUR IR E /R E 2 ek Bs A
FR 2 H] ( Marshall v. Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. W7 EE R HIA T 3ESEZHFEH I, NN EANIZ
BOANRIE T MG A R o {E7E 1868 4 (1R B Y35 % JE T (Paul v. Virginia) K, bk &
WHHAREFREE LW ARSI, B R kBT Bk SRR ER—REH
B, HRERARUNIERARATACTESMERHEAN, ARARR(EEIF 4 5B
X EWAR, : -
 REPELBNNBREIAE BREEAY, B 1809 FHXERTIFBAELTHIR
Fih AN EERE LSBT —ME NG, ZENEARAE T RBE LARBA
R¥EHE.

— ELBESHBER

1819 4 [ ik 3 3 % % 58 ( Dartmouth College) 7258 B ¥R A SEIRAUR T R HE T H

(4] Hope Insurance Company of Providence v. Boardman,9 U. S. (5 Cranch) (1809), p.59.
{5) Bank of Augusta v. Earle,38 U.S. (13 Pet. ) (1829), p.586.

{6) Louisville, C. & C.R. Co. v. Letson, 2 How.497, 558, 11 L. Ed.353 (1844).

{7) Marshall v. Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. ,314, 329, 14 L. Ed.953 (1854).
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SET 1769 4R AR RO 25 E AE RS EAE T 28 ER R S HEF PR REZFFR,
2pegy THTFERNERES, RY TEHHYENEF S EFAP RES M, &
EBK, 1816 466 A 27 B MBS T —Hl A S EF I FRMERNERE, BYR T 5%
0 e SR B IR HE 2 B R A ST R, BN KBRS 3R (William Plumer) 71
BRSRNLESEE, ARFUEREELRAMK, BRREZIHEMHARMUZ6
H 27 BiEid i, 16 4 R B TR B 4T 30, R AT A SCEOMLA R A AR TR B B AL
B AU, EESWIEPER T MBUF, 1816 F4F K, M@ B K% E, M
B LR ARG AR 500 5T, FEEESMRERE, EEFFERARMN
SEITHER, R T YEFHE T MM, B T A8 BRI KRFR, 81F T4
T ek PR B I R ABH , BERE A M 6 A 27 BB KBTI

DR B RIS KRR 44 B A R (1) RRFHE RN FR
BEEREFREERERPHREG? MREALREEWE, B2, Q) FEMM KM
W R R R AT R 7E M 2 H 9 3 368 VR 3 5T (Fletcher v. Peck ) A, B #UR
EMRIEEE(EE)S 1 455 10 R P RYLKE AN AWM =B TR B mE a5
BIEE A2 —, EARZE D, DRRIOX —FRKF—SEMBTEA. BILIROER,
7 Pk B S5 2T A I T PR A AL AR T NIRRT, b B s R TR L ET AR B AR —
RERR TR 26 1 RO AR I T 4 FBUR M BOA T . B RN RAKKA TR B R EZ
&M TY, DHRNEE BB KR T&MHRH, ARAEXKWBAZFT L EEEE
HAETAZEMNBEERTRTROA ., XS TRAMCL REHAKEDERE, N 19
g E 2 E TR AN BB EE T BEMEEEm, REEAERREET
| - 3 #{ 4% (Sir Henry Maine) § 7£ 1885 4F #3045 th EBEHERENHRBRN HE
EE ALK R RS HER" . RN 7T AT RIET X LT BT
A, BBV T FFRALE R R o

1886 4E [ X 75 3E R BB VF B K P 4k % /2 ) ( Santa Clara County v. Southern Pacific Rail-
road Company)(®) R XA T B ANEEEELE + B ERNE LHBFNFERPHERT
0N A B e L M — AR B e . PAIIE B M AT T — Tk AR A
MABAT B BE GBI P AR 5 (H R A B RAX Al BT EESRBEA R) B 485 AT B
ERMBE, FI R PR, ERPEFEREN OISR, B AR FRER
W IR A AT R T RS T B EREEEATIHRANRE, H A Mk E 8
ERETIBERE R THEA . B 8 — PRk Bk B T 7 RURAES (J. C. Bancroft Davis)
BT T3k, I 48] % E 4145 (United States Reports) 1 T 4 35 B2 34 7l 4 B & 0, 3X — B
R R A IE R — 34, R R AI A R EREENRE R T BEmHe.
ﬁ%%ﬁ%?ﬁi_ﬁﬁﬁfﬁiﬁqzﬁ'ﬁi%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁj%k%%%ﬂﬁﬁ%@ﬂéﬁﬁﬁ@]ﬁ,ilﬁﬂ:fﬂ
REEREHLSERN, DEALTREEEEE LN AN” REMKEH JE B G 2
BERPELEFE EEYHERBAEATEN A EENE, SMNEEREEATRELRE L

.. .(8) Santa Clara County v. Southern Pacific Railroad Company. 118 U. $.394 (1886).
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BIERFRPHN . HIPRRERT Z R ITE R P HKRAF (118 U.S.394) (Z Ik
kA FIRE A 3 JE T (Pembina Mining Co. v. Pennsylvania) (125 U. S. 181) %% # B X F
VE 4k Jo 7 32 2  Missouri Pacific Railway v. Mackey) (127 U. S. 205 ) ; B J& W i 71 37 1 % B 53
7 4% B2 I 35 5% 8 ( Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway v. Beckwith) (129 U.S.26) ; E & # &
#5 W 85 B2 7 75 45 1 ( Charlotie & Columbia Railroad v. Gibbes) (142 U. S.386) ; BHER 151
RN KA T 7 & 248 ( Covington & Lexington Turnpike Company v. Sandford) (164 U. S.
SIS HERG IBH BAREEETUNBEERTRPPAX —SAEMELEN. &7F
HARABAFR IR A HEBR AN, MBI EA S TEAS BRANRAFERR
PoYURBEFERAMF T, BIIHR - XL EERABEL, BEETHBER
HARNTEANAEZWELIN, BERMWENETRPBEMETHHA, FTHBER
1A AR TN X EL N ER RS B RATIAA R H E B RANEEE
FHEA L

= RABEBR YR LT’

HEA 20 BHO LG, 2 E AR BGRB8 — 53 B, R 05 & T m%E A WE
WEW A SRR ,

(=) AL ERAGY R

| G FRBEE NH . EBNREREE R &R

1906 4F ) /R 3 30/K ( Hale v. Henkel) %, {3k A K78 T B4 I ERME W AR
T TR 2 R RG] , A TR AL 48 A SO R R o — R 28 5 7E 1967 AE I TR R TG
T &l (See v. City of Seattle) 5 H , TN 5 25 ¥ B B A B 8 25 X 4 B 25 0 25 ) JB U 4t
ERTFRALLITFo 16 1978 A1 D8RR VT B % (Marshall v. Barlow” s) 5 7, BRHR B 5 3%
B2 2| -k D RRTTEUT ( Camara v. Municipal Court) 52 I 75 B 7 76 HE I i 30 e , TR 5 S8 4
VU R AR RS, T EARD T . /TR R 38 2 — R 0 R, 7E—
BT, B VAT IE B0 25 5 IR G TR 4 DU T8,V — 01 612 LA 86 5 6 L 32 ) 72 2
T R LA, 0 R A 7 SRR ARG A PR %, 7E 1986 4F i AL A Rl R 3 E (Dow
Chem. Co. v. United States) £, BHRHERIAEA AN EENERANEEASHE . EY
12 LB BRI o

2. £ F WUE fx B BORLF

CBEHST AR S 45 29 25 (o) ERMLGE, “FEBUE BB PR KBE MR & i 14 R2Z

{9] Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Ry. Co. v. Ellis, 165 U.S. 150 (1897).
(10)  HIRIE . (B AR FEARUR E P , B L E5)D2000 458 2 B,
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By BT 4R TR T B, S SRR R A R R T LA SRR BT B TE SR, 0 SR
B B A Mt R LT LA T B 7 7E 1977 AE £ EIRD T - AU R4 /A 7 (United
States v. Martin Linen Supply Co. ) 22 5§t , i 5 B A R i 45 55 00 5k JE 1) Y0 90 A, 4R 2 TV 4
B K I v T A R T TR e R, T B DU AR B B vk ) 5 3731 WML
B RV HK R ARE (RIS IRA MUY 4 29 4 (o) 3RES LW ERIRIEE T B
REE LR, Bk T AR e T E KR AU o

3. EHREEEAREHNRA

1908 47 fg B 2447 %5 4 7 7 2 | ( Armour Packing Co.v. U.S. ) %, Hi3r T A W7 Z
B R 2 B B O ACR, A A BT SRR BN B R R D 1970 P
H5 Y71 B IS 22 (Ross v. Bernhard) 2, BN T A AIE REFNFE A ERE LBERNEH
R W AR R B WA R MR, TR ERE N, BIREATEMEN
W FEBROSE, BREEIBRARGAALSSSNTER, ARNERLATHRELE
B % B AR |

4. o 7= 4 A A R 3R 8 M RO AR

15 1906 4 B BRIFS SRR, R EHIA T ARMF 2R EEEBERE HBFH
AEMER SRS . EEAY, “ATRNAZAMWES, HH B D 0K, REOLKE
Atk ATTESLSU B A KB R A W Z R DB R, REMEE, HIM =R EHAE
e 4 0 R BB TE 24 0 R P HE AT . ") 7E 1922 4 (B 4 ¥ JB ERERT 2 71 377 Th 8k (Penn-
sylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon) %5, BEFR B B BR F RN A AW R EE B AL ER AL
SR, RREE MR, WS s R, B A TR S TR
F B R A TS B B E R ASA o 5 S B Lk 5 B A B MG 0 U I T 4 R
3SR 2 1 B4R BSR4 o 1921 2247 3 JE TE M (19— A (Kohler Act) t2E 1k 5% 24 7 7] 8
S T R ARG L IR . BRI E A R LA, M FTHE R Bk
S R S B IO SRS R T RO . BAM NS E R AA W=, ARE
GH R T M WP B E i o BEREFS, LR M A AT, BRFGAITHERRER
BERERAXRETERTAT, BEARA TR E LS TG ERERLXEA KA
23 T8 00
| s EkEm

20 14870 EARDIR, EEMEARKE T LEEEE - BERRE A ARKRY .
1976 45 iy 953 JB E M 25 75 2 2 VR 96 75 JB S N T B 3 2% % 2 B & (Virginia State Board of
Pharmacy v. Virginia Citizen’ s Consumer Council) & CERB TEANELE®EH VB R
S ERERNMEY B TAT . HERHE WM — IR 5 & HAL
FEM AR R BB AT, TR R R R E S L F i RS
_BEZEP BATL SR MM EEETBIAE W, ATt R AR BUA T R R
PSS EAREE TR R AR, T TFUBENN A,

(11) Armour Packing Co. v. United States, 209 U. 5.56 (1908).
(12) Hale v. Henkel , 201 US1(1906). ’
(13) Pennsylvania Coal Col v. Mahon, 260 US (1922).
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BEARBUEG SIS H B REANEERFFF ESUBEZ IR, 1978 4, BRI &%
TERH LS —EREITIF N &85 (First National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti) 2 FHIA AT EH
—EHNBBETHE, AFNBEREBEREANEARRBIBUS TR IR, &, MEAA
HEES L EHMEL, EANBIAS S EHZA T4 BN RE . 7 1985 ERRFEESR
B AAFRRINFAE JE TA A T#Z it £ (Pacific Gas & Electric Co. v. Public Utilities Commis-
sion of California) & ¥, BB LA E , 251 A FEH — BRIV B S XKL E IS #HTH
B, AT REEE SN RS HETEIAIEER. 1990 4 1Y B 01 7T 17 % #UR M 7 & (Austin v.
Michigan State Chamber of Commerce ) RZERF T X — WM. BB EHEE AN, TEE B
BATHE IR EALA AR I AN —BEL “RINEERE AT THRE 8%, 111
R REG BEARERNE AR ERNEF Y E M S 53 dl 3N, X 2 0 ™ R
E5/AARMTAFARBESHIRHIFIXRKRER 04

2010 FEW—REMFNRKY B TEANBOARZH B, 2002 £, XEEEL T “H
% E WM # P 27 ( Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act, f&j #% BCRA) Bi( E YL B —IE H & 8k
%) (McCain-Feingold Act) o ZIERIEME T 1974 4E BT (e IR a2 3 ¥ 15 ) (Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act) FIRFIE EMBE AN &R E R ERIBOER, - TRRE, — TR

VB AL 190 R 2 ke AR — B 4 7E 26 26 I R B BT B X R A E AR,

1045 B G W /T 30 XA B G KRG 60 KT E MR B . 2008 47, — M “AREKH” (Cit-
izens United) B IE & FIALFHI4E T — 5B B, S Y ut M B EBEEA R R E - AR SHITEIG
#ITo AT XM MR — W) WA B EEA AR, SRR 75K B
BHTHRREREEESSES ERRBERZRSTH(EINE—FREFEERR),HEF
BT HERERRE T “ARBEE”KIER, 2008 4£8 AZE LIFABRARREKS Y &
WEFRITREHEE,2010 45 1 A 21 BRI S EERE S th4 AR, EAEILAR S Lok
BEYE B ST P A BGE 28, A5 T 28 1k B R A o B R e A R Bk B S A — MR M I
BRI RGP RT 30 RNFIES KIERT 60 KB EMERE BN E. REZHAR
PRTHEAMBIAE R A H BEHHRE 4 WA R T S B H B FE L EHNEEER
MIEESR , 3 ELATS RS 1k B 2 6 5 46 16 A F L S4B R |

$€431 SR 3 £ (Samuel Issacharoff) A % , 24 B BE B 58 4 4% T B 30 U KL 3% & ( Buckley v.
Valeo) Z 65, BIE BRI 5 BOA M X Z R 44— AR, i & 2485 2 W R BUA T
WM ZRAR,TEENE FBURAM THAFEX A ML, BERREFTXNARE

(14) BT (EEBIFIRD , At T4k 2011 4, 5 428 BT,

(15) BRI TFERTE M. EREHN T XRBIFRAFRE AR %S RIF &8, 7 2 2R A0 58 5L 10 5
BN BXEESERSESER, RERNPOA NS THRIPIL KB E W ARARARAERBAGEHT
BHBRAEEANTR, WEEEREN T REATE NERLR, WHEEELE TRALEEEZ . KT
W EEBKIBEL) 5427 T,

(16) AERHAEREDEMNERREETREETREBE - RIED LK (Sonia Sotomayor) 7EIk H 5 & ¥4 Bt B9 5
— A R AR E R (Elena Kagan) ERX T RBERENOE— M RIGEEEBRT RS AM L ERE, 0F
ELRMEEE—BEREHLARIEE (Floyd Abrams) # i, HEBANRBEABR TR AGMWERBRANR
f BGEERETEEF—BERRERE N HOBEEEHRH",
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A B EEER T B B B, SR S R B LR KR 9 R B B
SR TR I A, BEA B 25 26 15 3 b 02 37 TF S AR X v R ] 60 BT I B, OF B, BUR G
BUh T BT BOE W T RR M SE T X BUR AN T RE Rt & — WA AME &
TR 5 — WA A, X — AR E TH - BERY

' TR ABOAS 16 A B AR RIEZE T, ZERIERBERENHREEBERNA, X
H LS — B R R AR ALES A TEEXFEAREA. #§BIMAIEE (Justice
Kennedy) [ 25 30 2% 0 #9 B 48 1R 2 , 01 T 006 019 4 AT /R 24 10 JE 0 A0 4 W38 S PR A B 28
BRI T, BHESHNEEKTRE—HERN AR, ZRELESY, " MRAB -BERA
AR, A I E A A R R4 SUKBA 5 0 T AL 7 S S8 AT o 10 S 3 2
A K 2 A TEAUE S X — 84, SO AR ERA T XA R E R, BN B RAE TS —
BIERSH E bR A LFE A TBOA SUR M AMEE P S ER . B A R S IR,
(AR 2R ARS8 i BT 8 AL, 4 BT U 60 U AR A I R R R R )
3 S0HT A B (Justice Stevens ) 7EH YL 7 [ B L 3 i, > A B BOR H 38 B B ERAR
BREHZEAERNEEORY, “ERERER, NFHRS - ZHENAEABAR
Bl E ARSI EENBERBA S IF, XHBRANBORERTE T REARS
IR Al A A AT AR K R 3 M A IE , B A T BRI A S
REEARNEE., RELENEANERRTEN, BRESMD &H AN EEA
MR eBES5RERFEDPRRBENHREZ —. T FEELKEE (Justice Scalia) Mk
Y %A T E B A4 S8 A i R ARt AN AR A TS Al NS FoAt A BURRIE S
FHol X MERBESEREN, P B ERRENRERMART R, UHBAREN—
MEWEHRIES o 53 RAE KI5 E (Justice White) 32 1 9 3k A B R TE 24 8 W B SOX &
T, 88 R 8 E (Justice Powell) NEFH — B ER M B B ER ST TREY R EA N
AT R R, HX —F LA ARV E AN E S RARRER RSN T RER
PR, AT SRR 18 .70

ARBSE—REE MRS R A BMRBHIRENRY . FEEEZHEMES, B
BT AMEBOG B OB FF 5 H AR PR AL R W RRFF I T BIAE , T X RN & B B, B ST vk 3 B
2R A A 6 L XL 9 o A AT B0 PRE L2

W 2B E AN SRR B R BUIRGE

S R A AR T T i A B AR, T4 U £ ek SO R M TR

(17) HEiE BB RTIENR, PSR NS R O£ U BRI REAS B RO NBERER, X b
LW R ERERBOARENES , BSOS B BIE R, 2008 ERGEEERERN - RBREPTRTE
BT R A S B S R EADRSE R . RSB P HSRA SR RANERTE, B
E%W&Eﬂﬁﬁjﬁ%;ﬁiﬁ{ﬁﬁ)\ﬁf{ﬁﬂﬂ%%ﬁ%E‘J&io Samuel Issacharoff, “ On Political Corruption” ,124
Harvard Law Review. p. 2.

(18) T (EEBIRIE ) , B AR 2011 4E17 , 58 426 T

(19) Samuel Issacharoff,“ On Political Corruption” ,124 Harvard Law Review. p. 14.

(20) Bellotti, 435 U.S. at 790. See also Meyer v. Grant, 486 U. S.414 (1998).

{21) Lucian A.Bebchuk and Robert J. Jackson, Jr. “Corporate Political Speech: Who Decides?” 124 Harvard Law Review.
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N EBRANBE NGB ZHHMS ", v
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T HEEZ— KRBT AERZR(BRBEER O T HEB A BRARHE F#H#
W SE A THEA, REER A F U AR Ay B3 B 8L TR E T A 71946 4
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6 A 24 H B AR S EHEEFEX /\EH KB EHRIERAR PRI “BASBRA—H,
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BABREE ABN EERER ERABREEHART )

REBARE T BEF ER B fr , ERM B RAMEL, %A BB R2EER
MERPH—BD o BA—BAZEEEN, FLEFE EEABIAR &, HEH
B R CRE A A W HE AR, B 0 7E A VR AT BUX IR AR A — 2 vl
FEL i B AL, T 57 T 22 B 2 ok R 0T T e A AR R st 1229 RIBARIBIA K, Bk A
LECHRAYT RIS E HR AZEEEE M AREEMHFANIR, L EE 2
BATEMARMBENERTE . —NHLR, ELM=RAIABRBELT , Lhx ExEE
KA BT o5 A B BRI 7= BT BUER R A2 A 4 SCTF 3R 45 IE 24 14 2y o127

I AR —R RS

REEXE EEH . AAFEX, &A%ﬁ%ﬁ—%ﬁfﬁﬂ@%&ﬂﬂ JHRFTIR R AL
RERFRR W EAMEEBA B WHFEEARBRR EFR, RESHBEEE

(22) %EY O ERZ ST HAILESRE) , R(PEERFEII992 £555 1, .

(23] XUPEN . (EEBEFRAE LB BE MDY IR E 1 R4 1998 4R iR, 58 314 - 315 T, H5IAELE (LRI WEERER
Y, i E A RS M R 2007 4EHR, 56 386 T,

(24) H%HBH AARNEEZ ST HGILABBRE) , ROPEEE)1992 £5 5 H.

(25) [ HIE#BMmE (R ABRL) , B HFABER) (F) , MR B R 1994 18,5 92 R’

(26) New Zealand Defamation Act 1992, s 6. hitp://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Legal_person#cite_note — 5.

(27 [BIKRBRE A ERGIOH), ERERE,EE - 85 - FRZHAIE 2003 £55 1 1,5 250 W,
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IiAbstract] In the United States, corporate struggle for constitutional rights has gone
through a long process and even today, cases involving the expansion of corporate constitutional
rights still catch the public’s eyes. In countries such as Germany and Japan, we can also see devel-
opment of theories and practices in relation to corporate constitutional rights. Fighting for constitu-
tional rights by corporations is a way to avoid legal infringement and granting corporations constitu-

tional rights truly embodies the practicality of the constitution in the process of social development.
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