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"THIS, SIRJS MY CASE! IT IS THE CASE NOT MERE-

1 IX OF THAI HUMBLE INSTITUTION, IT IS THE CASE 
OF EkERY COLLEGE IN OUR LAND! .. IS, SIR, AS 

I I [AVE SAID, A SMALL COLLEGE. AND YET.. ." 



WELCOME 

As we begin our year-long celebration of the 250th anniversary 
of Dartmouth's founding, it is befitting that we gather to 
commemorate one of the most important milestones in 
Dartmouth's history: Trustees of Dartmouth College v. 
Woodward, otherwise known as the Dartmouth College Case. 

This key constitutional ruling, issued in 1819, upheld the charter 
of Dartmouth College and preserved the educational experience 
we all hold dear, though its impact would come to extend far 
beyond the academy. Indeed, it was the landmark decision in 
the Dartmouth College Case that gave rise to the American 
business corporation and the American free enterprise system. 

Daniel Webster, Class of 1801, adeptly argued the case before 
the Supreme Court of the United States a full two centuries ago, 
paving the way for future generations of top Dartmouth legal 
minds and scholars. Among them are Neal Katyal '91 and 
Gregory Garre '87, who I'm proud will be rearguing the case today. 

Reflecting on historic events reminds us of Dartmouth's impact 
on the world and inspires contributions still to come. So, on 
behalf of everyone at Dartmouth, thank you all for joining us. 
Your presence here today is a testament to those famous 
words etched into the granite of our history by Daniel Webster, 
himself: "It is, Sir, as I have said, a small college, and yet, 
there are those who love it." 

Sincerely, 

PHILIP J. HANLON '77 

President, Dartmouth College 



PROGRAM 

5:30-6:15 PM Registration 

6:15 PM Welcome Remarks by 

President Philip J. Hanlon '77 

6:20 PM Historical Introduction by 

Professor Kate Stith-Cabranes '73 

6:30 PM Reargument 

Trustees of Dartmouth College v. Woodward 

BEFORE 

The Honorable John G. Roberts, Jr. 

Chief Justice of the United States 

The Honorable James P. Bassett '78 

New Hampshire Supreme Court 

The Honorable Anne M. Patterson '80 

New Jersey Supreme Court 

The Honorable Jeffrey S. Sutton 

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit 

BY COUNSEL FOR DARTMOUTH 

Mr. Neal Katyal '91 

Former Acting Solicitor General 

of the United States 

AND COUNSEL FOR WOODWARD 

Mr. Gregory Garre '87 

Former Solicitor General of the United States 

7:30 PM Adjournment of Court 

Reception in the Great Hall 

10 PM Conclusion of Event 



OVERVIEW 

Brief Overview of Trustees of Dartmouth College v. Woodward 

In 1769 the Royal Governor of New Hampshire, acting under the authority 
of King George III, granted the trustees of Dartmouth College a charter 
to carry out educational work among the Native Americans of the colony. 
The Dartmouth College case arose in 1816, when the New Hampshire 
Legislature declared that the American Revolution had voided the charter 
of its binding authority. After handing control over the affairs of the 
institution to the Governor of New Hampshire and a new Board of 
Overseers, the state legislature forced the College to become a public 
institution, "Dartmouth University." 

The College trustees objected and filed suit against William H. Woodward, 
the secretary of the university board of trustees. After New Hampshire's 
highest court ruled in favor of the New Hampshire legislature, the 
trustees retained Daniel Webster, Class of 1801, in the fall of 1817 to 
persuade the Supreme Court of the United States to declare the actions 
of the New Hampshire legislature unconstitutional. The Case was argued 
before the Supreme Court, sitting in the U.S. Capitol, in March 1818. 

On February 2,1819, Chief Justice John Marshall issued the court's ruling 
that, despite the fact that New Hampshire was no longer a royal colony, 
the charter was nonetheless a valid contract between the King and the 
trustees, hence protected from legislative interference by the contract 
clause of the Constitution. Marshall's opinion emphasized that the term 
"contract" referred to transactions involving individual property rights, 
not to "the political relations between the government and its citizens." 

The case was not limited to the question as to whether the New 
Hampshire laws regulating the College's governance violated the 
contract clause of the United States Constitution. The threat the New 
Hampshire legislature posed to Dartmouth and to private education in 
general also extended to a broad array of economic interests affected 
by state interference with corporate property and vested rights. 
The Marshall Court's decision that a corporation charter constitutes 
a contract proved to be of immense significance for the subsequent 
business history of the country. The case helped usher in an era of large-
scale commercial development during the remainder of 19th century. 


