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See Varat, “State ‘Citizenship’ and Interstate Equality,” 48 U. Chi. L. Rev. 487, 489-90 (1981) ; Simson, “Dis-
crimination against Nonresidents and the Privileges and Immunities Clause of Article IV,” 128 U. Pa. L. Rev.
379. 380 n. 10, 11 (1979).

() See “Note: Domicile Preferences in Employment: The Case of Alaska Hire,” [1978) Duke L. J. 1069, 1071 ;
Benoit, “The Privileges or Immunities Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment: Can Their Be Life after Death?,”
11 Suffolk U. L. Rev. 61 n. 2 (1976) ; TRIBE, AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL LAw 415 (1978).

(o) TRrIBE, ibid. 412.

(=) N = RIPURE « a0 < = RER 01 E—IHE CL-RE T8 4082°

(w) Varat, supra note 1, at 487-8.

() Tribe HuQiEies” EKEY 2 MEw” EIE] VoI KO W 5 e VOKOF EEEC IEE N fum 0 v~
EHEQmMENETT QR EEQ#MK I B4~ e ) VBN K¢~ D W 5 »e° See TRIBE, AMERICAN CONSTI-
TUTIONAL LAW 36-7 & n. 80 (Supp. 1979) ; “Note: A Constitutional Analysis of State Bar Residency Require-
ments under the Interstate Privileges and Immunities Clause of Article IV,” 92 Harv. L. R. 1461, 1470 n. 52
(1979).

() Varat, supra note 1, at 499-500.

() See, e.g., Paul v. Virginia, 75 U. S. (8 Wall.) 168, 177-82 (1869). 1) Qi Qav” H<NEHI OV SreQ iR
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(o) See, e.g., Blake v. McClung, 172 U. S. 239, 247 (1898).

(S) Simson, supra note 1, at 380 n. 10 ; Varat, supra note 1, at 499.

(=) See Note, supra note 2, at 1080.

() “Note: Constitutional Law——The Privileges and Immunities Clause of Article IV: Fundamental Rights
Revived——Baldwin v. Fish & Game Commission, 436 U. S. 371 (1978),” 55 Wash. L. Rev. 461, 464 (1980).
(2) EFKNEIVE RO LHEKEENEN M - KK UL ud o mGEMENT< O o0 5’

NQOBEFR LW LY 5¢ (TRIBE, supra note 2, at 405-6)°

(%) Note, supra note 12, at 466. See, e.g., Conner v. Elliott, 59 U. S. (18 How.) 591 (1855) ; McCready v.
Virginia, 94 U. S. 391 (1876).

() See Blake v. McClung, 172 U. S. 239 (1898).

(%) Ward v. Maryland, 79 U. S. (12 Wall.) 418 (1871).

(%) See Crowley v. Christensen, 137 U. S. 86 (1890).

(%) McCready v. Virginia, 94 U. S. 391 (1876).

() Simson, supra note 1, at 379-80. See Currie & Schreter, “Unconstitutional Discrimination in the Conflict
of Laws: Privileges and Immunities,” 69 Yale L. J. 1323, 1339-42 (1960). E4=Q P Q¥ . @& U RIHCQ .4
NIEBUED L Q EXVDY” see Meyers, “The Privileges and Immunities of Citizens in the Several
States,” 1 Mich. L. R. 286 (1903).
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(8g) See TRIBE, supra note 2, at 410 ; Note, supra note 12, at 478-9.
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supra note 2, at 1081)°
3) Note, supra note 2, at 1081.
(8) “The Supreme Court, 1977 Term,” 92 Harv. L. Rev. 57, 80 (1978) ; Note, supra note 12, at 478.
(&) Note, supra note 6, at 1466 n. 24. See Note, supra note 12, at 477 n. 76.
XY See “The Supreme Court, 1977 Term,” supra note 27, at 82-3.
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See Benoit, supra note 2, at 64-8.

Lomen, “Privileges and Immunities under the Fourteenth Amendment,” 18 Wash. L. Rev. 120, 129 (1943).
See Crowley v. Christensen, 137 U. S. 86 (1890).

See Minor v. Happersett, 88 U. S. (21 Wall.) 162 (1875)

See Maxwell v. Dow, 176 U. S. 581 (1900)

See Benoit, supra note 2, at 68 n. 44 ; Lomen, supra note 33, at 125 n. 16.

See Benoit, ibid. 68.

WOBRA Y Colgate TG BEQREVREZNEI I CORKEEK QERZ il — - N o KK~ O W

EEU LY S mE P NEHE N WY | RO - KEKIEN = O WK R Y S0 L -240007 VR WY 54k
SR OR WY 50° See Benoit ibid. 76 & n. 83.

D)

Edwards v. California (314 U. S. 160 [1941]) M & 5\ QRHm 3" D= QEEHINRIMUERTY O 20 1)

A NYEE A TR BEREEIX VO L7 D& SENOEMERY ERP RV <LOTEONEL MBI 1



A | Bl #E - EEKKQER eV i - REKEEIXV 4 Edwards FTRE ERES EEGCN TR
WEKL O HOVQIBRA LUK LR Wohod H 5 00 W 5450

(%) Benoit, supra note 2, at 88, 94.

4) Kurland, supra note 31, at 414-5.
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