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ANE E R 63 2T Mk ENT MANE 13.2% b %
WM, EHFNFANBAMET FHEEB AT HEH,
PNT A S Bk A e, 5 ] T U R 2k T R, AT A
AUHLBFANEFAT R HERELERANTRE, &
THEGEH X 5 %) % 16(b) &3t 3 L b4 # 1F 10% &y
PR AT B & as R, BRI A R T — R it
X RABZHX, LBENTEFNEO6ANAAN, 2 FK
BHFBANEFAIRESRE, F—KUEKR 68 T8y
Wb, SRR PR £ 9.96% 5 % — Kk MLk 69
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WHEASZH R R HE, TRYBGENTMEEFREMN
FRR FRRLFR, ERER RS 16(b) £ T #h 5%
VA H R, M KRB A b Bk £ A F A X K
& BT 523 By I 7 7K 4B 5 £ (306 F Supp 588) , {2 % [E #
NHMCE EURERE A T K Kk T E Ok B H 5k
(434 F2d 918) ,

CRBHERFMEFR PN, FFH £,
CERBERFMEFHBERLFRA,
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T EFRARM A IS G R B AT 8 A R, R AR B Ak EiF A
THES 16(b) &R FHFAEMm ZHR Y, st h £ LiFAM KT
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LI EERSH BEE AFEE AhiE

TREERIL

W R IE B R RIE L

(1934 4FUEIRAL 5y 4 ) 55 16 (b) ZBUE , 23 /) ] ZREF I 10%
A IR i) 23 ) S HAE 6 AN F DA 3 32 B BT AR A i, 2% 16 2 1% IR
CTERSEMF BT R BOR R 10% L) fEAR R T, B B IR R B A
13.2% o ¢ LR AP WUAl o3 FE A TR 6y, LU S B = 7E KA S
A6 AN AMNBEFTH . F— R, B LR NIHEFE 9. 96% ; 5 Ik
W EIRASE A AR TRy o A S UCRAE T, 2w A BUR s
5516 (b) 2R 2R gl R GE IS5 RS2 AR il s . AR Be ik iz i
fii e AN AR [T

B bR AR 1 524 7] ( Emerson Electric Co. ) LLIKCIE 4 H i,

(1) F16(D) KA AGLZEHARA EFRAFREEARTELHAREY
ETANXATMABREERL, TR ARA EEFAFAEEAREETTEILG
MAMB NG R HA 6 R)E FREAT AL ETNEZF (B EEFRI) T
SEILRYAE T AN oo B 2 V3B KAT AE T Aoy AT NGB BT, 1 48 % 28 AT A
FERGREEAREMIL O ANA BB R R G FH I FR# T B E
A AR e A S R R T R % 3 TR A % 1L 5F 3R M
EFEEREAEREEIFAITWEAHEXREFRLG, AHAEHKHE R BN
FAGIB AN T ERKENE REEANEAR S RE ZEHFARN" REBWA
CARAEAREE 12 Sk A AT 2 R B9 A SR E A (R AR H R AN ) 3k 10% UL By AT
(1934 £ R 5 %) & 16(a) %) o
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SA ) (Reliance Electric Co. ) 15 3. M T30 BRAE A R Joik it — ik
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R I O A RS L2 S R A A R e e R R O ) B o T
W], Ak R 8 Y B 0 DA L I 4 98 R 2 10% LA, DA A BR 5% 16 (b)
SR S BRAR S Ak 43 T 4% AR B 9 BT A o AR A AR O] ) A,
RN T 8 J 28 H LR 68 £ iy Mk 1n] — K &40 24wl 2 i
37,000 JBoiE &7 i . e ek s i, SEBRA 8w R HR IR i = 2
RATE BN 9.96% . BJG , AR T 9 H 11 H LR 69 £I0H
ks 8 25 18 A7 o

PEAF 200 F) SR SR AE A ) SO IR SE S BT S s Wi a5 0, 308K
AN FIF R IEBE, BOR g HAESS 16 (b) 25500 N (19 53 AR A DA ) e
), SR AN R R TC AR AT ] 54T, B R AR S AGE A R
SR A S R R IR B 10% o BRI M Xk Be BE A B L, A E
A RAF LT M BGE 2] 10% , WL AR SR T4 16 (b) 4531
EMEE . LIREBE ARz e . AR AR RIFHIE RS2
PRIt , 12 0 REAS 1 A e o B L

SCBRAE O\ W) 2 i ) BB HS b DX 325 e 2 5, B0 ol o SN B4R 3% L 48
iKF) 10% b HXT 8 F 28 H HH 37,000 JI T AR 45 7K AT, R 7E
M Z 5 SRR 2 RIS 25 16 (b) 2RI T Y FF I 10% AR . Ml IX i Be
AU T AT: ) R E A7 8 B S, T SR AR 20 ) 2000 42 B i 4 7 1 55 AT
I HS b DX B A Ay, SRR AE 2 W) S O AT W) B R AR 4 — 1 T S
B B Ak o3 3t R AT Y, AR R RN B 2 B SS 16 (b) F ) TE
B IEEEARTE B e B AR AL S R A B 10% 1957 25 i A AL
AR T3 Ak 43 A A T 552 04— R BN AH 28 5 I A~ i 1) L3

(2) % ZKEEFERESE, RIEE I T HEAT B A 5 2 6] 8 AT 4 K% 16(b)
AT TH“HE”, (Newmark v. RKO General,Inc. ,425 F.2d 348,354)
(3] 306 F. Supp. 588,592.
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FF T HRFR Ml DX e DA SR A 28 W R R A A m B U
T HUEEES 16 (b) 2T T A R E - A st R iRk . [H ERIE BN,
HEGX PR A Ak A5 ek S7, ELJR A A (5] A R[] ) AN 5] A4 3K
JrSEHT MR SE AT AR B IR IEORHE L5 R, bR B o
TR DR BE T IR AR A F AN 9 A 11 H i S 4R AR HE T
ARSI TR, IR S A e (o B, SR Ml X VR B o SCBR A= A R T 8 A 28 H
A BCER R THE SRR R I EE . 5900 F I IR & L, AR Bt ofi
W , IR DR — T IO R R B R e i L0

H (1934 AEUES 38 Fy 1 ) A Lok BR AR ik e 2 R E IR i 4 T 46 16
(b) MDA HR L7 Bk BE AR 2], [ 23 A k BES A 2508 il N
HEAE Ty W ME— 7 R — AN — IR o AR R Z R, A i K AT
RETHE H RAE L 58 B v, B RIRRIZ KA 7 (T A I 2 » — R kBedi i

“ATERBAF, BLAFERN—NENEZLY TEEGHN,
ARYEH 16(b) £ty BIAR M, Tk WIARA R A AT & B X FE FREHAT A
AGHE, EEIMRABRATHILF LIS, HER A TERL, X
o XY TARERAE, R KRR EILZ T A0 E kAU % R AT
MR, TR INA AT R B KRG FA T AR, ZAN TAEE
BA@EACE LT, (8]

(4) FE ERERBFEREASENERERLRRIZMLEN LR, CAE L ER
SEFFVNRIEAREEXNER, T RREEGNEFEMILENE
T B, 28 U.S.C. § 1292 (b) 24 T H I LIFWEB A EHE, REAARTHRHA
BB F &R FEE M A 17 44 (interlocutory order) B4 B AT, 4 2, Ak
AKX ERNAFTFEEEENTHGAHAFERAZALILE-EATRAE
U EL AT 52 M AR B % 4 M o 4 1] T ( controlling question of law) , 3 L% 1% o [f]
A EERY BIFT R KRBT INNLAELE, —FHE

[5) See434 F.2d 918,926.

(6) See401 U.S.1008.

(7)) See Smolowe v. Delendo Corp. ,136 F.2d 231; Adler v. Klawans,267 F.2d 840; Blau
v. Max Factor & Co. ,342 F.2d 304.

(8] Bershad v. McDonough,428 F.2d 693,696.
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10% 7 o T i 000 T 255 78 380 0k PR N 63l b e 0 e HG
B HLBIR T 10% , 2805 (EATSAE 6 AN ) H B J A i IBE 0, i G20
AR ESHE . B IESR BRI L E g A SR A 2 R A A
BAELABER ) 6 A A sz A RF B 10% DL B BRORHER: T 1X— 72
FL9)

AR A5 52 23w B Hh LM DXk e R 9 10 07 12, SR AR 2 m) i AR e 2k
1O TSR BT A A4 R S AL, R DR A TR R OB B A A DT T
Pk e sy, SR, AT RN — R o LG HR A R 43 100 R
SR TR AZ HGR 6 A S S2 i, UAESE A S 6 S A INBAH Y 32 1
“THATAEHIA 16(b) Z o ABEINN Rl 10% (9 2R AT AL RHE

Jf 3 L O TR 434t 10% R0 6 T — I0UAf s 19 37 75 #E
N IES i 6 Sl B e L W 7 I ) S R S A D
E , B Bl 10% W ARTE S H NI BT A 32 A7 0 J2 40 A 3Rt
(1, RIVEE7E 32 30 1) P9, e 2Rl o ot T 58 B o S6 i T A ASL L o e =
10% LATR” o BARIX P00 702 1 R UFSl i, (524 6 S ek
IR AR AE B AR B B 2005 e 10% LA b BB 43 25 3T, s W 4

(9) “HFHDRHGABEARFRSDHREANE —AXGFHESD U LN RME, £
M ) B AR T 10% J5 , & I & Ik 1,7 [ 2 L. Loss, Securities Regulation 1060 (2d
ed. 1961). [“Z xRN EER, EREFNT 10% i, HE=ZNFA NEE 5% th it
B ANAEBEHRERTHSD NE —AZHATALZRERTE, AMIAK, K&
B E — Fh AR R — T LUK BB & & fE .7 [ Seligman, Problems Under the
Securities Exchange Act,21 Va.L.Rev.1,20 (1934). ]

(10) 306 F. Supp. ,p.592.

(11) Post,p. 442.
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AR A TR 16 (b) 25 A H A i 8 DU At e I mT )8 56 25 i 1
S A AR SRR B H Y 120 LR 78 SE RIS H I R A
FeB AL 10% ™ figt B - 5 BE W GIE W] SI2 07 76 W I 3% ) i st A I .
WU PR S AT D B AR R o 2 DA S LR S0 Sy R Al Y
THEBEE Jr 3 130 A g SR AR S5 28 4R A9 07 i, U AT LA A, R
KA TT R A G w]— b AR G g8 DAIE W R A
R 10% B RARTER AT 6 D H N PIL” 32 RAT ik A
T AR EE S A 16 (b) %8 i B kA7 08, U [ 25 T DL i A5
AL AABIE S 17 X PR HS 16 (b) ZR R HLBRE S 1o U4 AH 1L T3
o F T B VR IR S P TR R 22 T3l DIIE I BB i R
R S A 3

WESRAE 5 2 B3 23 AR E Z R W B SRk, KR A A
Wi 25 AR A RIS 5, AR B R L E B 1tk . & 5t 22 91 2%

(12) See Adler v. Klawans,267 F.2d 840( 2 H it E A E = G (p 2 Af£ S NB LA H E
FHM) . EMBEINFCZETRXEAREN, ERLATE L TR EEF R
5 6 4 AL A 4T & o [ L Bershad v. McDonough,428 F.2d 693 (3% ¥ # & 3
FENMH )], ARERRHFRERETE 16(0) XFTATH HREEANR" K
CEEH L, EMAEREEGEN RERRAHFEACANTREEARKES,
(2 S2FR EATRE AR B BR A, U 3 B2 R {5 % IE # . (Colby v. Klune, 178 F. 2d 872,873;
cf. Feder v. Martin Marietta Corp. ,406 F.2d 260,262 —263.) ik %% &, 3 % % A
SHEEATE, U EMKL G R T FHEGENE L, EF 16(b) F M X £
B EAFATREDFFEET HEENE R HZHIRAF L4 4" (Blau
v. Oppenheim,250 F. Supp. 881,887. )

(13) See Smolowe v. Delendo Corp. ,supra,p. 235.

(14) E4&MHlHEF B (the mechanical quality of the statute) , 2 3545 B 3 & By % 8 %
WA R Mt R E B A B, —F i
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Z B2 NRE] TIZI A 16 (a) 4158 16(b) L2 A B OC &R, A L,
He 58 16 (b) 25300 R A #R Sl 1 2E M 255 16 (a) 45, MU #6562 58
16 (a) 750 F et Bk 58 5y L1005 16 (a) 2 BERFFE A5 5] 10%
MR TR A AR A S 248 NIRRT . 28 03 b A 4% 3
H AN B AR I L R 5 10% ), A SR B AR 24 H 4R A8 R 4 1)
PRI AT AR A, A5 S B A N W)X PR I Ee 93k 1) 10% i AR, e H
WRFFE 9.96% It T F A~ H Ab 4 Bl A ey, Jeie HOR A T IR
Al DU R 55 s R ARBEIE S A 5 2% B 4 E ORI, 75 DL A
B 16 (b) 4350 F 34T,

SR , BV 5 D TIE 5 58 B 2% B 45 1) 32 9k 5 HE 22 i ok 28 0 i B O
A JG % F ARG ST o IE QA BE7E Blau v. Lehman %€ (18] o1 f
Fe 0, AT B Ak TR - 2 B AR R 0 LA DR (R 25K, A
R Y KR Sl P - AT AR L T AL 2 A R 2R 0 2 [ 2
BB S 0 AR I T 25, RS A AU B 1E (5 B 7 o R, A

(15) RA#T 5 RNE ERER N FF , HRARZ T B EIFRE? Bkt
TRM ., HEREMR AKELER ., ZVURER W27 ZWRYE 3% 4 2
FEERK R, B ad  RANEERERNTREFER, DRAENILE
BEFEFES A, — 2 URETARTER X TIEHF LT RO BTIES
(S. Res. 84,56 ,and 97,73d Cong. ,1st and 2d Sess. ,pt. 15,p. 6558. ) 7 &K K & it =
Jo , W EHRAT T BT, N T Z8AE Ko

(16) See SEC Rule 16a-10,17 CFR § 240.16a - 10.

(17) See Form 4, Securities Exchange Act Release No. 6487 (Mar.9,1961).

(18] See 368 U.S.403 411,
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J13t,
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WKAE 5 K PP 15 T8 = 28 W 2 A T30 JB i 22 9. 96 %, K I d vy ¥ B
BOE S WG Tkl s A % GIESR 38 53 1) 5 16 (b) 4% U034 [A]
1, SEBRAE 23 W TR B KA By AR ) s mRFHTEAE . FRIA N, X
—HPEXZE BRIz BT H AT IE T, AT S IR SR AL
VAR Th T R 0 R TG JROU AN R AR B B TR

(19] See15U.S.C. § 78p (b):“ AL ZHmFANA EFHHFHREEARTE L34
FUR B G ZAT A X R TRBUN 8, IR 3R A KA AE 2 (8 f 3 57 R 4h) = B A M
HMARNFEHEERGE, TN ZHEHRARAN EFRFGREEAREEMLBL6
AN F BB N SR 3 R 32 B S 32 SR T AT N B AN S A T 5K L 8 AT A
BGVEEATAFTUMETARE A E LG AN EFLGREEAR
ARLONAMBERR S FACMIEFIE WL EHEFHAAER, &
AT AT LU 7 4 B 0k B 4R H) 3 o ok o P R R B R e WAL R AT AE
HAEFERFTANAR B ERE 60 B AR HFELREILIFD, RFRIFER
e B S BEAT IRV B, K AT AW T3 27 T 8 AR T A DLRAT A8y 4 O KRR R AT
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PR BT R A 1) 2 BE R 8 2 DS RO T IE A D Y ROl AT
7 B TFIRZE G X E S M S YUE A BT T A

“HX AT A B ARG R KRB B A) N AAZ A,

[20) See Blau v. Lehman,368 U. S.403,413.

(21) “BETRZEILE —ANACE o 17 AL (4o 4R 37 2 A B 2R 89 Al 32 6 5 30 A R
F) e WH R, AR THREEF W RNBAR SN RAENA (GRS FRHEN
RFETIH DA WS By NR AR R BN i B T OE AT A
B K E TR BRI ERANAT N, AR BRAFAI A GREEA
REE,ARUEEADCRNABARNSE, A, LEWF ERIELLKT T
HWANEFERTEFN, XWHFEFEE,” [ Hearings on H. R. 7852 and H. R. 8720
before the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce ,73d Cong. ,2d Sess. ,
85 (1934) ][ #£ & #r - £ 7% 18 ( Thomas Corcoran) 3 77 ]

(22) —NEFHREXENOFZ, - AR ERFR OIS T 10%, W AR5 KK
Ko BAENERFIEIRE Z AT, LA ARG LA 24 1600 T % TT B4 4 3=
o FA,AEHERBRLENELE, BAUKATO0 7 £ T MEEYT FHF
HEWRE, BABETEEXHHF 4900 F %7, S.Rep. No.792,73d Cong. ,2d
Sess. ,9 (1934). F Z WHEX ZHHF RS EHHE MW", “ W Z&k LA L & RE
FINFAEBENFNRENEONELRER P, KEWRXZONVEELHHEEA
MMTEREFEAX G EWH RN L, I 2HMAEA N AR LK, 1929 £, —
ANCTIKP T RA T H S50 TR EFAENERE, LILT 4500 T £ T
Y 3, S.Rep. No. 1455,73d Cong. ,2d Sess. ,32 -33,47 (1934). % —NNE L W £
Bl ¥ B E L E B YRR 1933 £ H K ,8 4 9 ES A LR Rl pk % ¥ 62,000
%76,3KF1 300,000 (T, F=AMEAFRBEAHEENARE, APARS A
HWHRTY 200 7 (0. ZEFEARANSSEEFGME 4, 1d. ,pp.55 -68. 1929
FLAHIERPTHEBE 100 £ R BCE R et R, 1d. ,p.32. HEA RS Hix i
WL+ 4L, [ N F. Pecora, Wall Street Under Oath (1939) ]

(23] S.Rep. No. 1455,73d Cong. ,2d Sess. ,55 (1934).
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FLHI Y — 3B 43 (250 St i 26 i AT o i, 802 e b m] 5 i A RIHL
¥, WA 2930 25 38 5 e 6 Ji $ £ 78 - B 4% J2 (Richard Whitney ) (260
i ZEARAT BT B SRR - A (Albert H. Wiggin )(27) il [E 583,
HRATHE K A /KW - KYI/R (Charles E. Mitchell) [28)

55 16(b) Z5 Mk B, 2 38 b AR BR A 1L 2 1Y 6 A~ H T RR Py gk
FTNHERE 5 LIAR R AT R, I T o5 3Rl S50 2p PR AT o 7 1290 ik
A T2 B, P G TR B AT o BV AR B N RN 51 R R
o ERE B ARR H T iz E R WA Bl 2 R g 30

SR, FEARGE R IR e i i B AR 0" Z A4 R Tkt
] P4 — UCAZ 5y 73 J I UC (IR 358 i i 3k B ) TR DL R T, IR 52 5

(24) FlHTHE,

(25) See Cook & Feldman, Insider Trading Under the Securities Exchange Act,66 Harv. L.
Rev. 385,386 (1953); 10 SEC Ann. Rep.50 (1944).

(26) See SEC,Report on Investigation in the Matter of Richard Whitney Pursuant to Section
21 (a) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (Nov.1,1938).

(27) See Pecora,supra,n.3,pp. 131 —188.

(28) Id.,pp.70 -130.

(29) EwA LA ZEETIER LATU,6 A IR Z“ Mg 09 230 k0" (RIEZE 84
B 556 5AE 97 BN ES VR RAT AT E R 2 AT NI F X 5 B I IE
4 73d Cong. ,1st and 2d Sess. ,pt. 15,p. 6557. ) , C ik £ W 2 A M LT ¥
BITRE L 50 FE G ¥ 518 B3 H K 414 I 3 5 09 2 2 8] 89 F # (S. Rep.
No. 792,73d Cong. ,2d Sess. ,6) . Z FiBLBL6 A HBIR, KHEZ T EE A A E R
WA RFFRALAMNA TR RT 2 E LT ERA”, [ Comment,117 U.
Pa. L. Rev. 1034,1054 (1969) ]

(30)  “X M XA D FE R A, A RE AR B T %N U R AT O o
B, LEFRAN, N TRERENENETER, ZANTHEELLENEET
B = 25 F By, ” [ Bershad v. McDonough,428 F.2d 693,696 (CA7) ]

AUBREWE, ZHENMGE, W THREEALEIB T AT LEEN, F

FEREEERNRENNE REE , TZEEST AL T ENTEE,
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Sy CSIFITEUS A AR 32 ATy ORI AT . 8l 5 50, 76 20 it
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(31) See United States v. American Trucking Assns. ,310 U. S. 534 ,543.
(32) See Bershad v. McDonough,428 F.2d 693,697 (CA7).
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