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(13 2007 4F 4 A 4 B, KFERGERHEBG A BRAE CFARKFE R #EH S8 F KA 2006 4k 45
58 5—6 (LM F B M AR IBIRIE NN 2R EFETICMR. 2007 4F 4 A 16 H B IREHF5H 09K
A5 L 13637 JBESZ il . iLAZ &% 279 967.61 JG, 2007 48 4 A 18 H . KFFHAZ & A 2006 4L G e il . 7R
2006 4EA AT P 719016700 6, W EUES B AE B2 0L & CRRRIEIE &) T 2008 4F 3 1 20 HAE H47BL
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AR BB R 5 24T 5 N (R B SRR LA SR 9 28 5 AR S AT AT W 7 sl /s 9 48 5
P B R B N RIS S AT O IF AR B 7 A R DRI R SRR R SO
SZEIHOE 5] S BRI S YOS N R ST AR C R, (20 2012 4F 12 H 3%
B — BB E RO NS C3 IR RS AE D B P AR =T E 2 ) At — e
T B DA S SRz 0 2 e P 8 B R A5 B PN A 5 B Z RS A A DR 2R G AR S I 5 [ G 4 S
VRIRTER . C1 2014 4F 8 A 5 H . % 32 & T B9 £ B8 5 Rt IR J5 e 4y A7 R 2% ) CT B Ot ik
IO WHAC Ty ©O R A 5 1E ST H B, v R O &R RS S8 2 25 N XU R R
SR K OERIETR M NS 5 5 R8T BREAT FAR R SC R T A7 5 8 A BUR T .
TG R UEZ3 I o 3 R 2R 2k 10 i 2 FE A 8 98 3 i R XUIE Bk S5 0B RIE SR BEA R AR ©6 )
PRI PO 7 ek e o R ) R RO 22 LR N 3 5 o IR B A L R SE R B R Bk
E B H BE TR B A AT 1 S B P R L ARG TR [ R ik 2 Al L N A2 o) R TR SR R AAT M
HY 7 A B R TL BIR TRAUTTAL  C7 BT LN 35 58 5y B I 22 8 1 D9 2R OC 2R RIS A 38 52
G RBTHEPRR KR . A AT N FE S S ZATHE R R 7 Ol HERE A8 e B W RETR
R F WA 7 FETT NS S S H R Z [ e W AF A R SC R 0 AR AFAE , SN 25 4n i
T ULEAARUER] 7 XTIk 2898 1 PN 48 58 5 AR A ST AE: A9 AR A ] AL 11 IR 2 9 ) 3% SR AR s T
FURE o DT 5 B30 PHOUL A 50 ™ i 70 28 58 A 00 37 A7 S 4 N R A8 o) S IR R 2 IR id

23 SR — P g N Rk B R H P 5 ) ([2009 ] — R RIS 8217 45,

(33 BT BT 2 A b st b R BB % R (s B B0 A7 BRZA /) CT Bk rh JG kT2 /)) 52 B i L 355 1 3%
FEMTF 2007 4F 4 H E 2007 4F 6 F 28 H AL AERURE OGRS 20 A1) 5 H 408 45 B db ot G 48 £ 96 A IR | kAT
igash=x: (= UL Y Pl RO (DN RS RS T b i Bl DD e S N D) 1 SRl el NG LD Y T /AN B
976 AR, 2 6 J 28 AN H B, 6 A S0k P9 I T 46 40 348 TR Tt MAh, 2007 4 7.8 J1 & 2008 4
5 H 7 HIAD, B I A8 0 L SR 2 500 Ik 5 S I b 7 s I PR A A Rt 7 3 4 I R, P O

i Al A A G S m 4 i 58 2 10 ISR K BRI A T DGR 2 W) RCEE 1,04 A2 I, & 2008 4R 5 H 7 HA S H A,
JBESE MK P A T TR 25491 3.06 24378 . 2010 4F 5 1, BB B AL 5 T 28 = P e N Rk B DA N #2538 5 R I b 1
FEJUAE AT 4 6 {270, 2 DAL T A8 R N R L Be TR e e 55 ) (L2010 )RR 90 756 689 5.,

(43 SWHEE CRRIFECHIEFNTELS R —-HE A7, SCNRK MR 2012 4 12 A 21 H,
55 003 RR.

C5) 2013 4F 8 J] 16 H 11 B 05 43 L KRIEFFTE N 1 B HIEF5 3K 320 55 i, 48 5 51 43 17 ) 8 EHIE 180
ETF H#E R P 10 FZE 55 400 & H LB A0 R 38 55 30 5 KAF 26 B 1T BB, oK 26 38 43 W08 B Bk 4 4 4%
AR SEBOERIESE MK A3 E &L A 180 ETF s/ B . SEPRliag 72.7 20 BB BA# 3 Ty i 45
sk gk, FikATS OCRIES 25 AR YRR 1 58 55 048 FR 6 B ) h X T R S B 5 7w wt
L 24 3B A5 % g B A R, R AR AR AT X ph . 11 B 30 MK ELJE XA B AR INAT AR B 2R A BT B A
WERT . N MRS AT+ 17 B ES 1k /e BEZESE Y H 32, o T 5% b 22 Wi B 8035 32 A9 4% L 0 UE 5 B
s g AR A 29 i 0F 32t ETE 4o XU . IEME 2 F 2013 4F 11 A 1 A AE AT BUR$T 5 5E L IA S KIE
F W) ERAT AR BB AL G . 2 LR EIE N S AT EAR S e A5 ([2013]59 5

(67 S B KE.“8.16 BRI RINE . EAMIHE" (R AAK)2014 45 8 J1 8 H ,http://www.in-
fzm.com/content/1029737 from=timeline, %5l H 8 .:2014 29 A 1 H .,

C7) S W LRI 0 TE S5 0 b R AL B 0 58 35, G 5202001 4R35 4 15 DR IEE 32 4« IE 25 1%
LRWEIE) R S HUE IR 2006 4F R, BT 279,
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WRAPRER 5 HZ BT TEG CSEZ B H AN HEZ AR CR, L2
TUE WY R M O0F b T L ek 3 A A T A e 00 IR U R R AN TR el 2 0 N R AS B T vk
S BT R B THT B2 0 B 2 7 AR BT A L R G

PR 5RO 25 [ AL 24 ] PN A1 PN 3 52 ) AR AL ) ik S92 B T TR s ) 3 2 0 AL T IR A ) B O
UL, TCIE T E AN BT I AN BA TR LR T L PR S ST AR X PN RESE B AT B R E
LAl 2 o X AR SO AT — A 23 LA —— AN 28 5 AT RS A 48 58 2 1 1 o
PEAT H A L TR AT R B A R A A A DR R O AR DL R A e L A E X
PURICHR . il U7 S B YIS AT AT AR SORs TR 40 25 55 B A T 3 12k il 56 0 9 380t ot 149 ) 2t
P fitp ke R S B G T L B B 5 SR I 45 L B A IS N 52 5 (RAA T AR A T
AR FE N E RN

BR51H MEEIE S SO 73 o =380 5 — 8 o R OC R 19 DA TR A A 41 HLAE N 3
B2 oy A ST U A DA PRI S I LA 3 BT — MBSV R AT 27 JURVE 45 ASOAR 5 A0 0 e LA 3
AN . 28 R 0 TR T T R AT 15 18 R RE P (1A AU B AR R A8 O F A 2 5 A5
ARLAIEIE N3 5E 5 5 B BT R Z B DR OC AR A7 78 L BE MRS BB T B i, =
Vi I 3R PN 5 B AR A DA PR O 2R i AU L B e 5 S BRI BT S N AR 4
SHETBL ) PN e 52 5 AR BCUR V8 T A o 5 RO

— WH A o RALSTE H2R O &R 1IN TR B

RBTHEHRXE R B RBAT 5 80E 5 2R Z 17 5 S B R (causal connection) s B
S E R THE R 5 TR A b ZA A, D100 77 S B R ATEAE R 2R &R T LAy A 2K
SRR 22 & (factual causation) s BEFR 5T 4T 1 37 RS 56 &5 DL R i A R IR 28 & (legal causa-
tion) , BUFRTTALIE Fl F 2R OC &, L1V i & 0 48 A R AUAT R 7E g5 58 b A5 0 I A A AR
1Y A A ELA TR T 05 3 A R B O e 4 I >0 0o i BRI A £ A2 = 5 T O 52 1 0 % v i R 2 £ T
TR A, R g 2807 SRR I ] T IR R AR AL 40, HUAS 3 1l 5 I R 1 BT O BRI < 58
5 56 2 (transaction causation) Al 2 P 5 56 % (loss causation) , VAN AL F B TTAE N
8], Hir 5 SR UE W 1 3 38 g A7 R BT IS AT AR DGR 25 28 ) T 32 400 2K 5 5 3 W 2ok

(83 ZWIKHIML . “UFEF5 W7 28 5y B 35 32 AR DO iR 0 587 (1 2= WP 5 02010 4R35 6 1.

(91 ZULEEE “NHAC S RETAT BRI CGREE FH 2008 4R 45 4 W15 BRI - GIE ZR IR VR R AR
T LTI ), AL 5t K= AL 2002 4E R, T 1655 406 . “R H A AN S RFFTEF R R ILEIIR,
CERERIE A PRI )2006 4E45 5 40,

(103 W EF (BASAT L)L), b E AR K L 2010 4FERR, 7T 373,

(110 FHEPUIRICRFE A R R R LR W42 Tr 20, M TR L PR C R T B R E R
R RBER WA/ TR S KT 5 CIRAL ST A B AR AF 5T ) o b BN R 2% i At 2007 4R B
T 304—321,
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TE B A R R R i I N REAC A7 B A B R 45 2R, 1120 52 5 AR
R F il Y 2 B TR ) L, BVAE 5 45 300 47 75 BUIE 25 38 2 M OGN 1 2 55 S0P B 8 N RR 28 50 1T R
RHEHAFTER W BRI, 325 R OE R e 3 N 38 5 AT AT & A5 AL J& T 3¢
A B R A A 2R PR OC R N 7E D AT S S L B AE S N 2 AR 22 R BTN A A
JIT L 45 2R DR R OG22 J T 40 3 I 2 T R T AT A R A Y G, C18) AR SONC AR INRE S B 1
R AR B P 1 PR R DG 3R 3 AN AN I 4 T i A 3 s A5 T S L B0 A B A% I B DR R OC R i 4%
BEE A GEARFE AL B 2 2 1 5 B OGP0 A 3 28 By R S 5 AT 18 1k AR B SR o) £97) 2 PR 2R O
FR 119 S P R A D T TR AL T A S Y 1 ) o T 48 X — AR, 1
PRI 33 7 D] 2R O 38 AT DA TSR A5 A8 0 AR L5 A T R T 9 T 28 S TR 4 28 I R AL A T
s B B A ST e R AR SCR A TR X 4
PRI O AR 1 T8 Bl D J2 A 1 A B AT e B vl v 3 T v i Ry A A% R TR ) R, — i
RATHEE R IR MINGE O R A S N5 58 5 (AL TTAE 2R OC 2 A9 B2 kB v, C15)
FOMRIEENTE T, IR 45 58 20 A7 g AR B 1 AR P i S 80 HE PR 56 R A AN AUAS [R) T — AR 1R AL
TE BRI R MIAGE 2 5 R R R IR 45 AT 37 55 R 7 4= AL 5T AT P 2R OC &R il g WA 7E 22
S TEJG E G BT Z A S HLIE AN N N A8 o H e R |
35 58 Gy AR AT AT 1l B2 7 T L5 ) P el 36 140 40 1 v S il 3. 1947 SRR A7 ¥R JE M AR
DX B X T 1 A P s 58 2 AR AURD R 18 S8 A7 00 D A5 AR A A BT ke, F2 90 2B Klirkpatrick 78 5
Perprdg (1934 ARAETRAC 515 ) 10(b) 45 FHIE SR 58 5 2% 51 4% 10b—5 B 45 SOV 4% i H
TE I SE At AT R 2N TSR I R RE 4 iR L T 55 T 4K 2 19 | R BE KT B8 B kT 10 4 W AR
S BRI S AE L L160 Hh BR R P 28 5 N AGIE J5 JTVE (securities fraud) ¥ 13 il BE B 3
PO Z . S8 A TR 25 OV ik A i SOTR R R AR T AR A R SR ) B —— SRy 68 At ACHH:
%A (representation) 172 (AN T 7 A [R)) 10 02 1) fib AAE 5 2 S ASFF 1) R ZHEM
BEA Y« OFFAE AR BR IR AT A s @ K o 9 BAT 8 R s O 8 i I 0 Wk 9 g A EL 5 1 5 I
P AT @ 5 B BRAE BP9 R B R R DR AT 55 s @ J5i i S22k . T L A5 @ i
A7 0 A1 R P e e 2 B DA A R O T PR G 2R Y 50K L AR e 4 I IR VR A7 R 5 19 32 B 58

(12 See Wilson v. Comtech Telecomm Corp., 648 F. 2d 88, 95 (2d Cir. 1981)

(130 b % T R 2 35 06 T ST AT U7 IR 2R 06 28 0 o0 4 v BT ERL 2R 06 AR YA DG I8 38 L AR SCIA O L4518
RIS TR S RGN SRR LR MBIR . S0 EFLE CRBUT R, LR R AL 2009 48
RS, T 184 5 R « CEREALSTAL 12 ), L HE T RAR 2011 4R R, 0T 177,

(14) X AHREA S R OC R E 8 A A B0 56 B L& 0 ORI B 3 Fn 3 = & 1 1 X
SRR A AN I R B A IR A D R H AR A

(15 ZWRIBZR N RIS R FTHE W RIEBOR S T 107 (R HIE T )2013 4E55 6 .

(161 Kardon v. National Gypsum Co., 73 F. Supp. 798 (E.D. Pa. 1947).

U7 ZWEOHBEE « B Fr/R « 38R S (SRR BE RS, TR S5, B3 At 2008 4R
hi, BT 667,
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by Z VST T SRER AR, T80 TR, 7 38 ] W)k S 55 v L b T PN AC B DR OG ZR A A D
B Al SRy XA M A I

SR, T NS S AT R 5 — O VAT S A7 A S 5T DX o 0T T 38 58 2 A S 1) 455 ot TG v 45
[F] X5 — B VAT Ay A5 s DR X T 5 3 I T TR M LA R HESE T TR . X T — URIE
1445 88 A7 5 [ Bt 5 SR IBCA DA A 1S 4 T L AR 7 B (but for rule) , BV o BE 22 -
ARG 35k ) 2 A B SR VEAT Ry 5 X I 4 AT 2 AT R A TR IR g, O TR 2 A TR
H BRVEAT g I 5 AN 2 R AT 32 40047 A o D5 R A7 32 40047 Ry 0 15 M o A IRV R 25 21, — 3
PR SC R LAIERL . [ Z o 45 TeWs I IRVEAT S I ATy 2 AT 52 1047 o o D) st 4 R AT 32 14T
FIFARAF B IRVE SR, ARG R R, B, i Rk B g S0 1 IR ET T
R I HOZ IR VE RT3 =5 52 BAT 5 L BIVRE 8 X6 BEME N A9 e 5 7 A B R L B S8 L T R
T ZEIE T AL . RN E DA S 0 R AR R L T R VR AT O T U S S B A8 X B
N SR 7 A EE B ) IS 6 R A T A DG AT A Y A B SOV 7 A T AR

IR R T — IR VERAUE 80 IAE ik X TR VEAT i iR PR IR iR — e
RETERL 5 W HEHEM A T 556 02 BT B4 LR S i h— X B ik B
FRAR B R OR . SR — HR LG A BN A 5 U, k2 7 AR 2 IS IR R, AR TR
PRIRVEAT Ay o PR HE 58 Ty 380 5 2 B 9 HEAT 1 AT AT A AR AT Al Wk, I A % 9% 5 0F 4R &6 T
15 W N % 28 T NBIRVEA T Ry A 45 9 ke 19 1 T ME LAAE N 3 58 B A7 o 5 HA AR 98 3 1y 4%
PR E Z 8] N PR OCHK , C200 U SRy A ARORE i TN 28 T AR AR SR G 2R I DA AL AT A
Bl F A e UE T 0 1 32 A A B T AR B

H— (584 2 #i8 (presumption of reliance theory), M— 3¢ 26 H BRI & &% T
1972 4E 1Y Affiliated Ute Citizens v. United States Z& i 57, 1% 28 ¥ e 19 52 w45 Bau il BB K5 8
4 KE AR R R AR AN . I e i« TE U0 SR 3 i o {5 B SR 0 v Dt A5 T 0 P R 4 R 1Y
PR AF M, R ZEBR% UE PH R 9 &% 1 5 B HA J KM, BT e (5 M B i o . R T A
f0 R 8 R R, R Bl R T T BRI Y AR R D D RN S HEAT AR DGIE SR AL By B R
NS DS BR S B 5 =R AT o TR DU AT DA SR R g5 S b AR A R R R AT R ——
G BPHBE R 1 E AT R T AT R A S5 AR ) 1 58 By —— DA HE BRAE M fE E , C20) B IR 2
BT NS G 5 R B 5 KA R0 T B R M R AR T A B R A R T T A R Rl L 56 R
HR R 20 3 ] i B ¥ 2 51 Affiliated SR AYHIRKRINE N LS B IRE R, HW A
P 4% 52 By 2 IRV RE ] AT A i 4 30, I By R 8 {5 T AT 32 5 L O HLIE 5 dn 2R

(18] “Reliance is an element of a Rule lob—5 cause of action... Reliance provides the requisite causal
connection between a defendant's misrepresentation and a plaintiffs injury.” See Basic Inc. v. Levinson, 108 S,
Ct. 978, 989 (1988).

(193 S WLAR R« CE S5 17 7 M B PR (5 AU S A4 BT AT ) o A BBk Bt RiAE 2004 4R R, BT 176,

[20] See H.M. Friedman, The Insider Trading and Securities Fraud Enforcement Act of 1988, 68 North
Carolina Law Review , 483—484(1990).

(213 406 U.S. 128 (1972).
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HIE 2 A5 BN 23 Bk (0 5 9 pe e 5t T LA UE BH P9 95 58 5 5 T 45 480 0 e 22 T g TR SR ¢
FILAL . 220 (A R B Y R E Tk A B 1A NI ik B A X JE A TR 1976 4R
ST g R B R A 58 b A R D £ R R 15 BB B S 55, LB R R R T
— 55 PR AT LUHE 2 J5 5 AT Z UE SR 58 By 2 i O s A R . MITE NS o B 9t
i A B PR A5 B U5 T HL A 2% 55 PRI ) 8RR BAL T80 IR, TR it HE L A
RS S R S AT T2 S A, () YT NS S R R BRI B R X0, 7E
TAE A 28 T = AR 2R G 2 I 2 35 £ st B 0T N8 24

H = WKVETT 3 MiS (fraud on the market theory) . NP IESR & R & 7 dE AL 5
(impersonal transaction) H {5 MU VEAT Ay (14 IA S M L 56 )6 0 fi s A BE T 1988 4R 7E W S fR
e M AR W3R 1Y Basic Inc. v. Levinson ZH#fIIA TiX — By Bie . HZ Ly £~ DA BFE A
Mg U5 BT S0 46 GE 08 S iy B B & AT 28 /) — VDA RS B LS A A A D T 3 42
BE WS JE T X T 3 M ks A5 PR PE . T R Y R AR ME B T S 0 ks
AR, BT LU X AR R T 3 T A R A A VR . D X R A T R, R BB IR
W 2 2 T 0 T 3 A0 A A L A B B e L vk A D LR T e 5 M IR BRI =[] ) £ G
FUAL o B S S b O AN 1 02 M AR B3R 1 A7 A o T A 0 AT I W D g S B O A
AR AR IR ——— 00 Ji 55 7 R T A R 3R 1) A7 TE B0 TG 1R B 2 A S it R M R R I R o AT
AL oy S —— R BN D SR OC R Mg o ©20 BV T 3 B8 Bk 1 B R {1 AR 3R R A% Xof Ik 27 117 37 A
A 77 HE R 2 5 W X — R T DR 5 A AR AR s R A B B 2 R B T ) P R AT 28 B i S S
W HESE AL B 02 32 BB AAR R IR 5 5 1 S5 18 1 5 B TE B 1 R B AR R 5 v 8 TR R OC R ik
R, R g N R B ) 1Y OC T R A R a4 RS S T £ 1Y ) Al RS B T AR T X — g, (290
WO P RS 55 B 1A U AT TR X T PN A A S 48 TRR OG R O IR T DL IE P % B s, (260
SR o 3Kl WL A0 22400 1 3 — B 3 P 0 7 2 2% 10 R PR 58 B 5 R A R 3R 1 52 B IX ), AR AT
26 B OVE T S B0 58 F R AT AR R IOVEAT S AR A XTIE Z5 T AN AR T AR R IE Y sg e , T 6B
SEAE AR SR (R T MR RO K AR R IR AT A« 3 SR 3 ek % 8 S S N L PR A T B St i B A T
T R EX — 2R H ARG MR . ARG TE R NHEAC o NMEE S RRZ K
AINEE 22 Ty W7 3 R B LA T R R IE Z7 1T 3 7 AR AR S, C280 TR, PN A A g 38 R TR 23 3

(223 Shapiro v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc., 495 F.2d 228, 238 (2d Cir. 1974).

(231 Fridrich v. Bradford. 542 F. 2d 307 (6th Cir. 1976).

(241 Basic Inc. v. Levinson, 485 U.S. 224,230 (1988)

(250 Z:OLZEWRW] BTLE (06 T W BUE SR 17 37 (R IR R 3 51 % i B s I B2 2 1 9 2 T 8 ) i i 5 35
A7 CNRFE 2003 4R58 2 .

(26) S LSRR, WRHTH COD; 4 0, WRTIE (915 s 2RI B 5 19k E B R FTEE” (N R A L)
2007 445 17 3.

(271 See Thomas Lee Hazen, Treatise on the Law of Securities Regulation, 6th ed., Vol.4, West Pub-
lishing, 2009, p.131.

(28] See William J. Carney, Signalling and Causation in Insider Trading, 36 Catholic University Law
Review, 886—887 (1987).
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R T 3 M 1 A8 3 D 2l L IR 8 2 5 A2 B P e 50 B B T Y AR AR RE UL By AT sz B T
W 5 T HL B 1T 37 b B0 5 S W 7 T I 3 VR T3 3 BEAR R A SE N RESE S RIAR C &
AT SR A7 A 36 ME LA 5 IR A DY L R

EIRFRARRIAE NI, BT IR T X NS S AR AR R G R AR B 5 B A TS . 4 5 11k
R 7S 10 3% e RIVE A < P95 B 8 DR 2R O AR ST I I BR I RE RS UE W] L R o ) 52 ) )
Fr GRS [ L OR BEER S48 W) - i LA BT ok 52 B A% 10 52 ) 5 LA AR RS AR A IE 27
i3 b A B BT I AN RIE A 35 5 (A7 A BB pe s S 2 T i S 4R A T A 19 L RIVEE B2 A7
WNF S AT 0 HAT R 2 A AR R 8 £ BE o O BT BT 392 5 500 R HE05 B S8 & il
K £ BB o PRI A 3 58 5 A7 O I R BICAE B BT 3 110 XU, T AL B B L TR G RO AN
TE . C290 [RIRE T X RS S 56 P B TR OC AR A PR BE L B AR B Tl A ok 52 5 06 ) 4 R W RLE Y
P o RAFTUE, B — A R B BT AR R OC TR AT 19— B AT R L (2
ORISR SE R AU TUT . BEA B9 D25 SRR . 1 0 — & 58 1F 1 Ji 4 28 IE RE A8 2R 45 ik
BEBgiA Rl ©00 b e al gkt B A RRE R X TN 2 5 RN R LA RTINS E., SHAR
0L, BR B 5K T N 35 52 5 B3R B R WL ZE N 8 58 5 9 R AT, O LR A il B [ 9 [ P Sz i 0
BEAE HALRE o O30 Fh 0 AT 25 38 X PN 858 5 S 0 DR O AR 15 A0 LA AR 2280, W RERS
S AT R B TR USRI M L LA 25 WA 0 5 % 1) 0 BT 0 52 o TR SR 5 i A3 9 O 52 ) R R
kA TSR R, 5 N5 Z )l W A R IE AR, B2 NS RHNRCRBELH
SRAE T S VRIS H AT 12 AL S BN AL Z A LR C AR RN R LS A&
T AR BT A N 2 00 T A A8, I S N RS B R AT RE Y A B

T WAL S RANTTAT IR AR O AR A IR A

#5385y 12 AR O R 1 DA DRI B £ 3P Jo B, T B8 40 Wil 2 55 et o B Rk A, B 0 4%
BEH RGO E AT . A SO AR BT n A IEME R, AR AR FIE BR N R 22 5 R TTAE )
AESEBLAY 2 E AT, S (B 25 T 1988 4F 38 i ( N 4% 58 & FNIE 27 JVE #4715 ) (Insider Trading
and Securities Fraud Enforcement Act of 1988) , Ry $2 N #5238 7 (RALUF 1A B9 5 58 5 A1 52 T W
NYFAL Cexpress cause of action) s BF“ AT Al A PR HI 78 PN 4545 B I F 2E 4T A0 S AIE 25 38 5 1 i | AR i
ST R0 08 o 0 AT AT A 45 R A e B8 A IRV s 2 X6 g A (] — B ) gl ] 28 91 2 DA =
HA S AE Gy WA An] N ARG TAT: 7 533X BB 1 45 9% 3 gt FL 3K S2 ik 95 5 N 4 28 o) Z I A7 AE

€291 Fridrich v. Bradford 542 F. 2d 307 (6th Cir. 1976).

(30 S WAL H A & Rl R i 2 5 OF R DAL i B K A 47 (B 3R IR DS 26 &, it il
JEAL 2013 4F i, BT 237 —238.

(313 (PO FRAHE « W U5 Il K CNFERE S 5008 B i A 5 S B ) 0 /R W 45 38, 1 A oy A 2011 4R
R, T 213 BLF .

(320 Z WLEBKRIf , WL RTTEC8T,

(33) See U.S. Securities Exchange Act of 1934, s 20A(a).
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PR OC A B 28 UE 5T AL . H2 H BB A8 HIE B 2 N 35 28 5 A R[] N 22 % # (contemporaneous trad-
ers) , AL B A E IR OC R AT . B8 X R 7E 7 i o B S DR 0GR ST 1 A0 4T in
P TR S0 DX T . BT N CUE 25 R 52 5 ) (Securities and Futures Act) £% 234 45K
T INHES oy N TR 6 52 5 2 e oA 2k 4 S Ve v B AR, i e AIE I AR G &, 0990 RIE &
Mo DX UE SR 32 B ¥R 5 157 452 1 50 2 IR ALE - N 38 o A 2 % 2 H 36 B F A IR L 2
NBGEEETTAE” . 100 FR & R R AE , N HE 58 55 N9 38 5 A% N (those in contractual
privity with the insider) 2 & 3K R ZH B 2 YRR, 36

S AN 5 ST I A AT AR B 0T A K 5 R A B B DR OGRS e A D) S s
BT A UE S R A 4552 B R VR 1Y St o AH HE B AU A0S R ME . TE AN iy o O 2 1
FREFTBE I Clark BT 5 4= A ST AE PR 56 R A E 1Y 2 T0, WA JE 0] 2 — Fofr 4 57 7 fis i o
(counterfactuaD) ZEAili [ (1% S iiE it 2 , G “ 457 B RAT A W S22 AT AN 23 R A i 3L, C37)
3 58 K R0k BE oA S i 0 U AE N 558 2 A=A 38 S AR 1E (proper test) W 24 2 , “ 41 SR 4 45 117
SR PR T NS R A 2 FZAE B R, DTSR S S PRAT S AN R AT 0. A
IR HE PN 45 38 50 (R AR SR O 3R 0 gk 4t 28 o I A 0 8 X 1 1 Ay 38 3 0 3 1 i 45 ke 1 T
RES I HA B e R N {5 3% — S S B AT e g Bz, 980 Wb 9K L X Al A i S 7E
T ROEEEZ |, RIS S — 24 PR 50 A SR AE AT 38 5 Z AR T N AR R L SR 252K
AR HSE BRSO BB AE o SR 33X o S UIE HE B A B H1 7 7 25 7 5 L L DR O 2 DU S AU 2B N
AT BT A (HX —F AN B . IE QR R DG R A E IR T S RS Ik A R A S B R
L 2 7 A4 T 3740 RO AR 2 ) R oMl PS4 o i e A LA K By 1 A% 2 oK U B AR
BRI Z (B R4, DRI I AN BEOR T 24wl 200 37 B B hi 5 A OR AR B IR
3 TSR AFAT N 1 A TR B Bl i 25 i N A5 2. B399 DA 38 0 I 15 B B R AL R
H B2 B9 BRI & BRI 00 (P15 T B8 o (B I A5 R A 5 2 18 I AR il — € T vl i, NS 58
Gy RALTAE IR 5 R AR TC U e 7 X AT 200 3 AR AR T

P35 38 Gy AR AR R 0GR A5 FE 1R IR AR 1Y) P 3 58 B R TE N R Bl SR, LTE N R 32 5
itk RERNZ 5 AR T i3 i e ds O Ll B8 R e s m e g T A P&, ok
WX LA A 5% A 3 S TR 7, CO) AR X AL AL MR S SRR N Z A Z A
PRUR G R AT E i U F 0 EZ R A = — 1 T80 (i R R A2 09 22 51 A TR

(341 See W. Wang and M. Steinberg. Insider Trading . 3rd edition, Oxford University Press, 2011, p.226.

(35 See Alexander Loke, The Protected Interests in the Private Right of Action for Insider Trading: A
Comparative Perspective, 7 Journal of Corporate Law Studies s 322 (2007).

(361 See Australia Corporations Act 2001, ss10431.(3), (4); Canada Business Corporations Act, s131(4).

(373 GO BHARE » CIERITL (2 I ) #1745 3%, TR H Uk 1999 4R, T 263,

(381 List v. Fashion Park, Inc., 340 F. 2d 457, 463 (2d Cir. 1965) ; Shapiro v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner
&. Smith, Inc., 495 F.2d 228, 239 (2d Cir. 1974).

(393 Z LKL, WA HEC8T

401 BERH (W AL AR 5 UE SR 50 5y 1) BT 2 AR L RS W) 2009 4F R % 51 A BB AR ILAT (150,
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e Bt PR A A TS B FROR A E A o B 7 2 TR SR AL 5 F IR (zero — sum
game) (RLHEL TIENFFEFHFAART S 5S4 THE B E TR 25 B X 2 IEW
AT 15 BRI RRIUBS: o CH10 L=, N 35 58 5 X Ik 27 T 3 A% O JC RS2 i, 20N RS2 5 A
14958 5y Xof T A T B JIE AL 78 A A 3 AN 2EAT 58 5 At 52 B b (G848 23 DLV RE 1 4 4 5
HoAbAR N HE AT AT RIRE Y SC 5, D9 L, N 3858 5 A S B985 1 58 By e 3, L4
ANHE R B L A5 52 18 R R A S B R AR R TR IS, B A G UE IR AT (A B A B AR A
SR ER L TR B ER R SR BER L AR B H AR S 1M BSOS AR A AT AR R A
Wi, GO LU FE S 5 A i S A O RO O il A S B E SR A R C R . HRRIRIE
R N EE S Ty NOFAR L E AR SR R I AT AR B OGE O 28 FL R AR B DI i
AR FBTTE X TULTE M 715 B A AL, 5 AT 52 b A 430 58 3 T 52 8 2 2 IV Y 7R 4H A i
YR 5 NRA S TR

AR SCIN Ty ToiR I 13 5E 18 3 S BEAT 1Y 15 %E 18 75 37 18 S Al 75 ThT 249 47 7 SR B B — 25 R 2 A
BB AR BV RO I 19 A BE A DA ™ P AR P R R o7 AR A5 A 5% B 3 i e vk 4R A%
PSS B BRI L B T A BB 3 A0 S R A s 60 [ Il a5 R A R IR BE AT 2R B, R
TR N 5858 5 2 15 0 B0 A0 U TE . B ik A R AR A L 05 8 1 R G T T R IR R iA1=
FPR SR FR BN AR RIVAD SR B 98 5 f S ME 1 S5 B (BUN G B AR A i fT B 52
PR A B 32858 By 5 10 75 5 18 2 WU DA P9 58 oy 58 TP BB B0 8 OF AN A 5 0 (R PR IR SR A B M
I5] 9 HAE BUHEAT BB S A T PN 3 52 5 S B0 R S o) AP AE LR S RIS . d e, )
P RE I HH RE e O A B SR DAASE 5 R SR R R A N i 52 ) (RS IRL 2R 56 R Y S8 4
TAAZMAGH, NN S WA R L B4 8 T SO 27 % 2 U A A 24 F
Lo AT s AR S R AR PRI AR LB IRVEAT o 28 1 TN Y B AR SRR, BB RS 0 OF
25 84, 0 1 TG BIL 23 FUXUR: ™, CI8ITIT A 35 58 By DU 2 3 3 AN 2% oF B B 22 4R A5 3515 B
M52 5%, Xt HAB AR RN 92 5 35 BT S0 1A 758 P A7 b sg b 15 T PRI B A
TERIA L o XFI 75 E 18 I8 T RURIA . 00 B SC R 2 . N3 52 o) NSRS R 24K 1
R LB LASR AR A o 4 4 Dok A FLA 8 2 (9 AR HIL 2 o DR R A 5 S5 R A e AN 22 B 1

1) Z WECRI, WLRTEEC8T

(423 Roy Schotland, Unsafe at Any Price: A Reply to Manne “Insider Trading in the Stock Market”, 53
Virginia Law Review ., 1443—1446 (1967).

(431 See Donald C. Langevoort and G. Mitu Gulati. The Muddled Duty to Disclose Under Rule 10b—5.,
57 Vanderbilt Law Review , 1676(2004).

(443 See James D. Cox, Insider Trading and Contracting: A Critical Response to the “Chicago School”,
35 Duke Law Journal, 635(1986) .

(45) S WA EH ChENRIEAEESR L BT B SO A R FE 2005 4R, T 7,

(461 Z W58 CNFEIL G IR ) ALt K2 Tk 2001 4E R, BT 26,

G471 S ULBREE, WLRTTECTD . 5T 234,

(481 2K WA 450, 0 7,

(193 Z LB, WA TE (400,
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OLTT o st 1) A ARE 23 DU PTI98 52 B 19 BT 9 /0 o HC 450 ) o [ o 4 PR T i 22 B AEG . ©°00 r L
PN 5 58 oy A= T B S B0 B F 32 B BT IR R A

TR E T NFEZ G WA AT AT I Z 5 H SRR 8 2 28 by Z 1R HL2R G & 1k E
ME SRR AW T . B I 2 18 2 BT LAAE TR TR AR v S8 8 R B O B A T IRV T
R SR GE B — 5 K N 3528 5 U0 S IRVEAT Sy o S A o 3k 1) T DUk A R SR DG AR5 0 —
5 T A TC Y R A 5 22 5 B BE AR R AR R — AR AR T 1 SR AL, X Ho 2 5 2 1R i
i AR VR TE . AR AR AN V32 5 S FE R Sr It N AEAE By o 13 IR NS S A7 7E L R A 3
o I8 T EA T E N AR5 7 2 F 5 558 52 W58 by 2 ) AR O & A
SE YA T0 WA RN 0 it e oAy * G SR A3 9% 3 i S ol 5 AT R I 38 5 3 0 o 1 N
FE B SBULCEFRER B IRR” . BIR T B 1 5 58 #1 =, &R ] IR 25 5 b
WX — TN E R . At 75 5 W TA N PN HE S8 ) AN 25 3l JlA% 6 8 400 3 100 T B oy o S0 280 S T
WHESZ 5y SR BEE S2 A oy A 92 EAFAE R 2R OC R A LIRS . BRI T

B NEZGWANE TIEW TGN, SERANIENSENEAS 535 885
P N HEAT I [ 32 by 0 5 % 35 () A 2 75 4, DR O T 24 A A 2 R 380 B0 L 3kt 2 HE 3 T 4 XL
W 1 6 SR 32 . CO1) 07 M R DA TIE F5 5 5 0 B B AT i KU o pl Tl R BB 0 | I [R) A
T3 3 By b A 55 7 D 22 00 TS BONAR BRI SE L R R H Z H  orAei FEEN . IR HE.,
HRYEAIE I3 58 5y “ MG 257 B L ZEHRBRUE Z7 A B 189 F)3 23 B 5020 vl 5% 77 B M N R 5, BT A %
AT 3 9 BEIRC B AP TE F2 A 0] 9 A% 5 L LB R R T IR AR R Ak L S T T B B0 2R
& ST RE NS L B B A B o i, 02 B X TR R E M S R m L s ERE AR
G 20 BB U AR RS R B 52, R AR R E BRIk BT LA TR B
BRI BT 5 BRI W X8 e A AL AT AR 5 A 08 B 0 2 2 AR 4 32, NTKE H 2 Y
PR IFSE AT . Sz MR B AR [ T GRS Rk B 03 s A2 T IO 19 45 2 0 3, T 25 7 2]
7 3h 5 Xof FI AR o 75 4008 AN S g AR R I 45 S T 3 U S T 25N RIS o N “ 22837
B e, IE 038 [ E 2 AE ] E (1984 4F P H A2 5 il #75 ) (Insider Trading Sanction
Act of 1984) I T I ] Al 45 9% % Jo vk A Bl i | & 85 A S i 5 AL = A A
(8, T S EGEN ARXS T T A 25 35 340 BE 408 A [R) K00 5 4 1) 988 52 | 28 - A UE 27 117 3 1 45 2k i 40
A—E,” G, “RAEIEZE T 3% 015 B 22 % (informational disparity) AS 0] B4, (H % % &
AR BAE RN LS AT P AT B B, AR 3R 52 S 1 B 1) #5825 1 75 45 U3 245
Sk T 37 LI 149 L A5 LB

B NI S AR A B AL S R . R E R IR N R AL 5 SRR A

(501 Z DLFREE, WLETHC7], 1T 235,

(513 S WLEKRIRL . WRTECSD,

(520 Z WA . (IEZ 1 A 2008 0 W) B 86 ) L ARt 2012 4R, TT 14— 15,
(531 Z WM, WRTHECL7), T 673,

(54) See United States v. O’ Hagan, 521 U.S. 642 (1997).
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TERIR RS B2, WSS A RIS A ST E N Sk, Ea
i SCRT IR 33X — B3 el 2 IR A5 2 “ RVE T 3 BB "R N 35 28 2 S8 TP 3 T8O 1 HES7 i Bl
Je WAL oy AN 8 T 3 #5058 A AU VAT S AH X OOF AN R LAWY & T AN 2 F- 32 5 47 Y
PN 3 58 Ty AN 23 B W 800 3 W A8 Sy VRO . X J T R0 ) [ 2, AT 20 e i DR SR O 2R T Y 4 TG, )
AR 7E SR Y Bl b AT SRR L DL BT P 2 b o A A AR B e R AT 2 )
Lo W — LB R . [EE BT A S AR R B 32 5 &R G BEMLIE BC /Y A B 3 5 iUk
AR D A5 A AT B2 1) 52 B (A 450 9% & 204 AT R A HE A2 B A X N5 Tl 9 48 52 5
N8 I A SR B R 0L T 58 5 RH o N 452 o Bl LRI R BRL I 345 52 3 i 52 40 1) 45 6 5 0 4 i
JIB) 28 5y 45 o MO 5 T, DU AS ™ 0 U 55 2 0 Ay 11 Al 5 4 0L U oz 2 A Sy < 2R 52 0 50 98 2 S
BEHRMZSEPAEANFANEFEE 2R SRE O TRENRN SR, BTSN
T H CHN SRS 22 46 %0 ) RE A% 375 8 450 1 108 350l R 4 HG I 1) 52 ) 3 A ] RE 52 48 o i B 1 %
)R DR RV B (risk averse) s X JLHINTE B2 0] 32 5 % A AE A8 O o NI S 0 SR £ 028 LK 1Y)
BTy PR AT H BV N HE A 0 YRG5 3% Skt 25 Al 37 DL 8l i Carny 2
BACVSAE I 18] 38 53 #5 1 32 515 N 35 58 o AAFTE R 2R OC R I B (B N #8285 N IR 01 38 5
H BB BEAE ) N5 58 oy U AAAE IR 2 BR AR A AB0E 0 25 02 1 DL BT (emulate) FF 3 22 A #E A &
b —ER o R B A AR A R R Ak gk N R 1 32 7 DS IR e T IE B T N R AL 5
RE B8 X 2 [0 52 oy 5 1) TR SR 7 A S B R

25 b ARSCIN O N HESE 5 1 52 o2 i i 4R 3 5 LR AT S 1m) 528 5 Y AR5 O S8 B AR 3R
R VR WA o T 33X S 0T A e 5 2 AN RIVATT F18 45 T 50 0 2 i T 0 iR 2 T 3 2 P P A LAE 1 AR
T FEAT BB A, AR LIS 1] 52 5 P AEAE N BN e SRS AR 3 BUL 2 8 22 B
o BRARAEZR T 3 TP AT AT 5 N 35 NIRRT S 10 52 5 W #5908 5 A 0 55 b 947 W] RE 2 B N 35 52 5 1Y
1RFE AN F LT 5P 32 W58 oy Z 18] 5 T AN i PR R OC R S DUIE AR, 4K, 1 B
PR URVA Hby L 4 AT D238 R ™ D 5 B el R T 58 ) X6 2R 9 A N AT <3 i AT TR RE 52 5 7 ok i 8 1R
RER AHXWIE I NARA E UL N 558 5y BE S 38 A o8 H 40 A 5 . BRI, W32 5 1R AL
B AT BE 245 70 4 1 SO A H1 0 U S 1 o S Bt

=\ WS BRAGHER AR KR B BN E

AR SO R 53 LR TR T PN e 58 5y 4= BT AT W S (9 A0+ BV PR 5 52 oy il 6 ot L
I] 52 5 £ E T A, AR S B PR OC AR HIX R R R E T A S N AR BT R )
Lo TE —— IR AN Z AT Z )5 5 o —— W2 BN L5 R F Ve HRAE
Loy BRI . B4 FETE S WA N AT S 1) 58 5y B R SE £ B8 5 32 3] 7 e PRl 7 X
B B AR B P9 35 52 5y (RAUS A QAT DA RE R 5 9 3 1Y) 52 908 58 B 15 TN s 58 o A A DR R
KF RIS A% JEUE B A SE TR Xt o 7 R T S 7 R T BT L 5 e AR R 1 o0 B Al A

(551 William J. Carny, supra note 28, at 890.
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INHNFAL G I IEZ H N RGeS N AT 38 5 B0 05 848 OSOF I N2 5
FRACIFVA I3 A% 2 8 5 R ATE R — R AT R 28 5 MR o 3 X R E AR A &
B T AT B s TR A NN HESE 5 FF B 2 oA A A T 3 52 4 W WA B A 1) 7 Y
S 38 b B R AGE R, 980 AR SCIA Ry, FE 22 X T A AC B AR AR VA AR D LA Y 4y
B, IR R AN TE I (A F 38 55 A X N7 (privity traders approach) & 2 1“ [F] #1228 55 N7 (con-
temporaneous traders approach) & =X A4 B4 X 37 ) Sz e, B b AR 3 4355 7 4 T AT X 7 R
2P 30 B R i ) Sl b L B 5T AT T R S I e 18 0 S B RN ) vk S R G T R R .

(—)XZSHEIAEK

JIT I8 28 5 R AR, R AR N 58 Ty AR ARV 1) 38 A% JR 5 N 2 5 NN EITIE SR 22 5
(9 B4 X5 T (direct counterparty) , BV 24 N HEAE B 0 F 25 05 BN AN 3: AT b g ATE 27 5 50
N REAE B A B R A C ORISR S A N R AR BETT L R OE A O e R U e
LT 1976 4F 3 [ BB A N 3K /135 Be Xt Fridrich v. Bradford 2R Je i, £ BK GG .
Ho—, Ji il B 5k i 400 35 00 200 5 B4 B N R A ) Z (BIAEAE 5 B DR OC &R, T RE 8 1 2 X —
BRI A WHRE NS MR N TR A BE 24 0 E 25 T 3 o, B4 19 PR 45 28 5 9 A 23 5% il i
B SE 5 PR, SR A RS IR B A 5 R ) S PR R AR T B8 By IR A Y 2 0 58 B S
HRNRAL S TCC ., H I R s 7 aE A% S5 R PR R, AR B A Y ) 32 5 BT )
P& R W B 2 T R R Bl 5 Y I £ 40 Bl (8 T 4 i B R HH 5 AT (liable to all the
world) , 097 38 [ 5 738 17132 B 114 B 3R W 3 8 K R I 37 32 ML DG 7E 2 (1980 4R HIE 25 b ¥ )
(Securities Industry Act 1980) i k44, I A BAT(2001 4F24 F] 3% ) (Corporations Act 2001) fif
ARYE . MR IZE, RAH A C R4 RlRT 228 MR AR AL 23 N (disposer) B DA A FE AL I SE
4 Wl R Al I WSO N Cacquirer) A A7 BEAK A0 A O PA I T8 32 09 0 2k 4 S IR . L6090 I R (R g
25 )3 ) (Business Corporations Act) JR R HU T 33X Fl L@ w2, B 52 0 38 55 35 B A0 G TE 2% 10
PN 3 AN 24 o] “IZUE 7 BY S 3 ol B T SE 4 7 ( the seller of the security or the purchaser of
the security) B4t J< , (61

28 iy AR A ALK A% 496 T8 % 18 22 ) T 96 SO VE 4= AR 52 B i A R 5 RN TE
HEAFXRRWNEERA SZANTE R FE, B HES BN HL 5 RREER 2 F ANFER
B N 35 N Y B3 58 5 0 T, BV S 4 R 400 T I B R BE s 2 N5 T HC A 2 1) 22 5 5 ot 18 32 1Y)
2R IEAE XS A N 3 N W o T % 7 A 5 N s N HEAT (] 1] 52 By 1) 3 3 45 5% 5 i WA PR Ot
VA B R N AN £ . 2 B2 A B0 o ™ A% B it 0 B 7 XL R R R NS S

(561 Z DL, WHTHE (460, T 337,

(570 S W EGHE A% 28 5y 1 TP 0 £ 1 B p s, (0 2 A 9E )2011 AR5 6 1,
(581 Z WKL . CUE R BB F VR A RO ), e i At 2002 4ERR, BT 169,
(591 Fridrich v. Bradford, 542 F. 2d 307, 323(6th Cir. 1976).

£60) See Australia Corporations Act 2001, ss10431L.(3), (4).

(61) See Canada Business Corporations Act, s131(4).
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1 S bR A7 5 35 A R ARAR A% L O 3kE f6 S BN B AR FH 2 B2 I8 2% B¢ 4T Cenormous damages) , 162
22 Gy FE T A ) BE ) 8 [ SR AT 15 o AH BT B A 52 B0 B A2 ) TS 8 7E S5 B A 2 B iR )2
T Y4778 6 ME DA s IR B N AE B B . — TR T 44 28 5 (A FF T 3 v, M L 8 R 8 TE 27 28 5 1Y)
AEXEN o AN 5] 18 6T T8 08 B3 32 5 » 28 FF T 3 Hh (IR 25 58 ) B J2 38 1 28 5 J9T 1Y) v, ki R 46 A 3
e WSS R Z E] 3K A5 32 48 4 1 VL IC B BEBLYE R 0 R 78 N #5538 5 T IR 25 28 o B¢
R BRAAE BT 5 3K 32 U5 B[R] B A7 78 3 AR 22 48 58 35, AR ME 43 9% (1 IR L 45 % 35 149 58 By L 42 %k i
T HEAE Sy, M AR A A HE B E B R 10 28 Sy o PG % T 28 T 17 3 o 00 4 o] 4% 9% 5 ok 106
UEW] O 2 3 N0 B35 28 5 W T JL-F- 8 02 To 1 58 U AT 55, 0650 L sk A X 2 88 T N
3 Ty B E B AT AL B % (transferability) . SR BRI i, PN HE 38 5 19 18 3 1 0 9] 7% 7E L
BE oy AR N B b ABAZARRE A G AR 20 S8 8 52 52 bRt 3, 49 40, DA P 3 AT v ) S iE 75 1 4% %
AN RAEAT BT Z 8] SO 2R 55 32 1 B, 17 B 9 2R 32 BT ) 45 2% 177 A2 4 30 Ffr 463 % 1) 7T g
PEAG R 25 T 38 5 % T 9F HLIL S8 5 XF FAT) AT Re i 18 0 28 o (908 35 A P Ak 22 A% 338 F 25, BB %%
5 R T B R A IZAIE SR IR AR N R A S W SR 2 A L6 B, B R R R IFAEN
Fe 58 oy B B AL BESE A T N L AE S T AT R I R 8 A7 S PR L IS R AR FETEAS
Gy ¥t 00 FR WY H A G E H AT R LR SZ BN R 22 5 IR 55, BT L A8 5 d AR N3 A8 5
FRACF 1A 19 JE A5 A B 2 1 10 4 10 96 2 HEBR 5 2 . i 2 5 8O A VR ALY MR JC # 3 hi ELIE 1Y
ZEH W TAGEYF AN A BLZE R,

U5 T 58 Gy AR AR Y A i vy, — 28 SR 8 1205 2 A [ 5 T oo e AT RO R T
VLB IR . BN, 87 s < 1986 4F Gk 25 Mk 32 ) 85 47 FE IR R ) 7 75 19 R G B2 B N 7 38 & IR AR
VA AE A% IR B R N R N AE 5 B RAR X AR AE 28 5 2248 1 SEBR 25 L 2R Y B i H 43
i SR R B R Ry R e A% O B R I A RS . R AR B B UE SR T PO R AR AR AR
Gy W T, BOR AR 5 N R AAAAE A R R T T R i, (650 s sr ik pL ok
BT 2000 AFAE Bk IS B IR 28 2 AR AR S, Bk [ I 228 2 B A . A o i 52 25 AR A
A7 VR i ] A ORI AR TR SR ) T A Y B L 2003 AR IE SR AT 3 W 2 4y
TE R T N HESE 5 S A8 i e v BTt DL 5 A A 1 58 o R X 1 SR T g it v L
BENFRZ S TA %% N (aggrieved person) , (660 ik [ iR #1802 4 1 & 78 I K F W #4 1k

(621 See Hui Huang, Compensation for insider trading : Who should be eligible claimants? , 20 Aus-
tralian Journal of Corporate Law, 14 (2006).

(63) See Rita Cheung, Insider trading: a critical assessment of the private right of action, 32 (2) Com-
pany Lawyer, 58(2013).
Requirement in Insider Trading, 24 Delaware Journal of Corporate Law, 136(1999).

653 See M. Chew, The Adequacy and Efficacy of the Civil Remedies for Insider Trading: A Compara-
tive Critique, Singapore Journal of Legal Studies, 347(1998).

(661 See Corporations and Markets Advisory Committee (Australia), Insider Trading Report (Novem-

ber 2003), Recommendation 9.
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S AR B 7RI LRGSR AN S EAE 2006 AR BCCIE SR T IR D, DL3Z 3 OCHL
FRAZ 55 T A Ry PR 3 28 T AR R V8 1) 35 A% D 2, C67)

(Z)ERZHEER

528 Gy A NAE AN [ 5 R 5 32 & 5 B 2 9k I A 5 P9 e X [ s 36 47 B ) 28 5 1 4% 95 %
HRT YA N 4 28 G AR AR VA 19 35 A% S TR I8 H S B 18 A R 5 N AE AN S PR kA TR,
A o X . 9 [ IR A K Iml vk Be 2  , JLAE 1974 4F Shapiro v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce,
Fenner & Smith, Inc. R AP $5 1, “ P28 75 M 452 5 7 (disclose or abstain) {55 I A
AURT 55 N HE N Z 0] & A2 38 By AR08 35 A, 100 > 1] 78 (P #E 28 5 1) A [ 8] (during the
same period) HtAH [FIE % P47 5 ) 38 55 (BT A5 X6 P9 4 B AN A A 5 98 5 R 4E . 0680 |y b %
] 7 A R UG AR S A AR S5 5K . fE IR Z S 9 Wilson v Comtech Tele-
comm Corp. Z&H, 55 i [l 1k g i — D Wi 1 N 55 5y R ARV 1Y D 4 0 L« 48 8 5 D ke 4
A2 57 L5 IR AR5 N 5 AR Ccontemporaneously) #E47 52 [1] 32 5 09 % % & 5 T IR &k
EFRBIZL 5 # (non— contemporaneous traders) i FHIF K Z 5 KA V5 BIRA WA &
HEAT 38 5y WA Il g, 0TI TC 20T % 8 5 D0 7 4 5 oy B ) o) A, C699 5 [l ik g A b R o
FIEARR B T B E 2 RN, J5 4 1EC1988 4F N #5228 &y FIIEZ2 HRVE S AT 15 ) B 8K N 3 58 5
R F I 22 ) B 7R R AU T P9 e N TR i ) 48 5 3 . B L 58 B 13l 4% B4 ik e k. 36
925 26 T N 3 28 B A AR 18 3 s D 4 5 1) [) 3 22 & 55 S e B X i I 3 A 3 ] 5 9 b IXC
LTIz RAR Y,

] 1 52 7 A 0 A DG SHEAE T [R) 30 7 % S, o 1 55 BT 2500 R T AS TRl N 45 28 5 i
W B UE 7 B 28 5y it 5 BARIE TR BN 8] Mk DUTE 37 3 rh i 0 508 8 — B Fm o o DRI > 22 Fe 40 431
PR HAR R R, LT00 S I Uk 25 AR % 3 ) 5 2 T3k B A S T — I ) 28 B R S 5 RS
SRR A S5 R NN HEAE 5 B A % 10 28 5 45 X B o] ) R 4R 2R 1 28 5 i
PN 5T By B 5 BRI AL 3% I () 5 32 IR 1) 28 oy K HEAE N 9 28 o Z R S Z 0 5 R T 38 gy I AT
WHEAR AT Z R & 2 5 5545, 71 75 45 3k 1wl vk 52 R o L 56 1 [5) 300 FF i %) ek 1) 3
I TC AL 140, 32 (5 22 B0 X 2k BE A, IRl I 28 5 35 17 2 M3 — IR N 35 28 2 FF IR B 35, B
TE N #5238 Iy J e Z 00 AT I ) 28 T B 480 % 385 HE B 70 38 A I 25 Y L 22 Ak IR Dl FE B[R] 22 3 |, 47
WHMEIE AL G 28 T RAETEG BN 3C 5 WP 3 o C720 (HAE = [R] 097 oy B &5 o 1 ) 4 5 7™
L, RBUY BU™ M T T8 R i R o ™ e 2 B 3 R W] 0 52 B BR e S 5 N A2 o R AT

(671 See New Zealand Securities Markets Act 1988, s42ZA.

(683 Shapiro v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc., 495 F.2d 228, 237 (2d Cir. 1974).

693 Wilson v. Comtech Telecomm Corp., 648 F 2d 88 (2d Cir, 1981)

£70) See Report of the House Committee on Energy and Commerce on the Insider Trading and Securities
Fraud Enforcement Act of 1988, HR Rep No 100—910, 100th Cong, 2d Sess 27 (9 September 1988).

(713 See Singapore Securities and Futures Act, s 234(5).

72 W. Wang and M. Steinberg, supra note 34, at 521—523.
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i) — %, il 4n . 56 1 H A C A VR 20 06 Bt W45 A 19 52 1) 32 59 0 24 5 N 3 38 B ) H kA C780 3
BIEHL X “UEZR A 5 7T 2006 4R BUN X6 T N 35 58 23 AR AL UR Ve 19 it DA L 72 35 B M
AR S2” Z J A T 24 H 7 A BR A SR 5 TP I 3 AR AT 2 3 32 5K R [R) 3 22 B 5 il Rk
5NN H 34T R 58 5 #5544, ©750 5o B, B iz gk ) S sk [ 3 52 b 1 2% 1k
) SE 4 22 N A AR B FFZ i, 3Bl A i R 4G 2% 02 56 [ VA HE 9% BE (American Law Insti-
tute) T2 W A CBRFRIIE 25 1% # ) (Federal Securities Code) , HolA N X FRIMIAZZ Z Zr0“ 2 H 7[R
JE SR AFAEAE W 1 1 BE Cover — inclusive) Fl % A /& Cunder — inclusive) B XU B FH ., — 7
T A7 YRR 24 H S 1) 52 55 4% Al BE R AR B A TF Z B % 85 IR 25 T e S B4t 3% 5 55— Jr . A
28 oy AR H R N 2 H 01 58 5 35 T I AUE S5 JF R A 245 1828 TF i Y 4% ¢ 3 S B il 52
TPE ARV S T BON AT DURLRE I ST AT AN A BRAE SR . DRG0 T [ 30 7 A
hE B S S NN HEAE 5 T IR 2= N A5 B A TR BT ), ©760 1t b [ 191 52 B 35 1Y) 58 02 1 ¢
I A2 B A U b Do o I SRR, LT
[7i) 391 52 By 5 A X 36 R T 52 B A X A8 R R ik D 19 TIE 25 52 B % 7 TC 1R TR 31 P 45 52 5
B A 3 P X A A% O (0] R, TR B N 28 ) 1 S5 B A2 B R DAUOKS i D 1 T A A
[ 0 34 AT B 1) 38 B B 48098 5 5 AN AL T AN A 1A 8 25 S o7 . B A AT BE B R N 4% 22 B
52 FH T Ie 1k ik SE BB 1 i 1 TT BE 52 T R R ARTC I i A 1 52 B 52 A O B R AT AT
) fff D 7 58, TR, [) B 58 5 3 A R 38 2 A N IR (a proxy for privity) #5411 H 9
PR, LT8R AR T 5 1) S A T DL SR e S8 b R R AR TR 5 S R R B L 2D
AT5 SR A7 FE 0 75 328 BE 0 AU 181 A IS 26 55 PR A1 () o) 22 B 3 S5 B WG T ol A8 1 488 9% 3 0 4 4 A
TR BTG BT A A 2 T AR XS R T P A N R T AR 0 AR S N RN R [R] [ 52 B R
17 5 100 45 B R AR R T R B SR A A AR N N T LA B Y 0, AR S TE R YT
R N A XU (87 D 2 50 e J7e s ok 3 vk T A A B i A i 0 DD, Sy e S P
N R T 757 B T AT (draconian liability) o [8] 8 52 5 5 B0 008 1 005 2 S T B
R, 10 5 € 1988 4F PN %532 by FIRIE 5 RVE BRAT I DL o P A X T [ 30 228 ) 35 19 i 422 58
B PR T HC 3 o P R B o R A R A 2k B0 O EL R R N E e ERIE SR RS 5 & D
23 (SEC) b LA S 35 1Y, W A2 S0 480 v Ry 24 00 25325 08U . C797 B In S IR A€ 5 P A% T 4
P18 % 22 A0 g it ) S B 2K A A ey ) A2 4 80 FR (maximum recoverable amount) ,

(731 See Donald C. Langevoort, Insider Trading Regulation s Enforcement, and Prevention, Thom-
son  Reuters, 2012, § 9:3.

743 2 DA HE - O T 9 0L DU ——— e 3T 23 58 By o Ak A ) 5 R0 » 8 R iR 2009 4F iz, 0T 564

(751 See Tan Cheng Han, Protecting the Integrity of the Securities Market, Singapore Journal of Le-
gal Studies 51(2000).

(761 Federal Securities Code (ALI 1980), s 1703.

(773 Rita Cheung, supra note 63, at 61.

(783 Veronica M. Dougherty, supra note 64, at 139.
(79 See U.S. Securities Exchange Act of 1934, s 20A(b).
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PN R L 2 068 A 858 53 A7 DA it Y 552 o 450 5 AR P A3 B2 A T AR 0 HIE 2 52 B 2 SR E A
PN 52 T 119 52 s A 7 SR i 25 149 552 P45t 2 ORI A 2 P N 8 3k T A O, LA A Ry P
NI A B2 AT B i e AR B AT S RNE B,y T R 52 5 2 A s B R IR AR R 22 ) S B
525 NI TR L S 17) 52 5y 5 A0 N T A D A+ S e v 0 T Y B D05 1) S P45 % O I il o i
U5 BT A BORU 1 T o G I D) 157 o 2 A 8 5 422 L 091 2 P 8 o5 19 38 126 T 45 2

(Z)INEXZZENFREERRENAERE

i 3 b SRS AN ME A B L SR 5 T PN 58 B AR AR T R ik S 1 b S A AL 1
O TAEAE 2B 32 5 A5 B A 5 00 3 i vk o DR A B DA 22 ) 3K SO 4 L ot B 2
Ei SR R i I S RV S SR YU

S S PRI 2 N FE A S 0 BB BT KR TE A I . NERIE B UR, VR B R
AT AR AUE I3 BRI 7 32 45 N e N B0 AT N 58 5 I 9 P 52 5 3 X B 5 5 A
X AL B BT AE AR A TF T 3 P IR S5 52 5y 2 1h 52 5 BT WL I R 48 11 sl i 5 B2 o A 3
JE BT W S 2 R L B OGRS L P S B I S T T el e N B AE By X Tl i
PRBEMIRALB T £, HENRER AT NIk, WER E AL 5 % T i & T N3 A AL 1 3K
FRIE S o UG R 32 BIAE AT 8 2%, AN B UR i 52 0 2% 1 5 ol o o™ 2 1 52 5 R o AR AN A7
SR b = TTARAE I L SE AR TR LS R A B BB . O HL i ETIOH B 52 S o T i e B i Ok
18 BRUE S5 e AR5 N LLRE 2B 32 5 N S AT SR AN AT AT 1 AN SR NN LR S 5
XA B TCIE BRI A0SR HORE M PN S AAR I 3K A IE 27 30 70 B 1 25 22 IR L I B8 R TSR
PRI 2 N0 e ik B 2 A5 S0 bR sz 5 N 0 7 X Lk, 810 (Rt 7R N B AE By S PR 2
A MELAMERR BN BT L TR 5 R $2 3 A AR R B A D R B D SE AT AT
B 75 58 5 TRV 52 B o A s iy e ™ A o (R IDIA8 ) 3 3k — M A (LA ik ) PT 4R VA S RE
B RS o AR AR RO 28 AR 5 TR by PR e ) ST A [) 308 52 1o 52 o 5 6 T i 5 45 B BIL DC TRC
PN N B2 5 %F T 9 B 5 RIS o 0 2R FC R S 1) 58 5 4 R A TE RN SR 23 DA TR HY) 52 ) Tk
B MO 5 RN R [ 52 55, B AR O N 5828 5 (9 T BE A2 3 3 alide AR L PRz F & . s
S PR 2 A RN TR 58 B < [0 A R A )RR R SE A A S 5 0T IR A AR
BATE e Z T N HE S 50 1 R KA BERFH R 22 B R 2 )5 W AE A RA T
SALH L TOE X T A AP E

5 R AR B I SN Y LA IE IR I A D R o MR A TR IR A8 By R O B E A, Y
5 52 oy 3t AR BT 0K B BRI T L TR AR O TR ISR BRSOk AR A L
ERSLIEBOR NHE NG B HAE G 0 F i 2Pt R IF AR G 2 4k (ER  J0Hs 58 42 0 2% J ) 3
F T TR 52 o & e aar i, ) 2 S B0 8 N R 55 0 36 BT 45 1 AR R B9 I % 52 4 (dispropor-
tionate damages) AN G B IHT . #0IH 5& R BT 0 392 57 30k T K DAY S A ) I s 0 PR ) 7 G IR

[80) See Singapore Securities and Futures Act, s 234(2), (6).
813 W. Wang and M. Steinberg, supra note 34, at 68—74.
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LSRR . H e R TR T 2D BRI T 0 A8 5 5 47 O W AT BU ST AT DL KR 25
UL E bR . 83 A FR I E 28 37 N 58 5y 4T BOTT RO 2 1] A BAT IEHE SRR L 51 ARk
WAL ST O JE 58 0 M o R, SEIRIC1934 4R UEJR A2 5 15 ) 36 21 A () (2) 5 ML L SEC A1 KUY
P A AR LA 3 3 3 P 45 — A0 BO8 A B3 111 3K Ceivil penalties) 31 31k BUR 47 BUH 3K,
H AR T AR A3 L AR R AT W A, 80 FUR SEC T AR R S5 R VA B2 1 1) A 35 A3 5 71
A BB B ST L RS DR AN AR N 3552 5 SR P RS2 . B, FRE 5 XM E
P HE38 Z A ST B SR I 424 2R LE T R AT B O A R 2R 1 TE A 22 2% HLHOAR 2% 3 R i ) B
M E M E AT COBOR B SN . 2 T B 5 BRI 2 S s 2R 5 BUR 2 H Ak
ARAG QAL MEAME 15 T 32 458 % A 26 EL 0 Y IS o 862 SCIA Sy T L o ph i 4 2 DAAT BT
AT B BT AMEEE B 9 77 30T A B C8T

B BTN TT T IR 27 52 55 BOE L NHE5E 5 19 S B 52 535 3 78 BUAT BOR 2644 X LA ik
Fr e B R S RE R RT LB SE S R O FE I Y R T LU A I R A 5 . RN RS
Sy T b 245 B TF 1] N 55 8 D 52 1] 528 5 1% 450 98 5 200 T I 4 52 B N 5 52 5 4R 3 I S
SR S SO A 0 5 5 B S NS S A A IRIR 5 2, BT DA O i 1) 9 3 A B A
WA T TGV A MR DTt 2 5 A S5 B 40 B 22 4 D DI L A ) I A B RS AN I R e G i ik T
P 0 75 W) G S5 °F 6 o) PN i R L AR 1 ) 1) 22 5y 3 1) Jim 6 19 28 5 kT e A i 8,
B T7 RE S B BE A 5 N N Z 18] 9 A 4 4

o, 25 i

PN # 52 5p (RA AT DR 2R 56 AR A 22 0T AR TR I8 ) 3k 52 Bk ) e A ARAS Dt DR 7 1 A 52

(82) ZWIHE, WHIHEGT,

(83) ZWLBIBAR , AT E (150,

(84) Z B A 28 By B2 5 AT A M (1 4 5 R 00 B kb —— DL G B R AR e AR B ik B 5 )
2014 4F56 2 W1 BRI, DLATAECSD,

(851 Z WL %48 . CGHIIE 25 38 5 1 L BB ), 0 BR ML RR AL 2009 48 Jg . TT 448,

(867 Z WLIKAIML, WL HTFECS],
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Dy AT R 7 B B T A N AN X450 8 S R A R S5 W B S R A T B IR SR T
Gy i X L ST A — AR ASURI R B R 3t v A 22 A A5 ) SV DR 2R 5 A% 0 A E R I
ot BE A OC T R OC A 1 2 18 0 D AR 1 2 18 Bl R A . AR T A E 18 AN S A
V5 P35 38 S e HE N IRVEAT S 1 i =2 1, DR ATS A L 7 40

ARSI 3558 5y A oL A 3 A HTOE 3 A 2 7 B 22 4R A5 09 P4 35 45 800 A A T 1
9 £ B 2 I SISt 19 AN 23 158 5 A1 O+ AR IRV 5 9 ELIE S 117 57 T A BEPE B 98 35 2 T X i
O~ FBAE PE A £5 T 2 5 b i, T 2R LTS S 1] 52 5 B TP AR TE N RN AR A
A O M i 52 WA S 5 PR TR BIAT A DR OG ZR T A9 <35 0 AN B . IRLIE . N3RS 5 5
BB AN 6 H I L IIATAE R R R L N3 52 5 (R AL R ST I B 57 LA I Sl
e [ ] 3k 512 BR AR IO LA O AR A R A RE N3 58 5 IR AT Y IR K 2R

TE T A E (9 B AR MU AG 05 18 il T 5 N S S AP R R R 2 I FE o Bk —
A BB T WG BRI 9 B —— B E b BRI N R A 5 I S PR 2 A, RIDREIE 2R 32 40 Y
Fe NG A P FE IR I 7 B 4568 (H 0 By BOAR 2 1Y B 44 52 2 TP O B R X B SRR %
FH WA RA TR W TNTE 325 T 06 245 B2 T E) N -5 8 35 N 47 B e 52 55 19
PBEH AR AL BR A2 5 2 (7] I Xof P e A A S A s BRI ALy BB A% e 2 52 s 52 3 4 4
55 3 G PR LA 3 15 3 0 B A SUEE AN (B H b S A D e Y D ST AT O R

Abstract : Causation is an outstanding problem currently faced by the judicial practice in the infringe-
ment of insider trading; however, related theory is commonly based on the falseness of insider trading,
which makes it hard to provide effective solution. Rather than fraud, insider trading is essentially unfair
trading behavior with uninformed investor by insider using inside information acquired from unfair oppor-
tunities. These uninformed investors participate in the securities market based on the belief of the fairness
and integrity of the market; had they knew the existence of insider as their counterparty for trading, they
certainly would not make trading decision which would lead to damage of their own interest. Therefore,
during the period between the start of insider trading and the information disclosure, investors always
face the risk of being the counterparty of insider trading; therefore, it can be presumed that their loss is
caused by insider trading. Meanwhile, the total amount of indemnity to the victim should be limited with-
in the scope of illegal income of offender, in order to balance between the compensation for the actual loss

to the victim and the excessive liability of the offender.

Key Words: Insider Trading; Liability for Tort;Causation; Unfair Trading;Judicial Conviction
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