T AN AFHMPEICBIT B [EOH LM R EROEH ]
(“Doctrine of Manifest Disregard of the Law”) & b A3
(ZB1) 5 &R ADR HIEE (18 €% R B b )

AN R

2 B

T A APERHBEIC BT S [EOHL» L EBAOEH] 21X, KO AR)
UPFBRHFTICBCTHERSI NI IEA SN2 EIO—2ThH Y, HH®IC
FoTRRELTE:, TOEFE, MV LAEZMRADELICESR L T
B2 T o759 BEIC, G2 EHNE T30 TH S,

HBHENZBWTIZER, ADR (B FMFH) O—B]E LT [HBEH
FRERPRBAFIEE ] 2SBA SN, ZOHERRIEHIC & o> TR 2 L5 E % 0
FERDPHIRFE SN T WD LA TH S, bol d, i [HBEHFMUKEBIFIE] 12
&, BHFTE OBEHFEL VI BREDS, ABEBITREKMAD S, T TEBTI,
T A AFESFMBEOTETRELCE L [HOWHLHREROBEMR] 23 L K
HTHILICEoT, b E [{REHFMIARBIFIE | (S 2R E2HBL 2L
THRE LTS, BARMICIE, AEHICRS - 2B TOH 2 L0 E 232
3 5,

8 V4
I IL®I 7varvl0
1 AR OREER R 2 & BHATIC X B MR
2 5B b 3R & 3 (Mandatory Arbitration (1) Max Marx Color & Chem. Employees’
Clause) DA #Y Profit v. Banes $f
3 &S| B G (Financial Industry (2) Kashner Davidson Securities Corp. v.
_ Regulatory Authority; FINRA) 12 & 2 & F MSCISZ %
& LR (3) Patten v. Signator Insurance Agency Inc.
I [EOWHLLESROBEH] (“Doctrine of Mani- k. i
fest Disregard of the Law”) (4)  Rueter v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner
1 #EFMIE (Federal Arbitration Act) D+t & Smith FF
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WA
1 [ik) BEO 95574065 OB
2 B

I LB

1 AROMBEER B

ARTIE, 7 A HREFPEE P IR EEF
OFFemy 2 Wi &, hEHBTOHPEEL W) %
BRI E 7T ) R TERE2#ED D, F
RAMNBRELDIDRIBETHY, EOWLL
7 48 o F ] (“Doctrine of Manifest Dis-
regard of the Law”) & W9, AL 5 ¥
Wi DA B 2 BHIFTIC B VTR B0 F
A ZFEL A TW L, Jhud, ERb2TEIC
BWTHEASINFH [4M ADR BB (&
SEM IR EE) ORES 2R T 280
HBEELTIILERBRRLTVS20TH
%2,

AROWBIIUTOM®Y THD, 3, T
Z ORI E X RHER LAEH R L O d
A%, BRBIAIP IR ST % 8 U CEHAT D S IR~
EBDVEDSBERWEREZIROES (T.
2)0 D) AT, &M EUG| ¥ BLH B HE
(FINRA) 12 & 2RO BHEDO R % M5 2
(1.3)0 EEBEF XS XT, [EOWHS
PR EROER] ORMICAL (T, 1.). K
(2, BEBICHET Sl e oY B
T, AEHORELZ AANICHL 2T 2
(I.2.), BB, EDOT A AFEHMED
EZBPL/RONLRBIZOVT@w LS (M.
1.2.3.)0
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3 IREM TR & BHFT L O THE] 2@
FT

2 5 & 89 1 B % 1B (Mandatory
Arbitration Clause) DF& 4%

BOEOKENCBWTIE, BUTORESRZ 7 AT
7 va VIRERWICKREMICET 2 E0BEKIC
BETHEZ B o HEROBY) I
BoTwhwI R, 5612, HHF, HL0
¥, BHELERICHTLIAEIKRETEL LW
I MEEEARE X T, GERMMPROEH 2R ER
MRAHRLNDY,

ZHZHRECBVTIHRMNBROGEOARD
PSR & % o 725, 504 LA ERT D Wilko
v. Swan FAIZ 35T % MU 5 R BCH TR Y (2
T T %o 19334 GE % (Securities Act of
1933) Ot 7 ¥ a v14id, HilEHFEICBWTR
BINTVLHMOREZRELTVE LIS,
R OMBOFREZ, Rikots ¥ a~r
120212 & 1 PREE S M7= BB R D ERRIHER D
RERERT LI LR DD, HHhEALEY
LYW s iz, LHL, ZO30ERD &,
Shearson/American Express, Inc. v. McMahon
FHEIC B MR R B AT L, GERR
HEBE LR IGEFOMBOGEEKAT
Wk 2 A, AMEROGEIX, 19344
T (Securities Exchange Act of 1934) 8 &
Y1970 4 58 G 19 A IE MLRR I i (Racketeer
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act of
1970) @R LW EHIR L 720 AR
BWTIE, %D Wilko FHHRIIBE S LTI
WRWAS, Wilko FHHI A & 117219534 LL
R, AhERICBES 2B - BBt S %
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ZEThE, FRIWEHOMBOEEEZAR L
LCTH, 19344FERESRIG [FTEIC & o TREES h
T EAMEFOBRELERTLDDTIERNnE
HREN TS, T4bb, REBEKIZII75EICHK
IESNTHEY, MIRTFHeAH & L OHER % 8
PICREL TD L 2 MERT 272010, GER
W5IEHES (SEC) WK ZAMNLELEALT
V—VORMZFHEMNT MR 2 50, #
BLEOFWIZH L THIERBIBEE (self-regu-
latory organization) ASHRH L 7810 % B -
Bt IR E RO LIl kool T 2
FTwoo #R, Wilko FEHIRE S NIz
X, S HICERAT o 7219894 @ Rodriguez
de Quijas v. Shearson/American Express, Inc.
FHOERRERAIHROICBNTTHD,
R HHFIC B\ T 19334 FESR % L i R A
Loz, RRABERMOMKOEEZ AR &
ML TWwb, &3, 19954E O First Options
of Chicago, Inc. v. Kaplan F1F 2B %8
REBHPTHRDIE, 252 d —EDOHRF LM
BT 2 LICOVTHHFEBEELIh L
M EV) BIZOVTIE, BHFIRET S L
L 726 & T, McMahon 14 - Rodriguez %
D%, AEHFRHEEE L OF VY, FHEOY
PHOMBOFGNERINDLENFHINE Z LI
Hol,

L2L, OB TIE, FEHRFERICHEMLH
B FEIhTwdLotfibdholze DRI
D&, 19924 1T SNz FESRMEIC B $ 5 KIE
KEtEPE (GAO) ofFEFHICLIE, ¥R
Fho MER] okEidrnwe shiz, 127
L, FEEEHEFICBVTIE, MPRAOMME - ik
JIZB L THBLAHE 2 320889 2 7200 O IR
HDBRF T LB I TV DY,

20094121, 7Tu—d— - T4 —TF— LK

L DRI BT 5 R HI A hIRE T 2 kT % Wi
RHERR % REZRIGG | RR RNG 2 5 LR 2
ENTWAHY, ZDEiE Dodd-Frank 7 + —
VHEEE L X HBRER#EE (Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection
Act) D7 ¥ a »921(a)2%, 19344 FEFHHLG |
oty v a V152 WIETAHT EICE-T
20104E 12 A & /219, X 512, Dodd-Frank
HEDX 7 v a v10281%, MEMMPEREED, &
OB, ZLTEDL ) BHAET, RELH
Fefif ik X ORI 2R & v ) BORH &2
ELTWE2orZ2HREEMAEER (Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau) 2% L
729 2T, b LRI REHA 4 B 9 % &K
LTwiWnibiE, Z0:00FMERET S
HERR R, L%ETd AT PRSI A % 5t
¥ 2R % [ JR~5- 2 TwW B,

3 £MM5 XA H 4 (Financial
Industry Regulatory  Authority;
FINRA) (C&3fp#EFRE EB/RK

FINRA (& i 5 K O GE S5 S WL B AR B C
0, 4E[#35001F A & 8000k Mk - 4= % AT
9. FINRA &, 6500% Ok A & 2504 O iR
fEAN& %R, SEC OEBEBICRT 52, &%
ik % %1% & (National Association of Securi-
ties Dealers; NASD) (23513 5 fh#k - $4T M
M= a— 33— 7iEHWGIF (New York Stock
Exchange; NYSE) O ##lE M (NYSE Regu-
lation) & &Pt L, H7zITHIL L 72 FINRA 28
BEGEHR AT 2 M3 - W70 s 7 40
EEEZEINTVD A, 222 TOH NASD &
NYSE L O AV ToORE I ) b L
BIEL T2 3D, MBICBI SHEED
T 5A%, SERE I OBRIZ20084F
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BEL D H2009FEEICB T ELZ—HT, #
EREEORTRBEIIBEL 7 FHTRETH-
7ehs, ZOFHHEITIIKRE LB R o
7210,

WY 2 A% RE L OBEMLHERT S
LN, MBROROREIED Z LIZREVA LR
W IAHTHB. NEYEMBETFHE 2R
IR A BB > TER L ENE LD
HBHIDOTHIY, MBANICELILETIHE
X, SEMBEOEREOME T 721X HM R
ZHTHETRINRE LR LRV X, ZOAE
DRERYE% HFHIC L > THEHTE 2 240K
ZARLEL KN 59, FINRA OIS
Uy IARBBTAZEIERINDY,
1, ERMAPIIA LTINS A4 HIEFHFFEICH
THLHEFICLTLOMBL TS DI TR
{, —#Mh#K A (Public Arbitrator) (ZHEL
Twa EEbh Y, MBADORIEIZONT
&, BAE O E R M E A (Industry Arbi-
trator) & —MRMPEALICHELAH XA T, £
NZERZ OV TP O R ZERZR L T
BBAT V= VIZOoWT RN % RERDH Y,
AR I E, H—0@RRMPEADY A b
EUER L7259 2T, ZOHmhSMEA%LBIRY
L) RHEICKETRETHE LI, &
72, FINRA I & ZiEHMBIC BT 2 MEA
&, EEZOMOBEBEIN LT o RER
2o TVRVDTIEBZVHPLE V) EBERH, DL
DREOFEDIFLELIRIML T, 2L HEL M
BANHEET 2 Z OWMAEROM ) O EZE
BIhEdby 220w eTiREVEV)HHD
550

% 3B, Dodd-Frank D+t 27 ¥ a »964(a)4)
ZBWT, it EKRKEE (Comptroller
General) 1, NASD s$&4k L 73R 385 .20
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L CREFIG | RR X7 o 72 BB B3 % &Fifl
rEblEEY, LRSETEESRHMERRS
BIXUThREMY —CARRERIH L TEMR
KRNI REZEPBEIN TS,

I [H0WHL»REROEHA]
(“Doctrine of Manifest Disre-
gard of the Law”)

1 ¥ #B /&, &= (Federal Arbitration
Act) D7 3>10

MHMIRED X 7 ¥ 3 Y10k, MhEH A
RIBEEEICRT 2HA L LT, AIE (corrup-
tion), #F ¥k (fraud), A %4 % F B (undue
means) & o THEHWHE 5N EE R,
IR S 2 2RI (evident partiality) <
RIED D o 72 L THEL TV DA, £
O BB ERD SN REETH D [HD
B SRR Aid o 22HE b FRRICEIEEE
WKIRS B2 L2, [0S H % 8
DR, OMBRAIEH SN bR EEFEBEZ
MELTWRZICOMDLLT, Zo#MAEEERL
ey, FRREECEHLICEETH-T,
DOMBAIC L D EH SN EDS, HLLZD
DTHY, HAT, LrdYU%FHIERSH
LHIEDNHLHOTHIHAEICROOLNDITHAE
VR, [FEOWL PR EHOERE] O#H%
FIRTHEIX BROFRY (misinterpreta-
tion), F/RDHFY (misstatement), 5\ id
EEA OB Loz b DU LMD E R L
ENRHLDOTHDY, flziE, HEROHED
MY DB BT, NEOWHL P LREHOEK
I O3#EHAShRew®, 512, Bear, Sterns
& Co. v. 1109580 Ontario, Inc. FHIZB VT
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X, WEMF HE (offensive collateral estop-
pel) Z@H L %o 2P ADHIB I, i
MEBH LI EOARATFS 2 MBASEEL
2R HD L LT, OS2 ER]
FFELRV RS,

DEES 212, [EOW O 274 EHlo s3]
BHAGICHRE SN BTH - T, ThrvlH
ENZDRIMOTHEHETHY, MEHW2
FEICHETLIEHTHLLEZEY, Thi
T, EOW L, BB ] (280 RF
2, TORBAVPHTEINTELDOTHLY,

EIAHT, AIEHFEIRYTHHEEL LT,
ZHZHHHEDOMIC [HOW S 2RO
EEL AN 2 B & MR R BT A L
Tz &) RN Z B2 TR DH 52,
C DRI LT, Ainsworth v. Skurnick ¥
TN BV 2 IR BHPTE, EOWSh %
AR OEB MM 2 HRh & 5 M e LT
REAIN-ZLIE, BUNKEXTERE»DT
W, FEEEEHT S LI X o THERY
Wizl 3 HDIEEY) THDZ L a2HFIEN
BERLTWR00 ) DEAHTH D &) i
FOHRE L7230, T, MRHKOAIE -
PR T 570108, BOWHALRERDE
BHRERLETNEEHEIWMOTEETHLI L%
B, FERLMVOERELTTIIEL, #
BMpEEDOL 7 ¥ a VI0ICHE STV B 1tho
BFo—ME L TEDHERELMERTREL V)
FikdH DY,

FEFRAh R OB E LI AP SR 7 % E%h & 5
LHHZEDHNENENICH LTI, B
FEHFTHIC BV CRBEOME (split) AHFFE
L Tw7®, 2 o &K Hal Street
Associates, L.L.C.., Petitioner v. Mattel, Inc.
TR B PSX, P B % ERh, 2

B, FMBIETS2HBE L CERMREICH
EINTWD LD, FEOBEDT THEH
Wiz BHEICER T IIBET S 7200 [Hit
B BHEABELTE), Th28HicksT
WARTHILIITERVWEHRLAEY, 25
A, AR EERAHROK S, HEFRBH AT
MOBEIREINR T RVWOEBRKRTH
635)0

2 FERRm EHHIARIC & AR

(1) Max Marx Color & Chem.
Employees’ Profit v. Banes 4%

FIFFIC BT, 2KIEHRERHEOME
AV (arbitration panel) |2 & - T, FEH &4
X B HERB O RIRD S e h o 72K
A, FOER) % KD THFRH X BRI IR
L7zo HFHO—2IF, HE3 B BT 150~ R
(Employee Retirement Income Security Act;
ERISA) Lo 5 &5#% % B L7z &
NVOYIWIZ, THEOBH SR EMR] PEELL
NEIDTHD, BHPTE, MWBICIE, Fui
BEMICHRT LI L E, BHIChAY, o
BAL P LHRERMT L ED-OOHK
BHLEREEFTHRTE®, 209 2T, K
A [EOW LR EH ] 2B E U THEH
DR % KD B ITIE, Mk T BB o0& K
(violation of the code of arbitration proce-
dure) Ti3% <, g LoEK (statutory
violation) Z# WL LT NER LR VD TH -
T, /A IVH NASD BRI 2 EH L 72 & v
) ERZFTI, NE] (law) 2EBLAC L
Wik S v RT3,

SHIICHITT, B2RERIZBWTIE, [
DL LR L1, B 2FE0MROY
R, MBAFEZHMLUBEHNTLZLE2MEL
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ZULEDObDEERTLDOTHY, i, i
BN % B LSRR L2z b 5 g
BMATHEZERLLGAICREDOhTE LY
KRB0, ZDXHiZ, FAKERKIZBWTI,
ERISA Lo @R MMLTETEY,
HZ & > TRO LN TV B EEUND 7 v —
TIZHFEEEEERDOL L EELRLTE 2D
THHEDPD, RHFIZBWT ERISA Lo 5 ##
a2 RO Lo IAPE RV OHRTITIE, bk
L72EIRTO [OOSR 848 (Z3FR A7
LBV ERERISNADTH o721,

B, RN EOHMII$ 5 3 & 1Rt
THEBIER LY, HHBNICHE LB
HYS2THE, HMBEHZFHPL 2w EiX
LHMBHAW L ER L THHERE LS R0
DHRENTWVEY,

(2) Kashner Davidson Securities Corp.
v. MSCISZ E14%

RSBV TIE, ZEER LK (fraud)
ZHAB L LSS OBRE IS 2 RERE
DiFEREROI-—FHT, ML LOMNELD
AEARFERSE A B & L 72 UR ORI
Bk, BIUREHFRRAMOREZ T L8
=% 9 (third-party claims) & Z A o %
Moz NASD IZ & AP EHIWTF OMER %,
RAEZR AL AR X ERFI AT B LA Tree AR
HFAE R CEZROIZL T A, FEIKEX
PEFRBHArA~IER L 720 MEEFRHATE, DT
DEIITHIRLT, AMEHBICIE oW L
PRES] 2555 L RO T, HRIHFTOH W
ALY,

RETHFHE B 12DIF, BHEEOMBEE
ICHEEN T/ NASD BEANCBI LT, Mp#k/s
ANDIT o 7RO BETH B0 MBS E I
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i, ZOMAICHHFNEETMICED LR VY
&, MO X BB 2FRF RV
ML SRS T, REFEHT L LS
T& 552, AHHAII0305bICED HN TS,
[EOW LR BEHOER] X, MEREGELL
HE#EICb#EHSh2 L2 s, AAEICIZLIEL
EMBABFCERRT S A THEHATHRE
FHAELEIND, L, MBAIMNPREE
CE TN T2 W FhillE 2 Bal L T
MW 2T 218, AR [BEoWS» 2 ERO
| O@HEZTHI LIl BY, KT
1Z, EEAMPER S ROV DI R GA CRED 2
PoleHEEH LD, BHEEOMBERIIEE
NTwab NASD BHANC XU, kS F g,
9 Mo L YR 4B 2RI REL
25, ThEETICHREZEHL LI

D& HUOMMERXE TN 2 EH O
) (misapplication) %, MK » 2O E D
(intentional and willful) #:® ## (disregard
of the law) & L2FHliCE L2V, TDXH I
PERBCHATII AR LT, Ml 2 #xh & L

f:47)o

(3) Patten v. Signator Insurance Agency
Inc. B9

FEFICBYTIE #EAHLEEETA
(sales agent) & O THRIEN 72 mHIMPERE
BEEINTOA—FHOROREIZHET 5
RRBMEEL e olze CORBRZOFLEL,
AR LT\ /2 “Mutual Agreement” 1238
W TR I — AR R OB R D BLUEATRT H 1T
WA, T h 8P L7 (superseding)
“Management Agreement” {238 W TIZEEID
BLED 00 720 IR S 72 IR5E B ASukil iy fip
BEBIESOTHREPLILTLEZ S, i



TAYAEFMRICBT S [HOW S AL EROBERE] (Doctrine of Manifest Disregard of the Law”) & bAWEIZ 51 548 ADR I (iR

BN IREROBE T THMROHE LT
ZaBF 7z, THICAIRZRGER (R &, #%
Bt (B MBS LS X ) ko5 H
MTZE A =7 Y FIKBHFTIC T 28 2
%, FFRHANIEHNTEZROL, ZhE%)
THYHEFE, 72 ARG EC L 2MRTF
MEICAS72E A, MERANIREROBIE I
DOTHROH LI T2BIT 7,

T ITHREE, AMEHENIIE RO 6
HEH] BHYVENTH D L LTl X IR
MR L7z KT, —FERORRIOB
EVERTHSE L THMBHM 2R LIzL
ZA, FEIIERLAY, EHREHNE, 20
ZRERIIBWT, —FEORERNIM %2R L 20
FADHWrix, Management Agreement |23
JHEHAP OB EFEEFBE LTV I220H
HHEIIEZ W E2HEIC, GMHERADH
Biiid NEOWHL 8] PHEEL TS L
HRLAEY, 220 MEANICE S
Management Agreement D f#RAHE 2380
(clearly erroneous) &\ 9 HTRAZHMER
BT 575 BRI XIS 2#Y 22T
MR ADHM % XD E 351’ A T4 TH B
CEEERT DN BRI TN BY,

(4) Rueter v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce,
Fenner & Smith B4

FIFAEIC BT, BE258E A RIE R 2
B & U CREHRAFIIH T 2 HER K % i
BIE (= 2—3F—Z7iFEHWEIPT) ICHLET
7oo MRE SR OVIE, BURIEICHEFRAELLTY
Zwe LTHEREBITI, 22T, BERA
FREHIWN I [HEOW L2 EH] BHD L L
T, ZOERZ RO TEFBHXBH T~ L
729 T o E 24 8] o B (‘pru-

dently managed account” theory) ®TF TixI1
FEFR R AT L T CH IHEMME 2205 L v
DT T 28 MR RSB AT Y & R 5 T
A%, WXEHFTE, AREEHTHRo5H
BARMFL IHEEEZRIITLI L2 HBEY TR
W L7299 2T, AP0 I8 A vk
WY EA LT\ B LR L7225,

72, RICHE O EROM Y HPLER DD %
ELTYH, AHTIE EOW S 27 BBl B
B PXHEETLLOONODEMRD, $4b
B, OFF B %2372 45525, HOHO
UHIBICE o TEEFEINTELT, o/
IS AN LTRDZ) 2, SHIThHE
WCHEDLBWI EZMBARNVIRLTVSZ
L, OQFDEEEHAITREL V) HE R ER
(blatant appeal) AMPEHIBTICBVTHEAIZER
NTwBI L, O SR IVIFEICR L THE
TRETHDEV)RMIIH L, M SH A
B Ldp B\ iddif L7z & 25, KW Z o
BOBED TV LIEHE ELHN TRV
&, ZLTOMBHIN % LT AR+ &
DNEYVDLDILPBERNT &, D%
LTBLTAEHITEH S 2w EHRL
7259,

Z®D 9 ZTHEMPIE, B.L. Harbert Inter-
national, LLC v. Hercules Steel Co. 3 14 ¥|
ROEFIHLT, & LAFIZhEHIN % 157224
FEDS, S OWEAIMRII K S F I N 2
BHFCBWTHRT 5% 61F, A4FHH 135
# (sanctions) #ZFAHRETH 2 LHIRT
Ho BHPTIEHET T, REIZBITHRHIE,
B.L. Harbert International, LLC #1283 5%
RMLEFSICFAL T A TDHDTH 5 Hh 5 HIRK
PR ENEREZ L, X561, B.L. Harbert
International, LLC $F\2B1F % JFE XKD
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W EEEICBI L T & B (notice and warn-
ing) ZZFTWRWVIZHHID S FHIEE R
Twizds, RECBITsEEIEnEEEE2%
FTWaB LD, HRICOWT—BOIEYELH
5EHRT B, LT, BAMZREIFROBHA -
L ERRFFRBUMONV — VILITKRD
%0, v — v, 32 % ik 2 (frivolous
claims) % L7z 43# 1006 LT, BHAr»E
¥)7% (appropriate) flBER T ENTES
EBELTBY, ALFFOITADEBIII
WBTHY, POEYFEDL OWANEL MRS
RETHo I LDPRELEINRTVEY, DL
BT AT, RHITE, AOHEEOMEBRINO
%) % K> B BISLTIIRRT T 2 A B 76 FaA A
DL VERICE SV TS ERERL, B
WX LT, BESHEICKH L RAMELYEE
B E LTS ) RE LR LA,

e

1 [E] 8LV [BAS L ER] OEHE

Z5Zd, [EOWHL P LEHOBE] H4#
HMansicid, THL»ICER] Shidgas
Bl EE2RTRERL WS, EAR LA
Max Marx Color & Chem. Employees’ Profit v.
Banes 119413, NASD O Fibi B & 123 X
LTd [ ERIETEZWET S #IC
Kashner Davidson Securities Corp. v. MSCISZ
R RE ATFRAEICERLTLHEI
M) #RAZRDTED, NASD HAIAS [8:]
WU T 20 ELORT, WEPHKT 5K
EoTWwh, TOXRIIDE, [EOWHLME
o] 1317 EH (mandatory law) (2
MoTHHAINIRELEFRTLAB LD S
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A, (3] O %Z T X ) ITHRENICHER
ThE, YR LGEHAOFHEIRI RS, 2
NERICBR D BB OFFOARLZEN % W R
CHETZEVIHEPHLRIEIFLVESZ
%o

Rz, ] BUMPROLNBIILTYH,
EHIC [HLPLEHR] OFELRDLNTH
OTMHEHB AR E SNDEZ LI EH, »
25 (WO RER] OFECO>VWTERLZ
Patten v. Signator Insurance Agency Inc. 1%
TIE, MBI AT & PEFRBRI AT O G R 2% 1E SO
ol Lad, FERFHAICEWTIIRN
BRAMETHLI L DRBEHIT, &I
ZPoT [WL%EHR] LR E1ICONT
DHMEIC K o THWAPBHICRE Y, GEH
BAESEH SN DBEOARZERED R IERHTE
X9,

CDEHI, AEEOBHOMEPARLET
LT EEIMEVE W) T Lid, IR
WO ARWA D 2 U HFIIH LT, (—2AD)
BHF~OMHREMRT A v 7 1 THHMLB
{ZeIilhd, 20720, »h5EANEHKE
R B7-ODOEBEPLEEL 2D, €2 T, &H
BRI 2 HIBE KRICHA D,

2 ERRS

Eak U 72 Rueter v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce,
Fenner & Smith HHFICA LN D L H 12, fhHEK
HIWFICx L TR O H 5 BHEFED [HEOWHLH
MM 2 ERLT, AMEHE O 8B E KD
THEABHINEHN LRI TET 5 LI
LCid, HIEASSESNB MDD B Z 5D
Do ThbbREEICBWTIE, WXBED
e (BREMTIEH-TD) [EOHL L E
BOER | PHEAETHIEICL Y RIEEEEZ
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FBBEBRRIEN 072 & T, AhEHIMHI A
LEEEEOLANREDONL—FT, Z0E
RADMIED & L ToORBEEI LY MihoT
WhEFMITE S, COMIEDDRA - FLiE
X, Rueter v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner
& Smith FHITBWT, EHRFFRDHA O
V=NVINIRD LT,

DRETIIINE T, SMHFOMRICHEL
TIIERHAKRFOBEM LI MAarfTbhT
E72h, ERlEROPIRIIHTI2BELHY
BEDOEBES T HBOR T otz
O, PIAWRIEDPOE - HovA%EIT)
iz B R ILHIE (ADR) %4
N, G [REF i BmIRE | AEA X
N2 ZAHTHDD, ZLT, RENTHILE
BB IC BT, MERFMIERICL S
[FIREZO) | - [HERIERS | BEREN DD,
EARNIBHE T 28BN %L, 20
WA 2 B HE I BTN O RO @A
CHAPR TS Z Ehs, BERHZHFRICNT
LHROLENZ, KEZEOHELEICH T -
TwabEEZRLI,

SO, BB LAX DI, [HEEwF i
BIRIRE] & [Mh#k] LIZRZVHL T THE -
HotAFOBEIRE 2V EERT T,
R - FRRERFIOR SN2k, Thoic
ARz Y HEDBHFTARFT 5 2 &3 5
HWEDLWEWH I ZEERBSH, LAL, Fh
T [4R5E 8 5 e PR B ) BE | ASH 22 2 iy
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