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N, X=X (lead plaintiff)ed 2CHz|cle] Mel
. 2824 250 dix|

V. StsHol| kst T3
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I. Mol
AAH O ABLEAZ 713 BEE AFHR Qe Frhe olFelt) Lo g
S B PG PReEA Aled ARG FRAELE So A%
s T ARHE Ahn Bodol ARHA WS sl HYT 1 oo

o7 wZ2 19BARH o AEE EYFD IF AUt £F §
M F7hEE JaadAE A Folth viFd HgadAe L258A9 Ay Hl
A gyt 333 EBHo|d v= dd FAU FoHey oyt Luxtma,
=R AESH § A9 BEE RoklM JD2ES +

s FoAM= “’ilillﬂ F7hzF. S97IA. F3UHFAN

Faady A=HY 7HAeE S35t AZ A SEAEANA 2AF oA A
2 UlFIAME FE2 v AW&A Hi 2S5 T vIdME FAFE 2%

MRS HHOE wale 14

) John J. Cound/Jack H. Friedental/Arthur R. Miller/John E. Sexton. Civil Procedure Cases
and Materials. 8th ed.. 2001, p.696
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A EBLENGYE L AFol 1271747 4LelH +3, 2LFY3 Y AP, PEY
ARAY BE 5 FAFEE AR 1959 AHHEA2EEY AFolAd 2ojA
g A FEHGELS A F89 2402 A2 wAAE AMi Lo]¥H
A= HI Fgo] B3 2 ol Falol AU a2 9 ZALSMEY Y £
CIFAE o] A% ARl olAx P gzt =ojSo] LojA: i} w2
= 199893 200295 Jdadel BEF W FHA 42 MY F8 YAy =
FENdES l_o‘%‘s’ ol |A 258 WEE s A Foloh

olel. °] &2 YA Aug AHY FAPDAE AZWIA 9§ SIS
_% o
A3 =

mlo e

Aoz o wiol WAE Aa W8l 28 24 19959 AHFALSAEY
AEST, lFo]l 1 5 FYD AFHLE BANRO A, ]I 24 W 7
o2 FAYGLSAEES 20039 Leutee] £t o Fudud @

L

. X=X 2 1(ead plaintif)2t 2! CH2|212] A2l

1. JHEUHE

19958 A ALEN YoM E AD4hs ASE o83 DAY 10 93t Ui
S BA&t, AHHFZAPGLS o2 dada(EEA Y e WA sy 9
GFE TES FI Utk 2 7k FAol HE FHL W0l Gal ARQtel 74 o
ABA 7t e d1E AEH uVF HYIgT she Aojrh(1933d =@M (o)a}
ZU™)S 27(a) (3)(B), 1934 ZFAAN ALY ()5} ZAAHL)S 21D(a)(3)(B)).

A= 438 4% $3 AA, H29 dnzA 242 A7lsts 2o tated A
%FAM(a sworn certified statement) & 437 $7 Heo] AZE2 Fozy bEy
o AdlE 232 AERGE A WAL AAe] gAY, B Aumass

Lo

2) Richard W. Jennings/Harold Marsh. Jr./John C. Coffee. Jr./Joel Seligman. Securities Regulation
Cases and Materials, 8th ed., 1998, pp.1258. 1275-1276 : Elliot J. Weiss/John S. Beckerman,
“Let the Money Do the Monitoring : How Institutional Investors Can Reduce Agency
Cost in Securities Class Actions™. 104 Yale L. J 2053 (1995) : S. REP. NO. 98. 104th
Cong.. 1st Sess. (1995). reprinted in 1996 Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) Y 9 401-425.
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of #7tsk7] flsl FdE THF AL ohyFe A classE HEZ At Aok A,
71 ol YA AG3EY A HY, A2 397 HEGAAEN 25593
O Agadd # HY, 47t dEGAREA A& vddg 2Hsto] A Fe

| et

X e

%ete A Sol ZIAAHESEYES 27(a)(2). SBEAAARS 21D(a)(2). AYA o
1Eo] FAEGLE AZUSAIY 29ste ©x BA4F(bounty)old BuAvkg
BlA, Fag 25& Aste A FAS] dste AFHFAREAE YA E AE
A Ax7l 233 A MAME AESIEE ST

Ol g Hz29 Aaze 42F AE F 20¢ olUd FEASA fEHE A=A
Z19A B 7Y E(widely circulated national business-oriented publication) F& HAl
$2& 3ol class actionol ol ALEMURE) Folghs AML. BFHA. classT47)
Zh 3E) 22 F 60U ool A= i A WY AAsok Fk= H 5L 2
ZAefof @rhd) LA 7} o] FJA &= ‘7Y E(publication) o= HFAIASH wire). FA} F=
HAFE MuAE ¥dste gt wjAllZ TREEE AT 12 £ 60U ool 2

3) FAYHA YE(professional plaintiffs) Z Fdad FEHIAIES Yutzor Hxg 48
71 A7 AEH durt Ahe F S o gsle] Tulz Yo A GLEE Avlee
E gozy ol2u Aoz 4% AE ZAB(race to the courthouse) & FAYLL &
AR, AR ol Axd ANEL £FZA gjolnz g g FxE OE duixrs
o o] g A3 diEsA Fuctke Hol AASHULE 12l5kd. olgld AFMe Az
A= 4o dgt A} v GAA B F7] Yt A BozAe HHL AU,
& A7) GAAMRE g7t AU EE 453 FEH BT E FE8E 75g A 9
th- FEEEY AR 0F ARAZALENEY AT TEAFAEE,; 19969 1€, ps3
DA VAU EIAA RS SRR GAS 9T FRAIGAEAEY el SRPG
2EH AlQte] digt v - BES FHo 2", At AR =&, 2001. 6. p.44

4) ol FAAHQA FHLE 60Y Wl A=F g1 AFPS & 5 Utk AL LYEE 8
<d 2 AAZE Uk A= gz AYdHA ol JGrAHYL L Ldo Avtste A%
Hgoll HAFHoZ FAE 5 th FRCP A2BZ ()2 A7 £43719) 224 HA
of 9s) YA AA FHA £ Jon(H2z), L2 25F37 A Ade st
7] A% HAHe dH S WE £ dd #3581 Je §F FdhsoMY 253718 ¥F
Bhal Qi)

5) FRCP A23Z(c)(2)& ADhdo] o]2u FFEALERIEL A2 3 de dF3
st A AAZLed A9 whioz uPtFAHLE daa A& nAE ik
& st ok & 271 §39 Ao HAde AFeg nAE e AIFRCP A23
Z(d)(2)7% 22 9 589 AGhSod daty v=A] XS 235 Qs olfe &
g Jdadd 2¢ 08 89 Jdihdd va FHLE M2 FZ2 ol 2 P
7t BAE ® ohye, 1g 1A glole dWYe A PAH A2 (due process) ] H &4 v
A7ptddE] died BHY F&Bo] FHELE 4 gidkn #YEH7] g Eo|ti- George
Rutherglen. “Better late than never : notice and opt out at the settlement stage of class
actions”. New York U7 L. Rev. 238, 264 (1996)
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3 93 AYAFE ¥ Y9 9 IXNYZFH 0L ol A=A A3E AU
o k. A=A Yu2A 7 A A 22E Aed A e AEH 43X AP
a

& A 7HedA class TAY F 7HE AR olsigAE & ARl ole AAL
274 (o)s} FRCP F+& "4 olgt §)§ 239 238 & A2 Y84 +35
AT Z@H§ 27(a) (3)(B) (iii). FAABDAHS 21D(2) (3)(B) i), o8& 318
2L 7|BEAREC FAFGASANMN A=F du2AM o §& J&& §A TE
o], APAsUEY Ao] /ANgoEM AFe FFEAA 2 ddgo] oA He
Ag BAHog g=d, o9 wtHE AMNE UFA HE JEYS HH(the most
adequate) @230 AolZ $& A, FHYn2 FFY At F& IS HHH
EskA] @32 =AY oK s Al (discovery) B 27 F JAEE SFRTD
A gno AYA o] Qe ‘HYH gt AHFARGLSA rlee A
& BAse FHHA FEE £ A AAE LSdERAGA ALY g S0
14g 2748 GAd7H forwarding fees) S ZAbrokerol Al AFshe A& AT U
(ZAAALES 15(c)(8)). EA = classth E(representative party)7t 7H1 F2u]&d
A5 E xFsle] iz Zaioy, AEe v&9 F#g At WEARAY
Es vt AL FAAHEZAES 27(a)(4). SEANAES 21D(a)(4)). AA
= A2 41 71BEAA} obd F 337 538 2Hste AFE 5 ATHFTEHY
§ 27(a)(3)(B)(vi), 3BAAWAES 21D(a)(3)(B)(vi)). ol AEH YiE class T4
4 % 7h3 2 AAH oHBAE e ARA ZFFAAL ALHIE Jldste
Aoz 2 £ qth & AgdA 7bE AFEs FAAHworld's unluckiest investors) 2
2 et YA (professional) 9L E0] BAFo|Y BUAE ¥y f5to A&HH
2 dEFAHAER d1)7 HE AL A Motk o ol YA £
19 BE o]F Al ZPATALS LS AYoR 1 Y= WIAIEZYEH ado

K

6) A &t AEAH A7 R A= A 2Folu MU E BE AEY et
gk A3sL o

7) 3ALEY AR AA=E, pp.8H-86

8) EYUQo] Wi Adaso AT Az UHZ e "AdedA M Asgles AR
E(world's unluckiest investors) °l2}x & + & &2 o8 TAZHY FAE olF F
2 39 B{atR Yzt Forel 2 WEy gAE) e shE FAYGLSY AEH 4
2 YA = JY93 Y2E(professional plaintiffs)eleti @o)A 2 o} o] &L 27
o] FAR{H| g vlA&A U BAZ(bounty)olyd BUA §F AEF A3 FPY7E
godx Agid AEHIAISY AAH0] Ut- FEALSY RANE HA=E p83 @ ol
Z38, "nZo IGiAE4ATe) FATH AdiEYcly 2@rhA Ho FF 2F. AW
2 AAEQ =&, 2002. 2, p.62
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A E g Adstazt & Aot

HE USALY &F5AE 2R 67 A7 Bz 953 AHHZALSMEY S 9
AU E AR 4yt dYstesE s AcHFAYS 27(a)(3)(B)(v). TAH
4¥§ 21D(a)(3)(B)(v)). 2Zstd d435dE BRFAY A7)d olsdAE 714
T HZAE classd diEilo]l € F Qlevl dRE HYy A JIAHESAWS
27(a)(8), 3UAALMNS 2ID(a) (D). BF XA YIE 7FFAA7} ofd & 39
53 E 2t AFE  UEE & A2 duidole] AR dnE I5F
o s AU FYBAE A Hd Aeg FojHdy

o]d# #2 Ao wat AYH Y17t classE HESE o] WAHH, a2 ghA
class HEZA 7}Hg A A7t AR A2 Hol classy ©]g &) 5
A1 WSALE AYstA gl wat, 959 Al ol B 4 AW Lz
A MZAL FE5t gl E EHoR 9 G4 AT 5 UA HAGI0 wide, Ax
A Y37t JEIFDHclass counsel) 9] M-S ZAY = Aokes AL FE(collusion) 2
718 E ©E F Ut ol WEILETY MY didtes HYY FIHE oo} 5]
g A2 Y HEILEDY AF(qualifications) S HAISH=H UM AT Ho|A
U ddol AR & gl7] "dEoltt JIBFEAR} JBAE S AEHoR oy ¥
30E& Y5t 1 W5AEY know-howst AEE wolEolA Huj AEHoZ 3

SRJAEE AYEA H9 on AEGE WA G S AdEA gokrie

Hgg WA 8 Aolt FH] ¥3lo] 9IES df?}

gk, GA] duteisilo] obd Wl o8 BAHE 3
2 ohgts AolohlD

3

l

2. N2 an}

1) A (early notice)

Aed 129 st 13 Fo 3T A= A= 47t 2 5 A Lol g}
Haole 28A4e 3388 €d £ A HAT F H2E 248 AVIF d1E A

9) HEH - FHE, UFY FAYGAFY] AP FF 237, TVIGH AT, A127(2003). p.446
10) ERES. "7 AV AL SHMBRFLAEOEEL £ 0B R(—)", "EFRE(FEH

KA KHBER), 998 (2001), p.321
11) Jill. E. Fisch. "Class Action Reform : Lessons from Securities Litigation.” 39 Ariz. L. Rev.

533, 549- 550 (1997)
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o i 2AE @ At FEAYG 53 H2E ALS AnE AFAE Azdol o
B2 UFd Asst: A3l st ¥gol & Fa7k 93 Aok Az AL}
AEH Q27 F& AL dassol AFHE W §YBE W F YAV 23R
23 Z9olE 929 F40l gk astel AW HAE e FLS YviA Hg
29g daad @ Aoz tE A9 A2g Jcke AssAL ARAPE AR
WA ALY Aoz duch HetA o 73 o FdelN H4FE B%E Fob
9 4 g Aolth & olsh 22 AL Wit uFdl 28 AVgozN ARH A
b 2 A Qe Ago] H5d Aoz, ABY 959 A4FALEANH0) AR
77 8 AL AAdsn Uk NFFARS o] B4 FAE BAAT Ae BE
o QT S HES BolT gtk vh TITE, AYF AWt AL FnE ¥
o e (AN ABERDAA AEH A2 A E MR AT A2 A
A QT AT TANEY FEIT T S Yorz dag %g + A Aoz
@ olgh 2 Faoz o L AU Awel A& G2 WAl JliE Hex
G EERC

ZHol= FRCP ABZS) AAAE B7at3 Hobe FHLEL 240 A%
T ok Ale RAE A9 BH RHAATHY o)k Mol 258 AVIF WBAe

YFol A TAH|Lo] HGstEg AGE AE Zd FatA ofdstA HE aW 7HAM
TAE A =1 HAY A7} dReng JBEAAEC] Adadd et A
& oFA Foh= HolAUth)

AAE 483 ARE U2 FFENA Lele d Utk @HA ¥ F IAE dox
seigtE 959 AHHEALSMEY WE FAe9] A adg 2FA Roe B
Qo 2HFE nA7F ohld ol HolM F class actiong A7 Ae v

12) 15 US.C.977Z-1(a) (4). 78U-4(a)(4) (Supp. 11996)

13) FRCP 11]937‘(0)(?)“ T49E =Yg V8o U8 F Ut ZE TAHLEANA HEH
oz EX&A se § Foln odAstlM 2drted HH ¥Hg Yt SAshA
oF $},2n S AL B FAY FAY PP HAH YA gk FA @@

zo@ M7l = BAo| Eisen v. Carlisle & dacquelin. 417 US. 156 (1974) Azl of
3 uldwofge] Aot of AlHdA AWdPAS HAFHo2 ¥jlo] stEd 29U
o] Yt Fte] FAHLEY Fag ooz /YA FAE stodof stvd I HE2 o
BYALA7E BTt @Al &

14) Elliot J. Weiss/John S. Beckerman. op. cit.. pp.2100-2101

15) Ravens v. Iftikar. 174 F. R. D. 651 (N. D. Cal. 1997 = Z&l 7} 7122 &2 U&=
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‘A8 Abol E(designated internet site)'& E5to 959 AHZBASME YA 1
SHES ot e B EYol HEATY AAHY FAL B AL
At & FAYDLE FAASNA 1ol A AH, el =
5 8% ﬁ':—f-;—&ﬂl Mg A AlE™ AAE g 2Fst ks ol
& datell i@ HZ(access) o) Bol4ol v 1" AHolo},

N X n
B

2) H3Yx 2

A=d 324 #HZ(the most adequate)q] A AFL A&F 2 T= 53y
Y VFE & A FolA ¥l class THYE 3 713 2 FAAF olsBAE s1x
I ATR W} ok VALSFE A2 QAL TR Aotk A7 7R
2 BAA JHBAE /AL Qe AS AHsE QQdoTNE FY F2PY S
& AAZTAY 72 classEA AFE 717 o 92N NgE A2 32, 5
ol s gt LA E S& & ¢ ATk o dobrt, dIATA Hje &
& L2 718FAA AS AL 2Rg 9§ J1FEAA B A272 €Y =2 9
THEE T35t o] B Co9 gAEAdo] AMTH Aty o, Be} C2 A
St 933 do] A& A2 AFH A% )18

o] HHYnY FPVNE F F AA 71EQA A 2 BAF o TAN} Y= 2
(the largest financial interest)®] 7]&o] 7]&%2txH(institutional investor)e] =<l
FalE wol7l A5t YT Aolgtn A& HAAo) oyt Fafo] ZAN Y250
U]‘é‘& B @2 A dAHY FFE9 AYL Hia] Zaln Z2AYGASo] W3

E9 2% (lawyer-driven litigation)'e] Ho] W tl= Ao AZEHo] 9t} 7]
-r@—'i %E‘-E WAY F47170] ZFojgtE "ol MIAIS L oo
ato] & Wi A FFE52 olo] ZRAF HejolAl WIAIES] B 4o Tri’JSM]
9 5}% Vdago dvbAl Aol distd WsAlY 3 5T YA o
S A PPo A HEG Zo] JAFAASGFT & 4 o} T FYo=

O

fol

mlo
.llN
rEE mlﬂ
do & >

m]m

€ QASt: ATV 2ZE Add BF 223 FEE £ A AITH Mol ohlg}
i ““]_}01 Ay nxzxe FHE AFsA il
16) N. D. Cal. Civil L. R. 23-2.
17) Lax v. First Merchant Acceptance Corp.. No. 97-C-2716. 1997 U. S. Dist LEXIS 12432
(N. D. IIl. 1997)
18) Reiger v. Altris Software. Inc.. et al. No. 98¢cv0528J. 1998 U. S. Dist. LEXIS 14705 (S. D.
Cal. 1998)
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FEHGD 7|@FFAARE] £AFHLE 58S 3 HE A5 HFH 92Tl
2353 F40 sd B2 HE2 &F58 A7 MAFAAE] HEDAA(A
23 A)2A J&E A Ho dwbFor FHL o wA vl 31— dd9 744
T2 77t Adg dET Aol st F@AE] el B2 LFE0 A 2
2 2452 oA € Aotk AA=Z 1959 AHAZALENEY 015?'— o 71¥EAAE
o] AXA YLE YysE FAV AL 12 QAstad WIALEO] JAFAAES
2o} consortiumE TAMA MAFAA FGE A5 1= MY @ dgol HY
A= H#E U2

£ 2gFFEo] &F5E AVista YA JBFAZRENA L£59 FEEES #AS
e AL AQFFER oz FHE At 4258 AT #JAE& FLA=
Aol "t} 2, o]gd AQFFES HES= 7FFAANEY B+ ¥R 5
ol 3 = FE ALH A1LE NFFoR st FEFHOZ HaE F AL
Aoz Bt F AEFH 419 AP 4y EAste IS g,
A=H A9 718 FHA A7NAAY 7te8dE HaAE B9 ojl A= dn
2 g W2 Y9 FARAY olds dEE F A & Aotk 28y thd F
T A=A 9318 AYste AL 4259 284 Fd9 du &g F2ANEE F

ALEMEHY Y& FHATE Ao € F UGB

oj¢} Zo] MAFARAEL &7 olaj@AR 7HA UAA FRAw, AFHL
2 358 348z A5 4t Hed HHQA A AYE d& 5 UA €

h Y

$7 goBR 19 7| BE
Al Q9 FFER A

19) Elliot J. Weiss/John S. Beckerman. op. cit.. p.2098

20) Weikel v. Tower Semiconductor Ltd., 183 F. R. D. 377 (JWB) (D. N. J. 1998)°1A &= 109!
o] /it Pavt He Fdol 35Y ALH du2A AYHAL In re Health Management
Inc. Sec. Litig.. 970 F. Supp. 192 (E. D. N. Y. 19979l = 1191¢] /AL Eo] Z&F9 A
T3 AuzA MYgHA

21) Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit., p.542

22) Steven M. Pesner/Andrew J. Rossman, “Choosing Lead Plaintiffs under the Private Securities
Litigation Reform Act : who shall lead?” Securities Regulation Law Journal, summer 1399
pp.201-202

23) Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit.. pp.546-547
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£ oAt ZEY Bgoz As® U3 Aed g 2 244 JlABAR A AR
437} e, 7t ARA 912 9t A ANY 2HeIN o2 dde) Fa
5ol 35¢ olRE U U =dolg. olABAs $Hs YAsA YrUE BT
T ol AsdE ZBAE ¥27] A TEE ol T AL FFULY 2AY A
oA o Axloln. AA 2, TaE YAE) AEY Y2} 57 Hstod YAE o
FE Ag IO ARH 43 49 oyt AEPT PG BAE BHo|
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QL dAHozw 9 NBFAP) AY FEE &4
S84 ZAY ol BAE /11 ANE 2 + ATt MK olNBAZ AR
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dY. AL ol ATl FFe ARH A7k He Ag VPE VAR o4
nelth 7bg 2 ZAH o BAE 2 A AR A2 AXAT UH A5
of 2% shute]l WIAMITLE dQeR HYsts Ao FEES AW A9 2
02 FEL olF A 41 THL dassl WAHE o]lg ATE 4
W 8% Ao vol BFW JIRFAN) A1 2 FAH oldBAE AT Yt
dE BT 02 209 JREAAS st A F 34t BB AR 9
}HE g AT QPP F9E Uk

olst Zol. H3 WL Fl BANE R Aol x5 ABER
A7k AER A7k ARG ARSA Fe 9l B ARFALNEY A3
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24) In re Donnkenny Inc. Sec. Litig.. 171 F. R. D. 156 (S. D. N. Y. 1997)

25) Gluck v. Cellstar Corp.. 976 F. Supp. 542 (N. D. Tex. 1997)

26) In re Read-Rite Corporation Sec. Lit. (No. C-97-20059 (N. D. Cal. 1997))
27) In re Oxford Health Plans. Inc. Sec. Lit., 182 F. R. D. 42 (S. D. N. Y. 1998)
28) Greebel v. FTP Software. Inc.. 939 F. Supp. 57 (D. Mass. 1996)
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Aol & Wgo] gl 233

3) AxEH An'2A9 71#AFAA

A vish 2ol 059 AAFALSAGNE B4} AEY Yuz He A
& vFHson HRAW, ok By B BAHE WEST ot
AR 2, A 7| FAAE AEH Q' 7] 9 A2 2482 Tclass AL
ollg 71z ARA hEH=,RY & AL e 8ol Ak sk HB. BT
Aatel o)z Ak A FAAY ol HEdT ¥ 4 U1 A2 @WeAE of
AFE0] WY /HsAT UV dFoltt £ AR GA %Oﬂ U)X YaZo0]
2L, YANFLY oA Aol ohd ZALHHAL EHNLL s A o)
3 &Sl Fgel g gel H@SALY A FF0 &S A HAw du =
FEAE AE 9UE 24 Pt o datel, RARAE o= BEAAE 5Y 0Y
Al 3AS A7 gaad duE FE YORZ ABEARZAE dass FA]
ol 92 &37 Al BReln Qe Bal WA 289 A4 ool A wWAHY
o sk Gelnil B2 SE Ao 3 BFEAAS) L2524 Yoo AAEA
29) ol&ut 'LZAEFFA o2 HEe Mo AF (first come. first served)ol wet WA A
FA 2% HEYRE EHE""/\}ZPE dgsted 7] w ol WEALEo] Abdd U d
T ol Qo] I 2F S HFATIER Mg A AL A7
30) US. Securities and Exchange Comm. Office of General Counsel. Report to the President
and the Congress on the First Year of Practice Under The Private Securities Litigation
Reform Act of 1995 (Apr. 1997) at 23 : Richard W. Jennings/Harold Marsh. Jr./John C.
Coffee. Jr./Joel Seligman. op. cit.. p.1258

31) § 21D(a)(3)(A) requires an “early notice” to class members which invites a lead plaintiff

to take control of the action.
32) Richard W. Jennings/Harold Marsh. Jr./John C. Coffee. Jr./Joel Seligman, op. cit.. p.1258
33) WEEZET. FiBamK. p.318
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Fedo MG 25598 s RgEs By =
dozA A ddojgtur & 5 g

7HE &gl A FREE 2455 Fol ASF WERES QY] g 23
AG Aol st F49 BPAHe) BAES FASA = AL T Hu
2D A7ME Y SR A JiaZgME AR 91 248 dad e
A3 224 g 7T Qertol dist] S & & don oo et AEA
YiEe °lE UFe7] st FAe FYsA @ Aol T NFE ASslojol o
o o] Bl J1BFAAEY YFAME £d] FAuuAEY B3 wE So] @
& MFE AEstodol shed old WES e £a% WgOF HE nuzgsa
Aot ol FE HIE 9T o1 HE JAEAREL 183 FRE A=
Ae AYA dohe Aotk HLol, FELGAS Ao aN 22714 Lol
dYAtete] 522 BAlol Fol 2 £ Uk FAT 1" Aot A9 F|BE
ALAb= S)ARA| R (corporate governance)ol UAIME HFHl gL ax YA 9E
Aliquidity) RE SMske 397t gon, 2ANTLS) Mo M Bate Ay
sl He RS viEhA G NBEAAE Hx ¢S Aotk T JBEAGEL 3|
A Q2N 7HAA 2 A9 ol HIHow oz siAA F A

THE TAYS ddn @ + o AR 937t He R Fuigs vgrge

34) Jill E. Fish. op. cit. p.546
35) Jdill E. Fish. op. cit. p.542
36) Elliot J. Weiss/John S. Beckerman. op. cit.. pp.2101-2103

- 289 -



HE M FOW

HEY 4 A7 st Holthdd HdAHog AfA B B2 HEE deoq F

ZdsaE 2 7IFEARES o]E AT 7 UAvke Aotk Add, FAA
71449 ZAH], 4 AAEQ vl &, /Al(discovery) MEH & dE dudide A
2o &, 2% 2 BP9 AEuE Fol 438 o ¥IE s MidweE 38
vety siogs g g8 nE AEsA 2 sbedel A AaxY AF8E
T, AHFEAGaS Brtshe de FANA F& F g Aolth

§8, 71FFEAAL AR ANBA AHFER DS HFHos Wrlske B
AT & 2 FAA 32 F U

AR 2, 71FFARAE FAZHY At WEFR B HAAW A dFH S
Al 2 st AR Atk G714 NFFAAE DPIAZFE a9 FE FEA
Fg v Ay Yupo), o2 Gyt FFREA e HEHELYR] 2 2HeE g &
g dzi7t Aok EAE, N1RFAASLE AT AR A JRFAA} AHSE
AGas AE YEAFLS Agsted 939 AAH 427t 2 87 o AHA S
FAGL$9 fadiaijle] H7|E uighes YEANFA ARH 4317t 8 7ol
2 7|#FAANA F2A gevha @dg 7 PTG

aey, AA2E J1FFEAAT o vt FREAA vt PFoR 2Fl

d AHHEALSAEY AF 2o ¢ Aozl A% Wdel ASHLE JEFA
AE AEH A1 A9 $3 In re California Micro Devices Securities Litigation0)
Aol B AtAdE H%E ALE F HEAFAE T st obF Wy o
‘WELTE QFHR PedE B, Juare st 249 w4dE Ao
2 23 UL SHEES 9y gl 1009 g3l9 33 2007 239 F4& aFse
A, 2gsty Anapt o SAAR g 254 A E classol FosiA T
AANREAZEE 92 ujdee dRE FngrfA AFgdche Aotk YLL d4)
o] 2ol 2 tiREo] dudeidelA doi7t A= o|fE B4 I e
BA&3, M2o] the Colorado Public Employees Retirement Association(”"ColPERA™)3%

37) Elliot 4. Weiss/John S. Beckerman. op. cit.. pp.2109-2110

38) Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit.. p.542 : ‘

39) o] Ao Fald AL gz AFdE BEol P Weiss/Beckerman W E]) 7[@#F2
Aekg AAstn gleng oj9 2 &2 A Hoh- Ibid

40) 1995 WL 476625 (N. D. Cal. 1995)

41) 19959 ¥ AL o)HY #ad oM E AxH A st FES AIEHA 43 o
Egdaegls B8 & AR s
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“1e California Public Teachers Retirement System ("CalSTRS™) ¢ ¥ 71&5FAALE Wi
Az NFFct F dEgned g AYd dudzile] sHads & AH HJE
el 2HL e 22 AojAtk &, i) YT classol 6007 2 HFE AF
st 7009 2el9] F4E wEEY, i) HRIAE a2 FA @ FF 3d T 4F
& AAMFeg Agsts AL BEeT, i) JngAle] BES B8] ¢3¢ 2009
g9 A3A Ag7)F(fund) Y A, iv) SAAFL distd AT classol Al 400
2319 438 AFHEF AW 1 39 7heuA it AFE S gon.
v) F3ALY] Algjojate] thste] ‘D & O Bl #F g FIE classol FE3)
T2 ga(old w ASHE A F 2009 22 AAE). vi) HA3 Al s}
o 39 FAll 71 AYo] Ak ALRHE Fij CEO thd 49 B2l E classol &
3z 2 Ao 233 dagidEe] 7 BRee 39 dEYTY gud]lol
AT 399 o 205%9 ¥ FHoz FHAh Class 7AHLY ol 7Hd & dF
g e 91N FHZFQ] 7NASFAA dEYRE Ha, 1 It AEE 9
TS WA gL 2H, Aute class YREL sl xdo] o]} Yopxn g
ZlRloflA A8 v 8= FoEA HAYTH

19953 AR ZAALESNEY ofdlM Y Y dFd= DA Gluck v. CellStari?
Aol it 714 F8% AL AAFZAIGAS AAME class o] o] FHHY
of stz Y2 o]o] F2(incentive) 22 FA L&A= ¢t Atk sh= Holrh
Z B AlAd glojx A=FH AnAY the State of Wisconsin Investment Board
(SWIB) = dudgd e B35y sl HAFxsHe B9 PEATFE 7hed 713
& Z7o] F2(%2) WEAMFA Blank, Rome Comisky & McCauleyE ¥z
Aoz YA o HEARAV AAG 24 Jtede FAY A FAFDLSY
Aol vlFo] vfe H7]AHQ W&ol EFHIL UAT AL WiHdFA T i
Qo) 5t vl gol Eauidde] Fuiet ol b 459 fEE W xg2 W
st AS(slide) IS A Aojthid) o] Ao AGTIA wjdFAo] FolA &

Ir o

42) 976 F. Supp. 542 (N. D. Tex. 1997)

43) SWIBE HnyAl AYEAY 20%E xFsto BFa1 1 &4 AEH 918 i e
e F el 10uo] 237 2o 71 AAA o] HA = mEELE JFHY AR
A gu'e AYPE AU

44) n]ZPL L WAL v &2 A4S dl 388 &(percentage of recovery) B3 A7Hg
(lodestar) ¥4 27X & sjesn Qo).
FEu g AL guZo] £A5e HAuZo2RY WA He AAVF F LIS vE
(percentage of Fund method)ol W2 ZFHL WIAlA 2Fa= Pol} Rz <)
£5E HAEAE 25-30%Ad ole BYEHY 248 23T MIAEC] FHFHoR HTR
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A 4T % ATUAY ol APt w2 2 FA9 ojolo] e o] ¥

o AR 716F vt Ro| $4EE ANIAZ Wi oM HAANEE 1g)

= 2 $48 98 A8 A% 43744 S BnGES QAN 4

AAT A5AE Ad@hd 18 Best g2 ZrHZE Z7lo] o PHL. of:
al

41, 9 ol w7l= Yojr} Bli AFS g6 AR Yoprbx] fstttn sio g
E A3l Az mat A8 $48E e £ Jonz RS vt
BY A30A EFEF 2P0 éi‘ dadigQlo] gafol sl <A (incentive) &
A "ok £

EY RS FRLE0) @A O FHR{HADNAM e FARgHDo 29
F9 o]Fg oMldte 297 Borg F48 REAslY AR Qe BEAAEL
AAHoR olFY o]og FA G ALLF L% (frivolous suit) & WA 5= Ao}
ol23 71AFAAEL YEILEDo] JuEo] Wolst=d Ve AulEr HL y)

802 2458 Fdste APl HEIRNA YIRS Javw Fozy
At 252 YELTDO AVste AE YASLE fn}h 7|@FEARE0] HED
=9 ABAH Gl AYFLR Qe TAF £4g o oj2L AL TS F
<. 71#FAAES F4E Il 2asto AT da Yol gzt obd A
Tl st 4258 FEITE AL Ay FAE U@ AYo] Bl HEHE Y=

TE 143 =& BdA Y RojAut gogo] 3w WSl HTHEE o goprith
2 g 4y HAHA Po]RnE st o] WAl 7MF 2R AP Al7to) AR
of we} R Z7R2e Agslr] wRo WIAISS W S & Qo] Yuky
oz LASEZ duYdo] HAo] opdie BET Aol T ZEHE YFo| 3
OE Holvh. & SAEH T Zo) ojg AEsslr] = v 2AH FA7} o] FolA A
F-oll= H 8ol 44 gt
ANF B L 49 M) FAHog B o Al de £ty 2 4
ol FEl AR A R4E F A5E JJEoZ 33 ok gutk 2 Ao &
3 M3A k¥ g WGty B F glong Az dolke MEAle e A S8
g = AEF T1EAsd AFuL9 w4 (multiplier) 2 Fatd] AlAeA Ao AW
lodestar’ W]oll i@t dukHQ) Bl@}e T 7B F 4 *l”x*l{}%‘ B g aoa W
f?."}7} B8 AIE B2 o271 Y, “‘f?_’\} Bol &5 o ¥ B35 v o
= TAFo] e sdo] F ALEs %"4 HSALE ¢ u¥° He+E vhg 4
RoeBz L&A folo) U maty ‘i‘QJH 0]9] & 93l IFGNA o]o] 5
5} 2 FHsA gg et don 24 uiAds MSAlH 23 ofTd dgo] ot
= Al Utk o] Wl FoA= ‘ﬂi"]’-—] TUE7L B Aol ddF = s EY
3% WA 2 ool € £E Uh- §9A. "FRYFEAL) “19.*}1* 5 258 v g
o Fa7 THAR A, A20E A1E2001), pp.204 207 1 FHAEY ZAE, AA=E p49
45) Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit. p.539

M oox 39
noﬁrlr
lo.fe:l'.

0;

¢

Il‘ rir x
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52 393 & F Ave oA NBFAASNA o]Yo] HO & F Qlth6)

NBERARL AR du2A7t ofde, O Pz AHFZAY DL SN Y Fa
g AFES B3 A7 Aok 2RALE J1FFAATE 38k Institutional Investors’ Forum
at Stanford Law Schoolol A9l =218 F31d AHolil Intelite] e AHHFZAZ G4
0ol gste] LR J1@FAA 2Fol Z& ARt A A9 FF,2 UF
g2 gerz g AHHZANGLFA= A2 Aol M glol, 71ZAH o dd )
= W& HAE ADGLE@AAANA Blthd) tKo] o & gi2gjlE 7%
7be/dol #ua B o, AAZE o] MAE HuU7] Mo AMHFZANGAS 4
g ASRAAT. 2 Inteliitol] et dBEAS B A4S 22 F 90& ol
o AFE Aststn Utk A FAPGLS #FAEIE Hehe 7B FARE 9
g Z2 FIE ASE 7 U WEJA, £E5HA Y HAFH o FAUEA = @Fodth
AR o2 1996d ~1997d0 AA A dol] AL AFFZTAIGLS 2807 7k,
71T A A @ AL AL 1746 B3 ¥ 79 42 vz
Al dAEtA] gokthe Hrtel & ¢ Qlth

7N FAAES ALdnde Soto AEstHe Edd dated F3d Aol den
L ago] Ha FnE a59 &8 JA] gtz 289 ol EAl(stakes) 7t 2

=
the AMdol Adase BN FV1E Foa @k IYAE FA FAS AL 9
b g

NBEARES ZAE ATHT AT Frhsn Aok aestel BEARES
AxY 412 APsHl 99 ARY 417k YERES HesA HEg AR

2
So) WAl AFE 254E WY B 2T AP WA I=z 2509
golAl D ot ARz YBTHAY ol slogni Rl 7]

46) Ibid.

47) ol o] ALl M E Pentium microprocessor®] Zg# H 3t o] FAtol A7H oY 7}
2 EAd 713k 19943 TRE 19953 25l A o] FojA ZWEFERL Al H o)k

48) Jill. E. Fisch, op. cit.. pp.539-540

49) Joseph A. Grundfest and Michael A. Perino. "The Pentium Papers : A Case Study of
Collective Institutional Investor Activism in Litigation™. 38 Ariz. L. Rev. 559 (1996)

50} Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit.. p.537

51) Elliot J. Weiss/John S. Beckerman, op. cit.. p.2088

52) Jill. E. Fisch. op. cit.. p.538
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BEAASY g3 FAHGE Yo AP I WIAIEE HNE FE UA
o e oG FAlol £FFolmg, Al J@EAAE o FEE Tl
A 5 7BERAES AEHYE ol TAI B dAEel Jdo A E FEI 2
A olUdte zPo2 & 2$x79AY SE HAG F lon. FEE A4
AP0 W3S FAF Bt ofd} 25FAFNME JdE 5 ATk £045

NBEAA} AFHoR ATH PAZA 2fd FUItosH oA R
ATz AZY A% YA v E NFEAAL AFH L et A5 41
el FE8ez g stsAde £38 § otk ole FAAILS oM did)
2lelo] Sl MIAEdAE $ T2 AEYHol ATHIL ol F i B BHol 2
Q5 Sol Y4B QapoAT HEHE ATl A7l dFelth FA B} &9 ¥R
AR A7E fgadigedd AYE EFHN7]) d2ol A=FH it dadd e A9
e AL o5 AHRAY AEAD A FHE £ AL A% AZIAH

AdZAN Z2APGLS ARz PHo] ¥2 Milberg Weiss Bershad Hynes &
Lerach Y EAHEAM = 19959 AHAZALEAEE A ol v=F AY % 31%
o #HZste AHFAAGASY oot ol 19959 A FALSNEY
AR F 19 F a9 2 FHYd A4sn Jd ARHFEI LS Hed. Bl
Ad el 59%, A TUolFol @M 89%E Hote AolATEH 19959 A FEL
M8y AF oA AHFAYGAE S AN oldg s FFAD WEATE
7b 19959 AR ZER25AEY AR oz dudEqYg AYE AL AL ste
AL 19959 AMAEEA4ME Y ARE ARAT Qo] FEF T st

N, $HHALSC| YA

1. THWHE

2do] A7EA REde 22 st 7199 Gl FUAZ] FEE B4

53) Ibid. :

54) o] AFEA7E 19959 8 A olARTOE B2 AAFZARBASY dudzl AHE A
g o]§9 s AZo] EE5A 19959 Yol whet AEARd Aol HledHE ol &
ZUE 9 87 AU BFol ATk Joseph A. Grundfest/Michael A. Perino. Securities
Litigation Reform :@ The First Years Experience. A Statistical and Legal Analysis of Class
Action Securities Fraud Litigation Under the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of
1995, at table 8.

55) @=ZAAAE 2001. 8. 16, 3
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A A Hd, A1Z a840] dolAa ARHor FFE S YA Bk 59
g go] 429 hi-tech 7I9EL F719 dsAo] 27] W ol 2HAFo] A%
N2 AdHA Ge A FIHGLESE A7) 4o

71&% uke} 2ol hi-tech 71l Wi d& A7l FA G #Hs @ds] o] &HAU
d AL v FFR G dFo] HYrts B olE AYHEAI L FFsto] A}
AZAA DL EE A7 sk ol ol¢h & FHF 447 $AE A& 199
d A S ALEMG o= 8 £ (safe harbor rule)o] AA o] mjefod 31 &560
o " gio] #AHJY AAQUE BH, @ vddEHAsoled= A E FAGL
Az &3 AAe At g £ AsE F2F 890 FAAYAE AFHs= 9uid
v FYEAN e F1W&E AL @ vHdE3Eo] FosA G A @
ZoAY, @ A&AZt AAIR] FS vHAAEZzE0] FAGAY 28 E Fudte
Aol &3 &R Adg YFHA Rote 2F. = At 7190 B9 2 7]
A9 FPFPLel st 2 A&o] oFAFRAY JAJLY & Wo} I Aol
ojFojHthe AT e Agolyd ol AYE AR ojFojHtdE AMIE UF
2 Zile ALE & F UL ol (AY FHo] nvtH| A3} ’1-4 —?—Zﬁi
guilE FAEAZL A Fde FAAMANE stA FIAE &
A 9k @9 Z49+= SEC Rule 10b-59) 8729 248 wy T
ok @9 Zfol 9% dol= 9 JFE sl FAMAIE sHA EV]“J. a woj
T A 3o o) FA@Fo] AFE dol= FAMAIAAE FA AN oy
AsEZRo) FME " o] WAHD UAoh Fajo] SECH A A% A &
(19794 AF)ol vt RIHAE st FAYY AP UG BA Y0

56) AU 27A( 1), SRAAM|AYE 21EC i)

57) E3YS 27A)(1), FBAARLHEE 21E() (1)

58) FUWUE 274D, SAAA S 21E()

53) ZAYE 27A()(2), FRAAAMAEE 21E()(2)

60) AHHZALENE P AF olFel= 2714 Y Safe Harbor FHzxgg ¥FPI} SECE
1979 ‘#eld ZAE 7HAR MYz AYH FA'Y T E A (bespeaks caution), ‘?3
Z[AZH 7 - Ao 2 AA75A HHo @t A HeR AAY FYEIE
oz ANA g9 2ATEY 2A(F2A-Y 88 F& AGY )0 FHHA & °‘
A He AL dFsts Al dstad A" FA'E Riggde 738 Adfh 2
olgldt FAL SEC A&AFolw ey OFEFEAY SECHEAF o192 7l sl

- Me HEHR gevs EAH *ﬂﬂﬂﬁi‘:}. A A olde} AE(annalist)t thFuhA] 9
834 9sto 71Yo] °ﬂ‘37—'] A, Aeg ALRHoz BHIJE FFde ol 2ol F
£52 %47 o), FdLEE 1‘]7]“4‘2 o] F2d T oo g FEI} BIE &1
AA gohe vj#@o] 1‘17]5]91‘3}. T3 FAEAEAY Fo49 2 AEY 8 T F
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g dEoz #ATCEA HuFe Hdgo| FAAEF FAlA old JIg FstaiF ol
golatAl =Hdth ool wet F ZstFol JIBHA EFoE Qs RS0 g
£ dstd 1% %"J(incentive o] ¢kstg AL 7|HHUTH

8, dIAAE old 423 FHS FOEZMN, ‘race to the court'AFS MM
2H7A A9 AZE YAY BEHoz APH Aol &% WA HFE(pleading) 7148
A9 Agoltt & vt A AM distd AYFEAE FAFAY 289 FEe
WA 57 Yl Bag FRAME HAISA opstdtheE olfE AV F9E F%F
e 4259 ZAfdes &% (complaint) Oﬂ i‘ﬂ A7 BAS 288 REAI7] 9
F& FAHCZ VSRS sHen, FFY olfrt BEY HE ¢ 2o et Al
o ZASE A= BAfdde 22¢ ’\‘_’!’47} A71A 8 ZE AMEE AAE 7RIS
sk 283 SauldETEA st 53 BAGEHAAN PR S E FP5e
Aol #al LS Ee FAANAS] FFole davt 20 gart s A
elol A ettt 2§ 374 (strong inference) S B8] oAus A2 S 4 PAE=
A48 | orgt SRS AT vyl w39 4 ZtshalFol A7 U= <
Ae $AH MAIA2H(discovery) 7t BA == AR ATHD olAY FAAYLY A
2IDZ (S 2 (. ()50 98 4H(pleading) & YA st FHALEY vl
Ao g3, 53] (32 $A MAEAHdiscovery) 9] FAoll & Aaitgdg F3E
oz 2454 8E dFsy] AT Sl PAE FHo2 sk Uk 199539 A FAE
2E71E Pl 9%t HY £ APFH A (pleading) ) Z3tel o), P 2D E
232 g FAFASE Hols &48 2U|DAAA wAd & AA HUT = F
A HE A7) f8) & Zret Ao o] Folxl Afol. HAL FAEY = &
A 8ol g wAsy] Js) Bastiy AFPste ZFE At dAY FAMA
x4 71etY] AxE ZAY F ME}—?— AL AHFAY A7z (1) FEA
A AADZE (T (Z (B) L (C). ob2e AT FHo 715t o] <t
G #d AH(motion for summary judgement)o] Ue ZFLA= FAH HAIHA
(discovery) & FAHHEZAY AZAZ (DT FAANLY A2ER ().

=z Jdihddre Jdadol BHol oid iR FAHE FRY olFFY

}:1

QL
l‘-l)l

FALREAIE dPYA 7= P wEdd AFH AT, ol W g ARoe At
AME A ey FAREAS & 5 gl7] gl FA] stafoe dFHo] oA st A
.- Richard W. Jennings/Harold Marsh, Jr./John C. Coffee. Jr./Joel Seligman. op. cit..
pp.239, 1035, 1259 : RBIBIRAR. "7 2 A UIB P A RHRBFALFEOKE". THE, BE
$359%(1997). p.431

) SBAWASYS 21D (b1 (2).(3)
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13

szt EARARAY] 8oz B3 gk ‘FAASNAM dg fAu &) F 45
£9) 80%° 2ettEte ¥ FA2Y PELFY FADAH, H13AFAM = B

AMZAE Edstd Fa dFAEC] AMALT EH°'<'5}L‘—H] ARstojof 3 AJZHE
v 29 g fFol ZAFHQ g & Fuol e 297 8ok vF 93 FEA
GagolM ZAMNAEAI} fishing expedition® AT 398 FFA s S0

>

.\;_.

ARG vl MR, "QY 2bo] AVFA ATE PEARAE AT 7199 ZE V)
2AFES AX8 FASD, ol50] AN FAS RASYTT FH & e A2
#el 2489 commentst 21 Fo HAk SHPIUol EAAT YsE LT U

= 230 2A% A E Fdgle HAFAE stEE A Jd s Ao,

olg1g vl @l whe} YU g9 Zo] sl W Aol WA E EE
A AANARE vEA] FAAFIEE St ol ol @ A AAEAL FA=
Hxe Fo3 adg F3E F e FAHL AEE HAstdoF doe &6
(pleading requirement) ¥ #A5te F8F ol 7HXoh i} atd o2 g A2
AL FHAlste d o AEEL Hurt B/ de Z9 B7] dEe v
ZA AR FAEA gedd, dd FAAJ AMLY FHAglel &5& A7
A= HE gart e E e A& siddets 25¢ A AAEAE S5
HrE AFY ¢ As M2 AEE Bo| FEF & Utk olHF olF2 17} gt
£ glol a9 3 ARt gtk B3 qloh adste &9 a9 dA4
g Aal7) st AMEQ) HAlo] @t o] AAstL e ol FA MAA
A7t BAHEE & Hojrhbd

2 ko
0 ok ol

2. J4&2| an

19959 AP EZALSAYY A oldoll= AHFARGLSY dadede] B

62) Testimony of former SEC Commissioner J. Carter Beese. Jr. Chairman of the Capital
Markets Regulatory Reform Project Center for Strategic and International Studies. before
the Securities Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Banking. Housing. and Urban
Affairs. March 2. 1995 {=8%&, "Z3FAA WA FAd 1 A - vlF A FELE7N
9 (PSLRA of 1995)2 Z4c2-", A&dgdn A=, 1998. 2. p. 8214 Fs5(H] :
FRLEY AR, AA=E p90

63) Testimony of Richard J. Egan. Chairman of the Board of EMC Corporation before the
Securities Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Banking. Housing and Urban Affairs.
June 17, 1993 (=83, AA=E p82oA B5IH © $ALSY AN AA=E. p90)

64) BAY - 4£3F, mZ9 FAFA, FEAE 2001, pp.4l7-418
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WA £ 8 WolSoly] Y8 ARRE} 2 3AE EFHoZ Jof FHaAtY FA
A MRS FHE 209 80007 2 RA e 199630 ATH A MiE A
AL 59 20308 22 A s £, 19953 ojdole B ¥ 19%9 &
£2 39 FAIE AU AFFAPGAS] AZIHAD d HlE. 1995 olFl=
I g7 §8go] 3% HolA, B A §F3A GEthd A FER DSl
A7 82 G Aoz vestth a@dd. F719 g 70" £%59 @i AdE
Aoz HrHYTh ot ARTFE % FUhste kA FUF A4 BAE 24
o 19959 AHHZAAEREY AP o)A AHFALSANAE A HIAY
oldJut WYY © Hla), 2 ojFle FF olYo] o= Fx wPHE HAL
W Ao BAHYC

gz, hi-tech7| g A3 249 BHGO o] HUTh £, AHHFAI LSS A
718l 9lo} mEAZF R Y S EAIE 19953 AHRFZALSAEY AF olAH ©
290l FAHAD. A FHo) nAHA=HE Wl YUAD ol HHYS &
Ao 71Qst= Aoz B & njPdFAed o "FasA X2 AR #F
AolAY, Tonds FAHAl WA FuFE,0 FAS LA 2 o] £F4A
Wst7] o Fol}.66

19959 AR ZALEAEY MFol HAL & TS FHLA =& AN A7t
z713 Aotk ol 73tE AR(pleading) 873 FA MAIE X (discovery) ol 2%t
AA), 282 HAF 24 5o o8 HEHE FH vlste YA FAF 19959
AHZALEMEEY 73S 6] A dn3o) 19958 AR FEESHNE Yol
ALex G FHL 4 AVIRY) gEolth 19%6d0E FHAAT AM4H A
Z3WPLE e AAY 26%F=d HiE), ddyde FEE AHFAR LY 8%
= FHYE A&HE FH2 YehgosD oAy agida FHE ¢EA $A19

65) 19963 AMAZANGAS 34%7) hi-tech71Fol ATk~ Joseph A. Grundfest and Michael A.
Perino. op. cit.. at table 8

66) 1996l AW AT g A7E ARFAPGLEY 5 19959 wlste T
a4 Aoz Ueigsd, A9 FMds FAE ndod 19953 ¥ AP e
2 A% AF7t #g2EA g2 Aoz B

(AR GL$9 AT ALP
A | 91| 92| 93| 94| 95| '96 | 97 | 98 | 99 | ‘00 [ 01 | 02 }°03.6
A4 164 { 202 ] 163 | 231 | 188 | 108 | 173 | 240 | 204 | 214 |489* | 266 | 128
200140l ©) 7Hed Z1GEA(IPO) S BHE 240 31238 AAR e, ole 1999-
20008 Uad AEY 5% Aolrh- hitp://securities.stanford.edu
67) Joseph A. Grundfest/Michael A. Perino. op. cit. at table 8
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1eshe 482 19999 oldde 448 + D Al AdE Lo AojA e
21719) AR = dAF 2 (pleading) 8 & ZE & AAAY. AT FF 9
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ez, 19989 1€ Fd 93 Je44g AvEr] s 19339 FaHH 1934
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72) Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) 999. 325 (N. D. Cal. 199)

73) Brent Bowers & Udayan Gupta. “Shareholder Suits Best More Small Companies.” Wall St.
J.. Mar. 9, 1994. at Bl : iBE&Zf. AifB&E. p.308
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2o ssjz ZAS HFAste 2 = FAlincentive) ol AA 53] Atejolrtell st
o AdAYE ALe Aol EZFF AFAE zdstn Uvke vi#o] BIYTT AHH
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A R olf, MIAEY dEALE. sE9 olf ZIE YEo] g7de Al
t}80) o] FRCP Al23x(e) Al M E ssfe] W Bo] LAHEE = JUAUA
gt 19Ho)g oflE FAHAEANA sl FES &S Adz ¢gA U= B¢
7} Aok sl W8S ¥R e ARz 2 o] FFFHoofM FHAE

78) 3R - £9". FAA. pp.75-76 :
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