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<Abstract>

Cho, Ji Hui

Joe could emerge in accordance with the diversification of the financial markets, capital market 

law 178 to define various types of illicit transaction of the United States as established for the 

purpose of comprehensive Fraud could contribute to introducing is regarded as have outgrown the 

court of working with passive in the application and interpretation of the above provisions, a 

tactic different types of The confidence of investors by regulating a negative trading practices and 

to protect the fairness of the market is more flexible attitude is we'll need a law that the 

discussions.

The decision to discussion is exercise or fulfillment of condition in financial portfolio of Equity 

Linked Securities also in terms of capital identified, subject to discipline for violating market laws 

Logical in terms of ability to claim responsibility for damages by discipline.

Merely identify a range of third party liability standard repayment of the case of equity linked 

securities prices been achieved, the future, because only be given according to the agreed rate of 

interest revenues Specific debate on the Calculation of damages is likely to need.

Keywords Equity Linked Securities, underlying asset's decision, illicit trade law, other capital 

markets of transaction




