- TEOPUA U NPAKTUKA

TPAXOAHCKOIO MPABA U
. TPAXOAHCKOFO MPOLIECCA

NMOHATUE “SECURITY?”
. MUNIPABOBOE

. PEMYJINPOBAHMUE

®OHOOBOIO PbIHKA CLLA




VIK 347.

BBK

15

67.404
1125
Pe}laKHI/IOHHaﬂ KoJIerust cepumn
«Teopnﬂ U IIPpaKTHUKa IpasKJIaHCKOro 1paBa U rpa:kJIaHCKoro rnpomecca)

A. I1. Cepeees (otB. pen.), E. A. Cyxaros (0TB. pen.),
B. @. [Tononoonyno (otB. pen.), B. H. ITnueun (otB. pen.), JI. A. Bamanosa,
H. C. Bonocenkuna, H. J[. Ecopos, 1. B. Enucees, A. B. Konosanos, H. H. Kocuykas,
/. B. Kocmennukos, JI. A. Kpusonocosa, JI. I Jlaspos, H. D. Jusuiuy,
C. B. Hapuowcnuii, T. B. ITonaxosa, B. H. Tenamuuxos, H. A. Yeuuna

PeneH3eHTDbI:
H. JI. Ezopoe, ookmop opuoudeckux Hayk, npogeccop CIIoI'Y
A. K. Kpasyos, ookmop topuoudeckux Hayx, npogeccop CIIOI'YOID

Menmon 1. A.

ITonsarue “security” m mpaBOBOE pEryIHPOBAHHE (DOHAOBOTO PHIHKA
CHJA. — CII6.: UsmarensctBo «¥Opummueckmii nenTp IIpecc», 2003. —
302 c.

ISBN 5-94201-147-8

Ha ocHoBe aHanmm3a HcTOpHH NpUHATHA GedepanbHoro 3akonofgarenscTea CIIA u
3aKOHOJIaTeJIbCTBA OT/EBHBIX IITATOB O “‘securities” M cyleOHBIX pemeHHH (egepalbHBIX
CYOB H CyAOB NITATOB B KHHUIEe paccMaTPUBAaeTCs IOPUAMYECKOE COACpiKaHUE IMOHSTHS
“security”, TpaJUIMOHHO NEPEBOJUMOrO C AaHIJIMHCKOTO sI3bIKa Ha PYCCKHH M 0OpaTHO Kak
“reHHast GyMara”, ero MecToO U poJib B MeXaHH3Me IIPaBOBOTO PEryJHPOBaHUS GOHIOBOrO
peinka CIIIA, B wacTHOCTH, OypHO pa3BHBAIONIMXCS B IIOCIIEHUE TOIBI PHIHKOB IPOU3BOJHBIX
(DPMHAHCOBBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB. B KHMIe IPOBOJIUTCS CPAaBHUTENLHBINA aHAIIM3 IOHSTHI “‘security”
U “TleHHast GymMara” ¥ MX BHJIOB, PACCMaTpHBAIOTCS BO3MOXKHBIE ITyTH Pa3BUTHS TeOPETHUECKOH
MO/Ie/ ! HOHATHA “IieHHast OyMara” u (GopMyIUPYIOTCS IPeUIOKEHHS [0 COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO
JleiicTByOIIero 3akoHoaresibcTBa Poceniickoit Mesepanuu o neHHbIX Oymarax. B kadecTBe
IPUIOKEHUST IPUBOJIATCS IIePeBO/IbI Ha PYCCKHHU SI3BIK IECTH HamGoJiee BaXKHBIX PeIleHUI
Bepxopnoro Cyga CIITA, cBsi3aHHBIX ¢ UCTOJIKOBAaHHEM COJIEPXKAHUS IOHATHS “‘security’.

Kuura npepHasHaueHa U1 CTYJSHTOB, aCIUPAHTOB M IIpellofiaBaTeslell IOpUAHIECKUX
BBICIIHX YUEOHBIX 3aBeIeHUH, IPaKTHIECKUX PaOOTHHKOB, a TAakke UL BCeX MHTePEeCYIOMMUXCs
BOIIPOCAMH IIPAaBOBOTO PerylIupoBaHusl GoHTOBEIX peiHKOB CIITA.

BBK 67.404

© IlentoB /1. A., 2003

ISBN 5-94201-147-8 © M3n-Bo «fOpumueckuit nientp Ipecey, 2003



OMABIEHUE
BBEIEHME ... 9

I'nasa 1. [lousaTHe “security” B aMepuKaHCKOM MpaBe
110 MPUHATHASA (peepaIbHBIX 3aKOHOAATEILHBIX AKTOB
0 “SECUTTLIES”™ .....oiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 14
§ 1. IlosiBnieHue MOHATHUS “‘security” B aMepUKaHCKOM TIpaBe
U €ro pa3BuUTHe 10 NpuHATUS “3akoHoB ['oryboro

§ 2. Pa3BuTHne nmousTHs “‘security” B poriecce IpuHITHS “3a-
koHOB ["omy6oro He6a” u ux cyneOHOM HHTEpIIpeTaluu
(1911-1933) et 18

I'nasa 2. IlousiTue “security” B aMepuKkaHCKOM NpaBe mocJje
NpuHATHA (eaepabHbIX 3aKOHOAATEIbHBIX AKTOB

0 ““SECUTTEIeS™ .....ooiiiiiiiiiiie e 38
§ 1. 3akperuieHue omnpeenenus “security” B eiepaabHOM

3akoHogaTenbcTBE CIIIA (1933-1940) ..cuvvveeieeneee
§ 2. SECv. C.M. Joiner Leasing Corp. (1943 T.) ....cccue.... 49
§3.SECv. W.J. Howey Co. (19460 T.) cccoevveevireereeereennen. 52
§ 4. SEC v. Variable Annuity Life Insurance Company

of America (1959 T.) c.oovviviiiiiieeeeeee e, 59
§ 5. SEC v. United Benefit Life Insurance Company

(1907 T.) ettt 66
§ 6. Tcherepnin v. Knight (1967 T.) .eccveevveeiieeciieciieiesiieeinn 70
§ 7. PazButue “recta Howey” B niepBoii mosioBuHe

TO-X TOMOB ..ttt ettt ettt sttt e 75

§ 8. United Housing Foundation, Inc. v. Forman
(1975 1) oo 98



§ 9. International Brotherhood of Teamsters v. Daniel

(1979 T.) et 108
§ 10. Marine Bank v. Weaver (1982 T.)....cccevvevcvvncriereannnnns 116
§ 11. VI3MeHeHus B JierajJbHOM ONPEICICHUHN TTOHATHSA
“security” (1982 T.) cveeriiriiiiiiicee e 123
§ 12. Landreth Timber Co. v. Landreth (1985T.) ................ 138
§ 13. Reves v. Ernst & Young (1990 T.) ...ccccevvvvivniveeanenns 146
§ 14, BBIBOBI. ..euiieeeiiiieeeeiiieeeeiieeeeeiveeeeeiveee e iveeeeeevaee e 155
I'napa 3. IlonsiTue “security” u coBeplIEHCTBOBAHUE POCCUHIICKOIO
3aKOHOJATEJBCTBA 0 HEHHBIX OYMATAX ......oovveenienniennnn 159
§ 1. [TorsATHE M BUABI IIEHHBIX OyMar 10 3aKOHOATEIbCTBY
Poccuiickoi DEIEPALIUM . .....ccevvveeeeriiireeriiieeeeiieee e -
§ 2. lousTus “security” u “nienHas Oymara’:
CPABHUTEIBHBIN QHATMB ....cenveeeeeireeireeiieereeieeieenieennees 171
§ 3. Buas! “securities” u IIeHHBIX OyMar: CpaBHUTEIILHBII
AHATHS -ttt ettt et site st eateeabe e bt e bt e sbeesaee e 176
BAKIIOUCHIE  ..oooviiiiiiiieniieeeitieeieeeeiieeette ettt e sabeeestteesabeeebaeesnbeeeneeeas 192
IIpnaoxenns (Tekcrsl pemennii Bepxosnoro Cyna CIIHA
HA PYCCKOM SIBBIKE ) ..o 196
1. SECv. W.J.Howey Co. (1946 T.)..cccveeieieieieceeene. —
2. Tcherepnin v. Knight (1967 T.)..ccccoioiiiiiiiiiieieeeee, 205
3. United Housing Foundation, Inc. v. Forman (19751.)......219
4. Marine Bank v. Weaver (1982 T.).....ccocvvvvvevieceecininierieiennns 247
5. Landreth Timber Co. v. Landreth (1985T.) ..cccovevveeennne. 256
6. Reves v. Ernst & Young (1990 T.) c.ccoeevivinenieiicee, 275

' MepeBog Ha PYCCKUi A3bIK BLINOMHEH aBTOPOM.



naBa 1

NOHATUE “SECURITY” B AMEPUKAHCKOM NPABE
A0 NMPUHATUA OEOEPAJIbHbIX
3AKOHOOATEJIbHbIX AKTOB O “SECURITIES”

§ 1. Iloagnenue nonamusa “security” 6 amepuKanckom npaee
u e2o pazeumue 00 npunamusa “3axonoe I'onyoozo Heoa”

HemnocpencTBeHHBIM TIPEIIECTBEHHUKOM TOHITHA “‘security” (BO
MHOXCCTBCHHOM 4YHCIIe — ‘‘securities”) MPUHATO CUYUTATh IOHITHE
“security for money” (IOCIOBHO MEPEBOAMMOE Ha PYCCKUH SI3BIK Kak
“o0ecrieueHue yIUIAThl JCHEr”), MPOYHO YTBEPAHBIIEECS B aMEpUKaH-
ckoMm mpaBe k cepenune XVIII B. B kauecTBe pOJIOBOTO MOHSATUSI B OTHO-
LIEHHH CaMbIX Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX JIONTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB®., CMBICI TIOHATHSI
“securities for money” cocTosul B TOM, 4TO, HE SIBISSICH OOECICUeHUEM
00s13aTeNbCTBA B MIPSIMOM CMBICIIE CJIOBA, JOJITOBOH IOKYMEHT B pyKax
KpeIuTopa TeM He MeHee MPEAOCTaBIsUT eMy IIeJIbIi psii MPEUMYIIECTB,
Jenasi TaKuM o0pa3oM ero gonar “Oonee obecrieueHHbIM. Bo-mepBbIX,
OJTHO JIMLIb CYIECTBOBAHKE JAOJIFOBOIO JOKYMEHTA M03BOJISIIO CBECTH 10
MHUHMMYMa BO3MOKHOCTb BO3HHMKHOBEHHUS CIIOPOB II0 IIOBOAY TOTO,
UMeEJICSI JIU B JISHCTBUTEILHOCTH JIOAT U KOTJa OH JIOJDKEH ObLI OBITH yII-
JayeH, MOCKOJBbKY CaM JOKYMEHT CIYXHJ J10Ka3aTeJIbCTBOM HaIU4YuUs
00513aTeNIbCTBA U €ro YCIOBHiI . BO-BTOPBIX, €CIH IOJITOBOH JOKYMCHT
ABIIACTCS. OOOPOTHBIM JOKYMEHTOM®, 00s3aTeIbCTBO CTAHOBHTCA Gojiee

® Rosin G. S. Historical Perspectives on the Defenition of a Security / South Texas Law
Review. 1987. Vol. 28. P. 600.

" United States v. Isham, 84 U.S. 496 (1873).

& MNonsiTne “0BOPOTHBIN AOKYMEHT” MCNonb3yeTcs B aMepuKkaHCKOM npaBe Ans o6o3Hadye-
HUSI HanMcaHHOro U nopnucaHHoro 6e3ycrioBHoro obsizaTenbcTBa UMM Nprkasa ynnatutb
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JIUKBUHBIM, TIOCKOJIBKY €r0 BIajieliel] MPHoOpeTaeT BO3MOXHOCTh He-
MEJIJICHHOTO TIOJIyYEHHsI ONPEIeNICHHON JACHEKHOW CYMMBI ITOCPEIICTBOM
MPOJAaXH JIOJTOBOIO MHCTPYMEHTA WM €ro ydera. Tak, B pacCMOTpEH-
HOM B 1862 r. nene Jennings v. Davis, Bepxoubiii Cyn mrata Konnek-
TUKYT 10 mepecMoTpy omubok (“Supreme Court of Errors”) mpumen
BBIBOAY, YTO JOJITOBOE 0053aTENbCTBO, BBIAAHHOE TOJNBKO TOJ JTHYHOE
obecnieuenue, T. e. 0e3 oOecredyeHus: Kak TAKOBOTO, TeM HEe MEHee SIBIISI-
Joch 00ecredeHHbIM caMUM (PaKTOM CYIIECTBOBAaHUS JIOJTOBOTO JIOKY-
MeHTa: «J[0JITOBbIe IOKYMEHTHI Cpe/i HAIIETO HACEJICHHs paccMaTpHBa-
I0TCSI B Ka4ecTBe “‘obOecnieueHus’” yrarhl AeHer (“‘securities for money”),
obnagarorero OONBIICH WM MEHBIIEH IICHHOCTHIO COpa3MEPHO TOMY,
HACKOJIBKO HaJIe)KHBI JICHE)KHBIE BO3MOXXHOCTU U PEIyTAIIHs BBIJJAIOIIETO
ux nuua. OHU SBISIOTCS MPEAMETOM TOPTOBIM MU OOpaIiaroTcs Kak
OOBIKHOBEHHBIE TOBAPBD) . AHAJIOTHYHBIMU ObLUTH BBIBOIBI U ATIEIUIAIN-
onHoro cyxa mrata Konopano B nene Colorado Savings Bank v. Evans,
paccmotpenHoMm B 1898 1. “Cpenu nrojei, 00igaialomuMx JEHbIAMUA H
MPEIOCTABISAIONIMMA WX B3aiiMbl, CpEIN BCEX TEX, KTO ympasiser (u-
HAaHCOBBIMH YUPEXIEHUSAMH, U B MAPE KOMMEPIIMU B II€JIOM, O0IIen3Be-
CTHBIM CUUTAETCS TO, YTO JJMYHBIM 00ECIIeYCHNUEM SBISIFOTCS IEPEBOIHBIC
BEKCeJls, TOJTOBbIe 0053aTeNbCTBA, YEKH M BCE JIPYTUE BHIBI M Pa3HO-
BHHOCTH JINYHBIX OyMmar, KOTOpbIe HCIIONIB3YIOTCS B CTpaHE B KOMMEDP-
gecknx caenkax”. '’

[Mockonbky monsiTHe “security for money”, k cepenune XIX B. mo-
CTETICHHO COKpaTHBIIEECS 10 OIHOTO ClIoBa ‘‘securities”, OXBaTHIBAIO
c000ii NCKITIOYUTETHHO AOITOBBIE JOKYMEHTHI, aKIINHA U UX CepTH(PHUKATHI
MEepBOHAYAILHO OCTaBAJMCh 3a MpelesiaMd COACPXKAHHS TOHATHUS
“security”. Ilpexnae Bcero, B omuimyme ot “security for money” ceprudu-
KaT aKIU{d He SBIAETCS 005A3aTeNhCTBOM WM IOPYYEHHEM YIUIATHUTH
JIeHBIH ', @ CKOpee JTHIITh (PU3HUECKUM TTOTBEPKICHHEM 0T aKIIHOHE-
pa B Kanurtaie KOMIaHUH, “OyMakHbIM BOILIOHICHHEM OECTEIeCHOTrO
npasa”.'? Kpome TOro, mpaBo cOGCTBEHHOCTH Ha AKIIHIO HE yIpPaBOMOYH-
BaeT aKkIMOHepa Ha MOJyYCHUE ONpPEACTICHHOW CYMMBI, & CKOpee Mpeoc-

OrOBOPEHHYI0 CYMMY [€Her Mo NpefbsiBIEHNIO, UMW B ONpeAeNiEHHOe BPEMS Mo exallyto
BbINnarte npukasy unu npeabssutento // Black’'s Law Dictionary 6th ed., 1990. C. 1035.

° Jennings v. Davis, 31 Conn. 134, 140 (1862).

'% Colorado Sav. Bank v. Evans, 56. P. 981, 984 (Colo. 1882).

""Knox v. Eden Musee Americain Co., 42 N.E. 988, 992 (N.Y. 1896).

2Culp v. Mulvane, 71 P. 273, 276 (Kan. 1903).
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TaBIACT YCJIOBHOE TPEGOBAHHME B OTHOIICHHM AKTHBOB KOPIIOpAIMH .
Hakomner, ncxoast u3 Toro, 4To MpaBo Ha aKIUK NEPEXOIMIIO HE TyTeM MX
nepegaydr, a MOCPEJCTBOM COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH 3alMCH B KHMrax KOMIIa-
HUH, Cy/Ibl HE OTHOCHJIH aKIHH K 9HCITy 000POTHBIX T0KyMeHTOB.

Tem He MeHee, HaUMHAs1 CO BTOPOH nosioBuHbI XIX cronerus, noHs-
THe “security” crano ucnoab3oBatbcs B CIIIA B 00MXOIHOM SI3bIKE TaK-
)K€ ¥ IPUMEHHUTEIHHO K aKIUsSIM U UX CepTU(HUKATaM. DTO OBUIO BBI3BAHO
TEM, YTO HECMOTPS Ha CYIIECTBOBAHHME MEXIY aKIUSAMH U UX CEPTH(H-
KaTaMH, C OAHON CTOPOHBI, ¥ JIOJTOBBIMHU JOKyMEHTaMH, C JIPYTOd CTO-
POHBI, IPUHIUITHAIBHBIX Pa3In4YHid, KaK MEPBbIC, TAK U BTOPbIC 0013 1a1n
LeJTBIM PSIIOM O0IMX Tpu3HaKoB. [Ipexae Bcero, MHOTHE pa3HOBHIIHO-
CTH JIOJITOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB, TaKHe, KaK MepeBOTHBIC BEKCENs, OOIUraruu
U JpyrHe JOJITOBBIC O0S3aTENbCTBA, SIBISBIIMECS TPaJULIHOHHBIMU
“securities for money”, co BpeMeHeM, MOJOOHO aKIHAM, TAKXKE CTaIU
IIPEIMETOM OXMBJICHHOMN GupykeBoii Toprosmn. TIoMUMO 3TOro, B Iia-
3aX IIUPOKOH IMyOJMKH KaK aKIMu (MX cepTU(UKATHI), TaK U SBISBIIAECS
“securities for money” IONTOBBIE TOKYMEHTBHI OXBaThIBAJUCH COAEPIKaA-
HUEM OJHOTO M TOTO K€ MOHATHS “mHBecTHmK (“investment”), K TOMY
BpPEMEHHU YK€ c(pOpPMHPOBABIIETOCS Kak B OOBIACHHOH XKU3HHU, TaKk U B
cyneOHbIX pemeHuax. Tak, B paccmorpeHHoM B 1884 r. nmene Una v.
Dodd, Bepxosubiii Cyn mrata Hero-J[>kepcu ykasai, 9To 1o “MHBECTH-
nusMu” B HanOosiee OOIIMPHOM CMBICTIE 3TOTO CIIOBA MIOHUMAETCs JTr000e
BJIOJKEHHE JIGHET B pacueTe HA MOJydeHHe 10X0j0B B Oyaymem.'® Ipu
BJIOYKCHHH JICHET B aKIMK TaKOW OYyIyIIUil JOXOJ MOT BBIPaKAThCS KakK B
TIOJTy9eHUH TUBUACHIOB, TaK M B Pa3HUIIE MEXKAY IICHOH MOKYTKH U IIe-
HOW MpOJIaXkM aKIUK HPH MOCIEAYIOLUIEM POCTE €€ KypCOBOH CTOMMOCTH.
AHaIOrHYHBIM 00pa3oM 0OCTOSIIO JIENI0 MIPH BIOKEHUU JIEHET B 00JIUTra-
[IUH, C TOW JINIIH Pa3HUIEH, YTO BMECTO JAMBHJIEH/IA €€ BIIaJelel] MoIy-
YaJl MPOLEHT OT HOMUHAJIBHOW CTOMMOCTH B 3apaHee (UKCHPOBAHHOM
pa3zmepe. Ecnu ke 1eHbI'M BKIJIAABIBAINCh B BEKCEIb, TO OXKUAAEMBIH J10-

¥ Rosin G. S. Historical Perspectives on the Definition of a Security / South Texas Law
Review, 1987. Vol. 28. P. 603.

" Fisher v. Essex Bank, 71 Mass. (5 Gray) 373, 379 (1855); Mechanics Bank v. New York
& N.H.R.R., 11 Super 480, 486 (N.Y.C. Super. Ct. 1855).

'* Rosin G. S. Historical Perspectives on the Definition of a Security /South Texas Law
Review, 1987. Vol. 28. P. 604.

®Una v. Dodd, 39 N.J. Eq. 173, 186 (1884). Cm, Takke: People ex rel Attorney Gen. V.
Utica Ins. Co., 15 Johns. 358, 392 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 1867); Shoemaker v. Smith, 37 Ind. 122
(1871).
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XOJI COCTOSJT B Pa3HUIIE MEXIY IIEHOH ero MOKYIKHA U CYMMO#i, BRIpYYeH-
HOW TIPY eT0 MPEIbIBICHUHN K TUIATESKY, UK K€ B Pa3HUIIC MEXKIY IEHON
MOKYNKK WU IEHON ero IMocleAyIoueil nepenpojaxu 0 HacTyIUIEHUS
cpoka miarexa. [Tomumo sToro, k ucxoay XIX crosieTust B mpereaeHT-
HOM IIpaBe HaMETHJIACh TCHICHIIUS NpUIaHus cepThudUKaTaM akiui He-
KOTOPBIX acleKTOB “000pOTHOCTH”, KOTOpasi A0 3TOTO CBS3BIBAJIACH HC-
KIIFOYUTEIFHO C OJHOM W3 Pa3HOBUIHOCTEH IIOJNTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB —
000pOTHEIMH MOKyMeHTaMH. Tak, B 1896 r. B pemennu no aeiry Knox v.
Eden Muusee Americain Co., Limited, Anemnsuuonnsiii Cyja 1mraTa
Huto-Mopk 06paTHl BHUMAaHHE HA TO, YTO CePTUMMKATHI AKIHH HE SIBIIs-
I0TCS OOOPOTHBIMU JIOKyMEHTaMH, HE TPEACTaBISIIOT COO0W HUKAKOTO
JIOJITa ¥ HEe BBICTYTAIOT B POJIH “‘securities for money”. Bmecte ¢ TeM, kak
OTMETHJI Jajiee Cyl, aMepUKaHCKHE Cy[bl, IPHHUMAasi BO BHUMaHHE CO-
BEpIIIEHUE MHOTOYHCICHHBIX CIENIOK C CepTU(PUKATAMH aKIHi B KOPIIO-
PaTHBHBIX MPEANPHUITUAX, a TaKXKe MHTEPeC MyOIMKH M BBIIYCKAIOIIUX
MX KOpHOpanuid B TOM, 4TOOBI CACJATh UX JIETKO MepeaBacMbIMU H 00-
pallaeMbIMH, PHAAIOT UM HEKOTOPBIE H3 3IeMEHTOB “o6oporHocTH”.'”
K 1909 r. sTa TeHneHUMs NMPOSBWIACH CTOJb OTYETIMBO, uTO Harwmo-
HaJbHAasg KOH(EpeHINs] KOMHCCHOHEPOB IO €AMHOOOPa3HBIM 3aKOHaM
IITaTOB TPUHSUIA €AMHOOOPa3HbIN 3aKkoH 0 mepenadye akuud (“Uniform
Stock Transfer Act”), KOTOpsIi IpeTycMaTPHUBAI ITepeaady aKIui IyTeM
BpPYYCHHsI CepTHU(HUKATA M COBEPIICHUS HA HEM MEPEIATOYHOH HaIIU-
cu.'®

Hakowner, co BpeMeHeM UCIOJIb30BaHHE B OOMXOIHOM SI3bIKE OJTHOTO
M TOTO K€ MOHATHA “‘security” s 0003HAYECHUS HE TOJBKO IOJTOBBIX
JIOKYMEHTOB, HO W aKIUHd U MX CEePTU(UKATOB, MOJYUYHIO OTPAKEHUE B
cyneOHbix pemenusix. Tak, B 1912 r. B nene In re Stark’s Will Bepxos-
Hbii Cyn mrata BUCKOHCHH OTMETHII, 4TO B TO BpeMs Kak B CTPOIOM
CMBICIIC CTIOBA TIOHSITHE “‘security’” BKIIOYAaeT B ce0s1 OOIUTAINK M CBUIC-
TeJNbCTBA HAJMYMUSA JI0JTa, HO HE aKIIMK KOpIOopalui, HECOMHEHHO, UTO B
OOIIETTPUHATOM CIIOBOOYTIOTPEOICHHH OHO TpHoOperno ropasmo Oolee
HIMPOKOE 3HAUCHHE, OXBAThIBaIOIee COOON TakkKe aKIHMU U UX cepTudu-
KaThL. '

PestoMupyst BblllIeCKa3zaHHOE, B Pa3BUTHH MOHATHS ‘‘security” ¢ Mo-
MEHTa ero TOsBICHHS B aMepUKaHCKOM TIpaBe 1 710 Hadana XX B. CIey-

" Knox v. Eden Musee Americain Co., 42 N.E. 988, 992 (N.Y. 1896).
'8 Uniform Stock Transfer Act § 1 (1909).
"% In re Stark’s Will, 134 N.W. 389, 399 (Wis. 1912).
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€T BBIIEINTH TEHICHIMIO MOCTENEHHOTO PACIIUPEHUS €ro COAEP KAHUS.
Tak, ecny mepBOHAYANBHO TMOHATHE ‘‘security” OXBaThIBAIO COOOW WC-
KJIFOYUTENBHO JOJNTOBBIE JTOKYMEHTHI W €ro OCHOBHAsi CMBICJIOBAas Ha-
rpy3Ka 3aKIrovaiach B YKa3aHUH Ha OOJIBIIYIO “00eCTIeYeHHOCTh  TOJITa,
MIPEIOCTaBISIEMYI0 KpenuTopy (pakTOM HaXOXKIEHHS y HETO TaKoTo J0-
KyMEHTa, CO BpEMEHEM 3TO TIOHATHE CTaJI0 MCIIOJIb30BATHCS AJsl 0003Ha-
YyeHus1 0ojiee IUPOKOro Kpyra AOKYMEHTOB, yIOCTOBEPSIOIIUX CICIKH,
CBSI3aHHBIE C BJIOXKEHHEM JCHET B pacyeTe Ha MOJydeHUE JOXOA0B B Oy-
JylLIeM, OXBaTbIBa€Mble MOHATUEM “‘UHBecTHLUM . B TO e camoe Bpems
BBHUJY OTCYTCTBHS B 3aKOHOJATENBHBIX aKTaX 3aKpEIIEHHOIO OIpeJene-
HHA “‘security”, KOTOpOe, Cpeau MpOYero, MpsSMO BKIIOYAIO OBl aKIIHIO
(ee ceprudukaT) B YHCIO JTOKYMEHTOB, OXBATHIBAEMBIX COJEpIKAHUEM
3TOr0 MOHATHUSA, NMPU PACCMOTPEHUH BOIpOca 00 OTHECEHUH akIuil (ux
cepTu(UKaTOB) K YUCIy ‘“‘securities” cygaMm KaKIbld pa3 MPUXOIUIOCH
CCBUTIATHCSA HA TIOBCEMECTHOE YMOTPeOJECHUE 3TOTO TOHSTHS B OOBIICH-
HOM KU3HMU.

§ 2. Pazeumue nonamusn “security” ¢ npouyecce npunamus
“akonoe I'onyoozo Heba” u ux cyoeonoit unmepnpemavuu

(1911-1933)

Onpenenenue MOHATHA “‘security” TMOSBWIOCH B CTaTyTHOM IIpaBe
mraroB CIIA B xoJie NPUHATHS UMH 3aKOHOJATENIbHBIX aKTOB, PETyJH-
PYIOLIMX BBIMYCK U oOpalieHue “securities”, MoJyqyUBIINX Ha3BaHHE “3a-
xoHOoB I'omy6oro He6a”. CorntacHo ofiHO# U3 BepcHii™ JaHHOE HAa3BAHHE
BIiepBbIe ObIIO Mcnonb3oBaHo BepxosubiM Cynom CILA B 1917 1. B pe-
wenuu no geny Hall v. Geiger-Jones Jones, Co.*' mpu paccMorpenuu
BOIPOCAa O KOHCTUTYLMOHHOCTH NpHHATOro mraroM Oraido 3akoHOna-
TETBHOTO aKTa, HANPaBJIEHHOTO Ha peryJrnpoBaHue “‘securities”. Apry-
MEHTHpPYsI CBOE pelleHHe 1o 3ToMy Jeny, Bepxosubiii Cyn obpartuin
BHUMAaHHUE, CPEAM IPOYEro, Ha TO, YTO NPHCBOCHHOE TAKMM 3aKOHOIA-
TeJTbHBIM aKTaM Ha3BaHWE yKa3bIBaeT Ha 310, JJIS MCKOPEHHUS KOTOPOTro
OHM OBUIM TOpPUHATEL — “‘CIIEKYJISITUBHBIE CXEMbI, OONajaroe He
GOMBIINM COJEpKAHUEM, YeM MHOXKeCTBO (yToB romy6oro mHe6a”.” Ilo

% | ong J.C. Blue Sky Law. West Group, 1988. Vol. 12. P. 1-3.
' Hall v. Geiger-Jones Co., 242 U.S. 539 (1917).
2 Hall v. Geiger-Jones Co., 242 U.S. 539 , 549 (1917).
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ApyToii Bepcun>, JaHHOE HA3BaHHE IMOSBUIOCH B Hadane 1910-x romoB B
mrtare Kanzac. B nauane XX cTojieTust 3TOT ITAT CTal MOUCTUHE “OXOT-
HUYBUMHU YTOIBSAMU~ JJII OPTaHU3ATOPOB PA3TUUYHBIX MOIIEHHUYECKUX
MPEeNNPUATHI; CO BPEMEHEM WX MOIIEHHHYECTBA CHIEIAUCh CTOJIh Oec-
CTBITHBIMH, YTO OHH COTJIACHO IMHPOKO PACTIPOCTPAHEHHOMY MHEHUIO
BIIOJIHE MOTJIM MPOJaTh YYaCTKHU IO/ 3aCTPOiKy B roinyoom Hebe. Coot-
BETCTBEHHO, 9TH JIIOAM CTalll OOIEen3BeCTHHI B mTare KaH3ac kak “Top-
TOBITBI TOTYOBIM HEOOM™, a HaNpaBICHHBIM Ha MPEIOTBPAIICHUE WX Ma-
XUHAITMHI 3aKOH aHHOTO IMTaTa, MPUHATEIA B 1911 1., momydnn Ha3BaHUE
“3akona omy6oro He6a”.**

[punsTsii mratom Kansac 3akoH” yCTaHOBHI TpeGOBaHHE, YTOOEI
(hupmbl, ipogatonre “securities” B JAHHOM IITaTe, MOMyYald JTUICH3UIO
y VIIOJIHOMOYEHHOTO TI0 JiejiaM OaHKOB U PEryJsipHO MPEACTaBIIsUIA OT-
4eThl 0 CBOeM (PMHAHCOBOM MoOJIOKeHUH (§ 6—8). OT MHBECTUIIMOHHBIX
KOMITaHUI TOMHUMO 3TOTr'0 TPeOOBaJIOCh MpeCcTaBiIeHue HHPOpMaIH 00
X OusHec-IlaHe M (DUHAHCOBOM IIOJIOKEHUU, a TAKKE KOMUU BCEX
“securities”, KOTOpbIe OHH HaMepeBAINCh MPOJaBaTh B mTate Kamzac™.
YTOTHOMOYEHHBIN TI0 JlefaM OaHKOB HAJENAJICS TOJTHOMOYHMSMH 3ampe-
TUTH JEATETHHOCTh MHBECTUIIMOHHON KOMIIAHWW B TAHHOM INTATe, €CIU
OH TMPUXOJWI K 3aKJIIOYEHHUIO O TOM, YTO €€ YUPEIUTENbHBIA JAOrOBOP,
yCTaB, OM3HEC-TIJIaH WK TIpeJIaraeMblii KOHTPAKT COJlepKaT Kakoe-Tnoo
TIOJIOXKEHUE, SBJIIONIEECS “HEMPAaBIIIBHBIM, HECIIPABEIINBEIM, TIPUCTPa-
CTHBIM WJIM MOAABJISIIOIINM IO OTHOIICHUIO K JI000M KaTeropuu BKIIAI-
YUKOB”, WIH €CJIM Ha OCHOBAaHMM M3YUCHUS €€ JEN OH JeNall BhIBOI O
TOM, YTO J1aHHAs WHBECTULIMOHHAsI KOMIIAHUS HE SIBJIAETCA IJIATEXKECIIO-
cOOHOI U HE MMeeT HaMepEHUsSl BECTU 3aKOHHBIM M YeCTHBIM Ou3HEC, H,
[0 €r0 CYXKIECHUIO, He O0eIaeT CrpaBeIINBON MPUOBLTN HA aKIHH, 00-
JIUTALH WK APYTHE PeUIoKEHHBIE eif Ha pofaxy “securities”.?’

Cpa3zy ke mocie npuHATHS 3akoHa mrTata KaHzac ero xonnu BMecTe
C COOOIICHUSMU O TIEPBBIX PE3yJIbTaTaX €ro MPUMEHEHUs ObUIH HaIpaB-
JIEHbl COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM BiacTsM apyrux iurtatoB CIIA. B Teuenue
1912-1913 romos mpumepy Kanzaca mocimenoBayid emie ABaANaTh TPH

% loss L., Cowett E. Blue Sky Law. Boston & Toronto, 1958. P. 7; Seligman J.
The Transformation of Wall Street. Boston, 1982. P. 44.

2 Mulvey T. Blue Sky Law // The Canadian Law Times. 1916. Vol. 36. P. 37.

% Act of March 10, 1911, 1911 Kan. Sess. Laws. 210.

%1911 Kan. Sess. Laws. 210, sec. 2.

7 1911 Kan. Sess. Laws. 210, sec. 5.
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mTaTa™®, MPUHSABIINX CBOM COBCTBEHHBIEC 3aKOHOATENbHBIE aKThL. 32 HC-
KJTIOUEHHMEM 3aKOHOB LIECTH IITATOB> , BCE STH 3aKOHBI OBUIH IGO0 TOX-
JlecTBeHHbI 3aKoHy KaHn3zaca, mub0 moCTpoeHHBIMH 10 ero obpasity. Ilo-
cie HE3HAYUTEIBLHOIO nepepniBa B 1914-1915 rogax>’
3aKOHOTBOPYECKAs IEATEIHHOCTD IITATOB IO MPUHATHIO “3aK0HOB | oy-
6oro Heba” Oblia mponoibkeHa, © K MOMEHTY HpWHsTHSL Securities Act
Konrpeccom CIHIA B 1933 r. cOOTBETCTBYIOIINE 3aKOHOIATENbHBIE aKThI
yoKe MMeIiCh B 47 mratax u Ha I'aBaiicknx octpoBax.”'

Co BpeMeHH MpHUHATHA MEPBOTr0O aKTa u3 yucia ‘“3akoHoB ['omyboro
He6a” B 1911 r. u 10 MOMEHTa HEpBOW MHONBITKM HX YHU(HUKALWH,
uMeBlIed mecto B 1929 r., moaxos 3akoHoAaTeNIel MTAaTOB K OIpesese-
HUIO “‘security” mpeTepries CyImecTBeHHbIE n3MeHEeHsI. [lepBrie “3akoHbI
TlonyGoro Heba” naxke He cojepkaid Kakoro-iu0o OmpesesieHUs] 3TOro
HOHATHA, TO-BUIMMOMY MCXOJs M3 CYLIECTBOBAHHUS €ro OOLIeNpH3HaH-
HOTO 3HaueHHs. Tak, yCTaHOBUB B MepBOM Maparpade 3amper Ha mpoja-
Y MHBECTHLIMOHHBIMH KOMIIAaHUSIMH “JIIOOBIX aKUWH, OOJMTalui WiIu
IPYTHX “securities” Ge3 MX perMCTpALUK -, yiKe yIOMHHABIIMIICA paHee
3akoH mtata Kanzac 1911 1. B TO ke camoe BpeMs He 3aKperisiyl KaKoro-
mbo ux onpexneneHus. [locnenyiomme akThl yxe conepxanna B cebe He-
KOTOpoe Mmojo0ue onpeaeseHus, MOCTPOSHHOrO, OJHAKO, 110 MPUHIUILY
[IEPEYNCIICHUs] ¥ IIePBOHAYAIBHO OTHOCSILErOCsl HMCKIIOYHUTENIBHO K
“securities” MHBECTUIIMOHHBIX KoMmaHud. Tak, mpuusATed B 1913 1. 3a-
koH 1Tara KanudopHus npeaycMmaTpuBa, YTo IOHATHE “‘security”, Ko-
I7la OHO HMCIIOJIB3YeTCsl B JAHHOM aKTe, BKJIIOYAET B ceOs aKkIMIO, CEpPTHU-
¢uKkaT akuuy, OOMUralMi0O M OPyTrue CBUAETENLCTBA HAJIMYMUS [OJra
WHBECTUIIMOHHON KOMITaHMH, 3a HCKIIOYEHHEM IPOCTOro BEKCels, He
mpe/IaraeMoro BekcenejareneM myomuke».> I[TogoGHBIM ke oGpa3oM
ompeemsn “‘security”’ MPUHATHI B TOM e TOAY 3aKOH mTara BuckoH-
cuH: “security” i “securities” o003HagaeT 0Oy 0OIUTAINIO, aKIIHIO,

= Apu3soHa, ApkaHsac, KanudopHus, KoHHekTukyT, ®nopuaa, xopmkus, Angaxo, Anosa,
MaiiH, Muyuran, Muccypu, MoHTaHa, Hebpacka, CeBepHasi KaponvHa, CeBepHasi JakoTa,
Oraiio, OperoH, HOxHas KaponuHa, TeHHeccn, BepmoHT, 3anagHas BupmkuHusa n BUckor-
cuH // Loss L., Cowett E. Blue Sky Law. Boston & Toronto, 1958. P. 10.

2 KoHHekTukyT, hxopaxusa, MaiH, Orawno, KOxHast KaponuHa n BuckoHewH // Loss L., Co-
wett E. Blue Sky Law. P. 10.

% Macey J. R., Miller G. P. Origin of the Blue Sky Laws // Texas Law Review. 1991. Vol. 70.
P. 380-383.

*' | oss L., Seligman J. Securities Regulation. Vol. 1. Boston & Toronto, 1989. P. 39.

21911 Kan. Sess. Laws. 210, sec. 1.

%1913 Cal. Stat. 353, sec. 2(b).
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JOTITOBOE 00513aTENIbCTBO WM PYTHe 00513aTeNIbCTBA WM CBUICTEIHCTBA
3aJI0JIKCHHOCTH, KOTOPbIC MPEACTABISIOT COOOW CBUACTEILCTBO IpaBa,
WHTEepeca, WK 3aliMa B OTHOIICHUH KaKOro-au00 MM BCEro MMYIIECTBA
TaKOi MHBECTULIMOHHOM KOMIaHMM.>"

[To Mepe mosiBIeHUsT HAa aMEPUKAHCKOM (DOHIOBOM pBhIHKE HECTaH-
JApTHBIX (OpPM WHBECTHPOBAHUS, B HAJICKJIC 3aIOJIHEHUS] 00pa30BaBIIie-
rocs mpobena B peryJMpOBaHUN 3aKOHOJATENH IITATOB MOCTEIEHHO I0-
TTOJTHSUTA  COZIEPKAIIUNCS B OMpENelIcHUN ‘‘security’” TepedeHb HOBBIMH
TEPMHUHAMH JIOCTOTOYHO IIMPOKOIO COJCP)KAHHS, HA TOT MOMEHT, OZHa-
KO, HE UMEBIINMH TBEPJIO YCTOSBILIETOCS IOPUIMYECKOTO 3HAYCHUs. Tak,
3akoH mTata KOxknas [lakora 1915 r. BKIIFOYMII B CIUCOK ‘‘securities”,
3aMpelieHHbIX K Mpojaxe 0e3 MX PErucTpali, HE TOJBKO TPaJUIIMOH-
HBIC aKI[UU U OOJIUTaIliy, HO U “WHBECTUIIMOHHBIC KOHTPAKTHI , B TO KE
camoe BpeMsi He PacKpbiBas COACPYKAHMS TOTO MOHSITHA . AHATIOTHY-
HBIM 00pa3oM, B OmpeaeneHuu “security” B 3akoHe mrata WmmuHolc
1919 r., xoTOpoe B aMepUKaHCKOW JIUTepaType MPHUHATO CUUTATh Hada-
oM (OPMUPOBAHHMS JAHHOTO ONPEJETCHHS B €ro HbIHEIIHeM BHie ’,
BCIe 3a TIOHATHSMH, 00JalaBIIMMH TBEPIO YCTAHOBUBIIMMCS OOIIIe-
MIPU3HAHHBIM 3HAYCHHUEM, CIEJOBAIO Oojiee MUPOKOE MOHITHE ‘‘CepTH-
(ukaTel 00 yd4acTUM B pazfiesie MpHObLICH’, BKIFOUSHHOE TyJa C LEIbI0
oxXBaTa HEOOBIYHBIX WJIM HECTAaHAAPTHBIX ‘‘securities”: TIOHATHE
“securities” BKJIIOYAET B ceOsl aKI[UM, 00IUralnuy, HeoOeceueHHbIe J101-
roBble 00s3aTEIbCTBA, CEPTUPHUKATHI y4acTusi, CepTUPHUKATHI JOIH WU
WHTEpeca, BhIJABAEMbIE IO PETUCTPALMU KOMIIAHHU CBHUJETEIHCTBA WU
MIOMNTMCHBIE CepPTU(UKATHI, CEPTHQUKATHI, YIOCTOBEPSAIONINE M0N0 B
HMMYIIECTBE, HAXOAAIEMCS B IOBEPUTEIHLHOM YIIPABJICHUH, a TAKKE Cep-
TH(HUKATBI 06 YYaCTHH B pasjiene npuobLiei.”’

Copeprkamiuiics B 3aKOHO/IaTEIFHOM OIpeIeIeHnH “‘security” mepe-
YeHb MHCTPYMEHTOB elile 0oJiee pacIIMPHUIICSA B 3aKOHE Intata Muccypu
1923 r.,*® npunsarom B3amen npemmectsyromero “3akona I'omy6oro He-
0a” JaHHOIO INTAaTa: MOHATHE ‘‘security” WM “‘securities” BKIIOYAET B
cebs yr0boe J0NTOBOE 00s3aTENIbCTBO, AKIMIO, COOCTBEHHYIO AaKIIHIO

#1913 Wis. Laws. 756, sec. 1(c).

%1915 S.D. Sess. Laws Ch. 275, sec. 4, at. 659-660.

% | ong J. C. Blue Sky Law. West Group, 1988. Vol. 12. P. 1-15.
%1919 Ill. Laws. 353, sec. 2.

%1923 Mo. Laws 200.
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KOMIIAHHH, KOTOpask XPaHHTCA B (MHAHCOBOM OTJENE 3TOH KOMIAHHH ",
oOuramnuio, HeoOeCreueHHOe JI0IT0BOe 00s3aTeNIbCTBO, CBUIETENHCTBO
HaJIM4YMs J0JTa, NepeaBaeMblii cepTu(UKaT UHTEpeca B COTJIAILICHUH O
paszerne J0X0I0B, cepTU(UKAT HHTEpeca B IpaBe Ha HE(Th, ra3 WM I0-
JIe3HbIe MCKOIaeMble, cepTudukar o0 obecrneyeHuu ‘“‘securities”, KOTO-
pbI€ HAXOATCS Y JOBEPUTEIHLHOIO COOCTBEHHHKA, JIIOOYIO pa3peiieHHY0
K MPOJIAXKE aKIMI0, MHBECTUIIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT WIIH JIFOOO0H CBSA3aHHBIN C
BBITO/ION MHTEpeC WM MPaBO Ha MMYIIECTBO MM JOXOIBI, BHIIABAEMOE
JI0 PETUCTpaIMi KOMIIAHWU CBUJETENILCTBO MM PACHHUCKH, WJIH JIFOOOH
JPYTOii HHCTPYMEHT, O6IIeH3BeCTHBIN Kak “security”.*’ BechMa cxojHoe
ompeeicHre OBUTIO 3aKperuieHo B 3akoHe mrTaTa MwunaHecota 1925 1.
“Security” 0603HauaeT U BKIIIOYAET B ceOs JIFOOYIO aKIuio, Mai, ooymra-
IO, TOJITOBOE 00513aTEIBCTBO, HEOOECTIEYUEHHOE JI0OITOBOE 00sI3aTENbCT-
BO, KOMMEPYECKYI0 OyMary, CBUICTEIbCTBO HAIMYUS JIOTa, MHBECTHIIH-
OHHBIH KOHTPAKT, WHTEpPEC IO COTJAIICHUI0 WM CXEMe O pasfene
npuObLIeH WK yyacTuu, 11000 HHTEpec B COOCTBEHHOCTH Ha HE(Tb, ra3
WJIM TI0JIE3HBIE HCKOIIAeMbIe, I B JTFOOOM MMYIIIECTBE, IIPEACTABISIEMOM
KaK coJleprKaliee WM Ipearoarampilee Halndue He)TH, ra3a Wik I0-
JIE3HBIX MCKOMAEMBbIX, CBA3AHHBIN C BBITOJIOW MUHTEPEC B JOBEPUTEIHHOMN
COOCTBEHHOCTH, WJIU JIFOOOH MHTEpec B KaluTaile, UMYIIECTBE, COOCT-
BEHHOCTH WJIM J0XOZax JII000To JUIa; IPU 3TOM JIF000H WHTEpeC B JIO-
6oit “security” mpusHaercst “security”.*' Amamormanoe onpenesneHne Gbi-
JI0 3aKPEeIJICHO M MPUHSATHIM B CAMOM KOHIIE pacCMaTpUBAEMOT0 IepHo/Ia
3akonHoMm mtara Kamudopaus 1929 r., BHecmM U3MeHEHUs B “3aKOH
I'omy6oro He6a” Kammudoprum 1917 r.: croBo “security” BKIIOUaeT B
cebst moboe NoaroBoe 0053aTENBLCTBO, aKLUIO, COOCTBEHHYIO aKIHIO
KOMIIaHHH, KOTOpasl XpaHUTCS B (PUHAHCOBOM OTJIEJNE STOW KOMIIaHHH,
o0urain, HeoOeCIIeYeHHOE J0JITOBOE 00S3aTebCTBO, CBHUIETEILCTBO
HAIIM4Ms JIoNra, cepTuUKaT MHTepeca B COTJIAIICHUH O pasJieNie JOXO-
J0B, cepTu(UKaT HHTEpeca B MpaBe HA HEPTh, Ia3 WIH MOJE3HbIC UCKO-

¥ B kauecTBe poccUiiCKoro aHamora “co6CTBEHHOM aKLMKM KOMMaHUM, KOTOPasi XPaHWTCS B
hvHaHcoBOM oTAene aTow koMnaHum” (“treasury stock”) moxeT paccmatpuBaTtbecs npuob-
peTeHHas akLMOHEPHbIM 06LLEeCTBOM COBCTBEHHANA akumsl, KoTopasi elle He bbina peanuso-
BaHa B COOTBETCTBUM C 4. 3 CT. 72 depepanbHoro 3akoHa PO “O6 akuMoHepHbIX obLiecT-
Bax” /| depepanbHbli 3akoH OT 26 pgekabpst 1995 r. Ne 208-®3 “O6 aKuMOHepHbIX
obuwecTtBax” (c nocneaywmmu nameHeHusimu) // C3 P®. 1996. Ne 1. Ct. 1; C3 Po. 1996.
Ne 25. Ct. 2956.

01923 Mo. Laws 200, sec. 2(c).

11925 Minn. Laws 192.
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naemble, cepTUHUKaT 00 obecredeHnH “‘security”’, KOTopas HaXOAUTCS Y
JIOBEPUTEIHFHOTO COOCTBEHHHUKA, BBIJABAEMBIN 10 PETHUCTPAllMU KOMIIa-
HUU CepTU(PUKAT WU TOIMUCHON cepTuduKar, 00y pa3pelieHHY0 K
[POJIaXKe aKLWI0, NHBECTULIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKT WJIM CBSI3aHBIA C BBIFOJI0M
MHTEpEC B TIPaBe Ha UMYIIECTBO, JOXOAbI MIIN MPUOBLIHN WU JII000H Ipy-
TOii MHCTPYMEHT, 00IIen3BeCTHBII Kak “security”.*

Bkiiouenue B seranbHble ONpeAeieHUs] NOHATHA “‘security” TepMU-
HOB, Ha TOT MOMEHT HE OO0JIaZJaBIINX TBEPAO YCTOSBIIUMCS IOPHINYE-
CKMM 3HAY€HHEM, B 3HAUYHUTEIBHON CTENIeHH MPEIOIPENeINnIo XapaKTep
MOCIIEAYIOMINX CYAeOHBIX JIEII, CBSI3aHHBIX C UX MHTeprperanueil. Tak, B
1920 r. B cTraBuieM OJHUM M3 IEPBBIX CIy4YaeB MHTEPIIPETALMM 3aKpel-
nenHoro B ‘“3akonax [omyboro Heba” ompeaenenus ‘“‘security” meme
State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co.*, Bepxosnsiii Cys mrrata Munneco-
Ta CTOJKHYJICS C HEOOXOJIMMOCTBIO BBISICHCHHS 3HAUCHUS TIOHSATHUS ‘‘MH-
BECTUIIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKT ’, UCIIOJIL30BAHHOTO B OINpEACIIeHn: “‘security”
B 3akoHe mrara Munnecora 1917 r. Komnanus “Gopher Tire & Rubber
Co.” mpojaBania cepTU(PHUKATHI, MPEAyCMATPUBABIIKE, YTO B3aMeH 00e-
aHAA TIOKymnaTelns cepTu(ukara OKa3plBaTh KOMIIAHHH COACWCTBUE U
MOCIIEAYIOUIeH YIIaThl MATHACCATH JOJUIapOB, OHAa 00sA3yeTCs copa3mep-
HO pa3JeliuTh MEXIY BCEMHU BIaJleNbllaMd TOJOO0HBIX CEPTHPHUKATOB,
[POKMBAIOIIMMHU B onpeaeneHHoM Mecte, 10% OT 4yncToil BBIpYyUYKH, KO-
TOPYIO TPEACTABUTEIN KOMITAHWU HM3BJIEKYT W3 MPOJAXKH IMOKPHIIIEK H
LIMH B 9TOM MecTe. Brnagenbupl ceprudukaToB MOy cBOOOJHO mepea-
BaTh UX TPETHUM JIMIIAM C YBEJOMJICHHEM 00 3TOM KoMmaHuu. Pazmen
BBIPYYKH JOJDKEH OBUT MPOUCXOJNUTH €XKEKBApTAIbHO Ha TPOTSHKEHUH
20 ner. Bnazgensupl cepTudukaToB nmpruodpeTany Takxke npaso Ha 10-mpo-
LEHTHYIO CKUJIKY Ha BCE TOBapbl, MIPHUOOpPETaEMbIE MU Y KOMITAHUU IS
JUYHOTO TOJh30BaHusA. [loMIMO 3TOTO, KOMIAaHUs 00s3aJIach €KETOTHO
OCTaBJIATH JUIA yIUIAThl B KadecTBe OOHyca BiajaeibllaM cepTU(UKATOB
BCIO CyMMY HPHOBIIH, OCTAIOLIYIOCS MOCIE YMaThl TEKYLIUX PacXo0B,
(hMKCHpOBaHHBIX TIATEXKEW W JAWBHIEHAOB akimoHepam. [Ipm stom mo
BbIOOpY KOMITAHMHM yKa3aHHasi CyMMa MOTJa pacHpelensiThCs B BHIE
MPUBUICTHPOBAHHBIX akuWi. HakoHen, cepTHdHKATBl coluepKaiu Oro-
BOPKY O TOM, YTO OHH HE JIOJDKHBI PacCMaTPUBATHCS KaK CEPTHPHUKATHI
aKkImWid, “’security” WM WHBECTHUIIMOHHBIC KOHTPAaKTHL. Cya mepBoi

21929 Cal. Stat. Ch. 707.
3 State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co., 177 N.W. 937 (Minn. 1920).
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WHCTAHIIMM TIPU3HA]I KOMITAaHWIO BHHOBHOH B Tpojake ‘‘securities” 0e3
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH JIMIICH3WH, ITOCIIE Yero, 10 €€ XOAaTaiCTBY, Iepenal
pAA BompocoB mpaBa Ha paccMoTpeHue BepxoBHoro Cypa mrata. Cpenu
3TUX BOIPOCOB ObUI U BOIIPOC O TOM, HAAJIEKUT JIM PACCMAaTPUBATH BBIILY-
IIEHHBI KOMIaHUEeH JOKyMeHT (cepTu(urKaT) B KauecTBE aKIWH, 00inra-
MM, HHBECTUIIMOHHOTO KOHTPAKTa WIIM JIPyrod “‘security” MpUMEHUTEIb-
HO K MOHATHIO “‘security”, comepxamiemycs B ‘“3akoHe 'omy6oro Heba”
JlaHHoTo 1mTarta. HecMoTpsi Ha Hanuuue BhIIEYKAa3aHHOW OrOBOPKHU, Bep-
xoBHBIM Cy[1 mTata Jjajl Ha 3TOT BOTIPOC TOJIOKUTEIBHBII OTBET.

Hauap aprymeHTaIuio cBOero peleHus ¢ aHaln3a HaMepeHHH 3aKo-
HOAATEIS MPHU MPUHATHH mMTaToM MuHHecoTa “3akoHa ['oxyboro Heba”,
CyIl ONpPENENN, YTO HENbI0 JAHHOTO 3aKOHOJATEIBHOTO aKTa SBIIAETCS
3ammTa MyOJIMKK OT 0OMaHa, ¥ YTO OH MpeJHa3Ha4YeH IJIsi TOrO, YTOOBI
MOJIOKUTh KOHELl MPOAaXKe MaeB B MPU3PAaYHbIX HEPTIHBIX CKBaKMHAX,
HECYIIECTBYIOUINX 30JIOTHIX PYAHMKAX M JPYTHX CXeMax ‘“MOMEHTallb-
HOro oOoraieHus”’, PaCCUNTAHHBIX Ha TO, YTOOBI JHIIUTH JOBEPUUBBIX
mrozeit ux coepesxeHnit. COOTBETCTBEHHO, CyJ] MPUIIENT K BHIBOJY O TOM,
YTO OIpeAesieHrne ‘‘security” He TOJDKHO TOIBEPraTrhCs OTpaHUIUTEIIh-
HOMY TOJIKOBAHUIO, «TIOCKOJIbKY OYEBHIHBIM HAMEPEHUEM 3aKOHOIATeNs
OBLIIO TTIOMECTUTH B Cdepy JEeUCTBUS 3aKOHA MPOAAXKY BCex “‘securities”,
KOTOpBIE He GBUIN CIENHATbHO MCKIoUeHb. ' [lepeiing namee K BhIsc-
HEHHIO COJIEPKaHUs MOHATHS “‘MHBECTHUIIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT M yKa3aB Ha
OTCYTCTBHE CyJeOHBIX TMPELEACHTOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C €r0 OIpEICICHUEM,
CyIl TIEPBOHAYAIBHO OOpATHWIICS K 3HAUCHHUIO MOHATUS “WHBECTHIHS
yKa3aB, 4TO B OOMIEymOTpeONMOM M OOIICIIPU3HAHHOM CMBICIE STOTO
CJIOBa TAKOBOW SIBJIAETCS BJIOKEHHE KamuTaja WIM MPEeAoCTaBlIEHUE Je-
Her TakuM CIOCcOOOM, KOTOPBIH MMEET LENbI0 00ECleUnuThb OXOJ HIIH
npuGBLIE OT MX HCcHonb3oBanus.” VCX0is M3 TOTO, 4TO OTBETUHK BbI-
MyCKaJl ¥ MPOJaBall CBOM CepTU(HUKATHI MMOKyIAaTENsIM, KOTOPbIE TUIATHIIN
CBOM JIEHBI'H, TPABOMEPHO PACCUMUTHIBAs Ha MOIy4YEeHHE J0X0Ja WU IpHU-
ObUIM OT CBOMX MHBECTHULMH, CyA IpPHUIIEN K 3aKJIIYEHHIO0, 4TO B pac-
cmaTpuBaeMoM ciydae “3akoH ['omy6oro HeGa” mrata mommkeH mojie-
*KaTh NpUMeHeHuIo. ** VuocTpupys mupoTy 0XBaTa 3aKOHOIATEIEHOTO
ompeneneHusa “‘security” B mrate MuHHecOTa, CyJ Aajee OTMETHI, 4TO
OHO BKITIOYAeT B ce0s W aKIWH, KOTOPBIE, CTPOr0 TOBOPS, ‘‘security” He

“ State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 937.
5 State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 938.
“® State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 938.
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ABNAIOTCS . DTO, MO0 MHEHHIO Cy/a, CBHCTEIHCTBOBAIO O TOM, UTO 3a-
KOHOJIaTellb NCTIIOIB30BaJl TEPMHUH “‘securities” He B OyKBaJIbHOM, a B IIH-
POKOM CMBICIIE CJIOBa, UCXO/A M3 KOTOPOro IpejiaraemMble OTBETYMKOM
cepTu(UKaTBl MOTYT PacCMaTPUBATHCS KaK MHBECTUIIMOHHBIE KOHTPAKTHI
i “securities”.

He cornammasicb ¢ yTBEpKICHHUSIMH OTBETYMKOB, YTO CEPTU(MUKATHI
MIPEJICTABIISIOT COO0M KOHTPAaKThl 00 OKa3aHUM YCIYyT MX areHTamH, CyJ
oOpaTw BHUMaHHUE Ha TO, YTO NIPHOOpeTaTeah cepTr(HUKaTa YIIaqHBaT
3a Hero 50 JoJul. B IOTIOJTHEHHE K CBOEMY COTJIACHIO CAETAThCA ‘‘peKiIaM-
HBIM areHToM’’ IO TIPOJIaXKe TOBAPOB OTBETYHKA. [[00yIUTEThHBIM MOTH-
BOM MHBECTHPOBAHUS JIEHET ABIISUIOCH OOEIIaHne 0K B JOX0JaX OTBET-
yuka. Takum 006pa3zom, 3aKIIOYMII CyJ, OUYEBUAHO, YTO LIEJHI0 OTBETUMKA
SIBJISIZIOCH TOJIyYEHHUE KamuTalla MOCPEACTBOM IPOJIAXKH €ro cepThdUKa-
TOB 0€3 BBINIyCKa aKIUM{ W B TO )K€ camMoe BpeMs CO3JaHHE PhIHKA IS
CBOMX TOBapoB 0e3 pacxXoJI0BaHUs JICHET Ha UX pekiamy. DOTu cepTudu-
KaThbl MOJOOHBI aKIUsIM B TOM CMBICJIC, YTO OHU HAJICIISIFOT MX BIIAJIC]Ib-
IIEB MPaBOM Y4YacTBOBaTh B pasjieie NPUOBUIH KOPIOPAIMH, OJHAKO HX
[IEHHOCTh SABJISETCA YUCTO CHEKYJIATUBHOM, MTOCKOIBKY BIIAJENbIIBI TAKHX
cepTuPUKATOB HE MPHOOPETAIOT HUKAKOTO HMHTEpPECa B MaTEPHAIbHBIX
aKTHBAX KOPIOPAIHi.

HecMotpst Ha To, uTo B mene State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co.
BepxoBupni Cyn mrata MuHHECOTa HpSAMO Tak ¥ HE ChHOPMYITHPOBA
OTpe/eiCHIE “UHBECTUIIMOHHOTO KOHTPAKTa ', aHAJU3 TAHHOTO PEIICHUS
MIO3BOJIICT BOCIIOJNHUTH YKa3aHHBIM MpoOes. YUYUThIBas, YTO TEPMHUH
“KOHTpaKT’ MCIOJB3yeTCs B aMEPUKAHCKOM ITpaBe /Il 0003HAYCHHUS KaK
COTJIAIICHHUS MEXIy IBYyMs Wi Oojiee CTOpOHAMHM, CO3JAIOIIEro oosi3a-
TENBCTBO COBEPIIHTH MU HE COBEPUINTH OIPEJICIICHHOE JICHCTBUE, TaK U
JUTS TOKYMEHTa, COJIEPIKaIlero YCIOBHUS 00s3aTeNbCTBA M CIYIKAIIero
JI0Ka3aTEeNbCTBOM €TI0 CYIIECTBOBAHHSA , ISl (hOPMYJTHPOBAHUS TAKOTO
orpenesieHuss HeoOX0ANMO TPeNBapUTENFHO BBIICHUTH: (1) B KakoM H3
IBYX 3HAYCHUH (MK B 000nx u3 HUX) BepxoBHbit Cyx mrata MuHHECO-
Ta MCII0JIb30BaJ MOHATHE “KOHTPAKT’; (2) ABJISLIOCH JIM B mTate MuHHe-
COTa HAJIMYME KOHTPAKTa B BUJC JIOKYMEHTa HEOOXOIAMMBIM IPU3HAKOM
MOHATHUS ‘““UHBECTULUOHHBIA KOHTPAKT WJIH K€ “UHBECTULUOHHBIA KOH-
TpakT’ MOT CYIIEeCTBOBATh U B YCTHOU (hopme.

47 State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 938.
“8 State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 938.
“9 Black’s Law Dictionary 6th ed. 1990. P. 322.
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OpHO3HAYHOE peIIeHHe MEepBOH MPOOIEeMbl HE BBI3BIBACT 3HAYH-
TEIBHBIX 3aTPyIHEHHUH, n00 repen BepxoBueiM CymoMm mmiTata OBLT CIie-
[IUATEHO TIOCTABJICH BOIIPOC O TOM, HAJUICXKUT JIN PACCMaTPUBATh B Kaye-
CTBE “security” MMEHHO BBINYLICHHBIH KOMIAaHWEH NOKyMEHT (CepTH-
¢uxar). [IpsmMoro orBeTa Ha BTOPOl W3 IOCTABJICHHBIX BOIPOCOB B
peIIeHuN cy/la He CONEP)KUTCS, YTO JlelaeT HeOOXOIUMBIM OOpalieHne
HETIOCPEICTBEHHO K TeKcTy “3akoHa ['omyboro Heba” mwitara. B coorBert-
cTBuM ¢ naparpadom 3 3akoHa (B pea. 1919 r.), «wioboe nuno, dpupma,
TOBApPHUIIECTBO, KOPIOPALINS, KOMITAHUS MM acCOIManns, Kak WHKOPIIO-
pUpOBaHHAS, TAK 1 HEMHKOPIIOPUPOBAHHAS 110 3aKOHAM 3TOTO HITH JIF000-
ro JIPyroro mrara, TEPPUTOPUH HITH TPABUTENIBCTBA, KOTOPOE MO0 camo
(camu), TuOO MOCPENICTBOM HJIM Yepe3 APYTHX BeeT B mTare MUHHECOTa
Om3Hec 1Mo Mpojaxke, MPEAVIOKEHUIO I TIEPEeroBopaM 1o MpoAake JIro-
OBIX aKIuif, OONMWTanuii, WHBECTUIIMOHHBIX KOHTPAaKTOB WM JPYTHX
“securities”, nanee IMEHYyeMbIX “securities” (3a UCKITIOYSHHEM OCBOOOXK-
JICHHBIX B COOTBETCTBHM C IOJIO)KEHUSAMHU JAHHOTO 3aKOHA), BHIMYIIECH-
HBIX UM (MMH), KpOMe KaK OaHKY WJIM TPacTOBOW KOMITAaHHUH, IPU3HAETCS,
I 1eJied JaHHOro 3aKoHa, MHBECTUILIMOHHOM KoMmanueii». . Kak Bui-
HO, IPUMEHUTEIILHO K TEPMHHY ‘‘securities’” 3aKOHOJIaTeNlb UCTIOIH30BAIl
TEPMHUH “BBIMYLICHHBIE”, OOBIYHO YMOTPEOISIEMBI [0 OTHOIIECHHIO K
BelaM, OOJaJaloONIMM TEJIECHBIM CYIECTBOBAaHMEM, BKIIIOYAs M JOKY-
MEHTBhl. DTO MO3BOJISIET CleJaThb BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO MOJ “‘UHBECTH-
[IUOHHBIM KOHTPAKTOM”, TIPSMO MTOMMEHOBAaHHOM B YHCIIE “‘securities” H,
CJIeI0BATEIbHO, SBISIONIMMCSA X YacTHBIM CllydaeM, B mTare MuHHeco-
Ta MOHMMAJOCh HE CaMO COTIJIAIIeHNe, a JOKYMEHT, COZep KaIliil ero yc-
JOBUS (B YaCTHOCTH, cepTrduKaT). TakuM 00pa3oM, B CBETE pEHICHUS T10
neiy State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co., ol “UHBECTHIIMOHHBIM KOH-
TpakToM™ B IITaTe MHUHHECOTA CICAOBAIO MOHUMATh JOKYMEHT, YIOCTO-
BEPSIOMINK COTJAlIEHHe 10 BJIOKEHHUIO KalluTalla WM MPEeIoCTaBICHUIO
JIEHEeT TaKUM CII0COOOM, KOTOPBII MMEET IENbI0 00eCTIeUnTh TOXO0. WIIN
npUOBLTL OT UX UCIONB30BaHMA. Kpome Toro, u3 oTkasa cyja NpU3HATH
NPOJIaBaBIIMECS] OTBETYMKOM CEPTU(HUKATHI KOHTpaKTaMH 00 OKa3aHWUHU
yCIIyT HEen30€XHO CIIeI0BasI0, YTO HAJMYME CO CTOPOHBI MHBECTOpa Ha-
MpaBIIEHHBIX Ha W3BJIeUYEeHUE MPHUOBLIN yCHINH B mTare MuHHEcOTa He
MOJKET CITy>KUTh TPEMSATCTBUEM IS MPU3HAHHUS OTIOCPEIYIOIIEro Cora-
IIEHHE JTOKyMEHTa ‘“‘MHBECTUIIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKTOM™, €CJIM IMOJIy4yaeMmoe

%1917 Minn. Laws Ch. 429, as amended by 1919 Minn. Laws Ch. 105, sec. 3.
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UM JICHE)KHOE BO3MEIICHUE YIUIAYMBAIOCH HE HEMOCPEJCTBEHHO 32 OKa-
3aHHBIE UM YCIIYTH, a 33 TIPEAOCTABICHHBIA UM KaluTaJl.

Ilonxon k mHTEpHpeTany MOHATUS “‘MHBECTUIIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT”,
BIIEPBBIC HCIIONIb30BaHHbI BepxoBabiM Cynom mrata MuHHecoTa B pe-
meHuu 1o neny State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co., ObUT BHOBb HCIIOb-
30BaH TeM Xe cyaoM B 1922 r. npu paccMotpenuu jena State v. Evans.”'
Ha stot pa3 Bepxonomy Cymy mraTa NpHUILIOCH CTOJKHYTHCS C JIOKY-
MEHTaMH, YJOCTOBEPSIONIMMH JOTOBOP O TPOJaKe yJacTKOB 3eMJIH B
JIpyrux mratax. B COOTBETCTBHM C YCIOBHSMH JOTOBOpa IOKYIATelhb
o0yafan Takke elle W MMPaBoM Ha ero pacTopiKeHHe, B CiIydae KOTOPOTro
OH MOT TI0 CBOEMY YCMOTPEHHIO JIN0O MOJYYUTh Ha3all YILIAaYeHHYIO 110
JIOTOBOPY CyMMY BMECTE C TpeMHeH, MO0 3a4ecTh paHee yIUIaueHHYIO
CYMMY C YYETOM MPOLIEHTOB B CUET MOKYIKH HJIH CTPOHUTEILCTBA JOMA,
(bepMBI MTH APYroro MPUHOCAIIEro MPHOBLTE UMyIIecTBa.”> OCHOBHIBA-
siICh Ha COOCTBEHHOM peleHuH 1o aeny State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber
Co., BepxoBusiii Cyn mrara MuHHECOTa MpHIIEN K BBIBOAY O TOM, YTO
HCIIONIb30BaHMUE TIOKyNaTeNIeM MPHUHAIIEKAIIETO eMY 10 JOr0OBOpY IpaBa
BEIOOpA JeNIano yI0CTOBEPSIOMININ ero JOKYMEHT HHBECTUITMOHHBIM KOH-
TPaKTOM.>> APryMEHTHpYS CBOM BO3PAKEHHS, OCYK/ICHHBIH CChIIAICS Ha
T0, uTo “3akoH ['onyboro HeGa” B JaHHOM cilydae HE MOkl IPUMe-
HEHUIO, TMOCKOJIbKY €r0 IMOJIHOE€ Ha3BaHWE — ““3aKOH JUIs MpeloTBpaliie-
HUs oOMaHa MPH MPOJaKe U OTUYKIACHUHU aKIUi, OOJUraliuil Wik APYTrUX
“securities” — He COJEPKalI0 yKa3aHHs Ha “MHBECTUIMOHHBIC KOHTPAK-
61> OTKIOHSS 3TH JIOBOJIBI, CYJl yKa3ai, 4To MOHATHE “‘security’ sBiis-
eTcst OoJlee MUPOKUM TIO OXBaTy, YeM IMOHITHE “WHBECTHIIMOHHBIN KOH-
Tpakt’. OHO o00o3Ha4aeT ‘‘CBUAETENHCTBO HANW4YWSA JIOJITAa WIH
MMYINECTBA” U BKIIIOYACT B ce0s BCe JIOKA3aTeNIbCTBA COBEPIICHUS MHBE-
CTHIIMH, OT KOTOPOH OXHIaeTcs oTnada B (opMe J0XOoAa WM MPHOBI-
>

Henb3s He 3aMeTUTh, YTO MCTOYHUKOM OOpa30BaHUsS MPHUOBUIN IIO-
KyTaTellsl 3eMelIbHOTO y4JacTKa B jene State v. Evans CIyKWIH TTIaBHBIM
00pa3oM ero COOCTBEHHBIE YCHJIH, BBIpa)KaBIIHECS B MPABHILHOM BBI-
0ope 0THOM U3 MPEAOCTABISIEMbIX €My B COOTBETCTBHH C YCIOBUSMH JI0-

*' State v. Evans, 154 Minn. 95, 191 N.W. 425 (Minn. 1922).
%2 State v. Evans, 154 Minn. 95, 191 N.W. 425 (Minn. 1922).
%3 State v. Evans, at. 426.
° State v. Evans, at. 427.
% State v. Evans, at. 427.
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roBopa BO3MOXXHOCTEH Ha ciydail ero pactopxkeHus. ClieqoBaTesbHO,
Kak | pemieHue mo neny State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co., nannoe pe-
menrne BepxoBHoro Cyna mtata MuHHEcoTa Takke He paccMaTpUBaio
IPOU3BOJAMMBIE HWHBECTOPOM YCHJIMS, HAIpaBICHHbIE Ha M3BJICUCHUE
MpUOBIIN, B KaYeCTBE MPEMSATCTBUSA I NMPU3HAHUS YJIOCTOBEPSIONIETO
C/CIIKY JIOKyMEHTa ‘“MHBECTUIMOHHBIM KOHTpakToMm”. OnHako Hauboliee
HarIIIHO OTCYTCTBHE OJOOHOTO OrpaHWYeHus MPOSBUIOCH B Jiene State
v. Bushard’®, paccmorpenroM TeMm xe cyaom B 1925 r. Hexro Xaiinc,
npuoOpeTst aBTOOyC B paccpouky, 3aKIFOYMI C OTBETYMKOM — TpPaHC-
MOPTHOW KOMIMaHuel “coryamienue o0 ymnpasieHun”. B cooTBeTcTBHU C
€ro yCJIOBUSIMH OTBETUHK I0Jy4yasl IPaBO HCIOJIb30BaTh aBTOOYC AJIs
CBOUX IEPEBO30K M MPUHUMANT Ha ceOs 00s3aTeIbCTBA MPOU3BOANTH BHI-
IUIaThI 32 aBTOOYC 10 paHee 3aKII0OUEeHHOMY XalHCOM JIOTOBOPY O €ro
NpUOOPETEeHNH B PACCPOUKY, COACPKaTh aBTOOYC M 0cBOOOIUTH XaiiHca
OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, MOTYIIIEHl BOBHUKHYTH B TMPOIIECCE YIIPABICHUS aB-
ToOycoM. B cBoto ouepenn, XaitHc npuHAI Ha ce0sl 0053aTENBLCTBO OCY-
IIECTBIIATH YIIPaBJICHUE aBTOOYCOM Ul OTBETUYMKA, A TAK)KE OKa3bIBaTh
OTBETUYHUKY JIPyIU€ YCIyTH Ha OCHOBAHUH OTAEIbHON JOroBopeHHocTH. B
COOTBETCTBHHU C YCJIOBHSIMH ‘‘COTJIaIIeHHsI 00 ympaBieHHn XaWHC J0I-
eH ObLI MOoJdydYaTh 3apabOTHYIO IJIaTy, KOMUCCHOHHBIE OT HPOJAHHBIX
UM OWIJIETOB, a TAaK)Ke OJHY YETBEPTYIO YacThb YUCTOW NPUOBUIM KOMIIa-
HUM OT MCIIOJIb30BAaHUS BCEX MPHHAMISKANMX el aBToOycoB. PaccMot-
peB npeabsBIeHHbIN mTaTtoM MuHHecoTa uck, BepxoBHblii Cya mraTta
NpUIIENT K BBIBOAY, YTO XaiHC He paboTan UCKIIOYMTENBHO 3a 3apIuiaTy
U YTO AOKYMEHT, yIOCTOBEPSIOLINH 3aKI0UEHHOE MEXIy HUM M OTBET-
YUKOM ‘‘corfialieHue o0 YMpaBiIeHUHW , TPEACTAaBISUI COOOM Takod ke
“MHBECTHULMOHHBIA KOHTPAkT’, Kak M cepTuduKaTsl B aene State v.
Gopher Tire & Rubber Co.”’

bonee y3kas mHTEepmpeTanus MOHATAN “WHBECTULIHS W “‘WHBECTH-
IMOHHBIA KOHTPaKT’ ObUIa HcHojb30BaHa BepxoubiM Cyjaom miTara
Kentykku. Tak, B paccmorpenHoMm B 1923 r. gene Lewis v. Creasey
Corp.>®, 5TOT Cyn He mpH3HAN Tpomaxeil “security” MPOmaxy OMNTOBOIL
OaxayieifHOW KOMITaHHEHN JOKyMEHTOB, YJIOCTOBEPSAIOIIMX TaK Ha3bIBae-
MbI€ “KOHTPAKThI Ha 00CIyXKHBaHUE , B COOTBETCTBHUH C KOTOPBIMH KOM-
naHus o0si3anach nepesl PO3HUYHBIM JHWJIEPOM B 0OMEH Ha yIUIaTy ompe-

% State v. Bushard, 164 Minn. 455, 205 N.W. 370 (Minn. 1925).
°" State v. Bushard, 164 Minn. 455, 205 N.W. 370 (Minn. 1925).
%8 | ewis v. Creasey Corp., 248 S.W. 1046 (Ky. 1923).
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JIEJIEHHOW CYMMBI TPEIOCTABISATh eMy OakasieiiHble TOBaphl JIJIs ero Ma-
razuHa B Tedenue 20 JeT mo IeHe, MpeBhIIaoIel ce6ecTOMMOCTDh ITHX
TOBapOB KOMIaHUU Ha 5%, IJIIOC pacXo/Ibl MO0 BeICHUIO OM3Heca KoMIa-
Huu. > VcTell, yIOMHOMOYCHHBIH 10 Jie/laM GaHKOB IITaTa, HACTAHBAI Ha
MIPUMEHEHUH K TPOJaBAeMbIM OTBETYHMKOM JOKyMeHTaM ‘‘3akonHa [omy-
6oro He6a” mrata KeHTykku, paccMaTpuBaBIEro B KaueCTBE MHBECTH-
LIMOHHOM KOMITaHUH JIF000€ JIMIIO0, KOPTIOPAIMIO, TOBAPHUIIIECTBO HIU ac-
COLMAINI0, KaK MHKOPIOPHPOBAHHYIO, TaK W HEMHKOPIOPHPOBAHHYIO,
KOTOpOE TPOAAET WIIM BEJET MEePEroBOPHI O MpoJaxke “TIOOBIX KOHTpPaK-
TOB, aKIIUW, OOJIMTAIMA WIH JPYTHUX BBIMTYIIEHHBIX UM (MMH) “securities”,
HO TIOHATHA “MHBECTUIIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKT MPSMO HE MCIOJIb30BaBIIIETO.
Kax yTBep>kman ucten B JIMIle CBOETO aJBOKATA, YIIOTPEOJICHHOE B TEKCTE
3aKOHOJIATEJILHOTO aKTa CJIOBO “KOHTPAKT 0003HA4asio OOJIbIIE, HeXKEIIN
TO, 9TO OOBIYHO MOHMUMAJIOCH TI0J] MHBECTHIINEH, CBA3aHHOMW ¢ “‘security”,
Y 9TO €r0 CMBICT OBLT TOCTATOYHO IIMPOKUM, YTOOBI OXBATHTh BCE KaTe-
TOPUU KOHTPAKTOB, KOTOPBIE MOTJIM HUCIOJIB30BaThCS B KAUECTBE CPEJICT-
Ba JUIs COBEpIICHUS 00MaHa, U B KOTOPHIE JIUI[0O MOTJI0O MHBECTHPOBATH
CBOM JICHBIH MM uMyIecTBo.”’ Bhipakas CBOe HECOTIACHE C JOBOJAMH
OTBETYMKA, CYJ YKa3all, 9TO MOHATHE “‘security”’, IMPOKO HCIIOIH3yEMOE
KaK CHHOHHUM IOHATHS “HHBECTHLHS , 0053aTeIbHO 0003HAYAaeT WHBE-
CTHIIMIO CPEJICTB B OTBEICHHYIO YacTh MMYIIECTBA WM KalHTaia Mpej-
MIPUSTHUS C LETBI0 TOTO, YTOOBI MOCIIEHEE TOCPEACTBOM HCIIOIB30BAHMS
Y YIIpaBJICHUs] MHBECTHUIIMEH 3apaboTaiio aJisi HHBeCTOpa MpuoObLib. MHa-
4e TOBOPsI, TPOJIOIKUI CY/Jl, TOHATHE “‘Security” COIEpKUT B cebe HIero,
YTO WHBECTOP TOJYYHUT CBOIO MPHOBLUTH MOCPEIACTBOM YCHIMK IPYTHX
JIMIL, U, CTAJIO OBITh, OHO BKJIFOYAET B ce0s1 OOIUraIiuu, CepTUPUKATHI aK-
WK, cepTU(UKATHI BIAJICNBIEB JIOJICH U IPYTHX aHAJIOTHYHBIX UHBECTH-
U1, OTHAKO TaHHOE OTIpe/IeTIeHNe He MOApa3yMeBaeT MoTydeHue JT0X0/1a
B BHJIC MPOIICHTA OT MPEIOCTABICHUS JCHET B3aiMBbI WA MPUOBLIH, KO-
TOPYIO JIUIIO MOXET U3BJIEYh MOCPEACTBOM CBOUX COOCTBEHHBIX YCHIIHI
B pe3yJibTare JI000r0o OOBIKHOBEHHOTO KOMMEPUYECKOTO KOHTpPAaKTa, KO-
TOPBIif 9TO JINIO MOXKET 3aKTIOUHTH.

ApryMeHTHpYsl CBOW OTKa3 MpH3HATH “‘security”’ BBITYIICHHBIE HCT-
LIOM JTOKYMEHTBI, CyJ TaKKe yKasall, UTO MepBoouepeaHON 3anaueit “3a-
koHOB ['omybOoro Heba” sBisieTcss 3amuTa MHBECTOPOB, OCYIIECTBIISIO-

% | ewis v. Creasey Corp., 248 S.W. 1046 (Ky. 1923).
% | ewis v. Creasey Corp., 248 S.W. 1048 (Ky. 1923).
% | ewis v. Creasey Corp., 248 S.W. 1048 (Ky. 1923).
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ITUX WHBECTHUIIMH B “‘securities”, Korma mprObUTh 00emaeTCs U OKHUIACT-
cs1 6e3 Kakux-IM0O0 aKTHBHBIX YCHJIMH CO CTOPOHBI WHBECTOpPA, M TJIEC
MPEAYyCMaTPUBACTCS, YTO KOMITAHUS WIIM YAaCTHOE JIUI0, KOTOPBIE IMOITY-
YaloT WHBECTUIUH, OyIyT CAMOCTOSTEIFHO MCIOIh30BaTh X TaKUM 00-
pa3zom, 4TOOBI NMPUHECTH MPHUOBUIH BIAENbIly MPOJAHHOHN ‘“‘security”; c
JIPYTO# CTOPOHBI, HE MPEANOoNarajgoch, YTO OHU OyAyT MPUMEHSTHCS IO
OTHOIIICHUIO K KOHTPAKTaM, COAEPIKAIIUM B3aMMHBIE 0053aTelIbCTBA, KO-
TOpBIE €KETHEBHO 3aKITIOYAIOTCS B KOMMEPUYECKOW IEATEINBHOCTH U MPH-
OBUTH M3 KOTOPBIX MOXKET OBITh M3BIIEYEHA TOJBKO CIOCOOAMH, HCIIONb-
3yeMBIMH HCKIIOYHTENEHO CAMHM HHBECTOPOM.

AHaJIOTHYHBI  TOAXOJ K HWHTEpIpeTallud TOHATUA  “‘MHBe-
CTUITMOHHBI KOHTPAKT  OBUT HMCIOJB30BAaH ATECIUBSIIIMOHHBEIM CYIIOM
mrrata Mmmmnoiic B 1930 r. B gene npu paccMoTpenuu nena Prohaska v.
Hemmer-Miller Development Co.®”’ npuMeHHTEIBHO K HOIMHCAHHOMY
€ro CTOPOHAMH KOHTPAKTY O MOKYIIKE yJacTKa 3eMJIu. B cOOTBeTCTBUU C
YCIIOBUSIMH KOHTPAKTa UCTEILl YIJIAuMBaj TPETh OT MOKYITHOW IICHBI 3eM-
U B BUJE JICHET, a OCTAMOINAsACSH YacTh MOKPHIBANIACH 32 CUET YHCTOU
MpUOBLTH OT ypOXKasl TIIEHUIbI, KOTOPBIA 3aceBaJCs, BHIPAIIUBAJICH U
cobmpasicsi Ha ATOM ydYacTKe OTBETYMKOM. [loMuMO 3TOTO, B TEUCHHE
MEPBBIX JIBYX JIET JEHCTBHUS KOHTpaKTa BCE PAcXOJbl 1O MOCEBY, BBIpa-
IIMBAHHIO, COOPY ¥ OOMOJIOTY ypoOsKasi BO3JIaralluCh Ha OTBETUHKA.

AmneIuBSIMUMOHHEIN  cya mTata WUmMHONC NpH3HAN MOAMHCAHHBINA
UCTIIOM U OTBETYMKOM KOHTPAKT ‘“‘MHBECTHIIMOHHBIM KOHTpakTom’ . Mc-
MOJIb3YSl B TPOIIECCE HMCTOJIKOBAHUS TMOHATHS “‘WHBECTHIIMOHHBINH KOH-
TPakT’ ps OPEeALICCTBYIOUINX PEIICHUN CYJIOB APYTUX IITAaTOB, CBSI3aH-
HBIX C €ro MHTepIIpeTaIueil, B 4acTHOCTH, pemienus Bepxosuoro Cyma
mrata Munnecota o aeny State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. n o nemny
State v. Evans, ANeNIALOHHBINA CyJl BMECTE C TEM COCJaJICs Ha ompeje-
nenne “security”, 3akperuennoe B Corpus Juris®': «ITomste “security”,
KaK OHO MCIIOJIb3yeTcsl B 3THX 3akoHax (“3akonax ['omyGoro Heb6a”),
0003HaYaeT MHChMEHHBIE 3aBEPEHHS B BO3BpaTe WM yIUIaTe JeHerT, 3a
HCKITIOUCHHUEM TeX CIIy9aeB, TJe 3aKOHOJATEIbHBIC aKTHl IPEIjIararoT
crienMaibHOe orpeneneHue ... OHo 0003HaYaeT MHBECTHPOBaHUE (POHIIOB
B OMpPEJICICHHYIO YaCTh aKTHBOB W KaluTalla MPEANPHUATHS C 1[N0 T0-

2 | ewis v. Creasey Corp., at 1049.

% prohaska v. Hemmer-Miller Development Co., 256 lll. App. 331 (lll. App. Ct. 1930).
®*Corpus Juris — MHOFOTOMHOE M3[aHKe, U3NarakoLLee OCHOBHbIE MPUHLIMMBI aMEPUKAHCKO-
ro npaea.
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JTydeHUs MPUOBUTH TTOCPEICTBOM YCHIINH MHBIX JIHII, HEXKETT HHBECTOP,
B 3TOM CMBICIIE OHO BKJIIOYAeT B ceOsl TO, YTO Ha3bIBaeTCs ‘‘security”,
“HMHBECTMLIMOHHBIE KOHTPAKTHI” WM ‘“CIIEKy/IATHBHBIE “‘securities”».®
[lonTBepnWB CBOMM peEIIEHHEM, YTO TOJIY4YEHHE MPHOBLTH OT YCHIHN
VHBIX JIMI, HEXXEIH caM HHBECTOp, SABJSETCA HEOOXOIMMBIM YCIOBHEM
MIpU3HAHUA JOKYMEHTa HHBECTULIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKTOM, ATEJISIIMOHHBINA
cyn mrara WnnuHolic Tem cambIM Hapsny ¢ BepxoBaeiM Cyzpom mitara
Kentykkn 3akpenunn 0ojee y3Kyl0 TPaKTOBKY 3TOTO TOHSTHS, YEM 3TO
Obu10 panee caenano BepxoBubiM Cyznom mrata Munnecora. C mpakTu-
YECKON TOYKH 3PEHHUS 3TO 03HAYAJO, YTO HAIUYUE HAMPABICHHBIX HA U3-
BIIeYeHHE TPUOBUIH YCHIINH WHBECTOPAa MOTJIO MPEMNSTCTBOBATH MpPU3HA-
HUIO yIOCTOBEPSIOIIETO COOTBETCTBYIOUIYIO CHEIKY JOKyMEHTa B
KadecTBe “security” B mrarax UnnmmHolic u KeHTYKkH, B TO BpeMs Kak B
mrate MuHHEcOTa — HeT.

OrpaHuunTeIbHOE TOJIKOBAHWE IOHATHSA ‘‘MHBECTHIIMOHHBIM KOH-
TpakT”’, UCHOIB30BaHHOE cynaMu 1mrtaToB WMnnmunoiic u KeHTykku, Heco-
MHEHHO, siBJsieTcs Ooyiee 00OCHOBaHHBIM, MO0, HECMOTPSI Ha BHEUTHIOO
JIOTUYHOCTb, IOJIXOJl K MHTEPHPETALUN JaHHOTO MOHATHSA, UCIOJIb30BaH-
Helii BepxoBabiM Cymom mrata MuHHEcCOTa, MPEACTaBIseTCS HEONpPaB-
JAHHO IUPOKUM. B camoM jene, U3 Toro o0CTOsTENbCTBa, YTO B OOIIe-
IPUHATOM CMBICIIE CIIOBA TOHATHE ‘‘MHBECTHLUS  Ha TOT MOMEHT
0003HaYa0 BIOKEHHWE KamuTaja WU TPEJAOCTABIEHUE JE€HET TaKUM
Croco00M, KOTOPBIN UMEI IIEJIbI0 00€CIIEYHUTh JOXO0/] U MPUOBLIb OT UX
KCIIONb30BaHUs, €lIe He CIEeN0BaN0, YTO TOT K€ TEPMHUH, HUCIOJIb30BaH-
HEIH B “3akone I'omyboro Heba” maHHOTO MmITaTa B COYETAaHUHU CO CIIOBOM
“KOHTpPaKT”, M0 CBOEMY 3HAYCHHIO JOJDKEH OXBaThIBaTh COOOH Bce BO3-
MOJKHBIE THUITbI WHBECTHIMN 0€3 BCSAKWUX orpaHudeHuii. O4eBUIHO, YTO
CTOJIb IIMPOKasi TPAKTOBKA MOHSATUS “WHBECTULIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT  €J1Ba
JM COTJIacOBBIBAJIACH C HAMEPEHUSIMH 3aKOHOJATENs IITara, KOTOpHIE,
Kak yka3zan caMm Bepxosubiit Cyn mtara MuHHECOTa B pellieHUH 1O JIeTy
State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co., cOCTOSIITH B OCYIIECTBIICHUN 3aIIUTHI
nyOiauKy OT oOMaHa M TNPEeNOTBPAIICHUN TOSABICHHUS CXEM, PacCUMTaH-
HBIX Ha TO, YTOOBI JIUIITUTH JOBEPUYUBBIX JIIOCH UX c6epe>1<eHI/H7I.66 Bbonee
TOr0, OTCYTCTBUE KAaKUX-THOO OTpaHWYCHHN Ha ydYacTHE WHBECTOpa B
MIpoIlecce W3BIIEUYEHUS MMPUOBLIN J1e1alI0 BO3MOXKHBIM, YTOOBI JINIA, MTPH-

% 37 C.J. Licences § 168 (1925). Uut. no: Prohaska v. Hemmer-Miller Development Co.,
256 Ill. App. 331, 336 (lll. App. Ct. 1930).
% State v. Gopher Tire & Rubber Co. at 938.
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oOperTarolye HEeABIKUMOCTb, TOBAPHI U JAPYTHE BHIIBI ABIKAMOTO U HE-
JMBIDKAMOTO MMYIIECTBA MCKIIOYUTEIFHO ¢ HAMEPEHHEM HX IMOCIICTYTO-
HICH Neperpoiaxu, B Cliydae HeOIaronpusITHOIO KOMMEPYECKOT0 UCX01a
CHENKA MOTJIA TpeOOoBaTh BO3BpATa JICHET BBUIY €€ HeleHCTBUTEIhHO-
CTH, CCBUIASICh HA TO, YTO YAOCTOBEPSIONINI ATY CIEIKY JOKYMEHT Tpe/I-
CTaBISUI COOOM “WMHBECTHUIIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT , 3aKIIOUYEHHBINH 0e3 co-
OomoneHust TtpeboBanuii ‘“3akoHa [‘omyboro He6a” nmanHoro mrara.
HampoTus, HECOMHEHHBIM JOCTOMHCTBOM TIOJX0/a CyAOB mTara Mimmm-
HO¥C 1 KEHTYKKH SBISIIOCH TO, UTO OH OTPakaJl HEOOXOAMMOCTh 3aIIUTHI
HE BCEX WMHBECTOPOB 0€3 UCKIIFOYEHUS, a TOJILKO JIUIIh TE€X ‘‘IOBEpYH-
BBIX” MHBECTOPOB, NHBECTUIIMOHHBIE BO3MOXXHOCTH KOTOPBIX B CHIIY OT-
CYTCTBUS y ITUX JIUIl HEOOXOAMMOTO OTBITA WM 3HAHUHN TpeOoBaim pe-
TyJIUPOBAHUS CO CTOPOHBI TOCYAAPCTBEHHOMN BIACTH.

B T0 e BpeMs 1 OrpaHUYNTEIIEHOE TOJIKOBAHUE MTOHITHS “‘MHBECTH-
IIMOHHBIA KOHTPAKT’, WCIOJB30BAaHHOE CydaMH ITaToB WIUIMHONC H
Kentykku, Taxke He SBISUIOCH J0 KOHIA MOCIeNOBaTeIbHBIM. Tak, 3a-
KpenuB TpeOOBaHME, YTO W3BIeKaeMas MHBECTOPOM NPUOBLIb JOJDKHA
MPOUCXOANUTh OT YCWJIMHA WHBIX JIMII, HO OTHIOJb HE WHBECTOPA, CYABI
9TUX MITATOB, C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, HE OMPEICIIMIN XapaKTepa Ipuiarae-
MBIX TPETHHUM JIMIIOM yCHIJIUH — JIOJDKHBI JIM OHU OBITH YIIPaBIICHYECKH-
MU WK (U3NYECKUMH, a C JAPYTOH, HE MCIIONB30BAIH 10 OTHOIIEHHIO K
HUAM CJIOBa “UCKIFOYUTEIHHO”, HE YCTAaHABIWBAs TEM CaMBIM IIPSMOTO
3ampeTa Ha COBEPIUICHUE HEKOTOPBIX YCUIUi camuM uHBeCTOpoM. CooT-
BETCTBEHHO, KaXIBII pa3, KOTJa CXOJHbIE WIN Pa3INYHbIC 110 XapaKTepy
YCHITHSL COBEPIIATUCH KaK TPETHUM JIUIIOM, TAaK 1 HHBECTOPOM, HEN30EK-
HO BO3HHKAJI BOIPOC, SIBJISIFOTCSI JIM XapakKTep STUX yCWINUA U (WIH) UX
00BEM JIOCTATOYHBIMHU JJIsl HETIPU3HAHUS YIOCTOBEPSIOIIETO CIENKY J0-
KyMEHTa “‘MHBECTHUIIMOHHBIM KOHTpakToM’. TeM He MeHee Kakoro-JImOo
o011ero KpuTepus, MO3BOJISIONIETO Pa3pelInTh JaHHYI0 MpoljIeMy B Ka-
JKJIOM KOHKPETHOM CTydae, B pACCMATPUBAEMBIX PEIICHUSX yCTAHOBICHO
ue 6b110."

Cy1miecTBOBaHHE OTMEUYEHHBIX pa3jluuil ompezeneHui “security” B
“3akonax ['omyboro Heba” pa3inyHbBIX IITATOB, & TAKXKE UX pa3iHyHas
cyneOHas MHTEepIpeTaIys co3aBaii BO3SMOXHOCTh TOTO, YTO OJHU U TE
’)K€ MHCTPYMEHTBI, HallpuMep, “WHBECTHUIIMOHHBIE KOHTPAKThI”, MpHU3HA-

" Takoit Kputepuin 6bin yctaHoBneH BepxoBHbim Cyaom CLUA B 1946 r. B pelueHun no
neny SEC v. W.J. Howey Co. (nogpobHee cm. . 2, § 3 HacTosiwel paboThl).
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BaJICh ‘‘security” B OJHHX INTaTax ¥ HE PacCCMAaTPUBAJNCh B TAaKOM Ka-
yecTBe B Apyrux. [lomumo storo, “3akonsr ['oxy6oro Heba”, k Havamy
30-X TO0B MPUHSATHIE YK€ MPAKTUUECKU BO BCEX LITATax, B psJie cllyda-
€B MMEeJH CYIIEeCTBEHHBIE OTINYHUS APYT OT Apyra He TOJBKO B (popMyIH-
pOBKax ompeneneHust “security”, HO W B CIIOcO0ax peryJNpOBaHUS WX
BBIITycKa U oOpameHus. Tak, B Tpex mTaTax 3TH 3aKOHOJATENbHbIC aKThI
MpelyCMaTPUBAIIN TOJIBKO JIUIIb 3alpelleHue NaTbHEUIINX MPOJaX MO-
MIeHHNYEeCKNX ‘‘securities”, B IBYX APYIHX INTaTaxX — HCKIIOYHTEIHHO
JUIICH3UPOBaHNE OPOKEPOB M MPOJABIOB, a B OCTAJIBHBIX IITaTaX — JIH-
LIEH3UPOBAHKE BBITYCKOB “securities”.®® Ormeuennble pasmmums He Mor-
T HE CO3/1aBaTh 3HAYMTENBHBIX MpoOJIeM Ha MpaKkTHKe, 0COOEHHO B TeX
CITy4asx, KOTJla OJMH M TOT K€ BBIMYCK “securities” 0JHOBPEMEHHO IPO-
JaBajcsi B ABYX M OoJiee IITaTrax, B OJHOM U3 KOTOPBIX IpeJiaraeMbli
JOKYMEHT HE paccMaTpuBajicsi B KauecTBe ‘‘security”’, a B APYroMm Mpu-
3HABAJICS B KAYECTBE TAKOBOM.

[epBas mombiTka yHUpUKauuu “3akoHoB ['omy6oro Heba” u 3akpe-
IUICHUS JIETATBHOTO 3aKPeIICHHs ONpeAeieHus “‘security”, KoTopoe ObI-
70 061 emuHBIM T Beex mratoB CIHIA, Oputa mpeanpuasara B 1929 1.,
korna HarmumonanpHass KOH(pEPEHIHs YIIOJIHOMOYEHHBIX M0 €INHO00pas-
HbIM 3aKOHaM INTaToOB yTBepawia EauHOOpa3HBI 3aKOH O MpOJaxke
“securities” (“Uniform Sale of Securities Act”). Kak cnpaBeninBo oT™me-
4aJyioch B MOATOTOBUTEIHHON 3allMCKE aBTOPOB JAHHOTO TPOEKTa, Mpe-
“MyIecTBa enquHoobOpasus “3akoHoB ['oixy6oro He6a” pasnuyHbIX mTa-
TOB B 0CO6OIf apryMeHTaIMK He Hykaanuch.” JleficTBUTENBHO, TPYIHO
MIpeNICTaBUTh cebe APYryro 00JacTh 3aKOHOJATENIhCTBA, TJE €ro eIUHO-
o0pazue uMesio OBl CTOJIb CYLIECTBEHHOE 3HAYCHHE, OCOOCHHO MPUHUMAS
BO BHUMAaHHE BbIXO]I ()OHIOBBIX PHIHKOB 32 MPEEIIbl OT/IEIbHBIX IITATOB.

PaboTta mo co3maHWIO 3aKOHONPOEKTA Bejdach HaumHas ¢ 1922 T.
Bcenen 3a yrBepxaennem Ha HanmonansHo# koHpepenunu 1929 r., nan-
HBIH 3aKOH C HEOOJILIIMMHU M3MEHEHHUSMHU OB MMOBTOPHO 0J00pEH B aB-
rycre 1930 . Ha cneayromel HarmonanbHON KOHPEpEHINH U PEKOMEH-
JIOBaH INTaTaM IS TPUHSTHS. 3aKOH ObBUT TPHHIAT 0€3 W3MEHEHHI
wratamu Jlynzuana u ['aBaiin, a Takke C U3MEHEHUAMH — IITATaMU

 Handbook of the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws and
Proceedings of the Thirty-Ninth Annual Conference. Memphis, 1929. P. 171.
 Handbook of the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws and
Proceedings of the Thirty-Ninth Annual Conference. Memphis, 1929. P. 171.
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Amnabama, ®ropuma, Muunran, Operon n FOsxuas Kapomnna.”” Tem ne
MeHee B cBeTe mpuHATHA B 1933-1940 romax demepalbHBIX 3aKOHOIA-
TEJBHBIX aKTOB O “‘securities” ¥ BO3SHUKHOBEHHUS HOBBIX MPOOJIEM IO pa3-
TPaHUYECHUIO KOMIIETCHITUH 10 PETYJIMPOBAHUIO TaHHOW 001acTH MEXKIY
(denepanbHBIMUA OpraHaMH BJIACTH M OpPraHaMH BJACTH INTaToOB, EMUHO-
00pa3HbIil 3aKOH MO CYTH OKasajics ycTapeBmuM. B 1944 r. Hanuonanb-
Hasl KOH(EpEeHIHsI yAalluIa €ro U3 MepeyuHs YTBEPIKICHHBIX aKTOB.

Hecmotps Ha TO, 9TO CPOK CyIIECTBOBaHUS JaHHOTO EnnHOOOpa3HO-
r'o 3aKOHa, a TAKKe YKMCIIO MPHUHSBIIMX €T0 IITAaTOB ObUIH KpaiiHe He3Ha-
YUTEIbHBIMH, 3aKPEIICHHOE B HEM OTIpeielieHHe “‘security” 3aciry>KHBaeT
cnenmanbHOro paccmorpenns. llogBoms kak Obl cBOeOOpa3HBINM WTOT
MIpOIeCCY 3aKperuieHus orpeneneHus “security” B ‘“3akoHax ['omyboro
Heb6a” pa3nuyHbIX MITATOB U €ro CyjAeOHOW MHTEPIIPETAlluu, OIpeleie-
HUe, JaHHOe B EnmHOOOpa3sHOM 3aKOHE TeM CaMbIM HATIISIHO HJLTIOCT-
pupyeT co0oii Te o0mue 3IeMeHTH B MOHUMaHUM “‘security”’, KOTOpEIE,
HACMOTPS Ha UMEIOLIHMECs] BHEIIHHUE Pa3Inyus, ChOPMHUPOBAINCEH B IpaBe
mratoB K Hadainy 30-x rojos. Tak, B cooTBercTBHU ¢ maparpadom 1(1)
EnmHooOpa3Horo 3akoHa o mpomaxe “‘securities”, MoHsATHE ‘‘security”
BKJIFOYAJIO B CeOs JTF000€ TONTOBOE 0053aTeIBCTBO, AKITHUI0, COOCTBEHHYIO
aKIMI0 KOMIAaHWH, KOTOpas XpaHUTCS B ()MHAHCOBOM OTJEIE 3TON KOM-
MaHWuU, OOJUTAIHNI0, HEOOSCIICYCHHOE TOJTOBOC 00s3aTeIhCTBO, CEPTH-
(duKaT 0 HAMYMU WHTEpeca WM yYacTHs, WM TpaBa IMOJIHCAThCS Ha
nr000€ U3 BBIIIENEPEYUCICHHOTO, CePTH(UKATHI HHTEpEca B COTIIAICHUN
0 pazfene npuObLTH, cCepTUPUKAT UHTEpeca B NpaBe Ha He(Th, Ta3 HIU
JIPyTHE TIOJIe3HBIE HNCKOITaeMble, cepTudukaTt 00 odecrieueHnn “‘security”,
KOTOpasi HaXOJUTCsl Y AOBEPUTEIHLHOTO COOCTBEHHMKA, BBIIABACMBIN 10
pEeTUCTpalluil KOMITAHWU TIOAIHMCHON cepTH(UKAT WIH CBUIETEIHCTBO,
mMo0yI0 pa3penieHHy0 K Mpojake aKIWI0, MHBECTUIIMOHHBIM KOHTPAKT
WJIM UHTEpEC B MpaBe Ha MMYIIECTBO, MPUOBLIb WM JOXOMbI, HIH JH000
JIpyroii MHCTPYMEHT, OOLIeH3BECTHBIN Kak ‘‘security”’, BKIIOYas mpome-
JKYTOYHBIE WM BpEMEHHbIE OOJUTanu, HeoOeCIeYeHHbIE OJTOBBIC
00513aTeIbCTBA, TOJITOBBIE 0053aTeIbCTBA, CEPTUPUKATH MM KBUTAHIIUU
Ha “security” WM Ha TIOAMHICKY Ha “security”.”’

B omimune ot ompexpenenuil “security”’, 3aKpeIVICHHBIX B IEPBBIX
“3akonax ['omyboro Heba”, manHOoe ompeneicHNe, paBHO Kak W Ompee-

| oss L., Cowett M. Blue Sky Law. Boston & Toronto, 1958. P. 230—-231.
™ Uniform Sale of Securities Act, § 1(1) (1930) // Handbook of the National Conference of
Commissioners on Uniform State Laws and Proceedings. 1930. P. 235.





