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THEDATEGRZA 23242 L 9 5 2 (Who may challenge administrative
action?) ] & v REBEOREIZ, & 2EEIEEETENERLE LY S
v, bW Sjusticiability DM —DDME D H b bNTH 5,
Z Djusticiability & IX, ripeness, mootness, political quetion, review-
abilityZe C2FUMBTH B L 3N, FBHELED 2 CIZEENERICZ O
EEVWTW?,

RO MBI, EHMFEFOMEBENITHIL, case or controversyl
PR3 ET2EHNEEE"LF _HOMBE L TET L LBEIN L, GLEET
ﬁ??ﬁ‘f“}) Hcase or controversy?) F COREEENEMIL, (EHIE
ok, FTE—IC, RENEIEN(Legal right) D@ E» %R
&, FE@E3 & E E 15 (Legal right test,Legal-Wrong Test) & 33
LoTh Y, Wiz, FEBERS OBEE LWL 5 HE (perosn

1) Kansas City Power&Light Co.v.Mckay, 225 F.2d 924 (D.C.Cir.1955),cert.

denied, 350 U.S.884(1955). .
2) Tennessee Electric Power Company v.TVA, 306 U.S.118 (1939);Perkins

v. Lukens” Steel 310 U.S.113 (1940).
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agrieved provision)? W T#H % (Sanders Doctrine, Provision for
Experss Review) & T2L0THBY,

EZAT, ITENEE, BBENEEL D RE, HEEFEOBEIZHEY,
ERAFBIINT BZITHEEDNADMRLELATbNE L)k, TR, &
EATEOBEHBE L L CoOBESO®ED, JNEMING IHICE -7,
IDE LN LTS &, WROEHN L FEBEER T, EEBED
Tk, HIDICLBETE, 2OBEOSENOBEEITE2 b T i,

Pk ) RiRERML C, BENT #) #A&REEITFEHFTICBIT S,
THEEFAFLDOEEEBENEMSDILKR, BNOMEMIL, L DEELLD L
HoTwd’, 72, ZOMRAE, SCORECLVESLLOLEL LA,
BEMIZELNTVA E Vo TEnTHS I Y BEEROEK, BRI X
SKEBL, FNUC—FE0FHFAHEL2 52530 r LT, 1968FEND_D>NEHEM,
BILUDINEDNZODNEMHICB VT, EHEFHHIOT L 2HE»HIFS
na,
1968F- D D NEHEAF L 3, Flast v.Cohen’ ¥ Hardin v.Kentucky Utiltiesg)
Thr, Tibb, Flastfl#ld, 19234 DFrothingham v.Mellom ¥ LI
K, BHECLRYBEINEITTaL, ZHMBENESEKRLZNH L
DTHbo.% 72, Hardin ¥k (3, (RHH 2 R EEEHRm 2 L b THEFT 5,
BV ES AR I 2 IR L 72, Hard in BRI L IER DIRHERY % JF 5 HEIE 0
BHEIHBREINTVWHAETL, REOHREE L VI RIEENBROBE Y

3) FCC v.Sanders Brothers Radio Station 309 U.S.470 (1940);Scripps-

Howard Radio,Inc.v.FCC, 316 U.S.4 (1942);Associated Industries v.Ickes
© 134 F.2d 694 (24.Cir),vacated as moot, 320 U.S 707 (1943).

4) K.C.Davis,Administrative Law Treatise § 22.00 et seq(1958).

5) Association of Data Processing Service Organizations v.Camp, 397 U.S.
150, 154 (1970).

6) K.C.Davis,Administrative Law Treatise Supplement (1970) § 22.00 et sq.
L.L.Jaffe,Standing again, 84 Harv.L. Rev.633 (1971).

7) 392 U.S.83 (1968).

8) 309 U.S.1(1968), % 3 Chicago Junction Case,262 U.S.258 (1924) M,

9) 262 U.S.447 (1923).
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T A A AREIC BT 2 ITBEAFLRO REEE

O LNUL, £NS TEREEEKIIESES 215 (Implied Review) &3 3
LOTHB, 1970FN_DNEM X, EIHEM(companion case) &L T
ML X 1 72Data Processing Serv.Organization v.Camp % Barlow v.
Collins /T 2, B HATE > DFE 0 BT & HIKFF 5 1 I3
LT, £<KHLWEEBEBCET S, Z2o0fa»6Ks T 2 FEREBLL,
ZFNE—Y, EHEFRFE=%NDcase or controversylZVHTHLHTH Y
B OATED REICR L €, BEHNTHIAXEZZENUADIoTHEN [EE
FnEE(injury in fact)] 252722025 3D TH2  (injury in
fact test) % M L, EIHATEF %k (Administrative Procedure Act -
BEFRA P - A) BI0KG6IE X OBET, 0 M MEORER S 72
BEENREICL DVREZINZ IR I N T2 AEOHE N (zone ) TH
L1282 LD TH 5 (arguably)EH» %I LD TH % (zone of interest
test), 2N 7 Z FiiData Processing D7 R t IRZNTH N, BEEED
LT, BISRICL2EENFIRMAE L W IOBE E AT 2 BEHI XL,
INLEBIZHRT 52 L (arguably) Thwe Lz, 2T DEHIL,
KEDBL 5 & Z A2, Hardin¥BRLUBIO T 2 F ¢, EEBEBNE
e L CHRAENDRENUETH S & v Legal right testDE A2 Bl
CRLTWZDIERL T, £{BRELII V22w LT, Legal right
test L NHBRREOHHIRHLNDEHICHE &3 N, BEBRBOEH%

13)

KIBICHBIL L7233 Tw5,

10) 397 U.S.150 (1970).

11) 397 U.S.159 (1970).

12) SEHATBEEES104)H(A.P.A. §10(a),5U.S.C.§702) [EF AT HIC L V&
B BRELST, VRBEREROERICBW IR EZ 2T, HLAERARSE
LN BEIL, FOTBICHOWTERER L2 RO LEFL2ET 5]

13) K.C.Davis,Administrative Law Text (1972), p422. The Supreme Court,
1969 Term,84 Harv.L.Rev.183 (1970); Kenneth E. Scott Standing in the
Supreme Court—Functional Analysis,86 Harv.L.Rev.645, 663 (1973);Ge-
rald Nels Olson,Standing to Secure Judicial Review of Administvative
Action—A New Direction,37 Journal of Air Law and Commerce 117, 127
(1971); John F Weeks,Standing and Administrative Agency—Expanding
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&£ Z AT, Data Processing?®7 2 MMIEEHEE HHILOET L L T,
HORHIi 22T Tnd, vz beLTh, ZHTA ML > TEEHBED
RIS TR TR EINT LT TR LEL, KDL I B ENTZEEI H -T2
NDE 11%, Data Processing?® 7T X F ALUBOKAFICBNT, 0k
WEBENSY, V) Thb, ZiiF, Data Processing®T A+ D
E2FEHOT R zone of interest test DABEEIICERT 5,
TAMIHAWSLND [arguably] 223 [zone] EWIHIHAHNH 5 EXE
I3, TALOFOBERICOL ) DIELEFE 5, L72H5> T, zone of in-
terest test NEFIZ L - TiF, Data Procssing O F &2 b 2fERMDLegal
right test XFRALRILTHN, BLLZELTY, FRIZEBIZEL LW
WELTH B E v D rlc sty 727, zone of interest [I¥H
&L, ERCIZEEKRTHA ) H 5, Data Processing® 7 2 + i,
EEBICE L TR LBLE VIS 2 & Sinjury in fact test EFRA FRILA
REhbb¥, tWIERLET 2D, Data Processing?® 7 2 b3, BEE
BEEHBEGL22 L ENTW 25, ULEomRBECERRASKD LoD TH
5, BEaNT-MENE L, Data Processing?® T A FDEZFEBHNHT X}
EBEIEPTHE, IS, ARL2HE—
DB EERLBEUDERATHEEZ LN, BEEERICOVTD, &
ENETAFELTR, HE—FBHTZ L injury in fact test D&
THRGTHY, TNURDT 2P EERFLHLNDTH 2 ET5EREDEMET,
EEENLTNT L 620", SOMIZOnT, T4 T REIRC L,

zone of interest test

Concepts of Judicial Review, 32 Louisiana L.Rev.634, 467 (1972). Davis
2 kg Data Processing $iiktiz k& 3 EEBEAN T 2 b HE(LDE A IZ, “dras-
tically” TH 3 KR EI N T 5,

14) Jaffe,op.cit. 84 Harv.L.Rev.at 634;Brennan,White¥J#E?Data Processing ¥
HBDLEER(397U.S.at 168), Aldrich#)EE D Arnold Tours¥likNE R (428
F.2d.359,360 (1970)).

15) Robert Aller,Standing,Justiciability,and All That:A Behavioral Analysis,25
Vanaderbilt L.Rev.479,511 (1972).

16) Davis,Administrative Law Treatise Supplement(1970).at 783-787,
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Data Processing?®7 X M ZBRE#EHED BEHLICIZZWICEBKL 7225 Lo
L, zone of interest testDTEIEIZ, HEILNREE 2+ FnUH5 D =147z
BLIEDSTBLHERL2EFLDTEY, zone of interest testZ YRS Z
Lickn, i LD THREEBBICOWTNEEE 5 HEIPERSINE LT3
%@"C“%é c,\_0)511 5 7 BE S bzone of interst tes DUEUNFE IR
HEINLNDTH5D, Data Processing ¥R OITHEHHRLDIEEE
B2 OWTHBEELEIZIL SIS b L Bbb,

22T, ARETciRUEoMES 2 9.0 L-2D, Data Processing¥$[iRLL
BT A HAREEIFHFNC BT 2ITHEFFRORERBOEIRBIZ DWW
T, BFOERIRFERZ I ETHLOTHE Y,

17) Davis,Ibid,at 725. %t 8, 74 74 Z#F%|Izone of interest testZIEHET 2R
()OS A5 EREXDH B E(Z)EEBBNEN & v ) BoRDERIC K
T52 s, E)TLELRBELETEHAIEELZE, (WA P - A0FKED
BEICRT2Z icKHTWB, Ibid.,at 711-722

18) BHREICHBITLT 2N H7ARENELSBEBIZOVWTOFREIX, EE0HIZIN
LT TLUToL AT Cnicdord s, '#'ﬁ' BR [REFHATREERTZIC
BT 3 ETOFRBDEGNME] (RN L HH -ERHEHEEELS) 5752 LT,
BARLE - REATEBIENE 231 BLUT, EREX [72) 24kEICB1T 3 E %
FEEREEE] (bBFEXRFERENREERAESE_5—HUT) - [T&E=FEE

DFIZEE ) “agrieved person”"DEJ(F LELEE—F—FEUT) - [BEOH
B ((1971—2)7 £ ) #ER320ELLT) , S HEMA [REIC 1T 2 BRI Eo¢

LEFRDOFEE( L)) (P2 ) 2 M 467F) MTEUT, BRHEBE [TREHS
BT HBERDFEBRK(2)] (B¥LIF—1955) 99ELT, SARHABE7

AN A EERATEERRIC BT 2 FEERE(—) (2) ] (RiEHR#EES63% 6 S35HLT,
%647‘% 1552HLIF ), BeEBEX [Standing to Sue Constitutional Litigation ]
(2 ) 2+ FEXHEIE 38) 42BLUT - 46ELT - 48ELLF, L E#Data Pro-
cessing HiRF TN R-72LDTH Y, FRLUBDLDE L TIUT»5 5,
BRI [7 2 ) A AREKC BT 2 THRAESEENER | (REARS19%8
EF) B9BELT- [7 21 A AREIC BT 2 TEEFRE Standing OBl OB D
VT (((978=1))7 # ) k) 223BELTF, KEZk [BERDICBII 2558

B —ARERFHSCRAP Hik 2486212 L C—, (HIF15 4 2 XH3072) 2185
T, EHE— B0 R E A m‘m‘ A, (GEERHE46%115) 28
H, 36H, s, M [1THREGFRRIC B 2 BEESO~E] (HAFRE48%
FIF~HI2H - FA9EE15) [FHBITOTECET KRN BEEmRG)] (4
BlEEER6945 - HIBIETA1705) 136 B LI,
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(1) Arnold Tours,Inc.v.Camp.lg)

Data Processing EfLI#%, ®#IcData Processing®7 A MIERL
= DIFArnold ToursEHTH A 5, AEFILRITH (travel agency) DEZE
LRI BREBEBEOEGEFWET 2 L) BICBEFRTELHATHY, O
N L THab, BETH BArnold Tours Inc.& £ DMOE 2z DI L
T2 HATH 2 EF THEFRBITE B FE (Comptroller of the Currency)il X
B BB Rl E——8R4TH" (National Bank Act)icv> 5 [ HEREHER (inci-
dental powers) & L T, $ITHZn—MEEICKH L TRITH—EX( 72&
21, BEHE, 3, BEAM#(houseboat) NElEXR &) 24T 2 L %385
ET B HADFIE—L, BEFEORATHICN LERNITELZ 52540 TH
N, 20k ZHANOHEILENRTEERIROERLZRBTLILNTH S
LT, FOBARIENENTHE I ENEBHRBL I ZNEZLEDEEKD
LEIEHIERDIZLDTH S,

HH W FEHFIC B WL, REREIEES N, EFBEEFREH RO H M
FUNCZE ol HRETIE, BHRAE (Data Processing) #—bE 2
EBIC Lo THREEIN., BITOBRLEER~DOEHRZHTT LT 5K
4 & FkR % @.?Kﬁa TEERENHIOHIE %% ) Wingate Corp.v.Indus-
trial Nat’l Bank tf—'H HEEBEELFI ﬂ‘f_o ngate%ﬁifli TEERALTE - —
v 2 EE O RS R EBAYIC ﬁ??‘ﬂf_ S, RFIC BT ARATHOR S #
BITIHBEYIC R nz, FoBEHII, ﬁﬁﬁ’?fﬁ“ﬁﬂﬁ%?%@%ﬁ@ #RELTW

19) 400 U.S.45 (1970)

20) National Bank Act §24(Seventh),12U.S.C.§ 24( Seventh)(1964), [$4TI24R
TEBZ2BTT 5120 BEL T TOMFEHER (incidental Powers) %« 23
BIZLed v BT T 2R 2R T2 ),

21) 408 F.2d 1147 (1st Cir.1969),cert denied, 397 U.S.987 (1970).

22) Hardinf|BEDREIZ L D IFEPLBE Y —C REEDFEBE L Dbz, B2 -
7, AT — K R4HiE(Bank Service Corporation Act)f M4 [484T
F—EASHEBTIERT 2EZBEOPITUND WD L 2 1T4 4 2T 2 L 2187
vw] (12,U.8.C.§1864) TH 2,
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T AN A EREIC BT HITHEGIRRO R HEE

SEEIL, FAUMCIIRITRENRELE % L UTESEICHT 2 XA NG
REEITHDENTHY, FEESE, 223, ZITRIRTELEDEXE
DRIBRIIZ & 5 & 3T b 17", & 72, SHTH—1 2245 (Bank Ser-
vice Corporation .Act)%@%24>0)ﬁi£@§‘li, WZarbEa—3%—%FHT3
B - REFEHL EOEELOFRLZRETLLOTH ), KITHOFNE
RET2 L0 TIREVT, L72di>T, Hardin MR 2 56H & 5 = L2 T
S, F7o, SUTHE, BITY - A &MENTEIZ (I person agrieved
provision?®%c\x?TSanders Doctrinel2d £ 22 L ZTEZL W\, FI T,
FREBEENT A& L Tlegal right test pvEHEENL I &%, 22
KBV TREE 2 fATHIIEEER 2 TEIND LW EIch b,
certiorari DA EN, ZTOHIIPHFEIN, EILHE SHEYFD
HHRAT - 72, ZhitData ProcessingfliRD20H N Z & Th -7, &
@B ERE 25— K ERKGEMFRMAIC L LR EL
Data Processing¥liRICH L €, BET 2 LI tBBEL2EE~EREL .
P B EREREREHFTOT L F Y 5 FHE(TAldrich)iE, Koo ¢
E~NFORERSEEEFTEL 7,
[EESFILERS IR HRATHOBE LRS- BREL LI L T2
AERZ L CTRL TnZeun, -eee s, BEESFIIBITY - 244 ENER
M — 2 SHICFEEELZBH TV 5% 51, FERICHRITHICHL T,
FREIC & » TEEBEEIRBDLNEXNETHE, LFRETLHY, ZHIZES
7:% 2 ThH%, Data Processing$ i3 EIFELIC L 2 FHRME Y — & 2
FENVEEXELOFRREL VHIBEICD LDV T, HHROAEY — b 2¥E1C
RSB %BDINThH D, e BHALE A — © R EHVHRAIT & FHERIC
Moz, REEFNIZTOEEICY EDWTEESEKY ¥ BDH2D TR
vy, Data Processing®$iRAFEBZIZ OV THORENEREZ L2 C

23) 408 F,2d at 1150—1151,
24)  BIFE22BR,

25) 408 F.2d at 1152—1153,
26) 397 U.S.351 (1970).
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VW EWG Z X BHETHET

BHEIEEERN, 2L CLEEFHHMOHKEINCZ Eich 512,

LZATTNERY v FHEZIData Processingh 7 A b &, WEFZTH
— KA EAERRH AT CEA L TELERDBEERIENT AL ETRA L R
Lo WEHEEL 2w b, T bbb, Data Processing DT A T %,
Legal right test,Sanders Doctrine,Hardin¥| D 7 X b %t KON TH
ZTBY, ZREAOF LT A R2EELZZLOTIE 2wy, LBL T
NDTHb, L»L, BiklL 72k 51z, Data Processing® 7 & M2, &
HREDTBEHEZ D5, TN OWTERALBRI S Tz, T4hbb,
COBEEDTIHRBEHICIZ, BSPICTRY v FHIE L (3 B 5 7 BRI S
L, Data Processing® 7 Z b3, injury in fact#*H I EEBAEHEE
LEN5ETE, REBFICEL UIRIEHLEINLT AT 2R TA 74
ZHHEDRMEFLWNETH2 LT b0 bbho1", 0k % R&its
oW TTRIRHFF 084 L 72 R ™ T, R 4 B —Ho ik

27) 428 1.S.359, 361 (1970)

28) Data Processing® 7 A b #injury in factHUIFEEE ¥ B HB 7T X |
ThdERLTWIES L TRk 2ITERFEMIZET 2 Ballerina Pen Co.v.
Kunizg(433 F.2d 1204(D.C.Cir 1970)) % &#%H 5%, &8, T0rETHXE
LRI H AT id Data ProcessingHI#LLRT, 3 Tllinjury in fact?) & % REH®
BHF R ELTHEAL T2, Scanwell Laboratories,Inc.v.Sheffer,424 F.
2d 859(D.C.Cir1970)

29) Data Processing® 7 R MIAXZ|IHMNArnold ToursEHEN T FY v FHFE
DFFIR——BEAE 7 B RHM IR SRR R IS LM & BallerinaZ 4 o ff ;R
B HML & N R EEEE R I S DI ET LN E L TEBEI NS
B4 Ho2LO>THDB, 72k 21¥, Pennsylvania Environmental Council,
Inc.v.Bartlett,(315 F.Sup.p.238 (M.D.Pa.1970)), National Welfare Rigths
Organization v.Finch(429 F.2d 725(D.C.Cir.1970))7% ¥ &M, F 72, Data
ProcessingZ D E#13, Data Processingd7 X F UKD T 2 P2 HWLNT
TWwizk ) ThHad, 72& 213, Data ProcessingBEHLIRINTA ML > T3
i) X LT, Crowther v.Seoborg (312 F.Supp.1205 (D.Colo1970)), Citizen
Cammittee For Hudson Valley v.Volpe (425F.2d 97(2d Cir.1970))% &%
B, FLIOEDFEEEEICOWTOHEIE LT, State Ex Rel. Robson
v.First Security Bank of Idaho (315 F.Supp.274 (D.Idahol1970) ), Envi-
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T 2 A AREIC B B ITBERMIRL O R EE

TROUW BN, HRATHDOEESEIE 2580, HRZPHFEL, BH2EHREC
2R 7:30’0

[A#1z 33 Tix, Data Processing FBM & FRICHBATY — & A &4k
FENE&HTIE L % 3, Data Processing® T, 2 3HERLEY -2
EFENEELORRNAZFEET HMEBEICKBRL T, BHRAEY - X
EXNDFEEBEELBOLOTIE v, Brld, 2ZieBTREEEENH
HitoEm %k ~7z, 2L T, WEEED ﬂ&%l&l*t: Lo TREZINLF
WOEENICH I ELERL I D LML 2, Fxid, FEEMEIER
MY —C ZEEHEDOFZEIZT 2 RET LHAICHAREL T, BHINGD
TH b L IFBENT v, FITPFRERICHL TRITT—EX T 5562
SATAIRATH E EHBIRICAL D E VWV 2 & &, BT —RERICHL TER
WIS — B 22470 BAICBATIERNE Y — v 2 EE EFEFBRICIO L
viZrieKELzrTHT,

P bEoEEHENFo R, ST v - 2A4HEENEOLEER X, B
ﬁt%%@%KﬁO%ﬁﬂE#—EX%%@%%L@%%%%%T%%@T
Hb, LEINTVRICHebsT, BlENY &L TREDLEBELNNE
EoEE LT }) BERIT EBERBRICEORITHOEE LA LR
HELLIETHLDTHD, Tihbb, RHURIIBITEEFERICHL2ES

NEE LD, FOEREIREZENDE )LD TH-TH, BRITH—F
ZEMBEENFENL L T, REINLFROHBEANATHLE NS, &T5D
DTHDHEBbNE, ZnZkid, BEEEFORRELZ S BT L HERBKRCH
5%, Data Processing®7 X F NDE N T X b———=one of interest
RIRAEDEA, WRTA2Z L), EEEFICOWTHEE L

test

ronmental Defene Fund v.Hardin(482 F.2d 1093(D.C.Cir(770)), Sierra
Club v.Hickel (433 F.2d 24(9th Cir 1970)), Lodge 1858, American Fed-
eration of Government Employees v.Paine (436 F.2d 882(D.C.Cir, 1970))
e KER,

30) 400 U.S.45 (1970).

31) Ibid., at 46.
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LDIEIE—T X b injury in. fact test NAHETHDLETLRMEIZIE
HICEBAT2L0THSLH) EBbNS, ZoMEmEid, KDInvestment Com-
pany Institute v.CampiZ B\ 7L ") —EHHEIC CCO w2 b,

32)
(2) Investment Company Institute v. Camp

Y, BHOMELZHAL L, 19634, ENRTEERRIE, ST
E#EERES (mutual trust fund) 2479 2 & 2R 2RMEHIELY,
First National City Bank of New YorkN{E5E BB RIEX AL
72, ZOHRABIEB L VEFOREWIZONWT, W Hhrnk&EFTELHt L%
DL % /\?i@jﬁ/-‘*lilﬁiﬁ FEen ), ZoBUNHIEL, SATHEEL6R,
%2171P 70 & (—H#%l1Z, Glass-Steagall Banking Act of 1933 & IF(3 1
Tn3) DBETHD, BITIZ L DHEEEEFORLIZTERLENTH
), F72First National City Bank of New York ?E1F5I2xtd 2 2803
BRhTH B L L THRERL 720 SEIBHTHHAT I3 FEEE & 20, EIHTE
’g‘}%E@%EE’J%E’HJ&L AIECERITO BRI T2 T2 IET & 7*‘]{91
’E?LL og{ﬁF LEMSATEEBEL L OCREIHRITIC lo’(?”“uﬁﬁﬂfz o/<

32) 401 U.S.61 (1971).

33) 12 C.F.R.§9.18 (1970).

34) 12 U.s.C. § §24.378 (1970).

35) 274 F.Supp 624(D.D.C 1967).

36) 420 F.2d 83(D.C.Cir 1969). &38Rk % (C 5> TlE, National Association
of Securities Dealers (NASD)v.Securities and Exchange Commission( S
EC) NASDZEAM LHRICHAEE L ZIT 2, NASDEM LI, EIBETER
BEORIE L 2 BB oflEIC v, FERIREIEES (SEC) »REEAEFNE
4 (Fund) (33E%E( Security Act of 1933) 5 L ' 3k& & (Investment
Company Act of 1940)ICE TV TEHKINZ Z & & L7z, |EFREBICHED
BT 2 BITHY, REREXSHEOBANO—IRERA 28 L, FEFRSIEESD
BATOBRL HE B, BEOBERN—HERN2EHI DT, NASDAREEDpar-
ty aggrieved provision® F T, SECHORIENEE N —HBEA DN %2 F 0
\:7/l:?i&[L?K?"‘Sﬁﬁ#’Jﬁﬂ_—J&%E%be LNHTHB, NASDO JE & dits
1B Tvs 2 i party aggrieved provisioni & D FEBAICE I NS Z i3 H
BThb, TEHRETIISECOTHIZENTH b & N2y, EHEBK TIEERBT
EBRRENTAENEM L 2z, NASDEH#H I EENLEEIHEBLZ, 2
DEIZ DT OESIE, Comment,NASD v.SEC—Standing to Sue,Economic
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7 2 7 AREC BIT 2 ITBEFRLO R EEE

o HE (J. Bazelon) [ZFEEEE%EH 70 Lo LARIZE W TGER
RITEBEREMTHIZBENTHL &L, FHEZHIEL 2. BHIESHH
I~ k&I,

EEBHMNOBERIZIAF 27— FHZE(. . Stewart ) dFI2L 2L D TH 72,
2 F 27— b #ZFE(ZGlass-Steagall Banking Actd b\ (F 7 Dfthod BEEE:
AP L EHINIBEERSHOBELNOFEREL W TEBRICO W
T, ENTTHENREZ L, REBIZROMARSZ ZLICL), BE
EIEERDTDTH -T2,

[# <13, Data ProcessingZ o BT, EE»HF-TEY, #L
TEREENHRZEEL TV FESF LB LT o0 EHESILEL
ZEIEmL OB, RO, BReliBEESFNL ) LBESPERE
LT aE»rERODLI LI, AEOMETH L EE~, UTORE T,
TR IIRENERTLZ2AEREOME LI By, 7L CHITHESI»EELISE -
TV SHHFLBELTEOICHERELFIEL 2N TH I ER/ELTOTH B,
L7255 T, Data ProcessingZE iz 3 111, NI BT 2 ESEEIC
BL T, KEZMERLWY

JREBERRIZ DU P oot < FEBEYIZ B L 7248, AEIC B TILEHSE
TEEREORUOBEIZEMTH L L HIMTI Nz, FDHHIT, Glass—
Steagal Banking Acti3#R47% L €, HAEREBZ2ITbLLOT VW L *
HBE L THES AL D THE EENTWEY,

BH DR EBIZIONTOU ENR#EIZData ProcessingDT AR % KD
DEIRBRL T2 22 L5, Tabb, BETHIEHLENEEN,

Power,Banks and Mutnal Funds,55 Va.l..Rev.1493 (1969).
37) 420 F.2d at 98—100. Kenneth B.Hoffman, Standing of Private Parties to
Vindicate the Public Interest, 50 BU.L.Rev.417 (1970).

38) 401 U.S.at 620—621.
39) Ibid.,at 630. 7t 35, Games G.Wolterman,National Banks and Mutual Fund:

Where can They go after Investment Company Institute v.Camp?,60 Ken-
tucky L.J.757 (1972) B,
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HIEEIC & » TED b N ATEBBE DR O 2 BB L T 5 2 L2 L
IBLDTHBIITENKERIZL - TEREINIZLNDTHELbIE, £DHESE
FIIFIERIC & » TRESNLFENEHENTH L S 520 THY, Fldzone
of interest testZHWRTAHLDTH %;401: DfERIL, Data Proessing &
I BWT, EREESFHAOSHERVHAICHRALIEGLZ 7V
% (J.Brennan) OBSBBIZOVWTOT AL THDEENTHE .

EIR R EEHPTILEAT L FEFERICH L EFEOREEKICEL TiX, Da-
ta ProcessingZ 4 CHM. AN BEBBICOWTDOZDODEHT» L5 T
Z b injury in fact test- zone of interest test %, Arnold Tours
#f Investnent Company Institute FHZBLE T, THA L X NEHE%
injury in fact test 2L L TLE-»72En2 & 542’0

=, BEREFBEHORKDFEEHERSE

(1) Sierra Club v.Morton®

BRAMSHEEL BERBORRIZ, ANOOBH~DERELLEF LD
eb L, KEBLUKADEL, BEERFEYONEMEVIBELETLD,
e L THABREZHETIHAP2ERT L L EL -0, 2L ) WHE,
FNLREEORZE, HovidEes s AHEBOHRZ & & v ) EREN
FEREARR E L C, TRTOITE S ) 2 EXTRI»E DS, FakbEkE
TREE %S, ZDL ) HIERHENFIEEIL, Senic Hudson Preservation
Conference v.FPC "% ¥ o0 F il 3 L CIR&MAE DARML & L TRERY

40) John J.Geger,Standing;Suits against Federal Regulatory and Administra-
tive Agencies Investment Company Institute v.Camp.13 Boston College
Industrial and Commercial Law Review 289,302 (1971). % B3 BEMHZ®RL (8l
187E18) BB AWMEI9EHESTI4ASH,

41) op.cit 86Harv.L.Rev.at 666. 73, Rudolph C.Hasl,Standing Revised-The
Aftermath of Data Processing,18 Saint Louis University Law Journal
12,18.n-40 (1973) M,

42) A6 mIcBL, BHRX (RTIBEE18) BREHAREIEE 5 FI07TE~117TES
ZH,

43) 405 U.S.727 (1972).

44) 354 F.2d 608 (2d Cir,1965), cert.denied,384 U.S.941 (1961), Z oofth, JE#EH
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T A A AREIC B BATHREERLOREERE

ICEINTCE72DY, EHREHEBATIIEIECHData Processingfl ik T £
{3 Tzone of interest test& MHEHE T 2ok LRSI, B LT
FHOATE  ENRE, BRREBITN 7V 43 >nfzEnz
b5 rikrahs, A BT binjury in fact tests OBIE CHEE D
D& D HIRRBENFRRPESEEBNBEHRHET 230 TH S Z &2,
L7zh T, Bk ZonHguc k), ZZIicBw TERRR#EL & NIERRE
BIFRRIE, BEEBROEGZBRET L Z LIZHEL-2LNDE k-7, Lo L
Sierra Club HHNEFRIT LR L 2 8ICROE 20Tk, REHEED
BHEFHET 10, REAFVEBEEZZ JU-LZ 2B LT
ER LRG0z e R HRLEAC bREWEENACEENENTH B,
FHEOBMEILLUTOWMS TH 5, BREKERIZANLT 5 V=T NSequo-
ia National Park®iZ # % Mineral King Valleyliz ) 7 Y = —3 3 » i
MERET L L ZFTEIL 2, 1965FRMT~No v v—iZHLTY 7)) = —
va rHEBEBRNOANEFESZ T IBEELRIT L2, AHDOAMEEZEOH L
& Walt Disney Enterprise#t D iHE RN RN I N7z, 19694 2 A HWalt
Diseny EnterprisettMix#%atEI% 5 4 NIZ4REE3, 5000 FaoTdh 9, 80—
1 —DHIBIC—H14, 000 AZWNETHETIL - LA T2 - 7—)L - BEEY
T EOFEMHREBRZT LI LDTH 72, T2, TOFMEICEIEL T,
0 AN BLIEINA T2 —ORERL FOBRBLABEIC L > THFITEN
7z, BRIz Z oA 7 2 —DH—FRIZ Sequoia National Park% #BF 45 & v
IYNDThotz, ZZT, TDLH HFRICKL, 19684 6 AEIEREF K
T#® b Sierra ClubbERIBERED B &, LFETEFICET 2 £4TEUT
DITHBIIBENERTHS L LT, ESHERB L UELEGSE2 RO THF

MR % FEBENRRE L TRD LB THIF 65, Office of
Communications of the United Church of Christ v.FCC, 359 F.2d 994(D
C.Cir 1966), Norwalk CORE v.Norwalk Redev.Agency, 395 F.2d 920 (2d
Cir.1968).

45) 397 U.S.at 154

46) HtFE (RIBFE18) HIFIREHR6945140E S,
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Lz, 2eB, 22 CHEELZTME LW &2, BRERIEENFE -2
ErEEET, ABORELLT, VbW [A89FFZ(public action)']
EL RO EZ L7122 & TH B, EFMAFRHAT (FHEN) 2ik&s 2
B o0k, IR RS w2
SEFBLEEFIATIE, I LOTRERZOTEHICEB W TRESEBOMEICE
MATZH, U= #E CTSierra ClubNEEBEL2 EE L2, 2 F2T—
FHIZE(J Stewart) DFIZ L ZEEERI RO TH B,
[[E42Sequoia National ParkWIZEEI BB I NI EI0LD, =
BRESERIN L ERIBEINLD, DEANICEERT LR LYy B
BRI, koM R ERTAZ LR ITLNN TR EE
BL72, B ZNL ) LRDBENFAPAEIORE L DEEICB W TRESE
BOEM 2T [EE LENEE (injury in fact)] THEZI EICHALE
RIZ D2, e TEATHNEEEEICET 2 AP A Z0MhoflEiE o
Co TEL T 2ERNE, RBEEZEDADMOEE T EEERNOEF%
FERFT LI ZE 2B DHDODOH D, - FixliData Processing®E T, FiR
SN BHFZET [BENAENA T, EMEE, BREES LYY 7)) =
—rarDHEE] ADZELH B LHRT I LITL ), FREREREOER
BRI L 5272, L, BEBEEOEMSZ T THREOEE ALK
I3, BEEELZROLILEEIBELHSHEHI TE LRI L LA WVEVIE

47) P74 HiEO [2ABFRER (public action) [DER&RIZT 4 7 4 RBUIRAEHE
T 241< (Davis,66 Colum L.Rev at 659)43 L b L ERI L EN TS
Lixvniegs, WRE, TR, WRESY, Zo—RoVEBICEOEEAN
LR, FIRORELIZEBRICLEZREBL UEE L LR THLEEZLDL
L3, Jaffe,The Citizen as Litigant in Public Actions:The Non-Hohfeld-
ian or Ideological Plaintiff,i16 [J.Pa.L.Rev.1033 (1968);Judicial Control
of Administrative Action,at 459-494 (1965).
Raoul Berger,Standing to Sue in Public Actions;Is it a Constitutional
Requirement? 78 Yale L.J.816 (1969). KHZXL (HI#8FE18) HIfl 5 A 4 X307

525 - 26H, BMHEBC (A8E18) B AHE19E S 581 - 82E, (Al
157E) BIGM7E8485 5115171186 H,
48) 433 F.2d 24(9th Cir.1970)
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BEWMET LI LTIy, «--Sierra Clublz B 7 7 7 F 23 F D A > 03
—7*Diseny NBARITEIC L > CHFENERHVRESNDILEAI 2k
RLZh o724 ]

FHFZ L Btk Sierra Clubd E&EE 2 EE L7225, Hiki o
FicBWwSierra Club®» 7 770 % ‘//\“—ﬂ)é’é#beir.leral King Val-
leyDFIBETHY, ZDAL —DFREHEbHND = LB LT B~
TR FZET UL, Sierra Clubl3 B EBAE 2 B 5152 & 2HLHIC
L72™ %z CSierra Clubld 24Uz L72dsvs, FRKOEES %L, 2R
B LNIDT, FERGDTEBENL L Lot LihisT, &
HH 3 B0l o0 B s B B ORISR T 3 LD TH <, LD, 0k
DRI 2 BT 2 = L ICEBRL 2 E S NENTH DT

{0

o ZOHEEHEIZ
L7za59 BB Y, [AHEFRE:( Public action) JIZEMEERICI > THEESIN
2wz ko,

e BEHIFrIZzone of interest testiZBIL Tix, HEpHBEEEIZB VT,
[(FHkDFREICEL, FKxeid [FIZEOEHFE (zone of interest)] DERK,
T, ENZIIICRREIN TV 23EFEICHL CEB T 28I L
T, WhhZBEELIECLOTRE W EBRTWBENATHY, K
BEOHMICEL T, BTRAFOFERKBAGEEEZL > Twhnk il
25,

(2) United States v.SCRAP o
Sierra Club {2 EEIIHS HBEDEES TEL I UFEEERKITS
EEINDE Lz, REEEILZ, ZnHICEER#\VSierra ClubflEic L 72
POREREL 72, AMIREFZOSTHIC BV GEH RS EHH AT HE 2

)

49) 405 U.S.at 735, 738

50) 405 U.S.at 735, n-8.

51) Sierra Club v.Morton,4 ERC 1561(Sept.12,1972).

52) Ervironmental Quality,the third anual report of the counil on environ-
mental quality,at 251.

53) 405 U.S.733,n-5.

54) 93 S.Ct.2405 (1973), 412 U.S.669(1973).
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TLZbDE L CldSierra ClubBHIZ Rk TCBEBN LN TH ST
BESHOESME EFRFICEL, MNEEFEEES  (Intenstate Com-
merce Commission.LL FICC & B&9)| iA%.&ﬁ%49§ﬁ%157k%715 ’E«V)
bEEE S [%h/71% L HEE (suspension powers)J IR, EEE
DE LTS, F72F0K, BERE Bﬁi‘*&ﬁ(ﬁ (Natlonal Environmental
Policy Act of 1960, LLTNEPA BT )THESIN T EFHRTH S
[ERsERh B E(environmental impact statement) | 2HEEL b » 72,
WL, P3—Y -T2 b REOEADFEE L) BB RBMHREELE
ZDOHERTH 2 Students Challenging Requalatory Agency Procedures
( FTHRBIFR2 S ) FEE, UTSCRAPEET) »IRELLY, 4%
H, ICCRHEE L, 30> & 7 mEKEB REF MR L2 2 Z1s 50

59)

T, SCRAP(ZICCHNEPAICBET 2 F/avEHE 2 TR, 0 & ) 0BT

55) AHFIICBIL T RKEZXREMAREICL 2, BEBR, HE0FHLVWEBEN &
Hokh s, TESRBCBIT 3 ESEE—ARERSHSCRAPH R £ L
T— (5 4 2 X3075) 21H,

56) 49 U.S.C.§15(7)(1970). Z DEKRT 5 & Z A3 RN TH B, ICCIEE» A
FHZ VEIE, FEEBITOMNEELETEZ s TE, ZOMBMNICICC X
FEENEERYERL T Eabdvw, 4L, FOHMZ2BETLEHEE»E
ETHIEVREZIN TR LY, BEEINTWHERINNEE TS,

57) 42 U.S.C.§4332(c)(1972). AfEIZEED 2 855 tiUTm@ NTH3, Sect.102
EHEIIUEELEYLUTOMCHER 2R, 847 5, EHEFOSBEIZA
HORBOHICEKRL 2E(%2 5 2 5 EBECE NN ZEL 5 EA#ED
THICET AREFICOVWTOTXCHFESLHEE I, BEINLITHENDREL
DA LsXF foeeees ZIELT, EEHIBEICI ML sBRELZ ST hITY
LZav, B, #EFE 7)) 228 58EHE(—)] (BAWEFWLEEN
) ZE, LBZR,

58) 4 Environment Reporter Case 1312 (1972), 346 F.Supp. 189 (1972).

59) ICCHFHayEHEIc D TEESCRAPIZANIN si~72, £HAMLGERMEEIFIZ
BiER (recycling) MEADMIEZ 2 L 2812 EIF2 30 TH Y, HERDEL, %
D THVEH L WHEOMICHI 2 L HEEL T TEEE L NV FLCT 5,2 0ffi
BOGBIIRE > 5ALFE L WBERPENEH VI 2217 B E
BB LoHb, L72h-T, ICCHGERIABNRENEICEAL 2EIESE 25
EBEL 2 EBBENITETH ), FNTEHIINEPAOT TIIR B R HAEHH
BEi3nLgirnisg, $hh#xE#E51E72 v, 4 Environment Reporter Case, at 1313,
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Bk o THSER, BB, Vo2V —3>r b, ENEBLINEEL S
T2 EFRL, BEEENELNELDERDIDTH - 72, MBI ARMAES
Sierra Club®ff L KHIL, Bi#ts s s BiEMH (recycling) @ HEY
DEDIZHWEINLIEWERTEEYIZ, ICCOTELEELDS LET5%E
s a5 272, ARE, ICC, ShESHEN-> T EEL 2, BEEHAZ
ENZTEEES 2RSS, LaL, ICCH [#hh1% kM (suspension
powers) | DEILHICEET 2MEFRICEAL, MBI T L ) LEREL AT
L 22w EHBTL, EHENE, SRS, BEERIZAF L7 — 4
E(J.Stewart)IC L2 30 ThH 2, BT FEEREEL2EHDICH2Y, £
TR LS % RBIZIML 72,

Sierra Club¥iTld [FEE LB E(injury in fact) ] I2ITRBFOFIZE
DS ofE—XNRE - R_EE - ) 7)) 2 —32 a3 > Eofli LEIN
528, BHEOARDEFELHEZR->TWDLEVIBERLL - T, GHEE
BEOBEHTOID 2 L H 2 2 2R ST 37 i~ AR T
ZORMBITKRT 52 L 2lf~iz, ZLT, XEICHITEEY, BEEES
NHFESIEELFEL CwEEICEBL, [A#i3, Sierra ClubEHr &
0, BEHIXICCHENI DEBETHDL EETRINTHEITEICL-T, H

5riEN*Washington Metropolitan Aread KRKEZFHET 2%, H
BEESNSTOEERL T2 LHRL, A% Sierra Club%ff &
XAl L 7z,

BHAOLI L BRIZET 5B, Sierra ClubHHiikd NAENFEZE DB %
HTwZhwenz ko, Lal, FBHFEZEICKEIT TR BT 5 &
IFEBCEL LY,

60) EE(x, HOHE DI, LWL EFOXKRERZFBL, Xx>7, MM X7,
BHLEET-THY), BERMEE2FERLAC A EIcLNERIENS
BIE Loy, BOHIENFNL ) B REREBENFEEZEB ) Z &124 b L £k
L T2 A2, Sierra Club& X3 & HLESBEAEA 6 54172, Ibid,at 1316,

61) 405 U.S.at 734,93 S.Ct at 2415.

62) 93 S.Ctat 2416.
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[Sierra ClubZEM4 TEEH EER L TV TBUT DITE IR D
BRENH D LNTH 725, FETHBEEZL » TR TRITOTAIL, £
NERLY, EEACIILENEECL-ASEICET2L0THY), FKE
DRKREBEDTNCUCEBELZEZ2HLNDTHD, INVTx V=THEEDNDEL
WEREBRS T AR LNERENALZ &) L3, BRECBEXEEZF
AT2FTNTHA%, THRLERZMTRKRZE > TEETWRFEALETRT
N Az (indeed all who breathe its air)?®, AREDEEREFTEENE
RICL > CEEREND LRI L) LEBELERT A ULV TELINTH B,
Lo L, ZRBRerZBCE2oAPRLEL ) LHEERF->THWHI L 2HE
ELT, ZDEI B AROREBEEEEEII L AW 2T TICHLAIZL
Fzg wneee ZFNEIUARIZH L CREEEB*BET 2213, RLVAELSE
ErREOBERNITED, SR L kb 2ERT 5, Hxik, 2ok
LR RESFANS Lo eER WY, )

HHFTZEENE LA EEREIC b2 2 REBERIBEN T X UK T HIRE
FOEELZERT L LT, KREEFR - TEETWBRFRAETXTOA
—#F, BRI ETHALIN—DSCRAPERBRICEELNES
EBNTNWBEDNTH B,

L2 L, Sierra Club¥iidAHHELIERL T 2m<, HENREICH
L CROIC B~ IS REE 2 FE/- LdH T B,

[Mineral KingiZ 87 2 MBEORENZIICE > TET 54 427 M3,
HHLWAHHE(every citizen) D HFICEEFINZ L DD HDDTIE LV, £
NH3IBE|IMineral King=°Sequoia National Park#fEEL Tv5 A%z, F
P2A T2 AR AXF—BORKICL - T, TOHBOEBESLY 7)) 2~ 3
COMEIRHATHI LI b ARICHLTHA, EEMICETLLINTH
664)0_1

% bb, Sierra ClubHEHTl, FE LNIBENFEH MR RE &

63) Ibid.
64) 405U.S.at 735.
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T AN HEREIZ B BITHSEHRAD RS ES

NTBY, ZOBRESINHBICBIT 2 AR OEREERIRDLNTDOTH
5, ZTNIZHLT, XEHETIE, Tk ) LHEREEIZ LT VWET S,
AEHEM BEORE»LENREIC LY, M2 TEREN T
HHEHEBL, TXTHOARICHLBEEER2ED S, &T5 LREEHEBEN
FZ M &L TPinjury in fact testd A5 Z & DB L ARSI
bhZzFhE e s v, BEEE LI LY, B EXTROBENFEE »
L TOITBATENEIEEE %, BROBLNIZED SBED AICED L H 28
T2LNTHY, ZOTAL LI, EBROELNL GFEHOAZEET 2T 2
FTHBETDUHIE, REHBICHITLZME injury in fact test o R
I3, ZOBEZERERDBOTHICBWTEEELD 20 TIEALAIED
BRI 2%,

7t 3, zone of interest test!ZBYL Tv 2, Sierra Clubfir & | L
(, zoBE" BT, BEEEOEEFOFMAFNEP AL > TRE
SNBRFNEHBERNICH D Z EIILRDZETH D, & ITLEREIZHBRT
WENAHTHY, FEEEROHEICEL, BTFAF2EMLT AL ELTH
ALTwEWE I ®mENS, ZonalcB L, Bl L 72 Sierra Club¥|gk
BILUERMHES CRAPHHIZzone of interest test®¥ F5 A S HBL, AU
BRLDLEITWE, Loyt sntns”,

72, BHAADPROMLBXNTHWBEZELEEEN LI,

[AfETERENT 5B E(ISierra ClubBff L I3 B 5, FhUT, &

65) Recent Decisions; Administrative Law Standing to Sue, 40 Booklyn
Law Review 421,428 (1973), (L L, kK5 %o THEETHBEAZNT T
%, SCRAPYEIREZLIBEXEEL 2274 51F, injury in fact test IZIBREERZR DO
T BV TELICERF (unrestrictive )ic % 5725 9% B, Conservationists
Standing to Challenge the Actions of Federel Agencies,] Ecology Law
Quartely 305,313 (1971), Donovan,The Federel Governmen and Environ-
mentalCoutrol ;Administrative Reform an Executive Level.12 Boston Coll-
ege Industrial &Commercial Law Review 541,562 (1971) % & &8,

66) 93S.Ct at 2415,n-13.

67) op.cit.,40 Brooklyn Law Review at 430;18 Saint Louis University Law

Journal at 22,n-59.
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HBroonEE FEEL 5 L DIE, Sierra ClubEHic BT F11E < 5T
352 EBEEERBECZ L w3 2 THD, Sierra ClubEHT
I¥Mineral King Valleylxt L €, BB E L 5 2 25ED TEFTHEICE
LTEERLZDTHS, LrL, BB T, HKrld CEEELTE:—
—EE) BEOFRT IRBIL 2BEDH D, HZ AN F9 % b wiEh
7 [REE4%(a far more attenuated line of cuasation) DFEXBH L L
TN TG, e SESHIT—ME L EEE LT RELE D L L)
REETLZEEMALBLVERRT 5, oo L b A A, BEIZITEAT
B Lo THELZIT Y, FRRERICZIT LA I 2RHBLELIE
EICEFRL LT UE L L% D TH-T, BELNBELIRT LT TR
TG Thp v, woeeee Tz ldF o BEVINEBEEENITEIC L » THEE
EOBELZGSITADEERICASTEY - REEESZITLEREAET D
EHIMTT A, REEBRPER S L ETOHENR LT 2 REDOHNZ
B TH B

HRBROFEIZ DOV T WX, BAEF CORERILNFTEHNEM TIT,
FaA EDBEFDHELENLBHEBE TH - 28 0h, &N 2T TRELNR
MBI L7 L 5B 2, L, BEEEEREOREEZE R £
5T, BHOEE T e LCEESH, FrHTIns8ebbn®, &
BLELCHETHH ), FETIHEREELYT (1 RE FoBE0REEFRE
HIE DI RARAIC IR S L7205, h7 4+ M White) 13, = 02Uz,
DEBRTRDEIICHERTWE, [EHERIZFEENEERIC L HIEED,
HIZANZ 5L bW EPLREBERICL ETVTWw2 2 r28#L oD,

(Z DERER 2D 2 ht £E) , Mo, znki %
HEIIER, remote TH V) speculative TH ) insubstantialZe L D TH N, R

=

68) 93 S.Ct.at 2416-2417
69) Cohen v.Price Commn,337 F.Supp.1236(S.D.N.Y.1972) & {4 T3 T8k( Sub-

way) S Z (busline ) ¥4 D Fi7A B EIE (automobile ) DA H 2 B L KRIFL
PETHETHRRBREITESI NS,
70) 93 S.Ct.at 2416-2417.
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HEEILE D COWRRBTESR LTI ZWTD | &,

AEEHBRORMEE, BEFZROSFICECUEREEBICET 57 A b
%, TOBREZPRbE LHBIEZITHERILL TV B W2 WwiZs 9k,
LIzhoC, ZTHDEHICEZLRY, BRRFR ORI E & ZIcE 4R
Brihrd,

M, %ofofmBHpraik

(1) Roe v.Waden)

T AN ZITBWTIE, TEATS(administrative action)? & FEEH K
DEFADBEEBEOER L, FED 2 ITHEIFDITEDFME(validity of
a law or other governmental action)# % 5 3B A DEEBHBHFEHEIZX
BENDZ En CHERON TS EENTWE™, Lizw>T, THATAL
NOEERPBFOTHDEEFERICET 2 EEEBIC OVWTRE TS Z & —
—HFic, FEEEECE L CHENERZFOE 2N T b Data Processing
HEPBENEJITHACENEPRETTAZ E—2HBEH B = Bbha,
ZZTC, FTZORICETIRANHETH S, T%#XEPH@EE (Texas
criminal abortion laws) DA EMICE T ARoeBHLZEY EIF, <K §
Bmstsmziszsicl &),

A B B EE, HIRPORED L (Roe), THD % W KEFE (Does)
——IDWANTIEIRL Tk v, R RIBERNEEZ M2 HEE -
LTIIET A2 622 2L ELTw2—TH 2D, FESMALL
THAET XV APMEE K% M1, Criminal District Court of Dallas
County THIEFRE & F1F T 2 EM(Hallford) 2H - 22" B Roe )

71) Ibid.,at 2435.

72) 93 S.Ct.705;410 U.S.113 #&E D Wade & (ZDallas County D HRE (district
attorney ) ¢H %,

73) Robert Aller Standing,Justiciability,and All That:A Behavioral Analysis, 25
Vanderbilt Law Review 479, 488-9 (1972).

74) Tex.Penal Code Ann.arts.119-94,1196 (1961). #3314 F.Supp.1217,1219
(1970) B,

75) 93 S.Ct.at 707.
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BB, TXVRAPEEILEECH ) EIREEEES &, UE, RE LA
HIEDERI Lo TREE D7 T 45— MR EE S bOTHB &
FTELDTHE ", F XY ARG AR B 720 12 B OB S &
Lo TITHAN S HMEEIMNE, TNTOFEZRELETZL0TH), i B
Lfi%+m&¢%%aaﬁ§magmf%qu

= AHEH P, Roe,Hallford@ﬁ%:L_T%%w&L FHE2ETLEHICE
TRMAOKERIE, BESUEICL > TMICEERNE = & &% b IEFRE
DR ?é@Am%ﬁmﬁﬂT%étL F X 2 I RETH ), B
SO EABEET SR AORALE Lochd e L™, Lal, G54
RTINLHEIEGHIEITEINT, FITERBICL-TEEP LI N,
BIEEEBHIE, 7T AN —DWHERNIIEIEI4520) Due Process
Clausels & » TIRH#E S 1, THEETHES LD % kT 2 IBAOKERIZ
TR — DRI EE NG L L, 7 X R AR EE Th S & L L
L, BEEEE»EDSLNTZDIZRoeD B TH - 72, HallfordiZEEIZ B W

77) 314 F.Supp.1217 (N.D.Tex.1970).

77)  F X4 2 MR KA REICE L T D BT EBELRLIARNL LN,
g — U P EE(Ga.Code Ann.§ §26-1201, 26-1202, 26-1203.(1972) ) T H %

BE BT CRoe B4 L HEICEHIE MR & L TRES JLEE L 2z, Doe v.
Bolton,93 S.Ct.739,410 w.s.179 (1973).

78) 314 F.Supp.at at 1225.

79) ZoOEIEOWT, BEBEHFNE (77430 — R HHEICET A RER
s, L L, FoEMZRL GENBL LN TIEL C, HHEIBRIZCRTE2NT
Thd, HHEAKCIEWMORED (754750 —DHER — %EH) IZEEL
T bDTHA, ( 93 S.Ctat 728)] &ik~, PHICEET 2EBADENE 77 4
SN —DMEFE LTMEDT, BEROEETLI LN L DD, ZOEMNIHEE)
THY, WhHhIBETLMNOTHELHI LW ETLIRBEIELL, LirL, M
B % DHER 2 B L 15535413 [RA8WINOFZE(Compelling state  inter-
est) [HhBPENATH Y, Z0MOFRE Lz [BENMRE] LU [BRD
RE| ICBTAEEP DELLHRETH L & ENZERBDTTA 50— DR L,
FNEET MRS L I3 A B 20, EREMEZ =205, Tnfn
oW THOBIEEDHT, ZOHICDOCTHBIZENUSUTOR) TH 5,
(1)EEEEMO= 7 BRI, iz 2w toMoBflizkiEtyvy, (2)=% 8
Lligic e 3 & TEHRIRE] fizolz, MMz FRnum+8islL B85, (3)
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T 2 ) HAREIC BT A ITREHFRRO R EEE

TREHSLNFEBE LB EIN, hDoesiZ EEICHIT 2 L EKE, BU
BEBEERPEEIN:, ZHBERPARN-T7F5 . 7= ¥E(J.Blackmun)
DREEBEIC OV TCORBIILT I TH 5,
B2z xR T4 TENT 4 —, BE#E T7RAT >3 (absten-

tion) DREIEICHEHTZ & & L &) RoekrDoesiz [HHn&ERICE AT
ERIR) 20755 ) »(Barker v.Carr,369 U.S.186(1962)), ¥ 72 [#iE X
NZ-HBIZ S A WUBERICH 2RET, L CE2BENBRITRTS
LEBEENCEBMIND L) ABETEREIN T3] 7759 »(Flast v.
Cohen,392U.S.83(1968),Sierra Club v.Morton, 405 U.S.727(1972) ), &7 M|
FH BTz BT b Hallford ERRICK ¥ % hiHag K H B 13, FFFAZ M A (Plain-
tiff-intervenor) & L THEMCH L C, EHEHFA»HBEr» 5252 ¢
DELEICBIL CUA L 28R eFT 272595, - (RoelcBL Tw 2
%) [REREZEOBEB A KD LN TV E2ERKE DB ORE
#E8fR] (Flact v.Cohen 392 U.S.,at 102)B L ¥, HFRICHLE LI N D L
9 RS DFEE (Golden v.Zwickler,394U.S.103(1969) ) 1ZFiH & L HEET
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