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The Dilemma and Outlet of Civil Remedy for Security Frauds

Yue Bing
( Henan University of Economies and Law Zhengzhou Henan 450046)

Abstract: In the practice the civil remedy for security frauds reflects lagging. Even the law provides the rules
for security fraud litigations the cases and investors perusing it are relatively limited which can be attributed
to the limitations of the imperfect legislation pre procedure jurisdictional system and the litigation mode.
Therefore the courts in China are reluctant to accept the sues of security fraud. On analyzing the reasons of the
dilemma the author proposes five solutions. Firstly expanding the scope of the cases; secondly reforming the
jurisdiction rules set up profession security courts; thirdly reforming and expanding the pre procedures; fourth—
ly reforming the litigation model; fifthly establishing the invested prepaid rules.
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