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developments  the Law : Conflicts of Interest in the Legal / Professional,
Harvard Law Review, Vol. 94 no. 6, (April 1981), p. 1422-1426
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18 . .C. 208 (3)

(il

50,000

25



26
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Hospitality : A Case study in Federal Conflict-of-interest Reform”, Public Administrative

Review. Vo. 52, no. 3 (May/June. 1992), p. 260-268
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John p. Burk, “The Ethics of Deregulation or the Deregulation of Ethics?",
in John J. Dilulio, Jr., Deregulating the Public Service. (Washington D.c. : Brookings,
1997), p. 62-84 Stuart ¢. Gilman, "Presidential Ethics and the Ethics of the
Presidency”, ANNALS. AAPSS. 537, (Jan. 1995), P. 58-75



(particular matter)

" (particular matter)

(executive branch)

(participate)
(18 U.S.C. 207 (a) (2))

(18 SC. 207 (&) (2)
(18 USC. 207 (3) (2)

33



617 )

18 USC. 207 (a) (1)

18 U.S.C. 207 (3) (2)

18 U.S.C. 207 (c) (d)

Il

34

( ) (18 . .C. 207 (c )(d)

(legislative branch)

(legislative branch) (18 u.s.c. 207 (8))

18 US.C. 207 (g



5 .S.C. 552

(18 . .C.207 ()

(18 US.C. 207 (0)

2
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Robert . Lee, “Public Personal
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of the Administrative Process'. (New Jersey : Chatham House), P. 329-334; Glenn Stahl,
“Public Personal Administration”. (New York : Harper & Row), p. 329-400
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* “
! mo



Rohr

Marconi XJ 1912)

1952

11hid, P. 284-285

(etiquette)

Churchill

38

(18 . .C.207)
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ELBS, Lonsman, 1987), p. 269
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(censure) 19

2 (Local Government Act)

1972 (the Local Government Act of
1972) (pecuniary
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2’Halsbury's Laws of England, 4ed (London : Butterworths, 1979), p. 517
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[Sect. 95 (2)]

Keith Davies, "Local Government Law". (London : Butterworths, 1983), p.
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