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imposed
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In re Coopers & Lybrand and M. Bruce Cohen,
Exchange Act Release No. 34-21520 (November

}./
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Wall Street Journal, November 30, 1984, at 8 (Ingersoll,
"Biq Eiqht Firm and SEC Settle Digiloq Dispute").
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Letter dated December 14, 1984 from Theodore A. Levine of
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering to Clients and Other Friends of
the Firm.
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at least,

future

2(e) proceedings

that are in any way factually

shable

without

or sanctions.

findings
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Second,
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across
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improve
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in this context
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know that the Commission

any case where an inadequate
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substantively.

all areas of the securities
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to the courtroom
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in the old saying
willing

and settlement

in turn, will

and a broader

laws -- in short,

Thank you for your attention.
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I, for one, am a firm believer
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