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Issue: 
What is the legal question that, when answered, determines the legitimate result of the case?
Rule: 
What law or test applies to the issue?
Analysis:
A corporation is obligated to report trading by company officers, directors, or supplementary members of corporation with substantial admittance to confidential information to the Securities and Exchange Commission or be visibly revealed. In 2000, the Congress approved Regulation Fair Disclosure, which was proposed to control specific divulgence of information by organizations to confident investors or different dealers. It requires that whenever a firm is opening beforehand non-open information to a concerned individual, they should make that information open and accessible to all merchants.
Conclusion 
The judge in the New York reigned that J.C Penny illegally obstructed with an exclusive retailing contract stuck between Martha Stewart and Macy’s Living Omnimedia. 
IRAC Analysis
If I was a judge, I would rule that the behavior of the personnel of JCP, in this case, was deliberate and was undoubtedly below any minimum typical of practices of a business as well as ethical behavior.
Answer 
Macy's initially demonstrates a tortious obstruction based on contract entitlement alongside JCP. Macy’s proclaimed that JCP presented MSLO to rupture the superiority requirements of its contract by going into an authorizing agreement in compliant with MSLO that was effective 2011. MSLO was identified to have structured approximately 900 items. The products were marked with MSLO symbols, which were planned to be expressed in stores of MSLO situated around JCP supplies as it is stated in the case. Having founded that JCP was capable of processing the items, own the stock. Besides that JCP generally regulated all parts of the store. For this reason, it would cross paths with the away from of the vibrant language of an agreement with MSLO and Macy's, a contract that expects Macy's to make all MSLO merchandises in Exclusive Product Categories. This is inclusive of MSLO supplies. Another reason is based on the fact that the court of law found that the steady endeavors of JCP to seek after MSLO and Martha were over the top. 
The substantial facts from the case above are a significant deterrent to JCP as well as other corporations from performing in the same way in the future to come. In a Christian perspective, the implications for the case above is that potential implications of justice are as a result of such interference by the court who face the menaces of uncertainty for contracting individuals.
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