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1) Administrative Procedure Act of 1946

2) Myers v. United States, 272 U.S. 52 (1926)

3) Humphrey’s Executor v. United States, 295 U. S. 602(1935)
4) SEC v. Chenery Corp., 332 U.S. 194 (1947)

5) Freytag v. Commissioner, 501 U.S. 868 (1991)

6) Lucia v. SEC, 138 S. Ct. 2044 (2018)
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“Since the Commission, unlike a court, does have the ability to make new law prospectively
through the exercise of its rule-making powers, it has less reason to rely upon ad hoc adjudication to
formulate new standards of conduct within the framework of the Holding Company Act” (SEC v.

Chenery Corp., p.1580.)
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1) Skidmore v. Swift & Co., 323 U.S. 134 (1944)
2) Chevron U.S.A., Inc. v. NRDC, 467 U.S. 837 (1984)
3) Auer v. Robbins, 519. U.S. 452 (1997)
4) Kirsor v. Wilkie, 588. U. S. (2019)
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