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—Edwards v. Arthur Andersen LLP, 44 Cal. 4th 937
(Supreme Court of California, 2008)

1. FROME
2. HRERE
3. W%

1. HEOME

1997 4 1 . ARZE Lo &L, KEMHRBHCTHLHEEOTH ¥ 2
F7AAHBY ATy —E LTREA SNz, #EPSOREHRANZ, &
RA—T X —ICEREN TV L BEEM IR IS EA T 5 2 L ZHiftIC L
TBY., BEDENA Lz, RICHRT 2 RN ONE R, F7@3iE, (&RH
@) EHET 25 18 2 H . A TR 18 20 H I 578 # 25z |25t L 72
bOLFAMOBEMYRFEZIRME L 2V HRICL2EMEZHT L2 L3
&), (FEH®) ERE TS 1220 A, B THT 18 2 H M58
BEOVRBE SN TV 74 AR ZRF L w2 &, (LREHO®) EAKT 2
518 M. MHENEH T 2EMRE25]EH»r B2 e THD (LT [K
BRI ] 2 vda)o
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FIBIwEgE (i)

1997 4E72 5 2002 4E F T, B IIHEICEE L. B0 MAB X OEAR
G OFRBLREES-BE EEBLOFHE L EFEB ITHEH LT 7e2s 2002 4 3 H
WHBUFIZ, = oa o BEOMBRTHRERZERL, 6 H 7
AVHCBIBEFEEEZRTTHIE2RE L, ST E, #iFIE.
45 H. HSBC USA #: (HSBC) #%, ZDFXH Y 2 VAT Y Ky v 7 AT
FNA Y ==Y 2 (WTAS) 2l L. HED 7V — 7% &8 G OBE T
MaEINT 52 L2 fNTHREL .

47 A, HSBC I3JE &I 2 LAz, HSBC (&, #5055 #E#H % &
M3 BHENC, FEE L. s S oM EoRRK. s s [—9o ]
AR OB, WHROBRRE, HEBLUMREOEHEZHRHL 2w &,
Weti OFRERTFRNDW N 2 E2NE LT 5 [HEERIERFH O T (TONC :
Termination of Non-compete Agreement) | &7 OffifG & KD 7zo TN & FIHR 21T,
Beiix, FEE ORI E 2 A, HSBC 12 X 2% @& OEMICHZE L. 518
BIARMEFR RN SR SN D,

JEE13, HSBC 2 HDREMDOF 7 7 — L # =123 E % L7225 TONC G HEIC
BB L Dotz TNEZ, SRS 2ME L. BRRA 2 e,
HSBC {35 512053 % J FH HA L2 38ml L 72
2003 4F 4 A, EEE, RROBFAR T 2 S0 T 28,
Bih 2 R L7z (HSBC B X U WTAS 43R L7225 [t S L1k O BHIFEAH T
L72o)o BAHE, AESERILERIE A Y 7 4 Vo T INB0FES X O3
#4 (Business and Professions Code) (BAF. [AEHIZEHMOAZLIRT 5.) D 16600
FIERTHI R EETRL,

B WBCHPT I, AR E R R, B BE S 7z (narrowly tailored)
NETH 5729, 16600 FIERT 2SO TIE %, FEORELRBRT LM

1) FROBFWHF I T 5O T ¥ (intentional interference with prospective economic
advantage) &1k, BFEREHZG5EEO LD M AOFBEN 2 FE LOBRICH L, i’
BICTHLEEZ2 52 28E0 2L Th s (I ROFIEITH§ 2 REAT BT ¥
(tortious interference with prospective advantage) | 72 & & H\vibitb,),
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FZE) LDOTIE R VEHW L2 SRS UCBEDTETR L, PeaRgm sk it
. AR BEER IR 16600 SIEK LIERNCTH 5 & HIRF L 72,0

2. HpEE

— R, — e Y
(1) 116600 2]

(1872 4EI A ) 7 4 V=T ITIEZ, HEEEPREMZHE L72FS, i
SRR R T ) v s R) Y= E L, IEE—O [FHEMELV—IV]
BB L 720 oo LHA) 7V TINTIE BRI, (16601 5=
16602 42 16602.5 5:D) BB &, MBI TH 5 Jo [16600 F=ik. BN 725
B X OTHHE O BT S NI L EBORE IR T 5 L. F 72,
Fgcid [ 20U CHHED LOWSEINEH T 2 HELMAOHER ] %1%
5o
WEEE, BIASEH S  WEIT TR BRE SN %, BT 8%
:ﬂLTm%%@&%%%%?%tbmﬁkwiﬁ%iﬁﬁéﬁﬂ%%%:?
5L RDHLDTHD T LB, 16600 5D T T HIBE E LT,
M%) & LT 5b ] (Muggill v. Reuben H. Donnelley Corp. Fif:72 &) o Muggill F+fF1%
[BIAh & BT 16600 S50, [REHE O EERE 2 RET 5 720 LB YE
THRWVIRY, FFEHEDPZDOREFRE TRISHEEFDLDITH L&) kL,
[F720%. 2O LX) L HEICH L CENSEZHT] B, EHEH L BIRE
CHIEEIC BT 2 BE 2 WA T 5, LHIRL2)

B 5 1E 16600 52 O [HIBR 9 % (restrain) ] O X F 3. HIZ [$E1k9 %
(prohibit) ] OEKTH 5 LM THRETH Y. HEENZOWE. Wil F7-
WFHEICRHET LI L 2RI T 2RO EETHE I L, F72, H
5] (South Bay Radiology Medical Associates v. Asher Ff}: & Vacco Industries, Inc. v. Van

2) AROBEFIHTDH B AHEEFEEME IR 16600 52O T TEETH L7, &\ Rl
SV Tid, HHEOEH—HOTRTRERL
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FIBIwEgE (i)

Den Berg 1) #5IJH LT, A 7+ V=7 MEHFTIIE. 16600 1%, 617
T53E 0 —0RlEREIC L2 EMLTH - T, BEFHIRZ 5Fli 3 5 & B
V= VZFRH L0 THLI L2 TET S,

LA L. [BAEO MR Fr AR 58 0 . (HEE Loy — Vo % 7
ALY 2 72O U L2 B R, ) 16601 28 X UV 16602 S20BI4 05, Z s )8
BHSNAZHEMIIBWTL Y LVIE O—0 [FEEV—V] 28T 5
—J5 Ty 16600 5eid. FIWI DK 7 2 & > 1 — OHGE [HIBRIZ A3 5 53 % BAk
IL72bDTHAL I LERET S |,

[ AR R 13, S Eout ¥V A+ 7 4 ADEB IR
AT LHIEEZHPRL, b o THEORFE V) WELEITT LI ZHIBRL
o e L7285 Ty RS IT BRI TH % o
(2) [%59XEXIC& B HVEHIRDOBIS]

B 8 9 KA X % FR £H T A% Campbell v. Trustees of Leland Stanford Jr.
Univ. FARIZ BTG Ly A0 B — BB AT AMEIL L 72, 16600 521233
5 [BRVHIR] OBINEZRHTE2RETHL EFRL,

[Campbell FIZB VT, 5 9 REIXEEFEMATIZ. # Y 7+ V=7 MLk
EhBRT BEEIANOHBICET s aEy0—0 [FEMEL—V] 2k L7
LRROT=DI 16600 G2 [WEAWSE, WO E 72 3HEICKFT L L 20T
&9 HEIROAEZELEET D] L L7zl £ LT &9 K XEEFF [
FFHE, BB IERRRIC X - T (16600 SO ERICBWT] HEEO [k
¥, WHIETHE] 2FTTLILEEEICHBINS 2 &2 B35 HE
VAEE S 72O AT E LR L7 L,

[L22Ly #2974 V=7 BRI 8 9 RKIE X% R T o3k | R o
BIN R L T, RERENT2H Y 74 V=T HEHFTOH P, Ho XK
WX R TOBMA DT 2 LR L2 D% 4T, 7)) 740
=7 MEHPrE. T16600 3 HEH 2 W LARMWN 2wl X o> THd b S h
HZRETEBVEDRMONTY) v 7 R) V=2 LTWAHI L2 WEIZLT
W5 ] (Scott v. Snelling and Snelling ), &% 2 Tw5 |, 16600 4id. W
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HY. b LNMESVFEESAGETIRFAIZ b7z 2HIROAIHET S5 Z &
ZREMLTWoThNI, FKEEZOREZLFIIZTDLI LN TE2

(3) [HEEAEEITH LTy RS SERE R O R 2 FBHO BT D720 DF
72> Ll (consideration) & LT TONC & Okl # ZR T2 D THhiuL
Z0 &9 RERIE, JREFROIFROBFHARIIN T 2B THE LT
BB LARLZEND |,

3. WF %E

(1) EL&IC

A& BRI IS X o THIBR S % B S7 @)% 0 5 3E O #iPA AR < IR
EEINTWLZEEHHBELT, AU 73 V=T7 Mo [FHEL L ORREDM |
PWHEHEN WA HH0E) DAL 2o 72bDTH D, L) BRI
. 16600 Scid. TE O —Z BARLL2HIEETH 200 L) o CHkER
1), @ 16600 &D@MIZd 720 I 9 K XPEFEHF AR W72 [HRnv
HIR ] OBIFVEREZ A1) 7+ V=T HEHFT ST 2089 CHREER?2)
HHEE 7o 720

REPeZ, ERROQDOWTFNIZOWT D, I EM OARMEEER A O f
WP A ERZHER L. 16600 512X 2 71) 7 4 )V = 7 Mol & 3 _E o B
DT T, BEMIFRAE LIS 2 E 2RO TORLABEELRHATH 5,
(2) AUT AT REEOHSEIEAFFIRECOWVT

T A Y A TIE, B SRR (Non-competition Agreements/Clauses % Covenants
not to compete, Restrictive Covenants 7 & & EH EN5,) ORIIZDE, %< DI
TR LD C BEEZEIRIC [AHE (reasonableness) | %4> o TV 22T uid Y
BRI 2B L, L) HIBIESHELL TWb, Zhds, ARHP Tk
RENTWAEIEyT—O [EFMEIL— IV (rule of reasonableness) | Td 5 M,
ZO—FHTy —HOMTIIHEEIZ L > THHBE BB R TSN TWD, &
V7 A= TG N THIIEEN L ) ZHEERIEE DR L nE
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HIBIEFSE (HEH)

T2 58 & v ) R = BIHRBRZ BRI LT 0 AR oREN 26T
HHEVEDLELH Y,

BT ANTMETHLHED L OWERMIZ, BE B3 HE
(LUF WS, Bl E g 2R LT MKRES] L)) 2HIETL2HED
By BRI ICIR S e v,) IZBI L. 2@ 16600 S BV TIRD & H 12
EHTWD Y,

3) COBESEILO [HFHME] 3. MRAKRO L) REBERE,SHK SN D, () B3k
FRIC X o THRES N D REIELRFREOALE, (i) BEERIEEONED B0 W]
- I - P REFH B T A O YRR O 72 D B DA BRI 22 P T oE
ENTWEHEI P Gil) HFEHHICALLRAHMEZREL Thwnh ) s, (v) HaPH
HESHGHCT L THETH 20 2, (v) $5R2 A (consideration) 12 & » THEA
FOENTVENEI R ETHDL, 72720, ML [FEELV—IV] LIFENEEDTH-
Tdy T & o THEER LRI T 2 BB AL GO HARIE LR 2 ), s
BBIEEICE > T [HEEV—IV] 2EZ0MOH 2. FEBE [7 20 2585 F
200) 325-326 H (BASCEE, 2010). SeARMAE = WIFE—iF [F5HE O S8 228 20 403-
404 ¥ [WREAIS] (FFBIBORBIZE - WHEHERE. 2000) S, EHILEY AT M AV bo
§8.06 UEHZHITBIF 5 BFEMILIFR) 1BV TH IS WHFIEOBEE A ST
Who it s va d, I OEAREHTRERIRE Lo —ViZ X ) BB OEDHH
DY R RE BIIHEE ORI EY & BT 2 18 &R E L OO EICE T
BHERIE. §8.07 (BEEMEILARICHIT 2SN REFUE) KBV TEREINTVD
HHEDREINDL XX ZMET 27202, I, PRI BWCHEIICRE &
NTCVLYEIDODRENTH D, 72721 ROLEIIORY TRV, (a) HHOUITZ
AREENTT B M IED S H S 2 T 2556, (b) MAFHI R OE R %
Ml BV CRRERATHET > 72, (o) MHBNEOIMEL 2 2 K 4
R&AT - 7284, (d) SeERIIRASEH & 2 HIsic B v CRIEGH B 0455 2 Hiii B L O°
BHEIZOWTORE B AO LTI PITICO W TOMAEDIEL 2 FE L ) b EE
TH oY) &t LT %, Restatement (Third) of Employment Law § 8.06 (Am. Law
Inst. 2015). 2B, #Y) 7+ V=T HHIEETH 5 FES L ORELZILO 16600 5%, &
WIATAMAZ N §8.061209 (0P ERHEMMELRBE LoOV—VIZX (5] B
BOED| IZHUNTHI LD,

4) H)TF V=T RSB B EER ORI ZRE Lz o LT AMISENT [7 £
D AICBU B BRE TR OBEEAT OB« AAREANORIEE S LT RHiLBR
P55 63 H. 73-78 H (1996),

5) Bus. & Pror. § 16600.
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FERHELC & 2B 8 OBSERIRIZBE T 2 1) 7 4 )b =7 MO B

[RETHEINTWLILEZKRE, HOWOLMEHO ML LRI (profession) |
B (trade) F 721353 (business) ICHEFHT 5 T & ZHIRT 54 TOHMIL,
ZORY TEWRITH 5 1o

2D 16600 5cid. BTOHRD, ZOBFUHED VTl L EMB L OF¥
ZERTDBMERE LD EERET L E VI NT) v 7R ¥ — (FHHEIC L -
THIR SN AFERV LAY 2RO 0 Y LHBSH TV,

B L. (578 D872 2 b B> CRETAZIT > T
WER YD . S7EE o B & AL B2 oW T oS5 EE oL, EHEOBS
LOEERRBIHELIOTHLEEZLONS ] LHRLABILH L Vs AH
HTh, AT A NV=THEOT T, HEHEHIHSBINT 2MEFIHEF L, &
TTHIEMANOEELMATH S 2 EDVFHERIN TS, S 512, HF
. HEPLEEINSSIE (choice of law clause) (22W T, [H ) 7+ V=TI D5R )
%87 ) v 7 RKY) = IGERT 5 FHEPZITE TN T 51013, HER
PHBIRGTUIRHN I 235 ST 16600 S35 S50 1L FFR 12 B 3 % ek
SIEIELET DM 8T ) v 7 KY V=B bDTHH, LHRELEY,
FThbb, )7+ I)V= T N OBGIEEED 72D 1 ZH#ER: % FHN DA DI T 5
ztirTEarnY,

COXH AT F V=T BEEOHIBRA R, Harh /5% % H
LT, R BRoblEE Lomiorzn, BEREOHBIE S LTizEIC5m
) CMESELEIT T A ERMENRE N LR T 5 2 L 2L LCTRD,
HEPLP RN & ) Pl iy 2 TS T S R RiER 52 720 FEBIZZ OH
HIASFEIIN T OBFREFEI G- 2 7B L LT, MDY, st kb o A3t

6) See Metro Traffic Control, Inc. v. Shadow Traffic Network, 22 Cal. App. 4th 853, 859 (1994).

7) D'Sav. Playhut, Inc., 85 Cal. App. 4th 927, 933 (2000). See also Reeves v. Hanlon, 33 Cal. 4th
1140, 1149 (2004).

8) Scott v. Snelling & Snelling, Inc., 732 F. Supp. 1034, 1039-1040 (N.D. Cal. 1990). See also
Frame v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc., 20 Cal. App. 3d 668, 673 (1971).

9) /NI - HiI{BIE 4) 74 HBH,
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FIBEIwEgE (i)

WCOWTHIME D SRIE RS E &> TELZ D, 4 V7 —% v MEHAEE
D—RKPp LT 5722) ANV —DOFRICKE LHB L2 Z LA LIE LIZHH
Fancws 9,

DX IIT, 16600 5cid. BB F OB IR & o, WESEORTT
IR 228 % 5 EHIC L TV B, Zofyke LT, &t - FiEoiE)k
DL (16601 %) "V, FE[FEIFER (partnership) DRI DA (16602 5) 2, 4
BB S OMBOBA (166025 %) Y BED LN TV 5, BHlZI1E [16601
Feld. FEOWHEMEDTH S NIGE. FEAD. HEH5EH L 72Ol
RET XL L) BEEZBITTHI LT AR THAHHIZLERML
BETHL ] W LHBEINTBY., IS id, SBRSMHE L OFRERN O
WRHIERN e EORHMEICEH LBINHETH 5o

16600 S DFHNI RS L CTld, Lidofll@s: LofstolZa, Mo FEIc ik
DE. EHRMEREOLTEIES LN D H LD, ZOHIE, ROB)DHT
WY %o
(3) FHIROMEL

AP 9, ERL)DD 16600 5 & T F > 0 — DBV — L & DRI
DWW, [P, s zss L @B EomEtke HIEL 237 ) v 7KDY
V=DENTH DL L BT, FEHHEOWERITOMRNZIRET L HETHL T
Lx, HERRLTWw5, £LC, LitoflEdk Lotz oncid, HfED 2
EFEru—0 [FHELV—NV] ZFRALZD3DOTH S L7205 FHAITH S
16600 52 Z D H DIZOWTIE, #EOFRE RO L b > 72,

10) See e.g. Ronald J. Gilson, The Legal Infrastructure of High Technology Industrial Districts:
Silicon Valley, Route 128, and Covenants Not to Compete, 74 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 575, 608-09 (1999),
ANNALEE SAXENIAN, REGIONAL ADVANTAGE: CULTURE AND COMPETITION IN SILICON VALLEY AND ROUTE
128,37 (1996).

11) Bus. & Pror. § 16601.

12) Bus. & Pror. § 16602.

13) Bus. & Pror. § 16602.05.

14) Hill Medical Corp. v. Wycoff, 86 Cal. App. 4th 895, 902 (2001).
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FERHELC & 2B 8 OBSERIRIZBE T 2 1) 7 4 )b =7 MO B

16600 4% § BB BV — V] 2T 2550, TabbESE
DEMWLHMPIC L & F ZHETEZTET L0 L) PIZonTid, Hf) R
AN T D Y L ZHThorze AHYIL. 16600 5477 F ¥ 10— % Bk
L L7=MIEETH > THHEMITHE S NHESE THNIFSRISERK LW
EWVIFRFISIRA L e dr o 720 SIS L - T 16600 5eid. TE T —2 51340
S L7e, BEEMIERR 2 S OMCES OFRIT 2 HIR T 5 2 2 LI EEILE T 5
LW N—VEEDIZLDTHL, L) MIREEROEIH S ko219,

WICAH P, RRED@DEE 9 &Kl X 3257 EH Fr A% Campbell H:12 3BT
TBAL L7z BB ] oIz OWT, 7)) 7+ V=7 MNEHAZ %z
BHTA22E) 2 W Lz, ZodEd, FBRIcEo CHIBRD THv],
b BB E R MESIHFE TS 2 L 2RI PER L R wliplic s &
F2DTHNUL. LR ETE LR\, LfEL T 16600 506141 % 52
ODLHDTH b,

CORIZDE, FHBAFE, [0 eV A2, &2ToRBARELAS
FEPL T2 0L FAEOMHEE T LD, T o BORMHE N % 5EHE
LT, 2070, EHEOBERN~NOKE BHIRIE 0572, 17 L
L. EEo&BRA () (S LTHaafEElsld 5720, FiEoWM 7w
LA DOATEICT T B HIRAV NS W & 2 BHIZ, [BRWHIR] o s 2 v
Ty APSBEEEE IR 2 AR &Rl L 72,

Lol AP, Lo 7 ) v 7R =0 EEOHIR % M5k

15) 16600 5122 & [HHEMEL—V ] PR L72HBIE LT, Id. at 901; Kolani v. Gluska, 64
Cal. App. 4th 402, 407 (1998); Bosley Medical Group v. Abramson, 161 Cal. App. 3d 284, 289
(1984). My, TEHMEN—V ] ZERF L72HBIE LT, Webb v. W. Side Dist. Hosp., 144
Cal. App. 3d 946, 951 (1983); KGB, Inc. v. Giannoulas, 104 Cal. App. 3d 844, 848 (1980);
Centeno v. Roseville Community Hospital, 107 Cal. App. 3d 62, 69 (1979); and Keating v. Preston,
42 Cal. App. 2d 110, 122-23 (1940) .

16) See Radiological Physics, Inc. v. Hanford Community Hosp., Inc., No. F051734, 2007 WL
4555331, at *4 (Cal. Ct. App. Dec. 28, 2007) . AYFFEFRAH P % 2517 T 2 O REILREIRTH
Vol =R SA

17) Edwards v. Arthur Andersen LLP, 142 Cal. App. 4th 603, 618 (App. 2nd 2006).
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FIBEIwEgE (i)

IELTW3 16600 DL EITT 5 X ) BB - ZENLHRICL > THES
NBEREDLOTREWI &, VEFAEESIAEGH - LHPAOEE L A % Bl 3
220 HOTHENWT EEBMIC, Y 7 A V=T MR BRWHIR] o
BINOEREZRH L\, EW) VaR L7z, £ LT @I 9 HEaREH AT
DHBIATRA L7z [HNHIBR] OB 2 BRGICSEE LR HROBHIZ LD,
MEEHE (diversity of citizenship) (CX > TH Y 7+ V=T IETH 5 16600 5
AN & B FEAHIR BT AR L7286, Jehle L CORAPEUHES T
[AEWHIBR ] OFIAMIEE S v (2 OBISRDERD 57\ 16600 4eh%H S
%) L#Ex bbb, ZOMEIZ. Erie Railroad. Co. v. Tompkins - ¥ 255k L7,
HIBEHIITIEZ OFAET 2 M Tl S b kD (Eidks X ek 126
BARFIUE R S v v BEE Y 2D CHEE T OB AR S h b
72D ThHDH Y,

MA T, ARHPE, FRoHEEEOBSOES Muggll FE2 4 &%
FUAL. MHEOEEMEREOVLEND DI, I A R
BRAOLEWMYBHDLE VIV ERL TS FRERNL), 7272 LA TIE, B
WE RO VEML, FESFRETH LI N Lo 72720, FFICHET S
Lhrotze TOEIE. BEICH Y 7 3 V= T HORBIE X 2 BI85 B o 5e )
KXo TERENTEZLIATH Y, BEEMILIERA, AT O EME %
RS 272D BE R DD THIUR, AR 16600 SITEKXT % S D THW
LR Twa 2,

18) Erie Railroad. Co. v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64, 78 (1938).

19) AR POV TIE, &AEE® DL B HEHE = MG 31 = R A& & = S H KR
[7 20 HPAGERR] 42 H, 42-43 5 (H2EM. 2012 4) 2B,

20) Bradford P. Anderson, Edwards V. Arthur Andersen Llp: There is not a “Narrow-Restraint”
Exception to California’s Prohibition of Noncompetition Agreements, and a General Release May
not Mean What It Says, 39 G.G.U. L Rev. 163, 172 (2009).

21) Muggill v. Reuben H. Donnelley Corp., 62 Cal. 2d 239, 242-243 (1965).

22) See e.g. Gordon v. Landau, 49 Cal. 2d 690, 694 (1958), D’sa v. Playhut, Inc., 85 Cal. App. 4th
927,934 (2000) 934, Thompson v. Impaxx, Inc., 113 Cal. App. 4th 1425, 1429 (2003).
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FERHELC & 2B B8 OBSERIRIZBE S 2 1) 7 4 )b =7 MO B

AHPeIZ, 16600 Fe2s [ MEILRFR720F T A KRS, WG, $i%%
MR 228 2 2L L T 72070, BT AORBMRICIZIFICEH ST, fER
e AR EORME T 5 (LHD) SBEORFE LTS (5HO)
b, FHEVEOWMELZITTLNEHRLZSDE LT, 16600 51258 K

L. W& CTH2EHW L7z b, EEATIKEZEIET S (FEH) 220w

TUE JEEDT 16600 S:0E R 7 FIE L o 72720, [FIZIEAT 16600 521258 K
THPE) DEARHAPRTHI SN h o7z, BB, HEEETIRE 2213 24
#9113 16600 VT8 L 78w & HIIE L 2= BI A3 2 2,

16600 51238 53 2 R R HFRII MR TH 5 ARH P, Muggill FH1:% 5]
ML, BRI L2988 1o L CGRIEF LRI E VIR RE L7257
Iz owTh, MM SN2 § 2R L7 CHRERQ) 29,

PR TR, AR O FRNEZ Db ODHEE 5 /-0 Tld R
L BRSNS 2 [IERORFHAEICN T 2 HEOTH] 28b L 3 28%
DREFFBIHAEDOF WA DT VD ZORETHIHAEO BT ER S o 1
DTHhLEELEZE L OMORFEY [EREZVIET 2 HIOKEIZ X 2E
T2 ] D4 E OBIFR T, AHEEEE IR D 16600 e SUPEDSREIZ % -
7229 HHITH Do AR IR L REFAOKS L OBRIZOWT, &

23) Loral Corp. v. Moyes, 174 Cal. App. 3d 268, 279 (1985).

24) Hold, BIRESEHIE (pension plan) XDV T, BAETIX, HIRLETH 2 57E#H B
WP 73 P BE ;. (ERISA : Employee Retirement Income Security Act) 1 & » THA SN 5,
ERISA D38 % 52 1F 2 sBIRAR Gl B2\ BEE ML AR 252 0 5 LT B354 1%, ERISA A5
FICHE ST 2 (5145(a)o Z LTy ERISA Tid. — W@ E IS (vest) SNiz44
ZHMETRINT B e TERL R D (203 71<<a>)o ERISA O3ii [ % 5213 7 BBk AE 4 0
Yk, 16600 RIER T A28 ) hAREE 2D, BB, RHETHH S Nz BERES
OIS 5 Muggill FF (supra 21 at 242-243) 1%, ERISA Ol (1974 4E) DRiOH]
BITH %,

25) ZOROLEME, ORENOIFRORFNF GO WAARD D 5 G L E=H L OB oK
FIBMR. @Y 2 WG 0. OUMMREIIET 2 HNE T 285 0OME
T4, OUEHROBEOWE, QBEEGELE=FHLOROMRENGET LI LEZHKET
SHEIC L BMBATHE G, BEOEDATHIC L o THED S 2 SN EENORFE
8% TH %, Edwards v. Arthur Andersen LLP, 44 Cal. 4th 937, 944 (2008).
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FIBEIwEgE (i)
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