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(3) DR
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Ik @ aix, B & L THELG~OmAR < — s b, A
DTS IS O TEBHT 2 £ TRD NS, RE Sl
DFEILHETH D Yy 2D X 5 22472 DBENE & 7 Y PEASHRIE 12T &
MR VR Y E@H I8 Bivewn GERE) % IRELEASIZ, TiizEE

(362) Weintraub v. Hanrahan (1970, CA7 I11) 435 F.2d 461.

Pl ik A i, PRIZE LA S OFE A < £ TOM, Y#fTHEELIEDDT
WIZFIAEND, FORFE THS. 1-7 Federal Litigation Guide § 7.04, 7.40 [(United
States v. United Mine Workers, 330 U.S. 258, 293, 67 S. Ct. 677, 91 L. Ed. 2d 884 (1947);
Garcia v. Yonkers Sch. Dist., 561 F.3d 97, 106 (2d Cir. 2009) %5[/f1 ). ]

Ik ar 3iZ, BFEENT ¢ AHANY) — 2T DHICEAEOHENET D D%
Fi, BERT 4 AN —,EHETEDHE5CT2DDTHLDOIIH LT, T
M2 ka3, REDNTA TN LBNC AT D REAEOHEZH 1T 25 b DT
HBD, LHHENDZ EMNE U, Craing W. Palm & Mark A. Kearney, 4 primer on The
Basics of Directors Duties in Delaware: The rules on The Game(Part 1), 40 Vill. L. rev. 1297,
1355(1995).
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A TIREEARREOREE IR TERVWEAIZHASNS Y, —EoD

WM THIUE, HFEH~OHEH%EEM L T—HIIZED D Z LIFTETH
% (LAL, TOTOWOHEHEIZEMNZSEES L$5)% 28, —H
RS S NS OABRIZ 4P Z2B 2 TiX2 b2y (HLAE®

SRR BIUTER TEB) Y, 25K < DIZ PR 4o
WTHEHARSND ETOMTH S (FEM). KELLASIE, Pl
IS OWREND ETOM, BUREHERT 2 Z LR TH S *,

(363) Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. v. Sawyer (1952, DC Dist Col) 103 F. Supp. 978, 29 BNA
LRRM 2655, 21 CCH LC P 66862.

(364) 1-7 Federal Litigation Guide § 7.04, 7.40 ; Baines v. Danville, 337 F.2d 579 (4th Cir.
1964) [FAFH HHFE @A L, T AT D AN A LA 2 54 LR T UL L
NIZREARGEDOHELRA$ D X 51 % 5454 (it appears that), K]k 4 25885 T
X .1 see also, Bd. Of Educ. v. Parlor, 85 111.2d 397, 401, 424 N.E.2d 1152, 1153 (1981) [24
kAT, HAMEIET DI LR TE D K 51072 DN R ED DR 72 R (urgent
and extreme circumstances) 2356/E 925 Z L #EHE LTI ORIKE TH . 1.

(365) 1-7 Federal Litigation Guide § 7.04.

(366) 13 Moore's Fedeal Practice § 65.30; E.g., Smotherman v. United States (1950, CA10
NM) 186 F2d 676,27 BNA LRRM 2219, 19 CCH LC P 66110; Pan American World Airways,
Inc. v. Flight Engineers' International Asso. (1962, CA2 NY) 306 F2d 840, 50 BNA LRRM
2801, 45 CCH LC P 17767, 6 FR Serv 2d 1183; Jews for Urban Justice v. Wilson (1970, DC
Dist Col) 311 F Supp 1158; Palmigiano v. Travisono (1970, DC RI) 317 E. Supp. 776; P&G
v. Bankers Trust Co. (1996, CA6 Ohio) 78 F3d 219, 24 Media L R 1385, 1996 FED App
76P, reh, en banc, den (1996, CA6) 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 10875; Norwalk Core v. Norwalk
Board of Education (1968, DC Conn) 298 F. Supp. 203, 12 FR Serv 2d 1351; International
Asso. of Machinists & Aerospace Workers v. National Railway Labor Conference, 310 F.
Supp. 905 (D.C. Dist. Col. 1970), app. dismd, 463 F.2d 872 (D.C. Cir. 1972) [l kA4
DOHLTOFHNHEL T, BHINIFOARLEERET DD TIEARW RKHkms %
FETDHEHANZ, HIZETOYHEFOIRETRICHITE S X 5 icked ETHRE
HFELTWDRITTH D1,



2. BRSEH

B MR LA 8 DR 2 W+ DB O Z R, PR ILAS
DEBEHLAMTSH D 7. TROBEHAIZ, BF kA2 TS O FIb
IR LT, O AR EIEARE DR E 2 FE Lizhy, QL ADRE DA
FWEFR TR 2 SLRE LTe sy, QIS OFHIT X > THTHITH Y O#
ERECESEDD, OBAPARITET D0, V) 4EEEER LR
NERBRNY, 205 b, LI, REREOKREDSIHIEETH
A, FOMIEOARTERAESNDE DT TN,

OEEARREOE  BHFHZ, IRFLLA S 25T DL 5 OHIbHIT B
LT, HMAREERREOWEICET L TWENE 50 eERT 5,
Z DFEDRBEIZHNL CORBRE LRHT HDITH LT, ZORFIEDORBE

(367) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[1]; 1-7 Federal Litigation Guide § 7.42; See Towers
Fin. Corp. v. Dun & Bradstreet, Inc., 803 F. Supp. 820, 822 (S.D.N.Y. 1992); National
Football League Properties, Inc. v. Coniglio, 554 F. Supp. 1224, 1226 (D.D.C. 1983).

(368) Gerber v. Seamans, 332 F. Supp. 1187 (S.D.N.Y. 1971); National Prisoners Reform Asso.
v. Sharkey, 347 F. Supp. 1234 (D.C.R.I. 1972). But cf., International Asso. of Machinists &
Aerospace Workers v. National R. Labor Conference, 310 F. Supp. 904 (D.C.Dist.Col. 1970)
U kA DRBZRIL, AR RE DB & AR LW PTREME D SLAEICHE SN T DHAD
SRR OERIRE TH D .

(369) Gerber v. Seamans, 332 F. Supp. 1187 (S.D.N.Y. 1971); Karhani v. Meijer, 270 F. Supp.
2d 926 (E.D.Mich.2003).

(370) Hii 8 Gerber 7 — AT IRV THHIATIE, A A ORI H T OFREFHTH
Y, [REARE DRE & ISR O REME 2 Z R L TRl s, LHIR Lz, Pool v.
Northern 77 — ZIZIB W TEHINL, #E OIT 2B IR G ICEAROHFZ DO &
WS R DA ARG REIRT DI L EE D54, WKl ibamidiiash s LR L.
Pool v. Northern, 504 F. Supp. 644 (E.D.Mo. 1980).

(371) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[1]; E.g., Jews for Urban Justice v. Wilson, 311 F.
Supp. 1158 (D.D.C. 1970) [l iy 41k, [RIEARHE DB O I BEM: 2 B REIZ NGE L 72
FIUTRD B .
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EHSTCOH T2 H/HT %%, —FEBSI iz X554, EPFR&pkE

(372) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[1]; E.g., Sampson v. Murray, 415 U.S. 61, 39 L. Ed.
2d 166, 94 S. Ct. 937 (1974) [MIEAREDHTHIZOW TIEAZERET, dRRicigz=
BEMET, RHINCEEEEICREAREOWKFICONT ORI RVEE, —
J5 WA 1 1k 4 % 38D T 3 7 FeH T D P RE & iR U T R ECHI I O BB IRk &
%1 ; Norwalk Core v. Norwalk Board of Education, 298 F. Supp. 203 (D.C. Conn. 1968) [}
il kA & ORI LV FSLADE A ZIT 5 L LTH, 22T Tiddes omifilicix
A TH D, MEARREOHF I LA B FED ORTHRSEAFICT 2. ] ; Conway v.
Kenosha, 409 F. Supp. 344 (E.D. Wis. 1975) [HIZ NIXBIEAREEDO#E ZGEH L TR
WEENTERETH D, B NIHNEIC L DRI LV RENRIBREZTD Z
EERGEA LA, T RBFNHERSIOXH W X 2HERERED) £ -
v — EORFOARMYMEENLGE L Z LiTiZ e 59, i oXiimehERL Z
L OFEIZ B 72 B72. ] ; Conway v. Kenosha, 409 F. Supp. 344 (E.D. Wis. 1975) [FH3T
NORE, ZFeXxy 77 2 —REEARRIZEICEIND LOTRIT, FRLHER
ko THFRENRVIY, KA DI E UTAHA4TH 5. ] ; Westinghouse
Broadcasting Co. v. Dukakis, 409 F. Supp. 895 (D.C. Mass. 1976) [l il-#r 4 DFRAIZD
&, JREIEARZENSTR O S BN A REME: & RN RE O#CE 24 5 ATk 2 A L s ih
BR5BNEZ S, BIUBE LOHENOEKZZEFZMEREOHEZMET 5.] ;
Tavaro S.A. v. Jolson, 591 F. Supp. 846 (S.D.N.Y. 1984) [P EdipicnC,
D2 D bLiAZ (substantial likelihood of confusion) 13K 65 4 (b) T (1) 5 D ELA: %3t
e OIZ+53 R BIEATEOWE AR T 2, HEFIZED EEEOFEEL L] HTDR
[f TN DZEBITAR D i i X3 L IRIM &2 423" D B2l 2 HE) L5 HEg
FUZOWT, REWFFROREMEASLIE S NAUE, BIEARRE DO H D MR D -
TeZ &Iz, eGSR Uz Tl (preliminary relief) O&H& %442, 1 ; United
States v. Jenkins, 974 F.2d 32, 35 (5th Cir. 1992); AIM Int'l Trading, LLC v. Valcucine SpA,
188 F. Supp. 2d 384 (S.D.N.Y. 2002), injunction gr, 2002 US Dist. LEXIS 10373 (S.D.N.Y.
2002), dismd, in part, summary judgment den, stay den, 2003 US Dist. LEXIS 8594 (S.D.N.Y.
2003) [EHaAH, FitoE T H A EEM O NTIKEL TVD Z &, Kk
QLI E A = — OB EWGET DO OFER Y NT =7 2 HELTNDZ
LENGELTESE, UEE BRI LGRS T AVERE RO EE R D Z L
DNFEERIZ LTI Z L2725, e b, & LIRGERBAZRTNERY hT—2o0



XHEARETH B &I 208 (immediate) TR IFIUT R 57200 O,
QOARZEWFRREN:  BHE, AZBFRTREN: 2558 LT iudz b
WO BN NS DIEIER LA LTS, BHNT E0RERzHox, &

AL, GRHE CIXEERRE SR TE RIS TH D, ] ; Spencer Trask
Software & Info. Servs., LLC v. RPost Int'l, Ltd., 190 F. Supp. 2d 577 (S.D.N.Y. 2002) [##
WZERBEARREOWEDLGEE LR T fed, HREOSNR —HOE&HREL
BT 3D EEathicib3 20 LS 235380 HiLed > 72, ] ; Hempel v United
States, 90 AFTR 2d 5236 (W.D. Wash. 2002) [#Bi& B EREEDOHEE TRNI L%
BAWKEST D X 9FHHFTHTRD I EFRITRNT, FHINL, LihBid 23 A=
AREME A LRER T, 2 ORBAORF TRET N LA REENTFET D &
FALGEL THWRNWEW S BT, L T%H N L7, ] ; Tang Capital Partners, LP v. Cell
Therapeutics, Inc., 591 F. Supp. 2d 666 (S.D.N.Y. 2008) [NA A5 27 /) v ¥ —2tkid, #
ERIEEEIB X DR BRI TEOH UL TR PR 2L ka4 OB ERNITIZSE T LR
WEERBHFNICRM LTz, 2z &0 RFFRBIAT65 51 X 2 Il i dy id gtz v &
Ihic.].

(373) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1) (A). See also, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[1] ; Austin v.
Altman, 332 F.2d 273 (2d Cir. 1964) [FiA 65 Z1ZWiE T, 5% i%iE URE % 5 <
B AGE 2 D A BE DR EICE T D & & ONLFER R I AU IR 1l Ay 4 % %6
LCRERLRVEREL TWD S, RENRZO XS REUPDHERREONE &2
57255 2 LEGEET D DIl e Bl R EAEIICH R S ThiRngE, )l
1B ITHER SN, 1.

(374) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[2]; See e.g., Acme Fast Freight, Inc. v. United States,
135 F. Supp. 823 (D.C. Del. 1955) [ il ik-dy 4 UL P07 ki & 3Rk b 2 M fi3 1,
HHES U T DR EOFROALZR S TARRFIICE U 2 a7 0 & B W gtk &2 4
THHEFEE SRR LRTIIR SR, ERRLERDP S, ARHILA A ST P22 ik
Az BT 2 R RS H M OMERIT DWW TR B DRI E U TG, BFIERiE
X5, ] ; Natural Resources Defense Council v. EPA, 806 F. Supp. 275, 277 (D.D.C. 1992)
LR Ay 3 1A SRR v REME D SLREA B DB I DAIER B D] | see also, Doe v.
Mathews, 420 F. Supp. 865 (D.C. NJ. 1976) [{xHlikar4ik, 92 L4 i tidlinok
e D& EOMBEBTFAET 258, HEAIND. HE ORI L&k Lo
OEE LORE LHRT DILBEIC IR I NS, ].
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B LR DB LT 5 DITH LT, ZDfFAEDILALIT R LI E,
BHPTZ TN 2 BT O T 258 5515 LA+ 2 7, »2FMoO

(375) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[2]; See e.g., Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith
v. Bishop, 839 F. Supp. 68, 72 (D. Me. 1993); Kansas Hosp. Ass'n v. Whiteman, 835 F. Supp.
1548, 1553-1554 (D. Kan. 1993); Fairchild Semiconductor Corp. v. Third Dimension (3D)
Semiconductor, Inc., 564 F. Supp. 2d 63 (D.C. Me. 2008); Mayo v. United States Gov't
Printing Office, 839 F. Supp. 697, 700 (N.D. Cal. 1992), aff'd, 9 F.3d 1450 (9th Cir. 1993) [
JFEIR) (Government Printing Office) (D& D112y % 253" 2 (il Ik dy & O THE
RN T, PN, ARLEHIRHENE DO ILAE ORI H 2 E41k3 5 Lk, ]
; Berman v. Lamar, 874 F. Supp. 102, 106 (E.D. Pa. 1995); Crenshaw v. Antokol, 238 F. Supp.
2d 107 (D.C. Dist. Col. 2002) [F## 112 & B AR HliEArH DOHRSLTHETH D, FHIT
1%, 4271 7 F Mk OEZE B4 (Disciplinary Commission for Supreme Court of
Indiana) {2 B3 2 5 OFCHFE R 2 0 BT HIKICH D L O TBIRITHLICED LV D
DTH DI, i LIFAEYFRO LA (substantial likelihood) DILFEIZ KM LTz,
L O ¥IW % 73 L 7z.] ; Allied Office Supplies, Inc. v. Lewandowski, Cox & W.B. Mason,
Co., 261 F. Supp. 2d 107 (D.C. Conn. 2003) [Hh5 &k, BMAEIICHEERICE D
JE 229 L D% 25 1k (non-solicitation covenant) 3 S 17 % % 259" 2 (Ul 1h:4iy 4 % 5K
TEFHZ RN T, OB DEAZE LTI HE LTe 2 & B IBES T D2 FENREN
TRHY, BRTREEIMENE LT, RS2 L. ] ; New York. Kate Aspen, Inc. v.
Fashion-craft-Excello, Inc., 370 F. Supp. 2d 1333. (N.D. Ga. 2005) [#F{EkRE L ShD
BT OMRFeAS 1E % R 8 D A kA OFRSLTIZB W T, #eflind, (1) BEZERICR
WTHEIC AR DB MRS 2 2 &, () TR OFHC L, YEBEOT
PA FFEHIEORE 2 1T DL DS A E (originality) Z2H L TWRWI L, ©
2RENE LIe BT, MSE NZARZEMRTREME 2303 L TR & LTHRILTERETT
L7z.]; Am. Girl, LLC v. Nameview, Inc., 381 F. Supp. 2d 876 (E.D. Wis. 2005) [ ¥ A " —
AT T4 v W FE AR (Anticybersquatting Consumer Protection Act (ACPA), 15
USCS § 1125(d)) ER BTN T, BEEEME 2 I Kb 32380 SR p > o
KThHD. BEEIRAS LV AEERLTOVDRETTHY, ZNREERK 2 kT
LT i, LS Te ORERHR ATREMEDILIEA 2 S TWZR W & DKW A
REMNT2).] ; Schiavo ex rel. Schindler v. Schiavo, 357 F. Supp. 2d 1378 (M.D. Fla. 2005),
affd, injunction den, 403 F. 3d 1223 (11th Cir. 2005), reh, en banc, den, 403 F. 3d 1261 (11th



RHCBNTIR, PHSNBHENEATHSEHAICIE, AR
O ETRERESNF, R RB EOFEATES UL R, LEh
B ks,

@WEDLEMR BTN, LR OREOWYE (AN - TR
M) DREHRE LR 5720 Y, b LHIL AR 5 & i

Cir. 2005), and corrected, 403 F. 3d 1289 (11th Cir. 2005), reh den, injunction den, 404 F. 3d
1282 (11th Cir. 2005), reh, en banc, den, 404 F. 3d 1270 (11th Cir. 2005) [FL¥-< U T+
U A ROHDOFFE DTz b D (Act for Relief of Parents of Theresa Marie Schiavo,
Pub. L. No. 109-3 (March 21, 2005)) {2255 <, BlOBUFITH 3 D N4 & A TRPR
DFFE &R T 2T BN T, BHNE, WKHLEG SRR FIUEE R 1325
T2 L OFFRFHRTIC LV ET 28 TOWFITERT ZEAROKETHY,
NIRRT LIRON, B, Ta— - Tob R PEREDOTFIRICBET DAL
W71 0 Bl3AZx (substantial likelihood) IZ-DWNTALAE L TWRW & OHIWi &R Lic, 0
M E LTIRO3 HEET T, (1) BHE TH D L IFRHT RS BN (health-care
surrogate) TdH D &1 5 MBH I BH R DL EIHALIZZEDOAIERLIR N T4 T V%
R DRI AR ET D L OFTIRIE, FRBEELCIER & LTOEHE OfilEk
LoBEEEELTND, (2) ZOEMBLOHBORNRIZ, QRGBT T
IZ X VEYNTIRES TN D, (3) BIFFFADH LA (guardian ad litem) DFATIC & > T
S5 RH#E 25 Z Lid7en.] ; Wachovia Secs, L.L.C. v. Stanton, 571 F. Supp. 2d
1014 (N.D. Towa. 2008) [ %:4x11:% (Securities broker-dealer) A3 JCHEZE HIT 6 L TR
DR EZIET DA IE MR 2 RO IR BN T, HHnL, AREWERTRErEDL
FEASZR N E UTHISLTRET Ule, FISENIZHTFH 1T K 2 Bk L3 BE R & 2R
BOARNERAHC XD ARIEB A2 Fik Leas, Ferpnd, (1) BRI 2 < @ o
WM ZE#NT 5 Bl EH S X 5 Bt LNEETH L 0PN TH Y, £,
(2) HFEFZHSLADOEERBEEZFT L TWDER, HELIRENERNERM LI LD
FE A NTILAE L TRy, oMWz R L. ],

(376) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[2]; See e.g., Towers Fin. Corp. v. Dunn & Bradstreet,
Inc., 803 F. Supp. 820, 823 (S.D.N.Y. 1992) [AZLBEFR I HEVEDARIZ R L7223, 1R
BEEH OBATIT & 0 HSLNITRL 2 H 25200 D & ORBEN R S, ka3 A58
Rante.].
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PHHFHOZITH_REHELY SERTHIUL, BHFTIXZI 2K ik ar
BORKEXRTHEN LFHMT 501 LY, MEHFOBERT D kE
DHRERTHIUE, ZIUIGHAH T ELHT2 b0 LiHisns ™,

@n2E M, KHIEGSE2ET 20 E 5O HWHIE LT, £0D
BUENARIZ RIETHELZ R LRTIERS20 S & UIREIE&4S
ORBBIT L > TRAIBITRVEER T2 5 SN DA, BT Zh 2 KH
1 ORR & LT DEHB LGS 50T LT, Ankshs
B, #HRZENE, SAERE SR 2 L AT 5 O,

(377) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[4]; See e.g., National Football League Players' Ass'n v.
Pro-Football, Inc., 849 F. Supp. 1, 1-2 (D.D.C. 1993); P&G v Bankers Trust Co., 78 F.3d 219
(6th Cir. 1996) [FiRRH O AT 2 & Lo HAFHIZ BN TR L A 25Kk D Te i,
ZORERT MEIEL Y b X EANRFREEH DT DO TRINIZR SN ].

(378) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[4]; See e.g., Heather K. v. Mallard, 887 F. Supp.
1249, 1260-1261 (N.D. Towa 1995) [fii*FOfRICEBNT, HIREIC X D d IPE DLk
123k 5 AL AIAMERL & Sz, ],

(379) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[4]; See e.g., National Football League Players' Ass'n v.
Pro-Football, Inc., 849 F. Supp. 1,2 (D.D.C. 1993) [7 > hR—1 Y —F LA KDY EN
HPOBFICERT D L LT, R Scih b il IR 5 oo H 5 1k 5k D 2 Al
b &2 L. 1.

(380) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[5]; See e.g., Goshen Road Envt'l Action v. United
States Dep't of Agric., 891 F. Supp. 1126, 1132 (E.D.N.C. 1995).

(381) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[5]; See e.g., Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith v.
Bishop, 839 F. Supp. 68, 75 (D. Me. 1993) [ A>3 2 W DOBR % 25 1E3 5 Jiié
HBIOET DI RII AR EFES RN E SN, ZNRMRAR L LT DIRIL L
&N 7z, ] ; Heather K. v. Mallard, 887 F. Supp. 1249, 1266 (N.D. Towa 1995) [Fi&#&ic &
5 d IPEA ORI A FEF IR D IR BNT, DX 5 R MTAMICET D
L&, IRHLEAR2RRD bt .

(382) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.36[5]; See e.g., Goshen Road Envt'l Action v. United
States Dep't of Agric., 891 F. Supp. 1126, 1132 (E.D.N.C. 1995) [#HriZ, RIFEARGEDOH
FEMELRAD S, BEMAHEOMBIIAREET L & LTRILLG S DN %



QAL KLLMD A2 RD DB FEHE, TOL O RMFEEZITHE
WRHDHZ LITONWT, —In@FE (prima facie showing) 2 7z X 221t
B2 5730 5,

3. FHEFIFHE

(1) HALT

(a) Ttk

Pl Ar 4 DFE R IEEIT DOV TIL, EIBHER T & IThR A RIEHED D D
BIZIE, Y 74 =7 Meh b b 5 EH R 65-1 4 <0
H Y 7 g b =T WAL S b 5 B B i 5 LAY 65-1 4% () 16 %

W72 572, ] ; Kansas Hosp. Ass'n v. Whiteman, 835 F. Supp. 1548, 1553 (D. Kan. 1993)
(28R B DM F T B 2 A58 1E, IKHIIEG S OREE L HT 5 DI~ 15
Thod L] .

(383) Dunn v. Stewart, 235 F. Supp. 955 (S.D. Miss. 1964).

Pl A O TIZ D& B ANIAI A 321 CHINL TSRO 2 7o DT Bl 2
IMUTESEIIX. e ORRES S 72D O ANTIRIR S 25 (FEEIXEE OFEH %2 2
RENAR) . Levas & Levas v. Village of Antioch, C.A. 7th, 1982, 684 F.2d 446, 448.

(384) C.D. Cal. Civil L.R. 65-1 [Miifil ik 4y % >ked 2% M 4i1%, HISLH (application), iy
DRI OBRETMAEERRERETRE TROVPOIEORZG U D N L et
HY L2 UE 72 B 720, 1] http://www.cacd.uscourts.gov/court-procedures/local-rules

See also, Slip Track Sys. v. Metal Lite, 159 F.3d 1337, 1339 (Fed. Cir. 1998) [[hV 7 %
=7 MR AN, PRI kA S B RBR R Ay 24 L RN E L 2,
SO M FITERODIC 2 H (BATHANZ28H) 252605 BRELTY
%, 1] ; Paisa, Inc. v. N & G Auto, 928 F. Supp. 1009, 1011 (C.D. Cal. 1996) [IPaisa [Ji45]

Tz X B — 5 AR Ik Ay 45 @ HA 37 3 (application) & T i Y 22 1k fir 4 O BlST. U 7= HE A7 3
(motion) DHEHNE, FEUTH D, MG BN 7.17 &0 LA, TRELEGHHZRD 5
Niedf, Pz a4 O LT (application) IX BRI BRI X S22 PSR 5
e 111

(385) N.D. Cal. Civil LR. 65-1(c) [P ifif) 28 k- A O HISL T O H I’ A& 5 L 72 B



T A Y T EHEHII T B P kA 4y & ARk a4 D FE S T (6)

WFEEHBH R A4 (order to show cause) IT X D Z L &M L TWBHR, =2—
T — 27 P XS A A 7.1 4% () 36 % 13 B R B R A 4y
ERIATE DD E L, I3 o MR M5 #eH i i 5 BRI 65.1
4O FIHIBBIRG AT LD T EEFE LTS,

(b) FRHIFEH

TR EIGT 256, HTEHITEHNR (ROFRR L ZORMNER) &%
LT R ST, ZheR2LHNETENTENDZ EhnH DY,
MRRICONT S, EBARNCTHNZEILGSORE LK THD. HDH

HBRM AT LD Z LR LIT, WD IIEG S b EE SN2, 1], http:/www.
cand.uscourts.gov/localrules/civil

(386) N.D.N.Y. LR 7.1(f) [M45#1%, BEIE LT, HIALE (Notice of Motion) X 1% EE
HHBER A AT X 0 il ik 2 sk 5 Z L3 T&E S, 1], http://www.nynd.uscourts.gov/
References.htm

(387) E.D. Mich. L.R. 65.1 [Tl 1l 45 B OV P25 ik 4 OFERIZASL O FISL TIZ &
R 59, HEBHRGHITE > TidZe 57220 1] . http://www.mied.uscourts.gov/
Rules/LocalRules/civilRules.cfim

(388) Steward v. Hotung, 77— A%, HEHFEBEHMOFHAER (5L 2, BEHERFRBEHOD S
EAOiEER L et () 1Tk LT, FHSTEROASEEET S 2 213 T
AV Jp Bk (Americans with Disabilities Act) e ON#EIEE IE 14 5 D P25 HIT # K
T5& LT, HERMGRFREMNEH NI LI FETH D,

B, EA~OAGE &SRR DA kS & sk 7o, MBI — BARH 1k
MR ERDE, FROMUROBER RN oI LTINEER & Lie, #EN
DHSLTIZ &0 R MBI & B IBHCHI N IR S T B, 5 13 ka2
DO HEZRFEFHITE DR - T BROERITIZRBEM b ORI, FRiR,
BEHR, /5, MAERLEEEDOINIEREESNTND), S, Akl
AAIMNEHIIC LV R & SN TRY, RIGHEHETH - 7c& LThH, BikowEk
PEOHBHTIZEERR TH B0 S HEMOBLENTR Y, iR 7z, Steward v. Hotung, 2004
U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13753, *9 (W.D.N.Y. May 14, 2004).



HIATIE, — RS OB T2 T 5581, o Z0RBE2ERL
T3, YRGB LU OEE TR T 2T S HDDT, *
DFAFT OIRAN 2 +oM FAET 2 TR H D P,

(2) #%n

(a) B

L1k Ay 4 D HIAL TIZ B3 23BN, — Il R AR A BLHI654% (b)
(1) %% ST S, L L, EIEMORIEES oMK %2 LT
WBHZ EbdD Y, Ak dr A oA B2 R R R AR 65 4% (&

(389) United States District Court for the Central District of California L.R. 65-1; United States
District Court for the Northern District of California Civil L.R. 65-1(a) (3).

(390) Bl ziE=w T RINHIBCEFCH S5 Ff T U, 8k e — IRk & & 5k 2
BEOHN R EETHAIED, 1L AR (information sheet) DFEHI & RKD BN D,
United States District Court for the District of Colorado L.Civ.R. 65.1(C).

(391) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1).

(1) s@sn7e Loodgs #HHNE, LR OBRAICRY, HFH L FE ~OEE XI5
T XDl LT G R 2R T2 2 MR TE D,

(A) TR LEEOERERST DI LA TS DRE VAN, s onEARED
B, BHISOIBESHLNCET 2 2 &A%, SEEHRE I EEE S AT R
SNTHFEDFRENP LA THDHLET, 0,

(B) AL NMUBREARBEIADS, W% T DI DIT T > 7B A B Bk RE T
PRNEI & T & 0 REM L e G

(392) 7R ¥ —MEE v KV A FEHT (Criminal Court for Davidson County) i3,
Nelson R5eHHEXITDNEDOEEEIT o L RSN D FLITBNT, Jiak a2
o —HIIH LA R 2RO e, EOREENNE, ZoRFIkasE NI4TV E
THREFES T 282 DM A% Lic, Nelsoni, Mk O LUZMBIEDHALT
LT, AR ENl, #4528 L3R (extraordinary appeal)o 7~ 3 — MFERREC T I,
[l iy 48 RE () 28 1k Ay 45 (temporary injunction) &9 X 0 Rl ik dr 4 & GG 32 D23
W) TH D E L 1T, Af)==a—3 > A (public nuisance) % {5 1l: X & 2 il ik Ay 45
OFEMIZEELTIE, 720 2 —MMEHHE 2955 3 75106 5% (a) JH (Tenn. Code Ann. § 29-3-
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VCZIUTHL T DM OB OBAIIARIR DD TH > T, DR
%, BB L 220D LIRS TV Y, BN, R ka4

106(a)) OFBMEFICHEDLRIZR 5T, FECEEAN=a—F 22 EsE5
Ieflibdr sz ER) Bk N3 edEcim L2 sne Lt b
FTAT VBT OMA R & Lic, [5731 0 —MIERAE 293 5 106 52 (a) THOW S
PRERIZ, =a—¥ 2% [EL-HIR] L TEhafrbin s Lidy oA
bl bT itk ) BEkT DN, HE~OBAMEERTLLNS 2L TH
Do MEERIERICT 3 — MR 65 MR S NP B Lo T, ZOEGFEMN
EHINDHOTIEIARV. R, 73 ¥ — MRFFB 65.07 501345 TAMMOBIE
W A Ao b AR HAET D HIEE EOBUEIZE S I EREL T0D, TRV —
HIEFRHLAN 65.07 S OMAREZREBIEZ D X 5 R HilEE EOBEDHERTH 2 DI,
R OAEHUL S H BT OMENZN 2 REIC IR R DD L TH DO TH D, LEB-T
TAE, TR —MREFHI 65512 - T= 2 — W v A% 581k 2 IRl ik dy 4 % B
B3 B HERNIL T X & — MIEAAE 29 3 7 106 5% (a) THD 5 H i 0@ B I fE b i
BREBRNDO LTS .
State ex rel. Dean v. Nelson, 169 S.W.3d 648, 651 (Tenn. Ct. App. 2004).

(393) American Can Co. v. Mansukhani, 742 F.2d 314, 324 (7th Cir. 1984) [[#10]65%% (b) I

ORI, BUTEEIZREER R EN TV D O TIER V. ZiUuE MR

SNz, BEINDIREQGAMETH D, 26T U TEEEKRSETIER W]
; Ventura v. Krugielki, 1994 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8545, at *3 (W.D. Mich. Apr. 14, 1994) [TJ&
F 3 R IR LT 65 5 (b) THOMEBUE &8N LTe Z & 2 d itz & $#2R
LTWRW, ZDRENE, ZNOHTHRH LGS ORLTEHN N SREE25]]
; Garcia v. INS, 2002 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 15395, at*5-6 (D.R.L July 18, 2002) [4&1EHi#% DUL
BEN, WE3 ENTH Y RBRE» SRS ERITEZ T2 LT, HBIERVH
141E1E EOMERMRE 2 B i ICFRR 242 L, o TR G 2k Tz, HeHnd,
JRAEITFRRIZ B T DHE O ERAREEFR R A L TR 53, £78l65 5
(b) THOBME D TE L TWRNWE LT, B TEH N L. #Hin NEE,
H OO TEWHIGRAT 22 0IC ED X 5 Bl d & o TeOhERLTHRN,
Eie, B ETRETRP - THEEEHH LI TH R Lk, ]; Thompson v.
Ramirez, 597 F. Supp. 726 (D.P.R. 1984); Grine v. Coombs, 214 F.R.D. 312, 322 (W.D. Pa.
2003); San Juan Cement v. Puerto Rico Cement Co., 922 F. Supp. 716 (D.P.R. 1996).



%KD D EDGERAT AT D mEa i LTV A 5E, IHlikdas
DOHINLTIZ BT 2 AT 5 Fp 1~ B A 5 S0 RN R S 1T D THRE 1
7REKIF 31X %2 & 7220 (will not tolerate gamesmanship) ™Y,

(b) 2720

FITF 1 A A BRI B R & 2 DT 3 WL & RIS 5 b DT
PR B8V, BRI LE & SNB IR, II RROBH 5 g
ik & ARSI E CIRIRIC A ) 2 R 5 PO R & TILR
75,

(394) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 221.

Rehau, Inc. v. Colortech, Inc., 7 — RIZRD X S RFELTH D, &N, ALSHHIAE
TRESNICREA2 NITODEF & B> TRV AES ST ETHLLLT, T
TE S AT S Bk O FEfil 2 IR 5 R ka4 AT 6546 (b) TH) & OV B $27R 4
4 (order to show cause) % 3Rk ¥ %5 —Ji B ZHI N7 T (ex parte emergency motion) %175
Teo WAL, WMFEEMIZ XY, FEMAORKEEIT o, HHINX, ZOX 5k
L6545 (b) HOBRT DR OB Zic SNz &, RUZED X 5 it Aot
FERBIZRIEARRE OB AR LR W E LT, HNLTEEIT Lie, B, Hak
TR IARH 11y 4 D HISE TIZ DWW THIN654% () THORIE T 2 # A 7 D3%3E TR
L b7z, Rehau, Inc. v. Colortech, Inc., 1991 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8184 (W.D. Mich. June 14
1991).

Baron Atl. v. Marrow, 7 — &A1&, Jifi (3—ua v ROEE a7y 3 07/ aE—
=) N, WiEHwFOMA TS [The Harlem Gospel Singers| 1% C O AT 5 igie
MORETHZD LEERLT, HERFRI—m vy YT —CHAZMHTLZ L 25
IEF Bk B & RO HETH D, HHITL, RERNIEARE O E DL E
LTWRNWZ &, 65% (b) HOMMBEM AT S oTcl b, REEMBL L TH
SETHEENN Uleo Eeplim, NSRBI, B H OB ka2 B+ 5 £ v
=V ERHEEMRIANCE - T b, SR O 10 7 AT HREEE
D178 &M > TWIZRIIZBWT, 0 & 5 2K R178) (gesture) 13654 (b) THD
SR A T LTz 2 L1272 B s &7z, Baron Atl. v. Marrow, 898 F. Supp. 242,
244 (S.D.N.Y. 1995).
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(c) AN D LB

il ka4 2788 B e dicid, R E U CHISTART S~ 3@ k23 uf &
f%é“”oL#L,@U%%ﬁwﬁﬂﬁ$%ﬁ%6%ému,ﬁﬂ%&
FIeARERT LR TEL Y,

(1) BAOEMICETEF 2 —7at A LoOME  IRELE&aNZ, N
SEATRREIMNT IS < i B E R R HIC L2 FH TH B2 TR, —FHY
FEODADEREZENTRET DD THH D7D, HTIH~DOTHIRE
DOREA P2 LRI B L RITdA & 725 %Y, & D EH X

(395) P71k B IOV THUE S LTzl (BRI 65 4 (a) TE) & AR ka4 3@ %0 (1]
S (b) T 1F, ZDILHE L7 2 BF OB RHPH AR D 728, AR A ERIR T
B 5 VI LS O, FEAH% 14 H THWET 52— i a sl ka4 oiisn
X0 %, JVBERFHESLELIND,

CIENA Corp. v. Jarrard, 77— AT BT 43K B XFEFFREHTIZR O K 5 1Tk~ Tz,

FHLAN 65 4% (b) TEIZ, HiS A~z Lz 10 A (BUTHRITIX 14 BB ol
A ZRDTND DO, WIFERRY OMETRETH D LOEHEAALTND,
WIFIIRE D & 2 Kk iE, Pt~ EE W HN ORI LV T D2 &
BTE DN, R &R SN ML, B X 0 m oz U
WIRY, 2 HETO@BEANZHEN T H OWE LERD D Z LR TE S, SeeFed. R. Civ. P.
65(b). THZ LA S XWIEHIRA 2 <, 20 4] BiidEic2ibaso 3§
A) BN OBEEE UM DR % SO U HE 1025 2 2 T2 OB BLET
HBo - ST, BB LIC BN BRI N e NZEEaSIE, 10 HRIZBR -
TH#ET 2 HLE HIZ10 HHOERIZWRETH D (BUTHRAITIZ14H &5 5]).
—7C, seeFed. R. Civ. P. 65(b), #EHIRDO PR LMHIE, KA Y HEiT[-437mR
AR DMENZ 7R S L 2 lME G- 2 T RITIY , B8k 3 2 2 LR TE D, seeFed. R.
Civ. P.65(a).] &ifi~7z, CIENA Corp. v. Jarrard, 203 F.3d 312, 319-20 (4th Cir. 2000).

(396) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.34; Western Water Management, Inc. v. Brown, 40 F.3d
105, 109 (5th Cir. 1994).

(397) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1).



MFHOT 2 —7 vt 2R ZBH &3 2 Bagiast UT, AR E ka4 Nl
FORBNZ AT B (rooted in antiquity) | T & DHR BT, JHEIZA R
Wiz G2 21D ZOL S R mHBLETEH D, L LTIOMED
HMEERBDE D, LA LERTS, —HRRFLLGSORMIT T4

(398) Development in the Law, at 1060 [FFHIRIE X TH DT TR —HNTH D79,
IRENE A X PR 2 IR X0 b S iz R LTEk, - - - Kl
1ERE, RO NIRRT LRCHFIEI N, KmOBREH X bND T LDRnE
1A KD WIS RS D WREEAH L T0D, S HIT, —HNFHiE L #%
MRAMVIES K REFRICOVWTEEER B S LT RNWZY, FddiE OB OFE
L7200 5% (Note, Temporary Restraining Orders, 40 KY. L. J. 98 (1951) #5[H) 1.

O XS BRI, PRI T GEikd ) BRI SRR,
ZbZ b IRHEIEGRBFIHTE 200 LW BT DN L7257z, Id. [Frankfurter &
Greene, The Labor Injunction (1930) at 63-65 2 5[ . ]

EBIE, PN T 2 — - e REM T L ORBERERIT D WEE LR
HLTWnd, REMNRDDOLE L TROFHIHET Hi 5, Sniadach v. Family Finance
Corporation of Bay View 1969, 89 S.Ct. 1820, 395 U.S. 337, 23 L.Ed.2d 349 ; Boddie v.
Connecticut 1971, 91 S.Ct. 780, 401 U.S. 371, 28 L.Ed. 2d. 113 ; Fuentes v. Shevin 1972, 92
S.Ct. 1983, 407 U.S. 67, 32 L.Ed. 2d 556 ; Mitchell v. W.T. Grant Company 1974, 94 S.Ct.
1895, 416 U.S. 600, 40 L.Ed. 2d 406.

Fuentes v. Shevin 7 — ZIZR VT, Stewart B IE. 50 & BERNIZ A I Bk S iz
KThIWEERR Ui (AR, SEESRSYZE - FRET 5208 Ok
BB L EMMEEPIGECEDHENRDVRDZ LERLTND).

Mitchell v. W.T. Grant Company 7~ — AIZRWNWT, sk, —E O Tl R e
Ul ETRARMIZB W T ELZ — TN E LIS 25 2 L 2RD S HlEd %
IR IER LT,

(399) Buchman v. Smith, 136 N.J. Eq. 246, 248, 41 A. 2d 262, 264 (Ch.), aff’d, 137 N.J. Eq.
215,44 A. 2d 179 (Ct. Err. & App. 1945). See also, Development in the Law, at 1060 [
IR L, BTSRRI RNIREE & 5 2 D DIC LB RE AR DM — DT
BThDGE, FRERBETL2ORAAROFERLRD, RN EIITHEsSh
5 Iph, WEINCERENZ S RIGE, XITEROBE =8I EINZ 5 wf,
HIEDITEIR LI L 72 D0 2D X 5 RIBE BRI A LA S OHISL TOEMETIUL,
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O G FFICEHN 2 55 & B OB %25 2 AN EE 27 T
B ENWHERE, Tk OEFEFERICERM) L, ERHEEHO/ERSK
XV, BKARTELEDO T TOLAD bRRTFIIER RN, iz,

WrZe B8 D525 2 ERTE R NWEREIZHG D (Slote v. Tenebaum, 32 Erie County
Legal J. 314 (Pa. C.P. 1949) % 5[f)].
(400) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.32.

Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers, 7 — AIZRBWT, FHefl
T, THLAT65 45 (b) T — Al ik dr & OFIH 2 L < HIBR LT 2 I, #34¢
D 24 2 H TG BEA 755 & R OMER A b 2 D RN BB HEE A LD v S
BRFEA QI LRI L T2 (EREER]), L0 HEORMTH S,

JT BRIk Ay 4 1%, B 21X Carroll v. President and Comm'rs of Princess Anne, 393 U.S.
175, 180 (1968) DHEED L 51T, HDRIUTBNTHLPNTLITH D73, WIEO
TTIE, EEHEHS ETOM (Zhe@z TIRHRW) ICRERIRET, JUR
HHERE LA RE DR EOFEZB LT 2 Z L ORICFISNDZRETH D] Lk~
7z. Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers, 415 U.S. 423 (1974).

American Can Co. v. Mansukhani, 7 — ZIXIR D X S RBLRTH D, &5 HIL, O3
BEROZOFENHC O HEME % A IE ] (misappropriation) 325 Z & 225119 % k
AZE LA B e, JRE DIXZE 0%, #HELREIEGFOLFITER LTS & X
iR U CT— LA A A DS EG AR Uice 7« A3 & 2 SRR DG 5
HeHnL, WEOBRICY =y b - A V7 &RET D Z & ILT 25— R il
Ay BOBERREEG SICEM SN TW DRI Lic A v 7 OlR5e =281k 2 Pl
IR S ERO T, LA, #fm#id, — sk d o 25w 5 hEM IR
Pofe L LT, WKbM aORMEIALThH - LifmoT,. EHig, FEHITA
EEFATREME A L CTE 5T, ERAIEMTOLFITHRE LTETRY 655 (d)
HOEREM S RNE LT, PMZEIEGS DI N L. KANZEIEGSIZD
WL, JRE S OEIEDE M (genuine trade secrets) DIREE L LT 2 RE TREB
FhCTHD & Lic, MiEMARIEE D Til J) 72 R E (extremely powerful weapon) &
RV XBDT, ZDX 5 RGP HINTEE SIS SN D fEmbEsEy (B
WEEH ), See Walker v. City of Birmingham, 388 U.S. 307, 330, 87 S. Ct. 1824, 18 L. Ed. 2d
1210 (1967) (Warren, C. J., dissenting) ([ Z Dz 1L, - - - AREEEICTERIT
T D B AR FEREIC X T LE DR E O, MNRBIETH 572, ]) See also Carroll v.




KHEOBAHZHIRT HIE LGS 2RO DLHEITIE, TEXDHREmMLZA
FIUER SN Y,

Princess Anne, supra. [#3%+ O 24252 A B 722550 & BEOBR %5 2 % Bilic #eH]
FERHHEZ T D LW O EER, Tk Ok KkIcE ] 3578, Granny Goose
Foods, supra, 415 U.S. at 439, A 65 & DT LD ~N— Kk, —HER S O
AL C - R OBITITHIL DR E S > TIHEI T & Z L& i & HeH O
IZHRET B E TG bhie UBER] OTH D, AEHINE, Z DX 5 A5
Ff4: (companion requirements) &1 5 BT 6555 (d) HIX [FHREB~=a2T AP LD
FRC T ERVDOTER Y. ZHE, HBLVWS ERDOIX=U 2D TH S (no
mere extract from a manual of procedural practice. It is a page from the book of liberty) . J H.K.
Porter Co. v. National Friction Products Corp., 568 F.2d 24, 27 (7th Cir. 1977). & O falf
DIFRIT R & W — AR i A 4 D 72 3D DB 65 2% (b) THO BT DN T S, [WEED
TEMREZD UEREEER] - - - BHI65 5 (b) THOBMIE, —HINCHED 5 BN
ICHFAET 2 A1T1%, Wik (burdensome) 129 2 BT R\, A THEE o722
DOFEMZ, GREHETIHMER, HEREBRIZIESHT, KHkadonEin e
—HINFRIC K DB L &, WHRICHIRT 22 LRITEERL TS, LT A,
AN A A 2 S OFFIITBIT BRI > TV RNV, AU shT
W5DTH 5. ] American Can Co. v. Mansukhani, 742 F.2d 314 (7th Cir. 1984).

Adobe Sys. v. South Sun Prods., Inc.,7 — AIZIRD X S RFELTH D J7E (7 b =
Tt 0%, wh (EREIGEEE) BNV T MNEERiTarEa— X —t/ VA R —
NMLTVWD LFIRLT, —HKHIEaSEZRD e, BN, #HEoEkLar
Ea—% V7  NERLOBMERZ LN &, #5OMLRRE OB ZN &AL S
RARLTWIRNWZ &, 75D EITI T 2 AEILER IR HCH T O i 13 3E& S DB 72 5 45
BRLTNWRNZ L2221, 20T, —HNFERE—OFETHDIZ &, B
B OWBNZ DB OFABITHMEEIRIR D DICT D Z L DIFEARRINTHZRN
LLT, AL TREN Ule, ST, T— sk dar & o fSLTiE, Seific R
JEF 2L FE DR (advocate) & L THRDHE S X 9 #RT 5., ZoOfER, HE0F
ik, ZORDDLPFE, ZLTHROEERI L TH LM, HILARRT L —HNT
ez IE AL T I ONWT, RPN RTIEFRAZ I S D 2 Lichb) Lib~Tk.
Adobe Sys. v. South Sun Prods., Inc., 187 F.R.D. 636 (S.D. Cal. 1999).

(401) Carroll v. President of Princess Anne, 393 U.S. 175, 180-85 (1986) [#iEi, (L& &
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(1) BT 2o0FM BIREFRBHRANT, ZoX5RBFLCE
W, HSLADBLURO 2 Bl LA, MoK E2FT O L
WEd 5“7,

ORADRN %11z, HFEHICEME L TZOFREZENTWZDT
1%, FEATHZEARREOWEERELCTLESIZA S L), BADRIR
RFRUER RN, 2 UTHILNL, 2 ORAORMICET S HE %,

RoTVD] REMBHE VBRI L0 FEMITRESND 2L 5 hxDY, b L
72 b, KHIEAS ORNTEMZT D K 5 ER LTS, ] ; P&G v. Bankers Trust Co. 78
F.3d 219 (6th Cir. 1996), reh, en banc, den, 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 10875 (6th Cir. 1996) [—
FA R A1, —EDRBUCTB N TRD HNDH, § HETE & OBIHE TR L <
RiEshd,] .

FE A EOEBIFIH IEG T ONT EFREFHFL TR LY, TR EFREOERD
WG LILDOEIMTH D, L L [PlEILGS] B—HNThicLrEELR
EFRAIBE L SN TNWDA Y /A MIZRNT, EIRER, 20X 5 kaai@Bbbi
DIRME R ATF 4 v 7 ITHIRTDZ LI2X Y, 20X B iThd218EE
BIHEIZ R Lize b IA4 T AEHNL, ZOYBHZBNT, B 04 S 2 RN IEP DR
FNT I 5 BB OMERR & BRA R BRI D K 5 I B s 3T 5 TH A5 Z
EERBHB L TR R B, AT, RENZIELRBAIC LY ) @M
BWENTLGFHLBOTRRDZEZT TEA+RTHDZ E2MLMT L, T
L5, RABEBHBIEMET D L OMMmE LR 2 HEORERLELRD, Y EiTD
X, Development in the Law, at 1060 (Schafer v. Stephens-Adamson Mfg. Co., 36 IIl. App.
2d 310,314, 183 N.E. 2d 575, 578 (1962) Z5[H) .

(402) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1).

(403) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1) (A). 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.32 [— 7 IRl 1A 451,
REAOFERD DLEITRY, HEAE2HFIND,] ; see eg, EEOC v. Steamship Clerks
Union, Local 1066, 48 F.3d 594, 608 (1st Cir. 1995) [k 4% M&aXix# oMtk
HWIRARIMRZ2NR Y | —HINIZHE T D Z &1ETE 22\, ] ; Little Tor Auto Ctr. v. Exxon
Co., USA, 822 F. Supp. 141, 143 (S.D.N.Y. 1993) [FUHIHI] 654z & B Hilibar iz &
5 — )R I B A 4% (emergency procedure) T 5. |] ; see also, G&J Parking Co. v.
Chicago, 168 I11. App. 3d 382,387, 522 N.E.2d 774, 777 (1988) [il%7e L DAl ik ay 45 %



HEMBEFIEEESMNIRRICIB O TH S CEEH L2 FhE e 572

HHAHL, WAZEWTE R0 BRI E LT, WA RTRER
B, IBBARHEELRDBE GBMET S L ZOBROFRBITAMEEK
ICRBHR), BEF DY, MiHEORE L, BAEHTEYEEOME
FASDI B RS W0, MHF T Y S S E H Iz HUR TR 72 s i

LT D fe I, BN SNEHABAN S U 2H» DM ARE IR E I E
L2 DTRIFIZR BN ] .

(404) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1) (A).

(405) American Can Co. v. Mansukhani, 742 F.2d 314, 322 (7th Cir. 1984).

(406) Joel v. Various John Does, 77— Al%, W2, BV — - YVazioar¥— ol
BN THERMEGT bR OIR - IGET 2 Z L2253 2 N O L4 % ke
TEETH D, HHINZ, NEEHEOMB 255 Udss#HeH AW (John Doe)
TR DIRBEMERNELRBS S, RIZBW TR e & RIE A RE O#
HOVARZREINTBY, FMMEELMIXONHERTIACOSILEY S
ML THRPOR NE4 5 T LN TE D BIERART, G OHRERME A ST Ikl ik
MR ERDI, THHINE, NWEBHEEZT LRWEICHT 248 IEan 28T DM
fRZ4 L7\, Zenith Radio Corp. v. Hazeltine Research, Inc., 395 U.S. 100, 111-112, 89 S.
Ct. 1562, 1570, 23 L. Ed. 2d 129 (1969). £ 78K, MRB O NA D72 % 51T 2
HEMR 7% L7282\, Chase National Bank v. City of Norwalk, 291 U.S. 431, 436-437, 54 S. Ct.
475,477, 78 L. Ed. 894 (1934). & bz, —fEEle LT, #BEH N MJohn Doel &
W95 K4 Z i £ 720, Fifty Associates v. Prudential Insurance Company, 446 F.2d 1187 (9th
Cir. 1970); United States ex rel. Lee v. Illinois, 343 F.2d 120 (7th Cir. 1965). Z3LC b LI,
AZBNTIL, KON TVDELGBERDTIRETHD LHET 5. R,
LA OFEA BT IVEEARREOWFICHEITT 5 TH A5 2 &, ROAREWH
DEBEDTHREME LW S, ik S ORE %8 D 15N R AT B A REH L T 5,
EIEOHICICET HMEICOVWTIE, v — MY HIZEY — - V3 TR
RIS XA bNEETOEIBRRO 2 —, Rk, WKHEeadEHkE2%ETS
LSz lizky, shumfeLBbhd, Zhb0HEE, FRICBINT 57bici,
HEDRADHREERIND THAH, 2TONHEFE, TOHERRLIS LL
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LTWRWEATH D, BEDELE LIX, FlAIZHEFRABO BN %2 L
DT BEROBDLHENT R ETH D,

QMO 21z, HALARTELRVIBAOE % LIzZ & AT
WA TR T RE TROWE %, LA XV EE (certify) L7281

Fnd, EMZ 2SS THIT, 198047 H 16 HIZHEHTICHIET 5 Z LasdFshd
TLEAMLINDTHHS S, M THREL OB NSHELHM T 5720 DR
v NZEHHEEL TWS. ] Joel v. Various John Does, 499 F. Supp. 791, 792 (E.D. Wis. 1980).
Winterland Concessions Co. v. Doe 7 — A%, Ll EFBEOFLTH D, GRS,
SROAHFITH LT, TN—R « ATV T AT 4 — Bl i O85E - i %
1k DA IRy 4y, ZE A4y (order of seizure), K& ONTiifzE kM4 7e & 2R
Teo BHFNL, AHEITFIRGEROIT ML TWDZ &, RUAHEDS TR
AL THMET DENCEEARREOHENFEEL 5 2 Z L 2RO T, Kidlikan i
FELTc, BANEa Y — MRH, #fickZsh 2 < #lish s Z LigkoTz,
Winterland Concessions Co. v. Doe, 1985 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17227, at *2-4 (N.D. IIl. Aug. 1,
1985).
(407) Geiger v. Espy, 885 F.Supp. 231, 232 (D.Kan. 1995) [[—J#RHIEASIX, ZFhhs
HHFIZ X 2 i RRE &2 5 % 5 2 BIRBEHMRT DM DFERTH DY
, RARDBIBRICA IR 72D, RN E SRS NEZ 5 258, MIMNCHIRE
ﬂ% 5, XIFEROB=FIGREINE 5 258, ECTTEIN MR LD,
IS DRBITBNT, Bz 25 1kdr s OHINL T (application) DifKIZ Lc/a b, 4
T ORI OFRBERRTEE & 72 0 A daZe . 1] ; First Technology Safety Sys. v. Depinet, 11
F3d 641, 650-51 (6th Cir. 1993) [TlRI3Z DR OFfikZ BEKIL S ® D Z L 2 BhiC
— AR R A 45 2 T4 A0S B Fe iz, HALA (appllcant) 1%, HTEHFLYEENRD L
SBEN A2 T2 DAL AR T 5725 5 L OLRIEF TIHRE D 2.« - - FSL NI,
T H BFF IR DR ORIELR D D 2 &, ITHTF LB FHICHET D
ERZOL S BANEEZ SO LENGET 5 T LT X > TERERIMLS T 2T L7R
572\, |] ; see also, Schafer v. Stephens-Adamson Mfg. Co., 36 IIl. App. 2d 310, 314, 183
N.E. 2d 575, 578 (1962) [BA1&EMT Dlcdicid, RAREBRELET D & OffH%k
FTRTDIEEOVIDBLETHY, bTA TN, ZOLRHZIRBWT, 4k
DFr s % N IED ORIRINT R S BT OMERR % RAN 720 F E T B & 5 7l 2 % 4%
ERLZSRZERY GERMY) 2352 LELRFIUERSRN.].



ER BN, FHAOERIZIE, ez A Yy 7+ —<ARBMTD
LN X DIZRNOTHI AIZHN. TEM SR M 500% e dTRE
72, LOEZSINDDY, ZoHdIz X DAY (attorneys certification)

(408) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1) (B).

certify &1 T1.3EMIZ XY, AW TH2 LEEW L (authenticate) X IXHEETH D LT
BT D Z & (verify)e 28U THD EAEF L, XiZdDIMERHT D OTH D LIl
5952 L.1 5, Garner, Black's Law Dictionary (10th ed) at 275.

(409) FEMZEH R, AFFERIFFBI 655 (b) BUTBIF D 1966 FRIEHE il L 7
LE, RER—HNEMIZT 2 — - 7at A LOXRMERDDAREMEZTPHIL, #i
HI165 4% (b) THIZ F-f5e L O T B & (procedural safe guards) Z#fiA T2 Z Lick v Zh
ZGEL &S & Uik, #RZEHRNZ 1966 FFLIEDERITI N TRD & 5 1TE~ TN
Do

MR R KT AT 1 v 7R EHRT 22 bd Y 252 LIt b/,
TEIEB D EAET DRNCIGR LRI T RETH D5, £ < OFHHED, ZHiTH,
B2 I R Rl 2 22 T IR 2 W&, RO Y E 0L~ OERRIT X D
TR E—E DM AbE DSk (some expedient) TH, SGHINIZARL H 2D ThHih
LI IMBRY, LEELTWD, LALKELELT, B TH-THHIRIEITAIE
REHERL S DBAEIT, A <EMEETRELEGNAEE b TE T, - - - [T,
WROWEF (FrH#ELA~DEHETH L) THREEMLBRNWE VITHELNT L&
LT HIedIcdiES Tz, + - -]

FZEE, E#DFIEHEE, 2 <@ ARFLLm R 2T DT LTS SRR
DT LEHDTND, The Advisory Committee, Note to the 1966 amendments to Rule
65 is set out the Appendix to vol. 12.

IxEIE, 1966 FUUELZ T2 Z L1z kY, KIZ, Carrollv. President & Commissioners
Anne 7 — AIZRWNT, YIE65% (b) FUTWIRIIZE LT 2 Z &<, THRAOERIC
BT, FEMOMH LaREdm R < —FcET oR/MBH 5] L LT, #
MZEE SO R ZEZ L TW5, Carroll v. President & Commissioners Anne 1968, 89
S.Ct. 347,393 U.S. at 378-379 ; but see, Sniadach v. Family Finance Corporation of Bay View
1969, 89 S.Ct. 1820, 395 U.S. 337, 23 L.Ed.2d 349.

65% (b) HOWIERIE, v 7+ —<ARBAMTH-TH, £BEHLENED D
HELNZ LEWLPITL, RIUEMNRHEIEET D OIHWS ), ROE



T A Y T EHEHII T B P kA 4y & ARk a4 D FE S T (6)

DEIZFFH (mandatory) &SN TND WY, Z OB DR MFIX
N Z A7 VEHFNT X B A kA A OHISL T O LFREHTIC X S
BRI LEHETEZ DY 551,

(N) BERBGE LoD O H R EIEREFRRHI 6545 (b) 1H (4)
, AR A 4 DBEER ORI A ER T D DI T, HE

MEBRTAE TRV ONWT, FMIZTIHEWRIT RS L2ERLLILLT
W5, Development in the Law, at 1060 ; Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto
Truck Drivers, 415 U.S. 423, 433 (1974) [19664ED#HI 655 (b) HOWIEIZ L W, ]
b %R 2 Mg, T 90 332 ORENI T X A SH 0@ A % H
TOIDITH TR NBD D705, ZOB I EEMIC X FHFNENT 5 X 52k
INDZ L bl ZOWERER, V74 —<NRBMERSGLOZDOFEET
b, FoKLRBVEVIFZELTHD, LOFERRICHESHTERASINZSDOTH
5. 1.

(410) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 225; see e.g., Thompson v. Ramirez, 597 F. Supp. 726
(D.PR. 1984) [THHFT Y HFITHAT D53 ) OFEHBARBEHFHIH L TR ST
R0 2D XS AR R FAIUE, — R EY TH Do B 65 5k DET
HUZHAN N2 S DT, BNMNREDOT 2 — - 7Rt REMHLT DD TH D ].

(411) Inland Empire Enterprises, Inc. v. Morton, 365 F. Supp. 1014 (S.D. Cal. 1973) [HI3Z A
D3RI 65 4 (b) OB HED IR WG AT, — IR RS O TEH T L. ]
; Smith v. Concordia Parish Sch. Bd., 331 F. Supp. 330, 332 (W.D. La. 1971) ; American Can
Co. v. Mansukhani, 742 F.2d 314, 325 (7th Cir. 1984) [THI654% (b) EHOEIX

AT HEFT S 2 MERARBITH D55121E, Bk Ab T D LB, ARUETREE
RoTND Z DY, @R adgd DEHEIT, LR 0BLEME & —HNFH D
DY L %, HEICERLTE-ZVENT I LETEERLTVNDSDTHS. L
N, AREACRIEGSIE I S 0K EOFEM: (facial requirement) {25 > TW RN D
T, FHizEE SN Wi B, 1] ; but see, General Motors Corp. v. Buha, 623 F.2d 455,
457-58 (6th Cir. 1980) [— 7Rl 1kAr 428, SBH LT ECTOPMRE LGSz LY
FELEWH SN, POYFRBIEG AT X > THFEFLEEPRBOAFIE A2 21T T
WRWEEIZ, VB ORI N 2 RS S BIc R 570, .



TSR LA 2 TS E A~ 2 HAT O, [SUIEH
FiASEE Ll K 0 WHIR ) O@ANCIHESNT, B m OHGHE LA HISL
THT Lzl

(3) Mfb SN T AH N —

il kA OHSLTIZ BV TIE, TlifE RS ogE L2y, —#&
iz, BEflbEhieF 4 2B A — 2R TE RN, KGN 14
HZEBEZDZENTEROVND, T4 ABNY =517 5 OIZ+43 72 R
BN THD Y,

(FFRA) ARG, BRAifFged: GEARERFZEC - FUER T 16K03425) DRR D —#k
TH b,

(412) In re Kunstler, 914 F. 2d 505 (4th Cir. 1990), reh den, en banc, motion den, in part,
motion gr, in part, 1990 US App. LEXIS 22983 (4th Cir. 1990), and cert den, 499 U.S. 969
(1991) [RLHI65 5% (b) HIZ, JREARFE 2 KD, ZORIZHFZRWST 5ELZ
TA AINY —FHB U THRT D2 L HRD TR, ] ;2-11 Federal Litigation Guide
§ 11.03[2].

(413) 2-11 Federal Litigation Guide § 11.03[2].



