T A IR BRI R D PRI kA 4y
& Ak A D FE A Tl (7)
— DB E DI iy B Tt~ DRI —

! e

Hik
I. Ztwic
0. Pz ibard 0% S Thi
2. FEA T
3CHNL T &l (BLE, ERGRHE2015)
4. AR E) & AR
(1) FE O (BLE, iR 2025)
(2) %8} (hearing) (BL_k, Ef&EmdE2035)
5. fdr
(1) 7875 o kit
(2) M DONR
(3) o h
(4) A OET LY (BLE, EGHE2045)
(5) A%
6. L3R
7. #etEE (BLE, ERGREE2055)
. RH R OIS T
1. #&F
2. FEAH:
3. FRBEAT T
(1) AL T
(2) B
(3) B b s NizT 0 AHANY — (BLLk, Bk 2095)

3



4. SR E) & AR
(1) SERE
(2) &8
5.4y
(1) AA
(2) A DN
(3) DR
(4) PlRfZE IR 4 DAL T
(5) B L - &5
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4. 3EEEE) & BIE
(1) 3LREE
(a) 29 B AEHL

PRI LG AITBITE0 LFABETH D Y, L, —FRRE kA
B OFERITONTIE, HIBRFFFABAN 655 (b) T (1) T3, HFEEH
BEPHRESHTRRC ZVBILST D X 5L TS WY,

(b

~

Al AT

HANADBETOEZIZLDNT

%&

3 2 £ (burden of persuasion on all

(414) AV —F > NMWHX R E BRI, In re W.S.M. Enterprises, Inc., 77— AT BV
T, RRERIELRP oI L% — DDA L UTIEIEMS ORI TEH R L.
DR 132 LIRS 2 B T 2 Te D DRI DRI o Tee BREFRIRITITEEE
SHMENT, ERMHIEG S OREEIELLTE 25EFERWIL I EEH
WEDOTRM B 722 572, 1 Inre W.S.M. Enterprises, Inc., 102 B.R. 461, 472 (Bankr. D. Md.
1989); see also, Dunn v. Stewart, 235 F. Supp. 955 (S.D. Miss. 1964) [atifith o+ o
BIGEIE, A7) & 2> DFLERFEILZ £ U LRESNRWIR Y FEHLTIE R <, IRk S %258

BIHOFEA & I1E7e D 272 0] .
(415) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (1)
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elements) 21 9 4, 72 L, —HIKEIEGS OBEIZIBNTIE, #HoH
FHERIE Y H ORI AR LT, X0 RN RT L 725 47,

(416) Kate Aspen, Inc. v. Fashioncraft-Excello, Inc., 7 — AL, RO L 5 RFLTH D, K
i LW IR IITHEIRR OB AR T 2K TH S WEIHESH CEMm 0T
A VT FMEMERE L TS LR U TR L, Xm0 IEEA L D
Il A & RO DL TR Lie (28, &G ORFANC, & hoF s
WTREDOTIRT 2 H MO ER 2 55T 50k &, HEKE LTS HkERDD
RBRERE LTV, HVLTOEICRWTHEIL, REOFIRT D X5 2TV A
> OIS > Tz, &RGR Lic, #BHNZ, #Eidsds ko7
A Y OMBAMEICONWTHRREEM AR L TR Y, FEIZFREN R AR LR et
(FiA#) (substantial likelihood of success) 73 L TWRWE LT, HIMTEHIF LT,
FHFE TR HEaaE, PR RG S L AT, B A4S OEELETIZTON
THARMLEERZSRORYED bR, [IEED] RFETHD.1 Lk, 1, at
1336. Kate Aspen, Inc. v. Fashioncraft-Excello, Inc., 370 F. Supp. 2d 1333,1336 (N.D. Ga. 2005).

Zidon v. Pickrell 7 — ZIZBWWT, &R, #ERY =791 b RIcAEBHI7RE
FERETNWD EERLT, =7V A NOHEGEGT D4 LGN EFRL, I
TR 2 sked Te, BRI, R H bk ar & ORE A 2 E 4 LT
B AT FOMEMPUT BT 2 L & & 1 TR DEIE A RE D4 % (immediate and
irreparable injury) DFFAEZ G L TWRWE UTC, NS TEEITN Ue, NEIBRE#IZ,
Wl kA 23 THISEAAS, BB RNEHC XY, HAEEERZI VR ED S
NDERETRWIEFEPO KT AT« v 7 aBixITH 25 Z L ERD TS, Mazurek v.
Armstrong, 520 U.S. 968 (1997) %53 2.1 Zidon v. Pickrell, 338 F. Supp. 2d 1093,1095
(D.N.D. 2004).

(417) AL NOFp# L LHHE R, TO—FESICBTL2aIa=r—varicPL
T B _E D FE s (ethical obligation) % #1392, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.32 ;
Adobe Sys. v. South Sun Prods., Inc., 187 F.R.D. 636 (S.D. Cal 1999) [—HMITRD S
Tk a4k, BT A U TRIE S 308 Ot N (advocacy) & L TORHEI %R
T EEERT D, Wz, FEOTR, KODOHF, ELTRIC—HERICED
RUPRTR IRV RSB HNCOWT, FElARMRE AL E LD ] .

LA L, RHLEGS ORI TIZOWT, @as—HNCkD bhicb D TIERL,
AN A 520 THNL TR T 2 Te DICEBIC S IN L Ie B 8iid, WS o



(2) #ZH

IR EFDMANT, H S O HAL T ORI OW THREBIZRBLE %
BT THRN Y ST TRWRE LA A O FI L T ORBIZ OV T,
TP IR SIC BT A REOL—MICEFE O ERTEY Y, &
HABI AL 5 P oREICER SN TNS Y,

B ELFD T ORI DILAEE FERE 7210, Levas & Levas v. Village of Antioch, C.A.
7th, 1982, 684 F.2d 446, 448

(418) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 227.

(419) #HFFH ~OEHEHE S I LmH ORI TE, P2 LGS ORI TE LTH
PNDOPEHETH D, TGN ORI TIZONT, WORMBKE L INX
TR L ST BT B HREAS, AR S kA A OFRAL TIZOWT b —fik
W S . 1d, at 228.

PRORFR 24 255 A 1y 4> D HI L. T (application) OB %2 1) T 354, MsFSh b
N E FARITAERENNTIE P 2 1A A OHIAL T (application) DFH &b 3, Mi%F
BTN 7R D REBIZR TR O 4 & 72 5721, Dilworth v. Riner, C.A 5th, 1965, 343 F.2d
226 ; Genworth Financial Wealth Management, Inc. v. McMullan, 721 F. Supp. 2d 122, 125
(D.Conn. 2010).

FBE, FHHA TR e Laf Lzl LT, S RIFRRAN 655 (b)
FIREM ST, b LUAFHAPTRFEERL Y, sz dEiIh Tty
D54, Uik TREIESS | X P mzE ka4 & LT > T X (may be treated as a
preliminary injunction),

IR by A 23 556 24 S I TN 7R ST SR BB TICIRD ST, A
72 < L b il dra OWIRICBE L Tid, BRT655 (b) BIASEM S h b, FHDILDD
o3 7R AR R 2 AT B REFICH 2 2 DD TIERNWDIZ, HREmnd s &
WO TEOMBETMNZELGSE LTRSS 2 ENRELTRWEE, »hr5%
W ZMTH A 9, Bailey v. Transportation-Communication Employees Union, D.C. Miss.
1968, 45 F.R.D.444 ; Houghton v. Cortelyou, 1908, 28 S. Ct. 234, 208 U.S. 149, 52 L.Ed. 432.

(420) See e.g., Branstad v. Glickman, 118 F. Supp. 2d 925, 936 (D. Towa 2000) [{ il 1k iy 413,
—HRNZHET D Z ENTE, R LHEE~OFESSALNCBAELIFTEINTHRN] ;
Obert v. Republic Western Ins. Co., 264 F. Supp. 2d 106, 114-15 (D.R.I. 2003) [ i#l1LAr4
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BHITE, — SN I G2 58 LI, o IC A B2 R
RS RN Y,

5. %

(1) A&

RHLEA S ORTIZ, NI4T AEHFOHERICERORLTNS @7,
IRk 4 DTS 2SN %2 32 T D58, BRI PR ik dr s o
IS CIZ BT 5 0 LM% OENEZ BN LT, BEZ T2,

ITIFF LS HEHALES DIFTiERv, FHER (RHLIEaS D) BALTE P2
1B DZIUTYI Y B X Tz (convert) #, £ L CZOHAITIRY, FHS/KE LR D] .

(421) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (3).

(422) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.35 ; see e.g., Kansas Hosp. Ass'n v. Whiteman, 835 F.
Supp. 1548, 1551 (D. Kan. 1993) [T il 1k 43 R0 4th > F 4 119 7 1k iy 4 DR D FE 4
1, HO TR Ok A 2 BREMEA T IC BR BT WA |] ; see also, Chemical Bank v.
Haseotes, 13 F.3d 569, 573 (2d Cir. 1994) [Z& IE()Rps O P A 13 Btde O H O A
HHEIZ X B] ; First Tech. Safety Sys., Inc. v. Depinet, 11 F.3d 641, 652 (6th Cir. 1993) [#f
OB FERER O ZE &3 2 — LA AT, BEE A AL Z B T 2 R O NLREAS
WG, HEMEOEMR THS.] ; American Can Co. v. Mansukhani, 742 F.2d 314, 321-
322 (7th Cir. 1984) [SORYSFH O L LA HIN L TR Y R M & 72 & 22 ndflic
BNT, GBI NS 25T 2 DR BEHOERICH T 5.] .

FHHPNL, WHIESROREL VWS TV r— MNMefhda T 2L, Hiles&o
P AR BITRETT 5 Z L1225, Austin v. Altman, 332 F.2d 273 (2d Cir. 1964).

(423) S AF 24 = 5 AR 1k A 4 D F ST T (application) D@42 H I 21T TV B HA,
LIt DT TN 22 1Ay A O HINL CIT IR 2 Tt L BEREIIT 280 597, £ 7ekiiilie
BIZRT B DD TH AR, 11AFed. Prac. & Proc. Civ. § 2951.

Bl R D BTN D BHED, BIEROBIEZHLUEEOHRELH 2 b
TWBHE, FHFIIE IEG S 2R T 20 EROREIKE LT, PHMELa4a
DI ORI L MR OILEZ BT D Z L1272 5. LROFEHNIZDZ L &R LTND,

News Herald v. Ruyle 77 — R8T, DMEHFIIEHE 1X6R)E T 2 D EIRTH:0



o Z LT DM ETE L. HitRZ 0D OBITEE LT 24 EGa %2R T
L, DO TRFLLGRE RO, ETHHINL, AT« T2 L DEHFTFHe~
DT 7 & AOHERHNHIHHEE L 72 5 EHITB T, SIEHATZEREIC BN T
SEHMEE PR SN2V E Uiz, 2L T [d U5 24 355 1@ M08 78 S RSB A
NIreHEITE, #HNE, KELLGR 2T 0 E S POWEICE LT, PHilvzEL
MR OB ERAT DD LFFEDOIMEL T T 5, | Lik~Tz, Id, at 521. ffiw & LT,
HetnL, HEIIARZET e, IEARREONE (Fim o 5 h O SR NG &
L7325 I TIEIEAREDOPE OFAENHEE SN D), IH by 13 1 24 724
FEDELSRNT L, RORERIFARICET DI LEREL, KHlikas 2T,
News Herald v. Ruyle, 949 F. Supp. 519 (N.D. Ohio 1996).

Coca-Cola Co. v. Alma-Leo U.S.A., Inc., 7 — R IZBWT, JREIE, #E8EE DI
PR RE LTI AT v 7 FEHCANT BRI 2% Wi5E Lic L 3R LT, BhA el
FhoRW, MEKER G OWGE & EE RS DA LA 2Rk 7o, BeHTiE AL
T, IKHLEaS 8T TN TV D2, PIRNEIEGHOHNLTIZELH TEND D
THDo+ + - PPDRBUTBNTH AL, PR LGS 2 BT 2 155 72 2k e
T D2 L BBE] ik, Id,at 726. Z LT, FUEDOTFTIA 13072 ) KK
FTHY, P KD UFT A > ORI E OF YA > ORRMEZFR LIRS O
FERHERETIWREREN &, FEOEH OB X 2 #5423 5 Wk
IXEEARREOEHEZ T HICFEH L TnD Z &, lEO IR RS 2 X T2 2 &,
G OB REME DRI AIITE S T &, ZE L TRHIEA S % ® 7z, Coca-Cola
Co. v. Alma-Leo U.S.A,, Inc., 719 F. Supp. 725 (N.D. Il. 1989).

Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc. v. De Liniere 7 — A%, Joi#EA, ot
S EASBEERE L R TITER L TR OR B W OB XALITHEL TN LERLT, K
HlIEf A 2RO TCFLTH D, BHINE, Z O ka4 2 Pz a Ll L
Teo Thbb, THM4E L OICRECHE L, SRR L, S5 ihdE
REDFENT K VAR EZLR LTS 025, FHFNEZ OHALTE Pzl
WHDIEDDOBDELTHE S| LTz, Id, at 247. Z UTHEHINE, MR E
G IRRTIC OV T E D X 5 2% 3 2 Il T & IR Te b ARG AT I
TPHTH Y, RERIC X D EEOHEFIZEEIC L I EA T TH Y, ot
FEEWAZ T 2 PADRKITIEEOZT 2HELIV SEKRTHD & LT, PHME
14 DFEA &k LTz, Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc. v. De Liniere, 572 F.
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(2) fr i DNES

IR A 2T~ < B Teifh, OFRAHEE, Qo
BROEEARE L SN DBH, W@ MR SR - T B & il
L7 BT, @FESLHICERLERICRM L, dRic8ik LRThiER 6%
v OO A A TRk & B R AE OFLE (degree of specificity) I, #
Z CTOFRBY (subject-matter) IZ K E <KL TWB, T4 72 BHIRE
Nicled ] AW S LW S 72T ORER, RO FTEIAT3THS.

(3) fr DR
(a) PAIZE LA & OB
il ik A DOFERL, £ OBRO P2 kS OFSLTITR T 2R O

Supp. 246 (N.D. Ga. 1983) ; Norair Eng'g Corp. v. Washington Metro. Transit Auth., 1997 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 23349, at *2 (D. Md. Jan. 28, 1997) @237 SN EHMHAN TH D 54,
T N % Pl LGS OB TEEX D] .

Comcast of Ill. X, LLC v. Till 77 — A%, 7 —7 V7 L EEENPERERIGERH 533
% (r=7n-alaz=l—vary R Y= EXOT a3 —XEEOWRTEH 1T
LT L e R FRZRIC BN T, BRI RFFHAIT 65 Sl it - TR O il 1k
FOHNTEHN N LRI TH D, MFOMIE, Fa—XOEKE - Wtz Lk
IR E R ERREOWE 22005 Z &, UIREREASHEETIZILH A > Thd
PR PERZE LIS 25 Z L DBEMARFEL THWRNENS DD TH o7, LrL,
HHPNL, WSS ERE RS IR D Z L Rkl BROREALSNIeT 1 AH Y —
DHFRITIEFE Lz, Comeast of I1l. X, LLC v. Till, 293 F. Supp. 2d 936 (E.D. Wis. 2003).

Fidelity Financial Corp. v Federal Sav. & Loan Ins. Corp., 7 — AZRBWTHEHHTIZ, K
il kA A DAL TIZIB W TR O E B A HE DO L7 S TSN ORI b &K T
RETHD & Ulc, BTN IZA 1EAr A DAL TIZ B TR I o FE A
WERIES ZFM TEFICHEMT D L2 RDOND LA, RICZEDX S RALE %
FATEDIDIZENEWH LI BARER 8D, L7z, Fidelity Financial Corp.
v Federal Sav. & Loan Ins. Corp., 359 F. Supp. 324 (N.D. Cal. 1973).

(424) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2).



RERIT 20, RELEG AR BT D, PMIE A ITEE
ENBZEbdHD W,

(b) 1711 (duration) 27

(f) W3 HHPHZ, BER LIZEED B IRE LS4 O b & & b 72
wn&&emmm>ﬁﬂ¢mn , WA OLEP B 14 HEZ B TidR
57, TERMMOEDRRNHEAITIZEBIMIC 14 L S5, Tk
m%@%m%hgaénéwm,ﬁﬂm@%m%ﬁmimmnmﬁﬁﬂ%
PINDETOMOBRMEFF DT DIZAIRTHEZ 5N DB TH L0 5, »
DETHIFMERDIRX TR, LOEBITED Y, WHIZRESHh

(425) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.35.

(426) Interox Am. v. PPG Indus., Inc., 736 F.2d 194, 198 (5th Cir. 1984).

(427) duration &1% T2 Z LM< K OE X 25, Garner, Black's Law Dictionary
(10th ed) at 613.

(428) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2).

(429) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b)(2) ; 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; see, Granny Goose
Foods, Inc. v. Brotherhood of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers Local No. 70, 415 U.S. 423,
425-428,94 S. Ct. 1113,39 L. Ed. 2d 435 (1974) [HAZBGHER FAHCIBNT, RH]
1A 4 OTEGEWIR N FE S Zehr > 2.1 ; Southard & Co. v. Salinger, 117 F.2d 194, 195
(7th Cir. 1941) [FE & 72 o T AR kA ST 3 AR I O R D23 720p » T Tesd, &0
BNEEER> 5 10 HEE BUTHRRITIZ 14 HE) THWET 2.1 .

(430) IR FFFRABMAN 6551, PRI kA M ITITHIBR 2 320 TWRWA, — TR
HlE A S ITIERIR AR T T D, ZOXAOBHIE, BEOMEIZIDDDTH S,
T ZE LA, PR D £ THREHMR L, BIEAREOEREL D 0%k
THRDDOEMATHY, £, MHHPRIGET S ETHRT D L OMHIh TV,
ZAUTH LT, ARE A A E PR 2E 1L A DB BE2SBH M 5 F T ORBUR A HERE
BTl DITFEE B, ZOFEMMBHAND ETOYMIZIB Y hEHT 5. Bl RizOE,
Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 252-53 ; Qualcomm, Inc. v. Motorola, Inc., 185 F.R.D. 285 (S.D.
Cal. 1999).
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TR b Ay 4 OFFEREIRNE, BEZR LIZAD Szt L 0 EFREE
EAETIRL, FMZIEGS OB TORIZ I ThE 5 dIici
I HNEHETHY, ZMIElas & PR ZEILMS &2 X BT 5 E
TBHERDO—2 L F x5 (b LIKFLEAS B EGR I 28 X T ARngA,
Y2 B S W CHBROIIIE R S D0, ULl 2320 % L H
D ORFRICHR T 5O TRWIRY, 14 HRREE®ICHBMC KT
%o

2B, MESCMHEBHITHICB O TZZN LI OB OEDRH Y 25 Z
& OV RO & R EHANC BB R SR B A LT LD
ISR S D LIRS 22N T &, ITHEET 2 583 5 4,
7 U, IR AEH TR & & X0, LA OFERIRNZ N
BT BIAHP S TIIARL, BERIVEEShE @Y,

Branstad v. Glickman 7 — ZIZBWT, #HPNZ, RKHIEGS & PHVE LGS LD
HNEFLEL, (1) FBHA—HFERPULERD, Q) MFFEHCBN TR 4
PN LABF ORI TE D, Q) @an, ThEEOMNEMZE Y, KA
655 (b) FOED D 10 HETRI Lich, (4) Z20mao T9E] 7L OER %X
DHE%L L Lz, Branstad v. Glickman, 118 F. Supp. 2d 925 (N.D. Towa 2000).

(431) 7V 7 4 N =7 MERFFRREIE 5274 [k 258 2R 5 @4 5 P
il IRl a ]
Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 527(d)(1).
(@) (RAHLLAr B 235 (o) HORFET 2 FRITB W TlAZR LIZRD SN BE,

(1) BEEFME, BRFEARAEE SN TS 15 H (R 2B A #H T IR
SNIHBIIZ22H) BNO, BHOREBESHTRDEOVHIZBNT, Z2E T
MM R ERDDRETRVWPOBBEIRT L 5@ USMHIc Ly, B wRE
L ENBRTNRZR SR,

(432) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 255.

(433) Granny Goose Foods, Inc. v. Brotherhood of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers Local No.
70,415 U.S. 423, 439-40 (1974) [TIHEHIASFEIRANCIE U Te — HIREI L %) )
1, MED R TORGIH QRPN THIXRKR DIEHET 225, WirRDIBLEITD, Bik



(v) WM OMPIEE EIBREFEFABHIAT65 5% (b) T (2) 1%, @R L
12788 B A 1Ay 4% (temporary restraining order issued without notice) 121X 7%
IR GRETI4H) 2&ELRTFIRLRY, EHETE WY, &H
AL, WE%E L ETROARENIEGMITONTS, T L ORI
JRTD DD LMLTND W,

() BIMOIEE 14 HIROfFERHINE, EM72280H (WIMPN P 2E

H & 025 U7cHill 65 4% (b) THORE D 2 W 28 2. THEke 92 Z L3, 1] .
(434)Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2).

First Technology Safety Sys. v. Depinet, 11 F.3d 641 (6th Cir. 1993) [— F Il ka4 i,

B A < DI BB, BURZHERF T 2 7D FIZRE L THEM SN D RETH D] .
(435)Pan American World Airways, Inc. v. Flight Engineers' International Association, PAA
Chapter, AFL-CIO 7 — ZIZIRD L 9 RERTH D,

PE 5718 (Railway Labor Act, 45 U.S.C.S. § 156) O R T FsETht DOk vk
W UTetk, HEHUERANTA X 52BDOT LT H, [T A NT A F2581T 5 0]
1bar A 2B, WIEHIL, FE TR THEBIIRE AT L > TA NI 5%
EAET MR AT LRV, &L THEMREIV T KSR LTI a2 LR L.

M ERRNIZ, 654 (D) (A =V A=FH =71 THE75 () TH) OHET D
IR R VAR B Ik Ay A S — N S A S ie BBl oA S D L FikT 5. L
MALZD X 5 72FRi%, Eid Connell v. Dulien Steel Prods., Inc. 77— A (240 F.2d 414 (5th
Cir. 1957)) 12BN T S KXW L7c L 25 TH D, FMEHIL, [Z2D
X5 fERIT, ZIROE S EE, ELIEDEZT 2 E~OBHSUIHEZ S > T
ZOEOHBEIIRET DO TH 205, 2MHD 10 HH OB EZBL TERT 24
BIFELIEDEZIT 2 EORERLETHL LT OIN—NEHRTLHD0TH D,
LEH L7z] (240 F2d at 417; emphasis in original.), JBHIAN72 S IVEHIAFH AN IZ &
LThH, ZoH5E, Wilikars oo E, BRI 2 B 2 MR
A TIEET D Z & OBRITIFAL . HEEE, S L EEL, PRnELaso
AR T 2R U BRBHCET D LEEZTNDDTH T, WENFIEDERITRAL
D L1EE X TWRW, | Pan American World Airways, Inc. v. Flight Engineers' International
Association, PAA Chapter, AFL-CIO, 306 F.2d 840, 842 (2d Cir. 1962).
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1L OFBRIR SN S TGERE) BHiuE, S HIT14HEITR
LS5 ZENTES WY, L, IKHbad 2 ik S 50403,
ﬁ®ﬁﬁmﬁ%®mH®ﬁ%%%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ6hﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ6&m“%f%
WX VHIREN D HEOFREBERHNE, L EOMRBEE b EETH
5(438)0 L L, #HPNZ, 14 H ORI S Hic—R &8 1 2 EEE

B2 ML, B R SEBABH I & S HIZIT K o TRk & O FEfE
WIS ERIRIC R T 2 O TIERNE LTS, ZLTC, HIEEFIRET D0,
50 L FER S D IVETEEIRBE (PN LR OFEAITIEH) NTEZZLTH
Y, HIEGSDIEEATE 2 D TRV EMERL TN,

McLeodUSA Telcoms. Servs. v. Qwest Corp., 7 — AR W TEHIFTIX, [H654 (b)
TUZ, Mg LIciBo e ik mid, ik, BHmRED Ml <H 5 10 H
(BUTHUEIZ 14 H) 2Rl L7z & ZITRHT 2 SO TRFIIR SRV ERET D,
FED. R. CIV. P. 65(b). KM O R flILARIZ Bl LIZR2DTc] doTIRRWA, &
HNZ, 2RI dhrb 57, 10 HOMREIRIGEN SN2 b0 LT THS 5,
L7emd> T, ARSI RS E, 200544 H2 HICkeh§ 51 Lali~ie,
McLeodUSA Telcoms. Servs. v. Qwest Corp., 361 F. Supp. 2d 912 (N.D. Iowa 2005).

(436) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2) ; 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38.

A il iy 45 &V IRAE U 72 BeH T i O Hi S C O R BL O FR s i i A7 e ] s ko3
DYAEIT, IEROIEL LB S D & SN difil33 %, United States v. United Mine
Workers, 330 U.S. 258,301, 67 S. Ct. 677,91 L. Ed. 884 (1947).

(437) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b)(2) ; 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; see, SEC v. Unifund
Sal, 910 F.2d 1028, 1034-1035 (2d Cir. 1990) [JCOAHI ik A4 DLFGHIRINIT ﬁén
TR o T RE Ry IR 4] (invalid) TH DA, Z OIGEIE TIIZE (har & DI AT
DESFIEERRS] .

(438) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2) ; 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; see, Geneva Assurance
& Syndicate, Inc. v. Medical Emergency Servs. Ass'n, 964 F.2d 599, 600 (7th Cir. 1992) [id
Fric LAUE, IR NIZAELES A~ O LA & & X TERIZFER LI BR# A
LA, ZOLOIBREERDH S LD, MAHIIE (bona ﬁde) ThHh-oTEHFTER
WZ EITED Y IX7. ] ; SEC v. Comcoa Ltd., 887 F. Supp. 1521, 1526 (S.D. Fla. 1995)
(R DHSLTIT OWTHIE 372 S5 F TG A 2 IR S 5 B OFH T D



OB Z LICTHBITH Y, FERMICE EaSiX28 HIEIZBE S5
ZENRLENESTHE W, b UEHIEGAR 14 HE 2B CTEES Nk
By, FOBBMAERSRITERE LRTFIER S RN,

(=) WG 28 2 TS 2 sk s BT 65 4& (b) B oD ]I il i
2 TS D AR MR A 12, PIRRZE iy B ORI L E R B 2 i
ZIRVIRY, EHBRNEKS M 5T, 20X S RERSEMSHT

HEICRBEBARRNT &1X, PIERE~ORZEEREKT 5.] ; Fernandez-Roque v.
Smith, 671 F.2d 426, 429 (11th Cir. 1982) [{il[R&%Z 1) 2 U FEOREEB TEEEN
TeARlbar g, PERECHNC X ERRERNOEIEG S & LThbils.] .

(439) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; see, Casey v. Planned Parenthood of Southeastern
Pa., 14 F.3d 848, 855 (3d Cir. 1994) [l ibar 1320 HE T (YR O RIRBI DL
BT 10 A & 10 HMOIEE]) IKRVIERETSZ N TES LWE LTz,] ; Hudson v.
Barr, 3 F.3d 970, 975 (6th Cir. 1993)  [3175 ZeHIi A3 24 38 DRI FEAN R U I I BRI ik
ot D IRH AR ERDTZDIFRY THD L L] .

BRI 65 4% (b) T (3) 51, F%ﬁﬁﬂ@%mﬁ%mﬁjﬂi, Fe 79 B MR OB
R —UIOFMTER LT, TEHRYESLHICHES (FH) i Shghidz
B LU, Tk A &2 B U7 M98 P22 b & O S T LR
7269, BERENZNE LRFIUE, #HnI R LaaZ2R0ES2TERs
RVl EHEL TS, XoT, PGSO TEFIHT 5 7HIc28 HEll
DO ZEZERTDLDIFRBIDOZ L THA S, LaL, HILLFERTMIIE RGO
FBHOFERIZOWTHRERATH L CWDEDIL, HHFOAT Y 2 — VB EMELTRY
R ENZ LR L TN D T2, BIEARRE DO H 32 BRERIZZE L TS 54,
IHNEaIco&, 28HEBX CTEETDHEANRD V, HHINIZ 5> T2 HEMHEE
HOZ LTIRAH D,

(440) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (2).

(441) Bl ik dr 3, BAT65 S D 5 IR 2 x T L, 22D Pz ks
DOREZHIW T DO ERN 2 E5RT DD QM L FMAE RS L&, AETHERL
% (fall of its own weight)o HFTABFIZE LB EFE LRV EE, Kl aaic X
57 LIED%EZ TS EIL, 14HORKBIZ L UFRFEGRR R LIzbD L
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WL, BRSSP AE RS S L LTIbh D Y. ol b, &

25T LR TX B, Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 253-55.

Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers 77— Z1ZR D &L 5 725
KThD.

BERES (HAS) 1%, MEHFHZRWT, HiES WTHS) IKkDdA T
A FRIEILT D IHILG S 2 e EEEHT A~ OB %, MBI, ke
DN LERD DB TEE N LI, 2067 Ak, HTFELHLIFANTA FEHMHAL
Telew, SN SIZEHFHEERIC XD H# A KTz, HFEH B, KHlikaaidihic
KL TWD EER U, #ffhEiL, HRaa kv KL s ikt 12
AH BN LT, 207 KLOFEER L. e, IRENES S IcBT 5
AV T F—<NRBAEFHRDH D2 B L N-T, %@%iﬂ%%{fkﬂ’ﬁﬁtup TDEN
RN 22 LIFTERNWE LT, RO HII A B0 W U Tl e #e oI 2 i
A U7z, MEIBIARBIATS2 5 (a) TUE, THHINZ, PRI L d % R SO
DHITIE, - - - BNEIERESIT D FIERRE LIRS & BUR (set forth) LR IUE
Rbign] ERET D, AL A 65 45 (b) THORFZ T 2 Wil 2 M x Tife 3

IR PR L ENESER OB AR VWIEE, ZOM a3 ER) (nvalid) Th
é“’%ﬁﬁ'«%%] . See, e. g., National Mediation Bd. v. Air Line Pilots Assn., 116 U. S. App. D. C.
300, 323 F.2d 305 (1963); Sims v. Greene, 160 F.2d 512 (CA3 1947).] Lili~7z., Granny
Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers, 415 U.S. 423, 443 n.17 (1974).

ZIT O EMFTL, PR LSS OB TICBET 2 EE R RT HM, K
LA IE S5 Z LN TE S, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; see, SEC v.
Unifund Sal, 910 F.2d 1028, 1034 (2d Cir. 1990) [Hi5#eHn, FAfifzE ks oL
TOWEZHRT DM, KHFEGFE2FSE5 2 Lzt bhen.] .

(442) Al k- 2 ASHLH 65 S D WIS 2 L CTHRE L TR Y, hoXFEnme
TEM % 20 COW BB AITIE, SRR & A LR RE A T A ki & & L THlib
N5, Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 254.

14 H AR A 2 THEBST DRI e a1E, PRNEEGS LAREND Z
L23% %, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.38 ; In re Crim. Contempt Proceedings Against
Crawford, 133 F. Supp. 2d 249 (W.D.N.Y. 2001) [FHi5#HFTAS, @A L HE ORI,
At ol i 4y % BRI 65 45 (b) T D 20 H D Fl IR %8 2 THIRINITIE R Uiz dr, 4%
M1k 3 20 HELKE (FEAES 2 0 %R0®H, RV Iic]) BT rlAEZR T il 22 1k &y 4




M EBER R ST wIuE, REIE G S O IEHUE R3ED HId L H
LOTIERN Y, RHLIEAS 23 Licts, Mk TEIEGHZMEL
e Xix, IWKHLIESSOERIZ L DO TIE AR, BA654% (a) HIZX -
TP LR EE2RHTIRETH S5 M,

(enforceable preliminary injunction) ~ & #gAk LU, EFFRASHIEE & 72 5 (H5#75E4 ). (Sampson
v. Murray, 415 U.S. 61, 87-88, 39 L. Ed. 2d 166, 94 S. Ct. 937 (1974) 25[/H) 11 ; Levine v.
Comcoa Ltd., 70 F.3d 1191, 1193 (11th Cir. 1995), cert. denied, 519 U.S. 809 (1996) [ I3
e, 654 OFF I WM 288 X A 2 IR 1k dr & 13 P 25 1k dy 4 &
LTHOSRETH D, &LiliRfz, See Sampson v. Murray 415 U.S. 61, 94 S. Ct. 937, 951,
39 L. Ed. 2d 166 (1974) (T 5 BRI OB L, FePIFT O A BT < Frb
NleHEiiE, SHRICHERE L 5 Dad 2 KHlikdaa & UTo8T 5 Z LI3FBGRD
SRANVWE S IKBbhB] LikRTz,) 2o, AMEOX 5T, MBREF BN
REN, PG NITBIT 243 2R AR S AL, HRT MK kA 4 DR %
Mz S5 (DFEY, FHIAALEFIHBEOMANET 2 THESED) REEN
FNZ 72 LTe 8 &iTid, RHTHEYITH %, 1] ; United States v. Crawford, 329 F.3d 131, 136-
138 (2d Cir. 2003) [ 5 Bl ir A3 36 REAFR B 65 4% (b) T (2) 5 ORUE$ 2 Fe ik
B O O — [al DI L T 48 2 TR 4 & f S S e B, IR id 4T
O HNZEE U TPz ka4 £ 72 5. ]; In re Arthur Treacher's Franchise Litig., 689 F.2d
1150, 1153-1155 (3d Cir. 1982) [/ 45 & DA RKIT X Y R S AU ARk &y 4 137 i
Mz kdr A L 72 &N 5, ] ; Bethune Plaza, Inc. v. Lumpkin, 863 F.2d 525, 528 (7th Cir.
1988) [&RUT & 0 Al IEA A AME R S 4, PN LA ST ERIIZSR S iz -
oDz, RTINS 2 R AR LG ICELE L, EfFokG LT
KAIZE IR A OCEIRRFIER S DOENTH D LS. ] .

(443) See, Pan American World Airways, Inc. v. Flight Engineers' International Association,
PAA Chapter, AFL-CIO, 306 F.2d 840, 842 (2d Cir. 1962) [[5%1 L BEFIN G- Hhviz &
WO HRIE, RELEA S OFEEIRTT W T, FRAIASHIRR 92 HIR0 2 S8R I e R4
5 EDBITL TR, TIEEIE, A & BRI P 25 (R a4 ORRE ORWHT B
THIETH D LEXTNDIDTH > T, HEMFILDIERITEILD L1FH L THWRN
DTH5.1] .

(444) Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers, 415 U.S. 423, 444-45
(1974) [THIAN65 4 (b) TEIE, AHIEASIEFA LV 10 H ORI Z DM X 0 K5
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(4) PImAZE a4 DOHNLT

Bl 2 B U 7e M f51E, S IS PIRG4S O TiclE &
RUUZR 5T, b LUFERZNE LIRS, BT ka4 %
MY HERTZRERNS, Ee, KEIEASR—HRNZED bk
56, tho2TOHEN (HLRBROWEZHT 2 EiT0HE4£2R<) 1Tk
ALT, TXDEZFRINC PRI S OHNL T ORI 23%E LR
R BN 2, PEILGS OS5 % TORIZIRY
BURZ MRS L0 5 RFLEA SO BICHRTE L —ATH B 7,

(5) BE L - A

IRk A A 2SR Y o~ i A7 < FR DN A, Kol HEg,
A BB Ui Y HE~0 2 HEi oM (Feflind 2 o 25 c& %)
Tk, HIEL THRAOEMNL - BHEHRLLTEHI LA TES W, 2

TOEMET D BUTHANT 14 BN, BRI, 22058 E REOVE T E 2
2B OM AR D ETOMMPR THERET 2 T AE LG IV REFELES
LT8G, TOREES L TANERTAETHD. HHIBNENE LIR0WgE,
M R & D PR A S To G F#H 1L, ZoaMEHl6s 4 (b) Fic X vt niz
HIRAM O TR LIcbDEEX D LMW TE D] .

(445) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (3) ; see, Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) ; United States v. Crozier, 777 F.2d
1376, 1382 (9th Cir. 1985) [FISRFFHLAN 65 41k, FHIIAS— 5 I kA 4 & 38
Te35 8, HAT, % OB (immediate hearing) % %5k LT\ %., ]] ; Hudson v. Barr, 3 F.3d
970, 973-976 (6th Cir. 1993) [Pifif7E a4 DOHSL T ORENIE, A ka4 OHGH L
HIELET D] .

(446) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (3).

(447) Granny Goose Foods v. Bhd. of Teamsters & Auto Truck Drivers, 415 U.S. 423, 439
(1973) [T—RHLEGRIZ, - - - DERFHSRIND ETOM, BUREHEFL
[FHEARREDBE AR IET D LS, ZOREHMNICE T DRETHITSNDI~AETH
v, ZOMMEZREL TR 5RN. ] .

(448) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (4). See also, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40.



NEZF BN, EFEOTFHITHE S X 9 Balic Z OHSL TZ2 I Lk
E LRI B Y,

2RI, HEB M 72 —RERI (presumably temporary circumstances)
KIS 2 b DTH DT, ZNEIELIEHNT, FHOLLIIET T
IR 2B HT 52 L TES WY,

HiIRR 2 32 1) 7 A T 07 S 3 BT ot U T ORMAB B/ LIz Z &
RIFZE IR & 0 BRI E R 2T 5 T D 5 T L & W LA™,

PRI &> T, AR R4 OHGHE U - Z8H O F LS TR I i 25 iy 4 O A
ZARE7R b LD DRI, UFEERHD AL A RN DM B 52 L23D 5.
DX, BRHPNEAH LGS OB L - BEEORM A, B 655 (a) O
ELTHEDDZ LILRA D, TOZ LiF, PR TANZE LGS O TORMEE
TR 655 (b) HOBGE L S EEL & 5. HHIHHI 654 (a) HOBFH T S L
AL, Te & 22 OFREOBMEZTER U O REIEA 12 X 5 #2521 2 0
DOYEHETHDELTD, ZOBMSET (burden of persuasion) Al k- 4 &5 sk L
oY HFIZH D, LiL, 2 HATO@ENZES < ArH B IEDORE & T2 L a
POFEEFBPTERVE S RGAEIE, &5 50Y408 b MM LR 4 7
RENDARE TR, ZD XS RRIUTBNTIE, FEASGAA NI 14y
AOEW LEHEEG LIz LT, ZHUT & o THHTE A 23 P4l 24 1k A g iis i S
N5z L3R,

(449) Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b) (4). See also, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40.

(450) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40 ; Exxon Corp. v. Texas Motor Exch., 628 F.2d 500,
503 (5th Cir. 1980) [PHEHEEFHICB W THRHIZA NG SE2EETE S,]
Nicacio v. INS, 797 F.2d 700, 706 (9th Cir. 1985) [[#EZ5H 288 - e &, MBI LT,

IR A 238 L B A b OS2 E LT MR 2T 5.1] .

(451) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40 ; see e.g., New York State Ass'n for Retarded
Children v. Carey, 706 F.2d 956, 967-970 (2d Cir. 1983) [/ AT 7 ¥ a »itBWT, &
FI D LRI U T RGUZEE R S - T 5T, ZIENBERERE I ]
but see, Transgo, Inc. v. AJAC Transp. Parts Corp., 911 F.2d 363, 365 (9th Cir. 1990) [p¥fX
REROCENEREFHO EFF AN LD TRBLOM Y 72255 (a substantial change in
circumstance) | OFFEH DK A IHIZEERERT SN ] .
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ar OWGH LSUIEEL D 5D, HHFHBEHFITN LT, RILAZE
B E N T Te DA b DLEEVEA 2 < 72 o T T & SUTHNL AR EEIRIE
RaRDILZ LTV EHFOMSZEMN LcZ L2 TEIgGE, #
HATZ RS2 TZ N TE Y, S oML, Lo%ikas
DHEREL R DIENBRIEIZBEIESNIBEITD, HidaeEETLZ L
WTE DY,

RERNT, BeHFAEILM S 2L E S50 E 5 el 2BITiE, &
MO ILGHOHIBIESND P E 5 2B LR PR 50",

(452) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40 ; see e.g., New York State Ass'n for Retarded
Children v. Carey, 706 F.2d 956, 967-970 (2d Cir. 1983) ; Hudson v. Barr, 3 F.3d 970, 975-
976 (6th Cir. 1993) [F )24 1@y 4 DHINL T OB 0 ORIEIL, A 1k Ay 4 2 1D i
SOl R D]

(453) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40 ; see e.g., United States v. Snepp, 897 F.2d 138, 141
(4th Cir. 1990) [ k@ OZETE NEOWEI XV IELESN 254 iTiFIhsg
T2 LATE D, ] ; Protectoseal Co. v. Barancik, 23 F.3d 1184, 1187 (7th Cir. 1994) [#%
WIOEIEGDOERELRD 7 LA N BEICRIER S o oA 1T IERRE AR HL D 1
Ehz.] ; Wyatt v. King, 803 F. Supp. 377, 384-385 (M.D. Ala. 1992) [l D2 14y
DIERE L 72 DT WIEN D - Te A, WYL (consent decree) DZEHIXIE YL S
2.1 .

(454) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.40 ; see e.g., Consumer Advisory Bd. v. Glover, 989
F.2d 65, 67 (1st Cir. 1993) [EHFHIEE LA O U9 O B 22§ 5 7o iz ik
WERT S XIIEHET DHEMR 24T 5. ] ; Patterson v. Newspaper & Mail Deliverers'
Union, 13 F.3d 33, 38-39 (2d Cir. 1993) [ZEIRMRFIE, 2 ikar s 0L 00 HIN AN 72
INGE, BEXIZEMNILT S Z LR TE B, ] ; American Can Co. v. Mansukhani,
742 F.2d 314, 322-323 (7th Cir. 1984) [— ik filibdr s, HWEZBH < DI AERIH
BURZ HERE LIEARREORE 2P 12T 5 L 5 AN HW 2R T 5 e dic oA
WHENDNETHY, ZOWMERZ D& TIFERN.] .



6. Lif
FEFRFHIFTIZ BT, IKHLESS O, XUXH Y W aaiet LT,
— I IE R T E 2 Y

(455) 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.41 ; Sampson v. Murray, 415 U.S. 61, 87-88 (1974)
Uk 2R A T D amid, ZRBRPMNZELGS O %2 DO D TRV
D, ERFBIIBITBEREZITHZ LITTE72] ; Coalition for Basic Human Needs
v. King, 654 F.2d 838, 839 (1st Cir. 1981) ; Romer v. Green Point Sav. Bank, 27 F.3d 12, 15
(2d Cir. 1994) [T—fFIHE LT, EiFiE, #5830 ORIk (final judgments),
28 US.C. § 1291, & D \WidzE k& &2 e X HEHE 3 2 th & 4 (interlocutory
order), 28 U.S.C. § 1292(a)(1), ITDWT D&, EfET D, IKilikdraid, HiEm
RHDTH T, POFEMIINTIZZE IS TIX722 0> (not technically an injunction) MO,
EHIX ERFRAAE TS Do 1] ; Nutrasweet Co. v. Vit-Mar Enters., 112 F.3d 689, 692 (3d Cir.
1997) [T—#ifm & LT, Al ka4 &2 38 XITHEH S D e A3 LR TH D. 1]
Virginia v. Tenneco, Inc., 538 F.2d 1026, 1029-30 (4th Cir. 1976) [I3@%:, Ailikdr4ix
AR EBAHLEDE 28 7 1291 2 B N 1292 I BV T _LFF AT AER &4 T1E 72\, 1] ; Board
of Governors of the Fed. Reserve Sys. v. DLG Fin. Corp., 29 F.3d 993, 1000 (5th Cir. 1994)
[T—feroiz, AR a4 1% EFR W HE TIX72 . 1] ; United States v. Bayshore Assocs.,
Inc., 934 F.2d 1391 (6th Cir. 1991) ; Leslie v. Penn Cent. R.R.Co., 410 F.2d 750, 751 (6th
Cir. 1969) [FHEHHANC IS W THREZER A~ ORIR & 5 1L 2 Bl 2463 2 il ik
WA EI I TARITONTIEEFTE 22, ]; Doe v. village of Crestwood, IL, 917 F.2d
1476, 1477 (7th Cir. 1990) [TA5RENEASEES 28 #1292 5% (a) T (1) 513, (RKHILA%
5D EiFEZE L TR, |] ; Baker Elec. Coop. v. Chaske, 28 F.3d 1466, 1472 (8th Cir.
1994) ; In re Lorillard Tobacco Co., 370 F.3d 982, 985-86 (9th Cir. 2004) [[H#iHI 65413
78 by 4y LA IR dy A & BB L TV DA, BFIT—ROTHER & LT EiFT
5 LIETE 220N, 1] ; Populist Party v. Herschler, 746 F.2d 656, 661 n.2 (10th Cir. 1984)
[T, AR ik A OFEHEIZ 6 L CTid B3R TE 22\, 1] ; Schiavo ex rel. Schindler v.
Schiavo, 403 F.3d 1223, 1225 (11th Cir. 2005) [T A 135@ s, ka4 %R XidfH
Mg B ah b O LFRICONT, HiEkEE L7 1, I] 5 Adams v. Vance, 570 F.2d 950,
953 (D.C. Cir. 1978) ; Huang v. Charter Techs., 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 5183 (Fed. Cir. Feb.
28, 1996) [T—#& 1T, AR 1k 4 % 3R o MUFHHE T D A D1 LARATHE TIZ 722, (Office
of Personnel Management v. American Fed'n of Gov't Employees, AFL-CIO, 473 U.S. 1301,
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LAL, TO—-BRIFANTE3IDOHMNRED D P, T3bb, O
IEM AR Z OB B O TP MM ZE IS ITEER STV S (effectively
converted) 58, ORI IE Ay & 23 Ff& i e BLAE (terminal ruling) &% % S

B354, QKL Ay 4 3 Sampson P& DU 5 TH#E3# -y 43 (quasi-injunction) |
RN T 2 HETH S,

Sampson PEIT L AUE, HIBRFFFAABIAI 655 (b) HOMIM A/ % T
it B4, FHeAICH TP Eaa & FE I b T S RHEaa
1, EBIZIZ PR EG AT I N TN D OT, AREERLE 28
12924k (a) (1) % (28 US.C. § 1292(a) () IT & » T EFHATAEL 72 5“7,

1303-05, 87 L. Ed. 2d 603, 105 S. Ct. 3467 (1985) % BIJH1) 1] ; Petraco-Valley Oil & Ref.
Co. v. United States Dep't of Energy, 633 F.2d 184, 199 (Temp. Emer. Ct. App. 1984) [l
LGB O TEH T 2@ M OWTFER LFTERN.] .

(456) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 335.

(457) #RHI Ve DBERRNICFER DT b @A & S dvorderid, —MIIC, #512925
(a) T (1) FiTRBLE NTe, KRR 2 EoBiIAh G (statutory exception to
the final judgment rule) O NC, EFTHZ LN TE D, [k, ZILaazEias, ik
fot, AW, D L <IFHOH L, XiFAEIA A OB U - AR A S 2 i 4
4 (interlocutory orders) % FF 5 A3~ 5 L FF#HIME (appeals jurisdiction) % #H P I A 5-
LTS, 512924 (a) 3 (1) 5 2 dB R IR A BN 65 5t O order ITEH 2 BRIT 4
U2 REE, KELLEGS ST PRRZE LSRR EENTHDIRE SPDORETH S,
TIIZE L S FTIERO T T EFWRETH D 0Tkt LT, il aid EFFfae & —
BN I NTND D TH D,

Al kA ASHLAI 65 5% (b) THORE D 2 Wl A 2 THfE L TV D5 G, Ntz
nx IRHLES R LS XFICHBD 5T) Pz Las & L TR EFFmEE L
fiE LTV 5, 13 Moore's Federal Practice § 65.41 ; Sampson v. Murray, 415 U.S. 61, 86, 94
S. Ct. 937,39 L. Ed. 2d 166 (1974) [ RFRII 65 4 (b) B> HIAIHI IR 28 2 7o A
1B P ZE LA & U THRORIEZR 57, ORI LRTFIUER 57220
San Francisco Real Estate Investors v. Real Estate Inv. Trust of Am., 692 F.2d 814, 816 (1st
Cir. 1982) ; Spath v. National Collegiate Athletic Asso., 728 F.2d 25, 27 (1st Cir. 1984) [IFd



PRz X, IRENERASBEIEL TS, KFLEGIZ LR TH D05, FEIX
FHREIC RS S il 72 & 72\ (substance must prevail over nomenclature), =+ + FEIX
REDOFITH SN, LREASIERERORIRZR < FHRLTHWD IR LT, Z0
FEEIL, WSHIT PR RS &F X 5D, 1] ; United States v. Crawford, 329 F.3d
131, 136 (2d Cir. 2003) [T 1kAiy 4 % 72 1 O MR 288 2 Ckfe S, 952k,

TAIIZE kA A OFE 4 L FER O R E 7TV & &1, SREERES12924(a)
H (1) 5OBEICHES LORIZEDOERICBWT EFRTHETH 5. 1] ; Nutrasweet Co.
v. Vit-Mar Enters., Inc., 112 F.3d 689, 692-694 (3d Cir. 1997) [{iffillikar 4 2% L7z 62 H
B, HHEHTEZ O] ka4 A SR kR S B D A 2 58 L, & Inl X 3]
T 2 O kA A % AR i A L WS SR, YRR kA T S R
TG EM AT 5 L Lic.] ; Virginia v. Tenneco, Inc., 538 F.2d 1026, 1029-30 (4th Cir.
1976) [MRHl&an, —HESC L ST, THFEORLAA5Tide, G-
W - EFE HZEE S (Amicus Curiae & L TEMN) BB LI 5EL72 BEH O% TH
FHNIGEIE, WRITHRAS 595 £ b, ZRIEPRAZE LGS OWME 26T
DHDTH B, 1] ;Jones v. Belhaven College, 98 Fed. Appx. 283, 284 (5th Cir. 2004) [24
HE O EA < BIBRIFFHAN 655D LR TH 5 20 A 2 2 T LAy 4 2 fefi S &
5281, PGS LFBEOER LOMRE L 5T HOTHY, ZhieT
figfzE kA4 & LT - T & . 1] ; National City Bank v. Battisti, 581 F.2d 565, 568 (6th
Cir. 1977) [THh 5 HHFTA 11 A 18 HIZHE Lic@ AL, ZORROEN BT, 114
4 H O R A A D 1D ORIAEFLER - LR L, HHT65 4% (b) THIT & 2 il ik 4
DIz 2 TN OM N 2R T 5 Z L 2RK LI P4 G a TH 5.

FiiZE (- ar 4 2788 B id _EFRTRETH B, 1] ; United States v. Board of Educ., 11
F.3d 668, 671-672 (7th Cir. 1993) [20 H %l 2 TR S AL 7 Al kA A TR 25 1k Ay
4y & UCHIMAHZ FEFRATAE & 72 5. ]; Doe v. Crestwood, IL, 917 F.2d 1476 (7th Cir. 1990) [3
HlOBSB IRV TR —~ - F b ) v 7 O IV OB E LT 2 REEGRE,
JOREETERITEIET 2R EAT D4T, EROHMERZEIEGHTHD.] ;
Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith v. Salvano, 999 F.2d 211, 215-216 (7th Cir. 1993) [ E
FRARER A R A b, S RFFHIAT65 4% (b) 1H (2) B TE DR & 1 [ DL LI
Iz D L, EiRATRER PARZE Ikdr 4 & 72 5. 1; United Airlines, Inc. v. U.S. Bank N.A.,
406 F.3d 918 (7th Cir. 2005) [M20 H %# % 2 Ml dr i, 84 LicBetgnzhs
[TEERRL & 5 &b, FlEizEikads & L THRAENRETH D, 1] ; Quinn v. Missouri,
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839 F.2d 425 (8th Cir. 1988) [Tl ildr 423, EIBEFFRHAI 65 5 (b) HOBE T 5 20
HORIRGIE 28 %, FEEPHAEIEGSONEESOLA, EHRFEIIIET
fiifZE ik 4r & LTI, SREEAES 281 12924 (a) TH (1) 5 0E MR 1T L
Tl ; Bennett v. Medtronic, Inc., 285 F.3d 801, 804 (9th Cir. 2002) [k Z 1 7 /L &H]
FiA%, HHELE (brief) ORI A2 21T, HEHORImETEIL, AHikdas o84 30 H
L LI HRIIRBNT, EaRmTREM: o »Sc B U TR IR A 4y & P I 7 1k 4 i
#54t L7z, ] ; American Oil Co. v. McMullin, 433 F.2d 1091, 1096 (10th Cir. 1995) [#%#
AR 28 17 1292 4% (a) T (1) 5 ORE T 2 LR OBIRICINT, HIRIHFIR O
IR Ik Ay 4 2 Tl 2 1y 4 & LTk o 72, ] ; Mitsubishi Int'l Corp. v. Cardinal Textile
Sales, 14 F.3d 1507, 1515 n.14 (11th Cir. 1994) [T I TSRS I I ka4
BUTBUR AR 272 17 T 72 < BiMRA (affirmative relief) 2 SO TND 72, F
T2 1l ay 4 DR 11 % F5 > Tz, 1] ; Cuban Am. Bar Ass'n v. Christopher, 43 F.3d 1412,
1422 (11th Cir. 1995) [MF&TEM & BEHMAERREE SN, Fledbh oMM ENRT
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FRIZBWT, WHlkas2Eild 2aa2n8EE ohichaicd, RRELRER L
ThEm % EFFHEL LT 5, Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 338 ; see e.g., Levesque
v. Maine, 587 F.2d 78 (1st Cir. 1978) ; United States v. Hubbard, 650 F.2d 293, 314 n.73 (D.C.
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& UTHRREDSHIL DD, LFHOAEIT X Y RS a4 OB I H
HI654k (b) THO LR # L2 THEEShZHATH S Y, 5, 110

Cir. 1980) [HFHEOKICAESNEHEXIFTS 5RD LREOFEENHI SN TN
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869 F.2d 1306 (9th Cir. 1989).

(458) M7 B H OO E Vi EaGa & LTTiE R, WKilikas & LTH
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(460) Stoll-DeBell, supra note 8, at 338.

(461) Id, at 338-39.



T A Y T EIEHII T B P kA 4y & ARk a4 D FE S Tl (7)

X FFEREHNE, b L EREHF LERLUERIIA ORI
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1A ORI I BT SN D e, IN DT T % (5 11 S 2 I ki 4 Dk
B, EROFBHMETEZ KD 2 DIZ T RAITH 5. ] .

Ik #i%, Gulfstream Aerospace corp. v. Mayacamas corp., 7 — AZRBWT, Z Ol
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271,287(1988).

(465) Geneva Assurance & Syndicate, Inc. v. Medical Emergency Servs. Ass'n, 964 F.2d 599,
600 (7th Cir. 1992).






