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> David S. Almeling et al., A Statistical Analysis of Trade Secret Litigation in Federal Courts, 45 GONZ.
L. REV. 294 (2009).
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MG R FEENHRE » L@ A FHAS EORAP BT A THIEZTY S B
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Env'ts., Inc. v. Stinnett 5 ° > Jg £ LB A FEE B EIRG 69 H] & 3 R KA E B E
WG ARREELEER GV BRI T RAL ARG RNAAGHBORFE -
Duneland Emergency Physician's Medical Group, P.C. v. Brunk * 'R 7= e 3¢ % L /8 3
FEG ARG AR - R AR IR TRARAE o TR T AN Aok % oy N AR R I Hh
TARBESY  whBREN TEHEEFAZGRE | R TR e RER
32 # ; (non-compete and non-solicitation agreements) ® > ik 89 & & N B1E & F
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HERE » HRTFHECBRERAALS AN KTXRARLS HIE BATG#
SR A EEAE AR AR RRA R ABE TN TR b ERREE
A MEITLE  LEBRAANTERB My BRARETRADIAYR ERF
By

®  PepsiCo, Inc. v. Redmond, 54 F.3d 1262 (7th Cir. 1995).

4 UNIF. TRADE SECRETS ACT, 14 U.L.A. 437 (1985).

> J.E. Hanger, Inc. v. Scussel, 937 F. Supp. 1546, 1552 (M.D. Ala. 1996); Loewen Group Int'l, Inc.
v. Haberichter, 912 F. Supp. 388, 392 (N.D. Ill. 1996), rev'd in part on other grounds, 1998 U.S.
App. LEXIS 28514 (7th Cir. 1998); Borg-Warner Protective Services Corp. v. Guardsmark, Inc. 946
F. Supp. 495, 500 (E.D. Ky. 1996); Leon M. Reimer & Co., P.C. v. Cipolla, 929 F. Supp. 154, 157
(S.D.N.Y. 1996). See RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF CONTRACTS § 186(2) (1979).

¢ Modern Env'ts., Inc. v. Stinnett, 561 S.E.2d 694, 695 (Va. 2002).

” Duneland Emergency Physician's Medical Group, P.C. v. Brunk, 723 N.E.2d 963 (Ind. Ct. App. 2000).

8 Fla. Stat. § 542.335 (2001); Florida Pest Control and Chem. Co. v. Thomas, 520 So0.2d 699 (Fla.
Dist. Ct. App. 1988).

®  Mercer Mgmt. Consulting, Inc. v. Wilde, 920 F. Supp. 219, 237 (D.D.C. 1996); Haberichter, 912 F.
Supp. at 392; Borg-Warner, 946 F. Supp. at 501.

1 Mercer, 920 F. Supp. at 237; Haberichter, 912 F. Supp. at 392.
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# cA.E.P Indus., Inc. v. McClure £ 3t & » &% FE A H] &5 G F 7Y &1 -
BE R R H) ik 4 Rey T R4 - RM LA AL H R T A AT 5
IR EE > B RXGREA A AR RBOR 0 EIEIRIEE FEAF
WRAERE  FRETHIREELRRNEBLR  §ARALEFATHE
FIR) > AR AL B LR EDMAERL E FAFE  REFAR

TR AR AR EEELF KN RS AT MR G2 H
ko Bm R 2 LKA ik KT e E T - &
EHRBERFRAE—FER > WABEFAGEEN S5 gL
Fe il IR EHARALE e b 09I B 00 R A B EHRAEIE AL S
£ AEP. £V RERBFZRFIAGEENS  ERAZLRELT
HEBLERY S ERAEHFROGA R ETRIIFFHF NG T
9,09 AU AT RS Edn R0 KB F - RS B B ML Y A8 B 6y BA A A
R A TR MBS A A 0TS 0 R R ARG K RIE AR o AT
RF&b R &l e ey IR - R R TR R FIET RS B Ryey T8 -

AEP. £RAE LT REEH S M RTMMEERRGIER R
EHEPRMETRIERETS  BLENEMAE T MEA - &
EREFTROMT  AFRMM > FRLIARL TRETAGHEHS
%a@%%%%ﬁé’é%ﬂ%%i%’@M%%%%m%%ﬁé’ﬁ
ALY IR ARAERNS L - —EHROREELERY > LEHLTE

" VisionAIR, Inc. v. James, 167 N .C.App. 504, 507, 606 S.E.2d 359, 361 (2004).
2 A.E.P. Indus., Inc. v. McClure, 308 N.C. 393, 400, 302 S.E.2d 754, 759 (1983).
B Id. at 401, 302 S.E.2d at 759—60.

¥ VisionAIR, Inc., 167 N.C.App. at 507, 606 S.E.2d at 362.

* A.E.P. Indus., Inc., 308 N.C. at 402, 302 S.E.2d at 760.
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- PR

18

4 > Precision Walls, Inc. v. Servie ¥ ¥ Okuma Am. Corp. v. Bowers
EEM ZAFATH AEP. £ LR E RN £5k o & Okuma Am. Corp. & F
FE R FE B RAGH ARG RA] - AATERE D RAIGHRE -
B3 TRAEBRFGER  TRATHRIFNER  BAAFENE
B HRMEEWT - R RAMMNEAANE KRS

AEP. RFHERERBIALY > REFIETIEZLEREEZ K
TAR RS S HARELE R EMETLERLFERMNEERLEMR
# 7% (the North Carolina Trade Secrets Protection Act, TSPA) #93 # » &
W AR RAR - KA B —FiERT 0 REREWREITLER TSPA >
HRBRENEEDE  ERERLESHABERARGL  HERL
TRAKTRBRENEERE

' VisionAIR, Inc., 167 N.C.App. at 508, 606 S.E.2d at 362.

Y Precision Walls, Inc. v. Servie, 152 N.C.App. 630, 568 S.E.2d 267 (2002).
¥ Okuma Am. Corp. v. Bowers, 181 N.C.App. 85, 638 S.E.2d 617 (2007).

¥ Id. at 89, 638 S.E.2d at 620.
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4 HEZAERT  BEBLETAANEML - SHEFFE LA 0EML
50 LEBNEHZE AT L

6 ZHMBEAMBGIESE -

Washburn % * 35 % > A H 548 B B ERERR TR A B

Be M kA2 EREAE 5 VisiondIR, Inc. €2 % » BE LA R ERET T
EREERENET  LHETRECLT LA LT L TR
BREER S ERE  Washburn £ 2 F > T RPTEL BAHIER AN
BERF THEREMATEFT ,  BERAMERKRTRAL MK E
A AF ¥4 6o RLE F IR 0 12 Washburn F30 5 5409 T &4 TSPA 8931
T KB JFiZ MM o ABP £ R & RS AEIREAH R LA M AH 6
BBk QREAREMEE > REHSERF R+ 0 A
B b R KRR & 7H K6 -F TSPA 6944

— R T RABBMZEINERAYRFRA LI ETHE
by — A R B R A AR B 6 % £ AL E o PepsiCo Inc. v. Redmond
Er P HART SR Y T RALLENE ET4 N (Pepsico North
America, PCNA ) TAF » X8 B3| KN 8 T1E - R PCNA #)E
WA AT A B B BT » REERFIRBNZREZFL  BF

% Area Landscaping, L.L.C. v. Glaxo—Wellcome, Inc., 160 N.C.App. 520, 525, 586 S.E.2d 507, 511
(2003).

>t Washburn, 190 N.C.App. at 327, 660 S.E.2d at 585-86.

> VisionAIR, Inc., 167 N.C.App. at 510—11, 606 S.E.2d at 364.

# Washburn, 190 N.C.App. at 327, 660 S.E.2d at 586.

24 PepsiCo Inc. v. Redmond. 54 F.3d 1262, 1267 (7th Cir. 1995).
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Verizon Comm. Inc, v. Pizzirani 7 H /% % Verizon Comm. 2 3] & # %, A7
AERR Y 2 B A Pizzirani ° #54 B R 2564 8 £ 500% 5B 4% & A A Comcast °

B b 2B e 2007 S 10 A 17 B #7483 TA4F > o Earth Web, Inc. v. Schlack
EAMLBEBERTERER T ANER » B AR THRERE
B H R R E 8 2R 4 > o Doubleclick, Inc. v. Henderson % B & #% & 50 &
W ERE BRI ATH REARAETRIEMER L6 B R
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=) A TR B EEH
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ERMEREEAETE » 0 I G HET > TRATHRS LG FHFE
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THGEEERELFLE - FEFTHRZATHRGELN  KIZEH
B oy AR e ERLE 0 H RARE 2 o LT 8 B B m & & £ RAm
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AR AT R AT AL R Je ANRERR AR » & 38 00 I AT TR M) AT Jo
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25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

Verizon Comm. Inc, v. Pizzirani, 462 F.Supp.2d 648 (E.D.Pa. 2006).

Earth Web, Inc. v. Schlack, 71 F. Supp 2d 299 (S.D. N.Y. 1999), aff'd, 2000 U.S. App. LEXIS 11446 (2d
Cir. May 18, 2000).

Doubleclick, Inc. v. Henderson, 1997 WL 731413 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. Nov. 7 1997).

Lumex v. Highsmith, 919 F. Supp 624, 629 (E.D.N.Y. 1996); Int'l Paper Co. v. Suwyn, 966 F. Supp 246
(S.D.N.Y 1997).

Uncle B's Bakery, Inc. v. O'Rourke, 920 F. Supp. 1405, 1433 (N.D. lowa 1996); Bridgestone/Firestone,
Inc. v. Lockhart, 5 F. Supp. 2d 667 (D. Ind. 1998); Carboline Co. v. Lebeck, 990 F. Supp. 762 (E.D.
Mo. 1997); Merk & Co. v. Lyon, 941 F. Supp 1443 (M.D. N.C. 1996); Novell Inc. v. Timpanogos
Research Grp. Inc., 46 U.S.P.Q.2d 1197 (Utah D. Ct. 1998).

Schlage Lock Co. v. Whyte, 101 Cal. App. 4th 1443 (Cal. Ct. App. 2002); Bayer Corp. v. Roche
Molecular Sys., Inc., 72 F. Supp.2d 1111 (N.D. Cal. 1999).

Computer Sciences Corp. v. Computer Assocs. Int'l Inc., 1999 WL 675446, *16 (C.D. Cal. Aug 12,
1999).

Baxter Int'l. Inc. v. Morris, 976 F.2d 1189 (8th Cir. 1992).

See PepsiCo, 54 F.3d at 1262.
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2 Rk 2 EAFENAMAXER s HBFETAERTHRERD > B
NGB —FE PR HER L BAR SR T 0 HEZ O 2T RANE
E&FF > 4w NCH Corp v. Broyles ¥ & kTR FIEF R PR E &
W FAHT ARG RN ETRE AN ETETEY S
3 BPAE s Z A XK B RN 0 52 EABEE J& % A AR

AL P Se i 0 5 E AL B 0y M3 AE 0 R4 K (tort law) # R~F&
2 e AL A 4 SR AT R 1B B A% P PR L 1T 0l 8 A% - B E FAR
Gy R EMEAE - Mt KRR BRI RARFEBEN -

4 BEBEERZLERAAINRERY  HERLGREHEZIT RS
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34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

lan C. Ballon, Linking, Framing, and Other Hot Topics in Internet Law and Litigation, 520 PLI/Pat
167, 259(1998). sb X VE# 32 th » AR AR K - TR AHARE E A deid f4F 9k 04 3 T 10
AAT—AFE -

Bonito Boats. Inc. v. Thunder Craft Boats, Inc., 489 U.S. 141 (1989).

Phillips v. Frey, 20 F.3d 623 (5th Cir. 1994).

Telerate Sys. Inc. v. Caro, 689 F. Supp. 221 (S.D.N.Y. 1988).

Aerospace Am., Inc. v. Abatement Techs. Inc., 738 F. Supp. 1061 (E.D. Mich. 1990).

NCH Corp. v. Broyles, 749 F.2d 247 (5th Cir. 1985); Omega Optical, Inc. v. Chroma Tech. Corp., 800
A.2d 1064 (Vt. 2002).

Surgidev Corp. v. Eve Tech., Inc., 828 F.2d 452 (8th Cir. 1987).

AMP Inc. v. Fleischhacker, 823 F.2d 1199, 1202 (7th Cir. 1987).

Dearborn Process Serv., Inc. v. Storner, 149 B.R. 872 (Bankr. N.D. I1l. 1993).
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{a } £ 5 Chef Cantu “ » LA LT H » HRELIBEZHHITIE G EXBE
BLoy » PR TARBAZG ¥ of 3 F KRS - BB KRB T LA R F RFRAS Y
REWHE - dmsb B A —EFHRAE - M T B T RAERAEI > AL THERBRA
BIFT O BT 0 M d E e AT 6 TR BRG]+ 3B AR T KR O g R AR 0 B A
ERFCBRLEMHEMET ERY—R - R AL LR RHEATEERTFN
W B AR Rmddy 0 B AR @B 0 R A R AR A

BT R A ESHRAEE PO SHELER  PAER -

I TR R AN B ERE  REJLTRAKEZ AT A GHG-FE - T H
AL hRATR B ERERN AFHARRAARTREGRE T NELE
MR TR RAN R E IR — AR T AR AR LSRR o e RiB
A ABRELEERE BB ETREASRB T TRME AR A GG

ERRGREBE OB ERAANSEEERE ol —F 2 M F KP4
IESE R IR BT AT B R A B0 5 A T RAE o udh - BN BT R
AR — i Fodk > HeRR L R PIdsr R RS AR A EN 0 T AR e ke
R AL THHRB ML ~ TR A AL

Je IAK T RAE & R AT 09 L R ARAFLF A F AT Rt A 2 K
FRAREFLMAE  FAREARFTZEBREEFLR - A TRALMAM L SR> -

3 Haberichter, 912 F. Supp. at 392; Weaver v. Ritchie, 478 S.E.2d 363, 367 (W. Va. 1996).

* Homaro Cantu, wikipedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Homaro Cantu(last visited: 1/25/2015).

Adam Waks, Where The Trade Secret Sits: How The Economic Espionage Act Is Inflaming Tensions In
The Employment Relationship, And How Smart Employers And Employees Are Responding, 3 NYU J.
Intell. Prop. & Ent. L. 393(2014).

% Id. at 401.

47 Unif. Trade Secrets Act § 1, cmt. 5 (1985).

8 Am. Hearing Aid Assocs, Inc. v. GN Resound N. Am., 309 F.Supp.2d 694 (E.D.Pa. 2004).

105.08 HERE#AT voL.212



Rt
(e RBIZRPI R & R B R R Rk B R

(=) HRBR

HRRALIARANZEE B REHLE KBE LA P HE

PR ENAT AT IEE AR SFENERRENMARMES  REEEALT
B RIBE © dof Jackson v. Ford &% » HEE¥EE AT BT 0 &
AT H TAE R 20 B2 - FAPTRGFRE R R TR E Wy TR A F
BT Z P 091 AL B AR » dofT R AH KR ZF A4 L = o Film and Tape Works,
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49

50

51

52

53.

54

55

56

Greka Integrated, Inc. v. Lowre, 35 Cal.Rptr.3d 684 (Cal. Ct. App. 2005).

Jackson v. Ford, 555 S.E.2d 143 (Ga. Ct. App. 2001).

Film and Tape Works, Inc. v. Junetwenty Films, Inc., 856 N.E.2d 612 (Ill. App. Ct. 2006).

See id. at 616.

Basicomputer Corp. v. Scott, 973 F.2d 507 (6th Cir. 1992).

Edward T. Ellis &Littler Mendelson, P.C., Non-Competion Agreements and Protection of Trade
Secrets, CV001 ALI-CLE 1097, July 25 - 27, 2013.

Abel v. Fox, 654 N.E.2d 591 (Ill. App. Ct. 1995); Woodward Ins., Inc. v. White, 437 N.E.2d 59 (Ind.
1982); Basso Chemicals, Inc. v. Schmidt, 522 F. Supp. 1087 (E.D. Ark. 1981).

Baxter Intern., Inc. v. Morris, 976 F.2d 1189 (8th Cir. 1992); Ma & Pa, Inc. v. Kelly, 342 N.W.2d 500
(Iowa 1984) Nat'l Interstate Ins. Co. v. Perro, 934 F. Supp 833, 891 (N.D. Ohio 1996) b % ¥ 58 A
2 3k #] 3% ( “the public interest is always served in the enforcement of valid restrictive covenants
contained in lawful contracts” ); Mercer, 920 F. Supp. at 237; Borg-Warner, 946 F. Supp. at 501;
Neveux v. Webcraft Techs., Inc., 921 F. Supp. 1568, 1571 (E.D. Mich. 1996); Reimer v. Cipolla, 929 F.
Supp. 154, 157 (S.D.N.Y. 1996); Mann v. Kasoff, 641 N.Y.S.2d 102, 103 (N.Y. App. Div. 1996).
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R GRERLLEG NS - ZARMBRELERL > A

LA B R F o) FF I kT o

R FOEHT » I BRI G E RGN EF > dodwit] ©
Fl & o ik T ARG & FE M 09T - J A FARE © RAR A IRE R £09 L0 B
M RERAILERMARK GBS TREFALHR TGS - &
HEEMOERNTR  FRUT G AFRELLRYOEEF B
HETRARFIAEGBMAAY - @F T RAZRBI IE —2 G

57

58

59

60

61

Watlow Elec. Mfg. Co. v. Wrob, 899 S.W.2d 585, 587 (Mo. Ct. App. 1995) . £ #| € & & 5F - AEE-
EMEF. Inc. v. Passmore, 906 S.W.2d 714, 724 (Mo. Ct. App. 1995) #$ £ F & & = F - VA T £ 8
#2& W F ¢ McAlpin v. Coweta Fayette Surgical Assocs., P.C., 458 S.E.2d 499, 503 (Ga. Ct. App.
1995); Am. Bldg. Serv., Inc. v. Cohen, 603 N.E.2d 432 (Ohio Ct. App. 1992); New River Media Grp.,
Inc. v. Knighton, 429 S.E.2d 25 (Va. 1993).

A.N. Beringer, Inc. v. Strought, 103 F.3d 243, 248 (2d Cir. 1996).

Norman D. Bishara & David Orozco, Using the Resource-Based Theory To Determine Covenant Not
To Compete Legitimacy, 87 INDIANA LAW JOURNAL 987 (2012).

Carmen Nobel, Non-competes Push Talent Away, HBS WORKING KNOWLEDGE (July 11, 2011),
http:// hbswk.hbs.edu/item/6759 .html (last visited: 2/1/2015). #t X F $% B BR T he il - 3R A Alaska,
Connecticut, Minnesota, Montana, Nevada, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Washington, West Virginia % 1 °
Waks, supra note 45, at 409.
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NPT i R R Al CEARL s BN T/EEM 44
R EM AN L BARNE LT NG NRE T RS RBT

HEBERYFT R EHGEANHEHRE  LIALAINRER LR
M AH  ABRRAEBRFRS AT H MR ERERLERY
MEEHRT > S EERAHLSEMARLOESEMER > A
REZREARMIAGRERAEIBERTN REE /mEw  BWRAABESR N
REROHEANARALFEE REFF oA A2 > BLERTHRAN
HEFILERY S HFRBERAA MM 5 oA T LML 60E AR
¥ 5l A &%t © 0 Professor Katherine Stone #% 1 1 4 7w s 48 049 3 %
AR F—F T H A R4 (New Psychological Contract) | @ »
Bl R RGN R R ET /- B AASE R LR A S
A BRAREEAREERFOREN  AMERANE LT E
AR FE— A AR ITy - ERPTRCER Gy Ry RER G
RERNE  BAARFRPETERFOLRLM B H A @E A
BB WAL A SRR L E A 2GRy -

e R EE LGN F BN REL - 5 — 185k % B R M T AR
R FTRARKARELGH TR T2 EBEYTFR > HF AR
g T HASEERF AR AN T KRR HREPEFABRHEIE B0
Flo RGP R -G TEBRERBEER  RANEMTRERY
(non-compete agreement, NCA) =X & % # #J (non-disclosure agreement,

NDA) - R JE f 3 kAN EAMRIER AR » b TIFH T A

R TAERg A 0 ik Aa R0 IE1E & -

See Bishara, supra note 59, at 983.
See Bishara, supra note 59, at 987.

Unif. Trade Secrets Act, § 2 (ii)(B) (1985).
See RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF CONTRACTS § 71 (1981).
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(=) REEBMHEX

HEBELBRREO SR SRR E TREHER B Tokig - ATeR
oy T R REAE L ; (Anti-Raiding Provisions ) * % 3k %4 s @) PR
H AR B T AR IR 1% 0942 A 4T & (solicitation ) * - {2 b 4R PR ] 44 A ¥ [
RAEE T > 1999 ik 8 & F %2 4£ Modis, Inc. v. Revolution Group, Ltd. —
K 413 Modis, Inc. o9 B B T £ 8 5] 5 L AT Bl F okl 2] 3L & 2 8] —
Revolution Group. * * e ¥ IR Hw L SFF R - ik 2R FN A TIAEM
Z ATAERR A Modis, Inc. 89 B T °

REBILHOTERAENEREE  ZFHT WA LEAANZ
BN RERAALEFESBEZE TR AERRLTREARIZE
ZFERER LGB FRANBEEZRRFDRETRA  LFER
LREASENHRESERHTOCABEFLE Bt AT EZ O TR
EHT o LA MRS FEERBBROG—IRELELE " HAREIRS
HEDEBRERTRAKL > BEZMRALENHE (good will) #EMm %R
HEFREHENHTEEIEY > Rin Hamer Holding Grp., Inc. & ¥ 694%
RESCERELCBTFRERTBEHE -

I ol TRRAFRAEYFEEELY T

% B ik PR UL S RH IR BME RO 58 H] ) B R AR LIEATE R BATHA T EA

Z WAL F R E R LSRR T AL E > R R AN — %

66
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See John B. Horrigan, Cloud Computing Gains in Currency, PewResearch.org, Sept. 12, 2008, http://
pewresearch.org/pubs/948/cloudcomputing-gains-in-currency (last visited:6/9/2010). Also see Daniel
J. Buller, Mark H. Wittow, Cloud Computing: Emerging Legal Issues, Data Flows, And The Mobile
User, Landslide 56 (November/December, 2009).

T 1985 4 Lane Co. v. Taylor, 330 S.E.2d 112 (Ga. Ct. App. 1985) st E & % » k2 R & 25k # ik
B35 AR A TAEY 2 RANRRELT - 12 1982 F Ao H| ki RikTe R & 67 F i
Pred a4 » B & @ MapIk 8 T35 2R A AT TAEF 2 B A& L6492 - Atk
BUR W IEAT o See Jacob v. Norris, McLaughlin & Marcus, 607 A.2d 142, 145 (N.J. 1982).

Modis, Inc. v. Revolution Grp., Ltd, 1999 WL 1441918 1, *6-8 (Mass. Super. 1999).

Weaver v. Ritchie, 478 S.E.2d 363, 367 (W. Va. 1996). Loewen Group Int'l, Inc. v. Haberichter, 912 F.
Supp. 388,392 (N.D. Ill. 1996), rev'd in part on other grounds, 1998 U.S. App. LEXIS 28514 (7th Cir.
1998).

Cent. Water Works Supply Inc. v. Fisher, 608 N.E.2d 618 (Ill. App. Ct. 1993).

Hamer Holding Grp., Inc. v. Elmore, 613 N.E.2d 1190 (Ill. App. Ct. 1993).

CRST Van Expedited, Inc. v. Werner Enter., 479 F.3d 1105 (9th Cir. 2007).
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A TAZ R AL (good faith) % " % F &4 , (fiduciary duty) R&FZREA
B ARG BE N - AL E S AEE  BAALET TRAGE 2 5
FRR M AN B 23531 ko 25 % B AR AL A 2 de ikl B B Bl %
P ERARERAFE AR FZIRE R AB LA B
WEBEREFEH L 5F74  LARMBROFTL " #RE  HELLERET -

(=) EBRIiEfE

THEELEH TR kA ZAEEX 1 &8 %R A (red-
pencil) * FEEMER KT N ERA KR H 5 T 505 50 R AGERAE R
He R &N B B RGEE R > A2 dg N ~ AT A~ BB AR R
FlRIR N 45 FR AN ™5 2~ B8 %R A (blue-pencil ) * FkFEMlpR 3 & F
TERERG By T " RROMRA K BEENRYET ™,
3 ANE ZEGFIRHAETOENE AR RBZGEHLT
CEFLE T EHE IR 7 HEE SR LEREREAAMTZ
TRIE A ZmBIZT » FPEFREAATLE BEARAXTERE » F N
FERALWBEE LR BRREFEE TN LR "z s
BB EE TR ELE  HFzreyask oy X - Aot

7 See Huntington Eye Assoc., Inc. v. LoCascio, 553 S.E.2d 773, 780 (W. Va. 2001), K& ¥ 21k &3k 2
Sk 0 73 ALER T BAZ G E SAMRE R AAZIA S -

"% Modis, Inc. v. Revolution Grp., Ltd, 1999 WL 1441918 1, *6-8 (Mass. Super. 1999).

7 See, e.g., Faces Boutique, Ltd. v. Gibbs, 455 S.E.2d 707, 709 (S.C. Ct. App. 1995); CAE Vanguard,
Inc. v. Newman, 518 N.W.2d 652, 665 (Neb. 1994); Roy's Orthopedic v. Lavigne, 487 A.2d 173, 175
(Vt. 1985).

% See, e.g., Olliver/Pilcher Ins. v. Daniels, 715 P.2d 1218 (Ariz. 1986).

7 See, e.g., Deutsche Post Global Mail, Ltd. v. Conrad, 292 F. Supp. 2d 748, 754 (D. Md. 2003). See
William Lynch Schaller, Jumping Ship: Legal Issues Relating to Employee Mobility in High Tech. Indus.,
17 Lab. Law 25 (2001). b X 32 » #5037 B 3T R E Y F kA4 L4 BAARK ﬂt%ﬁz’\
EARRA  WRFFERAEHANBRT K - S EREBE > TR T IETOES
Ao R RAERTDIEESEE > HARAARL NG A RERTAFZHF > TREWER
AR S BRI A B AR TR G REHZANEREERZ2EAT Y -

8 Bohler-Uddeholm, Am. Inc. v. Ellwood Group, Inc., 247 F.3d 79, 107 (3d.Cir. 2001). K% % B A
HHEENRS M AITHBERERE L E 0 BN A — K Renee Beauty Salons, Inc. v. Blose-
Venable, 652 A.2d 1345, 1349 (Pa. Super. 1995) ¥ > kIR RV &M RS EHE °

79 Id.

8 SNA, Inc. v. Array, 51 F. Supp. 2d 554, 567 (E.D. Pa. 1999).

8 Vector Sec., Inc. v. Stewart, 88 F.Supp.2d 395, 400 (E.D. Pa. 2000).
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MR EF MM 203k FREETX 2 BBATREGREAATE
LB m A tde it I R)R A2 (reverse engineering) mfFZ A » LT
TEH B RE L ~ BT RH A —MATIF sy s » RL&ed —HEEER
PRt agen 8 » AR AMAREIEZ R = ERREMFT » KRF W
mHTER TR HILEMNEIRADE 1 HPTHAMRE T Loyhd
EME o BPT R AR FOMEAL 0 2 AR BT LB REABE LY
Hol o B THRAFRA A S 3~ FBr 2 IR L JARIE A — B R0
A8 B AE R A A F1Er (on a case-by-case basis ) * °

(=) BEAH

1985 SF Loral Corp. v. Moyes 5 * » F|ix:2 2 RA| AR B T A6 T4% »
B MR TRAANTEMANRREN T EFERFEALER
(the Business and Professions Code) * 3t JF f& %% @ duwh & A 2 5 1994 F
Robinson v. Jardine Ins. Brokers Int'l Ltd. % * » Jg A AT H 2 B AL BT
%o AARE IR e IR - AR BUR B A TAR TS A RN
BAROYFRF| L R ARy » BRARKKTE ETHMAGE > RELAR
HI Y RERE ARG ER RG22 RER LR YF
f 3 HEITAR BN ERRBIRAT R R AHE 4 TRERTR
WIHORITS 5 HREIRGRE -

EB N L2 B ABBRAEERAAT ER M RABREERTZ
B E M A BAAAERAMEE AT L (California tort law) > B [T
A E Y £ %59 (Business and Professions Code section 16600) * Fo &y
# UTSA R R > B Ae 3R s KA BB E AR R GRAE > &
SRACH AT B E 094k > X R ABERE AL A L R H AT R E0RE 0 3 E

8 SI Handing, Inc. v. Heisley, 753 F.2d 1244, 1258 (3d Cir. 1985).

8 Christopher M's Hand Poured Fudge, Inc. v. Hennon, 699 A.2d 1275 (Pa. Super. 1997).

8 Wilson v. Kreusch, 675 N.E.2d 571, 575-76 (Ohio Ct. App. 1996); John R. Rav & Sons, Inc. v.
Stroman, 923 S.W.2d 80, 85 (Tex. App. 1996). Nat'l Interstate Ins. Co. v. Perro, 934 F. Supp 833, 890
(N.D. Ohio 1996).

8 Loral Corp. v. Moyes, 174 Cal. App. 3d 268 (Ca. Ct. App. 1985).

8 Robinson v. Jardine Ins. Brokers Int'l Ltd., 856 F. Supp. 554, 558-59 (N.D. Cal. 1994).

8 Id.
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e ey FHFE o R IA M —HH I M R iEE o 2R E
FARBF LAY RN S ERE  FRIAEERMAREHAET S ERT
TERALFI RIS 5 X R - HHEREERBE TR BALTAFH L EE
B Fk o BRELGTERE > IR EAF > HedDENETRGH
AR ® o HAGERFNLRCSAEAREY  FEMBMAGER - 4
AEMHCERT Y FEAEREGE Y RBLMA B » £ UTSA
oy A& B AT S BN BT S 0 BT Loy R IR FIET - SEARLE
I A B B R AR E B 2T o

(Z) BAREFEHERT B MIEEFIBiF+

FRig s A » LA A R LSRR AL B M o &R F {51
MRASHEERFRAATE » HERKRKDEREE > RBEUEH
F 35 KL R R TAE A A BT ARAE » HR L T ARS8 o dJnf{TH i S &
BB LG AAARAL T AMRIE T 545 1k i 3 B

Eﬂ

1 AR ERA T CER T AR T ERFORMEF >

2 HEE R G AL E RIRPTIRIAG AR >

88

89

90

91
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93

See, e.g., Kewanee Oil Co. v. Bicron Corp., 416 U.S. 470, 481, 485-87 (1974).
See The National Conference on Uniform Law Commissioners, Trade Secrets Act, Uniform Law
Commission, http://www.uniformlaws.org/Act.aspx? title=Trade Secrets Act (last visited :6/13/ 2012)
Sheridan v. Maillinckrodt. Inc., 568 F. Supp. 1347 (N.D.N.Y. 1983) b5 W 30 2% Bp 4 A 225 4] 35

o 42 Nickelson v. Gen. Motors Corp., 361 F.2d 196 (7th Cir. 1966) £ R385 'V ey A 5 LA i
@J FRE -
Metallurgical Indus., Inc. v. Fourtek Inc., 790 F.2d 1195 (5th Cir. 1986).
Rivendell Forest Prods., 28 F.3d at 1044; Suraidev Corp. v. Eye Tech., Inc., 648 F. Supp. 661 (D. Minn.
1986), aff'd, 828 F.2d 452 (8th Cir. 1987). &M 4 BF& RP 45 5T 45 B 6942 NLARZE - LR K ARARA
2 M B EALE o National Rejectors, Inc. v. Trieman, 409 S.W.2d 1 (Mo. 1966).
Rockwell Graphics Sys., Inc. v. DEV Indus., Inc., 925 F.2d 174 (7th Cir. 1991), rev'd on other grounds,
91 F.3d 914 (7th Cir. 1996).
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MAMBEFOMGEECHEREERE? CRTUARLEEITERE -
HHAZRALTREZP AAILE T HMENR S » HRRETEE A
EEMFIRY  FRERZBEAZETFRERS  THRABIATOER
B o BT R AR AT E R 0 R A E e F R E
ZRATT AN A TR EH - 2 R st IR L E bR 9 492
ZRAFIEZRFBATNOEE EH - W REAFERKYFT RGBT ERE
PRIE A fT 2 AR BB PT A 69 e FIET S ERFREN TE - 1~ &
AT R R ik R R E 0 S ERE 12 HMEERARENEERE

EAHFINREREHENZT > HERIRXTFmA > a A REEHGF
ERAFIER AR E R RF b ERAN R IEE Tk RAA K
EABOE AR RENEERE . BREHEARERLMES - %%
&

%
BHRRBRIFNT R ERFRENEEHRE -

PP X FERAMEAATE  LEAFEFORERBAAT £
ARG EAME AL T EREERER T o ERTH M £
Haley oy XL EF I B RAE G FAR TS FA M - PP XH
TR GG FRAARG  BEEARBE R TENS
TR AL e R T 8 509 K GRAR R AR A AR R AR o R BEABRIRIR

% Tan-Line Studios Inc. v. Bradley, 1 U.S.P.Q.2d 2032 (E.D. Pa. 1986).

% See Uniform Trade Secrets Act § 1. La Calhene, Inc. v. Spolyar, 938 F. Supp. 523, 530 (W.D. Wis.
1996).

% Jefco Lab., Inc. v. Carroo, 483 N.E.2d 999 (Ill. App. Ct. 1985); RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF
TORTS § 575; Sigma Chem. Co. v. Harris, 586 F. Supp. 704 (E.D. Mo. 1984) rev'd on other grounds,
794 F.2d 371 (8th Cir. 1986).
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HEIEAH A AR ARSI FIET ¢ Bk AlEE FAIRMIRE
T EEERT KR ZRAREXEIAN B ERHEL LGRS -
Ja e W 5 JUAKIE K T W AR ) UM A T 8 AR TR M R
RZFER LTI R E A E T AN TR AR AT R £ 0
Y &R

ERAANEAMGEEGEGH N AL D E ST EHE v Onega
Optical, Inc. v. Chroma Technology Corp % * » 5kl @R R E03FK - &R
TR LA AR R AR TR MIEE I E AL T X
B FRRHIMRE BAMAZEZRAZERENHES  LAXERAA A
HEEH ) BHALERGBEMN - BEREFZINREN > ARMETE
BN RTAFREE RGBT L EHETAIXAFLERME
s 2w o0 2 R o 3% New Light Cemetery Association v. Baumhardt % *° #
MR RARER MBI EH BRI AERFFRIATREGES
BH REREFRIEEZIMEROTEA  FEBELRETGPTA 4
BlAH - BARENAHTASRTHOEREL > BHZEANETR
NI SERREDE  BAFTRIRAREP, ERBERE] ™ -
FZREFZE S LFERRE —F X AR —FERR RS THE
ARAHEH S LFARERRENTHE AR AR EHNFL » 3 HAF
ABEEAN  REERRE  BEERRENIRET -

RS ERTRARYHKAACHRY  LHELNFEHLT D
FTEWBERRFASLHEMENRT S ERBHAARGEACTHZ
TR AT RBALE Sk -

9 Lumex v. Highsmith, 919 F. Supp 624, 629 (E.D.N.Y. 1996); Int'l Paper Co. v. Suwyn, 966 F. Supp 246
(S.D.N.Y 1997).

% Omega Optical, Inc. v. Chroma Technology Corp., 800 A.2d 1064 (Vt. 2002).

% New Light Cemetery Association v. Baumhardt, 869 N.E.2d 939, 942-43 (11l. App. Ct. 2007).

19 Jd. at 945.

101 ]d
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BHARACAL BT B TR E AR E P B0y B4 RHERKE T - 7
B A EHE R BLE F R FO% ke 5B %E AR R SER LT RIKA
Z A EEHEAN RERSERETLTREAAXAERBRETAFTZIES  TL
AR FFEAF] R BRAF R TAEZAZH] » AR IEE Tk AFR B ERE - BE
AL 0942 F — w1 A £ BRHEE 1939 FRLAR T 09 B4 P B A RIE 0 BLEE R
(fiduciary duty ) 7 /27 F 15 4E B A% 69 — 7 #AMa 7 X Bo AR 9 3tauy % — 7 9

FTAEAE 5 I AR A R FHAR - A TRE EHAT & W I Se
BEBE  CRERGEARESERENTE  AERERIETA BT ERF —

BRI EZRBE T ARG A W ™ sl 55k E 4 DVD Copy Control Ass'n
V. Banner % PR LRMESERF > MG ELF S EZRENARAGILE
1,§]_:rc: 06, B g i%j»;j/\é}qﬁg_]:_""ﬂ‘ }ﬁi;ﬁ—{g\/f'@i}ﬂ é’]ﬁ;ﬁd

s BRALE X AEALE TR AR 3K B AT AR R B AR R AR AR &
HAAEEE Mg FATHE XA NA GRS ZHEE ™ 4 Motor Co. V.
Lane £ ¥ » #5 &% H MR AR EADHE SR 004835 - 1 B A5 F R
AELZBFARERERAN  LHRFBFRE > RO EMAA THrMAHL
ash o FHRFIETA AN AR MRS EE SR o ARG K RIRH &t ey A =
A ARREFRERAERE TS RERARFRERRARETLEDERIFARE
WEH G RMAFXHERZ TR FEABERRGHEZ LS —FEEY
R Ak 3ERAAA B S LR E TS

Y:ﬂ

192 See Restatement (First) of Torts 8§ 757 cmt. a (1939).

103 i fRfe B~ B e Bk RATIE AT Z 2 AR oVincent R. Johnson # » A F X~ By HEFE
e EAZHEK - A 204 0 R EFE B A RN 0 2006 9 A -

194 Elisabeth A. Rowe, Saving Trade Secret Disclosures on the Internet Through Sequential Preservation,
42 Wake Forest L. Rev. 24 (2007).

195 DVD Copy Control Ass'n v. Banner, 75 P.3d 19 (Cal. 2003).

%% 71d. at 10 n.5.

7 Rowe, supra note104, at 25.

198 Ford Motor Co. v. Lane, 67 F. Supp. 2d 745 (E.D. Mich. 1999).

19 Id. at 747.
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(— ) Compare J.H. Goldberg Co., Inc. Am. v. Stern & (1976 )

vA Compare J.H. Goldberg Co., Inc. Am. v. Stern & Z45] ™ + & % B A
TR GERAL RKEIRENIF RAARLH T EAN T
ERATAHBE  RECTEBRREAARAF AT REARETREHNTY
LR REFHNELOLIRENCHBERRARINEERE X 2R
EHARNZRANTAERRTARE &L RAE LGN - RIEH/
RAZLRARETHELHZGLFH ™ -

(=) Kelly v. Mississippi Valley Gas Co. & (1981 &)

TR TCHAKE BB ROT R T TR > Doy REBEYH
MZ TR BB FEE AR - 38X R AR T IES 09T XA
IHERRT R FRBLEARTHZRA S LR GH AN R EE AE
ITER L0 RE - RFERFFM o RGEF 09046 T4k Bk HiTey o
BB &AM A I E W 0 RIS e BRI RE R GTH AL
ME > BIRLBARHSFEHET T T A AR 2 o

£ B R SRR AT GBI LR BT RARREAES
BRI XA 2L oy 044k AR IS B 0 ke Mgmt. Recruiters of Boulder v. Miller 5 **° > 3k,
REh R sk BEZTRALABNZRIAEWE T © Troup v. Heacock
X AMERAARESTEARATEANIE 3 B &HHIE-
REH e REETHENL T EI ° Raov. Rao £ R AASL BTN
TR ENE T A B3 -

10 Compare J.H. Goldberg Co., Inc. Am. v. Stern, 385 N.Y.S.2d 427 (N.Y. 1976).

"' Edward T. Ellis &Littler Mendelson, P.C., Non-Competion Agreements and Protection of Trade
Secrets, CV001 ALI-CLE 1097, July 25 -27,2013.

12 Kelly v. Mississippi Valley Gas Co., 397 So.2d 874, 875 (Miss. 1981) .

13 See, e.g., Gomez v Chua Med. Corp., 510 N.E.2d 191, 195 (Ind. Ct. App. 1987). & FA B Z &K
R & Ak A2 R FATT AR & #OE R 2R £90h B DLR) - @ AR A2k o

4 Empiregas, Inc. of Kosciusko v. Bain, 599 So0.2d 971 (Miss. 1992).

"5 Bishop v. Lakeland Animal Hosp., P.C., 644 N.E.2d 33 (Ill. App. Ct. 1994).

18 Mgmt. Recruiters of Boulder v. Miller, 762 P.2d 763 (Colo. Ct. App. 1988).

" Troup v. Heacock, 367 So.2d 691 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1979).

118 Rao v. Rao, 718 F.2d 219, 224 (7th Cir. 1983).
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Orion Broad., Inc. v. Forsythe "*° 2 Webb Publishing Co. v. Fosshaae ™° *
W R B AR KA ke A& 9 % R 8 & 3 o Empiregas, Inc. of
Kosciusko v. Bain % » 3| A ERGTHAIRT » B TLIALH &%
Wl BF o AT ™ o B EWTIEEITAEE T REATFT
By 9 =

( =) Composite Marine Propellers, Inc. v. Van Der Woude & (1992 5 )

FETREEREEA R AEREHERAAREZITEAMLA -
BAAZFERARGERLSERTLBARBEAT (1 AFEAEREE
BE 2 X RACERHAGEL NHBFAFAANBEL 3 2R
AE T RIEE Fik » B FHFo e AABGEIERGEEARGZEEN - &
FAIANTRAIEEZ RN ERAARFTZRAGALEER TR 2
AR X E RBSRFHTNTE  TTARALRIESE ™ o 3L Rohm
& Haas Co. v. Adco Chem. Co. % * FIEF EAFRIEARN » & THEALA 7%
RS EREITSE BT AHRENH EMRRT -

dHEF R (2006 F=4%)

FERILHTERI D EN R L E » ZENYTTHREEF AN RA Y
BRERRAAGCLEFTEHSBRBETRI ACTRAEZTRABIZIZERESRL
T HYIRE] 22 RNASENRGH TR LEF R T EALRIRE > HATREAARRAR
FATSE 0 RRAZKBIEMIEA BEEREHF - B XAMAR 252 RAAR

" Orion Broad., Inc. v. Forsythe, 477 F. Supp. 198 (W.D. Ky. 1979).

20 Webb Publishing Co. v. Fosshaae, 426 N.W.2d 445, 499 (Minn. Ct. App. 1988).

2 Empiregas, Inc. of Kosciusko v. Bain, 599 S0.2d 971 (Miss. 1992).

22 Bishop v. Lakeland Animal Hosp., P.C., 644 N.E.2d 33 (Ill. App. Ct. 1994).

123 Gibson v. Angros, 491 P.2d 87 (Colo. 1971).

124 Composite Marine Propellers, Inc. v. Van Der Woude, 962 F.2d 1263 (7th Cir. 1992).

5 Guy Carpenter & Co., Inc. v. Provenzale, 334 F.3d 459 (5th Cir. 2003).

26 Rohm & Haas Co. v. Adco Chem. Co., 689 F.2d 424 (3d Cir. 1982).

7 Weaver v. Ritchie, 478 S.E.2d 363, 367 (W. Va. 1996). Loewen Group Int'l, Inc. v. Haberichter, 912 F.
Supp. 388,392 (N.D. Ill. 1996), rev'd in part on other grounds, 1998 U.S. App. LEXIS 28514 (7th Cir.
1998).

128 Cent. Water Works Supply Inc. v. Fisher, 608 N.E.2d 618 (11l. App. Ct. 1993).
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TR E & H 4N R E o8 E A R © Accord Delta Med. Sys. v. Mid-Am. Med. Sys.,
Inc £ ¥vR%  TRAALHEHRLLETWHEELERFE LA EHEIN
RN E AT E ARREZ AR RETRARBEHATALLE
TR EEBE c Hs TRERRLFHEANBIERL 0 ERAALIAZENR
LESIEYRE S % EFAEERENIEARM -
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129 Shelbina Veterinary Clinic v. Holthaus, 892 S.W.2d 803, 803-05 (Mo. Ct. App. 1995); Platinum
Mgmt., Inc. v. Dahms, 666 A.2d 1028, 1042 (N.J. Super. 1995). Cf. Wirum & Cash. Architects v. Cash,
837 P.2d 692, 708 (Alaska 1992). b E b ¥ B T ALSEH B B EAEH OB T RF L
Tt EME R G R -

30 Walia v. Aetna, Inc., 66 P.3d 717 (Cal. 2003).

BLN. Atl. Instruments, Inc. v. Haber, 188 F.3d 38 (2d Cir. 1999).

32 Guy Carpenter;, 334 F.3d at 461 (5th Cir. 2003).

33 Lawfinders Assocs., Inc. v. Legal Research Ctr., Inc., 65 F.Supp.2d 414 (N.D.Tex. 1998).

134 North Atlantic Instruments, 188 F.3d at 40.

135 Omega Optical, Inc. v. Chroma Tech. Corp., 800 A.2d 1064 (Vt. 2002).

3¢ Accord Delta Med. Sys. v. Mid-Am. Med. Sys., Inc., 772 N.E.2d 768, 781 (Ill. App. Ct. 2002).
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(— ) Convergys Corp. v. Teresa Tackman % (2006 5 )

A 2006 F & B MR Z RN M 77 iR R 0 Pk B ] 0 A B AN BRIRIR B S F
BRI o Bk A AT AR - do &R & 82 8 £ HE K N AME
B REFHAMEBATIREIRY AR ERBARE LS #
Gk R R A MR b S AL E o MR AR A AR AR R
2% BT HOREH S o

R4 LHBE > LHFEERBERIT AR BB T BN E G
RIFEFEE Legd E (actual-harm standard) * 2B H 7T 567 s 48 = b9 A&
% (threat-of-harm) - Bp 5 & F il B A4R0F - Bp B &7 T 7T 4670 AR 4R & 09 R
B AR REFRAFLIBLFIRENEYG— T 2 EEHAL
AR HRAGRLRBFRBENGE 3 BHRSHRAER S LR
ZARERFENERK 4 ER S wABE T AMAN RN e o K
ALl 0 EFARRR SRR B S0 K AR BRI T TR
HRABENRE AR REET A GRE ERS0BAE - BEHE
Jn R RS RENGNGEERE T -

T AGEE T AN EANE B s BAREREERN TR L
B FRER A EWRIBRARETHELNT > RSB AT =

—fm s RARYEET TR - RIFERGE FAAIRLT ™ -
(=) Aldrich Supply Company, Inc. v. Richard Hanks % (2007 5 )

2007 1 A 5 B AN B F L3RR 0 5 Aldrich Supply Company, Inc. v.
Richard Hanks — % *° » 382 )8 % Aldrich Supply Company, Inc. ( Aldrich)
BRE @ S R 03T PVC K% #4 Hanks #lki% - 458N 51
MAREZEERE  EHERELEILES o il Mg F JR &8GR

37 Convergys Corp. v. Teresa Tackman, 2006-ohio-6616, 2006 WL 3690691 (Ct. App. 1st Dist. Hamilton
County 12-05-06).

28 See, e.g., Cent. Adjustment Bureau, Inc. v. Ingram Assocs., 622 S.W.2d 681, 685-86 (Ky. Ct. App.
1981); All-Pak, Inc. v. Johnston, 694 A.2d 347,351 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1997).

3% Hess v. Gebhard, 808 A.2d 912, 918 (Pa. 2002).

140 See Preliminary Injunction in Trade Secret Case, 1 OHTRTLJ 149 (2007).
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RAETFRIERP L3 > A& IRk KA & B E > RIS H TR
PP &t LR E3F 0 AR LSRR FEAT I T R AR ER o

JR AN B R AN 1947 0 Ak AN 1977 2 AR B ERH IR
W& B 1966 FAVEEHE 1985 FAEMIKIE £ 842 — B 0 1987 F
HEHFHETS FORIFBRYG  HERBREN=—FN > FEREMETRE L
HMeSERE B ERRAEMYARENGIEZEL
ﬁ%&aal%%ow%ﬁwiméﬁﬁAazmwﬁnémmﬁD&z
&) B A F Curt ( Blik& /R4 Aldrich T4F ) &3 /1 Mk 4% & Hanks 3
REASZH » BHEEZ DGR - SR RAZF 11 A 30 A#RE
AF 2 0 B4R AR ACH Bh R 5L American Pipe 2 3] 0 Rk & R &N E) 695 SRS
WA A% RERBIEERETEHALEERE  FAFHEHHIT
ARG AR ST EAIE 0 R S AR TR Z &k s -

Hanks 4i## R &N a3 R A4 T 5 X% ) EHART  ZHER
4] Y ARG § LR A S R R ARAT S R R 5L T SAN T 2 F)
American Pipe * /7 % Aldrich Bl3u### & F LA E L L RARBM AR > &
LREFAZEERE  FRARPEREILEP | HRARAAARE -
ARimBEAWREFRKEEAELEGEA -

(=) Certainteed Corporation v. Jerome O. Williams % ** (2007 4 )

EBBAR LG EFERE S HEREE (BAAN) HEEXTRATHET
Kﬁ%i&ﬂ’%%iﬁ%%’ﬁ%ﬁ%i%’iﬁi%&%%M%%’
RBTIAREFEABRIRZ 2 BEA > LR LA E TR AR S
JEANH T REAR A B A GG AL 5 A AR 0 BB AR AR W 3F 241 4 5 A
7 7T 2002 F £ 2006 F2 B R LN E) 0 2002 FAKE G S E AR E R E
BAUEER KRRFREXFRET @ FAABERE — F NIERRER 2 3]
HALAT FFAT & 09N 3 5 A& HF CertainTeed #9483 & B N » Hb ¥
HOPfEZR O RBE N ERT R A FERS -

¥ Aldrich Supply Company, Inc. v. Richard Hanks, Cal. Rptr. 3d, 2007 WL 30309 (Cal. App. 4 Dist.), bat
not officially published (Cal. Rules 976, 997 ).
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(v ) New Light Cemetery Association v. Baumhardt % > (2007 5 )

BARESE NG L AT SRR AaiERERBREHNS
AL E EH e R EH 02 B - €35 B ATk ey B R QUK H
AHIEHRUEE > MEFHRRI AN CBRZBET NG TR TA S ZAER
RBRE - REBRFLREEBMIELERERS T 2SS Babis
AR FOREERRA B X - RFER SN/ SHRZ 2 FER
CHMRELRF R R >REIYE R ERERREREEERK
BUIR K o A E T A ML REIEREQGME  MARERE
ARAPPTRAE o RBAMEPT R o LA S T3y ik eyFl ik 0 B
RS HAG IR S0 ¥ o 0 AT R F A A B AN K IEARE

=~ HAFIR

2016 % Givaudan Fragrances Corp. v. Krivda % * » 7 Bl R 45 B & Fl A ik I8 4%
EREHEALEHERG T ERE  REARAGTOETHE » REL—FFIRF
BFMIREHE B —F AR o RM—FFRR A FE/T AR 0 LR
FHH—FFRER o R4 Givaudan & — R4 & R BAK FF - BAKEN R
By o8] 0 R AR B T James Krivda #2 2 #7 & £ Mane USA, Inc. * R &35 ¥
AR E L EAE RPN —FH AR R ERE . RETHTE L —
Bk E > AP et AED  BHKNFERENRL B FRL W HERT -
12 38 A B 7 B2 7 64 B dm BORFH AR A 0 AR E SR A GBS AR A AR e AR
o EIRABERIE S =t i ARG EL S ] 0 RSk R N B L AR e B W o

)F_‘Iﬂ

BT EANBEEEFH  FIRERRSMR - REEVREE R R4
SA AT T RSB » B IR AR TR AL R 3 o R AR

142 New Light Cemetery Ass'n v. Baumhardt, 869 N.E.2d 939, 942-43 (1ll. App. Ct. 2007).

13 1d. at 945.

4 Givaudan Fragrances Corp. v. Krivda, 2016 U.S. App. LEXIS 2459 (3d Cir., February 12, 2016,
Filed).

15 District Court Civil No. 3-08-cv-04409.

18 Givaudan Fragrances Corp. v. Krivda, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 138278 (D.N.J., Sept. 26, 2013),
Givaudan Fragrances Corp. v. Krivda, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 153437 (D.N.J., Oct. 25, 2013).

1472016 U.S. App. LEXIS 2459, *2.
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AERTETHE R HIERERTHAFRS KT AB TR BRI R
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ERF L BAFERFRRRE 0 ELARLEA S EOBA RS - TARK
W AT R X M RAR GRS RO L RA T LRSS
HUE o AL EHE e R ARG o FAT BB A AL ABIT T WY T AL 0 i T i
SABBRAZIFATHARE o

MR T EBERERGMSE > T EBRRGWAIRAELE - PR SHEIEE
RE—RBMEARTR  BERER NG ERRBIFHEFM » RA > XREFRF
BRI ERARIFENE R BEHRTAFGEGRER OB FRFI - FEER
SEEERMEE RRME (KE) » —KRERBRET (BEREH) - it
B > PRI Bt A MR 75 o F R LA H] - o AR » AWM R B
F R FEHE S B ERFRE S SR B A (sole ownership) ~ &%

(joint ownership) ~ # K% 4 (exclusive license)  JE4H K#Z 4 (non-exclusive
license) ™ » %A TR 6% AR MEEARE - KR AR T EFRAR LI RIF
RAEHARBRE LR BTERESH » BRI S F RITHE BIA 4 M R4k
o T AR EN TR

€016 U.S. App. LEXIS 2459, *7.
1492016 U.S. App. LEXIS 2459, *16.
150 Kimball v. HEALTHCAREFirst, 2012 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 104346 at *3 (M.D. La. Jul. 24, 2012).
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ABEFTRBEREANR - BATDEFTAL YR ~ Hrahey 7 XNEIT A - ARILY &
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HHMERMENTRARTTUAHIEE  BERLEBZHEERE  EHZ
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RATZ R AGAZ AT EARABRF P 0B RAA R R G T GRS ERE » AR
BB EAB R EI G E AN ERET AL A LT ERIG » R R R0
RARHFYRERRERESERE BN T AP EEEE 48 > 2%
CXE F TG BARE R EAT A1 0 BPAER RS R o ok R TR R
By ERLE S o AR R P RAE R AR L AR R ENIR TR RAFR
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1 See David H. Kennedy, Selected Intellectual Property Issues Arising in the Context of Acquisitions,
893, PLI/PAT 158-160, (March-May, 2007).

2D, Peter Harvey, “Inevitable” Trade Secret Misappropriation after PepsiCo, Inc v. Redmond, 537 PLI/
PAT 199, 226 (1998). 1998 #4935 & X 45 th A N\JAH & 7T A & H| BT AR 4R

%3 Geritrex Corp. v. Dermarite Indus., LLC., 910 F. Supp. 955, 961 (S.D.N.Y. 1996); Vermont Microsys.,
Inc. v. Berkes. 88 F.3d 142, 150 (2d Cir. 1996).

4 Lance Roof Inspection Servs. Inc. v. Hardin, 653 F. Supp. 1097 (S.D. Tex. 1986).

15 Webcraft Techns. Inc. v. McCaw, 674 F. Supp. 1039 (S.D.N.Y. 1987).

%6 Tower Oil & Tech. Co. v. Buckley, 425 N.E.2d 1060 (Ill. App. Ct. 1981).

17 Uniform Trade Secrets Act, § 3(b).
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B NG T I RANEANE L HERFAREEME - LR ZTRARELRE
FREFLERYIMRBERAOY 2 RATAREK ERAAREREE BRI 0T
B WARHEF  TRAZVARA

1" R BEAZRTHERANNBRE LAWK E @A TREAFX
THRERERAAFTEME 2 RAFNEEEE R FAALMAMZRIL
BE 2R, — FRAT 45 W fu 0 Su 2k o

2 TTHARGEROFAFE REZETHREBFRAOREEZ LS T 5
LB e A T3] Al SRR ey o
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RARARR T RIATAEMR 6 TR - R A AT PP AR Bt SR AT A A A
Je ALK S B 8 T 38 E 09 KRR TARARME ML R 5 S 5 3 3 s R AR A% 09

8 Data Gen. Corp. v. Grumman Sys. Support Corp., 825 F. Supp. 340 (D. Mass. 1993).
%9 Lumex v. Highsmith, 919 F. Supp 624, 629 (E.D.N.Y. 1996); Int'l Paper Co. v. Suwyn, 966 F. Supp
246 (S.D.N.Y 1997).
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160 Waks, supra note 45, at 410.
161 Waks, supra note 45, at 412.
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