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7 A B O RFEFRBIZB W TZL970FERLAE, AW FEERE (private
attorney general) & W5 HEESLHIND XD ITh o> TE Tz, NUHIAL
LRI ANEREICANEAMES I 2522 b0 TH 5, ZOMHGEIR, 1T
2 X DARMERITN T 2R, AR OB A2 LELNIT & 2 5 EIKEE
ZLOobDTHDELELZLNE—HT, M ZLEESR A (lone ranger) B
X 0%\ v & — (bounty hunter) & BLifi 22l % 21 T & 72 @, 1TE
METITFRANIT L TR ERTHNEVIFEE, ETB L OMTBUZ L 2
Mo pOEER LRI FAERE L VW) HAIIFET 250307 20T
b5,

MO R HFECIZD 225, BAITX 2, T UL LR LEEBZH
L LA o DT 2RI T 2R E LTERT 2 2 & ES b, £
ATk, AEE AN E T RFFRICEOT, EEH LV AEOEHD
HFEZZHZHABETH 2 Dh, £, FRITBIT 2K ENEEHT S
HAEL I TH D DD

ZITAMTIE, 72 ) 2 ORFFRITBWTHV L NI FAERE
L, WAL AMEEHEE DR TH IO OVWTHERET L,
3. EFBEHFTIC B W TR FAER BB SHB L IR L 2N TS
BRER ST O B2 I 2, i, MNEHFTZ & FITFER DR

W

(1) Bryan Garth, Ilene H. Nagel, S. Jay Plager, The Institute of the Private Attorney
General: Perspectives From an Empirical Study of Class Action Litigation, 61 S. CAL. L.
REV. 35, 354 (1988).
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WEER BRI T2 R s 2ofMEE 22, £ L TRk, FAHE
HEREMIRNZ IR <77y a v OB TOI L BHEET DO D DT
DWTHEST %,

— WWAEREEROHIR

AR FERERE &\ 5 HEEE. 19434F 0 2 3K 1] KRR ECHI TR ©
# % Association Industries of New York v. Ickes” T 7 7 > 27 #:#H'E Jerome
Frank) 12X D#IOTHW S Tz, Y, =2 — - T4 —VEBEROD
ITBIEIFRALIT & D BT OEEEMEDHIPR S NI D o T2, A TH A
&% 5 7219374E O ETE  (Bituminous Coal Act of 1937) 1%, WURZER S
DS U 7o s XD BEE B R T M ISR BT O B 2 K
FTZLEROTWRY, KT, AREFLELZOFELHIRT 215
DRFONIDTH D, 77V 7HHAEIR 12 232 OME—D HI D5
RYHFEOABE TR L AR EIEET 27:0TH - TH, AREFEXHEL
ANZHFZOREEZHAL TWEDOT, ZOMANVDIZHNFEERE &
LoTWwa LRt TH o7 Y,

WHE, FAATH 2F#EL AR EBDHE (public law) #EHTE, *
DITRPANFEEREE LTOEBHEL L 2 LIE, UTICRond k)i
RBHENOOH o Tz, EAERE LI HFERIAV LR TH L WD,
194148 12 #FD.C.R M X B H TR O AEE RO T, = F¥— v
(Edgerton) #HHVE X, IckesFHHEDJFE (FEERA) REAZ AR E L
TOAFZERET L, HHOMEE (King's proctor) TH 2 LFFL
RDOTH LY, F 12 19434 1T I3 AR EREHHATHIROFC.C. v. National
Broad Co. @ 125\ T £ 27 2#HE (William O. Douglas) 137 o

(2) 134 F2d 694, 704 (2d Cir. 1943).

(3) 15US.C. § 836 (b).

(4) Ickes, 134 F.2d at 704.

(5) Colorado Radio Corp. v. EC.C., 118 F.2d 24, 28 (D.C. Cir. 1941).
(6) 319U.S.239 (1943).
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FC, BMATH 2AELINELMRET 22 2IHET 5 LB ITAE
STbNERETHD LBREDTH LY,

19434 DR, Wh W 2 A FITERE OBEE IX19604ER & THIBI B L O
O OMBMA TIRITE ATV TV, AR EERE HEEOBEFIL. 1940
AERUTITHIFI T 7 48, 19504ERUTITHIFI T 7 3 & CaSC T4 o ERL
BOATH T, LA L. 19604ERIC 7 | HIBIS6MH: & #1484 D F170
s snTVD, & 5IT19704ERITE D &, HIBITT054:, FRCT54
HoET59E TR S A, 104ETLORHE & %5 T3 ®, 194044822 550
FERITP T LT EEER SN LoD, 200HHIZLE 2D
DERINTWDS, FBLIZ, =a— T4 —VHOHHEDL, =a2—-
T 4 — VBUR TR - 7:FfI#E % B 3 2 F ORI FEEEE o Hifi %
B2 T ERholehbTH D, B 212, BFEFRIZB W IR FEIE
FEEMESIE, RIMEEDR L b OFZOYFEEOVLERT OO LELT
DHHEBEL 12720 TH 2, TEDIZ19604E18 > 5 TOEM 1T 201 TAFLFFR
(public law litigation) ' 2SI LT, Z OAERIT % o T U TARIEHE
FHE T 2HZ B RABMEND LI Lo b TH B, AR
REIBEHERE L L ANE LT D, HERBEERE L T 2/ 0Hk

ARNEIFEL D EEFIEICNT 2 ZIEG R RERT 5 2 L TAKEEDOR)
%%%Wt@@%émkLm%“wmﬁﬁnﬁofﬁﬁtﬂﬁﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁ
ERENTDF, AIEHE T 2 OMEERIWIT LR LB O

(7) Id.at265n.1

(8) William B. Rubenstein, On What A “Private Attorney General” Is — And Why It Matters,
57 VAND. L. REV. 2129, 2135 n. 32 (2004).

(9) Cass R. Sunstein, What’s Standing After Lujan ? Of Citizen Suits, “Injuries,” and Article
I, 91 MicH. L. REv. 163, 179 (1992).

(10) Abram Chase, The Role of the Judge in Public Law Litigation, 89 HARV. L. REV. 1281,
1289-1304 (1976).

(11) Stephen Yeazell, Commentary, Intervention and the Idea of Litigation: A Commentary
on the Los Angels School Cases, 25 UCLA L. REV. 244, 257 (1977).
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FEAHEEWE Lo TH B,

AR FERE S DA IEHE & A#E LB AAHE L VS Wb IE T EHH
B, BE L EEREALAELERNES T ERE T2 FEERBEAL
OMEZ R, HEWTANTANE D20 L, KOO DR %
Hivz bofftaL btz 2 " KEMERFRICBV TR, REAL
LIETOITRBRN L DD LN LD DIIHHES N TITRASNTS
D, ZOREPIANAEREOME L AAH LTz E—RIIZEHS AT
299, % HI & T 2 NEJIFEFRAORILA & 7% 5 72NAACP (National
Association for the Advancement of Colored People: 4% ¢ N #fir [ |
i) ISR S 2 AL 3V HEDIRE CH o1, 7 IR T 7y ay
ZREERICE ITGERE > Sl 2B o s 2 L R IR T 5. wWhITRAE
MTHBEET>Twice bWz 2%, Wiz LAWREREIE RS
NDGEITETHNZERE Do TVWDDTH 5,

Z RBEENLETIFRLLNAEREER

1. #ETERABORIL M4

TAYHITEBWTIE, BLORELEMA I 2 OFRYEEIAHEL
TUOAEL LTV, Wb HELRHFAHETOT XY By - V=
(American Rule) & BIFRS v, #HFBECHIFT TIXEERE 2> b Fri LB 2

(12) Rubenstein, supra note 8, at 2136.

(13) John C. Coffee, Jr., Rescuing The Private Attorney General: Why The Model of the
Lawyer as Bounty Hunter is Not Working, 42 MD. L. REv. 215, 235-36 (1983).

(14) Martin H. Redish, Class Action and the Democratic Diffuculty: Rethinking the
Intersection of Private Litigation and Public Goals, 2003 U. CHI. LEGAL E. 71, 90-93. v
74 ¥ 2 (Redish) ##%Zix, D 7: D OFWEEREIZOWT, KEA» L ER
HSOMMEHoH L thEILTMEB2ED 2 0ICKFIL T2, Id

(15) Howard M. Erichson, Coattail Class Actions: Reflections on Microsoft, Tobacco, and
the Mixing of Public and Private Lawyering in Mass Litigation, 34 U.C. DAVIS L. REV. 1,
2-23 (2000).

(16) Rubenstein, supra note 8, at 2136-37.
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B2 LE— RO NT S, 4 X)) ATIEAELEHOBERE
AHEZRDOTVEY, 7AV I TRELLATWEDTHL, ZDONV—N
F1SHATR I AR EREHHAT IS & DR S 7, BIEE £ 7380 &
bR, RHELEAOKFFLEIROLALVDOTHZY, ZDF
AofskE LT, WFRERE OME AW Tz,
AWERERBEOMES T AV D v « v—voflst & LTRSS s 2L
Hiz. BEIZ 3 o DBIADTFIE L 72, 81 25, HilEeHEE (common fund
principle) OHIINTH 5, FEDHERFL T 2 EH oL B O AM
RO HDOTH B, AHFHIE, 188UED SR EREIHFTHIRTH 2
Trustees v. Greenough ¥ TR & Nz, KL, EHEMEOZIEHZ Y
LTS T CRIMLI: 2 Lico s, REN P YHERE LY & FiR
LIRRIFTH 2, BREREHHITIE. B ol H 2 RAaE 0T
POEHT 2L RO, Z0HEE LT, FEICL 2 RFHIMETLM
FEERE T 27:0TH D, FERMICZAEORB BT LI Z L2420
T, LB EEMED» DXHRE 2 2B LV bRt DTH L,
S bz, MoFIERBBRE MBI L CHEYLHEEL L L Lo T2z b B
Lo THREED Z L FARYFEFITHEYT 20, 2neilkd 2o
CHELBASEIEMEr O XN ENIRETH L EE2HETRLTY
5(22)0

%2 ofs L, MY 2 FI2EPEE (substantial benefit concept) TH %,
AHIIME, 19704 O AR E = TR T & 2 Mills v. Electric Auto-Lite
Co. ™ TiRE NI, HBESHHO & 5 THESFTES N TVL VA, JH

(17)  Arcambel v. Wiseman, 3 U.S. (3 Dall.) 306 (1796).

(18) Fleischman Distilling Corp. v. Maier Brewing Co, 386 U.S. 714, 717 (1967).
(19) 105 U.S.527 (1881).

(20) Id.at537.

(21) Id.at532.

(22) Id. at 532-33.

(23) 396 U.S. 375 (1970).
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HIZX 2 RFN—EOEBOMBEE IR L 5 2 25512, FiELEN
DWFHFREAMERD 2D TH 2%, Kk, BEROBEEE (proxy
statement) ARRIE S LD UXETH o 127z DT, KL O TINA P23
ARE NI E LT, HEREEIE T B 2R L e DEIRE 1T X - TR
SNTRERFIFNTH 5, EF L L TOMELEOFIIED 1: D IZFF 2
s iz L LT, StEE» S AELERT O 2RO 2 2R S
RDTH B,

Z L THE 3 I RHEDHIS (badfaith exception) TH 5, Z ALITEH
P i U, BURIZ X 2 ARIRIESR s o 2 HiW & 3 o EFF I X 2
PG S NIIGE I, BERN LER CHERE TR B v AS
®5HDTHo 1,

2. BWEEREERIC L3641t

FIAE DX G & % 2 EF O FEEHHER T E THY AR L EHA TS
TWBEOMIEE LT, 7AV Y s V= ADWbITHE L OB TH
LA TERERE OMLE % v o B NG H AR s B L 72,
EHELRIESRGRLEL L EEDITZOBITHARTRTH Y. Z L THARD
FER P LB OENEK RIS E T 5 2 25612, BiRFESBGRE » ot
ELBEHOEREZT 204 TH 2, LIzhio T, RWAEREEHRI
FuE, BFITH 27 7 AOBBRAELEAAHOERERL 3T bR

(28)
Wy

1970 R O i1z iE, AW ERER B CHEIC A E LB R o BGRE

(24) Id. at 393-94.

(25) Id. at 396.

(26) See, e.g., Note, Attorney’s Fees and the Federal Bad Faith Exception, 29 HASTINGS L. J.
319, 324 (1977).

(27)  See, e.g., Serrano v. Priest, 569 P2d 1303, 1314 (1977).

(28) Comment, Court Awarded Attorney’s Fees and Equal Access to the Courts, 122 U. PA. L.
REV. 636, 672-73 (1974).
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AP b 0T DI NERIZEHFARTD D, £ ORI FE LS
WO BE O NERBO 2 35 o 12, A FHER B2 Wb Ok
THVL NS L & o 72D 25, 19684F O & % E i m & TRk TH 2
Newman v. Piggie Park Enter. ®©” TH 2, &fflZ. VAFI Y « Fz—v
DJEM T O A ZR 25T RMEER VIR ITZ2 K S 5 LTS T B A2
FLRRITH o 720, AT, RFFREHA & LA T HR

AV REEE B & OEAE EOHBELEECR e RET 2 AT b0 2
LERL, RELEAOMGREAHERO LOTH 2,

L 5 L. 19754 12 A % 12 &% & & H) BT i3 Alyeska Pipeline Service Co. v.
Wilderness Society @ T, &EHEHIEEIC L O RFEAHEZRD K
WIRD . 7AYo v— sl S s LHWTL 7Y, 2oL L
T, U ToEBhiERTWVS,

AREFFER VLW FEEREME WS 2 iz il #H

it A3 57 B MG B A 2 RO I WBHH 7oy — v & GE

v BAEEFRE LT E R AR B O BERE A 2R
béﬁm%bO&Hﬁ%&m%%

SF D, HHA TR L ARERRBT AV DY « V= VOBINEED
DHERZE D b, NEONEBR OHEEN B L O LT N oBERE A
PIEET OB LRI T LikRTzDTH 5,

(29) Lee Anne Graybeal, The Private Attorney General and the Public Advocate:
Facilitating Public Interest Litigation, 34 RUTGERS L. REV. 350, 356 (1982).

(30) 390 U.S. 400 (1968).

(31) Id. at 402-03.

(32) Id. at 401-02.

(33) 421 U.S. 240 (1975).

(34) Id. at 269.

(35) Id.at 263.
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MNERHIATIC 51 2N REREER
1. MEHFRICEH T 28R

AR FE R E B 2 AR U 7o i B T GR35 B HE % sl B T 53R
&5 Z &%, AlyskafliRiz X D mES Nizo —EOMNFHIFTIZ Z DHIRIC
L 7e 35 1299, —H T % Ot o MEHIFT IZ B TIRA RIER EHH 7
ftL7zo HZHERZ X COTERMAL, 2RI UESVIHIKT 2R LT
DOBH Y 7 A N=T WNEBHFTTH 5, 1977THITH ) 7 # v =7 Wi
¥ 13 Serrano v. Priest ®” TROBEA: 272 U7 85A1TBR D . B L 725
HORELBERLHEF L RS ICADE 2T E R LT, ()EE Lo
FoMRAE S . (2) 2 DRHEITITFZ ORWEIDBETH D, ZLTER)ZH
DEHFZITE VMR EZT 2, Mk 3 HTH 2, AEHFTIARLE
WEE EOFHEEZATVE 1O, HEIHIEED A EXTE E L7z Alyskat]
WEFBIL7:DTH 2, 2 OfER, R TSt o BiFE Al
Lhh 2 AREREORELERT 2RLBEL L2 I TH S,

B 7 =T MDDV OO MEHFTTH, BAILL 2L DH
WG E 52 2AF 2 12DV TE, #RICEE L O THIUIHNFIER
HHRAEA SN LHBTLTw2Y, Lzais T, fiilicswTd v Y
7 A V=T M E ARG B TR FEEREHR RO TWDS Z LTk 5,
LZAHTHY 7 3 =7 MERESerrano )k % Z 1 T, [AHIRTRS

(36) FAWHEIEEBHIEGELMNE. £37 7 3= M TH ) Shelby v. County Com.
v. Smith, 372 So. 2d 1092 (Ala. 1979). TRE Nz, KT A F H v M TIX, Doe
v. State, 579 A.2d 37 (Conn. 1990). T, L TA VY / A M TIlXHamer v. Kirk, 356
N.E.2d 524 (Ill. 1976) 12 B W T, <% F 2 —+& v VIl TiE, Pearson v. Board of
Health, 525 N.E.2d 400 (Mass. 1988) THEIH S LT\ 2,

(87) 569 P2d 1303 (1977).

(38) Id.at 1314-15.

(39) Id.at1309-12.

(40) 7V Y'FMITIE. Gallardo v. State, 2014 WL 3671571 (Ariz. Ct. App. Div. 2014) ;
7 A I Ci%. Sierra Club v. Department of Transportation of State of Hawai’l, 202 P.3d
1226 (2009) ; 7 A & i TlxHellar v. Cenarrusa, 682 P2d 524 (1984). 3% %,
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NAWEREREHRG T 2 Y 7 4 v =7 MEFFREI (California Code
of Civil Procedure) 1ZHHIAA 73, 7272 L. Serranoik TR & 7z FEHE X
DOEBML O DERE LT, Thbb, AITHEL 5 2 5 BELMHEN %
EHIT2HNE DOV L ZFZITEBVTH, AWFENERE MR % #H
T2EEHELIOTH 2, 19794121k, 4 ) 7 4 V=7 MBI
. [FAHE 2 &EiEO L 4 b 3HlERES & OHIfE EoMER O % b X4i%
HAHOMARMEATH 2 LML, ThEZI T, HY 7 3 0=7 MEH
FIF I 19804EFR Iz 01 T, BIELED 79 4 Ny —HE @ 35 X OSLIEECHRALEE
EHET 2HMEOAEME Y 24 o RGO AT B, BEE Y LR
B ORHL LT LFMEZHEHAT2RLESTOTH 2,

2. AV 7 A V=FHNEERIERICH T I EREER

B 7 3 V=7 MREFFRER TR, A ICEEL 5 2 BETHEMN O
EHEX2F2ZOFTH, PEiFHE (prevailing party) 258 (losing
party) 2L FRELBEAOHEEEZITIZZLEDTEL, XD 20088 %
BUE LT, #1100, S8R0 - BRI b TEE LML, RRE I
—EDOKRBLREFITEZ 6N GETH L, B2, BAZTEIANE
M (public entity) 12 & 2HOEICTRE L L 72 B5F#H ORGTHI A
B, BERFICX OIS N 2OIES LEZLNDYAETH D, 2721,

DA I, IEEOH A2 S (in the interest of justice) i +# %
SHERE 2 53 D N & TRV EHE L T 5“7, SR IR
(contingent fee) #HELTHEL T Z LTS 3,

-
-

(41) CAL. Ctv. Proc. CopE § 1021.5.

(42) Woodland Hills Residents Ass’n v. City Council, 593 P.2d 200, 209 (1979).
(43)  Gunn v. California Employment Dev. Dep’t, 94 Cal. App. 3d 658 (1979).
(44) Mark v. Younger, 612 P.2d 966 (1980).

(45) Rich v. City of Benicia, 98 Cal. App. 3d 428 (1979).

(46) Lucchesi v. City of San Jose, 104 Cal. App. 3d 323 (1980).

(47)  CAL. Cv. Proc. CoDE § 1021.5.
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ENTRH, FELBOTE, B L1302 L 2 REBOHFEHRT O,
JFRIFIZIE, FE I X D EER S N7 R 3BT ISFRA & NIz B 023
FIREDOHERAE & 70 2V HIEOBOERHFHE LT, FEORET 5
FRADFEREND N EPFHFORERBER L Ko COBRELDH Y, §Fz
DIROF OFBL L ZHBIR T H L, ST OWERE ATHIZERO bk
Wz itz

Kiz, REOH 1 OHBEIT S BRI S L R 1 X—EDOKRH
BLEFITS 2 b2 BELAG L ZMERT O, Thb3EOHE
HTHY, WFRDMRERZ I LABETH B, L L, Wl &zt
BOLLEHEICERLE L2000 TEAPTH 2, ZDRIX1979
IS NTHRROR LU TOZHRRIZE VWAL 2TH S, 3
AFL-CIO v. California Employment Department *® T, ¥4 0T 54
DTS 2 HEE s 2 R 215 12 @& 23, M REED T CORYE
TR OSIN & D HER 2 (8 LR SEH & RRICEHR LA b
2o Lzt C, RWFABREHRZEL L LB oMEREA
HERDTW2 Y, [[4ED KR LR O BB % 4> 72Gunn v. California
Employment Development Department ®” 1235\ T b, M4#iF 2 »SEE L
EHEEDTIANY —OMFZRET 5 L L bz, L OFTHKSIND
ENNCERGEGERNFIRE L L5220 TH2 L LT, AL HHELEH
DHGFFE A ERD TV @,

(48)  CAL. CIv. PRAC. PROCEDURE § 33.38.

(49) Harbor v. Deukmejian, 742 P2d 1290, 1102 (1987).

(50) Westside Community for Independent Living, Inc. v. Obledo, 657 P.2d 365, 368
(1983).

(51) California Common Cause v. Duffy, 200 Cal. App. 3d 730, 749 (4th Dist. 1987).

(52) 88 Cal. App. 3d 811 (1979).

(53) Id.at 822.

(54) 94 Cal. App. 3d 658 (1979).

(55) Id. at 665-66.
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—75 . Amie v. Superior Court of Riverside County ® Tlt. A%fIzi% %
5.z 2 BE LM OBTITS bR wWE LT, INFAEEEIGOEM %
TR LT R TREATH OB T Y O MR % R 2 FrHeH H IR
(statute of limitations) 12 & DVEIT 2 020G HE L > TVWTDTH %,
FUCTHE L o LD RTHOENTH D, L0 =R BT 2 HEW
MM EIZRL 2, ZOHEPL{ LB ZFERIEEHENTELEZD
&y o RERCIEE LM SEEE O Z TRES WD Lk
RTWZEW,

22T, Fiit - FEROKN % S RIMEHE QWSR2 b ARHR G S s
12EVWR2DTH D, RESNIHEMNL L CHIROEKRMEIZ, HL ETH
BAAWITRES N HINENES S 1 wWBlamE b0 TH 2, Ll
INFRAB OIS FIE B & CFRITE S L L WHETH o T d LM
AOTEA S s D L B L WHERI ARSI B W T D RN TR R TR 04
FASNTOWIBELDH L, T, F2rBEFEOHROBEA AL L, K&K
2% OHE TR S W2 EFOEE EORRH NI EL S 2 25812
. EELHEMNS X RIS TR THORELRABGFE AL LS NS E
HRENTWEY, LTzdioT, AT E%E 5.2 2 HELHEMNIZOWT
OYIWTEAEZ 2 Y 7 A V=T NOFHFFEBITR Lo TE D, FBL VRS
LOMALFEELTVWEWDTH 2,

B 7 v= 7 MEFFINERIC B 2 LR ARGRE AR
N2HE 2 0HE R, BANITX ZEFESICAELREFNAHEsAELER O

(56) 99 Cal. App. 3d 421 (1979).

(57) Id.at427.

(58) Lee Anne Graybeal, The Private Attorney General and the Public Advocate:
Facilitationg Public Interest Litigation, 350 RUTGERS L. REV. 350, 360 (1982).

(59) Braude v. Automobile Club of Southern Cal., 178 Cal. App. 3d 994, 1005 (5th Dist.
1986).

(60) Woodland Hills Residents Assn. v. City Council, 593 P.3d 200, 206 (1979).

(61) Bouvia v. County of Los Angels, 195 Cal. App. 3d 1075, 1082, 1088 (2d Dist. 1987).

(62) Graybeal, supra note 58, at 363.
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BERE AT EYLT 254 TH 2, #iks & CHIEEEBIL, R
NEEREE (Attorney General) OIEBTH 2 Y, ZoEBrwbids
B ARINCSIZT T 0 SR FEIERE TH 2, £ 2T, AFL-CIOFHF
DI ITHTFRERE T RO BHAITEHORE L LT, HafibEiE Lows
EBEBER S D I EPYFBEMOHERMEL 1 5, T e, MIEHHIE
HEORWEBR ZIHEL 0258 FAETH 5, B2 IE, 19794EDRich v.
City of Benicia ® 1%, %V 7 # v=7 JNBHiE (California Environmental
Quality Act) 1TIZAW L EBHEOBRENFEL ZVO T, BAITX 55
HWORBETH 5 LTz,

LichioT, L2 20fNIES L R T UERANIC X 2EERO 7290
FELEAOBGFEAHPELLTE LW LIZE 5, 3T, AT
TR FIED T D OIEFEB L 1 ), ZOGA TN EEREHR A S h
TWbITH D, MIMFEDOILIEIEGHE (veto) T2 4rwid, FIRIZK D
AIOFMEMMET 2 2 LIT R 2720, AWITHYT 2T, F7z, AWM
HEZAT O H B ANMBEE 2 I THEEICER S 2 B6B3 % BAD
SMBTHATH Y, nuh b, BT OFHFRROME & AR L ORI
HAEBMROGEET 22 L 2RO 2 2 & 22, LB OMEGREAMEIE
LY 5 ECHEI X5 1LTH Y,

(63) CAL. Cv. PrRocC. CODE § 1021.5.

(64) AFL-CIO, 88 Cal. App. 3d at 822.

(65) 98 Cal. App. 3d 428 (1979).

(66) Id. at 437.

(67) Harbor, 742 P2d at 1305.

(68) Folsom v. Butte County Assn. of Governments, 652 P.2d 437, 449 (1982).

(69) % Z CAMFEIER BB, FROMRSDEEIE ST 2581013 w % 5 FHi
IZBWTHHEATREE X 5, Bl 2 1E AFRFESIR (habeas corpus) T TRIENE
HEDFRD 5N D L YIRS LT W5, In re Head, 721 P2d 65, 70 (1986).
7o FTBEFHRCHRAE L 2HAITB VT H, BT & A REOFHREBRIZED &
iR, FELEHOAEEZITEICA DY T WS, Best v. California Apprenticeship
Council, 193 Cal. App. 3d 1448, 1462 (4th Dist. 1987).
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M A EEREBRSOSKME

B 7 =7 MBI 2N TEEREHROIEFEIZ. At BIY
ELTRRZ BAEMICERE L 72D 0 LFHliS 2 2 23T & 225, FERRITIE
B AW ERESFE L B o0 TH 2D, FRIE L LTNH
EREORZ L LTORMANL, RRESHBOF I ELS 2 23F 2 DIk
EITORNEDBFEET 720 T FREROIGHE b & O A & TR 23
KOE3NdZ LU D, ZIT, 0L 20DFMFITL D REIRES
TV eI, WHELRARHERMEZRT I LB TS UroTet dEZD
NE ) BBOLGOFEN PR EELZ BT LoD TH D, £ Ok
R BWFRERE O FE RS & oE LB AN S o KAl oI sME 23
HEEE 20, EBRBLOCHRECLEMEEHV2 2 LITRET 29R
EHELSRTDOTHZT,

a2t — (John C. Coffee, Jr.) 12 & #UE, A2k - A ZMHLT I IR« 7
7y aviiB ) aREANZ. HLOFIED 7z DITHF 2 RIS 2 wb i
ERTHDEND, 2T, VIR 72y avORBMAZHEST 2720
ZiE. AT LW XD L LM BERICER L, RBATIREL
WIEADOHZRITHEE T LT TAREEC 2L E2HRLTWE P, DD X
2T B Y 7 3 v= T INEHIFTIZ B 2 AR HEHEAE O R LB 3 %
72DITiE, A ERROMENK S EIZR L 2 — oA ED AL
DO PREL %59,

Zo—flE LT, HEBLMITFTBT 2ABETH 2EHAZ v 7 LRI
HEBGETORELLOBRIITIEZ LN, ITNE[ToTi V=RV A XK
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