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Three specific clauses are potentially relevant to employees in the financial services sector.

Firstly, regarding the confidentiality clause, employees in the financial services sector are bound to respect
professional and banking secrecy.

More specifically, article 25 of Section Ill of Chapter 4 of Title Il of Book 1 of the national collective
agreement for financial companies of 22 November 1968, provides that all staff members are bound by
professional secrecy within the company and towards third parties. Employees may not knowingly pass on
to another company information specific to their employer or previous employer.

Article 24 of Chapter 3 of Title Ill of the national collective bargaining agreement for bank employees of 10
January 2000 codifies the absolute respect of professional secrecy.

Article 44 of Chapter 2 of Title IV of the national collective bargaining agreement for the financial markets
of 11 June 2010 states that the employee must comply specifically with the rules of conduct regarding
professional secrecy, both within the company and concerning third parties.

Confidentiality clauses can also be concluded between the employee and his or her employer, to reinforce
the obligation of confidentiality.

In principle, a confidentiality clause allows for the protection of certain information exchanged during the
contract and can be enforced after the termination of the employment contract if it is not perpetual. In this
case, it is quite conceivable to contractualise such an obligation for employees in the financial services
sector because of their functions, which by their very nature require discretion.

The law already states that anyone who uses or discloses confidential information obtained in the course of
negotiations without authorisation is liable. Case law has addressed the issue of confidentiality clauses by
ruling that an employee not executing this clause after his or her departure makes him or her liable for the
resulting damage, without the employer having to prove gross negligence. The clause may be accompanied
by a pecuniary sanction, which may be altered by the judge if it is lenient or excessive.
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This clause in no way imposes a non-compete obligation and, therefore, does not entitle the employee to
financial compensation.

In practice, it is complex to ensure compliance with this clause; however, the more specific the clause, the
more effective it is.

Secondly, a non-compete clause allows an employer to limit an employee's professional activity at the end
of an employment contract to prevent that employee from working for a competing company.

Despite the specificity of the activities of the financial sector, it seems that the common law of
noncompetition clauses applies.

Thus, such a clause may be provided for by a collective agreement, in which case it is a conventional non-
compete obligation. To be enforceable, the employee must have been informed of the existence of the
applicable collective agreement. In this case, article 35 of Chapter | of Title IV of the national collective
bargaining agreement for financial markets of 11 June 2010 provides for a non-compete obligation.

The non-compete clause is, in the majority of cases, contractual (ie, present in the employee’s employment
contract). To be valid, this clause must meet various cumulative conditions to be compatible with the
principle of freedom to work.

It must be essential to the protection of the legitimate interests of the company, limited in time and space,
take into account the specificities of the employee's job, and include an obligation for the employer to pay
the employee meaningful financial compensation. All these conditions are cumulative, and the employer
cannot unilaterally extend the scope of the clause, otherwise it is null and void. Given the specificity of the
activity of companies in the financial services sector, the condition of protection of the legitimate interests
of the company would be met. However, taking into account the specificities of the employee's job may
undermine such a clause if it is proven that his or her training and experience would prevent him or her
from finding a job. The company's interest in imposing a noncompete clause must therefore be
demonstrated.

The judge may restrict the application of the non-compete clause by limiting its effect in time, space or
other terms when it does not allow the employee to engage in an activity consistent with his or her training
and experience. However, the scope of application of the clause cannot be reduced by the judge if only the
nullity of the clause has been invoked by the employee. If the non-compete clause is not enforced, the
employer may take summary proceedings against the former employee who does not respect it, and also
against the employee's new employer if they were hired with full knowledge of the facts, or if they continue
to be employed after learning of the clause.

The employer may waive the clause if this is explicit and results from an unequivocal will. In the specific
case of contractual termination, the employer who wishes to waive the clause must do so no later than the
termination date set in the agreement.

Finally, concerning the non-solicitation clause, such a clause can be concluded between two companies
through a commercial contract. These companies mutually prohibit each other from hiring their respective
employees. Therefore, this clause is distinct from a non-compete clause and does not meet its conditions of
validity. However, it must be proportionate to the legitimate interests to be protected given the purpose of
the contract.
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There are no particular rules that apply concerning the use of post-termination restrictive covenants for
employees in the financial services sector in Switzerland. Rather, general post-contractual non-compete
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regulations come into play: the parties of an employment contract may agree on a non-compete clause,
which must be included in the employment contract in writing to be valid. For the non-compete clause to be
relevant, it must be sufficiently limited in terms of time, place and subject matter. Normally, the duration of
a post-termination non-compete clause is no more than one year; however, the statutorily permissible
duration is three years.

As a prerequisite for a contractual non-compete clause to be binding, access to sensitive data is required.
The employee must either have access to customer data or manufacturing or business secrets. However,
access alone is not enough. There must also be the possibility of harming the employer using this
knowledge.

If a relationship between the customer and the employee or employer is personal (which is, for example,
the case for lawyers or doctors), a post-termination non-compete clause is not applicable according to the
Federal Supreme Court.

If there is an excessive non-compete clause, this can be restricted by a judge. In practice, most of the time,
no restriction of the post-termination non-compete clause is imposed if the employer offers consideration in
return for the agreement. The prohibition of competition may become invalid for two reasons. Firstly, the
clause can become irrelevant if the employer has no more interest in maintaining the non-compete clause.
Secondly, the clause is not effective if the employer has terminated the employment relationship. However,
this does not apply if the employee has given the employer a reason to terminate the employment
relationship.

Swiss employment law does not provide for any compensation for a post-termination non-compete clause.
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