HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title FHMT 21— TOCREBRO—ME (2) -—-AREBREfEZRMELT—
Author (s) €30, E; WATANABE, Masaru
Citation EREFmE, 40(4), 53-112
Issue Date 1990-03-20
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/16695
Type departmental bulletin paper
File Information 40(4) p53-112. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




RS — - No Y NEES 1RIE (1))
— IR EARKHERRE VO —

m X

i
15 OKERKREVHEERT — - Nppx
®1 i CKEREHERNCEY — RUOHEMERENERY —
BORY
®wiE | RHEREKH (A<EREEYN) CRRWERCER (HXHEOH! 1)

Jb¥:40(4-53) 887



;1=
|

R < FHn R FEHER 1 S & e EgH
KiQmue

W <ERCERN R OFESHKE

® &
® g
HNE
RER
R

| RHOEHE N 8o <FRKIRV L FESRE (Z-1#r)
FRRECHH

FERENR P oMRORF

EH OB ORE

i S a VR

g WHEERR VRS R T — - N ppx
WE  E<ERERERKE

BIE OREREH PR CKREKR

BOQY

® 1w R R O gk

R

DRN - 2N R NFTKVY QRO RKE SEEE

wilim WREEECFER VIR OKREKM

itb:

NS

Jb¥:40(4-54) 888



s o ABHO—WE (5)

FHHT 2 —

W1 OREREHER QEY — RIOHEMERK ALY —
®E ROH< E R FERETER L 5 20

KB 37 BRIHTRI 2 0 # 0 Q HT N Q KB E o v QEIE I M ot | 2 | PEPmI |1 mQRIK
(=)
FRE-D0 VIR W QEHES | | DEHCRERIE | 211 EH e 5 U © BIKTEN Q BB O 0 10 2 1

(=)
550 &0 1 110°

(=) 121 VENERELRDe THEMAG

| ERICR S < S REIR & OS5 oo ISR O BHGVEIN O L 6% | VR LK I 050 0 20 1) Q3
#1 KEEROREASHR VMLV O W&V DO NFEFA< WEH L e U e-2 QR s’ WOl 1R - &
R0 3 HEKRRIED | RE P KIS TRE D 0000 © U040 D& 1) QI K IKEE 1) TR 10 2
A | BRI S0 1) Qe KR Y BRIBRRS VREREC LS 0 DITRRIEAN S 201 |
< B I © T 4910 4 10 21 5 10°

G | LI 50 5 VWERIYA0 S 1 S 20 YRGS 1 < FIEKIE © 6 0 o IO TR BT S BRI
D5 QQWEE -0 QR0 W S.0407 wie <EIEKIE-ENMNQREKI N O S 37 )R K (inspection)

PR OURER R &R S0 Qb MEFERISE SN 0% wa FEESD ITRERY

JL#:40(4+55) 889



B 4o O NERY SOEER SR UVUL RO BIFIE N oM (hearing) iR BIH(E
(2)

BRSNSV InHEDS NSO 300 RN°
] onSRECHEOKEN S QOKERCEE BEVRE O L,0% | SO EImImSHEL

R0° HEE SHEFEB-HNERACHRQAN O I OB IE RO <FIBKEE K- BRE o BT
(ejection) QAR MUV S DR ERSEELDS D40V | 2] DO HER RN 2 LR
2 R 0’

| RONEHIOIE O R 50" M ER QRIS < FIMEMIN QB I © 6 60 Q 1910° EH< %<
Flvi 8 08I 1 Q< EIENES” < EIHEMET L2 6 0 JEMI N D r0° < FIHEMI 187 < LB 07 OEKE ¢
S <KW R & H< QEFE N e Iy 0" QBRI R A0 R IR 38 5040 M MRS RN Q [REE R X IZ 4+ s0° <
M QI < FM MR TS OB S 48~ (clear and beyond a doubt)” <[ 4o s@ T T A 10 VBG4 50 25 [H]
KOSV MNEH< Q<EREFUL0° VO OB EHA<O<EAMERSKNL O v WLk
B0 020 < MR 6 o 0 2 O RIE S R R e ORI 1 EF< SEEMHIE (boards of special
inquiry) 1219 5 WEEHIRVIND 10 1) 00 5510° R STREE<E REA N2 85+ <Eli o BRviTie y QT
< FHHEHHI G 10456 & O BRI 2 < S TR 1 6 S IRV K0 2 P TRHRHIIR 12610 1 I A 00l
L <EREER 020 AFALHHER U020 & SKMUNE 0 NV G 1) QKINEEYE (fina) S2Q-
RV IR SR MQURNSNRNN NS dy %kéﬂfu@:t@@tu\ Y MBIV 7 v OmidR
SDEN OV 2B

N Qe | SONEHN 4o MHERIR HDKER QER L 4o | 2RI 200 v s FH

1b#:40(4-56) 890



FHEHT 2 — « 7o AERO—EE (2)

B O VER< VEHEEIRNER QU VERER L O L oy | RONEHRELC. <HEincEdR:
FTE<E YO VKRS SRR ¢ VIIRE L TR OWRARW L IREMKIECFiE oy o 2oH#EE (1)
M E<EIRK) a8 S0 SoERREYEEOM I e AR EREKKE S U N N N R N <H
RSB SFRRVN VSOV 5%§ill%®t7J/7@W%:o o 28 AP 12 TRINR {0 5 R4S
tb;i&wﬁ!lﬁﬁ_hﬂ:ﬁ&:%&énfué

IR KNG S < EIBNEK-RSTR BT o o IHGEE N O 5V -0RIIRI0%RT HDQIRIN O S v’
2 RIS R O SR © RHEE © e MR S BV O S00° B 8.0407 | RONEHE W QS
DR QRR N B 46 20 ¢ WIDRHRER Y O S W B QOE RGBT BT QR E< R R L I O 4T E
mﬁ@bfwétwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbk%%:i\é&ﬂ@k@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁbﬁfﬁﬁ?é‘t;iﬁiﬁ%%@&?%
B o | R VEHOEACOY LOBISDEMECHEL 0 2 H RO DEER QRN o BE L
HOER/OL INPQ VML R0R MERERN < NQEEDSHI LS

U 42 1 RONEHOEITR I0H QUG 0 0 | ROMEH |1 |OM A KD RE 210 550
DT < IR KRS B A o IHHETE QREQITRMRE L O S v i KOUER v QENEE v O Wi IR 0 L
MNARHMA S0 Q407 FH< S ERERK Q¥ N IR REIK I © 4RE (warrant) &KV K420 VT 390°
A0 U0 OIMIQIDR RO — BB UNSNAEN O AW VOEIMN QM 0RINA MUY S &6 JES
| RONMBEH V@R 1Qs0°

B &SRFmesen” | RIFHEHER N emn " JORFARKH L KEH< RRE X" il & K R
RIHEA 3@ A U 52 0 MK QR 1 4 B0 SEMHEE W K07 Voo XN 1 HHEEREN O SV S0 eR

Ab#540(4+57)891



E

1=

PPB S D20 HOL 1) QUHE IO IR O Bl OBE O TR L 4 IR U R0 1 VA 510 Q RS
FRR IR LR O VEE QM w5910 | B2 1) 90 Qs 5 & VELL 20°

() R PHHAES "THLHH g

1R 1 DHSORE | 21 |3 < FER I Q B0 642 Q VR0 210 31087 +) Q6 L BRI 2 0
tﬁmu\ﬁfﬁ%%&tbf%f&%%&ﬁ?%@@bﬁﬁiﬁiénémiom€awb5é@tﬁbnéoTt
0307 < EIBEKBET 0 28 6~ UBERE A S0 B ) O BHEEE (banishment) R £ 00 R QE< 11910° 1)
ST LM< % 0 1 EEHESUNS 02V 3ol EO TEEIAL BERIIN P L2001 £650°

1] SR <K » BT R ol HHE NER I ORIYES | RONEHUS 2 0 | ROPEH IR 1S

B5° HON Ao UAHREL R 2V | 42 | DEH ORI B QI S 0 5 LD R0 5
DAST R ] PEHEOHEED ) S MHI RO 2 | 21 T KoM (435tat. 153) 20 2% Van
Vieck 20k B ORRIIRRS" DSU%s BEN ¢ 206004 Q8 N < EIRK - R EER R BI% Qo
B VRRuS S’ NS ORRNEPMEE O EEMR KBS 48208 O HEARROE NS0 VBIS

RO X ) QHIIBKEP L | 2 DEHC |21 BRSO VB M 4 o 0 2 < K

DU EE RS & 0

(w) <ERKIHE

J6¥k40(4-58) 892



)

BRo—WE (&

=,
il

FHER T 2— 0 7O RH

Asv

< EHE Q B R YIE © %@%E@ffﬁ&%:ﬁ?é&@t@ﬁﬁi\_nOEE&xu:ﬁno
DESOEE 0" L1 RHHMIE 1 4 o< EREIK IS LEE< DR OY RERI B DT 1001 )
VW © R < I T 00 1) 47 IR A ¢ I RERIND 0 2400 56227 SRR 1260 U s A A T8
B0 2 5%0-0" DROEIHRACEEL Y REKMOWSOBE L OLE OV | WOR< 5 SEKNEE L
0PI AN 5 30° 50 A0 R REL2 ERIRL 40U MDA RN R 0K B
HETH A 0@ 10 A B EE 0 2 468 D 4 ;51%5
HEHREo LW Se<EHEIU N NNORESTIOHES SR eR” VOB IV N ACOHMERRR Nt NE
6ﬂfwt;5?b0\%ﬁ@l@ﬁ§t70y7%u<ob@ﬁﬁtﬁﬁf\é%ﬁﬁ&éitt?%
OERMHMIE 1 1250 1 = A e @ MR

SEEKLU NSNS O | RN B - TR « <FIIRE 5 0 & QK-S B 1B 210 1) 040160
) QERR M- O LR AN S F< V0% 1) QIS BE AR NS < O ER
QU £850 AW A0 HHIK LB 10 2 0°

ORM< KEXDIXKIPIT (cross-examination)
RKH< ( SIEE R e H<ErE0 g’ Hil iy <4 oBESOND e <ERKONSN™NR S’

SE< & I 1) U2 25 5° N QIR N 27 ST FI< 1 E S dmr0 1) 0 RRER 0 £ 1 2 10l
B+ I HR 0 O BT 1 A 40 88 2 IR A0 £ 1 2 406 (19000 304017 BRERN 46287 1) S0k 3 2

JL#:40(4+59) 893



[©))

H<L SR eWECHE" UNSANNNZIHLVEE OV IESOLL" U208 S 240 000° #642" HEr” JOQk
<" VNSIANNQENEELVEP 0 VDU SR N LUK 550° BT Kl<RkHOS SRR
0 <EEKIUN=INNRER I VE ZIH<BEEB<ZIBESR<LIXREPER R0 V28 57 050101 {80°

NN <EIREKIS NS NRHRERN R S W RM<KMEELRQO S L O NEEY K< EEEVRQeV
<HE (EK) WEN R S v U R IR I N XK A T XD MRRIIOERE ST K-REH OBV K

()

< QIR 2 1) A M A - RIEEE AU QO 1) A A0 A S ) R0 O °

@YE AR M IR 12 6 »0BHI S HF KRR 1Y
ER S < FEH SRET 2 .C < LG VEEKIN O 3 W R S 2 iRE 2 < EHER I & O SRR HERIIR 1 B0 5 50 1) A
@
BT RN <EHEK S RE VU KE< RIVERKVHD LEHHNIR R — = Q S REFRIKIE L BIT0 < 02 QWU
<)

SV AL° WOV <LHMh L o BER A0 L K N BB R0 T REREERIIE L R e U NN B 50

INEVEEF QTN

QRRHEH" o 48 R 30 < EIRKIHHH Q41 R
MQEEN QAT BENRIV-OBMIIBLE O L4000

(0) HHEEWE
| EHEEWEN O S OHBH QMR R MNREEONnN | RONBHES | £ 1 DB b Mg

b ¥:40 (4-60) 894



FHOT 2 — » 70 L ABRO—KE (D)

R HHHORKEO T LOVE wOHERSHEBRRUHVKRVE M5 D& 8%«0" RUHERPewnN |
< VB 2 O L EF <LV IHHHEEU RO N QN B UNSNNWEN Y ) VABHHOWRER T — « N D » < QB
%T%bzé\tﬂ%ﬁ@éﬂfwto:@ﬂ%@?%%ﬁh?&<\Ef%ﬂ%ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ&&ﬁ@ﬂﬁ?éﬁ%
BB OM A N0 0R" ) L ORFWERM A0 ) 0 #E S 0 D ATES SO HOW e Van
Vieck QH#IfI L &R 0 OERIVEIQ 5010 MBS 1 ° 5107 Van Vieck SEMHEREIE O HIXER DUGRK QB
%@Amﬂﬁ\%ﬂﬁ@k@%ﬁﬁﬂiét?ny\ﬁﬁgﬁﬁfiéﬁﬁmgﬁ\&U%@ﬁﬁm;%%%%&ﬂ
ROKI SKHBURE L 210° KIEL L 120 KHEOWE S0 HA 1 < RIS L = A A\ 1 g
R WREE OV Rv° BHEE Y S o lDERRVIHZIDEREVOREL B D OREIR - O V-2FHH V80010
VEBL 210 40 149 160

1T 50" <MK Y 4 50 Hh IR0 K A s BE M A1 14 5Q R 48~ I B30 43 SRRIBLIER DV O Re° W’ 24
HEPECORE <EHEKI L 0 v N NR BfEY -RIDRER Y RO RREEER M it s
OFIRAS 5 ORERE LR O VTR » RRENTL 0 HERIDEIR 48 Qa0 REIKIT0 0 N 5B THEMEKIR R | K
SRR U 2OV 500 U000 REIIE KBS Q Y + B 0 21 2 o< EIEKTHH82-
00 QUEHIEN R 4900 Q0 800° N <L FHELE R A 16 v RS B MR 0 D SN a0 200 1) U R0
SHFE B M 2 OERKO L VSO QWERS 57 20 S0 ) U0l 5 L8~ B804 5°

iy uL@:k%%iitLT\uTwlﬂgﬁﬁmiat7Uy7%®#§kﬁﬁﬁ\@%%\@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ\@ﬁ
%ﬁ%\®ﬁﬁ%ﬁ\@%?%tﬁﬁbﬁﬂﬁb\éam\©%ﬁﬁﬁmiéﬂﬁ$ﬁ\@ﬁim;%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
o s0°

JtH:40(4-61) 895



]

=

OB < EEE v QYR
HR< KRR JAROTEHR TR M 5 {0 HERORLORCQR VB Kl o KRS 3 &40
B0 2 < 2 < B IIR U RN R VAN QT | R VN R I TRE VOV UN
SANQETHES” 2OV BT UNSARNRTRER DT HE QTP 0 E R I o K R HIS 0 S 42
HER  SR<EBEECIRRLNLeL,E VR IL° DR JIRIERNERERR | R | R 11mi

(3)

| DBV OVRHGEHIORNM I 45800 | R RENIZXESCREL LT U NN SET 1 skl <
KBS T4 e IIEFE < BAIB 0 L7 R< B0 ) VR VIV R NG | £ FHOEREM N vl

(8)

DRI VPEHMECEKRHENKO LA RC® VORERHORHE VOV FH< SRil< KB QK $ R <
FHE RIS VKB R O NP’ FH<SEB<OEER e RIS I Vs e e

(i8) (B)

00 D&S" NORERE | SMEEHU L KR<CURERSHONECRRE N 0 V0L 0 42° w0 N {IRE
20 QEIH L | RiNETHE "REER RO DN N NN R 5V RE< R < D EE R0 1) V%R LoD
SRV DeD QN0 VUL KR<RERU S RID SRR 2 U N = NNEER 4 -6 O REY & Je

T%:tﬁ%éh%b@&énmw BEROMNEAORTHMOBS LR HMEBYE UNSNNRETUHFEN Q3
R DROEIRA O EE< LR 2 5 A 46100

B 0T XI-Q 1 HE R0 SRS KRS IRIK 1 0 © By QEIWEK S D 5 8 H N BHIT R
tbe\if%_m\#%Aﬁm%%%ﬂént%%\MQ®ﬁ$ﬁté%@k@#ﬁkﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁb;itb&w

MAREBIRCR O HLVUSY 500080 FH<RKB<BREQDE DS S oo DEERREE - e rs
(@)
W0 O IO s - MR ARV IEEHP QR e OBOREIE - frdE O OIS ANk

Jt#:40(4-62) 896



)

mo—¥E (=

Hl

FEHHF 21— FoL RAHE

RO VNIRRT WM RN DRERCEIR SONIREHANE O VEH< Ehi< 4B in
#r (brief) Mo XEWKR O MY S VN ENY REBIXI NI 0 S RE N IBEE VS e BEH<ESR
< ARRBENIXE O 200 30O SR WOKECH HE Y O AW BEEU RN UBHSE O NAR
()

30° QN <MK Y 4o PHETE U NS NN R 5 i< RIREA KR 2 e B L O’ ek
HEw QOS2SR D u°

OmHHHTEEH S d R

_n_tﬁﬁﬁ_n%fin&\%@EEKJD%%%ﬂkW@%ﬁAéﬁaaaﬁgﬂvK;D\ﬁfﬁﬁ$$$
T QR oM< BIREEWEEK U 20" VRNUSW S0 vOr | RINIETECER Yo XeLESR
e oW <HEHEKmTT STINEHS R DRERE NV O W | DRE S (prima facie case) UssQImNIE D" 1)
S REERELIBE U R SU 800 6 LIRS U NS KR S TR R W E R (inspect) +JAURIR
OROAGUHRY 24 1008 UNANNGIEQ R S olEL” BUGEE L RE0 S S o BHE LB 21
-0 X T il R b Ao 00 A @ IR < I MR i R T S TRGI AL 287 b @ 60 S8l 42 S IX R R B a0 2500 49 0 Im Q4
m%%@Auﬁwéb@tén\:nwﬁ&%a&%%%ﬁkugianébmténfmmw:@iia\ﬂﬁ%ﬁ
DK O EFERIQ BB A U913 XK H A< 1R 09104 2 BRMIE S 2 26 018:0°
DR IR0 BPKOMEERIE Y Van Vieck Qi L 4o RBon B ot B’ XEK Szt e RREHCH
RBERSENESSQN O LVEER WIS 5° 4800 HEORKMEKORERN T BB WIHERS

T A XD | BESRREHE O 9 O MNKEH<RBIX O W 50 VBIZ U S HBHX O XIS g @’ W’

Fb¥:40(463)897



EEEK S {0 2 RR QBRI e < JREECHE S « v nis 220048 O 2° IRqaN
O3 AREBHVBED CHER-PIREN S S LSNR0RT V0 BRI IS IRER UK 6 o < [ R 22 4R
f%ﬂti%twﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?%%@?%ottmwmew<t7vyfmﬁuf%@kﬁﬁﬁf%%twﬁ:tu
. UNSINANEH O VEA<S N RREHAOHEBENIRE e N NSV BEIELHQMROR U2 E
HOSIR R LRV S 82 O L0t

#6427 IR QEER Su R’ 1) SN <EHKIREE 0" V5 IR BB S8 B B
FEHRELELOL” UNSNNETHREL R S VERKEKRERVS” HERIFEReNvUnR R’ wl” K
£ I

5

(b 1 5 RS 22 R o0 52 @ BRI 0 0 107 1) VI 410 40 R QEHENID AN Q Q IR < P R EHE O 5
SES oo <ERKHTE N 6T RO VEE<REAOe N Soh RO SR RE<EY N WK

RESEB QBN D 010000 D2 T W-oHE06ny EHETRINE G HE ST b 2
IKEHEE40-9 Q1100 2 nEE4e B S 2H< LRV EHEESREEY © 2 oBHHC HESER
N0 S vdoR O W 3500 (substantial notice)” RO R&RIE N ~ BRI 40 52 L TREE N R o0 BRI G A G & O 4o
REBGDEFL R a0 21 50007 VBN X QTSI - IOV 5 r0°

P00 ROCERHAOTES | BIEA 0 HEKPEKOIERNE T 2 UK ERUQe° ¥ Vv EROHE
NR IV DEEN RKPKS 3 &4 0EERH QS L0 10 N &M 0 R 010° DR QUEN N
Sl B FEQEEQERLQ ¢ 010 me°

7z

< EIRERIHI 2 4650 1 I\ 2 N 159 1 0 I © Sl i H

L5240 (4-64) 898



)

FHRWT 2— - 7O AERO—WFE (

BYHEEREE N R 5 W VS HEImHN 231 [ Q-2 Q%% 100° DV N RRFE< R L <H D421 QHiRIKH
AR 1152t FIMEEK RS RBHE A b o0 BUHGETE N O 5 VIR 56000 0 4010° 11| 128 SH< R 4T o s
DN 500N 8 0% 10300 28 < [FIKEH D 2 FHERH I S e 0 B HH ) 1o 0 HGEEE 12 O S RV se 2 QT
9r0°

QB B 1 bnre | | QSRR O 3 v’ ST | 0 QUER KRS0’ HB-LXOBEH RKiu 2V
S4° HNOR (FHEEENTR eIV RRSERRHE O LR v QIREKE <0 ) A 5 IR0 0 A
W RIS S OEE< O SRR R 900 B4 (o) < EIHD 2 JRE R AR S0 B ) o 0 R
SURGD” I 1 ORI M < O 42 # ) A R ¢ AU HH R {3 RBH< LB P A0 200 1) WAL BRI O D407 g .
BEURHRE AR 2520

BN N SRR | R 1 VM R D o160 United States ex rel. Bilokumsky v. q,mwm &)
RIV ZE< 000 O HEIIHR RIER QIR0 210 5 10° 1) ORIEH 5 08 e EEBMELReR Ve
Eov N ACIRETE Y 4o IOIORIEE LU 50° P « H<EMEKECEE LN 4K 4% O
IR R A< 200 HRI& NERQ VRS FH< 420 r) VO NEIRHARIRO EHR N E o ) 038" BB 2"
QMBI LR 2\ 2 0 ¢\ —— Hr< EHE S QERYE B O 1§ 219508 —— ZE< V0 1)
MRS ARG OPRIAE EF<L0 )N C HEHH MRS L H )0 L IR EEER 90 Q VB

KOWRSEL [ 3VU00R NQEL Dmaie’ | KT PHALCE | RKD BHEEEER SV B

S AR RO § < E P O B EE RN R IEHME N VSR REO M S | R PHHNEEON ] R
1B BRI Q SRV IR0 7 s QIR Ik 6o BIHGEEWER 1259 5 v BRE <R 4l 1 S8 E 1 < [F -

JL¥k40(4-65)899



S

()

LIV O<ASH - %W.ﬁ&%jﬁbﬁ<fu&6fu\tibzomﬁ\ﬁwwﬁwfb\sz@ﬁmﬁﬁ
fﬁﬁunﬁnfu&bokxifﬁéo_n:mﬁﬁﬁ:z%wﬁﬁwiﬁmeu\%ﬁ%ﬁu?&f@ﬁfﬁJ
W R MR AU R0 £ QO NE 0 M USRI 0N R < EHRHO L EHEER-H R MO wRRR SO R0V
W SeIRDT WV | QEERES <HESUHEHNIR <R O 8 25554048 S A onse 0 ) R K-IR v S i o

() (&)
B S RORT 107 FTHE N QEEL (IR IE & Ofh Q2 LEFE I O 88 O Ln g re°

QER
@E&M%@%E&U%ﬁ@#fﬁ%ﬁbuﬂ#ﬂé%énfwttubﬂ%b@b IS FE -8 12 30 1 v B 4
SVRKER VORI OB MR VRKER QUL fi3.050" MPOHKBL R I VT @] Q<EHiek
MR 40 QRIS IRt 1 O SRR L BGP R QEIERE& -V LMD EREKM O URS AN
RAHBE O RSP QIR ERR Y 0 4 1w QRBHIMIE 57 50 1 8 BRI 0 B 12 O 42 B s FA3E A0 O o 3 4 BRI 048 O

@),
3

HEEN T BRORM0N <ENK L 0 HERER 2RI ARV OV EID Do $0-2 S e &
Mo 2187 < LB 28 5 ST 0 -0 K BT € -0 S8 Y7 SRR I © - BXSRER 0 O WARBIK I R RO L R
@ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%bfué:?gamwmof\@%m:i\:@;5:%ﬁﬁ%a@ﬁ&%%abmﬁdwentmﬁ&
EFROMUFRERRE VOREVERwHP oER B RuoKiuv 8 S8R0 1) QB R 0¢R R 0RIE
17000 O WREIX IS 5 O QI HIKGIE 12 4 o HPE 1810 B fU3950° DR OHBR0T (RO AN

Bl 22 8 < AT e M 5% I SO S0 RSO WK R 0 R S0 07 (e9) su0 7 OREBIRINSS S OWw QR

AL#:40 (4+66) 900



wO—WE (Z)

Va-ES:: !

FHHT 2 — -

E%E%:;é%ﬁ;\A@%ﬁﬁ:xét7)/7@F%eent%ﬁ:§9<§®?bm3t:uif NN
Wk fo 1 ﬂA«@%ﬁﬁﬁbnfu%@%ﬁb%5ub MR SRR e | B QI QB B < FEHEAHT 4~ o4
HSV

ﬁEk%u:k;tb%AE%&E:;%%F&%ﬁ%t@%¥ﬁaﬁﬁén\ﬂﬂwiﬁiéztt
HONPQVEQ r0°

O M X0 e R X 4 0 Y © Kl

MEFORE N 4L <HEHKI A e UND NN R SV ELSIPIT VN D IR B FH<ERME< 1Mk
A:&ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁi&%%azenéb@ténf,:;5?%mvLbb\ﬁf ERE N R X R QWS
KISV O ROKWSTERRR O s | N << ERRIS U= NS LRI D £ Y 484048 5 a0
SRR/ ORISR HGEHK LSV B80S S VR SR B0 H<ERB<RITRE
ﬁmE@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁik%ﬁ%éﬁ;it?%%ﬁ:i\#EAi\é&ﬁkbf%:&ﬁ?éxiﬁﬁﬁ%h%
WAORERMIE ORIV 20 48 5048 5 \aﬁwu%wflzofﬁb% EUHEETE U N NN QIR < W RIE e
MAROIWVRIRSEHR 0z H< 1 B MRS 0 VR O Qv 80°

BRSO BRROBREV O RIORE Vo< v <EHKEIS UN NN R S WP RN D 25
Awmenéb@ténaﬂ%,ﬁ%ot:tfém MO SRR R EKER AU 20 480%8 " By SHUR QD R
10 2 AR ORI W < B 0 B 2 K BRI 01 ) A 49 5°
ééK‘E&@ﬁ%f@#ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁf%ﬁﬁ:go%L%%ﬁﬁzt MWUSRS HIKNOIVDT RV

ST KHE<BHM< 1 44 0 IXIRMP T 13 K[ 32 Tﬁo:oT&bﬁK@%EEﬁt7)77u%®¥&%ﬁbfﬁa

1b¥:40(4-67)901



f2S

&

CRRAR « M WEHEK A 20 1) kYt ol s 5 OBRRUHOBREREOS & O LUK FHA<ERB<R YN NNY
Hilfsers v Qpo-»" RO EHRARE < 1 A O v K548 i o #md O < 1 IX R T o 0 ZEH R0 B 4o 00
:ttd&%&@otwféww%otb\&ﬁﬁéiﬁm\:n%w%ﬁmomfu\%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁot%mﬁﬁé
XTI HRILO KB S VOV <EHKEISERKRSERVONERS - ¢ VRROBHR Mo H< NEIL UL’
%Ekw%@EM%ﬁﬁtéﬁﬁ%%ﬁéné&3:tuﬂﬂtﬁﬁbfwttbwi%wﬁof\%@EDwﬁmf
1 FE< M OPR « oL 2RH - BEME S 020 U0 S 48°

AR FHE<ZXE A QI RIP O S0 IR S S HRRSGRS NN VRN S BFN
ORIV L 42° o fs.0407 5 Q8 eEAIEE (confidential information) V2 QR80-2QR_MNR{VRS” VOREFEQR
on” WEEEH-ENMTHOFNG EHEECKEN o KAMSMENIND W 207 VIn0Q840 0 ent
o 7

157 MOHHERHIIRVE S Y RIKQROER e 1) VR0 S 5ol 1 < EEKTE T S 5
T £ 1 53T 0 < 0 AR R 12 6 M 0 BT 57 U QS 12 30400 521 2500 ¢ © T

(&)

EECHHBITL R 5\ O EEQIIE STV ABELE0°

@REBUX 0RO v QMR IR 12+ s IR HHE S BRI
RE UK © MY B = REEER MKEE 1 18 QIR W H 0 SV 2 40007 W QBT MR QI O T s
(2)
FUH MK A0 AR RO W) v RO T EIIKIIR 12 A o HRIR N O 2 R 0° 497 TMIMIKIIR & &

(8)

bR <HEK - BHEEQ S+ ORI #HK-E M 3IF | iR O W VFEEu R 20° Uit I

Ab#:40(4-68) 902



FHENT 2 — « TuL ABBRO—WE (Z)

TN IR SREIN (= TMMHIR) R BER L S IRENL 00 (10 V) <FHHHIR k- SRR
W£600) VRV eQNERSY <EIRKIHHES SREN (= PEHIE) SRR Q Hk] - SRR
3007 A S AR OH el S 184900° W X S Y BEHEER RN R Do TE MR Q W4
B A 49 b < BN 2 TR o s0°

p EIREMEL R0 2400 AE UK RSP Q0 DR | Q< EHHINI L 1450 1 o N & L4 08
PO S ORPE N HHIRZ 0 R0 VU0 R RNLRY RS <FRKHEY ORRIESHIREN N S
WHRKRY S Q%R 5°

W10 BRERENIL L S IRENY 3 N &0 PR S R VIR SRR 201 BIHCEREY
1R 28 < KT 2 6 »0 FE RO HEEK 2 @ RIS RSO SR04 0 w07 BRI IR © Mk R e VN0 S SN (<ER
KB 2 P RMHIIR © S0 1 3 0 a0 dak) R BB 1 2o < EIMIHHI 1) o | ) QB S ERRINHE 0 O 17 <
¥4 oty 8 D BT 0 SRR 0 8 S VU R S0 D RO R A <FIHEKII © i A T MEMIKIIR 0 QERE T K
B 10 20 < EMAHI R AT 9 o MR R < EHEHI -6 59 0 UGS O L KTV JHIO D00 1) VR
UL R0% 0407 % 1 < FIHEHIN L S E< ST 46 L BT 50 46 MR T © 1 =\ A
10 1) A28 5 0 01000 R KRN O HHBKERYE LR o 0 BEMIHERK QIR ORI © TR A0 < B i
HERRQUIP O WEEN O IVOMOSFERN Hus TRl v IoREL 30 N ivs" TR YE
OV VAR D £A0 010000 SR DHMHIIE-» <EHRI L 60 T, L ER R0 A IO
QARG T, U1K 3B £ 0 10 5100 15050°

K R ofE NIRIES @ R4 OIEMEET (oral hearing) %_,ﬁ,ﬁl.ctéhfwmw

Jt¥40(4-69)903



]

&

EIEOQ VRN ANNSRK 0 R" #%" REEEAR VO ROR #6487 TR N QKD UN AN
18" DROEIRAOEF< 2 DRl Pl LSRG 009 Q Q7 B< U NS N N L0 0 1) 020 a0
OO L XRREGEO ) VK FECR 02 Bl REIR L SR U NSNS PRI &
A< 21 ) 520 X o BB 0 210 5 28 TR R oo’ <R M (S O B R Lbad.0 246 5 IR
%%mé:tbﬂﬁﬁ@ﬂ%?@okxéﬁbmw

BIR ER<EEEY 0 20 <EEKSE QR ERHHHIE C IR MREU B 5 081 R K
BQUIER 12003 QHELQIRINE R0V XOITURC L0 12 < FIEK © BV BIHIHETE © 5 L T E B MR
SHHBRHMKENERE VR 20" 3910 3 BEER 0 Y < EIMM 2 <6 otbEE (B4 - SRREEh 3 v =i n
DORYI0) Ho-» TR QHRERHIKS 2 S IHPAGO St 520 {00V DUCEEEE M R 5 W -o5H
<L BRI & 400 U NS NN R EB-<OHEU o) VREFERVR N LVBQ <0

RN BT SHAEREIROBHTRY CRE L% MHEHERIRE &0 2 28 RGN 6 S8 0 210
HEELK (warrant of cholmao:wmvﬂ RAVEMHKEEOERRZIKRULGN VIS NS muwo N QERIRER U R ¢ v
B OV BT 0 SN QER I 2 3642 BTSS0I 0107 IREIKAT L 160 4690 52 LK
B9 36 2R 2 £ 20 50 2 VR REHBH 0L 3300 1001 BREKRD DA AN QR
502 MBI Y EHERERK LR Y DO E LM HI0 ) N STE A 021 500

R T EHEHIIR 12 100 o8 QEEHH L 1900° +) 2 MEHIETNE L © < EIHERIII 1 650 U I = N &\ AR O o
W0 B TIN50 52 0 < FIMERII 12 650 U I s A M 0 4 1o < QRIRRAIR 02 | MOTERVME O

NPXERERRLOSM SeQuROM BEHHKORRIER v o EHNHIER QRN R 5 v 2 H< S EEH

163:40(4+70) 904



)

« 7o ABEBRO—WE (

FHHUT 2 —

LBRAOSIVRAR VO OO MR SRS <EH#ENS UNS NN RO VEBELLEL oWV

S0 &CERIMNDR 20 UL VARERRS — « NO VXK VQEEL 5 28 0EENVND 028 L08R
(%)

D SR IINP VRS NQIERH QS VBRSO SC

OFRH 12 6 OB
RS20 3101 < EIEKOH S 2 O T BN © & F< 0T SIS Vv © B 1 6 S 10 E QbR
BEMEERK0SEES 0200 D80 | R VEHS0 1 FEL S cREEMIERE S wREH LS
VO IOREEINEG L9 O ENIRRR G0 ) USE L 5 8 0 L 4n00°

Bl E

() WRE SRR LR TN QRH R FRE N < = RO 1 9 0o SR IR S RIKBE M I $IHEd 1 PRI
#, ME#EHpe I <ml- () RLE) VRO N°

() 39Stat. 874.

() | RIEIHHIDI [ KOSIDIKH (43Stat. 153) ¥4 oA* — 2 EMGOKARKHORKESBRIVIUS L LDLR0R’
| R VEHERS | RIEEHARREEERHOHEROHMEVLS ONOLES” RO v oD R NEMOHES |
AT e 3% IR Y Bl 5 48 5 VEEE w2t 550° GORDON & ROSENFIELD, 1 IMMIGRATION Law
AND PROCEDURE, §1. 2d, 1—12~3 (1984).

(=) 1Stat. 570
(1») Maslow, Recasting our Deportation Law : Proposals for Reform, 56CoLUM. L. REv. 309, 311—2 (1956).
(o) HEEEK T <o REQEE () 11 NEHS (1 REKL)°

3b5:40(4-71)905



=

&

(=~) 18Stat. 477.
(o) FTE - FWH (—~) Niim®
(o) MFES P S OEA< VB CEMORERME B IV O 202 QRIS 0° B Note, Deportation and

Exclusion : A Continuing Dialogue between Congress and the Courts, TIYALE L. J. 760, 761n. 8 (1962) 13° St~z H<
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(F) 1R PR | P& 39Stat. at 887.
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() Gordon, Right to Counsel in Immigration Proceedings, ASMINN. L. REv. 875, 888 (1961), VAN VLECK, 7d. at 180. &60°
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QHRR OB OB QREEKOEUINSNNQENE NN {0’ IDRIEMISREIN 53 5 o ki< KRB WRE
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(15) 265Fed. at 47.

(®B) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 181, citing Immigration Rule 19 subd. D, par. 2.

(&) Id. at 98-9.
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RS G ORE OV QBN D NERI OL — Y N NENS 250090 D M VRIBEL SV S NN
£4850° See, Gordon, Right to Counsel in Immigration Proceedings, 45SMINN. L. REv. 875, 878 (1961).
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Fed. 413 (1913), Ex parte Lam Pui, 217Fed. 456 (1914), Ex parte Chin Loy You, 223Fed. 833 (1915), Guiney v. Borham,
261Fed. 582 (1919).

D) CLARK, supra n. (60) at 367.

B) 39Stat. 874, 889-90.

(&) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 176, citing Immigration Rule 19, subd. D, par. 2.
8) Id. at 100.

8) Id. at 176.

() Id. at 96. 4% VAN VLECK [EIE 1~ N BUOPE N SR OEMPE VRN 4o S Q1 JERE O Luutv s’

KRS IRE-HONM e HEQMII'S” ~ IFEE 20 S VIRV S S 4090’
B) Id. at 100-1. & RRICIWE 8C. F. R. §242. 17 (1984) $okE°
(D) NESWEEBE D NUTRQHEHBIR United States ex rel. Bilokumsky v. Tod, 263U. S. 149 (1923) {v+Qse°
R) Ex parte Hidekuri Iwata, 219Fed. 610, 611—2 (S. D. Cal., 1915).
(2) | RHIHHERI IR ] % 8U. S. C. §1361.
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B RQeER (clear, unequivocal and convincing evidence) %" RYHETEE-HR MOS0 R © BN -0 O Vil
02 Q VB O W 30° Woodby v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 385U. S. 276, 286 (1966).

) 263U. S. 149 (1923).

() Id. at 153.

(&) See, e, g., Riley v. Hawes, 24F. 2d 686 (1st Cir., 1928), Brader v. Zurbick, 38F. 2d 472 (6th Cir., 1930), United States
ex rel. Bishop v. Watkins, 159F. 2d 505 (2nd Cir.) cert. denied 331U. S. 839 (1947).

() VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 206 #[EITVE.Q £r0°

(&) 445 GORDON & ROSENFIELD, 1A IMMIGRATION LAW AND PROCEDURE, §5. 10b, 5-119 (1984) 3’ G EWRRJZ <
£2500 0 QP HIHBRIEE N R0 Ve’ QREVE I QIERKERN Y oOFiRU S L VBHS SR I-RMFTK Y’
FH< 4000 v QBRI H S < FMKEI Qe v O N2 QuoV KIXFFHEO - | « HOFEEOR VIR HIRRF
WHE s | <1 NFER | HirEDImErR60° JIQKERPF v QRN MIKEEIROEKHXOHESRKISRKS
EHKHNERQ W 50° MO~ K WK< TRE< V<#, JTIER - LR - ERER  DIRKEHEE TR
TR LR - <@y | [ KK (] R<LO) BHEME e VEEE O 5e°

(L) 39Stat. 874, 890.

() 43Stat. 153, 165-6.

(8) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 101.

() BRI V2L 48040 | R HHESURI = | & (8U. S. C. §1361) =" DIHCEEERN R 5 & 2o
¢ @<KHEQHE - WiE « RFWER0 { LA e HEIMHE RS EHIR Q10" 00t Re” RIS £05 =
¢\ © I EENR R 1 HR Q20 A6 a0 M SR MR s@° GORDON & ROSENFIELD, supra n. (77) at §5. 10b, 5-118. 4 (1984) 337 »)
SR <EQIIHHE T VS O S 0RO A0 -2 QL0 VBRO L WOV S 0% 0o SiEELRIER
NI 00 MROG ) VB I SEENER N MW 28 QERB Q90N
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SHE LR S0 TR | KRB S0V I8 <H QS RIE N2 S B < S 4uiiH v m BEFRE fo a2
RSV DHGHERH RN 0S4 N0 @ORK-H<FE R R ¢m$.ﬁ®§§f 3 5 B 2L KK R o
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(&) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 205.

(8) Gordon, Due Process of Law in Immigration Proceeding, 50A. B. A. J. 34, 36 (1964).

(33) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 230.

(R) Md.

(8) Clark, supra n. (34) at 205. 9 0 2-»" VAN VLECK, d. at 175-77 M+ 240" DMHMETWRER M 50 5 v iR u fin 4 D9+
ERRELE 0 RKIRWEHE Y TR0 Q11050 2407 <EIMKHIL 40 U NS NNRES O LRI O RN SREER
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(5) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 147.

(8) See, id. at 230.

() Id. at 106, citing Immigration Rule 24, subd. 4.

(]) H. at 105-6. .

(F) BKEEN 1) Qo SRR N 4 o M HEFE MR BT 0 0 2 RRIE N Q" FE< SRR O < 3R O W IX R T o
MM I ER A OV RERCER VO WIS’ VOFERR9e° Chow Gum v. Backus, 223Fed. 487 (9th
Cir,, 1915).
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OIRE HIRBERSNERE O LR Id. at 107-12.
&) CLARK, supra n. (60) at 368.
(8) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 167.
&) Gordon, supra n. (83) at 38, citing REPORT OF SECRETARY OF LABOR’'S COMMITTEE, 86 (1940).
(&) | REHEHER INHK (o) 8U. S. C. §1225 (c).

(R) 8C. F. R. §242. 17 (a) (1984). ) 24O « IV OFEERRLY 0] HHEE QY NE ¢ Jay v. Boyd, 351U.

S. 345 (1950) = —Th ¥ 2 %« K — X 4Qs0e°

() | R R EN&K (=)" 8U. S. C. §1253 (h).

() H LN PR SI-BHIFRR Q0 ) VERE QHE oL 190°

(2) WOBE « RN IWVIEEH () HE°

(8) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 147.

(B) #i& () (0) OfEE°

(2) VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 142.
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PRI v QLN NN B O Y P HERHIR IR S SRS THAR A0 H< XD v Q Rli< S HEWEY VEn088
o O 20

(8) 3207 <[ -0 I D8 R e I IR O T ] 5 PR 2 8 0 52 8 o SRS RSB o X ol 0 v 5 2 R IR 4. at 145 387
r< AT % SR A S S 1 1) A SRR A A0 5290°

(8) Id. at 147.
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VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 147.

Id. at 176.

Id. at 146.

IR PHEHHUR | KK 39Stat. 874, 886-7
| R PHHER | R 39Stat. at 889.

VAN VLECK, supra n. (31) at 178.

Mahler v. Eby, 264U. S. 32, 44 (1924).

Throumoulous v. United States, 3F. 2d 803 (1st Cir., 1925).
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134. O &7 BHHEER-ENT O RE < S L IMEER R RE O RO e 1 K & O K@ STl s KB v E<

107 16 15 14 13 112 11 110 109

e e e e N S N N e

Jh#:40(4+83)917



B P RIRGIR Q00 M VTR MBFE U S Y R o QB O HFI< WEHME O N R B REIKII N o S~ N & QY
BEEEoL S &° ISHRUOME HIKEERTORR XNEEKeRokn’ HIBHESKTVE O #20% € 0
$£2° Id. at 138. 485%7 M QORHECLENE OVHBEEEEVERE v o RS QEBRKR AR OV I8 3°

BIlE KiOowue

oo Sxt” | RFNHE (RE) REHSRKRIEV | RFNEHERSEL QD eRRPESVRI SN
oV ORBAESVIVEERRY MR | RIF HHER R 0 S0 SRR 0 250 £ 0TI A0 1 A A A0 °

#% | RO RKIPREN O S v REHOWESHERERN T — - N0 P X QEIEv R HEN+-2Q V5 Q
R 5000 HENDHEERE S FMEB< O KB XL HEMIPE N B poe i u s O v Re’ # <BERKRER
RS SvORQECEREZRe200" HHEEMERE LB tre-» V4 N v 5e°

2R | RENEXEN Y <FARIRENR IS | KESTEIRR L QW ES KM 5° 1) 2187
MBI R 1 6 s HRERIKHE (o R {4900 AU 3P AR 1 65050 Q A Sl 1) R ROV IHYEEIR S WD
RENBORERCEMN P CREN 4O RSO QHEMBIEAN SN2 QVS O 103 V SIKIE S i 33 IS {5
AR EnBRRI-HOUE HEERHKCHIRO SRV Me @0 i BHER(QIXEN O S\ B
BEQIEHRMREIR VR (QIXEREEIWSY S 4° 003 ERERSBEMIXQUIMEw O OOy iy
KRB Q e’

oneqar” R | RHNEHEREROHES S DBRRHOHEERaRE OV Srev” <HEEKHEN O S

Jb:40(4+84)918



FHEHT 2 — « U AEBO—KE (Z)

VSR HEN QR BRI R 950 Q LRV EHEEHETE LS | 211 |20 L E L B QRER M
SRe’ | 21| EEHTE © LRI VEIHIC Q2 U SR L HE | QR0 501 V% ane® D&
2301027 BHKETEWEL 0 2100 2 0 & QUK SRS 1950 1) A 1) TSBENI I € 40 £38100 0 36 IRIDH Q2 00
WSRO © BB TS 12 5990 2\ 310 149 0°

Q7 ML O HHEKE QUL LN ELRSHINL 002 BRREOHIL R0 his0n BUHOE
WSS 5560 PERMRS I R B LS O LB O VD Q6 120U L O R0 &R IR
A0 B & O AR B ) U 828 BRI A0 P 400 0 R\’ I R QRSO S 2 88 D 4L° 1)
QUEMEIILD R R MR & O REO 200 % | R DK MEERELQ P LR W8’
LRMBARKEDRS | B0 0 2287 v OEECEHHEK - RUQ0AGRTL 0012\ 24" {RME
WO RE UER 0L, & O v OECEEHRBIE 0200 8 D Q2 | LI WER 2 L RIK
MR (Executive Office for Immigration Review) SEFRMHIERAR NS + ¢\ QiEmiEus attoneys &
RS V¥ | SHREBRHEKLren 1 8 0 T@%T%mﬂw

008 BRI QIR O SR SR O € 50k <EIEKIHEL 0 2 1-pl0 Q2R BIDHS
FR W O QBT O SHE 1 14 o < FIRKIRIR IS MAEE LRI E Y SESHE T OV 1 2108 L 10s0e°

N oB Qa3 FIHENH S ORI .20 O LENRY = < EIRNIHHE- BTN R0 S HB 0 42
QD RIS R 0 1) VR e Q 90 &% 16t T < I BRIMH R © BHHE R -0 240 D SV EHRT v O\ 187 KR4S
T O HI QR (Y Rt BRI 18w < EEKOH BRI s © 8 IR

B 0 IHGHETE T DR 1 JHRRIE ) 1 4 B ) o o R R B0 S0 0 8 O 27 S )RS TH

J6H:40(4+85)919



S

&

ZHEE, SRKOEKWH VR0 QHEHM L R VBLRC 8.0 IRERKHI +OEKAR
FORMWL " wORVTEME LRI 2001008 UL SREECHEQRES VIREHSKIS
KIS S RV VREIIE N O 0 W SEEEE D 07 N DOFTE N 2V SRR RER R
DD QUBERUR 0 IR 55RO RIRIE N 4 SRR 1 QMR & N SR 8
J 001 VN £60° AR IR R RE OIS (B2 WhIRIETN 1 — « N\ 1 9 W DR 1 DR v
mE) NOIWVvEEy SIEERQS” EREG ) SR 1) VISRIE M KIE© BR0RT woRN s TR
DR 50 P 10 B o ST ) P S BT QSIS 1 ] 0 LK 0 1) 0% B as0 300 RS Tl
TG, - © RS BT 10 0 LRSS R B BKER 0 P 1 B 0040 0 12 218 IR R R 2 100 \ B
80 1) VR BV QTR0 WOV WRB o <HEKIVRS DHKHEER SRS HHESREE QB Y .G
SIS W aere° LD RICHENTEL R 2V < FIKIHH R TR QI v QR 2 K v &
WL RAORLOLRONES WO OBHESKO N R0° ] N1 FROEH-ROTEKEQM 3 R
R NE QU EHS IO R0 Q008 ” FRMA WhERER 1 — « N 1 Y K S RHEGER R 1 T
RRCR <ERKIHR Y IHEIR S £ 5 AU WA 0 U900 1) Q0 S B AR QKT VP R Q BT -2 41 v
K BFER RS0 1 A 0°

B mmnE M
(=) KEEL BEHBRSEOERMRERQMEED WKR N VAN VLECK, ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROL OF ALIENS (1932)
REROR&K VOV SOHERS | R VHHIEH L | RIEHHXD QK- ORE V9 e°

Jb#:40(4-86) 920



)

mo—¥E (

s Fut AHE

FHHIT 2 —

() ERREEVOLRVE e’ RICHERNJNEL R IS REEE HOHE KREKERERE | ©<Eikih L BN >
SO0 R REKMENY 4D 524 0 PRERI-> ML EY OSSO Nl OhErb L2 vR L
e’ | R TESER RN % (=) 8U. S. C.§1252(b).

() | RHKEHCRROR M Yo axiEE Y o REE© B8~ B-EHREER R 4 o HHKEEEREE 0 K040
HSOE)IBWE | BVR0T KHHR | i (B) &XOw S RHHEE"

(=) BEH ()°

() See, Note, Deportation and Due Process, 5STAN. L. REv. 722, 732-3 (1953).

(x©) See, Note, The Special Inquiry Officer in Deportation Proceedings, 42VA. L. REv. 803, 806-7 (1956).

(~) See, e. g., Lopez-Lopez, The Rights of Aliens in Deportation and Exclusion, 20IDAHO L. REV. 731, 750-1 accompanying
n. 139 (1984), Levinson, A Specialized Court for Immigration Hearings and Appaels, 56 NOTRE DOME LAWYER, 644, 645-7
(1981).

(o0) 8C. F. R. §236, 242. 8-20 (1984), Legomsky, Forum Choices for the Review of Agency Adjudication : A Study of
Immigration Process, T1Iowa L. REv. 1297, 1305 (1986).

(o) i IDRIREE R VR e i Ve (HRKE BE) MR EREWEC O M QVRR RN
N e R I RIE GO LIRGD 1B KRR KN BRI o EECKE SO RBOX R
X~ e (Hahn I, Procedural Adequacy in Administrative Decisionmaking : A United Formation, 30AD. L. REV. 467,
469 (1978).) N 35 D g 250sRr0m° 1 Q%R K GEE 00 © 00 v QU IR QKWL 5 IR IE f i
0T NS VREKA KRR R DR Q KK QB 0 VMY KA L QN B VEK Y S’
IR0 TIME, (dialogue) Tt V0050 SnYEEE (See, Saphire, Specifying Due Process Values : Toward
a More Responsive Approach to Procedural Protection, 127U. Pa. L. Rev. 111, 161 (1978), citing TRIBE, AMERICAN
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 550 (Ist ed. 1978).) &390° {0Q N’ HhRm 1 4 SR TR S M u R REKU R0 V50
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See, TRIBE, AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 672 (2d ed. 1988).)°

FERO I BHRE HRERNT — - N0 WK QEMIOVHD 00 QN HE v 19:0° HKOMER HREKS — N
0 XQE™ VOV IVINL-2Q VIV OKINEEC QKK QITHE (public consent) QWX (Hahn I, id. at 499-50)"
QKRR KK TE S HEHQRIK (See, e. 2., McCormack, Purpose of Due Process : Fair Hearing or Vehicle for
Judicial Review?, 52TEX. L. REV. 1257, 1275-6 (1974), MASHAW, id. at 173, TRIBE, id (2nd Ed). at 666-7, Notes, Specifying
the Procedures Required by Due Process . Toward Limits on the Use of Interest Balancing, 8HARV. L. REV. 1510, 1540
(1975).)" @i ¢ SRNBL 4o EWIRBRER N EOVERID®E I a®e v (McCormack, id., MASHAW, id.
at 180, Notes, id. at 1540)" Q@ITHIHEK] © 1 #E - {820 R Q4% (McCormack, id., Notes, id. at 1540)" @-#F (MASHAW,
id. at 173-5)" @R~ N— (MasHAw, id. at 180-1)" ORRSEHRLEOIVIRKM R SueNn v K QRNE
QG 0 O\’ EL W QKO QEPIR K 00100 (TRIBE, id. at 666. MASHAW QEXE e’ 5080 THE
< SfrER{E,) (dignitary theory) 3:2° VORI OMEHEH L O 2V B0 IR NS see, MASHAW, id. at 161-2.
Alexander, The Relationship between Procedural Due Process and Substantive Constitutional Rights, 39U. FLA. L. REv.
39 (1987) -» MASHAW N mﬂmwtﬁ;_)v 550° W@ Saphire, id. at 162-6, Pincoffs, Due Process, Fraternity and a
Kantanian Injunction, in ; PENNOCK & CHAPMAN (ed.), DUE ProCESS, NoMos XV, 172, 175-9 (1977). # & Michelman,
Formal and Associational Aims in Procedural Due Process, in ; PENNOCK & CHAPMAN (ed.), DUE Process, Nomos X
VI, 126 (1977) 3% association (M@ HEREIEAI V2R ¢ 4 &) WD 5 0) R 60° wQE see, Rabin, Job Security
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| OK#Kop KEIm == (1 R<LO) %2 0 V280900 vOE KREK Mh<xoRY QD o RHE QIR
— HEECEHREVREER I —-No Y —(] ), THEH, | | e | KH 1 <O (1 R<LL)” KR | "E
HNEE QMBI (1), TREMERE V<Kl <OKEX- (| fRPYL)” HERERR NORER N 4 REER
SR (1) "ELIWHMy [ 11gnme | ] 1 ImXOVeH (1 RS 1) HHE° ) ORERERYOKASTFEHHA
RO N BITHIR R RE s HI#E 21X O £ 0 D W BRI U S S EIRKITR * STRSEEEE Q MR 0 v 3TE O &2 McAfuliffe v.
Mayor of New Bedford, 155Mass. 216, 220, 29N. E. 517, 517-8 (1892) 2 R IV £~ KR ¢ VIRE (VORI N S
R [T | DI -NIMERES) Q0L QR Wi (See e. g, Van Alstyne, The Demise of the Right-Privilege
Distinction in Constitutional Law, 81HARV. L. REV. 1439, 1439-40 (1968).)° ) QEI{EN «ro " KR Bz QX Hi Ly
B fl-H oMl w o un’ E<QmiE e nw N - 0 — QKRR VU SeRES IR WRXEK
SEHEN O St Ty, v (Stewart, The Reformation of American Administrative Law, 88HARV. L. REV. 1667,
1717-8 (1976).)" =i — « N D @ X YO KBHE v B S H S Vu R L Qe (See e g., Rubin, id. at 1051-2, K& «
EY ] KHm=E)° 2 QRIE LT3 By SIERERSIEE (WOEN O 5\ see, Herman, The New Liberty : The
Procedural Due Process and Others under the Burger Court, 59N. Y. U. L. REv. 482, 487n. (10) (1984)) & Fir, &
PERUDLSNGE WOR THEOKE, BIECEESVNEE Y (MHPEoKE, BEVR N MOREOI U
RS 20 2t S0 1 VIR NP VRN RS ST VE0-00 080 DCEQHE N O S v DR see,
ROTUNDA, NOWAK, YOUNG, 2 TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAw, 203-4 (1986).)" ~) QREmME S | RPOHL < N\
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AR O SFKE | RP1IE S Board of Regents v. Roth 5K 0490°)° T IRER QT - ) |1 REK0E®) D5
HEVO R BEERD Y B VFRYOEESRIDIMNIVERD ORS¢ (See, Herman, id. at 488-9.)° O
£ BRI | REMEBREBOSLIOMDT i — N DY KQEBHIEQER VLS00V L0000 QN
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SR QB IKIER R HE 5\ 2 rofi$ — #8188, (entitlement) Bi{E VEF R 202 Q10400 MR O S\ BRIl &5
e —— BT -t | RECKR Q0 VBN LR S (See, e. g., Monaghan, OF “Liberty” and “Property”, 62
CorNELL L. REV. 405 (1977 ; %8 5 o IRHQEIRIRIER © BHE L REHOHE O v 50 Vb (RN D" REQEH X Bishop
v. Wood %% Q33K°))" Smolla, Reemergence of the Right-Privilege Distinction in Constituional Law : The Price of
Protecting Too Much, 35STAN. L. REV. 69, 70-1 (1983), Simon, Liberty and Property in the Supreme Court . A Defence
of Roth and Perry, 71 CAL. L. REV. 146 (1983 ; & H#E Q@M EH L K.Cro 0 5 nRH MR- IR TR © W3 v B i
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B S 2007 N 20 b v KRB OIEHE o @ BN U IR 2 Y 2 00 (Smith, Judicialization : Twilight of Administra-

tive Law, 1985DUKE L. J. 427, 460 (1985))° it~ oty ST « i) | REOEBISE ONS TEvo2 Qe BE%
o 50 (1S "R, (largess) REMEHENIP ML VIR LR VA O NIERERE Ot B o R
o (BRI S BRHP 2 O 2\ 33 Rabin, Job Security and Due Process, 44U. CHL L. REV. 60, 65-8 (1976), Develop-
ments in the Law —— Public Employment, 9THARV. L. REv. 1611, 1780-90 (1984).)" MEEHEHSIPHE N O I V-EES
B RdEEu S 50 (Herman, id. at 499-528 5% 5% 5 QUSEHIH-HHE V2 S0 ¢ w20 ( OFRCBZE RIERY
REOQW 30° WQEN O S V-2 I 0°) QREBILIQ0VIRN 6 5 F4Q0000°
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(=) WML Developments in the Law, supra n. (1) at 1318-22 §05E°
() KEgicK THEE - A<EVEH R - (RS
(©) See, HARVARD ENCYCLOPEDIA OF AMERICAN ETHNIC GROUPS, 488 (1980).
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(2 O W EREHDTEA 00 QU e EH QIR O R R BFEIEE R MRSV (police power)
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() 92U. S. 259 (1875).

() 92U. S. 275 (1875).

(2) BEH () (o) XOXYOBHEN O S WVIBEE "N X o RIUEKHFE L 50 0o IR O RIKBEEE O fm Hie k) 73
HESK, N EEe 1 P (| R<LED fEE°

(2) 18Stat. 477.

() DN O S\ « FIBH (2) << gakEe

() 22Stat. 58.

() HQEN D SWHEE - ERH (2) <H I mid () HEE°

(!2) #1114 22Stat. 504

(5) 22Stat. 826. W Q¥R | W B 4nEK MRt QB S KM ¢ S H-F<iREH0QEK & 5 OHIH S HKE QT N IX 4~ v0 V3
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PGV ER L3007 VOV RS st dR K2 MRS 12 FHEE o o B-F-< R E M 1T - 48 410 1) 6 o i 210
WA e 1) VR0 R bt LR B FEEE QIR RO HHIR M AP0 104 ¢ v QR « P - I - RERIPRORL00Q
Afrs@ VB O S RC

(%5) Chae Chan Ping v. United States, 130U. S. 581 (1889).

2) Id.at603-4. "OEKERESR" HHESED Y OESEH KA OFKH<<ERKIG 0" N 5o W IEQHTE S &
SMN0Re° L QMHSHEE R - ¢ Vv QENFK L EE P e, Q9 0e° v R BEKSOENNKFKS AR
IR CHKEEH< S<EWRMIC w29 VOERKYE JIQBINY R AV FECEEON N —~2NEOV ]
NCEVEAN SV VN F R

(Z) EEVERP D KR MREHRKRLRE R0 VR Q8% 02" BEERREEHY QWZVER 01

Ab#:40(4-105) 939



B LHEMAK A BRTEOK - ¢ w88 5 (Jd. at 600-1, citing Head Money Cases, 112U. S. 580, 599 (1884)) v
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. (R) B ¥E<UE RS - % - RKEEXDOEIBEEGNRQD e Id. at 604.
() 142U. S. 651. (1892).

() 26Stat. 1084.

(]) BN DN FH O QBN O o IRl « Hfi<SHER 20 | <R | H R HI1< S <H e #EFE M=
SO BRI o < BRI 12 LD ¢ 2 00 0 Q WEEAU 2504017 WRBS LN — e N0 Y K {8 O Hin< QAR Y
WS QUONVEIRET R VIR (Id. at 656) KITRWIROESLE .o si 30 Tt — N
ny K, HXERKEES2QAMRES2CR" BFKEVIH5°

() HHOEEBEX-C 4 8-2Q 4 O &2° Nishimura 28 | <R | HFOK SO NNINN MK T KD mR] [ HHEN
S K OR | HHEIRE OO OW 20% KOHERL/OR £ (HKRAOMWHTR LR M MEKe IS0
Moo afH E RAEE OV S OEAEW RN 2| NERKIFKQEECIE O 2% RIKITL 188 R L
TRl S O L% WORHER M RHITHEB Sl REKS 5 OR<RIOKAR RO KROEKEL Sen
AT EHE QI H IR AU R0 f0aQne) T BIR U B sl Q&R (public charge) N 0RLR K | <E | B
HR | AT 0 S U naQ D20 <MD 2 4 0 BEHE » SR QUEEK -9 ) LW IXEE 4502 Q f a0 auA0 UEHE
HSRFIR-2ISFE WM O L NQ7 Nishimura 205 S A HEK O W HE O 80 S R KR e°

13) 142U. S. at 659.

() Chae Chan Ping V. United States, 130U. S. 581 (1889).

(5) 142U. S. at 660.

(R) FE - BRH (2) <KRm=l-HeE°

(R) 345 U. S. 206 (1953).

() Hd. at 212.
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(83) Development in the Law, supra n. (1) at 1315-22 #3" < [FIFLKIH-HS 1 H040 © MEHT °% ™8 4 5 BHH{H ) O W SR IRIE R T K
REIVUSEERERY <ARMEXNCIESHEOH ML Qe B « i@ [RE KXOEHORROMEH
(territoriality) V3ol ENRED” EROM 5% HRONEQ o0 I ] CHERERWRV TR - RO S
HEE B () <L —PKmN R I WVERVBRLUIOLIGeNR KB R D eERSE) 3L TN 0°
WOV dd. at 1320 27 QR R QR b < FYEKIHH2 L I H O i ¢ OEKMA X & SERVOWVE I NFRVOWVIE
49Q Chinese Exclusion Case, 130U. S. at 603-4 MmOV 30% wOTEeRIEZEHORROKMNEE S 2RV
HRELD QS VIR R 500’ DO ERKEECS HE QM Q0 WV OREVEBEE UL Y Se2 Q0
R ZO TR OEXVEHORROMEFH NN O &0 Q VEEHE e 1) {3048 5 VHELQ 2r0°

(83) 158U.S. 538 (1895).

() HECTEPEHV O s | <REE<m | <MOH#H (28Stat. 390) {~49:¢°

&) 149U. S. 698 (1893).

() Id. at 547.

(&) Id. at 547-8.

(8) See, Legomsky, Immigration Law and the Principle of Plenary Congressional Power, 1984Sup. CT. REV. 255, 275
(1984).

(8) See, e. g., Fok Yung Yo v. United States, 185U. S. 296 (1902 ; B-FE< 1 ¢ v MEEM I IR S YU M0 2 LI K127
< FSL KR O U S AR IR Q P JE V) o | SHEHE S HEE D 22000 D’ 28 S Lem Moon Sing v. United States
FHKOE < [FBKE IR0 B A 4 0 IR M4 L 4@ ¢ Li Sing v. United States, 180U. S. 486 (1901 ; B E~< &K1
<EO W 550 5B QIR0 O <ELO Y 5000 ) s EI< R B O SV v 088 57 0 QB
FEE oo 3 BREIER L 4 oREE 02 MR OEBR NG Ve®) WinBEO W 50)” Japanese Immi-
grant Case, 189U. S. 86 (1903 ; < FIVUKIH#E QDN R O TERHESE M Y0 0OV Nishimura Ekiu v.
Unitsd States, Lem Moon Sing v. United States {$V im0 Q) WimEEOW 5
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(2) NOBRIEMNRIES0-»Q v OW s Fong Yue Ting v. United States, 149U. S. 698, 738 (1892, Brewer, J., dissenting, "§§

PR s (extraterritorial) HEROVECQRRLE YR DR OVKNY QRFSERK LMOHE<EH OV S
L2520 HOKBERMAURW S0 VWHEL NS L) RIRADOLeLQMRVE RROEWRR U exEH <%
B 0 S8 Q $ R 1240 00 L HIETEEES 1 4000 &7 TR HE< LM H O KB X4 RKI R KR/ HFV O VR FER
(See, e. g., Ng Fung Ho v. White, 259U. S. 276, 282 (1922}, Japanese Immigrant Case, 189U. S. 86, 101 (1903)) £
SRROMHFHWITH Q0 W OBEEERVOWM 5000 VHEQ 20°

F) REH<O<KHSIHSR MK BRI |1 | ¥ QKB CRE VLSS VR eBROOD VN VOMVRHL SBHORRS

MRS AHEK 40 200 1) W R3000° I TRHE<V<$E | It R2E NREENER—, (1 R<O) || PmB” Q%
HA¥HAEH< S (<EQIH, WEEF0»0Q KL VINEE S5 MEKANY N K vV TMEERHEEEY 3
OEH< N TIRRCME,) DK O s 5~ FHE< ¢ QEHNERN I OMBRNOEEQIUELRERE Y e’ wH<
BADZVKEON RO M IR0 VR0 DEI8R0 <HEKUSNEHA<VLRECIERE VSR Y <H
WHIRERV SR CHERELSI RO 50008 3 0 L HBRESRRuQY I8 S 5H<ILZHVSEE Y
IR 24 208" HERE SRR buo R Qe il © I HIEIHS KR BH-R Le 3 H< U QKL 4 O
IPIRAUSSA0 88 57 A0 2 ) S HRER 040 100°

Q) M @ <EEKIRIR-HFRER 7~ - N DY KPRV 04 5 QKIS EHRBIBEKE QHE 3010 1) 0 R HEK O SIS

48 O & (VAN VLECK, THE ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROL OF ALIENS, 158 (1932)) &" M Qs N RARC EHIRB B v
A O 5 seERIE O 5 17 R Q < HEKIRIHE Y BB QIR FTEHS v LW S 8° MQEN O SV RNER
IR VELVRIFOFKRHAUS YRS WUV OWHBNER P e VB8 L° B OHRRIERTFECE SO SN
MEP 0 VKSR O N° K- REBOFES United States v. Ju Toy, 198U. S. 253 (1905) R MAOFHKR <H
S E iy SRR 1) O 2 W IR #ER (de novo review) WEND BRSO VOV BREQHER&KIIHOE
BoHe' SRMBEL HEREOIRE CHSUNINNQIEENEOR e YON BUYIQOFEKN 4ot — R Doy
X QIEHRE 00 1V B IIF QIR VS O S NP VB Q R0R” Chin Yow v. United States, 208U. S. 8 (1908) %" K&
SEHIRARERN T — - N o Y XUOEE (KELVBER (ONN Y KOER) Wi Qv 200 VavEHHY O W< R
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MIRRREH VORI VRBORVON IOV~ « N0 YK SEEERE N VNERIBIER RIS 500° See, e
g., Tang Tun v. Edsell, 223U. S. 673 (1912), Kwock Jan Fat v. White, 253U. S. 454 (1920). »J 20 QEFEWE DO WV IK-
MR RN — N oK QEEQRIEM RV v o <HARKSIR NI - @RI O M R AR He
it 90 &7 490 5 1340 United States v. Ju Toy T QEBIKR @R VBN L LK N R 3 WV 850 202 Q i 0
R MR O LN (See, Hart, The Power of Congress to Limit the Jurisdiction of Federal Courts, 66HARV. L.
REv. 1363, 1388-9 (1953))° 4% 480" HYH{HFTEWRIEN 0 5 W IRIEIRENE (40 30 11 0 s AHEK O IR 287 SRS R IR
BRI VERER T — s N D Y X QB eV VIR (Ng Fung Ho v. White, 259U. S. 276 (1922)) S®n
HOSRNEOLR D20 Ju Toy K I v SR IKBE -0 Q VPO W 3¢ (See, GORDON & ROSENFIELD,
supra n. (1) vol. 2 at §8. 29b, 8-182 (1984), Agosto v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 436U. S. 748 (1978 ; |
RIEHHE | OK¥ (=) () (8U.S.C. §1105a (a) (5)) SEEVOV FHEQHENE O WK SEKR O 5 WKKE
LgRiE (genuine issue of material facts) REIRAU SR 5 0IRIL 2" JIERFIERK 0 HE O VIHEEIROMHNE R
s R I MR N 00 2 © 149 R IBIE D v £ 1@))°

(D) R <EEKIHE R 5 -7 #H#HRS 0LV 3 e OB VIOV 5 0 VEQ S BFIRERTKS | BES
BitRe® Tod v. Waldman, 266U. S. 113 (1924) R 2 fa8re® Kb’ <HRMRERVERD Do KRINE LR
00 RS © MR LR R RO VRER O S LR R EVOREN On’ KQuaNEBIK oW 20 Rt 00" TUZE) Kk
NRDelRER WENR I VLS NMIERE OHENTRLEK SV S8 5° #4 Waldman B< ($&-H41< - §iHgid)
RRERNRIVIRORERLR OV RIKIRIX S 5 OEERMKIIE S RESTEVR O S8 3 mEN R SV KERE N 1
BER0° BHII< RIRFETHI L o BIK 9 0 ln O HE (B - Mk QR 00" MRFEHHEHA oo
BEKLEOVBIHERRN K - 2P0 2488 O 40 0i00° Id. at 115, 120) WROZEI4n Vb eRRR BRIV
S0NPHERL[0 () HOEN O IVORMRSURVYSH5° (B MEREREY O R VNEEV OV
F< QHESKRENTFELVS 880857 Vo UE NI Qb itd-hivitis 5° SR NSRRI IKEL
POSHNOPARY vRBRES | BuNs S0 i’ uinghiee® QMmN O’ HifEY <EHEKI N 4
LEMEMIR L W4 QB o HD LIRS REVER A Cw-oQ VNS Re (| R VT [HOSHESHK | K
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(F) » 000" LSS E R VLIS FRS &0 QIR 0 S 2+0° Russian Volunteer Fleet v. United
States, 282U. S. 481 (1931), Wong Wing v. United States, 163U. S. 228 (1896) “40o 1) R0IR WP~ L IR FE
WNQHONEER WL MO S VBEE e

L) See, e. g., United States ex rel. Buccino v. Williams, 190Fed. 897 (Cir. Ct., S. D. N. Y., 1911 : <[l ¥e {0 12 6 v <[
KR 12 50 5 W R« B <EEE S D7 Uae® v QBRI VO W IR OB IR R KU S S8 57 VS
VPR EHEHS D) United States ex rel. Fink v. Tod, 1F. 2d 246 (2d Cir., 1924 : < FIfKI 0 S KT & QIR 18
EHEET 18 i~ BRIP40 (citing Fong Yue Ting v. United States)” #Q0&H< 3 <H 4 2T DIT 0 &
M1 & T e R R E S, QR O Vi HE -0 L i HERUOBIH IS RIKIRIES " MR R S
WIB U R B T 0 U S0 | REOEKIES w4 WBEMEKIIE (the board of medical officers) @< N7~
OB 4 00 & 185 © HEEHT O R Qe T L9 VoW FHE< Q ard M T4 O 40 JIHERI IR © =
NZL —~MBE O -0 O WK a8 2 00° 00N REEKIR 1 <4 o i EH< O < AR RBYE
(final) & O K-~ RER & M) O L0 127 RIKIR X 6 o RRIKIR $RK 1248 1 10 2 LR SE R < B KR S IRIE - O W EKER v
RAAMIARD DOV L B<EARMRKREEE LS HEON VRS KRR VR 4OKEHERE I LoD
LOMVNEER DORSNNWKEGHU P e2Q B85 Uee)” Ex parte Domigo Corypus, 6F. 2d 336 (D. Ct., W.
D. Wash. N. D,, 1925 : < FI¥EKI VEH{EE Y QO E QHE O #fv#EEE)” Chin Hing v. White, 234Fed. 616 (9th Cir., 1916 :
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() See, e. g., Ex parte Low Joe, 287Fed. 545 (N. D. Cal., 1922 : 408 M g < VOV <H O W 5 o FH<E< Q#E
HomMN-VOV<KEREEEIE O NG BNGORERENS ISR HMEu e 2488 300w < FER KU s 2
JUSEMNERE L O 5 WICERIRR R N <L ORRVEEE LTV O88 02 VB fEurhaay
WKV 0)

(%) 28F. 2d 653 (5th Cir., 1928)

(®) Hd. at 656.

F) B HHR R (o) $0EE°

R) 28F. 2d at 657.

(®) 242Fed. 868 (9th Cir., 1917).

(]) KEFH< S <KL QL BED EEOMT 90V 0FH< QB RIFHYEEQC 2 Qe uREHUL L uN
3R0°

(B) | BRIV EE SV IR ORI HKERUQe®

(&) See, 242Fed. at 872.

B) Id.

B) MROLREKMEKOEE LML O L% KEBIDHER W SIKU e st O 2° f80 Kt VI Qb 2 O’
KW O™ DA NN V402 Q0 O Chew Hoy Quong v. White, 249Fed. 869 (9th Cir., 1918) $hgE:°

(55) 249Fed. 869 (9th Cir., 1918).

(R) HREFECHEENREOVHE IBFTR O OV N O S Vvl | HHOEES QiR WHEREWRIE R 2 ‘IR K
A @ M AT o R FEER A O W 12 Unger v. Seaman, 4F. 2d 80 (8th Cir., 1924) %49:0° #644” United States ex rel. Smith
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WHED U RS-2Q NS5 a0 RHTAR 0 VEi0° {8587 #NE IR+ e United States ex rel. Knauff v. Shaughnessy,
338U. S. 537 (1950), Shaughnessy v. United States ex rel. Mezei, 345U. S. 206 (1953) %8 5 %o 2 -0 < EIRKOHHR 1 50 00
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foands 200 N) A RINEL 2w 20° Legomsky, Forum Choices for the Review of Agency Adjudication : A Study
of Immigration Process, 7T110WwA L. REV. 1297, 1345 (1986).
(8) UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REPORTS, 94LAW ED. 330 (1951 ; United States ex rel. Knauff v. Shaughnessy 5
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2) BEM (Q) e
(83) See, Note, Deportation and Due Process, 5STAN. L. REV. 722, 745n. 165 (1953), Developments in the Law, supran (1)
at 1317n. 23 & 1323n. 54.
() RREL 302 QR OB B0 2% BEHRY Tzl < VY O W B #0950 0 0221 3048 5 R 0n
BIn°
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(R) Id. at 263.
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