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1T & U & (I

ek, TAVATIE, TITANY M EOFIBIC BV TEREANDF N R
ENTEDY BRI A N ERIZ DO W T Z OB R AT 2 & % P

1) #1212, Thornburgh v. American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists, 476 U. S. 747

(1986) 2BV T, HHAEAT) 2 &) LOREOPEIL THADO BB L CHEIC L
THEEAW] THLHLENTVE, bold, BRICAD LI, BEHEASREINTVDLD] i
TIANY DT IRE S ND D TIE AV,
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WL THEHIL T LS HaIcfTb T hdro7zd L2 AN, g, FMEE,
FPESEOFFNIB T, EIREEDS O VERKICER L TNE I Enb,
B0 2EHAE T D, TOME QLN - EEUSTER SIS L9
275728 22T, AT, EEOT X ) HIZBV 5 ARSI T 5
WWHEHL, BEECBVWTHRBT TR LOERTHF T2 L2 HI L
T5H5LDTH5b,

2 EBEEEI=ORER

2—1 HEEsLd

EIIBO CTERAOMETH D, TOERIIOVTL—HE ATV ARV £
D7z, BRI, B B EREOmHNT -~ Lo TEY Tk,
BT F ) A MR EIGEFEZ RO L SN, TN, EHEoBlae s LTELL
TELLDOTHDLY FYAMICBWT, AP TIES N 72D12,
ANFENIZ A H 5 & SNTERD T2, MEkid, #ias LT, Hio, A%

2) George Wright, Dignity and Conflicts of Constitutional Values : The Case of Free Speech and
Equal Protection, 43 SAN DIEGO L. REV. 528, 528 (2006) ; Jordan Paust, Human Dignity as a
Constitutional Right : A Jurisprudentially Based Inquiry into Criteria and Content, 27 HOW. L.
J.145, 148 (1984) ; Vicki Jackson, Constitutional Dialogue and Human Dignity : States and
Transnational Constitutional Discourse, 65 MONT. L. REV. 15, 17 (2004).

3) Ernst Benda, The Protection of Human Dignity (Article 1 of the Basic Law), 53 SMU L.
REV. 443, 453-54 (2000).

4) George Wright, Dignity and Conflicts of Constitutional Values : The Case of Free Speech and
Equal Protection, 43 SAN DIEGO L.REV. 528, 528 (2006). b - & &, BEjildd L THi%Rm
BETIE R, EENNE2ATAMETH L LW IS H 5Ho Paolo Carozza, Human
Dignity and Judicial Interpretation of Human Rights : A Reply, 19 EUR.J.IN T.L L. 931, 931
(2008).

5) Denise Réaume, Indignities : Making a Place for Dignity in Modern Legal Thought, 28
QUEENS L. J. 61, 62 (2002).

6) Christina Wells, Reinvigorating Autonomy : Freedom and Responsibility in the Supreme
Court’s First Amendment Jurisprudence, 32 HARvV. C.R.-C. L. L. REv. 159, 165 (1997).

7) Kevin Hasson, Religious Liberty and Human Dignity : A Tale of Two Declarations, 27 HARV.
J.L. & PuB. PoL’y 81, 85-87 (2003).
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T AN A EEIBT L BRSO R & 2 DEE0)

MR & OBEIC B W THR L TE 72, BAERSIE, AMOBRMOEE L
s L, NHECREE, AMOBEOBKIZIZERSH S & LTERY £/, &k
EDBEIZB W TIE, 19K, FRAMEO®E (BRI, 74~ —VER)
B E W) HEEP ST 52 L1450 2ok, 20H1REICAD, B0k

8) Neomi Rao, On the Use and Abuse of Dignity in Constitutional Law, 14 COLUM. J. EUR. L.
201, 206 (2008).

9) FAVIZBT L AHOEE M SIZOWTIE, HIEOK— [RyEREICBT S Ao %R
[ZDWT ) EEIFZE 33 % 125 (1960 4) 167 B, [ [K v EARFEIZBIT 5 Ao EH %
FEROMERNZDOWT ] EEWIZE 36 % 11 % (1963 4F) 1 H, MALRMER [T A0 E]
DEFE - FA VBT 5 TABG] iz LT -] AL B (%, 1992 48)
36 H, Wi [AMoOBmoBA&ILE LTOAE] [ N4 v AE0RH] (—htk 1992
) 297 |, HE#Z [wbwa [AMOBE] 122w T] RREE43%2 - 375 (1993
) 617 Ha EDZEIT 5N 5,

FAYOEREL TAY—NVEETTOFFACLLIBEOREDDL LIZ, £Th5H
oA L L, AB oS BROREMBEL L THESIT20Th b, EanH
[TAB OB - AMeD T Fribak - BIEIE - Efbf - BegE [Eheo b
B OREER, 2008 4F) 231 Ho 7272, FAVIZBIF 2 ABOBEKOILBIIZHTDH
LEEINTWD, FAVICBIF A AMOBEBEONEIZOWT, ZREESIEFICRL I v
Y THY, TN MIME] THHEDIZFONENRFINTHY, a> kA& 15i
WH DLk oTWb, £2T, MY TIEABOE L TSl Tldz <, TRk
N 7, ZEBL ) AME] ELTIRATWS, T2 bid, #MERFHIT RO S &
IhHERSTWD, NEOERIE [ED L) BFEOT TCABOMEBARESINZZ LI
BDLOPIZONWT, —fEMICFES 2L T&] 3, 2k, [HICEERNZEFOEEICE
WTOREE] ENBLDELTIRALGNT VS, FMFE— [[HAOBE] & [AMD
k] o Rk & BN REAEEIIZE 7 & 45 (1987 4F) 18 H,

$72, MANHE ORI BHIBRIZ R 2D WTORIBL ZHTH L. P4 YD
RENFEFL, THERE 1 L 1HENED 5 NB OB RLRBEA~O MR 2 IR & LT, [AR
DFEDHE L VRE], [BER - BT AT T4 74 BLXOA YT 7 T4 DF LW
BE] AT A2HEERN - HRERWEEOE L WAE] 2200, #neh [
SR, RAUH], BERIE A S N L AL RS 2 &) BRENEY e, - 1
EhorgE], [0, BB L O5RE B COMBEED F 7213586009 7 BIREERE,
M, EEF® 2 IR 2 e mls e, MRk 2 feis - BBE), [RIKBREOEFD
R, R REAORE, ERICHCOEEIRZ RARSELH 50 5 FEM %
BETZE] 28005, 72, YloFdE, [TAMOEFKOBEERE OEEREH, 5D
HiH, @¥FE, GOBRMMWAE, OFEGEZREHE, O RNE—ME~OBRE D 5 212504
L, ANHMoOBEREZT A6 % LREOZHEFAHEOL O BIFTnb vy, 7272 T4
DL, A OERIZ O W COM AR EE ML L, AM OB b & o iy
BO—ERETIHENHDPEY LTV D LRI 5. BT AM o 2Rk & o3k ]
R B52%1 - 25 (2008 4F) 226~227 H.
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ELEOMESITAL )WL, BRICE RS 2EEAIENT L & 12%
59 a—na vy GEEOBEEICE B, N UERE), FFX20RE»S
AN OBERBELEOFKINMET L EBEIND L) I ko722 LT, §¥
12, MEREE OBRIZBNT, EEPFAMEOWREICHL LEZOND LIS
holeDTHALP UKL, EHOALLT, EBEIIBWTLESLT P62
X, R AMEE S (Universal Declaration of Human Rights) (ZB\WTd, Bk

SERENLZ LIRS (BB, MRAMESICBWTERIL S 2ATIZER L
TWwa), TOXHI, MRAMEESIZBI2ERE~DOF I, B ess—
E ORIz e EFE 53, EEMIZOEENZMEE L TREINTWwE I L
T HERT 5

EZAT, BERIEFEEESHAEICBOWTHESI N TV, 73, FA4v
HEARED LD, BEIIBITL2WULOBEIZL Y BERAVED SN, TNDEE
EOEEMfEE L TRRBEN TR EHETH S WIZ, BEMIZBVTHER
WS 2RES R LS, BN &) BEgr &L LM O ST 5
BTHDo TAN)WEEDPZCORIFITH 5o HEIFEEITE RS TRIE &
NTVRWIZE b5, ERRERIIERICER LN EEHL TY
BY EREL, TOREEN RS TH Y, T A AEEICBT SR E D B
VL7250 THN Y F 7 TAVAIZBTLIRIVTES T =D —

10) Vicki Jackson, Constitutional Dialogue and Human Dignity : States and Transnational
Constitutional Discourse, 65 MONT. L. REV. 15 (2004).

11) James Whitman, The Two Western Cultures of Privacy : Dignity Versus Liberty, 113 YALE L.
J. 1151, 1165 (2003).

12) Oscar Schachter, Human Dignity as a Normative Concept, 77 AM.J.INT'L L. 848, 850
(1983).

13) Jeremy Rabkin, What We Can Learn About Human Dignity from International Law, 27 HARV.
J.L. & PUB. pOL’Y 145, 146 (2003).

14) Neomi Rao, Three Concepts of Dignity in Constitutional Law, 86 NOTRE DAME L. REV. 183,
194-95 (2011) ; James Q. Whitman, Enforcing Civility and Respect : Three Societies, 109
YALE L. J. 1279, 1315 (2000).

15) Erin Daly, The New Liberty, 11 WIDENER L. REV 221, 233 (2005).

16) Ronald Dworkin, Three Questions for America, N. Y. REV. BOOKS, Sept. 21, 2006, at 24-26 ;
Walter Murphy, An Ordering of Constitutional Values, 53 S. CAL. L. REV. 703, 758 (1980).
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T A A FEFII BT B U SO R L o)

VL URDOMHECH B L, BEEET A ) AEEOL ETLHSICRYST LY
DTHALENNZ LI BD

7272, ML, 7TAVHIBEODETOERLZIEDL) RLONTH S,
T AT L D12, BRLITHROEEW 212, ZOERME - EBREICOWTIE
B MO AEINCERENTE 7, BIZIE, EEIIERD 2 \WHES (useless
concept) TH D L2, BRLITHIZA 4 OBENFSORPFITHAT 2L o
ZRCHIAE R ENTELY LA, 7A) I T, BERIIENORED R
HOAG LT LEREICBNWTERINDERLIZED L) ZMEaTH S
MPIZOVT, BFLOAEEEN LR ENTVEDLIFTIRRWVWE EZA0, 29
L72ZIRTTC, #BIREED BRI 20 S K L2 & TR OARAMICE
BT D2 4E, 720 5 TRERICOW TR TR TWb, T
X, 7AUSTIE, BERIZOWTED L) ZGIMHPITONTVEDTHS )
o DT TIE, BROBEZMEZIRR L, I HIT 2 RHlA L AENRHmE D
FLI% A BBl %o

17) Maxine Eichner, Families, Human Dignity, and State Support for Caretaking : Why the
United States’ Failure to Ameliorate the Work-Family Conflict is a Dereliction of the
Government’s Basic Responsibilities, 88 N. C. L. REV. 1593, 1596 (2010).

18) Lesliec Meltzer, The Jurisprudence of Dignity, 160 U.PENN. L. REV. 169, 174-75 (2011).
COREIE, TAVIDORELT, BFFIZBVWTHRTE LI EATE S, Denise Reaume,
Discrimination and Dignity, 63 LA. L. REV. 645, 648 (2003).

19) Schachter, supra note 12, at 850.

20) BlziE, $BICAD LI, IHOFEHERE: (sovereign immunity) 128V T, BEEATE K S
CT\W%, Ann Althouse, On Dignity and Deference : The Supreme Court’s New Federalism, 68
U. CIN. L. REV. 245, 250-56 (2000).

21) Judith Resnik & Julie Chihye Suk, Adding Insult to Injury : Questioning the Role of Dignity in
Conceptions of Sovereignty, 55 STAN. L. REV. 1921, 1934-54 (2003) ; Edward Eberle, Human
Dignity, Privacy, and Personality in German and American Constitutional Law, 1997 UTAH L.
REV. 963, 975 (1997).

22) Jeremy Waldron, Dignity and Defamation : The Vi-sibility of Hate, 123 HARV. L. REV. 1596,
1612-14 (2010).
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2 —2 Neomi Rao

Rao &, BRZIZDOWT, EAOBERE L OEERNWERIZTT TERT L, &
T, EHOBERKIZOWT TH L, EAOEREIZE, [EAH Ofiff (intrinsic worth)
E LT, HMAEB (negative liberty) & L TOEREN S %> T\ b,

A OfEE Lol L, gz AP (humanity) 225£E 02 30T
HY, TOLOIEENMEEZELTBY, &5W5AHAHIIH L TFEICHRRE
ENBLEVRHILDTHS, Lo, WHOMES L oL, AMEDAZLR
573, ANHICBIF D558 DFES) (unique capacities) & bBET AL LD TH S,
Z 1L, David Hume 23468489 2 £ 912, ABOBEAII ANB ORH DRETIIZH
I B ERUBMEDLDTHD, 222V ) AMICHEAEDRED &1, &HAYE
%, HU#k (self awareness) &\ o72bDTHY), Zhbidwdnd AfE
MOEY Z 5 ObDTHLY ZORIIEH LT, MAOBER, HEOERE
i  ® 7% Immanuel Kant T %, Kant 1, T L7z AMOFA ORE) & Bk %
Y7 &8 b Kant (2 XX, HADBECHIBR HHEOREFEIZIIERMA D 5
EVHPABDOZ ) LIHEEDREIIS 2B TLENE D TH S, ZD X
I, WA OMfE S L COBRRIEL, AMM»SA L 28R (BEmorEr) &
ANHEE DRI P HOAE L DEHOMFVEENTNLEDTH LY
HBHHBE L COBERIY, EHOBH, BHOHBEL Vo 72ERICHE
ENTVLHEFEFAET LD THS, TNOHOMEMIL, HHMWEBE LT
a3, ZOSBIIHEBIEICH LY 2o OHERINE, BfFH» 5 0REY HEkR
LC, AOHBEREREZHERTAZETHNETLIDOTH L, FNUITHA
OHHZHCHREDEMEZBOLHDOTHY), Bt ETL530THLY

23) Daly, supra note 14, at 197-99. See also Lawrence Rothstein, Privacy or Dignity ? :
Electronic Monitoring in the Workplace, 19 N. Y. L. SCH. J. INT'L & Comp. L. 379, 383 (2000).

24) Rao, supra note 14, at 199-200. 73, Kant |2 XL, AAOKMAKE D E S
WA I CERIIRE XN D &) o Ronald Green, What Does It Mean To Use Someone as “A
Means Only” : Rereading Kant, 11 KEN. INST. ETHICs J. 247, 252 (2001).

25) Rao, supra note 14, at 201. %8B, FEAOMIfEE L COERIL, EOFEEKRBEBIE L1
B, ANMOMEET 57200 EOBSROFETEER LN T 5L DTIE RV,
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T A A EFII BT B U SO R L o)

TANHIBNT, BERIIHEBYEBHE LColiizaa L TBY), BFFICLD
FEFTLILEDTELRVHEME LTBESINLZLICARLPZLT, HBWE
HE L COBRIZIE 2 OOFERIFEL T do 5112, HBIWERIE, e
WISLYs, &5\, FEENEICEDL ST, BAICKH L TELIRESINSL E W)
LDOTHb, H212, HEIHMEE L TOERIE, BRICOWTHEDERY
FRTDLLDOTIE RV, BIZIE, BEHOHMOMREICKHL T, Yok REKH
MWEBTHEHE) EMbEVOERT X2, WEYEBE L ToEk
&, & OEFIONEZR ) OTIEAR V. 728 ZEMONELCMiIEIZDWT
WD LSOO, BUFORENR CHMADPFEDO B ZERT 5 2 L1213
Frid e Vo HHAEE L L COERIE, HRHOZHKME, SEEICHT2a33I 0 b
Ay bV EE2S, BHOFEBRLEANCERT L2000 TH Y 7272,
HEWAEEE L TR LTIE, WO PELET 5o BEikE, L1
RIS TH VHBIEHUEOLDEZERL TV EL LW IHHITH 5,
BARIIICIE, B O IR KR O SR O E 2 LIXTHETH %o
BERAIEAD T 7 E2ERL, LabZOREIBFORE THL L LTVLY
ZH9¥ 5L, HWAHBEE L COER L IO ERIZIE, BRBEIIEL T
Wb BAEOERIE, MADER (wellbeing) & BEL, ADHBEDOITHEIC
BELTOEMEHET LD TH D, wikidiRd TBIENH 5\ I3 LrYEHIH

26) BlzIE, TIA N —HIZOVTWRIE, FAYTIETIANY—HEEHCOA A=,
S 2B AMER), (EIRE CULEME (informational self-determination) & L CHEl& S, A
NOEARWHEME LTROLNT WD, T LT, TAIHIIBWTE, TIA4 1Y
—MEEXBIEP O OREPOREINLIMENE LT, 2F ), HBEWHBE LTBl&INT
V2%, Whitman, supra note 11, at 1161-62.

27) Rao, supra note 14, at 203-04.

28) Rex Glensy, The Right to Dignity, 43 COLUM. HUM. RTS. L. REV. 65, 121 (2011).

29) Rao, supra note 14, at 205.

30) TDREIZDOWTIE, Aart Hendriks, Personal Autonomy, Good Care, Informed Consent and
Human Dignity. — Some Reflections From a European Perspective, 28 MED. & L. 469, 473, 477
(2009). See also Maxine Eichner, Families, Human Dignity, and State Support for
Caretaking : Why the United States’ Failure to Ameliorate the Work-Family Conflict is a
Dereliction of the Government’s Basic Responsibilities, 88 N. C. L. REV. 1593, 1595 (2010).
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CE

TdH 5 72OICBUGIPRILICIES SNA DS, BERHIBUGRIIRIICEG S D b D
TlE R\ BAOHEFATHEICE L THRAED £ 9 2RO HFZ) M (effectiveness)
&, BAOEREZNEEAEEETLHOTIERVOTH LY

W2, FERNERTH L. ERNERIE, BADE X AEICET 2 ERAH I
DEHIEAB L& ITH L THEORBI RAREZ RO DL DTH L, Bz
X, buwEoWEHll oA, B AMERE RS LT, KHoBEEE
RSB0 IEB L ENEY S 5|2, EEMERIT, BEMOEHMBAL D
MbbLDTH5D. EREDIEHBIEIL, HEBEICL > TEE L &l s
NDHFEDITAEIRMET LD DL L TOMEWHEEL LTHRZONTELDLD
ThHY EROFERIIED ) LIl E AL TW525, LaL, Zh72T
e EFELT, HEOEREERT L0, HEOITE, HAHVIE, Bk
(RS 2 HEN T 2B TFE2ERTLLDTH L, MEM,IC, Bk, MAOH
AREELEAOHCEBRICEDLL LD TH LA, FEHZ, BEOTECEMR
HAOMFEZERTLLLE, AL OITEZHIRT L LI 2%05 2
LACR AW -7E M, AMIZEICABM TR, F7o, BICHEOTS
ERZITAN, HDHVIE, EBEEET T LIRSS, MREoL A, BUFIC
EBHHANEDBRDNDLEN) L THD, TD LI, BEREOFERIEEIL,
FEDIT A ZERT DA% S FTHEDITADOGIRD 5 I3 EEIEZ RO DT
HBHIZOZ, N —F ) AT v 7 EHICED CEIFIC X AHIREIE4LT 5
ZEIZRBDTHDHY

2 — 3 Reva Siegel
Siegel DB B REZ N AR TIE 2 <, ERRESBOSTEH T 5 Bt & 055

31) Rao, supra note 14, at 206-07.
32) 1d. at 223-24.

33) Id. at 221-22.

34) 1d. at 224-25.

35) 1d. 225-26.
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T A A FEFII BT B EmBE SO R L o)

MriZd %o Siegel 1&, Btz NEMITUEMETH L L LOoDb, WHEEHK
WINETHEMALCEBERIIR L CERENZMETIERVwE W), 22T,
Siegel 1L IR E WAL L CE 2B Z LT D 3 DI T 5,

9, e LTOERTH L, BAWIZIE, BEOEMEZRET L ICEL
TOBFFRESZ UL T Do 2L, PiEOFIRFICBNWTALNLS X912,
BB OEGOREZ Y LT A7-OICEBENLBEHTH L, BIZHFTT S
Gonzales v. Carhart |28 W CTHHEIZFED STV LY

WIZ, Kant B, bbb, AL LTOERKTHL, 22 TIEHAD
HOFEH, 0L, HOEFR (self defining) NEHSNLZ LI, &
BALEIFHT 200 LTHlEENS, 29 LB LE L TOBERD B D
BOMEICEDLELDTHE L INTWEY

wEIZ, FHEELTOURTHL, TIUTHEHE LTOBE L 382D, i
ANOHEWHALIZED 2D TH Y, HAZHERIIBTLVPEREEE LTH
ICELERERTDLLDTHA, 2%, EED D L TIHEADEHH & FELY
YITHET LI A, Siegel 12X AIUE, BIREHAERT S BRI L AT
HELTOEHTHLE V), B2, MNEICEDSW TRV E ) LTS
fill £ A3 [ @ & 72 o 72 Parents Involved in Community Schools v. Seattle School
District No. 1, 551 U. 8. 701 (2007) Ti&, EfEx AEIZHESWCTHEL, TD
BRSO FREZE ) B TLH I L, SICBITAERICERL Vv E &
n, iz, MWICESCREFEO S E L 72 5 72 1. B. v. Alabama ex rel. T.
B., 511 U.S.127 (1994) TiE, FEREORDIITBIFIXEAZ TR & LTk
D TE RS, NE, ERZ IR 2 2 L EFFE ST, HRIZEED W TR %
RSl 5 L IRBHOREICRL L LTWERY IO L HIZ, AMEENE LV
PR, FEEEFIIN L THANEE 2 LA T2 00 THY, BREEELT

36) Reva Siegel, Dignity and Politics of Protection : Abortion Restriction Under Casey/Carhart,
117 YALE L. J. 1694, 1738 (2008).

37) 1d. at 1739.

38) Id. at 1743-44.
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DEREDOH % L PEE LTORBERET LD THD LEHMINTNDY

2 — 4 Leslie Meltzer

Meltzer |2 X AUE, EHHEEHICBVTEHEO T L E Y AWEE 5 —F T,
BRI 2 IR T 2 OPIZOWTHEEBEAZ SN T aRwvnEwvn), 22T,
MBI & T2 CTdH B9 Meltzer |2 L AUE, FERDZERIL, FSI2T D
WKHRZBECTHREZ LTE2ET 50 Meltzer 13, 29 L72BROAEOM
AT B A ARYETEFHE (essentialist) & L THALEAT A (JEIZ A 72 Rao X
Siegel 13 F SITREEFRETH S L VZ L))o Meltzer 12 L 1UE, REEFRE
X, BHOBFESCEREZESL LT, BEROoPEMEEERSHI LT 5, Ly
L. BRICIIERLEESDH N, AREREOT 7u—FTid, EROShes
WREZRR SNV EnH P

F 2T, Meltzer (329 L7-BgORE#EA D &35 0~ HEICEET
%o Meltzer |2 & UL, BkIZZ b T HMENMETEZVWE VI DTH 5,
Meltzer |2 X AUE, BiEgld, MENZ DO TIELCELLLLTVWHDOTHY,
Lad, WIRIKFIEETH ) F2ICIE—BHLHFEL T ARVnEn I P 22
T, Meltzer 25$EHE 9 % D 1E Wittgensteinian 7 70 —F Th b, DT 7 H—
F1%, Ludwig Wittgenstein D FFET 4K T 2 b DTH L (Wittgenstein 13,
SHOMEIZIOWT, TORE TR, 7F— o L ARICSHEPSRER TS

39) Id.at 1744-45. Siegel 1%, HHEHHTNIEAOHETIZ % <, HEINIE Y L P RERE
K TdhbEFEIRT Do Reva Siegel, The New Politics of Abortion : An Equality Analysis of
Woman-Protective Abortion  Restrictions, 2007 U. ILL. L. REV. 991, 994 (2007). See also
Catharine Mackinnon, Reflections on Sex Equality under Law, 100 YALE L.J. 1281, 1318-21
(1991).

40) Meltzer, supra note 18, at 181.

41) Id. at 182.

42) 1d. at 182-84.

43) 1d.at 188-89. & 512, T L7-BEiDEFRIL, Daniel Solove DEIRT 57T 1 /N —
T 5E#RELBLLLEIADH D E V), Solove I, 7T ANV —HEIZOWT, &K
HWEREMEL T, 794N —HORELFILL, SHaBRELLETLI DL L
THEHT %o
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T A A FEFII BT B U SO R L o)

T AEICER L) SOT 70 —FOREIIEMOARNEZMHEST S &
FIMFEL, BROBHORME V) WOIRFEEEICEH T2 L I1I2Hh 58 Z L
T, Meltzer 1%, Bt SN A RHEIESEH T, EEOSITERAS,
ZLTC, BERE, S5 Oo0RMICBWTEHASNLTWAS &), 112, Mk
RYHLLT (institutional status) & L COBREETH Ao T ILIZBE R OEA M TIE %
{, HRFZBTB I NVF—IHFIEL, FFEOMIIH T 2H DD AN
AETHEV)ZLICERTLLDE V) BDOTH L, HlzIE, Filitg—oy
RIZBWT, EERELE Vo FED ORIV AET S ESNT
SO ERMNC, BRUIEADH T ERHELTELbDTHL, T, T X
DAZBWTOFAETH Do BEY, 74 71280 CERIIBUFIC X 28E
LHETHLOL LTSN TEALYI, MMM E Loz, M
DEEREOFFNI BN TEELEZE KL, INOFHEREOILK % 1E 41k
T 5 HE & L CHERE L C 2725 Seminole Tribe of Florida v. Florida, 517 U. S. 44
(1996) 12B\WTC, MRESKEIL, BIE 11 5RICL D BO SN TV BIND FHERE
BMEAFGETH I EINITES, 2w 212, EIEHFTI BT (2R3 5 HeH
a5 45Z8I3TERVELTWS, 2LTC, THRBAEICBWTELL
TR ng

212, FELLTOERTH L, L LTORKIE, AMOAT 5 EE
HIBLRL % A 50 ANBOA T HHEE (F) 2 MEIWEMICBWTHRONS X
I, ABEAHIZBE S ES 7z & v ) BiE), PS5 AR o 2R: % 8§
LZDOTHEHY ZOFEEL LTOURIZIE, 32OD0EENEGINTVDLE VI,
1 OEFKIZ, EHSEENTHLEND) L, E20EFIT, BRIKTD
LDOTHHEVH) T L, EIDERIL, EEmHSMMOMEBREEZESL V) 2

44) 1d. at 188,  Bjkld & Tld 7 < SHE%AEE (conception) & L TIZ HND T El% %,

45) 1d. at 191-92.

46) 1d. at 193.

47) 1d. at 196-98. #l 21X, Federal Maritime Commission v. South Carolina Ports Authority, 535
U.S.743 (2002) 2BV THHER SN TV,

48) Meltzer, supra note 18, at 200-01.
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&, Thbb, PEELTOERKE, $XTOAMIIE 4D T 5Bk % BE
THZERERTLDTH LY Z LT, HELEEFHDFEL L COBERIIKR
LTWa 218, HEROMEEIZE VT, Roberts v. United States Jaycees, 468
U.S.609 (1984) Tid, MaMe LTz BHErOBNT2 L1 AM
DU 1RETLHLDOTH Y, Powers v. Ohio, 499 U.S.400 (1991) <Tix, #F
TENEZ 5D OHRT 5 2 L IZAM O BEE: & BT OME LRET 5 & faf
ENTV5EY

312, BAHELTOER THL, T A HIIBIT L) XTVEBIRE IS
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