Na5i¥ie

HEAR I SR e 1 8L

R EH A SR R A

Ell

ped

NBERE"BA2AR"RNZAEAR SR IFH L 2o is, ATX—-R
W, EHREST HAREELSIBANR EMIBAERGFRL, FREERSE THE
L2 EE AN L ENSER— R AmESR, ZRMN B RZHFRE LT — Z 5 47
Bl F—AHLEELS, CERRKEELEFIIBARAAERE LA T £8 EEH LIt
W, BEX -8k FHETERAH LI - L ERETRHRAEMLAALEEL, £— A5 H
BABF R HEETEAHERAGLIERZ N AYEERE, PEEHL, RHE5RE
AMTE—BMAGRERR X — BANLERAEAANER ;L=  X—R A8 S 234
HREEERGH L =, ZAR A GATIEA L B AN B AR RRA 9451

FEF HAEEE HEAH “BAARTRU SEARARE  FrikE A

AP EARKS RS LA,

— 55 AR R 2T

T v NRFS - W95 2 H (Emma Lazarus) 72 A R CHE ) 58 “ AR Le % = |
TR, 0 B B 0 R e PR 0 2 2 A A IS L R R R Y B0 R AR T R A EZ N
W Jx 26 T8 58 AT U AL B A AT — A A 2 TR FRAT S AR 1T, s R AT O %
WULE K GRS . B2 A b PR R b, AL ¢ A I 25 % IR i B
R A5 WL ARE o (IR A o, 1880 ARAX, IEfRLIX 1 CBr BN WA Bt Rt =2 1, il T 7 14
e N A A HEAE ¥k ( Chinese Exclusion Act) % — F 5 ™ Hf 1 6 2 Lk BB Z TR A R AYE ]2
b o HACRSE [ 22 H VIR IE - CHERE L) X RS RS0 B T T, AR T 56 [ A UK

w AN SCRBUE W 5B R 4 2012 A I SR R KT RS A URTE ST AR T H 7 (201206360039 ) 1 B 5T R
(1) Emma Lazarus, The Poems of Emma Lazarus, Vol.1, Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, 1889, p.2.
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WAL T SE R AL T, K A MRS T 3R AR D B3 95 3 52 T 58 3 22 A BEAT R X 7 A [
E3172

SR 3 B8 57 5 AR A A 20 DA 3 9 (22 ¥ AR i) (Magnuson Act)' ) 45 I 2 14 18] 23 57
R AL B 26 R BUR IESUR B 7 BURR A B B L A5 Dd ik L) 2011 4 10 A 2012
6 A S Z BB FAR LB 23 3 A 2 550l 0 1 A BRI o AT R N AR L i
A9 37 AR B X A N AT B R A HEST B T X S B B 9E R AR
NI EE A REB T AL, Z B RO 5 H R — RINLERE TR
T P9 D DR 2 2 5 A T 5 PN ) 4 6 1 R T T A R R L, AR DL BE A O 4 ST ik 1 i R e i
Ak 70O PN B ER B RN A ST A T S R S S Y O

A2 L2 I TN B8 I8 SR i3 [ 5, 78 14 18 5730k 5 3 A A o ey w3 3 1)
TR SETE Z TR K AN AN B 21 5 i 35 B £E — 2 51 48 40 1] v e 1) 57 19 [ 25 A7
JEJ] ( Plenary Congressional Power Doctrine) [ o % 50U B9 HEA & W1 T - 018 76 £ ik 2 A
T, e B A T A0 T4 08 AT, UG O T 2 G B A (AT AR TR AT, B
3B i M BT, X Ay AT DL T 45 AT BOHL G T LSS, X b, "R TN B AT T IR
BT IX —mEE UL, s A B O [ S LB TIT R TR ] ez AR eI
RIS BT 2 3 A S R0 5% [ [ 2 R A2 S vk 0 TR It A e B W S ) o oy T B 10 R 2 4
B I

TEN 5 [ 2l H 4 400 2 1) A BRAG IS AR, (o] 40 3 1 DA [ 1N e s ik Bk e 119 98 0 ok A 2
A A1) 4 5 A1 AR 22 18] 1R 2 55 45 8 D R B8l 0 % 161 A A A T o 1) B 52 9 3 1l AL
Bz a8 56 [ — R B A 0K — B3 ST 5T T #EAT R, AN 18 8 0 T 3 [ B N 9 4k
ARG, 38 2008 T 3 [ S5 A0 28 R R 1) 2 ik 58 2 TG AR A i P B 2 A8 =2 i S T S

= ZHANEES BB —
B 1Ry 125 5 14 58 ¥ ME A

AN 1) JE T R MR RS R B T 19 b2 b i i, G360 BRI C B 1 RS
" IEAL T HARFHZ b o X 10 52 J 38 AR AL =2 3 1) o 2l B AR T L BIVEE A AN
HES S Gm P72 0E 1 S A AN O VAR AL i BEAR R AL o I Y 3G [ IE AR TR
SO, T AR BRI 55 8 ) B oK, SE R BUR T 1868 4R T H IR IE UM AT T
il % B 2 29) ( Burlingame Treaty) N7 V3% 45 2955 T2 HLE « R I 55 0K 56 [ U0 2 RSN T
A B EAE (BB R A ST LA AT AR B o O R B B N RCEARR A i I

(2] Andrew Gyory, Closing the Gate: Race, Politics and the Chinese Exclusion Act, Chapel Hill, NC: The University of North
Carolina, 1998, p. 1.

(3] Also known as Chinese Exclusion Repeal Act of 1943, see Act of Dec. 17, 1943, ch.656, 64 Stat.427.

(4] 1943, 5 2 50hk - B W74 S5 (President Franklin D. Roosevelt) 75 2 {2 [F 2 & 1E fFAE 57 5 I 88 08 . FIADS AN — 4+, [
FUMSI OB . TATLHA L0019 5 SR 2 HHR I DUCE B2, B i S X — RS T2 M2 h
FHEA A E AT H A% 475 5, See The President Urges the Congress to Repeal the Chinese Exclusion Laws, Octo-
ber 11, 1943, 1943 Public Papers and Addresses of Franklin D. Roosevelt 427, 427 - 428 (1950).

{5) S.Res.201, 112th Cong. , 157 Cong. Rec. S6353, S6354 (2011).

(6) H.Res.683, 112th Cong. , 158 Cong. Rec. H3715, H3716 (2012).

(7)) MR E(RBL AL & 24)) (Additional Articles to the Treaty between the United States and China, of June 18, 1858) ,
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B 5y B A LU B, 5 A A AT MR O 2 B AR ) DA SR R Y I B RS R B
S, 19 A28 P A AR AT B, AR T el R I Y 7R R T T R F A R [ DR R
o 56 I 28 U RIAL 23 B e J A M T A TR

SR, B S AN, 8 AR R 1) 55 20 A% B0 0 1) il Joie A 3 A8 19 0 M — s P B2 b %
SEE Y o7 T2 B A6 A 1 ohaly o BEE 1869 A BT Rl K % 1y 38 T LA Je 1873 4 JF 4
B 22 TF O A%, 56 AL 2 P i e 1 28 o ik, HE SR s sh kR R o RS B BN
AU T 23 [ AR A9 — AT o BOR JZ TR 5 T LA R R RO 3 T O S SO
JedESh S EHE R BB o O T ARG R 5 B 3R R S8 Y BN L 2 A A
SRR HERRAE S OF ORI AR S o 55 Ah, iz 1 A= fY AR N B 1 00 ) AL AR R [
“EHAZE LTS AE AR O HEE s s HE R B . 1870 AELLE , 3¢ [ 9 HE R RR
ENT7 THr ==t = Ak 2 BJ=, thoingH S5 P4 504 M 9 2 4x [ . 1880 4F 11 H, 1 3% [ BUR
2R, o R E ST 1 (R IR AR 20) (Angel Treaty ) N0 Z 2 2055 — 3OME < WA )R
S AR THTESEE , sliAE A5 Ab Je A, 58 T R B Z 4 A B i 0, 55 56 [ A 2 58 5] — Ak st Ty
VAT i g B, T I O 56 T AT LA S R P O B AR B B O AR A Ak R A O
AR X — BLE , 5 [ BOR AT LR i A Tk A S [

BAWNLLG , Bkl 7 — RO HEL . X, 1882 ARG (HEHE 1% ) ( Chinese
Exclusion Act) 5 5 [ 44 ol e 01 11 531 B 3 2ok 4 365 — B A X R R AE A0 VR RS RSk o &
M AL R — AR 56 [ A B sl op < P AR 5 A AR A A K e S ik o —
T ALE AL S B R, B A vk S A AR 2 i, R ke T
PEA G A 1 ke A E] AL AT A T A G AR, 80, BT B U+ RIS A S A
[ 32 B AE A AR, 4 AR R U CHERR IR ) & 11 3 15 A DR M NS5 i 5 T B 4 UE W Al
JE , HEVE PR SCRT I B BT A A ik AR AR 0l G 1 . 1888 AR [ (W BL 4 ik ) (Scotr Act) X4 T f) FL
MIBEAT TAZAINDT B BRE o ARG 3550 =, CHEAR L) v BT BLRE 19 5 003 31 B ST - R A 14
85 5 MR A8 2 9 BT A Ik 15 1< R I L RE 249 B A SR R0, 1 RIS 119 4 T DR ARG T A 0 R HE A

[(8) HBL X IE SCACH] W, Treaties, Conventions, Etc. , China and Foreign States, Vol. 1, Shanghai: The Statistical Depart-
ment of the Inspectorate General of Custom, 1917, p.731.

(9) MENEETEHFRAWEREEER, CABR—ETRT EE A A a5, — 26 g A R H: 2 i e fr .
A 181 1] 35 [ 04 it HEAT A B 38 o I — W 44 o (3 s 2 T3 9 7)) (Will History Repeat Ttself?) fr) {8 i S e T 4
SO B BRI IR - RN i B 7 0 3] 56 [ AR ¥ 5 I, ZE LR 5030 1 IR B i A9 B 1 2 M ED AR &2 N B, T T AR 2
VUG Bl R & S s K% S5 5 o T4, 55 R IR MBI i A Ok B T 09 R, — B AR SR T ARATT, B A T R
FEIHE HEE L ANNER ., Andrew Gyory, Closing the Gate: Race, Politics and the Chinese Exclusion Act, p.144.

(10) M FRH (BB 4 2)) (Treaty between the United States and China, concerning immigration) ,

(1) PO LR A IB Y B S ) (58— W), i AR Y 1957 4E R, 55 378 - 379 T, HESCSCAR L 22
Stat. 826, 826 (1880).

(12) #R T 51 55K B0 /) Y3 SCOCAS B iR o, W g = o 1 SBRRY ) 8 36 I IBEOORT mT A Xk 8 T A 05 A AT 0 4 IR
) BT A5 EAS RE 4 X A% 1k o7 o S T 0 AR 0 e AR IR B 2 A O 1 AR 2 B TR S SOAR AT T I A, BSOS X AR T
e 2 M BRI AR T P SOSCAR T A BAE 5T AR LR o 0L AT DL B g O AN 0 B 0 %5 ) 5 A AR A
W), KPR S)2011 AR5 1 4

(13) LR IR S0 500 0 35 [F RS I8 s R 43 o A4 (1) B8 R AR (1609 - 1776 48 ) 5 (2) FF AT AR (1776 — 1881
AE) 5 (3) I IR (1882 — 1923 4F) 5 (4) B4 (1924 - 1964 4F) ; (5) fi i A (1965 4E % 4) . See Hyung-chan
Kim ed. , Asia Americans and the Supreme Court: a documentary history, New York, NY: Greenwood Press, 1992, p.3.

(14]  Act of Mar.6, 1882, ch.126, § 1, 22 Stat.58, 59.
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B ARIE U 7 S [ AR A G e A R Ay S . AR X — L E AT 46 ZBAE
ol 25 m B AR X PR o A 5 B S T i R S B 0 e T AR B BC A, 2 2 S EC A R
MELL S ZELIATER o A5 1 5 (o] 31 o [ b VD000 DG AR LA T By 47 4 2 R S mitall o 4 2R 5 C HE AR
) RO B R B 56 W i A TR Z 100, sV IR RE L3R A5 5 (& R 4R 20) IR 4, (i B
) M A B © A R E A THE R TTON, ARG CLHIRFLD)MER

b AR Z AT =B AR AR JE N (LR RIAR N ™) gl 1 — &R 50 HEF ShE
BN i, rp A T o BRI P 2 i 2 9 M e N B 28 T R X AR O 1879 4 %N B o]
e W — A X N B PERLE BN T INSE L o ), I 28 1k B4R 42 N7 (Chi-
nese ) VN2 19 ZR BUHR ML, % 4550 2 A b Aol R AR AR L 38 3 3RAR IR A AT 20 R, 56 4 3K
AR AL G ATE N LN J1 7 552 70 R, N A T A FR UG G e P R I R R IR 1k
Bt A O 2 B AR 2y ) (&7 AR 2R 2 ) LA R 25 I 9 O 3 7 366 9 € 8 06 ) 2 1 DB GE 8 Bk A7
P o SR N 58 0 Rk e v 1 3 2 B A A L PR ) sl B K SF ) 8 ik Rk i T 2K 2
EAEVEZ 500, ik Bt o A M o 28 19 2 BUIRIR AE T S MLk i I T 8k h i 52 5 2%
A AR AL TR BURN A X A5 5 5 M B 5 5 1 TR AU S

1882 4F 2 Jm , B — AR HN HEAE 37k A8 [ 2 19 Bl 238 2, 32 g BT o B8 ) HE 42 5 1R T 3R
S BVHEIRIE A B A vk D, 5Nk ANTR] [ 2 ) 5 A B o R A 1A SR I 8 I — B
e[l A 2 T AR AR B 2 BB T SRR A SR S S AE AR R BE B S i3 4 ] A TR K
i) FTE O ) 75 o BRI, P95 e RGBS 2k e Xk A ASUR ) 4 7 2 b i B 17 36 e A 28 B AT 4
[ 8068 S, P T 5 LT ) 2 B P AR 3 RS IE H, IF or T — R ik Befe e A
FAF R 2 St AT Mt L0 1888 AF LS T X B T 2 A HEAR R AT B B I BE AR R AE M
AT VR SR [B)A H PRA  — i X HE AR L A R I I R BRI ) 2 RE [ 8 I, — R R
BN RO AR T R A AR N o XD 22N 5 D BN Z 18] A T 25 FR IRp AR 2 5 1k N IR AE 2 52
] ) AC AT 4 A9 B 22 JOHE R - AR A () B G i 28 R AR e SR AF A AN TR O B i W2k 2
BN Hy — Tl e 7] 1) 25 066 45 B2 0k, 2 BN BRI ASURI A 80 A R B o 7200 — 3% 97 A 40 40 ) 75 5 G
Feftlo A P AR 2, 1 HLBHE R AR 8 1) A BORE R 2 AN B 2 RBEAS 1 A Boie i —— 1
N AT TEBUE IE R R 2 v, Jo vkl i B R e R B2 235, 1 it i — 28 ) 1 A 56 [
A2 bR s S P TR — R AR R IRIR R, AT HRE A A BT e vk B X T ik
JE U B4 5T o

(15 Act of Oct. 1, 1888, ch.1064, § 2, 25 Stat. 504, 504.

(16] See, e.g.: Act of Apr.28, 1855, ch.153, 1858 Cal. Stat. 194; Act of Apr.26, 1858, ch.529, 1858 Cal. Stat.295; Act
of Apr.26, 1862, ch. 339, 1862 Cal. Stat. 462; Act of Mar. 18, 1870, ch. 230, 1870 Cal. Stat. 330; Act of Mar. 18,
1870, ch.231, 1869 —70 Cal. Stat. 332.

(17) Cal. Const. art. XIX, § 2 -4 (1879) (Original text).

(18)  7E75 IRF ok HL 2 %2 (Chy Lung v. Freeman) i1, 1E J2 4K 3 57 55 4% 3, fic 25 6 Be kB0 7 m N IR B R M 7% o See Chy
Lung v. Freeman, 92 U. S.275 (1875).

(19] See Lucy E. Salyer, Laws Harsh as Tigers: Chinese Immigrants and the Shaping of Modern Immigration Law, Chapel Hill,
NC: The University of North Carolina Press, 1995, p.20.

(20) [ & JVUS /R A el - (B 38 ASCHR) BRI AN FE DL AP b, 7 45 BN A3 1R 1980 4T, 215 266 11,

(21)  TEF A4 VU (Footnote 4) H , 10758 K32 B (. Stone ) B JI $6 A B B 3% M LA 38 b BV 2 5 ok Pk B0 1 o7 2
PR RE AR R 22 g * T 266 11 S 1 A BOREAA I AR N A A X — 28 5 2 o 7B MR R, B 1 40 I A 5y 1T 6 45 16 57
SN B 52 PEMS B B A, See United States v. Carolene Products Co. , 304 U.S. 144, 152 - 152 n.4 (1938). #k1fi,
TE 56 H AR R R0, X — PG i R P2
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= AR R 2 A I Y B

KRR, 0 T oA KR R 55 1S, B v B — BB SF A Al R I A 3 S, T i —
S IE RS H— RG] AR SR AR rh 2RO E U A Dy A A R AL G AN
SEYERUA B 2] DLV B e AN R 25 TSR 55, w5 1]k T 0k 28 5 55 O LR
X HLR B 00 2% W 55 0T AN IR T AR N ABEAE B L i e A5 ol B M R AR
Ve A5 22 S AH R R NIRRT B 36 [ DL ST 26 [ B, S A HE AR ST 1
A% O NS 0 — R HEAR 0 0 £ s IR) R, A S8 TG, SO B R IR IR I, AE A
A9 5 T J B ) et o K 38) 0 T A B IR R ) I 2 UL« B 248 A [N A5 # AR g 3 i b BN
BRI J7 22 AE — F B HE AR R ) v, S8 4O U A AR B % (Chae Chan Ping v. United
States )23 Fl5 il 22 Y5 & A B 28 (Fong Yue Ting v. United States)?*) JG5E /2 5% & A2 fn i 2
SO D) WAE R X D R h e m A B R T S R s, g % Bk
PRI 25 BRAL I 5 SE PR R B 0E o

(—) EBLEIEANILE T ARARFIFARBEH TS

SEROT- R AR E 22 (LLR AR ST 22 ) o CHE AR 1) 38 ok =2 5 o v v B o B8 ) 5 — ke
Hefe e o MR ER B 7 # MR ROL 2 H — oA X — W o i) AR 1 B
T A A I 2 0 T [ 2 AA T BORR 1T DA 52 300 R AU R AR BRI [n) R, & AT e 2 1
B~ RN TEIZ I ER . B R R T s 2 AP A S, )

TERET, BRSO (1) & — 2 BT i\ 1875 451 1887 4F — H A1 7E
PN IH 465 1 (San Francisco) , 1887 4 6 J] 2 H , Se 47 I 2§ 56 3R 4, By B ), 56 [ BURF
MR CHER ) ) 2 & T B O 3F W SCF . 1888 4F 10 H 8 H , th H3%3F W SC K35 1H 4 1l
WE T o SR,V T B a5 BRSO AR IR RR 2 ) JE 48 1 Ml i ABE FRT . TE HT SCRT I i1
S R T B R Z B R B U RO FRE T A R AR LR A S AR, 58
FF B YR REEERR : C RS ) 1 BB BUE R AL T B AHHE 28 15 B b 24 55 /Y 124
AR APE SE R AR 2T AR K B A SE R B R AR CHERR ) i =2
A B —IREA A, EVRN S G AR E Z A — 3 R % 2 5 e T VE B TR

(22)  MABESCY T 000 B R , HEHE 1 A — R B HEAR ] Hh 1 Chinese Exclusion” 248 4% 1k # AABE  (HIZPR L, Kb iy
VP2 SRR GE PRt 5 B 52 A A N 352 1 T AT

(23) b E kb T 1889 455 7 13 HAEM B, F/RERBEE (J. Field) 85 T B I, SN 7EL I RIEHEA
R R E (CL I Fuller) KRR EE (J. Miller) A Hi 8 F] K5 H (J. Bradley) (Mg 22 K3 H (J. Harlan) (4% 7K
BE (J. Gray) AR08 48 KB (. Blatchford ) PLK R T /R KL E (). Lamar) o (KU 98 55 HHE 13 ) dic v 36 B 24 1 G5k
NN

(24) ZEBEEIEBET 1893 4£5 H 15 HAEM#EM . #ERIEE (1. Gray) BT T ARSI, SN TEAL W KL T A &
B E R RE T (C . Fuller) HE/RFERIE T (J. Field) (I 22 K% 1 (J. Harlan) A i % 4% #8 K35 5 (). Blatchford) (43
EIRRBEE (). Brewer) A7 IR E (1. Brown) AR Kk B (). Shiras) LUK R 5E3#h KL E (). Jackson) o (A4
BT )

(25] Liav Orgad & Theodore Ruthizer, Race, Religion and Nationality in Immigration Selection: 120 Years after the Chinese Ex-
clusion Act, Constitutional Commentary, vol.26, 2010, p.248.

(26)  ARYECHEAR TR ) M AH G AE , 25 1 1A BE 55 7 0 o A ARt AR

(27) See Chae Chan Ping v. United States, 130 U.S.581, 584 (1888).
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AR [ 8 1888 ARk A (CHTRR IS ) ) R SEM, B I R A i A 7Y

SR, o i 125 e A 0 R SR LU J7 B3 88 F2 5k, FUEAR 4 Ak [ U 38 i 57 1 38 1T Y
TR AT LAAE IR AN E NS 0 B, AT B A1 i At o700 A I B X A BUR
I TE P A LA s AR B R BR AU EANT47 0 2 H it A7 I W o [ 2 A 8 i 3 J AL
T3, X — B RE , G, AT IS ACOUR < 25 BT8R S AR Be A i, X He 1k 47 i B I
B HOE T AR O iR R RS (). Field) 5 ik W HE R TEASW LS B IF
X HAA L SR 1 5 PR R 2 B RS B TR PR Y R A A 2 Bk R R 0 R, B
X T RAT S A L e B 7O I AN A T R A AR AR/ GRIR 1 R 3 [ 2 A
03 B A A U REL IR R M B X AN G e T A E R R LA RS DV EE T
22 GE TR LR WA g o BR i A T ABEAY 3 B R L ENTE S A T . e ik B T
R T 1 2 1) F B, ke T 7 R AP A 7 el BRI BT 3 LSt o e 98 - 4% 1k A1
A AL Ty e A PR 290 A AR Dy EAER T 9 — 35 B JE L B i 7, U
W s A e B PR 2 ) ) i T A Lk A N NSRS AT (A T B8 AU AN RE DR At A o] 1) 45 9%
FIZF ML R G 7O T340 B m ik Be R A N R RS ) B @b i T il 2 B AR 49) (%
WORALY) AR« SR e AR ot bR [ SR () 4 B2 24 LR U B Y 9 TR A T
FORSLIE R SLHE FRLE o K AE HY S 1: HE AT AR BR 548 1E 70 5 Be 4 o Bk
AL IEA A HCHT BRI ) S8 8 19k 9 ) 7, 5 A0 B AN AT I [ 22 57k 5 A DR e T 2K K
w2 BIBR A O R A — PR A, X TR R P AR R B B BRAE AR IE R T A
AP AE ORI AR AT RE 4 [ 2 BT BT A BRI ik B T L — R T R

[ 228 BAE N A BRI — BT de vk Be T A Al o 72 S M P 58 Z R, d i v g ik o
T RIS Z KU B VRA AR EZE (Chew Heong v. United States )7 o %% & 4 T (HER %)
W 2 R k) il 2 BT, CHERER) 28+ A e B N (848 ) SR A AR A BT I
A A1) A SR SR DA R A 1 T SR A B 3 G B SO K AR kNG A O R R
o M ke T A () T CHERR 1) i 2 AR R T O [ DA T R RE A B 56 ]
R P 26 5 1) B O E T S o 2l T K ol 30 56 1 o, B 55 B 0 LAk = By 403 G W1 S D AR
AL SR RO IE R SRR T AR AR o SR B A IR SR SR A Tk
LR KANARRE , B fe i vk Be SR WD T i Js — B0 w13k 52 5 [ 2 A Bk 5 Ah [ N BE R A B .
TE S VR AR 58 0 T CHER 0k ) 2 75 R 99 B IV 1 3t 77 J) A, o i 3k B O R AR A

(28) 130 U.S.581, 586 —587 (1888).

(29) 130 U.S.581, 589 (1888).

(30) 130 U.S.581, 603 (1888).

(31) 130 U.S.581, 602 —603 (1888).

(32) 130 U.S.581, 594 (1888).

(33) See 130 U.S.581, 604 (1888).

(34) 130 U.S.581, 609 (1888).

(35) 130 U.S.581, 600 (1888).

(36) See 130 U.S.581, 600 (1888).

(37) ZEH A kLT 1884 45 12 J1 8 HAEH P, W22 K H (J. Harlan) 885 T3k Be & 0L, S0 FEAT 10 R IL B84
FHE I KIEE (C. . Waite) K#KIEE (J. Miller) | JE/R 8 K% E (). Field) (i BLEF] K35 B (J. Bradley) ({24
KEE (J. Woods)  ThE 1T KL E (J. Matthews ) A% B K% H (J. Gray) LA KA Fi 47 8 48 K 25 B (J. Blatchford) o (R4
i)

(38)  Act of Mar. 6, 1882, ch.126, § 12.
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0] 5 325 J2 T 1 0B T Ay [ 2 ST VR I R TE TR S R AT R 36 R I IR A AR 2 TR A
BT T AR R W 2 A S AT b A 2 R Ak — R AR TR A I B R
EBEAE R AR L T A R T A e BRIy B 23 i S A B 3 58 i ik E 4
I IO 21 000 e R A ) R 40 S B SR BT LR B RAETEE E S VAN ER

MFESERAT- R AR e iR B L H T ) — B4R 4 e N AR R UF— L Wik &
M EZE (Wan Shing v. United States)™!) , fEiZZE S, B N EW (&) AFRE —ZEH, £
3K A CATECHERR ) B8 IE ABE A8 ToX — B Z 90 o A B e 3 B A8 i3 At 1 i 4l oK
T UE ISR AT A fl g A T o 33X — IR, i iR VR B R 2 T A IR IR B SR T SE R 52 1 45
W IR R 57 L (84 10) Ata ik A G AR B, BRI AT 8 28 76 36 1= € fa HL & T I A R
], HoAE 2 55 LU A AR 7042

(=) &M BB R ) E e i I

1892 4F Ak (HEAR ) MO BHEE ) Z 5 1 4 SGE i T (L5675 ) (Geary Act) o %354
CHEAE YR ) 25 k42 T ABE I BR ZE 4 T 45 190 3L 55 7S A0 ML - S5 IR N I T g 42 1
WO HR I I R A U BT 4 R JE A IE B S, 7 R A O Al R R IR 3 e R
R LA A AR SR DU T R FE A SR 30 BB 2, A ALk 1 A N LS T R B AL DA
—AE LN I W AR R 57 A ) Ml AR A e R T R E R AN ST T b R R TR T
SINLTE I — CRRER G IR T L, AT LG T IR 2T, A T R T B B A R A
UEHI SO o K SR R A5 5 JE U T 1 RS Uk G AR [ 58 (AR AT ARV R 5E 52 ) (9 A% 0 [
EZED, BT £ B (M EFR) HhEmEEPNET, (Eamk)Edzm, 2w
B AE 28 28 SR AT UE WA SO T 9 R SR R 42 ) A H 48 25 4 ( Chinese Consolidated Benevolent
Association) i) S HF F U DLEHRIE T, O T 3l YR VA R Bk Ok 1 A S M, AR 4 B i
JEAEUE R SO/ AR A R B v ), = NI 3 R DL AR

ZRORIE B CEEERTE ) 16 T RR 3CHF AR TR T =A% T A Y, 4% 5 Rk
B (J. Gray) £ 5 (75 BE & WAy - X 2 Ah AR 75 AT LA 78 Ml FiiE T8 T AT DA 3K o 4k 2 BR AE
B AR EBE N 3 — (8] R T BUR B BOA S TR P8 , 3 5 47 8 28 0k B 42 7 i BRI, 1 23 5k
AR SR I SE = AN 1.0l o= 1 LA T S O O /AT o O . T N = -3
B e

FEIRPERE B8 O S RAR S 2 RS W HAE IR T At X [ 2 A9 37k R TURE

(39) See Chew Heong v. United States, 112 U. S.536, 549, 559 (1884).

(40)  RCHEARIE) S T AR A E M TR IE TR C SR AL L @ i B A TE PR BE R T R . AR R TE B
JIT 3 5 1 e R O BB 00 T RLE 5 B R P AR R W R BRAE L I b S o N2 E , d R B AR % 3 P X T
€ ¥k T R D) 1) SR FH R AR T 1 o (ELR , FE LA 19 K 2 BCHE A G v, b 3 D S A A A 3 25 1)

(41) ZEDFEERET 1891 4£5 7 11 HAEd# . JEREARBEE (1. Field) 5 T LB W, M0 7EAL A RIL LA -
BTN KL E (CL T Fuller) A 8 A K% E (J. Bradley) (W3 22 K7L E (J. Harlan) (4% 5 K% H (J. Gray) (A6 i 47
Al K B (). Blatchford ) (F7 5 /R KB (J. Lamar) (73 & /8 K% H (J. Brewer) DA & A B K% E (J. Brown) . (AR ¥
BEHIHEF)

(42)  Wan Shing v. United States, 140 U. S.424, 428 (1891).

(43) See Act of May 5, 1892, ch.60, § 1, 27 Stat.25, 25.

(44] See Act of May 5, 1892, ch.60, § 6.

(45) See Act of May 5, 1892, ch.60, § 4.

(46] Fong Yue Ting v. United States, 149 U.S.698, 731 (1892).
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W) R ORIEE (C. . Fuller) Fil A € /8 RIEF (J. Brewer) WU iTA T AR AY X —FF & . FE/RTE
RIEE R, AR A AT 0 37 ik —— B BH 1k 7] 25 A 3 —— 3 1R AR 28 2 AR 4fs X 41
ZR P WA SE i GRS A N B ST A7 A L DR S 5 9 2 39 o 70470 T AR R, 5 ] 98 vk AN AT B
PRAPAE A Rt ml UGN N U0 2 8K i b O U 0 s 3t A7 A6k oA B9 A [ BRI 3% [
BENRYSNELN o AR BEIA D < AN TSP b iy e T R P i AR T B S IE W AR A, A
o7 3 6] 2 3o A HE 85 A ASL ) A O 224 52 B 5 1 ) R AR 4

SN, 22 RO AR - A IR A E AT B A 0 K% G 5 A ) ST AR
i) — A~ JE Al 2 b TRk IR AR R, A2 20 A0 ) Bl A9 S8, 3558 Bt ] — Fh AU B9 AN [R] 7
T o 0038 2 I U B AR 0 Al R R Rk e T L R A L[] B T SRR 5 A B B ORI
A5 B B0 58 v A FOR UE L 23 R AR L RA) , T R TR G PR <R R E A 3k A
S EALE I BUR R, S8 15 © 206 52 b R BUR B9 B0IA T8 171 ok Ak BEF DR W7, £ 5 75 B
ANEX R R E W P

TE = AF 5 i £ RS A E 28 (Wong Wing v. United States ) i, 45 5 32 Be 7 — YOl 21 1
(T ) 26 DU 5 R 2E N1 S 5 5 J8 M TR o 32 B 0 L — 7 T I O 0K 50 DU 1 —— R Ak i
B M T ML E i R T SR S AB E 58,00 g — U 1 DU R AR R A SR RE AR 3L 3« AR S
TEEE XA TR S0 —— e p — A AOR 22 5 AR [ VF AT I ABE BB L N 5 — A RO R
Ze[R) T ORI I HEA S AR IR LE N o FAT] SR ) Bl E8E < 2 A I AU R
iR EARPIZENCY

0 AR b 2 A RN 2 A

T 2 7 SR A A7 A S E UM AR 3 e B A SC R o T 9% [ B U AR A
ZH” o U — - N S 1 Y 1 R AR [ KA A, BOR BE 28 T A AR LA B G
Mo IR A G — R PVHEAR RG], A~ J7 TR fe g 95 e 1 T 2 A0 SO DA 3 H
—, B S HAR MBI A B JE LM AU R AT AR A AR

(—) BaH AT 69 xR

BT BRASBOM B PR A&, AR S BRI B B9 Sz kR 1], [ 23 09 BT A7 B #4908 1 58 1 B R AL
111538 2o 37 325 e A0 B R AL B SR AL AN B B Bk o SR, AR SE RSP 58 18 5 5 R A A
F B I B A A 4R SRR AU BACR IR T 3% [ Bk B AT A ATk . VAR B ik B
B ] T B e — TR 1 A AT

47) 149 U.S.698, 746 (1892).

48] See 149 U.S.698, 749 (1892).

49]  See 149 U.S.698, 760 - 761 (1892).

50) 149 U.S.698, 713 (1892).

51 See 149 U.S.698, 712 713 (1892).

52) E MR EIEBET 1896 455 18 HAE I # . BRI KK H (J. Shiras) S5 KB WL, M RN RIEELEA
W E R E (G ). Fuller) FE/RERILE (J. Field) (2% K5 H (J. Harlan) A% 8 K% E (). Gray) i & /R Kik

H (J. Brewer) A BAKIEH (J. Brown) DLl R4 R (J. Peckham) o CHRUAE B8 I HEFF ) 5 o 2 B 21 5k b3 — AL
(531 CHEEFRTE) 56 U5 D3l R A B T 7™ D 10 Bl 4k 577, EL 50 R L SE ol 5 17 AT 412 3t L S B 2 O A o B DR i

[54] Wong Wing v. United States, 163 U. S.228, 234 —-235 (1895).
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SR I X T B SR 52 b T — 450 AR IXARIE R W ML E [ 2 A AU
2 S N ABE B i it Fe BT (H R i i = A S e AN R AR B o K8 T [ &
(8 IR A —— 1 Ji AR A, AR S L SR 5y K 1 A SR U TR ) AR e
ARRAEE b ] DIAIE ST (5] 2 HEAE B AUTT R ok Bt 7 2k Be 268 L mh J0 3 A LR o

(1) T Js ABE &K

e 36 [ gk b I s A 2 ME — — D B 9 S PR N I ALK TR R Y 2, HL SRk
W A AT — M EA ST Z A o A B, 7 — T/ 2 AE LUAT, [ 2 A3 2E L,
HABE B AR AE S HIn 2 Bl " TR F %R FOF A B 24850k A
FABE A B, B A — A [A] BE A Ik B S AT X — A0y o B A X A S e,
ANHERG HUNTR 2598 3T L ABE AR O T3 — AT 4 R BR A e BT T %8 1k B LA
WETH T EE,

HIR AT — R PO AR VSR E S HAR AU . B, e  AB AR AW KR4
SB[ LT AN 9 i et 35 R0l o R 3 4% e — 8 R B2 b n] USRIk [ 22 4% 1R AR A
BEX — AU BAFAE  BIEAS B B AN SR AR, B IR AT AT = o A 10y 288 3 L E 7 L 32
Fio Sfa , 4 15 IR T8 1 1 Do) R 1 R A B SCAR MR 332, 2 AR R I N IR AR Z 48 BT A Aok N
H e 18 NIGR . 78 1787 4Ry B3l 2 B, ¥ 73 1l JE AU ¥ F2 9K 1% 2% 3l oy 24 B T
YU AT QSR (slaves ) — 3300 T AN B 24 5K N7 (persons ) 3% 2 B g (9 5 & o 41 i 14
L AN &Y 4y Z = 45 3K ( Three-fifths Clause ) | #k 7= 4 3 4% 3k ( Fugitive Slave
Clause ) #8258 # S O B 38 00 T 76 78 1 b 20 BT VR O ol 2 (R BE T B il N A5 3 IO K
WEXHGEWE L EZ B Z .

(2) AFEZK

MR AKE 203K, [ 2 A A 2 B AR E G — B AFERLE DA S = 12707 o A E N AR
HHABE S B Z MRS IR o — B &, A0 E R R AU AT BE A i [ O HLAE %
1] R Ji ik — 5 (8], 7 A R BE A s A [ R o S AS T S i, R AR 2 A A S — A Bl
SN NG AKE R 258 T 41 N RE 75 1 A SE 1 LA R A SE T s B, Bl 2 B 2 2 B IR A IE
SRR X — AR, CHERR IR ) 55 1 DU 2% B A % 1k A N TIAS 36 1R 20 IR B (%)

SN, AFE S AN I DAIE B 2 HEAR O AL TT o AR SN E NI A RS S AT Y
A s AR B R AR IR R R . IR S5 A TR B RS
NEA ARG ERE, BRI A AR ERS R KRWE R THIABNER . S8, 85N
R, T E S ZAEE R B AR 25 5 o AR IR AN E I AAS [ B0ih S [/ R ) i 7
IS ] LSS 2 2 5 3R E B R 2 b o (R =4 1 25 [ 19 98 35 BILIE 052 B fef A
B ANFENE S — b T8 1 AR LK 9 o AN V8 T2 MR 08 ] s 32 4000 8 0 N 9k, A T BT 0 0 98¢

(55) U.S.Const.art. I, § 9 cl. 1.

(56) FFhrAEMALFR L - il 4 4R (John Dikenson) B AWK X — 2K Y FR B - AR HE O IR B3 880 R 22 18
1808 4= ARG AFG S 28 1k " (H 2 A3 — @I R BE 315 3# 3 . See James Madison, The Records of the Federal Con-
vention of 1787, volume II, Edited by Max Farrand, New Haven, CT; Yale University Press, 1966, pp.414 —417. ZF )
rSCRR AT UL 38 ] FE e - R —— R E R B S Bd s ) OF) P E 3, 10 T80 th itk 2003 4F i,

(57) U.S.Const. Art. I, § 8 ClL. 4.

(58] See Act of Mar.6, 1882, ch.126, § 14.
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A4 THMNENLIA B EEE A L5 o AHELZ T, A OGRS A FE B JFE e sk, 7E—
F IR B b, TR L8 B AR 56 [ %E S5 19 Ak AR TN, RE TR PR AEE DL RE 15 4k 42 %
FLH R R B SEE P R B B el A

(3) 52 5 25K

MR 52 55 46 3K, [ 2 A A A B 5 00 I 4 B2 5 4% IR S 57 5 LA B 5 B 5 22 TR 9 1Y) 5
By 700 X Z R TE [ e BB 3 A R o A R BRI A B A B 5 Y
RT3 mY L [ 2 ) R AR ST 3k e I S vk Sk it

B fe T B BAT o 5 S 1 A X 51 52 5 3k AR SR, AT BEAT A6 LA T 9 b B A - L — o [ B
IRF 55 5 [ B 2Z A A AR TR N B 0 R B 5, X — PR 0 SR Wz 3 8 22 15 A T A
1%, 55 55t =8 1E 5 TR R B SR B ] 55 45 A L ERSO AR R Sl , X LA R ST s T R 95
5 5% [ A Ml 22 (8077 75 DL 19 97 3 1 A R0 52 B X — ik 15 T LS A ) 2R 1 ML A
T, L FEAAF 5 T 26 P O T O AR RS R SR [ A F A B O

FOL b A dR ik B P A R A 2 AR AN E A B SO 8 IR A
TE S HME 2 5 5 B AL T 70 B i BEAE N Sk Bt & 81 %8 (Head Money Cases) H 4 i
“ R LA E U [ 2 A G A R A B RS IS, X R B S 5T 5 (0 — B, FATTIA g
S LAAT R U 9 125 B O A 15 98 1k B AR o) — A B 23 AR i L)

Zi BRI IR A LASE 5y 2 O BE A, PR 2 DAIE B AR 2R L B A B 2R, B ik BE AR Ok
A LLFE S 2 HE AR AT o i R R A B I R AR M X — 2 TR A 1) T R
IR TR 2 FHRE R

2. B RHY A A

YR AR A 1) s 1 2 o 1 5 A LA S AT o e B B A RS IR i 2 56 [ gk PRI
FISL B A B SR A AR A W, P il ok - U JR i ( Alexander Hamilton ) F14E 5
Wr - Ak (Thomas Jefferson ) X e i 2% $h— 1) o 1M AE 2 9 sw ik 5 HL 22 JH 58 (McCulloch v.
Maryland) H, 5 8RR 15 i R 35 E (C. J. Marshall) 5545 25 58 AL FBAL ) (9 3757, i 1) F )™ 3L
2 TR S 13 1 2 B AU T i B A SR RGO 5 3 0, A SR SRR A B8 3k i BLE 1Y A R
2, — U PFBERBERE SN, RERRES TX— B, RENRPEE R, IF B 5 EEN
SCFFIURE IR — B0, U 5 T S8 i 70O S T X — BB DL R B YE R S X L B H R
PR——" 0 R [ IR 27 SR SR A de e ik B 0 S5 A AT RECRE [ 2 HE AR I AU A D —
b BR 7S BB I AR I8 o 32 123k Bt AE 22 RHE SR S8 0 v BT e B A R % o (HL YR B X
—BEEE BT TS RE B SCHURE , 1 S 5 SCAS 1 7 HLAT [l e 3 1 [ 2 ke A N9 A
FABUE AT T TR0 2% B P A A R IR AR S, 1 B R O OR T AR .

(59) U.S.Const. Art. I, § 8 Cl.3.

[60) See U.S. Const. Amend. XIII, § 1.

(61)  TET5 A IF B 4% % 58 (Gibbons v. Ogden) 3% Be 2 WL, 55 R & % R IE B (C. J. Marshall) X F 52 5 2500 19 52 5
(Commerce) —iFAF T B N7 LA BB EADUOUR S0 "B Y i g e R — Al il “EME N EESEZ
() A 15 el % 3 I 2 (8] BT A7 JE 51K 52 5 3 o See Gibbons v. Ogden, 22 U.S. 1, 189 (1824) , RN IX — M ¢, 3¢ 4]
R iy AR T — S SO B B ) A D — RS AR B 5

(62) Developments in the Law: Immigration Policy and the Rights of Aliens, Harvard Law Review, vol. 96, 1983, p.1299.

(63] Head Money Cases, 112 U. S.580, 600 (1884).

(64] McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S.316, 420 (1819).
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(1) il 58 3 1 5 —— Jat 5 ik 1 %

AR [ RS RIL AR W 25 - M I B (Stephen H. Legomsky ) 1 4 i A 55 A W 3
W8 W 58 BT AAS B R BUR HET S0 B B AU 5 A SETE 2 TN A AT TN A %A g Y e 2
ST 5 WL, TE 5 X X — AU L T R RLRE L) R ik BETE R A HE AR SR AR P K g e
NI L IR TR P2 T B 2 BT o Al ik e 0 L R 48 B A 10 8 1 SO R Bl . A B
I, 2 WO B st A F B NG R SCRFE o 1 M S U B O R R i e Y
R F2 2 e — s I DURG, 4% A R A S7 36 L 5% R T vk oA B Ak R S B0 RS IR T
PR —— W 2 7R IR AL A AN 32 W0 B IR B o L0 e R [ 2 T 1798 AR5 3 i 4k
[ N5 ) (Act concerning Aliens) o %5 HUAE , % T 0] RE & M 5 [ A F- 15 2 42 (9 h [6] N B0A %
VRO BUR 2 i SE 1 0 A, B GE A B 4 JLss i i 352 ) R A B e A TR 1 2B
LA 2% 98 B b A9 573 15 0 58 LA 1 2 B S vk ok 1 D00 o) 2 5 1 D) L RT o BR T bR R LA
Gb AT S R AT LR i e P I SR - 5 S B [ 12 A BT DL R I [ PR B
il 58 2 AR T A0 [E 8 R il S A7 7 5 RV FE 5 S0 TR 28 28 b, 218 S [E 2 BT e i
DURAEBRBE RS I, A 32 BCEOREARAS 2 28 BOHERR 25, A A 32 5k 41 X8 A1 [ B B 9 AR 15 1]
BT o T J5 — b R e 4 iy T A L)

SR, A6 T S L U, 3k L 15 M R 1) O AR AR B D A2 ik o G — 7 i A I 1) A i 2
A HAE ST T, 25 9 R M A B8 RS ik DL I I 25 iy (O I N3k ) 8 5 8 i A7 A o 22 57, ol 28 il
JE BB Y 2 5K AS e SR 2 ) B 2 B MWL o TR ) 5 — A5 U 81 28 1
I Ay Z A R A1 52 5 KB AR A5 22 TR 8 mT LA 2 SE AR A 5 e A T o BE AR
il %8 & A LA ——BlR T ) 2, WAt A K AT RE ko 1E 8 B RS [ AL ) 8 T G
BT 51 A, B 2 HE R B AU 9 AR B = S8 i AK 3, T2 B 23 £ Ws i (5B ) 4%
RN T o H=, 2B JE AR 52 T 7K DAACKE I ] f BRI A A 20 B R AT 2 W e 07
EAR R 55, ) 58 25 B AU AT A1 I N A% B 5% Tl 3 0l 245 B2 1y o e €58 I il 98 2 T
Fe) R FE L AEAIBA IR SRR A G — ] 7

(2) 58 12 A ALy T B —— 2 A il 8 1) 0 %

B (e 125 e T SE AP 5 F i RS T A T 0k LA B BT A 45, DR B b T SR 55
7 BUR A B, A 5 O0 [ SO B RN R SE R, G AR E R — A =4 AU &
TS I 5K AU B AT R S TR UE L 58 A N DA KT A R 2 NI A T
PGV B B LA FE A R 43, T DA X ORE — AR A A R R A B R R AU X T E 2

(65) MM FEHAR A RAT A WIS B N E . S5 B AR AN X —HIg Ul IS EEL . See Stephen
H. Legomsky, Immigration and the Judiciary: Law and Politics in Britain and America, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1987,
pp. 187 - 190.

(66] Stephen H. Legomsky, Immigration and the Judiciary: Law and Politics in Britain and America, p.188.

(67) See Act of Jun.25, 1798, ¢h.58, § 1, 1 Stat. 570, 570 -571.

(68) I Aty 3 B A iy L AR, JLBR 75 45 52 0 Xk L5 S [0 45 R UM 5710 56 AH DS B, 1) 28 2 0 AR R AT 40 - 7E BRI 38
R E RS Z 7, 802358 R AT R 2 3l 5% 5L LA JUE BOUR

(69) See James Madison, The Records of the Federal Convention of 1787, volume 11, pp.235 -239, 267 —273.

(70 MR 5 [ S8 1k , Al A A 28 B KE I 18] 2R 05 L AR AN A5 21 8 S A BB, A I 5] SR il JLAE AR 13 8 A 2 5L o See UL S.
Const.art. I, § 2, cl.2 & art. I, § 3, cl.3.

(71] See James Madison, The Records of the Federal Convention of 1787, Edited by Max Farrand, New Haven, CT: Yale Univer-
sity Press, 1966.

(72) 130 U.S.581, 604 (1888).
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FEROATT BB, J& T EACHE R AL, (816 ) I AR X AL T 52T & M, o A 38 25 I B
IR EIEE R o AR A AL ) AAFTE T BRI B 19 BUR ER 1], Hov, [ 2 AU E 7 R B
I, AT BOHL G Al A28 [ 25 i R4 M AT EOR B . AR IE X — P RS, B 248 BB IR AL )
& ERCHEART ) B — R 43, M0 5 2845 M 45 M T 3 25 R RS BURF I IR &R 1T T

55 I 5 SR R 1 AR L X — 25 0 A R 1) B B T O A B (E B AR TE TN
NI T S B — o X [ 2 AT 2% ) SC U B, B 2 HEAR B AL D) & A8 T AR IR, A aX A
BB 3X — S A i R B AN S A T R G 2 s B e R B PR R AL
MR AR PE 32 T 45 T B 2, X — s 5 A BRIBUR A9 28 125 388 R 2 A7 A B 1, % 0L - AT fE ik
G R AL Sy AT N R LR R TR RSS2 R SCR R A

3.RIEZIM A2

1930 44X, Fe i B B 16 & Ak B U 4] & i - 345 B 0 2 7] 2 ((United States v. Curtiss-
Wright Export Corp) 114 Hy T 58 M WL 1+ “ . ¢ B A 5 9 70048 4 4Ly - B

Fraih  AEE A TEA 5 A A A A B o AR BRI X BBy Ho-ee e A R i —
ZEE B PR AN TE T OB M A5 M7E TRIBRE 2 "7 F T 28, H 2 F 4 E A B AU
WE AN 7R 9 5857, AN I BRR B9 S8R AL T i%A T 58 4 M AR T J8 vk 2 O, i AN A7 72
FIr v A 58 5 PR

1ot b ] 5 iy — SE4E L ( Curtiss-Wright Theory)  #% 5 i + % 4z (Louis Henkin) 2
BT IE A B B 2 BOIE S PRI AE N SCEE DA S I RIS 4 R S B A B AR
Il R 55 T 16 Z A T A ) 7O AR A - SRR B R IR T SOARAE T 1 S 1
e T e A, 1% BRI A 1 28 i 2 AP D9 IO BUR R HER 88 RIAUTT (A TGI8 R A [ Ak i
B ik 2 [ PRk i b AR L B R R . AR AR R I SEE e R ik B B IE R W
B T A7 FRIBURF A JEUN) 2 A 58 2k R 3 T 6 A [ R 28 1k 45 AT (8 A AU T, 3 1 45 M sl R
BR U R I TR O B A 3 O AR 8 T 3 B i e SR R T B R B BB B 8 AR L2 N
1113 7E [ B 325 V2 T, A e A T B AN 2k O ] 58 A B R B, (EAZ AR g ) AT AT o 22
8 11 B AASC DR s P ML), a6 250 8 o S B AT 3y — SRS BV R T [ P ik 2 — b AAR [ )
it A O B RS ERPRE LT A A LB A LT AR 3 U R

BT - SRRr HE , for i ik e AE — ZR 5 HE AR ] o A 98 Ik 14 R BT B A X — 2k
AR, BARIEBEE WX EALR B E B2, AR LA TN ERE BRI T 58
5o ARIBAR AR N T E SRR B EIE B R Z2HORIE B IF AR L E AL

(=) B LA 8 kTR

TRIR | B2 5 2% A AR O T 1 A% mT LA Oy [ 2 HE AR AU i M Al i L 3 BRI Bk 2 19
PG A S B A TN B R A AR LM E AT B A E SRR o (H A R,
AT B B AT IO A o e — R SVHEAE I B di s vk Bk [ 2 e AL
5 ERFI BOA U R A . ZHOGEEAMNZN T E 20k BA R X DL

(73]  United States v. Curtiss-Wright Export Corp, 299 U.S.304, 318 (1936).

(74)  Louis Henkin, Foreign Affairs and the United States Constitution , Oxford & New York: Oxford University Press Inc. , 1996,
pp- 19 -20.

[(75) U.S. Const. Amend. X.
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25 B BUR A T3 2Z 1] B4 i 5 , A B T T A 7 > A 1 S A AR, RSSO B v [ 2 HE A 1 28 1%
SRR AR T A B B AR

1 ERAGHER

CARGE R T Z AL IER YR T B S B AR BUBE A S A AR 2y S R i
IESC— R BB IR S A B T TR T8 T B 4o |t B2 ) DUAE 58 15 BT B 1 BRASGE
FEL PN ) R i . (H S e B, (R ) 58 éﬁfu Kk [ 23 0 57 AR S T L AL 2
DX, A AL AN AL e W B B B T A Dy S i Y — R
A R BEAET BAT RE R P R M, B 2 Lk 0 AR T S A
fE IR T T AESE R 28 b, T RMRR IR ) TEREBE A T B X — 28 X o Jbir, 55 [
IRF 28 R 1) B 3 F B SC A S 5 1 A T T R N 36 A o — A3 T AR E 1T TR R IR ) 25 A
NIRRT E T A G uE I SRR . X — W R ML e , KA T SR A &
3 UE W SO 4 T4 4 PR B, L A 600 A TE 75 3R [0 5 [ A 3 vh 78 T A0 i SC R
TR, S RT 1 i AR BN RS Al 2 v 1 A 0k 99 R B A AR O TR R 1) 1 B e M R
BE , T $ e 1k BE O R T AR 4%

2. A E B ENBH 2

O U TE S IR JE I Bz M S 3R T 2 R BB A, AR R 19 20 I 7 A8 LA
(3 25 41 8 4, TERE— RSV HEHE ST 5 S BURM 1 B0 opr, A AT R K ERGX — & 50
2 HF N T AE— RGN HEAE F) v, S5 1% 6 — P 7R PR < 7 vk R HE R e AR 35 AR
ST [ BT L I EAHEAL ) A B R T A E AT s, B Sk

— EAUHE AT IR i, TR A 85 B 3 56 1 4 X 1 06 R FXE BRI Y
REMARPLCATHE . SR, A WA R FHGX — £ EIA M H B MR &, LRIRIEEE #
FHEGFAE TR T S . — i, IrE E Ak R AR A RE BRI R — R 2 fp”
HXERE . BRI ARMEEREG TS HEML A EHES EaREZBIERT,
N B 22 R) BB 22 ) ) T LA A o g RN X S o 1882 A Y [ 4 1 e Bk ( HE AR k) Y ik
Gy AT FUCET BT B S B Y R 25 R R 25 R R BRI R TR
%iﬁ(i PRI 3 2 F AR BB UL 5L B 2 sk HE A . AL BE L 167 AT 66 5 (59 A FFAL) @

BT CHERR )Y T S BE I DL 32 X 15 5 (29 AFEAL) il Tk B AR RO HEAE

AL B DA AR R ST I B3 A A S W R R AR L. S — i, ARAR U, BT
A 1 E FATT AL HE 25 M BIAL T ) DL R B 9 =R E T AR EACZ o, B S AU AR
TN R B E ZH Z— B85 o AR A — >4 EE 0 R, B A i o
AT Z M R AR E X A ERE AT S IE T, B 206 4T ] 32 A = 700 4 66 1F 1
AN]SR IR TR T . A JBUR B I S BURT H At 43 3 ) 1 B X [ 2 0 A 2 AR AEAE T

76) U.S. Const.art. I, § 1.

77) U.S.Const.art. I, § 9, cl.3.

78] See S. Res. 201, 112th Cong. .

79]  Charles J. McClain, In Search of Equality: The Chinese Struggle against Discrimination in Nineteenth-Century America,
Berkeley & Los Angeles, CA: University of California Press, 1994, p.281.

(80) X HLFTIE 2 S8k WAL, (AT foe o ¥ e ) AR 18T, 98 36 SUAR 9 B0 A W R X — 14

(81 13 Cong. Rec. H2227, H2227 (1882).

(82) 13 Cong. Rec. S3412, S3412 (1882).
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(1) B3 2% 29 % HE AR 5735 1 40 o
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(¥ o "SI AE JG — A S8 oh, BR B L 2k AR A0 5 vk A, [ 2 gl A ) AU ) R S Y
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Ja KWLk dem ik B iR 5| T S8 P R AR AR T IR A Tk i E 1 A Ak v A
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T 20 AR AR IR AR TR 56 IR G G, T L, B R B0 AR TR S B i B ADEATIE R R, R TR T R 2 R
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(108) Also known as “the Asiatic Barred Zone Act”, see Act of Feb.5, 1917, ch.29, 39 Stat. 874.

(109] See Act of May 26, 1924, ch. 190, 43 Stat. 153.
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Encyclopedia of the Supreme Court of the United States ( Volume 3) , Farmington Hills, MI: Gale, 2008, p.429.
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[ Abstract] The Plenary Congressional Power Doctrine is a theoretical cornerstone upon
which the Supreme Court upholds Chinese exclusion acts. Based on this doctrine, in the immigra-
tion affairs, especially in the aliens’ exclusion and deportation, courts are usually deferential to
the will of Congress and often don’t have questions about the constitutionality of related congres-
sional acts. Established by the Supreme Court in the Chinese exclusion acts and enduring till these
days, the Plenary Congressional Power Doctrine causes in some sense the protection of alien’ s
rights to be a deserted area in American constitutionalism. The review of this judicial doctrine in
the context of Chinese exclusion is of practical significance. In the Chinese exclusion cases, the
Supreme Court justified congressional power of Chinese exclusion without a definite constitutional
foundation. Worse still, the Court ignored the boundary of the power: the Constitution clearly sets
forbidden areas for the power; the treaty-making power and judicial power could check the legisla-
tive power; the protection of aliens’ fundamental rights is supposed to attract attentions when Con-

gress exercises its power.
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(113)  Richard F. Hahn, Constitutional Limits on the Power to Exclude Aliens, Columbia Law Review, vol.82, 1982, p.997.
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