RIRIIR

HME % 5 S PIHEA [ W)L T s

A AL

ABERE: R EZL LB EL 6 ERAB G EPHEZA, ZHBEZTEXA F I
RMEGHELT , FRALXLEZHGFTRIR P HIISAAX G LA RH RBHELAR X%

A, R B N FAAEIE RN, LR EME A EE e AFEIN, EREF SNE AR X
Sk REN RAN R EAERIE, EREKRE FERT,EFEMNZEASBES EHGEAG #@
—MEAER N G E ] B RAER ENE N R ERANE EXSEEALT RE
L REBEEFE BHEFESLEMGET L L, PR AERIEE L LRz AE % ’7%@
mAFABERISBENAANTEATRABAAGER., KB G BEFARLABR A%
BEX LA RA , MmAMRT —FABLRAGAAL, ETFTPEIEE SN EA XL EH
0 R —Fr AR AR S

XKW E EARIE REAMWER BAk

A, L RKRFHFRANT,

— 'ﬂ DEI‘E/J&EIEH %*E}uu\

SN 5 S RE A AR A [ w3k R T s X — AU PR S SR TE I — A R
HAEEARF AT — @R EIR B (B2, BE b i 20 BOF B B AN E 2 5 R OIEA
I I3 o LA A SE B A, M BB B R, R @ 2 9 [ A B 1w A ok o
FRINTE — 2 265 [ A Rk ol DU 51 A Bk S5 28 0] o il , 1984 A7 it 52 KR A 18 i o i
e 1 A DR Y T BT 19 9T 3 19 3t = A B A AU, AR T S [ 4 TR M3 B £E Bradley v
Rice Z8 i Sz i 10 4] £ ') 2003 4F 5 [ £ 1 BE7E Lawrence v. Texas 2851 1 1 BRI % B
7E Dudgeon v. United Kingdom & fy 3] PR fe fiE B TR v oA 45330 ) PR AT S 2 By L2

w ARULRINARFZNSGESFE T E R AT H “ 25 k2 SCHRAUR] 135 A 4R B 5 ) B 92 307 (5 H % %5 - IFYT12087 )
B #8  BR o

[ 1) Gerard V. La Fores,The Use of American Precedents in Canadian Courts,46 Maine Law Review ,211(1993).

(2] Lawrence et al. v. Texas,539 U.S.558 (2003).

- 105 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

YR BE 2002 4£7F Quantum Corporation Inc. and Others v. Plane Trucking Ltd. and Anoth-
er ZE iR 5| CHE B 2 i 5T W02 i 5 ) 2 29 ) 4 52 00 MO 3 = 3 1) 12 &2, 1438 4 A B% 0
He b7 M B2 B A AR — R B A TR e P A B s A T L ARk, E vk
Bt I 46 7 1 P R 32 vp s R AM ERE A S R e UE e gE o A, )N T R N REE B
T M da Ve md 7 TR AR AL (p 7 H LR A ENE " is T R E S B ER AR
A" X — AR A L e XD R KU WS 58 7 v, R b g R B AE ) e
RECT KBk RE KA B E W a7 MRE S IR By, o [k B 78 13 T Ah [ 1
I AE A A AR SD A AL E ) 055 ] T3k 2 e, DL Mds T R AL (BE B, B =1k is
P b 2R B SR A A Fok T T @R A IR, X M UL B S8 1 R AT AR AN B B
S B 2 T S8 2 A I 1 5 5 ) RE A A N WD b L i LA R AR AeT o Lz 5 28 B AR )
R o T ] PN 2 R SRS 3 2 ] A T 5T G Ak TR A B B, G T A R BR T [ A A s
A EE 1k 5 2 A0 1) B G A RS0 R DA S BB 2 i i T A [ 1 5 2 0 T R L P D R 1 4
Qb A5 1) R 7 i A R Ve B vk e A [ P Dk e N Y A e A2 A 3k 2 415X — (]
A DG, 5 R I B e 25 56 M S B 22 6 1) A RE A8 IR A B Uk S S RE R LA [ E N
FIVE I LA GE 3k — (R , IR AR B AR Al E o3 A A [ 3 S SR TR A [ A vk vz R bR iE S
Ry T 5 AR DL R A v [ ] b PLas A AT AT A )

FriB A L 5 R BITEAS [E N 1Y w502 8 TR 58 2 A WANA R 0L T, kB
T B0 G2 1 o B oy, B2 5 1 A DA G % S v B 01 R A R A [ 1 ALY B N
FRERLIE I IC LI, 2 T 5 A0k [l P & 00 m A4 T, 3k g 4 5 1 A/ I A S 19 S 0k B8 8 401 o b i 7
IR, B, B B A E 2 5 S 0/ w20z 5 A0 [k i 1 N 3 O S A
) A MG o e — , A0 I 1 6] P8 P D R Ak B 1) 8 A A 90 AR B R O TR, I 48 vh 8 B
FEATHR A, T HBOE B S F RSN ERE 5 SR Rk Is 0T S BEOR 1 AL ) SR A B A WA
R WATALE th SR IR 253X — )@, = 7R A0 BV 1 [ N ad 2 # b, R A FEAE
SR AETE U R LR T b Ak 2 SC B Ah Ik 5 2 00 0 W) vk s T2 DL E N S5 AN E
T2 10 F BN Hh o e TT A R IR IR B0 AR 2R 5 8

{3) Quantum Corporation Inc. and Others v. Plane Trucking Ltd. and Another, EWCA Civ 350(2002) . { [E PR 2\ #% 5% ¥ 32 5
BHEAAYE—D KT AR B MK E PR A, 1956 455 A 19 A, AL WA HE 2 FE &4
W R, I T 1961 427 J1 2 HEAR ., SMEA LR FFE 2822 0 E S E TR RS R
22 B 2SR CE B B ROR AL R R R A SEE AR AR E .

(43 FEZED, MNP RANRER AN, BERMARAY” BASRFZ L — B ARSE . HiiEE RF R
LR PR AR TE A W AR AL BE 2R B R R ARSI . X — RS SRR R AR E 4
T BERARAY”, BREIRA B A RANAL . R, WL B, REIF A AR ARAY X —k
M. EREEEPN—IME. S0 RPN RE B (2008) B ik R —2& 750 3872 SCREFIRAT) o

(5) 2 WERIH X AR B BE (2001) SR AT 55 468 S R F FI e 43) o FERFFI A3 b, s Beid T KBl vk & 1
FG G AR BRLAE A R — T R 6 TR, 5 — T 4 T I Y A 22 B B, T R SR M AR I L,
FSR . RETERI B A5 B4 17, 3 E 8 X 07 r AL E , (5 3 0 BB 7RSS I #0R iz
FHT € el B ) s [ B ) (i o 5t ) AR Rk ) 4 06 28 B e 148 I LE o

(60 ZREESC: P Al b i FAME B i LA R 8 ), (2 ) 2004 AR5 1 4, 45 20 - 25 Wit

(70 ZEMP (BT R L R s ), CRR RS D201 4255 9 I3, 545 86 - 90 TiT,



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

= AMEES R EHEA E E] L s NS o B

SN 5 S RE TS AR A [ [ A R Ao L s X — [ S R B AR T B B e
IR ARLE 5K AN E vk 5 S AT DUAE [ A RDIE R AT A TN AR TR A g BRkAl Al ok 1 A
A2 5 O RE B IC 3 5 TR A A5 A BEOR EAT IR Ao 1T S X 38 T 2 BN A 5 | LR
V518 TR MEAL | R TS0 25y 2R UE W] B B UL A5 B0 IE 25 P o X Rl B O A S S8 R )
1A E XA E % 5 SR E N Ak s PR RS

(=)srEELE bl EAB EFEAGEY

L&A EERNEE

E KA E % 5 R REAEAS [ [ Rk s TR NN BRI AR Z W Ll Tk R A
X — BB AT A, O 2 Ik e WS R LATE D RE E SOR 20K SR b T B
0 S A (i B 58 i DX ) 0 BR AR T 25 BN — A S Dy g 0 1 RE R B AR 3 R O U 1)
RIS AR e T R A s A S R T R T R % . Z BT DL AR, HL R
S PR BRI 2 AU AR R T Pk AR A% 3k B (Glenn) AR, i B AL 5K
P32 2 vh 2 5 PR — A~ 2R B [ R AE VR iR i A8 b, 0ok A 2 Has AR B R 1
(14 358 Al A A K B g Wk B A A R o AR TR O, K s AR AR T EAUE KA
T, W 5 N — T E R B A PR BN A A 5y 2 B AT BT BE 00 55 — D5 T, K A1 [
55 R REAEA [ 1 N 7k Pz AT NI O 7E — 5 B BE L as A0 % 5 R A F) T —
AT R LB T 3l B 8 3 Rl A B 42 BR AL A TR R O S IR R R B A B IR ( Breyer)
HCIN A, PR Rl 1 [ B AL, i 5 AL 4 B Bl o i o ] B A s 34 [l 5K 22 ) A1 AL
o) AR S PR A T s FR AT, OF Hod O At B ROA E A BA AR T S
5 U R AR R e T et I A BR AL H A R I TR R AT T AR, O 7 B A B R ik S B AR
W F Bl oz A ERE HE S 20 . 7E 1995 4R 1Y State v. Mhlugu S, 1 4k 34 Be A 0 16 w1 35
S PO BB B AR B A s A [k 5 S A B T ik e B A3 B T 9 Bl 2B ORI A 4x Bk
(AEFITE N

2. WREFENRE

SCRFAE [E R R oR] Lz T AN A S S 0 — > S R B T A T B
A WP IHAAE T S 75 A1 [ 75 R FA 0] T 4 1 w3k s oA B S o WA Bt %
A7 S, — URA R A R T A ) R BRI S, e AR R — A is ik

(8] Ruth Teitel, Comparative Constitutional Law in a Global Age, 117 Harv. L. Rev,2570 —2596 (2004 ).

{9) H. Patrick Glenn, Comparative Law and Legal Practice : on Removing the Borders,75 Tul. L. Rev. ,977 (2001).

(10) X Pl A A% 2 A& Angioletta Spert, See Angioletta Sperti, The Use of Foreign Law by the Supreme Court of the
United States, Interest Group on the Use of Foreign Precedents by Constitutional Judges, unpublished, 2010.

(11)  Full Transcript of Scalia—Breyer Debate on Foreign Law, http://www. freerepublic. com/focus/news/1352357/posts,
Vi [F] i E] 12013 4 10 A 30 H,

(12) State v. Mhlugu,SALR 867,917(1995).

(13) BORPEME 18 el PRI 2 X AR LM — W& 5. #ol B [E]K KRR H e R (L RE A
), R DU 3R 1A RHE 2003 AR AR 55 1 T

- 107 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

Hefig Rk 20 2y i e, (EUR i A B A R A RS I, st B A BRI AN B E 1. I,
RS R — R R R AR . LR SCRRE RO A — BTk B HL Bk, ik E AL B
)AL Bk AR AL T — AP AL A o il 56 [ J7 38 BOK 22 15 22 B 19 25 98 7k (Jackson ) (4%
L5 SE vk T 92 PR S AEL T 20 B0 FL B B T AT B G st B FR AT A D s T ik
T A % 24 308 300 i AU o g e e 1) S P BRTR S TR I R0 = TR AT A L 52
TAM B ) WE R F B UGS — DIt & R AR B A S B A%~
MELATE 5S4 H BB SR 2 T Z . LASE [ B i 0k Be i ds A D 1], R4S 56 [
B 19 0 e AU [ S8 B A L U, B30 (A ( Ginsburg ) DA 56 [ £ 8 0 B I 24 32 1)
PRI B 7 T DN CA 1] 52 1 e v 15 e v B A — S A 45 A 22 0 1) ik HUR ) ik g R v i
Bz F HEBE 1 — I XA LR ARG T R 2R B nike] . i A w2 E AHE
Ny [ A R O 2 a8 BB 1 05 i, T ELA R ik R R IR S B T A —E AT AT
FLAER 5| S R AR 1 Sy vk AR AR R D) AE M)A R, B R R G
B T A7 ] 3 R ] B ) E 5 B TR A R A — i GE B, B A A L Ak R E
RS BINE . A A A & ORI 4 51 S0 1 5 R B4 B T — i B BV A 1 B
JEAR o

3.EBRBE

EEBMERR LN AR — —EEBHLERZERSRS, wRe
B — SE AT Al BIAC I o 35RO A 5 S0 REAE A [5] [6] A Rl 3k P A7 s i AR
2 MRS AE A ORISR Tk 9 5 B o FE MR R, 2R — A E R R 1 H Al [ 52
(3 A, B [ Rk A AR B T A [l A EE B o SRR TG B [ 0k A R i
FOIA B C B AR n] RE R IR 2% A R IS0 IO ZE A PR R o i, + 2 S R A
Chip b RE L), Pt o B i < Bk L) 110 i 88 8 2% B 36 b B 0 S8 4 i [l ik
BT S [ e R A IR I 5K 0 vk A AR KR BE bR TR D SO B — E A
P, 185 e o 3z I Ab [ 3 0 X R SCAE AR PR O R B o A 27 2 A 0, i i e A [
X R (P ] 5 7] Ak Tl R R D o K5 0 [ R 3k [ 4% 48 22 ) A A 119 1 22 1E X
¥ A S Ay I R LS

()R ELERARRAAR ] ZFTEZAGEY

1 EFH A0

Bt A [ k5 2 BB A [ A R 3 AP as A N AR AR VR0 T ik 2 ERE A a7
X — 2l R SRR IR SR IE . AR AR, — E N RBEA 55 X M At

(14 Vicki C. Jackson, Constitutional Law and Transnational Comparisons: The Youngstown Decision and American Exception-
alism,30 Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy,193(2006) .

(15) FEEWAKEX, BN "M EUE P 2B R L B T X Se gk e T B B i R AT A 5 1 g v 1k B, 1H
S B G0 38 [ A i B R ) Ho At B R 2 ) AT 2 W # . See Ruth Bader Ginsburg, Looking Beyond Our Bor-
ders: the Value of a Comparative Perspective in Constitutional Adjudication,40 Idaho Law Review,1 —2(2004).

(16) S W EFEE (REZUSHGIOIT) (5 2 M), JEETHKE A 2009 4F4R, 55 6 -7 1T,

(17) DR IRARMERS  CHBaE) MM, A AR 1999 4R R, 55 76 T,

[18) Gerard V. La Fores,The Use of American Precedents in Canadian Courts,46 Maine Law Review ,213(1993).



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

SEBC 2 0 A T R A B4, S R o A R A LS L s, 3R
U (0 e XA AR A 240 5 7 g — 1 T8 S DR 2 R P 2 T ot i
S A B e A P R RS IR A B 1 — R B AP, AME MR R AL AR AR
FE LA 80 1 S T o P . DR, 4 K 22 B S L o 5 A 9 e i
Z PR A A7 AL B4R 45 5E 06 R 9 fE Lawrence et al. v. Texas 1, B /K 87 ( Bowers ) ik
g, [ 1 35 R 5 EL A 1 I3 b S 90 I B A5 D A1 3 R 4 5 A AT 6 4% 5 o
WLAE T 404 X A 0 BRI k2 5 3 010 o 04 95 4 75 , 95 2 9 6 5% A A 9 0 200

2. SNEl i 5 R IE R O R AR

J5 A B35 R B8 1 T R A7 1 1 TR ) 2 SR S 35 51 3 15 2 001 [ Py ) o £
PG A ekl o 10, A A P D i P A o A 8K S L 1 5 S o A 7D 9 5
H IOy W08 SR, o T3 o SCIRTS e TR G040 %5 22 0y T 00 5 IR, % 2 DL 3 % 41
[ 0 A AR MR o T L, 46K 20 MO0 B IR R 95 PP o W S S B P LA TR v e
[, AT E T A R T 5, A D L 0 2 7 S 2200k 3t DLt o 2 4
R, F AT 1A BR R 50 32 AN 3 5 90 1, 0 B o A e S M ML s
FUAT Yo 2 5L 6 B, £ 22 MRS ] [ 50 00 3 e vt SRS TE L 19 S04 . SR, 7 A I B
PR OB RN T AR KRR LI T (B 2 T o, Tk R R ) 1 52 %
T2 T R 2R R G B RO L R % B T g R B e 07 R K 1
P L Al DA T AR % O AR 0 0 R 10 M 5 P % R T O ST SR
% MO Tk [ R o A ok R R T R L i EL 3 B 0 S, 7 TR0 4908 R: 3
52 B 10 A 0k 1 2 L 2 A 3 AR AR 1 T R 0 U —— 3 T A SO S A R 22

3. ERREEN

B37 1k 7 O I 1 U R A 2 B 0 K A — T AT S T 5 B B R A
0 — TR G A 2 SR T 45 TS LS 9 0 R R L O 2 A M —
SR TA R FE R 2 ] 4 S 0k AL PO 0 s B B4 4 1 51 10 5 5 9140 4 ok L
AR 28 I I TSN o 7E AT S, 25 ) 485 e S T 28 e 17 4 J2 < 9 4 TS J2 9 1
B, SIS IR I AR A 2, (R A A R B S A e 2 s
W e P T A R A S S TR RN

()% B &89 3F ik

AT B 2 S K 1 s A [ K 7 A [ e S A B 3
g — A~ D, AT AT b B B AR AT B A ST A AR 2 . SR G R

(19)  Sujit Choudhry, Globalization in Search of Justification : Towards a Theory of Comparative Constitutional Interpretation,
74 IND. L. J. 838 —839 (1999).

[20) Lawrence et al. v. Texas,539 U.S.558 (2003).

(21) Matthew J. Wilson, Demystifying the Determination of Foreign Law in U. S. Courts: Opening the Door to a Greater Global
Understanding ,46 Wake Forest Law Review ,887 —895(2011).

(22) [ M. BURBSHT - S 35 LBk X [ B0 = s i TAE M s ), £ 05 R i 3%, (LA L B 9T ) 2004 4R 57
6 1,45 130 1L,

(23) ZWME B (3 BB I 2 B S E LRGSR ), CHR AR K2 4R ) 2012 4258 2 101,56 72 T,

- 109 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

I BR AL 55 5 TS B 0 R R S DT RS AR Y R BE R EAT IR IE , R R R T3k R B A
VAPV Eel L PSS e SO AR 7 N 1) VA P A) G VAL 3 s VAR 77 I BU = el bic I B
SR AE LA I K SR AR A o O M BR SF T2 SO SE 5 th A, TN R 3 e ik e UK
WA A 520 2 R s o 4y W — W, O L 3k o Rk B RGBT 4 T R AR U R Y 7
P vRERIAT S E D it G 2o 22 AR 98 1 6135 5 58 B o 25 A T A4 3 28 o o R AT S 9 U Y
E LR IR P RSy S RE B T2 S Al A ie xS E B 5 R e [ A R R i
PRS2 e 7= A T LS X IR ) — A T 23R DL AE T RE A8 12 A I 3 45 52 0 G ik
Be B E R ik BE o LASE D B BUAR [ 7k S G2 0w ik T R 58 ) A b AR R
AR o X LT R A, A% 1 A1 [ 9 5 B R [ A Rk s R R I — A A AR

LR IR IE WL S OR T, TO I8 R S I 2 RO A I IE AR B 2 B A A —
MR . SR T, Al DA A Bk AL HE 3l vk T 28 5 10y BE R B AT (9 18 ik 2F 35 1 B8
b T ARG S AT BOX — (R B YT A 2 BR AR T 0 T AR AR T8 o3 1A
BT — e A (E 5 53— T T, K Ve Ik B 22 W Tk A R T B A A M T MR R Y
@R M H, AR S B BIEE N — P07 kA A B R BRI o X P R — 7 1 2 R
TR E LA ML B R BT, 55— 5 IR T AL G A vk R AE H A Ah AR TR
Rt R RO A [ i 5 S REAE AR [ [ A R RO LA P A 3 UE B b T A X
LR BEM T B9 o 1858, N A B AN R 32 S % ok 75 A Oh [ 0k B G 58 i) 7 A [ ) ik
S AP R Y0 1T ¢ X Tl 2 | AN o B 5 0 e N E5 7 Sl o T VR = 5/ I P 1 D 4
oo FLSE HME Ik R AEAS [ [ Rk A SR R R i R R ED IS S I ik S
il 1 ¥ BEAT P, IR AR AN B I PN i SRS 1l A0 A B T AT R — Rl B . TR A R
o B NI S b R RO B T . IRt A E L 5 S B AS [ 1 N ]k b s T
A R P B R A i S EACE DA R O o ek, B BRoxE 5k S R Tas
PO BT e B 1 S0 [ i 5 RO R o AR T N R s AN R S R 00 B b SR i
FAG I AR AR 2 A D ) SEAR I A7 A 14 T2 A O i R AS [ 3 A LA b ik A B R
AR I A TE R o DRI, I Ay A0 [ 5 S8 ) LA — Al R IE R 38 i 28001 2O B s, R
A HNERE 5 RN AS [ [ PN oz A B0 e R i S0 Bl Z B R — IR . HR, FATA
AE LA AE D 58 4 SO0 A0 [ ik 45 8 e A [ ) P o S B el o DAY O 5 A i B A S B
A T L, T A vk 5 58 01 R 5 7 [ A R R s A R A B PR R, O HL AR vk 5 220 1
Je 1 B MEREAEAR R B b O T35 B AL A DL SR IR M LB T iR I R AR . ASE
PR M F 25 C 2 BT R s TSI I 3 28 0], DT 5k — WL A5 F) B T R o
I, 3 — i, FATT A LA R R A

(24) Roper v. Simmons,125. S. C. T. 1183(2005) .
(25) Esin Orucu, Methodological Aspects of Comparative Law, 8 Eur. J. L. Reform ,40(2006) .
(26)  XF MG IA) L, 28 AE T SCHRBISNERE 5 RO A B AT IR R .

- 110 -



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

= AHEFEEE HANE LS b SR

AN ERE S SR [E [ A R ks H B TR g S NS A5 AR R R B, (3
%,Lﬂﬁc&ﬁﬁﬂﬁdﬂiE1!]?%%'??75%%El?i‘ﬁﬂéﬂ‘]i(i@i%@ﬂéﬁ%ﬂliI/z*i@ﬂﬂlﬂimlil
PRI AR I J0 LI A TG ) I P S0 0 LA AR P R 28 B A A 5 A1 R A 5 Y Sk 5 4
2P o L 28 S 0k A A H AR 1 ] P ) 9 S5 B P 2 A 0 2 1) I A 25 AR T S R
XA AE S BRI S0 [ vk S 58 [ A ]k s I — R S T Y R IE AE s
P HAT A BRAR e 1) Tl A1, BIAE [ P9 w095 vz TS A S 5200 R AR e 32 51 5
Il 325 A8 288 3 5 ik B R 5 ] A

(—)E A8y Bk LA
MRS HAR ] S BOR 1 B AT A 1 3 5 8 0] ) 26 T B A — R 0 A e
851 AR AR B 3 51 Rk A S A 3 51 = Fb o
— AR R M B 4E 5
#ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂ‘ﬂ%“Ti?vfiﬁil:ﬁ%?ﬁé?iﬂiﬁﬁEE@W%?&%E‘J%@%%‘J%M@%E‘J\
1 S A T A Al 5 AR U5 A £ I 1 AR R B AR AR SR U 5 0 270 7 Dudgeon v.
United Kingdom &7, BRI L BE L 15 -4 1 OB B AL 2% 2K 22 P AL P AN A N Z 181 B JE
[l PR 24T S R AR Ak B 1 1 (U AU 35) 5 8 2% B M2 A9 S ARL A= 3 52 51 85 1
— A 28 AE Lawrence v. Texas 581, 3¢ [ L Be & 51 1 B % g 13 — st , 45
[ PEXG AT AT e — B R AEAT 0 JB T ARANAE TG 1 — & 0, Fl AR E T ER L e A3
LA B [ R A TR A A LA B R R0 IR AT S R AT BRI o R 56 IR 8 i E AR AR
O ARG X — I (S 3% 5 | RO 3k B (X — ) Bkl 21 1 SRR o R, i B A
T AR R A A K AR NS B RS N BB XS BT AT I AN ik
2. BIREEMN MIES
T LI A0 95 i D) e R ) DX A T 5 AL E 1 HAR I A7 o B UM AT e R
PRI S A MU R T 4 17 R R I — A FLAAAT O T 9 DO 4 1 f) R 2 — 2R AT o ATE S
FoAb E R i AR AL L BORE A VF 2 E Z AR 51 17 HAb B 20 Bk . 7&
S5 [E Muller v. State of Oregon 51, £ % jilt iy ( Brandeis ) HEU £ BF 57 B WL 98 51 T 3L 15 ik
] iy e A 22 A A O I 2 AR ] B EE AL E o AR (Brewer ) YA H LR H A
H B 7R IA T A 22l 07 ( Brandeis ) $2 51 7 4> [ A0 5 37 ik 19 BE 57 S I 2 82 1, A R A
T8 Lo 2 PR AL R R AL 2 WURE B4 22 1), X I 2 AR S U AT R LA I 2 1
3. EBREEmES
I Bl B MR R T D U g 0 RO A R R A O R A

(27) W isgm s . QR — M AR ) b E B A A 2006 17, 5 87 TIT
(28] Dudgeon v. United Kingdom,45 Eur. Ct. H. R. (1981).
[29] Muller v. Oregon,208 U.S.412 (1908).

- 111 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

R Ty iy AAL . FEis R e T M S Wl B B s R b R T
AR T D R R DU ) g T SO0 PR M A O A e st e T R
AR G2 R 224 . $2 5 1k A & ok Dl 2k i J7 AUHE S i & e e A [ W) ¥ s Ak
[ vk S — Rh R B 51 40 ] IR ik i ) A A L 2 X A AT R A AR A (H 2,
BB MRS o PRt ) R ) o A iy B IR R B RS RIS AT
A 1 PR AP Y0 BT, 33 00K > N SR 25 R R RO 55 — i P A ACHEBR A s A IR AP 2 4 T
W S5 e B T 1958 4F 5 H 20 HAE™ & 227 Flge 48 s, A NS A (B 76 35 A
Ji op B A0 T LR AT A WL A 2 LA [ 5K, JLT- 8 A I T T 451 5 T B A Sy Xt
=AM RIS Y AR E R . MR E R X S R B R MR A R R T
LXK A4 00 I £ 04 BB 0 RN B2 e R E L, BRUOE AR X AARR T 4 T DB
I R R 1R B 8 AR R T RA Y R A 3 B R D 2 AR B
1 o O30 ] S 0 Bt o ek 1 5 | A0 R A A T T A I B RS BOHE A i P TR A
765 B M B AAGR A S b, AR 2 A A 40 0 < BRI 28 A N7 R AR I 1 28 A
W7o BT BRI AR IR AR W 1 A R U U B C O A AR AW
B A RN E R 2 5, TR BB R 2 AR AWITE £ IR B SR BOE BT A 2l
PSRN, PR Hy T R 04 S0 T A28 AT 20 N e g N R TR B A A T
IE RS AR AL R B AL A B AR g S TR E AN AR AY X
— A Y

(=) &I E kL E£6 4k

T A O B A B A m1E R DLz R I A0 [k 5 5 TR, Yk B TR Rl
iz AN E 5 2, S iR e 2 1R R WA 1 S8 ik A 5 2R 00k m L i I — (]
B TEEAR Y R S b FRAT R B R A B s TP A A s R I AR S A AR
PRI

1. AIEARNMEZESRGLAERALHERMNE

£ Lawrence v. Texas 2 H1 | 3% [ 3 i — P 3% 8 WU 25 52 46 Dudgeon v. United Kingdom
ZEVRBLI 7053 25 58 A A FAZE 38 JRUUDR R AT ST AL 2 BT L R A i M (. 7 1958 4F, 2
R B i R B IR (Warren) 7E Trop v. Dulles Z2 HiA Jy , R Y TR 513 AN 15 3 Je N 264t 25
AN W7 Y %) 257 T X A At T 5 SO B [ AR — BOR R K, Bt 36 T BEAE
PR RN 24 38 P 3k A bR o 4 (AR ) B T A - 2R H IO A A TR
el I =V B AN/ YN R R TR 7g [ | I v R/ Y NJ< 3 R ) WL N N SV P N ES B 5 Ve
A4S [ 35 A R AT vk RO . R R i, BRI R R At 2 2 DU ™

(30)  XEFH (LI FIR) LA AL 2005 4R, 27 93 T,

(31)  [FEIK. KA R H. 58 K% - CHURTE SO ) TR DU AE 7 et A 2003 427, 45 28 T,

(32) £ Anita L. Allen, Richard C. Turkington 3 : { 3¢ [ B FATE S UL HI0) 5 5776 ) 8 A 0k 45 g 13, o 1 I 0 1) ot R
#2004 4F i, 35 279 T1,

(33) J7INTT A g R 7k B (2008) Bl ik R — 285255 3872 SRS HI P ) o

(34) Trop v. Dulles,356 U.S.86,102(1958).



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

S5 A H o AR A, ik B TE R REROR i SN U X e fE A R S . T Bl —H
bR, T E BRI, AT LA IR AN E 1 Y AR X — B AT R R R, AT LA
H Rl 7 e D [k T A S R 2R I R B — 2 AR B AR (L

2. AIEARMNEEERGIFES AR EZRBEHEEY

ARG B w95 SEBROR R, 12 F AN K 1 17 8 32 20 AR [ 35 A B ML e sl 6 AL E
FEAERIMT 12 FH AN A A BY T B W R i A  UE LB o I, a2 TS 96 /Y
FI Y I S B — 20 4 7 A ] 3 ] B2 1) 5 8 R 0 ) S 1 00 AR [k A ) ARG o P
HE BEAR R A 8 — PR B AT A A — AR 2 HME . FE 57 + 3048 (Thomas Allen) Fl
fii G 3 - 2B RR (Bruce Anderson) ARy, ¥ B A W i 52 B v 16 s P fap [ kI 3 %
i FH B0 T 20— B AR AE R UE AR o A A R AR E = A ARE . TS — B AR E 2
5 W5 B AR LB IE A ] 1 I 2 00 [) A [ 2 28 0 37 1) 06 A o BE AR R A — B, A B R as
5 A T A o) A R i O 0 A0 s T e B R A R A W TR R R M A A
B, RGRE 248 v A PLR R AR o SRR R RA Sl A b, LA DAAS [ i
TR AORE i Sh SR B 48 T o FH R A1 [ 3k, A REA RO Ks S I A WA ERE AR R o, A
T A PR AS [ s A R R A — BRI R B . DR, A AR R B e is A R ) A
RERE A [E A L2 LR ARSI ABIA L . 05 Z B A RES 5 1 B o 4 a
TE R A7 LA v e Z AT o] S itk pr v A A AR 52 J2k 70O

AEBHIEFEERIINLEREFALEEZRESR

Foz, v ik S B iz A [ 3 5 58 01K il AR [ 3 T A U, 2 7 HUBR T B e AR 2 42
(I FRAL ST, 30 A0 455 OB B A [] 1 32 A 0 2 2 R B B A O — A i) 500 s A
12 58 7 e A I ST 1) g 502 HP g BT A £k 2= A, T X — AR ik A S R T
T 2 £ 2 JBURE W £ A 6 Tk 1940 (0 00 Rk S A 000 TRt 0 3 JEL A AR T sl 0 7
G Sh B A B T A0 B AR A [ A A BA A

4 EERANEESROINEEAEERA-ZRNEEERNEZERERM]

[ — 3% A% [ G000 3 1 L FC 0 0 2 o P A ) 7 3 AR A AR 2R T 3 6 R ) 11 2k 1
B R R A B T AR K Z WA kA 5 Aeis AN [ ik 55 S il e 5 2 i ] — i
Z [ SR B T 90 AR [ 5 At T A A A e 5 SO B 2 0 A [ ik R 52 )
MHE 3% o B 5 DR )k 52 B8 3o 9% {6k T S5 [ 0 401 ) — A T 2 DU DR R i K 5 36 [
RIS Tl A AL G BB A 1 B 32 Ak 2 i R R R IR ST R A BORF 45 A S A AR R 1990
LA R v. Keegstra Z2Af, 3L Be gt M 5€ [ 58 15208 — B IE R S 56 T Z R AL i [/ K A%

(35] Ackermann, Constitutional Comparativism in South Africa,16 South Africa Law Journal, 497 - 515(2006).

(36) Daphne Barak-Erez,The Institutional Aspects Of Comparative Law,15 Columbia Journal Of European Law , 482(2009).

(37) Thomas Allen & Bruce Anderson, The Use of Comparative Law by Common Law Judges,23 Anglo-American Law Review ,
447 —449(1994).

38] Daphne Barak-Erez, The Institutional Aspects Of Comparative Law,15 Columbia Journal f European Law ,190(2009).

39) [ TK. B RF H. SR (AR SR ) , I DU AE %, B4t AL 2003 4F Rl , 55 28 1T,

400 WRERS QLGB A) , (i MOR AL B 2424 4 2008 AR5 5 391,51 72 Wit

41)  Gerard V. La Fores,The Use of American Precedents in Canadian Courts,46 Maine Law Review ,211 —220(1993).

- 113 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

GBS AR B R AR S AN N T R IEAT I E AR AT O Y S — L Y
REFHEIRZIRBLEN W2 E AR AR B B ke R G, flan, s
PR ML B A 52 0 5l 1 R R i R R R R R TR E A a2 KB R kA
HH o B HME L i A9 BB R T ) — 3k 2 A B o ff 4 A1 3k ARG

(Z)#F3IhEAE L EH 0D

Al SCEL 204 3 %t 1 195 5 8 00 e A [ [ P ) 9 P s E S %K T R 5
SNE R S RBIRRTT . AR5 AN EL S SR A ) B H R AR [ R ik h g
PRI B ) — A B %D BRI R, 28 KR Z50ERIN 48 5| i AP L 5 6001 B H
W S B2 o Ty, TR AR BT — o B IR T BRI A B A S — ik A
fig g Jy 1 132 T US) an, BEFE 4 (O Connor ) 35 B WA S R 6] I 325 0 L At [ 52 11 0
AME LAXT 22 [ 0 ) e e A A o) g R A B KR E PR i S SR — A T &
Xof LA A B0 IR T AR 4 A L 5 2R A A [ R 3 g R 68 7 A K R IR
PR S5 A LA LA J7 1 — 2, Irig 5| i A0 B 5 R RS R A A A B R %
A, O BRI T R S [ A0, 2 3 (6] 09 H 1B S RB 98 48 A ATTAR IR 7Y
— AP, O A ANENE S R AR AR AR IR S B e R
B ZE R 5 B A 5 2R A B AT B X A B AR A B T AN E i 5 U ik
TIROBE R AE R . =2 BT INE 5 B U RAEEE B RS AGEE N7, B TIEEW
H AT AR B B i W, T4 51 0 Ah 2 5 R IR B — o 1Y % W A
25 N—Fh B 0 ISz, T A B T B B R AL X R R R T iR 51 Y
HhEE 5 2R BEIRPE T o (B A E S R B A IR T RS AN T A
WL EMAR Ty, 2SI AN EEARN B E NG E X WA R, EEA D
5 R BRI e, T LARE 5 AR L S R R B R B R B E W BB AR
FRE A AN TR, 8 51 SN E L 5 B R R, B AN ) B B 51 A 2 5 R B SR
o, QR 42 51 A A [ 5 220 BRI B2 R AT RE TR L
— PPt W, R, WNAMEE S ZAFEE AN Rl L E W EHEE B EEIFA R T EH
By S — B AR AR 2 LS PR A R B 2 A . TERXAS R BT 1 Ak E
W5 R EER B —FORAUSUE MR B R 5140 Ik 5 FE 00k ik — 25 5 Ak o [ Y Ik BT
5 0 RS AT RS T i s AR SRS A DA S R B ki AR BE .
WK, A [ 3 5 2 010 Al [ 1 9 ) 32 rpas R B ARG AR R L 18 5 1A 135 5 = 1 5 oAt
AL 2Bl RPN Z (B 55 BT b SR A T — Rl B g RS R E R S ORAE E B T4
B 32 5 R e 5 L bkl 2 B2 R AT S A R A Ay B XU, DR, 4R 51 A A S
AR B Tl B e A ui ik, TR F e T .

(42) R.v.Keegstra,3 S. C. R.697(1990).

(43) K. Zweigert, Methodological Problems in Comparative Law, 7 Isr. L. Rev. 465 (1972).

(44) Southern Center for International Studies, Remarks by Sandra Day O’ Connor, http://www. southern-center. org /OCon-
nor_transcript. Pdf, {Jj [a] I5f [6] ;2013 42 11 H 1 H,

114 -



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

0 A E] s AN E i 5 S B O iR S R

TERZEAGEOLT I E T2 RAE MR BRI T 2 E JOBOW ) & X b, BRIk
B FokaE FANEE S AR, AR B A E A e e B T AR K AR
Mo WAKEMSLEB A ERRNE ST RS RAEZER. WL, EFE
TEAS [E | iz T A B i 5 2200 0 3 7 o S A AT A S AR B Z RO R

(—)AE ) kiEAIExL L6 8T %

1. R PR ENEHZ 8

R ERESAE 2R op & B 528 7 om0 vh i (A2 LA AT B AR £
B — 3B A3 X & — DA GRS 50, XA AE R W L 2R I 7wl ik S B b A Y A E LA
TEROR I A RE B8 iz AP VA 5 28 0] o 0 SRAS [0 VA A W8 B A7 e R =2 A i 42 5| Ak
E SR, — sy KEEWHBREN, N ZIE R BB LS 0 —J7
AT 4182 02 B B0 S 3 A, DR O 8 B (HLE 7 i T 9 3 B8 T AR b o o A R B
AEAEBOR B, 255 AT Lhas L e i 5 i, BIDXT B A0 [ 3 0 A G e, - 3R0AS [ 3k 5 40 1 ik
Z RN 25 5, DT T 2 AR [ v I A AR FE RS o B0, X T AN TE 25 45 A BRI A9 4 £ 17 oK
B, R RS ) 55 281 Z e it AT A e 2 & F A5 T 65 A h prsl i, 1y
KA A TE RAL . B 6 78 H DR AR 25 150 AN g 2 RS AT I 58 T3 55 A
5 R BT R R, 7 & A BN ARG SR AN . St R [ 5 v B 5 0 X R b,
AL DL B ] 7 X Rk A B R AT A B F 57 95 N3l LR I 45 PR R B i AR T
KAL) R T T AR A O 0 FvE &5, 328 I8 34 By vk & A [ I A R AR = Ak

2. SHABLLE

TE R BUAS E AR B Z b LIS vk B 7 B4R A1 1R 0L A% 32 43 00 3 B 22 191 o 8
BB Z b o 7E ELAR Y R SR b e xE DA R B R TR A B A AR [ 22 ) 5 A [ 4
Z AT A LA . A, X X RO L B E E B =AU, SR — R
BCEAF AR, B PR AS Z20F 1Y 2 BN R AR A A R, BLAE IR AR XS R B A K
BRI e P 2 B Pk o X R o 55 TR S — B, B R R
RGP B F LM A B A LR — Bk, 55 =2 W AR A U, B R R
S5k ARV F S 2 (B B A R — R 35 A AR RPEL A AR 6] 0 JE A S8 AR B AT e B 2R
P U AR 2RO, ZE A A AR R AT 0 DR S B A A UM S TR AR b A A AL P 2 [
YEFIREE R . — BB R 5, 5 M B o, IR 28 22 30 %) T i 8 VA B B 21
HL PR DRy, T [ A X 28 i L A0 [ 0 332 i R RLRR 11 H B A AR TR 2 R B
o PR ERTT ") B TR BN T R LN R A AR AR R PR AL, A RE

(45)  FEPESEE (REFVSABIOIIT) (5 200, JERTK% i RRAE 2009 4 A7, 55 43 3,
(46)  FEBHAA (R MVELEAT Bk B IE D) , (22 K ) 2012 455 4 1,56 51 50,
(47 [HETR/R - BB - GEZTrikik) MR KF , 7 55 B0 -5 1R 2003 4K, 55 258 B,

- 115 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

% 32 FH A2 A1 VA AR 0 0 R 28 407 Ok V8 I 2 A A RS RH) =2 Ak, DT AP 5 ik R B TE I 80T

3.IERIZA

HA FHRENA E Z 00 550 E 200 Z R85 AR, A Ge s oh B 2 3 T s
FHBIAS E 2T R AL b 1984 AF 2 KB AN A8 B 52 125 B 7 o 39 X DR 3257 3o i 175 5 484
() - b 30 i A A — S % B as A 1 358 [ 40 RN 325 B £ Bradley v. Rice 8 Haff 7 1Y
% . #€ Bradley v. Rice &+, 36 F T 1E & W] Uit 19 BIr A3 ACHR 0 38 7 AN Tl . e 3 A e
Fig 5 125 e A A, EF- A0 30 T 7 49 A9 £ 3 5 Bradley v. Rice 56 19 A T 5 B A7 5 52 F A9 AH AL
P, IF B R 26 W AR T A AU BT B A — g A AR, REE AR RIPE o IR, 3
Bt DA Ay A B L X PR SELSP- Y 3 1 T 4 B b A BT A R RT L B BRGS0 R M B
£ Bradley v. Rice 58 HVRf 7 9 491 480 75 10 5 2 9 R A9 02 3 HLAY L BRGE D, ZEAR R R
ARBL TR Y AR A RS DL S 0T 00 S, e TR — A S A R A, TR IR I o R
W, 25 E A PO A SRR R R S ATIE X AT DL S e 5 . — B
o4 2 76 TR 5 B8 ME R AR AT AP SR A B A OGRS iy M) S R 5 R R AE R i
BB UE R — FS IR M AFAE , R 1G5 & S B T A [ 1 8 A I AR &

(Z)EASEEL EB R

P E E A Y Rk S e s AN [ 55 00 I A AR — 0 R AR BN A D 2R
IR E SR, BRI

— TEAS I B R L S B b T A I v 5 500 10 R S A T R R RE R Y B

LA AE &% XBOW B9 [ . 7E Greenspan v. Slate 5¢ i, Slate 1 2z JL 5 B8 1 113 9 3% %)
Greenspan )12 T ,{H Slate ATEAH . Greenspan Jy TINEIGRYT , B0 A W H L ILIE T TR,
J5 K Slate [ % JLK M . Greenspan [f] Slate ZHEEE ST %, Slate DI A4 [F 75 M i, 36 48 37
5o SR, 2 150 vk 5 AP o0 FAE B = B R siBOR 9 A R S RIS BL T, i R AR
NAESG AL 52 ) 0 75 i, HEACBE S 75 I 67 3¢ A1 X — )l 1) R E A 7R i 98 o 78 3% B i o0
T BTN S s et | T B R v B R ORI AN B A R R A IR
KBt & B R BB RE , SCREXT R BUAR 20 1) 55 R B AR . Ba P& 5 2 I,
Slate Jij 4[] Greenspan 3 AFBE Y7 2% 50 45 2 AR Ak HA WA 1 H A TS L AME
] A 0 R BHL A A 0 9 St o DGR3 SC B, B R v i 3 IR R s T Ab
FE VL 5 R0 . RRFX —SE AR HUN A B F = A3 37 R 0 A S B, M By 1k R R AR
SRR 1 8

55 i T A ik 5 S 000 7 2 IR BOREE R o il 3 B, A6 i e [ A0 2 A o o 1
o A5 AT Lhas YA — 4% 5 S0 I 3 A 2 [ A 8 7Y — A B 22 3R BUE 2l 2 B AU A 3
Wo I, 7532 A E v I 0 250 5110 B A AR B3R, B 9838 <P AR 4 i 0, 9,
e N A 1) 55 il 2 S A 4P 58 T A AR A, BV A A i T A [ ik 5 22 401 Y e o AN RE )

(48) Brophy v. Alexander Constr. Co. , Ltd. and Village of Blackville, 55 N. B. R.233(1984).

(49)  [HEJJL/RAR - v DU (CBEAEAT M HAE AT N A B Ak S A #0bE) W AR PR, 1l AR A 2004 4F i,
5517 I1

[50) Greenspan v. Slate,12 N. J. 426 (1953).

- 116 -



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

Hbo TEis AN E B 5 2B 25 R R A 2 0 A O B g S 52 401 g A [ 5 vk Rk A
WE S G R  IFTEANE 2 5 R OIAE 51T, WA [E BE A 75 AR 2 i HE A2 1) e AR AR 4 5
IR AR AR | 22 R ASCRIHE R — R0 RCR] DAV BT R B TR AR AR R S S AOR] T
FE S ROR A o R, A8 5 SR 00 38 FH O S A I A0 ] 3k A 4% 30 B L B ) AE AR
[ 1432 1T, " B Ay i R ) A e At 95 A ] ke A 2 S R HE R 4 1 B AR Bl I L I R B0 AR
] v AR v B AR S, DA T 56 BAR [ i 1 0 R R

9 = 1Eis HAME S RO A5G 3 A E SR AT YERLE . w38 [ RORR] O KA
] B A G R SE Ok B 47 5| A1 D BE 516 ) Rk A — R AT SR B Al R A AR 8 R 5 5 98 U
PRS0 TT o TR, — RO SR A 1 A 1 0 il o [ e 1) 0 05 A i B A S A TR R .
i, 78 Lawrence v. Texas 22 o, 38 [5 1k Be 75 42 51 KU 25 BE 2= 47 19 4 AL A= 1 52 3] 25 51 1) Jf:
BOA RABA B R A AEA IR B CEA R BT A B B XS IF AT o R AL R X — R AT P
5N SUAN  AE v VS e B VL U0 AR 47 S R AR A R A PR S R R
LR AN IE A RA R B am] BRI IEARA R TR v, wd i E L E
1936 4 Ciff b 52 Wiz i i ) R IR B2 503 ) SR IR W K8 N RDRE 32 50N 19 53 0 38 45 45 S W)
Sk e A st N BIC 44 SR BRI R 19 S MR iE A n] DL ST IE A B BSR4 L X
FHE AR T (A RN R 0 ) 26 44 2R E 1 3 S 3 I v vk o AR R E 1Y
THIE o Rt ¥ B 0 A 18 51 56 E i oY)

S0 S ANE S RN BT DUR R F a8 ok, W] DO A S
TACHR AR M3k . 7E Lawrence v. Texas %053 Greenspan v. Slate %) Roper v. Simmons
ZOI T R EAEA ENA A AE S OB IS B0 AR BRG] T AMNENE 54, i E Muller
v. Oregon Z2 1 4ii 2% jti it ( Brandeis ) 2 DL —FhiE A B UE SR Mg 19 Oy 48 51 13 i |
Fii = A 22 AF A O IH 2 TAERF R I ML A€ o AT B K (Brewer ) 5 B 7R ] P A5 v DU 26 1)L E
JIT AR B0 ) 3 A A R A o 5 A i DA U ] O X X B B 45 T R A ) A M
AN B AR NS I R I AN E LSS T LR, I E A S REREINEL S
2

(Z)AHE S EiE A EFEL £ 6 R %

A [ A S B b as T AN N 55 R BE A Ok B A B S R AT AR A R X A K
BB b, B L FRATT R 2 [ PN RS s A E N S R BT R R, —
N7 5 A% (Jackson) i, “ i AN B A 29 0 07 (9 40 [ 32 01 A & —Fh e 1 m) ik g sl 32 X
e, MR 2V 2 A e b N T T B R R S ny e 2 (H, AP I i Y s 2 T %)

51] Lawrence et al. v. Texas,539 U.S.558 (2003).

52)  higTTEF LG (2003) VB LR AT 299 SRR )

53) Lawrence et al. v. Texas,539 U.S.558 (2003).

54)  AE Greenspan v. Slate & v, B {5 VG I d5c i 2 e 8B 51 7 St A v B 2 ] 3 KR R g A R BORIE
WA AT BT ATy HE R AR AE SE LI 645 (19 45 75 i BB . See Greenspan v. Slate,12 N. J.426 (1953).

(55) 7E Roper v. Simmons Z& v, 2 B¢ F 3 W E Pr F5@ AT BOMETE B &, N A4 5d& T E TR B T BARHE 2 ) ik A o
M, See Roper v. Simmons,125. S. Ct. 1200 (2005) .

[56] Muller v. Oregon,208 U.S.412 (1908).

- 117 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

(9, SR AR T A0 ik 1) BR A A B AR B OF HLVF 22 R B 31X D7 T A T A I 2k 0T
HARTE , B A 2 iz AN i 5 2 B o 2l A DA SRR e —, A 1l 3 R HAth 56 1) 14
18 TN JEME R OR B B0 ok e O B D U2 — I0T o B A [ Bk U o O 1 S 00 L R
2 1 TR AN [ B REIR N, CHE Q2 2% 2035 29) WU — [ B [ PR gl SV 7E 25 38 ik | IE
BN 3 ALHE SO AR LI A BUOR BE 3R 0 A o kDR B O A A7 A6 A A T K
ERCAT o 3% [ P 3k A [ P 000 3 T 282 2 30 3 A O B g B, B398 W) 95 8 Ik Hh X 4
LSRG G] T o H o, A E A — L A T e R B MLUE |, (HOR 283 IS AR [
3 T A R T LA DR S UL 25 G S 2 A T P AR [ LAt 35 A T R E , AT HE
RO ERE 5 2B s o B in, 3 AT Bk I B X HGE AT (2 B F0 30 FA N 149 ) dh 2
i Fs 18 L5 T 0 e PR AE Bl 3 A ) RTRE AT R SE o RGN, FRATTNE 5 110 S S Akl Ik
A RAFFLHIRE , A B2 F AN L 5 R B IEAT AR B . H =, R ik U S [ i 32 R
M AR IR SO R R 1 — 2R T RN 53 A i S R R AIE A [N i AT
NA RS b T AR SR o R, 25 A T 3k R B 24T O B HLE AR AR i A
] ¥ WA A AR AR IR, AS [ 9% e 76 0 phe b S AN BE 8 328 T A0 1k 1 080 B AR [ PR ML E S A0
&, 10 S E L AT B 9 AR AR B4k DU R 531, A% [ ik e i TRy H Y, ol US4 2%

h SNEE SRR E R R A

AN AN S SR R s T B R i B 1 o R )k S, T EL e R A SRS
] 32 55 G2 0] REAE [ a0 32 5t LA R 56 w1 95 552 Bk A O A O — O BB IR MK A
XIS R A BRI RR A O 2, B2 T EBTEAHE RS AA
X P AME AT FE BRE TR BE 25 6] o AEROE 5K, 0 T HEShIA FE I A e ik i — e AR
AR B IR R E AT T g R A P i B, TR AE 2 2 2 sk 5 H A 1 KA A 1] 5
TETERLIN o A R Bl AR e X, ik A DR U500 2 SRR AN O B IR o s 0k L T MR
— B e T DR PR A Rk B TR BN . AR A e A AL R ik
FEVFIE TR AN A A0 B2 U o TS Rk B A BAE AR B T B Y e B R . i X
— B AN E L S R A R T RE AT =S W) DA E G X O B, B A ik
Be” £ 1970 4450 T — A g A S [ ik 5 52 0] s T i B0E A A9 0%, J8 Tk T 2N
U o e 2 T LA ) g H IR A Tz A0 [ 3 5 58 01 R A°F A 1 Sk R T A O, XL
58 40 S i R 05 B B A 00 S A vk ek B M X R AR 1 AR HLE Y

(57) Vicki C. Jackson, Constitutional Law and Transnational Comparisons: The Youngstown Decision and American Exception-
alism,30 Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy,200 (2006 ).

(58) Daphne Barak-Erez,The Institutional Aspects of Comparative Law, 15 Columbia Journal Of European Law ,192(2009).

(59)  FEZZES, LR A D7 B 1 Ui 1 B GG 3R A AR R AR BT SO 2 . B IRk B TR A B
I, BRI 2 AR IR SO A B, BB A A5 T, S E R R VRN Z BB A D R = fE AR O
T, A6 B A Y — 15 P R TE A R B IR I L (B 22 S5 AR R B A I S kA BEAS A4 G PR AR R
AN A ) 2 3 U SR B I R 2 B WA T 9 S5 FH 22 ULl AS T S ] N7 v R S R BT IS T 2
TLE W kb (1970) & L5755 1005 SRS HIgF)

- 118 -



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

VR YEWEAE K B S E L S SR, O RN SN I ik 5 S B AR W AT A SO
T, b 5835 B UE AL T 1 DI BE

N T2 L e Ak D A e N RO B AT ORI 2R B 4 T 2009 AR5 1470 K
WOl 7R A R BE O TR S 51 ik R A SR IR A SR L E ) o ML
SE EEORIE BEAE A AR 2 A SCAS I 25 5 TR A 0 A R B WO 0 R 5 A A L RS
A7 BRI SCAS NI 25 5| RIE A 3k H A R ul o wlIA AR R o X TNl AT BOE L T
PEIE LB B3R 2 A0 BAAT 260, T LA RE S o X At iy IR A SO N R e AR 4l
PRSI E, 2 H AE G YR A AR, T LR DA 3 U B A AR 00 S i 2
WLE A A 5, FATT A B r (15 B £ ) ik 52 Bk P s AR I ik 5 58 )k =k Ak i o RV
150AE ) )k e R A S R R OR 2 A5 Bz A (U P R T S B B
ST T A I A R AT 1Y,k BRAE v [ IR AR A TR A e SO . R, > R R
55, A0 FE ik 5 58 X LA o~ 50ROk — A 7 B R BLas oAb [ ik 5 S 7
Hh [ A i 2 ) S5 AN R T o [ Rk i JE T

A, A EE S SR B b E B 18 A 0] B I T A T T A 58 e DA AT ik
51 R E i B A O N A . RV L BLEA — 5 M R Ak (H B R R I T B Ak e
B, FARAE T B A0 1 4 SRR DG B S 01 o 2 RN 0k BEAT — A 32 100 4 AR 0 TR 2 B A
P L6 250 T KB 194 9 B 2R SO SR I R A — D TR T o FRATRL S IR R
HURTT B R 5UA RA R K3 A R 27 B, 158 32 5K 35 0 52 £ R g & AR BEAT
A B A TR R TR RG] T S Ik R AT ik B A AR 1k RO T OR iR
REVISE AR FH B0, BT 3R A 1 905 45 P i 0 ) 5 B0 T8 48 R, i s Tk B A SG AL 5
16T FPVRAE AR SO 55— T, 7 [ I B A 2 L R TR SUE E ORI AR 2
B R A HE R IR A T E SN . AERXBRE O, AT TEAT O ax 2 ik B 2 5 Rk o
BRAE H BAR T ATAE B A1 [k 5 S0 F A T R S AR T I8 IR A 2, o I O A R A A
Il 3 A A 1 N RDE o Lz TR DI RE o 3R B TN 1 BEXE S 08 B0 i AR 1L 2 SE 0T A1 [k
5 R PIE — A TR RS ARG 2 3 IR E R S S R T A TE AL o X — T T
PO 2 B A A G ST, A B BEAT R B B E s 55— T AR BA Ry is i A T
G 3 AR SR A5, DT A S [ ik BE A as kA TR RS TR A £ VR AR R AP
NFFOREG 2 IR o0 22 GRS A Rl — S B ACBE St of I AR E T R
WE S, EAMT H G RE o 0S8 [ 58— [R) I BE T35 4 ) vl KL SE - 24 — i A 73 s 32
HNSEAN RN SR NIE €PN N W C L A 7 R Ve S €7 PN B N S e
AKEEAT o R TFaX— g, 55 AR, 15 I B 158 491 0 A7 4 G i AR B . — W IR B A
O SRR DR B <5 BRI 20 5 B PR N B PR IS A 45 1 52 45 AR A FF S B A A B
Mg BRI H A, AT A 3 B COR IS IR ) BORS#i . (FUR 3k B JF BEAT DG 78 B 3 =] (
Bk ) M B HAR N 2 o RS — W R AR B 1 W IR B A0 SO (EUR RN T R N IR
B 1 JEE A JEE 4 R S [ AR R B 5 B PRI , B T L E B, BB AR

(60) (e N RIEBEC T #M SCAT 51 A ik LA MU PRk A SR A RLSE ) (68 (2009])14 5)
(61) Jbmtmisf— P ARIERE (1 2004) ) 5HU—rh RZ 5 04395 S (R$FFA) o

- 119 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

FTHEWT , (R FUZ — A BLE b sl 2 A A 8% AR W, 3 T 24 i A B R B — 2R e
— WL BE AR B T A AR AR A LR i T b A A s S R A R b s T
25 (), ) PR vt A BT TSR S P 3 AR B, DA T S e B Y LA PN AR AN i o S
Ui, AEYTIN S R G 57 R R e A R A T RAR RN X — B AR SR I T — Rl AR
3 BIVAR Py JEL g, BV 2L — 7 ) T UL Ry TR S AR T TS R AR AR ) — O RO TE AR . s,
Xk A7 0 g T, R L AR B A O A g e B AT o BIVE RS O T, AT A GE PR
— IR A R A e L0y T Z A0 E 5 RS TP T R S 5k
1 4 BUAH 25 K

Fouk, A ik 5 5 B T A I8 S TR BRI B R R S0 B PR b SR ML E
P AF R T A ERA R B AR MLAE o G [ N 2 R 45 [ A TR SE BROR B, B AT Ak e AR [ )
AILIE 1 HC BRI R 2 45 W T 38 51 14 A [l 95 J 0 I ik, R Ik iy MR — 25 3. XA IE A
B T AATAGE HE SCAC AR A 79 5 10 A B DA R BT 3z A0 /0 [l ik, DT {6k 9 I 38 B L i AR
J1o SR ANE LS R EIHE T E AR R — B AEEE N T BN TR RE TR
Wiz F HC B B 7 5 T R BBOCRE 28 [ 5 i ik 1 RS 1) R A AT] 9 A i B 0 6 1 9%
T TP I A B — 2% 3, DTG 22 B H A0 [ 3k 5 SR s RO Ao BN A X0 UF
HEE RGBS 57 3k e A ok Dt X DR 7 A b AR A HR, B H 45 A5 B 8 XUE
1% 9% 200 JE7 O AR AEF R AN IZ RIB T KK R E K LG E WA B E S
P A5 a7 R AR A NAE T T H Ol 7 s = NS E DL ks
7 888 = A2 322 (R Rk ) Qi Rk ) (o Ltk ) CH A Rk i)
B A 4 e 1000 U, A 2005 AF R AE WS IR AR E T 97 Zh R AL A pR R T
PRNE ST, 258 T R BN K et Wt i P HEBR A BEAR B8 73X — 3 56 36 I 5 VR 18 Ik
W o SR A B C T PR B A5 10D 58 19 2%, AN BT A O 02 T4, LB AN I 2 T
(9, NS R AH AU TAT 10 A S AR R0 20 i B 280 5 A REHE PR R B 25 4 R B AT
WATE B Al B, SO E AR 8y A7 o i 2 i 3 O 08 35 ) to o B BLE © HEBR 15 B
PREE” 33— UE i BEIN , 57 2l 4 380t 32 2 R A5 A S ol 2K, E2EIE T B RN LT bR ik B

(62) (AN T AR 2 %), http://www. chinalawedu. com/news/1900/22/2003/12/1i321244563418213002139374 _
77095 htm , 5[] i 5] :2012 4F 12 H 19 H 3 42 50 30 1 Py v 32 v AR 1 v 1 B 300k 8 38 ), (4% ) 2004 4R 5 1
L5823 -24 W1,

(631 Z WY N g AR L B (2001) P [ — 2745 621 S (R F AP A ) o A I i 4347wl WS A U < € T8 757 3
HEHEA rh D 43t U S 1 L BRI AT ), (o 2 ) 2008 4E SR 4 11,55 179 - 189 T,

(64) FEIZZEP BRIt T 5 B 2 18] 05 WA OC 2R A7 2 10T ) S5 4K, 89 308 5 ¢ 5 7 2R 0 [ A b, RO I 45 T3 Y
B A5 Bl o R 3T 3 DX R 7k B (2001) i R A7) <745 468 S (RS H 45 ) o

(65) ARHE QEEMELER) LM AL 2009 4,5 27 -32 T,

(66) (FHIEREM)EE 761 Mg B —G W, 0@ & 5@ a0, RHE T HAWIE KR40, 0 6% 4 WA &L, w240
P ZEAE . AMFUBRFIEAME AT e E&NA e HURAE A TATREE LWHKRFER IR
(o E R ) 56 1968 A5 AE & 5 i 0 42 15 1 — & B 1Y 4 BR 0nT LA AN 189 3 7 W sOAS Bl P A 2 38 S s (il
TFE M) B 516 SARUE T E BB 5 55 NBUBA B B8 = N AT LABOL A B e 47 s H AR R TE 84 5 689
FHE ARG EMERA WM EAN-FHEMLAC HX A = ANEIET R 1k, & W A X NS08 = A4 A
SRS Y R RO 7

(67) AREWHHARERE( 2005) RITLFH 60 S (FTEH kA,

- 120 -



ShE R S R A R E A kP iR R

TE FIRE SE B P T DA R B AL o S SRR ok R A S AR P A A ) AR [k A Y
ISR BLAE | SR Jr AL 2R R RE oA Ak BHLAR [ 5 PF DT 850 {6k ) e By sl = o6 S92 IE o

e, AN E L 5 S BRI BOA s S A M o [ R S 1k Rk . — B
I id A 3% 5 58 ) RE 5 A AS [ i FHEAR R B B2 B IO Tk 0 vk 28 47 Y 02wl ik RE 8l
& XL Yk B va il 3= ALY VA KL B BT AR I B AR D) e . WIS Rk 2R F X T
R R U ST 3 SR s il 35 S 3 3k B R VR R R M iz A 3 5 S A AT RE
PR I B AT B vk R R T X T ) 2 R ICRE 3 32 S g ik BT L 1 A E 12k 5 S A g
6 g P 2R Al B PR DI R iR Ty o R SR IR AR T AN T AL
SCAE SR e Y R ) A R BERE R R4y AR o X AEF W b B ORI Rl RE B £ X
M FE AL Yo EUR R RESh 32 4 Al ik H BRSO RIE Y B o FE Rl s
Gk 5 520 R RE 8 S RE 2l m] ik 4R A —Fh 225 MERR BT IR, SCRERES B 11 w1k B BROX 5L,
M A Bl T 735 RE 3l 32 SCAE— i) 34 LR iR & T

{EJE , XA i 5 S AE A [ W) i v R AT s R — TR PERGR BT 8. B BT =
B HA TR E AL 5 RR G B RS SR R AL 8 T BRI L BGE TR
DU, AT X A0 vk ) B AL AT R AR SR Y o F TR IF 1 2 A B AR B BRI BR
T 1T G I8 ™, DB A BT RS SEE MR , 808 T 434 i) [ 5 ik A i R A 4
ZRCER U RSE I BE B BT o AR R B0 T, o B kB BATL R e O Bk 2 0 X
B i v 1 S A0 T A A L8 M s B, 2 o R 22 X A ] ik 5 R B —
PO AR AR A A 5 o RO o [ O A R 7 4 T T A9 3k e P A T G 0 o 2 A9 T RE P . 28
FX W AR B 7RSS BB . B0, PR A2 vk B AE R )T RO
15 AR 7 — S X 5 [ B < R B AL B o B2 R a3 T T8 o3 S e 13k BE AR X P 5 TR B A
Ao WG R B MUE  BERSS By T AR o A SR R I A AL
) R BOE O E AR — R OIE AR AR B TR o IR R A A, UE WA R A0 A
JE R AT S AE IR B S T 00 s F AN UEE AN R L 1R I R A AN BE AL i o AR AR B
MAEAS S, HAB U AR B A AE ik , A RS A 2 TIEMI B E NEA R & RN .
W, Y HIAL TR TR A o AIX AN B S R, 1 58 O N A s R T b Y B A 5
TF7 AN A m T F B R 18 1 1k T RO A X — [ AT DRI AL AT D0 B R 52 5 il ™ Y
RPN E I G ST SAE SN AP e i s es X NV I

Fosz, B [ e BT RE T 508 A ERE 5 R B0k Bt e i N RGEBE . — 7 T, %
NG BE R P TR BT A A5 R A RS S R AL b B R Y
PO L T ¥R 1 AR 51 T Ho e N RIE Be B B 055 S Bl T 732 W BBORI IR I B 453 5
TET PR BIF 5 JCSR R UL o 55— 5 T, i e N Rk B 7 mlIE i B AN S 45 S R b, 2 Wiz
PO Iy i R X N AR S RO Ak ie R T EE &% . ok W T R
Rk Beiz AN E Ik L S 1A JoREd™ i T fi i N BHE B E 47 w3k il B 0 52 4941 = 1

(68) MDY - CHUBEIE Iy i A8 w1 7 v A3 T ), o A T ) 2011 4F55 9 401, 56 90 BT,
(69)  HLFFITBR iz fil vk Be (2002 ) L BRI #0755 11 5 Ol Sk 45 ) o

- 121 -



(s EIFid) 2014 F£5 2 8

PEEA o ARk, AN E k5 S B RE AE B = N RGE B BEAT 12 F Ol ]k A R A 52
19145 3 ) B2 A % 3t 77 4% N IRk e 1 W) 3 3 S B — s RO 20 Ry ol A S m ) B I
S 1 5 S 1 as 22 i BRE AE — BN E L, AT Y 2938 R AR o 95— T, 3
A BT PR A1 L 5 S B T A R IE A2 P 4 I8 ] B 5 A b o U RO iR AT o 4R
Ja AR5 A A1 B0 T AT AT s e TR T T 2 IR 46 3 AR TR AR e L B Ak O ik as
B R T IR AP M 5 i B

25 b #r, BB I, P N 2SBS0k S A T D ) ke b Sl B
(OASEVN IRV e RS A SIS RECH: (N P<iok @A v L 0 e el B0 | P N ES e A R 1 P =
V5 AT A 5 SO R0 e 0 DR X I, 45 S0 [0k B P o O B 2 A b s TR B O . fHUE i
A B B — A i DA R T B0 TR R I Rl Y 3k O A R RE 1 B K R 7, O HL ik
AR ON A A DR IR A 20 [ RS AL R B IA T o X ol R AT E S e
L HR WA AL RE © ik B R U IR R A, SRS A RE RS 1L A [ 3 5 52 0 1 o I Dk R
Pliz Hl o b 7 MG AN Bk 5 S0 0 B A B w) iz D, e A R B ml L o ) 3 A B Y
773 B TALE B kS R s TR AE 8O 7RI R R Z A 38w AR LR A
PEAT WA < 20— ,a T AN [0 55 S0 A9 3 0 20000 At BT K45 51 4 A1 ] 325 B JHG 0 49 9 P I
O AE O S IR RIS E e e s s, 58 T A IR E RSB AR E K EE
KK 1 oA B SN LS IR SR 51k R S A B 5 =k e R iE AN
V5 B g 0 5005 /2 — RSB A o B0, vk T AR 3 51 A0 1 ik b 048 WY Ak
T B L8 ST sk A 25 SRR S7. 305 T PR 5 A 38 5 R S5 10 49 I o 20 4 W91 44 28 A 119 3 B
GRS S QLIPS SN e 24 S ik A VLS KT SRy i NN 3 FP S PSR e
RG22 B I, 38 7 24 1 I BE B T AR 35 A sl S0 AR % A O A
5 PR ML A TR 1 A B O LA o B B B e AR A G E R

[ Abstract] Domestic application of foreign laws and cases in comparative law sense re-
fers to the invocation by a domestic court of relevant foreign legislation or case law to interpret
domestic legal norms in cases involving no foreign element, or to reinforce legal argumentation
in cases where there is no applicable domestic legal norm or established cases. In concrete judi-
cial practice, the application of foreign laws and cases by domestic courts can be divided into
three categories: invocation of general principles of law, invocation of specific legal systems,
and invocation of legal concepts. Under most circumstances, the purpose of invocation of foreign
laws and cases is to interpret and clarify domestic laws, rather than to directly apply foreign le-
gal provisions to a domestic case. The foreign law thus invoked does not have legally binding
force in the sense of domestic law, but constitutes a persuasive supplementation to legal argu-
mentation. Currently the Chinese courts should adopt a cautious attitude towards the application

of foreign laws and cases.
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