7 A ) AMFEOFRAEME (157)

WE RSBV EIZT b, 7, U3EEE Truesdale } UF Mariscal 2[R
EREZ T BHEADD L DENICOVTEEREZRE RNV LI2T 5,

Vb X)) ML, BEEEIY—F VLA T4 2% L, Court of
Appeals DHIW 2 EFE L, 2= LKET,

2. FUAN—TEHE OGN E R

L 78 Truesdale & Of Mariscal I2% 4 24 <) — - Vv v I A ¥
b (summary judgement) %BIF54H%EFK L TW5AHZ & % FGFICHER
HIZBMT 5, E612, White IZBILTdH <) — - Vv v VA balR
FAAMBERLTVL EAIEEERZHML T i,

(RMEIZ2o W T, %o Kisela v. Hughes, 584 U.S.
(2018) & F L O THHT %)

, 138 S.Ct. 1148

Kisela v. Hughes, 584 U.S. , 138 S.Ct. 1148 (2018)

AEZDV D & OMlRE 2T THB BRI EGED, v 5o
A7 2R L CGECORMITEDCHEZHEL, 2EXGEZIETL LIS
ROLDWEDRdr 072720, TOHEZHEEL7Z2Z LI L TERERM Y
A Fv42, 19835120 CIREIGHEF R 2 SN2 Lo &, Mg
BIZHERTTATLD 5 75,

(BROBE)

THDBF v F A4 7 TREY Y DT b FOREMEHE 2 1A G
HENTH 5 ERE O Kisela 13, M4 0B E L L HIBUIEHKIT A
VI, BE DS FA T EF o 2 B0 oW TG R 2 2.

PEEO—ADS, BREOEROEIEHEL Th S HEHEON 1TV
724tk (Chadwick) 25V 5 DRz, ZEEE 5 & Chadwick O [
DR EDOEP S OOV ERBD T = Y AN Do, RIEREDS
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1, BRI NT LR E —3T 5, KIS AN TH % Hughes 7K
EhFvFUFAT7EEWLTHEENSTTL 52D % HE L 72, Hughes
(& Chadwick ® J5 12T &, Chadwick 25D 5567 1 — b L
ZAHTIUBILE 572,

BRESIIFEENOML, 4% Ed 20, Hughes 2+ A4 7%2¥5T
5 X HIZAT L7z Hughes IZFBLHE VT WAE X HITHZ 7278, BRENWV
LHZLERBLTBLTY, A 72ETHI LI LAadro7z. Kiselald”
x ¥ A LIZ Hughes (2 4 MR 2N 2 72 E53E & %% Chadwick % #i52
LCHh 5 Hughes 2542 T TOMIE—0d Vo TWidh ol
Hughes 2588 X W B 5 725130 b b b D TIE %R L, BEESIZ
Hughes %333 L, WPelciiis L7z,

ARG EENE, Z82E 51, Hughes 2% Chadwick ICfEE%2 Mz L9 & L
TWwWa EEELTW, /2, AT, Chadwick & Hughes 5[ & L
Tw/7zZ &, Hughes IZMMEEOMHIELH L TW/=Z &, Hughes IZIE
L 7220 F v % Chadwick 253K & e\ 2 & IZHEIZ R TWwW72 2 &, Hughes 1%
fl 4% R % 8 & 5 72912 Chadwick O i\ K12 F 4 7 % %€ % D1F T Chad-
wick % L, Chadwick |3, BE2HIA T2 HEIHE 2520 MV ALY 115
72RO Tz 2 &, Chadwick 13, FHO MM S iz &L
TH 5, Hughes DEJFEA L L TORKED S, Hughes IZHIITEE 2 &
ElonZdlEofcbloTnizll, Lo diErd 505, b0
5% BBV > 72DIIHBHOZ L TH o720

Hughes i3 Kisela [2xF L, &4 B 1E1C8EX U CREIZ AN 2476 L 72
CEEARBBLE LT, AREZRSY A V42, 19835130 S IHERE %
Ko BHRZ B L7z, District Court 1% Kisela (2x%F L THRERTE (quali-
fied immunity) ZFOY <) — - Vv v I AL (summary judgement :
IERFEFMERE L WTREINDHAR) 2T L, ZHLT, FIK
[\[X Court of Appeals 1%, Kisela D743 4 BIEIERKLTEBY, 72,
C D 4B IEE UL FKE X OB 581, BIEHICHLLTWw5 v
Z, L7255 7C, Kisela idREREZZITA I LIETE R, LOMER
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5, District Court I W % B % L 72, Kisela 12, KEETOHEM%Z H
L7 T72%5, Court of Appeals & = @ HI. T %3BIF 720 A E & #HH T
Y —=F VA 94 %2BEL,

(HE)

Per Curiam
Wege - AR L

1. REo% ik, WiE A Kisela 258 H &5 A\ Hughes 8% L 722 &
AR E R (qualified immunity) 5 OZAF:Td 2 WHEI M L 728
(clearly established law) IZ L TWARWEWRZ EZ0ENTH 5L,

BE3E -4 2 2561 Tld, Tennessee v. Garner, 471 U.S. 1 (1985) I2HB W\ T, &
BOPFN R AW AT L 722 L O&ELZ B L7z Garner \2B\»
T, BB IWERED LA REZHICERZAKITT2HELADLED
fEfEr A LTS LB AICEAHYLEHEZR LTV 256, bt
HOXREZILT 272OICBRNATR 2ATHT 5 2 L1358 4 BIEEAS
LIV 2w EHRIN TV S,

¥ 72, Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989) 2B\ T, BEEDAILT]
BRI S DThHo Bl ) Frik, LROBE, HIITHED
RN T DHEOHE, B~OEMCATOEE, ML odifrehe
NOFERLHFIIHS L THEEIHB 5 2 &2k 6N5 LHIREINT
Wb, F7, FEOHBOITMHEIE AMEIE LEHI & VR 2 hENIEE
OB HBE DOEENCT AL RE L TZOVE» S T Sz T
%63, BAEICIVHMLCERbhnwEdhi, 2L T Z0k5%
MW B RO SNE DI, FEHEL, FiENIT, SBIZELTBHERT
X, EORMEMNRREICBWTLEL SNLIERNORETERTFILL -
SWHI L 2T NE RO WZ EDRMHTH S & SNz,

AEOFEMBROT TIELUTIZHER 5 X 912, Kisela IZIZRERE A
5.2 51 % DT, Hughes ~OBICWAHILII DATEDE 415 IEITE L C
W BPEPZ NS 2 LEIE %R, ORI TIZHET L 2.
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WEATHNIEARL ) I EWMHEICHEL L CwaEEED L Ik
FoWENE, EEOITAENRELLEVZLGATRITNEL, BRERED
5 8N5. HEDITHEDZTH D L OHEME EENHIEICZIT TN D
PEPIEEPBTONL I LI E-0, BEEDITHED RSN LD
BEIZHES LTHEABIE Lo AT SN D,

BPFEDHBITIE, D BRI L TWiz v 201213,
WS L CHEEI T L2%brd 52 L EFTRESRE S G
A, oL - FBELOBOSHFIZ I ) Fruomiohnb ot io
TWBEVARRITRIEE SRV, BWRAIE, EZIEFTLILICEE
L FEE R o> T\ (the plainly incompetent) 7, & 5 Wi, %
NEHS TV L 72k BE L HUNDOTRTOFITHERTIZ L B4R
EBRERZ LB BEEEIE, THREHINISS LT, L) biFE 9 Km
[X Court of Appeals \Z%} LT, WAMEICHES. L7215 % BARDY 2 92 4R 2 i
NC, BO—BEErET IR TERIT T LEOLLVERYELABRTE
720

HFOBARN 2 FEBLRICEIL T35 2 & (specificity) 1345 4 1B1EHS
BMbBHEITIZEDDIERETH L. ZOXMRICBWTIE, B 2855
HE2HrHERRIENTEL22HEIIVHMT52 825 KELT
WHEZPE) DDOTH D & 2 BEEIFFRH L TE 2o AR OITEDHEE
THoTeNENE ) Frpiid, il 2 OFMOHEMRIZ L - THEwRITK &
SEREINBEFBTHY, L oT, FHLRIMEOTEEREIE
EA OB 2B VIR ) BRI ERE 2N S5, BT 5
FEBRICET A H I, AT OITHEIBR 26 L 29 Thn
BE L OMICHELRERB L&, ZOREOREIIOTHEIEDLETH S
LWV EMEEERICGAALIEDNTE 5,

bHHA, EXOVT—HEMIZERSN TV BT TR, EHEICRIE
PO S Z 525 T EFRRMIZTELV L W) bIFTIEE WS,
Garner . OF Graham \ZZN0SEIEH S, #ETHL I LPHMOL
LAY ERRVTIE, PIREICHE LB EZ AR L 720 0Tl AV, WHO
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HEME OV TIIHMZRELTWL LHMLZTHA ) IFEIS
T E DR OB ERAHIRE TR VY, B ESHIRE SR L 72k &
L7832 v, APEIZB T Court of Appeals 132 @ & 9 7 RERTE
DHEHEZ YN LT,

Beg2 P 5 7% Hughes % 8% | 7- ™13, Hughes %% Chadwick 2 &% % Il
ZABHEHB LT ZHME 5L, HughesidF+ A4 7 TREYY
DI BEFEDEANDEREZ O L) e fTB 2 L o TwaZ L, BREE
Kisela |3 Hughes } " Chadwick & &IE# D7 = Y A TR TOHNTW/AZ
&, Hughes i3 Chadwick 25 6 7 4 — NEEOHH F TEoW/iZ &,
Hughes 354 7 %3 T5 X ) ITRD L% ED EOGHEHMRTE
TWipholzZl &, Lo zARKFMICHE O EIX, AL, Hughes %
BT ENEABIEIERLT L LBFOEETHIIER LA/ LS
PV R DR TIE R,

Court of Appeals 1&, AT Kisela 12 & 2 H T DATHEAHRE 7 b D
THhHI i, 5H9IREXOEH EIHEICHELL TW2 Efimz TLTw
L0, TORLIRY) THD, 7ok 2 FREXOSF CHIMEICH. L2k %
B L72bDORH o722 LTH, TREIAMHITHEHL ) 5D TIE ARV,
AP FERRE 5 D FPT 5 HFICH T % 6601E Blanford v. Sacramento,
406 F3d 1110 (9th Cir. 2005) T&H 5 A%, Z OEFINC XL, $ITELE
Kisela D VAR EIND L% %, ZOFHOFRIL, FH27 14—
FEOR 2R L CEBEZ AR E M), B8 5N L 720D IR
ALEHELAET S, BREPRFELZIETCLRVEHTE LW RO
B MEBLZ, L) LD THo7z. Court of Appeals 1, # % T4
BRIV TEREIMIE IS L 2 EhE RITTEBAL, X, RE
EETHLOGRIICOREB WD L0720 THEH95, HELI-Z LI
BABIEIGERT 2 b DT RV EwmATT 72, ZokpliciionE,
HOFEETHNE, KMETHHEBRIZE 4 IBIEERICIE % 5 2w BE$ 5
boLtEbhs,

Court of Appeals (3£ 11 DA% 5 4 IF1EE X & L 728 1l X 0 Bk 51
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(Deorle v. Rutherford, 272 F.3d 1272(9th Cir. 2001); Glenn v. Washington
County, 673 F.3d 864 (9th Cir. 2011); Harris v. Roderick, 126 F.3d 1189(9th
Cir. 1997)) ([ZAKIR L7275, S o 0ERID Kisela ICRERTEE 5 2% 2
EEFETHHDTIE R\ Deorle 1%, BEEIIHN L THENREEE &
D, FRETHWL W22, BEREOMTINs TREBLZIET, &
BV TEREICEOWTUT 72 L 2AX TABTHRE L2 TH
5720 TOFMETE, RELTORVWELZZBREVPERMOL L2 HBL
720THY), BEEHGITBRBET LI LTE, /2, BIEZEHES
59, EHITIE, MBS NHEEIBEREORRIZIETNTES T,
MR T, #4055 b 7o TERERIWOMT 2B L T izo Glenn 34
TFRBAT A DORIIT SNIZHWTH Y, L7zds> T, RIS L 72T
HEDEPEHWT 5124725 T, BEICANDL I LIITER V. £/,
Harris 3O FEORERMEIZW T FBIOMETAS, #k L Cwzlih
FRIZHIERZ) L LB EERPOHBE LI THY, ZOHEFIE
WIT W BRI & AR TELHE Kisela 2SE 21T 72 & O RITH O &
Bz Lid, BEOBRECHIUIRRLHELIETTH S,

U EOMENS, =3 F V174 2782 L, Court of Appeals O #f
EEEE - ZLRET,

2. VYA I VEHEORNER

Kisela 1&, AMHIEBRO T TALEERNERIZTEL/ZDOTH
205, AMEAREEHFEIA SIUE, BIREICHELL TW2H4BIE LD
Hughes ORI Z RELTW2 EREHFIIREL TVt EZ b,

(1) 9, BEME (qualiied immunity) DOW %2 2720 DE—
DFHTH D, RMETEELOWIREDD o 72ODPHEPITOVTHRET
LHé, RMICERD XS BFERALNDL, T4bH, O Hughes 135051
2o THELY, X, RIFEOBELPTLN TV Ero722 L, @
Hughes 1% Chadwick & L < & Kisela U O E&EIZE Lo 2% dH 5V
BEBIN LB A LIZL Twihro7-2 &, (@ Huhges (Z:EI2HKPLT %
ZELEMrLRENI S ETAHEIE L o2k, @Kiselald & )R
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EWNTHEWTFERNY 27228, Thb, CNOOFEEEEET S L,
Kisela 7% Hughes (Z5F LT 4 58802 565 L 72 2 L3886 4 B IE 1@ X L 7247
FHTHo L WFRIMRE T LS )0 BBV ANDERE)
AR AE I %474l L 7 %> > 72 2 & 13 Kisela 75 Hughes % 4 [I$% L 72
S EDNTCARUIECREHCTH > 720022 LT 5,

(2)  WICHHFEICHES. L2 L T O e ih & v ) Gr i 2 MG %
&, BEEOEHNZ I L, OBBEEVPEED LEZZDE»rOEZED
WINPT L TERZGERICNT2HELADLELEHREA LTS L
BRI ML EN 2 HENA L TGO EEPBILNA
WHRITEL D 52 &, QBRWHNZITEST S 2 L3, BUFflom s
MOEBLBFZIZ L > TIEBLEN T RITNIELR S 2w &, ITHL,
Thb, TNHDOEHMN ST S E, Deorle v. Rutherford, 272 E3d 1272 (9th
Cir. 2001) % D45 9 R ol X DSEFI LB O KE X DS fliL, Kisela DT 223
BABE ARG THL I E ZWHIEICH L TS &R b, Kisela #*
Hughes (243 2 BIE AT D7 % 124105 240 5 OIS 2 A b A
LT do/zl lidHONTH L, T2, TROEFMEFLE LI,
Hughes 13, Z%8E L LRBE=2FICEELZ L - 57KBINLERE L 72
H5LTBLT, E5I2 Hughes IZEZRE L OMEBOMELENTEY, &
BZEED LT ih o7z 2 IR, XD AEREIMRVE S 20w
ZI2DTH b,

COLORHBEOFRICK LT, FEEZRIE, Kisela #% Hughes 5%
Lilo72fabiz RIFTERB LA EIZAENTH o ERT0ICHE9
R 1A [X 3% 3 7 o 4] 4] T & % Blanford v. Sacramento County, 406 F3d 1110
(9th Cir. 2005) \ZHKIL U720 L3\ 2, Blanford T3, I N7-H135)
AL TV L, BRELEOTL L) EMERCENIZ o720, B
RIBALL) E LSRR LIS BRI FE/EALNTZOTH 5,

VI EOBHIZE Y, Kisela D7 A425EZITT 2 2 L IIHIREICHE. L C
Wk WwR b, WIRIE L, BERROHINE, Zh o ofEfogEY
R RO HEEBBDE—D b D TIE AW E W) BRI L TV 575,
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MEIE DS BNTHFE N HEST. L 721 & W D) 72D IS HE AR — D e B 25 H
LHILFEFTEMLLTCIh Tz, THTFRY TH S,

(3) 72 AZOMMBETIETHMERDLDLIIVA LD o7 LTHIERX
HEFRME2RLWTR ENLHFE (summary reversal) &\ 9 JEHRIFH
(extraordinary remedy) #% 1E241t3 %13 & Court of Appeals O F| Wi IZBHH
MO DHLHEFEEAIR LA LRI IFFTELRV, 20X aThi&
MPESHCZ O, EFMELLTEY, FEBRICHEONRL, 2
DO, THREBHFAHEICRY 2L L 2GE0ATH 5. AL, FHEMR
RRERFICHET2FHIHF0D DY), 20X R EIZRER 5,

(Faai)

1. White v. Pauly, 580 U.S. , 137 S. Ct. 548 (2017), Kisela v. Hughes,
584 U.S. __, 138 S.Ct. 1148 (2018), WFHDFEFICHB VT H, BEEIT &
LHEEIATH;HE 2 S OTH Y HABIEIERT S & LT, GREDLL
&4 P42, 198351240 SHEREM 2 K0 5 FRARAHE SN2 DITH L
T, BEELH [RENE (qualified immunity) ] Z2H L. TTW5,

BEIEEIERT 21742170 7206, 198351220 2 B EEMA
W LT, HERMBELROLFRELIET LI LATE LD, FIZIOH
RO OENZ DT TIER L, HEIEIBRERHITESENRELRDL I L
NTEDY, Zhid, EAMOREZMS T, HERESTZMDbR
52 ETHTEIGRENC BRI EDR LA L2 2 HNE T AHIETDH
52, EBITIE, EEDOTHA, W A (reasonable person) H3FikL S
BITEITHMEICHE. L T /e kb L I3 Lo 2 RE Lz & w
ZBWEIE, BERKIXS 26N T, HRIIEFEREMEAI 2L
% EENTERY, 22T, White, Kisela MiiETlE, ZREOTHD,
MRERE 253 580 TH 5, [WHHEICHE L7z (clearly established

1) HHZE (28BN FATAEMLOMZE] (Filfh, 19954:) 412-423HZ M,
2) Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 800, 813-814 (1982).
3) Mullenix v. Luna, 577 U.S.___, 136 S. Ct. 305, 308 (2015) (per curiam).
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law) | 1303 2D 2V E VB DEPDVFDLRLT VS,

DR VRS L 72 U O SFEBRICEI L TR S N2 D TR
TR 6% 07, &5HHPHIEICHILL Tz, ke, &
HOHEETHNUIHENLZBEL TV LRRTE 513 ZOHMORED
W TH 502 & o THIF ST X729, White, Kisela Wi5F125 T
b, AREREBHPNE, H5HASRICHE.L Tniziwn ) 2012,
ZOFMICHE LU CHEBEHKZ T LA XS5 L T TEFESREW
2%, ZFOPEHED L IZEE OBV L ) S ORBOR N D
EBoTnBEVZRITNERL R, EHRLTWS, Lo,
White B O Kisela Tl%, ZNZNOFMFOBAENLHERFROT, LHliC
EoWT, WHOBEETHIUIHE DT> HTETIOITEDEE 4 BIEIE
HLTWaB LB TE 02 MbNEZ LIl b,

2. BEREICLDZABDOTHEE ABIEOBEBRICOVWTRLZY —F
427 =2, ATB e b REL L) & L7z, KgReiEi L Tnin
AR (burglary) OWEEE ZMBEL THLE I LoEEEIFDLR
7= Tennessee v. Garner, 471 US. 1 (1985 Tdh 5, ZOHMALFITIE, B
BOARNOFHflER T2 — - 7R R YV HETLRED, HDH VI,
EABIEICE )BT AREDTHF VDD o720 ARERESEIITIE,
P II OATREC & ) BB DO AW 2 it L7z 2 L1355 4 Bk Eo 1k
O Y725 L L, BERICE AR OTEIE AIBIEOMEIZ %2 2
LEAWSMILEY HABIEEKIN5 L) 20IiRE5IH 415
FEEREHEVZZIFINERS WD, SRERSEHTE, MAOE

4) Anderson v. Creighton, 483 U.S. 635, 639-640 (1987).

5)  Garner DFAS - fHHLE LT, MG DREFSH G oS VI (e
KEFEHRGR, 20184E) 124H (1IHIEK&IHY),

6) Garner TI¥, BLENHLHZOBREOHBHICHRZ MR 7256133 XT,
BEREIXTOEDFEREMNL 22 L12h 5 L) RIFAVREN TS, Ten-
nessee v. Garner, 471 U.S. 1, 7 (1985).

7)) GREEEE 4ABIEIE CREGHELT MR INE L TE), ARERE
AL ETE 4 BIE LM - #UC Y7222 HREHL, 8% - # UG

267



HO MRS 5652245 3 5 (2018)

4EIE FOFRICHNT 2 REONEF LT E, 2oREXIESNET S0
WZFIR SN BHH ORI O EEEZ TR 32 2 L I2 L o TH 4 1BIE
T OFHEIIHMEIND L) VERL, ZOHEMFED X HIZ, BEEEDS
K2 L TB LT, BRERCESZIEEZMAZEN WA ICHK
WA 2T B2 L1, BABELAEGHTHD LHIRLIZ, —F
T, BEEVHITIAGRE=ZBOHKITT LHLLRES 26 N5
Widp % & BET 2 IR MU LA ZH LT 56121F, OFSEHEOR
ExRHIET 272010 TH Y, Ho, OQWREREGAIZE, FHicEsz
225809 EH0T T, BRNARZITHET S L b8 4B TR
T&bL L7

WIZZORIZOEHW L2 E LT, AEFHICESEHRE 2
Ik - AT BB 2 S N H BT DT DS i & & 17z Graham v. Con-
nor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989)% %% %o &R E5 P % Garner % A L,
BREOHERIOITEIEABIEC I VBT RETHL L L. L
T, $E4BIELLOAIEMEHE 7 A M, BROCEHTE RO TH
D, LHROBE, EPITEOREITNT2BEMOAE, A~ OHEPLL %L
Col%z, ThENAERNFESLHRICHS UOEEECH L 2 0h
B bwne Lz AT, ZoAMMEoHEI, @ ENeEE?E
#E LTHIF SN, BEEOFBNLZERII»2DLY %<, FHINIIATE
HETH o2 MbN b2 &b v AffEmnRL7,

Garner TIEXBICIWA I ODATMAIZE L C—BMEHELRLTWE X9
W22 55, T ®MIZ Scott v. Harris, 550 U.S. 372 (2007) THHREIZH & &
NTws, ZOHMATIE, HABECTREFOREELHRAIPHBRT ST
ETEIRE S T LA A IBIEIER T 58 2 A )1 O T IE 4725
w7z, ZOFRMITBNT, Garner TRENTFEHREEFZL
TWaWnZ &z NI EEEOBIETHIIE 4 BIEEAGHTH B & Tk

SHEIIEEABIE LEHNE W 20 E2 2 HI LT &7,
8)  Graham O - MEILE LT, HelG - AHBTES), 135H (MM #ERHY).
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Wi SN2, Garner 1, % 4BIELOEMHYEORMELZ, FFEDTFIIC
BOWTRHEOHMOF RN OTEICHEHE L72EBTHY, Garner DEE
RERDVBOEWAETE T DIk E BT 2 b DT RV E W) REITRE
N, Garner & % - 7: L REMRIE L 5 T OFMIIBNT, Garner DIk
HIILBTTE S E SN,

C D &) HEREREBHFTNEEIENA TR OFTEIC T % 65 4 51F I
DEFHEIIOVT, —HICEH SN HELRT %L, L 0dEtD
BRI % FEBRIEDSCTHI L TE 220w TENTE S,

3. DLEiR~7-X 91, THMEICHE. LzE] 2R AAgss, Bk zg
ERREFRICER SN b0 THLE SN, AT, BHAERITH#
[ZOWTORE AMETE EOEEEEHR b BN FHEMRICESW TR ER
HLDTHLIEPEBLFEDONTE TS, £ZT, White .U Kise-
la TOESEFICX BN A I OFTEDS [WIRECHET L2kl RS
LENEHIWS HI12Y 725 T, Garner S UF Graham % 0 Je Bl o B AR
7 FEEBE LT, TRNEFNOFREIIBT LHERROT, EHO
HETHIUIUHA OITHEDE ABIEIER T % Lk TE 2 EH»
BHbNDZ LIl b, LT TENENOFMEIIOVTHRE LT,

(1) White v. Pauly ZOHEMFIIBWT, RACHIBGITEG L2 B2E
@ Mariscal & Truesdale |3, ZHEO L5 ORRR EOMY % T & &
JE B3I B &2 47V, White I3 Z OZBEHEHIENTSML 2L ) F
Y (s

Lz, Court of Appeals i3, BEEIERIZE L EINTWBIGA, #&
AERHIET2DICLETHY, »o, WHEARYELELTI L, v
PR AG 7 S R UE, BOEW AT O 4 5IE AN 25 L
W9 Z &S Garner & Graham O F THIEIZHENL L, 2 O%HHTDH White
BEGTUTRRTH S22 hb O TEEZITb R ozl v ) B, 5
ERFEOPVLCEBIFTVDE, 2T, Rl TE&EMofin & xR
%0, Garner  Graham DT TEH LW PREZELI LD I LD
R THNEME SNDE T EPHEICHELL TR EELZHNTNS L

269



HO MRS 5652245 3 5 (2018)

Db ND,

ZHUTH LT, ARERSIHFNZ Court of Appeals 25/ L7 & 9 %M
TV HESE U 7215 1E Garner Jo UF Graham O T AR SN TV AW & &R
L, X, ZOFEMIZHEWT White SBUBICENRTHF L2 E VI FFAED
FIFICEANE, AEFEBRICBOCESSOBEIELTHREZ YLD E
BLRFIUTE 4 BIEICHET 5 2 E RIS, LTV A b Th v
EV) REZRL TV,

Z D & 92 White Tl&, Court of Appeals 7% Garner & Graham O, 1
72 KW THNTRETHIUTEEZIT) 2 E PRI R 2 2 L WIRE
FESZ L TWAHETHDIIH LT, ARERSENTL 2o Court of Ap-
peals @ Garner . UF Graham \Z$ %R %52 L, Garner & Graham
DEARN R FEBBRERMOFERRDIR LD b, KFIZBWTS
TEREFOFHREOEE L RO DM LI2EE GV 2R LIz w) 2
EWTE B,

bold, GRERSEHIE, BHE A White Do EiRIZDOWT
FHIB L CHB 59, White DATZ DM L72BEIC—UIXT 50T
BRWEHIRL2bIT Tldh v, LA T, MEERPEHAL Wiz k
NS, AR R0 T 1238 W T White IZBRERE D5 S b 07
B A RER SR OHRP SIS Tid e, AMRd bl L7z Xk
9 7 Court of Appeals DfFROER Y 2RI T HI2L LT DTHLH LW
ZhEHIBbns,

(2) Kisela v. Hughes Garner 2 U8 Graham %5 4 5 El 5 w5 HeH T 0 S5 51
DRI BT L72EZ L T e T3 M THEERR E
PR RIE—FE LT b MFHDSHIL LT3 EIE, 89 KX oA F5
ARAR R FEBRICBNTED L) RELARELTCWE2THY, £
NZNERZFHBNAKILL T2, Thbh, FERAE, BEEEHM
FIfEk 2 KT EAHEMICERL, RBLZB\ETHLEVIMATMEL
7o, MEZEZHEWT2HEHBE LA EIE4BEICERLEZVWE L
Blanford v. Sacramento, 406 F.3d 1110 (9th Cir. 2005) (24§ 2 — 5T, K
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ERE, BRRIUGEEZITT->TEHT, 2OoEEFIERE RITTEI R
BICRTHEL 2 VWEE, FHOBE R CHREE L7735 41B81IRI105E
$ % & L7z Deorle v. Rutherford, 272 F.3d 1272 (9th Cir. 2001) %24k
LTWwh, ZOL) ZiENE, EHTLIFEOHEICLLZEDOTHL L]
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