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County of Los Angeles v. Mendez, 581 U.S. __ ,
137 S.Ct 1539 (2017)
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W 7 AT DT DA % FIWT9 51225725 T 9 &K Ial X A5 H 12 HF
AL T2 HBERA] (provocation rule) &, #4BIFE ERD SN
I X 72 FB,

(BEOBE)

s B Td 5 Conley & Pederson (&, IRk % 1) #kEH D ODell %
RS 2 HFPHEAINAEFE L Tz, ODell i BREL TS LB SNT
BY, NLENIEAWHOMIREFIIR T L2 L0 - 72, HRIEE DS
ODell 25 R DRI T 2152 # T, Conley 513 IZ ODell
DAWORIRITEE S 2 LWk o7z, FHFTHAEDEDRRI, UHEmOR
FE121x Mendez & Z D alJE ADMEA TV B & W) [EHDMEE S N7z, Ped-
erson X Z DEHEMVTWzIFh &L, Conley ZAFIZBWTHZ TW
HTWEREELTW5,

BEE 51, ODell O 4R % ¥ 2 THEMAF IS 72, Conley 5

LR OB ESIEH R SERWIZE S A MK L7225, ODell %3¢
H3AZLIdTEAh oz MU, Conley & Pederson i%, $i#izHhz
LS, HEOEEL MR L, EEIZIE Mendez 2MEA TV E/NEN D
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INB O % FT 5124725 T, Conley & Pederson i34 IR2 4 L
TBHT, T/, KEEMETH)Z LD Lah o7, Conley B/NED K
TRz &, Mendez IZLFHMBOREI KA LB, HALDIZL
TRy PSR E ED572DIIBB 7 v & FIC - Tz, ZORE,
Conley 5AVNEDOHIZA-72¢ &, Mendez i3 BB 7> & Fi2HbH, 0
F A4 Conley D FIZHWTWATEIC % - Tz, Conley (& [$172 ]
EMETN, EERE S IEAENSE O A 54 L7z, Mendez 5 X BRI O
$ifllZ vy, Mendez (/R OBERS TEYIBI L 21T 5 %o 72,
MROE IS, BEELSIAIFMRIIBNTODell 25 $5Z L1ET
Ehhrol

Mendez 5 (% Conley & Pederson Z512%) LC, A®EHM 7 £ 142,
1983512360  HEREMIARAR 2 3L, L 720 Mendez 513, OFEES 124
WTPBIZBALZ (UT, [ESRTORBAZERE T 25EK] £vw)),
@QBE#ESIE, DRIBATBICY 5 THREEM (knock and announce)
Efrbhdols (LT, DREESMERZERET25K] Lvw)), OF
BOIWDNRICRALZBCHB 26D 2L 72 (DUF, [@EF 2 A1
NOFHEZERET 25K L)) L) E4BIEERKEZERNE T 2=
D OIEFERAFE R 217 - 726

District Court (&, MEAIRTORA & REEMELE K &3 53K
B L T Conley H I ERME T % B0z, MBI LA O fli% FK &
T 5 ERIZDOWT, District Court 1&, ARAEL¥ATE 2 HIKIE Graham v.
Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989) (ZHA & &13 55 4 I51E LA B Td o 7= &
L7275 9K EXAMH R 3 % H4REH] (provocation rule) 7% i#
M L. Conley 5 IZHERMBEHTEZRDL. ZOLV—VDOT TR, (VEE
MERMIC (intentionally) & L < IZHEFHIZ (recklessly), M FHIZHED
WZxb x5l &R S, (2)2 0 BIFAT a0 L2 2 Wik § %
Baic, ZoOREMOEH A% T UEEHN TEE R oA o1
ThoTd, HABIELABHEERIOTEEARRINL I LIRS,

%5 9 KE X Court of Appeals 1&, #EAIRTORAZERE T LR T
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District Court O} Wi % FRZMERR L 722%, KA HER 2 KN & $ %K
122\ Tld Conley 5 IZFERE (qualified immunity) 245 L7z, #E
HHEEIOFTHE RN & 5iiRI2D W T, Court of Appeals 1&, A8
AT A Z N HKIE Graham DT 4BIE LSRR E WRZ B L2 W) i
MERLS 2 2 &3 hh oz, BIREHIZEM L, BRESIE, WHEICHE
L 72EICER L TEAIRT/MNRICRAT 5 2 L TEMMICH L < I3 HEE
AR T A ZT SR L2 & 2 8IS, HEREFTELEO. H
FEEHI & 13512, Court of Appeals 1%, R IZ HIBEHIASALZIZEH S e
We LTh, BRESIINRIOEES NS CRALLBICRE L 72mER
WCHBTAZ L2 TPRITETH o2 AL I ENFHINTH Y, KEHH
AR CBRAERMGEESITE L OMIZER (proximate cause) #7205 Z
EDSTED 20, BEESIIHERETTEHA ) LR L,
EREREERIFICED, =3 F LA SAPBR SR,

(HE - ZEER)

BEFE - 2R L

T A EREOBIER

KRB0 HBE T, HIRI%ATEL 728D Graham O H:iE
THEEZRO SNYEIC, TOMPUCE 2 FEKBICHI 0K 4 151
3 B hE0x v, B ABIEERD D 556121, o M TEIN R
Bt EoOF I 2 ARG E T4 2 & 2389 5 (Billington v. Smith, 292
F3d 1177, 1189 (9th Cir. 2002)), HRE IR 2 AT T 2
DBUOEIIZEH L 2V, ONOTHDO T TIRIRD NG ViF k%
B3P o@D 5 T, S ORANIARARRN 2 KA H
%o

IO 720 DA TETI OITEIH A BIE LEGHNTH 2 0G0 & K 5
12i%, B4 BIE Lo A ORI & B 2 B OFREOMT/NG ¥ 2%
X2 BERH Y, MERAITEOHEF T, FEE0MZEF 7213/
FEERE L CTEY LB SN0 B0 b b, ZoRHE, AET
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AL TN Z AT o 72 & JITERE ISP L TO e b L IZEF o
EREOBRMPOATDRITNEE B,

COMVIZOWTHIEMRERIATHETSH 2 L) famas s 5612¢
OEECHEEMLOAELRT L0 TR L, K% S201Z>T, HE
AT E RO IS, HIRIATRIH O W75 O BEER A D % H
Bk S5 O AFBENTH 5. AHFRBFHNIE 4 518K % 5N &
T2 HEOFERMEE G L TV AR TiEo T b, HFFHNIRIME O
WEEGWT 52 LT, BRZAERIITHEZERNE T KL LTI
L2 WHEIZ X 2 IFEREGF Rz B 2GRz ERE T2 0L L
TROLFERE AT BRI AT Z )RR & T 5 REOTE 2 Pt
% DE Graham OFEHETDH Y, ZOFEETHREPRESINLHEI,
BRI R 2B OELERLD D S &) DTHINE, Graham
ERUIVEELCHITTRETH S,

A4 District Court (&, FHIET) 24T L 723U DT Graham OF T
HABIE LI TH 72 BB L TWHDIZx L, Court of Appeals (%
CORICREBZTHRVIZO 22D ST, BARTOBAL V) HIOH
ABIER D S 5 Z & 2RI, BIPFEAORFREMEFHEREZRELCLE
> TWb,

859 Rl X 13 BIREHI 0@ 2 B L, H 0 &0& A H BT o7
2D X RRMAEEY L TWA I L e, PIEOEDEERAEHICH L
CIRERMICITDRTWE Z L2 EFICL TS,

Lidwz, INSOBRERVITNDG, Graham % IE41LTE WK T
RLTWD EW) ARBEHNIHE ) RN 2 MEEZ R TE2WETTh
<, ThHOBREZNAKRICENZNEED D 5o HiE O ZA:TIIUW 2
5 REEROREIEL V2002 TIE RV, BEOERTIE, H415
E DA FEDHI TR E O LB B2 ANTW 5,

Court of Appeals ¥ F 72, =& 2 HIFFEHNC X 5% T, EASRTH
RAERMFEBEATHOMIIGERIROONE Z &b, BRESIE, K
PEEREAT 2 2D SHERMEREL A T L1245 LHR L7z, ER%Z 53T
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T LMY HEIC I E, TR (foreseeability) Ui, Hi#ts %5
47% (the predicate conduct) 2 & o THEU B fEko k SHPHICH T 5
HEEL, MAT, EHEWEROEGE LGRS E OMIC—ERETO
EEN % BERY D 2 0T h % BHFHEHEB L 20 U % 5 v,

L 2L, Court of Appeals (%, Bi#id 5 #EiE LOLETH LEFIKRTO
BATHE O 22 P R 2GRSO W T S S 2T L Tw v, ik
T, Court of Appeals 13, AFFEBRIZIEONT, BEPHA-BHGEL
HARTORALOBIZED LI RERIED LN DMPITOVTHBIL
T, ZLELBOHFRHIZB VT, Court of Appeals i&, ‘EEA4IR
BTGP oleZ & LHEBITA TRSZHHEOMITER RO b, #
Hi A S OHEREEREZBOLI LV TELNEL 2R TRETH
5o

VL EOFHIZ XL Y, Courtof Appeals DFIWFZ k3L, 2= LK,

T—H v FEHER, KEOFHIZSHETIZHMb o TWZv,

(1 72)

1. BEISEBGERT 2174 E T 12046, AREREMLS £ 42,
19835120 & Mg E M AT LT, HERMZ KD 2Rz s s
LT E D, LIV, FHICZOBRENBOOLNLDITTIIRL, HE
& TRHRAESTE (qualified immunity) ] IZERDEXHFEZRDO L I LA TE
BV, EBITIE, EEDOTHA, W@ A (reasonable person) H3FikL S
BIIEICHREICHETL L T EE LD LIRS Loz RELL LW
ZOWEICRY EEIEEREET LAY, TR OREIIERERE
PGSR, HRGREBEETr S REShTE Y,

AR 2 H T OATM % E K & 3 55 KICE L, Court of Appeals

1) HN#RE [A%EAETAREONsE] (B1lth, 19954F) 412-423HZM,
2) See, Saucier v. Katz, 533 U.S. 194 (2001) : Pearson v. Callahan, 555 U.S.
223(2009).
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X, ATAREOIRDICH S 1, KRBT Graham DIEIED T 5%
ThHbHILEFIRE LSO, EHICHIRPXTHMBICRASINTE
[ HIEH] (provocation rule) | ##H 35 2 & TELE S I CHERMEE
@Bz THTH LT, GRERSHEAINE, %9 KX A3 5
HABERNE, BB THRA SN T E G OIS 2 5 HrHRl A )
THLOTHRHTE e L, Court of Appeals D% BT T 5,

2. (1) BEEZID2HBNOTHEE 4BIEDOBIRICOWTRLZY
=74 v —=AE, BTBYeoRELL S E L, Kz LTy
WifiA# (burglary) OBEEZE ZHEL CRTCSE-Z L o/FELEIS
H 7= Tennessee v. Garner, 471 US. 1 (1985 T %, Z DFHATHEKE
BEBRHT T ER L 2HEMI O i E ABEOMEE Lz 2T,
B4 BIE EOGIEMEY 2 KNS 5124725 Tk, HADS 4 51E Lo R
T A REONFEME L, TOREZIELLT 57-0ICFRINAE
WA OMZEOREEN 2 MR R T2 812 h b W) VEmR Lz, £L
T, SOFMFOIHIC, BEEPKGRZETLTBELT, BREESCHE=A
IfEEEZ MR B EDB B WHEICBRRNATN 24TMHET5 2 L1, F4BIE
FAGHTH L EHIR LT,

WIZZOMIZOEMW LB E LT, REFHICKED EPEHEZE

3)  Garner DA - EHLE LT, JIIFIE - ¥ 2 A 885576 (19874F),
HeGREsEiR REDN BB V] (PgeRs MR, 20184E) 1243 (ILH
WA ) 238 5

4)  Garner Wi TlE, BEOGHIIOITMEZ T 2 — - 70 AL D BIHET 2
RED, HHVIL, FABECIYVHBETIREDTHFOD D > 72, Garner
T, BEEVHLHEOBEOHBICHIRAZINZ 7256133 XC, BEEILE
DEDHEREIUN L 722 812% 5 L LTHBNIOITEZE 4 BIEORELE LT
Wy, Fa— - Tt AOBEH, HIIME % L) o 72, Tennessee v. Garner,
471 U.S. 1 (1985).

5) ARERLE ABIEE (A 8% - sk LTB Y, ARERS
RN F T 4 BIE Lok - IS5 22 ME L, #3% - iy
BAICIIE 4 BIE LA E WA B HED 2RI L TE 22,
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1k - BT BN R S N2 H ) oA il & & 7z Graham v. Con-
nor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989)% 2% %o AR ER T Garner % F# L C
ARSI OTH%E ABIEORMBEE L) 2T, 84 1BIE Lo k7
A ML, BEICEHTEZ2VWbOTHY, JLFORE, ERITHOLSE
T A2 BROAE, EHANOEIRLACOMEEL, TNENAEKYREE
RERICIES LTEERCHAN L2 ER b 2wk L, ZLT, 20
FHEOHWIL, BHEOTELEEL LTHHSNEZLIZR5DTH-
T, BROEBMZEMI»2DY %<, FBMIZATEIYTH - 72h
HMbNDZ el D v RfER L7,

Do X512, HRIIDOITHEIZEE T 2 55 bl oL Garner, KU Gra-
ham \Z & o THEVL L, AT2RICERIHHE L T B AR 2 FFICRS
LT, #EOEEOHND S ZOGHMEILBINIHI ST &7,

(2) 198351280 S HEREFRIRIIB VT Z D Graham O IEHEIZH S
LT, ®H2HEEIOIEDE ABIE LG TH D LRIV X W EH
IIEREREIN G ENDLZ &k D, —HT, HFIRMXIZESIC[H
HEA] 28R L, BEEFHEEHERLEZAC) 2562 RLTE2L
b,

59 REIXIZB W CTHMBEHNZ B E S 2 Z 2 000 THN 20, &
BEHDPWREECIZRA L ZHHEADVHE L TE 272088 LT S
722 OEEMIG b7 Alexander v. City and County of San Francis-
co, 29 E3d1355 (9th Cir. 1994) THh 5. FEMIL, FFICA->TEHIE
HTHNEFEELTLE ) &) FMBEELHEREIHoTWDLE I LR
DORBEHEIZHRA LB A BRI S A b S & FiR L7z, Court
of Appeals (2, ZOFiEL, MTHORINZNGZTIERI$T X &R
WEMED L T2 RTH 4 IBIE EAGEZBE 2 H I 0TS - 72
ETBLDEML, Jo& ZEEDGERIE 415 E AN R A 21T

6) Graham Oy - W E LT, A - HiBIE 3), 135H (HMZMEHEL) A
H5o
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LT LT, HEIHEHEREZAV IS LIRD L LT,
Court of Appeals (2 X 1, ZoOFERIZ, HEREOLI A, BERENMMEL
TN OIED [TXT] OFEEFE L THANIE 415 IE EAGHT
HBHEVZDLETHHDOTHY, FHRITERICHHL TV2HET T
IZHES LCHB I OATEDE 4 151E oS82 Il % Graham O3
HWLMETHILIlh D,

Z0%, HEHECREPICHAES L-ERE0HERMRL LD &
WL L7 L SAWBRBPEILL 727208 L2 L osEEr S b
Billington v. Smith, 292 E3d 1177 (9th Cir. 2002) Tl Alexander %, (D%%3%
EAEED L REBERWICHTH ORI LIIEE2T] S 3 &9 IR
ZEVHL, QFOBREDITAHNNOE AEER ZHER L TWndE Vi
B, BHEICIREREFM 2RO AP & L CBREMIFRT 5
RNRETHLHELTZ, ZLT, ZOFMFTERENT- AT RBIIENME D
MHLEDVZT, X, BABEELOHR L 2w &2 BRSO E 4
BIEEFIZEDCFHREBIFTnE, T2 TRINZEFITE RO LB
FWET 2L DTH A5, Court of Appeals 1345 4 15 1E_E oA BN % %]
BN 2 BB ORHMAICKTHBDOTIEEVE L, Ewoind, H
FRENNEAE T O A2 BT A2 WO RIE [T 5 2008 4 151E
ER] RO TEY, ZoOBTTAIEBNICEABEERGHE VW
XRS5/ Thb, 72, Court of Appeals 1%, B v 7z
DEFE X HKHEIT D Graham OEHEO T T, SHBITHEOFHFDIID,
MBI HICELBEOEBELOELERBICANL Z L2 DT, Graham &
Alexander 3 FIE$ 53O TRV EHBEMNIT TV,

ko X9z, EIREFIARENOT, Ao hBkoi%
EVDHITFHEFABEIGER LR WEHETHo T, HEIAB 2T/
THERT, OEHED LRBERMWICHTHORNNRIeE T SR ¢
X BIRWAEEY L, @ZDTEDPHOE A IEER ZHER L TWD Ewn
ZBHEIC, BEROMEWMEIELRDO TS 72, Lidvwzr, IhETOR
ERE O L ORENSE, FOMBICIEH VT VLREFIE L ALND
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EWVZ B EHIT-DND, ARERSENITEERENORZRIECONTE
B L 72 2 & & % Ao 7275, City and County of SanFrancisco v. Shee-
han, 575 U.S. __, 135 S.Ct. 1765 (2015) ORI BT HIBEH 2 378 L 4
WZ L ERIBELTERD,

3. AHIZBWT, GRERSFEHIIEBENEZ, HIEOTHED
Graham OIEHEIZTEDS L THERRZROONI-Z L 2L LT, Z0F4
W DFHE 4TS LEPTATT 2R O8 4 BIEEKICE > THl &R sh
TV HICREESICHTEEMWI 235D LH L7z, 2LTC, &
DEHNZ, FATT 2RO 4 BIEER DD 5 2 & 2B, Z OFHIASE
AENRINEEHNE VR BRI O EE A IBIE EAGERb DL
LTI MTHAETERWE Lz 72, 49 RMX 25 F R 5 o 5 i
P2 D B 720K L EIC oW, ORITT2E 4 BIEERKICL - T
AN L 2T RS R WIRRDTGI SR SND ET525, LD X
) GRREREHNT L COPARHETH L L, @QEMMND L ITME
EVI) HEOEBNWERIIKRFAZMA 25D TH D2 &2 HHIZZIT AN
5ZLIITELZVELTVS,

AR CTHRE R EBHF AT LT 200, 5§ 4 15IEEK % JRRA
LT BERITENENIEIRFA R I N BRI NEL S VWETLHTH
b0 Thbb, HRERSEHIOMEC LU, BHREINE, Graham
DHIED T THEMED RO SNIHR IO E, COHBEITHT S
WARETHRENLHNOE 4BIERERD D 5 2 & 2 RIMIIE 4 BIESEEL D
DELTIHI BDTH D25, O X9 BB 4 B IEEK % EH &

7)) ZOFMATHERERASENINE, BREREOAEOHBII Yz > THBRE
T AEIREIXOHFEZFIH L2 LI LT, TOXICHIBER O
HEIZGIH L5 o THERERSEHE LTZoOFMZzRDb 0L
ERLTIERbRnwIE, R, BERHEOMGIIY 7o THR§ %X & FH
X, BEMRE LHER T2 MR CHEL L TW B Th i L) i
%R L CWh, See, City and County of SanFrancisco v. Sheehan, 575 U.S. __,
135 S.Ct. 1765, n. 4 (2015).

178



7 A ) AHFEOFRAEME (159)

T 5 R BMPNHIWT LT X 72 GPORMAIRK L, FETERVEIRE
THHLDTH b,

bold, AETEHEREREEMPTEG L 72 AR ONEEAE 9 &K
EXCTREINTELIEHONE L —BHT H2EW S TIE AR 59 KiH
X1, HPEHZIES1LS 5124725 T, Graham O T TIXEFRI DI
DEABELEOGHEITXTOFEZHFG L THR S W00, A
I OIAE AT 2T BB ZEFHCETEINL 2L T& 7 ¥
bh, Alexander 5 TRENIGEE, ARER SRR T 5 &
IS, I DATED Graham DFEFEZH S L CHEMFROON D 2
EERBIRICLTWADTIEARL, Graham DIEHEDT THEOITH O
4 BIE EOSBEEOHII %479 BT, BATT 2R 0H 4 BIF#EK % E RIS
ANBLEDTHDLLFMTHILHNTE S,

AR IR ER STV BIRENZ 2L T30 TR
%<, FHIWNOITERATH BEMEEIED M L7247 T 2 0% 4 51EE
& Graham OFHHETIIEZERBICANONDET L ERL TS, ZOFE
2% Alexander FE DB T 2 BADHHIZHENHOTHL L HIZED
No, ZORIZOEERERSEHITIAMFETHRZHRLTBY, Gro-
ham OIEHED T TRAITT 2 HABIEER EZZRICANDL I LN TELH0
PEDRII S TR RV, Graham O F TIRATASEEIHPIL TV
TeHENERERICRLOENS, ARIIOTHELTT ) LEEA &R T
LD BT R ET o Tl W) FIFRERERIIZD )LD TH S
Il bins,

4. HRERESEHL, KB TERELOHRMTE R E L
DI T GREREBHITEE L7201 BHREHNC BES 2 i85
DHRTH 5o GRENRESFNTTS, H25RETHD S FHUTEEREEICD
WTEBICH L CHRERE 2 ERT 2 082D 5 2 LIdf# L vz,

8) Blum, Qualified immunity: Time to change the Message, 93 Notre Dame L. Rev.
1887, 1901-02 (2018).
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FIT, BATTHHO8E 4BIE#EK & [FEK (proximate cause) | D& %
HEIZOWTIIIRERME 2R TE S L L, Graham OFRIA LI O
BRVHHZ &I L 72,

O, AMETIIBEZES LT, ESRTORA, KU, REEM
AR ET 2RO DD KA R ENTWwbH, Court of Appeals 1374
W DITEIZRATS 5 TN AT E AR HEE L ORMICERRD S b &
L7zo —HT, &%kERESHHITZ, Court of Appeals 3 3415 H15E K12
D CRRIEODVTIIRERK Z 52 T 207E0 5, AFTRESIRT
DRAEARMGE L OMOERDPIEL 25 L 25, ZDHIZDE Court
of Appeals 3 S¥IWT 24T o TV WVWE LTAGZZLELTWS, XKE
BMETDT, EREESIPRATLIZE TRIUNGEIEAZENRD 52
ERBEHIHURTE B, HAIRTORAIL, Z0 X)) BIsd e G
ERHIBTZEEELVWE S ICEDLNS,

AR, BRI RGO E RN & $ A BEREGIRICOE, ARER
EEHFPEEICHEZRD D 2 LITHBNTH 5 &) ISR SN,
LD, RO L) ICHEEFEDLRICEG L TR WEETH 2561
MR MER SN TE Y, KL, ChE ToOMBRETR O 2 ER

9) AUATHLEOFIRIIB VT, BWFELEZRDL72DI2IE, 17k EHROBIC
KR BIRASEED HNRTFIUE % & 2 vAs, ERBROA O HIBIZ G725 Tik
WE, TYEATADPRITNESHERIEAEL 2 o722 5] Lv ) OFENK
HBR (cause in fact) 7% A1, @ILA (proximate cause) 73d % Z & HVEL
RENTE EROFELHMT 2124 72-TE, PR, RO
WP SME S S5, Thbb, [FEEICAUBEEDY, BEorsc
Lo TAETLTRTELRGEHREMBEOLDTH->720Eh] THDH LD, [
EHPWE DAL o THE L fEROT A RE 2 HPNICH 2 2 5] 25Hb
nWihabZ Ll d, MO [7 2 ) AAREATAE H2 W) BACE, 2014
) 152H UL F2HE, See, also, Restatement (Third) of Torts: Liability for Physi-
cal and Emotional Harm (2010), §29.

10) See, e.g., Baude, Is Qualified immunity Unlawful, 106 Calif. L. Rev. 45, 83-84
(2018); Cover, Reconstructing the Right Against Excessive Force, 68 Fla. L. Rev.
1773, 1777 (2016).
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LT BEER LN, BRI OATHICE 2B THE URIOK 4 15IEEK
EERDBHHECOEHFRICEMTEZM VS 2 LR LZHT, HEICE
M) 720D B ER LZEFESRTEY, FROBPTIEZO
BICHFEN OB ALY, Sk, oW ET, HRNIOFE
RS BREREERIITON L ZERTMENLD, ED XD A
WEHRATFRD SN L DEARE2 SIS TIE R L, SHROBHOERIE
N ATHbD,

11)  See, e.g., Macfarlane, Los Angeles v. Mendez: Proximate Cause Promise for Police

Shooting Victims, 118 Colum. L. Rev. Online 48, 51 (2018).
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