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SEIUET  HHPESE & DR

IWHEHEDMERE L CHEEHEICOVWTOAMELZET L LI AREEEEICOMES
37, Mahon P, MEHEHIR TS > CHLEEMELTET 2565055 5 L\ ) regulatory
takings /& DO MG L SN2, L L2, 19304 IS iR B ml B i 4 5% 12
5497 %t C Mahon P FARIZ SHEI S A1, Mahon FIPCHER L7z [FI2E 003 0 H M |
W4 b, #9845 Penn Central Transportation Co. v. New York City (19784F) TH-UF regu-
latory takings #E&ASH D b b T, AFXUIHN L Z L% o7z, Lo L Mahon ¥
TR T, & LAFRHRM EICEEP 2R s b E Nz w2 5 zoning D&
FEOTIRIZB T, [FIREOFE A | B2 RS 7z,

comprehensive zoning (E#&A W) T A FHETHE & L THGERN ZHE D zone IZHGIE L,
zone T & D& - BEHGIEZ FHITH > THAT LD TH S, New York HiAv19164F (2
HE L72d DGR E SNBH, 20 OWMEHED S T A ) 7 OH T BIGHRITHERE T 2 4
At - PESELAE & ITP0 L THUSERSE % 350l X < zoning FHEICEH T 51CE 72, Bt
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HBBORIZ L 5T zoning BATRDOFETH S Z LT EfFo 0, BHOLY, H
BN O W % WG ICHH 5 zoning N EHENOBEIHIED, fEo THRY A - 87
—MHEROFFEHPN 2B, &L LEOFEESTBRE SN, BUAMWERLKEALDIS, Mk
BEBED CNZRBTAIN-TEBRET LTV =T THUPEL TV, 2L T
Euclid v. Ambler Realty Co. (19264£) #5Z OXI L IZ# 1L %FTH, zoning DA ENEZ i
SN AICE ST, OB, BURKZ A5 Euclid R E A9 12 BB AR L,
Z L CT%£ZTl3, Holmes DR & IR —ET 2 EMEBESA H W STz,
Euclid HJFIZOWTIEEREICEDSE T L L L oA EnTBY), £Z TLUFTIE Euclid
HPRIZ BT 2 B SIZ O W TORMRIET 545, ZOHiI2 Euclid HH0 B 12X
LT R L LC, Euclid I CHELIH SN TV ARTIE R Wb 00, HIRAEIEY
7k (restrictive covenant), & U B2 I BRELHI I BE 3 2 N FIBIEF IS OW TN TH <,

1 I RRAASEY RE K

HIRR A AR Bh s #9k (restrictive covenant) & & 3D F)H K OV rEWY) O FESE - A& O
ReNELETLRABMOERE TV, —EDEGZMR 52 & THRROBMDPEMEANZ B
PRI HHETH LY, 2O TIRDE O FESERT w it &P 2 o Jodiatm ol s o
1T restrictive covenant OFH D & NI >W T, Korn v. Campbell (19084F) 128
\7 % New York MR EEHOFHDFEMTH 27,

[coo IBRMAB ER TR & C SHFICK A LGS, D7V — 7%, AEEREDZD
DML A Z FERET HEIIICE L TR SN A3 TH 5, i, EEHIGIT—ik
LSRR85 (building schemes) & FEIENAKEA Rt HIASE TN, O T CRIT I b
REEXEIZOE L, FNEROBAE I ABEEELE (deed) 12X W FEHT 225,
AEE IR OEZ ADNET TR ER— WL FHARRORSEEN T b, ZO%E, EIA
&, MOEZAOFHIF L TTD, FHFKICIIHEM (mutuality) 252D TH > Tl ADZ
NENZWEL, FRENIEY 2HETEE G2 TWDE E W) BGICEE, REHITT2
ZENTED, TDL) REIE, BEZACL ) AR EHEMERO DI SN DL, +

Lo TR EHMEENL EOREET LD THL (HHEH),]

COHEMIL, BHPEOBEGEFETHILUE—ABEIHYT L7 — 21220 TDLD
Thb, FEHIZIE, Korn v. Campbell (2 5N 55312 & 2 L HFHHIR2S, KEOMF

1) —& & LT, See Euclid v. Ambler Realty Co., 272 U.S. 365 (1926), at 390-91.

2) restrictive covenant (2 DWW CIE, FEREET [7 2 ) A T HWFAHEIEE O E & WEEORE (—) |
R AMEE100% 2 5 (19834F) 294~97H, MM (1w X 2 HHF B odRE] @
RiFer18% 15 (19844F) 2,

3) Korn v. Campbell, 192 N.Y. 491 (1908), at 495.
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EHISIZIRE L Tid Wiz b OO zoning 129647 L CTHAE L, YO FHEZEITHIRATHIEK
W& D LRI RIROERRDFAE U AR E LT [ Lo AEED, £BI2ILEOH
R GHE) 2@ U T, BWIZHIRZZ0 200 122 0FIR e E2 3 42 & | IZEEZRD
TBEH, THHED zoning HIFEDIELLHEB DO 72D ICHWO N L/ L T 57,

2 SR —Piper v. Ekern

DL EOHIBRABNFEFRIZROMIZ, comprehensive zoinng (25EAT L C A EIPEMEE (2 filid 72
bk LCTIZEEY & SHIROEEEZ HIE§ 2 INR&EEH G S > 72, Wisconsin Mz
312 & % Piper v. Ekern (19234F) (2B W, JREIMRSEFE O E LI 0 HEEY
i SR O FE G O 2= 1E 2 N FIER B ISk L TRk 72, Wisconsin ik m#kid, & HiCHE
sk L 7z Massachusetts M #H P Watertown v. Mayo Z5[H L2, XD X 9 7 HENME
g2 fR L7z,

[—EHIEA T LA EH B E KT R R -8 —BHNE, KEGE, HER TR
GRRFEICRILEZ B VWC\Wh, 20 X9 R EMINREZ THTEE T —REr b EZ LT b,
HHLFEE T THEMED BARWBDEL 20D LNRWwD, 2T B4 (reciprocal
advantage) 134 U CTw5, %< O4, BRI MBS SFMIIT 5 2 & ITATEE

BEREMUT LI ENTE D (BFREE),
Mayo HIPUIRD L HIZE Do [H) A - X7 —DIEL AT L o THlE S 727k,
TREARAMELZRONMEET LI ENH o T, RAITH L2 HMDOHIIET 2 fiED

DL HMFIEOMEE 2 B BT, EEERIE, L LEFRICBI L HE
W S HIBROME—O H T IR SR TIE % CINEREPFEANO K OAIZH Y, JEDEEE
Wat$ 2 EERBIAR O BT AYRIN L TV B EHIWT L, #Eah & L CIds SHIBRoRIE %
FfE 2 S DUHICICHECS 2 b 0 & U TlERh &fIlkr L7z S LR IR T oMb,
R BB, B, SEFRETD -3, fifEICRA) L LTGRL Tw
5%,

[HA B 13838 12 LT b (be affected with a public interest) o 7€ 7 & M4 5% 04 7 124

4) FRFET [7 207 LA HEEEOSE & EEORE (—) | arigiE (2) 296~97THZH, H
L N2 EHIRE T 5 6 B AL 2o 72,

5) Piper v. Ekern, 194 N.W. 159 (Wis. 1923), at 161 (citing Watertown v. Mayo, 109 Mass. 315, at 318).
Wisconsin M & #12 & A [FMEOH]M & LT, State ex rel. Carter v. Harper, 196 N.W. 451 (Wis.
1923), at 453.

6) Id. at 167 (Crownhart, J., dissenting).
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LETORKRIEIAEEFE o TV ENETH D, RETIE, MIIHEET 2 1 REOM RE & KA
Eﬁﬁbfgt:kﬁﬁﬁéh%&éfééoit%tVLﬂ%i&&T?%%ﬁ%hkﬁb,
WA X OFLIIEZE L WAL RIEAICHEND 2 L T O ICEBIL R - BEom L
25726 LTE&72, 2OZLEDLEBOTHPFIEEIIMNORNERENDRELIERZ D L) H
B2 (reciprocal duties) #H#ATH) LI ICHDIDTH A, TIIIHIEED L 2385
RS 2B TH 5.

¥ 7> Wisconsin Mg S &AL TH, New York Mg S ElBIMNL S RE O S HIE %
L9 zoning AIEF LKW T HICKEL, KUY R - XU —OFOHEMMEIZNS DI H L7,
VL EORGE Lo A HHHZZR, ROHBERIC X 5 3BEY S SHIR T, #HHEE

UM EICEBEE ) BfRICT D& &, F8HICRE) EEWZEND 5 G %M
BT AL 2: Holmes OFI DI HIEGHICHE LA D DB H b, ZLTIDLH %
FHL, REICHBRIC X B comprehensive zoning 1[Iz A2 & &% b,

3 AW HFHEE (zoning)

(1) EFEHEORM

T H A BRI R OV EEE Y s SHIL O i 2 Ml T zoning 2O WT, FNDET L H
B 1275 B 5 %75, Euclid 2 X - T zoning D& EMEAET. &5 LUFTIZEEIC 21
DFEFZH ORIz, Bl 2L, 19224 OFEHEI ' — = > 7§ (Standard State Zoning
Enabling Act) DFELIZSE L, it% Euclid #itT7 I # A - ¥ 21 1 (amicus curiae

EEMSE]) L L TERELR |23 L 72 Alfred Bettman (%, zoning O & &M%
SR SRR L 7219224 DFR SIS bw(%@ﬁ%HHT LTwa, TOFE, Bettman (X[f
T zoning (ZB9 % @D M H % P L 72 T, Holmes @ Noble State Bank *U‘H%’S:E[
ML, 12 Holmes @ H.MIVE 21T 5 Flts ZfF 2 AR IC D RERE L 72 E TR X 9 |
TwaY,

7) People ex rel. Wineburgh Advertising Co. v. Murphy, 195 N.Y. 126 (N.Y. 1909). 18 L [#*}]{& T I
FPERR 1L, 55 8 CRER o 19tFE 1B L 72 New York NI EOiEa OB S 2, s % Y
IZIZ Ty,
[AR)A - X7 —DgEldHE LA, LITLIZTIEEWICH SIS L) 18, ZRUEAROMER -
B - BEERETLOILE R, 030 - Bop - — R 2 e T 5 O L 53
IHIRICIRE SN TW5, £ &9 B—iEIih o 72 HHI R 5013 E%) TH 5 New York T
X, ZEZAWMEFHEZHRTL25DTH-TH, 2059 &fﬂ%ﬂ’?*ﬁu%%ﬂ% L#ATT A L5 T
X%, 20L& HRHGIRICET A HEE, S0 IRE S Tw o fFiE (com-
mon benefit) % THTAH D i‘?“éﬁj\ THW)EP ﬁ,ﬂjéhéoj Id. at 131.
FofbEm e L, IREWREBHNICIE AR O - B - el GEBEREIE RV ERT LT
Wh,
8) Alfred Bettman, Constitutionality of Zoning, 37 Harv. L. Rev. 834 (1924), at 839 (citing Noble State
Bank, 219 U.S. 104, at 111). See also Thomas A. Byrne, The Constitutionality of a General Zoning
Ordinance, 11 Marq. L. Rev. 189 (1927), at 206-07.
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[ ABEDIRILIC B 2 EHOREBR RIS L, 52 BICEBNFIRE b6 8, 70
AR D725 F B2, 155 1CH (cooperation) % R\>2 = X IEBEIZAKRE S 7z
MR TH D (BFrdEs), $UTHEOBRMYIEFRRIEICE T 2 iy — 2T, 2RI
RO LTSRN T D
TR &9 &0 SNBURDAMZ S, HERBEORM AR 2 Flts D 5 85 AP EZ
T2 RIAS, FHMNT O NMHENEIISTT 250 miE e LS5 &3 2 HBI0FE
T5L9THbH,)
zoning FFEIZOWTE 21X, 4 OMEREIZEGHEN 2 FHHGICRT 2 2 LT, FHEasEhm
M ALE T 5 & COMEMEICN ST 2 REOIIZ X > TV LD TH b, |

72 ].S. Young b, Wi CHeET L725ailin ik BHEEOSEMEICH T 50K — X
T 5 Fallbrook Irrigation District H]{% Z 12D WTEh U7z Ernst Freund @ B % #3¢
L, hHX@iHEBHEZE (replotting) & zoning Bl & DHMPNEIZE K L TW72”, Bettman
FEOHMMECE T Sk, HIBRAYAE BE Kk R0 ISR i S IR & & 1k A RIS S iR
= HECHE T oikRs & RAR, LT TR A Euclid ¥l COMRICHEETIH SN TWAIRTIE
WS, ZOEBIIOVWTR Y EINLIRE LEbNL,

(2) Euclid v. Ambler Realty Co.

& T Euclid )3k CHIFE & 72 - 72 Ohio M Euclid #4611, Euclid #2575 Cleveland
TNy My A Bi CREFO LM% 6 FEOH SIS X5 LzbDThh, Fh

12X o> CTHEE DA O—EA TS HE IS zoning 7z, 45 zoning D72 12T
AWDHEFEEHWTHHA LG22, BEMETEDN: L L UBIEI450E I X SR 5
BIOFATAE L % B L2 T72"s

T AL, EBIPEICE L TIERO & ) 1Tl RT [Flt 0 F i E#YE] 1ICB$ 5%
Euclid ¥l EiE#HE% L, comprehensive zoning 45 % 2E%h & HIWF L 72, & @E?Ki&ﬁi
FPid Holmes O Fix DR HVERR 2 H S 72 B R WEHIBI O —>TH % 73,
PR S & o T MR 2 2410 L7226l & LT, ZL2HIBERI o Plymouth Coal #IJ
P& e REER O Jackman HPRD A% ZEITF 5,

[ RO 500 % FZs OFE R B — IV ITHKILT 5 2 L CTIES LT 2L TE RV, 2D
JEEIZARIL L TR R - 8T — DAFEDSIE 4L S 7z FHpIE, eeeee Plymouth Coal |t & -++-+
Jackman YIPRTH %, ElrOIEL M EFMH &b EEOBIEOWHA ZBEIL, &I
FOMOLHICFRENZHIBRIZ & o TGO L HIZA U 22F4512 £ ) MENICHE SN
72, LWV DIFELWFEIRTH S L, Euclid 1 OB AN 5 R AR O IRIEIC & % 3 DM E
NDOEENPSHREELEA), LHETHOLRBICEL VI ETHDH, ME—EFICE 2

9) 1.S. Young, City Planning and Restrictions on the Use of Property, 9 Minn. L. Rev. 593 (1925), at 602-04.

10) FHIROFEZ OMFEMICOWTE, FRET [7 20 F LIFIHE IO SR & WO TR
(—) ] migEE (2) 308 LA T,

11) Ambler Realty Co. v. Village of Euclid, 297 F. 307 (N.D. Ohio 1924), at 315-16.
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5N 5 Z LI, EERFEMOIRIIC D 5O ENTAE A 5 &b 721 EAME I BEAT IS
57, & CTRHRIROMENXETH % Cleveland DEEFEHT IC, REOHAIIMOEIE)
DREFWTIZ, BEIEOLNLZETHD, BEICHTLRY, TNEMBETH L, Fligo-1

B EMMEOHR BV TIE, SEAREECEIE EOSEO X GEEE L& MEFRTAE L,
KD LS RBIRA ST - MEFAE L CIREATO AVEORH S (BERES) ., HEOR
B lA D — A THEETLRWIAEDRD 5128 X, 52O FEO HEEDLH %05, BB DY
&, MIEEMIEIIEET 20, ShhbhhER b EROFEEO T BELTLE ) 0

THb,]

DX HIEFHEIE, Holmes DOF) I O E LR IS T 5 ICB L, Flis % &
Z L&) BRAEZMOMEEN (proximity) 2 b - THEL LTWwd, ZDxI,
Bettman & (3x§ #8912 Holmes $1%%12 X % Noble State Bank ¥tz 5[H L T 7w s
5L TH Y, Holmes OFZOFIEH BRI 3 5 —D O ([H L FEfF)
ERTDHDTHo7mEER LI,

I LERERE L, fams LT & 87 ) comprehensive zoning %
R A - N7 — D@ 4T E L CTRB L2, 2O, [FIRoFENEMME] ez o
LDICERTH T EITEN > 72H%, zoning Z LT HM L NV O FEH B OB 5,
zoning % 1E4L T 4720 ORI L L TREESEH &0 EY 2 F ik 2 5 PEF3 % zoning
D725 RO &) RS AME D & L7z,

[PEESE O BEY) 2 EE IS S PR T 5 2 L1, HIsofE - 24 GHNEEEE AT
b0 TOL) KRNI ABBOESPIIRD L) b DTH S, FESTLEM BRI HME
TEIHESE DL L TREZDMD N4 OFE & REMKREZMRETS, AUIREZHE - Bk
TE, KEDOWHKRLZGHEBHE DRI ) FBIOEROIGHEDS TS, KIEIZL DR
BLEfab, RSB LRI 0N RS L Tw A R4Y9R R A EE 2 (e & PEk
52 ETHHHEDRRELETRET L EATE L, MO, EHOERLCIELED
SOVEGTRMBEDDELDEGENHEILThHD ]

FUREATIZZ S N A SR EREEOBE I, W5 512 nuisance Hf & OFBEA
5 zoning DEEMZEEHNZ) LTHIDTHo72, TD720, HMHHARIZOVTD
MG OZLZHIRA R SR T A 2 L2l L, REOMTEHRE, EMFlEsHE D
HAMAYIZHE 2 T e v, (EIEE L 2 #1145 L 72 Sutherland EE I XU, [SFMHIBENIZ
BEYORmS EFEE L, BEEM O LTEofEL D, KERLKE, ATEFESOE
EDfeir f/IMb T 2 720 1B L&) T HIC O Z 5] L, (ERHIEA 5 AP 724
FasER° 12, MO nuisance & A M L R0 9 W EEEEY) 2 HERR 3 4 il ik 0 B o0 i ek 1k 12
ML CEANGERN LI ho72] EHDHDOTY, (> TEHEERIZE - 72 Holmes b

12) Euclid, 272 U.S. 365, at 391. F 74 M OZH AL EMRIZ L 2 LR — MO RO D %
&4 5, Id at 394.
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Brandeis 3, zoning 25 725 3T HMMEOEE IZOWTHIZEE»EZ LT o789
Thb,

JelZ R 72 B O FF ClE I X I P 3 & zoning #iifill & OFBPMEICE K L7 Af#ED
HolzbOD, ThD X, EEHIL zoning 1) HMIMFIEOME = £ 9 b o TEE
HIPR & ) 802 BEHEZHRMA L72. ZORE, Mg H S EMETH L HIco &k
HYET Oikam VAR fRam (S 2 E e BT 2 b 00D 5205, HlOMEE 243 L
b9 LEIE %\ Holmes O [FIZE O EME | BE&» 0 —HR%HELTLE > TV,
CDEIZDOWTIE, BEFOEMUIRIL E LTRY R - X7 — 2 S| R A HHNC PR E L CHE
R4 5 20MALRIBE £ CH ) 2 by ik AR (Classical Legal Thought) D324 ik L C
IS 508D HH Y,

FomEFIC L B HBER O AR IO W TIE, zoning A5+ BFEREHIIL L
THMMWREROFEHSILS D B ELE 50V H D, HMBHP2PIH T 50 <, zoning 12
LD IS B HHHE IR DIMEDSIER TH 5 &\ ) IB&RIINE LUN Do 725
DEHIZH 72 &) I2B b B, Holmes @ Noble State Bank ) p lZ AL Z O 13/
RATRED & 9 IZBb NS5, 7272 SITOHEERIEEEICHT 2HETLDH Y,
Holmes o H. B4 3 5 (3K 72 B O e m BB C ST AW e 2 Bl & L CRBIIS LT
Wihholzk ) IilBbib,

(3) HFH, Ltd. v. Superior Court of Los Angeles County

L2 L Euclid $1{tf%, zoning AWELZHIRMMKZ B2 2 b D& L CHESERL T
WL ZEiE, OETORNEFETH Y, Holmes O HFIMER H Z Al U CHIFIZEH
& L CHES. % FL 720 Mahon HIHtLl#%, regulatory takings 25F V&R E RS FHICE Y 1T
515 FTOR, zoning (ZM L TEFBRIICHEMMEOBISICS L L2b DL LT, California
B 1 X A HFH, Ltd. v. Superior Court of Los Angeles County (19754F) 2% 5, [A
HL, BESHSEERIBICHEEEN SN S 2 &2 FF L CREMIBNO % A
L72 BT, &5 2815 Los Angeles MIZIR BT 55 L T8, fimYazihisiuifs
IR IR EEH I N72720, HEEHRIZL > THEMESE R bz & FiE L TEEA
7 (inverse condemnation) FRERZIREEL72d D TH %,

California JH#% = # LB HFRFR DR DT I Z D b DIZOWVTIE, HAZ W EAMfE A
DU EIIERRD b e v ST L7228, IESHESES IR E 35 [RIES | OffifE
725 L C zoning (2T 2 UHFRRIIROONERETH 2 L ORESHMO T I 7 A

cF 2 A DOFRIT LT, AREOBILE 2RO X9 1ZEEEL 72,

13) Id. at 387-88.

14) s [HEREHIE O Z G L MEOARE NS (1)) RAEHBAGAENET65 (20044F) 154~157
HZM,

15) See Comment, Reexamining 100 Years of Supreme Court Regulatory Taking Doctrine: The Principles of
“Noxious Use,” “Average Reciprocity of Advantage,” and “Bundle of Rights” from Mugler to Keystone
Bituminous Coal, 14 B.C. Envtl. Aff. L. Rev. 653 (1987), at 690, n195.
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NI A LD —A LRk, RO zoning (E—KARBZZOFMICHTL2HMT, H50IE
OE=FIHEET LHNT, fMEIrOMELES kh\of"kiﬂﬁtt(ﬁﬁbf 37w, & LA
Zomng &, AEORRD ) FLFHBLTWDE LI IS, Eﬁ}lﬂﬁﬁlﬁk%?ﬁﬁ)ﬁébofwéo J&
SR L R A L T2 THh A ) e IS, Bk S USRI oA
E%#%EE%ﬁﬁ%ﬁw%otfééoo%®i7&EM(MQMMMM)kw?&%%@
UL, AR IEAR ARG M O B D AMESE IS zoning SNTWA T EIZHRERT S L E2H
bo TN, AMECERESLERIAEHRMNEIZWD EEMFVT2OTH L, HESIFMAD T
W12 zoning SRR SN D T &Ik Fl4E %, Eﬂﬁﬁﬁi’wﬁﬁ%fﬂﬂ%# 2R @’Cﬁ)é L DOFRE
THEBLIZWELZATWSEYS, 20X 9 7% zoning 2SACO T HIZ#H S N 72B121%, zoning
IZPE) ERIAHEZ TRV WD TH 5,

(4) Agins v. Tiburon
ZTIEH 3%, Euclid SERHEH L3045 Bk ORI, 313 zoning DGR
*'J%ft@ﬁi%li WCEHENEZLL ) LEEDSEDN TS Z LT S, 2 LTI O
BHEROARERBEHARTOZHEINT, =7 ¥ A= ZEHRHE B O zoning 551
2 &0 A S — A R RIS A e S22 2k, L ZFESA
WHEE o728 LCHIED R ® &7z Agins v. Tiburon (19804F) T, /&%l Euclid %
BB E R U RO ERNE] OMFEEZ WS Z & 5:Hﬂ£7b>o 2boom,

[zoning ZfllL, ZEMbRERRIEIC LY, BAEHBOMBLZIED LHF L TCTHEBL LH &
?éﬁ@ﬂﬁ%ﬁtT_&f,ﬁ%t”f&<iﬁkm%ﬂﬁ%%t%ToLﬁk®5l—ﬁ
—HIX 72 LB OEHHM ETH 5 L Ofafgid e v, 20, LRAZHOFRY X - 37 —
THEORLE L B MO T EHE LS LE) THH ), zoning FHDORNIEWEZFET S
12725 T, EFRADPELIHGHIMEDO TE & —#HIZZN S OFEE AbE THEEIZ AN L
TEZ% 6%\,

L3RR C zoning DR RFL727o Agins o LG IHEI CHETRE L)
California M EE DM 2 D, TEMEEFTZAEE LoD, HHHIE O E]’J}EQ&%
FET BB 7 0 W% BT S b CEETE 2 L A REHo LiEe LT
MRLIETH b,

(5) Penn Central ik (Rehnquist 55 SOr B L)

zoning \ZBF AR EOEEHBEICK L, SRERSESEEER L L THRMIC
[FI2% D ERIME ] (CHH L 723 01F, [FIRO Y EM] fH20bD~DF Rk
ZREV 72 Agins AR C &L, BIEO L ZAHFIELA VY, L LiE—, KETR

16) HFH, Ltd. v. Superior Court of Los Angeles County, 542 P.2d 237 (Cal. 1975), at 246.

17) Agins v. Tiburon, 447 U.S. 255 (1980), at 261-62.

18) L2 b aifgs I o ofinz &, Hblh [IEL 2 MEx2 EEWIMRET 20060 219
Agins HIROFEMEIL, T F CHEEMEIEIEL L TIRRENEEZ SN TELD, KIED Lingle
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%4 % Penn Central #1235 1F % Rehnquist HF (41) O ERDS [FI2E 0 FHH
A FRi2 XD zoning O — M ERE ML STV AEY,

[FEAZ, SRR 7% zoning HLIE I O —E OFIH 2 15k B I HIBR § % o T M il % Bl AR
PN S5, MEFAMEEIEHMICELTETE WAL THDL, LI LZEO L) 2
f 22 AHAE I A 3 BERE L& ) fk A 2 BC D W T O [EAR ORI B 2> 5 42 © A MHEH NI L > T
A7 CEQETBNIIMHR SN L RAADIIEFEITH N TH S ) o faEHXNO TP AE D4

DTIE%R L, HEOBRROBIZLHF SN THEDOTH S (fF1%%) . Mahon Tk
TR % 3E L7 Holmes HFH DO S |2 X UL, average reciprocity of advantage 25 % O T
H%5.]

[EF A EM TR WA 22T 254 TS 2, Ak, ZE29LFMAO LI #E S h
it > T average reciprocity of advantage 23FEfR 2 N5 D TH NI, THIZEL T v &R
L C &7 (Mahon H351H) . zoning fﬁ. Irlll)iﬁj 'k T%bjéé ?(L.tc\‘z‘f'iﬂﬂﬂil Z 2 %, zoning HS

B LA A4 O EAE % 9 S ThH, BIIZIERYSEICHE S 1, zoning O —TH A HHE
R A MNTEMAE LT zoning DRIDTE D S Fs %2 2T 5725 9 E GBIICHEHTE 5,

5 EFTASR$ X 9 12, Rehnquist ®E 1% Holmes & B4 % % zoning O MEAHE M
HECHEHT 2bDThH DB, AL, HEIOMWKIZED Y 2 CAHEICESG ) b 5 0%
L L, HAEHEEICD 7256 SNLFROAFIEH—TII LI X, Hflic k-
THLMEA NDBEEZMHKT S ENTEINT VD, 2002, HEBIEERSHE A
LD ELIFIRAERTEZTELRTIER L, —MARIFHEO—HEEZTL I L
FIFEIC O FRFR L T B AT, HARMIZ Holmes O BB & —54 2, BAEDOH B
Tl Agins P& i A T2 @ Rehnquist K E R OFIHIZ L V) zoning @ M {E AT 2
NTHBH™, Z I zoning DIEMHEEEMKIT —ikim & L THEY. SN72AS, LRERCZFD
RO T, FREMEOHBIIEME L L CORMMRD T EN/-0TH 5,

L, ZOFEIREETSH 5,

BEET HERE S OZE

1 R AYEEY R4 ——Penn Central Transportation Co. v. New York City
CNFETEY L CEEMMRIE, Mahon Hiz &0, HEIZEOSEMICE L Tl

LENTBY, P LHBEEAMEOEREEL LTERENTELLDOTR R -7, 8%

v. Chevron U.S.A. Inc., 544 U.S. 528 (2005) ICBWTHMATIE W EDH/RENTW A (at 548)
19) See Penn Central Transportation Co. v. New York City, 438 U.S. 104 (1978), at 139-140, 147-48
(Rehnquist, J., dissenting). 7% 3 Rehnquist 13 Agins |t T 3 zoning HLifil O WA (E 1% % 5860 5 1%
FHRIZHE L Twiz,
20) See, e.g., Morton Thiokol, Inc. v. United States, 4 Cl. Ct. 625 (1984), at 630.
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fifE DR & L CO R PR (X Mahon |2 & - it#l#% @ Penn Central Transportation
Co. v. New York City (19784F) 12X W O T EMNITHEHSNAIZE 72D, L LFZ
Tk IZHolmes DI L 13 R ZNED G EN TV,

Penn Central (3 B REMEHIBR |23 % FHZEAHIE D AR DWW T O AR E R =3 0 Bl
HCORNEELENT L5500 H%, F9 Penn Central HPLATR 78 IAE DO FE
BRAEDOVAL A ZHERE L, €O L THEHPRARER L7z AR 2o TR %,

(1) FHoOPEE

M4, New York RS AOEEEMRFESBIIC L 0 [EEAEEY (historic landmark) |
12385 &7z Grand Central BROJTAE Tdh 5 Penn Central #1745, EHAEEWIRGERE
SN LBRTA FICSSHECOERE S 74 Ay T — 2 BT 5350 AHE L2 A, AiF
W& %o 72O T SRHENE 2 HHICIRFF L 72HE TH S, Penn Central FIPRIZKRD X
NIRRT B 2 B E V. O Wi e & FRRERE L o2, New York i ZeBilic > S HiffEAEDOH
Wra L7z

[BEAASEDOHAS LTS TIH] 123545 2 23S EEZRMEE ST, ke
ik (B IEDO PR L HOWDLRIELEFENLSH LT, ARSFIZLsTaHENLERER
Loz, BPHAALIZOARBHEIT IO TLZEEA/KLTWAS] CHRLTE
727% (Armstrong v. United States, 364 U.S. 40, 49), TREIZE > T, IN T CHREFIZEAG
SRR T A RFHEEIH L, PEOAL AR ERAHEEDERTLIOTIER L, A
EEIER] BEOBEITHELERT 22202 T 2 [—EoER] ML EHT 2 2 LA
Fmdporz, FERE, FAZLITLIE, Bz EEOFRRKE L TA U725 2O E B 254
BLTWHRWZ & T4 OBRBPHEN L 2L 000%, & LT [MH4xOFFoHE] ICRIL
FIRFL T &7z (oo )o

O L) ICHEHEOESHIMICE L, 7 A A THhAE L R, A e B
PERMIZERH SN TS, i TR S N2 REFZESFIHE, AL, OREOHK
BTIZEST SN2 (investment-backed expectations) ~D T % & & HLH DR F I
2 RUOQEHFIEE OB 2R L T b7,

[ 2D X ITAREMIC ad hoe 3 FEFEHZAT )W, REBHBNIFER 2% EEEZ Fo% o0
DERBHELMEE LT E 720 FEEIH 2 8l ORFZE, TR 2 I 2 5 S O & 12
=T 5 NI (investment-backed expectations) (2T #4 AFEEE 1L, BJRk1C, M+ sE
JEHIETH Beeree o BUFFTRE)OMEFS (Character of the Government Action) d[EEETH 5, B
FENOT BB L 2EEE L L THARTIT O NEL56 0139 25, AdtErRET 5

21) Penn Central, 438 U.S. 104, at 123-24. 30, SE—18 [7 X)) HI2BIT 2 E T ERE O
REEMENE—F K2 F I - =3 F VR (1978) OFEOEHF] FrEIEC L RE
Fie [Pokoietl] (REREFHIE, 19804) S,

22) Id. at 124.
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BB G OF) 4 & B (benefits and burdens of economic life) % R34 2 23ISR 20 & A4
CRMETHORELY S, TIUH (taking)] EHEBICRETELLHENH L]

QOBHHEE) O TEARE EELT HEFTASRR TV ), BE ﬁ%UFE/")ﬁﬂ?UFE X 55w D

) R B R CIE R <, BRI 2 PR EGENIC oW TIIUHE & %éﬂ’??
WEDTIRTHVWLN TS

HEPERE LS S CIEERFHELE LT Twivy, L2 L Penn Central )13 5 &
FricB W T, 545 Penn Central D FEIZIE L TH A 52 EBHE L L TOHMMEME 2
ZRL T D, FEDERIL, New York i 4el7 7l — O F H il R % PRAF H X IS E 3
BB ETISRET DO TIE LRV T zoning FHlE B2 5 2 L, fEo THSGHIDS [BUF
EENER S 24 & BHOKNIEAFRES 2179 2 & | BAREWICATTETHSLZ LT
o727,

WA R R 2 & L 72 Brennan HIHOIRE L 1L, RO L) b DTH 72,

[EFRAE, SRR EY S E IS H 2 & TOREYIZFE — IZHEMOHIR 2 34 3
DT WA 5, New York M4l zoning -+ EWEERL D ETRT B, W o TEIFIHE)
W) FlAs & B E AL - S FICHBT 5 2 &, FNUd zoning O TH 1, ITE%Z}/’@
Bl 5 E N WIEEOERNEMSTH 55, New York 5612132 D5 EAAR KNI
ERVEHIEE ). &2 LHITHE IME L. Fo@E: 228 % New York 114 ﬁjﬁ‘%sz
B EAIMENZHS, O LAIAREMICFEED [IH] &2 2ERT 25D TR RV,
—EEEAL A EE T A Z A HAYE L3, HAHICMAL EOBEEERS (Had
acheck @, Miller H#, Goldblatt H#51H) . zoning B0, & 2 WA HIZ LIE LIXMH
AP BEE 2B Z TS, ZOZLICLoTENTH L EHRENTIZI oz, iz
&, EEHWTOMENMZ YA Euclid FHOMPERN A1, zoning F=FIZXY, FfmH
Eﬁ@iﬁmﬂ% *ZOBAD R, X V)i_ﬁ%‘é?ﬁﬁ%éhfwf:o
W2, EFRADHRRED R LIRS, HMEZTPEHZEEVHREZ 2T 52 0w E

@355‘& IFEE, EMETIEZ Vv, AERIZ New York HigBI2SREITMA, THAOH 450
% ﬁméﬂ%i%%%ﬂ_tfw (*f@L %ummﬁ%ﬂEW Kdh, mm%t?m&

W ~7fi E’J*lé%%t%b ifjﬁ RO EFHFDE ’Eﬁj:étké k’C%)*%ﬁ%%)h%@’k@
New York MiRE& DY & G L ZVIRD ——2 952281 i&b‘ﬁ‘ . BREPTH &R
ﬁ%ma:;ofﬂﬁﬁé/%%wfwicmmu 5 2 EIETE RV (FBFRER), Vi
b EFRAE, BGEIEEr L% Té*‘ﬁ%i@ﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁo“(b\é LELTWEY, Fhid
Miller 3, Hadacheck 3%, Euclid 3@, Goldblatt Pl B A MERAEL LR TH - 72
(20 |

23) Id. at 133.
24) Id. at 133-35.
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FECHIHEATTIE, Mahon FIPROF LG O G I HR (Rt O T EMME] & v) H
FET WA Z LITEEICHEHITON TS,

(2) HEHABItRDERIL

Brennan 5o B IO, Stk & BHO T 23T EEEA T ER LD b ER
RICEIR S 5 1 %, Holmes A35 [JH§ A HEHVEHIBI 044K H 5 1%, MM %3 2 3
HilE oM 4 A2%, BIHEHEHETHZER CEEIChAITL 0TI ZWwIcE X, AHICRE
IS OFNEEEFEICEZT DT EDFIFR L o Tz, LA L, Penn Central Hiftid,

[JEE S0 7S ) D AR AEAS New York TR & SHEY ICRFENAEE L -6 L, F-1iae

BROAEFOEZM &5 L THHlEEE b7z LD New York i OHIM % G52 L
RV, BETTA S ERELPIC L > T2 2 2T Toa v LikmttT s 2 Lic
Ehwn] Lk, BFEEF L LT New York W EHIEHICIT B SN TWE, fEo T
Brennan O¥ETIX, 72 & 2l 4 DZHE (New York Hie) & F$H# (Penn Central £)
A LRI 727 < T, Penn Central ¥ b & 48[ & L TD New York I
AR S NS, ERE LT New York THTRAE2FIZRICHAE S o Th, L
P $AH 2 2B, 2D X9 I Brennan OBE T EEMEIEM I N TV H
DEHTHY, BSNZEMBONTPLRKHMEE, [—ROEaE2IRETs 22 HY
L7, HAEIMAL EOBEERT] LwIiigm TR TLE Y,

2k B OFEEH © £ P0IBT 5 Brennan HIH OB (24 L CTlX, Rehnquist
HED PO E R 2 R RT v %, Rehnquist I F L, REETIIELHBREREICE) I X b
ZMBLE Al 4 OPBLEIE DTN ) REDpHRbNL BT, [FliOFHHHE
B4 | 122w T @ Brennan HEOFENDZE 2 150 5%,

[FE71, SURZ zoning BUHLEHEEO— B ORI & HRA 12 HIBS B O CHAEATN & F
IS S5, LB TOMERNARTELVALTHE, L LT0 L) LI
R B L) B 7 1S D\ C O RBR ORI & 2 U 3 AERIN & > T % <
&b H I RIS B AR ATER ISR T 5 ) o IERKINO TR E 04 T

BOBBTIZH 25, Zhidsthe LT New York i OFED AT ICHHFI SN TW b0 TIE
%4, MEOEBABOBIZ R SATVE0THS (BA%H) . Mahon HP CHELR
& 7 Holmes HFHDOSZEIZ L L, average reciprocity of advantage 258 5 D TH 5,

R By THMEICX I &S, #ilsh, FEOEY L 3R 202175
B, £0X) TEMERFELZ V. HEPHET 2MEICOABH S, BEAIZILHE
SN WAHHIRISER T2 3 X MIMHS R DL %S9 REETIE, BETT FVED,
VCRi3 % BEHRY RIS 13 2 Ve |

(B BHEENTE2WAHEET 56 TSR, G, ZIEPREMOTMICHEE S

25) Lynda J. Oswald, The Role of the “Harm/Benefit” and “Average Reciprocity of Advantage” Rules in a
Comprehensive Takings Analysis, 50 Vand. L. Rev. 1449 (1997), at 1512.
26) See Penn Central, 438 U.S. 104, at 139-140, 147-48 (Rehnquist, J., dissenting).
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{it © T average reciprocity of advantage 2SR SN A D TH L, IWHIZA LT &R
L C&7: (Mahon |5 [H)o zoning 25 [PH] SN2 VEEIZZ 212H 5, zoning H°
VA A O REATIE % 0 S & C b, FUEIE RIS ISR S AL, zoning O — T A 5 IRE
%5 ANITafk e LT zoning ODROR D SRS E 2T 5725 9 EAHICHEREITE 5,

L2 LB ORIETIE, BET FVOHEES EFRAICGESIN TS, TDANCEZ LT,
New York i DABD4008 D> [FE LA EEY ] OLRAED S 4 L 240 5 h ORI & o THEA
SN\, e TR 12 X B AREEATANT 5N 5 DI F S I AROM AR S L7z 2 O—Hghy
JANTHD (BEEE), HABEE [ARIHEIA FORY L5 Eo&EHEY —HA
ICHET OR8] ZHIE T Beeeees oJ

Rehnquist @ A B3 Holmes 2S5 123208 L zoning % & < 2 B MGG O W THE L 72
bDIZHRETH S, BIH Rehnquist 13 [FF2#X AN O T HFTAH O 4 THREEOEMS] T2
HHH, FHUILeE LT New York i OFIZED A7 FICHEI S TWwWADOTIER L, M
HOIGEFZO B IZOHFENTwDEDOTH S| Likx, &< FTHEEGEZMEA LNV
TR ® 72 Holmes @ average reciprocity of advantage D &= % HAER T4, 29 LT
Rehnquist 1%, zoning 25FIZED BIMEIC L > TIELLEN AL Z L ICHEET AL L DD, 4%
ERO L) ICEMEOR S AR L LTo New York iR E L, BEHAYBRBERAES
 —#zf9 7 zoning BIH & F—H§ 5 2 £1d, MEROEMMEROHEZ SRR L DL L
THEAES

(3) WA THEFLE 2T 5 H4]

Z M TlE, Brennan HHEASZ D X 9 7 AR 4 3 2 RPLIZTTH A 9 22, Brennan
(& Penn Central | CTIZH 5 O H MM OB & T @ HIEEZHEICIZ L Th vy,
Mahon %2 FIH L TWiAWZ & 205, Mahon P THW S 7z HEIERE & L 1322 5
CEEHBLTWZEPEDLNL LT THL, COFIIHLT, HmeLTTlddsd
DD, Penn Central H PO #E4E D Andrus v. Allard (19794F) 28T Brennan 2% 4% L
PREEEROMCTHETORBRIRENT WS,

EECTlE 7 S f5#E: (Eagle Protection Act) M ONE V) B (Migratory Bird Treaty
Act) KEATATICHUS L7277 ¥ ROV Z DR D [Fedl] HEEL HN7-Z L 258 5 B 1IEE KA
DHE L 72 5 7295, FHiEE R 234 L 72 Brennan )31, WhwWwAHEMOHEEH (bundle of
rights) \[ZBAL T, [+ L OFIEBEDVTELMERD [R] G T 68121, £
DODERO—>D20 [H#] ZHIEL THZNIPNHTIE RV, 875 5 HOBRIE &KL S Bk
IR 505 ThDE| Lk, BAAEYORGE [BHN ST 2 HEAE 2 L LR
DERR % BT/, 0 1T Brennan HFH L HR L EKFDOHES 128 72 > T Mahon D
o2 b, Lo L4l & LTt Holmes DL R Cld 7% { Brandeis ¥
DR ERZH 2 THIHL,

27) Andrus v. Allard, 444 U.S. 51 (1979), at 65-66.
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[ 3 EW EFRADRINSOHMO TR N2 BLRIFNER SRV L3I TH LIS, L
PLENRHLEETC, [THHATEFLEVE2 T 5F4% (the advantage of living and
doing business in a civilized community) ] Z#ERT 2 72DI2H ) AHTH 5,

LRk

ik OHLY , Mahon H|#eT Brandeis HIHEPS L L7z [ XS THEFE LEWVZ2 3 4 F)
3 IFEEFIRENHER O TR THW SN Tz, # L T Brandeis OF#IZ L UL, BpE
A EFH S RN LEIFSHIBR 2 12 2 556, #HGE LD A 55 [3CH
HEATHEGELEVE T AR bEL LD, L LAEELRWENH~OHBRIZHER L [
Ml L3 %5%0nwDThbh0, MENIEEL L ARG L OMKEERT 5 abidae<
WL ZZ72DTH o7, THITK L, Brennan FHid [CHHATETFLE V%2 57
ti] DLE & WO PITELHIRUAN DO IR THAIAATNDLDTH 5,

Brennan |0 [ | D J8FId Penn Central T 3 BEIZFEH L L TV 72, Brennan
FHTFCOGIHER T I BT, BRI %2 1E 24 1kd % B2 Hadacheck ik, Miller
Pk, Goldblatt PRz 5IHT 5, TS OHPIE, ZFF T %A EFHHEEEDHE
AEIN-FHp L BB INTERY, Lo L Brennan HEFHix 25 0P % zoning DA
Td % Euclid flik L [AFIO b DL LTHIHL, BE0IZBWTRD L) 12R~<5Y,

[EFRAE, oz nsn, BUFs Lo THE] FAIE2ZEL230TH 72012
L, RIICAECIE, EIFRAOHGE L72RE LOBRIEZENTH o 7213972 L ORILT
M —2%KXML LD L35, F4 1 Hadacheck ¥, Miller H3:, Goldblatt H i CHE &
oz FHIF ARSI AETH o2 b ER By oo NS OHEMIIEEE S R D
NS [HE] WEEOBEIEIL L -0 Tld %<, HIESE (FIZBHRERS L
BT b %) OFEFTICL ) AILAFRE OIS E A S, FROIRRICSH 54 TOM
WM SNEL LIRS, 202 & ERHHIRAEEYICEES 5 & OFRPIRRL L T
TRERZETIENTE S,

Bl% Brennan (2 XU, IO OFEHIBFNIEEFHIRE LCoOFEFTIEIRL, [AhEE
AT 2 B IR BEAENEOF G L B ZFET L RN /EBEE 2 S 4 U LM ET ] oFp—
el LCRtAaESN, £2To [Flix] 3ZBENFIRIENY T, BRENFED 5 Vit

28) 1Id. at 67 (quoting Mahon, 260 U.S. at 422 (Brandeis, J., dissenting) ).

29) Hadacheck v. Sebastian, 239 U.S. 394 (1915); Miller v. Schoene, 276 U.S. 272 (1928); Goldblatt v.
Hempstead, 369 U.S. 590 (1962). {5 2 (£ Z 4L 5 @H) P d1-C Mahon | JLpi 12 B EE S AL 7-0E— ]
P Td 5 Hadacheck H|Pt (19154F) 122w Tid, Mahon @ (19224F) KUt R C Brandeis )5
O EFHIEUEDEH SN -FE 60 & LT L T\w5b, Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon, 260 U.S.
393 (1922), at 418 (Brandeis, J., dissenting). Rehnquist & Z 15 254 EFFHIEHED W FHFICTH 5 &
L CHEESE RO ZHH 5, See Penn Central, 438 U.S. 104, at 144-145 (Rehngquist, J., dissent-
ing).

30) Id.at 133-34, n. 30 (citing Joseph L. Sax, Takings and the Police Power, 74 Yale L. J. 36 (1964), at 50).
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[EEOAETEDE] O e v BRENFEDEINLbDLHEBINTNRIDTH S,
[ A TAGELEVZ 5848 ] &v ) RIUIFEFRHEENEZ2OHH L,
Brennan (2 & ) AT HEZOIRTHAEL/ZOTH 5,

[ ATHEFELEVE TR 1220w THID X)) %FiE LIiL, Penn Central
HRL%, COMEICERT 5 HoaRERSEHRICHHB A Z 5, #2132 Kirby
Forest Indus. v. United States (19844F) 3Bl & Z2UH (reguratory taking) DyEFE%
—fam e L CERET ABIZ, Andrus )P, % OF Mahon )3t Brandeis 55 5 & H %
RDOEHEIHT 5, [AROEHLZKLBURGENC L VAL 28H0% <, et
THEGLEVWETL2RE] IS EWe LTEBTEE»E ) LEN D L 55, HITITEK -
FRARET, 2ORSITE# LERD LG22V T, [IEREAE] OZRICL ) AREe
KrBEHEZE) DDIHLI RS,

F 7B RHN O WFEFF T AT B W T EPA 2341 ) B - ¥ 2 AN X D AL
T2 LB SPUHIZEEY T 5 & L CTHF b7z Ruckelshaus v. Monsanto Co. (19844F)
IZBWT, wEFIERE U < itz 5o L, Monsanto A EHF O 4% HUAI ML AERR %
Feo) ZEERIEMLZ, [RER 620X ) RGN [SCHHATEE LBV % 5 F4t]
ERI R ZICTHRA SRV EDLZ TN RO VWAL L TH DL, 2O EIFHHF DO
& WFED X D) B CTHRICHM T 5, FO L) oI, BOBAROMOLETIE, B
WHRHI O R L > TEDTH B,

CZOLH)ICVWTNOHPTH [XHHATERLEVZ T 5F4%] 1%, HTRAIHEICE
ELMEMAHZ LEbaWHIEE W) L0, TR SEFZE G ETHBRIIZE ) X
SHEMBORE, v IRTHEH I N TWSE, S 4|2 Brennan HFH 0 H 41X
Brandeis HIH O [ CHHASTEFELE VT 5848 2 RSEHHSEE T E {J‘J:’C
HARRIIICE ) REAHEOME, &\ IRTIRMICHER T, 2 & T, i L aflE%s
SDEMMYICHEEL, MHEOHIBEEMREMER LD QBN L CHEHRET L HIHE, BLZ L
o) AN M 5 — RSSO EHZH I E 35 5 D7 DT, Brennan Dif
A KU, BUMREBENER T 2 BEMEOBREHIIHA T A AmTEEEINL ), F
7o BT S HG OREF N B 2 AT A EBNEE S SE S N, FIZIZEMEOR &%

BN W CIEICHGENRBE CHEAE T RE I LIZb #2597, EEIC Penn Central
HPTid, Penn Central HAYEIHZ AL PICH ) FENVH LI I HAHZEOEDES
Flik % ROV H A BHHE P O FEz L T b ErLikimd 5 2 & 7% <, New York
TR L EEWIHSWFIEDD 725 S b & D New York iR DREL b > THBIMEE
VOHMTE LTS

31) Kirby Forest Indus. v. United States, 467 U.S. 1 (1984), at 14 (quoting Andrus v. Allard).

32) Ruckelshaus v. Monsanto Co., 467 U.S. 986 (1984), at 1007. ¥ 7z[F]3755 |14 % Day-Brite Lighting,
Inc. v. Missouri, 342 U.S. 421 (1952), at 424 & 14,

33) Daniel R. Mandelker, Waiving the Takings Clause: Conflicting Signals from the Supreme Court, 40 Land
Use L. & Zoning Dig., 1 (1988), at 3; Oswald, supra note 25, at 1522.
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Daniel R. Mandelker #3213 Brennan ¥|SH25H i L 7- 2 0 & 95 2F % [ ROF &
(citizen benefit) | LA TWA DY, FHHOUKZIEICE Iz /-d0 LB b b,
Plymouth Coal H|itTo—fxFI3t (general benefits) /H:8 % Flik  (specific benefits) @
KB, &5 WidsisB AR 1281 5 iR & & Rl BRI O X5l 2 2 U,
HERIF LG & 13— AR V& TH D, Brennan H|FHOEIE, BHL OB EX
HERICHEFHT R EFREM L LT, HHGIEEAIBENI V23 2 EA OF R (Rl
AR FEHBRERLZVEAFEFTLIELLTE LS, LT TId Brennan HHOH
fit %, Mandelker Z3% O HFEB 2 [T ERAEEIY: (citizen reciprocity) | & & A THE

ki L XT 5,

2 A VT4 T VENEM EOARE ST (escheat) ——Hodel v. Irving

TR B & FRE O 1L Hodel v. Irving (19874F) T3 O’Connor ) ZHASER L
TWb, AFHTIE, 1074 7 VERSHN O T AT % 5 U Cl BN A #5L
L7cZ LIRS 272012, R0 a @l - Mo iike 4 > 714 7 Y8 E~ND A
B pE )T (escheat) | 1ZFR%E L 72 Indian Land Consolidation Act of 1983 2075 A5Hiif{E 72
SPHTHELLLTHFDLONIZODTH B, [ AEERIF (escheat) | & IZ T FESH
b LR ZOEKMNIEIRTT 2T L 2w )05, FAiEoBHIEL Michael A. Heller ©F 9,

[ % PER 4 A HeF] (right to exclude others, LATHEREHME) | OFME 2T EDOT ~
T -3 ABHORIZHEDTHLY,

HEfete L 13, WoE, B2 I TIcHSlED L) ST AD TE 5D (exclude or
include) % g L1547 — M F — =& L TOMHRETH 5, Heller % 1d, BHEAICH
\J oW EMERIBROMBI L LT, HPBREOLFIZLoTELS [aE X XDH (tragedy
of the commons) I*, Bl B0 L 2 [FIHMHE] A$kkE3 52 & (=MEDEEIFIH)
THZDODOPHIESNLERMEITER T 472 TIIES T, HMEMEDEE ZITHLIc X
% [PERtE] oLl (=HEOEDFH) 12X > TUHEMEOR=RWEHSHE SN S

[7>F - a% > ADIEE (tragedy of the anticommons) | 123, FAEICEHTREZ &
AT, B - MO TR [ANB)EES)T (escheat) | (ZfR%E L 72 Indian Land Consoli-
dation Act %% Heller #IZDEH 7 v F - I AHHTH Y, &[FEEEIZ, Heller #dZ D
BT 2L 2AHTRRVA, ZOMBRYFEERIZHOEMIBIRYTDH 5 2 L IZWHETDH

34) Mandelker, supra note 33, at 3.

35) Micheal A. Heller, The Boundaries of Private Property, 108 Yale L.J. 1163 (1999), at 1202-17.

36) Garrett Hardin, The Tragedy of the Commons, 162 Sci. 1243 (1968). 7% B2k miTim [EET (GEA
BIAME) ] GEESCABHE, 20014F) 234~35H (M) 2,

37) Heller #IZIC XL [7 v F - a0 X] Lk [SHOMGHEDVHLERICOVTENEDD S
PERRVEZ A 5 M FEMERE LA ] % 5 9 o Michael A. Heller, The Tragedy of the Anticommons:
Property in the Transition from Marx to Markets, 111 Harv. L. Rev. 621 (1998), at 668. Heller ¥4
A OTEICOWTIE, FHIE [0 7OREHE L 2OEMGmNEL] 729 7k [2001—
1] M,
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%o Irving HIPROFERILZHEE L 72 O’Connor FH S Z O & BOMEICERR L, i
i OPH A O P ORFNHBEOFELEO DT, EMOFIEOFAEICOV TR X I1TENR

»38)
- o

(BB DGR R HRTER SN L HER, AL, HF LSS REIEHFRE
(escheatable interests) DFTEEDEBIE L DFEV D E ZHIF L TV AR T, —HOFED
W HEBEDSS R 55 2 £ Th b (Mahon 3 Holmes ZRIIH) . 4 > 714 7 > DFIEN
DT H DA ETHIEBE R IR 2 b 7256 T . & TOWMMBIAE) EFGE 2 RO TE LW
L, ZCTOREEMFISTIAELEIRIEICRBE L TWLRTH v, ZNIHEDLLT, 20
TN —TIEEBMWCEEL T b, AEENFIEEOBTA R E UIE LIS ADREET 5 i 197

BEFL D S RX W (SR, 8% S SN T HUIWT R 10HREE X 0 b A1 (productive)
o6 Thb,]

2D X912 OConnor 1, BHNIC XD FlLs s AIHE F3 5 N4 DSIEME R BHRABIRIC
WAV H LT EEHEODD, [HIFLIEAARB T4 (escheatable interests) D
HEDEEE DO ZMFFL TWAIRDY T, MIEREHIEL 2F4% (=Ld
FIIRAEL D S AEFEMICHESNT v F - aE L AOER Z T X 2F4%]) %0 - T4
ADEBEIZHE ) B E OB R L OHfFEZ R L72DTH S, Bl O’Connor @ A
S, BHELTOL 71 7 2 OFBENICRE SN EH)Y, £FHELTOA > T
T Y OEENDEAFIREICRE ) bOTHIUL, 728 2 HHEHIE OL THE ZHH IR
LEBBEREEERL TR Ed, o] FlEoFHMEMMEIES IS5 35D
DTHY, Brennan OEFIREEIZIT VD DD 5,

bo b Irving YIPROFEFITIX, 12714 7 EBEMENRE & RE R AT A & £ H
D ZO07 V=T FFERHICERLTVL] L Sh, s ANHOEMIBEREZHE LS
WV EWV Y IRIATAE L Tz Cld, iy % TS REEOHL T 2 0D
Z &, $to T Penn Central HJ|OHFHZEL IIMHYDERNH L Z LICEELET S,

& 2 AT, OConnor (& Brennan & A FMMEHEFIENZORMPE L THRETRENWZ &
DI L 72o OConnor 1ZHelT T, [d LM E ZOFETRZ 72425, H2075IE6%ET
HbHEGHRBELIZESIN], LeLime LT THMOH]| o—FTdh 5 EE - 4
HBEDOMER (right to devise) ZTE Y - U—IZBWTHEHOAEMNEICELT S [HE
Bt ] & RFEEEICEZEA LY, WHICEMUT 2 [BUFEEIOMERKE] Th s & L TR

38) Hodel v. Irving, 481 U.S. 704 (1987), at 715-16 (quoting Mahon, 260 U.S. at 415).

39) [#EFIOH | O b CTHEICHERAMEDMIME % 55 < FEA L 722661 & L T Kaiser Aetna v. United States (1979
i) HdH 5, Kaiser Aetna FJPld, KEDOEMIZ L - TEILNET S Z L I127% o 72 BATT K
18, (navigable water) 127 - 72 & LC, MESEO T CHATHIEAME (navigational servitude) 75if &
NI S O bN72HETH 5, WEmBIE [HERHEL, BEHEOIEARNENET
HbHE—FEHIIEZONTELZDDTH LD, THEIBUFFAIESL L MEECNHT LI EDTE %R
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EHIE LoD TH B MEHEDOKENNEIINTH5THTHAHIRY, EEIMERIE [l
EEDP L OERN LR TERSINLHFE] ITREZVWE IR TWVE,

3 M OB (3 ——Keystone Bituminous Coal Ass’n v. DeBenedictis

RO LB AR 0 B 7 B FS T BEVE & 7R L 72013, Keystone Bituminous Coal Ass'n v.
DeBenedictis (19874F) Tdh %, Keystone HRDHFHZEIL, EWREEDIEEH W2 5 45E D
HYIOHTIZH 5 F RISV T50% DL - OFRSE % 251k 4 % Pennsylvania /1@ Bituminous
Mine Subsidence & Land Conservation Act (2 & V), B X AZPUHAE. L7z & LT
KEDPHEEZ KOO DTH 5, [FFEMFIIHH O HBYLEERRAS Mahon FIPDFHZE & HL
TAHH, Kame L TIZREEIC O W T OB AT L HIF S iz,

PHEE R 2 EE L 7- Stevens HI ST, HEMMEOELGHEICB W CE [BUFIEEIOH
] 2S4EICEE TH 575, Mine Subsidence Act IZVHOTHTROAZREL LH & L1
Kohler Act &£ 721, RAROBEFERLEFE 2 RIFTLbOTHL L LY, £D L9 % Mine
Subsidence Act %% 726 T HBIMEIZOWTRD & 9 (2724,

[JH% public nuisances (25 LW EEFIH & BUCHIBE L TW 2 128 X2 WA ICRE S ZN
ZUUH LCHIWTS 5 2 & ICEERET 5 2 L iE, Holmes 534S Mahon HItTER L7 [FIE0H
BivE] oBle L 3% 5 (|7320) s FA DB ERFIO TIZB W TNARIEOHEAL % fREFT 2 £
B liiho—21%, WA LIG2MEMNHZHIET2 2L THL, 20 L) iEHlRICL -
THEMZESE ) FL L, SEIIMEFIGRINHRIRD S SR eMigE 23 5 (WiE21). ]

7520 © S OO EFRIGE DA T B4R 2 AL, RO X D BRI L > TOHKS
W52, BlH, MAIZZOWE% nuisance Z DAMABE 12 fElE % A A3 X 9 ICFIH LiS74
WOT, EFRIE nuisance EONFE Z 25 LTHMD [WH] LTwzw, L0HHTH S,
BIE21 L PUHGRIEAS, INRLEHFTISH L, ZOo—fiL— O F ThiE O AAE 5 AH)s
ZZT AT BART2EP R ETL L) ICERL TR L HRShzZLE, ThE
T—EbHV, £2TOMAD, BFEPTIL) BED ST EEENHIE L VI Atz 2T
BLIRTIE Ve Z1UED Y Tlde <, AP - 728ia L 52 L - o S ilifE & o
EEAWHELCLO IR DD L ERTHED VR,

WH T T —DOFRICEE NS e o] & k72, Kaiser Aetna v. United States, 444 U.S. 164 (1979),
at 179-80.

40) Heller #d% 1%, AR OFr A AW HREICE T % Andrus HPer 3 € > O EENCENL T 5 B 72 H
THho7z0IH L, KEFIET v F - 2E ZDEEIOVWTOHMEIZZ Lk L, Kaiser Aetna
P KO8 Trving P Ofan & 5 st L T\ 5, Heller, supra note 35, at 1211-17.

41) Keystone Bituminous Coal Ass’n v. DeBenedictis, 480 U.S. 470 (1987), at 487-88.

42) Id. at 491. {H L Keystone )0 BTG AY Agins I3t (447 U.S. 255, at 261-62) TIRI 4 FEiME
ELTIRREINIZEEZONTE [ELSIMNET FEEMIMRET 2 b O0ED] HEHED IR T
CONTWEEICIEEET D2LEND 5, Aiigat(18) 2,
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Stevens | F O B EIPEIE IR OHERAAME KRS (AL T HONETN TS,
¥ ¥ Stevens | F3, public nuisance 5| XK I T L) FELHMEFHEZ TRE TRV
EOTROEMAZER & TRAMEIZA ) 2 & TH S D Fi4E 2 275 Mahon P T
ENTHBIERTH S LR TWE, 2025 &, Stevens HFHDHE HiCTHET L7219
A S D Z 2 HI R AR O BRI E L COEMMGR 2 #Rm L T b 2 905,
2o &9 ML, Mahon HPtT Holmes I X ) % A Brandeis HIHABHAE IR L
72 ZATHo7,

L2 L Stevens HIHA d 2 Tl 2 BLEHIRMYEMUGR 2 ELT S ETwHEEZLS
DIFHEFITH B, BEIZ Penn Central 7T Brennan ¥ 5 25Z O RO FHHGI %, 44
ks ETEBRIICHER ) RETRMNFEHBO IR THAZ R THB Y, Stevens HIHF D1
ROMEICHEZMEFRZ LewEoiRNFEE %, RLCEMEMEO—FlL LTo
AHFEL TWDHITHE R WITREEDSH 2005 Th %Y,

EHL L DB R —HOMHENE, [MALOFEAERFET 2 EE L2 HEO—D21F,
TAD % LIF M EFHEZGIRT 228 THE, 2D L) HEEHIRIC L o THRELZ RS A
)AL, GBI IS NFEHIR2 O LKt £ T 5] LalkR7ER 55 DOBIE
201 H T 5%, %2 Tl Stevens HF1% Holmes 54 | 72 Noble State Bank it % &
LT, MBZIGRICHWEMESRZH 0 Twb, AXHE SR EBHY HR LA
I RIS A HHEGIEBOHEHHE Z 52 L 22D L) IZFER &N TW B, ZOlE21 L
HhETHt e, & AHOEHRER2S, F—HEICRE SN2 WEITRBE I NG5S,
HI% Stevens HIZHiZ, [ER&fEAE ) A 28 [EMAEEIE2T5F%] TRE9 b
DTHNIE L&D Brennan W EZ e & LoD, FIZHEME & B HLAL O #] S % ik
LT, AHHNICE W EHEH-72L T, OGNS, RVWEA 22T, E2T
HFREIC L) BHOMHBASK SN S L OBEFEZRLTVWEDTH b,

O &) ICHBBEROHP 28 4 A2 S ERICILRT 27217 T, HITFE % E A
H B O FE P LA T THBE T A ICFE - TUE, bR 1A H B 1 B P #1289
HAR R BVIRY, #iEOESOHER T T HLEMET 5 > TL £ 9, Rehnquist
1L Keystone )P T & BT, nuisance exception D #iPH % S5 DL FICHLEE L 72
PR Z AEEER AT L0 C, ZoHIZonTEErERIET Y,

[ RIEEDPE T 2RIENOMEZEZR LG22 HE0 D5, &) O, MEFTAHA MY

43) %L DB O E TGRS 55, See, e.g., Mandelker, supra note 33, at 4.

44) See, e.g., Raymond R. Coletta, Reciprocity of Advantage and Regulatory Takings: Toward a New Theory of
Takings Jurisprudence, 40 Am. U.L. Rev. 297 (1990), at 338-39; Daryl J. Levinson, Framing Transac-
tions in Constitutional Law, 111 Yale L.]. 1311 (2002), at 1341-42; Oswald, supra note 25, at 1517; San
Remo Hotel v. City and County of San Francisco, 41 P.3d 87 (Cal. 2002), at 108-109.

45) 480 U.S. 470, at 512-13 (Rehnquist, C.]., dissenting) (quoting Monongahela Navigation Co. v. United
States, 148 U.S. 312 (1893), at 325).
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BZrRETLHMGEEAS O % HERHE CTHIBR T 5 & ) BER O 43 0 S HERR % BUfF 25784
AYia, WHIFELLZWEIRRAIZBFEL CE 206 TH L o AH, HEERIZZO nu-
sance exception DA TIHIZAE L T WnE Ofm 2 ESL LS T E 2R L7z

------ [ L2 L] nuisance exception-++(ZEHF DK R - /X7 — D [FRATRECEPFATHE] %
Bi <2 ETEBIROBISL TR IT UL & T v,

nuisance exception @E’-ﬁﬁ.ﬁéﬁ%w% DTHL TR LS VOIFEABIEDRIEEIZH 502
£, BEEANRO L X912, EHBIEE (R0 ] %R 2 BUFEEI 21505 3
@Ti&w#(Mmmﬂﬁﬁmﬁ BHASIEE [2RPSRIE T A N OZY 20 FoaiH%
—FRNCHETOERCIE] ZHMWETADTH D () LI RMERE - 181 - L4
D& B & L CIESHIESREOMERICILHEH 25 2 380 5 2 &1L, il 4 o LM &I
KMWAHETIRT LV, FADHEMEL TE MR LOMR % BFICHEEICED L 2 127D
PREV, BERG, 1TLACETOBRMGENIIARD DI TR - %4 - f@fit] Dbkod
DEMRT AL EZEHL THRENLTH 5,

F72% b £ b Mahon T Holmes (3 B % H— O BHNEARANT TOFE & &
HOGE &) R Tiam L T2 0T, A & Flig & G E 3 2 5 EA 2 fee L &
9 & L7\ Stevens O L Mahon H Pt & 5242585 L 72 & 9 IZE 2 5, Epstein
HIz 13 Stevens HIFHOBMZ KD L ) 14§ 2% [, Stevens H|F (2 & % Holmes
HFEOT A FOFBHDO T T, FIHFIRIEH L GERER) H2v. %5, TR

DVOPEED D HPES, NT U AZAEIEL0E NGV rS5THhD, FROGmMEIL
THOTELRINA % HEHERL ) EXbT 2016155, [OERT 2%, 4HIEEIIUH
SNDH, WHIGHEPPRAENL725 9 TRIOEMIEOT T2 F2TE 202 ED
&V

Dot A 4% F R S5 BB, RIS EMOBHAN CEMMERRETE 2T
b Bl 14t,+=/*12&0>tpf@ TENTRWET 2821204455 Hiit % Stevens ¥
NEHL T, HHENISGED TER L T A G 0re 5 21E, M Th s, BEGIRN 2
HETH 5 Keystone HPLl2 BT, Stevens HFH L FDOCNRICEDN L 72 B MR 238X 5
—HT, BECEN Ay 2=V EFALTVL L W) DL, RRELBELR 200
b LN, L2 LLLTTIE, Stevens H|HORKEE H 0 15X E MR ETIVO—D
ELTIRL, o go—2k LTHRLETLZ LT 5,

4 TR E IR O BR S

19804E M B LLED & 9 B ERDEHE & 7 o - HIMERR TH 5%, BIRICZF DL HE
WHEHIRCTH 5 Z & 13D - 72,

Penn Central H#IBRMEOBERHMIIC Y720, FHEOHEICED T 5N/ (in-

46) See Richard A. Epstein, Takings: Descent and Resurrection, 1987 Sup. Ct. Rev. 1, at 22.
47) 1) 213 Stevens F|F 1% Penn Central H#:Tld Rehnquist DG ERICHEE L TWwb,
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vestment-backed expectations) ~O T % & LB ORFRHLE L, QBUFIGE) DO HFE 2
LERETREFE2 B TIIATE L7z BRI 2 0 X 9 7% Penn Central o] Wy
Bt A DT, BEIZ Agins H)PeR Irving HIRASZF I MBL L 72 X 512, [HHI ORI EE
W2 —ZBERLE L TNEDSITONTEY, HHFDS [HEIORFNE| 2 ZET
BN 2o TENERMNT B2 HAEHT2bDTH L, £ L THRHEMMMERRICE > T
b BRI E DM S Fds & Fsz L 2 WBHNEHIE 2 LICER I NS, FlitaiconT
LIl SN TV L7013 L AL ZOMIEMEICE S v, Lidvnz, #Hilllo [
B L <, HIAILE & ORI ) B WEEIZIE D IR EEOSMITIT L
AEBWEFR B, MBI, EMEEORNEEZRfE LTED L) REGAEENITH
BT LNTHA,

(1) HHT L A ERZMOHE —Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp.

FIREEPHE RSO L LTI E L7-OIZWHE 2 M e M ICHT A M2 f o8
ETHY, FNERT DD Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp. (19824E) T
H 5o Bk Irving kb ZORFEIZIET 5,

New York JHIZH#ET L € D& 2 g9 < <, Exective Law 8285 (19734F) 2L
AEEEENIE L, AT L ESHEDIIERT L ERERHRM 2 RET 502 0T
LHZEHEEEDL, D New York AT VEERBESPHE L (—FLVvE—E2T) L
FOHEEART VERTIIRD L 2 LR U, FEE, BEICREMREE 238 % A T
HOAEMTLETF—ERLEMHAIRE SN T /78— N BEA L 725, fEfikE
OFRMNIAHIE 7 TGS T 5% & F5E L C class action &gk L 72,

AT L New YorkIN fem#id, gl 355 oM 120 LRI O [#E3E15%
B LPRIZLTOWRWE LTEELHM L7, 2BZF0K, FEICX VIHPET. T 5
bDD, New York AT VEERRRDRE L2~ FVIEIHELLTHIE) DOTH
HZLEBBE LTEBEAOMRICEE T 5 LOMBEERLLHINTNEY,

L2 L EFFE2 T -6 KRERSHIZINEZET, FITI9HREOHENIARIL L T
VOFEMEEIRL, RO L) IR THEHEE B E S EL70MNRETICHEGELELREL

> 49)
- o

[Penn Central A5 9 [BUFEBIOVER] A58 % K ARPEIZESG T % (permanent
physical occupation) & 1213, FEBNIE ICHAEH T ICH > THHOK L. 2BE L TE72DT
HY, O ELREFEHNEELAKOFIEEZBRTLODTHL I LR, FTHEENDRFE
WEEPEP L LDOTL2WVE W) ZEIZEbLY) VD TH DL,

s N D 7 % AR AR E AT 5553 ME L ET 2 L) BRIV —IviE, et
By DERU LD L DD B, FD L) HIEIIRS A EOMERRIN T 5% b BE %

48) Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 53 N.Y.2d 124 (1981), at 155 (Gabrielli, J., concur-
ring).
49) Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 458 U.S. 419 (1982), at 434-36.
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REORETH 5,

------ WAL LTOMERE T [Zheb5AL, FIAL, Wod sl HERIELTINE
TEMSNTEL, BUFDPYEEN 2 M M2 KA EG T AR TINS OEFIORDZ
FNDEBIHIEENLDTH D, ]

Z Zxt L Blackmun HIZEASHEIMEICE L CROTE R Z KX T3 (Brennan HHEER
Zh >

[ L Exective Law 8285%2% [/KAM] 5E%RHEL, X - T [BIFEEIHPEZELALOFILE
HBRTHLDOTHLIEIZEHDY %) WHAKY T 5 &1L, RAEEEENIHLZD
WS 2R EUT T 2 355 TV a1 42T New York N [ZE55E © BE7 13

KIGRHLEE R AT 7 T —HAEE, BERSLZETTNL] bE, ENoEIER
IO G4 2\ S AR ICHEE BT 2 2 EAS5E) SV E LTh, WHERZ 2Lk
b (BEEEHR), ]

[----Exective Law 82853 A HIM S Nz 22 M 2 MATME & 35 2 13 e, EEERIEE L
T, BHNC L > TEYIEET 2 EMAE AR T LEEAATAZ LR THA) L,

it > TEY ORIEMME KL ERE TSR ICBIT 5 EWOMN ZMSEL I LR b7E59, |

H R O EESEBI T 5 Plymouth Coal HFuiE, 5> C, RILFIAHIC L HERIMHED
MHEREE L W) FHRICBWT, WHEIZE?SKE L ToO—f&iYF)4E (general benefits) %
EZT AT TR, BAEORFOF L (specific benefits) % b E2§ HHtRICHZ Z &
FRME LU CHIEAE LML 72", Blackmun HZ1%, Loretto H#tA% Plymouth Coal ik
DOV AR TUIRFEZLR 2 & ZIREIZDRIR L 72D TH 5,

L2 L Loretto i3, HiblA M EHEOARE % B384 2 356 (I3 H MR TR H & 2
L L CEEBORMMPEEL, 2L 2TRNEMMERICE VA EMREREZIRZ 2L LT
bLZIRAZHELTZDTH 5,

(2) BfEfF SR T Nollan v. California Coastal Commission

Loretto P12 & 2 A ZHE I EESRMAMNRHEFTICE L THRESL, ThIiTonLl
2, G RZEFTICET 2 IAME 0BG REME L LT [Fliz o FHE Y] A3
S N EARE DM ASE PN 2 L3 v HHEMBIZE ORI &t & L CARmAT %
Me (public easement) D E AR ® & 7> Nollan v. California Coastal Commission (1987
) 1I2BWT, HEERIE [T & L CRARYERN S A %2Ry Hilicownw iz,

50) Id. at 449, 452 (Blackmun, J., dissenting). HH 3% Z 0 Loretto Hieizxt LT, [AREEOHE, %
B SNTHRT VEHORE, SO0 L/NS L, o2 Lo TT /83— FOFEAD
TSN DB b ) T 50T TlELE V. TIEZEICH L TRALIBELE2 20D TIE
%, GLAT/N—bOflifEEEDDLEDTEZH S| Lk~ T Blackmun ¥ FH O SO & % S0 F
LTw3, Mgk [HEoHE] 74 hik [1984—2] (19854F) 146 B:H,

51) Commonwealth v. Plymouth Coal Co., 232 Pa. 141 (1911), at 150-51.
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HE SN D NILH I & AT S & OMICAE 1 % BE M (essential nexus) 25853 TRV b
DIFFEMTIEIZVE L, BN X 2PHOBL 20727,

Vo Lo B R & 4 L 72 Brennan FI L, FF0T MO B MEMEE AT 5B
Penn Central IS ZK L7z [HHOFFNEE] OmTHMMEOHFEZEEL, [ Lk
Af%i@ﬁéééw%ﬁH%W7D77A# B R E T b, SR AHO
S A Bl 2T BT ENTEEDIE, ZEESMMUOFHIREREE DR ©
FFAT B BRI bR HE R %@*ﬁ‘%?kb’( 72D HIMZe & o yreeeees B ATRY A R = <
Ei%%iﬂ L L7z Scalia ¥I5HiZ, [ArAMICHEEEST 2RI, 728 2 FNETHT 55

WCIES B fF T B ICIR S 2T E R 5 v & LT, governmental benefit & IF5 12 1342

m\ ] & L7,

B — A T&H A Dolan v. City of Tigard (19944F) T Stevens HZE A5 2 H o
THMVER 2 $8E L7228, SEEROBEENICE D - 72 W LEEO M6 o+
TERA TS, BHSEARRETTICE T 2 EMEOERILEEL LT [Flig0FHm
HEME] EEIIHWORTWRWE ) TH DY,

(3) Ui i ——Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council

Brennan 5 & Stevens F)EH 12 X A HTRAEIMEG ST A REBONEIX, T (3F
7T<7\EI’J) EFAZEIRICO BRI L T A MEZ B LB & L CTERSEIT O BRI <

FBAHSd 5 Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council (19924F) TR S 727, JH &
Lucas 25— HERE OB H M CHEA L 7 BEdz th X AR (19864F) (ZIXBAFE AT Hl
WNIZH - 7278, [ HE 2 £ @ South Carolina ML Hly: (Beachfront Management
Act) DHIFEIZ L VIFE SNHEFEREROEEST ) ICHFEL w0, BHEED
Ot FICEREEY BT A 2 L iRICE ) ZEmIc IS n T, £ 2 THERED, [F
IO HOIE LI EE Lo b UHATHA. L7z & R L 72,

PIEE R 2 HEE L 72 Scalia HF X, LHATAEB BN X0 FRFGL ’ﬁﬁﬁ - HEFER 72
T+ H#iF) ] (economically beneficial or productive use) %4 TZEEIEIN2GA1201F, K&+
WM P ER 2 ANLOBAICET 255 TH->THZNZ Tfﬂl}ﬁﬁﬂﬁi L, fiifg%
g B EHWT LY,

52) Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987), at 837.

53) Id. at 856 (Brennan, J., dissenting) (quoting Mahon, 260 U.S. at 415).

54) Id. at 833, n2.

55) Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994), at 399-400, 402-403 (Stevens, J., dissenting).

56) Carlos A. Ball & Laurie Reynolds, Exactions and Burden Distribution in Takings Law, 47 Wm. & Mary
L. Rev. 1513 (2006), at 1577-83, n289-n306.

57) THEk [HEEMEEGEEICB T2 [REMNICELREZFIE  (economically beneficial use) | #/&12
B35 —552 ] B KRSFETEmESIE 35 (20034F), HEMER [SEOHB] 7 21 7 [1995

—1], FRET [THARES L E 5 BEONURSLE] SiMEEm [7 2 ) hEFAe) CH2EH

19984F) £,

58) Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003 (1992), at 1015.
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[ [Mahon H|JLL D] 704E 3% < @ regulatory takings DEEFIZBWT, —fxICTR 4 128 FE
HIRDAT X EMELRBEEAZRET L EAL [AFR] 2 BT TEzes L2, A% EDT
DO REOBIHFEEERIZ oW, HIEZ ESb$ 2048105 2 HEGTHFLIKL T 5
FCLRLMELEL SR L TEL, E—DEIGNHH &%, BEREEI LEENDOY
iy [RE] 28B40 THS (Loretto Hph) o FeaDHTTY AV 2 &
Y72 EEZ DETORME L, BHHAS L OBEFENICH S TAEENZFIH (economically
beneficial or productive us) % &HIZEZEIL$ A5 TH L - ol

% L C Scalia (32 OFEFEMFIHEIEIEEDORO—2 &L LT, [Fig D VI HEHE ]
DEAL S IR T & v L fRRISR 727,

[FAIZEZZDON—VDIELHEEZIR L7 DT e Db, EENTRENICE
A7 T MAASETEL SN S L) BE IR T, BRT 2280 [Fliso 400 Bt
RRERTXC (Mahon $JPRB 1), B AHAS [RGFM AR ICRE ) FIZE & AfH % % (Penn
Central ¥IZ51H)] L HE LTWBDOEEDFY 748250 5 DIFBHEN T2V, ]

ZHUIxS L Stevens HHAHBPEDBLIIA S KGR 5%

[ 5 H, REBDINERB 72D WA BW TR D EELEZEEFHETH S, #H
HEBOMARTH 5o ELHIESEIIATFRBEREN SRS L 500025 H L] N,
T 13 LA LIZDUTEEC 5\ CH BRI O—#tE (generality) % VML T %72,

Bl Z AL e (Mahon |t CRI8E & 7 - 72) Kohler Act & (Keystone H|{t TR & 7 5 72)
Subsidence Act % [X B9 5, FA4 (ZEEOHGIFEEDSHYAEEIZESL Z L 2B EM L, b
KB ED DD THESHIZTTE L 723 R 2 08 S 1I2HLY) B2 L 721258 & 72 %2> 72 Kohler Act
LE71), Subsidence Act I3 A A EOMEBENAFHETUIEHEL REL RITT, &S,
Z O —EVER B D — A9 S L5 FBIE zoning TH A, zoning (THEEIK T A Al 4
I3 zoning A5 A9 A % IR IRT IO —#8Cd 2 LD A & M S N B & & 2K I
v (Euclid HIPGH) (5554,

ENUT EENT O RANERED S AUIPHIZ % 5 & OHEEIITEEIT I O— e FE &
— T 5. WHMIHIZ, »5FEOFEREE (singling out) ZERT 5D TH L o

2D & 9T Stevens HFHOHMIMER X, HEEo—K#EHYE (generality) OfERT
boTHIL, ZNUTL > CHEHAHMPEDE I NS EEZOLNTNDL L) THSH, Hifllo—
etk & MR TS, BRICHE ) BHIIRWER 2207 THRBICATFIZE S S N5 G 5R
ERDLMPHTHDL, LA L Stevens HFO—feEEH I L, Scalia HFHAHF 1412 B

59) Id. at 1017-18 (citing Penn Central, 438 U.S. at 124 & Mahon, 260 U.S. at 415).
60) Id. at 1071-75 (Stevens, J., dissenting) (citing Armstrong, 364 U.S. at 49, Navigation Co. v. United
States, 148 U.S. 312, 325 (1893)).
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TRD L) IZFHER LTV 5,

[Stevens FIHDIL/RT B — MBI IZAR R H2H 5000 L2 WA, RHISETT 50
LT, BUNEENR LT 52 &% CEROER G EE LT 50—
E, THAREKENSGET L E L HHOMELZBIET 2FEEFE U TH L, BRED L) kL
LT, Mugler e THb 7z 7 v a — VEHCE LI O3 % 251k 3 2 H 5 0 — ik 1938 1 23
BOELRDS, ZOL) REPHEINARIPHICEST L L3R, LarL, THFIA
ZIRRICHM L T2 AT A H & — IR ET 5 2 L THEHIE %ﬁh%&w%:tﬁf
VO, FHROEBRTELZRHFICHNT 2552 TOFHERELT LI LTSI NL 2 LIS
LRVOLFEILTH S, Stevens HIHD ik illlﬂi%l,ﬁ%$%1ﬂﬁ%lﬁ®%ﬁz‘k&:.wi‘ﬁ%z&
LCEHRLZIGEET v,

Z 9 LT, Loretto, Irving, Lucas FJ{REAVRT X 912, MERHEIIERR b:%ﬁb:
FELWHHGIERTH 5 7% &, Flix s AIHOBMIEE L < TR E N VI A I IZRIE IS
D BB BERIEZ IE T 2 LB 1), TR EER IS L o T M EEDOARE ORE
B b 2P ETH LR,

L% L5 C Loretto H]e Wy EERY 5 A Fie 22 Lucas Pt 4F) I 15 58 F e o pie 37 i B
FEL RN DBDTH Y, ROEMERR IS SHERIC 2 BRHOIZ L A EDHIEA
b,

5 IR AR - BT ORE

DR L 72 & 912, BRERSFIZLHAIHBEGIZ 13 0o L 3 2 W EEGIRICET %
HEMEOESHIM 2§ 2 ICHMMEME L EZR T 25605 5, ZIUIZDMOHB)HE
H#EBFATHHSNS DS, e LTEMERSE, BEAHMEEAZEL T2 TRTIEZED
DK ANORM b0 & LT, HEMELLEL T 2 UIRTIEZDORUNHDRER 2
bOLLTHWOENTBY, HAMEOEGHICBVWTHELRVELZ HFOTWDEFR b,

L2L, ZZTOERZORETHVONTWS HIEM & ED X ) NE LR DO» Ik
ER DD LR DG TRV, GREREEH GO H 1213 B R IZB L T Holmes &
Brandeis O ¥ = LA ICH AT 5 BME KL, £hil imﬁ’?@ﬁfﬁlﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬂliaﬁ?@ 20
Z 2 DMEET A 2%, Penn Central )P0 B MR % BRIV E T 5 5 D i i B H B
37 <, MFR R BIFIREICH B, £ 2 CTRHEID, xmﬁ@?ﬁﬁéﬁ@ﬂﬁ@%ﬁ%% %
HMHEE SO 5 BOMSELDOFINETH S, LT TIE, MNEmEe i Mk be i s
5 RSO RO —EEA B L, ZOmOFRAEEL 2 HEET 5,

(1) IR T #FHH B — Florida Rock Industries, Inc. v. United States

61) See id. at 1027 n. 14. Epstein #d% & 5O —f 8 %7207 TIEABITEIE S L v & LT Stevens
HePp 4 5, Richard A. Epstein, The Seven Deadly Sins of Takings Law: The Dissents in Lucas v.
South Carolina Coastal Council, 26 Loy. L. A.L. Rev. 955 (1993), at 969.
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1990 C LLR%, PRSFRIBREG I 2 7% Lt T A8 F T #kF T3, Reunquist FZH 1234
MR ORRZ R O N5, #HIFFEFRE T % Florida Rock Industries, Inc. v. United
States (19944F) 2B\ T, #LIlIZEH CTHh 54 - Florida Rock A K G H-4H H 19 THL
B 2R C ORI 2 B TGPk (Army Corps of Engineers) 2k LRk 72& 2 A,
e B T L PR SR MU HUAS #2 12 22 & L7- Clean Water Act 4045512360 XG4 L 724, [AlHh
DFREFEIFIHDBATTREIZ 2 o 72 & L TAREBIFICH LEEZFER L7z, HETHLER
5 R ECHI PN E S O FEZ R0 7225, IR A X R AT 252 O — 34 de 2 BUH L
ERLIE A, FEREHFAHOCBAREY.OHRE T L20T, HOEFREHINIEIAH
Lt ORI O 45, HERE L MEHR 2 20 5 S5 720 1ICF M 2 55K BT IS
ZELUR LAY, HEtEICOWTIE [HEN] THEALEXRH L E L TRD L) Rigét 2R
L7z,

[Hi70 2 W FEATAE O kA & 285U & % XI5 2 O HEEE o B 0% OSSR pSHE S 2 2 &
B LT, B EE LA BRTABICERHESE,SmN D & v ) BUIHEET N & Tk
T\ FO LX) ICHMATIUE, HGHOPEELZ LS EHESNTLE ) 2 Lilh b o

------ IO B X > L RPTAEORFEOTM AR DI ERTET 572010, FEBHN

FET HEEM LHENRPE L T L2 ? (FBRESR) 50, FIRIFETHELT,
MRS T A 2 PEOEH LN 723 T RAYLHICHIEHZOP THRESR TV L2020 ? |

Z® & 9 |2 Florida Rock HJJuid, BHH LA SN A FGROFEFHIHIIHE L 72 > Tw
LRHNEENICHEZEHRTL2DOTHL 2L, FABEIERENTHLZL2MALTEY,
Stevens ¥ FHOE R % G5 L, Reunquist O HEIMEGHICHE R 2 b O H 5, T M
HHD B 5,

L2 LE AL NV Tld Brrenan & Stevens 197 HBMERG DR Z 4 Ao 5,

(2) Massachusetts /M = #——Moskow v. Commissioner of Dep’t of Envtl. Management

% 9" Penn Central FIPRE#Z ICTH R AR EE 2 ARRESITF THW L r — 2 L
L T, Massachusetts M #% & #0912 & 5 Moskow v. Commissioner of Dep’t of Envtl.
Management (19814F) #% %, REEME EE A EM O N EEH#E (Inland Wetlands
Act) IZTEVESFTA O Y50 % 5o BB I Uik - VAT AZ L -0T, i
TP 2 4o 720 FEFEHFE, UZHIRAHICITET 5 L HEL, 20
B E L CREHEHCHEZZZT 20 T CTH Y, zoning =0 JFE 5 H#b X {436l
ER VBT ENPEENFIREZEZZT A DRV E 221 72, 2HIZx L Penn

62) Florida Rock Indus., Inc. v. United States, 8 Cl. Ct. 160 (CI. Ct. 1985) (Florida Rock I).

63) Florida Rock Indus., Inc. v. United States, 18 F.3d 1560 (Fed. Cir. 1994) (Florida Rock IV), at 1571.

64) Florida Rock 3t H il e % R 25 134 b @ & LT, See Friedenburg v. N.Y. State Dep’t of
Envtl. Conservation, 3 A.D.3d 86 (N.Y. App. Div. 2d Dep’t 2003), at 98-99.
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Central ] B2 % i@ { 521} 72 Massachusetts 1 fx 5 % 13 35 92 2 HCH B o B 1) 7 L2

X LKRD L9 IR L 729
[ EH 5 R 2 22 LT oz e LTh, FIRBEDUN SR Sh s 2 s idku,
PWEREHEDS [ 2 L HFTEE B EOBR R HEE 52 T b 2 Eide s TV
LB AERT L0 TRV, —RIEAEIGET 2 2 L 2 HigE L2k %E, 52
LML, EDEARE A o] [ B 2 Bsfe DEITIC & 0 SN2 O IEBATE 2 S h,
FREDIRITIC B % 4 COMBEIEH S B2 LIS, 202 & & FRIRASS A |2 B
9% (Penn Central J3) ] FRY, fljmﬁ%llﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ}ﬂﬂ."]ﬂ%ﬁ (reciprocal benefit) A LE
B (BEEE) . NERDHE K - BB IR 9 4M8IE L TVWE0T, J§
HICFEEEH L COEETIE R (WE4),.]

B4 RRERAVRIET B & O A TIREE RIS SFEE FEL TR0 LIV, i
HUHELS & o THEREHOR B 5D IR 2 BT 5 720 OB O LM A BT 5 2 2 47T

50T, MRO—AELT, EHERFEAE»OHEEZZ L TWE-) (BFREH),

(3) Michigan MK T ——K & K Constr., Inc. v. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality

Michigan M3EaFF AT 12 & 5 K & K Constr., Inc. v. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality (20054F)
\X, Moskow HPRDOHfE 2 —AH D, REHGITH Y 220 2 DO— i@ L2 b > TH
BHAYBEtR DI & H 5, R, REERST EERMPFEHN TG L7z Tiho
—¥ GRHLAT) (2O W CTHILEF ] ] V@SR I] 2 3R 72 & 2 A MEBRBEA 2SR b PRE 12
S OARFETE L7chy, HEVHE L ROZZFERETH L, FEFEFHITIIEHIC X 2 DUHO
BT & FR& 7243, Michigan MHIZEERECH]ATIE Penn Central o> = Z B HIHIIHE - THIWT
2T, FHEELRLTWS, UTREEFHO—OTH L [BUFEBI O] SO+
THBEIZ O W T TV A EIICTH 5,

[TERAGBI OS] 120V T, BHPNE, REL 7% - 72 RHNEE 2SR D A7 ML (spec-
trum) DEZILETLNRET S L 2EREINL, AL, —HOMIZH BB IR 2P
MIH &, £ ZhofEEva@icfiiEm L, [FIRoPgMEmMIE] %4 <ot prg#I1c 845
§ AR ZBIFHRRIOMO & BT 20 Th b, [HO 2B RE L % 5 7%

n, FNESKRETHF DN TV LBHIATADHFAEH (comprehensive) TdH h, HHHEFI4 %
TR Z T OBHIETH L CAKIRT 2 5 D THLEDENTH 5 - o [Penn
Central HJkCTOHEMMRZEIH L, F72] %K, Penn Central H|k TR 5 7z oot E AL,

Bl%, Hs2SH AT A H OEFNILEIIEH 215 2 SEHNIAREMICUH L 3 s v

65) Moskow v. Commissioner of Dep’t of Environmental Management, 384 Mass. 530 (Mass. 1981), at 535
n. 4.

66) K & K Construction, Inc. v. Department of Environmental Quality, 267 Mich. App. 523 (Mich. Ct. App.
2005), at 558-563, appeal denied, 713 N.W.2d 268 (Mich. 2006).
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D E T 2 Michigan HOBHIMHNICEHE L CHATEL2DTH S

Michigan N BHI1E, zoning Bl & Mk, HAEWTHD, ZOMTHEMIHT SN
B e Michigan M & 13 B H R E O LS O H T, Michigan N ARSI H] A5 Michigan
MEICHe 4 2 HE TR A 76T 2L 2AMET A E XL 2 LT 5, Michigan
DETOTWHEH L OB ZIZTHE T BEY, TLeTotlifFE k& Tot
HEE AT EZITEHHFC L D IHNANO DT E A SICREN-AHZIZIENE A DT
%o

------ KT, AT 6 4 <58 (singled out) ST/, JRHbIRFEE
& A B4 T ORI D 728 Michigan MO FHTA H4 T S A BHBIERZHE L
TWwb, FEBE, BADVPBEOWMENEZZFHT 5 &7, A FEEFZOFRZOLEIC (B
FL) o EBYTHIELRD ) e o

Z ® & 9 |2 Michigan MM¥EFEHPuIZ, I HHDSHE T 8% W L —ny# H D
zoning Bl L FH I NS Z &, ZNICHMED AL 23l Ml L > TWAH A5, B5
2212 Lucas Hei2 817 5 Stevens FFH I HEROME EHUT L2 DL > TW5EHT,

(4) California #M#% & # ——San Remo Hotel v. City and County of San Francisco

FIIN SR L NIV OREO G O F121%, Keystone H|F:12 31T 5 Stevens H|ZEH D
BRI L DBk 2 BT A 50 oM 5, 2002412 California MR &EE T T &
172 San Remo Hotel v. City and County of San Francisco T# A%, J5i45 San Remo Hotel
A% San Francisco MilZxf LA T VEEOMHREE (FEZH» S EIEEEH) OFF] %
kol 2 h, WL, BEFEEOREMAGOMER K OE ENE 2 KPS EEOREH T,
FEOREAEIESE (impact fee) %R T 51746 (Residential Hotel Unit Conversion and
Demolition Ordinance : HCO) Z#.20 %, BHET B2 LML IrHF 2B L, 22T
A, RTIVOHEZEE L ASEMAE L OMICEHAREMED % { F4ef)iE California
MES T RIS LHEEZIHTH S L L THSONRREOMETH 575, JFHER
TIVDOFROHIZIE, FEFAPHIBENO—FHOMEMHEICOREHD 5 Z EPET 5T
720 #timm & LT California MM s8I AHEH Z SE LT L, FHEAHEGSTICE
I} % Nollan H|PROPFEE %, FHEOPEICO ZIFRENLHBAHEED F — AR T %
e EfEML 72,

STCRMERE, FEFIPHEBITEL KL TW5 DWW T Frank 1. Michelman O &
XO—HizGIHL2DORD X 9 15w L Twz,

67) TDOHEIRHT AL DL LT, John D. Echeverria, The Triumph of Justice Stevens and the Principle Of
Generality, 7 Vt. ]. Envtl. L. 22 (2005), at 40, n 106.

68) San Remo Hotel v. City and County of San Francisco, 41 P.3d 87 (Cal. 2002). 7= BREH KT 5
Santa Montica Beach Ltd. v. Superior Court, 968 P.2d 993 (Cal. 1999) 23T St L2 & H Y
AR STV, FOBICITEEER DS OIS T o 72,

69) Id. at 127 (Brown, J., dissenting) (quoting Frank I. Michelman, Property, Utility, and Fairness: Comments
on the Ethical Foundations of “Just Compensation” Law, 80 Harv. L. Rev. 1165 (1967), at 1225).
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[ LBLEIAS TRIZOFH M ERME] 2RET 20 TR, HiZh HTHRERB OIS LTl
EHOFRMEREZ KL T2 ETUE, ZRIIUATH S

------ i, WA ZO|IEE IETHZ 5 2 kiﬁ%@%&ﬁg1mﬂ§%§tgﬁ
~~~~~~ L2 LAE T 3@ 0 BRI A H 2 2 L 1277756700 AD TR D H D500 A D 7
TVHAEICRE LN TR 2D TH o THELFEFREIRO SN2, EIAHH (dispro-
portionate) 7 DT, F41x [EMHI JHE 7o (improvements) (ZRE ) I, BEu
ERAEPTT, REIMZREI LD TSNS IHIRENE TS D & OMED SRR,
LAVICETELETVRS] EE)FRITER V]

WZxF L, BEERIIRDO LD I L TWABE™,

[D2SFEO ROGE I, HCO (&3 LA (facial taking) 128545 5 L EiET 5, €%
5, Holmes I HDOFZ 2 LHICHAE, HCO I3HMHNF 21 5 K7 VEEE IS [FIZO L
W] ZA T LS L TwRnh b5 TH S, k(Mmm$W@ﬁ® B & 22 PO R R
BEHLHIE DK ADFE —OHH 2 S I OFs %, FIREICRE S NWGEICO AR, B IR
BT TREFEHM 2 BRI 5 D725 9 . Holmes | ié%?ﬁﬁ@ﬁé%%ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ%@%@
ERILCHCBDTH L0005 %00, LaLebnl, To0L) 2w —#&ayic
WHEDFERIZBWTSEN TR 22720 Th b,

Mahon HF:EARIZ BT T 5, Brandeis | FHIEkD L 5123 L Tz, BlL, W&k
P EFAA GRS 5 HR) R - X7 —0F7ffi e ZE L TE 724 OFFIIB VT, HEHE
5 ER RIS 22 Tz, BL TSR CAEF L% 3 2 Fl4: (the advantage of
living and doing business in a civilized community) T&H IILEHIZHTH D] L------ . VD%
COWEEZR r — 212 B W T, RE51Z Brandeis ¥ 3o HErs—fxib L T & t@f% Do e

[Keystone g, [AHJeliliF21, Penn Central ¥, K U° Agins HPeo HEIVED R Z 51 H
T5), 29 LT, ERSNDFGROEMPEE ZH—0HEIC L o THEICE L2 &L Flz L
@E%ﬁﬁﬁ %é@f*fﬂi Af@iﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%&é%ﬁw$ @ %5@@%

ET%@T%%(1M B o

""" HCO @ FE HMIEZ M L I3 L1572 v San Francisco M ERICKE O EHEE 2
BRI T AL THLY, FNICL > TBIGRT LV EE % H 4 San Francisco 17 D4
PET A fHR % b 725D THAH (Penn Central ik THERIRASHBIAH 4 New York i IC
Mz S0 LIk BMH) o o

California IM#% 5 #5612 & % San Remo Hotel 1%, Holmes LIk D H G O 2 7@ L
ERREICE T 2, FNERRET S %@“(5)6 9 [HHHIE D& ADE— @ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ‘
I OFN %, R ICERE S NGO R, MEICEEL RITTRFERI 28235

70) Id. at 108-109 (quoting Mahon, 260 U.S. at 422 (Brandeis, J., dissenting) ).
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LT 5% 2%, Holmes OFfE L [l —THh A3 xood, FHE L L CETHEMA
BTIE L WVWER LA, %L CiiAE N7z Brandeis SO ERZ1Z 0o & LT, TTRMA
Pl V2 2 B 35, B2 5 L 72 B¢, Keystone P2 81F % Stevens HJZFEDH
B PRS2 M & L CRRIT %0 Bl S, Fltso N EMME & IRENHZICBIT 2 [HA
HEN RIS AT LORIZHAET H] OTH Y, #HHZEEFOBEMYER T LR 5
AL PRy, BEFOHPM, WEE) ORBLIREFRT LD TH S,



