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(1) 2B TEHEOEE, 7427 ERERSEHIICE W CEFEROE
BRI ENANPLEACIE L2025 ) e ZOH, AREHRIIE AT ) 7 H
HWEEFMELS T2 AF a7 ) A b2HB, X3ZOLENOREZEHT 5
T—% v F (Gorsuch) #HE', #/3/ — (Kavanaugh) #HIE 2, NL v
N (Barrett) FHEAMD DY, FHEBLICBNTT 7 AF 27 XLD

(1) Neil M. Gorsuch, Of Lions and Bears, Judges and Legislators, and the Legacy of Justice
Scalia, 66 Case W. Res. L. Rev. 905 (2016).

(2) Brett M. Kavanaugh, Two Challenges for the Judge as Umpire, 92 Notre Dame L. Rev. 1907
(2017), at 1910-1913.

(3) Amy Coney Barrett, Assorted Canards of Contemporary Legal Analysis Redux, 70 Case W.
Res. L. Rev. 855 (2020).



83 = T AN A BV B HlEEMR L HURHL (1) (k)
BHIED YTV, & LARRER/S— /XA 1 EA N TH D7 A F >~ (Kagan)
BHETTS, [4FKAEART 7 AF2T7IVANTHD (“we're all
textualists now”) Vo | LR ENALNIER L2 EDRRBT 5 L) 12
T AF AT ) RALAOREINIPR L, HIZEOTANVEEE ([ 7YY 3
TV AL 8= 4 EX L) ORZEINIHMICHEL T D, L Ebhd,
FEWE, 71V P aF 2 ~—) (Anita S. Krishnakumar) OFEFFRFFEIAKILIE,
2005 4E2 5 2017 4EF TOHN—Y - T— MBI B HIEFER - & (499
) BT A OBHEHIEEHRICE L CSRLZ 01X, ZoFfH
#e (EpERAeRE) TR L fEEOBmW (243%) RIEFOEX
(11.5%), P& #E (legislative history) (23.8%) ZH, [ Z2DHH
%3 (plain meaning) | 13 40.8% (%5 RT3 49.8%) 12> Twa",
9 Lo CEEM oI EHERETD Aoz,

bobtd, 77AF 2T ) ALOBMENFEOSNDITE L, 16 EHR
FigawiEd  ETHRICEE T, HHEOEBOMHRTEDS AR TH
THLOREDPEOHELFAKTH L s 7 AN VEHEVSER LT 7 A
FaT ) AnG, HRIZEL?S ETHET 5], &) FEARIEED R
RIETOPELTLOMS A TIER L, %Rk (123 (1) o), 52
N LEOERIZHE, LEXONL, 74T VRUEDOHEFIE, BIEOTN

(4) Harvard Law School, The Scalia Lecture: A Dialogue with Justice Kagan on the Reading of
Statutes, at 8:29 (Nov. 18, 2015), https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_
continue=509&v=dpEtszFTOTg.

(5) Anita S. Krishnakumar, Cracking the Whole Code Rule, 96 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 76 (2021), at 97,
L1 HBIWIZBHEN2b Db G, 7)) Y2t s v —IZ L BRI WTo
FRALTEIZ DOV T, kS [HEEBIRTEmo 2o 0)k]l 7 2 ik [2021-1]
65 HnFx L,

(6) Abbe R. Gluck & Richard A. Posner, Statutory Interpretation on the Bench: A Survey of Forty-
Two Judges on the Federal Courts of Appeals, 131 Harv. L. Rev. 1298 (2018), at 1311.

(7) Id at1310-1311, 1313. fi/k % [HlE R gm0 o k] mifest (5) 67 ~ 68
Ho
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FEH TR RCED ERROLELZLHEICEL Z L] I2o2wTn{art
HADBEEENT, LEILOTHAH Y,

2 LTHAE, TAV I OEMRTERICB W TEROTOE D 5 DI,
POTCONHEwRS (F7AF 2T ) XALMIN—=ISAL ERAL -4 VT3
FURAL) TREEL, EXOERE T2, ZNEMIIESNTED LI
B4 508, TdhwvirtBbhb,

(2) AAET A) 7RO TH#RIEH] (canons of construction) | MIEY
PERBERE, NI B I 2 AL T2 0D TH 5,

FERURHN & 0d, BB 38 R0 22 O SCE & IR B BRI B v
TELHEAME VDY, FI2E, TERAMFERIL, #E AR L 12

(8) Kevin Tobia, We're Not All Textualists Now, 78 N.Y.U. Ann. Surv. Am. L. 243 (2022), at 249-
252, 260; Abbe R. Gluck, Congress, Statutory Interpretation, and the Failure of Formalism: The
CBO Canon and Other Ways That Courts Can Improve on What They Are Already Trying to Do,
84 U. Chi. L. Rev. 177 (2017), at 191; Eskridge, infra note 14, at 26-27.

(9) canon ®HIFEIX, FHEHIEIOTFRIZH 284 (background norms) T H D& LT,
principle (JE¥E) |, doctrine (:¥E) | rule (¥EHI), maxim (#55), presumption (HE5E) 72
EOHFEEMEREIMIZHV 5N S Z & b4\, David L. Shapiro, Continuity and Change
in Statutory Interpretation, 67 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 921 (1992), at 923 n7.

canons of construction DFRFEIZD &, FEEECHRCIE [ARFHT | (BHNE = [JKkik:
B (4xRThRO ) CHZERH, 1956 47) 154 H), [Rfef) | (2 A 4L = B8 [9eRE Gorhi) )
(MRS, 1997 4F) 119 ~ 122 51), [FRAUHI ] (Hh3ERimsertsR (3R] OF
RS, 1991 4F), [RHEE] (H— - N - v ) v (lFER) TRk
FHROAT B L OCHIEERRON — v, & 2 WITHIEIZOWT ] R 11 5 (1977
) 40H) Lo LHESETOHNTWD (HL, &M - £ H &% & rules of
interpretation {22 WTOFHT (1) H5),

2ZHN) 7L, [#YIZ#E 2 UL, canons of construction (L 72 HIE TOEMRD [V —
Vo (rules)] Tl L, HWIMESNZZT XA FDPMEIEZ TV L2V TOHE
(presumptions) CT&H 5 | L%, Scalia & Garner, infira note 13, at 51. EFIFINFE T
canons of construction (Z2\V"C [FFRUER] | OHFEZHVL 2 E3d o720, OB
WEIB 2 £ 0T, KTk [ERUEAN ofFE* /T 5.

— 15 —



81 — 7 A B B HEEMR E AU (1) (k)
RSN IUE % 5 v (FERZRHEOIEA (rule of lenity)) o

REEHFERFEHNCEE T 201, DT L)%, 72 BB LEED
BFLBRL TV 5,

B2, HER L7z &) ICEREREEDPHERPICT 7 AF 2T ) ALK
MO TWHETD, TUAF 2T ALHDERT BEROEM D—2 1%
BUEHIZZ L) fiTHh 5 Y,

b b L 1980 FERED S, BERERESKICBWTERRD Y —v & LTI
EEROF B L —T7, REMOF AR LA L TWwzZ L2
HEINTELHRY, A7V > (Nina A. Mendelson) DFEIFIFZEIZ & iuE
ON— - 32— FORFMO 10 4£/H (2005 FEFER 25 2014 SERE) 128
WT, Al b—oOMHURERIOMEH % Z R L 7% 5E RSl E Sk Emo
HED701%, ETOEREEOL L 671%IZDIF>7- 8NDY, X%
RS 2R E L OB oMASHEEZ o<, BHEIZZEDAO
WIERZ RO D X)o7, L OEMFHANL D o

B, ARENRSRO LRIBEICA DR, 2000 £~ O BERRYTIE,
WS AIG B O B T A EIN S NE K Th b AN TH(T
AT v+ J—F— (Bryan A. Garner) & ® 3 [ % 5 & (“Reading
Law")] 12BWTY, A7) 7% 2 5 57 HOIEHAFRURHI 0 25 % 42X

(10) 727 AF 27 ) XLAOMMBBEEIZOVTIE, HakE [7 2 BB 2 HlEs:
TR &gkt (6)) IREHEF 40 % 45 (20174F) 1 ~9HTHIN T2,

(11) James J. Brudney & Corey Ditslear, Canons of Construction and the Elusive Quest for
Neutral Reasoning, 58 Vand. L. Rev. 1 (2005), at 35-36.

(12) Nina A. Mendelson, Change, Creation, and Unpredictability in Statutory Interpretation:
Interpretive Canon Use in the Roberts Court's First Decade, 117 Mich. L. Rev. 71 (2018), at 90,
99, 141 & Appendix Table 2. [ Cld, T/N—> - 22— s ORI 10 EE 1251 5 931
PF o HFER ) 8 PR & 4l o 72 460 OB BT 5 838 O EH HHMEZ W 2 504 L
72bDTHb. B IO, BHRERIOBH 2 #RICHEL b0 b &L,

(13) Antonin Scalia & Bryan A. Garner, Reading Law: The Interpretation of Legal Texts
(Thomson/West, 2012).
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L7z &6 LT, =A2 Y » Y (William N. Eskridge, Jr.) 7% [ % f#fR
$ % (“Interpreting Law”)] % % L 200 f LL_b o> @ BRsHI 2 350 L 72 013 ™,
F SZHHEO LR F OO R LT\ 5,

PO TH—)V - b7z ¥ (Karl N. Llewellyn) &, [ZE> - U—DEIE
HIBRHT (derogation canon) ] [HIEHEIZIEY - O—2 BT 2 2 L 05% W &
VRIS (strictly) FERREN L NETH D] & MEIERHIE DD E KR
HI (remedial statutes canon) ] [TE > - 0 —%5IE L THFEFE 2 RMT 515
IERHIEZIEERIC (iberally) MRS NATILUER S Bv] 9 X912, 28
HOMBENZFIET 2HEHEHO Y A2 N FRTEELTRES 2T, #HlE
FARRDTE AV — v OB E ORGSR Tld e <, BHE A HRIETE R Al
EIEBTH L Z L 2GR L, ROME—ME, ROZIUAHE L -CEFUR R
O ETE LY,

(14)  William N. Eskridge Jr., Interpreting Law: A Primer on How To Read Statutes and The
Constitution (Foundation Press, 2016).

(15)  Karl Llewellyn, Remarks on the Theory of Appellate Decision and the Rules or Canons About
How Statutes Are To Be Construed, 3 Vand. L. Rev. 395 (1950), at 401. FFR & R & L C,
V) ¥ [ ERERNROBER B X OHIEEBROV =V, & 50IFHEIZOW T
ABEE (9) b5,

(16) [-HlEEERoOFEEIZBWCd 72, [FAah] B35 ELC) 2 LTz L
BBV — VTS Do ZNODNV— VXM TNE ST SEF R HIZEL 0T
HsH vy ) v wiERE (9) 37 H)oJ Llewellyn, supra note 15, at 399. [ V7 = 1) » i,
DX %V — VOREE OSBRI A S NS HHEEORMOL S 2Rz, [r—
VIR = AZPGET B L) UERHPBEOBH MR ZFHNT 2 5O T AV &
BEH BN BRI - AIEMED 272 o CWb T e &Gl L &9 & L7z &F
BEE T —v - vy =) > o (1) Sk 105 & 3% (1979 4F) 55 HEHM,

bokd, VYo yORRLAHIERNZMAHTH ), F/BIHETE %
Do 728233 % o Antonin Scalia, A Matter of Interpretation: Federal Courts and the
Law (Princeton University Press, 1997), at 26-27; William N. Eskridge, Jr., Norms, Empiricism,
and Canons in Statutory Interpretation, 66 U. Chi. L. Rev. 671 (1999), at 679; Scalia & Garner,
supra note 13, at 59-60.



79 = 7 A BT B HIE SRR L BURED (1) (k)

ZLTI950 4ERD Y —H )L - ) 7Y XaaE, R & LR
HILZEESED B2, E726%M0) —H)L - 7ok A8HEHME BHY
LIRS L T zo, BREI OGRS SN L FHIZZ L
o7z,

L2l 1980 5 b &, 77 AF 27 ) R LADFHFIZ X 5 il 2 I E G
FoOEE Y 2T, BHERICOWT S HEHE T ThIE L) 12k -72",

F 2B, BHERHOAHEIET 7 AF 2T ) ALDRBLTT I
2T A4 RALLIEHLTW 2, BIZIEY AT 1 — > (Cass R. Sunstein) (&, f#
FUS AN B O SURIRE O S SCEE 2 filh 3 5 7210 T, ORE 1257
BEORHIRE R 252 5, @B TOHFESBUANEE % HEB
SHTCVEOEEED D, @FLEA S 2> OB W B3R 3 2 FE AR Al i
RIS DR BT LR ERHLAY, AT A ) vV ET ) v F—
(Philip P. Frickey) (&, OFUEHNIE Ovy =) YO FIRICK L T) HlEik
MOFH RN % Fd 2 5C [EOZE] OMfEIcZE AT %, @V EENH
FBFRIC B 2B NEHOMRO N2 FHTEDL L9105, @FH
bRFEDEIFR SOV TH b OEIFOMEG & EF IR 5D, L) il
FERIFREAERE  (institutional coordination functions) A%d % 2 & #3184 L 72"
YU AT A4 =V ORBIIONTIE, BPETORAGHS RSN TEEZ
HTHLNY, WENOGmE S, HIEA/NT ¥ AOLED 120 EHUFEH O
HRMEEER L TV m2NEE Shb,

(17) 1991 FFIIXFHUFHICBES 5 2 Y RV ANERE N T 225, Z 2 Tlk, 1TBE
ROMEROHT, BHEIZHEMMEZ AT 5 SIBRE I OA HITED S 5 HATERH S
LT 5, Symposium, 4 Reevaluation of the Canons of Statutory Interpretation, 45 Vand. L.
Rev. 529 (1992), at 530 (Joseph H. Bates).

(18) Cass R. Sunstein, Interpreting Statutes in the Regulatory State, 103 Harv. L. Rev. 407 (1989),
at 454-460.

(19) William N. Eskridge, Jr. & Philip P. Frickey, The Supreme Court, 1993 Term Foreword: Law
as Equilibrium, 108 Harv. L. Rev. 26 (1994), at 66-69.
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FAETE, HURRIGR OB CIZFEIEIZEIC [ 2o T b, Rk L723HE
OMMFEREI N Z, BREHNCK§ 5 37 5EE ORHE, TEHEE O 8#>
FOWM %2\ HE@EON 4 (ordinary people) DFEak#% FEALMZ7Ed 5 b D%
ERHENTHEY Y, 2Ih6, HIASHIURAN Y B g - R ER T
DR D= 2 WAL T B I FEREZE S BRI ST b, €9 L7zW%ET
E, Vo) Y OT—EORIHRO AR ST, LR 90 FER 0RO B b it
HAHNTWVE,
B F ZAURRIBEZE I, ERERUERI O AR LE BIRT b0 H 5, £
DOFIZIE, FTBESD S QRO 2 FUEHIG b B8 L Tw b ™,

(20) ALK [y A5 4 v HEERICBT 2 HEEOBRI ] ZFmacs Rk
A 305 (1990 4F), KiRF/r [7 AV h o¥ih L &EE] 555, 1992 4F) 164 ~
215 HZ M,

(21)  Abbe R. Gluck & Lisa Schultz Bressman, Statutory Interpretation From the Inside—An
Empirical Study of Congressional Drafting, Delegation, and the Canons: Part I, 65 Stan. L.
Rev. 901 (2013).

(22)  Christopher J. Walker, Inside Agency Statutory Interpretation, 67 Stan. L. Rev. 999 (2015), at
1020-1034.

(23) Kevin Tobia, Brian G. Slocum & Victoria Nourse, Statutory Interpretation from the Outside,
122 Colum. L. Rev. 213 (2022).

(24) BIZIEAY v 2 (Kevin M. Stack) 1%, HIFEHLEOBCOPEE I L CHEERT R E
&35 NEHMBAREHN 2328 L, EHMICFES 2MRE PRS2 2 & THIR%E
HOFGETIE % C L) —RAGIHED T 7R RE L 22 5 & 15k $ %0 Kevin M.
Stack, The Enacted Purposes Canon, 105 Towa L. Rev. 283 (2019), at 310-313. 2B A% v 7
W&, [AJEHD 2 B O 530 HIEEWICIERS R & &5 5 TSRS R ()52 i
SRR OZRE) &b, KARMEHEN RO £ L & O FERAMAH T2 37 5
TEEMFTITH 2 S S BIAFITH5 5 £ 350 1d at 317-18. THUIK L 2 3 — 7 (Jarrod
Shobe) 1, [A]JEHI % il %€ % e & i 2 5o Jarrod Shobe, Enacted Legislative
Findings and Purposes, 86 U. Chi. L. Rev. 669 (2019), at 712.

For) varrv—vid, BREINERZ S LT B0RRICR L CE i S35
A N OYFEARR i RRUS R 2 BAfE L TR L TldZe 5 v &3 < o Anita S. Krishnakumar,
Longstanding Agency Interpretations, 83 Fordham L. Rev. 1823 (2015), at 1866.



77 = T AN BB DL HEERRE BHUERD (1) (k)

=T, LRLOER - PREINE 2T T, 0— - 27 - VOMEREE I
BT HFURRIGE IS 2 @S OMEM2S, ) — A - Tk AHE DR
EANEDVHEHETHL LM ENTWBETH LY,

AR TO [FEGHt) du— - A7 = VOFEHREFEDO 20O b 4
KER®, 2220y Y0 [EEERTS] &, BIBICAMEEDS L)1,
TIZXDL) M EA L T2,

Z LT, 20 &) ik HE = (1980 FRLEID) 2T - HROFHAEIT L,
[HEA () =0 - 7o 2 #8) OFHE & AT R & FIH 5 2 M5
DD EDRBENT, FLPEFRE LEEFICOREL D
LEnn®,

IS, FUFEHIBIZEIE 7 2 ) A ATBOEOEFENFFEIC B\ T b RO
LNBMHTH %,

Bz, ERUERIRG L Y = 70 v EE o F iR 2 A A BRI %o,
Tz 7a VEE OB O WL, ORIPHHIE 2 R 2 3R] (rule
of decision), (2 APA DFHAFEHE (standard of review), @MFFUFHIIZEERLT X
2V ATHES T, Yo 7a y ERARREI BT 2 5L, Ch

(25) John F. Manning & Matthew Stephenson, Legislation & Regulation and Reform of the First
Year, 65 J. Legal Educ. 45 (2015), at 59-60, 66-67.

(26)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 7-9.

(27)  Gluck & Posner, supra note 6, at 1302, 1311-1312, 1330-1331.

(28) Jarrod Shobe, Intertemporal Statutory Interpretation and the Evolution of Legislative
Drafting, 114 Colum. L. Rev. 807 (2014), at 831.

(29) Chevron U.S.A. Inc. v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc., 467 U.S. 837 (1984). A4 )7
FEma o320 L LT, WKRE[7A)HICBTBHIEEHRE EER (7))
IS 41 & 15 (2017 4F) 2.

(30) Kristin E. Hickman & R. David Hahn, Categorizing Chevron, 81 Ohio St. L.J. 611 (2020). [7
O, #iEme LTy 70 VBB OEM TR & QA IEE IR L T D,

(BL) LIRS A3 B35, HIERZBRITBRE S ISR A 2R 2 ER T 5.
Cass R. Sunstein, Nondelegation Canons, 67 U. Chi. L. Rev.315 (2000), at 329.



IR RS AT %395 (2024 4F) — 76
ZIHIRAY 72 RS 5 Y Z ORI, BRIy = 70 B0 RO BB
REVEICBIRT 50 BEERWICE 20, RURHNZECH B 2L ® 72 o C
2 EERH (rules of thumb) (2 X397, ZALEMICERYIIR T K OBl
R VEZZOENTWE DY, Yo7 EHERERENEEZ 5 L
ZOWBETFEHYICTRETH b0 FRFEFTIE, —RICy =70 il
RFUFRIO—TE & L CEIET 2 EHAEE . b o b b, EHRUEAI L (2w 2
Motz HEay 2 [HENOMS ] 122w, FHlirsrhTnes ™
AL, DEOHAED Y B, FHICE OWREn 2 %8 - i+ 5d0T
H5o

(3) RHUFEANZ, OEOKEAIIBWTSIZEHLIIFELNT, FT,
R OFRASBRLINLICE L EDY,

HrR oo 1), RIS R B AR IR R b BB R b v FHIE X —
FEDFROKEFICEE L 721212, 202 % X {F 5 (window dressing) 7=

(32) Thomas W. Merrill & Kristin E. Hickman, Chevron’s Domain, 89 Geo. L.J. 833 (2001), at
868-870.
(33)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 51, 59.
(34) HIz\E7 v (Abbe R. Gluck) &, ¥ = 7u vz fHUEH] & BRI b,
SRR RO 5 —Mo [JFE] & AERITTWwb. Abbe R. Gluck, What
30 Years of Chevron Teaches Us About the Rest of Statutory Interpretation, 83 Fordham L. Rev.
607 (2014), at 612-617; Abbe R. Gluck, The States as Laboratories of Statutory Interpretation
Methodological Consensus and the New Modified Textualism, 119 Yale L.J. 1750 (2010), at
1817.
AU LI AL ) v D HIE, EEREERHEICL S Y 2 70 v o R
B 2 FEREWIZE A S, ¥z 70 IS B REFE O P o—FE L LTl T
BY, TOEMERTIBNERCIE A USRI (HFEZ S IEID 1255w &5 L
T\ %, Connor N. Raso & William N. Eskridge, Jr., Chevron as a Canon, Not a Precedent: An
Empirical Study of What Motivates Justices in Agency Deference Cases, 110 Colum. L. Rev.
1727 (2010), at 1734-35, 1765-66.
ik 1.2.3 (1) bZH,
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75 = T A AIBIUT D HESERRE BHUERD (1) (k)
WERURRI A HRMICH W2 I\ E 2 vwoZ2e g, V=L - U7
ALWEH LIz &), MHENCE B3 24683, EDRTGTH Y 720
Lo L, BHUEANIERCE OSSR BE8I2IC a2 EEL TR v L
BAE, LTLLE) LIEFE ARV, HPETY, HHBIOFMIZ L) R
FRIASSR B 2 RO MBS B L 55, kil T 2 [BLELEOMR
I 1T 25, FRATET S HUEFRaE O A mAg O F <5 12 B v Tl
&N, oM ERET 256 1R L YEB O 1
DOWITR % 3K 2 UG (WIRE 2 SHIEHD) 288 1 2B AT B R < 5
ZF SN D £, RUFE NI IS AEHHIC B\ CEE R HRRE
R7ZL T2,
5T, EREANE E OPERIFEREAL T LA BEHINL 2 L2, &
FHRICB W THWONTE LA 2 W TIE Zve RAGIET 2 ) I TR
F OIS TH 2 HHRERNZ B b 2 ik = B L, 2 QBB O FH

~E{

(35) HlziE, MBUEHIZESEDYN S 2546, MEFEROLE LT, ARISAH 2 R
AENTER S WAERD S e ROV L LTI =16 £3% & 4T B
(AR & ATEOHE] (RRORSEHIS 1972 48) (WIH 1958 48) 63 ~ 64 H, 65 Hit (4),
Rt oisy & U CHMP AR [TBuk#am] (F2EM, 1957 4F) 182 HE M, ETIE
KR 26 457 H 18 H 4L 68 %5 6 75 575 H AT, AR5 O BEHHRIZ B Lﬁidr%m
Mo Z 7RIS 2,

(36) HEAKTE [HEBEEHEELOMMR & EIRME] LIRS RS 125 (2016 4F) 262
~ 264 H,

(37)  KAGEE— [ATBCERMIRAAEER O %0 | 1T HERIZE 30 5 (2019 4F) 122 ~ 123 HI
FTECEHERRNE 9 4 2 HOMGEEH S IREE I LT, BRSO BHEKED AR5
FHE COBBAKHEKE A S & [P E SR L R & omErEE i(i%h%
ERICBVCARI K] THY, ZokH % [HHIOTEGEE TRE—HEHLE LTo

TR EST A LA E NS | LG,

(38) BIZ XM FRE 2246 H 3 HIR&E 64 %4 5 1010 B (ZiFEGolidig), w&HF
B254F1H 11 HRE6T A1 5 1H (EfEA Y MEEEIESR) . DosE O &3 E
BB 2 (2 SHEAL ofMELrBMLzboL LT, k% [TBUEFERE
MEHER] RRES38 %15 (2014 4F) 126 ~ 129 HEH,



IREsES AT 3% (20244F) — 74
RRAADLY, ZOW\BT, BRI, SIEERTTERICB D BER AR
NIFi (faithful-agent theory) DB DS HRENDLTES 9,

(4) STHREHZI) EF2120 T, MBI [ERED] 22809
ML H 5o [HREMEOFER] @ X 513 2 FRIEHND Hiuid, il
T2 NHEFEROBHVEH] 0 X912 1980 FERLEICFESN D L) 12k o7z
bDYH Do REBHHEPMEFOUEZRIZB VTS 20HEICE
T2HAERHL L LTHY, ZhAEBIC [MRUEHI] & LG+ 2RT
E 2o FRRIC, FEEAEY BT S [EBVERIER ] o3RS EEHE
DERO—MORGFHEELY ERT2HELL L, M2 L2 F TR L3
NEP—IZITE 2 RV,

FRTAZY) v TOEHIT, MEERREERNE, 1TBURR O B L
RELL M)y 2L LTHAERIE LCHMT2@mEDL VY Lo, @
FEANIE L OEROHED T TH B O L, FEERRRLH, TR
(EAZE 2 OMOKIETEBI A5 3% BARIIZ &9 3]l L 722 [REHLE#L
ThHY, EHHEERIITIRICAETRETH LD, NS ZH IR,

(39) #EHIE, MBLEARIZE D 2R EEH g G Pk 28 £ 12 H 19 HRE 70 % 8
2177 H) 2o, RERNCEH LTl 2l a 2 Eh 50 filifis T
RpMEak 153 %5 5 (2017 4F) S BERHENIZOWTIE, BRI 0 %
D EDT, JemESEET [HEE KR 2365 5 (2018 4F) ZHH,

(40) B2, TIRZ 220> 72 ROMERIEN] (“dog that did not bark” canon) | [EFLFEE AT
BB S B IR EOERF IS B 07 2 A T 2 FROBM 2 T EERHICE R L
TWhEWiEbIE, 208 LHROLFIEMEN TV EIET 5] 1, v v—
07 - k—uA0 [FER%5 (Silver Blaze) Ffl] OHEHGEIZHE L, 1980 (UL,
IR BB EAER TS 2 L 9%% 5o See Anita S. Krishnakumar, The Sherlock Holmes
Canon, 84 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 1 (2016).

(41)  William N. Eskridge, Jr., The New Textualism and Normative Canons, 113 Colum. L. Rev.
531 (2013), at 541-543; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 23-31; Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 19, at
99-101.



73— 7 A BT B HIE B L BURHD (1) (k)
FERURE R OFERH A ED S E L VW) RIEL AL S L)Y,

7)Y aF <=k /) —2A (Victoria F. Nourse) (&, FFRUSHIO BT S04
LT, ehpEmkEERomTo [ L7218 (established convention) |
ThbrIexETreL, Fo20HEEL LT, OGREERRERIZBW
TURLIERIAE ) S T S 7R - BLANE - — B, @435 H o f-e i
OFEE, @OLFEEROIELYE (&) bIHEHERERNICB T 2 BT IO
JE), O@EEA LA — M AT RERJEAITH 5 L AMEICES L7
MPEND, BFETTWDEY, ¥=> 7 (John F. Manning) AMEHUEHI O 1E 4
HOEHL LT, BRUMICH2Z20%HEOME, HENEROIEER
L CoIEMEE PRI RN, SEEso—BE*Z 200832 L 2
HdH M,

DIFClE, FEMAURRIC Ao E, SAEMFARIEHI & S Ay fpUs I
T T L 2o, EEEOICOWTOFEIESHE2-BNTSH (1o KIS
OOV T ORI B O LT (2), SFHIFEFUER (3) & EMAKMER
EHI (4 123 CEOMBRIIELEL MG L, AT OB - Mi 217> T
LT s (5)“ b, WY LIFRBHEANL, 7)) vaFrv—nE ) =2,
XY T DF N, FHERIOZAOM < b O 2RI BTS2 L3
T, HLBREOFME ST RISEROMRE SN TV LDIRET 2,

(42)  Anita S. Krishnakumar & Victoria F. Nourse, The Canon Wars, 97 Tex. L. Rev. 163 (2018), at
169, 172-174.

(43)  Id. at 181-190.

(44)  John F. Manning, Continuity and the Legislative Design, 79 Notre Dame L. Rev. 1863 (2004),
at 1880-1881.

(45) EFURANZ, HHEPHHT 2 b0 L35I, MFEEPFELT I e035H 5 ([1
AL S 72 f#BUEHI (enacted rules of statutory interpretation) ] %%, AF TIIMEET L 7\,
AL S N BRI DS TRERR % & ORERH LG5 22 oW TLE#Em D H %o Bl
Z 13 Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 43 13T ETdH 5o

S A% O IR O TN % B B ATECERERRANE 9 4 2 HOPSEIZ DWW T, BRHH
3w MTEEASE (B0 (F) ) GEMERE, 2020 4F) 84 FRE 2 S,
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RS AT8 35 (2024 4F) - 72

1 AR R O BEER & PR

—MAERUR AN, SEEFAHUSAL (linguistic / language canon) &, FEfF
HOfERRUE I (substantive canon) (2 [X B &4 27,

LA, Vv 2 ) O 28 HFORRIERIART ) A MIT LA EDFEEE
HFEANZOWTTH ), FEERBEBHFIFEANZOWTE, [HRZMEFOEA] 2
[IIRE 22 S HEH ] 22 SBUEH LAY ISR S LT 2 ERRY ARG R 23830 S
NTWBLERTIE R

PIF, ZoXFNIH - TRAUFH 2 #E 2

11 SEErmHUEH
L11 ZEAEN
SaalEREII L 3, 7F AP EAEOTE () 1Y - SCERV—IVIZHI

(46) EREHIO ) X b (KL LG 258 % &) &£ LT, See William N. Eskridge, Jr.,
Philip P. Frickey & Elizabeth Garrett, Legislation and Statutory Interpretation (Foundation
Press, 2d ed. 2006), at 389-97; Sunstein, supra note 18, at 506-508. FE SRk C 1 FH 35 [4E
Kkgan (F)) GRECRZEMIMZ, 1980 4F) 503 ~ 504, 506 ~ 507 H, EHALZHR [
Kk GEhi) ] midBEE (9) 119 ~ 122 HEHH,

(47) I PICHTE SOV TR PR A (semantic canon), SUE MEHUGHI (textual
canon), FCIBAYAEFREH] (descriptive canon), 2 22O CHEEAYAEFUSEHI (normative
canon), BURMEHURH] (policy canon) &wio7-HEbHWOHN L, F/2HE=Dh T
T) =L LT A7) v JIISHBRERUEHI (extrinsic canon) % FEET 545, RIkD
M) A D B M) Ty v ¥ (David L. Shapiro) 1%, MFHUSHI O AR 122 LAEHE

Tld % CBEIRHERFERRIC B 2 & L, SERmRIE I & AR s A o X5l &2 AR 19
IZHE 2 %o Shapiro, supra note 9, at 925.

(48) ZofboEOEZ L LT, flxE, Zodsk (FEH #s, &5 oM@z

RHMEHEL 552 ENEZHND, TOHFTIE, 45 ﬁ*%ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂﬂkfﬂ‘%ﬁﬂ Ak
2, B E OFEE B RIS 2 0 OFLIHO L b, Gluck &

Posner, supra note 6, at 1328.



71 = 7 AN A BT D HEERRE EHUERD (1) (k)

DR B ERENEIIZ S 9 o
ICEREBERUE RN, — &I, Rk o 0 ERER] (grammatical

canon) & fEEMIFEFURE] (structural canon) (ZXBI S5,

SO Ot b FAH 73 AR 1

O #EOEMROEH] (ordinary meaning rule) [SCF1X, ZNAEMAER AL £;
DEEZLNDHERFNT, ZOBHEOERTHRINLETHS ]

Tobo LT, [WHEOEWR] ZHEES HMBIEA L LT, SCERYERIER

LGSR RRUR 253 2

o [EFEOBEROFEAI EIXGHlFXEbDE LT,

O WHZEWROEH] (plain meaning rule) [FEXOZMRSHETH 5% 5 1%
Z ORI ITFERTRETH Y, MOBHIFHIR ZEER 2 W H 2%
BRLSOIRER % TR L Tl & 720 ,]

Bhbo [HEZER] & [EEOEKR] 2 HBRIICH L HE (EXz

DOWH 7 ERIZIG > TEF SN D RE]) D05, BEROYEMIZEREEHT

ERCHESNDHT, WHERIESND Y,

(49)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 69; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 34.

(50) M4 OEFFEBEHIELN 2 [EFOZROEH] GELD | ORiBEHIE 2z 5 75 E L
C, Eskridge, supra note 14, at 56, 87-88, 94, 103.

(51)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 436.

(52) BRI (@D 3k, Z2RMICHW LN TV S, FAEORIS &0, [#
WoEw (JERD | & THEZER (OJFEH]) ] OXFIZDWT, See Brian G. Slocum,
Ordinary Meaning: A Theory of the Most Fundamental Principle of Legal Interpretation (The
University of Chicago Press, 2015), at 23-25; Victoria F. Nourse, Two Kinds of Plain Meaning,
76 Brook. L. Rev. 997 (2011).

— 12, I % R o JE AN SRR NI E T\ % . Shapiro, supra note 9,
at 931-934; Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 19, at 97. L 2> LMD FFEMFEHUGA] & 57 ),
W ¥4 72 306k 0 J5C I 0 AL PRI 25 13 0 S0 0 BEPR DB SE 1 D FEHLV — )V I B % o William
Baude & Ryan D. Doerfler, The (Not So) Plain Meaning Rule, 84 U. Chi. L. Rev. 539 (2017), at
555-556 1, B2 IR 5 & AR ERUS RN 080 LAk 2 [ASCofplE: ] & (i
7 5 ez figfid %o

— 926 —



JRREY: 47453 (2024 4F) — 70
O AREHLMEMOZEA] (rule against absurdity) [fFFRATREGELZ)GHE & 72 %
Yy, BHESELIEA ST 080 & LTI I D BIES 2Tl
R AN |
&, THAZEROEAL] OBSEITH 225, [#EOEROEN] O/ 0
HBYEH] (BEmfpUsHl) LdEz2ons™,

1.1.2 SR ERRRUE R
SCERFERUE RN & 1E, 3e30% Bl B 9 2 8% ORFE RIS
LEHIZ VD o Bl 2 1E shall 123675, may [ EWRE A OBIEIE, and 1384
fefes, or IXBEBEMBERGGI & L TR 2%, 1321
O EATORATHEMNOEH] (last antecedent canon) [HIEHEDOEM % BRET %
(R4, BIRRAAAE, TR, BfiEEa 2 L) (&, FRlE LTE
DOIHFEOEH O OHEH S5 Y,]
B bo

113 &R EARUE

(53)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 234; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 69-73. [l L HI @ & B 51
ELTC, KRS TERZITE) V—ADF TOFTBUEOER (F - 58) ] /TS5
£29% 175 (2016 ) 4~7HZH, BOEOTEEMRTOMAB L LT, fWKkE
(725 > FEBLETECATE TS | 380 447 % (2017 4F) 42 HZ R,

(54) AHNT ELRAT ) VOEREFETRENDS LHI, [RGB EROZEN] &, —

WA EROE] Lty M TIEMFERERNICAE S T2, HL, [HH

;,E.;.”?'E@)EEUJ UL, —MOBHEHYAEIE NS & E 2 ATERNEFUTEHIT
D EFHTIT 5 Z &b TE %, Seeeg, Brett M. Kavanaugh, Fixing Statutory Interpretation,
129 Harv. L. Rev. 2118 (2016), at 2144; Mendelson, supra note 12, at 92. ~ = > 7', 77 A
FaT ) ALORMHS [REH 2RO XA E D% 5. John F.
Manning, The Absurdity Doctrine, 116 Harv. L. Rev. 2387 (2003).

(55)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 112, 116; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 63-67.

(56) Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 144; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 67-68.



69 — T A B Bl B & ERUER (1) (f87k)

VISR L, &2 35O E ORENBREICER T2 2 & THEX

O [WEOFER] 2HEST 2MREASD 5. Fl2IL,

O THEMEKRDIEA (negative-implication canon) (Expressio/Inclusio unius
est exclusio alterius) [& 2 FHE (T4, R, A, ) oW Ui
Byh) 13, 2 oo EHO BRI CUIBI > OFER) & Bk
%]

O BIEMHFEDEH] (noscitur a sociis) [V 2 MAOHFEIR, U A FAIZFI
FEENTMOMFEELER CHBE AT L L) ITHBRL 2 0E7% 5 7%
W]

O  FHEMAARHA] (ejusdem generis, residual clause canon) [V A tND—#%
BERERY R, U A PSS N7MMOHFEOR# A LA T2 L) 12
FERR L 2207 g7 & 22,

O ECAEEHA] (whole text canon)  [#:3C1E Z O 0l OB O i &
DM BRA SRR RETH 2 Y]

Z OPFLEERFERAN D S X LT O HAEINRET %,

O fillsEE2 Al (whole act canon) S iE—EMFEEDOHEE (presumption
of consistent usage) [HFHAIL, HlEE%E L CTH—OERTHWHNT
W5 EHEET S Y]

HIC, HEEaEmRE (—BENREEOHEE) 5 ROFEHIZRET 2 Y,

(57)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 107; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 78-81.
(58)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 195; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 76-78.
(59)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 199; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 77-78.
(60)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 167.
(61)  Id. at 170; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 108-109.
%1, wholeact canon IF [—HWFEE] 7217 T { NEXEFBHA] o=27 A
TOMHEIND ZEDH N IFERT HULENH %o See e.g., Eskridge, supra note 14, at 102.
(62) Anita S. Krishnakumar, Statutory Interpretation in the Roberts Court's First Era; An
Empirical and Doctrinal Analysis, 62 Hastings L.J. 221 (2010), at 243; Ethan J. Leib & James J.
Brudney, The Belt-and-Suspenders Canon, 105 Iowa L. Rev. 735 (2020), at 739, n9.
— 98 —



IRRSiES 478 3% (2024 4F) — 68

O HWEEILOFEMEDHEE (meaningful variation canon) [%7: 5 HFEA & B
i, HEEEZEL TR E®R OO LEEEND Y]

O EFRZENOZEL] (anti-surplusage (redundancy) canon) [#EHo HFEA
EBIE, Bl FEGEL LTHIBEERTVRA L) ICRATY, The
TIE OREERAE 2 b O LR L 2% 5 2]

COMERZEROZANHT 20X s b0 L L TROFERIDND %o
O FAMAYEE#AR] (harmonious-reading canon) [43C (il % D) 1, HHEIC

FIEHE LK IR 2T Ud7 5 2 0nw®]

ROFEFUFHNG [ESCARRA ] = e s e R | (20T %75,
A 4R (United States Code) & OV —E WA HIE T CTRAI SN B,
O SRR (whole code canon) [ARENEAAEIZHL S 7zl

FHL T, F—HEIHECH—OBRTH N TWS (8%
HHRE - HEIERER 2 E®REZ O L) LHEET 5]

BRI, O—EWiFEofE [HEA R, BIOIERETHFE—
DERTHOLNTWS LHEET 2], QHFBFEE LR HE [HEUO
HlEER TRZ 2 HFHA L BPRHIN TV LS, TNETNRLZ L EKRE
FobolEsng @] DANch, OEERZFMOTER [ 2 HH% 7%
3 % L IO EEOFE AR & 7 235610 ML 2 iU %

(63)  Eskridge, supra note 14, at 109-111.

(64)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 174; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 112-114.

(65)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 180-81.

(66)  — M2 I A RN SRR IEFUS NS 3 2 L5 A% (See e.g., Mendelson, supra
note 12, at 91; Gluck & Bressman, supra note 21, at 930), < DEFN HHE=0D [HEERIYHF
BUEHN | 12823 2 JR S & %o Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 19, at 100. % 7214780 [ B4
HEOUREH ] 2 EEFFRIEANEE T 2 Wb 55 2 &b, e gmmRal
IZOWThFAREDEER % § 2 s %o

(67)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 172; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 118.

(68) FEOITBUEMI T Mo L oA I LIELIESE R SN S, fakdE [#
BB RO & FR M B8R (36) 272 H, 47 B,

— 99 —



67 — T A B Bl B &SRR (1) (f87k)
o], @FFMATMHER [BIEMIXH 2 AMEE O R % 2 HlEd (F] 21358
EE - INE) MOBESMHEIZFIET 256 2WH 2 HIHERS 2],
OO ] (borrowed statute rule) [ iEE 2 H L CHilsE S L7z ik
DIFFUL, B E TR SN E V2T E R S 2w ], ZEo
FREL LCOL BT 2™,
oM RERAL S, R ERAN W U<, B OERIGERRE
LG E LD L) ICBBETRETHL, LWV UIRTHEOND ZEDH 5,
FE Rl O AR L LT,
O BIEEOMRUER] (7 —FEFRA) (related-statutes canon) [[F]—43%F
ZHRERCY B HIER: (statutes in pari materia) 1%, 4EACHE S TH—2 Dk
DL IAHEIZSH L TRRES e g s 57w ™ ]
Wdp %o RIS 2523 0 38 K O R o i i 4 15
C e [HEEBL OREZ AT D20 L, [BEEOMHUERI] 13 [E
R It A ER T2

1.14 SEEREREHI O FEERE
LN, B%RERSEIC BT 2 SaREIIE RO 2B b % FEREFZE 2 7R
,é_(74>0
S (workplace law) (ZHE(L L 72 EREWIZECTH 575, 77 v F=— (James
J. Brudney) &7 14 YV T (Corey Ditslear) DFEFFWIFIC LU, FEMVHHFR

(69)  HEBRRE 2 2:300%, EHEARLANC S, B (modeled statute), ZHIZ L %
#liA  (incorporation by reference) | JEOHIEFEIZBIF HELTH b b,

(70)  Krishnakumar, supra note 5, at 109-110.

(71)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 252; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 121-124.

(72)  {H LBk o USRI & SEAR R RS RN 4539 % L% (Eskridge & Frickey, supra
note 19, at 105) dH %,

(73) 7V vatrr~— ik, BEEOFBUGEHNG O CTIEHIELB OO R %
BT RE L ERT 5, Krishnakumar, supra note 5, at 154.
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IO IE N = — - 32— M (1969 4E2 5 1985 4 F T) 1L 12% TH -

CRL, LyF AN - a— M (1986 405 2002 £ F T) 1£234% T
HY, HHESH2MHICERLTB T,

WIZA Ty Y OFEGEFE (Hik) 12Xk, anNx—r - a— T3,
HIEERROFRICBNTA L E L —DOSHENAEIEI % (Zha#H
L7z &I35ic) ZE L7z DIFEER A 55.9% (R %z 2l 572901258
HENT=DH45.7%), &TOEREEDT482% (39.5%) TH5H ™,

oA TNY Y EM L2 2 EOMRENOH L, aN—y - a— kD
FHEEPRS X KA 2 SFHEAFIENL CFRCAE = 3R EE O IF
fr&Rd) 7, OMENEROER] (18.6%, EBIMROMERIZFIN S hr
HRBFIL75%), QOHlEEEEEHRAl (15.2%, 76%), @EERZEROLE
HI (13.2%, 70% ), ©FAAFER] (11.8%, 75% ), @R MHR (11.5%,
75%) Thbo FmBeMb N < — I EA LS5 BHEINE, Sl
JETERENTVDEE X b,

HL, PLRZETRENFEIEIITH Y, SCERBFIERNC O W T KRR
RIFBNDLOOHEFVAHEN TRV LIZEEZET L, flZIE ©
May/Shall JEH] (29%, 85%), @ And ~ Or J5HI (1.1%, 90%), COIEHi

FATRERM O] (1.0%, 56%) TH b,

(74) fHL, &L NV CTHBBEEPMR 25 & F o TERZOMPURRIZSHIH S b
PECTHRPo LTS LT, 8RO L4070 & TOREEBRFR RN
FICETLELZRTIEARVDS, BTFOLHEITEET 2LEFH L, /o bkoiml,

Fe OHBIGHIZ B CTHL) BT 2 HURHD (& Z20508) 13409 L b IH—TldZ v,
See Anita S. Krishnakumar, Reconsidering Substantive Canons, 84 U. Chi. L. Rev. 825 (2017),
at 884-85; Mendelson, supra note 12, at 96-97.

(75)  Brudney & Ditslear, supra note 11, at 29-30, 32-34, & Table 1. /X —4'— - I — MHDHIH]
(350fF) &, L¥F 2 b - a— MIOHH (2821F) EFAELZL O,

(76)  Mendelson, supra note 12, at 99, 141 & Appendix Table 2.

(77)  Id. at 101-102, 140 & Appendix Table 1.



65 — 7 A AISBNT B HIGEERR & RFUERL (1) Gak)

FAMECEN=Y - T= b ENRET L2 ) ¥ 2T 7%= VOEZE
R, TEXoWmE AL EE) ] 2 HWoh411%, Skl
FURAN 2 72013 30.2% (20T b SRzl ik E R mmEI 2T H & 17z
DIFEED 27.0%), EREEBHRANCSE R L7201 201% Th o7z, 727
JAF 2T ) A NRHE ES— 824 E A N EHE & OBTRRRER O
BREICHEEZEVIZIRO N2> 727,

12 SRR
121 SEARRHUFRI O B

SARMOMAUEE & 13, BER T E Y - O — 2R 5 EME, LI ER
DEEEFHIC B B H O R#EE &R LT, FHFAT LT X 722
RAICTH 5™,

FAEMEBIEE O —i1E, FEEO L2 457 4 (#F) (equity of the
statute) & & DICEEIIICA F) AL SMZ L2 DTH B, HlEEoT s
F 413 19 BRI EC IX B % Ko 7207, ERMREHINIEBIE T L
REAZEABELTVSY,
SEIRBUE AT OMEEYE (ambiguity) OB IEEWI S 22T 2 DITH
L SR mpRE S, 0o R AR 7 3 & (BRSO e & 9 < ks

(78)  Anita S. Krishnakumar, Backdoor Purposivism, 69 Duke L.J. 1275 (2020), at 1297-1298, &
Tablel. Fim & fifrs 2 b0 L LT, @kFE [HEERRTERO OO E] 7
L (5) .

(79)  FARRIFEBUGH 0 78 3812 RIEBOR O SOWL % 2505 5 0 5551 7275, Eskridge, supra note
14, at 343 IATEEF O BER ML F85L L TV 2 O EH S b,

(80)  FARMYMFHUEHI O RF L 2 # IR T b D& LT, Amy Coney Barrett, Substantive
Canons and Faithful Agency, 90 B.U. L. Rev. 109 (2010), at 128-154.

(81) EEBRMEIX, H2LHFEOERIZOWT DL EOBRIRE A5 RIRT & 2 IREZIRL,
JARE DT O T A 2 B % (vagueness) & & XB S5, Scalia & Garner,
supra note 13, at 31-32.



KBS AT 3% (2024 4F) — 64

HITHh 2™, EEWMIUEANE, Bh, DToRBEXEH#s Y,

(1) »5FEpEEIREL T, HIEEOEIT 2R M/ 5 &9 #

HEISRO BHHRAIE LT, #lziL,

O axry - o—OFEIERIRA (common law derogation canon) [WASCH ®H %
BarkE, HERIEFOIEY - 0—%2FHETLI LRI I I
BAEAS (strictly) FIHIEGICIIR SN2 UL 7% & 2w, ]

O BIFWHEEOE KRR (252 - 0—%2B1FE L CHRETE 2 ILt+
HABIEMHIER: (remedial statute) 1 EAIZ (liberally) FERS N iTh
X7 5 7]

O EREMEOFEH] (rule of lenity) [MEBEZ IS EFIIH S NICHFI 2 &
YIRS N AUE R & )

Narbo $72,

O EERIZHFMZHH] (Native American/Indian canon) [4 >~ 71 7 VB
JEEDFE N ERR S 3 AUTE IR ICA M 2 & ) ISR S 2 T il % 5
]

O BEENHEHZEHA] (veterans benefit canon) [:B7%#E A (veteran)
DFGE % IRET 5 &SCITHER A3 H B FE AR 2 &) ISR S
NG IUE% S 2]

(IHESZ L 72U RN & 5 2 2 Rl 2 o LB D B, T ZIEIT Do

(82) Caleb Nelson, Statutory Interpretation and Decision Theory, 74 U. Chi. L. Rev. 329 (2007),
at 349; Baude & Doerfler, supra note 52, at 544; Kavanaugh, supra note 54, at 2135-2136.

(83) See William N. Eskridge Jr., James J. Brudney, & Josh Chafetz, Legislation and Statutory
Interpretation (Foundation Press, 3d ed., 2021), at 275-276; Krishnakumar, supra note 74, at 835.

(84) Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 318; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 348-349.

(85)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 296; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 332. FIHE A [ 7 A 1)
HERENZ BT DI ETEBRAE R ORI RIE Lo wT (1] B BERRE
beamde 75 (2011 4F) &M,

(86) Mendelson, supra note 12, at 94.

(87) 1Id. at113-114.
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63 — T A B Bl B &SRR (1) (f87k)

(2) WIS FHEOBERZHEET 2HEN (presumption) T, FHEIZE DD

HAEALES2b0E LT,

O  #lEiEOBRIBEIRIZ 2\ & OHEsE (presumption against implied repeal)
(BEAFEEBURIICE I ST e & (FRICHTEAT BRI B L CibER
LTWaHE1D) et 2]

O LB DHEE  (presumption against extraterritorial application)
[HlEFEd s EE S e v e fEET 5 Y]

O HIEFEORM K OHEE  (presumption against retroactive application) [#H]5E
BRI EA S v e HEET 2]

O BRI ARIFRHEIL 72\ & OHESE  (presumption against implied right of
action) [HIEEAFEDTHZEILL THB 72T, £OFBITHT
BRTRMEIL S E L v EHEE T 5 ]

B 5o

(3) LT X 2 Wk 2 PO O T F I 20 IR Y R ot & HEE 5 2 3

EHITH ), [HIREZ S (clear statement rule) ] O % { FFo b D

ELT, UTodbord s,

O #FEFROMHUGH (federalism canon) [HLFR 52 DL CHMEM: 2 35 &,
IHORG 72 FHEVER 2 BB L 220 X ) IR R&TH 5 7]

(88) Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 327. 1H L {8t KRN O —FEIZ 58T 25 2 5 b
# % o Eskridge, supra note 14, at 127-131.

(89)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 268; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 348-353.

(90)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 261. {0 L& AIEFUEANC 58T A2 £ 2 b H 5,
Jarrod Shobe, Congressional Rules of Interpretation, 63 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 1997 (2022), at
2029. FASEATBOEAZ BT 2 AW RIRIFERNZOWTUE, gk —aR [17BuEORC
B9 28071 ) ATBOEIIGE 43 75 (2022 4F) 36 ~ 37 HEH,

(91)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 313. BRARIIFARYFRME D B 75 % I T3~ % #ill s RO
HERGNT L 0L LT, HRZ [BRATME (Implied Private Right of Action)
DA BREGF R AL PR RCE DR BuhoBRmwE] (56—
HL, 1987 4F) B,
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O AREEDHEE (presumption against preemption) [EFRHI % 3 0 SCASEBR
ZYie, MEICHEE T2 0 LRI RS TER Y NEEHITT 5 &
Ry &ETHb) V]

O HREFMEOANWIE D HE 2 (presumption against waiver of sovereign
immunity) [BI3C03% 23956 % B &, 8 OB O THESRITHF IR
FEINZHLDOLBRINTUEE SR WY,]

Mg LTIk, E=2% & T EMEROMHULAI LR LD H 5,

ES/Al N

O Fx—3r7 -~y v 14—l (Charming Betsy canon) [#:3CAsEEBE 7%
ey, 7 A A EREIOERE O &7 EIRADE LB X9 7 EEHR
ERAL TR 550 ")

(92)  Eskridge, supra note 14, at 323. BAffE 722 SHHERI O M2 5 @I £ HI B % 503 5
SO & LC/VMAL [SZEFFIIR 3 2 Fe sl o 2258 | L BGRH 49 % 275 (2013 4F)
ZH

B, bOEORHTFE 2541 H 11 HRE67T K15 18 (EESL v MGEOHE
FIRERRSERE R M) BB LA E 2 6N 2005, EFHFROMBHIFEIICE D S
Gregory v. Ashcroft, 501 U.S. 452 (1991) T 5. [z N [HIF] HF R 25 45 37
H (723 &,

(93)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 290; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 323. [FlJFHIIZDWC,
B T7 A) 2B B EEEHOFEOB) ] AR 393 -394 75 (2021 4F)
(470 HE) S,

(94)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 281; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 354-356.

(95)  Eskridge, supra note 14, at 325-327. F v — X 7 - XY 4 —FHIOE 5% (BRI 1T)
EFHECAMT A0 L LT, INH S [EREO EBSEE SRR & )57 [
IRZLF MRS 6563 - 475 (2016 4F) ZHi. % BIRATET L HH P 21 4210 A
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FRNGERTH2H0L LT, ZORMIIEMELT 2RV TIRR V] LiER2,
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Kz, Bl E T REBUEH 05512 D\ T R T o SRR RURH
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(96)  Abbott Labs. v. Gardner, 387 U.S. 136 (1967), at 141. See generally Nicholas Bagley, The
Puzzling Presumption of Reviewability, 127 Harv. L. Rev. 1285 (2014).

(97)  Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 247-248; Eskridge, supra note 14, at 310, 319. & % FHff
EEFFERCIE 2 CHIEERE LORIII L > TRBETEELEI1EZE) TRELLONV—
Wb (LR ORI L IERGEDH B A%, FHLEEETH Y, RUEHI &
XX B &%, Scalia & Garner, supra note 13, at 2516

(98)  FIEHWT GEFZHIED) FEOFANC SO W CERPETL S OREVD 5705, FIC
T A I ERRTT R & OBIFRTIE, ANRSEAL TIEEHIE IS B B LSS B W
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(100)  Id. at 575.

(101)  Barrett, supra note 80, at 119.

(102)  William N. Eskridge Jr. et al., Cases and Materials on Legislation and Regulation; Statutes
and The Creation of Public Policy (West, 6th ed. 2021), at 651; Eskridge, Brudney, & Chafetz,
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2B 5 BRI 2 B E O Bk | midEEE (98) 281 ~ 283 H,

(104)  Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 103, at 637-638.

(106)  Nicholas R. Bednar, The Clear-Statement Chevron Canon, 66 Depaul L. Rev. 819 (2017), at
837.

(106)  John F. Manning, Clear Statement Rules and the Constitution, 110 Colum. L. Rev. 399
(2010), at 407; Barrett, supra note 80, at 167.
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GEERE) 2L LY LA THL Y, TNy —HRHER, WHELS
BIE RN OFERHEE R E B2 ) B OBERETIE % CLEEOEY
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(108)  Manning, supra note 106, at 402, 406.

(109) Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 103, at 630-631; Manning, supra note 106, at 402-403.
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T2, ZOERT B &AL, FTBHEEFTE OMERIFIZE % 18 7% 5 B %
119 & B LERC X AWIRIIZMED 2 WIR Y ZEC 2 L FIIFIZ, 20 &) %

(115)  cf. Hickman & Hahn, supra note 30, at 636; Merrill & Hickman, supra note 32, at 868-870;
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(116) Raso & Eskridge, supra note 34, at 1765; Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 103, at 618;
Bednar, supra note 105, at 843-849.

(117)  Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 103, at 618.

(118)  Sunstein, supra note 31, at 316-317, n5.
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(121)  Id. at 335, 341; Eskridge & Frickey, supra note 103, at 631.

(122)  Sunstein, supra note 31, at 340.
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(124)  See generally Kenneth A. Bamberger, Normative Canons in the Review of Administrative
Policymaking, 118 Yale L.J. 64 (2008), at 75-84.
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West Virginia v. EPA 1%, HEERE L CEHO T, T4 &0, [EE

(125)  Sunstein, supra note 31, at 330-331; Note, Chevron and The Substantive Canons; A
Categorical Distinction, 124 Harv. L. Rev. 594 (2010), at 594, 610.

(12) FHEMEOBEIIZOWTE, FEHFRK [7 2 ) BB 2 LEEREER 0L E L
BrzEb (2 - 58) ) BB 0585 (2014 ), RS [THEEME] 121R5
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(128)  See Cass R. Sunstein, Chevron as Law, 107 Geo. L.J. 1613 (2019), at 1675. T 2 o {3
DFFFUF AL O #FEIZDOV T, See Mila Sohoni, The Major Questions Quartet, 136 Harv. L.
Rev. 262 (2022), at 268-269; Lisa Heinzerling, The Power Canons, 58 Wm. & Mary L. Rev.
1933 (2017).

(129)  West Virginia v. EPA, 142 S. Ct. 2587 (2022), at 2619-2620 (Gorsuch, J., concurring).

(130)  Eskridge, supra note 14, at 288-290. L% b, ZOMFEHAE S S L CHEE M EO MFHRE
HNE THBCIARE 22 SN OMA& &2 H T 5725 9 o See Daniel T. Deacon & Leah M.
Litman, The New Major Questions Doctrine, 109 Va. L. Rev. 1009 (2023), at 1038.

(131)  Cass R. Sunstein, There Are Two “Major Questions” Doctrines, 73 Admin. L. Rev. 475
(2021), at 489.

(132)  West Virginia v. EPA, 142 S. Ct. 2587 (2022), at 2641 (Kagan, I., dissenting).
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(140)  Mendelson, supra note 12, at 101-102, 140 & Appendix Table 1.





