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Davis v. Washington; Hammon v. Indiana,
547 U.S. 813, 126 S.Ct. 2266 (2006)

— DV EZFDO AN R DFEHE ETIA
X3 EiHE

[EXOBE] chooHFE, 911FE
WA F SRR CHEIUTE ISR Shus
i “FESHY (testimonial)” TH V., ZIiE,
HOBIEDHELHDERICIRT 2589 H0
M2 bR OTW5B, (at817.)

I

A
Davis v. Washington™C @ B8 3 % fit 5 132001
F2HTRICONFZR BB CEFALHT (opera-
tor) X% EN7ze ARV =% (H) 254D
WIS L7z & SMFH DM 255 RNICES
DIFEH STz Wit () PEFEENITHE

MENO LSR. No.20

7 A A EH BT (15)

L 7z & Z A Michelle McCottry (M) 282 L2
L7zo ENICHWZRFE TMARIAR—A 7L~
K CA:H 7. N\ T3 5 Adrian Davis (X) &
FIENEE) (domestic disturbance) (ZH7b 1
DHHZErRIIME L, T4bb,

i 2ci T (Operator) @ /VH—,

L (Complainant) /N —,

O :911FEFXRL—%—TF, &HL7ZDT

I ?
C . kP4 CTELRIZEVELPoTNE
K

O MY FE L ROEI T LEEELT
lWTL SV, LRI ERICVED
TIHh, ZNELT/N—MIWEDOTT
»?

C . RRERIZVET,

ATHAREBELDH Y TN ?

C:vwnz, RO RLEfMoTFE
¥o

O: 7Y F LM RIIBHEEHKATYID
TEHR?

C vz,

O 4350 F L7, Sweetieco 3 CICHIIT %
BRS¢ 4, BREx 20T EO%
WTBWTL SV, 0 F4h?

C.BHEEZZIDFFIILTBEET,

O MO EFFEELTHVTLEZI W,

DT 7—AF - A —LFH->TET

»?

I DavisT9,

DavisTI 0 ? 0N T L7z, DT X

ke A—20?

: AdranT79 o

ATTER?

: Adrian T,

: AdrianCT§ 2 ?

I v,

MY FE L. DI PV R — Ak

W) DTTHN?

C :Martell T3, P4 HITTVEF T,

o
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SHICRED T bR, MERBY) O
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B TXE N THROAMIEDY 2 Eh) TH S
Z&, 2L TR oRED & —HIZEOFIIW
T2l RBIEM o/ MBEELIRD 2L T A,
Fidzhz 22 &) “FrRoTHROBEMIZE
ZTLIEEW EFolze KIH () 13X
T 218 (RoAER L ED) 2HEDT,
ZLTXPRICRAZBMWIE, MATH TIT <
(moving) DT OY % “HYUH T (to get his
stuff)” 72O THo72Z L ZH o720 MHPBE
DEEFICOVTRE L 2R CEREED T H 5 IZ[A
S TWw5 ERIIMIZE T, BRELII TR
Mt (X) 2L CZ0EBET 2y o L,
ZOBTHLREPLFEZH I LR TS
EHREMICEIT0TH 5,

BRIINFRHOAGLUAICEE L2, €L
TMPERZTBY ., FLEBEISFHLWESDH D,
ZLTERP LR TTLZZDICHERD L9 1% -
THEEOFELY L T b 2 EDTVDL I L%
BligE L7,

JHiEDavis (X) & FKE~OHEME o
(domestic no-contact order) & THfFE L 72,
“HIEI OME— DFEANIZI1 BRI U722 ADEE
BEHES, 2NEVWT RO READ D EL D
PNBEDPMIZH o 72 LEEE L7205, £DIFD
FEHRICE LTRSS TE ado7” XM ELD
WEETHDPIZOWTMIFES CE 2T
(presumably) 72 o 7275, MR&LITHIEL 2o
720 HOMEIE DX HISIH 2 R L 72 X D EiE
RV TIZb bbb 3 NHBHFT IO
IFEFNRL = - LORERLFELFAEL. £
LRI AEATRE Lz T v b UHIRE
FHbE, INDICFERDPH o 7225, X &0
NELTHE LZZMOINFBIRO B & D&
IS %2 D DO TIE 7% v (not testimonial)
L7, T L THBDOREEE DA REEH TH B &
LThd, TNEFHFAE L0 EHEMEENT R
Tharmless error Ch o 7z & e L. SN % MRy
L7zo (at 817-819.)

B
Hammon v. IndianalZ B\ T2%21320034F2 H

26 H#ZIE { . Hershel and Amy Hammon (/)< ~

80

FFE) OFRT “RENBH O (reported
domestic disturbance)” 12 U CHEIE L7 & 2 A,
Amy (A) PIATR—-FHTAPICE Z T
LIFTRLDOERDITN “MbdH ) THA
TL7Z" EWEIFEEEIIE T2, HEHPRIC
ABDEEDIZIZDEZENHICAL & “JaH
DRBICHT AR LI=y s —3A" by, “%
DETDH T ARG H RPN TBY ., ZORD
RIZH T ADWRHHY . HAREHRL= b
DRI B RO TWD” DIZEMF 72,

Hershel (H) &, #O/., GAFICW2, 1K
FEREIC “FELALEVE W (argument) &
L7225, A TIET_XTINE ->T (fine) BY,
—I %K (physical) % Z L I3RS hd o
727 LT, TOEIIEAIZ, ROFITE -
Twie, BREOINEHEZZ I EED,
bIINDBERENALFELT D720 EMHIC
Tolzy ZLTHY “M8Ho7-00” LA
ZAase, HIFEZEE L AL OSEHIME» b
5L LI ZDEICH bz, ZOBRER
B “BTRA (A) PHEERTWS L) HIC
I HEHERo" LIS L, ZOERE
FADFEZHWWRT Pl BRFT O BEE ik
# (a battery affidavit) O RHICEXAAE S
VELIE,” AlZRDODZ L 2FEE L,
Thbb “bbNOBEES (furnice) ZIEL .
W72 2ADH BRI EZR LT E LT,
WEROMEZREY ., ZLTIHLBELE L. 7
VTRBEHEREELE L APRPOEEND
NHaWwX HICH (van) 2L (toreup) FAOD
WAWELE L

MIZH % FRENORFT (domestic batters) 3
JOREBZER TR L7z, AFSIHNT &H
W4k CH ML (subpoenaed) Sz, LA L.
ZOBRDOBHE IS L B OFHNIIHEEL 72
2720 MIZAZEY A7 (questioned) ZE%E
BEIEAE LTHBL, ADIRICH T 2B
LFUOBEEMRAFEORRIEFH (authenticate) % 7
FTEIOKRD, HOFFENIHEYIEL, ZDFE
WOFFI Lz, BEEMAEIT “BEET”
R ENDTHLI L EHHICEEENE
ZMAEOHFAEETFRLZ ETHV R

MEINIO L.S.R. No.20



T, AT, ChaBFE L EINEAER
M T ARV L o722 & EEHICHED T
ARYCTH 5 (Makes me mad) &BR7z, FNUC
Db FAHEHNE, ZFOEEMAF L
“HIEEDEEDIEH (present sense impression) ”
ELTHAEL, ZLTCADHLRE “7-& 2 Fft
WEDVFES D/2DIFIHATE LR WELTH, 2
DEDODERIZBVTHRIZEDOLN TNV
“BEREDIEE (excited utterances)” & L TEFA
L7co L7chio T, BFEEILRO L) ISEF L
oo TbDH, AT “BREHDPFEHEFVE L
TWizERITEITE Lo, R, RS RiFomw
BR=ATLY FOEIAICHMPTE W) H
FEIZOWTHEZ . TT (irrate [sic]) VT L 77,
SVRHFVIEWOIROBEICE 2 0TLED, XK
FEIZRIIW (physical) 2 F L7z, £LT
WA IR, LHIC L B2 BV HF VoI (H)
BEMICH Y EELROEEHETEI L, £
LCIRIEBEEZEL, 9 7%l t—¥%
DROF I EE L eF LI EBwEST, BT
ol XM=Y DT ZOHITHE
ZERBRITELE Lz BRI, HidlELk %
RICIFLAAT, SO CHEROBEAEINIT T
ZADHNHR LA THRZ O % 2B B o 72 L 56
Lz BnEg” LEEEL/-DTH 5,

SNHIEHIE R, WRRICOWTHEATRE R
D7z, FLTA T4 7 FINEEFRE LR 55
CBWCINEMERF Lo 1271 7 I
FHbFEH, Aoliz “BEROES” L LT
MED T THERETE, “SESH (testimonial)”
fitah & Z, “ERME &R R E OB L0
LRLHETH L BEIC, ENFRICBVWTE
ROBENFAOL-DICENERET H720D
BRI O TR SNFE TR S 7z iR
THb, TLTADOHIZ L 2R IZ IS D
FHMEDOT T “EEW” TldhdrolbiFimL T,
INEHEFF L7, MEEERITE 2, BEEMRE
BREEHRDDOTHY, TN, o THAS
N722 2% 205, AN HIEHEIZ X535
HThbhrZ baxrE/-bHEE LT, ZIEEH
BY5E % B 2 CTharmless T 5 & fam L 72, (at
820-821.)

MEIJO LSR. No.20

7 A A EH BT (15)

S L, ARERE I LEZEOR
THBEN, DavislZDOW TR H % HEFE L.
Hammon!|Z D\ TIZFUHIP 2 B 322 LR L 72,
B, BEEROMEI AL ) TERHE T,
ONYEBEHE. AT AT VAL FAT A,
A=F . FUAN=T7BLOT) b EBHED
[ L TWwb, b~ AFHED—HEHR B
HNERZBRRTVREH, 1ZITEE—FOHHT
5,

(ZEER]
I

FOMBIEDOFE A HAE L T XTOMEFRE
BT, HEHEANZ. BOIXAFZRIEA L ATH
THHEMZETE” EHET S, bivbhid
Crawford v. Washington, 541 U.S. 36, 53-54
(2004) 12BWT, TOBEIF “SNHTHEL
%Mo 72RE NDREE B MR DFFEM & £ DFEA
PEESAEETH Y SO A SO SR 0 LLFj
DEEDH 1A RE” ZFIEL T LA
RL72e ZOHROPERTI;IE. £L T 4
DO NOHENIZ D 5 2F M DRD /2D
DR “SES AR (testimoninal state-
ments)” &\ ) FE4] (phrase) TH b, ZDHE
DR 72T A3 IR R 2 % 4 T 5% TH O FERK O i [
NIZHsb “GEN &ETH5DTHbD, [LHENEAR
BIGE O BB AR Lo 23 H4LTHIZ 3R & 2\
DIER & % 55 5 O LR O FE S %
% 5 7%\ (at 821.)

Crawford CO bbb NOFEEERIL “FESH”
fital &S R AN OWT “FliA DR
(formulation)” ZFIA L7225, “Wh ke b EFE
DTTHZFDOERDHAL” T xHEIZ, 21
LDILDEND%ZEFET S (endorse) VE
3% WERD, bbizZFodTd “BGR
NROBIETELEEIZL o THE I N2 fER” 28
FNICHT2 B LRz, CrawfordlC BWTEHE
itk D (deponents's) ik — ZF 2L
BEROWMETICH Y B I EEE O REMEAS
HHELTITVIEENGZONTB TR S
Nk SN TWi 76 LRENIE,
EDLHIZEHRKEND WX OTFTTLZD
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B Ho T2 TN, DNDOIIEZDOLFED
EFREETIC “DhubiudZn g (T2l
HaENERI DD ZNZOENICHNS.
ZLT “HADEZEZBBETE D RETE
NOZBIRTLLEFI L EBRBIZEED
2o AMTORBOTERIZZIIT LIS AT
T, FLTINLO2HEIE, LX) hE
BORGARDIAS 2 725 LahE X 0 IEREIC
HWd 5 EbLbIIERL T,
AEEME IS THL L LCHBETE
5T RTCOME — 2 WIZEZORFHRIZIE
CChHRENLBETEDLIRNTOME TS
R — OBFEHTEEAADL L LI, K
BREEHETHICERO LI ICHRT LI LT
BD 5, Thbb [WRAXOE 5 HIHvEs
DOEMH S TULHET OB LRI TE S
Z &A% (to enable police assistance to meet an
ongoing emergency) ZBIHYIZIR STV IR
TTOEZOWHARDBECTRINLE, #
NoHOMRIIFEESH TH S, ZD &9 RiElT
FORZIREIILR, 2OWFAROELZ2HBY
HEORFETRBICEENICBE (potentially rele-
vant) 3 %3820 HRE L RERE RV LEET 5
ZETHDH L EHRUPEBITIRL TS
L&, FNOLOMBITFEENTH 5] (at 822.)
B, bUONOHRIFEFHRICER LT
A, FIIRICHBET A L9112, bivbhlom
BCH BAMBHERFETOMMIL, H 2R T TIE
SHRIGE EALTHRROEY THEHHT
Hb, 2O kiE, L2L, BGARD LR WHT
e SNFERITLRIFEEEN TH L &)
EERIREL T v, Eikfle &S EHRO
(opea-ended) HUFARIZH LIEEIC AR SR 7-d
SPMBIOGRMAERRL LD & Ladoik
DI, FEM 2 BGRARAO 01412 SO 2 % S b
Laholz®OtRLETHE (h— - T ¥
— - B=JICARFRIET O—EIE, FiFoh/z
BRAROFER TP oI EDHL NG I /NA
ADFHRTHo72) Z2LTHEA A, WFN
PHIETHEETH > T, NEHFLHED R
GATIC BV ThILbNICEi % KO TV 5B D
. BGAE OERTlE % < REALRE O itk T

82

5o (at823n.1.)

I
A

Crawford\Z B\ ThILbNHSET L 72 FHE 4
DIFFD720121F, “72 L ZFMBIEIEEDET
5HBTH HESHEM7ZITICELH DT
FRWELTH, BHITEICLAHERITE S
2R OHFENICH 2" LHWT 57215 T
TaEolz, BT, BRI L H 1T, HE
HOHEEDOTFTTIE “BERAN" L3z ZRS 5
WEDNWONDERT HLEI R o7, KH
DDavisDFEFIZ, ZTO X9 A Tl e
(this luxury of indecision) 35 Z & &ZDbihtbh
IZRFS 2o 9NFF IR D MAAE TDELED A
L— %12 & 5% (inquiries) 13H 5 FHICB
WCHAX (interrogation) TH 55, “EZ2 5
NHIBEDL) LEFRDOTTH EDEKDT D
5”7 LWV BERIZBWTTIE v, bitbiugd,
N, FBOEIE DI SIEILFE S IRHICD
AEAINDZDN, ELTHLEZ) Thiud,
INFEHBMOGLIERI T DEENH D0 E ) %
WL 2 1 ud e 572 v, (at 823.)

B, ONTFARL—F I3RS HEEIITE
THRWE LTS, HSA9115FEHE OGN
5 5L &AL LEOERITORE
(agents) TH b, AEROHHD-0I1Z (L
TZOEEHMIT LI LR LIZ), Dhvbiud
WO DITHEEZDITAETHD EERTHEL,
< L CCrawford v. Washington, 541 U.S. 361
(2004) BT A L9, EThig, bhibho
AKHOHRIE, EHATHE (personnel) L4t D
FEDPIC R SN fbR T FESHY THh I D, F
LTWOREEWE R 202 Mg d 5 2 & &R0
e L Twb, (at823n2.)

FIOEMITH T 5EZE T, HRICHRS
TWZWIZLTh, Crawfordll BWTHRE L
TWwb, bbb “WHEFHOXLFIEZO [GE

EANCAFBZIEN — RS THLHAESET S
(bear testimony) & — (CEH SN B o oo HIR
S, 5 (in turn) . 2 OFHFE % FEI T 72

MEIJO L.S.R. No.20



VIS A HID 72012 7% 7z B 12 kR
7R 72 v LAESE (solemn declaration or affir-
mation) TH 5, BFHEICEROME%E 55
HRH T, AR % Wi (causal remark)
ETLEFILEVEV)ERTIFE 2 LTS
DTHb,” (541U8.,at51.)

FBELEOBEOLESOFICZ I EHHIZK
W NTWABRIIE, BICZED “G” 7217 T
%, FORMBES (its perimeter) DER% 3
EOTW5S (markout) DD EIELLEENE
FIE % 5 v (must fairly be said) o (at 823-
824.)

CDLEIH)ICERSINIZAES EHB DY
Dol lGFEEEZVWLIEY - O — EOx
WX ER T A0 O 7 X ) 71 OFIBNIE Y72
57\ 20ICA TS DbRbRETD
P SIEDOH) B (jurisprudence) (F, FESHIL
IR FICBWTORFEE BEH SNz 62 13,
Reynolds v. United States, 98 U.S. 145,158 (1879)
(VLT D2 TOIES I ESEISR L 72255
ANDRE%AFE (procure) 5 Z L I2L o> TH
M NIZFOMEMZIELEL L 72) ; Martox v. United
States, 156 U.S. 237, 240-244 (1895) (Mt A7:%
SEAD LLET O LS HIEES 13 O SR L T 7z
ZEEBMICHEREESNT) ; Kirby v. United
States, 174 US. 47, 55-56 (1899) (A FENDE
B L OREFEOME~DOH FRHIIHE A0 S
POZITH - 7-HMEIERTHE I L VAT
DIDIHERETELWVWEENT) | Motes v.
United States, 178 U.S. 458, 467, 470-471 (1900)
(B3I & 5 & 7231 S FRBGE (L EE A A
HUECTH o/ Z L BHICHERE SN 2o
72) ; Dowdell v. United States, 221 U.S. 325,
330-331 (1911) (FHHE. HHHFLE. B
X ORAROHEEFF I L o THEH S 7z LUET
DA OITHICHET 2FEIHEEANOFSE - &
SREBEMED W, . HHEHO F T
FEN” otk Tid R ro7),

bbb OZFDHDHBFITE X, Ohiov.
Roberts, 448 US. 56 (1980) DFLEHAHIT IZHE W
20, AEWEEIEEFN TV AHETHHR
BEB L O LLRT O FOxt & i O R T S IH O R # 72

MENO LSR. No.20

7 A A EH BT (15)

LTHEITELDDIE—W R\, Crawford,
541U.8., at 57-59 (GIHHIH) =R X, bbb
NOHBGPINEDEMFZ L THETI LY
& — RobertsD 7 7H—F DT TH — F 1
E o IAERIER S MZIRIFE R TH o 720 B
Z\X. Bourjailey v. United States, 483 U.S. 171,
181-184 (1987) (FRBM D F ML HEH ICATE
ZI2H S L72fftaR) 5 Dutton v. Evans, 400 U S.
74,87-89 (1970) (ZHER) QADRERAN S
DR ANDHGER) o (at 825)

7B, Robertsld FND% “I& R 725 H]
BIAY ICEBT B0 “FREROE A ORE" A3
& % 0% T RTOEMGERO A ORI G
& L7z Db UIFAAEE & FOodE R OB
BAEET H I &I L o TCrawfordlZB W T
Roberts® 28 L7z, (at825n4.)

SHMGEHEE 2IIMELOFEELELW LT E
Y= FOXHEMERER LT A1) 5 OFIF
DIFE AL (most) 3D EXLFEHEOILSHY
it DRiOREFHRE COEESINGES
PLEET CTOEXDESHENE — 1200b Y
Doz, TOROMEGFHDOHMITE S22
DEHBERL AT IT) —IZRESINDS L)
EWmERVTW D, Lo L, [MHSEHDO KT
(progenitors) <T@ o724 ¥ ADHIFILLLAET D
HIERE S R R OFE S FRIUE HEBR LR % R e
L CWidro 7z, Crawford, supra, at 52, and n.3
R L, wWIhICE L, JFALRE I FE S SR E
ICERHSERMDY IS — PRI 1EREIC
FEHABRZEOBEIN TR WVEHES 2 EE S
w5 (recite) T &I12 L o> CHHEHSEHEDIF#IZ
BT E 5 EbbiudE 2 2w, FER,
CDORIZDEAFY ZRT X)) I OFOM R
HILDHFITHIHSINIZD DDk wn) T L
IZEBE (one point) 2SH LD THINIE, F &I
ZIH) ) Tk (thatisit) THb,

ET B EDaisThILbNAYEIE T A HEIX,
FEIRIC R Tl LB D MAE TIT b L7 BRI
SR 2 A L7202 Th b, bitbids
CrawfordlZ BT, EHATEIC L B2 BFARIETF
B2 (squarely) ZOMEDFESHIMRIZH/25 &
WR7zE &, BHANITESIPADH I % fERE
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(F-B3ERETH-OOF W) T57-0
IZBE DI LIEDFEOMHERIZAIT LT Wizl
EEDNUOIITIEDICE Z T (immediately had in
mind) 72, TO X ) REGAROEY L, FEi
BEICL S TELIN-EMCTEDOND
DTHi, WRANETHELZEORE (LT
%45/ — ) ICHDAETNZbDOTHNI, LS
BTHbH, ZHIZCrawfordTHIAHI N TS
1828fFE D7 A V) HEHMOILFIZ LR, “MI5
DEEREALF /IS 572010 7% SN2k
bR F 223 HER TH D T EHIE, b
Ji. FLTAR L ELoNFRBEOBBTITD
N-LPORGR~IE, #@F, £& L TREDT
FE CREREFE VAT AT ZEkxHME L
bOTIERL, BROBY 2 LEL T LD
KRz HLNMIT A EZEK LT,
Davis\Z BT % B & Crawford\Z B 1T % HL
FAREDOHEIT R L THLD2TH D, Davis
IZB W TMcCottry &, “HEDHRFLBRD”
EWVIH LD, FNODBICE LTV RFEIC
DWTEE LTz, Lilly v. Virginia, 527 U.S.
116, 137 (1999) (Z#ER). M}, Sylvia
Crawford D JURAXIL, A5l X7z R HE A%
A LB R I AT bz, S 510, AL
B & FTHhNiL, MaCottryld Sylvia Crawford &
ZEZDHETPTORSFREBICEEL Tl
TR LI ETHL ) MOEIhDELHES T
falEn 7 { CTHIREORARHE (narative
report) =9 5720 NIFONF @I ETAHZ &
EHY 9 BITFNED, MaCottryDlHRIZEH 5 20
IZH. (bone fide) DWHAYZ WA LBIT %K
W LEEEIE o120 #3. DavislZBWTHA b
TERZONZ LEOWE L, BUERBHICHD
Ll Flamandakid (Crawford) (2B
BEIICHIGEBEICBWTMASEZ o 720 %
W) ZEXVHEOREHEL MRS D72
DILERBDTHolze TOT EIFHEED
BFRMERT A AL =T DEIIOVTHE
ETHbDH, TOMR, RESNIEBLEEIRT
W ERLANCERT 20 02 Mb 2 L
TEX7=DTH5b, BlzIE, Hibel v. Sixth Judicial
Dist., Court of Nev., Humbodett City, 542 U.S.

84

177,186 (2004) % X, # L TH&EIZ, 220
B (interviews) DARM (formality) @ L
NIV TOREIZIEL. o T b, Crawford T 252
ET, BROWREVELDEZ 2T — 712k

Do ENE ) — Mk b —EDE MG ERIC
%2 Tz, McCottry DAEEL L 7245 2 13 B EHl
LICREEINAZDDTHY, HhLTHEIRLET
FTHLRVWRIETOLDTH 72, (at 827.)

bRUObNEINOLDEEDTRTHL,
McCottry DEGRRDIRILIE £ D FE 725 B E
ZOEPDVHIITHEITHORZFRIFUTE
HIEREBWIIRLTWD LT 5o ik
FHICFEA L LTATEI L 72O Tld e h o/,
LhHWLITIAES LT Do 72 (not testify-
ing) DTHb, WDIBR72Z &1L, Raleigh's
case T DLord Cobham® {3k X° Crawford T ®
Sylvia Crawford Dk D X 512, 2NHTHED
FEE LD HEHUEY) (weaker substitute) Tl
77 o 72, United States v. Inadi, 475 U.S. 387,
394 (1986)c ZNEDHPFDOWFTNIIBWT

b, — W% (ex parte) 1T4% (actors) X —
FHW 7% (ex parte) TEHRO I L O FEW I S
DFEETOFEPY) (analogous) & 5B&EIC—F L
T\ 72 (aligned perfectly) o McCottry® % 25
ETofRizZ ) Tldiv, Whksd “GEN”
bIFFHEEL T T 2RO L 7-0I1TFEE
HEEL TWARWDTH 5,

Davislid 1 ¥ ZADHFI % RT Z LI2 Lo T,
FEANE VI B D 157 WIEE IS McCottry & 24 T i
HE)ET D, INLDHBFNTNT D HEATH
DEZFRII R EIN MR EE ATV, f
13, King v. Brasier, 168 Eng Rep. at 202 (1779)
IZBWT, HBVEBOBEELR L “BETLLE
LIZZDABORKDOT T & BFICH T2,
b LB 2 Ll A L S BEH 12 & o TEER
ENTVD & EIZITERD B DL ONUFET
HIE, ZOHFIIDavisiZ I > T2 &
ThHr)o LDL, BEEMVRELIEHIZE,
B OWFEIBEEOLREICHET 5 TH o
720

CHZ L, FEHFETOPITIOLEETH
Wrd 57200 FARE LTIHD L NIZEFEE,

MEIJO L.S.R. No.20



A VT4 T FHNEEEFBRD L), —7-A
ZFOBEMHPER S NIUT SRR ICHER Y
57 ZERBNVERVE V) EERTIE LV,
A, BIECBNWT, ARV—FIPZDLEED
FEHERELRITLDICNLETH - IERE
BRLBOZETHNE, FFEFEREIR (Davis
WEEPLEELLLE) RTLTWADIEH
LNTHb, I THRL— ¥ IIMcCottry IZ7%
LA L) ICEER, FLT—EOEM %150
7eDTH B, ZDRELFE, McCottry D it 13 FE
SWRBDTHY), CrawfordTHE L7z “HikE
LTSN ERORHAN LE 555D T
BWERESICERL) 5, 2O LTS
KEGHEZRRLE V. BSBIEOEND S
LT, “BRERIILEALERENCESHIO
GEFLRIALOREZHET 5 7-DICLER
BRI EOBEEEDN LIS WAL 5 & T 2
EEABHLZEMEZXTE S LADKET
57 OETERLU L9 IZ. New York v. Quarles,
467 U.S. 649, 658-659 (1984), NHIFHIFTIL,
FEoBIEDOHB S L CTHRERIZIE U7z fibak A3
AEMELDIZOETRBTHTHS ),
DavisD 5% 3, £ OETOIFTWE T % F i
Lzhb Liewirh &b, Se%911Fmf
REICL o7, DaviskR BRI OBWEZ & L
T#B L 72 McCottry D U4 ) D iyl 7217 % 5350
HEH)ybhibhiIkRdDoNhiz, ZLThbhibh
X, ZNHEEEN 2 DOTEed o/ DY
¥ b VINEEBRICIFEET %0 FEHPTIE E 72,
7o b A BHMBOBTOETRFSH R LDT
HHrLLTH, TNOLEFAEL-OIIEHEN
£V & 8 2 CTharmlessT®H 5 & fiiom L 720 Davis
ZZDHIRES TV, bhvbiut, #1
M. FRIEZELVWDHDTH L LIRET bo (at
823-829.)

B
Hammon\Z BT 5 BHFAXDOEY) TH o 7-fikik
DERLE S DIERES 10 D HIRG L 1L % D212
ZHLWHEETH L, F1b OfitaRiECrawfordiZ
BWTHSWTH S L bILbNHSFERD - fikak &
FIUIERL ST R bTHb, 0D
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BGRAIE — JUS, GES LABZEENIE- 3D
BHOTWVDL L) — BZF5H L (possibly) &
FZORFITANOHED - TH o722 L3y
KEDQIRWDP L& LN TH o 72, #EATHOI
FHREI Lo/, THDLDEFVHFVRLTSZE
Cwi¥ & (crashing) #EICL72Z &3k <,
Mz F720E L0 T 5N BT edo
72 E BN LGEREITFES LT, BE
EOPRMIEELE S, Amy (A) TS
RN E o 72 L FHITF. £ L THELD HiE~
DFELBLTBRIE o7 BRENAIZ2
HHOEMA LTHEFbRTwa ka5 EH L
72k &, (DavisOHZRIZBIF B X HI12) “@Mahs
RIoTWDON” TR “MHiRI 5720
P ERHTAZEERKD LN T WD o,
FHWICA T, TORRROFEL2BHIE,
ME—TlEZaWwIZLTd, FExbh) 5058
(possible crime) — ZNiEdbHBAH A, FEIC
BREPRINELTHDL — FHETLE
ETho7z,

% 513 ECrawford TORFRA~NIT L 0 ERX 7% b
DTHotze TNIEI T ¥V EHERZITHENTT
—THEIN, TLTEZETTON, Ih
b OB ISR DRES R — £
Nae L) EBHCHLP T L2 L. Thbb,
ZOHEREDOI IR RFICET 2 EEY
Fo &) &E 5 (naildown) Z&THotz
ZBOLbDTH LN, TOHTRAR%
(essential) Z &3 d D o720 AmyDELFIN
BAALLD & Lo HEEN-FIET
b, o “HAE” THW 701X n%
AREREIHVZEV) FOICERL DD
2726 BIDL A Crawford T DALR & KEEFE D
—HW IR E D “BHE REMME LA
ZriE, R TOAmyDO LRI L o THRE SR
TWb, WTNORMRE D HE A S R
12 (actively) FBEES L TWiz EBRELIX
Hershel LA RIZMb B 2 & 2 D5 T
(forcibly) FHIE L7z BZEOEMIZIL L T,
ZALN) DPRFROBLEDOHRRPED L H 12
LTHENDZLCET L%, WitdidE
BEIFEA L T/, 2L THlfitRidvind,
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FROHRFEOL LE T, 2O L9 %
BEEOPNRANOT COftakid, B52IED
AEIRBETL2LOTH L, TNOIFEHEZM
TIZLLKHADNTEIERZ L TVERLTH
o THDLEENLIINTEMIESH TS 5,
(at 829-830.)
AYTATFMNEERESTIHA - Fa)
—& LT, A3 E &L < DavisD & 5 I3
ENBZRETHDH LFRT B0 Crawfordk DI
BT BRDZ & (compelling) & bitb)TEE
D72 OEBICHED S, bbb Davisk O
WEIEHEN TR W ERED S, DavisiZ BT 5
fit 3 13 McCottry DS I ATV 5 & Z IS L7z
LDOTHY, BEEIZL > T (Amy Hammon7®
FRESNTNE LHIC) FEIN TV ho 7
0 22, BHS D IZDavish b D7 LiH - 72f&
BOFTIRMENZZ LD TH D, Wicidhi) %
RKOTHWzDTHY, BEDZ LIZOVTHEL
TW7D T % H o 726 McCottry D JLTE FE ]
(present-tense) DR IZH T D £ (immediacy)
AL TV, AmyDBEDHREDEE (nar-
rative) (I AR R T\ 72 fm B A & Wy B 12
BLEBEWTZENZ, 2L TAMyPEZEDE
BHCE R B TEEE L, “DEnickEZ o Tw
7HRERHERT S22 HFEBY (i
order) T ICEEMAE % IEHK (execute)
VLA ELTNLDTH b,
DILbIUIILERL TO “BHoFE” TR
w5 (virtually) FESHEECTRVWEDAL VT
47 TR EBFDEH (implication) % HHKIZ
BIF20NMEL, OGO & — BETO
BERMFEESWER T EA NS LT VE NS Z
E—2HRL RV, bLONIEIT TIIRKEN
BRENICR LIAE S B 72010 IO S o
B3 o B ORE~NDERHEB L B
ERLHRD ) LEME ER T 572012ES
AL L T2 DIFFENZH D LEDH L
L %8 L C & 720 Hiibel,542U.S., at 186. Z O
$IYLEAMILITUIE “Ywoft” »IEILE
Stz 53T 2L EERT L, LAL,
RO L) HBERICBWT, AmyD it iz
2RO DT HELEFICHE L IZERIRI
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T EE) DLODERORE TS 2V IE,
ZNHEBDW BIFEOBS TR I N/ “LW
DOfAR” ThHh2H L) HERIEETRV, Cf
Crawford, supra at 52,n.3.

[\

MHEETOW EE AT, S 525 THE
ENTLROME — KENZET (domestic
violence) — ZFESRIAMOFEHICB VT L
D RSV ETHD L FET L, OO
A ZALFRERIE, HEBDVLNHATIHES L 2N
LR B 720 I EZE OB RV LIRED
TR T WI L THE (notoriously suscepti-
ble) THbo, DI EHTb s & xih4IE
FILTEE (CHiIE /2 (windfall) OFE%2 52 5
ZLilhb, Ll BEELORESELAD
R x b0 TREAETLHLETH, biub
i, BLELORELZER L L7\, Cf Kyllo
v. United States, 533 U.S. 27 (2001) (GEFEEA
WCHSR S 23R 2 BERR) o L2 L. #E ADSE
N EE DS OB E B RV LUEET S 2
CIX o TRIEBROTEZMVAZ) £ 15
L& BOBEEENATICEREZERL 2\,
B NI S OFFEZ LAET 2 BICM 2 i28)
T 5B DS, FIFEFHIHEE O BRI % 5
W2 HETITETAZ L 28 LR 2HEBIE
DD Do DILDbNA Crawford |2 B\ Tl
72Tl EBVIELTBL, Thbb “RETH
12 & BHEFFES: (forfeiture by wrongdoing) @
=Vl RE R EOFRHICED <t
MOEELEEEZIES,” 541 US., at 62
(Reynolds, 98 U.S., at 158-159.%51H ). T% b
L RETBICE > GEAOREZEST D
DEFFEFZELOMHOHEFNZRETLDTH L,
(at 833.)

HBNbIUIZD &) RHERREEL VIET 50
B FEEEZI S 2T DB VDS, M
B O & Al LT 2 R EE BRI 45
80425 (b) (6) % V2 HIRHHIFTIE —ARIZEL
WFCREM DR DO FEHRED ST FE % KD T %, Bl
Z X, United States v. Scott, 284 F.3d 758, 762
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(CA7,2002) % R X, MBS FM—DIEFTIC
o TwWb, #l 2 IF,
Edwards, 830 N.E2d 158,172 (2006) . & 512,
b LEFIRECH T 2 EMTFRILETHN
3E, Bl 2, Edwardsid, “FIAABEDFEA DL
HAMER % & O EFAERSZER SN ) 57 LR
5L T\Wh, Id.,at 174. RobertsD %} T 5 TE~
OT7Tu—FiF, TOLH) HHEBIIRNLZ L%
B & LETRWE Lz, BT, #%
HEANDPFENDRIERBR LI EZVFHET ST
EXd, —FHMeftRo “EEE v L0E
BN TEDLELTWVDLINLTH A,
Crawford\IRoberts 5§ ZFRIC, T 5 OFH
FRROBEREM L RET 2 BT OMER % #:5h &
Lo,
bivbiud, RNIEATAIC X 2 HEFFEE (for-
feiture) DFEEN & T NIE, $E6M51E 1 Amy
Hammon®D B ZE LR & 2 ek 3 5 L 9 121 BE
HEHIBI LT A7 4 7 MEHFNE (DL
oKD LNNL) ERFLLTCEFDL)
MEFISELL D ERATEUCIRIR EN TV 5 D % ¥
Wicxs, 2L T, dLEFHITHNIL, Fhi
{53 57 (meritorious) &) DPEHIWFTTE B,
bbb iEN0.05-5224 (Davis) TD T ¥~
FUMNREROH IR HERET5, bhvbiid
No0.05-5705 (Hammon) CTDA ¥ 57 4 7 F I
EHROHRAEREL, COEREFELEVWE
WO DICHBHTICELRT I L ET 5,
(at 833-834.)

Commonwealth v.

(MY ZABHEO—EEFA—BRHER
bbb Crawford v.Washington, 541 U.S. 36
(2004) 12BWVT, WEHELIEO T TIEHFERO
TR 5720 ICREAI L TW —
R EEEOREL “NIEMIC, ZhiL. 7k
AR TFHEIARRE” ThHbH LR T, BEL
AH., YFH D Crawfords S\ E L 727522
ERIC, BREORGHRO “YOoHK” i)
FHFTICTH T A (divining) & & # B3RS
EV) | FARRICTHAROEELRAT 5, &
HPBEh 2 #EAT 5 0HEETH S 2 L1
AT, COFEHER, 5T THEEHICL->TE
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DOEEL SNEEHE L Thb DB TE
o2l BEALEUBO WL Y “SEE R
& LTHEBTUT, 2R BFETE kT %,
AHLBHEHFVERL TWEHERITVINLDLE
P& SN BHED T THEFE L b D) A3
WO T, FAE. Davis v. Washington, No.05-
5224 TOHMIIZBWTORER L. BHHPT
@ Hammon v. Indiana, No.05-5705 Wi 13
4%, (at834.)

(%] 1 AR, MR- 7L K
2 X 2DVOWEZDNF BRI LA
— ¥ L OFFEREST L RENBEB D@L Z 1T
THGORFELCIZRITI 72EFE~DORDP S
DODVEZIT 72§ OFEOMB I VT N LS
ek Td h | 20044ED 7 07 4 — FHJ Y ©
HE SN72HBEIEOXHAEHDERKT HFEAN
&L COMMAREED & Y35 MR I3 2 B i
ANDFGHZ I OEED 2 WIR) FETE 2w
WHEDONIZERIZOE, HiE (Davis) I2DW
TIEHRE[F L AES LR TIE 2 W 5 /F
BCT&5 L L., BE (Hammon) \[2DWTIE 7
074 — FHRIZBWTIEEWN TH B LD D
N7tk & DEBIFD LN VO THETE
BWELIEHDTH 5,

2 AREREHIL1980E O 13y H Y
ZBWT “HiERESHHARETHL & 12
BT H LR DEEEOEE (indicia of
reliablity) Z/RL TWABEICRY FATE
5" “BABET A LRGBS (firmly root-
ed hearsay exception) (ZFF4 T HHEICITZEN
ZTEEEIEESI NS, TOMOEELC
E. 2% LS EHEDREDRED A (a
showing of particularized guarantees of trustworthi-
ness) 257 WERY | ZoftRidHEBR S LRI
X% b w” LHIRL, RS E L TRFE S
N B BB AT SRIHDOFR 2 b7z LTV AHH
I 2 720 O— K7 70 —F 2B 5 H 02
L7zo $bb, FEMREAITENE L THHA
BTHH, 2 “RIRZT A L 7ZZRHBISL
IZHET 5 H “BEEOEE” 7o LN 5
HIZIE, FREFAE L THEE LOEF I
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SNTVBLLHIRLIZDOTH 5,

Zou Ny IR HAL I D 72 ) AR E R
EEHBIE LTHETL TV O THBH, ok
ERESEII IR B ORI 7 07 4 — FH
IZBWT “Z28R7 Ny HEEETR L2, 566
BIEDFENFMEDOBIE S 5 “Bis NITAF] 7
AN OFEEFT—<ERICETHY) . FEEH
EE (17914F) ooy - B —Tl3FEMERED
FENE L CORBRGEICIZ THE 5 ADS RO
HMOBEZE AL TWEWED . 20 X9 Z(5H
HRIHFRE SN LD o722 EZ2IERHL, oy
HPFZD LI Haty - a—0585H L Tw»
&L ET, OmFICHELZZRGT 2I10E
S I ENDLIEOSEHICE T 5 ADFEDE
BENOMBROFEME 5T L /2B % a3
LR L7, £ L CHEMIEDIE A HIEITE
FEHIEREO 3Ty - o— 1AL THERS 2T
WX S WEHIR L2, “SESH (testi-
manial)” 78 O R DFEANBEMED SR & 72 B
EHURL7-DTH A, 7272, BEEIZL LHGH
RIG T LR ED L I ZEHRICLo T
DINICELTBELELDOD, “GESH it
ROEFRII OV TIIAEROMEICERD L LT
w7z,

REFEIINZZ T TRERELTHOT
[BFRROE 5 P BEE OB H L
EATHFORZRBITHLTE 2 2 LR EBINIC
REN TV BRI F TOEZDORFHNDB\BIET
HEINTZEEENLOMBIIIFLESHTD 5,
ZD &) RETHORZIREIE 2R . OEH
RO F 72 % B OR FHFRE IS TER B R
TE2EEONRELFELE L VLA T LI L%
FIREDPEBIIRLTWA L &, ZRH5DOM
WIFHEEWTHL] tEHRL. AETO
Davis,HammonD ZHEIZ N2 #H L T LR
HIELDTH D,

3 707 i— FHBRIZOWTIZE D DDV
B EE ONHIMEE OFFE BN D ZEIIRE S
NTW2HY | AHPUE I D 12D X Reynolds v.
United States, 98 US. 145,158 (1879) ¥ % & o4k
BIEGIH LoD, HEFRFADALEDF KA
BEANICH DA IIIEDE LOREA T 52
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g B EHIR L 720 510 “Wi ADEEARH:
EXDRBRERRLVLEET LI LIZL-T
FIEBROLEEZIEY BE ) L35 L X56ls
EEEHATRIRE ZR L v, #EE A
LOFRENIIT H 0N ERT 5 HEEIX
s, FIHECHIFIE O BRI 2 IES 5 ik
THE A L2 L 2R BIEIEIICDH
%" L L7z BT “RIEATAIC X B HEFIEE OV
=i RE TP L OB ISR
MOEELEEEEL” LDy 7+ — Nk
TOHREHFLTNWDEDTH b,

4 ZTODIXHIIHRTL B ERHPDOER L
FETIZH S D TH Do 2 THSIE LARHER %2 ©
CHEMEMEIIBRRICELZLLEL, SLb
Y ETOHEZEHLTB <,

Bl, 707+ — FHRTXBI S NZGEFH
fitsh & FEEE SRR 12D W THBFERY 2 0T 2 3t
HBHZ el LICAHERZ AR 5 1213 50 H
RCTRY B EHBENTWS LI, “SrEm”
IR D ERAZIZOWVTIEE 5125 B DB O
EABREED LRV, TOEERTARK LT
—EDHW 2R L7ZICT E vy,

552, AP X o TIRADPHR SRR
B BHEFEED L —VIZOWTIE, &K
HPL5 | O FH6] 35 X OSEFR AR H 458045
(b) (6) ZHEIZL 2D, BJIERT 5 LE)S
»29,

53, DVOBEZ B ICOVTIZDbAETD
B ORMENDH 5 720F12, FEAZBICELTO
FEADMERE NFRELSTERD3) REFFH ) ¥ 7
FRIC L BREAZH FIFREE1575:04) LD
HFLOWTEDOHRRICOWT, T AY A xi
LooWat a2 EbERTHS I,

Z LTS, FEAXTHHE XDV O 3 2 fik
BIZEEE LT, LOMDIERALRIZ S 2D
BIENGZ LD TH A T2, BRI HEEE
FEH TR AR OMEE 12 & 2 SAH
HheZ I TREBEICLIHGAHEDOD ) Fds
b TWBIES, ZEFIE L COREE R
RIERE IO VT b &\E L OFEAFRMMED BT
SOMEPARTREELNL T, wFhb 4%k
DIEEE L7z,
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1) Crawford v. Washington, 541 U.S. 36,124 S.Ct. 1354 (2004) . A FLc0 &, AR [7 2 ) AR BIFE (14) ]
SO —A7 =) - LEa—KT,

2) Ohio v. Roberts, 448 U.S.56 (1980) .

3) Tom L. Lininger, Prosecuting Batterers After Crawford, 91 Virginia Law Review 747,750-752 (2005) .

4) FHIgICo &, ANRNIFER [7 2 ) A REABIRZE (17) 23— 27— - L¥a—§215 (B TE). CfGiles
v.California,554 U.S.353 (2008). AH|PLico &, /ARG [7 2 V) AHIFHERZE (16) AT —RA 27— - LE
=21 (BT E) .

5) Cf. James F. Flanagan, Forfeiture by Wrongdoing and Those Who Acquiesce in Witness Intimidation : A Reach Exceeding Its
Grasp and Other Problems with Federal Rule of Evidence 804 (B) (b) ,51 Drake Law Review 459 (2003) , Andrew King-
Ries, Forfeiture by Wrongdoing : A Panacea for Victimles Domestic Violence Prosecutions, 39 Creighton L.Rev. 441 (2006) .

6) AP OE | WEBE [FHERE | ARERSEH 12005 —20064F BIE L EEHI GIBEEL 20064E T 7 % 1) 7 #3286 H L)
T\ BB (85 HLE A & 15 Testimonial 72 il & 132> 221 A F13735 126 LLLT (2009) o

7) ANRINZER] [REASHHE LARBER] (—) ] Am—2 27— - LE2—5§19%5 (20114),

(20114E3 H9Hf3)
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