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1. FU®IC

1.1, HREHEW

RIS HAZ I3 > TR B PR~ D &G Bl 1R 3Rt o 1
ThWw (DUFTik REREHII] L35) BEOFEE
RKELMEDO—DTH Y V2, 5FFEFIRET2O BE
W B DB IR GFIC e > T B S EATRIB S
TWhb39, F 7k 4 7 HIEM adherence (1.2THOZR)
1) 35T T b kIS B IE ) i E s e A
BOBEDVPHET L LMD R LEHINTnEI~19,
L7 LS E o A Bfh 5 B i sh bl S & L CogExhik
W2 LK, Fiz e Bk B % il i il g o 2 Z k)
R snTw 59,

AROHWE, EBHEIERDRZRE T 52450
TS EH IO W CTERM N L EEL, TOHMEDD
DIEBER LT HILTH b,

1.2, JFiL LW

OEGE T O E B D13 & A LIRED D
D TIHRD EEINKREN L e DDA TIEKE
Difiim e ITELZAT I o WO JEFESCHEL B 3
S L7205, ZNSERD SIZFING T il HE 2
5 FANTKE & FIZHE—EE 2 S5hizz0, BREOH
EAGRD LN E R RERFITHN L TREL 2w, @
KE DO AREETBIIMNC L > TRE D, 72T

MR EROAHTH T 5. @KEDHFIXFH
LERA YY)y 7RE L, IR PR & B4 % i
L, #IHMELREEFE 0 O AL LI Z RS L 72, K
FEH P S D % < 1 HEFER Google Scholar beta/Legal opin-
ions and journals THEIZ A SMETE 5, @ILEDOTIH
EHEEER Lz @R T [E] &, BEi/Bio
H % HIBR S 1L il E O FHRTH W %, ©4&F Tl
LT o5 2 Fv 720 ATS=REHBE £ 5%. CDC=
K EE BAE R DOT=directly observed therapy/ 15 #%
T OWNIRIEH 22 LIREE . M(X)DR= () £ #l
i PEA%4%. WHO=World Health Organizationo (DAL
TORBMIETREZ 2 E D HEEE L72As, HTOBITHEY
BAGERR D752V ITORA I EHGED T 61
L 7z adherence = if ¥~ O 1§} JJ B A \*o competence =
informed consent (7> L informed decision making/#tH &
D R LS E) ORGEE 25 TGN A
CLt e J) Jo incentive/enabler = 3 @ adherence % [f] I
5 L) BT OO D EEY W (incentive) L
5%, B#E D adherence ] L& XD HEHICT L L) % (H
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2. BB OEE

IR ORI X o CTHlfilFiE OB D 22 5,
FESCRR & FE ISR ) & 2 FARML L CUUTITR Y (fit
I X 5 504H) o

(D'Non-competence : 1457 {5 #2258 - T 3 compe-
tence 237 <, (GBI A GBI EDTT X T MBI
WhEhsd, FAVETIZZ) LgE, &HPaG4 T
EIERAZIT) 22 b d b L SNDW, KIFOKAE L
FUNBIEECIE B R ACIZER R RHATS (PN - 0555
ANOFEMEE Z <0, R R AL C b R B OB
\ZB8 9 2 B I AFAE L 72 o Non-competence 72 {678 JE )
TNHENOFRTIE NS BB OBIALEE ENd, L
#* L non-competence 72 B EHEN O E TS, € OHG
W) 7 Gt BRI D4 & i —Td 5202,

QOTEMILBEA L © competence (& & 5 3T $HE D
B R R A A e vz, L) R IR AS T & 3T
HRIE ) & % 52, ZORE TR OGS L 1dk

D 27\ P 72 Sl A B H B O 72 O 13RI R & 2
AT RBEHO X v FPRES N ITIUIR 5%\,

MRS IR IER ) & competence 23 O 145 72 15 2
He23d 545, HOREL LTHEEM NI TH 5. FHE
SRIBERIER T2 56%, ModE ((LHEPF v »
TIWE) BB EE D 7OEHEMNIN R EEEE D,

WEFEHIIATTEE © competence 258 1) 143 7 i e fit
B B N5, AR /AERASNE A /HM Hr #5355 0 3L RS
X DI T & T B, MRS, BEDERTH
HTERW/FYBRZ SNRVEEDND LGEITIEARANIC
EEWERIZ 2w e S, mifEEONSR E§ 512
AP [BE A U 510,

FEBIIEHMOFRIBERTH 5, T EREOLD
DOBERLEHRTHY, [LEW] o [TERV] Oz
RS 5 HE 7% <, FRBICIZEE Lo WO KN %
BEME NG5 2RI 5 0 O [REIC 72 529,

3. BEEEDHE & AMERIR

3.1, EYWEEE ORFRIE G HE

Competence D & 5 ANIIEH AT 5 FEHE (RGHE &
) KOWTHCOREWSH L L Ehp2»-7, $
LR A e I NI NDY =958 N s W B AL i |0 8 Y E € =5
MMERE L R SN2, FMEE TS, WHidiEd T
DRI EIR I ESLIFICIETE W E IR TV A, "l
RITLALDOWHEIL, 2L ZERIER ORI CED
LFELLBVDBDOTH->ThH, HMAPZOMEEHZT
% L) T T, competence D @ A BN O IHHEIE G HE
TR L T 5102292929 el T U OoR [E o N ECHTIT 23
HIV £ MDR % O 3L 72 72 2S5 ] 19 16 5% 1 72D

Kit% HE867& A 4 5 20114F 4 A

o 7286 (City of Newark v. JS/1993 4= 2. — ¥ v —
T — LB B3 530, 42K 50 M O FERER SR LB
A (19914F) TIX, 19MAFHEMWEHIC X 2 BFIER %
ROTBY, 7THILIEFEHNIEIIC L 2 HEIEE 220
TWB30D, F 724 { OREIAND I %)V —DMDR/
XDR{GH T 1 7T 5T O TIE MDR /XDR A P i
DOFRP L LTHREHRIE (=1EF) 2287 T 5%,

AITH, BEVHACAHEY RG22 8N 5
BE Ty, ToBadesznidt & LCEE o TRY®R
WELEIND LT HEEPSRETH Y, FEE, i
BT 20 EIEE D < B HP THRE O N
BEZRELE [ZANOFEN] BB R IR CF
B124F 2 29 HiRmdk i) 258 %, BYYERETH -
Th, A THIEANLBHFIERHIIRDOONTwL L
EZHLIENTE D,

3.2. IS HE D NHEH R

AR 72 W HE T ME % 52060 72 28 S AT & 2> D B TR
ety A E 2 B R 26, HNERH & LT
EHRIEH D EZLTELE LTS oL, A% (Ao
REETD) FHPLTEL0D200% 2 515,
3.2.1. HHIEM I OALFELE

— AL TG EO BRI R T 5 L S h
L0, EYYECOBEOBRONGIIHEETH Y @H O
MEETAAST B Z L3 LW EEZ L SN T WS, A%
A A CIRYE L L2 AT B 2 BT A 2 &
bEZONLA, BRSO RENIMET 513 E0RE
LRNEZVHT20EEEE Sh, SE&EPEELVLE
WO RFRE D H Y & SN B¥,

FEBITIE, AU T A NV=ZT IO X125 L DEFEIER
HEIHFMHEEZZIFTBHEDH 5N 5%, L Lik
HIFEE O HIZEGGE KBHIETH D, B Df7 7 O MLE]
Tl vo WBHRIEW T DIBFRALE AV 2K @ adherence 1]
FRE L TEZYHDE ) MBI TH 530, LAY 7+
V=7 Mo EENRIES T, MFEMELIY L
ZHEHAH (civil detention) ZHEXEL TV 5 (http://www.
ctca.org/guidelines/IIB4cdetention.pdf) o Oscherwitz H13 [#
EEOMEMITIE, HHE LD DRENITFERAE 2N
THY stigmaz BEICE 2, BHA/EELEMO NG
WCHERBE 5.2 % ] Lk, Reichman id [ATS 255
I &N DB BEE I IIIEALEZ S 9 A5, H)
FIWIZ L D RBBEPLFH SN TVWE EIZER 2]
L LT3,

PDibEd o, EHEIERH I OILIFLE 2D b D DR 4T
e LT, INEBEIEHIIE N 5 372 5 il
HIEE L T2 DIMY & 1TEZ HNE,

3.2.2. ALHHIT X D AHERIRR
IUNFN T2 AL %2 EL 3L ALOHBERTTY,
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A B W /RO EIMME~NDOEIZL ) kvl
AIIZEPMAL D 5 &) FAN IR O R %
Wi, Z OfEEFEEIES < O AMEERE T AMERIBR D 4
HFERELTBYY, RODUEN L AHSELHNTH S
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966 4f:
JEEAMESA)) B US> TV 53,

BRIUE L EEFHOREBTH Y, ARDiFHOHKT
DM X % BGREBE O NMHERIBR 24T 9 2 L DA
XDRYTHD I LIZHEMOARMIL L VR0~ |
fill International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights X
European Convention on Human Rights (1950 4F/ kM AFE
Zefy) THBEFEAM MO S ERHI R T o —> &
L CRRGYIE & 2517 T D99, RETOHB S £ 299,

W2 ZH L2 E QT I A ORBETH H
%29240=49)  KIFCTH HE U AMTRE CPR164E 4 F
27 H) RBEWKGN TR CP 16410 H 15 H) THLIH
HEBRAATAELZ & 0 [ OB AT AN E L 720 S BH B A%
Y, WIERREFE I L) AR E BREHED, S T 5
BHaeRo7z A SN2 LG5 ITMTHROT T2 b
LIRS D %o

L72h3o TRMEINZIE, TADAMEZ BEEICZHE LT
AREBEGPIEOFBIZE 5T L %L, FRFIRIYEZ
BN2H T VA ANMEZ BEEZHIRT 22 &% <, &
Mg 2% &) MEERRESGZ 5N TnDE 2 Eil%k b,
C CCHEICZ: 2 O AKEMA OMFRIDOINT AT
H Yo AL V) AN ZSF 5 7200 IR EDFRLRE
BGHED ) A7 T2 B ENH DL VI HETH H

2, 24)25)38)48)50)
4. PREAICL ZBFIEEDEM

4.1, SR E O S

H B 3 3841 4 TR DAE 0 7 25 S o A eI
EZF L0 EDLOTHTH Y, Wit b L EYuEDs 1T
LA EUE—DBIFNTH B0, 5 LIzARHEH O]
FEEICBWTIER O 720 D& Thi & A EE L
%409, —fiZ, & 2B ANMEHIBROE 2 %2 W5
% B O EBRHE$HZ DV Tl Siracusa Principles (1985 4/
2T 7 WEA [AKERIR 2 9 2 B O BN Sl & 2k R 72
D)) BHNW, MWIZHE L DWMILDD S, KETI
1950 4E LUR%, I Geie B~ sl 5 2 B 5 2 Bkl
VL 2% <, RYYERE~OMGIHEE O &0 E5T
1, 1965 4E~1970 448125 < A C oA L 7= i i 6
BRI 2 Wl E 2 o <5 EH TR LB
HENBZ EHNL VO,

B, WEEEE RN LT D0l ERIND FMFR
AL O S22V TE, FESIN TV L mibliEo A
MHERIBRE A VIS X o TR 57009, 728 23R % %

461

WML 272 DITHRERIER D) R 7 DAAERRRE % A S
HEHZIE, DOT Z il § 2BD ) 27 OFEH L) & LD
I 2 3L AY 72 < TUE R B v,

4.2. JEYLE T O IR M E O FE &

4.2.1. HMOZ 4%

DTN X BEDN AB DL % 5K H Y,
INHIAEMY R EROENFOHNHN TS > T
X7 5 v, SREIOEBAHE & L TldJew Ho v. Wil-
liamson/19004FE 71 V) 7 + v =7 K EIFHFr (FREE [quar-
antine] OEFEE D HEM) 23 510495957, Siracusa
Principles (4.1.JHZR) Tix ERHEIZ Y THW &
BET L] LIRS TV 55, SRR AR
WCHFEERNCETT 22 21EH D ) 525, KEFRE R
S OATEA I ERIC L > TITbhlTWwb 2 &%
FE L 2w B @EL IEFE R RV E W) HB 2R LT
W 556,

4.2.2. EHE ORI A R

TRE ST B EITIE,  FERR I G hE il 45 5L
DOHMWERDI2DIZHERNTH B &\ ) BRI 72 GEHL/HE
WA VT IUL T & 2\ 29303950, B ft 4 S ASFB
ZIEMLT 2D TR, HIZ [AM&IETE] &F
B HHINE 20 O BAYERA DO NEEHIRS 5 Z 213 T
EBNETHLDTHHOM,

4.23. R 7 LA X b

BABOOHLMOEMNE (F— 2 L A5 O AT
FEHEORFEZIE LTI L 5T, e OB TREBICY A
JTRARY BT ONRITII R S RV,

Ball 5iF [HAEE L WS 721 TIEH O IEY 2 F
WCE 262w L FEBRIC, fEEETH AMELHIRT 5
IR 72 A X Y PALEETH S| & LTW5%, Reilly
PR O P IIR IS X A HWE (status-based) Tl
% < FEBEOATENIEED KW (behavior-based) TZlfiL
X7 57w L L%, Gostin 25 il 35 185 5 G 3 0 #2121
MAJE (over-inclusive/under-inclusive) 3% > Tl 5 7%
W LN DHIFIFFEBRE LFMTE 2, #HEED 5
FHITlX, School Board of Nassau County v. Arline/1987 4F
KIS (R EE OBORAR DLk % 0 B
M) THLYAZ OB 72 A A2+ (need to conduct an
individualized inquiry and make appropriate findings of fact)
ARD SN TV 59,

L2 LIFROWIRRITE 2 T T2 L 3WE TS
%o Gostinld, & % %R DK EO—EF D HAHIFRD L%
WA % B, ZOHEFOREEERISH LT
Al A & B 2 LIZIERICMETH L E L NS D,
B2 51T, FHESFRBIRE 22 0O T ESA T e %R
Ba 3D MORMNT (BHAmEdE IS LTRMED
BEBMIATH L TWD 2, BIOEHTEA X B
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PHARRLBEICAHE L2 L, 2R3 2 E) THEY]
TEAX Y FOFRAHEMEND) 5L LTWDED, /2
SR O AHER BR O BE A IS U CRIBRIC L A M5 7
TARX Y FOEREEVIIR D759 LB LTV,
Db s, B X 2HEAEEIHRE b TR
HTWEEZOLND, LhL, FHFATHOE) LHEO
ZBRHEICOVTRAHBIC LS S22 2 00T LT
SNb,
4.2.4. ) AT DML EERN
4.2.41. HERY A7 OFAE

SRS 2 T L T A DI, BRI EA
Foh—E LOoFELR) AP R TEE bR
W30S0 ~eh Lo T, MEE) A 7 ANE R LR T
SR E LR S N2 T T 5 V@), Siracusa Prin-
ciples (4.1.THZM) Tid [ AMERIR O LB LA B 7
ZRRICHEDPRQE RS V] LBRENT VWS, ) X
7 OFIWIRPIS HIZEIR E L BBNERNTH - Tid R
57, T LRHANRR L < TERROARLICHRE L7 #H
] & U CRGERE O NELZHIRT 2 2 LIZTE R,
4.2.4.2 HH (proportionality) J5iHI

FHEL L9 L350 A7 OFEEL, BmEFEEIC X2 A
TIBROFEEE & Bl L 72D DT { Tidde 5 R \N239405)58)
Siracusa Principles (4.1.JHZMR) Tl [EMITZ Y% AHE
FIBEHRIZHBI L2 D THRL Tdadbhn] LT
W %59, F 72 European Convention on Human Rights (3.2.2.
M) 12250 < European Court of Human Rights (RkJH
NHEBHIFT) OFIBITIE, HWATZAIIAS Y izl
BB R AERIRICH 725 LB L TWw 549, 72
& ZTEGHE B FE ORI FEEO AMHRIRTH Y 2 h ke
TMET LD, BELE)ETE)R7EENIC
ISCBEDS DTHRLTE RS RV, YA ORI
BGFEROMER, MEOEES, YlELRESTHRESN
5L ENBW,
4.2.4.3. ) A7 Gl O AW BAE

FEBIIE) A7 ZHMRIFE RIS TH ), £726
FELREDOFMIARTRETH 53, L7zd> TH A DH
BITHY A7 T F AR 2005k S, wlk
OHIWF D 2D FR L, FFRICHZICB W TG
/IR B/ BT SE O IE#E 72 1) A 7 12D W TUEARfE 72
bDHL D, Cokerld [Hits & &0 L 72 HIV Btk 1&
HIV R XD FRE LR T Vo THECIER DN 26
WL DMEINRL T HEIRELDESLH 20 ? Hif
B#t 2 7 H# |2 adherence N & e o 72 L 5 1 HiRIZ
adherence MR & 72 o 72 B T AT E XRS5 3% &
RSN VDIES ) 22 e VAZTHEAAY ME
Vo THED L) IFHET 2 MIEARHT, ZEALDY
GRBIVTEIUIAIETH 5] Lk RTwb,

KEt% HE867& A 4 5 20114F 4 A

4.2.5. Least restrictive alternative @ J5HIl
4.2.5.1. Least restrictive alternative

Least restrictive (or intrusive, or invasive, or drastic, or coer-
cive] alternative (or means) & (& [ CHBZZH L9 5 &
I e FEOP TR D AMEHRIBROE SOV EEFE]
% B L, least restrictive alternative J5 HI X [ A HET 1 X
% 5B 5 1E Tl least restrictive alternative & Fl W 22 17 Muid
BHRV] LW FEITH D, EAHEICR S 3§ ALFHH
IZ & A s E 128 W T, least restrictive alternative Ji
HNEHBERT & 722 & REZERFHO—>THh Y, HHIT
& (Lessard v. Schmidt/1972 SE R EFTH T BT DR whoi
BEZOMEZ O CHEH]) HFTHEIZBRSNTW
BHAININADA6I0595658)65) [ east restrictive alternative JFHI I,
BARDE CTHIUTAMERIROEEG VO L ) IRWTFE %
HIRTEREETBHHITHH T, LVEPDLRLT
b ANERIBRDEG W DORWCFEDIT) 2 EIRT HXET
B 5HE V) FHBLTIE 74, Siracusa Principles (& [ A
MBI, TN 50BN L ) AMERIBROESG W OKWT
BCITERNEEZR 2 AR S NAE % 59, AHOHIKR
WZH72-> TERITHMERICLE L SNLD LoFEE
HWTidaowv] & LTwa%,

Least restrictive alternative JEHIZE, JKIE[? Americans with
Disability Act (1990 4F /R E O RiEH =R L) 255
D5 [RAART — CARMA L, BYRBEBEM (rea-
sonable accommodation/modification) 2 & - "C [ %% 23k
R —CAZHOBERICHUT L EICRL2OTHN
X, TNOORBEEMLZIRIET 280D L] L) H
& & FW T BH. FEFE Gostin 1, Americans with Disability
ActZ, ANEHMIC X 2 il oL 5.2 5 Fft L
FERL T\ 5596960, Americans with Disability Act Tl F
7o, [ B | A5 R 2 e S & 3R 2 35
BIIEZE) LB IIRND L LTBY, least restrictive
alternative HHI B M L X HICEZ BTN TEHHh L
N\,

Least restrictive alternative JFLHI IZ X MIEHE B IZB W T
&, BREFEE ORI @Y 72 3R & o THREEDIBRHEAND
HEEWH I ZWHEICT 5 &9 2 FERFZE SN2 T
LohwEw) eIl b, ANMEHERE T [£n=
a— 3 — 7 OB EDSHEGEIM I T2 2 283 L
A ERMRERITZR TFIZH B2 b6, 29
L 72 4RI D B3 BURF AYEL Y AL B I IR ) g
R AT OFIFMEWTEETH S| LABRTNE ),
Advisory Council for Elimination of Tuberculosis (& [ ## %
BE 2T S A2, BUF IE DOT % incentive/enabler 12
BEDLEBMMAZERA LRI RS20 ] &L,
Ball 513 [#51% D B34 least restrictive alternative & &, T
Koz )=y 7 TOEEOWEE, BIEHAR, BN
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DOT 2 ENEINL ] FE L TNBID®O),
4.2.5.2. Least restrictive alternative JEHI 2 B9~ % [ i

Least restrictive alternative Ji Hl |Z Hiffi 22 LB CTld & %
P, 2O0DERLLFROBEHMELEEICTET LI L
HEAWRETDH D M 4 O TORFE S 3 2 7%
VA0, Ly L S DIARIC D least restrictive alternative Ji HIl
WZIZT D 2 DOREN T HN 5,

—Dk, BIHESRICB N TH Ll E 2R L 56
WFRTO [&L ) AMEFIROEAVORWFE ] 2955
WCHIAT SRR L 722 & 2RTUEDD L0 L v B
THb, T9 LEHILEY RN A% ESSRHRIICE
DREZRYAZIZORDY lazen0%0, i LT
KEITIE, [least restrictive alternative JFELHIIE, AMEHIR D
EAEVO L) BWIEELZIRDENSTRTO [L Y AHEf]
BROEAVORWTE] SERICITbIE I L2 ZRL
THELT, FWICERNICEEEIN TSI LR ERL
TWEETTHAE] LT HEIINL VDD, New York
City Health Code, Section 11.47 (19934f/=2—3— 71
SOEAER K SH)) CTlE, BEZWHRT LU (XD
MERIRE A WD D R WFE ] PHEEICEITEhTn 5
CEERODTELT O, b DIT [TXH AMEHRBKRDEE
HVORCFE] BSAAONAEY7Z o722 LB LU/
FroRENSERINHTINAZ L, F20HE
EHLPITTHI L] ZROTVRE, THUTKH L AKE
P2 X [New York City Health Code, Section 11.47 1%
PR LN T RTo [ &) AMHIBROESGVOKRWTF
Bl 2R3 2L 2%FE L TW2\» T least restrictive
alternative JF | 2 AL T2 D D TH L] L LTW5EHH, Z
DOEE D BHH (In re Application of the City of New
York v.Mary Doe/1994 4£ = 2. — 3 — 7 J 33 /H PSR
72 A% http://psychrights.org/research/nypainvol.html {Z %5 > %
Fhy) Tma—a—7rig EEEEIZEINSET
RCOBZMEB T LR A ¥ R, @AY
[L 0 AMERIROESWORWFE] 2B%T 5, &FH
WS, THXEZENZRERII 2T &9 % [ X ) AMHEH
ROEECORCTE] ZM@NICHITLZh s 03X
TIZRMT 2 2 L 2fFORE TR ARWO] L3 2z
FHL T b, ZOFMTHRBIE, THNIH A THAAN
72 3EPL (clear and convincing evidence /5.2 JHZ ) 12X -
T [ &) AEHRIROEAECORNTFE AR L 272
59 LRRLIZE V) BITIR L LFEL T 59,

Least restrictive alternative JEHIIZBI 3% & 9 —D2 D[
¥, %247 least restrictive alternative ¢ i PH S AN HHIE T &
LT L ThHb, BETRICXLRETREZR AW O
IKBEIABHTH D, ZIIZEEICH T [TLARv]
O [TEZW] O wv)E (2.3H) &b —Ehika
T2, L] 0% [T&Hhw] LTETLHILT
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least restrictive alternative D#iHIZ K E (IR L TL EF W
PR, Mz THEEEO TR EEShTWwbih
I DA EE QLB (72 & I 3ERE) 2VEIC,
IRk LM% & DR Tld e WIS H I LT
Mz b O2DONPITONTHAHTH 59 Bayer 5% [Z Z
THH LA T2 B EEL, UOIEBUFOITE) %
i (negative) IZHIBRS % & & TH - 7= least restrictive
alternative JE I F5R 25, & 72[IEIC, BUFASHEHEN DI
NEMESEE L) S WEEEZIRT 2/F L o
7R 7 (positive) FeFs & BUFICHR 5 b D & fRIRT
ELDONE)NEV)METH B, Rt EHEIZBHFHIR
At REFZWZIRANOENFEB OHPAIT 5D E 2 AR
RRTH D] LTS 0,

VL E72» & least restrictive alternative JFUIZ 3T & 1l 4
DFFTOHRIIEEEIZ W ETFRENS,
4.2.6. #IEFHE X (procedural due process)

EHEE IV E L TR E 2R b > TEDLBFHHITH R
HP LI TRRET DL ANDBNMEZBD D Z LT,
S O H % [0l 5 4042 %¢ 18 (due process protec-
tion) & L7ZelF AT Ze B 72y 2 203438 42~ 445958 59)65) 67)

Siracusa Principles (4.1.JHZ M) Tk [ AHEDHIBRIZ
BENTH-oTE%LT, EWREFIHEN) 259 %
ENHEOREVERZICLIVFETENE L, BLUE)
L7 )it 0 FE T & 25, ZBMWENWICIZ W E
EMEFRIZTE7201T0%T =y 7HEENT V ARE%E
iz CTnwad &, $XTOAERBBRIZZOHRAITT S
FER LV CEMMPFEROWREEEZ 5252 8, AHEH
FROWE FHCHLT 5 7 sdib) Hitk & R 7 BT TF-B AL
HEIN TRl TRELRVWTZ L] 2RO TV B,
FEAZAZ R L 72060 (Greene v. Edward/1980 477 T A T
W= = 7SR SR BB ORI RZ O C 58
) T, #IEFREEHEHZMAZ TRV E W) Hl
T DR SRR 2 itk & W L 7260538 55,

5. KIEDAFIEE

EHRIT I TR W EZ 0 L TEBITRT 2
IR R & LU, IBEEERE], #3E, DOT® 3
DOWEZHND,

5.1. R (BRI PEEE)

BEFIEARMIIBHEIERELZ AL TS 2 LidT T
ik R7z (313H) o TEFHEGHEIIAET 1 b D TIE AW
P, WEAIEGRT 2 BFITEEINEEEZITH 2 L3R
0 AMERHIROEG WS —EEWC &, mifliEo
W) CTd b RARIEGERs 1% Z W T 5 72D I IE T4 &
EZONDLILEEETDLE, BHFRLIERTLHBEE
ANOFRBIR P EARWICER OOV DL ED
N, 2L OF#H S INEILFEL T b, Bayer X Iseman
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W TENIEHEE SR TE v (R IRE My 2 &)
HHRICIEH I R REZ MR T 52 L3 TE 525,
MRS NBFITERL T2 L13TERw] &L
TWB08, L F1) 2D A4 XTIV, A vEET—
Ty NOFEFOHE S TE, FRHEEILEE7Z25E L0
flTE VeI TwD, 72, ICHEHIEEEED
72ELThH, WREEGRL TV BHEIZZOREICKL
TEMNCEIEST S 2 LIFHIEITTEH L VWD,
5.2. 5

WHRIZERZAERR TS 5, K&K I Add-
ington v. Texas/1979 4 KE I I s 8% (Rt B 0y
Wad CHEH) T IAZHEIT X A AHME A D AHE
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Review Article

LEGAL ENFORCEMENT FOR NON-ADHERENT TUBERCULOSIS PATIENTS

Kunihiko ITO

Abstract [Purpose] To investigate the conditions that would
allow for coercive measures for persistently non-adherent
tuberculosis patients.

[Method] Literature review of the jurisprudential and med-
ical papers, mainly of the United States.

[Result] We found relevant items in the following categories
related to conditions allowing for coercive measures: truthful
adequate purpose of the coercive measures, scientific evidence
or prospects of effectiveness of the measures, individual risk
assessment, existence of significant risk, proportionality prin-
ciple, least restrictive alternative principle, and procedural due
process.

[Conclusion] To establish a system of coercive measures for
persistently non-adherent tuberculosis patients in Japan, we
would first need to accomplish many tasks, including a

significant broadening of the support services for tuberculosis
patients.
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