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Abstract

“The University of Michigan Board of Directors v. Ewing Case” is an educational case involving
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teachers’ evaluation of students’ academic achievements in American judicial trials. The case in-
volves the issue of academic freedom of university institutions, which leads to many disputes, such
as whether the school can expel students according to their academic performance, whether the
court should intervene in academic issues and the way of intervention, what standards should be
followed in judicial review, whether it will damage academic freedom, and whether it is necessary
to invite third-party experts to reevaluate academic issues. Foreign scholars have carried out de-
tailed research on the historical background of the respect for academic freedom, the judgment of
the case and its related disputes, and the influence of the judgment of the case involved in this
case. Many results have been obtained. This has also provided domestic scholars in-depth re-
search on this issue.
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1. 518

THERE, SR ESEAE A R SR, BRANRBOT AR IEHT T I A ALk . 60~80 AR, 3%
[ AR T BRI SEEMRAUEE) . RIS &R SCIE S R el ™ A 7 R bt
A TNER B SN RIRR SRS, mRURIA R RGN, 1985 4F “H B K FE RS R
(iR “JulRI 58 ) B 56 =92 v 0 rh O BUR 22 A2 22 ST AN (1 — S Boa I . BRI e 22K H
RIS BRI A T IELZH N N H RS H R 2R B IR . A2 U R E 2 0 X —
EAFW RBINRTAARBA SRR P RE R RV RO AT 7 St 7ef
HUAF T 2 R o B A2 T R A 6 i) R P A BRI 3 S5 R AR SR K 2 A1 5 v R e 1 R [ v
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2. HBALEZR?

“CEBRK AR SVRICRI G SR AE 5 [ B 2 30 WU UM R 22 A 2 SN IR SR AR
VAIFE A . 1975 K, HrRHEE « JUIR (Scott Ewing)Z il 1 FH % BOMR K 2 A1 S 22 B BR A 3R L 3 6
FERIRARY I, SR R TR e . 1981 4EFR, JURIFEE K= H b 2 TR
ARH. 7 H, HHRKAET NS B R SETRNEIE T RBN e x)E, BB 9 AEHE
JE O BBEE RE R HMZ I H B4 . 2 JE, JCRIRAEAN R K13 & AT 2% 01 2 2R R 25 1RGO ()
I I EBT AR A BE, (HYEIRAE . 1982 4F 8 H, JUIA [ 56 S AR MI R X 7 i e e Uik o 5
IEBEHEAT 7O 4 RIEES, OV SR RS2SR RIESS R T B2 S B . ), HUTiERE
€, JURIBIE SRR R A Z BRI, B R K R T ITBR R A 22 S B R 2R kg R 2 1 R 8
PRE R R O > IE RE[ 1] o

1984 £ 9 H, JURHIAISEE SN Mk e e bR, EUREABTHER 7O R D, HOE B BRK
TR IEIERNME, ARERIRF 7 ICHE K2R B 2] R EYREBER @ K e v
JEREF S INE KB 225, an st i DR B2 Be ) 22 ST 0 H AP R R 2 3] B . s ERCE AN IR -
VRIERE R, R MR EA B A . 1985 4F 12 H, fmiklibh 9 ZEXF 0 SR 1 EURERB I
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3. M FAREHBEENHTEERMAR

EEEFAAHEMFEAFRMUNEZ REEZK, EEREEERESK, HBPIREZEE IEE %
AR B BRI S S50 A M BB AR G, A CFAR B A RBRR B R — RIIE
PER I R A R IR TR . 1954 SEAT VR REE & R 2 R AR LRT, BRIk fir e
BB RAFAE] 300 o IS TEMREE G007 T E R BB i T 2% 2R B 1M . 20 T4 70 4F
R, ERG SRR EILBEE, R4, BB EAR B G bR & BN F ) S
Wit 2BUA . AU, SO RN TR, RN RN, 58, fha =38R 5 0Pk 0E 2 1 5w
AR D, SRR CENERE R DR, SR AR (S BE IR AN AR IR, AN [R) ) R 48 e AR
EBEAR R A BB FAR A HEENE RS, EiE RERNFEWHE R RS
FERFTE o

1999 4 ([ PrykRe A1) 5 25 B TE 7RG « L% Hi(Sonya G. Smith) (FFHEFE IGNIER
Br REFEVFE SFREAR A BERE) MCE, AT —RIFERABEMS, P EAERTERA
MR TBUNE R BB KR IITE5]. 2006 4, B « HEQ. Peter Byme)its | (B &R R G HI%E
HEARAH: HIETHRF “WKAB” ) —3C @i iERBE— R VIEE B R /E T %552
FERIEREIN I EAR B H, iR A3 1957 ERHTEGT 2 (Sweezy Case), 1967 4EHLIE % % (Keyishian
Case) L 2 1985 AEf¥JL A %8 (Ewing Case) 5 B 2220 & FI 11 [6]. 2007 2 {7 Mg EE A EE D /R «317E (Roy M.
Mersky & Kumar Percy)4i 5 1 SCHR (A& RFRA MRS Z S S B0E FAUTENRII L) il T & kR b #
[ — RANE K2R EA:, K 1952 4F (KB4 (Adler Case) 2. 1967 EHILIE %2 LA K 1985 4E [t K % 11 2%
ECHRHEAT T AMBIAREL[7]

4. “RER" FIRSERMEXFUBFAR

R IJUBR ZH W 51 5 (AR 5 S SUE 7T 2 B PP A A AR TT BRI S BT T — 00 5 TR AL
MITFRRAT RN T 22 A R SRS — B IE R R Y (I P BURT B B, SR IT BR AR P 5 iR 5 T U 2 1B 1E
FRUE WIS E IE AR P 73— B0 A8 SO AT BRAT N, RS BB A2 AR SR N RE ),
RRIEENFARESRIAE, PR SR, (R KR A HIEE, A#H A AR
Hiko

KRB AL MRIRAT R, B3« S « Atk (Mark S. Blaskey)7EH: (R 24 R B L IR AT
B —3Criloy, S 80a ] T AR AR A WP AU B B AP KA 2t 224 ST i B R 2 38
WP B AR B ORY7, BIAE A2 B SR E A AWM B A ROR A IE 4% e k<5 H A2 2R B
AT AT ZCE B BR8] AW « M« FFl2Z(James M. Picozzi)fE H 3 & (RFLHFF: 4k
NV, M ARNBHICL AT ARANAZHI? ) FFEFERE] T EES T IMB IR ST WP BUR & BB ff
o BT SrCHigid, MR E BRI A . SR AR SR AR R A BUSE S AR TT R 5 B
P, T B ARG 1P A A ORI AN R SR 23 A 9] -

He L« Z8HHT(H « L - Silets)fEHZ A (HAERBR S 5 IME RS P SRR P AR
PIARPHIEH) =P 0h, JEBEAEAA SR AR BT O R, B e R AL A
3 (1 2R P 2 A AR AL 3 I IE AR P R, “AARE R L — M 20 AL 70 BE R X, A2 AR AR 73
A R IE AR AR AE, AT RE AN AT, WL SR R[10]. £% « LT (Johna Beach)fF
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W CEARNUM R EEAAEL) Ny, BB S AN B A 25 A e 25 1 R T 0 25 A2 PR AR SR R A
WAl BESRFA VP ARl A 2, AT RN ZE A Rl [11].

KT I HFERITFRRAT N, Do « G « u 2 K(Mark G. Yudof)ZE 8 (AR E B =@ L) ik
N, FEFRMZEEEARNANEEN, ARRFZRZERFZAREHNBOE, (EREP — SRS —
SEAEMS R SR L AR B HIIZ . R E S U R ERANERE R A, A g — e R
. LG, BURRISEM RS, Fik, K¥EEHBHIRMII[L2].

1989 4 (HBREBEABI gm) 5 15 &5 CRFFIBLMELSIRIIRR]) —3CHN% T CRFERAT AL
FIRP AN . — PR S E, REE R FMIEEAE. —REWT, EREAS T RY
IR PE, BRAMATA AR — e 2 i, BEZEAR[13]. Bk « H « 245 5 (William H. Daughtrey)
FEFIR S CEE AR AR B HIREEMETD) FilA, 2B SR LA LAl B AT e “ kL,
Ao, WA R, R¥ BRI 7SS BB N R R R e [14]. PR/RmI{E « N« A1
A (Fernand N. Dutile) /E 28 (BB EANERE: 1986 ) AN, VEBEXICIHN R HisH 1 5L
PEIEMFEST, JUBR A R AN N5 R S, A A 38 53 48 0 D\ SLA B0 o OB ) e, VR R B 2 B
H[15]. BAKE <N « B2 (Robert N. Roberts)7E (A RSN AR IVE R [EI R L84k I 2 2= AR b5y )
AR A ) 2R R B A, YOS RO JC R T BR & TR AR P 25K, VERE FuVF A S RS AETFBRE 40
ARHERAEERET, ARTFERHEEARME, AHRBOER AL [16].

5. “RER" HIRWHAR

KT “RHER” WM IR RIET, EAE# 2 2 NI — AR 252 A AR OS5
A T R BIRE il DA R 2 AR SRV A B TR &5 = AN 5 THI R PR

B COUHER” X AR AE U M B 5, 22 AT 3 T NI — Ze Mt SR S P E A b o (1) AR
A DA ks v R A BT HE AR R P 52 1 5 P R AT A0 T o

UG PR G0 P PPN AR A 77 TR 520 17 55, sE % 30 <Kz (Steven Milam)FIEE DR «E &{/K (Rebeccad
Marshall) 75 3 &2 1955 (0 PR 78 AR R Bk 22 2 AR FFBR 2 ) Hriloh,  BUMA BOT Al 224,
MM SE A G T, ERABOTRR A, AZaET I, JRHEZEMEE T 5 EA TR IR
R IR, ISR T e BN AT MR, BIERA R E RGO, BUTE
MV A AR AERI[17]

PWORFALE « N« AR ERAE IR S (RSl Am v AkRE: 1986 4E) ik, JURZRARIL T kb xt 20
SR G, BRI AR B R B L E AR AR PSR R R . [FIR, XA R
AR M ANHL T & GO e . WA R G RN I e SR WT BON  S E ERIBE e SR, B ORE A
HHES MRS AR R RNET SR, TR, $edifl. B L S ST P 50 4 ) S,
2B R B AT R E[15]

T IR EST m P A RS R AR, BT S HOE R AR VRA R 5 R 2R
FRERHEH . BTG AVE B iR AR — 2 m R B A i T A O KT AR A E A, R RS
Ko ETRHEE IR ESR, FANERN T AR R )G, FREIRE] T 5meE A2
AV REJIARUES LI B [18] . 75— R, VEBEN N X T A N R E R, AU A e
PEANPRIE, DA RZILRt . BOATARIE LO M BRI st AEE:, Ry 25 5 L A KAk R AT [19]

FLUE R 5 A SR AR 5 10 8 DA B 2 AR I v SR A [ T80 445 it TR s, 6] b 2 R B e R
SRR BRI Pe FARIEYF VA AR YR VAL T2 F R IX 43 DA S AR AR 14038 FH VG B S5 AT T 4
HRAFHT

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2022.121057 344 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2022.121057

KT HAREZM RG50S« KRAWAITE IR « SEURTERLGZEN L E (LR A
ANV R ARFFBRI M) A, EARBIFR R MR AR &, X2 RO, Rk
ARIPE R RWAT ABEAREE, AR ZEARBIARMEITE S . FR AR FARIFBRIGE,
BN IE P RE G, RIVERE AN Zeaed 5 0 Wl o] DAKE 2 A AR [17].

FEF AR B DR IFARRFIZ X 73 5T . K « FEEEJeff Todd)EH LT (ML K2EF
MNBURFS: KRB BN TIRIE, ZEERVHE) ik, DR ZBiilk & K5 # 8 g 4 1) FARFI L
A FRFT, ARG S IX SEFR 7 U [20] ME/K3C « R « L Hd(Melvyn R. Durchslag) 7 (7£ 5 i H il B
ZRIERABEER) —3CHIAR, AR R e A R, I AN BE 58 A A 45 RIVERR TR AR L,
BRI A 92530 1) e A 1) R0 b SR 2 A BR A [ 2]

POREAME « N « FLFERE IR (S5 EVEANERE: 1986 ) SEPUF “ AL AL Sy 1) Bt~ v
WA, VEBEXTICIR R AR B X 2 T AR AR RO DA S B HRRE R 1), X T IC IR R 2 e AR Ak oy
G AR FH LR IE SRR P IR, Bk A2 v e L UM 24T He i 1 A 0 A R P I 24 R 5 (R RE[15]

ST 2 ARARUE R E FHVE BT 7T BUSCIREIH » L« SRR E CRAEMBRI 552 $+IUBIE
FR R IE TP R KRR RIS Y W, IR AEM N, o m s Rl F
(AT BORE 1 B AT AR R 22 K b i [13]

PARE « N « PUARER LT (AL RKFXZARIRVER IR LR IERZEARL D) T, &
ENERE N LR M AR RS SL T — N BT IR, A 22 5 4 B 22 AR SR A R A RIE B % 5 2
ANREFEGFE A SR RS N, VEREA AT T TI[16].

o L« BHRG44% /K (Chris Hoofnagle) 76 (A A I I 1) RN A SE R 223042 ) — SCEB U4y “ IARE
fIFnESA” i, TREAMUESAR B B RIR RS, Wi X ZE N B E sk k.
IR, S H DG T RIE X R 2R PR SR 14 265 A J5 0 e 752 FH B b /N2 2 2y SR AR T BE TRl [22]

WG, RT AR RIS J7 T AT 5T . 1990 4 (I bRy pe A gn) 55 713 & T8 1)
(RIRFFARAHERFBIRFARBHPMR) =5 “FAREH—RZRRM” AR, BRER
FHEEREAREEBR R, K¥ENEREHRREEITREAEFESIERE, AFEEENTR, K
FHEL L G RS, R ST RN E A BRIt e, R R IR A S B
ARZAL, REAHRL AN R [ 23] -

SRS KRN ILR « BHURTEI A ZE N CE LR AR L AR E AR T BR IR )
WARF] TR T AARBIFR R T AL4E 5 SIB B R P BRSNS 2E . B 22 2E
BT BER I 45 T S N7 T B 15 A BOR 2 ) B IR b AR 22 SR B 48— AT [17]

6. BEE5RR

K JE T HIGNEER, FREA R A Il A AT Mo . 3 #0a W80 A2 1) & A2 4y
UL HEEATBORI AR, W] DA R R @ R o 2 Sy . U S B2 SE TR 508 7 AT
FNEAH B NS E S RRAS AR WA DI AR, WER AT P AR, B AR
JEUnAT, RBER AR A HIE BN, EARE WS EEE A R R RBEE S AT DACE L AR A
BT B O =07 e SO0 SR R EDET R VP, IR R AU R A R PR . [FIRE, fR
AN, e EEUTR LT, BRSSO HE  WER, AR T HE N HE I,
A EA A, SRR A PR I EA T LB IT R AA P2 57, (AR F AR, TPE R K
W s BT BR)A SR AR K. I, IR P SRR O B2 SR S mT o, iR R IR AT
WHIT AR EAE N, 102 F R A PR IE SR 7 R B A BI4ERE . ARAMIEM AL, (H24
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RIS AR AN A e 32 B0 o ST IEHREF 4K, (MR A RIEXH? T TMRGEA i
FITHIE . B AR MR b7y 74 7 B R 7 iRBE A LA — B IFARBITA S ROR 22 A 1 Ak 73
DR IE AR B, — BT, REE ™ E AT sk ORI AL 7y, B T 1 AR
BIRLE o 1E SRR RNOZH & TR EEE 2 IRBe Al A AR AN — 8. AN 1975 F K2R )5, WAMIHES &
JEAIE 2 RE Py 25k Bl 2R K i IR AR HE[24]

ORISR AERN A BRI EE K05, HE A R e AR B R RS B
HIAL IR ROEJAN) “FEFPE” 5 “SSRtE” brde. FARRRAFH M BUR BAAEHAEE, 1
ERHAE N E BB, BRARERAAAE BALECE H AT A 0, 75 AR AN 2 4 T 2 Ko 2 A 1T
Bro T “REFPIE” IR IR REREN, ASFETEOT R ERAA RS, WA BE 2R T
“IEXT JRRA BRI SR, SR IR EER R E M N EAT S A A
FEAEAERCRIRGE T s A8 ATEBER K SR BB BR 22 A2 (0 2 AR R AE R 6 L [25]

AR, HE AN E R VAR RZ AT, ARl AR R AN 20 S DR 2“2 T B 14
RUFRBEARE . AT EE A S B MAAAERZ MR, T SEBlEE AR B AR LA E
5 HUNSE R AR R (T, BRI R R R A S L B EAAC IR BT I I G, AE
SR B A AT AT I b, ARG E SRR SRR L, AR, A7 3 T IR R
AR MOE SRR AR B DL R BB A B i B (R, DB Ak 5% IR N S R A Y
EWTUBCR, R R PO SO LI RREA AR T A SRR .

E&WE

KRN ZRAAHE T @R NSO B R F I 885 56 [ IS f e Be 20| I 5 [ X 2
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