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ENEH e EBER T 02213, % Ok, BHEOBSESRE,
7, GIHATEOHBEIGIZT Tl a, 2EIFLEMcELAINSG, 2F ), %
DRI ER 721 Tld e <, WBIOERHA NI L 22 2H059KkE v, F
7z, HIPEELEH O REE (R VEC G ERE L FRC B Ch 5, E hiC, ekl o—
B RoE7e v, Sondhdri, Mo gz E s 2 Tw 2 0id,
L6DFHIETHBIN T, SF 0, HRFWL (ratio decidendi) ICHHIj255-
ZHbNTWDLZEDs LT 5N 5,

W AMEBEIFT R iz iE, EINEBHAGRIC BIT 2 AMESRADALE DT O
WA, FEOBGAMEIC AL I L e YR B e L, KR
e b DY AL e h 5720 Bl 21E, Loizidou v. Tirkey Fifs, 2B W T,

(1) L. Wildhaber, Gericht und Richter im europiischen Verfassungsraum, in
Zeitschrift fiir Schweizerisches Recht, Band 126 (2006) S. 93 ff. # & X 11
72\

(2) Zoiiz>nwT, Wolfram Karl, Der Vollzug von Urteilen des Europdi-
schen Gerichtshofs fiir Menschenrechte in Osterreich, in Otto Triffterer und
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MMEBHTE, Frao @I L, TRNC (db¥ 7oz - F v adbfnE)

BHOLER TR L, v asikld 2T BN —2 Th 5 L HIK L Tw»
B0%, B LBGAHIBL S 6, Z OHIPRDFERRo o T h S L 72 R RS
EOTINZ, P> TEH TR A -7z, 2, HERMZ BT
A (Loizidou) 1235 2 kick» T, X 7w 23 [—onx7 v 2| D
—ERICHEE W e T A EZ T AN LT NS E LG 2 BN D -
72, BT LINL ) RMBEICERT 5 2 L2 5 7225, Ilascu and Others
v. Moldova and Russia Ffl 12T, K, EEMEFTNOITE, 35
Mizix, F7r2=2 M) 7B 5 IEGERRLECHED A TRz L,

v TOFLERD, B 512, BHE, v TN 2A=2 TR
ERC LKL Th 3 KL T a b THEH, i, X7 wzics
F 5 bLaofEiilEic oW TR TH 2, ZcHL, v TiE, Farak
AL &Iz, ALDFTLEZTRE LR, £z, 0L TED NSO LEEDIFICH
WiZh b b, FHRS 2 B AOFI (7> A=A ) T o
i & DER) ISR DT B 2 @B A HERATHIC H 725 E FIRLZ, b
S&d, FPAIEEL LI, v T LEHFTDMERE L 2 HEERE 2 K- T
Wk, 2O—JT, Wk TBANE L UENICHR->Twa ], 2%, —&
PEiCRG, BiRosnrd D, IEFEINPOBGAINT, SV ZF > F—F
IZHDNT B EHEHIL T 25, HIPDFENIZ, v T3 b7 2=2 1)
T RGNS L T b & DK OHM 2 KT 5 2 L2 DL b Ted,

vl Tz s > THREETH - 72, Loizidou Hgklcki < #— 2 ThH, Frald,

AT X 7 2 20 T8 L I N HE 23 L, AMEBCHI oM ZE 2
(Minister-Komitee) 2551l 9 2 Th 5 H g2 R L T3, W,

ZD &) HMRRGHSIA, TweL, H—cimid S L e a2 EOHRRIC B 5
W5 HTEET 5 LIZR S 202y, AEGRKIDTRELIR) RS s L), K
BEINTTIUE T 5w, 2wz, HlzIE, v TIINEFEEBL, 72
WEINTHOEHTA2 ADFIUCR T LTS b nwThb ), 2L

it

die Salzburger Juristenfakultit, hrsg. K. Schmoller, 2006, S. 75 ff. # i kL.

(3) Loizidou v. Turkey (preliminary objections)-310 (23. 3. 95) ; (merits) —
Rep. 1996-1V, fasc. 81 (28. 7. 96).

(4) Ilascu and Others v. Moldova and Russia, (GC), no. 48787/99, ECHR 2004
~VII- (8. 7. 04).

(5) Siehe L. Wildhaber a. a. O. (Ri#BiE1).
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TEY, HEZ, HEMCZIUCEDLZT USRS T\, o8B, HILADHU
13, (AEO#ELIMNC B 2% SMEIIOATHE S & fibElia gl T
Hbo MEFHFE (EENZ2ZIZMENC) Znk )2 E2ERL TS
b Tldewl, HkE2ZDL JITHRL T3 b, F72, v TH%se
RO T THEN AW D 522 L3NS TH B, Mk EHHEFIE D
BOAHEHZ eI AE L v X ) B AIc BT, FREIZ S DI
TN EFEIN TN D, T2, BHEHESICHET 23X ToH, L&,
F 7z, HMAR, REMCHEPEBS N 55 - FREBELB S 21U
e H 7\,

RRIN AMELRFE T B D2 e HRIC #8E % 5.2 DR e BE3e & LT, WINETRES
DIFEI B & O ARIBALHE 721 Cld 2 <, RIS b 72 2 AMeEHI AT o> & 5w &
BPHITHZ ENTE D,

2 WM NAHMERH T O LR b

a)  WOINAMERH oMk Ze B AR &S 1 5 20 —BIfE, 8 k% KilEiz
lE 2 B THRE L T b —, BIHEREE VRSN T 59, o
STHERRAMEL Tnenized, FERL T, FEeHick->T, —AD
HHEIZ L 28A (—AHD, WE2ICRID e WHNL T2 DWW CHIE 2 T3
(3ANDEHE 5% %) HEOMEE, F72, HrLwEHEMSE (FAD [
LWAHRE ] 242 2 &) HHEAZN, B THI5~20% Rl iz LB X 415
WREMED D B A3, BIMERED (GE4nic) MY S5 b1 Tl v,

B, FHPrx, EH, Brziciiesng (40004 L) BT a2 #EY) 7
AR L 5 2R8I 1370 <, FRESEBIEIZFHATE B1c &k - T L E2 e
ENTw5, BIMEREE» T LA (RIL2E LTH, BHro AN E
MR NS Z L3 e b v e FH 2 Sitizize, BNFEESINYE I,
20054ED T IV % TREHT [BAIN—T7] 235 L, Bk >w THRE
BRTwb, 2006465 A 3 H, W7 v—713hHsEE25E L, B, #L

(6) Protocol No. 14 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms, CETS No. 194—45 ratifications as of 17. 10.
2006.
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WERWAHTRIBEDBA 2L L T 325, Ziuc kiU, il ZRESINLE
H4% (Judicial Committee) 2 % » CHILCOMBEEITRTICHFEI NS, F
72, [EERAT] 2B 2 PR, bW B34 vy b T ERICHE S 1
LRELL TS,

EHIC, HALTRZMBDEREZI) B F—r A - L ¥ —&Alilz D
EINIZREE T D2 RATRIN L 2T Tld % <, EINEHF & AMEEH oW 111c
DWTLME SN T 5,

b) AMEFHFHZ L, wWbW2 [254 vy bk (BN ARG 54
%, HBA6KRDUER) o) RE S, BVHEEOHIRICGH T b, T D5 &
%t - 72 Broniowski v. Polen TifRgt (20044F 6 JI22H) ) TlE, 771 &1
WEBCTWE 2 BIN S L7z R— T > F ADOHIMEFE K % E N TRELS 5 720,
Claims Commission D §%i&E A5 U 5L T\ 5755, HBEOHRTIE, HILAL
R—7 > FHOAE (2005459 JI28H) A /KBS LT b oye BN AMESRAY S
46 L N FER L 72, Zooxfay PERRIC K - T, BHET I B A A S
Z iz o7z,

73, Kudla v. Polen Fff (20004510 H26 H L) 1) 12 B W T, AMERHIFr
13, WD N 2 FEN K T2 iled 5 2 L2, T TICHi-
W PENHHEDORMEICR S5 SRl L T b, F72, 200646 8 HIZTFE
117z Siirmeli v. Deutschland S4HPeq,) T, FA Y BEEDEHFr o MR
BATSTHDEET D, BARAATZHRZTL Wb, ZOHRICEE %5
&, FA Y IEEBEEEH BT 2 A2 SAE L T U % 5w, At
GHIBAORICHET &, AMEBHIT ISR ENC AR DB 2 EHICa L 5
ZEDNTEDLTHD I D,

F 72, Wb W 3 post-Loizidou Fff D &2 &9 ThHH ) », Xenidis-
Arestis v. Turkey ) 12 BT, BT (D THE 3FKHFR) 1F, dbx

(7) ZoFkic>OWTC, L. Calfisch, Die Technik der Pilotfille, Europidische
Grundrechte Zeitschrift, 2006, S. 521% i, &,

(8) Broniowski v. Poland [GC], no. 31443/96, ECHR 2004-V — (22. 6. 04).
(9) Hutten-Czapska v. Poland [GC], no. 35014/97 — (19. 6. 06).

(10)  Kudla v. Poland [GC], no. 30210/96, ECHR 2000-XI — (26. 10. 00).
(11)  Siirmeli v. Germany [GC]J, no. 75529/01 — (8. 6. 06).

(12) Xenidis-Avestis v. Turkey, no. 46347/99 (sect. 3) — Decision of 22. 12. 05
(preliminary objections) ; 7. 12. 06 (just satisfaction).
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7'a Z TCOWHRTEARIBRICH L THES 1S, & 50 2aiMETKE2ELET S
2o, bvapEkEicBS L 72 Claims Commission % IR FF AN TV
5 Nz, 19K, ¥Rz, 7, Claims Commission |2k X 171
TUEZe 570\, VbW % post-Loizidou 3 E T2 b Kisizd, BHPro
FHZ KIGICHIRT 5 58 LT, EARMICHEL T2,

c) Tl BHIZE39% ED IR E D ([HHEERY) R TT % 38 7220054
2 H4 BoHPy, AMERHFrosmibic =Bk L Tv 2 (Mamatkulov and As-
karov v. Tirkei Hus) . % DHMHRITILEMNICKIET, £ BEA 7 WwbHIT T
1d 7y, NEECHITIE, AMESRKIE345c 0 FSIHE & ) IPRAHE i O [ BRI %)
NEMAT D, &b, EBREEH OIS fr A HE FEH AT O
TED LI TV BT L (LaGrand FES M), BRINFERRS O AMELR#E
WFELE, AHERHIFT B S L 7 T30 % CRUE S LT B Il X %
Vo RERIENE, BN AMESRAYPIICARIUBLE % 321 5 2 & % WIBRICHER L 72 72
B, AEBHFTZEMEEZRAL T 23wz, 20 [FA4F 2y 7 %R
U 13y, Eiz Twa, ok, AMERHTO ZoHEiE, Aoulmi v.
Frankreich S (20064F 1 H17H D55 4 FHIEBHIPL) 15 THER I LTV,

d) & 512, Bosphorus Airway v. Ireland /@ (20054F 6 H30H) 46 T,
AMEBCHIT & EC BT (F 7213 AMESGAY & EC 38) o BIfRosHifiElc RS 7z
Z &y, AHEECHT (ew L AMESHK) fIEOMILICEIKL Tw b, ok
13, RS, RRic, ECICEMEAZERT 212k L, RfE L, 2o E R
(EC) BN AMESA 0 F 12 BB MEFIR R E 2 5 L T 2 B8 L 2l
T 5%nELTWbay. F72, AEEHE, EC D AESAEUCET
LR TEHTRTY, HLTOFEEKILE (KR 12OV THELEL TWHDY,
ZORER, EC OITHIZHEPETH 5 L DEE EHNTWD, kB, ECHfTd

(13)  Mamatkulov and Askarov v. Turkey [GC], no. 46827/99 and 46951/99 —
(4. 2. 05).

(14) LaGrand (Germany v. Untited States of America), International Court of
Justice, ICJ Reports 2001, 511 ff. (27. 6. 01).

(15)  Aoulmi v. France no. 50278/99 — (17. 1. 06).

(16) Bosphorus Hava Yollar: Turizm ve Ticaret Anonim Sivketi v. Ireland
[GC], no. 45036/98, ECHR 2005-VI — (30. 6. 05). A H @ TR & 1Lz ic B
FTHRPEICOWT, FEHOMEELEZ SIS Nz v,

(17)  Waite and Kennedy v. Germany [GC], no. 26083/94, ECHR 1999-1 — (18.
2.99) Rk,
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WL h KRB B &R, COMEREL SN, ZOMIENT, AMER
HIFEOHIMHE, A VBB 0 Solange 11 #sE (K 4 v ik & EC
HEOBRIZOWT) CHBL Twa, 45, OHBoERIE, ECawL
EU 12 & & AMEEHISEREIC £ > ChbiLd b 0T 7w, AR ORI,
GAE O TR B L, BC % MBENIC AT 57210 Tl /e ¢, Bt e
FHIC S 5 L CUFIC % 245 EC H 5 HWEEE T & OAT O S
TRMZBNS 5 55 12F 5 LT L BETH 5,

3 W b N7 W MR

a) WM AMEZAH | BEGESS 1 10 X 2 MEEORBIE, #ic, BLE
DMPEICIAES 1, THEOBRRRHAE BT 5 L O TR T v, 372, ik
FFEE 519454512 AT - 72 DUHIE, 1953412 5880 L 72 AMESA s P 2 & Bk
HEN T, E5Ic, AMERNATNL, WHEOEScIEYEELR [1E4 7%
WIFE] 2w, Zotks Wz, ®lEF A VHi—58) O& % Kic
BRI L2 kick->T, FLREL T3 (von Maltzan and Others v.
Deutschland 4, 20054F 3 H30H P Es) e AT XX TRF = 2721 Tl %
$, ZoMDhFEGEE D FARBIEEIC DWW T L R TH 505, fHEEES
1REZBAL, WHMEDFREEZFHE KL 2 20w ET 508k, BEEZTWL
WIEICBET 2 [IEM 2t | 13, i o, BRI TR s 2w
e RFEDR S, B < 2 Xkig, von Maltzan EE T3, HPE F A Y
R RAIDIRRUZBE L,  F A mIEBH AT & BN AMERH i oo H) Wi s 5 7
S>TWwb,

b) WMESNUNIE, A0 oEfcEYE, $72, Wil E2RT 284
IZDAFFEND, Zn k97, “Hull rule” (584x, Wiih >0 FLH 7 wlifE)
123 T =T 2 RN AMERCHI Ir o IBI I 13, REHT A F12 & - THIlsb
o Twad, 23 [FBEOS | e 28581280 b b %, The
Former King of Greece v. Greece Fiff:4,, X° James and Others v. UK 5,

(18)  Von Maltzan and Others v. Germany (dec.) [GC], nos. 71916/01, 71917/
01 and 10260/02, ECHR 2005-V — (2. 3. 05).

(19)  The former King of Greece and Others v. Greece [GC], no. 25701/94,
ECHR 2000-XII — (23. 11. 00).

(20) James and Others v. the United Kingdom — 98 (21. 2. 86).
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TIERBIHIRED LN T, b5 &b, D John and Others v. Ger-
many F (20054F 6 H30 HHPL) 1) TlE, HILANIZIIAF] & 7 2 H05 o> H
DREDH LI, FA YV HH—X19904 3 7 6 H Modrow k2 30 & ufs: L 72,
VbW % IHH A TR EORIE 2 b e WIUHD IE S L S 17z, AMECRE 2
BIsh % 586 DEFER D FAF L, VO (Tlascu and Others v. Moldova and
Russia Z5# P ,,) < Broniowski v. Polen F4 T L6464 2 Z L 5 TX 72
ThHbHIH, LL, HEBEMHFICBNT, FRINAES N “right to credit” %
WpEME X L TR 72, wMEEEHIC BT 2 WEIEHE, (24D Ricbh e ) mEkic
FifMer B2 E%2, 72, EPrb5Z0L ) W) HBv25217 Twiz) HAE
Neg 1CAFN E 725 [REROFNE | OBHLZLEAT L2 L2k, W TR
TEIZ > T D aaye

c) ZDL&) RILE, MEMOCREHIPH & PRBoE O LI N 2 G L L v
HERBEICE TIRARTEZ LIk > TLEL TS (20054 7 H 6 H Stec
v. UK B, #E IS, ZOMMIZREE LW ETR 5205, 2k & blER
B IR D LI DAL B R DEFEKE L, Ao % il Tw»
A EDFETE RN KT 5 BEMEDI D 2D THH ), iz, EHSBUF
IS WHER BT 25 ML L T bt s L0 L XA 2 72121F, A
WA &) BN 2 B S )

FRMED NI E R &L T 2 2 LI VML 5 5, (BlZiE, 77> 29D
E#bi (Conseil d’Etat) ) MEr L 7z 15 L 1) IE 2 7 WA L Tw 3 &
&, HREF P& - THERL T 26T, MRICBWTEHERL ) 2721
THhb, 200546107 6 H Draon v. France ¥t es, (25T, RN AMESH
Frid, MESREOERIIC D CHEERMERRIC T FROREL ) EL 28
DORPEGERE THEN D Z EELRICHFFTE S & L, 200243 J1 4 HiflEo
DA Z ORERMEZ NRIC I 5 THRL ) 5%, RGO RMELZ IR T 5 2

(21)  Jahn and Others v. Germany [GC], nos. 46720/99, 72203/01 and 72552/01,
ECHR 2005-VI — (30. 6. 05).

(22)  Ilascu and Others v. Moldova and Russia [GC], no. 48787/99, ECHR 2004
-VII — (8. 7. 04).

(23) Bk EH & LT, Beyeler v. Italy #F (GC, no. 33202/96, ECHR 2000~
I (5.1.00) #&WSi7z\,

(24) Zn k) &L, Jahn and Others WPt (WiHGH2ZM) 2B 25EHD
SOFERIZBWTHEL (R LE N T 5,

(25)  Draon v. France [GC], no. 1513/03 — (6. 10. 05).
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EIETERWEHMIL Cwa, (BEENHZ) FELZEEL L T2 28 TA
MERHr & 7 7 > ZE BB JWfRIZ—3% L Tw 505, 20 & 9 2l S BN A
MeGAHIE 8 FRITIEILT B LD TR W &%, HIE L) HHENIcYErn s, &
B, Odievre v. France $iffqe (2B T, AMEEHIFNZ, HS5OMAEICET 2
BB % [FIC KD 2 FHOMER &, Rl F 72 IZE Ay & R 2 Flk %
Hogctiim L, #BErEEIETn 5,

4 RRIN AHMERCH <2 B P e LRk i
RRIN AMES AP B ARME R D R s - 72 ﬁﬁ)‘\'

a) (N AMERH AT~ BN T2 b)) ENORFEFRIZTET LTk
iU e b e e, W, BN BN, BL TS Lz BRI
DNT—% 72, BWINAMEGAIDIERIZ DOV T—F TICARZRL T3, %
B, BRI, BN AMEGA O ENEAR T 81 A0EMHT I 22 - T L
575, 2L Z L REGEMTENEICE &z STz 5w (RSG5
13%nCHEIKL, AMERHZZNEBEL Tw5), F72, FEMICIRE
DY BHALAE 2 L NLIT IR S e vnd (GE L) BArZe v U & S
(F=2F)7T) &EFHEY ST, #EHEEE TP, iﬁiLﬁﬂ&@k
FEICAIEDNT 2 E2H 5) &) FIEICOWT, S o b 2 i
AL e\, 2100 2, AMERHINZ, HHOHKOPITE i‘fﬁfﬁﬁ‘?z«-ﬁi i
FHMHTTB D, BINAMEGRANERICHERL L) ICh > 2DIFERNZ &
TH ben. 4 X ) ZTlE, Human Rights Act D ffill%E (20004F) A% AMESHKY
O TE B RS AMEBCH T OB D52 AU IEFNIC R WigZid U3 L T 53
A5, M, FHL WAL AT 57— 2 (Kress v. France ¥t s, 20064F 4
J12H o Martinie v. France @ oo 12 & » TRKRZINTW3) L HD Blz
&, [FRv A o] EFRMBEICET 27 7 > 2 EFHBEOHKT & AMHESK
LoBEEOMHE) .

b) ENESE DML, LT ABHERE (Incal v. Turkey ¥
Pie) =2 Vogt v. Deutschland Fifs,) 12BN TR LS DY, BN AMESHI

(26) Odievre v. France [GC], no. 42326/98, ECHR 2003 — III- (13. 4. 03).
(27) ZoMIcBT AREICOWT, W. Karl, supra Anm. 2% S B I 72\,
(28) Kress v. France [GC], no. 39594/98, ECHR 2001-VI — (7. 6. 01).
(29)  Martinie v. France [GC], no. 58675/00, ECHR 2006 (12. 4. 06).
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4655 13 HI e i % A ENC FH O T b 726, LA L - T, ENEDS:
DYAEDWBENC 7e 5, FEBHC v ald, EEESUEL, HABHEHIE 2 Bk
LTwa, fith, FAY (v LEEOEBM) 1F, bW 2k ok
(Extremistenbeschliisse) DI P i2BEL, Vogt M TR S L7z BRI B
JEL T3,

iz > HEHAEIZ B S 2 e, B4 5 2D H HHED It m O 12 D
WX, WlHE, EEOMRGFEZ 51Lb, T, BINAMESKIHL3512
W Lz DRG] IC3REY?H 51350 2, RIS LIUE, BHshs
ETCldZH v, 2ok %ifiix, Caroline von Hannover v. Deutschland 54
(37> 3 ke THELTWED, ZHr—ATlE, 774~<—}
ZeMOME (8 4%) LHED M (Bl05—FHEi & GHANEK) & DOH
HEHMREIC 7 - 72, (L A) Caroline von Hannover 132317 BEHE % 42 <
HL T nwZ 0%, Seard, AL BRI BT 24608097 A
W) i L, TR, THSSnz2zM] ofTiiwo Ty EEEPHEEL,
ZNEHHIIARL ) D ETEHEZE2BE L2, 2, [77430 — DR
B 2B 2 IR ] 2 Rl 2 2R8I AE L e s L 72, 26102, BEE
7z 2 e L C\vw/z 2 & % Caroline v. Hannover H & 255EW§ 2 D13 K
WTh), TDL)LHERT T A3 —ICBT MM EHGED DT >
A KT b LRRT WS,

ZHUTHL, FAvEFESECH T, Gorglilid v. Deutschland 2541 (2004
FI0H14HPE, BVerfGE 111, 307-332) g5y 1B W T, FA Y OFHATIZ F
A VAR 70 B % R D BN AR I e 2 [ 05 EEEm i1 W RE 2 SR o) #
PAINIZBWT] OAFETIUT L W EHBIL T, Ziud, EWNEE, #7%
5 BN 22 % 5T HHIE GHEEHIEL) 58T 5T 2812 Rrc 4 T
132, Lok b, ANMERHFOHIOMITZRET 5, ZD k) kA Z R
WAL 2 2 i3 T& kv, F72, AMERH2460 THRERL] (s 310
WICRE B EREIND) 2HET I EBATRTH 2. 1K, AN

(30) Incal v. Turkey — Rep. 1998-1V, fasc. 78 (9. 6. 98).

(31) Vogt v. Germany — 323 (26. 9. 95).

(32)  Von Hannover v. Germany, no. 59320/00 (Sect. 3) (bil.), ECHR 2004-VI
— (24. 6. 04) ; Von Hannover v. Germany (just satisfaction-friendly settle-
ment), no. 59320/00 (Sect. 3) — (28. 7. 05).

(33)  Gorgiilii v. Germany, no. 74969/01 (Sect. 3) — (26. 2. 04).
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1, (Blz1E, #Ea—v o GgE ) AMERTEKHED T L v & ) EE
%o TE72HY, 20064F 1 H12H D Mizzi v. Malta FHlpe (55 1 3880 60
IS, FA Y LWEELRRIICERT 2281 b 9, ZD7r—A T,
TR E G MER (B 8 k) D74 milc e - 7205, F A v sl H &M P
(BGH) 13, #»124Thbi7z DNA 7 2 | O#ERICIET X, RBTHLZ L%
TR B AHOMER] % 58D T 70\ 5500

5 b [

I—u oy NMMERGED T A F Ty 7 SR, RSN T T e —F iz
$oT, BHICHEEL TWEY, RIS AF 3y 77200 ) OHEE: %%
EEHDLZEDTE D, }\Tﬁﬁx‘ EHEED T A F 2w 77%038IE, ZNFETENE
L&z, ECHEDMMR - fHIC b IR ICKE o z%&zé ETHDHI,
JHFNP & L C, Nichova v. Bulganen Fiffge (me2Efl 2 BH &3 55k
H Pz B3 520064 7 H 6 H¥IP) <> Serensen v. Dinemark Fff s,
(closed shop DFEFFE— NEGAIBLLGE T 2 #5tto Ao RFICE T 5
20064F 1 H11H MY %212 2 &2°TE 3, HEOHPA (I EOHREHE)
12, IMRENC BT 2 EAROBT 2 S LICTRET 2280k T, o bL
LIRE A (20024F 7 H11H @ Goodwin v. UK Hi . M),

FEGAIENC B 2 B0 HICIE, F72E2WEORMAH 2 (19994F10 H 28
H @ Brumarescu v. Ruminien s, 200644 H 6 H Smolenanu v.
Ruminien P 0, 3 L O720024F 7 H25H @ Sovtransavto v. Ukraine ¥,

(34)  Mizzi v. Malta, no. 26111/02 (Sect. 1) (bil.), ECHR 2006-1 — (12. 1. 06).

(35) ZDEIZDOWT, F. Brosius-Gersdorf, in EuGRZ 2006, S. 123 ff. # & X
7z,

(36) Nachova and Others v. Bulgaria [GC], nos. 43577/98 and 43579/98, ECHR
2005-VII — (6. 7. 05).

(37)  Sorensen and Rasmussen v. Denmark [GC], nos. 52562/99 and 52620/99,
ECHR 2006 (11. 1. 06).

(38)  Christine Goodwin v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 28957/95, ECHR
2002-VI — (11. 7. 02).

(39)  Brumarescu v. Romania [GC]J, no. 28342/95, ECHR 1999-VII — (28. 10.
99).

(40)  Smoleanu v. Romania (friendly settlement) [GC], no. 30324/96, ECHR
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EHRENIZV), BUE, REL Wi R0 Tidre s T 17%), Fiua
(13%), L—==7 (12%), ¥*—F> F 11%), %7, 7754+ (6%)
2T 28D THB, 2F 0, PRRGHEIZH L, SHAEN50% % KikiC
L2 A TR E AT W B %%, ZO—ERI3 1M, e IE NERALE 12
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