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Denn der Begriff der Fahrlissigkeit ist sozusagen ein Mikrokosmos, -

K. Engisch, Untersuchungen., S. 240
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fee 2 AA w3 AQ Aol A AA4Y Aol AR A 2w, = FA 2 2
e ol o2 5FHe] aagol Aesd MR sl 2AR HAfel 93 WA Fa
2 5%d g I E ge A RO, agey e e AFAA T wsme)
<MIREE>-E olHol A EAdoF & ezt ?

watol glol A ohe RN webA RORERES) BRO) RlolA kS RO ol
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o] AL <AA R Fr BAGLSUD, ok HERMEGEEADS ANEF > 3l A
o2 By o]d P45 o HES SR ¥3 v otk oE EE RKRS 3
Co= nlRAlA 2 A3 SR HES g vdte =¥ 9§ mAe dH = 3
T 1 Aoty F BT HRIHES AT A UEEE BRIV B WS

314 B9 AEFE Aol HEAW,  iRERo] A3 el #EMeHA & HelAl HEE
AiEe Ao REEI Ao 60, KEH HAHWE LA oE H=HKE ST BRE

BHAES A AL REFIFEEOES S RS RiEez vehis 7R A
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54. Engisch, R, 2837 3=
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Wlgo] g, = oo HEe A& ¥ REERERLAAY fERAERH ¥ o
2 FAS #He 9 A 2ot el 58 F98 WAE Fo R Aoz 1F
17 & 3=},

AolA AFE <FraE fig>ol 4 F& AvEE AFdd F YA BR>£ 9
slo] fElEdt el kgt A9 (ol EEDIL § 8= A9, AL WRERR BRE Y
IS R BHE AL J45]= Aot wehA A3 44919 &2 A2y HEEH
o] o] HE Ao gD, welA 3Ed WwHoew FRE oA BE ARE, 4%
(1) ke WAl A Autg @EE WA st ok & A9 EH#EBE o] 3t A
Wy HHEE stoiok foke AT, e ol ASHq K E Aok & EHet A¢d
HEBBE T4 A9 9 Ao] opd®ut ohieh, = W&ol HRie ARE 53]
AANE AAe] FFe]l FAFE & <R > AdelE EHflY. 7 deoEe FEIE
FERIS HHEIh oAd FAV4EE ofo]l & mFo] Mg =22 Yolrte A&
axk E ojeUE 2 ofelrt HelEE A5 BB Rl o BEE AYRAL FEoITh
olglzte] Wfwo® A AE MHRE AT EH#He A, I8 BREGERS mEE 9
3 ARG S PES ATE HERLGE AV 8t s 2006,

2} o] A9 FAe) HE, FJedskd A EEY EAF ObdAxs d¥ez JHk
PN E — B 714¢ 2FFo] Qlo]—73A &> FAF R HERIEH >
of o3& Az, out 23 KERY HHe <FrAD AR>S HpldAMe 3o

A

=
b
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tbestand, 4187 =, Welzel, Fahrlissigkeit, 24j&¢]&}, Schinke-Schrider, StGB(Kommentar), Minchen
und Berlin, 12. Aufl. §59, 165, 434 o]}, R. Maurach, Deutsches Strafrecht A.T. 3. Aufl. Karlsruhe
1965, 463 TAi°) 3},

56. Lngisch, fiiH, 290 @)}, Jescheck, Wil Ml F=.

57. 8% THAAE HE HEES 84 HEANE 9o 4vtEqh BHEE Aok 3r, A=
ARG o] AHhe, AYEE A5EE Aok s8], $ASFE BoF A 294 ¢ FAGEN B0
2 Wolokshl, BAAAE FF Aol AAe AT £ AL sholok s, SR B DRk
%i}% wetof 3, A&FYAE AFES) THAL AANE 457 g€ Aolvh

58. Engisch, WijiH, 296 M,
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BfS A=Y B3 97 <AF>ehn A>T Ad AHEA®, Ee e
7t <gmEE> (Giterabwigung)®] 2 = A ¥ debErt steden HBEHRBE AT
Az 28 F A% 22 (DdAE 4= Ohe AddgdAed $o et dfevy
(AAS] FRE FEdtE AT o] ds ARSI o EE YA oHED), A= uidz
<AFA GNE Hehe fadl 5> EALEE UL ARE FABGE o9
98te] AAZ A TRE ok ¥ BH v <EBH T M@ HR>e) A9d #5992 £
B, E B4 e BR BAYOIEE, 28 & 9$ Aol B3 Fad A
<EBH EEAE BRPE>C ool <ABM>LE TFHE/E nHEA #dd
Z o] =,

(Ch) ZBEHRKC BIT22Me| EFE—AAE 59] 23 sto] of 3 Cidgio] Ads =
EE 79 HF A ey & F e8] EE#EBEA = S <GERMEE> (Rechtsbeac-
‘htungspflicht—— Engelmann)®, &2 <Jefpz6# > (Vorpriifungspflicht—— Binding)®%, .
& < AARIEEW > (Ermittlungspflicht, Informationspflicht, Erkundigungspflicht)e}s. =
€ ASold. FF tE & <FE3 BEIA 49>, <FEH szAFINA @S,
<Ot 2ARSE AL A AYH>E T olFE THEE vdde EE 38 #E
9 AES) EE BB 44 oF Zlold, & W2 #HREBMOE st MEd g
a7b A EA <>l B AL A & F UUE A9 FAHES d, Has
IREE A719 A2 obF= ol HiBrL 8o WA HA FEE & WFH ok 3}

59, fEfrsth fEIe] REol ok AMYE 84 FiF 2 HuhfEge), £ A 94 A9 'Wgel, R
°lde A A ¢ AFAnEe], &I FUL AHA 22 FF £Folv Fulsl, M 97 9HA
AFY, T3 AZI<IAEL>HE Aolztn & <+ qivh

60. 7 BfYel BHRAEE T3] A% AAsh, 294 gond A FAES AT AdsPe) s i
HR(Eaud HEE 294 o BIEAA FAAE A/ Kk = &R 99 was Eadde
a8 HEE e Al ES & AAFSEAC), ARE T3] g3 A oz PS¢ &
A AT, = ERD HR T B GRY REEEHY Bdledd HE@EEEY TS Sd4
2 g e EE Engisch 9 BAR d7dqA s FH(Wertung) 7} FAlslzz, A9 7#HEe faEHEe A
7 5" AL EEelvh. Engisch, R, 2917 3=,

61, ol=)dte] Y ARR wed 2ANE AL 9 A 2ANE AL aE, o34 99 F9F 864
% o] ohdrta B

62, wEhA oA WY AREE A Jvs gz 037 Azt 2udld g2 F3 BAAE A g 4%
FE 4 e AL s EEEAE A e F Ae Ao

63, EEES FEA L& FEste A IS AE 9FE vz sy, Age 2z A9 B oA
dgo] FAAA o 5= gl-& Aolrt, EE olzle] RFEL w b4 HES F3UXels,  Engisch, §il8,
304 F=,

64. W. Engelmann, Rechtsbeachtungspflicht und rechtliche Schuld, Berlin 1926 (:£38} In: Festschrift fiir
Ludwig Traeger, iiberreicht von der jurististischen Fakultit der Universitit Marburg, Berlin 1926, 133 W
ol 3P,

65. K. Binding, Normen, [f, § 262, 498f°] 3},
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B ATE EAE Aol wEhA o] #HY AT F3 9 A2 f7E REY 549
<>, vS A weebd <GREE>Y Aotk = o]2)d ZAHoz = &=l
EREEB = 94 Ohe (DelA ARA oz FA=gel MREAEDS) mBS 55 a0
o= 3l HEE (HENeR) AEd dplct dvsle iETEsHE 2 784355
ATz AR o2 WMREAERES AT PIE A, AL A6 Eo)A =
7] Aol v6n, o HE A S IS5 Aol A, 7= g4 AFdd <K
B HE>Y i A7 2 AL AT A7) ok 2 9y Ao <gEEE
B> Binding A% w3 <AAAH 77bd BEMEE S #Hwgr b U3 Fo
Aou]®®), w o ots 3kl Engelmann 3 7ro] VF A= qk® Aol ghed, Zw cjny
Engisch 7} wFalE7l AR o] 7| A9 <WEHBHEB > 8] <G> (Kenntnispflicht)
gto] o e}, <R ER > (Kenntnisverschaffungspflicht)o]w], wjeba] AA3 ¥Abo|r}
A 2 AAE 278 E Aol ohiEl, 283 KRGS S I 58 544 olukx & <}
H x4 BRABE>E 278 AY Ao, Foz 9uE el RofAle]
BEH > FAolvt, 4 FEle o3 #BE chi AT HiY EHEW AT Ao
T AL T Aok FelA = Datube}l glo] HEEREB Y MKEERS EY HE
T olupA st Zloleh, wEbA olw g HHIL FAFHZ Q¥ 3, EHERBE A
e Aolvh, ey AEEREFRLAAE EEEEBE 434 P95 ok kfiro] &
B, B fER#EH S50l ok £ Aolgh, Fo 2 $8E oy e A <EEmEH>
= Feuerbach \} Exner 9] o] E&u} <obligatio ad dilligentiam >} % [@ ] of & 7 o] (72,

66. Engisch, ijis, 313T, ¥ Unrechtstathestand, 430 &) 21633,

67. Engisch, Untersuchungen, 3087 =,

68. Binding 2 <4:H>(Vorpriifung)& <{THEHHHS] w5, &S A2 3 BES Sod AY6 Q4 A
8 TR H#17 HE, 2z F8%d A4 EHEBd 9e 759 HESesd AYAG>Sm s
(Schuld im deutschen Strafrecht, 1919, 121, AR 759 o A fifke £438 FAH 744 Q2=
doletxz wHgl vt (Normen, I. 500 @), Engisch, §if, 273 >} 309 @3} 3}z,

69. Engelmann 2 “Rechtsbeachtungspflicht”s}ol A H[%71 oh=l e Fusts 29 8% o4 o= 2
7tA X FA A (Engelmann, Wii®, 47H). o1 %A s 298 <EEEEB>E S50 7859 §iRY B,
5 wane] A5¥ut okvE, kR FRE TEE SHEE AL WEox dv, o)A (PP HAld s A
Aok wpdd Aold, Engisch, #iilf, 310Te]sl =,

70. °%;1§J} Sgulel Al <EPFHEB>E A5H I HHE 2 @5 g Engisch, §ij#§, 313 @< A2
LBy

71. =38} Engisch, Wi, 317 .

72, °lB ¥ vl HEEY, F RE AR T F9F Fo] AR RE mloA oW = AR BEo
A7t =7t Aesks: 2T gFU o eA FAHE AL ohirh, A <HMTHEBSE e
ASA EEele B/ PV Z PO <HFK - HBESHI Astd APA nolE RE AL shojok
de AL gudA e Gevhe Y BRA Y R g2 Zolv, F <HREEBE>E 4Hfyo
STF ¢ e AW e AolH, WA ordAe nE <fRIRYel >(mittlere) HFEHE o F5h
= o] A2 Aok, Engisch, ¥, 323Molst Hx, FE <HEERH > doldlA “obligatio ad:
dilligentiam”s} w] 52817 o] slz, o|A9] Afge <pkil@sk >4 EAdolel & Aolztxn st gxx glol,
(W. Hardwig, ¥, 1947), <EPBEEB>7/ $HMHoz AL82 JELE A0y},
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ol el A f2le REISUEFS T FEE B Aol e SEE ow K
BE 53 RS V5 AL ok, ot BHBH EES BEAANE
RAREBE vt Aelste] 2o £3sbe}t, 2ejd EEEBO Akl dg 98 5843
2 HEA QS EkE 2 Afgfbel oviA S & i HAEMNQ FH HE R#ES 18
7F? old] A3 §19 M FHEHE Aol ASAHE 2E V22 sl <7
AR R 7 B4

AR RS- TR <A MRS WEFa A ¢oh ol HAFIESY B
ol Tk H267HE Bol® [E%kE Hete Aehe BIET Hie iR la el Rk 14
frRot= oS MR ARSE H Aok, EE EHImEEI o] wlad g
BiEs oA BTHES B8t Fi e AR Jovt oA F3] fitayelct. = 4
A% M e —Eg HEHRAC BEEMeR $d3d g Fx vk dAd i
<B>(lex artis)5o] ZA ek, 2 o]Hol = Ao} 222 ARHEE <FEEE>Y K
FEe e = doldl & Aol vk, whEby Eh<HER>-E KEC WY (FEN EXkE AR
fhoz fEEsty] S8 A-83he FEE fElstoof S ohiz, s A= A
oF & Aol ol d FH /hE ML (FHEE HdE 2l & 9A SlelA e Fo] <H
M) BESE 7122 g BAKRH ARl A=A =X WS Fol € 3 = —ikE
HEEYQ SHES HIRE F 8 Aotk $E & ol HEAAS HigtE AT FEE v
&9 22 Aoz & F A

b #Ed T BRA Aol #id WF e Bl
e A A B ERY #EKe] ohdE WMEHAE AEE R AReld EF o
A3t vhoh, wheF 23R gkl 2Edd 2 t@dME it@ves ART Aol &
YA E AAE ot Aoz Holof 3 AT, WHATES AAshd FEdteh  wWERA
<R >, wmEshd <Gtemoz MEI> #ES U4 9t £l EEY B
& e Aotk ik HlEIAE <EH > HEE B Adza HEsty e
o] & o}Al gk Fol b Holok ek, me v <FHAE > BRAE AAse A A Lo
oprh, ZAL <HAED >0l =F —ifEeEme Hike AEst 7] HEd Hs =
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73. <59% HEEl>SE oldl I EAD.
74. o)A | WA Jescheck, 10T O] 5},
75. §iHE e, H Welzel, Strafrecht. 11. Aufl., Berlin 1969, 132[fl.
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2o, 2 S o) & FEMoE dAstd HREEBS Afbd vl & A&
AL g BE Ao gl A 2D, o]d 4 HliEe] & 4 e 2 HHPIGNA B
FRo] [TRE A AR REAA = EEIRBE Fiid EEse 49 2 TRET &
slar Q= dt@gEEe] <ELEMRI>, <RODWU>, <REHNE> #HG Ao=m®, F
THE e WA <O (Edichd) HMBAST®, A2E ERE R ' <k
il melm RO MEELE>EOS t E EKY RS U 9 e A
E PET F e <EORel R HEEZ S EEF>OOE slgsbA e oj# @ WENNE #
©] g (Leithild) Ak RAREEY Aol

(1) EiRS) JRAI(Vertrauensgrundsatz)—— ke S3ala] B EE ZWBMEE
FRERS BT fsdA AHstn Jdo. <ROMelz FBIEEHMN EEFE= E
2 R 9x B, oud 78BS T o ® qrAER vopz F szt W
A4 o e MBEEES KFHKI i sle IKEY RS d4T F e R
& FRERHEEE A7) o] HERA 6T Aoz FETE T AT >V EHASE
E F08 ouE AAE RS FEste 456, 22y Wl A £ A4l Ak &k
A 7B oAU FiEe] RAlS ALHATESG, wE shte]l ARl ol el oF
e, 49402 53 28 DERKS FEs ot s 283 il A= THE Z0H
B WEE EEY 5 FEAAE ddch A REFES #Rs 2l 2F0]
T8 Jescheck = 950 BT MMM @& FrEy Rzx, B AiE>
o9 HpnE olad 4t o] WlEe] MBS —uyel HESMS AATl oA
el Kie wabol & Aol s A<FHEY FHAD>E 27 AR Zol#a By e,

76. o) By Kienapfel, Wi 53 9molsh. Bl #Mx
7. W% Welzel, W5, [, Th. Lenckner, Technische Normen und Fahlissigkeit, In: Festschrift fiix

K. Engisch, Frankfurt/M. 1969, 499 [ £3] k26, C. Roxin, Titerschaft und Tatherrschaft, Hamburg

1963, 530 7. AW, ol FHE HAUM BWEE AR
78. Jescheck, BiE, 12T, Welzel, [RIH.
79. RGst. 67, 23f. Jescheck, i, RAEFZ.
80. BGH Betr. 1958, 1184, Jescheck, iR, [AHEZZ=.

81. BGHST 7, 118, Welzel, Fahrldssigkeit., 177 33,

82. Welzel, #iji, 132 &°] 3},

3. PEelA L o] RG. 70 71 2|5 BGH. 7 118%, HACIAE RFIA 41 6.14 % 20 5 - 449 KA
42 - 12 - 17 3% 211 - 216, (LS MTHEE £8 HEG) £ § 211 133H, 135 oA #ARERES]
B F2)SolA AAE A, el s Al LHEEAIRT0 - 2 23(1970'd 2 ¥ 24HF WEEHEDO] o I
o) Az QE%E 3, =3 AP 572 2GEILFE, R 1148, = HZ9 AL 70. 518
CHEHA, 70. 5.29)

84. BGH, in VRS(Verkehrsrechtssammlung). 14 294. Welzel, §ijfs, 13371 3=z,

85. BGH. 12 83, Welzel, Wijih, [FI.

86. Jescheck, WifH, 29,
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v <R ool B ALY RS EHC] 9014 (HI8S) I MRS ke
O & WHHHBY ALl olukA T AL R Ao TAL of EAlS WEASELL ok
2, WS SRR BT A Bl FHE) = B d R chen

(o)) EBEE—EEA ) AMEEEN A 150 Ar <AASUE WH AES
o 5 9AF AR 2o FUEE el HEY), 293 ARS B 98 AS B
A8 I AL Qi B WBRIEES EEY FHE S HEEEEA AREe
Aol WEolth, HE ol MEEML FMEY MM Halou 498 Ade T
oh % WErboh QA% Bl oA SolE MM, Sl 1A o] e,

ol gt e A JHo) 9ol £ FLrat vhohate] iR MREMFEBS mEsly] <@a>
<FR>omA HEEH Fffol viel A 85 Aol ==, o] dk < HiEE >(Finalrelation)o
A AL B 1AT 5 YT,

D BRERE— T KRS Eldolckd sta 2 558 FERES ojdd ok shu
Ve RENY & BRI RS 56 Qi Aol (el ik H268KESH H3644K).

(P BBk ——ol A b FH L BABIEE A 3 WERERRA R, MR
Fi8, FAL] 1755, BEIAY FE5 ol S5 Rl 44 ¢ I, ZAL ®
A7t 4% HHY AR FE Ao S8 3 RUEIA @i B s
A REEMIEEES R 2 R KB 2 AR kEE Ao v

(1)) Hif— %Al HIshE A Y BBRES 15 Hifre] wheb Sk WAE
Aol & AENAKE HHHLE JE BE D HERHE 7Y Aol o,

(AP EER—IERe Bgiuto]l Mistshd 2 HBAKE Tode Aot HBEL
00 HEsEES ke IR GB%OD) MEERWE REsts 499 23 A3
RelA ARl A5 Ag Aol

Zoz ERIA BT 4 AL AL EEAEBY WA ol AT e <HEir> B
o ARRL BE 20 $A <mi>ql BiEkel Wt F REHE Ml 28, (5 <&
Bi>o2) RAY ¢ e A8 (RE) e ZEde uet AR5 A H2o
ofeD,  wheba] glelAE AT kel o] (WD) MBS FEMEA Bol vt fE-e i

frt

E
=

E o
o S

rle
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87, Welzel, Fijif, 1337, =3 G.Stratenwerth, Arbeitsteilung und érztliche Sorgfaltspflicht, In:Festschrift fiir
E. Schmidt, Gottingen 1961, 383 ffjo] 3} F=.,

88. Welzel, Wi, 133TEo|st 3=,

89. Engisch, R, 3271 %, Roxin, Wi, 529 el what 783t

90. Roxin, Filp, [E, Stratenwerth, ¥, 383—400 [ 3z, :

91 S, RSB M LE, No. 227 81, Welzel, R, 13210 =,
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RIS MERE RN A bR e S, et <ERTHEM>(Voraussehbarkeit)& Rozin 9]
AR A EoRE RS Sl N Ateshs #eth(Vorbedingung) (o] B33 Ao A
A5 A7 % FeHED, % ol 7k FEWHOE HAT F 99D HEE BRAZAS, o
B kol MEY HEEBE AT AL v, B WARAL ohd Al ABE &
BRHY HRETTRE ) ERHEHSS) Ml NF MR ERY L TAH ok & Aotz o
A& Aeny Kol #ekA 2 Fxoglv dlAE ke RIS A Sl s BRI
e HRIERAHANA T 278 & U Aoz, Homes dnd 55 92 A
o] t}93)

i

oldez e HEALS AMEE A% BE 9 Hes madd. oA o
R <HE>E 1 #Wely 1A MRS PGS BA N 9A

A REEO B o)l § Bod MEHA oln] edlql Aolth old] HF Faod WS
THR AL AET <Y EE>OIA sy RS giBeldy ¥ 4 gl fFERE)
AET vhohite] BRI 2V BHMOZ & Po] AFHUAE AH MWk MARES &
AdE Aol 222 859 98¢ FUw Aolek o AL Engisch ) SRS A,
WHRE TA® LB BBE A @K 592 Aol Johy @ dee] AT,
k7t Engisch & 349 (1930) SRR A= 2 o] =& FAY @EelA Rzes 4
By ] kol el e WS Rl wAA €& F vz A4, F a4
© BRfEBiC] slelAl HEE fiste BE 999 8T 240 E¥IA e B HK
Bkl Agsls Aoz gz = o 3 kS HEol BIAA EESA 3 RiEa,
FEE AmE g2 ch. ol olHd W EAleld] = g& e =9 KB
F7F Fo] = Aoln, oA b HUBIMRI) Y2, T I EETHEN: =v R
Ao, Ay HES] giEe] & A T vehte Aclgz YD, 27t E flE chE
3} 7,

<MY= A7 ol7|7k B4 27t Bo] e 22 gojvhr) Hlirlrleld Al Al

92. Roxin, TR, 530 I,

93. Roxin, RiiE, 536, Stratenwerth, Rij4H, 391 3=,
94. Engisch, 7, 275 o] s},

95. Engisch, §iji, 277 ]},
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T2 e £ oMY E oMUt FAr] HEE HolEol  dlo] AketE AFY s
AW At FE7HE Aok At 2 3 AR LA FLEAE AdAE T F
feh 2 <AF U o E FEm A el 2HR gelE A AdE FE 3
%o Fe 4 A4 718 dE2 0 A Reld, AR ot A& WA
BAA>THz ARG et welel e Aol oyl olw] Aol Aql Aol ol
FHE FEo 54T 229 & FUE <Yzt vd] o7& EYES, Wb Zul
A 2= b 0A A wWEel, ZULLS doupA FgkS wlE>wy 2 4 g
< Aol >

ol HBIE AAS 2w, Engisch 7} de}Ro] oimuY wlg HaA g5t olrle] @A
ofdl HEfFRItR7E e AR ohx, w o KBRS WM Sl A= ok Qe
AEER TR e Aol WghE Aol 7 ol U golAl 28
2ol AP E Aoleh, 2¥ ol 2vF GEAZD F ook g oW g4
2T v 28BS S HERE ' et Aok B W Se] mol 7199
Re A5 <GEE>SHA &2 A, #d3k, <elAE ks A >>(Nichtgesolltsein)ol] =
FokA e 2] "Avh AF A gl e <>l BARGE AL A4 dl6l o2y
o o] AL v <ErAEE g fIE B9 oS 9ue & F A HE Ao ohee),
L ¥ olHE HinS % A= o8d FRMWeR YA EIOD), =E @ Sx
AE (REEF IR, 29200, 22 elaw), dz gt BAHERY A2 AL Bk
FA o <RE(REDS BE>E, el delml <HHKFZF MAR SHel 2Aglol 99
A9 Qe Agt Rifyel . FFF e Al Qb () ew g Fsteiok di= o

W EEH WA BR 1789 B> (Jescheok, ()02 WA S shn glom <f7EIH
HiE>E BAkpe] A Poliel $o8 s Welzel 9 fiRol 714 o2& Aot}

SHOCEBRY (R v XA dolAl oleq Hefw-S AET Engisch 9] o) Enl <A i

Jk“rﬂ,

N

N
b

apx

96. F.Exner, Das Wesen der Fahrlissigkeit, 1910, 193, F. Kitzinger, Juristische Aphorismen, 1923, 34—35
H, Engisch, §iiB, 278MWNA 3z, Welzel, Fahrlassigkeit., 8&o] a9} &&mE, iR, SEO]'G]-L &
H B> AR6aA flE Fol o] Ae LY dAgle) us a9tk

97. Engisch, Unrechtstatbestand. 4287, Welzel, Strafrecht(11. Aufl) 127 o] 5} o) 9] %, Boldt,, Fiih, 336
o) ek, W. Maihofer, Zur Systematik der Fahrlissigkeit, ZstW 70 (1958), 184 o)}, W. Niese,
Finalitdt, Vorsatz und Fahrldssigkeit, Tiibingen 1951, 61 5%

98. Th. Rittler, Lehrbuch des 6sterr. Strafechts, Bd.I, 2. Aufl. Wien 1954, 217 Hio]3}, F. Nowakowski,
Zur Theorie der Fahrldssigkeit, Juristische Blitter, 1953, 507 [,

99. 53| Schwander, Das Schweizerische Strafgesetzbuch, 2. Aufl. Ziirich 1964, 94 T.

100. <pEEf, RS0 #E ¥ No. 227 6iEclst, ZIER, AR 153 Mol s(§240—)), G, WilR, 1117
o] 3} Fz, o]l HACA = HAEHGALNO HR)ELH
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Bol® eludtal? A A ES ANy ERECT MEA AR ddse] 9A vk S
£ OEmeE g 2480 Al B 258 4 dE ALE £3 BO@AE LE
) BESNA FHS Sht KFEE Wets 94). 2o w2 98 Ao AR s
AAHA = 9;14 ity 1B drdel AEA 02 X8 b ARE dek(EHEE 45
S0 72380, ek A4 R S8 <EREEB>E BREGD R JLe
A7 ohek Wy R dhobEelof @ @AM FARR ohisl? wElA dE g
Bo] g Ridls Lo del —u E 4189 ki) 789 o] ¥4 E YL
9] Zwle] %A st Aol A $grh 2 AW, 2t Engisch ] A ol Afd o
dle] ye Adlg, AAAQA AR AEA 2ok HE o H L AT, 2z} ge]
RS A 2w EAEESY FEGe <GE>3W, 22 oul— 593 REEt o
Feo] Qe—@kae] GRS SaA S Aol P ey A7 Ariaw, 95 w
gho] BEEHHON S A L A FE0 29 #H7 B ok Aol ® ¥ e 4
iy 4765, olAd Ao FF AvnA &g AWNA P4 S99 FARLow Rz 3
A Az gokzel e AL gk H% o] AN HpelA L A AFF A G wE
87t Az 9% Beisle] BUAG A5e FPse] 15L Baets AL T IHBHo) 9
AWe 528 = Avs @ Aot Fijel Yote IRAE 4 A A4S 24
dlo] ARl g Bolof r|, FEFolE Adol dAsle] BAY RS 2 el ok B,
ARV T EEHES Aobdtch. MEMERBY RO AR WA A EERES
A GRE, WA S S R EEA 9550 R 4= adAHe] ¢l= Aol
2EE BE BREAERS WA el $3 o) FRezA @A glor, ot 4
HRMS] <#fei BFE>S mekl, Ut AR EES MY RS 599 7A@
GAAAE <zt AFAAA, Haiol (ex ante) WENHNE EHS AR EFoz) 2 F4)
oF & Zolt}, o) dle] $u) Engisch S o] WY AL <LMEHRB>, 3 <
w1934 > (Erkenntnisverschaffungspflicht) ] &8-S (RIS 2) MRS AR E
o Hl) WK Wolof & o] cpos),
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