EWH IEEL ER NE

x

ot
C

. s EER ER
2o Rfgel 2Up1e &
L EER EEb R e HilE
L EB EEL R MES 2E
V. EERRY RER

= B o= —
%

1 T EBH B3R

MRk FEMes, JEL LMo oty FRE E74 R8st rl sy LI
dAE L2 ZBERY ERuke] BE Ev TS HBE A4ste Aom Q4sgi A
A= ERFFS] BELE FMKFol g oy, o] AL FARGE KEUF BFREL ek
£ FAA ol FS = AR Botvh BFEEES TFBII KPR F2 Eis g, 0
RERES REEFE, J BES FRY POE $A Sl @ webA Bk 2 RE

A FER BRA, = OERFAA BAE ¢ ddvh EEE BEY REedx, &k
FFIE AR R Bfehe FE FRA AT FEEY PBTl sl

ol Wy LIS EERMEC] EWRY REIER AL Akt mHRel gk 2
T FB FRE T AR BA FEEE o] ohE, “TREM TRE T W ot L
TRE (AR, Gesinnung) & 7FAl 2 Pgrtel whel, 238 BEHE shn FAESAE ¢
Fischer7}b Rikell dal A, ZAE F2 RiEES) EEMHMEHL A ste] T3 o= ik
Al A8 EEERE 1 BEE A wHTA Sk @

/

ik @ Mezger®e 53] o] A& #=3r}. E. Mezger, Strafrecht, Lehrbuch, 3. Aufl. Berlin, 1949, 163 ¢]s} =
Leipziger Kommentar, Bd. 1, 1957, Bem. 6a und b vor §51(318= o¢]3}). -
2 53] F. Nowakowski, Zur Lehre von der Rechtswidrigkeit, ZStW, 63, 310, 312%] k=
3 H. A. Fischer, Rechtswidrigkeit, Miinchen, 1911, 288=] o] &},
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- SEAEE R 37, 1971)

olol AAA L T o]l Mesgero] ek @ 2= EIEL FHl s FERe=
s}hebs| o} of 3} uk, l g ERIE o9 gle] EsFtte AL ZXRE Aolztx A A4
TEL MRSt EE BER JdE2¢E 4338 F 4o zs 22 TR7F TRE7
1773l E‘T‘U]' BRU, TR 7’:'—_}_— o o] f7RES DR B B whel & el Hx

o2 gde ko] Ak As ! Zelv ol @ fiste ddARY filstelnz SHFE R
#F Lag Aeld, 1AL thE obd WEHE B Acletx et O o] sk MEHEMAC
Z3h9 @A EFEE Belingy R A FelsAl FES] dGelst ohzh © Ak
Tk ksl B KTl SalAl Helok vk el e Al Heldh 4 ol
N FEEEE ol 2 BHLAA LRSI ol d LIRel AL T B Btk

28

FEEY Sew fy R O H20el A EERE, Tk H2BUERIA THEE ALY
50)e aTew oA AL HMA Wl ool FLAl el Wohd, LIERLLS-
ko] £3t HET LeoduPA Aok AL A4aslel o 2Hsh A4 oA BIE 7

Bl 9 FEE TENeR AW 78 GEE R TEAS S A% Feez PN
Aoz, o IR Tkel= TAY THF S Az, vk #28 TRERT BEY
Rl @ Aol A, 1T MIRSAAY REAHE FEN T EBH #E RE= o] o1
om 2A %8 4 gtk heo® ol M REERE MEEL (K 52450%), F=
L ORlEE #51520) ol A A= glet,
Tejul RS dA3 HaY EEeks KHN BREEER ol FolA gt zev AR
B R Ee s BEE 41 olvh #EE b 93T TRES FReEARE B
= mES & 238 AMGEY ifeld gom Rlrh REX o ol (TRE
228 FRERAY (781 HhE xeed gom asA =itk 2AA oA TR=
Beling®] o] Zu} [#]9h3 @& 5 (Blutleeres Gespenst) 1= oh gk ® ARITRS 3 <A
= gnE THWW ABHIS 78S TRRN EB BTlez 2y, I8 HHET=
Highy EEEE Ak of BEERL oA MHkmes EHEG ikl =4 #E FA4
vebgd T, #ERe MRE FETEY EE ERE ol Fe AR dAHSH©

;O

2: @ E. Mezger, Die subjektiven Unrechtselemente, Gerichtssaal, 89, 207+ o] &},

5 E. Mezger, LB, 1705,

® E. Beling, Die Lehre vom Verbrechen, Neudruck der Ausgabe Tiibingen 1906, 1564, Scientia Verlag
Aalen, 53] 1399 o]3} 3=,

@ E5 o] Zu} [M5e4fy “HEF7HEJ0) (Unvollvommene zweiaktigen Delikte) o] o}, = FR4E5E ORlEE 451560%) -
HERR VS (HIEE 553350%) oF 2+ M=l 4549498 (Kupierte Erfolgsdelikte) = old] &gkt BAel, [AE Jescheck,
Lehrbuch des Strafrechts, Allg. Teil, Berlin 1969, 2157,

® E. Beling, FiBE. 1704,

© H. Welzel, Dasedeutsche Strafrecht, 11. Aufl. Berlin, 1969, 339 ¢]&. Um die finale Handlungslehre, RuS..
Heft 146, Tiibingen 1949, 53] 229 o3} 3tx, W. Niese, Finalitit, Vorsatz und Fahrlassigkeit, 1951, 567

Az,
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THEM EEL BE FE 3

olglsle] Fl& vHE obd #EF TS B, fHE, HKEste EBEY TEER o9
B T—fivld B ER2 QA4S o235l o A2 vE Tdoez BHF 1
ZpA 8] Foksh el EdeE oS A& WPk & BRFI BR ds4 438 T8

T BERSE wEEY BERFRE olFoA e Ao ! ERFR vE okl [aalBFFel
ek THHR #egle] Zxsds B BRER s 7 TRENLR EET B
dl 2 o] med® I FHEE Tk ol &é&ﬁ?ﬂ HGe2od TRERS &% Ex T
s olEre Aol uS & Wzl 23 Eadsd FEIA- BEEv ¥ adRiEs
bR BREHE wF vkR 270 7] “ﬂ—rﬂ%ﬁ- ®

olglste 2= FEH TR ololel LK W/ =T TS AAde TAT HER

TR ol 2 AL Al =ik A i R o5d BRIR TR Aoldle Ay
d e RAFE Aol gA govt oldl A AL Y FFY BMoEE ohvth

<+ MNEL THERFEMEIZ s Aol okl EEW #k, o8¢
8 oS 4544 23S Do, TTRIFEMEL, Jdshd FEEY HRE MEksls 7
B EH1%e] REHETE Welevl ZA F&dehe AdelH, obgd o]Ao] Yok
MEy 2 Al =19 HEREE BEHENC o ozt S BEM) T RAEN ME
Bl s HEs sl o2k AL Aeletk

IL 2R Rfgel Pl BE

Hell A 2le FER BERE NEY T #gFele 2 & A 239 &

< FBI ERF AEY B BRESRs Ad 2ak SRl A 2L zhe] ¢lx o
a2y el AdA dF3l=el, Fischerrl THIY EEEES AEEHNESE) A4 2]
o2 dFeA % 7 GAR Hell A EEE EdHr ¥ Aotk F THEEN 7B
oo 2Oy RBEE whel HikEle Ae] e, =R HAFHE AR Y i

I Ao dEkbd B ERe TES BRTE B okl HHE &
o}, B o] Bl [EEIM MEEEFE Himd Rl glel A Y 5L (Hegler, Nagler, Mezger)
ol A E, olzdw EER# o’ EEHAS 7 TEE 1 EEN#HY REE
kst Aol B o te EAIZE FmE= AR Aelvh oA o] o] Bl MFEIHY RNEMHAEE
(Subjektiver UnrechtsausschlieBungsgrund), ¢35 dubsel 532 Welckd, [FHEEY EE

i LN QLS

&D

1 @ o] =] Graf zu Dohna, Rechtswidrigkeit als allgemeines Merkmal im Tatbestande strafbarer Handlungen, Halle,.
1905, 1501, Jescheck, FiB#E, 16264 & old] 1%,
@ H. Welzel, Naturalismus und Wertphilosophie im Strafrecht, 1935, 85=, Jescheck, LiHE, .
@ Jescheck, |, 1631,
® o] 2u} ey Hkolvl, H. Welzel, HiB#, 774 o]}
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4 SRR FacdE( 34, 1971)

{t3E5% ] (Subjektiver Rechtfertigungsgrund)¢] EA1ql Holet. &8 2Ed delA= MRIFHE
B B ZREivellx, whebA LB REERE M1 Aoz AF=R =
F FER EEAER daAE 2308 Ao r HEsAY RRAA Qs A= A
gL Fagich, = FEASR Rot REIRIFEME MBS IR FEA $F XA T
o] EPEH RS TR %7174 Aek @ Zeid s EEEHFERS BEhe 24, EERK
o] fHIE L EHT 5/ S7 S e I TR/ B REEINERY [FBRY i<
FRAZ = FHEN - S BiffeR FEsts A ol v vebrt 2 TR BISF A
T BRSO AMY AL, sk M EELERE ST T AA?

$-4 o2 Ek EAlAl W'k fel BARE] Rl AIY BEES 4ns2 i)

1. BRo| RE®

wx L 2e SERERS mel lelA MM kX EHEe TR—HRE a8
Shed —o] FiAY fIES Aok W 7R EEMS TREY FERY TR &Rk
A gl et Fel e MREEkRY] 8 BRERLS ERE dolzela gvs, o
B3 FEN EELER aades —#med Sk gdov AAY EEEAERNA ol &
QAL F EEB#E ddA “Hrel FE BEERT ddE FEe HifiTRe
3 FesEd EBaetn A4 0x fgeta, “2eJ PBEEEsE BEsebe 35S B
Ay 8x wrgied, BEjEH) delAE wkRsk Y =S A dok®, s el EEHAD
ol WA E alFel @t
BEEELE “TER EREN ERe LIRS BEES 2ubE o g sk Aol
2 OIS kR ¥ BEL §& AolH el wakdA 2AE EHEIE = FEN
BEHRESS ftplely BEx gvtn Bo® ox A4 Fele TR EEE NEERE
SIEHR R ol Zelv BiEL A BB EECESRA de s —BE wk sk
z kot IEEBI#ES FHP doA ‘Pl BEe FBEH EEL ERA Fshe delmz
BT i BEF glelok sk, 1 B ¢l Wil RFETREL BEde A
- X AoV ela sk Abwks] EHAYel o}®, BAHNA R HEERE LT 2= 24
@ FEAY AR oA e A FE EEEEE 2o HET o]+ A. Hegler, Subjektive Rechtswidrig-
keitsmomente im Rahmen des allgemeinen Verbrechensbegriffes. In: Festgabe ftir R. v. Frank, Bd, L
Tiibingen 1930, 258 o]z, 23%¢ <JAIRAAE EENH Sdv 273A €osE o/& E Mezger, LB
2357 o ahol .
® A== FEGLE, A B, s B4R, UE SO Bk 2 ZEEEq A= As i
® FEEG, LW GER), SEASRE MW, 1965 97 o3l
@ FERG, HRE, 163,
® FRE, LBE, 1654, F @.

®© FRGH, LiRE, 1684,
@ B[l MRS, HF=2FTH, SO, 1965, 1449,

iy
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EEW EE B E 5

= HEHEHFHEZ 2ok

BIER sl delA = B LS =el ke #HBre s M R i
7t BEIP L AAIY 9,2 HEE 7B BR, S XEN BREAER, sy —
R EBE NEERE 2t A5Ah oS volrt Zlas: S99 MR 2E
TEEF R o] 58 BRslL Jd+ EE@ZBH&—% AAF sk, EHBE, EHEL, FH B
LY BRoR AFAW LTS MHEEEED] & —0 FEN RAEEREAY H1E
A <ol Qs & A2 Fabd A, SIWH HEwRY BEE ¥t BAE Rolx Yr}.®
v Bl A P EE ER dld R SRS kA gou, FE&EY R
Bell el A& TP PiEE Y TS BEIE /AL 738 Ebe)" 8z A4 e},
ek 7 eke] GEEMAZE R A dFel gk

FHEH LT BN LRSS TR FERN BEE BET Aoty #talg g, 47
Be “BUEMQ mtEgAE a4 b #H—pal T /K d& e JRiEs ok
te Aolwb’ela weta,® HMLAAY FHAY) 59 By OER ERE BEREMED
HEY A%l Frka mol FH 9 I?EEE#J NEERY Hims FEstay, vebrt “2e L5RY
R B = EEH BRI =S BEHE Aotk 2AL a2 #Ee et k8
WOEE TRy BB REEREZ e 3589 28 J Zass 38 EEk B
Aot e —fH BRE oA @3, EEBif QoA Mg Byl LEME k)4
TEER IS Ap1S HE B MeBEse RS s SRS o8, Y B21Es 2
Beoude, oA Pifiete ohe AL HEY ®ELE S g LEw Bl i
oA R HES AolH, - BAY B LEERS A EHES T =Eas
7RI FES) SikE EEB#Y FEE REe REsitty 4746 28 - g Aol
Ozt gbe} ek BEAIHEHES Bl AL ol T BRE Sue dw gx: 2o

BSRH nTE TRAENA BT EEI ERL Qo w2 Bl FAES BE
AV 2 BES s S Aot Qe ek “ol sl o] TS Bre @mpE
=l s EBN BERE EWH BEERE EH vl ol SQth @ Teu 1R
b 23Rl A AL dA — ERE o2 gx ek 2 EEBEHY $#9e) Qo4
PitES Ll QA B EEEE Bt 9es TE: MEER osls: Aol

i e [mEtE, LRE, 156%,
@ FUHER, TR GERHE), R, —9R, 1971, 1429,
@ ZEEK, LBE, 83 o],
@ ZIEEK, LBE, 171=,
@ ZFEE, RS, SRR, 1964, 737,
@ ZFEHHE, LIRS, 749,
@ ZFEEE, HRE, 1069 o] 3,
B TN, LR, FTRETH, Berhh, 1960, 121,
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6 SR FRAEMR 3R, 1971)

el 2 b A 2AE a TR BRAH slodAx HEREEE
o} ® 7|ele] BEMHAFES] RN AE oldl AT FhE AT 5 9

Tow 7 BRAA BN TRHS FEERE H2+ ¥ T A
7b BEREdE A Feke & theell 2AS HE Mo = St EEMTY FEE ¥e
v, o Wel I {7 REEY - EEA Wk A - FER E obTE AEE WA
E55 EEEge] Ak 2dx THd delA 2R «Eel TREEIT EET Ao
T 3 TES R - TE BERE MEEn PEESR ey S0 HT o,
CEEE FEEEZAE 4 THEIT 5 4 dor, #WEek T2 28 YREHREEI
el fmmer 43Y F & M B EER ER Ana 2E 5 dEex
FAgel. BIN FBHE] HoFEAe FAT Gifolet shleh 2dd oS T A
o B REERS Austd “EEPE A MHEEEL Rl A Nk
BRI AETHA e TEHREE) #HEEY &KHd °‘°V14 VEGE NS
2] EA sk o] ok 1A el %M ofuk ko] H vk Aol A ML EHEAL R
gt B2Aul, o] A& I FHEERE EldA shobd Aol Az st EHEAY EEL
Tl B3 —BH SRS S ALoR BAY F Ay Adelwh @ 2 ik #20
o TERTBIE 94 23 gex 919 48eas ¢ 5 gov, EETRS NN
Rl EeI b4 el AT TRT BRTRA gleiA, 22 RORITRES EEE K8
E R L ERZA el b, 0 & £HE WY TRT BRIR 4,
“o 78] WITRYE EEMoR HEe B (A9 MERY BRvIS XM EEt HR;
Arh L AR " S ® PN ERL BHRE Q5T Qe Fo2 wob mEHHE
W el AAA —EWeR TEM EEt BRY FEE aTshe AR 24t

L

T

b3

N

=

2. gifle] REEE

o3 BEFF EEE TR ERKE pdeT e Bushel, Kk AR BE
oo shele] [F&GTRS] MEREIEo 2A = Kol HpGER st F MRS =5 BR
Eae wl @ RIS BRESe] glelok & Wak ohvghe]S, E [ fEEHIRS HIL
ol = Rl MELb FEES S 0A ok BEvel gleiok stk )® A ke

@ @, BiRE, 1334,
@ #LRE, TP, SIUFTRE, R, 1969, 90,
e FILE, LiRE, FE=.
@ FLE, LIRE, 9%,
® FLE, LiRE, 128%.
& FLRE, iR, 1297,
® 2l, 1960. 10.26., TUHEFIGUELE, FEETHR, 2R 1966, (305).

— 386 —



THER EEL EE E 7

o] BIRT o wel oS Azsta ek = LRl eke] MiEaldA iR ZidIRe
Bazell MEEgE NEFHEG Y AR &-2---0® MgEIRY piazel oAl E 2 ffpel gt
Y BE ook & Aglut-l® 2la dbe] FER HEREE a7 ok ver
7HA Kb TSRS EBIRY ERER LBl FHAR 23 J4L $EE —BH
FER REERA 712 52 2tvkx 2 sl @
2w el BOFE FER EEL ERd A Afle oAb xS Atz i
E RAUVFE AR xp o] 2ul [EE NS A2 M EE( BERE AT Aflzs E
Ebifel 27 Aolgleh, L HEE MM 5366 BUNE 21 = mBTRAS BEER
o FHEE LER e Aoz A% ZATIEY RF/ v HBolvelys, d #3317
Bt PifE B BEAA e Aol ohd B 2L /X EEN#H = BREPHE B
obok st AL ohvthlzle Aelgle @
olm] 19470l -8 Kb MHEEA %9 ke BEHAR BOO %9 #FETHA Hitd

BCEY HEFP#HE RED WE Aol ok =2l FAA Fell #H HES HiAA &
TREA 23 REMTR ZEIEL T + ol glo detA #EA £ TRE EF
e & = $&52 81 fimdl w5 A9 ste, & RSt Ax+= @Azt o
Flikoll A KiEbE-2, EEN#HZ AA57] st & W47t Zaste, A3 542 o] vt
e At £ A oh S wral Aolztx B AR @ 2 F 1955W ol KBS % Bt
BRE THRAEY B B R 3= AR FEez teRsl VHERE MES &
E HEolof of she e 82 Bk, A4 7t oA oE EFB EEL ERY [RE
| Hg AFS] BEE %3 Aoz & 4 o, FdE, BHEEE BN EEL BER
2A 2 s At = a7k Aok E 1957 KRS TRT 2 HES Bsk
He BEkE % WERHSY TES FTES7] B3 TRE S ZiFshd ol & skt Bl 38
B ohJel 3 fF AREe] vk TAE #HEACl Flm BT 2 BEY FES 2T EiEHﬂ-
2 5 9orms HmEE BHhHATHOL e, #F Jus] AHsx AA= dAw BEE
o LEHE AT Aol
@ K%, 1963. 5. 9. BIR FWIFAGIEE, (308).

& K%, 1961. 6. 28. L MHHAIGIELE, (462].

@ K20, 1965. 2. 24. LB FIHEFICUSE, (466). .

@ K, 1969. 3. 25. LG, HiE#E 99" E “Foz myA ol ety e obrlA drh

@ AR, B 1L 12. 74 15% 156, ZIEX, HRE, 171 olsh ¢ 7 356 3=, FIGIEE ONERER), TH

R B4, BZEM. 1960, 937 o] 3} A=,
@ k%1, 1947. 5. 6. 1947 & 334k 4 FF=kelA, Ay I (1945~1950), A-g=ldm F5Y 1965, 343
@;%Ijﬁ IR, FAH, 35 (F4). TR o) Sl B MHI7AR e dehe st ohsh
ik 1v.

@ K1, 1955. 8. 5., 1955 ik 124%%, k% 4 F5=kalA, 34 1T (1951~1955), 1968, 71w,
@ k4, 1957. 4. 6., 1957 Jil L 243%%, LR 54 3=el, oAby [1(1956~1958), 1971, 99=1 o] .,

&Qc

2,
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8 HEAKE WM 33, 1971)

ol abo = MY (L kel DY KB SIS BES 49 ngith AEAom w9
A BipI EEpE B4 BEERY FEE aTHL e FuskAR, Auke &k
M AL T HEE ¢ 4 9k

I =B EEb B3Ry Rigs #E

o] Ao 2 &k A9 TWIRY BR, 56 TEAY EE( EHRel A3 e BRY HHRY R
Rk Kk Ap18) BEE AR Aojv), st EEIRY EE/L ERA A4 Lrikd,
<2 BHe LK R Al FE EEDENAS B#EERS LEMEA A Ak
ZA 8 g BEH HEES 2ed e ¥ Aol 2 Hugkd doE FEW E
i BEE —geR JdAsH L st JS A JI-1) AP, 2w fEe o
@7 o] FAE molol dh = olw g WA 2R E ARt oF T A2

AR EEEIEES TEH A 23 B ohest 22 EAA S Emsk vt
Aolth ® = g1 f7HE/F EEE Y A= THET 2 THEA sk itEre
Y e HES o]Fd Fgrte Aoz A5 A7 ? L o volrt TRENL 1 17
el glol A 2B dt KR ol B = Ayl BE do® wol Egeok T AL &7
QA7F? AW W7t olwl Arld] FE A , EEKAA 1E of
), 2 TEHLE FEMHE TR AQst? = & Bifizst k&S HiEFEES A
o &Y el AU BfclE AENYS AS REA, L2A ZedAl oEHT fﬁﬂq%
ke A st HRFMGS fobd, 2 &Y THE RN RitdA FEIAAY Ex
REARMTHE EELT 4+ 227492 volbrt TRE] BERMNEHRE FBN EEL 23R
B2 3P EE(E BRES 23ojokut E#tE + dert? 2¥A gx $2v FA
Al A BAReS BAT F dErt? A oldd FAIZE 4 RS woldE ofA
= wA ok [AAL ] EEEHERA A 220 HEmer AEAYS ¥ RS —3

Y
i S

G

A

N,
L
wo AL

o
Fa
it
=
2

Hr
B o rl

~D

g2 A
30, 2

i,
By

[o

2 33 YAE gk SYAAE BN TRAEEE 1 BREFET A4 RAMNeR
HiEstn g Aolth @ olgh e RS meskd e vl RAWL Kl 2 T E
G &

e Aol shuA et sk

ﬂ

J
L

<27t MRS o sl FelAok & KL BAl shEobd Aol 2R ko
SEEMAERY BALEE o) Fx 7 AEelst 1A= WEHM kMot 1AL =T
BERAEED @ 787 T AAle HEH FEEHE ERE AolAw, A X+
ol QeI EXSES, 5 Aol MA=EE Hof gleke AdlAeleh @ Iy o764

Zk @ R. Maurach, Deutsches Strafrecht, Allg. Teil, 3. Auﬂ Karlsruhe 1965, 258,
@ Welzel, Niese, Maurach, Jescheck Stratenwerth, §& & < 9l7lvh
@) Jescheck, i, 2199,
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TER EEL BR F >

TEEmEEE Sties AL /b5 E B ohEl LAFAE grh AR dFgRel
+2 9] MEEEAA 275+ AL 53 fERIFEES TRIEEET Tk daA od
BHRE 7ML gderteleh. 2R 7k 7R EiE 2 JEEES AT HERS TREE
A Aechd, $2l& o] HR2H ST Aoz, L THE FAL AWESYELE &
A BE Aol Wy £ 5 g HAEo]e 8

ol# gt AxelA EAEE TEH-E 3k 2ol AL FAAZ WAL AR 2 Ui
2 T @

1. EERIEEE (R )

Hell A8 ARE BobA & 5 lxo] WK T A e REL BEEER sldsdan
AL HEEA AT (FAS ENE o8x =& dEA oz ZHE #FEd we) MERIEE
fEl= A @ Tk EHibs &4 dokel

vk SHSel 28] (ERGlA kel shebdlebwl, AL whedk jhAge FERute] ok,
2 e R JRR KB TERIE 236k & Ao, FEroe] ohz)l, I TH
7b Aikoleba dok & Aelvh. @ weld TR EAAG S THE T8 HE 2wk
ohvzk TRHES X HRRES WAL M4l ] 792 4 a9, itgd Bt %
Bz EAA FAY P ERE 263 dnk 23E B T A 785, 44
KRB, 538 TEELANA = HHRE THER-S 2 FAEE 20002 BMRE 2 wich @ =
IR TGRS EESE] S8 ke BFEE] oA TEBUE] EHRe S Jdou &
B MFESE % B2 ok HilbinEe TRE B2T ARY TRA: 2 FEs
I gle Aoleh = oS F2 F g vk Tl AL Fole] TRlA R il mE 4
aEel derhE dH T EaadR A EMEa g A4 Aolwh weld g &
Hell A ZEERM BES g e s o] Fe W AL HEdL 93 e

ogldte] fElE FEEE 22X HEE A EMAAL TAE T+ dodd, Hifte 4
A TREY FhezAt s gule Aoletes AL A o TEL 7/F
o] %= FrE Aolth ® olel ARY(F, TRER) HHR7 EEFEY Hiel Hdx 175
FEEMEIZ Birfbstrlol o] & Aeoluh mt@ER) TNEfms BRHmEES AR TR 2 A%
o A Zolet

7t ® Maurach, Eif#, 258<.
@ D. KrauB, Erfolgsunwert und Handlungsunwert im Unrecht, ZStW, 76, 197 o] &},
6 ¢ I 3% = D. KrauB, EB#E, 194. :
6D F. Nowakowski, 5 ZstW, 63, 312% o] & H-qlshx] ¢i=c},
62 D. KrauB, Ef#H, 244.
@ D. KrauB, L##, 227 o] 3}
6y D. KrauB, L#E#, 314.
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10 AR ARG 37, 1971)

2. 1TRIEEME

(1) ZEE HHER el RE#R) —4 Maihoferd] jit&#) i (Soziale Unrecht-
slehre) & {7E%S AHol g HEA AT F8A 25 AMS BELOEY FL
RS st RO R MIHFEERNAY HTHTE](Selbstsein im Alssein) 2 & v}
& adAlE THEY Heb)(Werde selbst) &= EFFHY #HI3E [iEAYe] = eh)(Werde allge-
mein) = EEMHAS TEE HAl] FAd AgEche Aok ® ol TEHR MEMY HiE
o kst FEY fHEe B Aok F RES (2249 At AL A A
ol ol JEdfe] ;, FAEL (-] 2HALQD) AL A Y ARl W& AN ® o]l v
o} ZHES % BEo 249 Tiks)l HLY HEE A48 THAc 5, TEHE SAAE 2
Ttey, S B (R A 7E%Y TR/ stdEgdey, oo ds HEFE A
oo EAR, WEY BES FRG@#ES B AAY TEE R st Ao He. Tk
o FEe TEHTE BEER o R vk Ak FIERE A i@ Ad AT &
454 (Verhaltensnorm) &) 5%, =held HHEHOI S @ Folun} 7RHEN AWy BE7F TE
o] Solzr Ae] Wi A=k HEY Aelvh  zelv 2 MEEAY AR (Objektive
Personalitit) o] =k givh © 1AL B 44< ek F TRES MEr ERBH
Hifr 2 bl = Aol ek wEbd FEIEEES THEIL ol #RM Ao AT 29 At
Gl BB ohala T ckeelel A =gich webA HRIEEE o), nt&HY K
(Konnen)oll w2 b@hy EEe 233l 2 Lol Qi T{TREIEHEA] (Verhaltensunwert) 7}
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A 3 9l e} (Arthur Kaufmann, W. Maihofer %), D. KrauB, |8, 684.

@ %U-hé +iBE, °0s.

@ FERIEOME 952731 & A=Y o)z, EH LS Bk 59 HLRS AHELRE 5 T2 el

@ E. J. Lampe, Das personale Unrecht, Berlin 1967, 208=1. [&F#if=3%E%% 4 234 & H. Welzel, Strafre-
cht, 60=, Jescheck, Lehrbuch, 165,/166%. <o A] #L, iB=E, 834,

@ Jescheck, {B#, 2194.

— 392 —



FEK EEE EE E 13

ft=lel & BEEAEHRS BAREE —Thes 4%" 4 g o] =3 walalch

MERR FES FEJEHEZN® NERF 98 28 BRS 247 93 s FEe
fEH @] etE7t TEERI® St 22 —ivol T R, w4 Ao 2: A o
3l T e FEE MEe @ 238 —TRd A4S AAsEx a2 2y ey
EEAERS st Bk A @S Fa gow, o BEN REY Rk
HATe BREGEA ANk & Aolv), o2l sty EEMHEHS) KM o] 21 Hpums
= Bl NAT R Q8 WHMORE Tkl HASE AL 28l & 270 Holop
P, 2R 25 Smivelet shalleh @ el A RERI A
fol o HEfEZF =l Aeleh 2 she LRE BEFEE, F BETES 31 Asd 93
P = MTRE o9 fEAE /AR ? Jobe A4 Swals LR (Giter-
abwégungsgedanke) 3} t}& shvie LIRS BIHERW BEREGTEH, Z TBTE.z Lt A
o sty & [fTREE T9& BEY =712 gt A8 S0 MTHIYEM | (Zweck-
gedanke) o] v} € o] -2 92|98 REEHE E58 AFEE HRUYAE SLdch w24 8
e T/7F 2 kel MEIE S HeA &, TRE AT Ead #F71 o & HES
A3 HZ=Heo okrl st [E] 2 F8%7F F7¢ HHE =8¢ £ okt vtz 23 4
Ak & = 7oA St duat Pu G wAA}. F FPH EEb ERe FEHE
ol A Eake] ohviz), EMEMAFER [F#ld AHA 2T=ojof Yot Adelnt, 2AL #
REM FETRY FBRRE Bk ok [TBTEIE HAS Ak 317 s Folel, wlaby
WERE M sl dsle v 77 IEWI:E] 71 S A= el EEEINEHY [EE0] 3%
FIiR7F Folzlehe Aozt S5 ga, FBEE TBS EEtss RNy HFEs IR
st 22 Qs 2ollA Hex AP [EHBE el =5 22 Q8 2oA] Y35
BHE e8] st ] A9 glofokal el el 28 AE + Yok ® B8 g A
sl Al vk Eebed, FEW EEL BRE 2oz TESAW,® Hfe] o735 AANY
EEEINFEHAA (@ AN EEDE 5) d8T A9 EEo|r1. @

32 o

St

7

[

ol

(]

7k @ Th. Lenckner, Der rechtfertigende Notstand, 1965, 133w.

@ Graf zu Dohna, Der Aufbau der Verbrechenslehre, Bonn 1936, 22w Liszt-Schmidt, [-#§%, 1874.

80 P. Noll, Tatbestand und Rechtswidrigkeit: die Wertabwigung als Prinzip der Rechtfertingung, ZStW 77
(1965) 9.

8D s, 1249 o]s}, Jescheck, FiBE, 2184, Maurach, EE, 2549 = bz,

® Jescheck, [iBE, 218%. £& «7dlA4 MEMEHEIS AW FEiES 28 dleiel= Dohna, Liszt-Schmidtel] 4
¥ wAsl gﬁﬂj"i 2 Aol ohetx shalvh(R. Maurach, R#5#E, 259%), = 53 %] Figkk Mitd
S B & 3‘11‘4- ol A HHLE NTHMF Iz 42 Aolvk(e] A= R. Maurach, Fif#, 2549).

8 Jescheck, FigE, 2194 3=,

8 Jescheck, L&, 221%, Maurach, |83, 259=. H. Welzel, L&, 84w. G. Stratenwerth, Strafrecht,
Allg. Teil I, Kéln. 1971, 1439.

® F. Nowakowski, [#%#, 3199, D. Oehler, Das objektive Zweckmoment in der rechtswidrigen Handlung,
Berlin 1959, 1655 o] 3},

@ J. Baumarn, Strafrecht, Allg. Teil, 3. Aufl. Bielefeld 1964, 261%. ¢]=] Mezger, Lehrbuch, 173%.

— 393 —



14 SEABE (A 35, 1971)

IV. B E®L ERe HHS B2E

]*“’E et o 23 old WA EEA EEL BRE QB & ALME W

Aole}, o]Al & olelg FEH EEL %?4 WEs 2ES A7 4912 3k
A HELRAAY 2] FARTH el A DTl LEAY NEEHRL MBS
TR MIBREIS HAEe g2 ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ of b, AL T HEREMY X
%ﬁ fy BEHS s HBIEA ook sk webA A BERS F96A = LB EEl ER
1 EEEAER SRt Aol WA @ F TEL TREV A4 X F
el 98 A vk Rige] MEZs] ] BHAE A g vhe Aeleh, Zeld o764 X
b EF/b e T3 MR#IY A5, = 7K MBEIE owsier & A2
g7t 28 + de AL Y :&?‘%Bﬂfl@dﬂ FER) e e Fad e
e Alz2e FEIA gx, veoirt va& W EskA sk dA MERTm
STsloF & Aolvl,  olEld HulelA KiEbte] IEEPI#A skl TPhER
TREY TP EgoR e AR FEez pteR&E MHEEE HET +
HiBol o] oF ohel - Jeb ¥ A& ebebel ST © o)l AR WA HIL ERPH
BE RAmE HEITE, BRTE, BETE Sd 58 s3s salld 2Ed o
AN HEell wel 2 Fkel HRET & Ao, e BES 2o Tdse
2735 Sqaor T Aolvh, A EiEsHl el BEHAE aT5e AL $4A R
ole}, e AE iy old AEEkI #EMI B Blffs oA TRE ]
FFEel A v 24 W AE AolmE oldl, BRTHE o% LB HEH TENIE l&aﬁﬁ
sokuk EE LR er & Aolvk, ¥R deow HEAME olv FHMLE 21237 =Eel
t} ® ole] Fl7he ASRE M H20EY BEETBE § 4+ A= 2=u EEN#HS
WEAA T Bl B S ST Huko]l AEMoR PAT AA7E? =eba B Bhitel
a4 Bl g e s AR v5 ZEle He AEMeR 980 ¥ + ¢
7 = oolEd AL BAMHAAE, =t st TREE o 2 /MY BEE kT
AL THH IS okt gvba gebwl shadsb=cl, & MRS Rkl 2 o] gx 27
AA Bol& FfFEAT FAJT WA 2F AEFE (A P? =3 HEEY EEY
ASAN AT FE:ES R o) el L FRigol T MBI slelA TRkt vk T3
7129

(o]
T
1_
T:

s rlr

By
9]
O %

TARL

o

gl
1E
_]

-l° BB

o] Al
18

fu

o ri

4
2 A

N
FL
H

32,
ol o drodeoodfr

i = JY

cH

i @ G. Stratenwerth, Fi8E, 1439 (504).
& 9 II—2,
@ oA v 2E g A A9 i F5E Fss] HeA S A8l 25 (Maurach, EiRE, 2594).
6 G. Stratenwerth, 382, 1449.
6) G. Stratenwerth, FEE FH.

— 394 —



FER EEL BR AE B
oleldt AL mHsd Felst B BHR Aste] 2T 4 dE AL, 2Rl HAAE
3

e TIIRTELIE PiRets i 2 BAStES-& slefof shalvbe HAolvh
i
o]

v}

Mt

o] 1
2 gt vhgsk 28 Aelvh, & TRAIL BIEMEAS FER e rehdsl ]
Ao AZste g, 29 BEt FAd e PEBRREGY BRAE2Y, 20
et = gl = 8% Aolvh weld FER EEMAFHS] EET R XN E
Hib BRRA A FEekek shleh oldl el TRAC EEMAS FEM BRI EAY
Thgtklo] detzal A4ste &, Z& JdE 239 FaE MEE okt & Ao, o
2y 2 vt NEMRERY ABS BET 7= ds Aclrh ol¥A Eed FER
IEEL ERe vk fEe HBfRd o vt &} @

olell ukate] o7l A Fxafok T AL MEAI FFEA dAAE oAd g TEEIA =}
AAl Fei® A E AR st FAEA gEerhe AHolvh, 1€ gow MR FE
FBE= o] W2 Aolct, webA EEHEAFH dAAE KMo & BARA e 768
2 By e 2y A T835Hx ¥vla ) 8

ol 2l gk M—#kRy) FHRY IEEIL B3R o]l MR.OMY K2 ] (Gewissenhafte Priifung) 2} [
TEY ] EBE EEL ERE QBN & A 7 59 FAGNAE mEE T Uk @ Y4

E gFARe] 53 FEHA MTHIE o738 A9%E 259 243 23 2 4
gl °]= T e Adxr 4 2 o vopst %173 g EEHAFE R A= 2 ZBW AiRE

HhEA] RO R fEfEs] obvt 2 fTRANES] w24 ARt Bofok & AQ7H? 444

BEFog: TRE ROMeR A Bx golx, ZFEMA B/t FEsty = 228
WKLol ste] PAPE A9l &, 2ollAl 2o 2 BHEHHNEHE AP Aok o
Zd EEF MRS AEEAl A RAE dAn BEM R A EEtsEE T
ke A-oleh, A4 ol FEES Al 2w FE AR A4 2 TEAeA &g
7ol &ulE b Aela, ol AL EELIHAEH N g EAZ 2 Ao} ®

2l e o] FAE oJ@A Bofok @712 A} Lenckner: RE EHAAHEED o
A el TA42] nEse] AHRE oA @Rehest BN o2 odg wEas] 4
o 2 AN R4 AR B2 gl AL £= gebm @ e,
2% AR MEER %G5 Mutmalliche Einwilligung) (A e BLEAY BES #ER BEF

I g i
[o
o

l'ﬁ

7_|
A F
\:

wY: 0]

[ed

13

ZF @ G. Stratenwerth, FiBE, 14dd.

@ G. Stratenwerth, 3%, 1449,

@ Jescheck, 1353, 22211, G. Stratenwerth, LB, 1409 (487). 53] Th. Lenckner, Die Rechtfertigungs-
griinde und das Erfordernis pflichtmédBiger Prifung, In: Beitrige zur gesamten Strafrechtswissenschaft,
Festschrift fiir H. Mayer, Berlin 1966, 165~184!d. SYFFIBCGH St. 2, 114) & o] & E&E U #HEE, F
R 2= ol a7 9

95 H. Welzel, JZ 1955 143. Jescheck, 2222], 306 3=,

— 395 —



16 SHAEBY G (A 34, 1971y

QAR e A9, WL H19348) TERFIES) B3] (Wahmehmung beregtigter Intere-
ssen) (A W 90 Tk MIL0MESIE 22),0 2] dal 4 AHREHH R
o BAMES Fmoh dotn 4Asud fRded 134 %% 49 $¢ En e
A Ol T ASEL [FHHSE: TET FHlY, FRHF FT8 Bivelt, FEN
of ZASHE THELS TeAste] WHiFd oo RS L MEHHEH S| DR, K
o FEMY Bkl T RO WES TAAE Aol Hik gk shaTh slukakR o Aol
Ax FBE FEH R A5 A5 T %Re 27 Askd AdE mE S Hy
& ol sk EMAELEA 999 + 97 ARk ® o F ALE o Tuk [HHE B
(Erlaubtes Risiko) ¢] FLi8#) %iEe] e}, ® wjeb olam A4Eel A e HHHA RO
= WED ool HREM NP THE T AUt detn BARE Aol EElk
Aok 2k Aol ehgelel ShAeh® ey Aehe RS, Sd TAHE BANE
o Aol e~y L EHLER FEan nolol T Aol @

o2 IRl el A e LMY WM TR BAA o} ek BE WKLY 7
TS G RERBY B 2t 05de DRKLIS Wil Aolth ® = v EE
AF A BIIAA EAHE AL ohieh Bl [RLL) MEPF 8T8 AEENHHS
A% EEERTHL okl 85 += 9o A oleh webd F2 EEH, BBl &
HH il A 4D Aok e 2ol ol T ALEIA L HEH ERL BHRE 0T
°F & ASh? dRo e BAKEAAL A BEZ TR 1AL dsdAE &
BeFel ol Bael 19l @7 W Eolhigha kA o B ek © el 4ol
YA SAT TR AR BE, 5 S Ml B RS e agdd 2x, o
Aol EHPHAA € F02E MBS BEY,® e Tibemo 2 @ gt FRe2
AP HEE,S BRLAN A AEMAELS LY FELERS vo} o] & 35
ohoolgAl #EE YA LEN EXL ERR ol daT 2A7 gt A 2ok 2

e

i @ JfiE H5310[S kel olal A e LR, JEAR EGTD, Bk, 1971, 157= o st %=,

@ Th. Lenckner, &, 1784 o]} =3l Jescheck, B3, 222w o3}

@ Jescheck, FiRZ, 2224.

9 Lenckner, :##, [ o8l Jescheck, Lif3E, 263w, olel el sy, 4w kY Bigs = #t40,.
B No. 216(19689 793) 5251 o]sl. D. Kienapfel, Das erlaubtes Risiko im Strafrecht, Frankfurt/M 1966.

@ Jescheck, |8, 2239,

@ Lenckner, 1653 ©]3}, (p. 181), Jescheck, 242=1. Stratenwerth, 144,

@ SE, BRLS HEE EE, No, 227(19694 893%), 61 o)k MWLM, IBE 1099 ofs), Z@es 1B
&, 967 ¢]3}, H. Welzel, 12771 o]3}, Jescheck, 373w o]}, Stratenwerth, 2872 o] 3},

@ Jescheck, I8, 390=.

@ Schonke-Schroder, STGB(Kommentar), 12. Aufl. 3565 (§51 Vorbem. 77). [A'E, R. Schmitt, Subjektive Re-
chtfertigungselemente bei Fahrlissgikeitsdelikten? Juristische Schulung, 1963, 63=.

@ Jescheck, [, 3904 o] 3},

@ Maurach, FiB#, 469.

— 396 —



EEH EEL BR E 17

aFaAt dde A AR oA =4 #

oL 1
p =3 =3
$7h o wA 2 AL Fodsih

A WELAN A S LI Yol A 13
BRAA 2} BREAA EEEASE = A

V. BB SR

el A 2l = FEH EEld BRY Es 2 BES s 4 2v shAge s
SEle EEY EEd ERL EEERY it S$adx & B A4 ArE s
o]l Be EEH AE ohFe 24 2% AL ehEo] ehvel, e EER
FELERE o778 2% 270 AR &8 A%, 2 TR/ 25 AEel 2 + 4
e, = & EEEAY FEH Aiite Sk A, ol f HiBe® £ A9l

£ Aqlsbolvh ® |7t el A £ fi7t vkE el siddE 5 2
T Y AS R2u4, IF 2o FQ FHY, HEN A4 &1 MRPE
AAE 2AL 2EA FEATS sl A9 Efolsh o EAldl W AR

= Eu 22Aq AR AR Bopok el £ g}

act. 24

fr

-

s

7]

$A AT TR A Eobwl, EEE EEC EBRE 2R sk g FEY A
R HFHEE FEee I HEE Bol FHE ATiRe AR §sd TaAE XA ¥E
Aoz THE I EEMkS HA BE Aok, 2o HHE TERAES oF REE 2
Ha S &L FXY ApAo|rh @ oh2 g AW AEEEmel A Eebd FEY EEL ZER
E 2o g FAsE Aol okl 7HBY TRAES Iy e e HEs
A GEEEAY ZER Frke2e whEeA g I WER Bel, A3 7R EEHAE

+ A

O_u

r_

A=A & ol HEBLoE BA &S 4 §& Aotk 2 A3 uvjwi=lel Maurach=
A EER 2 FEN REEAESRY —Frkel, § MES s BEd 93 EETR] #
REMHHEE BEA T 5 dotz F3etan, volst 2419 2 &3sF Mttt A

, BEREAS 232 5 g ESY dEd KB ZRE ebA grkn A
-%Ei@ﬂzgi AW ol gk Eisdch ® ¥ a4x EENHS B “UiEEe BHed
FES MEB#sta =3 oo g MPHEELIE 72 Ax gdod ohxel,  dvkshd,
FES FHS FEetA Zsln x4 REE 78 AWdA #iTEl A& NEE Bty &k
M & ¢7] wlFoloh "eba sla, volrb wEES K A5, KEHHY Rl g
Aol = “18] FHE o (BB —EE) THMY Aol AP nrx Fae Aow no}
AH) REiwe] Asldl 2As] wzes A Zoh @

= @ Stratenwerth, [8&, 2965 =
® oldl BAAL W, BB, 1289 2 (e} old]l AT BES AFFL YAE ).
@ E. Mezger, Leipziger Kommentar(J:?Ev) 10 e vor §51, F. Nowakowski, B, 3194,
@ R. Maurach, &, 1614. [, Welzel, 839 o]},
W FLGE, EBiHE, 138w, 1544,

— 397 —



18 SHKREY FzcE G 34, 1971)

2 REIEEC A e oldtn FRBES AT FEAE o] oF Add S
& = fvh 4 H9 Mauwach®] A FHEES w2 SHEr T A, 5 TRIEHEES F
fenbo] ~EAlS 2 ol ks RERIEEEY BRES obFE gustk dube AE a2z e
Eol® Aol Ha wte} Al © = 29 A FEhel eiA welelE 29 wulz FE
REM ] TR AT A7 glek 19 pllA Aekst fafie Sk Blive
=2 29 RKgrh 242 5 gvh 2ev BHERNeE TRY THEAAS sty Rod
izt vk e 2k EE(AS MREARERS AHEMeR FIT Aolvk ozl mF-

TRIFEES SAht, BREEEs ek vkl T3kl QA9 #REe FEe =
Fol Al BEEAKAE o ol B g JERRE A dom = 28] e BRIREIS
BES 7] WEel v, o] AL Kzl U= HAY Bk shAleh, A FEEEMA ek
MR I 2R 7F dAsA gt B W #RVF B AT REes JUEA @

| FamEye2 wakebd o]y ASw

= iEKe EAld WA T ER/E e Aot ® wetA &
AL KRB0 pEdie] sl gl

Hizel BRIl HelA ARake Aol ehdalel S8 o
AL BE 230 =% [EEM YL el Rebe Aol AE ok ek e ®

=]

2k @ G. Stratenwerth, FiE®, 145(5513%1).

@ Jescheck, [i#B&E, 222+.

@ z= v TEEY BRI/ US A4 o2 BEHHE sk A4ste A9, dAld BRTREY ASde Rk
o] gkAsl EAlgel dhaleh. webA MY Fel A AtEE BED Ze FELY REEHY REL EAsdeE
5EIR B2 Aok & A o] vl (Stratenwerth, 14611),

® A= B=Fg ZHSw 712 ReAld] o3k £4FI5 2rezels]el H. Waiderd] Die Bedeutung der Lehre
von den subjektiven Rechtfertigungselementen fiir Methodologie und Systematik des Strafrechts (Berlin:
1970) & B A=A ZPE 4 Al sAl A4

AT =

— 398 —



