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it
i

> Al

RONER B OB ERERROMA A REBUEHERZ T 123 -
FAE AR - PHERES B B EL R 40K 5 & - s BB iR
il % A BAEIE & ik e S BRI ST EE (Conférence in-
ternationale de Berlin, 1890) - 1919 FEEH[&%5 T 4H#%FE= (Constitu-
tion of the International Labour Organisation) & &5 1948 FEH LA ##
H 5= (Universal Declaration of Human Rights) #EEiL3& René Cassin
Ry T E R AR H B 2 BFE ALY ) (Valticos, 1999: 75) «
% » SRR N ANEBDERS AT RIERE - 2/ 0mETIFEE - £
IR B2RES =0 - | Al — RS A e AL -
AR N B ESE N - 1993 it A g A
[ ZE 7 N B RE R B MR 2 —otam » Eonal - T UL A
ks~ AE I E]  EEARE - OIS o B S O H S E F
fir b~ AEEEGRVIRE ~ LAY - SFEAREE 2 HE R AR
(United Nations General Assembly, 1993: §5) -

BION 5T > S ToambEi 2 B > BOMNEEEE (European Union)
g R HH N T KR B BOMNELEE & (Council of Europe) 3% 4145
B @A) 2 WO R B AMER FE (Charter of Fundamental
Rights of the European Union) > 2 DIEAHE Y 2R SR s
(solidarity) {RPEIFAE - HEE IV REEGNA TAEFRMA: - LBt

U bsgo s g ® 1946 10 7 27 p & TS 0 £ 2 Sudre (2005: 41) -

? P A AEAE F > 2000 &5 F (OJEC 2000/C 364/01) > 2007 # 2 #r4hi% 4
(Treaty of Lisbon, OJEU 2007/C 306, 17/12/2007) % 1 i % 8383 Frd 4 > 3%
2009 # 12 * 1 p 4 »c (OJEU 2010/C 83/392, 30/03/2010) o #X & R £2 & i 15 83K
TEHEFE* S iRF (Protocol on the Application of the Charter of Funda-
mental Rights of the European Union to Poland and the United Kingdom, OJEU
2007/C 306/156-157, 17/12/2007) -
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TR ERE - NEAEEEZMERAA - REME 1950 FEUNAEL
#J (European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms) " 3% 7 —#\ ; (Sudre, 2003: 756) -
REECONE g - BEREONAREALIZAN » A 1996 FEET
~ 1961 FEUN & EE (European Social Charter) » #RW & B HiAH
R o SEREFEH Pierre-Henri Imbert 20528 DL " 85 N ZHE - T
92 %8 7 4 WEKHRERRZHARREZEEE (Imbert, 1989;
Roman, 2010: 1I) » BUMER S5 & 8 IO 11 & E = ORELSHHAER] - M
o B A A R R B B RS B 2 E A A (Sudre, 1996:
739)  (EIRHUELI & S S Ry Rt o’ RE R
# o SDIEON L EHERZE e (European Committee of Social Rights)
R - IWEIIHE R NMERVIEEEGFOBERSITHEERER
REESIH ST - 1998 40 » BERTAHSRERS fh ik > ¢ Fowisa b
RFEPAEEIAE (Akandji-Kombé, 2011) > AIEEFTEE L HUEEEIOMN A\ fE
A EA R E - & E & 0 R R BT S ME 2 TH 3% AT B2 & BF
(Akandji-Kombé, 2004b: 86; Flauss, 2000: 1006) » B {a])i, » $#57[h
B T > G OR R REAE BRIEE AN B e
PREUR SR T EEEE S UM BREDY R AMERR SN - SRS
kit » © ORI E22R -

S gm s ® 1966 £ 5 2 G4 % b 2 X 8 FGAETIE% 2 9 (International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights) 3% 3 #t5cic & R G ALg B I
fIR*% = % (International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights) B]
B HFGEE R

* Additional Protocol to the European Social Charter Providing for a System of Collec-
tive Complaints, 9 November 1995 (in force: 1 July 1998); incorporated into the
1996 revised Charter (article D).

> 32012&9 9 48+ 15 B2 (Conseil de I'Europe, 2012) -

0 221996 & 3375 % 1284 % A iF -
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7ftﬁﬁ FUFHE AR EEE A - BEAAERE Ry A\ (R
o7 BB S B 4 T RIS REA S B B (RIS I B
DRREETBIY T OH 7 25 ) o (ELCKERERI Y T Al BN | (usticiability)®
Vv S NP N EMHJ\%)H””%ZE SOHERERE - 4R

TLELEE & 0 BB GE NGV - BONAREQLIRELL T Eﬁ
ST (living instrument)” RS > HISEREENE THEREAE ) ZWIR
[ FER T & AP IERZFR & BEONARE AR 2 & (ERE -

KA RER Z TR - TH LSS B AR - P EZmERTL -
FHENMREREE TS 694 9fiphe > BRI VE - 9988 4E 5 R
Fls - BRE BB FT SR A S R AR IR 2 2 AR P SR AL -
B REBREFENEE T E A ﬁ BRETEL - AR
PEESRAGE RAAEREW BB EVAMERIDE
AL ERR 2, F—Eﬁxiﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁi PR E DL RS
ZAE IR - BIZRMSE TP EFAL, | BURERT R RE B BRI
I TAAERE ) FINE - EEBCHERAEFIRBE . TPEER, 5 (5
852 > 2011 3) - A - BEEEIRZ O ARESLIRR ZIR G LLABUER]

PlAcE IR T o BT R R 27 L B § | (Venice Commission) ¢ 5 % 1 g &
i ¢ (European Commission for Democracy through Law) » 3 5 48 B 3% 0§ 0% 37
W5 B A 5N (Commission de Venise, 2010, §79) -
i H ¥ ERAeY o “usticiability” - 37 (i23F ¢ justiciabilité) 24 TF 24,
Fo g2l o @ T & R g J;. P EHEF LT -
Eur. Court HR, Tyrer v. the United Kingdom, 25 April 1978, §31, Series A no. 26. ¥
A2 FAPE S B ARG 0 SRR E B @O AR g sl
e B G AR AR B S S EERS g T2 g e A2 0 R R
A RTE IR
TE 2 DY TR PR RIS T AN rI'B'NEJ(rendre) PEA IR KRGS
Asin g 2 Tif (dette) » % 9 Eﬂ Ped TAfE . AHERG R TR E &
(Krynen 2009: 17-38) -

10
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(ERR Ry A A A R o WL AT RE A T BRI o KA 1966
LR~ @ B B FE R B PR 4T (International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights » DA BB SCALY) RELRL
AR 0 AMEEBKZEE® (Human Rights Committee » DL
% CCPR) J5#E 1966 F/NREEUAREMEIE /ALY (International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights » DI N fEfEAEIAL) E 26 %
ZE R IE R 0 I AR R PERR 2 e B (de
Schutter, 2010; Scheinin, 2006: 14-16) - '

[EIREH - BOMAMELRE Costa Hifi&RING AR - ZBE A E
A 1961 FEON T & FEEZ IR ZREF] - [ERFFIH 1950 FEEOM AFE
NEIE 14 RIETREZ A LIRIEEE (Costa, 2009: 3) = HIE » BUMA
TENKIZE 14 {58 1966 FENELAKIEE 26 6% » Wi 48 F (bR (- B AR #
N HBERAAEE - girE 2 2L REAE - (% T EA mmIE TR
T A LUK AR s EERERPR " B > 85 R %2 (Bossuyt, 1995:
486; Decaux, 1999: 106; Gomien, Harris, & Zwaak, 1996: 346) - It
Frad TR 0 BIREUNAREALSE 14 RPN E
'BEREFMeRRR Z R AR o (EEHHAERIDTE > BUNAREALIBRAR
T HOERESL o B > AR P - TRERSCATS - 1 W B
MAELNLIRE AR " REER - (iR ER 1966 FABA
QU5 26 for - 525 12 JREEESE 1k (CUTREMEES P12-1 %) A
e AR R AR D o ML R E B 2SR E 18 B (Bureau des

12008 & 52t 6 1966 & mis+ 2 92 T/ 3% LS (Optional Protocol) » ¢ k3

B HEEIE B 4 ¢ 2 g4 0 AT 5 10 BlRE 5 Bee 2 2013 & 5 0 4 ks
#5884 w4, 5§ *2 (United Nations Treaty Collection [UNTC], 2013) -

12 pfEfiRp w4 4L B € (European Commission of Human Rights) p# % : Eur.
Com. HR, Godfrey v. the United Kingdom, no. 8542/79, 4 February 1982, D.R. 27,

p. 103.

e
=
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traités du Conseil de I’Europe [BTCE], 2012) » B mERsHe e
73 o ZIt - BONAEALSE 14 GRaE el gE AR RATE » Sk
PSS AR 2 5 2

LR AR A TR L E2 R 2 % E TR SEER
T A S E B % Millard, 2010; Roman, 2009;
Young, 2008) - MitHFEECMECE R AREEL "I ) #8E - JIZ DL
57 R P F By R > 4R (Akermark, 2002; Decaux, 1999; Gortazar
Rotaeche, 1998; Kovacs, 2005; Picheral, 2001) ~ [E%E (Labayle, 1993;
2007) ~ Bl (Besson, 2008) ~ 4 {H = (EEE$E > 2009a; Frumer,
2004) ~ =% (Evans & Hood, 2012) ~ %&[& (Hendriks & Degener,
1994) ~ F#5 (Schmidt, 2005) » sl A KR (Hendriks, 2002) -
FEON AFEN LRGN S » RPN EAR R RIS fog e By F il (&
JT5E 0 20005 Arnardottir, 2003; O’Connell, 2009) » sCEIEN L & &
T ZEBHIE (Besson, 2012) ~ BRELEL BE (R IR AG ZOE T EEE D BT
(de Schutter, 2005a) - ASZRI 5 FEBRETBIOM AME LA AT RIS
LA AER PR 2 T > H o B TR 2R B & B A O A RE ALY ~ BUER
EEEON B E W - IR ERE 0 F TR - TR
BOM AFEEBE A EBION ARENLY T HIRE R 2L - BREEE
/z}z’]ﬂfj{WﬁB%E% 1) 7 T ¥ 2% 4 4 B 58 K R T Y BIOM AR
B ' AT A A SR SR A S R P 225 - B H B
NFESFeE& AL 7

3 Eur. Court HR, Coopérative des agriculteurs de Mayenne et la coopérative laitiére
Maine-Anjou v. France (dec.), no. 16931/04, 10 October 2006, §4, ECHR
2006-XV.

Yo E R AT RS R I R R A A4 LR A ERRA
small claim court” @ #& F :x& (Watt, 2012); R 22 K+ f Dmagind= (£ &
%5 2012)
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ASLEZ Sy Ry Wl oy 55— BRI B — (B S Sh AV HIRE - A5EK
MARE DL Z A B IR A B A SRR PRI AR ST
EREF (FRARTRE T AT RE B A R B S AL RERI SR - (B2 - B EEHER
R E e DI R B A A L RE A i > FUZE 14 RORFRGER A ?
It MEEE SRS T H 14 2B ERENRERCT , » HE
B EA IR RS T o ERASCE 287y - AR ABON AREA
e BRI FIRSBI - AT 14 FRETBON AR A LIPRESE
FiraEN Atk HER -

B Zi RN AEELSEN BB ZA1IR

ARHEZE IR AR AL RERI R, - BOM AR R T A
HEER  WIATFTR R » 1950 FEBGN AMEALTES 14 &8 1966 F /AL
NEIE 26 B2 EIFAESINAER » REGEBIES I - BT
(REDERRTR 2B THER] " ATERNRREE AT TR
JEH o' BEEEEE  FRBON ARE A LRI RER 2 SN Es A SR e
B4 AN BORER > R AT » 32 A QB B N e - 7 58
14 (BREHFEERE  DHER RGBS TEEKE, AEEDL
(Woehrling, 2008: 59) » '* 2 5UE H OB ERIE AMEE TR IR IEH]
AT EE R - BREEERET RN R RS EL &
h SR B R SRS RS - IR~ FEEE (Bell, 2003:
94) -

15 W EREEF 14812 %37 > 58 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka—347
U.S. 483 [1954]) » % %% Az = (2008) ; Fiss (1974) -

P M ass > 20 % (2000) -

7 Eur. Court HR, Harabin v. Slovakia (dec.), no. 62584/00, 29 June 2004.

1
8 EHT B RZEZ - AR CRRIPER
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[Zz 55 P12-1 {RRiE AR A2 B 7 BRIP4 R EL R B i 5k
Z TOPEERE | (right to equality) » Z/DHETLALIBE Z NEILY TR
57 ¥ M | (right to non-discrimination) © £2& F 5k » P EBLA LA Ky
ANEZERMR - BB GBEIFOMMRER - BFRAATERK - RIEER
TR 75 11 A PR AU & Fe it (e 255 - DUMFBRIE IR B BB R R 1% 2
BRPE AFEALTRTERE - BIIERATE 5 (Schiek, Waddington, & Bell,
2007: 26) - SR EREEE 12 SRERE JRTS ~ POl S (Comité
des Ministres du Conseil de ’Europe, 2000: §§16, 24-28) » i {42
1EEIRRGR R B 2R =~ Aok Ry (R 5 AARDLERCEE P ER
FHH - —RAIHERRECEE 1 R5S 1 THEEMRITAEMEMEE S 2 7T6E » 55
RITAR B2 0K B SR R A BR DU 9 48 T o (B R B 2 A P55 [ HRRR I
JEFE N BRI #E 2 A o 5% GROCHERS R BIOMN A FE A &Y N B 1L PR
"RZIAE o HDIERSIBUER RS - HIREE T REE
FEFIBR AN HE ST (8 T AR E (B KR - 1 S S B PR B35 i 59 i
A BN Z RER » Z RS it sl g -
Hh0 EORPERFMEPE S 7 SEREEFE S I BUNAREALY
B 2ok IR RRE T = L8 1966 ENBUA 2 I ER R EL 251 - X
WEF— AR » EREON A AR H N EEN AR EHEE
o FI A T B RS REF 2255225 (Scheinin, 2006: 12-13;
Sudre, 2003: 768-769) - mEMEZ » 55 P12-1 {RFEE4SRE (lex

19 Eur. Court HR, Savez crkava “Rije¢ Zivota” and Others v. Croatia, no. 7798/08, 9
December 2010, §104.

% P7-5 1522 1966 # g )% 23 5 S 43PN FRAIRAPR BN LG E 12
(RSB EEEIE) 0 # S AR L 2R AN 23052 o B S ER
FARERIGELB Y > BEG R 120 AN 8 HFH R 6iEE 16 #
i ¥ & 18* (Gonzalez, 2002: 113) »

20
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specialis) #fiz - {BSEHAES 14 %3 (Gonzalez, 2002: 113; Sudre,
2003: 770) = ZRMEER I F5{E ZE 58 R E FROC2 B 14 R - BL
WARE LR OUPHEERES P12-1 (6 steiEEEe - nsy
B 7B 5 P12-1 R By NEUA S Z TR » LARF &R A
I & o s [ i o W PR R IR S - B WO AR EBE
2006 4ERESR » 25 P12-1 (RMEEAINIUERZ - 2 WILIEE - 3T
BAZE 12 SEaE EHEERAEERUER AT ENAR - ABAE
BUMAMEANLY 47 &I S At 1966 FAEUALY » [EIZ2HE
26 fERYYEE - 7 BEFIERIETE TR A BUEF] - AE K R
RiEt 28 AVEEREEZR - ZS55A 39 (EEBIONARE ALI4HLYE
A 12 983 E & (BTCE, 2012) - Hr » HEARGHZENREA
REBFLRE 17 B - AL FEEON AR AR g S K= Z MREEHT -
+HEHZE (Cour européenne des droits de I’homme [Cour eur. dr. h.],
2012b) RTHEAE o ¥ BRI A A REAN FE R I On e Z 5L ~ 2T
ERFFZ o (255 P12-1 REFHE AT EATRTR T > BION ARE
AR A I FEROMN L& R AR E S 2 4 2 3658 55 14 fR{Y
PR T = FEHARY - 281 > 56 14 RASHVER I - Al AR
PEfE -

21 Eur. Court HR, Sejdi¢ and Finci v. Bosnia and Herzegovina [GC], nos. 27996/06

and 34836/06, 22 December 2009, §51, ECHR 2009.
22 Eur. Court HR, Coopérative des agriculteurs de Mayenne et la coopérative laitiére
Maine-Anjou v. France (dec.), supra note 13, at §4.

} Hoe 4RI PH 1966 # DFc 2 EHRTITFHRDET > E LB OO R
PRALPRT > REARERLR G 26 520 F R 2 HER
BRI VR TAARINT 1405 BRR S FR LI A e r 23R
% % (United Nations Treaty Collection [UNTC], 2012) -
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S EH AL AR FE 14 ETT BRI

E
AL K2
EFXEFE?

B AME LTSS P12-1 (RBEHEFIES - B FIMS FRIRKIRE » AU
I B R A LR (EEEEE 14 S0k e - HEF
LI E R A= b RIS 22 BATE > T e sE =% - T
FlHG sz 2B T o2 | > & Marckx v. Belgium % - *° At =%1%
HETL > 55 14 (R B ANNEERAGK T 2P EmLETE
BEEEEE - FESREAY -7 KL 5 14 RAREHES
FII T2 05 2 BB AL H R B B R R A T R B L HE A
REAL TR - BB BRSRATHE -

HE L 9E 1980 FEAE - A EFIBIGEE T%E ) BON
ABEANZ] (Sudre, 2001: 1365-1368; Tulkens & van Drooghen-
broeck, 2005: 313) - FRIEMIE » TYALIZIEFHR © HBRE AL
FIREE GRS 28 6 (655 138 (APEH) - RS 7T AR
INPRHGE S - RS - P 1979 1 Airey v. Ireland

24 « . .
Eur. Court HR, Case “relating to certain aspects of the laws on the use of languages

in education in Belgium” v. Belgium, 23 July 1968, Series A no. 6.

Eur. Court HR, National Union of Belgian Police v. Belgium, 27 October 1975, Se-
ries A no. 19.

Eur. Court HR, Marckx v. Belgium, 13 June 1979, Series A no. 31.

Eur. Court HR, National Union of Belgian Police v. Belgium, §44.

PR RN SR ERE 2% 22 45.01% (Cour européenne des droits de
I’homme [Cour eur. dr. h.], 2012a) °

Bldr 1986 # » T A R 2RI E 0 B 6 FEF 12 TR E A& (cvil
rights and obligations) if * **4+ & % 2 L > Flib § & 22 f2 & * 3t 272 6 Eur.
Court HR, Feldbrugge v. the Netherlands, 29 May 1986, §§25-40, Series A no. 99;
Deumeland v. Federal Republic of Germany, 29 May 1986, §§59-74, Series A no.
100.

25

26

27

28

29
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5 EERE 2 R s PR EIRAR AR REON AL
I R L EF E B S (Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2008:
67) o BWON ANMEERTFE Airey ZEfRFEE © BEIRNALY T AR - AE
EHARBBUERER] - ARH PSRG9 E -
bt FZEGZH  REINER » NERARALZ(E R R RE
At A R R e - 7 DAL B e MR B b S L T AR o AR
&) Jeh 25 SRUIER B o SO RE RIS 2 FE G AR R R 1B KR PR

31

{— I

ELFE Tulkens A E ¥ 5 > BUN AREALHIEEATETL—H " A
M 5 (uridicité) fiEr] 5% > HIRKEBEN EVEREAN, - i
am N BB ERE B A - “IERRIVBUEHER T » LRS-
HIRE(E (EFY i BN IEURERT] (Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2008:
66-67)  ZAIM » WA RE A o8 2l 28 h & A Hh 448 - AR {E A BUrE
MRS EE AR AR » 28k 2 IR R A M h B e B AR 1 2 88
Ao AN > FlE SIEEMSELIE S B - MR T ABE M
(G6émez Heredero, 2007: 6; Sudre, 1998) - a5 » /\&JHE®E » {H
N—IE RG22 > M MRE ZZ R - SLE R RER PR T T E
(Costa, 2009: 4; Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2005: 314) - L5
B —RAREZ Ry TSR E ORI | (une protection par
ricochet) (Sudre, 2003: 760) = bL T E IS - Eaer G
EHEBE (Costa, 2009: 3; Sudre, 2003: 758-768; Tavernier, 2003: 4)
| LS R PR AR A ERBIOMN ARV e (5 2 IR R i > 8 1
FIREIE 2 S > DA R ¥RET 28 14 67 AZZRERYRTER »

30 Eur. Court HR, Airey v. Ireland, 9 October 1979, Series A no. 32.
3 bid. at §26.
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(—) HERICR PR & 32 RS e Bl — 28 ]

e o KO RER 2 B > FTAE FLR A BOREF (R 2 3B -
TR > ARSI R > ARECH RIS 38
IR E | TSR (bR « FAERTIE 1979 4 Marckx ZEth » 55 8 {6
(FAN B SEE 2 EAE) B 3 PR T IS 4 T 40 A B 3B A - P
PERIE T ORGSR - BT ANES B R 28 » — HK
S0 P T TS S M RISR ] 2 5 BN EEN
BLUAEH T 285 « REE - SRR  BIRESHER BRI EER
Bﬁ . 32

BEAh - ARMEEY G ERE T BEE - R AR T
Kt FIBSIE AR T4 TEERE ) kR - B ares
Syl BN MBS RISELBIR A » 52508 Ry 5B B EE R - R
A2 EIEGIR I NS EERGEN TR MIEFERSE -’
BEHREE TR T NGTES 8 16 - BT EUERMEH - 55 8 155 1 JEPT
HTHREZEE,  RIRGIER FIERELE 2 EERESS - T
BN LA TE ) REMEES SR, - HEBEn TA
AR E AR R B0 > TIEEsmsELE , - Ik
Sl (R BB T S5 TR G 75 (positive obligations) = EFJFIHI -

32 Eur. Court HR, Christine Goodwin v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 28957/95, 11
July 2002, ECHR 2002-VI; Grant v. the United Kingdom, no. 32570/03, 23 May
2006, ECHR 2006-VIIL.

33 Eur. Court HR, Wallovd and Walla v. the Czech Republic, no. 23848/04, 26 October
2006, §§73-74.

** Eur. Court HR, Marckx v. Belgium, supra note 26, at §31.

33 Eur. Court HR, Airey v. Ireland, supra note 30, at §24. 4pF R P|ch¥ — B F &8
A TAREBR @ paBEELHE T REFFEF saFRe >0 Bz
%5 {78 45 | (Soering v. the United Kingdom, 7 July 1989, §87, Series A no. 161) -
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HHEHERER ORI ECRASE - 5 - BIRBHIAMERNA BRI
HERZ "AERER MERE TN ETHP SRR iR E
" FEVE Fy3575 | (obligation 2 faire) (Akandji-Kombé, 2006: 7) - fj4&
FERERID B2 i fE > AR LRI R " 02, H R T G HEE
2 R -

TEEANORE ) FAVERR TSR | B EA S Tyt
R E SR EEITERNABRER] T #E - B—F D
Z L RN HRARH S — RS 2 m - CH IR e SR T A B
REBIEE o BUNAREEBERIY 51 T & (GEH] ) (Decaux, 2009) 1
DI ARE A ETEE 4 2 ZE IR R sl 25 8 - Prbe sy e
G BUBUAE TR SRR - 7 S RN R RS
(vulnerability) » %8 ANKYEE 3 ik 2 ZE (RBE] - PrIESEE 5 (&R
HE - RIS B R IR T P BN i
TR BB B - HITTRESZ NGT5E 2 16 - 55 3 (6ReEREs 8 e fs -
ERRERIANE - AIREIRE BB T56 485 SRat N e A A4
SR (FEE > 2008: 194-195)  BWONIRA Z B85 52457 (Cassese,
1991) » ZRBROM A R L e ¥ bt & 6 7 O & (Tulkens & van
Drooghenbroeck, 2008: 70-72) * [ 53 1 i f& & IR M fE{F Ay - SfEa]
gESEHEIE N E B fH/5FE# (inhuman or degrading treatment) » 40 IR

~

& gz eb
4
:

\id

36
37
38

B A NT 2 FeEAME 0 £ LFEARS (2011) -

Eur. Court HR, Siliadin v. France, no. 73316/01, 26 July 2005, ECHR 2005-VIIL.
Eur. Court HR, Kudta v. Poland [GC], no. 30210/96, 26 October 2000, ECHR
2000-XI; Mouisel v. France, no. 67263/01, 14 November 2002, ECHR 2002-IX.
Eur. Court HR, Berktay v. Turkey, no. 22493/93, 1 March 2003, §154; Cyprus v.
Turkey [GC], no. 25781/94, 10 May 2001, §219, ECHR 2001-1V.

Fhe G223 B4z d2 Buibed > RAFI TR HE A20% 3 iF
2 B AAFNERAG ) > AP P Tyt ) 2% > & Eur. Court HR,
Larioshina v. Russia (dec.), no. 56869/00, 23 April 2002; Budina v. Russia (dec.), no.

39

40
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ANKIES 3 Rt TR M BEPTRE , Y R SRRk
TAEBRORUL A ~ BB TSR - ¥ MERRE AL 2
6 ETRE G S IR I (e 4 - BORE R B R TS
Yests N IR - 5 BB REEANE RS (Tavernier, 2003: 4) « &5
23 [REVERFIRE - BRI A ERIHME B G EEE (us cogens) FF
Mo P BRI ARE TBS 0 W EE R AR R
BRI (margin of appreciation) (Garlicki, 2011)» ¥ (288 5 #h FH
5523 AESERE > DUT R4 R ERE o

Ry E EFFS— B 2 FIRRRETTT 295 > (6K » R840 Sudre (2003:
759) BELFIRE - DIAKIES 8 Rk o IS AR AR FEATE
& WEBEYRIERET el (BHER 0 2011) - ERERAL
EZWE - HESRREEA S LR Y AR — e
TSRS - Bt DIAEEE A (@ B 2 EREUEE - B
BT REER - Y EAREER Y MR e S Y &

45063/05, 18 June 2009.

Eur. Court HR, Ireland v. the United Kingdom, 18 January 1978, §162, Series A no.
AR

B5 v AL R ¢ 7222 (Eur. Com. HR, Francine Van Volsem v. Belgium,
no. 14641/89, 9 May 1990) - f# 5 2= % 7 (Eur. Court HR, Pancenko v. Latvia
[dec.], no. 40772/98, 28 October 1999; O’Rourke v. the United Kingdom [dec.], no.
39022/97, 26 June 2001) -

FOMILE g A A 4 ST B o F)T!v;%‘; 23 #5530 : Eur.
Court HR, Pretty v. the United Kingdom, no. 2346/02, 29 April 2002, §§37-42,
49-56, ECHR 2002-1I1.

Eur. Court HR, X and Y v. the Netherlands, 26 March 1985, §22, Series A no. 91.
Eur. Court HR, Open Door and Dublin Well Woman v. Ireland, 29 October 1992,
Series A no. 246-A.

Eur. Court HR, K.H. and Others v. Slovakia, no. 32881/04, 28 April 2009, ECHR
20009.

bl 4o 4o RIEE 1S L 19 Aodf S Y B T (Bur. Court HR, McGinley and Egan v. the

41

42

43

44

45

46

47
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FHES 8 (RIEDR > IR 10 % - IR B R ZEMET  GfERETH
METGEAHZ R ) DUEEASFELES " EEY - 28E
o, o™ 540 S.H. and Others v. Austria 2% B » BEIEFEE
(CIEIRE AN TATE » BRI TR T A Eh 2200 » 25k Hofth 52
?AI@@ PEFACEF N B TR E » ST HBEREHY -
SRS EIRMABFIER W2EE -

FRIR&E)E LAl k%uwkﬁéh%@ﬁﬁsﬁﬁzfﬁﬁ
S ERIEEST 2 FEA P - DS ER AR Rl - B B
FEREAEFIER R E IEEE A RAIFEF] | (Decaux, 2005: 2) « 401 »
Iz EHE > EOEEFREEHBAESEMER ? by 5 e 5 1E
Py BB e — R O WS BT AHBT
STHAER RN - Bl 5 8 R REEREEES
PEFEHEE TR %E%‘ﬁ#¥ﬁ&%%WZ%ﬂS4K"

United Kingdom, 9 June 1998, §101, Reports 1998-I11; Roche v. the United Kingdom
[GC], no. 32555/96, ECHR 2005-X) & # s &1 £~ 4 %Ak 2 b & (Eur.
Court HR, Guerra and Others v. Italy, 19 February 1998, §60, Reports 1998-L.) »

Eur. Court HR, Roche v. the United Kingdom [GC], §162.

Eur. Court HR, S.H. and Others v. Austria [GC], no. 57813/00, 3 November 2011,
ECHR 2011.

48
49

0w gk g o 22 FRM (2008) -

31 Tavernier #8305 » B A AR LB 20 0 6 i L PHIEA L EY
E A UESE 3 R 1A \ﬁ*ﬂ,z;t (Tavermer 2003: 4) - Herg TER, o VY
Tk, @ BB ERREFPEAN (FR L Yo FEEAF A AS 2
#320

52

Eur. Court HR, Powell and Rayner v. the United Kingdom, 21 February 1990,
§§37-46, Series A no. 172.

Eur. Court HR, Lépez Ostra v. Spain, 9 December 1994, §51, Series A no. 303-C.
Eur. Court HR, Hatton and Others v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 36022/97, 8
July 2003, §96, ECHR 2003-VIII.

53
54
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2009 4Effy Tatar v. Romania WESIERESEd » > EHEMRES
BIEREE AR BESR H B R RIS 2 HHAERIREE - 28 B e i EUM
i AH R RS PR AU & 155 > DUEE T IR E AR TS BT
SHEER > DK BEZINS  RESHEFE R ZRERR
HEF, -0 EUBRALIE 8 15 -

(Z) BB ARER #iz s 2

FEATERE o BON MDA EAM RS A AL E R
i HIARER EFEML (Hennebel, 2007: 33-34) » HITE
BRIz 1% o 5 Ll A R S B R S ISR H 0 - R A
BHRFZE RS - AR TSNS 20 - BUN A RSB E R BN R
il A BRI AR BT ARE o HEAh - BREEHIE > M BRI S A
H o5 [l M SO R S > S IR R R
B WER R Z R R 2 (Hennebel, 2007: 34-35) © B
NHEERERY 1978 EEIMFT » B 5 iR Z BB AR - &
HITHR I AT A SO B - W RTRER B3 - HNE T E
M EBEHE G LP 2R KIEET— B AFREFS R A
BN SRR #1966 AEABUALIEIETAE A > R ELZEONA

>> Eur. Court HR, Tatar v. Romania, no. 67021/01, 27 January 2009.

® Ibid., at §112.
¥tz TR &g g #r4u% % ) (Bur. Court HR, Bosphorus Hava Yollart Turizm ve
Ticaret Anonim Sirketi [Bosphorus Airways] v. Ireland [GC], no. 45036/98, 30 June
2005, ECHR 2005-VL) 5 goi¥ A g2 il g Pz oz £ & % 6]- 4 & Costello
(2006); Spielmann (2009) -

%% Eur. Court HR, Ireland v. the United Kingdom, supra note 41, at §209.

59 CCPR, Com. no. 172/1984, Broeks v. the Netherlands, Dec. of 9 April 1987, §12.1,

UN Doc. CCPR/C/29/D/172/1984.
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REAKIB I IOA LIS T 2%, > © BB AEZE g R
1967 FERIMETL BNt & BEZ AR EON AFEALEE B S 2 HRag T
ZENER O BRI NSRS R -
AEC&AEE & E - SRR AR [k > oo
DT EtEF@R AR A% 11 REGRERIIA LS EBEN
HYEH ? BRI - B REES A gE 2 TR ? BUN AREER—
BHHREMEZE (Krenc, 2006: 792) » §A 1993 2 Sigurdur A.
Sigurjonsson v. Iceland ZEH 5 EEE » [EHF5 [t 1948 FHFAMET
E56 20 55 2 I~ 1989 A T EAH L EREER (Community
Charter of the Fundamental Social Rights of Workers) £ 11 {&55 2
T 0 PR 1961 FBOE GRS S BRI HARR AR - © sUkE
£& Vilhjalmsson ;A E# RNEE R ZE (Vilhjdlmsson, 1993) A& i
JTERIE N E RS ESEEEON S E S S ke - O BIE > MR
ZIEE 2 FhEERE BN 2005 4F Sorensen and Rasmussen v. Denmark®
ZPASE Tl e (closed-shop agreements) 3 H1 I AE » [EZBOM A
REANLIE 11 RORFE © BEZE T - BRI S B A GRBON DB - Bed7

O pmasr S E TP, 2 TE P R L R HR P2

A Al RS WA R AL EW g nise T G
Aog oo @ EHAERRIPS L FIE

Eur. Com. HR, X v. Federal Republic of Germany, no. 2552/65, 15 December 1967,
D.R. 26, pp. 1-9.

Eur. Court HR, Sigurdur A. Sigurjénsson v. Iceland, 30 June 1993, §335, Series A

No. 264. 4p B R f25%E {8 & > Chassagnou and Others v. France (nos. 25088/94;
28331/95; 28443/95, 29 April 1999, ECHR 1999-1I) fxiu2.

FPF 1961 £ R TR AF KL AP R - AP PN AREK 35 .
F27fmfins  R3RBET Rox hymirss o 550 iz 37§ 7l
(Akandji-Kombé, 2004a: 231) -

Eur. Court HR, Sorensen and Rasmussen v. Denmark [GC], nos. 52562/99;
52620/99, 22 June 2005, ECHR 2006-1.

61
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63

64
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EREATTSIEON G E R R -

SRR E IEGEERT AR - EH#E 2008 2 +HH I TE
FANTS B 408 T & 28 » Demir and Baykara v. Turkey ° 66 4y 11
& 2 TEIRE - FE SRS B2 {TE (administration of the State) A
BT 1 TR B - AREE A —Bom 8 1+ BE A 45 11
5 - BEJ72REH » mitE "OMIBGS L HH  ZHAEZEONTL G E =R
B A WERGIEERA - R ALY [ - fERA P S B E St
AT EEEARES D EBERTEAREE R A - B
- EER BN ARG 87 SEA%Y O BOMH & EEE S 615 -
DU BRIREARER E TS 12 (5REE 1 THEME » Be)ialE @ /Al
BEAE - A BT e S RG] NS T R R |
EIA RO ORI HR R 1T B A\ SR AR T R A L& fERHY —IH
HATE,

HifEH Costa (2009: 3) EEINE N\EIKFE » Sorensen and
Rasmussen ~ Demir and Baykara WiZE 2 FIi R - BSZEBONMEZES
Z Vo f28E W LIEEEEHEUN A A e A —ERE
ZIRBEDRY - i - AlE B HEY - (&I A H IR - BB

5 4 ggrme £ PR RIEE EF B P S AR Ibid. at §§34-36 - L
% 8 Eur. Comm. Soc. Rts., Confederation of Swedish Enterprise v. Sweden, C. No.
12/2002, 15 May 2003.

Eur. Court HR, Demir and Baykara v. Turkey [GC], no. 34503/97, 12 November
2008, ECHR 2008.

FRHFApE 1996 B mAAE AT S 60F (BRSFEIE) » a2 R ERE
FEFBELR > F LEMEFREE T 2324 B (Demir and Baykara [GC],
§§49-50) -

ILO Convention No. 87 concerning Freedom of Association and Protection of the
Right to Organise Convention, 9 July 1948 (in force: 4 July 1950).

Eur. Court HR, Demir and Baykara [GC], §154.
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67

68

69
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L - IRERRER A B B EHEREEE . 8
SEATT ¢ BT SR E R AR AT BB § 2N B AIEHE - 4l
RS 11 FRIDEYIRE (Krenc, 2006: 793-794) - 2T » [EREHIE
1948 M FAMEE S - 5 11~ 12 2 IDEWRASEZER - A4
5512 IR B HE » (ROEEITRESRE - T K2 0 8 1L IR
WRIES T EE R -

5 [t % W A 8 AR M B R (e -+ Pty m 2R e B
T2 1997 FEON A FE K A8 A4) (European Convention on
Human Rights and Biomedicine) % (B HEAHBIRES: » (AT EL
AKEALIE 8 (6T - HETL | [ B HAS I EHE ) (right to free and
informed consent)” K ik B HL A HE A IS Y & 2 HEA] o
e BT 4 B DA S5 I DA iy 0 2 T M (R 50 B AR
SEBIE R RAS RS MEERG » 2  ET RS F BN A RE ALY -
RIS TEON T 52 R (Garca, 2008: 158-159) « 7

(=) HEMEM Sz %R
X& SHEEFEANYEBET AT &l T HEEMS
(autonomous concepts)’® 7 EHE » TR SHHHER] > Ti2E |

70 Eur. Court HR, Johnston and Others v. Ireland, 18 December 1986, §53, Series A
no. 112.

Ibid. at §52.

Eur. Court HR, Sigurdur A. Sigurjénsson v. Iceland, §§34-35.

Eur. Court HR, Juhnke v. Turkey, no. 52515/99, 13 May 2008.

Eur. Court HR, Glass v. the United Kingdom, no. 61827/00, 9 March 2004, ECHR
2004-11; Evans v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 6339/05, 10 April 2007, ECHR
2007-1.

75 1998 & 2 Botta % ¥ 5 i* & (Eur. Court HR, Botta v. Italy, 24 February 1998,
Reports 1998-1) -

B T p AdepEds | 0 %2 Letsas (2004) -

71
72
73
74

76
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SEFRRLLE 1 BREE &S LIk (DL NREREEE P1-166R) FriRfEZif &
PR — TR - HH RIS B EAER AL E M E
T T Rk R E LR > A0S o DABE SR AL AR 2
1N P1-1 16 T HTEY) ) (possessions/biens) » 7° J& T HMT(AI A
BE ARG S - B8 RIRRWERAY) > R0 T EREFT
HY) | (existing possessions/biens actuels) AR (Carss-Frisk, 2003:
19; Grgié, Mataga, Longar, & Vilfan, 2007: 7) - [:Fs8 T R EAA
V) ATREAHETANEDE T 2 T2 | (claim/créance) © F5RE SRR
WEDAFE T > HEHAYE P11 R T2 TIEEE ) (legitimate
expectation) © 80
FIL o AEFEER B R R R ZE ) > Bt S TR it X FR 55

R TRE LB A, 0 FTRE P RIRELEIERD - Rl
ki B EESN Y T TR | BE Y SRR
AR R B TIREEE o P AN AKUETERE S
1970 FARIRERY > 11 &2 a o MERSEN 1E & 2 5655 - QDB RS
B - Y HE S ORI IO A A SR T

7 ¥ & L (Pierre-Joseph Proudhon) @ #+ 2|12 p X2 5 L2 p4 AL (Prou-
dhon, 1841: 39-49) o TheA W Fi2 222 47 > TP A HALEEMRL F kT FE
B 2 5] (F &5 > 2006: 7) -

TS g AR IR R L BARAR B A 0 TR W 2R Y B -

7 Eur. Court HR, Gasus Dosier- und Fordertechnik GmbH v. the Netherlands, 23
February 1995, §53, Series A no. 306-B, p. 46.

8 Fur. Court HR, Pressos Compania Naviera S.A. and Others v. Belgium, 20 Novem-
ber 1995, Series A no. 332; Maurice v. France [GC], no. 11810/03, 21 June 2006,
§§63-64, ECHR 2006-IX.

81 Eur. Court HR, Lallement v. France, no. 46044/99, 11 April 2002, §24.

82 Ibid. at §21.

83 Eur. Court HR, Maurice v. France [GC], supra note 80, at §91.

8 Eur. Com. HR, Miiller v. Austria, no. 5849/72, 16 December 1974, D.R. 1, p. 46.
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LAY O AR AR - TR R BB 0 SR RIEE
TS » BEEMERT ) % M G2 i AR e
HIEESE o SR - (BRS  HAMNEE TEHEFTEY ) c RE R
ST ELERFIRAG TR IR - SIEBAA RIS (old age
pension) H AR T EMEMRRSE2ME ¥V WRKE P1-1 & - B
41 2004 4E(1 Kjartan Asmundsson v. Iceland Z > ¥ JKETTAEEET T
SRR - 9 T RIS AEHE R AR | Gk A
(R | - s AEE 100002 T (52 Re i BB fase - wfmE
AT - (EEREEBEEA ARG - BN AR £
By o HIEOKE S SR TE R > 2hR B B R 5 A B (R
2590FRREREAE » B IE A SR AREUERR R EL ] > B P11 16 -

Hothr HIREE EME o HS AR R A B
& eRFFRI I 8 IREE 1 TEHATIS 2 (AT - BN AREERT IR 1992
4 Niemietz v. Germany ZEH > $&AKIFEEENR . “home” » BRIEAFERR
“domicile” & » BRtIL M = EREITESE >~ “Wohnung” » &
NS R RET o BRI - TERT ) WA TIEHNE: - BB EITER L
M BE Y LSBT BT AR IR IR A

85 Eur. Court HR, Airey v. Ireland, supra note 30, at §41.

% Fur. Court HR, Antonakopoulos, Vortsela and Antonakopoulou v. Greece, no.
37098/97, 14 December 1999; Dimitrios Georgiadis v. Greece, no. 41209/98, 28
March 2000.

87 Eur. Court HR, Solodyuk v. Russia, no. 67099/01, 12 July 2005.

88 Eur. Court HR, Kjartan Asmundsson v. Iceland, no. 60669/00, 12 October 2004,
ECHR 2004-IX.

89 Eur. Court HR, Niemietz v. Germany, 16 December 1992, §§30-31, Series A no.
251-B. ki * 300 A F ek B A ! Eur. Court HR, Société Colas Est and

% Others v. France, no. 37971/97, 16 April 2002, §41, ECHR 2002-I11.

Eur. Court HR, Mentes and Others v. Turkey, 28 November 1997, §73, Report
1997-VIIL
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(£ o [ - Niemietz ZE7R2EEE A T B A B2 3730 46 B RAAHE |
R W 8 R (R L AE - AR TS RALE
(Marguénaud, 2006: 477) -

DL_F P8 e M R T~ — B IR R HLf R AR
MBS R E F SR RS Tk ft > Rk e - S -
{8 R PR 4y« JREN L > BOM AE ALY EFE EF ke S 2
SRR HERI SRR - PRILES 14 (RINSEA - 28T > L BHsE R EnE
TR BN AR AR E IS - BT AT B R L A QB RER 5K
RIE SR LRER] RIS 14 (6&1EFEAITE 2

SN B AR R R~ SALETIAE B chi 4

WIFAT R » BN AMEALTE 14 (R FARIEER] - (R E®
R MRS 2B - ]Sy EUEEE RIER TIE
EHE ) B QAT gk - B8 T B HAE
LA PR - RISRE R R IRER - 7 SR A ERA R
BESE FERIEAE » BON RS AR B T, = T, 2
FEBE LGSR (Gonzalez, 2002: 113) Z AR HERH » SEUITRIE -
MRS - R RIS 2 ERE AME AR B - SERIRIAES 14 54
B (Bossuyt, 1995: 477) = ** ST » o TR, 1A {ok L Y PR e
B SRR RS M B E 2 P EEE T RAR LY R
B 7 HE L RIS YR SRR e

I Eur. Court HR, Buckley v. the United Kingdom, 25 September 1996, §54, Reports

1996-1V.
92 Eur. Court HR, Niemietz v. Germany, §29.
> Eur. Court HR, Marckx v. Belgium, supra note 26, at §33.
9 See also: Ibid. at §72.
9 Eur. Court HR, Engel and Others v. the Netherlands, §46. & 18 — % 08 B>t Tt



F AR R R 2 A € B R4 659

FERGRR VAN 2082 14 (555 EE (Cour européenne des droits
de Phomme [Cour eur. dr. h.], 2011: 101) o« H21F4E R L EHIZER]
H 5 14 REIRE N RERAL S & - BVE R SR B &
LI 5 (Decaux, 1999: 106) HYREMEM - AYRE(E ST 2 KA S 37at
AR 2 5B EIRG B DR - E 2R - REREONEERTE
B> T HE3E | (frilosité) (Levinet, 2001: 2) -

BEMS S TPEEREONARERRIZ HFEE - HERS
IR R 14 % - S8 R BFFEE A\ B BRI R EN AR TR
NARFE 2R BRI ETE AR (Bossuyt, 1995: 486) - AL -
EGEFERIATEHRE RS NEESE R E A R0 R 2P B E
TEH 14 k- BN - B L SMEEEANE—JT5E K EER
FAEROT R > A (BIAIHERREE 14 %) » BUN ARE AR S A =2
B R R EEIE B PR (RS 14 %) - (BEEE L - )7
RN R EFEES 14 k- AR b B A ZE (4 - Bossuyt
(1995: 486) ZUZLIMVEE NI Z + Ho— » FRED AL PRIERE
FIZIRHIEATER AR = FEB R AN TREFNESZ
NEIPRIE o SSRGS » B —EIEN NS EE R - HiR
FEE A RE SR 2 B BT (0 Z R ER G ORI - I T
SFERIER - GIIROIR R - 7 St miE T ERABA

AR B A ES HE Y RS R Y R 2 Y 4E 5 4 F ¢ “without discrimination” ~
“sans distinction aucune” o F4h T JIpFE T % ¢ > TR LN EHE 2
“discrimination” 3 %> w3t @iE % 14 F2 £32 X u] #F:8 (Bossuyt, 1995: 476)°

O s i WA R ERE AR L RS R AR RS (B
6 i % 138):Eur. Court HR, Fogarty v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 37112/97, 21
November 2001, ECHR 2001-XI; Sabeh El Leil v. France [GC], no. 34869/05, 29
June 2011.

7 ww Wzt g+ R HL RS (Bur. Court HR, Wilson, National Union of
Journalists and Others v. the United Kingdom, nos. 30668/96; 30671/96; 30678/96,
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aEmEl” wHEg A B AEEH " BEEAS RAEES R
B BN ARE AL EESIS B ES 14 (RE S EEHES » A1fE
MR A B TTRERERES 3 R BFRE - ' A MR S )
I > ER#E (harassment) » {FEIIBEEDIAKTE 3 KB5S 8 (Rl
(Besson, 2012: 177-178) -

5 T RER U H S R R 2 - BT S [
PR 5 SRR A TR BRI WE RS
MR - B RS RS AEA ST BT EEE R
ANEFEE  HEREEN AR S TR - BERERE
NP EHEHER - IERE SR EER AN 555% ik
BIERLEE 14 R TLUEE » R RSREIREIR A Hh > 68 o Kb
FISRH S AN IR RRE 4 - RESHEFEIGHRT - BERZ®R
KEPER e - 0T s S BT AR - B BT R
O > QDR EEEIENE 14 B2 EE - FIasiERIsN

2 July 2002, ECHR 2002-V) : 2009 # it B 88 si1 ¢ & | f# 4 % & 2% 218 o
b R LB L EAR S GERRBEARRMEFRT 0 1 ERABARIIIRET
FIL A FLE A AIEFAT FPHF S 14 E4R% 11 £ : Eur. Court HR,
Danilenkov and Others v. Russia, no. 67336/01, 30 July 2009, ECHR 2009.
® g 2 fl% g B 1ex R (Bur. Court HR, Lombardi Vallauri v. Italy, no. 39128/05,
20 December 2009) ~ 44, B = = & # % # (Eur. Court HR, Vogt v. Germany, 26
September 1995, Series A no. 323) & # %212 ¥ (Eur. Court HR, Kudeshkina v.
Russia, no. 29492/05, 26 February 2009) & £ 3 p d % o
9 e E R A KEBRPRERFAFEP Y % (Eur. Court HR, Obst v. Germany, no.
425/03, 23 September 20105 Schiith v. Germany, no. 1620/03, 23 September 2010,
ECHR 2010) - 9}‘1;3\3?-}“ (2011: 209-213) -
® Eur. Com. HR, East African Asians v. the United Kingdom, nos. 4403/70-4419/70;
4422/70; 4423/70; 4434/70; 4443/70; 4476/70-4478/70; 4486/70; 4501/70;
4526/70-4530/70, 14 December 1973, DR 78, p. 5, at p. 62; Eur. Court HR,
Moldovan and Others v. Romania (No. 2), no. 41138/98, 12 July 2005, ECHR
2005-VIL.
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FFFilo Sl e - BT sEZRE R > DU RIETE (sexual
orientation) FyE:Z ZRIFFAE - FEEEATRERELEE 14 (REFE T 21
W AR SN E B ST RS 14 e mE e R
S S A AR RSP B M - (A R R B G 4 R 2 T B e 1
7% > BEJT N EEREFT I > B R LR o Pl R
AR HE R AT T ST (R, > % - 1

(—) 5 14 iz 3 EHEEER 1

EBZT  BONAREALIE 14 BB %G LITAIR - E
DRI - PR DR A R S S 2 25 2 KAE 2
2 55 14 [REEEAE  SORif s T RE R | (Wildhaber, 2001) -
BB AMEERTHIRSEE] - Fral TR JHeA T RuEk
B AEANEERAGEOER - ISR E R R T
EHEFIGRE BT - 55 14 IR0YSEA - HEDr Y TE MR
J#  (an autonomous meaning) o ' — L8 S S5 (ISP (16 2 ¥
T SEDUEE AR DL B R R GRS TS - R A AR R IR S B
BI85 2 BT R HASE G h =8 - 55 14 (BN MR TERRAY
GBS KFIE > (AT REF » MR P Bh% A E B R Rk
EEEYIREEY (within the ambit) « ' IERAE - T8 14 GREES
2 1 I PRI A A4 Ry s 25 vl 45 [ (e % T 1

10 Eur. Court HR, Van Kiick v. Germany, no. 35968/97, 12 June 2003, §§85, 90-92,

ECHR 2003-VIL

Eur. Court HR, Buckley v. the United Kingdom, supra note 91, at §§88-89; Chap-
man v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 27238/95, 18 January 2001, §129, ECHR
2001-1.

103 Eur. Court HR, Rasmussen v. Danmark, 28 November 1984, §29, Series A no. 87.

104 Ibid.; Eur. Court HR, Abdulaziz, Cabales and Balkandali v. the United Kingdom,

28 May 1985, §71, Series A no. 94.

102
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TER o NEEST T R EREE T - BEREET MR
HAIORER] » IR E R, 'O

HE b BEE SRR S FTR BRI A 8 16 INEER
HFH 2SR T > S 5 2003 £E1Y Karner v. Austria ' HI5E0&
£:% o BRI Marckx ZEIGTAMR - L EMEFE R 54 TR AE R
S HER] > HEE R M (B R S SR B - RS
ERE B RN E AN R E MR A B AR EATER S -
R A A ' BB TS BN AR S 1996 (£
g ' FIRE 8 RMATR R SRS A SR (B R 4 EEE 8
2B - TR A TFREFI B T EAT | N - A
BRG] - BRI 2 ALE P11 (IR - AIE (LR
RZALIE 8 REHERRE - ' FR 2000 R - SEEIE 2 A
DU B DL B B4R S A T B T IEA T - ASERE IR
NI 8 AR AAMREE B RG-S gh—
B N BT B T B AR (> B R AT B s 2 > Y BT IR R
ZHHEPER | AE S IR EEANSFRE - '

105 Eur. Court HR, Stec and Others v. the United Kingdom (dec.) [GC], nos. 65731/01;

65900/01, 6 July 2005, §40, ECHR 2005-X.
196 Eur. Court HR, Karner v. Austria, no. 40016/98, 24 July 2003, ECHR 2003-IX.
107

Ibid. at §15.

O LR g TR AR E AN B RN 0 2
Fhed F X B €2 # ¢ Eur. Com. HR, R66sli v. Germany, no. 28318/95, 15
May 1996, D.R. 85-B, p. 149.

109 Eur. Court HR, Marckx v. Belgium, supra note 26, at §§50-53.

1o Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], supra note 102, at §113.

i Eur. Court HR, O’Bourke v. the United Kingdom (dec.), no. 39022/97, 26 June
2001.

12 Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], §§99, 129.
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55 8 (6IE - A (R« B8 Karner 3827 5YRERRE | FIRSE( »
LIS 14 (2085 8 IREAILE - WA EBERT Tr#E%R
B BRI o BB 2 56 {5 1999 422 Larkos v.
Cyprus "7 [LZEEEE MEBRINATS B P BT S a5
EMHE Y HA B - §EAEEESEBINTGSEI—O AL
FEZET - ELUBMES B EREseE - ' K2 BONAES
A IR B SEEEUT L — R E5R - AR B A
ANEYFRERER] - K 3 H N AR BZEESGIVERE »
BB B A 5 T BE 8 S (AT BB AL M (Human Rights Committee
[CCPR], 1988) » Larkos ZE 4R EILLURZ 5 14 (RS 185 8 IR1E4S -
B TEE AR BN AT 2 B - B IS 8 (R ES -
% TEARBERES W TR REEREE 2 MNENEE
RE - ' R R W R B R R o B R
S BB R -

ERE 14 BN A iR R s R AR R A
& NRFEBEIFIN Y HIFE LUSELLE > 41 Van Raalte v. the
Netherlands Z&"'° 2 FEFRA T Fosth - IEZEHREE A PUCE] 2 B R0 R AL
(kinderbijslagwet) 7B A1 2 1 » B— A AEEIE T (e R 4515
IRRET 2 EE M o SR - SIS 5SS bl B ST ol
A R - ENGLBEALE P1-1 6 T AR GIE 5T

13 Eur. Court HR, Larkos v. Cyprus [GC], no. 29515/95, 18 February 1999, ECHR

1999-1.
3 #1584 (forced evictions) B &E‘,f 501966 #x5Aky 2% 11 23 A%
B R 1966 E 2Fp 2 F 12085 184 p 4 £F (CCPR, 1999; Com-
mittee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights [CESCR], 1997) -

13 Eur. Court HR, Larkos v. Cyprus [GC], §28.

"6 Eur. Court HR, Van Raalte v. the Netherlands, 21 February 1997, Report 1997-1.

114
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Bt > 14 R ABE AR SFESHE > MHEEBUY
RAEEHET - 40 Glor v. Switzerland 28 > ' Hiz5 N HWER %
ARECT% » AREIRE 1% AR B e oK - (IRNEDES
KRB E O B SRS R IMEEER SRR B a8
AL s 2 o HEE NHERIC A SN R o BION AR AR ak a8
R TRt 2 &IE - RIBIF AN BN AL M A AT > MEE 8 &
TN AR B 2 BKEZE 7GR E BRI REREARES - bt
REEREE NI E S (ERE - REMHERSEEHHEBEL  Taim L aF
AN FFELBIRE R - HEfEES 14 R X —X D #dE (Stavert, 2010:
141) -

A B

() AT THI W PN B R R s

At AR E RIS AR RIS SRR 2 F 2 - H A
BEPEHHAE » P REETEL - BONAMELLIEE & 2 TR
% —EHERNALZE =A% (drittwirkung) (Xenos, 2012:
42) EifEE/K %77 (indirect horizontal effect) (Arnardoéttir, 2003:
96) » TR B R FEARERHL & BRAE i DU S fA N 2 HEFIMZ & - ZRTER
IFERERE TS - A BB S B O ARE A GRS £ BON ARE AR
BER SO - BN RSB R ERET T RS ASR T ENFE i (affirmative
action) » '"* e IEFE B R T M AR LI - e T ERE 2 SR -
JESl#EMZE R " &9 | (reasonable accommodation) (de
Schutter, 2005b: 38) - RIAT&E H B MBI A " A A THHAH 2 R &
(unzumutbare Hirte) (Woehrling, 2008: 59-60) -

117
118

Eur. Court HR, Glor v. Switzerland, no. 13444/04, 30 April 2009, ECHR 2009.
B h 0 24 (2009b) -
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2000 4FEAGERES > Thlimmenos v. Greece 22 » 'V Bzt 32
A BT ESERE | BRI 14 (RARE M E R
(Arnardéttir, 2003: 101-105) - [FREEHE T BIFEXREEE H &>
sea b0 HEREAE I NE 228 ) DU T BRI RS B
G R T  RERE IR R AR ERE - A
FEHFHE NRACAZE RS A (Jehovah’s Witness) - 54 NIESE AL
i ABZHRI - W% Al R Hh A EUS EET AT B - BEREION ARELLY
BEA ORIEREZERE ~ TR R IRfEREREMNMER S " BAGUE
| (right to conscientious objection) » 2! H3% ATy F5E - FIEU
A TARR A S - SR &y T REMMALSE , 2 ABLEAME 4 A
2 FEHERER » DBHRIECH - BON AR AR - mIRA A& st AT
il - A REE R K2 WIFSEIETE R Egsthiz
HE - BIRRIA T & 5 2= SRR B - 8 5 B
FEFHISN - IEEERERE L2 A F%E -

ZREON AFE AR R ERTEN S i 2 1185 - RE LSS 12
TREE A S Bl S  o T RIS TE R R
[EIR B EERER I o NEUEE S ETETETER L iR T IR R R i
REBELERIET — I BURTT 2 WKL S J7 ZE ¥ e A B &
ERS A i LAZE R - M 2 B ety e S A BB RS O A TE HE
M2 TH o BRARNGIRIL, 2 K2 B TEE i s A

"9 Eur. Court HR, Thlimmenos v. Greece [GC], no. 34369/97, 6 April 2000, ECHR

2000-1V.

Ibid. at §44.

T A PRt 2011 ESEY - B EL B AERE K (REELEAF
M) FoAM TR KGR 9 EER LR s R ikZ ## ) Eur. Court
HR, Bayatyan v. Armenia [GC], no. 23459/03, 7 July 2011, ECHR 2011.

Eur. Court HR, Zdanoka v. Latvia [GC], no 58278/00, 16 March 2006, §112,

120
121

122
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bR T S B A TR b o Bt — R R e e T R
IR ZE B T BN o - 3B RIS AR e B 1 T 0 {5 (el
Bl » AR ERE AR BN T - ST 52 L R T BRI - SR e AR
B> M - NEEE EREONEE il asHE> - P

FEAD - BRHEENEE TS 0 5 14 I ERE S EITE TR )
FHE EPITEE TRETIES | IR A S S T R S
& AREERHANSER T m EAYZES (Martin, 1996; Radacic, 2008:
844) - W AMEFHBZE G YEE 1989 55 18 5= R (CCPR,
1989: §6) » iR RIBEE L By 1966 AR AFUALIES 26 IRFTELLL ; TR
BESERA 1990 4EAE T IE G R BB R RS » AR Y B 2 B
W7 7 ELAEHE (Moreau, 2002) o 7.7 » BION AR AR S R BRE >
PRSE—FEHIBE (Tobler, 2009: 16) « [EJ7HEX FY 2001 4EFm : &
T — 0 M TSR S 1) 7 R ol R 91 (B e » B
JERE S B ST S I - AR AR IR > arRE o
ol BRI HE E B A L 514 2005 4 Hoogendijk v.
the Netherlands 22 R 2B E - ' FHEEb B AR @20 248
S 2 11 R PRI 0 2 AR T TR S A L TR 4 (o R S A7
L S (RBMERRETZE) P UE BB wTE

ECHR 2006-1V.
123 Eur. Court HR, Andrle v. the Czech Republic, no. 6268/08, 17 February 2011, §56.
2% Eur. Court HR, Hugh Jordan v. the United Kingdom, no. 24746/94, 4 May 2001,
§154.
Eur. Court HR, Hoogendijk v. the Netherlands (dec.), no. 58641/00, 6 January
2005. 1 & » F|Fa » Hugh Jordan % ¥ i i 5V KEREH4RE 4 2 2c4 (Bragoi,
2008: 18) -
AAW £ FliE 5 1966 & 2pc2 9% 26 F g il ol A EasL g -
Human Rights Committee, Com. no. 218/1986, Vos v. the Netherlands, Dec. of 2
May 1989, UN Doc. CCPR/C/35/D/218/1986.

125

126



F AR R R 2 A € ) IR 667

AR » DU A A AR SRS > S A
HIs5 A0 2 255048 » IR T - EIRAER M52 248
% USRI - RTET  EHHARMRE T RIS
FE M, O CEERE - BIE D R MR B
B ML B A B B - WS EEEEE T HAE R
B A SR B R > =, - Y

2007 4F » KA FE D RTHERE IS A T A - TR BUR
R - FES A (Romas) EEFVFHRIE LR » HEIRE 1416
T BRRHET - WSS E N - 7 R R
PRAGEIES By BN AP AR DU R B 19 - T R > i -
HEAN - A ZEA RS AR B P 2 S R R 57 2 B 2
G P BN AL TS 14 (R0 20, -

2 - SRR T E 25 ZBONEE

B AN A4 2 S 4 B R A /R PR SRR R R TSP
FHE ) 2 o AREGITERTIL > B AEIIISHERACHEIER 2 P E 2
T o H—RER TR - IE/ERH A R R A BRIk - ATERDR
%14 REIEESES - [EEMAE LK ETEEY) (ratione materiae) HY
B > PR ER S A BN A BT AR Z REA R E - R
BZ 0% 14 FREVRERIFE > FERFECEN A EEEAFUSE
PER R B R HE 25 ~ EFE N L F R E YA PIRTEY
{65 - [FIF - LR EEEYEA - EREEEON " HLFEE ) (common

127
128

Eur. Court HR, Hoogendijk v. the Netherlands (dec.), pp. 21-22.
Eur. Court HR, D.H. and Others v. the Czech Republic [GC], no. 57325/00, 13
November 2007, §§155-157, ECHR 2007-1V.
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denominator)lzg TEEMEHTNE - BRREHEN=KEAZE -
H AT EASAME A BEAS A 17 R (- e e st e 14 RiER 2/ AZER -
FEAREIF R P BHFRL 1948 R AFEE S5 25 65F
VISR« T ANAREEZ R A AR BRI B FIEF] T
THVAETEAKEE - GIEEEY) - KFE -~ (2 - BRI GRS |
FEBEIRFE ~ o ~ RS ~ <TH - R SRERMAREZERIRYIE T
TERBRAERE I > AREEZMRIE ) - AIERE AR BOW ALY
EREREEEEE 14 Rt LAk REEEE 4 - B T EEEME, IEM
B o AEEAERIEE - QS RaEARN TN ¢ BOMAREE
Bes a1 sehl - E RS ILIHIRBIZR T 2 26 14 GREREAD T
1 b ST AR i B FE S A LU AR 2 PRI P 7 (]
I BOMN AREEBE 0% BBV EESEE 2R - SRR AE ?
EER - SRR IR ST - BON AR AR AR
TRAHSL K HEF AR B2 g R ERREEP R IEES -

- F 14EE R A gt b

WIHTHE Thlimmenos FEZEFTE R 255 14 & " Bugis% , > —H
EREFIFE TN R R EYR - AR BRI ATR AL K
RHE 14 FRHE 2 - sHEHERTS - 28 T R0 =
FFFLLEE 8 fREAES P1-1 R RefCFR - EETIRE T REAE 1415,
TBEEETFREEEEEYHEIE - 2004 F£1Y Sidabras and DZiautas
v. Lithuania % > °° TERIERMILITEES T2ETE ) BRI

T
=
T
=

129 Eur. Court HR, Engel and Others v. the Netherlands, supra note 94, at §82. k p&

FLEEF (011: 189-192) -
Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, nos. 55480/00; 59330/00, 27 July 2004,
ECHR 2004-VIIIL.

130
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{F = P B8 Niemietz ZFTRUEY TRSBRALE | 12 RECOH
NREERES REPEARE I DUER - DL "B 55 14 (RE TIFEZ
NIEARORIE o BHLEHM S - AZEEIEFRMER © BUNAELL
BRI A7 ) R (Marguénaud, 2006: 477) 2 85
rp R B R BN R S A AR - SSHEE IR R A BB
(Komitet gosudarstvennoy bezopasnosti [KGB]) & » R GFiNESHHE
Z B R ATLERF LR - AHERES Y SREBUN T EHEFZ &
TR S TS A Y SR E R E A E ) (Committee of
Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations)
ZRAY) > BORB A ELL— M AR S Ry - 1T FERL (I 2 28 FH EE B
Al e 2 LTI BOAR SRS A2 E IR - R M (AR AP
—RIIEEERE - “ReRE - GEMZE KGB Il - KNEHE
PEH » RESIBUGEAE - 2FES 2B - EEZ P SRR
FRFI - EEEDAFEAE -

B J7 [EIZABH 1 SRR R - BERT SRS S R R EOM i Y
TEFREBLAEERER] - FEEVINAT o EBION ARE A& T 40 b B Za R
VR > fESORTUE S HE ? AR E RIS AL Z A 0 B
TR R - AN EBREN RS LU EREEE
F o BN Niemietz 22251 » e J7 8 AL EEHRERIT S I E &
RiFEK  ESR TEE ) BIRES TS - BUNL e E= DA IE
BRI R O R THEEE ) BT IEEE, B EER
4 - BONARENGUE R RS TEHE TR, o P MAFESTR

131
132
133
134

<3 FFRG A £ 2 2 48T (Mantouvalou, 2005: 579) e

Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, §§30-32.

Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, §47.

Eur. Court HR, Thlimmenos v. Greece [GC], supra note 119, at §41.
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S HBEE NS TS AR - BIRIER » AP ESBILH
NEFERIPE ST T AT SR S iy U TR (4
ZEEST MRS A YRR MR R B E RS | I BRI R
TREHRLAHAES  BEMAEELASERE - K2 0 %
MR - BT EERETIES 8 R A BT A (LB — S
LIRS BT HEIGETHRAIEE » SRR RN - D 1EiE R
ZEHIHR [ - AIRE 2 R SR L B B S A B MR & L
%v#ﬁn4ﬁ§%o”“@ﬁm%’%ﬁﬁgg%ﬁ%’amﬁx
FINEEHALE 14 R2IEE 8 R ERBER 5 - FiB - &
A EEAWETEH » AR IR B 5 —(8 Gaygusuz v. Austria ZEH
JE7TJ (O’Connell, 2009: 217) -

ANZIEE RSB 14 (IR TR L wE A Ewﬂfm
EHAE R | BYEEE T 0 1996 £ Gaygusuz v. Austria ZE 2138 R E
SEIBERLES - BIEt - EEBUREE » B AR BECRALB N
T BhENE - IR SRR RGRIELE T - BEIT S - RN
ERE BN AR N BRI - AR
FEEMEE - AR ERUE AR o 5 s D EHHEE R EE TN
{7 5 REEE TS - BRI O ATE AR - BB B A ST
BRSO 152 45 2 B - BERRIEE o 78 Gaygusuz ZEFIRA
B R By SRIEREEA SIS By B o AT BUARE (Conseil d’Erar)

135 Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, §48.
136

P AFEFIEBFTAUNBEERALE Y A FAZREF $ 8 (Loucaides,
2004; Mularoni, 2004; Thomassen, 2004) °

# 4 Mantouvalou (2005: 579) #r3 : 2LH [TjpiFdcik = ;8 ) 978 o x > gt &
AL 18 5 #F00 R R 2 Rainys and Gasparavicius v. Lithuania (nos. 70665/01;
74345/01, 7 April 2005) #t4F @ °

138 Eur. Court HR, Gaygusuz v. Austria, 16 September 1996, Reports 1996-1V.

137
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A TS 0 7 57 B ARG R (UL < 2 5 Bi AR AE (Andriantsim-
bazovina, 2002: 124; Katz, 2010: 333) o 28 5 22 R o 2R 3E 5 1
& » {H RS 25 A AR 2 JEEAR -

HE 5 P11 REGEANIESE &G 2 BT
T - 2002 7 2003 R BN AHEES: AT S AT - A LUSD)
Gaygusuz 287 F- 103 - B4 » Wessels-Bergervoet v. the Netherlands
%" HREEHEM S (Ouderdomswer) Foi o B35 A2 Sk @2
ISR ER TAF - SR MEEERRGE T o M4 HBESE R EN
W TR ZBHEE A RS Ryt - FH < RIS R far e 2 1%
RFIRETHE - BERMUESZ A BB - I EME IR - NEIET
AP - fET R BUR BER 1 & e MR B R R AR . 1966 RN
BUAKT  FSCBIRIAE " AR R 4 A R A IS R A
1 BRAESRT  Fesn AR T DO RS T — R A R R A
& REOHE  IEEREFANS  AFHESEESHEE -
H > BIF Willis v. the United Kingdom % - "' B35 \ B EH T4
ZHRK > HU AR Ry 7 R 2 » 281 > fRSEE 1992 4
TLESE 2 Blm G - ERPRRE PR RIS - JRE R A
BECEAERTZ IR EA 28 ERS - K2 MR TR 1999
AL EEASNCER - PEEA R -

THE BN AR AR - S REBUR 58 » Btk &y i 46 1 2 #ig
i<t - JERRSE & 2wt - JEESE P1-1 (REREEYHRRZ - M

139 Eur. Court HR, Wessels-Bergervoet v. the Netherlands, no. 34462/97, 4 June 2002,

ECHR 2002-1V.

B #3126

Eur. Court HR, Willis v. the United Kingdom, no. 36042/97, 11 June 2002, ECHR
2002-1V.

140
141
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EEOF AR BRI R R E A S P11 6 AR SRS -
FIIDLECES B Moses SEE > R BRI © IS P1-1 BE w2
B R IRNENE SN HAe R 2 (A8 TR N ELE S -
RILRERE ik  E5R TFAEY o ' ARIIE » Wessels-Bergervoet
EPE IS DL Gaygusuz ZEJIEEHIE © BT sEIE )T 8 I RER
5 P1-1 (AR IR e T T s A iR gt
225 FEIRERANE - [ 7 I BASTRE 2000 Rz BisE 'S 2 2 R Rk
B8 SR ESTEAT M B R T 5 A RIS N B AR R B T A E 4040
(PR I - 55 14 RS 085 P11 (RERINAZE - BH Willis %2
BE TR B A RN BB - B AR R TR
2SN BT (DR EE SR AR A
HoeE » BB 14 (RS 085 P11 I8 B 2 lilfG -
IR E 2RI S b 2 I Rsh s » LB e 9 B >
RS ' BB A=A (Courtis, 2009: 387; Radacic, 2008:
847-848; Timmer, 2011: 707) -« ZFHEAIHE S TR B BFE
TR o PRI 5 A ESEMER] o B A MR R N B A
S LIE 14 (R e e e A T SE R B R TS R - 5
FFRR RIS EE P1-1 OB R B T o EE . B
Koua Poirrez v. France » ' H155 \ R yNEE SR A+ - RikEl \HE
A 0k B 0 AHS Y R S R B (allocation aux  adultes

Y2 1bid. at §§25, 47.
143

Eur. Court HR, Wessels-Bergervoet v. the Netherlands (dec.), no. 34462/97, 3 Oc-

tober 2000.

Y Willis g xS B WRRSAEE 20 e R30S R AR EF £
o

Eur. Court HR, Koua Poirrez v. France, no. 40892/98, 30 Septempber 2003,

ECHR 2003-X.

145
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handicapés) AR5 REFRFAEE » s RMEMEED REARETHR D
HipkElx 2 BR - REM FREZEFEE A - R EFEEEE
fe A 5 e B 1 o SR B - Y TR B AR (Cour de
casssation) tFlFy > 1966 FEABUALIEE 26 BRIl A2 EIZE IR (F oA
PR RS - R ERER 1998 SFEHUHEERS > Y I
REUNHLEREANZEGFEC » SR EREEMER G FEUN L&
FHEE 12 (£ 4 HEHAE (Comité européen des droits sociaux
[CEDS], 2000: 279) = fi )88 gl [ thig R EL - DR 1992 4F
—HEONE B G RZ B GBI EE A HBERR - R
A I EGEESE P1-1 B FE - B Z ey BRI S A SR -
MNEIR E L HUE 2 A5 48 - ForazBlR Ert g EREe AR DR
GIFH - ZHEH D ECP IR REFTEESEES P1-1 REH4HE -
PRI (WIFEDR R IB AR > BOE TR LA R 5 B PN B A TRt 3
PLPIFEFRAZET - FPEEEME - EREONAREEEAIERER
2005 fEZH " 2006 FEEH > Stec and Others v. the United
Kingdom %€ » 'V #GNE T IRE - IEFEHFHANE YR TH > 24
7 T A ZEZEERL | (reduced earning allowance) » —IEZEEREUR B
1990 e X HUH =~ FEGE GG - \EEIHHRT - R IR B L
SRRHRE (retirement allowance) - HIEE A SR M » RITLE] S 4

146 CJEC, Koua Poirrez v. Caisse d’allocations familiales, Case C-206/91, 1992 ECR
[-6685. % Pri¥fp2 millliz WiRMABLI 2 A RE > A F A2 R G FlpE
FEF R o

Loi n° 98-349 du 11 mai 1998 relative a Pentrée et au séjour des étrangers en
France et au droit d’asile, JORF n° 109 du 12 mai 1998, p. 7087.

Eur. Court HR, Stec and Others v. the United Kingdom (dec.) [GC], supra note
10S.

Eur. Court HR, Stec and Others v. the United Kingdom [GC], nos. 65731/01;
65900/01, 14 April 2006, §§63-65, ECHR 2006-VI.

147

148

149
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ROREE AL TR By B OREME R S A 4 S MR AE [E R I
F o EAE EEEREEE R W ARERS - R P1-1
RN Z B o SERIEURFRIFR S S - FaRSE P1-1 iR ATl
Y fERAIRSE GG (T - HE A LFHEA B AR F s A
FHRAVE R EGE T ZER  HI  BEEL Gaygusuz ZEE
FIRABIEETE

KIEREZ ZHBGE » NEFHAIESR SR E— P PIRRAIRT - -
DA T8 Rz TIRKEEMSET » 2 FRAEMR AR E 47
GRTER  #ifh TIEEE R R - B 2 AR RN BG5S
BB BCRINZENE - BE)i 0 B g Kb )7 AR B - &
RSB EBRA TG - &2 — » Th4# Gaygusuz FEi% > &
LG | B BRI TR > FIEZ = BN PL-1 R N2 TR
7E ) B 6 (REE 1 THZ TWHE o TR BB ? ferifE 1993
FERIHRSIT > 0 BRITEH ISR 5 6 RE 1 EEAE
AR AN ST Z Rl 224y - M #E ARt g R (social
insurance) » ELIEIEFIRLE) (welfare assistance) o !

Be 07 BT oK B A B N BE 2 R EE S - ek — 2B A
YN BRSNS 2 FR AL R o M2 PREE 5 [ - SR A =
Bt Hoffmann JEE 7 FLAFIETERHSE @ JEI(t 4GB EFRH 2
i BIGERFHEFTE R - ™ B0 BoREON AHEA LB {EE -
% P1-1 {2k - WZHBESE R R A IR A S E R

150 Bur. Court HR, Salesi v. Italy, 23 February 1993, Series A no. 257-A; Zgraggen v.

Switzerland, 24 June 1993, Series A no. 263.
151 Eur. Court HR, Stec and Others v. the United Kingdom (dec.) [GC], §48.
52 1bid. at §21. See also: R. v. Secretary of State for Work and Pensions, ex parte Car-
son and R. v. Secretary of State for Work and Pensions, exparte Reynolds (2005)

UKHL 37.
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FistbE BRI TS e R miEsmEE, oY B
1?4 HIARBOR TR F Bl i E R & 5 RIS T S BRI
BEE SR RANITERSGHTEEERESZEES » MBBAH
PR % - S E » WS e MRS A DR R B
A TR G2 28 A 1T TR N2 AE1F R - 5k T B
B R EE - R - BN SR A R S R > (R A g
Y8 RIAE P1-1 BRI T ES R R, 4549
Fhit e GRS A A - i T — EEREE AR TR
HEHIRE - BZEDIFF &AL 14 iE > s>, ™

Stec ZEREFHHAGER » T SBONE R BRI T B i 17
8 BIMER B LA DI BTER LSS - SRk
B s RSN R SR PR as it - R - PEPE 58
Borrego Borrego =Bt # HIFE N 2 175 E) 8 R » sEFeRii T LR
I E R ol AR 2 e —20E (Gomez Heredero, 2008: 203) : 227
WEENRRE AL TIFREER - AE P11 (REE AR E
HE - AR R 58 LUBSES T FAY) | (Borrego Borrego, 2006) » 22 »
2010 fEATRIEIERAACERESE 1D S BB TR ST HIS 3FF » AATBIE] Stec
T ESE 2 HE o BT P e ¢ THIES 1 SEE S
55 1 R R HIG B HE S 2 R BOR MRS - — B4R A
HE 2B T &1 - SR HEIE S 2 A DA 9B S R i
20 ETENER By LR YT A R 2 - TR AR IR AT S

153 Eur. Court HR, Stec and Others v. the United Kingdom (dec.) [GC], §49.

B Ibid. at §55.

155 Eur. Court HR, Carson and Others v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 42184/05, 16
March 2010, ECHR 2010; Serife Yigit v. Turkey [GC], no. 3976/05, 2 November
2010.
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HEEFRIENG 1 SekeEs 1 wamaE, -

M E AR T - B E AR P1-1 (REAES 14 2
HE - 5B 8 RREHFAZ EREEYIT » 565 14 RS ST L
A o BT BV R R RS - HRGEIETT TEE ) REZ
TS AEAAEERS Y HEEL S Y SR EM W
BEbRZ tm EHE » BRI N R T2 R A 2 SRR - &R A
HEZE SIS 14 RS HAEE 8 ik  Hrp Weller v. Hungary € » {54
HHRIAEFEF] S (maternity benefit) Fak - HZimafRANERE - H
REEAEE 2B S BERFEAEL - BEAES - R NEEEA
HHEE NAABIFEAE S - HFERER AR A Z BB EsE - A
AT LIFNAHEEN - g N FEREAAN 42 B~ &
Prezas 18 » ERAKIE 14 (RS2 8 fk - WEBUNETE - &85
faAl 5 E ORISR S R - JRAERE Z 4G B R BIINRM -
HERRYINFE AR TS Ry i/ Vel T EEAIEEAH , (marriages of convenience)
ZHE - BN EEN AR RER - BIT50R  IREBEZ
I EASOIE  H BRI A 2 RE - ARMS L E B EE
PR AL - SSEB A TN S - EFEARAEERE RS
] (residence permit) » BEZEUSZEZFA] (settlement permit) » 3fi £
BRIEE R AR 26 - W H > AR REEEARFE AL RINEZ T
20 MREES B RZ 0 » &6 b 0 e D7 Eedd &R A SR HERR T 2 2R
ARG EE - R PR rrE A ARG eR It -

156 € %>t 1 Carson, §64; Serife Yigit, §56; Stec (dec.), §54
157

doke b g E X Fv i B2 AL € %' (Bur. Court HR, P.B. and |.S. v. Austria,
no. 18984/02, 22 July 2010) »

doFT A A fge? E R N % 7gei2 b 1) (Eur. Court HR, Fawsie v. Greece, no.
40080/07, 28 October 2010) »

Eur. Court HR, Weller v. Hungary, no. 44399/05, 31 March 2009.

158
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PrEE eietriEsl - BRIt & 2 H L FN D K R B
FEBIR S BN 406 2 P - Weller 28 2 MR85 73 72 BllFr i - R
JEGHEFBY - 1998 4FHY Petrovic v. Austria %' FyltbBIRL—437
& o BIME AR EE SN A B B EE AN 25K Petrovic 2827 2 BB
EHARE R © BONAMEEFAEABEANNBEER T 2 g
PEAZ%s (Priso Essawe, 1998: 723) « ARZEHGHE ARy B M > FTFE
PRI S B R R Ll 5, AR 2 T - REHEE HE
REARSR - PRI B 5 SR AR E DLEER R 52 - IR S5 - e 5 e -
REERMGZ 2 RIRF 8 2 P DLVA GRS R » T RBUR HE DL B 22
BERT > WREATE G ERE  ZHZLE 14 R2R
58 REH Y o MR EEGALIBARERNEE » WHEHE
R IEZ B TSR HAHE I AT ENTE - RNl HRSE
HEE 1980 FAURT - BUMNET &5 B2 AH R E A S & 1E K B i
AL - BIENEEE N2 1990 40K » BEIRERZ > il
RIEL&% FE DA R e VR Rt Ry bl BE4EE50 -

2012 FHEE MR KIERESH] > Konstantin Markin v. Russia» !
AT EHE )T E S Petrovic ZEGE R B 2 BHRERIE - FIIFEL EHIEE
PRGMEIE S T - SRR RE R - ' SR BRZIR M 2 T
BHRBIONIEE, - a5 AMRBHESCRE A - R R R R T
B FHELE R MEEC—RERE AR - FESEEE
PRANER: > Ho— (R 55 AN FFIRISE - BT toREY » BN AL %

160
161

Eur. Court HR, Petrovic v. Austria, 27 March 1998, Reports 1998-11.

Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC], no. 30078/06, 22 March 2012,
ECHR 2012.

Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia (referral to the GC), no. 30078/06, 7
October 2010.
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|5 A PRSI — R - K2 kbR T st 7
W E M I R e 'Y EBRBISME R AR F S DU
IR A T TEA AR FEASE - (97 TASSNEAER A T DL
EES G | 2B S E O I - '
G BB R I B RIRRHRIEE » R 28 8 BBy
R B —RIGE R IIETER I o 55 14 T ERIEE Y Bl A
B PREER B EEER - K& T REE Ll v
NZEH Petrovic ZERTINEIA e ¢ B BBIRZ 2 MELCMEE
OB S E R VR AR ER O B AR R S TR B EAE
B BEAIE - B WA RS SR B R E S
AT RE SRR (] S5 82 - Sl - BB DL 8 B - AORRE
DL 16 th 1 s ' FHUERES 14 (R HB5E 8 (B 555 -

HEZER = it H S AR R R IR - ZentEE S
RFFREEERLE ' BEMETRRE RS o 1
B EANGTE 14 (R TEREY T RO | B kiTs ik
B ERRE AREE B LRSS o TRk ZE R I € 2 D 2 B A

163 Bur. Court HR, Lustig-Prean and Beckett v. the United Kingdom, nos. 31417/96;

32377/96; Smith and Grady v. the United Kingdom, nos. 33985/96; 33986/96, 27
September 1999, ECHR 1999-VIL.
164 Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC], §137.
9 A %je- £ $8 % p 2 25 4 Dragoljub Popovic i § (Popovié, 2012) » # i
FHREFAE AWHAE Y- e g A find 2 TR L3
WRRA W BRFEIrEEA I A TR DAL TEBE AR
ooty TER, I TR
AEARERFAE AN DY o TRI L FTRED G FY G EEEk
ZTBEBE-RAINF 37 ES 13 cRZ 2 nfIF R FHsid
A 11425 55 % (strike out) ; Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC],
§§87-92
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PHEEEHREME T BRI YR L ERAY
(Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination
against Women) 55 5 ~ 16 ff& ~ 2010 FI¥frim LI HEZ A G
(Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women) ¥f
RBIBUT &~ S R~ B TARRRES 111+ 156 ~ 165 54T
FHRRFRSC ~ BUNH S EESS 27 % - MHRAECONE EEWoA S 4 ~ BR
SRR RARBIIES ~ h1E 33 (BB AR A4 4] >
WELEMEELE - 0 BIRSARS - NELASLES - LA SR
Be )7 X AR ZE IR L SR BE M A o7 T AR RE i sefl - REE -
514 R E BRI B - K2 Rlifa G5
R - BRI RRCE RS Y E E T AR B 2 R e B
HHZER  HHEEA O 2 B - UH > — EEEER]
RSB > 56 14 (RECRER/ T - 2EMEN AR EL

17 X% wgp- 252 (the third party) LB » 91 p v FIPFIIE A 8 4 20 o

(Centrum voor Mensenrechten, Universiteit Gent) » H ;2 & 3% it 2 4+ u] L
(gender identity) 3 #k#_ (Konstantin Markin [GC], §§119-123) o pt jrikPe g 2 14
o A T2EMBAT HREE SRR A v e ko2 H
Gt & 2 EY T g it hy o T HAERPFEIFRENES 2
% A it (Belleau, 2001: 1) »

Convention No. 111 concerning Discrimination in Respect of Employment and
Occupation, 25/06/1958 (in force: 15/06/1960); Convention No. 156 concerning
Equal Opportunities and Equal Treatment for Men and Women Workers: Workers
with Family Responsibilities, 23/06/1981 (in force: 11/08/1983); Convention No.
165 concerning Social Security for Seafarers (Revised), 09/10/1987 (in force:
02/07/1992).

CJEU, Joseph Griesmar v. Ministre de I’Economie, des Finances et de I'Industrie et

168

169

Ministre de la Fonction publique, de la Réforme de I’Etat et de la Décentralisation,
Case C-366/99, 2001 ECR 1-09383; Pedro Manuel Roca Alvarez v. Sesa Start Es-
paiia ETT SA, Case C-104/09, 2010 ECR 1-08661.

170 Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC], §§49-75.
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FHREMGRRE - B 25 [ BIZ B EEie ft 2 1t g Ze e - 1R FIHIE -
BRIRE SRS EALFRA SR > UPEAHREEGESE 14 k2
%S 8 55 P1-1 iRz 23Rl - ZAHSR R 2

BN BUE -2 S N

BIOM AREERE 2 AL AT REFI G 2 28 - 3 E A AREET - T EHR
SR EAEIPR A SR - 205 [ O RR B B A e 2 =B - — AT
= Hglutr —fEIRE AR E - IS BRI R e o BUNA
A @M b S — I B E R - BB — BRI AFERSY - B &P
AR R EE R B 2 BIPR A TR E BT - BIT SR 2 BIRE
E#F ¥ (Cohen-Jonathan & Flauss, 2005: 677-679) » 41 Konstantin
Markin 28508 B iw 20 R 22 B & IR 5 ME R 2R Fa e s e
ZEBE A EFURAT T DU R B 2 B R 14 (47 e A B
HIFAE H BARESS S o B30 Sidabras and DZiautas 25 > FEEE555 T
B AR E R SR A PSRRI AE
e

i & I E SRR ARG Demir and Baykara 352 7%+ BRI & B
Tt A 2 #RiED - IRATREMERE )75 R BIOMN L3R e P B > (58 - 13
2 RO AR NI BB & 2 A S B fGET (Flauss, 2009:
872) - LE S| mBEEE » BONARER B R HEBUN T &&= &
HEB R R TaiiG, 7 TRES BN
ey S 58 (Renucci & Birsan, 2007: 410) » §F&YEIEHA T #7052
AHCAEGRREIR | 28515 » BEUN AR EBE 5 40 S B A
biz AR - 2MatES 12 e & 2SI BE DT

171 L. o o N N .
peeri) Tk Bt & % Choderlos de Laclos ¥ % i 3 ] 3 Les liaisons

dangereuses (% T = T ) 2 1AL o
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TRZ— - #HE  HAEONAEEER R " &y, mEoH -
LA REF O PRI DA B RS ~ SN i R S (R e - A
IR & QI E EI0ANE R - BON A At R R 2 E EEEEN
A ANEHREEZEVEFER] - B2 FEALFAT (Renucci & Birsan,
2007: 410) -

AR B IEER BRI B - 1T Konstantin Markin ZE[EERS [ 2I0EK HE
ERN B EEA R BRI - IN5asE 14 frirkErLE
MEZ B8] - RTABRATE » RORRESR S EFIRAT R - ARG @
4 Demir and Baykara ZE 2 #{LH] » ;R F &% (Hervieu, 2012) - M4 5H|
BUAIEMERE 23] DR (ks - Nl - AEE 14 (R E RIS
HTh - #j%E Pinto de Albuquerque (2012: 51-52) JX'E 5k Konstantin
Markin ZZ32 0 BUNAREEBDEHAYE 14 RirfEtt g 2 4
T AR - BIED SR s i AR B s i e #lE - 48
R BEEHARER Rl - FREION A RE ALY T WS B 2 ST BRIt - TR
A RROE BN A A EERRBERE S " FEHGH , 2 H%
TH - RKEEEREFGIRE IETAER . " EHE, > 56 14 %
HEA TREEmME ) M - BONAREER SRS TEER] -
o ZfHZE - BN KPP - R BSOS & T E N T T
PriErtb %€ (Delzangles, 2009: 292-302) - LR HIE 2 & JES
14 Rz BA] > ZARFER GO "3 He ) - AT A R EEEE > - T
B -

i FiifE S.H. and Others 25 RIEREFREHERN D EHIA—5
BEF A DARZREEE 14 RI0A T fEke ) 2R - B E B [E R E S 8
TPREGE - WA 14 05 - SEERZIEAKHERE - B 14 R IERHE
EBIZFF o B 14 RELBEIRIRE —E Zstierity - REIRE 2
Rl TREGE ) RO AIER o ORI S - DEE
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SeARH  AHENAE B 2 A A R S R M - BER
BUE(A R B ISR S BIEHE > IEE Y - 55 14 R BRMERVE AL
BRSBTS REG 2 EE M - AIEES NG
PRAE TR TR s T AR o YRR i A
sk -~ 48 T AETEE | 2ERENE - (RIS - IR
EfE - THPTIE A TR A IE R SRz 2 AR M S HocpE gy
P 2 N DA TR MR A T AR TR M - TR (E O R IRk
me—E TR ¢ BB 2 S R IEE BT S » IR
FEY o B0 FAE A T A TR 2 0T G IRAB B E R » SR ARk
FRAWEF 2 28 - 7 SRR T2 7 s A 2 2 R
B YRR E BB — B R (SRR T A T %2
RATFAEEA » IRIERS) - RBLUESE I » EESFY ; IS4
B2 REths - 7
SEEFEES 14 B2 THBEHAE ) TE o 4IRS REGH

B DL S b 2 SRR BT - SAEEE Steiner (2010: 23-24)
SEER SR EE R E e - SRS R R - B
VLA NE R AR L S TRV AR o RS EEE LUk AR
FEE » BN EPGREIEE - I SRR R AOERE RGN « S FEERE 14
GRSHE5 8 16 A EIEEEZE S 8 16 - AOEREANATAH
K SRR REEEERE T 2Egm R DB 8 BEIIIA
R NIFER T e - BB SRR RS 2 EH TR

172 Eur. Court HR, S.H. and Others v. Austria (referral to the GC), no. 57813/00, 1

April 2010, §§70-85.

Ibid. at §§86-94.

BrAlgE2me s 4 T L2 0% (conventionality) 22 % & > A %W &40
4k et B 1326~ A ek d g 1124 o

173
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FrtgrrnE | o bE REGRZER o LhAIRAIEET - i
WAHE "HE ) B TR AT AESERRNE T2 T2 =5
il o MR R IRREHS R EE MR - 08 - RAER R
Rt TREME AmER ) BT 2PN ATAEREE 2
FERI 252 - BETLAE SRR A LA B -7 K
VERENG IR IR B BB RkaE R E T B P AR SRR E R
o 2RI - AR5 8 (556 2 IHEFEM T » s EEELERZ A
figg » BB ARG ET AR o 4% - RUEREDL 13 th 4 SRR
BERET - TG EIE T R -
FHELE AT — 24 - B B BRI AT RE DT A2 2 B 75
FFEARFHRET - CHEDIFESH )T A A B > 55 14 K
PP EES B ? gL - DERIEE RS BIRTEE EIR
a] &5 - §its Chapman v. the United Kingdom B] 5522 5 FFHHLH]
2= ZWH (Akermark, 2002; Durousseau, 2003; Kovac, 2005;
Niner, 2004) - FigE N\ BLERGERA B E &g - — Rl R )E
5 SAIERERE - FLURBZLET K tliREEE T HEE
HiRfTHuE % - B[ HHEEE 2 & ISsT o] - (488 - HIEE i
fILATHEE " 47 | (green belt) TIZEIRBAZE » $8 FIRERAE AR H AT
I & ] G - TR SRR o ARERHHAEY - BT E R
BB 24 307 U L 7 i B T R R B TR - R A
ENIEERE R - T ALIERSESIT > Chapman ZAGIEE R
L N EFEREZ - il > 1996 452 Sy RE RS BIERETL - A&IEE 8

175 Eur. Court HR, S.H. and Others v. Austria [GC], §104.

176 Ibid. at §119.
177 Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], supra note 102, at
§§49-53.



684 WEAE

B EE R e T DB T R 2 s
R > AIZEARZEITEAREREEW (van Bossuyt, 2007: 5)

BOMB E & 1995 F/ VIR IREMEZ ALY (Framework
Convention for the Protection of National Minorities) § 1998 4
MG AR TL LA - FiT#E Thlimmenos ZE7RA 2000 FERETLEOM AFEL
K56 14 (R TERIESE " RNl REE ) 5 " alimE , - 15
WRIERIEESAE T A FREERE R > 3EFERAKIE 14
{20 8 1R (Akermark, 2002: §)  {ER - KOS (E HEGIRTHE
1996 ForREdEH T Ml - LAY 8 RBILVIA « KIEE—JTHK
o RGN gL E B ST - mEAIgE TR, -
DRI B it R iR . - BERER 8 iR N2 H1H « H - K&
FEHER - BN RIEZ 5585 0 BIRERIA N REFREESTE
TR - BB 8 iR N MRS - AAEEERIRTR - BlfEE
A2 DUE IS B PE BEON CRIEIEEETT = - A4U5E 8 R R 2R ¥
BRI EA G ECRREERT, -7 BN AR LR
BRI P B RO B R 2 B - KRR B E S B L L
(& ZE T HEEE » W B KIS 8 RIEA PR (8 N & (AR 5 S fR
G THE AR A RIZE Y o 0 ERE 14 1 RIEREREIN SRR
FAFHFE N2 NGB - ZMERFREETR - &5 8 fREL - 2F
TR A R BB H A3 2 58 -

H B SE AL AEA 2 MEZR - AN EESEE Chapman Z2 2 1% HIBIOMN AFEL
e » FERREGERS 14 FRATEEIZEAAH R RE (Kovdc, 2005:

178
179
180

Eur. Court HR, Buckley v. the United Kingdom, supra note 91, at §54.
Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], §98.
Ibid. at §113.
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15-17) » VERBEHE RS AR - * K2 o SIS
BION AAEEBE L AR AN E s Larkos B Karner ZE—f% » 2EJY LA
B BEABERSE 8 5 - EEMEE FAA T HIS R BRI T E
14 25 P1-1 R, ZEEF I - BN G QB EN 28
G RZR T - MEETTIER - (88 B TRl - Br
WRLRIEZ BN » BE LA e T & AFEFEEEE ) FERR T
TEFE 2 S RF &R (Rt. Hon. The Baroness Hale of Richmond,
2011: 17) - 2004 4E(1J Connors v. the United Kingdom » '** [5] By %
e EMEERNE > AFRAIENE BIUE HE R E S A
B Z N FHRRFP R BB ToRGISERE - B A& AR » 788
R S [ SR 5 | B A e X R AR P R » 2 B TEAN LR B AL -
HEANKIE 8 R T EHEFTEA 2 BE - H[E 5T 2008 F—1
FEE T FEEEREEHIEHEE - BEE—DEE - )i
d o TRMEARS > HAKEGT  ERERENEEZ—, o
FINZE  ANRME R REREE 2 B OERER > DS 8 (RIRERE)
FEET - biiIHEREREE T EE B ) BABUNARAL
INABHESE 8 Rk " JEEfE | tERATEMmEETS - SR > I DAAES T
KGR LRI | & REANEBEBUT T8 ) REERREZ
T ?

B 14 RS HDE Ry VEIRIGETTH/ N FHUEL o &4 R > 7
REGEFARLER THEH - i " ARBIHEE, - 55 P1-1 fRELEE 8 {i&

181 Eur. Court HR, D.H. and Others v. the Czech Republic [GC), supra note 128;

Orsus and Others v. Croatia [GC], no. 15766/03, 16 March 2010, ECHR 2010.
Eur. Court HR, Connors v. the United Kingdom, no. 66746/01, 27 May 2004.

Eur. Court HR, McCann v. the United Kingdom, no. 19009/04, 13 May 2008, §50,
ECHR 2008.

182
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FLE NP 2t S A T LR ERE R R AR AR B R A R R BN 25
[ R Z& %iﬁ?’*fﬁIJ]Tﬁ%Z#Jzﬁlf‘ﬁﬁJE‘%Wl/i[ﬁmﬁﬁbﬁgI
- BON AR AR DTSRI £ 2 B 14 & - mi1E > IS 14 %

ZHEHEIERES] - E2EFREAE P12-1 5&EF > a0 Gérard
Gonzalez (2002: 113) ZfZFHM » A AR JF RIJTREE 2 H OrfE MR A
BHLSZ RN 2 S5 RER <2 25 HE - Z5 A AT R SR A B 2 S5 1 52 B T
BAMAUS G - 2B OE T BWA LR R - — B
e \JHGE = %5 (human immunodeficiency virus; HIV) 2~ 57
B AR s AR T LEE S BYEIA T (Rt Hon. The Baroness
Hale of Richmond, 2011: 16-17) > {xEE mEEE R miE o BUMN AfEE
Be [5) = BE B BUR 2 HET - e ARG TE A 2R RERE=
ZAEamEbE - R SEEBUT A BRI R A RENS - CimEs
zg% P RCERERE SRR 2 Jo Bl AAKIES 3 B
WEE Ryt FR BT E 8 Ik - (P AR AR A B - P AR RE B 5
BRI ik -

AT ALNERSTEE » 2011 4B Stummer v. Austria'> (E75 1
—f * A APRARFIEARI B R T - SIAHEZ 2R A 0 (I
M NS IR INERS £ ? BEBUNIVERIERTE © RF2ER5
BEATEN - S TR - ABRNE KRBt EZeR
RG22 SRR ORI « F R F AR B 2 155 8 » HIFRIREE
ERAER MR — M2 B 0 AR AR s S SRR F R 2%
BIIFRERATIOE T - S TR o AR Bt g ek
for o KEELEGR LI N EDE - BEIRIR DEL - BEIRGE R L BIEHLIBIED

184 Eur. Court HR, N. v. the United Kingdom [GC], no. 26565/05, 27 May 2008,

§§48-49, ECHR 2008.
85 Eur. Court HR, Stummer v. Austria [GC], no. 37452/02, 2 July 2011.
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B NG A & Orbs - MEE DB Z A A B IRE - BRI LT
S/ DBER T S AL AR RS 2 E RS BRI ] - 0 By
B2 TR B TAHTHE Thlimmenos %€ T R ol TEE > Rk a1V
SREZIRHE 5 AR TFIHARS % 1960 ZE 1990 R[4 5522 NEBLEE
R > 0 B N B A AR FEL TSN - WIERA
AN 2 L o AL, 10 bE 7 @B HE NG 14 (R385
P1-1 {6 - FHIBM GRS © BigUa 2 T3 - ' FREER
ZEONEBERE A EE RSP EE R R RN GE N BT
BRI DA R A NEIRTE S AW RTE G &8 e R -
MEANE R B E B ERER - EHENEHAE RGNS T
% > Rk "SR EHBRKREZERN  GEBERFEARZ TS
4EBIA—R4y | (Tulkens et al., 2011: §12) -

Bi% > BIEON AMEAKIEE 14 REES T8 E o AL R
WEZ i SR B R SN ER R EE T — R E A
ZAEEME  MIEEKREE EFHREZFE - BONAMEARER 1998
1Y Botta v. Italy 2" FI3R DI K, 2002 G5k Nitecki v. Poland Z£"°
ZAZHRER BRI Z 11 » 25U FPRE#fE - FAMARMES
KIKA SR E(E IR ETE) 2 M BEE i » Botta ZEHIEE NEEfE
Z R ERAIR T LUE I > R EiREAE 14 G285 8 % -
DR ABEAS R Bt g A2V IR 22 5 B T 2 PR < 28T » BIHERREE RS
MR Z AR E Fak > Pi 7 B REE R B A KSR 8 RS E A H

186
187

Ibid. at §60.
Ibid. at §88.
188 . .
Ibid. at §110.
189 Eur. Court HR, Botta v. Italy, supra note 75.

190 Eur. Court HR, Nitecki v. Poland (dec.), no. 65653/01, 21 mars 2002.



688 ®WEAE

i NERBLTAE Z ML ERIREIETE T Nitecki ZZHE NBAZ
REE PR > Al BB IR Z ST 3098 E A - EIRALY
%2 RS 14 R2IREE 8 (RZIRIE > ORISR 28R M H B FE
H o BEZELAA SZEIEE (RS -

=

BOM AL TikbE b, o P BRI RS R ¢ HEE—
ik LIS AL R YE (RIS AR 75 - G4
FEWE ST AT B S - BOM AMES RN B 2R R Bl RE 2 R 4 49 R fy
% > WIMEHAH A AR & RS H] - 340 Burgorgue-Larsen
(2012: 143) #g 2 B > IH SRR EAREALS T B3,
BN A NES £ 58 AR RE B (BG40 Demir and Baykara By 8= 5
RERSHER » BEAERENIMEN & ITES) - RHMEER
H B SR e e R & - SRR TN ARERT
Btk o TESE o BT ARSI e o R
GSTRRYREN T BA ) 5 14 REER AR EESE AT
BB R 2 NGB REFIGER - B HE T SRR 5 2 2 e
TR AE ALY T 2 AT I

14 IR AGIEE SR EE N T A RN
IHEAGT THER AR B - IR EER] - ZR7 » R
HIE SR BT B » FE R EE T - AL 14 B/ —Hs >
T H A SR BRI U S B R R S R

P! # % Akermark # * van Dijk & van Hoof (1998: 729-730) # it épe s » 45 41 %

AR RSTEGH A RS K TAL € ek H ) (battlefield of the socialisation)
(Akermark, 2002: 21) -
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FRFEFEL R G A 2 1 - iSRS RERIBE R T892 | HENE
RESE - /0 TERON ANREEBERE N 206 F sl B BET E VS
b FEU Thlimmenos ZEHY BRIHUIE ~ Karner ZEFN[E RS ~ Van
Raalte ZHFHFLEEHS ~ Glor ZEAVILEMGIE - 55 14 (R nsThi i1E
FEe ABERFHRAVAHE § - T REFRE AR 2R - B
RABMEE 2 Bl AR U 14 6% > BIIsE 8 (R{EEIEES 2 - 3 REE
DU IR B - R RIS R AR AR P R EERYSE 8 5% -
ERHBEHEREBRLGR 2% P12 k- ARIATES 14
15 » DAIoh Bh R B4R K 26 B0 I S B P B Mt 2 8K+ RE A R = Fl Y
AL SR E A SR 245 - ITAEEZALE 8 & 11 ik
BAES P1-1 % - ZRARF IERI M GBIV EERE - B IH
AREREE - AILIES 14 RBdE Z -

T 14 fREASE 8 6% ~ 58 P1-1{&AY "M B | Wiz > aJDL
BIEZE - By el — 20— R AR R (A S R R R © o3 2L
SPoLEEEE ARG CHEWERE AR ERRBCEREL
EEH 5 41 Wessels-Bergervoet ~ Willis ~ Koua Poirrez 525 » ZRIFF
BEEGHE Z EEMHCARAAREER - Hil LEEE RO
BOMEHHRB IS R E 2 550 (FiEEE P1-1 FRATMIZPESER T 81
BEESGN ) ARG 2BE - AR RAERE RS - 210
Konstantin Markin Z& » F BN 8 RN T BiEE | FEE 2 H it [
e 1998 1EHY Petrovic ZEth EVREETT B EMRELE AL RIS 14
RS HEEE 8 {6k o ANils > (&7 1999 FF35 BB 7 58 2 I S ek A 2 [5] 4
MABZE > HETLARE 8 REUAR S HE ISR EEERT > BRI
B TEEAR 2 ERTHERG - WIRBIRETETERM -

JRAT A A RAVREE » AT 1/ - 55 14 (RIEEIREALURR
R EH » B/DTE Stec FIEBEHBZ ZHEIER - TG EFH
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o S A SR A - T R BN B R AR R TR - 1 BT
R A TENE 2 SR 2 1 - 55 14 (RN SEHEEEE - BHL
T o EEEENE BN AR AR E B AR T BEAT Y
15 2N S (R RS 3R T DA MRS IR A - ¥
514 (RBGREREIE o S TR RN O 3574
—TERLRE B SRTS » AN TR BT ER S - A EE 14 (RI5E
B  WFIFTHE - ALE 8 R TEEXRE ) BRTRER FE
BT E R ERIE 8 (G RS T - BRI TR
B2 SEHE B REFIR M AR EERER ' S.H. and Others Z7JK
BT E(EA BN B R MBSO » T M R & GG N B 2
FEIELZ AT » 55 14 R AN AEE - B BE BN A LR 2 B
(SR -

BEAR 28 1F ISR R RE S B A RE ALY R AY IR AL
B S 24 AR BN A AR IZ 5 TS 4 B0 B R
SHEINEHETD) o BON ARE AR S B8R AR FRI 8 AL A I
Pt > LIS - BEEARS 2RI L 0 2R
I 7 AR AN AR © R B SR R AL » AR BN AR E
AL - ¥ B 2000 FEBEEERRE A% (G5
# » 2011: 208, note 81) » BN AMEERE L PHE—EI2RE L&)
SRR E RS MR RE 2 » LABOM B4R 138 88 - Costa i

192 Marguénaud (2006: 477) #c4e 5 @4 Fi : S F P FIBf d o a T o B

WEEAFFHARE RN H AT A c FEFHELL TR, 0 ¥
L0 KBEH 14 PR e R i A R B B R -

Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], supra note 102, at §98.
PR TLRAE FAo SRR L R R A AL R AR A
S2HE 1L EZ B D EERE -‘%f A 4 (Barrow, 2010; Ewing & Hendy,
2010; Weiss, 2010) °

193
194
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et EAERFETE 20 BZI5ERT1E Stec 22 AZBRFE BLHNAR - B 5[4l
BRSR AR RIS E 2 Se AR - B R R Befipal =R R Ag 2
a5 (Costa, 2007: 360) - [HZE5 14 FRZIBETI /0 ALEALHER] - (i F4E
R PRSFAVE T (525500 < A AR R A > 405 22 1 2% B AR
RREIAESE - 4490 BUN A AR R B0 » e S » 7O
AR o NEEEEHI DA EIU ST > " R BN ARELR
hes S B —ERRE 2 AR - EORBON AREALIFELL T [BF 21 -

AR 0 BN B TR RN PR s REEREE W
F o WONAREERB AL IRATIS S 2 B A BB A 2 B
> SHESIB ZBORIE - BE L > BON AR A ZHEUR
(B RER B B A - SRR PRSI L - SR SRR
FAEMRAMEZS « BN Sl 2 R R Y RGBSRy - BIOM A RE
ERAE > EA 2 H BRI ER - OB SR A
PR T (A REA BB RE - 281 > (R PR 2 s B A T H]
FIREN A BONAREABE R B T A 14 R4
BE T AMHEIER o ERIEE O E R -

"% % 4e Trevelekos (2010: 684) 7 2 Tisk | (comity) 7 F %' 4 {3 B
Bosphorus Airways % (7 3157) 31t g P e L fR2 )i o
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2 T H

Roeot (2012) o (BOMEE ST ABION ARE ALIHY B R P 2 —DUEC
MAREE S < R R0 ) - ( GEVEERRGE) » 195: 67-79 -
(Wu, C.-K. [2012]. The meaning and the impact of the EU ac-
cession to the ECHR: On the challenges to the European Court
of Human Rights. Taswan Law Journal, 195: 67-79.)

FHE (2008) - (HH -~ P~ B L) —ARVER(E HEAEER
TR AT E ) - (H HEIAEHESE) - 153: 185-207 - (Lee,
C.-L. [2008]. Freedom, equality and dignity [I]: Human dignity
as source of thoughts and fundamental question of the constitu-
tional value. The Taiwan Law Review, 153: 185-207.)
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Abstract

The cause of advancing economic and social rights via the Eu-
ropean Convention on Human Rights has long benefited from the
principle of effective rights, while the use of Article 14
(non-discrimination principle) in this regard seems to have recently
come into fashion. Initially of ancillary importance, Article 14 may
come to the fore when the fact at issue falls within the scope of cer-
tain substantive provisions of the Convention. For instance, in the
fields of economic and social rights, State Parties normally enjoy a
large margin of appreciation under the Convention. Under Article
14, the Strasbourg Court has the authority to compel State Parties to
defend differential treatment on the basis of objective and reasona-
ble grounds, even on issues of economic and social rights. That said,
invoking this Article against State Parties may overreach the under-
stood European consensus. In the absence of some minimum com-
mon denominators, the Strasbourg judges can give priority to a sub-
stantive provision that leaves greater latitude to the defending State.
Such pragmatism should be considered a prudent approach to con-
temporary challenges to the Convention.

Key Words: Non-Discrimination Principle, Justiciability of Economic
and Social Rights, Dynamic Interpretation, Effectiveness
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