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BG4 (PR B REREAR S ) - (TR E R P BB K
Yo WBRNDAENT ERE T IR EEETY L a0E F
By - B D — e BEBURBR L r il AR RERAH
BURERIEE B TRITH (T EENRIREA L E7 Bipi £
SH) + DLREHERR S 2k R B - b AR A
At R RE - SCRETRI - PUTRIIFE T A BT o
27y (MRt TARRAA) - B e — B30k S O
DLBE B F 165 HE ) BAOET R L #EERT A
SPHIEY ) b BREERET S8R § H— FHIKRTS -

2. R 7 RIRBZFEBHME T EFARR - KO RET
PRGHB R IE - B3 BAEHRE &5 RET KRR RE
HE] T BB CORE GF  ARR F B BT T B A

31 Vgl. Lesch, Anm. zu BGH, JA 2000, 451, 452; Lilie/Rudolph, Anm. zu BGH, NStZ

1995, 514, 515 f.
32 Vgl. Schneider, NStZ 2004, 359 Fn. 1; Verrel, Die Selbstbelastungsfreiheit im

Strafverfahren—ein Beitrag zur Konturierung eines iiberdenten Verfahrensatzes,
2001, 148 ff.
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FRIEM | 2 s - 7 CHEGHARE R ELA S BE A4
REFBERTERAFHIER L —, - — Rl 5 EAREE
BHIEE B H R - B AT E HI (AR Sl A
BOE AR SRR EIRA - Bk ARSI EER 2
W BRRR BB TH Y REBRIE - b ABRZIEA ST
T o EEE IR SRR RS AR R - TiEREE -
RO R A B AN 5 2 R E DL B OB B X
TR E OB WA - AariE i R B & R BB
R BAROHBZ ARG - DA, (RARR X 343
BRRT BEKENAERR 3 ERE AR FEEAEEHT
FORIE - WEERERERR L E BN ESEEOEREAF T
EHESERNG AR AR SRR TY R T RSB
ZFREEM 0 Bt fes BB R T RTH RRGREA T -
3. B AETE AR AR KA (EH BRI - Rtk R DR S
ISR M G ACH B B R - SRR AR R R B ¥ A TR
T SO RFVERSE T (PR R 2B - Bt B
PERNS Hafl R B R R ERE B LA F TR
RGBT ARBITHRE - B2 ERBEPRTHHESE
tr BfFRR - RS MR AL R - BRI T R — &
S (R B AVRERUFE) - FIOLEREIER LA NS
R, - 4l B FHERE - ERHERR LK S XA EE

% RO 2=V SN A Ee ¥ Allan— %[l (Allan v. the United
Kingdom, Reports 2002-1X, § 51) H[IRLI) B3 [*Z » (agent of the State; Agent
des Staates ) V*EF?H‘F }‘”[;_Sfi S éﬁ«'fgﬁ‘ﬂfﬁ? FURIMNE B
u%i/ﬂ* [ IR 92 5 (F‘, B BTASS8EE ~ BTT0069E K BY73645F ) v [
2R -

—
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s (BT RBFRREES) B APERE  FEERS
BAESENER LT o SR ST D
B OPERTRSERTER) BRBETEAT AR Bl B
KT ERRIFTEELL VB L& R G  (EXTH AR
B AT T L% A i A RS BRI T A
fr- WEL  EERERR TS YRR % R
FREE RTEREXE =R "BREAERA L BHGETF A
AT HERG o B R (55%) MGEFTRENETRZ
297 -

4. 35 B ZEE A DR R AR SO B AT B0 A R
(XK =% (RERAE) ) - BEEHAAEE T FH
ABR R B A HSERERE 0 B (BRI RBX
IR R B B AR P - P BRR Y
BN A S HEE BRITRE B S T B
FIFAFTE PN - Rl P BEIRR R A RIS (R
R B R AT R A (BT (R R, - BT R B B
?E o

5 A HVEE TR TG S LREERE B
& A REHE &) TBRITTR L (ExzeBverhalten ) B - HAFR,
A SRR T & B et AR AR A BT 0T R OB A
At~ FRIOETHE - BIERBICEERE (FEA) s

35 . e e . N
B il PR IEBISTITIRR I T il BN SR PIROEE
HPREEE ] o

%) R O PR T O TR BT R 1)
%ww%ﬁﬁﬁ(mmmwmﬁﬂJW@%”%%K§W%$%@EW#Wﬁ
TIPEEE RIS E PSRBT Vgl Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390,
392.
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BRERETAAM E T F NBETS  BE ATEREEREY
BRI - fr REAF SRS s E  BE RS A G
Yo R MEEERASUEOFERAMTY R BER
Rk 2730 T3 M\ FIA AT R R B ALK
Ha e K ABATET 5 #ARERBRER AR RASA
FEAERTY Bl IR Y ST B R B R
FHT P B H R R AR B R B %7 (Kontroll-
und Aufsichtspflicht) - £t B % (AR R BB LA F AR L %
A TSRO CK B A AR R s 2 — 0 B A — A D,
B AR H R -

=~ BRI ZKET © PAStocké v. Germany B 5

B R - A DB AR by — 5 R R —
Stocké v. Germany37—7g§4§} , ’E\%ﬁ%@%*é%%ﬁﬁmﬁ
HBRKIHILE - Srff B BH AN - AT ERAFRA

4% if F % JoStocké (FPA R 2 A ) MEgmd s X
EaE iijhno—ff‘vﬁéa%%xm@%&Kmé ER BTV
; ) s EFHBHRTTIR AL G WS 3 LG
£T ¥ Stocké o K 45 %2 7 — @ ¢ g fx R 71 & Stocké =h
2 RE 4 oK LERP R d 2 atd el A 4l

37 ECHR, Stocké v. Germany, 1991, Series A no. 199.
38 Zusammenfassend s. Esser, Auf dem Weg zu einem europdischen Strafverfahrens-

recht-Die Grundlagen im Spiegel der Rechtsprechung des Européischen Gerichtshofs fiir
Menschenrechte (EGMR) in Straflburg, 2002, 178 ff.
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FREHRNBL > 2R TR DA T [ 277
hFdwia LAty s P &0/ 4-Stockéz R ez (1R
PR ) KA S e 59 o

K% 21Stocké 3 3 3 5 1 — pLb & 4 B B I A
EAREEHD L 34241 85 o - B &
% Stocké @ Z R HE B AL L o L HEFEHZ W o Ke &
H? - EBEE > G4 248 % HSaarbricken ¥ 2 Ff g » K7
bk et E g R B W & & 48 Stocké o

KehpoaZmghd 5 744 % #5 2 L5 R o Stocké? &
a4 R 4R DL FoERITANREIGZ P A2 zBR L o

K3 44 % 85 /5 313,0008 secboid & (A H 2 a8 %a ") o

FRABN AMBAK S — R 2 A+ PR BB ST R A
R CAKTR 2 AR SRIE b - A BARLIES AKHR L 2
B 5R  WRAFAAMTHRARERBAKRTEYTH A%
AKP IR - Bk BRE R & 5 e EE KR BE B
HREFHRTRBE 4 (2 R DT 67 AT
AoG FIGHME & (EEFA - B JEUStocké v. GermanyFf - -
3 IEFE B AL M & (FE E F R BAKTRN - X0 B AR
REBEHHTHWHCES - KH - BN R TR E S - 3%
NS B ERMBRER 7 & (FB 4 (cooperation) (K& 715H
SERFWER GRB) BRAK] EZh® Y - 9% AStocke R
B 5% WAL et (ER - B AKX I A EREREERT - B
FHREL A R E A R A A KA RE R B
o HEAFAE—F  BRELALPLE - —FOL 0 BLR
ek TBEIT R TRAAMTS -
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BT RS RT3 - R 8
NEREFENECBR BEE N - (2R FERAEA
EBFEE EEEBUTERAT 4 ET AR £
G B K S BRI A B A T U R (B ARIOETE (R R IR K
FHIRTY RS R B B AR TR
B }%ﬁjﬁ (unlawful activities abroad ) - 3 &5 AKJE ﬂﬁﬁz
( Right to liberty and security ; ¥ B £ éz‘/%fﬁl ) B 7~ (Right
to a fair trial ; F' AJEAE AT ZA 15?%( ) iffﬁ © KT B AE
(B A A T R - Boh A B A T IR

= AFrR o PR BZERREERATH R EERE ER
BARRE RS Al RIS R ERBAEITH - AKX
=) /\/}%@h Bfi/ﬁﬁ » Stocké R [} %3157 HiFg A& L 7e#% (induced
by a wick) <R AR ARRKERRTHLE - AT T
ERERIRTAR Y  EEAERRA A A (g - A3
AR IR+ 8RR B RN AR - ER
BERTE o ZEGRTTEINE BRI - F5 2 0 BF ek
BEFFITI e - AR TKEREARAE - A 8K H
Stocké T BAT AT ¥ (ER B A EARBE LT - SRR 3K
K& @ IRBEL KA FE IR R B AT S -

(B EREIR - SRR AR A T B B AR 2
¥% o B /\/1%*&5 TR K B &R 5y BN B /\/%’/A\ﬁmi%
JE B el PRRR B &% R R ASTRIBH R A
U A 2 FREFE - AR (W Bk ShaE

39 Vgl. Esser, a.a.0., 180.

O BB S RIRI T C VIRE RS B - Y- AL
R 5L R 0 0 Y SRRRLR T R (T )
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4 a- KRS jagiiEee 23

o

Fa=t e w AR R R AR R R R B
ERFHE TR A A BEENET - &R A frvhaaf 4
2 ARHE RN EEERTHERE A BH R
SRS B HERTRERE" -

B RS8R
— ~ [l Z P A

BRET I AT H B AET TR R BTA
B RTHTAARA S = g S CRABRE Sl R8T
FEoTHELERE) - §0R  RFRRITREEY REAHERE
QEIBGI A B BEANRE < FTH 7 S 5E I P REA E 2 AR - IR
REE HEE R G BAEER L ZIEE LSl - CH AR
2 - WEL - RISRRATH LT BT R AT
B AR (25 e AAREELT R EE - KRk

B IS R R P B CRP IS YRR B e

IR S B 1231« 1 P

“Article 8-Right to respect for private and family life:

1.Everyone has the right to respect for his private and family life, his home and his
correspondence.

2. There shall be no interference by a public authority with the exercise of this right
except such as is in accordance with the law and is necessary in a democratic society
in the interests of national security, public safety or the economic well-being of the
country, for the prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of health or morals,
or for the protection of the rights and freedoms of others.”

ECHR, Allan v. the United Kingdom, Reports 2002-1X, § 34-36 ( 4 %[y PV * ik [k

HE > JE ?‘é’f?gf’f,Allan&#‘Hl%?ﬁ“iﬁéﬁﬂf@%ﬁ“ s R RS

DASETSIEHE) .

42 Vgl. Esser, Auf dem Weg zu einem europdischen Strafverfahrensrecht, 2002, 180 ff.

41
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SRR BB B R T RS R R R ET B (TR
SRE B (TR

REEEP T RE TR BEE Y BBt -2 B 4
RS T T RREEE . — RS TEE RIS — R
FRILAHBE - 4 X (4 —) BENBRERELE
FF - K E T AL B R RN B
FEPRE R L2 AT BE N - B TR
T DUBR M T S T RIS (der Klassische Eingriffsbegriff) #7
AR L Bl FRERETT LS - RURE LT TR 4
CBERER AR A EA) SR S R
B W TR A N A R R
WIS R RBEAME RS AT BERA K BEHNY
( Finalitdt ) ~ H##1E: ( Unmittelbarkeit ) ~ 5&H]?: ( Imperativitét )
T Z 73k (Rechtsakt mit rechtlicher Wirkung ) 47 # Al 67T JR4
41&44 .

K> GATHEILLAFET &/ E - BRI FRE (deor
mmeE@MM%MD’E&ﬁﬁjm%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁmr%
BEF B B Ry RE R RHAN T EEG BT

CENEREFAEEHAE TS TR BRIAE E

43 Vgl. Duttge, Strafprozessualer Einsatz von V-Personen und Vorbehalt des Gesetzes, JZ

1996, 556, 557 ff.; Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 393 f.; Lilie/Rudolph, NStZ 1995,
514 f.

e 0 A e % B2 L B R A R
o, E e u?i {lﬁ?ﬁtﬁiﬁ/ 8O > I85> 1999 F Vgl Ahlf, Der Begriff des
“Eingriffes” insbesondere bei krlmmalpohzelhcher Titigkeit und die sog. “Schwellen-
theorie” zu § 163 Abs. 1 StPO, Die Polizei 1983, 41, 44 ff.; Duttge, JZ 1996, 556, 557 {.;
Pieroth/Schlink, Staatsrecht II. Grundrechte, 17. Aufl., 2001, Rn. 238.

44
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t R RE RDL T o AT R LUK (A B
TGRS BEEEEGY - DRE AT AR RER - 4
AT RN B R R A R AL TR B0 A L R e
A CRAHIA ) TR REITR, T EATH M R A LKA
UEKEABREREIE BATHHR  FERRAEEA
T RIBEIA RACVE A A ( RS T =) BT R RS
AR R A RO AT R R - R BIR T MR
BIAERY  TEE—TEBR SR A AT By » 35T B ¥ B 3 AHE I 7 3 4
B+ Ui LTI 2B 5 HUBELRGE T 243 A HEI 7 -

R HET EILAHIRE . — AR T AR T
BBV (% R BAIRIR Y 2 Mol K — A M &
FTEE) » —KBEFt 5 %7 FEME (Eingriffsschwelle ) #73
JB AU R B ARy 2 A TR Ry BOR AR SR A
RETE - BEME R AREE HE RAEEY EFE B4 AR
FEA RRET LA B B R ARET B BRI
Y ETREEE S (RRE T RN RER ARER
BEE R ETEEE AL RER

T AL LR

ATEY  FRAADERT it BRE TREF DL AK
TR A M 7R B R AHA R - R R
By T REEEEER - DURE 317 IR SRR~ TRk
AP 7

AT 2 F RS - £ DR R E
ASELTHME - £ 0 #7 - EARARR EERGE AR AR

40 Vgl. Amelung, Rechtsschutz gegen strafprozessuale Grundrechtseingriffe, 1976, 13 ff.
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T T H A % AFRIR R 3R T B AHE I A B L 2
(IBRIRE « = RE R L2 IBIR IR T FPEA S - D,
TRARREH -

Bh AERTREEET S - B8 TEARRA §E
A AR REBRHZED > § 54 0ESF L AE RS
(PR EIRR, - SR AT 3 A R MeH 87 & B 8 B R~
Ko B A R EE AR % 3 AR BT R L 30 -

ER - TRIERSEREEEES THE B RGKIARR
BRA T HPRAMIR o o R A TR - A
B SRR EAER T F (RRE THAR)  BRBX
WEIREATY - IR W TOE MBS A (B3 M 8 2108 SRF d
EFERE BREFTEE AR BE] 400 & B EH A
F 275 AR R RE A R A MG B
Foy e (RAEE =T WA ) o R R R
KREFAE - GRBEHET B HE - By BE > A
FERIBERGERE B (FRFT @) - AREE DS B4
TR G EET R TR T FRRERBRE Bk BEX
IR TORT G B o B AR s 3 3
(B o 3 ik S AR B (BRI = R AR
SRHR A s B LR ) RERTR (BRE TR
— &) HECERE o FULRBH SR R AR BT A AT Bl
R -

FEMBRATHHE - ERPR TR EEREETHET NS
B P SRR S (R AT e - e, R L R T
TR - 3 e KRR o B P R e AR BRI
R 4 AT AT RS R Eg T REEH - i EATF
AR RENANETRTRERY - B YRR » i LT
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A B R E - F A SRR R ERE (FHERE—RE
#) LAREEFTEEBR AR TR BARE R S
S BREN ) R ERERT R G RE B
TET T - hE - HEHTRAVGRE LY - £ TRERERRE
B "+ (EELR B 3 AR AR b RO T
RAETERR (KRG -OFKL=) » SRR SEHEET &
A BRAL » & R B B AAM TR -

By 0 AT R R HRINEE EROSESE - IR AHERR T
TAPEIRRAE - SR AP0 I 5 3 3 BATE SR A % A AR 2 A7
NEZHEFEEREL (HMEF=O7~K =0t K4H) —
AR BE - RAM AR L BRE SRR LR ARSUR
(RAEF=—FFZ— 248 274 4 TRAGBERES
M BEFRRLT RTH PSR TE - AR BT REREIRR
BEXRE (F-TAURE=R) BAVTET— AR ELEREHER
REL BAEEXHAE BRREEHEERR (1Y) @ TRERER
REFTREERE - Bk TRET SIRRIE RS BT BIEL
=Y W EL TR 1R BT BB AL AR IR

% MR B BT (BGHSE 34, 39) o (R FREHLF BT B

S W EFE F# 4 2 £ 2 h A 444 ( Personlichkeitsrecht am  eigenen
Wort) > 7 gl ™ Ay R 5p] P R A (8§ 100a ff. StPO) -

Roxin (Claus)]%?lﬁ““?d £ > r?:f/li*"*t%%jfﬁ I) A P H T i A L

Hy o fppel ) BTG R B ﬁif?ﬂ@@%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂﬁgu‘ﬁ (in: 40
Jahre Bundesgerichtshof, 1991, 66, 82) -

ﬁﬁ;‘ﬂ? e fat oL g > %E?FSP%T““ Il > ﬁ%%ﬁaﬁl%ﬁ ’Fifﬂ“ﬁf2949%ﬂﬁi}[ﬁ#{ |
FUREE R Bk YT A JefEes BaEP o BRI N VR BREH IR
- HE SRR - *JgRi[ﬁJﬂl S PZRTES TR FIAVE o B o 7s R BT TR
I é“'éﬁ?ﬁ'}’gi MU Ay BRERS (pEH  - i“’ij}flzgﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%f%%%%ﬁ??l% AR
P WIS ORGP - R T SRR R R

47
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B AT R ERAAIOREEY - 2 B9 BT R
( ultima-ratio-Prinzip ) 2 Bﬁ%’%ﬁl ( Subsidiaritétsprinzip ) ~ *
WEE R B H R (Schuldprinzip) HTH - T # A HLE S5 5 -
I AR AR 2 OR MTE (RES =+ — ) 5
*® %%_‘—‘ )%i'&%é gt'& ( Einheit und Widerspruchsfreiheit der
MWMMM@)E%’E%KﬁW%ﬁﬁ%i?E’K%E%&
WIS EATY o TR LB 0 TR BT
RN LENEVERS '

=~ HigZ#EH

B AR T M (B A AL H R RAB BB E B T RN
@T :

O 4, HE HHEE T EAME AETER - 0w
FERER AT ENROELLET A —ZBR I E T
HIRE B SRR B PR TR W R R HA
A (FEETH) RETEE Bk VAR A E Rt
- FET SR AR AR AR RE % 8 DTG ET 5
BFHERIFR - RO B T EFRRTIRNRT Jie TR - A2H
ARBR HHBELIEAMZ RGBT BRER TS KET R,
ERL FRFEF LA TERRGRHS  BEHRRER
AR A L) B B R E e R R RMRR RERITH
o B ARNEREERES BR AR T REEACESRELLR

i % AR R R PR R R b R ST B Y fRATHE VI

48 ﬁﬂJOJ

Vgl. nur Krey, Deutsches Strafrecht Allgemeiner Teil, Band 1, 2001, Rn. 401 f.
49 L YE PN~ A [ U Teixeria de Castro v. Portugal, Reports 1998-1V.
%0 Ry BO2E £ ST 9227 {1 B STASSSMETH D TN <
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AR - Bk vt BB R OURR T EMEEA T - A8 R4
WA AE R FLTE -

O KR SEHE TG (WEREZA) B EE
FEXER  ETERAN KR FLTE (18 EEEEA
BOF - IRETT R A3 TREASE LB
(BAEFTHKE) - BARROERE ol (AR EEEARLF (53
B (R A= A ) T I AR AR T B R
(REF—=—FUT - ==FUT REFTRBRER RS =
WE—BE LB HERF(E) - RRERKFHEAE T RS
T TR TR -

OERE TEF S RERESR T % BROEATE
LR T BN L AR A R R B R o T K A
T LB IR BCEEAREHIRR A i R %
FIEAA T DR - U T R Wk R AR LRI R e
AZBH - EBRAREBREAS EEBRERTRESTAS
- B AITE R B AR e AR R FRE 2 B
A AR R AT B R AT SRR T AT B R B fate
B HPORE R F0 UpRBEEL ] (Mithorfall) * - & &%

S Vgl. Amelung, Die Einwilligung in die Beeintrachtigung eines Grundrechtsguts, 1981,

102 ff.; im Ergebnis so auch Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 393; Roxin (Claus), Strafver-
fahrensrecht, 25. Aufl., 1998, § 10 Rn. 26¢; Schneider, NStZ 2004, 359, 366 m.w.N.; vgl.
aber Duttge, JZ 1996, 556, 561 f.

ﬂﬂiﬂ’!ﬁﬁﬁﬁ ) ?@ﬁ%{@i@ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ/ plLi F%‘JAEEEJBGH NIJW 1997, 1516 f. - fﬁ'%‘;ﬁﬁ'?ﬁ%
£[S£ﬁﬁ;’ﬁ? [V Lewis v. U.S., 385 U.S. 206 (1966)51#&"}‘??7\ {ﬁjﬁiﬁjﬁi ’ j“?J‘J;?%’“JL'}ﬁiFI
Eif"FI'}’F‘}i; Fﬁ[h“«'z P %ﬁfu?ﬁ?ﬁil AMEIEPOE T B0 BT R -

Vgl. Esser, Auf dem Weg zu einem europdischen Strafverfahrensrecht, 2002, 180 ff.
Vgl. Duttge, JZ 1996, 556, 561.

YU AR ERRT - R A W

52
53
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SRR PR AR B DU R R E 3 AR
W UG Bt TATEBE 2ABAFAY K—
BIT) ORA Y BT SRR PR TERL—
R B FE G T HIEVI TR ER A S E - &
(TR — K - BT B — T A B A R B
HH R -

MF % o FEELAREBICNITRAY BRI ST
T+ PR R B T i e 17 B ™« PR R,
AR F A &R T FEFARAET RERLSEER
tk AR AR § DEERIT  RAAAETE - X
K HERBZRER F A A FRORES #
1 BLH TSR H T 50 & R E T T SRR 8. (informatorische
Befragungen; informelle Vorgespriche ) - @%@mﬁﬁ%ﬁ N gﬁ
B AT PR

@FHRIRARE (Einsatz) [ 5 @ 6T B A £ - BRHE]
BBATAHRNE - BAM AE EREAAETT I B - R FR(T
HRESERCHEAT % S gEE TRESFHS . B3R
Ry S HT T R PUERTA AT RITS - F - s S T4
PETCH B R S RO R AR R AT SR BT

[Jﬁﬁjﬂy?%%%‘iﬁm CN G R 0 1352/ > Fl6ll ] 20025 2] ;5 H]
PR BT SRR RS A R S B
P h AV RS IR SR - 478 1] > F1410] 7 5 20035 27] 0 2
B BT LA ﬁ%‘iff%ﬂﬁ'}éiﬁﬁqﬁ (935 ) FABY20498K7 [ ATk -

Vgl. Amelung, Anm. zu OLG Hamm, NStZ 1988, 516 f.; Amelung/Pauli, Einwilligung
und Verfigungsbefugnis bei staatlichen Beeintrichtigungen des Fernmeldegeheimnisses
i.S.d. Art. 10 GG, MDR 1980, 802 ff.

%6 Vgl. Ahlf, Die Polizei 1983, 41, 49.

55
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T RF SRR B DR TR B S Bl E
MREETT R - R E SR e A R (B Y - R
ATHARRRA M ARAAT 1R (SREACE o f BT A
R P R Ak o B OB R R R R B R
AR S B SITRMGEA PR ER L Al - R B RE A
TFE SR £ MBRER L 3 - ARRITR BRE R
&l (§100bStPO) °7 -

(N IRF AR R AT % # BACGEHEMS ( Tatprovokation ) - Bx 7 ¥
RIRAGH BEIE B R R ISR Tt B T RAE - '/
(TS B AR B S 2 HTELFE A ( Zielperson ) ARA 2 /OB S RIT
B (A1 - IO AR EE ARERE DRI  BR BAL AR
HIRIRE AR BRARE S B ARE A 4T
B it R HSETRNE R - RN REE AR
BHTRTR, 5 B et B B i i -

O F REBRITE (Exzesse) 1§#H » — ZH#KRT ERBLIKE
(BIX "4 = 0.)  BRETRBEZTHETY -

W BT BRERAGE - BB TR R R A
HE - RERAFEA (AFEF) RE - ARERERA (408
%%) RF g% gRA (4 (EEEAE1Y) L HE-

57
58

Vgl. Schneider, NStZ 2004, 359, 362 f.

Vgl. Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 394; zur Problematik vgl. Fischer/Maul, Tatprovozier-
endes Verhalten als polizeiliche Ermittlungsmafnahme, NStZ 1992, 7 ff.

See ECHR, Teixeria de Castro v. Portugal, Reports 1998-1V; vgl. Eschelbach, StV 2000,
390, 394 f£.

U[Duttge, JZ 1996, 556, 562 f. A[|fET FIEze THiEL EJ[H»‘%%%E&L%J USSR IE S
(Rl T R L -

59

60
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1~ RRIGE R REKIE
— ~ [l LA

WHAT A, % B ERAE R B F RICHLRR, A
ERNEEREREE) RETH RETFF (IREE T
EIPUET ) PR RRIERE L FFRER) - REE
KRBT AAERE D REAAET RELNE AR
IR, R KRBT R RAT T RTY - B
b PR BORIRECR - R B S AR R K A
BRI TR - B A (R R - BERRRLE
B IRE T BRR SRR AR R e 2T R
ReBUFEE REIEL BEFEEE: T8 FLBZRI
A AR B R B R

LA H IR F RO RE R = — RFER RE
WHIBADR 2+ = REBAERBAETIR T 6 IRR SR e
= ROERRRNE () BEEHT R 3R -

T~ FEHEE FRARER ZARERUE 2

B A R A A T S 5 R P R 7 e T e
ERBTREER  EETERAKE - 5L BB EIFTE
SBR[ fdn - (BR - ATETI # B Al T BUK
EEEFEL  FRIATAREE  BFERAR  ERFXAH
LT BURER (BT BAIRR HE R — SRR AR R
ST B F AR T A IR T B O K (AR R B
B -

o1 Vgl. Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 392.

-306—




o~

PRIV SRz PEERTE 33

D LR BT AR - ERDARBEEFEEE - B 8
fe— UL = fF EHAEBIOE B8 F sr 7k ( Organisierte Kriminali-
titsgesetz ) i%i@i%z& CEBRH R (REF R FAREAET
BJRZHR (§§ 110a ff. StPO) * (SR BB AR R 3 (R R,
HHEH %}%&ﬁ% TR Fam B RO 7S 7 DR RS
SLIRZH R SR SOEH BRI 2 - B AR B R B R
G EEAAAG T BT 0 BRI AR R T8 (RS S e
The - REEMEHPRAE - B B R T B B BT,
ETRFEBMAA - RS TH T e B 57k
B L E B PVE R RRCERRE A - AU RE SRR
JE (AR R B AERT RN - iy 2 —EARR S R
EHNFL LHEEFOHFRERRATIMNBZERET T
BRSRERREERE - WAL ERITEEF RIS T
RTARE B AR AR R R A -

BB B AR B, D 8 B S ST -
Bt TREERE R R RR L BBOR - B BETEE
F A IR BRI T E TR o S

O I R o BRIPOR B OB B e

SRR FI1691 )N 0 1996 o

BRBEPR TS MR 8D foef =t - R i - 1« [ P i
B (O RS0 B IR Bk~ WA R 9 O

v TRl sigds U B P VRS R AL o - R
[URZVERE PR R (¥ 50 615 TR YR B T
Sy ORI o FI PR R TSROV S U RO R
TVHEE I AYEE (vl §§ 110a, 110b StPO) -

64 Zur Problematik vgl. Lilie/Rudolph, NStZ 1995, 514 £.

65 Vgl. BGHSt 32, 115 ff.; 32, 345 f.; 41, 42 ff.

66 BT-Drucks. 12/989, 41; zitiert nach Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 391.
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REEEPRE - Bk BT B R - %
Kot REEFHES A BERE EER AT W JOk A T
T mA - THRHBERRA R EHEE - 43R T
A R A R A T -

= EHHE R TR RIS ?

BR BB EEARR RS ERAR KEERT S
F= HrR A 2 A= OO =4 + = A A TH R BT
B - GARARF IR HER T FEEF = AMFHE K
A ERREREEBET REBRR KT 0 b AEHRE R
G T RsBILREEBULIR . 2 ATBCEYTE #] (priventiv ) - {3 2
FERIOE B K BARE YT PR £ 84 7 PR - THEMEHE
Jp £ R IO8EERH I (repressiv) T b BB - B
WAL B - ERBART R B AR B 22 T R LR R
JF KRR, %38 EE T R -

BREE O ARITETCEH R 2B - T EER
RA DA EEL T HEE LR - g BITEEBA

O R R R B R T
o 21608 > 2003F 115]6]!1 -
68 Zur Problematik vgl. Krey, Parallelitdt und Divergenzen zwischen strafrechtlichem und
offentlich-rechtlichem Gesetzesvorbehalt, in: FS-Blau, 1985, 123 ff.; ders., Strafver-
fahrensrecht I, 1988, Rn. 11 ff.
ﬁ‘%ﬁaﬂﬁﬁﬂ%}’ T AR 1 (LR R VP R R SRR S6l
FI971 )™ » 2004 3£[ -
:‘1’ T 10 Y1205 Y13 R -
Vgl. dazu Fischer/Maul, NStZ 1992, 7, 8 ff.; vgl. auch Benfer, Rechtseingriffe von Po-
lizei und Staatsanwaltschaft, 2. Aufl., 2001, Rn. 1179 ff.; Lesch, Anm. zu BGH, JR 2000,

434; Malek/Wohlers, Zwangsmafinahmen und Grundrechtseingriffe im Ermittlungsver-

69
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R L A 8 T (AR S RO AR
BT R RIOE ) - (S AARITIERR SR FT SR R 4
(B3 T IO B B 4 A AR (AR -t T B O
& H o b BT RITH - b BETERRRER - 2R
FEES T  BARAR DAAHEH R AR KR, » B sE
I B o 2 A0 (AR LSRN REA & - I
R ZZ (RERAKY ) LW R RS R R - 4 B
DR AT Wk B R R K (e R e R B
B HRAARS BIRB IS RHSTEAART A AR
AT PR (2R T e R L TR R
2R D — Myt 6 RIDR RSO BT JRISEH EEF PR
FRAFAERRE AR - 2 AW IIOERBEFRERE - BRE
TH R BAPRITERR E R R - B R RIERREOE F
R-BRA A TREERBRETHEES = R = BT HX
AT HRA RSO B -

9 ~ FEESSTHEREIRE —RPBHERUE 2

BRI SRR LT AT T g AN TR RN HH
I b B AERESE () BRI R - 3R
(B) K "R AR B, (KRS SR —
) B TURRELE (4 ) TIEEOE, B (KEY
SZORE B FoZHEE) - s [KERFEA
FERE s ARER (B) AEOkREE . T RTFRES )

fahren, 2. Aufl., 2001, Rn. 484.
2 Vg1, Fischer/Maul, NStZ 1992, 7, 9.
& Vgl. Fischer/Maul, NStZ 1992, 7, 11; Lesch, JR 2000, 434, 435.
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HEIRIRIR - i H R B RREOR AR (B)
STEIORAEEE  RRAG EE EEA RERY 0 T EFTRE
7o ETARBUFRENOE Y I RFR (FERF==0
WE—B - Fo=—RE-F) s FHRAKERER (8) 24T
ABPA HRA -

B AR B A AR T ERALT S A
EHEERE —RENHABRSE (7)) ZEBHER
( Aufgabenzuweisung ) #2 & 5 = BB FIAER ('F) RILFHEHAE
TR —WRiEE  TRE A BERE T E 8% KPR
( Schwellentheorie ) 74{3"]%% .

ERAT R e AR (EEANTE R
B RN L SARTREFREGTTAEER (B) AF#
BICEHIER - (50 K4 BT R (F) R AT
BT B SR RLTEET 5T RE B -
AT AR, S AT RELSRERE - 3R T R
ART > TEATAFTE - PR G 2T RS ERE
0 MERT & Elefelil o BT REEALE #FRTT
HHTE - EB drk o B DU GBS & 8 Y - £ SHIUER
LT - 4R E SR T o AR (B T KA
BRRE AT BATE T AR - BR - TR AR

74

Vgl. Ahlf, Die Polizei 1983, 41 ff. : % Schwellentheoried % ¥ ﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬁ ’ ﬁ%
SR R > TR VR Y B ?ﬁ”f@ﬁq%ﬁ:’ﬁﬁglﬁf?@gﬁ%%{?I'F*J'F"U?g'g
ﬁﬁA~4*?E§§ﬁqf?E#1“C)ﬂ’f}i*ﬂ“%?"D”’T?f* Je- E’fil*3“57i JeO= B T
- 'F'}fﬂ“fﬁ[’“'O: TBEHIR ’Fi?ﬁj?f PEERREESE  STHY > FI370) T - 457
T, 20045 47 -
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AR (AIX "=, ) B FRKEAGRE T F R A
RABBEET AR FHEE (A &) BT Ok S
BT % A8 R (§ 163 SPO) - (28 - ke — R
JERMLE - DEFAMRE R @A REITHET BRR - B
B BITEAENLBIFEIKES - —FRT 0 BARRKR 63
OB WRREIOE G I A R HEAH - R R T
S TR e DU (T BN A HOR - f3HinE
FURATRIOE T A D BRKRR 3 EETE T AT
e B VOB A HARR R - IR Tk BIRA D - H e BAER IR
#lo R E RS T THERERL  WERESEYA DKL EOE

O IR SR S - M (S PR T R R
i > TR > S BB SERE  JlTE » Fra6 o S PR O LE ¢ P 5i2005%
I ARG TSR T T R A R R
BRI - A 1 D A SR R BRG]
PUEYA Y - OO B T R R 2 R N O T
S D S I RGN AR TV AR EE g
PREEEVERY > KB 2RI AA AL AREF A LI AREI A
%?}2}% &5 52 2 fFIR o

Vgl. BGHSt 32, 115, 121 ff.; 45, 321, 324

Vgl. BGH GA 1975, 333; BGHSt 32, 115, 122; BGH NStZ 1995, 513 f.; kritisch dazu
vgl. Fischer/Maul, NStZ 1992, 7, 8 f.
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B (§ 160 SPO) - #7570 -

AXEY - g TRILAHIRT F— SR LA A EHF T
A RREREL - BR EmE - AR AP S t AR
RARA T EEERRR T REE - B o A, R R A
REE] RETWRT RHEARFLAAET R LERENE
510 i X RIS R e - (R E R A
AR - BB - #R T ERATA - R e B
AR * DR KT JLR 10 - B B
THT R BHHRBE S SRk AR HY KR (8
TEER SRR > TEEERRE RETTEE > B L WAKEA
R AT e A R

FIVA N

FCRACT 2 70T (R Rt B A AR ML AP KR DR %
FHRARDURR, %285 WiBE) & B - o ERATHELE B AR
TR (BR - AFELE B HER - LR R R
i B ER R ERA B B R E L ARIORE - AR
HRR T RT R e - Bk R AEA FEETHRA

8 Vgl. BGH NStZ 1995, 506.

79 Vgl. nur Schneider, NStZ 2004, 359, 367.

80 Vgl. Beulke, StrafprozeBrecht, 5. Aufl,, 2001, Rn. 424; Kleinknecht/Meyer-GofBner,
StPO, 45. Aufl., § 163 Rn. 34a; Rogall, Anm. zu BVerfG, NStZ 2000, 490, 493.

81 Vgl. Duttge, JZ 1996, 556, 561 ff.; Eschelbach, StV 2000, 390, 391 ff.; Fischer/Maul,
NStZ 1992, 7, 10; Herzog, Rechtsstaatliche Begrenzungen der Verbrechensbekdmpfung—
Ein kritische Bilanz der hdochstrichterlichen Rechtsprechung zum tatprovozierenden
Einsatz polizeilicher Lockspitzel, NStZ 1985, 153, 155; Lilie/Rudolph, NStZ 1995, 514 £,;
Malek/Wohlers, Zwangsmalnahmen und Grundrechtseingriffe im Ermittlungsverfahren,

2. Aufl,, 2001, Rn. 481.
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R ERA R AR E R R R (BRI L&
RTT g R BT 208 T) O KT - (RIES AT 2
41 A R SR R R T T

BEMSIRAS R R B STk B S R R
BT SOt rE T A AR AT - TR e BN e
BB LARAEEED Bt A&7 ETHEEEL 555
VPRI TR AT H - BREAACK B R
FE NGRS - B EHRARARR F @ BRE § /R F - B
IR R o RE AR A B S TR R R U
(KEF—FABEUT4HE) - BYE 5 Hraiae ¢ BT
FRERTEX -

82 Vgl. Schneider, NStZ 2004, 359 Fn. 1.

83ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%wﬁfﬁiﬂnwﬁNﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%%ﬁfﬁi%%M
PEFTEVARIEZ I o [y Ik B A I R
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P, B LR - MRTH B R TR EXRRE
HH A Rk T RTH B RN B B R R
B - BAER - Bk BRI FAAVRT R A
192251k ( Beweiserhebungsverbote ) H#FE K » RXJB HE—37 & Akt
Mz dE B FHZEIE (unselbstindige Beweisverwertungsverbote )
-5

WIEBIRERAR L - E B 4 SR AR R R 2
I IR S R E A SRR R BT T R
8.7 R BRI SAER R R L (SR — TR
—E - F-RN\KLZ) o BE o KAERBH R LR
A SR TR N P AT AL B R R R
LB AR LR - IR AR A 3 2 5
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B L FER R LR T A HOAFRREET
BETE 401 WREARTAZ I E— KRR R, T E
PR AR ) BERF YRR > THEEFRFAG &S
TRATHREREEIR - A RETHT S - — D587
HAEBEEAN (X T4, ) HPRABETY TRk
PHBF N Bl A R R L3 B R (R & 3 ME
AFRE) BUTY > B TSR NKEERF R TEAATER
B A -

KR BRT BRI A 22 SR ) B
B R B BETHER T T UEEER £ 2R
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MG EM TR T AR R KRBT 0 B W EARE
SRR - KRR B R AR RIRET AR L RFOUT
HIURE 23 K AR RIS T (R B A (T
JR RA(BAEAAT § ik B A ARIERASA 3 At —
T EAHTE HTRR R ARBIAMG BT BATRE - (SR B KRR
FAEHE T fle - TR - AP i Windows {3 A4 —
EREER — BH KRR B BOBET 417 & BURMLARK# I
Word & BCRE - A B (THARHTL H 4R (¥ - BOEE AR %
Windows ¥ 4 T #73A - B4 P 6 S B REAA L
JBC TR R RS AL R AR gk - e
F RSO ET L4 ETRAREF S 3RA
R AR R B aRfEg X

(= EARBRERE  AUH YRR R ER
N 2 Y Rk — B R R BT R
A BEEKNESE © EERARI R AR AR ET ]
KRB E R TRAEPEFR I IERR,  BHR AATE
WA (B B 3 AVE TR B TR R AT e BRI T AR 1T
B BT ARENG = WA TR AR MR
EFTE AR R TR T — = LEYE W

e A ETE Y BT LR 61 » F14031] % > 1999 67
B B R e A R D 8 R R - 1263
I'I™ 5 1997% ; Roxin (Claus), Strafverfahrensrecht, 25. Aufl., 1998, § 1 Rn. 2 fTf.

85 s - , . o i - i o L S
B A - LR B R A 8 e [
FIRAEPA S e T 8 FotE R & Fl) T 19978

% FC T E] S 23 (At - NS s . N = AL oan
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TRAEEETLES T ERIORREA R UBER
BE ) RSO RAE A R LRI  AE  R
B W 7@ %%%ﬁﬁ( HiE i E A 72 ( Hypothese rechtmafBiger
Beweiserlangen ) *ff LREF LR - WO ~BE T HE
A B AP AT BB R R T R R RRs
B0 O AT R B H R - PR e MRS R L (0 Bk
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BfR e e ] TR ) BT EGEA - AR IR R
e BB R IRTHEIN R TRt R T BIR L  Z
astefr - IR - BR R T R R (R EH R LT AR

87 N . . .
Vgl. nur Jiager, Beweisverwertung und Beweisverwertungsverbote im Strafprozess,

2003, 91, 117 ff., 227 ., 229 ff., 256.
ﬁﬁgﬁa W?i%@w'yj%'”%[wi? miwﬁﬁwm@iw
SEEE T - Y R 502 - SVAS BT A o L 8
BISEPE R  R JOR ST A

20037 9 FJ PR i o AR 1R B 20045 O AT [T R PP
A R Y (EERHOT B (OB A B o I3 1 2R ST T0M 51 )
Hee

%?ﬁrufﬁij’i‘ﬁ ey fﬂJﬁft74 FI370)

ST SPGB T R R [N R 28820
FI2511) ™ 5 19997 1] -
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IEEAT RIEEETH IR ES R A FE4LE
R AIORAET - RQB R WA R R - R
RE IR (ERBREAS TR B ARERR, % 8
BFE - EEARE E R B 55 TR R e

B (30K AR SR S R TR R
b — RIIRALA RS L R KA TREIE EETFE - 8
ZFEAREER S — RRRBE IR EEA Rl v - 114
T TP A TL RS - 1BR - S B8 (TR0 -

92 F}fﬂi@\ R A R T ﬁ%‘ifF}”EJAI‘nelung, Informationsbeherrschungs-
rechte im Strafproze—Dogmatische Grundlagen individualrechtlicher Beweisverbote,
1990, 9 ff.; ders., Zum Streit iiber die Grundlagen der Lehre von den Beweisver-
wertungsverboten, in: FS-Roxin, 2001, 1259 ff.
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A Study on the Legal Basis of
Informat’s Operation

Yu-Hsiung Lin
Abstract

We will discuss problems of the intervention and authority of in-
formants in this article. Firstly, we try to clarify the nature of these is-
sues, and then we classify the constitutional and legal problems induced
by the informants as contexts of intervention, entrapment, interrogation
and direct character. Secondly, we deal with problems combined with
the context of intervention in constitutional fundamental rights. We ex-
plicate six kinds of substantial investigations, analyze the national char-
acter of an informant’s actions on the above grounds, bring a criterion
of judgment according to an informant’s action rather than type, and
analyze concrete practices and indistinct cases. Furthermore, in the light
of an informant’s action classified as national action, we distinguish and
discuss which kinds of informants’ actions constitute the intervention of
fundamental rights, and which kinds should be restricted by a system of
constitutional fundamental rights and regulations of criminal procedural
intervention from the protective field and intervening conception of

fundamental rights. In accordance with an informant’s action constitut-

Ph.D., Munich University (Germany), Associate Professor of National Taiwan Uni-
versity, Department and Graduate Institute of Law.
Received December 8, 2004; accepted May 2, 2005

-323-




S0 sid A Fiem Ford

ing national intervention, we proceed with an examination of problems
of legal reservation and review in turn to determine whether the related
regulations in our country are sufficient to serve as the basis of author-
ity for the use of informants in the investigation of criminal procedural
law. We conclude that the regulations in our country cannot serve as the
basis of authority of intervening investigation for the use of informants,
and we examine problems of related prohibition of evidence. Lastly, we
must appeal to our legislators to draw up the basis of legal authority of
informants as soon as possible, and solve the problems of informants in

other contexts at the same time.

Keywords: informant, undercover investigation, undercover agent, legal
reservation, intervention of fundamental rights, exclusion of
evidence
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