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ol

i

> Bl

RNER B OB ERERROMA A REBUEHERZ T 123 -
FAE AR - PHERES B & BL R 40K 5 & - s Bl B IR
il % A BAEE & e S BRI HE T EE (Conférence in-
ternationale de Berlin, 1890) - 1919 FEEH[&%5 T 4H#%FE = (Constitu-
tion of the International Labour Organisation) &5 1948 FEH 7L A ##
EH 5 (Universal Declaration of Human Rights) #2EL3 René Cassin
Ry TS EH R AR H 2 BIFE ALY ) (Valticos, 1999: 75) - Ef
% » SRR ANBDERS AT RIERE » 2/ 0mETIFaE - &
IR - B2RES =0 | Al— RS AR e AL -
AR BN B ESE N - 1993 it ar i A g @® A
[ ZE iR N B RE R B SRR 2 —otam » Eonal 0 T VLA Ay
L ~ ANErE - HERTE - HEBE - BRSO A FERE
fir b~ FHEBRERIRE ~ DI - FHENRE 2B AR
(United Nations General Assembly, 1993: §5) -

BION 5T > Sh—TCambER 2 B > BOMNEEEE (European Union)
g BN T KR B BOMNEEE & (Council of Europe) 3% < 4145
BHEE R Z WO SRR A FE R E R (Charter of Fundamental
Rights of the European Union) » * DIEEAE > 28 & B g
(solidarity) friEREAE » HE IV gREEGNNTIFFRA: - thE 2Bt

U bspo 8 SR ® 1946 10 0 27 p & TS 0 £ 2 Sudre (2005: 41) -

? WP AAEAEF > 2000 &5 F (OJEC 2000/C 364/01) > 2007 # 2 #r 4 i% 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 383K
TEHEEFTE TS 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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GRERE - NEEEEZMEAA > REEE 1950 FEUN AL
#J (European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms) " 37 —#\ ; (Sudre, 2003: 756) -
REECONE g - BEREONAREALIZAN » A 1996 FEET
~ 1961 FEUN & EE (European Social Charter) » ZRW0 & B HiAH
FRG A o fEREFE A Pierre-Henri Imbert 20528 DL " 85 N2 - T
92 %8 7 0 WEKHRERRZHARREZEEE (Imbert, 1989;
Roman, 2010: 1I) » BUOMEE S5 & 8 DIBON 11 & E = ORELSHHAER] - M
o B A N R R B B RS B 2 E A A (Sudre, 1996:
739)  (EERHUELIG & B S Ry St o’ RE R B
# o SDIEON L EHERZEE® (European Committee of Social Rights)
R - IWEIIHE R NMERVIEEEGFOBERSITHEERER
REESIH ST - 1998 440 » BERTAHSRERS B it > ¢ Fowisa b
FEPAEEDIAE (Akandji-Kombé, 2011) > AIESFTEE L HUEEEOMN A fE
A EA R E - & E & L R R BT S ME 2 TH 3% AT B2 & BF
(Akandji-Kombé, 2004b: 86; Flauss, 2000: 1006) - B {a])i, - $##57 [T
B TR > G B OR R AE O BRI AN BN e
PR RA 2 T EEE S UM BRES Y R AUMERRSISN - SIS ESE
kit » © ORI E22R -

S R 1966 &5 2 QM4 B A 2 rGsEIR% 2 9 (International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights) 3% 3 #t5cic & R G AL B I
fIR*% = % (International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights) B
RRAHFISER -

* 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 9 484+ 15 B2 (Conseil de I'Europe, 2012) -

0 221996 & 3375 3 1284 % A if -
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?ﬁfﬁ FFFE N SR ENEE L - DR R i A REOR PR
o7 FIBCNE S S 2 NS SR B e - (IR B
DRREERIY T OH 7 25 ) o ELCKERERI . T Al BN | (usticiability)”
Vv S NP N EA/JH}\%)H*%%ZE SOHERERE - 4R

TLELEE & 0 B ERGE NGV - BONARERLIRELL T Eﬁ
ST (living instrument)” RS > HISRREENE TR ) ZWIR
[ FER T & AP IERZFR & BEONARE AR 2 & (ERE -

KA RER Z TR - TH LSS B AR - P EZmERTL -
HNMREAREE TS 694 9 > BRI V& ~ 99884E 5 R
Fls o BRE BB FT SR A S R AR IR S 2 AR P SR AL -
S REBEFNEE RS A RERE L - At
PEES R REAEREW > ASEEENTERILA
ZHEEE T2, o T HIDEERESE > RIEEMAEE
ARy o BIZEE TPERA | PURARE R s B AR
TR, INE  REEODRER IR TR, L 05
f85% > 2011 3) - A - BEEEIRZ O AR SLIRE ZIR G PLABUER]

PlAcE IR T o BT R L2 L B § | (Venice Commission) ¢ 5 R 1 g &
A ¢ (European Commission for Democracy through Law) » 3 5 48 B 3% 0§ 0% 37
W5 B S 5N (Commission de Venise, 2010, §79) -
L H R ERAY o “usticiability” - 37 (2 3F ¢ justiciabilité) 2 TF 24,
e g2, - “’?*f”*r'%'%ﬁ?ﬂaui”'ﬁ P FERERAEF L o
Eur. Court HR, Tyrer v. the United Kingdom, 25 April 1978, §31, Series A no. 26. ¥
A FAPE S B ARG 0 DTSR E B @O RG]y 53
#re Hoe o A REE B 35N I g T2 s R o R ikpE
RS TR TN
TE 2R TR D KPS T A rf‘ﬁ"%f’J(rendre) PEA I AR TAAER
Aain g2 T j(dette) FEF Hrond svide ARG AT RFRIT L A&
(Krynen 2009: 17-38) -

10
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BRI T A AR IR R BT AR RE R P EHE: - Ry SRit 1966
LKA~ @ B B RE R B PR N 4Y (International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights » DA ffEEE S04 RELRL
BHRME > AMEEBKZEE S (Human Rights Committee » DL
T CCPR) J5#E 1966 FNREIFUAREMEIE /ALY (International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights » DI fEfEAEIAL) E 26 5%
2R IERH 0 I AR R PERR 2 e AR (de
Schutter, 2010; Scheinin, 2006: 14-16) - !

[EIREH - BOMAMEZLRE Costa HifE&RING AR - ZBE A E
A 1961 FEONL & FEE IR ZREF] - [ERFFIH 1950 FEEOM AFE
NEVE 14 RIETREZ ALIRIEEE (Costa, 2009: 3) » HIE » BUMA
RENKIZE 14 {5 1966 FENELAKIEE 26 6% » Wi 48 F (R (- B AR #
N HBERAEE - firE 2 2L REAE - (5 T EA mmIE TR,
T A LUK AR s EERERR " B > 8% R %2 (Bossuyt, 1995:
486; Decaux, 1999: 106; Gomien, Harris, & Zwaak, 1996: 346) - It
Frad TR 0 BIEEUNAREALSE 14 R BEHVHADEGZ AL E
BEREFMeRRR 2 R RiTeR o (B ERI DT T > BUNAREALIBRAR
B RESL o B > AR e - TSSO - P W E > B
MARELNLIRE AR " REER - (IR ER 1966 FABA
QU5 26 for - 525 12 JREEES 1k (CUTREMEE P12-1 %) A
e PEEE IR © MR E B 2 S HEUAETE 18 B (Bureau des

12008 & 52t 6 1966 & as+ 2 92 T4 H LS (Optional Protocol)» g ik3 # T
FASEEIE B 4 ¢ 2 g4 0 AT S 10 BlRE 5 Bee 2 2013 & 5 0 4 ok
#5884 w4, 5§ *2 (United Nations Treaty Collection [UNTC], 2013) -

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.

12
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traités du Conseil de I’Europe [BTCE], 2012) » " BiEEfRAIH s
73 o ZIt - BONAEALSE 14 R Al gE AR RATE » SR
PR &S AR 2 5 2

LR AR A TR EE2 R 2 % E - TR SEER
BT A S E B F % Millard, 2010; Roman, 2009;
Young, 2008) - itHFCEOMEEREE AMEE "It ) 583 A2 DL
57 R P F By R > 4R (Akermark, 2002; Decaux, 1999; Gortazar
Rotaeche, 1998; Kovacs, 2005; Picheral, 2001) ~ 5% (Labayle, 1993;
2007) ~ Bl (Besson, 2008) ~ 4 {H = (EEE$E > 2009a; Frumer,
2004) ~ =% (Evans & Hood, 2012) ~ %&[& (Hendriks & Degener,
1994) ~ 5 (Schmidt, 2005) » sl A KR (Hendriks, 2002) -
SREON AFENGIRE RS » AP EAR R RIS fosg e Ry Fil (&
JT5E 0 20005 Arnardottir, 2003; O’Connell, 2009) » sCELEN L & &
2B (Besson, 2012) ~ BELER I (R [ AS 2 ETTELE AT
(de Schutter, 2005a) - A 5 FEHETBOMN AFEZ \Z’JKIB'H‘EJ?EU%T
A AER PrPE 2T » H o B TR 2R B & B A% O A RE ALY
EEEON R W AT EER 0 F TR 0%‘?:
BOM AFEEBE A ERION ARENLY T HIRER 2L - BREks
/z}zﬁﬂfﬁiﬁilﬁfi%%é"l\ e 7 T 2% 4 4 B 58 K BR T Y BIOM AR
B ' AT A A SR SR B S R P 225 S E H O
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.

M otwaeE WA A AT E SR I S Ema B A LT RA A BERA <
small claim court” @ #& % :x& (Watt, 2012); [t R 22 K+ F Dmagind= (L &
%5 2012)
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AL EF R WIES sy o SB— BRI B —(E 2 s A e - 258K
MARE DL Z A AR IR A B A SRR PRI > AR ST E
BRI E P RE R Y B0 &S HRER R0 - (B0 > E T E R
R E e DI iR B A A L RE A P > HIUZE 14 RORFERGER A ?
It MEEE ST T 5H 14 2B ERENRERCT , » HE
% EA IR R T o ERASCE 285y o AR ABON AREA
e BAFERMEZ FIRSBI - AT 14 FRETBON AR A LIPRESE
FrrgENZ Atk HER -

B Zi RN AEELSERNBZZA1IR

ARHEZE IR AR AL RERI B, - BOM AR R T A
HHER - WIFTFTR R » 1950 BN AMEALYES 14 &8 1966 F /AL
NKIE 26 B2 BITFAESINAER » REGSBIES I - BT
(REDARRTR 2B TR, " AT RNRREE AT TR
R o' BEEEEE  FRBON A RE A LRI R S a2 SR e
B4 AN BORER > R AT » 32 A QB B N e - 7 58
14 (FREHFEERZE  DHERARHBEY TEEKE, AEEDL
(Woehrling, 2008: 59) » '* 2 5UE H OB ERIE AMEE TR IR IEH]
AT EE R - B REEERET RN R RS EL &
h 24 M BB R S S A » AR~ FEEE (Bell, 2003:
94) -

15 W EREEF 14812 %37 > ;8 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka—347
U.S. 483 [1954]) » % %% Az = (2008) ; Fiss (1974) -

g ssE > 2054 (2000) -

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

B o dv e Mt - R CRAAHE -
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[z » 55 P12-1 {pRiE R 2 B o BRIPEE ARE N4 R HL G B i sk
Z TOPEERE | (right to equality) » Z/DHETLASIRE A ML TR
IEZ#5HE | (right to non-discrimination) © E2& F 5k » P EBLA LA Ky
REIZEEREMES  REGBIFOHmIERE - FREORTER - RIEER
FR S5 MR PR A & FE T (e 22V 5 - DUMBRIEIR S B IE AR R
BRPS AREALTRTERE - BIIERATEI5 (Schiek, Waddington, & Bell,
2007: 26) - SR EELES 12 SEEE BATS ~ POl S (Comité
des Ministres du Conseil de ’Europe, 2000: §§16, 24-28) » i {42
IFEIRRGR R R 2R =~ ok Ry (R 5 AARDLEREE P ER
FHWE - —AIHERRECEE 1858 1 THEEMRITAE MR 2 7T6E » 55
RIIAR B2 R B SR R AR BR U o 48 e e (B R B 2 A 5 [ HRRR I
JEFE S AR (3B 2 A o 5% GROCHERS R BIOM A FE A &Y T 1L PR
"R HLEBREGIBIERE AN S - HOREEGREE
HEFIBR AN HE ST T AR E B KR - 1 S S B PR B 55 i 59 i
A B Z RER » Z RS i s g -
Ehl EORPERFMEE S 7 SEREEFE S - BUNAREALY
B 2ok IR R RE T = 8 1966 RN BUA I B ER R EL 251 - X
WEF— AR > EREON A AR H N EEN A EHEE
G FI A T B IRFE S RER 255225 (Scheinin, 2006: 12-13;
Sudre, 2003: 768-769) - mE MEZ » 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 EH 43PN FRAIRAPR o BN LGS 12
(R # 2 OFMAP LN AR E 232 o A L iERN
FHARERIGELB Y > BEG R 120 AN 8 BFH R 6 S 16 #
T % & 18* (Gonzalez, 2002: 113) »

20
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specialis) #fiz > BN 14 (% (Gonzalez, 2002: 113; Sudre,
2003: 770) = ZRMEER I F5{E ZE 58 R E FROC2 B 14 R - BL
WAREEROCPEERES P12-1 (6 staiEEEe - nsy
B 7 B SR P12-1 iR B AEYARSCZ TR » AR FIEFIZEETEA
I & o s [ i o W PR R IR S - B WO ARV EBE
2006 4ERESR » 25 P12-1 (RMEEAINIUERZ - 2 WILIEE - 3T
BLEE 12 SR FEERE AR D AFTRIARE - AlaYE
BUMAMENL 47 &g S At 1966 FAEUALY » [EIZ2HE
26 4TS - 7 BEFFIERIETE TR A BUER] - AlE K R
RbEt 2 8B AVEEREEZR - ZS0A 39 (EEBIONARE ALI4HLYE
EAALAESS 12 983 E & (BTCE, 2012) - Hor » B ARGHZENREA
REBFLRE 17 B AL FEEON AR AR g S K= Z fREEHT -
+HHZ (Cour européenne des droits de ’homme [Cour eur. dr. h.],
2012b) ARTHEAE o ¥ BT EAREA FE R O e Z 5L ~ 2
ERFF o (255 P12-1 REFHE AT ERTRTR T > BION ARE
SEBEAAX B FEROM & R SRR E S 2 4 2 3658 55 14 fR{Y
PR T S EHIRT - 280 > 56 14 BRASHVEFIATE - Al AR
PfE -

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 AR PH 1966 # DFc 0 EHRTITFHRDET > E LB OO R
PRAILPRT REARERLR G 26 520 F R Y HER
IR U RRAM AN 14E St BRAR S ERHLET Ao LR
% % (United Nations Treaty Collection [UNTC], 2012) -
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S EH AL GE FF 14T RRERE T

AL K 27
Ex 59

R

B AME LTSS P12-1 (RBEHEFIES - B FIMS FRIRKIRE » AU
I B R A LR T EEEIEE 14 S0k e - HEF
LI E R R = b RIS 22 BaTE > T e sE =% - T
FliG sz 2 M T o2 | > K Marckx v. Belgium % - *° Gt =%1%
HETL > 56 14 (R ANNEERAGK T 2P EmLETS
BEIEEGEE - HESREAY -7 HIL > 5 14 RAREHES
P52 05 2 BB A G B R R A T R B LA
REZL TR » BB BRSRATHE -

HE L 9E 1980 FEAE - A EFIBIGEE T%E ) BON
ABE/NZ] (Sudre, 2001: 1365-1368; Tulkens & van Drooghen-
broeck, 2005: 313) - FRIEMIE » TYALIZIEFHR © HBRR ALY
FIREEGIRE™ 25 6 (65 138 (OPEH) - IR T AR
INPRHEE SR - LTS - 2 1979 51 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 # » TN A R R RILE 0 B 6 FE S 12 TR E IR (cvil
rights and obligations) if * **4+ & % 2 L3> 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



3 AR R B2 AL € B Rk 647

5 WEHZ BT E PR ETAT Y RECOH AL
4 B 2 FER B B4 (Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2008:
67) o BWON AREEREFE Airey ZEfRTEE © BEIRNALY T AR - AE
EHGARBBUERER] » AREH PP S REAE SR EgHE -
bt FZEGZH AT - NRERARALZE R R RE
K A R R e - 7 DALEE B e MR B b S L T R - AR
K)ok s SRR B SO RE RIS 2 FE G R EAE R R B K RY PR
5, o

ELFE Tulkens JAE M5 » BUN AREALHIEEAIETL—H " &
M 5 (uridicité) fiEr] 5% > HIRKEBEN EVERENS, - i
am NI ERE B 28 - “ERRIVBUEHE T » T iREE
HIRE(E (EFY o BN EBCORERT] (Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2008:
66-67)  ZAIM » WA REFI o8 2l 28 h &0 I HE 448 - AR (s A BUrE
FHESEE AR AR » 28 2 IR R A M oh B e B AR 1 2 4
Ao SRS > FlE SIEEMSELIE & B - MR T AIBE M
(Gémez Heredero, 2007: 6; Sudre, 1998) - A= » ,\&JefEmH @ {H
N—IEriEZ e - M AMREZZEE - SE R RER PR T T E
(Costa, 2009: 4; Tulkens & van Drooghenbroeck, 2005: 314) - L5
B o —RAREZ Ry TSR (ORFE | (une protection par
ricochet) (Sudre, 2003: 760) - DAUT & H &3 - Ealdn 2R
#HEE (Costa, 2009: 3; Sudre, 2003: 758-768; Tavernier, 2003: 4)
| LS R R AR » A ERBIOMN ARV e (5 2 IEORE R i R > 88 1 1
FIREIE 2 5 > DAL R ¥RET 28 14 87 AZZRERYRTER -

30 Eur. Court HR, Airey v. Ireland, 9 October 1979, Series A no. 32.
3 bid. at §26.
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(—) FERI BRI & 5 R e Bl — B 2% ]

e o KO RER 2 B > FTAE FLR A BOREF (R 2 3B -
TN > ARSI HER] > SRR A DA 35
NERE | TSR Beh iR « FAERTIE 1979 4 Marckx ZEth » 55 8 {6
(FAN B S E 2 EAE) B3 PRIRE T IS A T 40 A B 3B A - P
PERIE T LRSS SRR - BT ANES R R 28 » — EK
S0 P T T B R S M RSR ] 2 5 - BN RSN
BUAEH T 285 « REE - S5fRer - BIRESHER BRI EE
B%OBZ

BEAh - AERMEEY G ERE T BEE - R AR T
Fff - FIBSIE AR T4 TEERE ) AR - B ares
Syl o BN B EARIEELBIR R » 5050 Ry S BRIl R
K2 EIEGIRI R NSRBI ERGE TR MIEFREE -’
BB STIRT NGTES 8 16 - BT EUERIEH - 55 8 155 1 JEPT
B THREZEE | RIRGIER TFIERELE 2 MEESN 0 T
BN LA TE ) REFEES SRR, - HEBER TA
AR E AR R B > TIEEsmsELE , - Ik
Sl (R BB T 35 TR AG 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-VII.

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 Pl ch¥ — B F &8
A TAREBR @ paBEELAHE T REYFFEF raFRe >0 Bz
%5 {78 45 | (Soering v. the United Kingdom, 7 July 1989, §87, Series A no. 161) -
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B RERRIE D ECRASE - 3 - BIRFHIAMERA EBRIC
HERZ "ARERER MERETEIHELTHP SRR iR E
" FEVE Fy3575 | (obligation 2 faire) (Akandji-Kombé, 2006: 7) - fj4&
FERERID B2 i > DMATR R R " 0% H e T e HEE
R R -
TEEANORE ) FAVERR TSR | B EA S Tyt
R E AR - EEITTERABRER] T #E - B—F D
Z ZEEREN  HRARHI S — RS 2 m - U IR e E R A
REBIEE o BUNAREEBERIY 51 T & OGEH] ) (Decaux, 2009) 1
PABTOM AFEALZE 4 ik 2 25 (0% sl 55 8 OrbESS THESE
W BUBUAE TSRS - 7 S N R RS
(vulnerability) » %8 ANKYEE 3 k2 ZE (RS » PrIESE S 50 (R
HE -2 NSRRI T P BN i
TR BB B - HITTRESZ /NG5 2 16 - 55 3 (6RREs 8 e fs -
ERRERIANTE - AIREIRE B BET5 485 SRsat N e A A4
TERR R (FEE 0 2008: 194-195)  BWONIRA Z B85 2 f5F (Cassese,
1991) » ZRBROM A FE L e ¥ bt 5 6 7 O & (Tulkens & van
Drooghenbroeck, 2008: 70-72) * [ 53 1 i 5 & IR T fE{F Ay - SfEa]
gESPHEIE N E B fH/5FE# (inhuman or degrading treatment) » 40 IR

~

& gz eb
4
:

\id

36
37
38

B AT 2 FeaAE 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.

Fh2>m 2272 L2k 2 BRALELH > R TR HE 2295 3 iF
2L FNERAE ) > AP P Tyt ) 2 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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ANZIES 3 Rt TR R B EPR Y A AR R
TAEBRORUL A ~ REERBE TSR - ¥ MERRE A 2
6 ETRE G S IR I (e 4 - BORE R B R TS
Yests N CUERRE - B 5 BB REEANE RS (Tavernier, 2003: 4) « &5
23 [REVERFIR - BRI E ERIHME B G EEE (us cogens) FF
Mo P BRI ARE TBS 0 W EE R AR R
BRI (margin of appreciation) (Garlicki, 2011)» ¥ G288 5 #h FH
5523 AESHE > DUT R4 R ERE o

Ry d EFFS— B8 5 FIRERETTT /295 > (66X » #5840 Sudre (2003:
759) BELFIRE - DIAKIES 8 Rk o IS AR AR FEATE
5 WEREYRIERET el (BHER 0 2011) - EPRERAL
EZ W SRR AL Y AR — e
TSRS © Bt DIAEEE A B ERaUEE - R
B RER 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

B85 v AL ¢ 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) »

FMILE g A A 4 ST B F;Im:* 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 AL 19 Aodf St Y B T (Bur. Court HR, McGinley and Egan v. the

41
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43

44

45

46

47



F AR R R 2 A € B R4 651

FHES 8 (RIEDR > TIEEE 10 6% - IR BB 2 HEMET > GfERE T H
MERGEAZ R ) DUEEASFELES "R EEY - 28E
o, o™ 540 S.H. and Others v. Austria 2% B » BEIEFEE
1LEIRE AN T AT %%%xm%mELﬁAI%%% 25 R H AR
?AI&@ PEF AN L B IR S » MEH I B R -
SRS TEIRMABFR IR W2EE -

FRREEE > ballE &EUMA%&M%@F%;%%if”ﬁ
R ERIEEST 2 FEA P - DS E AR Rl - B B
FMEREAEFIER R EIEEE A RIIFEF] | (Decaux, 2005: 2) « 401 »
HEFfrEHE > E0EaEFREEHBAEREER ? by H e 51E
Py BB e — R O WM BT RHBT
STHAERIEN -2 BTN 5 8 R REEREEES
PEFEHEE TR %i%‘ﬁ#¥ﬁ&%%ﬁ2%ﬂ54$"

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

0wt gk pagE o 22 M (2008) -

31 Tavermer FIWRE CRmMABERGEEE Y > R A mMAZEY V@
z Al ~s:i'IFL s iR % (Tavernier, 2003: 4) o H =3 T m, > 773
TR, T ABEEBERHER A (FRF ) EERRF AR 2
Fie

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
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2009 4Ef Tatar v. Romania EEEEE5YZ T » > IRTOAE
BER % AR EEIR B (R B5 e BRI S - 28 B B SHEU
SKERAH B RS R IUE S - DUBE T (Rl AR B
ZEE MR DR EETE RS SA R R 2 R
FEF -0 BRI ANKIES 816 -

(Z) BB ARER #iz s 2

TSR > BON A AR A BRI AR LN S B R s 2
# o HIARER EFEML (Hennebel, 2007: 33-34) » HIEA
BRIz i% o 5 Ll A R S B R S ISR H 0 T R A
BHRFZE RS - AR FENEE 20 - BUN A RS AR E R BIINKE R
e A BRI A R B BT o RS - BREEH I > M BRI A A
H o5 [l M SO R S > S IR EE e AR AR
B S PERHS A 2RI RI R (Hennebel, 2007: 34-35) © B
IHEERRRY 1978 ERIM T » BT IR 2 B B EHIFRTR - &
HITHR I AT A SO B - W RTRER B3 - HNE T E
M EBEHE G LPZEEE  KIEET— B AFREFE 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 T &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) 2 g A {2 il Pz ez £ & % 6]e 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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AR RCE LIS T 2% 0 © BB AEZ B g
1967 FERIMETL BNt & BEF AR EON AFEA LB B S 2 HRag T
ZENEH O BRI NLPREELIN R -
AFEC&AEE & E - SRR AR [k > HPoo
DT EEFHR AR - A% 11 REGRERIIA LS ESBEL
FWEE ? BH] > BEREEEAGTE Z TIER ? BUN AR AR —
FHAREMEE%Z Krene, 2006: 792) » i 1993 HF£ 22 Sigurdur A.
Sigurjonsson v. Iceland ZEH 5 EEE » [EHF5 [ 1948 FHFAMET
E56 20 55 2 7~ 1989 A T EAH L EREER (Community
Charter of the Fundamental Social Rights of Workers) £ 11 {§&55 2
T 0 PR 1961 FFBOE GRS S BRI HARR AR - © sUkE
%2 Vilhjalmsson ;A EF# AN [EE R E (Vilhjalmsson, 1993) A& B
7 IR A BRSSO G B S Rivkke - © W MR
SRR R IR 2005 4 Sorensen and Rasmussen v. Denmark®™
ZPASH T E (closed-shop agreements) ik )i E » [F]5ZBOM A
REANETE 11 fRiRkE o HhZed - BRI S BT A GEBON VRS » B s

O pmar B E TP, 2 TE P LR L R DR HR P

A Al RS AR A LT g e T G
Aog oo A 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 f2%E {8 & > Chassagnou and Others v. France (nos. 25088/94;
28331/95; 28443/95, 29 April 1999, ECHR 1999-1II) #xiu2.

FPF 1961 £ R TR AF KL AP R - A ) PN AR 35 .
F27fimfis  R3RBET Rox hpmirss o 550 iz 37§ 1)
(Akandji-Kombé, 2004a: 231) -

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

2 QR B IEIGIE R AR - EHE 2008 £ HHHM T
AT B4H%% T €% » Demir and Baykara v. Turkey - ° N4 11
& 2 TEIRE - BFE SRS B2 {TE (administration of the State) A
BT 1 THRRE Y B - RAREE A —B0m i 1+ BE LA LTE 11
o - BE 7200 » mitE MBS E H ) 2 HAEZEONTL & E =
R R WERGIEER - MR ALY [ » fERE P S B St
A BREEARE LR BER e AR T RE - B
- EE BN TAASRE 87 SR ALY O BOMH & EEE S 616 -
DU BRIREARER E T 12 5REE 1 THEME » BeialE @ /Al
BEAE - A BT e N EIRG] AN S T R R |
EIA T REROR ORI HR R T B SR8 T & R in A T fER Y —IH
BATE,

il Costa (2009: 3) E'E IR N\ KL » Sorensen and
Rasmussen ~ Demir and Baykara WiZE 2 FIi R - 52BN EZES
Z Ve 2 W LIEEEIHEUN A A e A —ERE
ZORBEDRY - N - AlAwEHEY - (&I A HIR - BN

W

5 4 ggrme £ PHLRIEE 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.

FRHAF A pE 1996 EnmAAE AR Y 60F (BRSFEIE) » - R RRE
FEFBELR F LEMEFREET 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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SR AL, IRERAR T AR - 15 A B 0
SEANT ¢ BT SR E R AR AT BB § 2N B AIEHE - 4l
RS 11 FRIEYIRE (Krene, 2006: 793-794) - 24T » [EREHIE
1948 M FAMEE S - 5 11~ 12 B2 IDEWRAISEZER - A4
5512 I B HE - (ROEEITRESRE T K2 0 8 1L AL
WRIE T EEEE -

5 {3t % R A B K L B R (0 » s i m 2R A Bt
T2 1997 FEON A FE K A8 A4 (European Convention on
Human Rights and Biomedicine) #%f& 2 i BEHEMHRIES: - FIL07EX
AKEALIE 8 (6T - HETL [ B BASFEEME  (right to free and
informed consent)” K ik B HL A HE A IS BN & 2 HEA] o
e BT 4 B DA 5 I DA i 0 2 T M (R 30 B AR
SERIE R RAS RS MEERG » 2 y ETRE SRR F BN A RE ALY -
RIS TEON T 52 R (Garcia, 2008: 158-159) « 7

(=) HEMEM Sz %R
X& SHEEBEANYEBET AT Bl T HEEMS
(autonomous concepts)’® 7 EH# » iR SHMHER] > 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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SFFELIE 1 SR EEE 1 (LTI P11 FrRkE > i
R Hrh —IE AR FRME - IR A S BB A L R AR E
BT T il R » A0S A DU S (R A T MR 2
1N P1-1 16 T HTEY) | (possessions/biens) » 7° JETLHMT(AI A
BE DS B RIRPRWERTAY 7 ALl T EREAT
HY)) | (existing possessions/biens actuels) AR (Carss-Frisk, 2003:
19; Grgié, Mataga, Longar, & Vilfan, 2007: 7) - I8 TR EATA
Yy | FTHEAHEIAPIEE T TS | (claim/créance) @ FEREFE A RHE
PNEES T » AL PL-1 (B R TIEEHIY | (legitimate
expectation) © 80
B - FERE R R RIS RIS ] > R A B R

MR T RE B A, oY RS P11 RRELEIRA - R
e N B EES  TH AT E ) B Y Sk EER
LSRR REER Y TR, P I AEEIE S
1970 FEARETHEST » 18 2e 4 thos tH BN M B 2 3675 RIIE i
FERE - % B eI R BB R G T EBON A A RIS KBTS

7 ¥ & L (Pierre-Joseph Proudhon) & #+2|12p X2 5 L2 4 AL (Prou-
dhon, 1841: 39-49) o TheA W Fi2 222 4~ > TP A HAEEERL F kT FE
B 2 B (F &5 > 2006: 7) -

TS G AR IR R L BARAR > B A TR W 2R 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 RS TR R B - SR RIEE
TEME > CHEMEORI | - Mg i A e S
HIEESE o SR - (BRS  HANEE TEHEFTEY ) o RE R
TN ELERFIRAG TR IR - SR E 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 A - 9 T SIS AETE AR | Gk A
(R | - s AR 100002 T (52 Rr i BB fase - wfE
ATINE) - (EEREEBESEA HARRANT - BN AR £
By o EIEKE S SR TE A > SRR B R 5 B (R
2590FRRERESAE » B IE A R ARELRRER R EL ] > B P11 16 -

HARRE TR A F M > B R R A A E I
& SRFFRI R 8 IREE 1 TEHATIS 2T (AT - BN AREERTIR 1992
4 Niemietz v. Germany ZEH > $&AKIFEEENR . “home” » BRIEAFERR
“domicile” & » Bt It 21 = EREFT A EEE Y “Wohnung” » 7
IR R RET o AL - TERT WA TIEHE: o BB EITER R L
R BE Y LSBT B A R 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. KR * 300 A F s B h e ! 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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£ < °' [N - Niemietz ZE7N2 2 (A T Bl A TR T 45 B2RBE (5
s W S R (R A AE AR TS RALE
(Marguénaud, 2006: 477) -

DL_F P8 i M (R T~ — B IR R HL RS A
MR A Y SRR S Tk (Rt R - S
{8 R PR 4y« JREN L > BN ARE ALY B R ke S 2
SR HERI SRR - PRILES 14 (RIMSEA - 28T > L BHsE R EnE
TR BN AR AR E B IS T - BT B R L A QBB RER K
PR SR LRER] © RIS 14 (6&1EFEAITE 2

WIFAT R » BN AMEALTE 14 (R FARIEER] - (R E®
TENHER TR0 8, 2 EEM - RS 2R RiEk T
EHE ) B QAT gk - B8 T B HAE
I ATPEEIE  BIRER REGRER - 7 W E A EA RS
BESE FERE - BON AR E R TS = T, 2
B LURER (Gonzalez, 2002: 113) Z A HELH » SEUITRIE -
MERISE  BIAHEISE S B AE AL 3R - SRTRINES 14 1601
B (Bossuyt, 1995: 477) = ** ST » o TR {4 1A {ok o Y PRI e
B SRR IR RS M B E 2 s T ALY R
B - HEL 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 — #% chE B>t Tt
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FERGER S BRI 14 (REEHE (Cour européenne des droits
de ’homme [Cour eur. dr. h.], 2011: 101) - HE1F4E KL EATZER]
H 5 14 FREIRE N RERAL S & - BVE R R SR E i T &
LI 5 (Decaux, 1999: 106) AYREHES - HIREMEISET 2% K 5t
AR 2 5B EIRG B DR - 282 - REREONEERTE
By T HEIE | (frilosité) (Levinet, 2001: 2) -

BEMS @ S TPEEREONARERRIZ HFEE - HERS
TR R 14 % - S8R BFFEE A\ B BRI R EN AR TR
NARFE 2R BRI EETE R (Bossuyt, 1995: 486) - AL -
EGERIATEHEE RS » NEESR R F A0 R 2P B iE
TEH 14 k- BN - B L SMEEEANE—TT5E K EER
PRE R BEE (BIHERRE 14 %) - BONAREER TSR EE
BB EEE B PR (BFESE 14 %) - (HEEE L - )7
RN FEZEFEELS 14 k- asM b B A ZE (4 - Bossuyt
(1995: 486) ZUZLIMVRE N Z + Ho— » FRED AL PRIERE
FIZIRHIEATER AR = FEB R AN TREFNESZ
NERIE - SRR S - BB EERR - HE
FAEE S ARE S R 2 B 1T (R 2 RS B ORI - T T
SFEIER o FIIROIR R - 7 St iE T ERABA

A B AR QI R 2 R Y AR 5 7 e “without discrimination” ~
“sans distinction aucune” o F4h T JIpFEF T %, ¢ > TR LN EHE 2
“discrimination” 3 %> w3t @iE % 14 iF2 £32 X u] #F:8 (Bossuyt, 1995: 476) -

O s AW R ERE SRR RS R IR 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 HPL RS (Bur. Court HR, Wilson, National Union of
Journalists and Others v. the United Kingdom, nos. 30668/96; 30671/96; 30678/96,



660 ®WEAE

E=mEn” g A \BREEER” HIEEAS IR
B BON A E AL EESISIBES 14 (RE S HEHES » A1fE
R A B TTREREREE 3 R BFRE - ' A MRS )
I > ER#E (harassment) » {FEIIEEEDIALTE 3 KB5S 8 (REiE>
(Besson, 2012: 177-178) -

5 T RER U S R R 2 - BT S -
P HREF S5 SR B 5 A TR BRI WA RS
MR - B B B A S 2 S B A S T
ANEFEE  HERFEEN AR ST - BENETE
N Z Pl R TR E DR R IR AN G55 ik
BIERLES 14 G TLUEE » R RSREIREIR A Hh 2 683 o Kb
FISRH S AR RREYE - RESHEFMIGHRT - BERE®R
KEPER e W T S S BRI At - B B R
HORE - QRS EEEIE 14 G2 EE - FIOBHERIS

2 July 2002, ECHR 2002-V) : 2009 # it B 88 si1 § & | f# 4 % & 2% 213 o
b R LB L PR GRRBEARRMNEFRT 0 1 ERABARIIIRET
FIL A FLF A AIEGAT FIPHY S 14 E4R% 11 £ : Eur. Court HR,
Danilenkov and Others v. Russia, no. 67336/01, 30 July 2009, ECHR 2009.
® g < fl% ¢ 8 1ex R (Bur. Court HR, Lombardi Vallauri v. Italy, no. 39128/05,
20 December 2009) ~ 44, B = = & # % f# (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 R AKEBRPRERFAFEP Y % (Bur. Court HR, Obst v. Germany, no.
425/03, 23 September 2010; 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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R Filse B B o BT E S DU FIEE (sexual
orientation) K> FERIEE - FIREEREREERES 14 REH T I
W A FTO A S A [E B SR S 14 A K
W B AR AR A At PR R G > Rk B B i
5 R S ETE IR R - B BRI - IR
WEA AR A E TR R T B, 2 &5 Es '

(—) 5 14 iRz H X HEREE T

FEZT  BUNAFEALSE 14 (RESHESLFAIR » A0
5 BRI FERR B A » RN Ze DUOR PR AR A I S 2 25 2 RAE 2 B
SE 0 14 RGBS TR #m Ry T REIRIE ) (Wildhaber, 2001) -
RIBEON AREEREHIRSEE] - frel T8 gRIEA " BdRtE
B, HENEEREANGRECER » BB E R EEE A E
BRI HiEd - 55 14 RSB - BRI T EME
J# | (an autonomous meaning) « '* — EL A HI i e (ISR T (1 -
’E » E LA AN BB REF R GGR AR NS - B Ae (A 5 R Al
B35 7 BT FIR e plth =585 » 55 14 RN - A THECS
QI 78 SN QI RbE 2 AFAaIREF] - R 53 BEE AR E B E REFIIGRE
EEHEYIRIE P (within the ambit) - ' ERAQIE - T8 14 FERES
BB R B AN QY R a5 9 )25 B O P 25 T ] R

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



662 WEFE

TER  ANEGE T —REEARE T BEEEET R
HA MR » IR E R, 'O

7 b BB R MR S T2 B ALTE 8 6 TREES
HUFH 2SR T > S 5 2003 £E1Y Karner v. Austria ' HI5E0&
£:% o BRI Marckx ZEIGTAMER - L EMEFE R 54 TR AE R
GO RER] R B (R E M B AR S AR B - RS
ENER B MBI B TEN R R MR A B AR EATER S -
R A A ' BB BN AR S 1996 (£
e ' FIRE 8 RAER R SRS A SRR R 4 EREE 8
B - TR A FREFI B TEHEAT | N - A
BTG - BRI 2 ALE P11 (RIRRE - AIE (LR
RZALIE 8 REHERRE - ' FR 2000 FERTE - SEEIE G2 A
DU B DL B B4R S A T B T EA T ASERE IR
NI 8 AR AAMREE B RG-S gh—{E
)BT BUT BRI > B R A s 2 > ' e AR
ZHHERER | 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.

19" Eur. Court HR, Karner v. Austria, no. 40016/98, 24 July 2003, ECHR 2003-IX.
107 . .
Ibid. at §15.

8 R g TAMAHTRLY EEAES  ERLFEEEN A £ 28
Rl 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.

112

Eur. Court HR, Chapman v. the United Kingdom [GC], §§99, 129.
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55 8 6B - AN (I < AR Karner 3822 5YRERRE | FI RS »
LIS 14 (20855 8 IREBAILE - E I EBERT T {r#E%R
B BRI o HEM 2 50 {5 1999 4522 Larkos v.
Cyprus - '® [LZEEEE MEBINATS B P B BT S 5 5E S
EMHE Y BA B - EAEEE SEBNGSERO AL
FEZET - ELUBMES B EREseEm - ' K2 BONAES
A LR B FEEEUT L — R R - AR B A
NEYFIERER] - K 3 H N AERBZE S GINERE » 5
HI BB HE A 5 AT A5 8 (AT BB AL M (Human Rights Committee
[CCPR], 1988) » Larkos ZEiE4X IR Z 5 14 (RS I85 8 IRIF4S -
bR ERE - AR HIEERE (AT M BRI 8 B A - T
% TEARHERES W T AAERSEREE 2 MNENEE
RE - ' R R W R B S (R o B R
S BB -

ERE 14 BN A iR R s R AR R A
2y« NERFESEEEIR Y HEE DUEILE > 40 Van Raalte v. the
Netherlands Z&"'° 2 FEFA T Fosth - EZE R EE A FUCE] 2 B R0 R AL
(kinderbijslagwet) 7B A1 2 B » B — B IE T (e R 4518
IRRETZ BTN o SR - SIS 5SS bl B e Tl
A R - ENGABEALE P1-1 6 T ARSI 5T

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

1999-1.
3 #1584t (forced evictions) B &E‘,f 201966 & 54k 2 X% 11 152§ X A5
B TR 1966 E 2Fp 2 F 12055 1 8%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.
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Bréstt - ERE 14 BN ABEEIFBEEFE S » FHHEBT
K REGHER « XA Glor v. Switzerland 25 » ' H13% N\ RIERR i %
AREEfS » AR O - ANEEE R BT e R - Ik NEDES
RS HUS R E E S R (% » TSR (5785 e iR S 1% HL 5
BIRHR 5 2+ R A S AR S R - BOM ARE AR AR
R TRt 2 EIE » RIEIRSE S N B A R0 - T 8 16
IR T B 2 BRI T DU 3 S G A R385 © bRy %
e gE N BB IS - ESERS G SAELL - L 2P
FEWER FFEL BRI - JEREEE 14 B L —ZRIRUE (Stavert, 2010:
141) -

() AT THI I N B R R s

At AR E RIS AR RIS SRR 2 F 2 - H RS
BEPEHHAE » P REEIEL - BONAMELLIEE S 2
% —HEERALZE =A% (drittwirkung) (Xenos, 2012:
42) EifE#E/K %77 (indirect horizontal effect) (Arnardoéttir, 2003:
96) » TR B TEARERHL & BRAE i DU e fA N 2 HEFIMR & - ZRTER
IFEARERE TS - A AR E B O AREAGTRS £ BON AREERT
BER SO BN RSB R R ER T T RS TENFE I L (affirmative
action) » """ e IEFE IR T M AR LI - e T ERE 2 SR -
JESl#EME R " & P9 | (reasonable accommodation) (de
Schutter, 2005b: 38) - HIAT&E Hl B fEEA " A A THHH 2 IR &
(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 £ (2009b) -
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2000 FASEFES > Thlimmenos v. Greece Z& > ' Hligt 3%
A BT ESERE | BRI 14 (RARE i E R
(Arnardéttir, 2003: 101-105) - [FREHE T BIFEXREEE H &>
sise b 0 HEREEAE I NE 22 ) DU T BRI R EE B
G R R RE A R AR ERE - A
FHFENRACAMZE RS A (Jehovah’s Witness) - 54 KIESE AL
i ABZHRIF - W% Al R H A B EE TR ER - BEREION ARELLY
BEA ORIEREZERE ~ TR R IRfEREBREMNMER G " BAUE
| (right to conscientious objection) » '*' Hz% ATy F5E - FIEU
A TAHRR A S - SR &y T REMMALSE , 2 ABLEAMEE 4= A
Z FEAVERER » DBHRIEH - WON AR AR - RN A& stai AT
gl - A REE R K2 WIFGEIETE T Egsthiz
HE - BIRRIA T 8 e 7= SRR 5 - 8 5 B
EFFEISL - DMEEERIERE 2 REE -

ZREON AFE AR R ERT BN i 2 1185 - R EALSE 12
TREE A S Bl S  o T RIS TE R R
[E IR B SER AR I o ANEUEE S EFETETER L iR T IR R R i
HRABILERIET —RMMEBOR T E - WK LS 7 Z R e R s &
ERS A i LAZE R - M e B el e A s E RS HOE T HE
M2 T BIRANGEIL, - P K2 > METEEE AT

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

2000-1V.

Ibid. at §44.

B AR FfE 2011 EEEY - B E LB AIEIRE X (RREREL AT
R) Fo AT RN E BRI NS 9 KRR 2k (U Zz # i 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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BRI RIS MR BB AR E o st — (R e A R
IR ZE B 7B ors - 3B R AR e B 1 T 0 {5 (el
Bl » BEAREBE AR BN T - ST 52 L RR T BRI © SRS
R M - NEEE EREONEE il a g - P

FEAL - BRHEENEE TS 0 5 14 I ERE S EITE TR )
FHE P EE TRETIE IR A B S E R 5
& AREEAAER S 5 RIS Martin, 1996; Radacic, 2008:
844) - W AMEFHBZE G YEE 1989 55 18 5 M= R (CCPR,
1989: §6) » iR RIBEE B 1966 FEAFUALIES 26 IRFTERLL § TR
BESERA 1990 4EAE T IE G R BB RS » AR Y B 2 B
B 72 7 ELAERE (Moreau, 2002) o 7.7 » BN A RE AR S R BRE >
PRSE—FEHIBE (Tobler, 2009: 16) « [EJ7HER FY 2001 4EFm : &
T — e M TSR B S 1) 7 A R ol EE 91 (B e » B
JERF S B ST S I - AR AR IR > arRE o
A R R R SR R T {151& 2005 4 Hoogendijk v.
the Netherlands 22 R 2B E - ' HEE5 B AR & 20248
S 2 1 R 7 2 AR T TR e S B L T 4 (o R S A
L B (RSB RRETZE) 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 2 Hugh Jordan % ¥ i i 5V KERELH4RE 4L 2 2c4 (Bragoi,
2008: 18) -
AAW £ FliE 5 1966 & e 2 9% 26 - g il ol A g 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
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A TR > DU — U AR A DS SRS > S A -
55 AR 20 22 255048 » IR T - EIRAR S 52248
% USRI - lRTET  EHHAREMRE T RIS
FEE o O CEERE - BIE D R MR E -
B ML A B B WS EEEEE T AE SR
B A SR A B > =, - Y

2007 4F » KA FE D RTHERE IS A TR I A - TR BUR
TR - (FES A (Romas) EEFFVFHRIE LR - HEIRE 1416
T BRI - W TR E - 7 R R
PRAGEIES R B PR DU R B 19 T R > i -
FEAh > AR ZE A R R AAE Ry T & ST R (R 7 B 2 1
RIS - PP H B A RE LR 14 B0 2t «

2 - SRR T E 25 ZBONEE

B AN A& S 4 B R A /R PR SRR R TR TSP
FHE ) ZFFF o AREITERTIL > B AEIIISHERACH IR Z P E 2
o P —RER RS > IERFAS A AR R R Rt - RTEEDS
%14 REIESES - [EEMAE LY ETREEY) (ratione materiae) HY
B4 > PR R S i S N BRA B T DARIE Z REA R E - R
BZ 0% 14 FREVRERIFE > R FECEN A EEEARUSE
PER R B R HE 25 ~ EFE N L E AR E S S YEAL 2 R
gt - [Ells > BLER BRI - B EBEON "L ERE ) (common

27 Bur. Court HR, Hoogendijk v. the Netherlands (dec.), pp. 21-22.
128 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)'” >~ B A FH A « BRI S REHEE
H ATOL U A EEA L AR08 Feaeh 14 iR 2/ AZER]
AR EZ P > SEDL 1948 FEHFAFET T 25 1565
LRI+ T ANFRER 2 Ry dEtsr A R 2R a8 Y FEE R AR P
RAYAETEKEE - BfERY) ~ KE - ) - BENLOEHE GRS
FEREEIRSE ~ B ~ TR - T3 - HESUEHARREERIRIIEI T
BRIAERE WY > AR RZORE ) - ATEIRC A R > BONAREAY
EREAEES 14 (Rut Dl REERE fragd - B T @S, 2
e o ARAEEHEE - ARSI RERN T NI ) - BONAREA
BEAI RIS B - EESIPAHREIZE T 7 56 14 FRERELAT TR
&) 250 A e AR B B 5% A UL AR R Z PRI 2 5]
I BOM AREARRIECE B UrA BRI 2R > SR IR A ?
EEERE > STHE R IR > BN AR AR B
TR S RN ILERAR TS B2 K ERRRER T ZR DS -

- F 14EE R A gt b

WIHTHE Thlimmenos FEZEFTE R 255 14 & " Bugis% , > —H
EREFIRFE TN R R EYR - AR BR e AR AL K
RHE 14 FRHE 2 - sHEHERTS - 28 T R0 =
FFHFLLEE 8 fREAES P1-1 R RefCFR - EETIRE T RIEAE 14 1%,
TEEZEETFhEEEEEYHEIE - 2004 F£1Y Sidabras and DZiautas
v. Lithuania % > °° TERIZERMILIEES T2ETE ) BRI

T
=
T
=

12 Bur. Court HR, Engel and Others v. the Netherlands, supra note 94, at §82. I p%

FLEEF (011: 189-192) -
Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, nos. 55480/00; 59330/00, 27 July 2004,
ECHR 2004-VIII.
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fE = P Bi38 Niemietz FEFTBE Y TSR LSS ) 2 > REON
NREEES IREPEARE I DUER - DL "By 55 14 (RE TIFRE
NEARORIE o ¥HELEHM S - AZEEIEFRMER - BUNAELLY
EAFRETETEMAETRE ) 2R (Marguénaud, 2006: 477) ? &4y
rh R B e R S A AR - SCHEE G IR TR R L 2R B Y
(Komitet gosudarstvennoy bezopasnosti [KGB]) & » RGN ESHHE
ZBZR L R ATLEFIER - AHERES Y SREBUN T EHEFZ &
Gl T TR S TSR A Y SR E R ZE 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
—RIIEERE - “ReEE - GEMZE KGB Il - N5 E
MR RESIBUGEAE - 2FES B @ e LTS ER
FRFISN B E -

Be J7 [EIZABH 1 SRR R - BIA T SRS S R RO Y
TEFRBLAEERER] » FEEVINAT o ERION ARE AL 40 b B Zal R
HUER - ESORGUE S HE ? AR SRS AL Z #EH B
TR R - AN EBREN RS E LUREREEE
F o BN Niemietz 225 » e J7 8 AL EEHHAERIT S I E &
RiFEK  ESR TEE ) BIFES TS - BUNL S E= DA IE
BRI R U R THEAEE ) BT IEAE, B E R
4 - BONARENGUL R frRE TEHETIEM, P MAFESTR

Bl #4505 £ 52 2 15T (Mantouvalou, 2005: 579) -

2 Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and Déiautas, §§30-32.
133 Eur. Court HR, Sidabras and DZiautas, §47.
134 Eur. Court HR, Thlimmenos v. Greece [GC], supra note 119, at §41.



670 WEFE

SEFIEERFE NG TS LR « BRI » AP ESE L H
NEENELRLEFT—E » AR SRS N R T R4
ZEEST AR SE S A YRR MR R B E RS | I BRI R
CIRERAEAES  BERANEELSSRRE - K2 0w
MR - BT EERETIES 8 R A BT A (B — S
RS BT HEGETIAIEE - SR RN - D 1EE R
ZERERYNE b > AIRESE 4 R AR M S B A B R A L
%o JEES 14 B - T R R RE R BATHR
EP P ALIE 14 (285 8 (RG IRt 5 - ol &
A EREAWETE » AR IR B 5 —(8 Gaygusuz v. Austria ZEH
J&7TJ (O’Connell, 2009: 217) -

N EERERIGE LSS 14 (RIS T-RIsEHE L » A E 2GR T A
HHAE R | B EE T 0 1996 £ Gaygusuz v. Austria 2138 R E
SEIBEIRLES - RIEt - EEBUTE » B AR BECRILB
T BhEINE - G IRk SRR ARG « BEITAHEH - (RN
SERITE o B R SRR N A SR SRR T EE
FEEME » A SEIURECRAL - B35 AR L EHEE » AR T /R4
{7 5 REEE—TES - BT ATE SAE T - MR B A ST
S BTN 52 25 2 B - RERRIEGH - 8 Gaygusuz ZEHIRA
B R By SRIEREENA SIS By B o AT BUARE (Conseil d’Etar)

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

i AFEFIEBFTAUNBERALEY A FAZREF $ 8iE (Loucaides,
2004; Mularoni, 2004; Thomassen, 2004) °

# 4 Mantouvalou (2005: 579) #r% : 2LH [jpdkdcik = ;8 ) 978 o x > gt |
AL RN 1S 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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78 A B 73 2R B R A B AR (T B A\ e <2 2 5 it AE (Andriantsim-
bazovina, 2002: 124; Katz, 2010: 333) o 28 51 22 R o 2R HE 5 1
& » {H RS 25 AR 2 JEEAR o

HE 5 P11 REGEANIESE LGS 2 BT
T - 2002 % 2003 R BN AHEES: AT EETE - A LUSD)
Gaygusuz Z& 7 F- 103 - 554 » Wessels-Bergervoet v. the Netherlands
%" HREEHEM S (Ouderdomswer) Foi o B35 A2 Sk @4
ISR ER AR - SR EBEHERRGE T o A HBSE R ER
TR ZBREE A - RS Ryt - FH < RIS R far e 2 1%
RFIRETHE - BERUE A BRAGNT » RIS EME IR - NEIET
AP fET R BUR BE R 1 & e e M R B R R 2 . 1966 2N
BUAKY  FSCBITIIE " AR S A A A B T R
1 BRAESRT » FesrART TR DO RS T — A R R A
B REOHE  IEEREFANS  ARHESEESHEE -
H > BIIF Willis v. the United Kingdom % - "' B335 \ B EH T4
ZHRK > HUFAR Ry 7 R 2T » 281 > fRSLE] 1992 4
TLESE 2 Blm G - BERPRRE PR RS - JRAE R T A
BECEAERTZ IR EA 28 ERST - K2 HEHHIRE T 1999
AL EEASNCER - PEEA R -

THE BN AR AR - S REBUR 58 - BRth &y i 46 - 2 #ig
i<t - JERRSE & 2wt - JEEE 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
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BB BRI R R A P11 6 AR IR SRSy -
FIIDLECES I Moses SEE 2 R R © IS P1-1 RE R
B HIRNENE SN HAe R 2 (A8 TSRt N ELE S -
RILEREGE T 0%  E5R TR o ' ARIIE » Wessels-Bergervoet
EPE IS DL Gaygusuz ZEJIEEHIE © BT sEIE )T 8 I RER
5 P1-1 (AR IEEE T T A iR gt
225 > FEIRERANE © [ 7RI LASTRE 2000 2 BisE 'S 2 2 R Rk
B8 SR ESTEAT M B B R A RIS N B AR R B T A E 4048
(PR I - 55 14 RS 0855 P11 (RERINAZE - ER Willis %
BE TR - B AN BRI - B AR MR R 2 TR
) 2N BT DETEREE SR AR A
HoegE » BB 14 (RS 085 P11 I8 N8 2 liltG -
IR EZINREN S b 2 I Rsh s » B e 3 B > G
RS > ' BB A=A (Courtis, 2009: 387; Radacic, 2008:
847-848; Timmer, 2011: 707) -« ZFHEAIHE S TR B BFE
TR o R R S A ESEMER] o B A MRS N B A
M LI 14 (R e e e A (T SE R B R TS R - 5
PR RIS EE P1-1 OB B T o E - B
Koua Poirrez v. France » ' H155 \ R yNEE SR A+ - RikEl \HE
A &0k B o A YE 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 KRR F £
o

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

ECHR 2003-X.

145
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handicapés) AR5  RERARE » SRR EMEFE D M EUEARETH A
HipekEx 2 BR - RREM FREZEFEE W - R EFEEEE
fe A 5 S L B ) o SR B - Y TR B AR (Cour de
casssation) tFlFy > 1966 FEABUALIEE 26 BRIl AR S EIZE IF(F oA
PEIEE > 2 RIS - Rl SERIER 1998 EHUHEIEERS - 'Y 3
REUNHL SN ZE A C » SR EREEMER G FEON L&
EHEE 12 (£ 4 HHAE (Comité européen des droits sociaux
[CEDS], 2000: 279) = fi )7 8845 g iths [ fhigRiEL - DLk 1992 4F
—HEONE B G RZ B GHEE AR HBER R - R
R I REGEASE P1-1 B - B Z ey BRI S A SR -
MNEIR E L HUE 2 A5 48 - FRorazBlR Ert gt EREepnEH DR
GIFE - ZHEHEOP IR RS M BB P1-1 REFH4HE -
PRI (WIFEDR R IB AR > BOE TR LA R 5 B PN B A TRt 3
PLPIFEFRAZET - FHEHEME - EREONAREEEAERER
2005 fEZH " 2006 FEEH > Stec and Others v. the United
Kingdom %€ » 'V #GNE TR - LB ANE YR TH - 24
N T A ZEZEERL | (reduced earning allowance) » —IEZEER B B
1990 e N HUH 2 IEEEE GG - \EEHRT - R IR B X
SRRHRL (retirement allowance) - HiEE A SR » RITLE] 5 24

146 CJEC, Koua Poirrez v. Caisse d’allocations familiales, Case C-206/91, 1992 ECR
[-6685. % Pri¥fp2 miilliz iR 2 HRE > A F A2 R G FlpE
FEF FOALE 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
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RO 1 AT —Ab » FEH B T IREA M R )5 20 S MR AE [E] PR 55
E o EAE EEEREESE R W AR ERS - RS P1-1
RN Z B o SERIEURFRIFR S S - FaRSE P1-1 iR ATl
Y1, SRR E G BEREIFEANE AR FHEEULA
FHRAE BT ST R - R - BB Gaygusuz ZEE
FIRABIEETE

KIEREZ ZHBGE » NEFHAIESR SR E— P PIRRAIRT - -
DA Mo BEZ - TIRKEEMSET » R F RV E R E 47
GRTER - itk TIEEE R R - B 2 AR RN ERE S
BB BGRINZENE - BE )i 0= B g Kb )7 AR Bt - &R
RSB EBRA TG - FEZ— » Jh4# Gaygusuz FEiz > &
BLEEAT | BARZ BRIB T > FIEZ = BN PL-1 R N2 TR
FE ) B 6 (REE 1 THZ TWHE - TR BB ? feRifE 1993
FERIHRSIT > 0 BRITEH ISR 5 6 RE 1 EEAE
AR ST Z Rl 224y - m#E MRt R (social
insurance) » ELIEIEFIRLE) (welfare assistance) o !

BE 07 A BT oK B A B N BE 2 L EE S - e — S A
LI BRSNS 2 FR AL R © M2 BREE 5 [ - SR A =
Bt Hoffmann JEE 7 FLAFIETERHSE @ JLEI(H 4GB E R 2
il BIHERFHEFTE R - ™ B0 BoRBON AHEA LB {EE >
% P1-1 R R DVHRESEIR I R A DURAVAR L E 5

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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By S BB ETE R TS B R SligemET, oD
1?5 B BOR TR F B4l i E R £ 5 RIS T S EHIRE
BEE R RANITERSGHTERERSEES  WEBBAH
PR % - N E » WS e WA S AR A BT
A TR G2 281 TR N2 AE1F AR 5k T B
B WA BB - R BT AR e i R S IR TR (Rl A4 b
¥8  TRIE P1-1 BRI T EUS R R, 4549
PRt GRS A A - i T — B E ARG TR
HEHIRE - BIZEDIRF A AL 14 eiE > s>, ™

Stec ZEREFHHAGER » T SBONE R BRI T B i 17
8 RNEER B LA IR BTR LSS - SRk
B shes - LSRG A TR R - R PHPEFEE
Borrego Borrego A Bt E HIFE N 2 17 E) 8 R » sEFeRii T LB
I E Fefol i AR 2 e —20E (Gomez Heredero, 2008: 203) : 2257
WEENRRE AL TIREEIR - AE P11 (REE AR E
HE - AR R 58 LUBEUS T FTAY) | (Borrego Borrego, 2006) » 22 »
2010 fEATRIEIERAACERESE 1D S BB TR ST B 35 » AATBIE] Stec
T ESE 2 HE o BT P e ¢ THIES 1 SE S
55 1 R R HIG B HE S R BOR MHIRE » — B4R A
HUE RSB T &GN - SR IEIEA 2 DA 5 S R
2 IETENER By LR 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 20105 Serife Yigit v. Turkey [GC], no. 3976/05, 2 November
2010.
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HEEFSENE 1 Sk ERs 1 (eEfaE, -

Mert G a5k B - BMAE RN P1-1 RE15S 14 (5~
MG - 8 RREHE EEEYT - £ 14 EHE 5Bt A
i o BT BRI RRELE - RS NEETT T EE | REY
T - AR AERERE Y HEEL S Y R EMEN W
HERR 2 252008 - BRI R B HIARB Y SEEREE - KA
BRI ANKIE 14 (RBI855 8 (5 - Hoh Weller v. Hungary %8 » 4/
FHI4E @G (maternity benefit) Foik o HZ 5 HIRABIE -
R&EEG B E SEEER - BEAEL - i AREE A
E 35 AR REEEE L » HFE BB ok A B > BB EEEEE - iA
B FUIRTIGEEE A - B35 A XREA AR 4T 2R Sk
Bz Bks B AGTE 14 (R2IE5E 8 1% - WRBUTEE - &5
TEF 4 SRR R 4h SR - JRER A1 B A BTN »
HERRYNEEE R T By DTl T (EFI4SHA | (marriages of convenience)
THE - N EEEA AN BER » BITE  REES
HESE - S RERE A S RE - ATSHESLE TR
FACRIRA AL - SEW A TS B4 A S BB T
] (residence permit) » BE{ZEUSZEZFA] (settlement permit) » 3fi i
(SIS PR Jok - S L 2 R BB AR T 4 0 R NEE > T
o WAREESHER DS - 4 b 0 BT A U B TS R > B
HR AT 2P A AR AR -

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

doke b B g R 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 AR N % 7dei2 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.
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PrREESEEORES - BRIt & 2 HI L [FN D R R B
BB S BN 406 2 Pl - Weller 282 MR85 73 72 BllFr i - R
JEGCHEFB - 1998 4FHY Petrovic v. Austria %' Pyt BEIRL—457
& o BIME AR EE S AR B B EE A Z 50K Petrovic 2827 BB
BEHARE R © BONAMEERAEABEANNBEER T 2 g
VPEAZ%s (Priso Essawe, 1998: 723) « ARZEHGE A Ry B > FTFE
PRI a5 S R R 5, HFREE 2 T - RREHEE HE
REARSR » PRI EE B F SR AR E DLEER R 52 - IR 551 - e 5 e -
REERMG 7 2RI 8 2 B DLVA GRS R » T RBURHE DL B 2 2
BT > WREAE SR ERE  BEZLEE 14 R21G
58 REH . o MEEAMMEEEGALIBARERNEE » WHEHE
TR IEZ B > HEEEH AT AR AN - RN HIRNE
HEE 1980 FAURT - BUMNET &5 2 AH RIS & 1E Kk S
LG - BIEREEE N2 1990 0K » BEIRRERZ > il
RIELE% FE DA SR eV Rt Ry bl BE4EE5E0 -

2012 FHEE MR KIERESH] » Konstantin Markin v. Russia !
A EHE T E IS Petrovic ZEGE R B 2 FHREIE - FIISELEHIEE
PREMEIEZ T - SRR RE R - ' oML M 2 T
BHRBIONEE, - HE5 AMRBHESCRE A - HR R R R R R
H o FHEIE P MEEC—RERE AR - S EEE
PRANER: » Ho— (R EE AN FFIRICE - [ 07 toRER » BN A%

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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BRI A PRI S A — R R - K2 kb7t s 5
KR S e 1O ERABISME R R R E AT LU B
PRI T TR A BLR RS - 95 TRSSNE AN, 6 T B
EES R | 2R S E O R I - '
KGR R R I BRI RHIEE » R 2F 8 BREIrY
R BR—RIGEERIIETER I - 55 14 T ERIEE Y Bl A
B PRERR B EEER - K& T REE Ll e v
NZEH Petrovic ZEHTINEIA e © B BBIRZ 2 » MELCIEE
B S ERVE 0 AT EB O B AR R S T B EAE
SR BEAIE - B WA R SR B R E S
(AT RE SRR (] S 782 - SRl - RERBUN RS DL S B - AORE
(DL 16 th 1 2R ' (FHUERES 14 (2B 8 (B 555 -

22K = it H SRR R R R IR - ZentEE S
R R EERLE ' BEMETRRE RIS o 1A
B EANGTE 14 (R TEREY T RO | B koK
B ERRE AR E B LR ST o TRk ZE R ) € 2 N 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.

Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC], §137.

A&l- F$E kP EF 2L S8 Dragoljub Popovié i § (Popovié, 2012) » # i
FHRFAE AWHAE Y- FE A - A find A TR 3L
WRRA W BRFEIrEEA I A TR D AN L TEBE AR
oA TEAR R

AEARA MR DY 4 TRI A FTRAEZG  FY AR EER
ZTBEBE-RAFNF 37 ES 13 c 2 2R fIF A B si
A 11425 55 % (strike out) ; Eur. Court HR, Konstantin Markin v. Russia [GC),
§§87-92

164
165

166
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PHEETHFREME 'Y BRI R YR L ERAY
(Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination
against Women) 55 5 ~ 16 ff& ~ 2010 F)¥frim LI HZEZ A&
(Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women) ¥f
RBIBUT S > S R~ B TARSRES 111+ 156 165 5%y
FHRRFRSC ~ BUNH S EESS 27 % - MHRAECONE EEWoA S 4 ~ BR
SRR RARBIIES - h1E 33 (BB AR A4 4]
PELEMEIEDE - ' BIRSARSS - NELASLEIR - ILA SRR
Be 07 K AR ZE IR L SR FE M A o7 T AR REisefl - REE -
514 R E BRI B - K2 Rlifa G5
R - BB RRCE RS Y E E PR S Bh B 2 R e B
Mz ER - HHEOEA P 2 B85 - TOH . — HEERER]
RSB > 565 4 (RECRER/ T - 2EMEN AR EL

17 X% wgp- 252> (the third party) L8 » 91 p v FIPFIIE A 8 4 20 o

(Centrum voor Mensenrechten, Universiteit Gent) » H ;2 & 3 it 2 4+ 6] L
(gender identity) 5 #k#_ (Konstantin Markin [GC], §§119-123) o pt jrikPe g2 14
o A T2 BART HREE SRR P v e ko2 Hge )
Gt & 2 Ed T f o ithy o T HAERPFEIFRENES 2
% < 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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MR - IF 25 1 > Bt £ e ft 2 1t g e s - teFIHIE -
BRI SRS EALFRSR > UPFEAHREEGESE 14 k2
RS 8 55 P1-1 Rz ZaafriE - ZAHSRMIAE 2

BN BUE -2 S N

BIOM AR AT 2R AL REFI SR 2 22 - 3R A AFREET - T EHR
SR EABIPR AGYR L - 205 [ O RR B B A g 2 = - — AT
= Hglultr —fR BRI AR E - IS BRI R e o BUNA
REEBE M E B — R BB ARE - BB —EBOM A RELRLY - BRI RFT
AR EE R E ] 2 BIPR AL TR E BT BITi SR 2 B
7£F T (Cohen-Jonathan & Flauss, 2005: 677-679) » 4 Konstantin
Markin 28508 b iw 20 R 22 B & IR 5 MR 2R Fa e 3 e
ZEBEH - EFURAT T DU R B 2 R 14 {47 A A B
S TRESS 3 - S04 Sidabras and Dgiautas % » FEEBIRS T
GHER  NAEEETE R S B A R RS BRI
e

i & I E SRR ARG Demir and Baykara 352 7%+ B & B
Tt A 2 #ED - IRATREMERE )75 R BIOM L3R e P A > (758 - 13
2 RO AR NI E BNk & 2 A S B fGET (Flauss, 2009:
872) - LE S| mBEEE » BONARER B R HEBUN T &&= &
HE R R MBI T ERMG, 7 TS BEONE R
ey S 58 (Renucci & Birsan, 2007: 410) - 4F&YEIEHA " #i0%Z
ARHCAEGRREIR | 28815 » BEON AR EBE B 40 S B A
bir BEAER  BMatES 12 e E 2 S HaRE DT

171 L P P o oy s o ..
el T Bt & % Choderlos de Laclos ¥ & i 3 ] 3 Les liaisons

dangereuses (% T~ T ) 2 %4 -
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FTHRZ— - H%E - HREBUNAFEEER R " —x&y, EEoH
AT REF PR PRI DA EL R 5 ~ YN PR S i U e - A
IR &IE E EI0ANE RS - BON A A R R 2 E EEEEN
A ANEHZREEZEVEFER] - ZBZEFEALFAT (Renucci & Birsan,
2007: 410) -

AR E IR BRI & - 1T Konstantin Markin ZE[EERS [ 2I0EL
ERN B EEA R BRI - N5 14 fRirkELE
WEZ @R - ARMABRINE - ROEEE S EAVEN R » IRk5 1@
4 Demir and Baykara ZE 2 #{LH] » K F &% (Hervieu, 2012) - M4 5H|
BUAIEMERE 23] DR ks - N AEE 14 (R E RIS
HTh - #%E Pinto de Albuquerque (2012: 51-52) 2B Konstantin
Markin ZZ32 0 BUWAREEBDE ALY 14 RirfEtt g 2 4
T AR - BIED SR s AR B s i e #lE - 48
KA RER OrbE - FREIONARE ALY T W8S B 22 e BRIt - TR
B AR E BN AR A EERRBERES " FE A, 2 EH%
TH - RKEEERENGGUIRES IETAER . " EHE, > 56 14 K
HEA TREEmE ) M - BON AR AR SRS TERER] ~
i ZfE2E - BN RFERG - R BSOS AE & H 0 E N T T
PriErtb %€ (Delzangles, 2009: 292-302) - ELf R HIE 2 [EJES
14 Rz BA] > ZARFER GO " o3 He ) - AT A R EEEE . - T
B -

AN FiifE S.H. and Others 25 RIEREFREHER D EHIA—5
B A LARZREEE 14 RI0A T Eke ) 2R - B E B [E R E S 8
PRERE > B 14 % > EERBIEKHERE - BALE 14 (R 2 IEHE
BIRFF o 5 14 REIRBIRRE—E ZaETERH - 2R URE ZF
Rl T REEE ) RO AER o ORI EES - DEE
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SeARH  AHEHAE B 2 A AR S Y - BRI
BRSNS R S B B TR - 55 14 2 BRVERVE A It
EEESETT | A RIS S S REG 2 EE M AIEES NG
PRAE TR TR s T AR - YRR S i A
stk -~ 48 T ATEE | 2ERENE (RIS - IR
EfE - THPTIE A TR IE R BRIz 2 A M s - HcpE gy
P 2 T DA TR MR A T AR TR M - TR 1 O R e AR
HE—EHI TR - BB 2 2SR RS BV S » WIENE
FEY o B0 A A T A TR 2 0T R IEB B EF] » SR IRk
FHREREFIZE 2 - 7 SRR T2 )7 R 4 2 2 A
B YRR E BB — R B R (SRR T A T %2
RATFAEEA - IRIERS » RBLUESE I » IEESFY ; S
A& REths - 17
SEEFEES 14 B2 THBEHAE ) TE o 4IRS REGH

B DS th 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 WA T T LUR E K
FEE » BMHPGREIE - I SRR R A EFE RGN « Sy RERRE 14
GRSHEE 8 16 SRR EI R TS 8 16 - AOERERNATAH
o SRR REEEERE T 2Ega TR DB 8 BEIIIA
HRE - NIFIER T e - BB EERERERE 2 H 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 (conventionality) 22 % & > A W &40
*E fe ) ihF 1326 ~ 4 R AF BO11-24 -

173
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FrEmoE - i bEREGHRZEE o LhPIFEAIEET - B
WAHE "HEE, B TR AT AESERRNE T2 T2 =5
il o MR R IRREHS R ERE Z MR - N8 - RAER R
Rt TREME AmER ) BT 2PN ATAEREE 2
RAERI 22 - BBTLAE SRR A TR B -7 K
TERENG IR IR B BB RbeE R E T B PR SRR E R
o ZRIMM 0 AE5E 8 (556 2 IHEFEM T » s BEEELERZ A
figg » BB ARG ET BRI o 4% - RUEREDL 13 th 4 SRR
SERET - (TS EE TS R -
FHELIE AT — 24 & BRI AT RE T4 2 B 755 1
FEARFHRNT - CHEDREEH T A ENZEBE - 55 14 %
PP EES B ? gL - DERIEEEREHR S BIRTE EIR
a] &5 - §its Chapman v. the United Kingdom B] 5522 5 FFHHLH]
> %= 2ZWH (Akermark, 2002; Durousseau, 2003; Kovac, 2005;
Niner, 2004) - FigE N\ BLUERGERABEE &3t g - —RIRIeE2)E
5 SAERERE - FURBZLET K iR EHE IR
HRRATHIE R - B AT FREEE B e ST ] - et » HEE 1
fIATHEE " 47 | (green belt) TIZEIRFAZE » $8 b IRSRAE AR HAL T
TLfE e AT R - iR E e 5 - RERISEAE Y - & T BRI
BB 2% 307 U L S i B T 2 B B TR - e A
ERIEEE B - T NGFIRSGEIT o Chapman FAGIFE TS
L N EEREZ - il > 1996 4527 Sy REFTR S 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.
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EANIBEEE EEt 7 DRERH TR 2 e
R » QIR AREITIEARJEREIER (van Bossuyt, 2007: 5) -

BUOMB E & 1995 F/ VIR REEZ AL (Framework
Convention for the Protection of National Minorities) § 1998 &4
RO S LA HiTHE Thlimmenos ZE71R7% 2000 FEHET BN AFE A
L6 14 R TERESE " RNl REE , 5 " aliE , - 15
WRIERIEESAE T AP EEE R > 3EFERAKIE 14
20 8 1R (Akermark, 2002: 5) (B » KOS HEGIRTHE
1996 ForREdEH T Ml - LAY 8 RBILVIA « KIEE—JTHK
W ERRIEEA G L E B ST - mEAIgE TR, -
DIERGE B it R iR . - BERER 8 R N2 H1H - H& - K&
FEHER - BN RIEZ 5585 0 BIRERIA N RFREE4TE
JTEZ A0 - S 8 R N IR o AARVERERERIR R - BlEE
A2 » DUE IS B PR BEON CRIEIEE T = - A4U5E 8 RiTA 2R ¥
BRI EAZ HGECRREERT, -7 BN AR LR
BRI BB RO B R 2 B - KA RE B E S B E S L
(& ZE R HEEE - W B KIS 8 RIEA PR (8 N & (R 5 fR
4 > TUEE SR ARG B 1Y IR 14 1 KRR IR ST
FAFIRFE N2 NGB - ZMERGRETR - &5 8 fREL - 2F
FTEIA R EEE H S8 2 58 -

H B SE AL AEA 2 MEZR - AN EESEE Chapman Z2 2 1% HIBIOMN AFEL
e » FAERREGER S 14 FRATEEIZREAAH 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) » VEIRBFH SRS AR - ' K o SIS EEEE
BION AAEEBE L AR AE FiieE Larkos B Karner ZE—f% » SEJR LA
B BEABERSE 8 5 - HEEMEE FAA T HIS M BRI T E
14 25 P1-1 R, ZEEF I - BN G QB EN 28
G NZRTE - MEETTIER - (88 B ARl - Br
WHLRIEZ BN » BE bR e T & AFERFEEER ) FERR T
TERE 2 SRS EE®] (Rt. Hon. The Baroness Hale of Richmond,
2011: 17) - 2004 4E(1J Connors v. the United Kingdom » '** [6] By %
e et /E NS > AFRAIENE BIUE FE R g EHE A
B Z N FRRFP R BT IR GISEREE - B A& AR » BEJ7e8
Ry B B BRI 1 1l R i R RAZ P PR PEE > B T PHAR LR B AL
HEANKIE 8 R T EHEFTEA 2 BE - H[ETI5 Y 2008 F—1
FEE T EEEEREEHIEHRE - BEE—DEE - e
d o TRMEERNS > HAKEGT  EERENEEZ -, o
FINZE  ARME AR S 2 B OERER > DS 8 (RIRERE)
FEHET - i IHERERE T EE M ) BABUNARAL
INABREZE 8 Rk " JEEfE | ERATEMmEETS - SR > I DAAES T
KRR LAORIE | & REAREBEBUT T8 IREERREZ
TEeEth ?

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

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.
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H?%Z%i Sa T ELOREAER] - 2 AT A R it i 2 B R BIOM 2%
W 1% » HEEH SR HIREAIE RN BER RS
BOM ARE AR 71551 2 2 S 14 5 - w8 - BIEEEE 14 &

ZHEHEIRIES] - E2EFREASE P12-1 5&EF > a0 Gérard

Gonzalez (2002: 113) ZfZFHM - A AR JF RIJTREE 2 HOrfES MR A

BHLSZ RN 22 S5 RER <2 25 HE - Z5 A8 Al RS A B A 1 S 1 52 B

BAM S /B - BB AR A WA G L2 4 - — R

ge \JHE = %5 (human immunodeficiency virus; HIV) 2~ 57

B AR s AR T LEE S RYEIA T (Rt Hon. The Baroness

Hale of Richmond, 2011: 16-17) > {xEE mEEE R miE o BUM AfEE

We [F) = BE B BUR 2 HE - e FHSE ARG TE A 2R RERE=

ZAEamEbE - R IEEBUT A BRI RS A RENS - CimEs

Z%% o M RORBEREIESRHIEIR 2 S B LAY 3 RE IR
WEE Ryt FR BT E 8 Ik - (P AR AR A B - P AR RE B 5
ER oz ik -

AT ALNERSTEE » 2011 4B Stummer v. Austria'> (E75
—ff + A APRARFIEARI A R TR - SIAH S L2 0 [
M NS IR INERS £ ? BEBUFIVERIERTE © R P20
BEATEEN - S TR - ABRRNE —REUGEtEZeR
RG22 TR EERE IR IR« F2 R BRI B 2 B55 8 - HOIFEIREE
EER IR FIMEN — R B 0 ez e st S il a2 1R 25
BIIFRERATIIE TR - S TR o AR Bt e ek
fhr o KEELEGR LIV EDE - BREIEIR DEL - BEIRGE R S BEHLIBIED

4&.\#

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.



F AR R R 2 A € B R4 687

B2 AN A LG OrbE - EE DB Z A SEARBIRE - BRI LT
/DR T S AL AR RS 2 LSRR R - 0 By
B2 T BT HTHE Thlimmenos %€ T R ol TEE Wk a1
SREZIR 5 AR TFIHARS % 1960 ZE 1990 R[4 5522 NELE R
R > 0 EEEE N B A AR FEL TSN - WIERA
AN E 2R £ o AL, 10 bE 7 @B EE AL 14 (R385
P1-1 {6 - FHIBM GRS © BigUa 2 T3 - ' FREER
ZEONEBERE A EE REF PSS R RN GE N BT
BRI DA R A NIRRT » AW RTE G » & B8 EREF] - ¥
ME NS R B E B A ERER - EEHEHAE RGNS T
% Rk TSR EARKREZERN  GEBERFHEARZ TS
%EEEAN—E( 47 | (Tulkens et al., 2011: §12) -

Bi% > BIEON AMEAKIEE 14 REES T8 E o AL R
WEZ o G RTB R N ERF R T — R ECRE
ZAEEME  MIEEKREE EFHREZFE - BONAMARER 1998
FE1Y Botta v. Italy 2" HI3R DI K, 2002 55k Nitecki v. Poland Z£"°
ZAZHRER BRI Z 11 » 25U FPRE#fE - FAMARMES
KIKA SR E(E R R TE) 2 W EEE i Botta ZEHIEHE NEEfE
Z R ERAIR T LUE I > R EiREAE 14 G285 8 % -
DR A BEAS A Bt g A2V IR 22 Rl 157 B T 2 PR < 28T » BIHERREE S
MR Z R E Fak > i B REE R B A KSR 8 RS E AT

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.
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A NEFR L TAE 2 SMIFERIRF IS © T Nitecki ZXH55 NSRS
B > AR BB ORAG T 2SN 3098 E A - EIRAEY
%2 RS 14 RS IR5E 8 RZIRIE > ZOREIR 28R M H B FE
o BRI ZHBCEIFSS -

=

BOM AL TikbE b, o P BRI RS R ¢ HEE—
ik LIS AR B (RIS AR 75 - G4
FEWE S TAE AT B 0 - BOM AMESER B AR Bl RE 2 R 4 4 Ay
% > WIMEMHAH A AR & RS H] - 340 Burgorgue-Larsen
(2012: 143) Zg 2 R » IH SRR EAEARS T E3F
BN AMES £ 58 AR RE B (BG40 Demir and Baykara By 8~ 5
RERS SRR » B AERENIMEN & ITES) - RHMEER
H B SR e e R & - SRR TN ARERT
Btk > o TESE o BUTAOERES IR e o R
GSTRRYREN T BA ) 5 14 EER AR EESE AT
B RS > N EE R » B HE T SRR 5% 2 2 e
TR ARE ALY T 2 AT HIE

14 IR AGIEE SR EE N T A RN
IHEANGT FHER AR 2 B - IR EER] - ZR7 » R
RSB B » ER A EE M - AYE 14 RB/—Hs>
T H A SR BRI L S B R R (S R

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

AR ST R A RS K TAL € e (battlefield of the socialisation)
(Akermark, 2002: 21) -
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FRFRFSLI R GG 2 Gh 1 - ISR SA I RERIIE R T80 | HEHE
BRI o /0 TEBOMN AREEBERE A 25 o S SR B BT ERY S
b FEU Thlimmenos ZEHY BFIHUIE ~ Karner ZEHN[E MRS ~ Van
Raalte ZHFHFLEEHS ~ Glor ZEAVILEMGIE » 55 14 (R nsThi i1E
MHEEAERFROATET - BTREHRBEZOAR RN - B
RABMEE 2 AR S 14 1% > BIIsE 8 (R{EEIEES 2 - 3 [REE
DU IR B - Rl RIS R AR AR P R EERYSE 8 5% -
ERHBEHERERLR N ZE 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
f b D B R R B AR 2 25 - ISAEE Z A4 8 & 11 ik
%S P1-1 i » ZEFF IERIRKI MR & BB - BRI H
AREREE - AILIEE 14 fRBdE Z -

TEEE 14 fREASE 8 6% ~ 58 P1-1{&AY " MHE B | @i > faJDL
BIEZE - B el — 20— 20 B AR R A S R R R © o3 2
oA E(EE ARG CHEWERE AR ERRBCEREL
EEH 5 4] Wessels-Bergervoet ~ Willis ~ Koua Poirrez 525 » ZRIFF
BEEGH Z EEMCARAAREER Bl LEEE RO
BOMEHAHR I R E 2 550 0 (FEEE P1-1 RATMIZPESER " 81
BEESGN ) RE2EE MR RMRETLERETS - 210
Konstantin Markin Z& » F BN 8 R T T BiEE | ZEE 2 H it [
SR 1998 4E1Y Petrovic ZEth ELHETL B SR B ELERLRTEE S 14
RS HEEE 8 {6k o ANils > (&7 1999 FF35 BB 7 58 2 I S ek A 2 [5] 4
MABE > HETLARE 8 REUAR S BE ISR EEERT > BRI
AR TEEAR 2 ERTHERG - WIREIREETERM -

JRAT A A RAVREE » AT 1/ - 55 14 (RIEEIREALURR
FEJT7EH » B/DTE Stec RIHBEHERZ ZHEIER - TG EFH
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3 B AR A SR Ay - T R BN B R R e T - 1 B S
R A TENE 2 SR 2 1S - 55 14 (RN SEHEEEE - BHL
ZE o [ESEENE BN AR AR E B AR T B EAT Y
15 2N S (R RS 3R T DA MRS IR A - ¥
514 (REBGREREIE - S AR RN O 3574
—ERLRE R RTS » AR BT ER S - A 14 (R
BEE - WIFIFTHE - ALE S Y TEEXRE ) BRTRER R
b7 E E R BERIE 8 (G R RS T - BRI TR
B2 SEMFE B REFIR M AR EERERT ' S.H. and Others 27K
BT R BN B M BRSO » T MR B GBI B 2
FEIEEZ AT » 55 14 R ANAER - 0 EEBEON A AR 2 B
(SRR -

BEAR 28 (F ISR S RE SR B AME ALY R BRI - R AL
B S 24 IR AE BN AME AR IZ 25 TS S B fO B R
SHEINEHTD) - BON A RE AR S B8R AR B8 AL A IR
Pt > BEDLSSRAERSEE] - BE AR 2 RIS B 0 2R
B AR AN © R B MR 0 AL - AR BN AR
HEAEE - P B 2000 FEEEEERREARETE (G55
# » 2011: 208, note 81) » BN AMEERE P E—E 2R FE
B IS MERRE FrZd » LABOM B4R 13 88 - Costa il

192 Marguénaud (2006: 477) #c4e w04 FE : S F P FIBf d o a T o B

WEERNFTHAREE RO H AT A c FEFHELL TR, 07
B HBE S 14 MR eE o il A R R P AU -

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

193
194



F AR R R 2 A ¢ B R4 691

Bef EAERFEIE R > BX5ERTTE Stec 22 AZBRFE LA - B 5[4l
B S ABE R R S8 2 SR PR HR - B R Rabefina sl A R 2 R
a4 (Costa, 2007: 360) - [HEE5 14 FRZIBTI /0 ALEALHER] - (i F4F
R PRSFAVE T (325000 < A SR IR A > 205 208 2% BPE ARERT
FREEHARE S - 8458 - BUN AR A R E » el E s » R
SEOTERE o AMEETEMHIDIGEIAGE T > 1 R EEUM AR LR
hes LB —ERRE 2 AR - SEORBON AREALIFELL T [BF , 21 -

AR 0 BN B TR PR s REENREE
F o WONAREER A EOALL IRATIS S 2 B BB R 2 B
> SHESIE ZBORIE - FE L > BOWAREER A ZHEUR
(B RER B B A - SRR PRSI L - e SR SRR
FAEMRAMEZSR BN Sl 2 R Y RS ISRy - BIOM A RE
EBAE > A = H BB HIR RS - OB s At
PR T (A REA BB RE - 28I > (R P2 s B A UK E]
ERER I BONAREERREBIA T A5 14 et
BE T AMHBIER - BB IEE [l E R -

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

ROt (2012) o (CEOMNEREEIIABUN A AL E R E T E—DIEL
MAFE A S 2 M R0 ) (GEESRREEE) 0 195: 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.)

FTHEHE (2008) - (HH ~ PEF ~ S —AWNEEIE AR AEEDN
SEREMDRBEATRE ) - (H EUABEEE) » 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.)

G#E (2011) o (RANBZZ R AL JERYEION I EL = R EE — (BOM
NN R oK EF R 28 ) » (RIHBEAERHAT]) - 9: 179-269 -
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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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