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Abstract

Legal Theories of Solution to Expropriated Properties of
Communist Germany and Hungary

The purpose of the paper is to illuminate
the unified Korea’s legal theory of solution by
reviewing how and through which method the
unified Germany and Hungary have resolved
issues on properties which were expropriated
under the Communist regimes.

For the expropriated East German properties,
the unified Germany elected a two- pronged
method: First try to return the property to the
original owner, and if that does not work,
compensate the owner for the property. This
method required a great deal of time to execute
and delayed the process of privatization of
state property. Then, Germany attempted to
correct the problem by applying liberally the
Special Investment Priority Act from the
reunification agreement. The emphasis was on
the investment of the property over the

returning of the property. This change in the
principle did not help solve the issues associated
with the return policy since the investment
policy created its own problems.

The Hungarian solution was devised to
address the previously established complicated
property ownership rules and dire national
financial situations. The Hungarian solution
deemed not only to protect the original property
owner but also to help a new investor or a third
party gain right with ease. Further, the Hungarian
solution can be carried out independently of the
privatization of the state property, which
promotes a speedy privatization of the state
property.

Therefore, the Hungarian solution would
be most appropriate for the unified Korea’s sol-
ution to the issue of the expropriated properties.

Key Words: Expropriated Property, Reprivatization, Privatization, Original Owner, Communist
regimes, Germany, Hungary, United Korea-Property Issue
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2047] 2 olHleR71E FHOR FRE SN 199098 HFse] T
AL T FAe TabEA FUAch SRS B I8 A
T2 A MEe elulaks Zolv| sgich. TEt ofE Frke AR TFTA
Aok E ThE ojekomA] A3e] X - ARAAS B o] ke AfuIE
FOAARO] B4 L TS TSIk ol E T julolA] 11 AR Tt
£ ARREFIAAZ stold o)t AR o8 BASS siastolok she 1
AE Hofshs Aol/|= stk 2 AfuEAAet FERE o4 ARlelAe] B4
Sofl tistol, ARUFAAL $55 gfsto] shgstolohl sk BAE Hofsh 2
2 oJulshe Flol7]= shek. ot WA FollAl oA AAlelA HArglo] WshA 4=
Al Tt AR o) AEEA V12E WA Sistel b Fask
siasolol & AfuIFER7Le] | o sholch

Earo) i ofof) Tstel olu] A} Gl FARUN AAUITA G7lelR
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ol sk} gk olE Sfeled, Rl 41 AgulzTzle] HsiolA
TR ofd BARRY] A wiekbold duolr 3 AATHIE
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QS o) STk ofal WO AT Ak BAleh wesle] B
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AraAA e SE3h] dizel, | FAE e wol ol AhHAAITE Al
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5 {lslA A 3HA Q) AT =Tt EAY] ARFIARE 7t 1
vjgie] AR 7 2 AT BAIY alld ] of Aol

AL QAR e ok ke A2 o) AAIL gl Aas
2 FA-AA A= APGHA DAL} ARFARAE 52 1 IZEe R ShaL Q7] wiE
oltt. o= FARRY AR EeiEkE flste] 7MY 85k sidE]olof &
FAo|H, ofof] gt Fg§lo] FeFl FAERS] SAAe] E=rkEls AR
AHAA A= AL 518 4= gick o] IAE AT SAMAA A A=
7] $leliM= 1 allde] WA 7 xet sl dwy] So] aeE|ojof gitt. o]t HelE
oJa} Hi1o] FAE 1] YR gl

o9} Zo] F4kgo] -FAkke] S flste] TA S AR e
7ke] gt TlEo] dAfje] AR IR AT g Elofof gt o]
et g Glol= ougt A= FrEold 4= 7] wiEolrh ol flalii= FAE
FOAATol A FAHE Akl S Egstoiof star, Egt |xfjel AAHIAL
7} @Aje] Ak S5 H HA €]l 52 qrgol] A= ojof girt. gLk,
SAEEO)O] ARAAT PO oreket WA €], ol o) =Ttell &gt
HElsAL] Aoy EHZQl =8 T 1 ure] HEYY 52 o] EAH]
o]k

1ejar EgE aeElojok & A2 ulge] AAEAE FrF E AITEY] EAlo
o] A= AAKATES] =7t QloiA] L =7k AR AT 7 W HAgS
7= ALRE, oA ojudt 7o g SfAkRS uijzre AT Eis 7490
wEbx= i A17Ee] EAlolt) o& E3] AMeHPrivatisierung) 9] #A| &2 T
L G}

ARSL] FARs TAANRERR] 18 EA(Reprivatiserung; Offene Vermoegensfrage)
oF WA TS 7RI .2 FREe] Ao T A2 AL ARl Tigk K
el g4 9 ol A & JFE v ot FUEY W A2Est
=2 TA AR 41 E BAo| o] ARSF el 7|EA AlaLe] 7)&ste] ‘A
F3} o]Hdel ¥eHRueckgabe vor Privatisierung)'e] 2-& Agigt Ziof v]sf, 3

' =083 S 0] ALGslo) Tao] APABE AL Brunner, “Privatisierung in Osteuropa,” Schack
(Hrsg.), Gedaechtnisschrift fuer Luederitz (Muenchen, 2000), p. 63.

2 Akgste} T AArERe) 1 2 BAke] Tl Tate] ErgolAls whe =alo] 9l
olo]] T3} ZAIE A Roggemann, “Wandel der Eigentumsordnung in Osteuropa,” ROW
(1993), pp. 321~325.
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. oA A} BARME 48] ek AgmFrte)
B} A

1 AGRFI7L] BAHY off

BARO] ALY GRS Slsle] Aduolor 3 TlA BAglo] S8
Aptol] distel AfriaTle] HARRle] ZRABRLTI] EAE AgRIFTte]
Aol meja Wris welo] ik olo] Wit EUEA} WrlelzEol shay
o5 7to] #Mo] melel whetq Zizt theA) A 4 gtk ofsleld ofF
Lol Almjey.

rlr (o i

7 BISY
EA=lol Atz ol AL AL 8o tigh wAIeloro] sl

ol EEozRE el Fasale] ojrelrt ol Wid Ao] ofsl]
oA g ojRel7ies WA Bl i=ojslojzir

(1) $EozNE A FUSAY BAelR?

ol WAIR dk= w=ohe ol AL =REEA] WollA FEAFolA 8
thEh BAoRrt EAEIET ke Aok st ‘?_PO# SEAFOlA olHRt
SF7F ZABIATHH FEEUo] I ARl tigt ARsAE A8sii=Te
AR Adsle] A=Y HALT AREAIS Héo}ﬂk SHaL Qlck.
Ty FUxok A23k A1ge] “7ielel o] MAsks ERYE 11 AIR7A|

% 15l BE0] AL ATABNE Heksis o] el - oRgls S
o2 SASCHE T A, o1 FRYRS NAe £ e
S0] RAO|RL Foleirin FHck3 Rk AN XA o] FEA:

® Fieberg & Reichbach, “Zum Problem der offenen Vermoegensfragen,” NJW, Vol. 9 (1999),
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o Aol TFt FARAS| SAks AHHo R oolx|A] or=rhi Tt i,
Elmolo] o) FEAR| S2go] Tt BAOE T SAMEA O] Tt )
W RSl BRI} ofet ol Swlel] Tk mAo|e] Tt Zlo]7] wjEolet
S FIeka ofefst ZAs|e] 71HASl QAR Svte] SARNEL FHoR oldt B
WA SURAT LS Tl AR YTSAL olofx] gheche
Ze] 7]Q1staL it

(2) WY Yrosnes] FUse] nholR

BEAgnol RARIE S8 tat FARE] mAlelns} Byonr Fojxs
71e] oiol cfslo], sHasENE ofjz} Tefe gt ojulst 2o] gl eHet A
olRE SNl etk & BEQR Bl 48] gt mate] wWelel
FE 59 & 9w FuIEo) ujel dekEolof kAt et ebdst ojoje] 1
Ape QUEIR] QR=ThTL ). o] Zshe BHolH HAsh HARIE ATle] B
2L 7)3o] o4 FEA|ole] 1 elo] njx]x Eejgons 7|yle] S5
A QT TR AP 82 A FlEe] Auslel] Qs TAH gl
Fl A14ze] Aae] 4o T o] HLENT sl R ATA0)
BTN 1 2AS 2 4 9k BRIAE B o) Eolo] Ak )
o] 2-gAtol Tislo] 1 ARBE AT YKL stefekE o] ARRS 2AR
Zley AlUZE Aesto] 7o) B7le] b BAlRE AT 4 gtk
T gt

olo} 2o shaah welle] ol disle] TAE 7y A2320) HAL AR
3019 Al sl o] sfaslA) si= A7l AUrk10 & BakEele] vy

p. 329.

% Ipsen, Voelkerrecht, 4. Aufl.. (Muenchen, 1991). § 25, Rndr. 14~25.

® Kimmrich, “Bemerkungen zur Ueberlegung der Eigentumsordnung der ehemaligen DDR,”
Stern(Hrsg.), Deutsche Wiedervereinigung, Bd. I (Koeln u.a., 1991), p. 11; Schaeuble, Der
Vertrag. Wie ich ueber die deutsche Einheit verhandelte (Stuttgart, 1991), p. 259.

® BverfGE 84, 90.

" BverfGE 84, 90(122); & AAolA ezt <712 A4z A1 219 dold
g up A | ERaE o Holut 7| ulo] n]x]x) ohlsh slFe] 1 W9l oIt

B0 g8 QA AL BAo] Ttol ojuldt BT AN ok, el

HFAL 713 AL4xe] 1A e o] oA offge T BAlels,

8 Homn, Das Zivil- und Wirtschaftsrecht im neuen Bundesgebiet (Koeln, 1991), p. 61.

® Q= 7)EH A232(BGBL I/1949, pp. 3~4)= “o] 7]&=.e oA uldl, vlolo|2, Bl -
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F7tels olAe] FAEEL] AAIE 19899 104 23Y ke de] Awy 7%
S5t AralEToAA =] ek 2k of= et AAIER A - AF
ZAARERE oh 2} s oM o] FofH o, nRITIA| R ArHAA oM
JEA. & F7Ile AR 5] ol SalEel AABelA ] HAH - A
AlA olfroll 2lste] B Adiet At E=riekE 28I, o] IgollA]
A ARl 717 AR o] ARk fste] Here] WHES AT
@71 AT ol2fRt AR HEA Sfsto] Foixl Feint ofuzt

id

o o

S

HIED, EH23 Al YoloFAl, EEeRI-HAELR eRIFE-TR & AQ5]-S4
gfel, Fl=e|=ani 9 YEs e sasd o) Aol HaE S0 1
yre] xojo] stoli= 74l Fol 7)ol Heke AL ek FAHL e,

" Brunner, “Das Recht zur Regelung offener Vermoegensfragen,” Clemen u.a.(Hrgs.),
Rechtshandbuch Vermoegens und Investition in der ehemaligen DDR, Bb. 1, Losenblatt
(Muenchen, 1991), Systematische Darstellung I, Rndr. 19.

=718y A79x ARFS 71EH2] el tet ArhAel e dAS st Ak &
AYAef st Edat A} 7]EH A1R(Q17ke] EATL 7Ex))R; Al202(T1EA] AKElA - A
S| o] HafEls 718 A9 318514 sherha Fgska itk ol JUT HE
Z3HEwigkeitsverbuergung)o]glal F-2c}.

2 BVerfGE 12, 34; 84, 90(126).

¥ BVerfGE 12, 34.
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of, ol= AAIKZH] AFE]A wl-gold, WAl He| o] FACk= AT §ltt
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¥ 7t ATk 0] AR o] titod=, Brunner & Solyom, “Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit in
Ungarn,” Analysen und Entscheidungssammiung 1990 ~1993 (Baden-Baden, 1995), pp.
183~189.

® grte] AniAas ol Wsto] A A0 ARREe 28k ek 7k HY A10x A
2 ‘7] ATt Aol et Joe HEEH Aot ekl sk Qick

'® Brunner & Solyom, “Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit in Ungarn,” p. 189.

17 5.
Ibid, p. 189.
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(Offne Vermoegensfragen)' g} Atk o]i= 19723 EA|=71o] 7|ERekwAdnlA o)Al 1%
o] Al /g e 2 RE [faigh Aot} oo Wseto] HP}, "HIte AT} HAAAH, (A
HYAL 1999), pp. 90, 104.

19 2omolo] o)A AAe] AR thgt Y] sjATL chet aokd 4 gir). 19904
69 15949 ulsfaribtAlel et A= FS 55737 (Gemeinsame Erklaerung der
Regierungen der Bundesrepublik Deutschland und der Deutsche Demokratischen
Republik zur Regelung offener Vermaegensfragen vom 15. 6. 1990)9] iHEJiE] Qa1 o]
5%]}_% A1z A1l Aslo] Eelzoke] A 0] Lﬂﬂi aslglom of2d 1 A

o] Y-go] o] HaHgo] n|s| A AREA A 2ol s E(Gesetz zur Regehmg offener
Vermoegensfragen Vermoegensgesetz)o] 2J5}e ——erﬂﬂ'ﬂ At} 5 BUxReRS o] 1990\
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oJ10] Usfa} i 10| Aol Rel ofso] Wk EodS AXow o
A0 ulal, 1494 o 9] 4o thatolis 1o ek 9IS FSk e of
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(1) BA¥AS] =833} HE 74
F7Hessl2 AWAQ] AigS Sote] AAdgkE 2Adskelar, 71 Al
Hol Aol o)A AAlef 2fgt ~8Aite] s dYzlel tiste] P7e|elSl= 2]
Aoz YafAtolA REgksHA] G=the A SR oJsigitt22 Tajut 9he] 1o
A A=tk Kleinlandwirtepartei) ¥Ho| 1945~19461d EX7i& a1} AR cslo] 2
sto] 85 BA| F AR AREEOJR]AL Q= EXof| Blele] ojejHor dER

20 2o=olo] abiAlo] Tato] AAE AL, AW, “BE= AAIHA ] QolAle] EAEAEET
EZ]J—‘QOE]-TL_ A7 (1999.2), p. 185 010} 2z,
2 Stem, “Der verfassungsaendernde Charakter des Einigungsvertrages,” DtZ, Vol. 9 (1990),
pp. 289~292.
2 Brunner & Halmai, “Die juristische Bewaeltigung des kommunistischen Unrechts in
Ungarn,” Brunner (Hrsg.), Die juristische Bewaeltigung des kommunistischen Unrechts
in Deutschland und Osteuropa (Berlin, 1995), p. 35.
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A R 7k STk el 2alse) ofeig 3l tistel, Bkl
3 ok WA S8l tfalo] HEA wislk) i
219l pAfolehz Al SEANE ofulshs Aolmi, FAe] W5
ST 3 ASEk2 5 A ol et AxRsRe 15 7S A

sFaL, tEdY 1991 4€ef] AllAkEA (das erste Entschaedigungsgesetz)©]

v k] Bk tiEE sl tiste] 1] oA Al (die praeventive
Normkontrolle) 24 AXAE PAELo 2] THL tiy] F7la] SAuie] =t
o R o|FEA HIrh26 1y e AMATas S8 gl oleRTE
7121515101,28 1991'd 69 8 WY Al1x} HAH290] T1 g 7HAA H ok

ANAEAFH LS 71 HO A 1949F K 1987d7kA] il 2Fe1e12] A-GAjAto]]
et EHHA] 8ol TeE AR 8kl iglo, 7] AT ol
tiste] 1 BAFe] W9l ] 19499 6 8Y o] o] Hegof 2Jste] WAYE &=l
Hstolut AL Q= Tellads fldoletar BAIsHITE30 1 Axl 19924 3

B Ibid, p. 35 Rother, “Entwicklungstendenzen im ungarischen Wirtschafts— und
Privatisierungsrecht 1991/1992,” ROW (1992), p. 204.

2 Brunner & Solyom, “Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit in Ungarn,” p. 126.

% Ibid, p. 32.

% rlelEn Al26x AUFL Tk dEEe WEe] e AMHFA o)lE i 1
Aot Fazol o) AMA Aol HEL] /oY HAE AT 4= glom, o met
Joll MBS $4 1 ReE A e pgeka gk

g7k dgEe oJslolA SakE BARo] AYAGEIES iAelT, 9] HHA Q] HAMES F
otu, siate] ket ol TAsle] 0X EEA oRuke FEsl ojujst WH FTUL
FFoHA] S HAolA Al AE olmatert(Halmai, “Die Restitution konfiszierten
Eigentums in Ungarn,” Tomuschat(Hrsg.), Eigentum im Umbruch (Berlin & Wien,
1996), p. 32).

2 Brunner & Sélyom, “Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit in Ungarn,” p. 192; £3| al¥ajuka=
“RAFHEC] T ARARY] Y ARl Hate], YA S AR ARRE 1Esty
o HAFOIRE A= WA 7] Zof| 3 4= 91, okgd] 190 HIKE WA 4= ot AL sk

29 Gesetz Nr. XXV/1991 zur Regelung der Eigentumsverhaeltnisse und iiber die teilweise
Entschaedigung fuer Schaeden, die dem Eigentum von Staatsbuergern durch den Staat
ungerechterweise zugefuegt worden sind.

0 g)71e] AMRTRAC] o)of 2o AH o] o] A1} HAFE] tigt 7e] o]3]e] oml &
ARG ol Qo] HallXl =80l gk BAAS AlLlskal @2 7] AlEsojdHo] HaE
AomRE ByHoR 485 A Balolul BASIIA sl Roloir.

@7le] o] ofoh 2o AR E FAAYAMATAE} B Mol S Kol k. Z %
Ao 48 HPH YA GRTA9E~1949)0] 7]2810] 488 Ao ol
ot 554 9 2 FEAH19499 102 7)) ofste] =85 Aitol T3 HiFkk=
2] uiskz| o] 8-S AQJelil Q= 3 3T UGS TR Aot Ao EA 7|EHo
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oJAY o HAFHEC] ofd AAellA opr1E APEe] Esof] thelo] Rk 1 92
o7 skl Sl A 2, F7H ofgks ol w3 Rsite] AiMdEiel Het
1919 HE AI3235(Gesetz Nr. XXXII/1991 ueber die Regelung der Figentumslage
der ehemals kirchlichen Immobilien)”& A|7g38l7 1, w3 U FwHA|Q] 2, H
ER Aslal Qe 811828 FE0he 9ol qsto] Y=ol ot wigkolek= o€
£ 27sielt) 38 ey 19939 7b A Ras FRol diste] S43r Akt
of thsto] RISHAZE 88k = A2 AWMLY HEURE Msfiskz Zlolzka

stod, olF 5 EC] FA| =34

(2) BARH

P71 o3l ol AAY] HAFglo] -85 AAkol| thste] WA EC] HA

= TH85HHA], ok&d 1 HAFHO| tisto] Al =7ke] At - A QF
A W BERERAS Aorste] FH(Geld)ol| 93t WhHo] ol “HAREA
(Entschaedigungsscheinen)”Z £38F HAJHz|Fo] HHS AA319ITE35 o 7] 4|9
HAFSARE AR Abz A2gto] 785k violl w2, BN AX|sh=
=7te] gt AEE AH7ER 7)AskaL Q= AR f7d(ein auf den
Inhaber lautendes und uebertragbares Wertpapier)2 2tc}.36

ukslA] QR=tHBVerfGE 84, 90; 94, 12)1L 3+ TA7} 1710t}

3 Gesetz Nr. XXIV/1992 zur Regelung der Eigentumsverhaeltnisse und ueber die teilweise
Entschaedigung von Schaeden, die der Staat dem Eigentum von Staatsbuergern unter
Anwendung von in der Zeit zwischen dem 1. Mai 1939 und dem 8. Juni 1949 erlassenen
Rechtsvorschriften ungerechterweise zugefuegt hat.

%2 3 WIS 19439 19 19 o] mARle] 428E|o)x| 1 AP el =7ht Akt
AA 9] Aitol] FALEO1Z QRS T o2 skt wabA] ek ThAlS] ZARS] tido]
BUEA O F AMGE| A AL E= HRlshs - 359 F=4o] HalEl= Aol 1 Rk
A J5F5Tt.

% oo} gro] el o g malAite] st BRI Agska QAN ol AT ojujoA
AFERe] W Qlof| T A] b=ttt 11 o]f= F7hee] WA ool whEH wdl= A H
24 9] AAEO R A7} ofEt FRAke] WMlo g A 1A=L §)7] wjite]cH(Walter, “Das
Verhaeltnis zwischen Staat und Kirche in Ungarn,” Osteuropa—Recht (1999), p. 241).

3 Brunner & Soélyom, “Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit in Ungarn,” p. 421.

% Petsche, “Privatisierung in Ungamn: Entwicklung, Stand und Perspektiven,” ROW, Vol.
3 (1996), p. 71; Rother, Entwicklungsstendendenzen im ungarischen Wirtschafts— und
Privatisierungsrecht 1991/1992, pp. 204~205.
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E3 BAURAES FAEglolet RS SIS 9lste] MAZMS] A1go
dhstel skl qlul, ALAREARY AlTZ] SfShR, HASAL 2 ARgshEL
S R EL N B FRB R R AR R
A0 B BB Fkeqol Sl 554 diAle] ARsow
ARgEE 4= glom 1 2] FAIAGLeibrente) 2| Fof| Tet 7|2 2 EASE 548 9

Tk A AZIRRE| Higt SHeRA ANEE 4= QUHA0LL gkl Qi

V. =43t Brtele] spElel et vlm @ B}

ol AAIBlelA =] E=TIekE Rt AdETAIRA dafate] AR
HoZAlRL dste] SURUN FrielEelime ANTUFE=TRe] B Yo R
alire 1 siae A3 7125 ekl desol= skl ArRls=7te] &
ek BAgRAE skl A ke Aol Al HE v jitk 28y ol
=7k0] ol AAsre] HE Sl 2lste] HAglo] a8 Akl diste] At

sas] WHES 37 vlalEer), ofsioAs ol FAHR 22 vl - HriRith

% HAEEAE FRAYAS B Qs Ao] ohel, Al gl dislel 1 AR
ST = Q= HYE SISk glow, oke] AlIRREARY Aoz A3l wet 7k W
Sa4e] 71EolA12 A3l 3d FIHIM1Y 8 1027 H 19044 129 3197HK) T2} 1
2 FPgsta ik

T ARRSREE 471900 el BATAE B3 AR0] U9l FY ABE ARl 2w, AR
spsl 719le] R RRA, Z1QApAe] A4S 1097142 Sk Sl

*® ojuflo] Fehe. 3 A7 A23ke] Tl R, F710) Aol AU Ee BAMARY & 3
Phag7A7e] ARl L] ARIgkAle] Age) oo Pt WE(Das Gesesetz Nr. XXXIII/
1991 ueber die Uebergabe einzelner Vermoegenswerte aus staatlichem Eigentum in das
Eigentum vom Selbstverwaltungsorgan)“ef| g} =725 e FAFo 2 AHIRR|HA|9] 4
F= ojdE Fepto] 71 thite] Tk,

¥ ool En, BAE EA7L 05 0 @50 26 A AAgo] Yn(ARLE A1ge)
a), 19914 19 S} 2k219] 3599] Aol A 2Ll AL AL b), 1991
69 19 @A Z12He] 5749] BEA7} Qs Aol Agslal = A--(H121% A2 o)of gkt
of, BASAS] HafAito] BAAZAEA Zufjol] Zefd 4= Qlokar skl qict

© AZAL e kR A 1ARe] 7R BkEeld 4 Glek et ofufe] HhEe X
AlH] = AMER] Hof AlgEl= tiEel g g skl QIcHAILAL B A7z 33
R HASA = ARIREATO R e 4 9lo, ojufoll= KAl ASe] A HA
SAIE FSTE T 664 o]e] Aol ghste] 19 AAto] whet AlRlAF o R HERE 4= Qlal
1 Agole FEAR Yo, A B HAFEA ] oo wet AR E el skl Slok
(T AT 43)).
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b asteizle] #A

A2 35 H AARHOA - SEAAOIA Y] B = 8ol tisted]
HHECR ‘Yol ot vk S Aesioltt. Y=ol ot viehe Rl A
Z Aole] ¥ (Lieberale Gerechtigkeitsvorstellung)ol] 713 2418+ Aolata
B7EE|AL Qiek olzfel HollA o] % AAHEhS /et Al g3k =3 B
ol AAel ot ALl EAIE siEst] fet WHEC R A Hstict.A1
e vkl BRI SXIAA 7RIS AdskaAlsl AAIA SHolv
A Y B3 9 dafAte] AeAl A 59 Al SHat i
= e B2 TARS WEskL e Ae® F7RETha2 djufsh, faxfiAtol of
A

5

2150)

Rl

ol

1

N
1o iy

EXA A T3E A Eo] & 4= fiE AN SEAURS oJulsh= Alo]7] uf
Holtt. Ed] 5 ANFARY sheAE(der wissenschaftliche Beitrag beim
Bundeswirtschaftsminister)o] APFHAIE S/dgketal, Y5 s=5A99] Al&3h
AAANA 9 2PERE fJsto] ‘gEe] o3 TR = YRl BANHY
(allgemeine Entschaedigungsregelung)®] oJste] siA%] o2 A& ALt A
O|L}43 wkeklz]of ofsle] F=5o] EWAEE sidsks Aol 1= A
OS82 9k YA FEE IR ARFE A FEAA 0] RAARe] AL

N A mEsle s AAREEAlL] SiAS SJste] Ul o3t Wl (Rueckgabeprinzip)&
A4stal 19 Ty Q4 g2 vigkgate) 3k Aj2 7|7 (knappe Ausschlubfristen)
< F3to] sfldstaz} shsict. olof et A= vl AAEAL] Aol st HE dEZ
o7 AHHES 58 T /1Y WY =2 FS s olof Hsto] AAIRE A
Brunner - Karin - Westen(Hrsg.), Wirtschaft der osteuropaeischen Staaten(WOS), unter
Tschechoslowakei, Losenblattsammlung (Baden-Baden, 1991).

2 Brunner, “Privatisierung in Osteuropa,” pp. 63~79.

3 Das Sondergutachten des Sachverstaendigenrats zur Wirtschaftspolitik fiir die neuen
Bundeslander, ZIP, (1991), p. 547 ff.

o o] BAlo) w2, 19984 8Yol| wisjAAHEAle] Tt mE AAEA Hrpe] of
8% WIHAHES Esto] sidx]ojzctar stk (Messerschmidt, “Die Entwicklung des
Vermoegens— und Investitionsrechts 1999/2000,” NJW, Vol. 9 (2001), p. 649). 18} 71
oo AT Q] ofjifol utZH, 1999d 3¢ 31U7EA] HgAke] wiEY1Ee] 3 Au|&o]
90% oA =71t 4= )2 Aolgtal 3FFATHBAROV-Pressemitt. v. 10.5.1999), 19991 ¥
TR E FS5A] QoA EXA AR 3T visbg - E-e 11 e Aul&o| oiuE AskA] &
QITHBAROV-Pressemitt. v. 23.8.1999), 71 sjd&r = drilalk= ] A& AL AA|E= A

S rlele] B SgAe) Sfaye 351



f-3H(Privatisierung)ol] 214 1 JIFS v Al&53E AISLE Hfi o= e}
LA =9, olof] it FA7|e] £AE AAA7 = Akt Q10 R 2gsto], &
52)99] AR 9 EAdske] Holi7h Hrkal g 2] 245 G2 g JZ.A EARE
TAROR 2 FHstL = A 9 shtolck

. s Tl 9
(1) FRSAAH WA A

27) BURSF Y FAE oI 2L ABULY BARS JAle] FUx
oF AULE Aol SUEAC] B 29 nlASITE xRt “AhaA Ny
o0 sllel Bl S Atk 0ol AEa TN SR
Sfstel BaskAut 531 71919 Agel ABEeIAAY, FUFAZ Ul T
ASAS Sfoled WAt A%, 53] 1871510 B2 A T 9Pl Basit
TR Aol Suwe] el et s AR WEEA) ok, Wl 4
SR ule] wek MAPElO|IEY 3 sk Qirk. FAFE ML 0 2R o]
L R AL At skl AAle] Fxjole] el Aol He] Fule) A
Age] EdololES Mefslel, UafAe] Mool AT A AT RA
FEAAY FAHAL AT FALS FskA Bh Flo] BHAL T glon] e
ol WIS EARE shask] SIak U] WEA - AP FRF A} 5
oick

(2) FALAIH
FTUxRF A4l A2 At FARAIL] YRS Skl Q= Tl |
Eo| A= AAREA7 FUoko] HamEQl AP (Investitionsgesetz) A A4k

¥ A3azo] 774 ol TAolck § UL v TAle) widto]o]rrt ol

5 FAIEE Ak Als) & 10do] 2 2000 99 300 93.25%01] LA =t
(BARoV-Pressemitt. v. 20.11.2000). 2000 11 20¢2] Hirof uf=w, A= zjA7EX] 2]
NI} % 22002 Z0l4] of2) oF 153000] NigkAIHo] 4] ek Wolglcka 1teh
11 QJJtHBARoV-Pressemitt. v. 20.11.2000).

% Ballhausen, “Die schlimmen Folgen des Rueckgabeprinzips,” KJ, Vol. 2 (1994), p. 214.

% BT.-Drucks. 11/7817, p. 62.

7 Foersterling, “Rechtsprobleme der Investitionsfoerderung und der Regelung der
Eigentumsordnung in den neuen Laendern,” DVBL, Vol. 4 (1992), p. 497.
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] L , 0] 19929 EA-¢-A W (Investitionsvorranggesetz) ©-
B2 BAA0 B ARFEC] SYA R A E|GITEA8 ofof wlu} FX[H49L S|
FARARS skl e AP A|Baz o] FAR-ATAS 19929 7Y 1442 A2
b AP oll Rt HEEA #H|R] =S50

19920 A FARAES FANSA ] HARHE flste] & S 1 S
AA 1997 o] @Ae] FAR-AH O R YR EQTEST T35 Al Ad2 “Afibiol
oJsto] HietHe] i}l BEX| - A= LEal 7|YeS FARAEE] 8ol o
o A s FEA o R SR BAEAS floto] AMGEAY T AREO]E
ek o] H9of Higlerh= FH A1z 2¢to] el ExRe-A o] Aol e 1
o] Aot ehal gstkaL et FRAke] ‘Elgt FAEA olgt R A3k Al
130 Aokl gl Hiel o], “F Tm AU FAIY FALE ARE Fste]
AR E =B A flste] EXU o] ARgEo)A = 495 wehd,
“o] Zgof QlojA= Higlo] = Fxfo|o]o] LAE = Aotk ok FH
A3z AN A2Z= “TREAR] g 7t T 7gEe] AR - A4 - 249 A9
off QlojA= EAAIG xRS Q] Hollx EHFEAEAo] s18E|oxt} AL 145
Iglom, "ERAE ffste] FAER = 7EAQ] 23] ElF SEEANEA 9
Hefell 22T AL skl lrkEH AlBx AllE 33).

1 9] s ABR A2 719 AT FAAEAES 7 e SEHEANES
THgstaL St & 7193 719 fiste] Bagt 7199 EAL thaat 22 ol
ARGEITHE, SFEARS o] FrojzTial g8kl Qlok
O A5 FEAY BAAY B FAES 7= BAE sl &

735
@ 9L 719S Al fAEHAY hAl et B3-S AlFEA] kS HS-
@ 71919 wete] what A& o g w3t 4= gl= AFEsolu AFEalolA 71
O AL ahiks WABE ] figt Aol FAAIEE 7L Sl FAPPE 19
7HQIA ZANA A whet FAAIES Adsh| Qe SEst B2 Alest B

=

-

Off
ot

e m
filo

=

_

8 BT.-Drucks. 12/2480, p. 33.

Y9 BGBL. 1I 1990, p. 1157.

%0 Artikel 6 des 2. VerRAenG vom 14.7.1992 (BT.-Drucks. 12/1240, p. 22).
STBGBL. 1 1997, p. 19%.
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5 s FARAo] B B FASHEAL HH ehgo] ste] G4
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(2) 2734

5 sz AprAe) walade] S MaTae 7wy Alldze] Ak
o] Eejololu], ohge] Edolole Ty | HEo] FxRe-Ao] ofgt A
e SRl A Bek, 2 S0 e BA9-49] o]elo] ofsle] ]
AEle WAL 71y Al4z A1ge] ofFt e @ Aol ofe, 71R
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(o]
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)
rr
2
2
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%2 Die Denkschirft der Bundesregierung. BT.-Drucks. 11/7760, p. 377.
V. Mangoldt & Klein u.a.(Hrsg.), Das Bonner Grundgesetz. Kommentar, 3. Aufl., Bd. 14,
(Muenchen, 1991), Art. 143 Rdnr. 60.
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¥ A4 A3FE] PHFEL ulaichi B Zlolcks Teu R RN
Sfsfol BRBs AVPIE] HUR WSl @78 FE5H Aot Fsst
ol Fiekss

(3) AU AL A

ool =xte thsto] A TAE YU 7Y A4 A3 FF
Halo] BhS 2Zsla 9 Eolxok A41% XﬂZﬂ—J FAEA 0] HeAUellA ¢
HEPY A= 7V1‘jr webA FUxoto] Akl Yl Wikl R|o] AU

o) 7401 ek il clslel Sbdla] WA S <, 7)ol el et

ekl slo] FASHUe] ANE BAS BIsh Glekss

et 37h

oVollA 2 Hiel o] FURUL] A emof oftt ekl 2 w2 ARE
A 2w gl o] whE vl gt AR FEEA] Qs 7 T Afio] ABARR] FAb
AlAl AFEAl A 5 Y s AR FARETE o= gk R ofdE) =
ot ARkl AMreH(Privatisierung) & 4] $1A] IL Aig T es EARE
QEaL ek o2t ZAIE: sl ffslo], vlF FUEUo] FU=CF AUlE A
28] 7 FAATES BRIl A8sto] viekeAlol f2e "iehEc
FARAT O R Aelsiiont, T s QoM At 2 AWM =wkE EEL
= siejets, FARAS] AR E oE 2AdE oMY & FAA
ol TATE B} ARl 9lo] AL we 1aele mgw gl
Ae7E gl NighRe] eAI%E FAEAS ffstel E e w2 =¥o] FasH
S0t T1eu ojoh 2 ol Etetar, FARAe| ol Wast Az 5
oJA7] Aslirts B2 AlRto] 8FE Rl Tof] whet T Nkekel 2 Hn) 1Ak 0)
o= AR 7 ATt AE S0l SUEUS s eRty
YA =ik

% Friauf & Horscht, Rechtsfolgen der Enteignung von Grunbesitz und Wohngebaeuden
in der ehemaligen DDR zwischen 1949 und 1990 (Stuttgart, 1993), p. 166.

55 1, .
Ibid, p. 166.

% BVerfGE, VIZ, (2000), pp. 150, 209.
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2. W7kele) A

Brhelgstae ol & uleh o] ol AASNN WY Foll ste] mA
o] 485l Atol thale] MAPMEES WEIHo] ohel, BAS UHOR Bl
AnpAr HERES TSk Bk ohet telRalEe BAIH] Jlat B
Ap] WHZORNE S7ke] A SIS Tetsle] FAe] ofst b
o] ohet, HAfolo] AX|FH= Frlef that AU AWt AL G Al

SRR RIS UEAFAS Folo] BAIA TS AYskAc,

olof Zhe Wrbelgatte] AL ofe] 7H) TelA] FAH 0 Hrtel]
Atk 2 W7ke] BeREe) BAE A ofeh BARIHe] Btelo] A u %
573} o Sdol A PAYHEE BAIela slck Holuh, ol Al 1
FUE RSN U2 BHo Rt MRE NS THLEE SAsIl 1
s WA sk oA W FAE 245 $iste] AR APHEIAE HEsk
ohge] AR WSS golshl 5] $ie solgichs A Sol aAlolt.

e ook Bfelgsite) e WA Seol Asiol ¥ ol iﬂ
Aol Te GAk ok FHAAS) Here Hastsleln, Aagael et 1
Sote] A ) Bl BT - Sleke FolA ol BBk olof ol
of Bielel adi e fte] Bl ol IRV} )
Lrhe] BAARGEhe} vl 7t AR B Aelte] BALEhE -6}

et 4 S WO ojls] ARUATEI R AGSHE Ao 7
3 4= 9l Fask Stolels ol ol kR 4= Qlrkse

O

S 7] Wrkelo] AXAAA S 1939GHE] 19807 B WEe] DSt uhe Bgat Al
Ark 53] 19459 EX|7)E O] dgho s thEA| AR AikE 48 - sfiAste] x2S
B 7R o]Fg fEidoly =Y AerlolAl Eulstaid Aolu, SHAIR AR ERE AR
o EXE HEe o Hagd 2, Sl 19730 SpAte) Ajele] e uiZHS3]
el o] Aulsofed) So Sfsto] wekel ARRIAA SoIA 1 ol 2 5 gl ole]
3}, Halmai, “Die Restltu‘uon konfiszierten Eigentums in Ungarn,” Tomuschat(Hrsg.),
Eigentum im Umbruch’ Restitution, Privatisierung und Nutzungskonflikte im Europa
der Gegerwart (Berlin & Wien, 1996), pp. 30~31.

%8 Brunner & Halmai, “Die juristische Bewaeltigung des kommunistischen Unrechts in
Ungarn,” Brunner(Hrsg.), Die juristische Bewaeltigung des kommunistischen Unrechts
in Deutschland und Osteuropa (Berlin, 1995), p. 38; Claussen, “Der Grundsatz Rueckgabe
vor Entschaedigung,” NJ, Vol. 7 (1992), p. 298.

% Brunner & Halmai, “Die juristische Bewaeltigung des kommunistischen Unrechts in
Ungarn,” p. 38.
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V. BUTTL 9% AN

olol A EUEU} WrtelEaie] ofd Aele] 4-8Atel tiEt sldwelS
A Rgle ol Wle] shayels Al il Bgo] dislel 1 ANfslE
Hp7} A7) ohe-e Helak 4= itk e BUT| TAERe] S8 EAlE
SEsl] S o5 o] WMeE V12 S, ATAElolAl 3 HEEol
ZATERS 2 ESE H913E 52 gitk ol of5 Sle} Fagte] WA ddr|z
7} ThErhs ZlolA 71QIske Aotk of@id e HAZ sl olsjolile BUT
S0l QlolA] BARRe] SaAte] slduels ATAskaA S,

1. 53| Hofxe] BAGE= 8410l vk 284 Fae| 7hs gl R

FUgol| QlolA sfdE]olof & HIA| 9] HAFglo] 8 AR AA] 4
A Hste] EX7NE(1946.35)3 S84k 9] =-75K1946.8.10), 18|11 H3gH<=
H(19489.9)01F 2] A{ZtEA R FF3fe 4= QIrh60 o]zt M ejo) Tt FPEh=
HAglo] aygt ilvﬁ}}JH FA7E 17 EAI9E HRste Fast oulE 7t
2t & ATl ot SR3tkRA|et SRl ogt Bt E st
71 849 %‘?:I A2 t2A 2k& 4= Q7] wiolnt. ofof tiste], FUEYUe] 354
ol A 22 WA945~1949)0)] oJ5te] A F-Ga}= 20| o3t AYAREHT} T
AR 1(1949.10.7) o]%-9] ArhEE HEste] siAskal Sl A L A
APgo] At 53] A= ol Histe] “FAREo| ] 4=§AAtol gt K
Aol WO} Z8o| W3F wrke] oML HEo] ARA Ryl TolA ¢l
*EWE&XIOM T FEA oA ] FARY] =8-S APHA R HEdhs A 7]

] A79% A WAE ofulofa Al Aow 1kd 4 gl e gk
AL, £ HoA TE=olA AR Eelste] o= Fadte A2 HeddE

% o)o] FHato] AHEE 22 Zé".?ih szl AAAH ,, p. 389 o3} o|Fal, “EU Halo]
EXAG BA| TEATHAT,, A1 (S=EAgHsls], 2004. 3), p. 337 o3k A
ApE 02 B ;Lxﬂx*i Gaslalo] ol Akt ZoAw Ea] EX|Q] 3 - TR
EX71E (1946 ~ 19504 7} ig—?g?g =35H1950~19724) 2] 22HA1S AA A=tk ittt A
A, ‘AT o] BIleER| A" TEX| AT, A7A A3E(199%. 56), p. 78.

¥ BVerfGE 84, 90(127).

S riele] B g saye 357



Hisk= Ao obd7t she ffitE =Y erV|E Ttk IEu E ThE SRofA
SPgRE ol HAgle 82k siEH AR S, ol M= ¥
7kl ¥ HJJr O] AAREAS o] Het TAEo] Qfufshe= vl Atk & PAE
wefats, agF el ofste] el HARE 8ol et HAEAlR= viAlskaL,
R % [5-9] 8= disiARE siae] ool ZeARIvE, el
olrgle AFERA ALt ZAZE WA Aotk ol Sl ert o Al
= sis] fT dve Al oM 1 siar o] 24 wdsto] 71
S 8sH sfasjelor & HAE A F= Aol7I= B
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E
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oJate] wAolno] 2u
o] EAlol WA= FL=LA Gl 11 side] We|rt FAdEofoF gtk efukst

EQE o]f AE/IEME 19| HEeIS B\l eskgel lslel,
Su) FE A3ze) YEaare] fHelo] wre Hakxe] Ea @ wNo) 289
o E35/] ujolcke2 okgel Grtel Fatao] skl gl @Mel it o
AAle] Ble] wete dAlsis Aee ool 712e Biel 2l lrks 1
Zekeithe, FRETHe Ayl Wk Uk Ao BURM 9 ek
Aok gl Aldze] whm, BT AGFH TR
Yelofx)7] tfolch. 2 @ T 7129)o] BUNRS AFsH FAHM] 3
Z5)7] wjio]cke3
U SRRl ol Haee) gl ol i SAelr e
FsLol et sfavelt ool due) well wiel sl
oF B AR Girh, 92 W] HEA dpuel oEo] Gei Ao
ghibzo] solu, o] Alejol dfekize] o] u]2l ¥ dfaklstel eis}
S| ofmat 7o) AXE Wl QY 4 glon]'s Eah “HokulUrke
2] S VA SRRl A w7k Qe 4 gleHeseta Thalg uje 2

re

m1m 0

82 o)of] 5} ZAEL 0ol Tated, AL, ‘ARG BAXGFA oJuje} 7k, THMBIIAT,,
Al7HE A22(2001.8), p 142.

8 o)of| ale] zpAEE AL, 9)9] 2, p. 144 o]k 3
THEA L, AII0AE A3 20049) p. 228 o|s} %

84 ot 1961.9.28,, 4292 A} 48.

&5 ot 1983.3.22., 82 = 3036, 1A 2000.8.31., 97817} 12.
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EBIAT sltfets, FURt=oll Histe 1 s}te] Hsid Ajitel it
o e (o S SRS BAgle] a8 Aol dieh BAfelre] &=
7F ohEh AT IS ZAIR S IR, FUT=2 ool thet HAS
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