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AYA Gl NBFad BeEA Ay DA Aol st wgH -

1) Jorg Berwanger, Defizitires Infektionsschutz-Entschadigungsrecht. Erwiderung auf
Shirvani (NVwZ 2020, 1457), S. 1804.
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2) BVerfGE 25, 112 (117 ff.); 37, 132 (139 ff.); 52, 1 (29); 50, 290 (340); 58, 300 (335); 58,
137 (147 f.); 70, 191 (200); 79, 174 (198); 81, 208 (220); 83, 201 (208); Hans Jiirgen
Papier/Shirvani, in: Theodor Maunz/Giinter Diirig, Grundgesetz-Kommentar, Bd. II, 92.
Aufl., Miinchen 2020, Art. 14 Rn. 424

3) Clemens Antweiler, Betriebsuntersagung durch  Covid-19-Rechtsverordnungen:
Eigentumseingriff und Entschadigung, NVwZ 2020, S. 587 f1.

4) Hans D. Jarass, Charta der Grundrechte der Europdischen Union, 4. Aufl, Miinchen
2021, Art. 17 Rn. 18.
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FRE7Fse 713A AgS AAG7] fste] ALle] A S FaA ofdd o
3 A4 BATFA(Ausgleichsregelungen)S ml#Eslojor & o2 XA
oo, ol g AWM ALY WA AVt FAHORE oA yEuA &
gl A, o] ZAlel A AMA SHoA HESN He AL vlg o
ojn & 7Fth

M. @z o zxo] hgk S7halo 2ol ohe Ay el 4

= HASTHEAY 7 713 A e kolth o
o YA < ‘?.uﬂ%’—‘i A (Gesetzesmabigkeit der Verwaltung)<)
3—?L Aol HA=7E A 7ol oA FaFd dFs FYgt =7
71l A 89

A, olel o

= Ay WA

Qlste] 7HQ1S] AHfrok deEl7k A E = A5l 3ol
2 4 9l (Staatshaftung) @ vl (Entschadigung)©] H2.7%
g Aol 7]ofgre).

2o gk =7ke] Wz daor Qlste] JHQle Aok
A7t M A Oﬂ, Oloﬂ g AH] i 7te] EH’Z'ﬂF mzq:llxﬂié:ll?iﬂ AL

= A

Adde v 7 7P7<] Wil ) ato] *é?i%\:‘r. A ‘fﬂ’lﬂi TT 435101] ) ato]
Mol Al Asol ik 92 AW A7z ARAFA BGS T AN
A A TES) FAE aE = o F AR ojn i HenkH
TAge] YA A Qe At Mde o AR A YAE
A O ol TAE F fle Avls, w7k o] Aol WAEvE Ay
AdAE fste] FeutAQl bl W AR 2k de AGdH =
7FA ¥ (Staatshaftungsrecht)> =7ke] s = o] PAre] Az Qlsto] Ay
e AW ATFAL A4 goz e FHA widH(Recht der

offentlichen Erstatzleistung) .82 ooz B 4 gt} wpghx] =7paele] &
A= =7H97F A ARE DA 7L, o= Iste] AW =7he] gk
Aol BAslSs i, ol AlWIe] Aol ek =rbe] wjdA e 1A
o] AR AALUD. olHqFd =rpAdd g AW HIES I7HE S

By

5) Foroud Shirvani, Defizitares Infektionsschutz-Entschadigungsrecht. Zum Reformbedarf
im IfSG-Entschiadigungsrecht, NVwZ 2020, S. 1457.
6) Michael Kloepfer, Verfassungsrecht, Bd. I, Miinchen 2011, § 10 Rn. 238.
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oo WAEES #A4s A AFdsta vk O e =Hd9el o
st Esulde] 2 <l(Amtshaftungsanspruch), @ FWHA AZAA HFA

(Folgenbeseitungsanspruch), @ 4824 =3 enteigende Eingriffe)¥} =& A}
2 Al gH(enteignungsgleiche Eingriffe)ol]l tat BAHTH, @ AR THA
(Aufopferungsanspruch). o213k thefgh AJRle] wid-ASol et =7k
g de] S FaA w7k dAdd | AW AA 2 77 9w AL
IS HAe 54 BASs FA BE (e Edlol die wds st
A A ol & FalA FrbE ole g wvke] Siw Aol tigk St Al
NS FalA HA=7HA Ao 7] &us.

1 = AT FEAe WAE Pl 5ud HAd ua

BT

39 He Y 9 welo] Be WES AR EHRY} FEZ A
T1zol dMAE Fol mE el vd FARYS Agsn ek ole @ A
e g AP gl Fhg A Aol ® BT, Frhe] gz
Aol BASE WARA AN AQNA S A A
$¢ @ A2z FrhgAe] AgHolokm @ Aotk ols waUsto]
Aol ofe] A BARES obldtu dE TP AAANE dF b5
@ W A%s T3 Al IR A g wot 219
4uE SR oww 91 HBE AT AR AY 22w o

e W wAsa BaE Anel AE H49 AAL A oL
Witgel Aol e Al el A4t ol U YW BFE
g wr oheh o) F49 AWA Aol BAS A/ & Ak

Brdsl 45w skl $YANA B2 WPAYS) Szl o)y
2 FH(WRV) #1311z <AE T2 A
R P P T I A

93 wrbol tig WAl ol de (dF ST, XeE ookt Apgo

7) Vgl. Heiko Sauer, Staatshaftungsrecht. Eine Systematisierung fiir Fallbearbeitung, JuS
2012, S. 695.

8) Kloepfer, $1¢ #(F 6), § 10 Rn. 238.

9) Joachim Wieland, in: Horst Dreier (Hrsg.), Grundgesetz-Kommentar, Bd. 2, 2. Aufl,
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Al E ¢l 7Hunterlassene Genehmigung)] W& 1 7Zho]) AlHlo] =7}lo] tf3d}

o 73] B (Naturalrestitution) = &7 4 A+ 2895 A= AL oYy
ok kst AQle oud FHY PALE T 4 QL] w o, oo gk =
7Fel A Qle Alnlo] =rlo thdle] FH A vl (Geldersatz)S 273t Ao

2] @y Az AL AZES AUATE AN g @A el
2 4 A MY el A FbE Amel A

MER TAFES S . 0
AFREE 9 Sb geimAs] Ao clshe] WASE AU AN
9 A e £ U wAREE WES FAM 2 vkistn 94
v, olel @ Ae o Felwe] Wy A2BE ALY AR AWAA o}
of Be WA AE BAD Bask A0, FPFA WA JPAE 5 =
Zhel weizAe] A 0@ AW wAH] WA Astel 7 Wy A
2% A2 Fol FAL A 54, % Qudor AAuE

=2

1

P
i

(o]

>

el

to

2

A -

Il
Al (Allgemeinheit) © 4 g W3l 3] A (Sonderopfer)o] =AY &=
A=, F7hE YA WS B3A oo thdk B (Entschadigung)<
dlopgt ShrpD,

=7ke] EHARE Qg Eafjol] ik wikA ] 1o wrke] AR <l
she] whAel 59k S| Ao] tie R R YA Ao oA
A eA =FHrh 1A olof] A&k MEA AFAS AW SAE §
2 @R A29x A1, A23% A3FelA FHE 5 Avk FLo Afolle 7EH
A3z, A4z A3, 1 Qo= I Ao tidk H
of #ste] 7]EWH A2z Alde] dAWMA 2R d8&E F UrH. 1 fJel=
=oo] A9S 8%  Adenteignende Eingriff) F& FE&FAFH A
(enteignungsgleiche Eingriff)oll et 28 5% 5 (Gewohnheitsrecht)
of A%t AAFATHI., mde] Ag HUdNy A89Ee; AFH VEH A3HA
Z9] I7hl A QS HWA Q] bR 1g Esude] A atdsldl whsh
o, FE&TA WA SHEEAARFAA Agel A% A (Anspriiche aus

o

enteigungsgleichem bzw. aufopferungsgleichem Eingriff)S W% A3AA

Tibingen 2006, Art. 34 Rn. 4 ff; Bergwanger, &9 =%(5 1), S. 1805.
10) Shirvani, &e] =(5 5), S. 1457.
11) Kloepfer, ¢+l A (F 6), § 10 Rn. 240.
12) Vgl. Sauer, & =%(F 7), S. 695 f.
13) Kloepfer, ¢+¢] A (F 6), § 10 Rn. 241.
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T-A (sffentlich-rechtlicher Folgenbeseitigungsanspruch)ol]l &g 3tHd), o2 =
W FE&TE, agla 5 $JYYrE FaEs AtdEY s 9 SATA
=4

(besonders belastende Inhalts— und Schrankenbestimmungen)ol] W& Agh
24 A sHenteigender Eingriff) 18]3l 3] A (Aufopferung)ell =738 HF+AL
o]

Hek 792 dste] WAetE EARA Al sldet) olE "olA
/‘1 T2 v T4 (offentlich-rechtliche  Erstattungsanspruch), Sw3gk &
o] oegE FHA A F#A (6tfentlich-rechtliches Schuldverhiltnis)e] 9 < &l
A o) T uk(Pflichtsverletzung)oll 273 A% rhb),

T 7ke] B9l oJd b Eajui Al A wUte R Qg =
7ol BAFA Qe ik HulE AL 2 Agbo] sFol web i
oA AR FuefA A HJATHE,  FEFAA Ze FAFAA A
(enteigungsgleicher oder aufopferungsgleicher Eingriff)oll thsle] ddlE& &
A 9AE =7b4 A< (Haftung)ol /Md-e L Ao Heuka 7tg 9]l
& NEdF FEA R ETeal ARE w7t E Y] gats st Ashe=
533 3 A(Sonderopfer)ol  wWig  RAHITE AAs= A
(Aufopferungsrecht)e]l W2 <AZ S QtHD,

olglgt HE& nels] & uf ZAWANHALY A
ERAAE A w7pdaE g A
& 3o gk HUtRAE T
o} ool thgh =AY AFARE
A tieiA HES] o

= o ot JH

>

3

Coronavirus SARS-CoV-29] HAAI A dlfa oz lafo] At gharof
Ao A St 2ddog FAAEd AWAGE7E Covid-19 vfe]# 29
AhozHE AHS HIFFI, HEGgd=E st FUME BAAA

(Gesundheitssystem) 9] F}F-5t2 A3k viu] & WX 5}7] 913 A X5 23

4) Kloepfer, &2l #(F 6), § 10 Rn. 242.
5) Kloepfer, ¢k2] 2 (5= 6), § 10 Rn. 243.
16) Fritz Ossenbiihl, Staatshaftungsrecht, 5. Aufl, Miinchen 1998, S. 1.
7) Kloepfer, &2l (5= 6), § 10 Rn. 244.
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a7 RkETH Covid-19 whelef =9 i3 Askat A7k kst wkEE = 3
oA TSN A H= 9778 % (Rechtsverordnungen) ] A4S 714
= AWHYA 5 AEAAY] dAEEHE FAA B dHsA 2 A
Ao YA HOFAE WHEsta gt oleg AFEHEES w1
ol gsel webx dgaH et olo] gk st B A EAE WHEAH R
Botal Adrk 5Uo Agolx olyd IS T PAFAE o
A BE FARASe] HAREE e Sl Eeka, o] AW
g o] Al EAl "ok uketd oleigh AHAES] AAE Fo olelgh
A5 AHAY] A BAge] Aol ol gk ek A A 7]
l:q]-g—o]]‘jrl&

53] 29, "dzzd a8 o9k fAE AT ESY PR lete] W
Asts e S AASH] f18A, olE ddEEd i d9TA7t
P E s FHA Bk o dolrkA thatE w7 Ale] SALE Belo]

G oaatsh 2o g 93 aelw 4AH 982 5 4de WA
kel AFEIE AelFr] ARGl weba 591 o % A
2 gurd @) 6ot A,

T, o|& Qlete] BAE = VY F2 9
S gk Aap 2717) olelR e d
o7 wae B AAA 24 BEE 2o 3
3 =

23 mAY JEE F7bel

I e guyskx] gt TA el EAstt
ol gt ofg] 7HA| AIFES s B uj, Heukd FAY grtol ik =
7EAQIe] g el QlojA IEuufolef s W ow Qlgk ] Ed A|EHel
) st =713 9 (Haftung

ofM WAAAFTAL =dAow QT dHA =W
A

Aole] 143 Peeto] §

A E B2 oldgslx ®¥v WHEA 7 (mangelhafte oder unterlassene

18) Antweiler, &2 =%(F 3), S. 585.
19) 4= &% BGHZ 100, 136 ff., 142, 259 ff.
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gesetzliche Umsetzung) £ 37 (exekutive Rechtsetzung) (W7
(Rechtsverordnung), Z#(Satzung))ol tish WA AL Zt} oF 59 7
ZA8 el FEZ(Erlass von Bebauungsplinen)e} #e AAH] A$ole= &

# gAbxe] HY7E AFEa, 12 23 7E3t(Individualisierung)7F EHE
71w, o] Afole WwrHel  dwkA-F44A 4F A (rechtswidrige

generell-abstrakte Regelung)®] & X9 7 -$-ogt o] QA= 4 Qt}0),

M FAFAYT AGOR sto] WAy £ao] ot
BAHTA WA SAZA A4

A
gogkoh gde Ao Ae] ddAlgte] Aoz AWMe Aojgtar Hrts)
of, =7b7F AW o " e #d H
(Entschadigungsanspriiche) S 73314 ZAY 22 dubxQl Z71AQH
<73 BAA A (Anspriiche aus dem allgemeinen Staatshaftungsrecht) S
AAsA Gk, olef g el ARG AL B SHeA e AWMA
g o Fell tigk o] HEVE Hgsitt

AW A23z A1de AikAS AL Eigentum) ¥ AEA
A23% A2k oste] AQakA] W& A= dHA e o6t
ghA 2] dARde] AN 2] giide] He Atk &5
of AAlE AAA A7t obd, HAA | ot FAHE= A 17
webA QA BHEES olEn gl ostel FAHE B H(sog.
normgepragter Schutzbereich)o] T}l 2] ¥ A23% A1 o5t BA
He o AzkEe W& Al oste BAEE AL 7L
(vermdgenswerte Rechte)7} Sl dAglE9 &A(Summe)olt). AW o]E4 9
ANEAQl Fd AHE ANEY BEFY Fol= A XL FALH AR

ddel ek dE](Recht am eingerichteten und ausgeiibten Gewerbbetrieb) Tt

20) ololl djalx= BGHZ 106, 323 ff., 113, 367 ff., 142, 259 ff; Kloepfer, %2 (5 6), §
10 Rn. 246.
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o] EFHE T, FYAF F2 AR PAHHEES T AT FA
= olglgk @Al AHoA gAHE F dv s B ofdg mHe E
A A 713 2E F Ade dAHAAY AN We Hegy
(weiteren Schutzbereich)S #| -2ttt

Holsl 9ol o] -5 A s/l (Eingriffsbegriff)e 2

re
2
o

H pul
W 7] oJste] BAE AFo] YA FHE HALE F
E7bedA wbErug F2 oA wiEs BEE 57 kil
Q1A AT}, AR o] =47 A 3HBeschrankung) 3& A4 X9 ¢
a4 WA= Tkl o) gk AL AT Frhe] WAt
14 P E SalA At Ak RS REdg Ad =
8 9] (Realakte)ol] =713+ AALA] A&l AAQA o 7hgA0 2437 A
(Beeintrachtigung)e] dAd oz Syd 4= qlopd, AQakdel FHHI v
o Ao S 3 ALAY AT (Eingriff)o] 14E F ATkA.
dvtdow AakEe] Hogode @AY AHelA el st
(normgepragte Schutzbereich). o127 Rl 9l3le] FAdHE= A
FAS Hoh FHSIEHA AAA drtd, At Ak 1A
raE =7 52 olo] g 7|2 Fx

ol
2
s

"
2
Off

T
)
By
=]
r N
X
e
=
ol
_4_11.1
2 o o &
o
9 L
op Moz

n
)
~N
(e
r
M
L
1o
oX
o
9
4
=
fu)
ot
flo oy 1o
ko
o
=)

21) Bergwanger, %] =(5 1), S. 1805.

22) Vgl. Antweilder, &9 =3(5 3), S. 58.

23) Peter Axer, in: Volker Epping/Christian Hillbruber (Hrsg.), BeckOK Grundgesetz, 46.
Aufl., Miinchen 2021, Art. 14 Rn. 69.

24) Axer, 912 A Art. 14 Rn. 69.

25) Antweilder, $+e] =&(5 3), S. 585.
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Hagdo dist Arkde] AstARE st fsiAE
g A W83 A (Inhaltsbestimmung), &A1 7F+A
& A (Enteignung)2] A#aAo]

@ e AEst SadeR Aad 2ast ok st awael A

A4 a{r%ﬁ%@%—a— S3A w7ES e Ak
O

A 8k o] E-(Eingriffsqualitat) o

fabarere FHAdUHAEGMR)S Aol ofstd ghdata Al AAkA

2 2919 AR AT AR X 917F = 7F WA A3zl Al o]
= gAAel $&(fsrmliche Enteignung/formal expropriation/expropriation
formelle)2] 727} vtz 7)o sfgatt)en. sidul AFglo] #Hekdk XS

9

©

E

)

N o oo & o or ot 2

®

Mr o o Bl X

w8 to
%
>
of
ofo
x
oo
_\ﬂd
i
31
i

e 53

ROy
X
o o
ol
o
jur]
=
©
m
o

of,
Jo offt o
o
2
=
=
s
NI
- -
N

D Y DY DO
LxrI2

6) Antweilder, 2] =&(F 3), S. 58b.
7) EGMR, Nr. 7151/75 v. 23. 9. 1985, Rn. 63: vgl. Jarass,
%) EuGH, Rs. 20/00, Slg. 2003, 1-7411 Rn. 79 ff.

EGMR, Nr.34044/02 - Depalle, 29.3.2010, Rn.78; Jarass

otk

b= 2g Sl & A
A A ANTE ANF A2 2n| £9
£& g yolrt Apate] —’F%(de*facto Enteignung) = E3-8}A # 1t}

o}Fo

A

oro

y 3L

H]

[e)
BES BT EAAESE
7} A= £ 9ud), gitstH o] ¢ 3
ol
AzA e A= oprd
sh #E J9del AN I9F
fARe] #1917k ApA

oAl et AAH BHFo] AFHE AAel 5L wels B,
229 Yo Astel et JPTAY AT AAE o]
@ Akl SgE s A9t A AT F g

B AEHE FUFAL Aol ] Az Jur] i JAslure] FAw
Ak, oleld el WA 1 Aol glojA
& AAR HAL Bral B ARkl did %)) A€l 4

QAR E s gHoloput Frk. oo} Balste] wpz A4
G AR, W=l A9 SHelA vk Az AEAg
fex]

AA8E7] flete] AW BAA A AATES

Fae = 9k, 37

Ashutetl 2w

v

(
O

H
e

o 4

(% 4), Art. 17 Rn. 17.

A(F 4), Art. 17 Rn. 18.
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ga ALY F8 Adege] AAEAL LA}
A dEm ARoERE wAlE ZSelth0, ols Bstel fATEAY
2 %

(EuGH)& ®wt} o]-&#| gt

ot

o
ek
— Ho

AT ot
rlo
N
N
i
9
I
ot
Y
I
L
0%
o
2
N
N
2L
2
=2
Mo

Fol= obie 43 & A7t
S AT 7] Motk ALY £gNde Fus AdH ouo
Aol He] B85S Adurks 7 W7k o Frh ol JYANe v
b FAREE dgel AEHE ALY S8 Nde 489 AW ohel,
U ez gas g Agow ste] Akl ATl WAL wA
7ol Aol Basy] W, mEihrlolel s Yo A% FUe| A
ool e AL FEAE F4H Age Bage 13A Avy B
S QAW olo] UF o]EHel ZUMyr oheh @AWl RAEARA
4%

(e}
o
rEI
rot
Au)
©
=
=
:OlL_IJ
x

Ir
2

N
X

o2
)

+
—_>‘il‘4

lo 2 o r
=

1o o o

©

e
ox
S
T W de ot fo

§2 Lo
frooxt

S

X0 Mr

=

E]__ = .
A AgAARLS BAG go] 2
]_

fr & b
o
rhu
=
a
=
I
j)
w®
a
5
@
@]
3.
Ly
o

= A
ol
o,

Aol wgFge A

o 7B A4z A3E($E AW
Aol A= Fe)e] F&48(Enteigung)S AL FAIFS ArAH
¢l =] 9](Eigentumsposition)9] W&Hs HH o2 b=t wsle], 7]EH A14x
A1 23H(F2 @Y A23x A1 A2dH FAREHe ALkAe g
3L A7+ A (Inhalts— und Schrankenbestimmung)S wl#| A s AHE AHES
Iht7] = (zukunftorientierte Neudefinition)©] T}

Fruputole] = kS WA sy f ST AT

o

FA P

30) EGMR, Nr. 12033/86 (1991) Rn. 45; Nr. 14556/89 (1993) Rn. 43 f.

31) EuGH,C-44/79 — Hauer, Slg.1979, 3727 Rn.19; Jarass, %< #(F 4), Art. 17 Rn. 18.
32) EGMR, Nr. 31423/96 (1999) Rn. 48.

33) EGMR, Nr. 31423/96 (1999) Rn. 53 f. = EuGRZ 1999, 319.
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oo rlo
o2
2
N
fr
ol
0
alt
ilisa
>
2

I o
o
2
of\
aY)

flr o
ol
T
ot
=
o,

)
Y 2 o
(o]
i)
2
o X

FTETEL FAHd g ArkEe] W (Zugrith S FdEHI FHE
T8£S EdA o]9S HE AH(Enteigungsbegiinstigte) S 93+ A A
(Giiterbeschaffung)e] Hth= A& F5ol8hA Az oZ g3} o
[a7F AojEo] JuH, AR 2AA KA FIE FojE= ALk e
I} A+ A (Inhalts- und Schrankenbestimmung)®] A7} ®t}. upabA
Fof Aol P o FPATFH FA ol A= A Al
A3ako] obd W A|23% A1 A28e] ALkAe] UL A%
o34, oA B w 9 AP ALk BAAAC FEolEs
W FZ2u vlo]ly s oz % PP AF Aoz B x
Page]l 8o did nAgdd A 2= 8 39 A23x Al
A2golth. 92 AW A23F% A1&H A3 =G F7F AAHE Ak
g 2 sATFge A% A FH(Anspruch aus ausgleichspflichtigen
Inhalts— und Schrankenbestimmungen)®] W% <A FA o] Fth

weba GASI x5 WHEetal e A EAY A ArEs
A FTE FAH HHo] 7EA FA tigte] FAEVFES x| A
S of7|ste 5¥g A4S BA 7= Abel(besondere Hirtefille)3d 7}
oh) oo i PRiAE AbFol 28 A WA S mhEs okt gkt o]

A RsbsE AE WAStw, vy 9%, FFUH Tely NFHRE
o] x

i,
[eZ0
o

iy

_,_,
=
ot [ o

L Db NS odb e 2
ol

lo & fo o 3 B3 off =

i3
ot

ox T4 o fo W i

Aol fuks WA Eky] skl vgol F kA @Ae] AdH el 9

24 s vhasiot Itk Mo Aty delaryd g WA
&2 2 o9 FAA WA 7IEH A drgade] A Sl vl
dFol fnts= Azt daje] BeEs WA= HEA EWE vhd
sfopet gttt ol WETFAL AA F= WH A vtEs FAE el o
gol E7bsstAl HW ojxH oz ofdl tigk A wAdo] alewofof

2o
N

34) Antweiler, €] =& (5 3), S. 586, Berwanger, %9 =&(5 1), S. 1806.
35) BVerfGE, 100, 226 (244) = NVwZ 1999, S. 1218 = NJW 19999, S. 2877.
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2. BT FEUAES ol fm AWAA SEE H4L aTes Aol
e mgR T A8

T 7b= Aol Bel oigk wi A QR ofye} o] & dojxA =7 ¥
& &g (AllgemeinwohD) S o= 3dfo] 71 ARl djsto] S5W3 A
(Sonderopfer) & &7-8h= 5ol ofol tak =4 1A d(Entschadigung)<
A}, o]lgfst =rle] £AmAye] 7|EAH Ai(Grundgedanke)= AlHlo] ¥
(Allgemeinheit)S 93l 22l A8 E 2718 2, S ANl Sxdgh &4
A (Sonderbelastung)ol] t3F thi7FE2A4 BAFS df|Fojwtk dlthi= A o] thdn,

olgist 5t Ao g w7te] HAFF= 17949 9] ZZol4l Iy
9] A (Einleitung des Allgemeinen Landrechts fiir die PreuBischen Staaten
(EinALR)) x11741, ATz &l Aoz FAHAJG. 1 o]FFH ofHd =

7he] BAFe = e FHE SsdHAAd A gk 59 72 ES
o]zt =13k ,]/‘Eoﬂ 3 BAA Alai(Aufopferungsgedanken) ] A EHE
8T8 (Enteignung)ol tis BF)FE FAstaL = A4z #A38S S350
A ARsar ok eud dwkA o AibA THA7E Sl AlSlel tigk Al
(Eingriffe in vermogenswerte Position)S %38ix ZAst Ews 34
(Sonderopfer)& 3838 (Enteignung) 2.2 AAE 1, A3 7Fx7F e A

ol it 53k sl A2 3 A (Aufopferung) 2.2 214 H ),

=9 7EwAre A3z FAHKonzeption)o] ¢stH, &858 (Enteignung)
o7 A= AQakEd gk Agke FFEE(Wohl der Allgemeinheit) L&
11 B AH(Entschadigung)9 79 Heol el A3 = HEA 235}
o Z2 WHEol AR 7]'*0—5}7] u o, dukg oz Arkde thdk =4
2 Agho] WA SHA R ALH o] BAFSFTE mlE] HEl A8 Eo] A ¥ Al
Abol EAe gk BAdel tieiM = 71 Alldx A1E A2 Ak
&3 34774 (belastende - aber entschadigungsfreie - Inhalts- und
Schrankenbestimmungen)©] o< §lo] HEHT 97 AHAAALLE 1998 9
SAAGE A21x o AR #eE AU e AR EElo]&
= Agsi7] witel mzuutole] s Wheje] ofF JPTA @ FHA TR

(

¢

r
t

o

¥ 5), S. 1461 f.; Berwanger, ¢¢] =#(F 1), =S. 1806
6), § 10 Rn. 252.
_L;I__

898 W}214, 1998. 12. 24.

36) Shirvani, 2]
37) Kloepfer, 2re] #(F
38) 6]\:”]}14]—/\ X%o XH_‘%

=
2 (
2
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A

st WAG AAEA g BAAHTA] dARA 2
Z A1z A28olt).

Zd A N A A (BVerfG)= Nassauskiessungsentscheidung3? Z Aol =
golo] a¥lm  HIddE FE54E Jld(enger und  formalisierter
Eigentumsbegriff)40-& 7R3} 7] wiimoll, AR 7|2 93le] HIH &
Akl Zhslxl vlaA] iAoz okgk =44 A¢h(Belastung)ol A %=
o] M3 71 ER A14% A3Eo] Hgojfo] thil o] A|7|HTHMD, HdAd
HAAL7E FA8E &7 NS AT wiEl, Aakde] vg 9 g
AT thdk A 3§74 % (Eingriffsintensitat) 7} &880 #A"E AEE <A
= Aol 71y A4z A3FES AL 7 g HATh oly g Al 9l
A ALY o]o) S BREtAl BHEar] flste], sdARA|ARLE A A
Wb 9142) Aol Rl Fukd Ak yE o2 @ﬁ]ﬁxé(systemwidrige,
ausgleichspflichtige Inhalts— und Schrankenbestimmungen)s %38t tHd), =
dAddAdAALE 588 TUig AiAe] &4A Al SH(besonders schwere
Belastung)o] A 7 9-oll= #AA QJ’“Q Ae&E oA FAE
o] ZAA WAL iAol g Ao R At webA A4k <]
EAA Algho] WS 7ol o]t 57@@ Rt o] Aol®l
l

4
A FOE £4% AR WA BEE U 2 BAFHE

s

7 W A23

=
2 8 ot
o

2= (e o2

r o
% o ofy

=i

U] Agole Ao o 9 o] B3 HE Fo o5 digh B4
! 2 A S A6 A1 ALY 2ela Al65E Al
2 A+ A (Entschadigungstatbestiande) S % 3

= el R 1;1r =9 71—03&19] oﬂbﬂ— o o
ek HE A6 A1E Al AFHH o] 53] 42 AH(Ausscheider), 74 9
A A} Ansteckungsverdichtige) £ ¥4 9] 4 2} (Krankheitsverdichtige) 241 3§

=
$1= A (Tatigkeitsverbot) & W@t 2 g0 dis B4S A3 o),

9) BVerfGE 58, 300 (330 ff.).

40) BVerfGE 79, 174 (191); 104, 1 (10) - Baulandumlegung

1) Kloepfer, &< 2, § 10 Rn. 254.

2) Aol gk =47 73 (Belastung)o] EAIE 7o e BAS
Sollwtk oyt gtk Pl Eud, & 7= AAlelE9] ¢
utrow B & 9t}

43) Vgl. BVerfGE 58, 137 (149 ff.) - ‘¢ (Pflichtexemplar); 79, 174 (192).

44) Kloepfer, 2] 2 § 10 Rn. 255.

45) Shirvani, &2 E-‘Dr:, S. 1457.
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AR PR o FAE FE FEL ¢ (Betriebe)d A g}
AEAS 7HAa, Aeal, gadaA 53 22 5EAS Algho] ois Alstky)
FEASE 7HAA ek wEA] o

]
(tatbestandsmaBig) QA= BAAFHo
ol o} @ FEo #3 HE A6 A1 AlEol
TAES G B9 A6x, A17x & AAE 72dH o= x

H3k "o A8

= vpo] 2] ~(coronavirus)® Q1§ WHlo] FHE AHSdE ddTA ¥
HETHE, 23S 599 AS AR g 2 S5 3% HE ARE Al
i, AI28% Al A AWl SES 9gh Ao e, wepa o]
Aol w9 ALz AlY AT AEEA Ferh B3 AT el
¥ A9t 71l AEY WA AR v atEA o] BT 1A=
a1HE F glok et o] ddTAE 58T IdAE AAMA A= A
o] ofje} UWFAQl ATl Uik JAFTES Q7] wiroltHn. o] A%
HAExHorT #87 Ao A TA(Anspruch aus enteignendem Eingriff)= ¢l
44 givk st 84 AT Afdde Jiede] BRI A

o T
(Sonderopfer)7} Eojokstr] wjio|t}h, wElr] MEAAFo} F gl dF
o] 7I§lEo] #HE A i 24A B A & glvh tiEe] AAA
& disliA 84 Aol W7k A T

oS Hst Uv 5Y9 Afole #84 AT 5 FEFAA A
of A% AHFd(Anspruch aus enteignendem und aus enteigungsgleichem
Eingriff) @ 3]Ad] 7% A TA(Anspruch aus Aufopferung), 34412 A
e 242 3 A TA(Anspruch aus aufopferungsgleichem Eingriff)S 315 o]
o3t A2 FASHA] 2 sl st BAYTE (Aufoperungsanspriiche)
o Hi U9,

46) Vgl. auch LG Hannover, COVuR 2020, S. 370 Rn. 21 ff; Lukas StruB/Johannes Fahi,
Diisseldorf, Entschiadigungsanspriiche fiir unternehmensbezogene Eingriffe nach dem
IfSGS, DOV 2020, S. 669.

47) LG Heilbronn, NVwZ 2020, S. 975 = COVuR 2020, S. 142 Rn. 21, Thomas
Winter/Sophie Charlotte Thiirk, in: Hubert Schmidt (Hrsg.), COVID-19, Rechtsfragen
zur Corona—Krise, Miinchen 2020, § 17. Rn. 67.

48) Vgl. BGHZ 102, (361 f.) = NJW 1988, S. 478 = NVwZ 1988, S. 283 Ls.; LG Hannover,
COVuR 2020, S. 370 Rn. 87 ff.

49) Kloepfer, ¢¥2] (5= 6), § 10 Rn. 253.
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= =781
olegt dwAte] dHA EnZF dWHAow Fostd A7k o] EAE
Foroud Shirvani W% @AY AAbA BAgzte] Fx]ojfo dist HE
AR Hofof dhthy Wil gty utstd A G| A 7EASE FHE o
of gk BAAETAS olFo ¥ F 7] wEol

St FPFTAY AgE s dGFH FA
A B E FAeteH A Ak B oiido] e XA H oA
1 PArE o R gdgo] B3 A (Recht am eingerichteten und ausgeiibten
Gewerbebetrieb) & ¥ -&3Fo] oFyh e},

71l tigk ALkAA Beeh #este] sdARA[ARLBVertG= 71¢
of MEA A AAEI 22 ASHGiter)ol W BI= dASAE (A
E-(Substanz), 2144 dglel A2 W-E(Kernbereich des Anliegenrechts)). L
g AR Al Fo]zl A3h(tatsdchliche Gegebenheiten), WA 3o A AAke]
AYHdA 23 freleh FHA FExd(Lage)> ALY BEd e E3HA|
717 skt LA HABGH) S Hellell oletd A Eojx| L PAatH A
Aol digt Aol 59 A823F £&a)|u de]F-(Schadensersatzpflicht) 2] 2]
ul &o] ‘71 o]9le] Az (sonstiges Recht) 24 B3 HTH e} AW A23%0]
oGk 7lgolvt Gl e Hew I9 2 AAY BAE HAHSE sk 2
EEHE A¥ske 9 dHE APA HAEFEH Bosks d dAET

ZAHAA L YAbE GGl dlel digh AW A23x] AHA 7HA 7
Qe AP W FHol xTAII= A #A-Este] mEge A A9
(kiinftige Rechtsposition)el]l 3t mal&= A2 71x7F g dge ¥ £
of S0z & gtk AW A23x9 AdE] Hogde] A= dA AlA
ol gAge Aitelgts AITHA Algke] H71E tH(zeitpunktbezogen). TERA
B ol digk deek vigiet A, s A dujr]s] el o] 97

ol

¢

5 5o ANAY waeele] 3uA etk d Ao Qg Ad
B, 58 D45 Wy 52 A9 5 diEddN £92 go| Fols

50) Vgl. BGHZ 132, 181 (183) = NJW 1996, S. 2422; Thoms Mann, in: Michael Sachs
(Hrsg.), Grundgesetz, 8. Aufl, Miinchen 2018, Art. 12 Rn. 177 f; o]el djgh v]+4 4%
& Papier/Shirvani, &< #(F 2), Art. 14 Rn. 796; Shirvani, ¢t9] =& (5 5), S. 1458,
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‘ﬂt”(emfachrechthch)ﬂ] sl RIHE 753 g 233 544
(Funktions— und Organisationseinheit) 24 XWX, olo] thdt WA Ak

Ao BAAS A8k A2,

D A7 (Gewerbebetrieb) &0 ¢Jgte]  FAAHA 7] A (einheitlichen
Organismus)2 dotx = B2, A& ag]lz 2 o]l A=l AAA
(Gesamtheit der sachlichen, personlichen und sonstigen Mittel) &= 3}t
o3, webaA @ eb Aake] A A () EAFel(der konkrete (---) Bestand
an Rechten und Giitern“)2A] RS, ojof] wkaj A wlge] =9 7bsAd 3}
71 3] (kiinftige Verdienstmoglichkeiten und Chancen)® #HA] 444 14
o] BEgdo] FeEx] geulsh), gddel HAF A9 EA(Substanz des
Gewerbebetriebs), & A4 F7IAZA dde] AAA 7 (Betrieb als
wirtschaftlichen Organismus)©] A &= a1, 19} S Ao o] H-7149 Wafutx]
BT 7leEe] THHI AR H EASZA Askdo] AlgHEAT6). T
Ao g RHES HIE 93 WAAO H I Z XA (infektionsschutzrechtliche
MaBnahmen)®] Aoz d1o dho]l TAHAY 52 499 H&o] 1
3k A7 Qlste] FaEvH, ddel 244 vi&el de A H(Eingriff in

51) Vgl. BVerfGE 51, 193 (221 f.) = NJW 1980, S. 383; BVerfGE 143, 246 = NJW 2017, S.
217 Rn. 240; BVerfG, Beschl. v. 30.6.2020 - BeckRS 2020, 19850 Rn. 86; Shirvani, &
o] +=3, S. 1458

52) BGHZ 23, 157 (162 f) = NJW 1957, S. 630; BGHZ 45, 150 (154 f) = NJW 1966, S.
1120; BGHZ 187, 177 = NVwZ-RR 2011, S. 95 Rn. 14; Peter Axer, in: Volker
Epping/Christian Hillgruber (Hrsg.), BeckOK Grundgesetz, Miinchen 2020, Art. 14 Rn.
51 f.; Papier/Shirvani, 92l 3 Art. 14, Rn. 200.

53) Papier/Shirvani, &< 2 Art. 14 Rn. 200.

54) BVerfGE 68, 193 (222 f) = NJW 1985, S. 1385 = NVwZ 1985, S. 481 Ls.; BVerfGE
123, 186 (259) = NJW 2009, S. 2033.

55) BVerfGE 45, 142 (173) = NJW 1977, S. 2024; BVerfGE 68, 193 (223) = NJW 1985, S.
1385 = NVwZ 1985, S. 481 Ls.; Has D. Jarass in ders./Bodo Pieroth, Grundgesetz, 16.
Aufl. Minchen 2020, Art. 14 Rn. 21.

56) BGHZ 111, 349 (356) = NJW 1990, S. 3260 = NVwZ 1991, S. 201 Ls.
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die Substanz des Gewerbebetriebs)¢] A HE TN, o] 3t F/He] 7|2 A
= 7I9EEe VEXAES AT, A Ad 713 WA o=
71315 oA SdE S5%S 0 9 X E(MaBnahmen  zur
Pandemiebekampfung)® T&¥ch 71944 AA] gt A eH(Eingriff in die

Unternehmenssubstanz)o] ZAolE olgldt ZXE53 A3 AlHE A=
1248 23S falA T@ge o3 1ol WEd 4 glysd)

FaAste] 712A A AT A1F AT Faog ggo] Ha, 53
A5 Ao A thEo] A= AFE A (Nutzungsregelungen)S A 7+ <1 3713
Q52 AAA Ak EAT FEY ARERE BEsAY £ gAskE AL
#4 ZA|(hoheitliche MaBnahmen)o]th. AFEFA S A7} 5= HA 2919
oAw gk o] I AA| et oA ALT7xE ALF A% ofn] £ A
cbol mbermt FRET (g% EFeta APES] FEd witel Sk
dakek shAAAGS A 7 gloh). ARt A 9 "ﬂi/ﬂ EAE Al A o
2 BEAY ARG AR & F AT, 1 9o Ak AFE o 2 A
A5" & Au6D. spstu]z ] Apgol gk 97462 QJoiabel A o] il
AYAG =2 AFEolol] qlojA AAPAe] HHE e ds2A A=
T vk 71EA A ATER A1 A3 ofuw] EHo] ARG 8 I dE
W WAL E doAFe Aujelnt Abgdtthe 2o R deste Aot 2
S Akl gk HEHRE FAAE 7RI

olgfst AMEIN O] A #A¥E oY A YEES A¥E o =24 b
olgl WS 3 FAATFES ALAY ALEAIF R B ouf gtk =8 o
w2 el AARAREel ik A A At ALHAS

(Eigenstumseinschrankung) 8.2 #+749 4 3l
o2t ARg Ao ® <Qlate] A4k

Vgl. StruB/Fabi, €2 +=(5 46), S. 674; Shirvani, 22
Shirvani, %] =% (5 5), S. 1458,
9) Jarass, &< F(F 4), Art. 17 Rn. 26.

7) (F 5), S. 1458
3)
)
60) EuGH, Rs. 44/79, Slg. 1979, 3727 Rn. 19
)
)
)

Hn

1) EuGH, Rs. 258/81, Slg. 1982, 4261 Rn. 5, 13.
2) EuGH, Rs. 293/97, Slg. 1999, I-2603 Rn. 55.
3) EuG, Rs. 65/98, Slg. 2003, II-4653 Rn. 171; Jarass, &< # Art. 17 Rn. 26.
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o
s Ayeludol ST, oo te 24H wAs el g Ay
902 395 & Aot
SO CEC DL

SAY PAatel tiEiAE HlEg o] o] BAE]
2 g+3l 3l (geeignet), & .3} (notwendig) L&
243 A(angemessen)o]ojopt dt}, ‘T3 ZA(fairer Ausgleich)’ o] 2
1Aola #Hrgk Holojo] FyHETIH, FAI X

o] Aojgl Flojtt. 1 9o T thE F&o] Ak afAtel Al Al AjAkEt
& HAgte] 712 dF AlTE A2ES A

=

N 1w ox fo

31+ 4 & (landesrechtliche Regelungen)
i

B33, Z2U-3d Y (corona pandemic)S EaA o}7]

Aotk f-euete] Adgo®= FPTA F2 ATdE
sk AR AP 52 o FAWH] IV H= HEANE 9
Al e 5H4e AFgeta vk A2 Hhol# s AR EE A= "
o 2 JYgTite] A= olglg ol sgdrh ke ol AWl
Y < HsA o 7 ddsAe A7 2 9 s

AP AT HH A
=
=

und angemessen). DA AHFE A= AFEAFTAL 7 Y A3TE
A28 oste] FrE FAo AMEA A¥et= A WA 7lAdstE Aolojwt g
o} ket o] A A gs| oFuk(geeignet)dt7] wiio|th FAs] Ajwlel A
B AFESE 9% HAxA AP dHA Hdstd o]
o] 7+ #HH 7|EA AA =79 TdY A= FEIbeE Ao
(vertretbar)6d).

A AAlM s 5494E fste] FlE o] SAEAel A

64) Vgl. EuGH, Rs. 200/96, Slg. 1998, I-1953 Rn. 28.
65) Jarass, &9 (5 4), Art. 17 Rn. 33 F .
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A{Hor &R+ ZAdA (untauglich) oJH-7F S 23 Fur]Fo] Fr}6d)
g vpo]g o] S E flete] Aol =2 ol W FFAT
Ao HAGA 7ML TStk HH IS fste] FYE X9 A3
o] Fo th3k dAcko] glojH PHFH o7 FRHAARNA Hx4 BAte] 287
99 = H7l9 9 (Einschiatzungsspielraum)©] 3-8dcth &2 dde A3ty
#AHsA 5o AT 9EHE4 Q12 (fachwissenschaftliche,

insbesondere epidemiologische Erkenntnisse)¢] L@ ¥ ofofqt shT}en).
AAdATEA ] Ao et Fole = ety ddd FHE A

Hol oslo] glE 4= glojopt st} AMA A QI FHo|A A AR kA

| oAGA 2ejar off 7IE = A=A o Fe thste] © ol whitel 4 gl

o
2 A "ol sojopwr FTM, JuA AA BrkelAe] Y o)A
227k B, @A 1 227k G RAGEA ool AT A

=]
T W T
T 712A A X7 A8 JHH] HA4S FAl Fehoh,
iﬂ‘ﬂ%(EuGH)S nE 2454 J«aqo}oq 1 %X A

%ﬁzé% %?3%?%9] 712A A AR2E Al oty FH HAHo
2 z#s 2 w 223 AH(erforderlich (notwendig))o]o]ofst st} I g A 9
HAAE o o] kgt Agto] EASHA] Zolofrt gt ey sUd TEES
M= Aol EAgte Afele ok EAVE HA Ferh KB ofg
Agkreto] EAgth= o] & Al7|ste A=, Al fste] F4E Alggd
o] o= A7t HEAo|a, FTH ALY FA o] AFs=A AFE AFH
FAIBHAl A stofopnt 7D sI R} wole] o) AMS A e il AA A ghe
FAAA L] AEA bR AA T olE FaA =AW A A
7IsutulE WA 7] A e S daamdy 2E AEgEF de 94
o 2ol AsE A o= HrtE # U HAEAHS dsted Y

66) BVerfGE 126, 331 (361) = NVwZ-RR 2010, S. 745 Ls.; BVerfGE 143, 246 = NJW
2017, S. 217 Rn. 285.

7) OVG Minster, Beschl. v. 87.2020 - 13 B 870/20.NE, BeckRS 2020, 15727 Rn. 23 u. 27.

3) EuGH, Rs, 232/81, Slg. 1984, 3881 Rn. 18 f.

69) Vgl. EuGH, Rs. 368/96, Slg. 1998, I-7967 Rn. 74, 83 f.

0) Jarass, 9] A (5 4), Art. 17 Rn. 33.

1) EuGH, Rs. 317/00, Slg. 2000, I-9541 Rn. 61; Jarass, &¢] & Art. 17 Rn. 33.
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H 2A = das)opyt stok(erforderlich), & Adte] HAaAe 7S S5 ok
gtk OE o8t FUd 3Es A Yy A S Bu @ 5447
= o] EAlskA] gvrkd, Alghe]l H A (Erforderlichkeit des Eingriffs)
= de4d dFL SFEUD. LAdE e Aol ves & dEvhe #A
ANA GAHANE o, AVe AR} AW ks AXE o de B
oFgh dicte] EAgtd, Ao Ao fuke Q1A E F AT,

HEHom JgFel g dATAR AT AFAY A F& on] e
HlEld el 91wk A grofeokwt gt} & A Mg opnt gtk (angemessen).
THo2 7|EE Aty FAY dH2> HHsA 23}= o] ok(angemessen)
AR S FaEe 524E e oo nlEd o fve s, FAETt
T Algo] HojA = oF "t TE &R 279 Ui VEd B o
Atole]l Ak o] Basith HETH AFE HHe] oyt AW &
=, 7| 2AFAd e FAA A3 Bue o stEuo,

%)
o] o & HA7]E o2 A A AF3] €] TTEEA o] 9]
(Gemeinwohlbelange) 2} Z|AFARES] o] 2] A}o] 9 =
= 7oi7bsAd el A (Zumutbarkeitsgrenze) 7F e ©iTh w3F 217)
5o BAE 54T BAIA thate] Eolos WAATE
Z= A ¢ Ak sfvkety Al Ao Berh A
A 9-9A7F 1B E A 7] wEolthe), HFH o X Autgl
b A E o] Itk AAH o2 PE o5t F Ht EXHe f
Aol Aol vepd FEFel W9 delA wrh & < o
g7, webx] AEAd ko] AAel lojA A& EHE Fas AAIES
A 4 2 (Normgeber) 7} AatAAe] HE 7] 7F Qs o]} F3&g]4 o]
el dalA 2utE ZA(gerechter Ausgleich)S A|%Edlo], %z}
7 (ausgewogenes Verhiltnis)E vl st =A] o Fofl st dko]t}),

olt
Hiy

72) OVG Miinster, Beschl. v. 87.2020 - 13 B 870/20.NE, BeckRS 2020, 15727 Rn. 24 u. 27.

73) BVerfGE 143, 246 = NJW 2017, S. 217 Rn. 289.

74) Vgl. OVG Liineburg, Beschl. v. 27.7.2020 - 13MN 272/20 BeckRS 2020, 17308 Rn. 15;
OVG Saarlouis, BeckRS 2020, 14497 Rn. 18 f. = NVwZ-RR 2020, 791 Ls.

75) EuGH, Rs. 84/95, Slg. 1996, I-3953 Rn. 23; Rn. 317/00, Slg. 2000, I-9541 Rn. 60; EuG,
Rs. 13/99, Slg. 2002, I1-3305 Rn. 456.

76) EuG, Rs. 13/99, Slg. 2002, II-3305 Rn. 456.

77) Jaras, &2 (5= 4), Art. 17 Rn. 38.

78) BVerfGE 25, 112 (117) = BeckRS 9998, 181160; BVerfGE 126, 331 (360) = NVwZ-RR
2010, 745 Ls.



_ﬂ_

131

—(;,—l.

o] ¢} 3} 9]

35179

L

fu

A A = ofel

5

ko] &l

-

9
pal

m=} 1949 Gelo] Aget A / uls
HAgel A o] o} i

of o

T

=]

L

fu

}

S

|
A=A o

o] 34
].

e

B

2hA] o] Aol A

jiaY

=
ol
v

g 5 Qo

z=

e

3
gl Mol 7]

1=
™

s

9 g3l ohahew AAAAe] o]k
B

b AR ol
A|23% A2

k]
pad

Eis

7134 (Grundrechte auf Leben und Gesundheit) =}
|

T

9
hul

g 93
of A AHEH FE9

5

kel

A23% A2

o]

ot WA TS o] f2

3} (praktische Konkordanz)2| A
)

H

—

23

ol AN WALe B

IS

H

e

o

A
ﬂ
N

Nfo
e

Bo

%

)

Aol A

o oo %

Al
b

)
1A

I3

171 9

S

713 7}

HA s
Al

}

<
il

I3

o] ghgfo] ol o

% ¥ of ot
Z7be] A

LS|
=

s

]

pud

T o

k)
pil

7]3

R

.

T o

k)
pil

AFE o

3

9

5

of FA A
o] A3

A zA ]
o HEL 9

A=

o
=
=

o
)

SHA

@7hgoly vlw Se) v

A

3|
°= Q)

g2

o) a7k 27}

]
=
gol Aaka aAel

AE=7F o
A|23% A2

2] tfERl=e]
g

zl)—l_

o

5

ol w]sfA,

=

olel i

.

ofM diHer IduAH Al

o)
poS

al

79) Vgl. BVerfGE 52, 1 (29) = NJW 1980, S. 985; BVerfGE 101, 239 (259) = NJW 2000, S.
413.

go] AsAdn, w7
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kA FHAA AT LAY g EFs S FElE AAE] 9% A=
g5 AFsfol 5ol Etetal, A skl Fsktkd I RMEA x4
A ute|t), o]of disix = AFFA] Z=AHA 1F 4 (Ausgleichsregelungen)

oo that A% ZX (regulative MaBnahme) ZA] 117 ¥ of ofnt 3r}s0),

i o

fo

o

A ddsA R ooleh AR 99
A=A Pl d Ag-ol gk A Pake] T3 H AR HAE HolA
o 5

Z 4 o) 5 (Ausgleichspflicht)

2

2 A7E 5 Ak
2 A whdislE Adle B2 59 71del disiA A8
A717ke] AdF Ao e Z2AH 7+ (Ausgleichsregelungen)e] #4171 A7]€ 4
F-oll= A A A ABVerfG) 7 AlF7hA19] ALl e AHlE A v A A
WA A =474 (die nicht-finanzielle bzw. finanzielle Ausgleichsregelunlg)
o] d&1A AT d7]A F Aol WAoo R Qlete] ofr|H ARS| A Eo]9
(Hartefall/hardship clause)®] #AZ2 Hi s S 2742 S o8, 1
Hol= & ekl o] e X8R EANIE AR u&ggrde 489
AAA wAE BEetal e AL oyt

SdAUARARLE HA HETAC ALY &4 R A (Bestandsgarantie
des Eigentums)82)ell 7]ofstar, vl#4d Axo] A ge A9oll=, 2474 A
goll Aol delA dAs < %]
Al ABA 28 8S A= A

. EF
2 RE ARESS 97 A 53] Aakde] Ay ddd 54
]_

—

A% FASE 9o dolAs ANAY EEnge] arE peldobw @
ohoghiAel og 4FE 2T A 82 WAtE A4 §A9

80) Shirvani, 9ol =& (5 5), S. 1459.

81) Vgl. BVerfGE 100, 226 (244) = NJW 1999, S. 2877 = NVwZ 1999, S. 1218 Ls,;
Shirvani, ¢ =&(F 5), S. 1460.

82) BVerfGE 100, 226 (244) = NJW 1999, S. 2877 = NVwZ 1999, S. 1218 Ls.; BVerfGE
143, 245 = NJW 2017, 217 Rn. 260.
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3}

pul

N
o,
Ee)
e

perh A 40

& LTE SHAT7] A7 Aold, o
A A 7] =] =

ol
oA A=ZAZE FhFl HE B

choj a3 FAH A
o] A= Arrae =427 AEH(Restriktion)o] =<1 7Fs &A] (zumutbar)
58 BV A (unzumutbar) A F-& #st= 71EH- o] Ha, o s 7 -$-of

ool T wabe] eE = e AEeltt,
A F2H AT kol A o AF 2YH wATFH A
g AN AR A BER e FA) trolel utebd A
Ashe A AP Lk ke ARH wade BAE AW A4A 2
se e Ad FAS Asde] AGHEA offet MER He
ook 7] Wolth oleld /1B AU ARACEA AU wFe ¥
2 5

WEA A A -2 (allgemeine Finanzierungsvorbehalt) 2]

A Edd AR Le WAL 7]
Grundrechtsdogmatik)e] 2189 2
HARLZE AL 2ol digh FHA drgo] ezl A

d %
fels BalA o ukel teld HuA 244 RS A4 AAX

o W FEE 9@ ez Ao A dYEA
of el xR T SukE YEA BATFAS A gl BAHRE GFe
ol Al A BRelA 2 HA BHowA

¥ 2] (VerhaltnismaRigkeitsgrundsatz), 59 2 (Gleichheitssatz) 221 A Z] 1
3 Y3 (Vertrauensschutzgrundsatz)oll 2]&te] FA A= Holtl ulzba
o Al 7kA 71&4A Ak st HAIE A& #HHste] FU|re] dd9F
2 g oAgte]l A= Abdlel disiAe HEA FAL 7]EA Ag of o
HAglo] Ao F7F Fukd W84 g4 Ao A L= ofokvt S,

|9 244 g B Aol J&E e Akl oA T ARE]
Hol WA EA= L AAE oy AL, vl thEiA st e

83) Shirvani, 99l =& (5 5), S. 1460.

84) Vgl. BVerfGE 143, 246 = NJW 2017, S. 217 Rn. 258, 261; Shirvani, &< +=%(F 5), S.
1460.

85) Shirvani, 9] =& (5 5), S. 1460.
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_t.,

golth. webA o d widFTEE WMAHeR  IAASE WA
(Entschadigungsregelung)©] BE ol AT UA| ¢om 1 HELS &

ko] l(verfassungswidrig), ©] ME| <718t dafzl &+ WA A
o F7} ke g 2 FAFAL MY uko| th(rechtswidrig)se), uwhzba] o] ek
#AHAE HES YA AA(uristische Entscheidung)S a4 #HA=E &= vt
(auftheben). olelgt AlE &l B == AFode JFE&58A WA 2457
FubEl W8 H @Al oste] Aako] AgE AR wids AT

A (5720 & =A< Hgo] H& oF H(kein ,dulde und liquidiere))s?.

S8 FE&A A 2 FEFAA ARl

S| A A Abare] 7|gks F &2 Al SAS wiETE gEiA £ o
= AES & dart ik o] WA Mgk 724 A3 (rechtsmabige
staatliche MaBnahme)o] A% AL Agsta, olgst Ago] A4FA
gk dukxel  FF&E  AH3telF(Allgemeinheit)ol] W= EdEgE S|4
(Sonderopfer)S &t Aol SHallA AAECH o] AL AU AAG
o] <A "} (verschuldensunabhingig). = < AW < (Bundesgerichtshof)+= A}
Alo] WA el 343 A (richterrechtliche Auspragung)S E3d4 o] 74E 3
ATAY WA ZAZ 179499 Z2olal AukEwe] A E(Einleitung des
Allgemeinen Landrechts fiir die PreuBischen Staaten (EinALR)) A|74%, A|75
2 B U, olHF Hrde] A deAds IASE dndes
WA= 7F o] tsy),

&2 sl g witd A
Abell o3k AP A ola A SETs

A QA thek HHE FEH]
K424 =389 (schadiche Nebenfolge)
EW TARE A 9] g7 o]F

Jir' ol
£

N
it

of gt =72 wjgoe] A A H
I ZE5Y dEH 224 Fa90), Z]o—ﬂ;ﬂ A 23 A (kommunale Bauarbeiten)

6) Kloepfer, 22 2(F 6), § 10 Rn. 256.

7) Kloepfer, ¥2] #(F 6), § 10 Rn. 256.
83) BGHZ 91, 20 (26 ff.).

9) Kloepfer, ¢+¢] A(F 6), § 10 Rn. 257.

0) BGHZ 59, 378 ff., 122, 76 ff.; 129, 124 ff.
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-

o QM AR FepgA o] ofHRE Qg Fa|92) Fo| el F4H
A (schadiche Nebenfolge)] 7 -l &l &gt

T84 Hellol  dig  EEiRAE T dAxde 3 AdA

(Anspruchssteller)ol] Al X3 3] A (Sonderopfer)o] 2k 7ot} AAHH
o thate £ E TAA 7= HE(die das Eigentum belastende MaBnahme)
o] HWsly] wiTel, olgjgt ARoZ gt &l gt EuiH TS
el FoRTE o] ATE WA oR AIIAT]7] A% Brp L ol g
=29 =¥ (ein hoher Begriindungsaufwand)e] & 7Ht} ot -0 1o
H S 77 7hest slAS Fwksl= A A A (Opfergrenze) S doldle
of o] thet At AF oz R A At el de o),
Heel  #eEe (5d9ddAgde] Aol &(Schweretheorie  des
Bundesverwaltungsgerichts)®& 272 3 7|th7tsA 18 & EaA E
sl Aol B5 Hekstlar, AabARte] tig Al At 7]1ZHDaver), F
(Art), ZF=(Intensitat) 223l & H(Auswirkung)o] AAAR}7E o]o] thdh
Sl glo] sk Aol ¥ ol 7diEd £ s AR FoeA o Fo|
el FHAE Aeks ).

T84 Ak et v T H(Anspruch aus enteigendem Eingriff) 3 4§
FAFA Algkol]  thek  &=diu g Fd(Anspruch  aus  enteignungsgleichem
Eingriff)®] T2 &sfol gk widde]l  AgkAel  oigk weinkE Alg
(rechtswidrige Eingriffe)S &34 2 AS &3(Schaden)ol tigh AQIA] o Fo
wEka AR 5dAUAHARL ] ZH 7 (Nassauskiessungsentscheidung
des BVerfG)2 &2 AgH F&FAH Aghs F2shA] =t

1 9eE FEA Aghe] A WAl ARkA s|AolEA Ab
(Gedanken der allgemeiner Aufopferung)?”el] W& <AS T A
Takal, FEFAME Agel A AT QA of Fol digh o)
oM = ol#d 5wl Fu7|F(Merkmal des Sonderopfers)s X 7]%|

b

3

_4

FH iﬂl ru

1) BGHZ, DBVI 1972, 115 ff.

2) BGHZ, 91, 20 ff.

93) Kloepfer, &2l (5 6), § 10 Rn. 256.

4) BVerwGE 5, 143 (145).
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[Abstract]

The Guarantee of Property Rights and

Freedom of Business in a Pandemic Situation

Park, Zin-Wan"

The pandemic situation caused by the world-wide spread of the COVID-19
has created a crisis that has made it difficult to protect the lives and health
of citizens in various states around the world. Containment measures that
have restricted fundamental rights, such as like lockdowns, quarantine
measures, and implementation and adjusting of social distancing - all

according to the degree of coronavirus infection are increasing the

difficulties citizens face in their economic, social and cultural lives.

States’ suspension and restrictions on stores and business facilities that
are extremely sensitive to the spread of viral infection are causing enormous
business losses for these business owners. A crisis has emerged due to the
failure to guarantee basic property rights as economic rights and rights of
minimum subsistence as social rights. This is arising from the failure to
enforce compensation for what could be infringement of property rights in
the constitution. As the Korean government determined that their
COVID-19-related business restrictions are in principle legal and essential
for the protection of lives and healthcare of citizens, it did not stipulate that
citizens have the right to claim compensation under the Act on the Prevention
and Management of Infectious Diseases, or similar rights based on the general
state liability law. Consequently, it is necessary to for judicial review to
determine whether this undesirable legislative inadequacy is justified in terms

of constitutional theory and practice.

* Prof., Kyungpook National University Law School
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In this regard, on January 5, 2021, civic groups such as the Merchant's
Meeting, Association of Lawyers for a Democratic Society’'s Economic
Committee, and Hope Headquarters for Participation Solidarity, and business
owners such as pubs and PC rooms held a press conference in front of the
Korean Constitutional Court in Jae—dong, Jongno—gu, Seoul. They urged that
compensation regulation for losses of small and medium-sized merchants
arising from business restrictions implemented to prevent the spread of
COVID-19 and to prepare countermeasures to support them must be
enshrined in the the Act on the Prevention and Management of Infectious
Diseases. They immediately filed a constitutional complaint with the

Constitutional Court.

The Korean central government and local government bodies have imposed
legal containment measures, such as business restrictions, business bans, or
collective restrictions, which severely restrict the freedom of business, which
is a basic constitutional right. The Korean Infectious Disease Prevention
Act and local government notices have not provided legal provisions for
compensation for the impact of such dispositions on small and medium-sized
merchants and self-employed people. The impacted businesses argued that
their basic rights, such as property rights, were infringed due to such
legislative omission or inadequacy. In this regard, the ruling party and the
government of Korea are trying to draft legislative bills and come up with
various relief package programs and solutions, but these loss compensation

regulations are still not legislated.

This restraint and insufficiency of government’s efforts to enact compensation
clause for losses arising from the restrictions on basic rights of citizens
due to the containment measures of COVID-19 in Korea cannot be viewed
as desirable. The following question may be raised regarding this unsatisfactory
legislative insufficiency: the question of whether the compensation provisions
under the Act on the Prevention and Management of Infectious Diseases in
Korea meet minimum standards to guarantee basic rights under the constitution.

If economic rights, including property rights and freedom of business, are
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severely restricted by business restrictions and prohibitions due to the
pandemic situation, legislators must enact clause to mitigate the impact of
their unbearable fundamental rights restrictions. In other words, the legislature
has a constitutional obligation to prepare adjustment compensation provisions
(Ausgleichsregelungen) for special sacrifices beyond the scope of social binding
of property rights. In a situation where the Korean Constitutional Court, or
other courts’ precedents related to this, have not yet appeared in detail, it

is very important to examine this issue from a constitutional perspective.

Keywords : economic and social rights in a Pandemic situation, compensation
on state’s COVID-19-related containment measures on stores and
business facilities, right to claim compensation under the Act on
the Prevention and Management of Infectious, right to claim
compensation based on the general state liability law, restraint
and insufficiency of government’s efforts to enact compensation
clause for losses due to the containment measures of COVID-19
in Korea



