674 Shannon v. the United Kingdom

Shannon v. the United Kingdom
(A FERGTAETRE)

BN AKE SR TR 5 W 2 A 2005/10/4 Z 3% H) *
23 1 6563/03

At A 5= 3

HREE
LEEMABAKAFREAATAZRCHRERZ  EL AT AK LR
RBZ R FANGE 6 FATFEFRF OGBS » LZ R R4 5
EARERELTEAERIERE - FTAFCHFLFLH B L AMFR
F VASME R 36 4] ) R BATAR B AZ E R 0 1225 £ A FARF LI R B
HXABRARER MARGOAFEHFFoMEA > BIERTAHF
T3k o

2. AR PHABRHBRAEI K T TR IMBRNER
HETHETER M MBAEZABKZTAI G EERMEAA T
FAMIETGR FRFEREN > Bk REBUFZRTFALRH
HALBHHRABOA R ETEM FEFEL MM - R TF
AFBBETREEF > AZERMEF 6ER 1R FEARANZ L
FR (BUERBR) » LRIEHBABIIT

* EGMR, Nr. 6563/03 (4. Kammer) - Urteil vom 4. Oktober 2005, HRRS 2005 Nr.
935. (% A Karsten Gaede)
EBALERRALINIG AL 2B KEEAMELIRARL o



B AME R IR B P EFE (—) 675

W R AHIRER]

BRMANKE 6155 158

%41 1%

H B

¥ IHRARA 1948 F A 0 fE
Belfast (& M &) » #EEF
B LA ERMLESR (Iish
Republican Felons Club) 'E#&%
B o AL UABEMLE M o
1= Belfast #7& 3] % (Falls Road)
BE01997F5 A 2REER
MER (RUC) HEREXRZ ¥
BT » BAE S UM - 28K > KkiF
€1996 S (LZF@AM) RETH
%) (Proceeds of Crime (Northern
Ireland) Order 1996) # & » ¥ 3F
ABERBEFHBALG K o
1998 51 A 27 B » ¥3HRAAMAEE
HECEPTA BRI -4 A
16 B » BRI HA RGN
RFFFEHRZE6 A28 &kIF
€1996 FIRFAHIFTE) E—F &

D el B A AT RN
HHLAXEREARAFEER
ANKZA ©

Bl s ZRPFALEE 6 A
11 BHBALEEHLERHRITHEY
B RFGTH AL 6 AT
iR 5 FREATHE - 2
Wife 6 A1 BYEm  AEALE
REREAMBE S BERBEZRE
KRR RS A E BT
WA o Hob s PIHFALMERE 6
A 26 B 2| Woodbourne % F %%
HFKo6 9 R » ¥IRAWNERE
FTERETOREFHFADL (MK
AEE) KX B A R X
BAF G B RS REMNEFRFZ
FWeo6HA 168 > —mEARA
MR BB b s BRER Y IF
ASLAEE 6 A 26 AEGEERE
FoBEALTARINAEARE
FroABYRAGHERLF TR
B oAb AR IE 1996 FIC 5k AT
##i%) % 2 % (Schedule) % 6 1% »
REFFAGTHILERGKR
o RABME 2 AF 7THHAR
# 1B EM AL ITBRAFE KR
fe i tiE T R E (5
2 R F THE) AL §FAGEE R



676 _Shannon v. the United Kingdom

KRAEE—FHREFRE LI
Fl°6 A 22 8 #FHEEZaMH
AEABEAT PHAGER L
R FEH TRRE B » &k
B SN RAYHRABELY &
AL s B A R T
FATE B &% thIEiE kAE
HEFHEFYGER 6 A 23 A >
WIRAM R IE B IR 0 AR
AT AT EHRATRFAEE
L%, mTHRS RAHGER
HERGEFAFT RAEF o

RFAEABGEEK 1998 F
6 A 25 B ¥IHRAMGKIZLA S
EAB s PHAMT S m&FK
HERALBIET c9A 148 ¢
FAKIIEE > hidsdefig
WERHBGAEARLERER K
REEARZ AL ER (199 F
WRATIFEY 2 2% 54558 1
1999 52 A 25 B FIHAER
BRIFERPZRE - T e B 200
345 22002 7 A1 5 B » Belfast
AFERAFIHFALT  FlEF
FARREAL R GAMEE
W o Belfast B TIR &=~ > b F W
M EFRER G R EHMNE PN
( Clinton v. Bradley [2000] NI
196) » R & F REA Y ZAF

FEREAL s ZEFERAE
ZEFERAAEA BB EE
18 B 3 e oA AR 69 4% A IR B > J&
GATHTEEFARNABETHRE
Z JRRAEB T(FREI%6) g
¥ | °© &3 > Clinton v. Bradley —
REAFARMALRR » ARHK
LW FFERBD LA > E 5
LRGHERPBIELETRSL -
FIRABIEL  AEANBR PR
ABAF 8 FRT AAR FARF 6
B — o Aig e FREME
By bl o BEE G EAEER
Saunders v. the United Kingdom &
ARASIE > e g 6945 F B 3% T AR
BrFALTHBEFEE OR
# o HEREA RV IFARE
RAR EREF > FHRAL FH
BFREUEGREIAFT RN
Mo FRE > FHRART
RO ERIERBD LM RE > Rt
WIHRAME 0 REMRRESL
EZRORE - R ARELEY
Ho FATRAEBROE B
MM BHAEFIHFAREER
B B TiER W A M 14 5] O X 4%
FrAeA FAZ 5 6 B R B sk R A
A THgEEG] -

2002 %7 A 17 B » ®3HAF



B AR BPEFE (—) 677

K Belfast AR A RE » WUE
WAL TRRAG LFERRE L
FHeo12A 11 B 4ok EREY
ERERBATES cFZA20 8 F
#| & Carswell %4 R. v. Hertford-
shire County Council, ex parte
Green Environmental Industries
Ltd ([2000] AC 326)33 & » (Bt M A
HWNHE) % 6155 1 AANTHF
Pyl EiE R FEERSTRE
#14 (extra-judicial) #9741 F > T
o EREALBRBEATARE
W o B R R M XA AE
BERBRIEBDLESFHAEAR
AR EFEY o LHREIREE
Lo RHRARINARERL o B
WEFFRFAXGFRGMFRS »
B Belfast 762k R 6L # M
2002 F 6 ABH o A1 IR
BRERGZEE GO LFERAE
AR (26T ARBLHENR
Ap 2L o

AEFAOABERE
€1996 F (ZF @A) LRITF
Y B RMEREREE A
BICFEATAFHRE - BREHER 2
R 5HEF 1 AT ARTAR
MAAEANBIRZIET B )M
AEETEHIERBEE B

R B 6 MBI RANMEF L
TEZAHAAGRE @ (a) BB
1979 F (b & M B ) HEGFHERE
(b) BieFpELEMREL » L&
5B AKX 2 PT AR 38 B s AT b A 2
ABREARTE : (c) BFHAE
F 1996 FHEZE R Hldo b E
VAE] A4 ) o

7 9522000 5 4 A 14 81999
EYENEBILEEEE) BA
€1996 F (& MA) LRMITHF
%) % 6 1% (b) o HISMAFEA
ZRUEERBFEH » THAREAMK
ARG = 2 R NS I
A RER 2 RE TIERE A
AVA R BRAT Z A4S (4] 4w B 75 3R
HEANE) BRIFZEATIFRFR
2FATH I : (a) E5 -~ (b)
fEA4T 36 & @ B A0 P S EHUR R AR
£ % X (Crown) #ATH 4~ (c)
RELAEAEHZEH ~(d) £ a
2 ¢ AFMEZEMBEANSAR
3P o

M H
. PHRAZRERAKE 615

26. FIHRALKR  HEHFER
ABHHAEABGAME (A
BN BHATHIRZARMEE (1996



678 Shannon v. the United Kingdom

F (bR AM)RRAAE)) AR
14 0 F 18RRI B UCT B
R bR > BB 645 o
N B e ERMAELT (TR
RAAEGH R LBIA %
BT H) ZAEA o )

27. X Bl BT & A & &R AR
& ¥/ 3 (Green Environmental
Industries Ltd) £ (%=#7A75]) $2
Z % 89 L3F kIR 4] R. v. Kearns
([EWCA] Crim 748) » 434385 »
N R 6 MR EERY - £
ERARNEREEREATEARLET
RAARERFE o % 6 1555158
MlE—-HBERAAYREEmL—
EARFRFLEME - &R
B A RETERGH LT 24
% ¥ 9] (extra-judicial ) AT 5
B> BRERANKE 6 £TE o
T WBAF X B R ERGHFEF T
haviAE A & ERAGNEE 6 1%
bS8 B IR B R 1A o

WRAEERANAREF
TH® o RBEBUTELR AFEH
BEAATEHACERAKNE
6 1% BP (a) LBABFRIFA
B RBIL R G etk R RIFHRF
L EF 5 (b) PIHAMLE TH

A €1996 F (LEAHE) LR
BEY B2 2% 60 TFE)
BIo s LB (¢) BHERRT VA
FRAZRAAE B RF| B o K
BBEATRREAFRFERGDY
Ve — R BHZ A B E
BAREG AT o

29. #F X 0 REHAREK
AW FAZLIBALERETSE
B o BURERA  AEABATA
BAFZ A HA (RRTFE)
RFEBFIFTZANALL R
P o W FFAPT By X ARAT BRI AT
RAAE XA FARFT o hIEHR
HOFETRAENRETE > R A
PPi@ 4o dt » RFE X BTRARG A
EHBTHRE L GIEBIKRA © 4o
RAER B A48 A AR AAE BB
8 5T RS 5 42 7T GE &1k B IR AR
FRAEBE B RIERRASMBENIT
By o R R R o

30. M2 ClRFATAFE) 6972
5 ¥ 38 3 R 15 AR TR R SRR GE B AY
B mMAEIHMOEERG ¢
FART » BRI CIRFETF XD
F2 AP THAT  AEABRM
LR A RRBLER o ¢
FAMTE » BhdefT» BLER



B A E R B PEFE (—) 679

N F 6 MF o BRI G R F ik
Tk REANFAEE (Funke v.
France, judgment of 25 February
1993, Series A no. 256-A) » & /&
Saunders % % $& L3RR 4

(Saunders v. the United Kingdom,
judgment of 17 December 1996,
Reports of Judgments and Deci-
sions 1996-VI) °

31. PRAMAR » MBAL
ABRFBOEMBALERZSH
AL P A » T —FRAART
VATE #3369 8 & 75 1 2 AEAS 8
AJLFEmA - ERFAE AL
Tho b HHAL > RXHE L
HREH o LWREE o

32. A TR A2 8 & B AR
H 3 A BB 09 F ) % 0 T A Weh
% (Weh v. Austria, no. 38544/97, 8
April 2004) B > R4 T :

F39. RIR T BriaaA » e
KARFERAABREMEF T AR
T 2R TR B R R AR
A WENKE 6 AT EH
RGOS LA EREG L
HPREME S TEARTERA
ABRFEFIRERE 6 15 AAZ
(%R John Murray v. the United

Kingdom, judgment of 8 February
1996, Reports of Judgments and
Decisions 1996-1, p. 49, §45)° &
BETREFINER S MNFEHZ
BARA B L3RR 5 BAT A8 B 5
WEAME FATH » LAFT TR
EX&& > FAFTREHK
B 6EE2AARETT TR
¥ (4B Saunders v. the United
Kingdom,  judgment of 17
December 1996, Reports 1996-VI,
p. 2064, 868; Serves v. France,
judgment of 20 October 1997,
Reports 1997-V1, pp. 2173-74, 8
46; Heaney and McGuinness v.
Ireland, no. 34720/97, 8 40,
ECHR  2000-XII; [JB. v
Switzerland, no. 31827/96, ECHR
2001-I11], 864) °

0. TBFTRATETRE
B AR AFATIE R B A
(Saunders, cited above, p. 2064,
8 69; Heaney and McGuinness,
cited above, §40) °

41, W= FARTEAR M H] 48] > T A
RERBRKHEELTAZTRES »
G itRiEAR o



680 Shannon v. the United Kingdom

42. Bk H—HARRED
B2 R TR M S FARS
RRBEAKE 6 152 8 LHBHE
[REHMIEFIRE > BT BRAT
A8 B A B RN R E AR e B
# (% B Funke, p. 22, 8 44;
Heaney and McGuinness, 8 8
55-59; J.B., 8 866-71, all cited
above) ©

43. Lok > B AR TR
FRFPASHRABGZAEANE
AR ARG QR FEFRTF o
A1E R (Saunders, cited above, p.
2064, 867, 1.).L. and Others v. the
United Kingdom, no. 29522/95, 8
82-83, 2000-I1X ) °

44. Ra o R ARRFIF] > R
AXECREFLHL L EMEFSR
F VA A% R 36 4] 1 R BAFAR B A
Z KR o

45. 4= > Saunders E4Z > F
A E R & & MBI
BRI AR S 2 F4EH > B
BOBRFPAET LERERANGF
6 1% ( Saunders, ibid.; see also I.J.L.
and Others, cited above, 8100) °
#£@mo AREZHEFLREG

GEER AN & AR A
F 6 MRAEATF3R » PR F KRG
FXAXEFRERARAF U
H o RKIZBE  AEFHFHAL
ATEIEATRE £ EATIA FA
R B §IRARFH AL
LA A% B 3B 5 7T A8 B ) F 36 3R
ZARATE A oA R
AETREIRH (58 Allen v. the
United Kingdom (dec.), no.
76574/01, ECHR 2002-VIII)) ° &
Ao BRAMMEM R AGH
AR A F A B R RE
ol ke Fk (REIRH

EHREZHEROERZBTEAY
%~ Vasileva v. Denmark, no.
52792/99, 8 34, 25 September
2003) °

46. kb 0 RIREE BB L
FTAFECRELIFLEMA > Hldo
RAFRBEEBEK —FEREHR

(Heaney and McGuinness, 847
with a reference to John Murray,
cited above, p. 49, §47) o AT
AELRAFEARELT K S
o BRI B > LR R
ERAEKF 6 155 2 ARA L
FELEERMF X T OEATHSA

( % B Salabiaku v. France,



BoM AME R IR P EF (—) 681

judgment of 7 October 1988, Series
Ano. 141, p. 15,p.28)] °

BAFEFHRB M ER
o — ST 4R B A TR A SRR —
AGHEAT - REBUFHEITE >
AETBETAXRTROFHR
BEFEAAETERGEHFES
FlRE LG RAFHERE -

34. AT A BB R & 8 X 8
FlBl s REREIRFTAFTRE
—’<'Fi"'l‘ s T AL AR AR ) S R

TOANREE o  LELE A
Heaney and McGuinness % (%= 81
P38 843-46) ¥ FAHNARE
BB AT AR LA EA] > 45T
IR MR 1ARF 2R
PPAZ F FABLRE T L 2R o #E
E > /£ Funke % > RIRf@3n 5 &
EFraETE > A (HER)
MAMBERERE  ERRTHE
B o (EE) FRETHFRLS

(&= ATPT51 8§ 8 39,40) °

35. Ak s %¢ﬁkﬁ€’%

THREELTAZTEREA -
1’*”‘Hvﬁélék)\aﬁ W (A
ERBRBEN) L RAAL
o~ BHOGHERLS o

36. B 7% 28 Ao 3 H] 7 24 9 I
AWIEEEd > KITETRE T
AEHNFREGCBETTTHAR
AECRGMER - BBIRF > &£
Saunders £ > RIZF| B — sk g1 f
LEEEEMOTHAY  ZXT
HABATABTRERLE (Bl
HEmP T~ RENTFR
f13% ~ DNA B BAREE » 4 1R the
Saunders judgment 8 69) ° /£ FAL
iR B4 AT R A TR A
BATRF RN > ARBFRA
ERFAFTE (L the Weh
judgment and the Allen decision,

MAH 5 A4 k) o

37. B HFRE > 1998 5 6
A 26 B 89 &3 BAK 1996 F(IL
RATAF X)) B EFRAEF
AAERLELR VHATEEZ
REGFEMBLERAFRDRLF TG
Eg e i H o 3B BUR & R A
A RFARE > TR B2 bAE A4
A7 B SLIAF Z 3K -

38. & & & Heaney and
McGuinness % (555”\?,«§§58>
7 0 mRAMRHEMER (1939
#?ﬁ%@imﬁ%%%&n%)



682 Shannon v. the United Kingdom

i EEER B REERT A
FOREAARA) GEFEHEY o
W RERBEAERHE  ZAL
SRR HRERLEHAHBAF
#2570 Bl 1996 F (Ie ATAF %)
BB ERBEBLAZDT
o RELBRAARANLEE
By AZFBRZRBARE T3
(BRI T ERRK
SFE | B FBZETHAR
AT ARG ML) - Ao
AEHHA RAZAEMHA
EABHGETRER T FWE
FERGEAK : P HRAFCHAF
— R E AR RFLETIET A
BREHMIT » BEOXETE
FraEL ETOTaRME  HER
BTHT AN MBI TR
RS FARIET G ERL)F o
A8 3 7 Heaney and McGuinness
L2 RAENRAEFF—REAE
AERRGHFHRME - LA TR
LR 1996 5 (LR ATFZH)
T UAE L o

39 EA T HALZ EREK
3t 207 Pk 3E K AAAR A AR F
AR F T A A R 825 R
ARBE : Bh > AEABHEAR
TREZFHFANSERLLE

Ko Bt e BB AT T3 » WA
AL LG EAT 0 4233 & FT AR
HRMEERHFARREGEF > 3
T RBRAL SR BRBHRL
HHAESZLF o

40. = ARE&EF > £ H
AR T R B RAR AR E
B B IF L S AT 493K F IFRABRAF A
BRAEA BT F & o SR BP 7T £ 1%
KGR FR T AE R - AR
B & d AR TR R R
BRIROGEA > FAEE THE
EREFZRAE LR LAE A EE
FRR B | o (IRBIFE)
%2 R% 615 (b) oLty R4
R EH P RARBEARFRE o o
T XBABANT  CHAT
BER A AR A LR > BPAE LR
FHEBTRTREEEHGERT
ZHERTABERIER - Ad o X
BB MR R AL ER
HEWAE R ARG G EFRS
127 > 4 R TRATIB BT 5] 89 ) 4] ik
TRFRGF I RAREREN
BE—BEETRABETESF
R R FRT o

41. B EHE > ARALTEEH
HRERIFARFEHFEAL AR



Bo AME SRR B P EFE (—) 683

K3 Btk it How X el ) F R
RLZAMMAE ERFAECT
FoRMk ARERNKE 6 15
%17

B3 AAUALBZERESY > AR
—BRF T :

1. EEERAGFE 6 155 1
J,é: o

2. 524

(@) R FE 44 155 2 A
EEAAFREZIARL=ZMAA
Ao REBFE AT IFATI
£ BIRGFMEAZ A (date of

[FFHk = FlERfEER]

settlement) X A| R ¥ H & &5 -
() MERIFHEIRE
BEAE 2 1750 BLAT ©
(i) FFan & A=A A
2200 BX T ©
(ii)A £ & % 48 31 2 #L
B o
(b) # AT =8 A % E 4
FREZAZ LA LPBEIZE
A o B AR &3 M BN P 4R AT
R RAKH E o L E 2 =3
FEAto
3. B IR AL AR AR o

w4 3% | No. 6563/03

TEEE|]

FHAKEA | MCGRORY & COMPANY PJ

WEH | *E

W3R A #2003 F2 A58

K3 A H (200510 A 4 B

BHER|ERANF P 1B MERIMERE-LT44
AR 5 FRRAUBRRARIR S TIAE — N5

AMAMET | F MR 18 %4115

FRA&R| &

AEhBExz| @il 1996 FRFEFFE) %2 % (Schedule) H




684 Shannon v. the United Kingdom

SIRER T1%

KIEF| ik ) |Allen v. the United Kingdom (dec.), no. 76574/01, ECHR
2002-VIII ; Funke v. France, judgment of 25 February
1993, Series A no. 256 A ; Saunders v. the United Kingdom,
judgment of 17 December 1996, §69, Reports 1996 VI ;
Weh v. Austria, no. 38544/97, §§39-46, 8 April 2004

Me | FFH




	Shannon v. the United Kingdom (非刑事領域的不自證己罪〉 歐洲人權法院第四庭於2005/10/4之裁判* 案號 ︰ 6563/03
	判決要旨
	涉及公約權利
	事實
	理由
	I‧申訴人主張違反公約第 6條

	結論:基於以上這些理由 ，本院一致裁判如下︰
	【附錄︰判決簡表】

