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Kenny, Outline of Criminal Law, {0ed (13852) p. 366 ; Stefani. Quelques Aspects de L’autonomie du Droit Pénal
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(1) Vgl Geib, Der Roémische Kriminalprozess (1842) SS. 327 {. 367.
(1) Henkel, Strafverfahrensrecht (1953) SS. 405, 23f. ; Weng, In dubio pro reo, (1942) S, 23 ff. bes. S 28f. (1)
Q Weng QHUTOQERVNIEINOSEWEREQEKIEN “4:0)°

(11]) Westhoff, Uber die Grundlagen des Strafprozesses mit besonderer Beriicksichtigung des Beweisrechts
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{(1955), S.81 ; Weng, a.a. O. S. 34f.

ms T e

(E) [HEsR=awHEEN Y SREVEZFEWEELWR " 405 # in dubio pro reo QIEFRINGT OV S

Westhoff, a_a, O. S. 84 ; dazu Vgl. Weng. a. a. O. S. 38.
() THNHEHESRRNDN NS EEY oS ho -Westhoff, S. 88f. Henkel, S. 405.

T e

i) Esmein, Histoire de la Procédure Criminelle en France (1882) pp. 244/5, 281 ; Westhoff, S: 110 ; L’Ordon-

nance de 1670, ¥ 4 1@ “La mise hors du cours et de proces” £~ N NN K QXX “plus amplement informe”

R SR PA0°

(1) Esmein, op. cit., pp. 348-370, TN I TN K A DK 3 h—2 YO0 HLEIY S0 DR B 0RO S SE MR EK
5° (sp. pp, 355/6, 368/9)° Vgl. Westhott, S. 110f.

() Esmein, op. cit., pp. 386/396.

() DR PE | DX REo<Emin (R¥) VERQEMNTII (Henkel, S, 405)" =2V | (EHQIENHCEY

HMAEMREC WY (Westhoff, S, 114ff. Weng, SS, 44/52)°

(10O) cf. Thayer,Presumption of Innocence in Criminal Cases, in his, A. Preliminary Treatise on Evidence (18
98) pp. 533,:558/9 ;

(1 1) Thayer, op. cit., pp. 554, 559/60, N~ =R " | {{}HP4" Record ot Massachusetts iii 434/5. N LNQKk

=& TEOR0e (Thayer, op. cit., pp, 553/4)

(11]) Blackstone, Commentaries on the Law of England, Book 4, p. 358 ; MO AMXI&R—AQEHEHE" NAAIK

¢ T Q RUR ST 0 Q13T 4 © 4 (Esmein, op. cit., p. 364)°
(11 Kern, Strafverfahresrechts (1951) S. 54, Henkel, 405.
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(] B) Stiibbel, Das Criminalverfahrens 1i. d. deutschen Gerichten (1811) Bd. 3 § 4. 1154, 1221, 1222, 1235,
gezitiert bei Weng, S. 45f.

(11) Beling, Reichsstrafprozessrecht (1928) S. 239f; Weng, S. 40.

(1490 Vgl. Dahm, Das freisprechende Urteil im Strafverfahren Qmwmv SS. 11/31.

(14 | RE<E | Om |1 meE&<mr | 16 |5 | REKEONN N KEEXEEEN « M RILEEY Y
Q- (28) QERY <a=F I [DES 1 — M- AR N R N FE U0 D L o E U

(1) Stefani, Quelques Aspects de L’autcnomie du Droit Pénal (1956) p. 19 et seq., William, The Proof of Guilt,
2d. ed. (1958) pp. 155/8.

(1)) Bentham, Works (Bowring) Vol. 1. p. 558 cited by Radinowicz, History of English Criminal Law (1948)
p. 368, n. 34.

(11C) Bentham, Traité des preuves judiciaires, traduction Dumont, t. 2 pp. 11/14. citépar Stefani, op. cit., p.19;
cf. Thayer, op. cit., p. 544.

(11) cf. William, op. cit., pp. TRINT TN N NG RS NET 00 S YN

W7 WOREERESHHVOWV & i @ HY VRTATERNOC QN H SNV QE0° KT HIQERENE
ANQEESEFEOER NS H1]” XEO EEE 00 R NEZ IS SRR DY 510°

(1111)  Ferri, Griminal Sociology, transl. by Kelly and Lisle. (1917) pp. 444/6 ; &= i A 0Z2E OV 51e° Glick,
Crime and Justice (1345) p. 95.

(1111)  Fincke, Liberalismus und Strafverfahrensrecht (1936) S. 20.
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(11E]) Dahm, a. a. O. SS. 3/4. (111g) Dahm, a. a. O. SS. {3/14.

(114¢) Weng, SS. 70/72. (1]43) Fincke, a. a. O. S. 106 ; cf. Stefani, op. cit, p. 19.

(11Zy Vgl. Weng, SS. 56/57 ; cf. William, Criminal Law (1953) p. 691. n. 4.

(1]1=) Stefani, op. cit,, p. 20.

(1'0)) Vgl Reinicke, Zur Rechtsprechung des OGH brit. Z. iiber die Anwendbarkeit des Grundsatzes in dubio
pro reo bei Strafausschliessungsgrunden, MDR Jahrg 4. Heft. 2. S. 77 ff. ; E. Schmidt, Lehrkommentar,
Teil T.(1852) S. 156 amm. 41.

.A._: 1) J. Glaser. Handbuch. I (1883) S. 365; v. Kries, Lehrbuch (1882) S. 342. E. Ulmann, Lehrbuch (1893) S. 333,

(11) Beling, a. a. O. 5. 240 ; Rosenfeld, Reichsstrafprozess (1909) S. 136f.; Kern, a. a. O. (1951) S. 54 ;
Henkel, S. 406 ; E. Schmidt, a. a. O. S. 156 ; Peters, Strafprozess {(19521) SS. 233/40 ; Rosenberg, Beweislast,
4 A. (1956) S. 37.

(lil1i1)  Welzel, Notstandsproblem, 63 ZStW (1951) S. 47 ff. bes. 56.

(NE) HKH ZEw=aXPD DR 0—HYRRERV YIS OR8HERELe R’ “m.w,ﬁ WDV e William,

I (RRO®WE)

NRERRZE%40:0° cf. Michael and Wechsler, Criminal Law and its Administration, (1940) pp. 38/41, Wharton,

Criminal Law, pp. 352/7, 702/3. 719 ¢ Nr= RLHEN HMSEGEZ L7 £

Criminal Evidence (13935), vol. 1 pp. 236/252.
(IH) 2% musXaar e BIR) [P IR E[EEREYLADOeEREOEE | SREHERONP | —nKOme <
o)t EHINE O S [SEEne E%) 4

(
(1) E TR s m%uamnmﬁflﬁ@“ﬁ_%mm%‘:m.::fﬁc
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(]) Vgl Binding, Normen T 2 (1916) S. 1206 ff. ; Birkmeyr, Deutsches Strafprozessrecht (1893) S. 91 ff. ;
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S e ® Rosenberg. S. 210/214.

D D—¥NYANE" | FUEEQEPUNSY 5000040V ElrQENP B L L° BEHKe | 54020 1 8
A BHAT RRENQ S #EN HEEERENP 00 BieQ#yy” BEHRNBEDTOMKLORR ST R
AR A S P HEEH EE VX EUS QA 510° Vgl Rosenterg, SS. 37ff. 199 ff. 216 1.

(11) Beling. Deutsches Reichsstrafprozessrecht (1928) S. 288f. : Kern, Strafverfahrensrecht (1951) S. 85 ¢ da zu
Vgl. Henkel, Strafverfahrensrecht (1953) S. 406 f.

() Vgl. Birkmeyer, S. g1 ff. Ulmann, Lehrbuch (1892) SS, 326 f., 333 ; Binding, S. 1208 f. ; da zu Vgl. Rosenfeld,
Der Reichsstrafprozess (909) S. 49f.

(14) Beling, S. 240. (40> Vgl. Rosenberg, SS. 216 f. 224. (4 Binding, S. 1188 ff.

() Birkmeyer, S. 84f. ; Vgl. Hellwig. System (1312) S. £82.

(£) Birkmeyer, S. 84f. 91 ff. ; v. Kries, Lehrbuch (1892) SS. 339. 266. Ulmann, S. 3261. ; Rosenfeld, S. 49f. ;
Gerland, Der Deutsche Strafprozess (1927) S. 169 f.

(1 O) Vgl Rosenberg, S. 219f. [EYHAEKOBHEN HFOGFOE” HEQERY 2.4V HEERSCER PIe ] 1D

M ADEHE N X0 U Q NI ERe° WK AENEKOERNKEN DHQYW | ADWV0" B P8 MK

HIR LA TR A QR PO D90 B YR ET M R824 Vel Glaser, Handbuch I (1883) S, 359.

(1 1) Vgl Rosenberg, S. 391. (i 11> Binding, S. 11811f. LD # ED7 (R) oERENES

(1 BE) Schonke, Kommentar 8 zu SGB § 186 I ; Lowe-Rosnberg, StPO, 2 5. §76 ; Henkel, S. 406 {-
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{1440) Thayer, Evidence (1883) pp. 314, 336 et. seq. ; Wigmore, Evidence (1923) § § 2490~2493 ; Laughlin, 52
Mich. L. Rev. 209 (1953).

(] 1) Chamberlein, Presumption as first Aid to the District Attorney 14 Am. B. Ass. J. 287 (1928) ; Stauffacher,
Statutory Presumptions of Guilt, 15 St. Louis L. Rev. 181 (1930) ; O’ Toole, Artificial Presumptions in
Criminal Law, 1} St. John’s L. Rev. 167 (1930) ; Martin, Burden of Proof as Affected by Stattutory Presum-
ptions of Guilt, {7 Can. Bar. Rev. 37 (1939) ; | &y~ Keeton, 10 Tex. L. Rev. 34 (1931) ; Morgan, in Harvard
Legal Essays 323 (1934) ; Note, 55 Col. L. Rev. 527 (1955).

(1<) Wigmore, Evidence (1923) § 2495.

(18) 55 Col. L. Rev. 529, esp. n. 16 ; and so William, Criminal Law (1953) p. 226.

(110) McCormick. Evidence (1954) p. 662.

(111) McCormick, Evidence, pp. 639/640, 649/50, 662 ; 13 Wash. b.. Rev. 186/190 ; Note, 48 Harv. L. Rev. 103 ;
Chamberlein, op. cit., Nm.\..

(1111) Mobile, J. and K. C. R. R. v. Turnipseed. 219 U. S. 35 (1910).

(11n]) Opinion of J. Roberts in Tot v. U. S, U. S. v. Della, 319 U. S. 35 (1943),

(1]ED) Opinion of J. Cardozo in Morrison v. California. 291 U. S. 82 (1934).

(1) cf. Wigmore, §. 285 (1110) cf. Opinion of J. Robert in Hoﬁ. Case.
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(112) Wigmore, Evidence, § 2263 (1]12) cf. Morgan, Basic Problems of Evidence, (1957) vol.l p. 141.

(11jO) Wigmore, Evidence. §. 2272 (1111) Note, 55 Col. L. Rev. 547. n. 120.
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(11'D  Morgan, Basic Problems of Evidence, vol.l p. 142.

(11D  Wigmore, Evidence §. 2268 ; McCormick, Evidence 257/259 ; ggmmm_ op. cit., p. 139.

(IMED cf. Laughlin, 52 Mich. L. Rev. 220/221.

(l11H) Pennsylvania rule AW AN &J%@+ﬂuﬁigﬁibt%®fjﬁfwwké%iﬂxYT%%Bhéo

$h72% 157 Bohlen, Studies in the Law of Torts (1926) p. 636 ; Eoﬂmwsv 44 Harv. L. Rev. 906 (1936) , 12 Wash.
L. Rev. 255 (1937), 24 Towa L. Rev. 413 (1933) , 25 Rocky Mt. L. Rev. 34 (1952) ; McCormick, 13 Wash. L.
Rev. 191 (1939) , Evidence (1954) 639 ; Reuagh, 36 LIl L. Rev. 703. 813. (1842).

) Western and Atl m R. v. Henderson, 279 U. S. 639 (1929).

1143y  Ferry v. Ramsey 277 U. S. 88 Qmwmv ; cf. 55 Col. L. Rev. 534.

l*u
XY McCoimick, Evidence, 658 ; Zoﬁo, 55 Col. L. Rev. 544/545.

(1i].]) Sayre, Public Welfare Offences, 33 Col. L. Rev. 55. 73, 85/6 (1933).

(O) cf. Dissent Opinion of J. Sutherland in Ramsey Case, supra n. (]i]13).
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(i1}) cf. Smith, The Power of the Judge to direct a Verdict, 24 Col. L. Rev. 111 (1924).

TIL

(B]) cf. Opinion of. J. Robert in Tot v. U. S. (1942).

(1) Morgan, Basic Problems of Evidence, (1957) Vol. 1 p. 140.
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