
European court addresses the return of property to the 

Liechtensteins. 

Will the historical injustice be removed? The Czech Republic is preparing its position before the 

European Court of Human Rights. The verdict could be crucial 

It has been three years since the Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation filed lawsuits in dozens of Czech courts for 

the return of property it claims is being used illegally by the Czech state. It also wants the handover of the 

famous castles of Lednice and Valtice. Since then, not much has moved in the district courts. However, a major 

case has been added to the list of disputes: Liechtenstein has filed an inter-state complaint against the Czech 

Republic with the European Court of Human Rights. This is a strong and unusual step in international relations. 

While the Strasbourg court has dealt with around one million individual complaints since 1959, it has not had 

even thirty inter-state complaints in that period of time. The Czech Republic is working intensively on how to 

defend itself. 

This is the first time we've been sued by another state. This is a large case, both in terms of the number of 

court proceedings involved and its historical background," Vít A. Schorm, the government delegate for the 

representation of the Czech Republic before the European Court of Human Rights, told HlidaciPes.org. The case 

was brought to the court by Liechtenstein back in 2020, a hearing has not yet been ordered, but both sides are 

carefully preparing their position in this unique dispute. 

We're not German. 

"In the summer of 2021, the Czech government submitted its opinion to the European Court of Human Rights. 

This contains a summary of the relevant historical context and is based on the sources and literature cited. The 

opposing party has been given time to reply, and no hearing has yet been ordered. Indeed, it is not a given that 

it will be ordered at all. The standard procedure before the court is in written form," Schorm now points out. 

However, the events after the end of World War II and between 1945-1951, when the confiscation of the 

property of Liechtenstein citizens in Czechoslovakia was decided, are not the subject of the lawsuit. It is about 

the present: specifically, the attitude of the Czech authorities and courts between 2014-2020. The Principality 

of Liechtenstein has run out of patience with the fact that the Czech state, even seven decades after the war, is 

"making its citizens German again". 

Attorney Vít Makarius wrote the complaint for Liechtenstein. He confirmed to HlídacíPes. org that the case is 

based on the argument that the Liechtensteins are not and never have been Germans, as the Czech side has 

repeatedly claimed in court cases. "This is happening in relation to a sitting head of a foreign state whose name 

this country bears and whose family has significantly co-created its national identity for centuries. The 

Liechtenstein government considers this to be a practice affecting the national identity, internal affairs and 

sovereignty' of Liechtenstein," the lawyer explained. Describing the dispute for the government, Schorm, the 

government's delegate, stated that "the complaint is drafted at a highly professional level and is consistently 

worded in such a way that the essence of the dispute is not the return of property, but the interference with 

property rights, which has only recently occurred." 

According to unofficial information, the Czech side is reportedly also trying to work behind the scenes: in the 

Council of Europe, under which the European Court of Human Rights falls, it is said to be trying to lobby for a 

change in the rules for disputes between states before the Strasbourg Court, which would help it in its dispute 

with Liechtenstein. The Justice Ministry, however, strongly refuses this claim. "There is no such proposal, so the 

Czech Republic could not even have submitted one," says Markéta Poslušná from the ministry's press 

department. 
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An important case 

The historical basis of the dispute will not be avoided in court. In particular, the question of whether the Beneš 

Decrees and thus the confiscation of property in post-war Czechoslovakia should really have applied to Prince 

Franz Joseph II of Liechtenstein. The courts have not usually dealt with this issue in previous litigation, arguing 

that they cannot review decisions in the period before 25 February 1948. 

As early as last October, the Czech delegate Schorm approached five Czech historical and legal institutes with a 

request for assistance in an effort to "subject certain historical circumstances to research and help us procure 

the necessary documentary evidence in this extremely important case." As part of the Czech Republic's 

defence, he would like to have, for example, in-depth information and historical context related to "the 

relationship of the Liechtenstein family to Czechoslovakia before, during and after the Second World War" or 

details on the practical conduct of confiscations under presidential decrees "including the determination of the 

nationality of the persons concerned". The Czech Republic even launched a public tender at the end of 

November and the beginning of December this year on the topic of "the historical-legal and foreign policy 

aspects of the position of the Liechtensteiners in Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia during the Second World War". 

The winner will receive CZK 1.44 million. The aim of the contract is obvious: "The findings will be used in the 

preparation of the opinion of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Czech Republic on the current case 

Liechtenstein v. Czech Republic before the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg," the tender 

documentation reads. 

Czechoslovakia, and after it the Czech Republic, claims that the Liechtensteins have claimed to be German in 

the past. The Liechtenstein side points out, among other things, that the 1930 census was about registering a 

language, not a nationality. 

According to the Liechtenstein side, the subject of history had also been sufficiently examined by the joint 

commission of historians set up under the intergovernmental agreement. Moreover, Vaduz reiterates that the 

current court case "has nothing to do with history" and relates to "events after 2014 and actions by the Czech 

government and the courts". 

Was the greatest Czech a German? 

Confiscations in Czechoslovakia were not only subject to the assets of the then-reigning Prince Franz Joseph II., 

but also those of seven other members of the princely house and at least 31 other Liechtenstein nationals who 

had their factories, hotels, farms, bank assets and securities confiscated by Czechoslovakia after the war. The 

Prince, but also the other former owners and the Liechtenstein state never gave up their claims against the 

Czechoslovak state. This is also confirmed by current developments. In its submission to Strasbourg, 

Liechtenstein mentions two sets of court proceedings in the Czech Republic. The first is a dispute in which the 

Czech state sued the Liechtensteins after the land registry approved the transfer of 600 hectares of mostly 

forest land in the Říčany region to the successor owner, the Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation in 2013. This 

dispute reached the Constitutional Court and has now ended up in Strasbourg. 

The second group is a set of 33 cases where, on the contrary, the Prince's Foundation sued the Czech Republic 

in 2018 for confiscated property. Some of the non-final judgments went in favour of the Liechtensteins, others 

in favour of the Czech Republic. "The District Court in Česká Lípa stated that all members of the Liechtenstein 

family are Germans, as the Principality of Liechtenstein was part of the Holy Roman Empire of the German 

nation in the past. According to this logic, we are probably all Germans. The Kingdom of Bohemia has been part 

of the same empire since the time of Premysl Otakar I and the 'greatest Bohemian' Charles IV.  
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He even ruled the Holy Roman Empire of the German nation," notes Michal Růžička, spokesman for the Prince 

of Liechtenstein Foundation and the Princely Family for the Czech Republic. The vast majority of disputes still 

lie in the district courts, where the agenda has been held up due to Covid. The most interesting dispute, 

however, will be the one that has gone all the way to Strasbourg.  

COVER PAGE – PHOTO OF HANS ADAM II. 

HISTORICAL GRIEVANCE – WILL THE CZECH REPUBLIC RETURN PROPERTY TO THE LIECHTENSTEINS? - THE 

EUROPEAN COURT WILL ALSO RULE ON VALTICE AND LEDNICE 

THE DISPUTE OVER THE ROMAN LIME KILN 

In modern history, the Czech public became aware of disputes with the Liechtensteins only thanks to the 

dispute over the painting "Scene around the Roman lime kiln" by the painter Pieter van Laers. The work was 

owned by the Prince of Liechtenstein until 1945 but became part of the post-war confiscation and is housed in 

the castle in Valtice, once also the property of the Liechtensteins. In 1991, when the painting was loaned to 

Cologne for an exhibition, the reigning prince filed a lawsuit at a German court for the extradition of the 

painting. Later, in 1998, the cause was taken to the European Court of Human Rights, but without success. 

 

ALEMANNI, OR GERMANS 

When asked if they are German, the Liechtensteiners often answer that they are Alemanni. Their typical 

language is also Alemannic. The Alemanni were and still are, in a folkloric sense, one of the Germanic tribes. 

Does the Czech court today have the right to decide whether someone is German or Aleman? The logic that the 

Beneš Decrees applied to Germans by ethnicity is lame in that they did not also apply to the property of Swiss 

Germans. In what way, then, are the citizens of Liechtenstein so fundamentally different? Only in the fact that 

Liechtenstein, as a small state, was unable to defend itself. 

 

WHAT ELSE ARE THE LICHTENSTEINS SUING THE CZECH REPUBLIC FOR 

The series of disputes, most of which are in district courts, involve some 60,000 hectares of fields and forests, 

as well as a number of castles and chateaux. For example, the castles in Lednice, Valtice, Bučovice and Velké 

Losiny and the Šternberk Castle. The Prince of Liechtenstein's Foundation is demanding only those properties 

that are still held by the state.  

 

 

Photo caption Hans Adam II is the reigning Prince of Liechtenstein and the son of Franz Joseph II. His family's 

foundation is demanding the return of property that was confiscated from them because they were labelled 

as Germans. 

By ROBERT BŘEŠŤAN HlidaciPes.org 
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CZECH vs. LICHTENSTEIN 

1930: Census in Czechoslovakia. According to the law of the time, citizens with a Czechoslovak passport are 

counted. 

The Prince, the head of the Principality of Liechtenstein, a Liechtenstein national and holder of a Liechtenstein 

passport, is not in the country at the time of the census; moreover, he is not affected by the census. The 

gamekeeper from Velké Losiny states illegally in the questionnaire that the Liechtensteins are German 

1939: Liechtenstein suppressed a Nazi putsch on its territory. The principality remained strictly neutral. 

1944: Dr. Svoboda, director of the Liechtenstein Central Directorate, is imprisoned for six months by the 

Gestapo for helping the widows of those shot in the so-called Heydrichiada. 

1945. Out of 215 employees in the administration of the Liechtenstein farming land in Olomouc 191 were 

Czechs and 24 Germans.  The predominance of Czechs was the result of the fact that the Liechtensteins refused 

to support the Nazi Germanization program. 

1945: The President of Czechoslovakia signs the so-called Beneš Decrees. One of them states that all citizens 

who declared their German nationality in the 1930 census would be expelled and deprived of their property. 

1945: Czechoslovakia imposed the so-called "national administration" on all the estates of the Liechtensteiners. 

It intends to classify the family as Germans and seize their property. The Prince and his lawyers immediately 

defend themselves against this act. 

1946: The Communist-dominated Ministries of Agriculture and Interior press the Foreign Ministry in internal 

dispatches: it is in the economic and national interest to expropriate the Liechtensteins. 

1947: Professor František Weyr, co-author of the first Czechoslovak constitution of 1918, writes in a legal 

analysis that the confiscation of the Prince's property is contrary to domestic and international law. 

1947: Judge Pilik of the Supreme Administrative Court in Brno writes a draft judgment: the confiscation of the 

Liechtensteins should be annulled. 

1948: Communists seize unlimited power in Czechoslovakia. The draft judgment from the pen of Judge Pilik is 

reworked in accordance with the interests of the totalitarian regime. 

1951: the Supreme Administrative Court delivers a final judgment against the Liechtensteiners: it is a notoriety 

that needs no proof that the Liechtensteiners are Germans. 

1951: The renowned lawyer of democratic Czechoslovakia, JUDr. Emil Sobička, the Prince's lawyer in the 

dispute with Czechoslovakia, ends up in the Jáchymov concentration camp. 

1990: Foreign Minister Jiri Dienstbier sends a letter to Liechtenstein Prime Minister Hans Brunhart promising 

dialogue. 

1990-2009: the Czech Republic blocks the resumption of diplomatic relations with Liechtenstein. 2001-2009: 

the Czech Republic discovers that many land plots in the land register are still registered in the name of Prince 

Franz Joseph II and his predecessors. Reason: Czechoslovakia did not carry out the confiscation of the land 

according to law. 
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2001-2013: the Czech Republic is trying to transfer historical Liechtenstein land from the princes to the state.  

2009: The governments of both countries restore diplomatic relations. They establish the Czech-Liechtenstein 

Commission of Historians.  

2013: The Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation is confirmed by the District Court for Prague 10 as the universal 

heir of Prince Franz Joseph II and his predecessors. The court orders his 600-hectare forest near Říčany to be 

transferred to the Foundation. 

2014: the Czech state sues the Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation. It asks the court to transfer the forest near 

Říčany to the state on the basis of the so-called Beneš decrees. 

2014: an invalid census sheet from 1930, which was argued by the communist Ministry of the Interior after the 

war, is found in the archives. It shows that the Prince did not participate in the census. 

2016: For a sum of CZK 54 million Prince Hans Adam II repaired the family tomb in Vranov u Brna, which does 

not belong to him but which was in danger of collapsing and damagement of its sarcophagi due to the 

(non)care of the Czech state.  

2015-2017: all courts have ruled in favour of the Czech state. The Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation appealed 

to the Constitutional Court. 

2018: the Czech state sued the Cadastral Office in Prostějov for refusing to transfer the prince's land to the 

state for lack of documentation. 

2018: the Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation and Hans Adam II sued the Czech state in more than 20 district 

courts, demanding the return of property held by the state. 

2019: The Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation and Hans Adam II filed a constitutional (competence) complaint.  

Some courts behave in such a way that they do not take into account the fact that Hans Adam II is the head of 

an independent state when making decisions. 

July 2019: After two years, the Constitutional Court has not yet ruled on the Forest of Říčany case; the Czech 

Republic's political representation continues to refuse to act. 

August 2020: Liechtenstein appeals to the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg. According to 

Liechtenstein the Czech Republic does not respect its sovereignty sufficiently. 
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COMMENTARY - The shameless principle of the Czech authorities: 

what was stolen should stay stolen 

The core of the "Liechtenstein case" lies in the interpretation of ethnicity. In an era when freedom 

has been regained,  in respect of the skeletons in our closets, almost the entire political elite clings 

to the false slogan "draw thick lines under the past 

However, when we apply this slogan to the large-scale case of the confiscation of Liechtenstein property, it 

becomes clear that our state is trying to uphold the principle of not returning what was stolen in violation of 

even the extremely controversial Beneš decrees of the post-war era. The Liechtenstein family, which heads the 

sovereign state of the Principality of Liechtenstein, has never claimed German nationality in Czechoslovakia and 

never collaborated with Hitler's Third Reich. How was it possible, then, that this family, which belonged to 

another state and faced a fatal threat from the Third Reich, could be deprived of all its local property after the 

end of the war? The property of Swiss citizens, for example, was respected by post-war Czechoslovakia on our 

territory. But Liechtenstein had the misfortune of being small, unlike Switzerland. And therefore its citizens are 

also unlucky. But what do our defenders of post-war injustice rely on in a technical sense? 

The year is 1930 and the census is under way in Czechoslovakia. The gamekeeper from Velké Losiny, who 

looked after the local Lichtenstein forest, entered his employer's entire family in the census questionnaires and 

wrote "German" in the nationality box. The Lichtenstein family was not on the territory of Czechoslovakia and 

the gamekeeper had no right to do so. However, the Czech authorities rely on his entry today. They repeatedly 

claim that the Liechtensteins are covered by the provisions of the Beneš Decrees on the confiscation of the 

property of "Germans, Hungarians, collaborators and traitors." 

There are also considerable absurdities. One Czech judge told the Liechtensteins during the trial that their 

German nationality was a "notorious" matter, i.e. a matter which did not need to be proved. Another judge in 

turn concluded that Liechtenstein belonged to the Holy Roman Empire of the German nation. The judge 

apparently has no idea that the Kingdom of Bohemia also belonged to this empire. If the Czech Republic clings 

to these legal absurdities, it will at best be ridiculed. At worst, if the enforcement of the Liechtenstein law fails, 

it will remain a Bolshevik open-air museum mentally stuck in its dark past. 
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Týdeník FORUM: Will the Czech state return property to the 

Liechtensteins? There is a major court case 

In its current issue, the weekly FORUM maps the dispute between the Czech Republic and the 

Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation.  

The Liechtensteins are demanding the return of their property because they have been unjustly labelled as 

Germans by the Czech authorities since 1945. The dispute is now being settled by the European Court of 

Human Rights - and we've taken a look at what's at stake, how the case arose and which properties the state 

currently holds. 
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Týdeník FORUM: Vrátí český stát majetek Lichtenštejnům? Je tu zásadní soudní spor 

Datum vydání: 06. 01. 2022 | Zdroj: www.forum24.cz 

Týdeník FORUM ve svém aktuálním vydání mapuje spor České republiky s Nadací knížete Lichtenštejna. 

Lichtenštejnové žádají navrácení svého majetku proto, že jsou neprávem českými úřady již od roku 1945 

označování za Němce. Spor nyní řeší Evropský soud pro lidská práva – a my jsme se podívali, o co jde, jak věc 

vznikla a o které nemovitosti, které má momentálně v držení stát, se jedná. 
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