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," Vit 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 Il 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 Vit Makarius wrote the complaint for Liechtenstein. He confirmed to HlidaciPes. 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 Poslusnd from the ministry's press
department.



An important case

The historical basis of the dispute will not be avoided in court. In particular, the question of whether the Benes
Decrees and thus the confiscation of property in post-war Czechoslovakia should really have applied to Prince
Franz Joseph Il 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 Il.,
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 Ri¢any 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 Ceska Lipa 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 | and the 'greatest Bohemian' Charles IV.
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He even ruled the Holy Roman Empire of the German nation," notes Michal RUzicka, 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

Photo caption Hans Adam Il is the reigning Prince of Liechtenstein and the son of Franz Joseph Il. His family's
foundation is demanding the return of property that was confiscated from them because they were labelled
as Germans.

By ROBERT BRESTAN 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 Bene$ 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 FrantiSek 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 Sobicka, the Prince's lawyer in the
dispute with Czechoslovakia, ends up in the Jadchymov 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 Il 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 Repubilic 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 Il and his predecessors. The court orders his 600-hectare forest near Ri¢any 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
Ri¢any to the state on the basis of the so-called Benes 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 Il 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 Prostéjov for refusing to transfer the prince's land to the
state for lack of documentation.

2018: the Prince of Liechtenstein Foundation and Hans Adam Il 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 Il filed a constitutional (competence) complaint.
Some courts behave in such a way that they do not take into account the fact that Hans Adam Il 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 Ri¢any 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.

Author:
Robert Bfestan
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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 Benes 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 Bene$ 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.

Author:
Pavel Safr

Source:
Tydenik Forum

Type of media:
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Podafri se odstranit historickou krivdu?

Evropsky soud resi navrat majetk

Cesko si buduje pozici pted Evropskym soudem pro lidska préva. Verdikt

Jsou to rovné tii roky, co Nadace knizete
z Lichtenstejna podala ke tfem desitkam ¢eskych
soudu Zaloby o vyddni majetku, ktery podle
ni neopravnéné uziva ¢esky stat. Vydat chce
i zndmé zamky Lednice ¢i Valtice. Od té doby se
u okresnich soudit mnoho nepohnulo. Do vyétu
sporu viak pfibyl jeden zasadni: Lichtenstejnsko
podalo proti Ceské republice mezistatni stiznost
k Evropskému soudu pro lidska prava. V mezi-
nérodnich vztaznch jde o silny a nenbvyldy krok.

Zatimco indi alni

fesi, jak se branit.

ROBERT BRESTAN
HidaciPes.crg

Jsme poprvé zalovani jinym
statem. Je to rozsahld kau-
za, af uz poctem dotce-
nych soudnich fizeni nebo
svym historickym poza-
dim,” fekl uz dfive k zalo-
bé pro HlidaciPes.org Vit

A. Schorm, vlddni zmocné-
nec pro zastupovani Ceské
republiky pfed Evropskym
soudem pro lidska pra-

va. Pfipad podalo k soudu
Lichtenstejnsko uz v roce
2020, jednéni dosud nafize-
no nebylo, ale obé strany si
v unikatnim sporu peclivé
pripravuiji svou pozici.

Nejsme zadni Némci
.Vlida Ceské republi-

ky v 1été 2021 predlozila
Evropskému soudu pro lid-
ska prava své stanovisko.

h stiZznosti st sk

soud béhem své existence od roku 1959 resnl
zhruba milion, mezistatnich stiznosti nemél
za tu dobu na stole ani tficet. Cesko intenzivné

To obsahuje shrnuti rele-
vantnich historickych sou-
vislosti a vychazi z citova-
nych prament a odborné
literatury. Protistrana ma
prostor pro odpovéd. Jed-
nani zatim nafizeno neby-
lo. Neni ostatné samoziej-
mosti, Ze viibec bude nafi-
zeno. Standardné pro-
bihd fizeni pfed soudem
v pisemné formé,” upozor-
fiuje nyni Schorm.
Podstatou zaloby viak
nejsou uddlosti po skon-
¢eni druhé svétové vilky
azlet 1945-1951, kdy
se o konfiskaci majetku
obcan Lichtenstejnska
v Ceskoslovensku roz-
hodlo. Jde o soucasnost: kon-
krétné o pfistup ¢eskych tra-
dii a soudu z let 2014-2020.
Lichtenstejnskému knizec-
tvi dosla trpélivost s tim, ze

Hans Adam Il. je viddnouci lichtenstejnsky kniZe a syn Frantiska Josefa Il. Nadace jeho rodiny

2ada navrat majetku, ktery jim byl zabaven proto, Ze byli oznaéeni za Némce.

Makarius. Pro HlidaciPes.
org potvrdil, Ze véc sto-
ji pravé na argumentu, ze
Lichtenstejnové nejsou
a nikdy nebyli Némci, jak

Cesky stat i sedm desitek let
po vilce ,déla z jeho obcani
znovu Némce".,

Stiznost sepsal pro Lich-
tenstejnsko advokat Vit

piitom v soudnich sporech

opakované tvrdi ¢eska stra-

na. ,Déje se tak ve vzta-
hu k dfadujici hlavé ciziho
stdtu, jejiz jméno tato zemé
nese a jejiz rodina po sta-
leti vyznamné spoluvytva-

fi jeji narodni identitu. Lich-

a vlada to pova-

O CO TAKE LICHTENSTEINI
CESKO ZALUJI

V sérii spor(, z nichz vétsina lezi u okresnich
soudd, jde o zhruba 60 tisic hektarl poli

. alest, ale také fadu zamki a hrady. Napfiklad
0 zamek v Lednici, Valticich, Bu€ovicich

4§ a Velkych Losindch nebo hrad Sterberk.
Nadace knizete z Lichtenstejna pozaduje
pouze ty nemovitosti, které dodnes drzi stat.

Zuje za postup dotykaj
nérodni identity, vnitinich
véci a suverenity Lichten-
Stejnska,” vysvétlil advokat.
Kdyz vlddni zmocnénec
Schorm spor pro pclreby

ale zdsahy do vlastnickych
prév, ke kterym doslo teprve
nedévno®.

Podle neoficidlnich infor-
maci se tidajné Ceska stra-
na snazi pracovat i v kuloa-
rech: v Radé Evropy, pod
niz Evropsky soud pro lid-
ska prava spada, se pry sn
la lobbovat za takovou zmé-
nu pravidel spori mezi sta-
ty vedenych praveé u Stra-
sburského soudu, ktera by
ji ve sporu s Lichtenstejns-
kem nahrala. Ministerstvo

Zi-

vlddy popi I

val, Ze ,stiZnost je zpracova-

nd na vysoce odborné tirov-
ni a je disledné formulo-

véna tak, ze podstatou spo-
ru neni navraceni majetku,

I i to ale dirazné
odmita. ,Zadny takovy ndvrh
neexistuje, takze ho CR ani
nemohla predlozit,” fiki Mar-
kéta Poslusnd z tiskového
oddéleni ministerstva.

Cesko vs. Lichtenstejnové

1930: Séiténi lidu v Ceskoslovensku. Podle tehdejsiho
zékona jsou sé&itani ob&ané s éeskoslovenskym pasem.

1944: Dr. da, feditel li jnské al

feditelstvi, je na Sest mésici uvéznén gestapem za pomoc
vdovam po zastielenych v ramci tzv. heydrichiady.

1945: Z celkového poctu 215 zaméstnancl spravy lichten-
Stejnskych statkii v Olomouci bylo 191 Cechii a 24 Némcil.

Eirjev i a
tenstejny.

zajmu vy it Lich-

1947: Profesor Frantisek Weyr,
Ustavy z roku 1918, v pravni analyze pise, zekonﬁskaoerm;eﬂm
knizete je v rozporu s domécim i mezindrodnim pravem.

Prevaha Cechu byla vysledk kute¢ i, Ze Li
nové odmitali podporit nacisticky germanizacni program.

1945: Prezident CSR podepisuje tzv. BeneSovy dekre-

ty. Z jednoho z nich vyplyva, Ze viichni ob&ané, ktefi se

v roce 1930 prihlasili pfi séitani lidu k némecké narodnos-
ti, budou vyhnéni a zbaveni majetku.

1947: Soudce Pilik z Nejvy3siho sprévniho soudu v Bmé sepi-
suje navrh rozsudku: konfiskace Lichtenstejni ma byt zrusena.

1948: sevC chopili
né moci. Navrh rozsudku z pera soudce Pilika je prepra-
covan v souladu se zajmy totalitniho rezimu.

Knize, hlava Knizectvi li
i li a drzitel li

pasu, nenf

v dobé s¢itdni na izemi zemé; navic se ho sciténi nety-
ka. Hajny z Velkych Losin uvadi protiprévné v dotazni-
ku, Ze jsou LichtenStejnové Némci

1945: Ceskoslovensko uvalilo tzv. ,narodni spravu”

na vSechny statky Lichten$tejni. Hodld zafadit rod mezi
Némce a zabrat jeho majetek. KniZe a jeho prévnici se
proti tomuto aktu okamzité bréni.

1951 Newyé&n spvévm soud vynasi koneény rozsudek
Je i kterd nepotf
bu]e dikazu, ie Lichtenstejnové jsou Némci.

1951: L y pravnik d Cesk k
1939: Lichtenstejnsko potlacilo na svém Gzemi nacis- 1946: Ministerstva zemédélsm a vmlra, ovlddana komu- JUDr. Emil Sobi¢ka, advokat knfiete ve sporu s Ceskoslo-
ticky pué. Knizectvi zistalo striktné neutrdini. nisty, tlaéi v i h na zahrani- k konéi v jach im tabofe.
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u Lichtenstejnum

mUze byt naprosto zdsadni

SPOR O RIMSKOU VAPENKU

ty, a tak i konfiskace majetku
v povéleéném Ceskosloven-
sku. Soudy se tim u dosavad-
nich soudnich sporti obvykle
nezabyvaly s odkazem na to,
Ze nemohou prezkouma-
vat rozhodnuti v obdobi pred
25. Ginorem 1948.

Uz vloni v fijnu ¢es-
ky zmocnénec Schorm oslo-
vil pét ¢eskych historic-
kych a pravnickych tsta-
vu s Zadosti 0 pomoc ve sna-
ze ,podrobit uréité historické
okolnosti badani a pomoci
nam obstarat potfebné listin-
né dikazy v této mimorad-
né vyznamné kauze". V ramci

mu pribéhu konfiskaci pod-
le prezidentskych dekret(
wvéetné uréovéni statni pi-
slusnosti dotéenych osob®.
Na téma ,historicko-
pravni a zahraniénépolitic-
ké aspekty p i Lich-

ALEMANE, NEBO NEMCI

Na otazku, zda jsou Némci, odpovidaji Lichtenstejnci asto, Ze jsou Alemané.
Jejich typickym jazykem je také alemanstina. Alemané byli a ve folklornim smyslu
stéle jsou jednim z germanskych kment. Ma éesky soud dnes pravo rozhodovat,
zda je nékdo Némec, nebo Aleman? Logika, Ze se BeneSovy dekrety vztahovaly
na Némce podle etnické prislusnosti, kulha v tom, Ze se zaroven nevztahovaly

na majetek Svycarskych Némci. V éem jsou tedy obéané Lichtenstejnska tak
zasadné jini? Pouze v tom, Ze se Lichtenstejnsko jako maly stat nedokazalo branit.

tovarny, hotely, hospodai-
stvi, bankovni aktiva i cenné
papiry. KniZe, ale i dalsi byva-
1i vlastnici a lichtenstejnsky
stdt se svych naroki vidi ces-

tenstejni na tizemi Cech,
Moravy a Slezska za I1. své-
tové valky" dokonce Ces-

ko letos na prelomu listopa-
du a prosince vypsalo verej-
nou zakdzku. Na vitéze cekd
1,44 milionu korun. Cil zakdz-
ky je zfejmy: ,Poznatky budou
vyuzity pfi pfipravé stanovis-
ka MZV CR k aktudlni zalo-
bé Lichtenstejnska proti CR

joby Ceské republiky by

hs Li

Ceska verejnost se o sp

dozvédéla v novodobé historii az diky sporu
o obraz malife Pietera van Laerse ,Scéna
kolem fimské vapenky". Dilo bylo do roku
1945 vlastnictvim lichtenstejnského kniZete,
stalo se ale soucasti povalecné konfiskace
a umisténo je na zamku ve Valticich, kdysi

téZ majetku Lichtenstejni. Kdyz byl v roce

1991 obraz zapUj¢en na vystavu do Kolina nad
Rynem, pfisla ze strany vidadnouciho knizete

k némeckému soudu Zaloba na vydani, pozdéji,

v roce 1998,
doputovala

k Evropskému
soudu pro
lidska prava,
oviem bez
dspéchu.

Vyznamna kauza

U soudu nebude mozné se

vyhnout ani historické-

mu zékladu sporu. Zejmé-
na otazce, zda se skuteé-

né mély na lichten$tejnské-
ho knizete Frantiska Josefa |
vztahovat Bene$ovy dekre-

rad mél k dispozici napfiklad

diikladné informace a histo-

rické souvislosti spojené tie-

ba se ,vztahem rodiny Lich-
jni k C

u ého soudu pro lid-
ska prava ve Strasburku,” ¢te-
me v zaddvaci dokumentaci.

Ceskoslovensko a po ném
i Ceska republika tvrdi, ze
Lichtenstejnové se v minu-
losti pfihlasili k némecké-
mu nérodu. Lichtenstejnska
strana mimo jiné upozoriu-
je i na to, ze ve s¢itani z roku
1930 §lo o prihlaSent se k jazy-
ku, nikoli k ndrodnosti.

Podle lichtenstejnské stra-
ny také téma historie dosta-
tecné prozkoumala spolec-
né komise historiki zfizend
na zakladé mezivladni doho-

kosl kému statu nikdy
nevzdali. Potvrzuje to i sou-
casny vyvoj udalosti.

Ve svém podani do Strasb-
urku Lichtenstejnsko zminu-
je dva okruhy soudnich jed-
nani v Cesku. Prvni je spor,
kdy cesky stdt zazaloval Lich-
tenstejny poté, co kata-
str nemovitosti v roce 2013
schvalil prepsani 600 hekta-
i prevazné lesnich pozemki

Nestoudny princip ¢eskych

uradu: Co bylo

ukradeno,

ma zustat ukradeno

Jadro ,lichtenstejnské kauzy" tkvi ve
vykladu etnické pfislusnosti

V éfe obnovené
svobody se ohledné
kostlivea v nasich
skrinich téméf cela
politicka elita upina
k faleiné 1

obcané. O co se ale nasi
obhaijci povilecného bezpra-
vi opiraji v technickém slo-
va smyslu?

Pise se rok 1930 a v Cesko-

Htlusté éary za
minulosti“.

na Ri¢ansku na na ickou
Nadaci knizete z Lichtenstej-
na. Prave tento spor dopu-
toval az k Ustavnimu soudu
a nyni skon¢il ve Strasburku.
Druhym okruhem je sada
33 pripadt, kdy naopak kni-
Zeci nadace zaZalovala v roce
2018 Cesko o zabaveny maje-
tek. Nékteré nepravomocné
rozsudky padly ve prospéch
Lichtenstejnd, jiné ve pro-
spéch Ceska. ,Okresni soud
v Ceské Lipé konstatoval, ze
vsichni prislusnici rodu Lich-
tenstejni jsou Némci, nebot
Lic Stejnské knizectvi

dy. Vaduz navic opakuije, ze
aktudlni soudni pripad ,nema
s historii nic spole¢ného™

a tyka se ,udalosti po roce
2014 a kroku ze strany ¢eské
vlddy a soudu”.

Byl nejvétsi Cech
Némec?

Konfiskacim v Ceskoslo-
vensku nepodléhaly pou-
ze majetky tehdy vidadnou-
ciho kniZete Frantiska Jose-
fa I1., ale také dalSich sedmi
&lent knizeciho domu a pfi-

pred druhou svétovou val-
kou, v jejim priibéhu i po ni®
nebo detaily k praktické-

$im 31 dalSich lich-
tenstejnskych statnich pfi-
slugniki, jimz Ceskosloven-
sko po vilce zabavilo jejich

bylo v minulosti souéasti
Svaté fise fimské naroda
némeckého'. Podle této logiky
jsme asi my vSichni Némci.
Ceské kralovstvi bylo soucds-
ti téze fise od dob Premysla
Otakara 1. a ,nejvétsi Cech*
Karel IV.,Svats ské
naroda némeckého’ dokonce
vladl," podotyka Michal
Ruzicka, mluvéi Nadace kni-
Zzete z LichtenStejna a k ci
rodiny pro CR. Drtivé vét3ina
spor stile lezi u okresnich
soudu, kde se agenda
ivdisledku covidu zdrZela.
Nejzajimavéjsim sporem viak
bude ten, ktery doputoval az
do Strasburku. m

PAVEL $AFR
Sétredaktor Tydenku FORUM

dyz tento slogan ale
uplatnime na rozsah-
lou kauzu konfiska-

cl tenstejnského majet-
ku, vyjde najevo, Ze se nas§
stat snazi udrZet princip, Ze
se nemd vracet to, co bylo
ukradeno v rozporu i s krajné
kontroverznimi BeneSovymi
dekrety z povalecné éry.
Rodina Lichtenstejnu,
kterd stoji v ¢ele suverén-
niho stétu Lic jnské

probiha s¢itani lidu.
Haijny z Velkych Losin, ktery
se staral o tamni lichtenstejn-
sky les, zapsal celou rodinu
svého zaméstnavatele do sci-
tacich dotazniku a u kolonky
narodnost napsal ,némeckd”.
Rodina Lichtenstejni neby-
la na tizemi CSR a hajny na to
nemél zidné pravo. O jeho
zdpis se ale dnes opiraji ¢es-
ké afady. Opakované tvrdi,
Ze se na Lichtenstejny vzta-
huije ustanoveni BeneSovych
dekretil o konfiskaci majetku
»Néme, Madari, kolaboran-
tia zraded.”

Dochazi pritom i ke zna¢-

knizectvi, se pfitom nikdy

v Ceskoslovensku nepri-
hlasila k némecké narod-
nosti a také nikdy nekola-
borovala s Hitlerovou tre-

ti fisi. Jak tedy doslo k tomu,
ze bylo mozné tuto rodinu

s prislusnosti k jinému sta-
tu, ktery navic ¢elil fatalni-
mu ohroZeni ze strany tfeti
fise, po konci valky pfipravit
o jeji veskery zdejsi majetek?
Pfitom tfeba majetek $vy-
carskych obcant byl pova-
leénym Ceskoslovenskem
na nasem tzemi respekto-
vén, Li mélo

nym itdm. Jedna ceska
soudkyné sdélila béhem lice-
ni na stranu Lichtenstejnu,
2ze jejich némecka prislus-
nost je ,notorii", tedy véci,
kterou neni tfeba dokazo-
vat. Jiny soudce zase usoudil,
ze Lichtenstejnsko patfilo
ke Svaté isi fimské naroda
némeckého. Soudce zfejmé
netusi, ze Ceské kralovstvi
patfilo k této fisi rovnéz.
Jestli bude Cesko Ipét
na téchto pravnich absurdi-
tach, tak se v lep$im pripadé
zesmésni. V tom horsim,
kdyZ se nepodafi pravo Lich-

ale tu smilu, Ze bylo na roz-
dil od Svycarska malé. A tim
padem maiji smiilu i jeho

jni prosadit, zlistane
bolSevickym skanzenem,
ktery mentdlné tkvi ve své
temné minulosti. m

1990: Ministr zahraniéi Jifi Dienstbier posila dopis

dédic kniZete Frantiska Josefa Il. a jeho pfedchidci.

(fad v P

2018: Cesky stat zazaloval Ki

predsedovi vlady Lichten3tejnska Hansi Brunhartovi
a slibuje dialog.

Soud nafizuje pfepsat jeho 600hektarovy les u Rican
na Nadaci.

kvili tomu, Ze pro nedostatek podkladii odmitl pfepsat
knizeci pozemky na stat.

1990-2009: CR blokuje obnovu diplomatickych stykd
s Lichtenstejnskem.

2001-2009: CR zjistuje, ze fada pozemki v katastru
nemovitosti je stile zapséna na kniZete Frantiska Josefa Il.
a jeho prt Gdce. Divod: C

zabaveni pozemkd podle préva.

2014: Cesky stat zaluje Nadaci kniZete z Lichtenstejna.
Z4da soud, aby na zakladé tzv. BeneSovych dekretii pre-
psal les u Ri¢an na stat.

2018: Nadace knizete z Lichtenstejna a Hans Adam Il
zazalovali u vice nez 20 okresnich soudi Gesky stat;
pozaduji navraceni majetku, ktery je v drzeni statu.

2014: V archivu je nalezen neplatny séitaci arch z roku
1930, kterym po valce argumentovalo komunistické minis-
terstvo vnitra. Vyplyva z néj, Ze knize se s&itani nezii¢astnil.

2001-2013: CR se snaZi prepsat historické lichtenstejnské
pozemky z kniZat na stat. Katastralni Gfady Praha-vychod
a Prostéjov to odmitaji,

2016: Knize Hans Adam II. opravil za 54 milion( korun
rodinnou hrobku ve Vranové u Brna, jeZ mu sice nepatfi,
ale kterd hrozila (ne)pééi ceského statu zhroucenim

2009: Viady obou zemi obnovuiji dij

a 9f

2019: Nadace knizete z Lichtenstejna a Hans Adam II.
podali tstavni (kompetenéni) stiznost. Nékteré soudy se
chovaji tak, Ze pfi rozhodovani neberou v tivahu fakt, ze
Hans Adam Il. je hlavou nezévislého statu.

Cervenec 2019: Ustavni soud ani po dvou letech
ve véci lesa u Rican nerozhodl; politick reprezentace
Ceské republiky nadale odmité jednat.

vztahy. Zfi-
2uji Cesko-lichtenstejnskou komisi historikil.

2015-2017: Vechny soudni instance daly za pravdu
¢eskému statu. Nadace kniZete z Lichtenstejna se odvolala

2013: Nadace kniZete z Lichtenstejna je Obvodnim
soudem pro Prahu 10 potvrzena jako univerzalni

az k Ustavnimu soudu.

Srpen 2020: Lichtenstejnsko se obratilo na Evropsky
soud pro lidské prava ve Strasburku. Cesko podle néj
d & je jeho i
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Tydenik 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.

Source:
www.forum24.cz

Type of media:
Independent internet daily

Term:
06/01/22

Link:
https://www.forum24.cz/tydenik-forum-vrati-cesky-stat-majetek-lichtenstejnum-je-tu-zasadni-soudni-spor/

Tydenik FORUM: Vrati cesky stat majetek Lichtenstejntiim? Je tu zasadni soudni spor
Datum vydani: 06. 01. 2022 | Zdroj: www.forum24.cz

Tydenik FORUM ve svém aktudlnim vydani mapuje spor Ceské republiky s Nadaci knizete Lichtenstejna.
Lichtenstejnové zadaji navraceni svého majetku proto, Ze jsou nepravem ceskymi urady jiz od roku 1945
oznacovani za Némce. Spor nyni fesi Evropsky soud pro lidska prava —a my jsme se podivali, o co jde, jak véc
vznikla a o které nemovitosti, které ma momentalné v drzeni stat, se jedna.
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