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32) A, BUY [ 4949 7F 2),
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A GAvdE Aojth43) Fo] £ &9 o JIME F3A @A &2
PR3 £ ¥ FEA tha PAAI) o] AAFH ] BAFHE A
A9 Eolq o] & o) Fe AN Aol BAPH AHAHAP3 e
A7t vderg7] Wi e Feg Hojop & A/ old P
A7t 2 €& e vz IO AR EE #9Ae A7) gl Hegu
d3AAAHE S Ate AE AR A7) dEA AA Y e
2 & 29719 BAZL Eeth4946) 19042 A HA o g no)T
Age 1 s87eg A gedd od AF 20 A9 FeAx Wy
9 ZLAAE oJFA TR daE give ol

an B4 43S g e FedAe udd Frlxez
S75Ee W8S AA Fou ARAHe FedM A&He 494 7
A% BesA A ok dte o2 gl AthAD e AedM ¥
ofzt ARz Asle AAE EFIA Fe HFAE =dH o e
At A& E°f HEHE 3 2 F FrI: RNE vy FE ¥ 3
¥ 7 A ol AFFHTE o] FAzle FEL B 19
BEME T o 2dd% E73n o] A FHL2 A9 nde o4

42) Herzberg, JA 1981, 470 ©|#: Dreher-Tréndle, § 185 Rdnr. 23: LK-Schroeder, § 16
Rdnr. 13: Hillenkamp, Die Bedeutung von Vorsatzkonkretisierungen bei abweichendem
Tatverlauf, 42%.

43) GA 1981, 47 o}#.

44) Jescheck, Strafrecht AT, 4. Aufl., 281,

45) Backmann, JuS 1971, 119.

46) Puppe, GA 1981, 5.

47) GA, a.a.0.
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ERE AgAA FARS dtkn BE AL ol htstw 39zl
Ae Fo] LAIH0 o} ZAEY HRuige] Abdo] BRSO FEE7
u Folch, upo] Wb meole] AAd Uy EHIE 8T BAR
old A% AAe FAs} o)Fo] AR FduiE= AsE Aol ui
1AL AR} shed =83 ol go] itke Holth. Puppex 3
o] £4d AAd Agd 099 o]yl Uwtne(genereller Vorsatz)
48) & ZFFxo|(Gattungsvorsatz) Aleldle =23 TBBAI YA
Bde =A & 8o 49 BiHM B JdH 2z de Aie
78 Aojgta XHF} 49 oA AT FASE 2= AXe
74829 o8 87E EAE AT B4E YAdAoE Yxgde
Zojt},

Puppet 9 #Fee EAAQ HEFo2MY EAE AYe AL
ofxm AAe) oo dFolehe ABd =BT HRAMLY FeolE
< 199 W42 TR o3 AP Eche 430 W o9z AAH
el oA & nos AAsl e FUF FHLAE FFAIYEE K
BEERIY old k&S @K A% A sHeAE dolFe Ht d
o webd AsinA gD AAg A2 AsE QA7 IR EA g
gx o] ¥ /e AAst FH8AY FAFEEE Ave Rolgd o] 2Fe
Al A ] FHQo] FF Ao wel FAHE FL& Aojgm @
t}.50) Puppe] ZAsje] m2w AldZze] Hapyl 4wty YEAHe] |
AWelA o A7Fsd Rolghd 2R e Wiy ZedAx & 9ulE gl
gt F9je) o FFo] He Al ARaF L A P9 G B
ol Hokg dolE vido] FAE 7/t LA He Aol vl Aw
HAE A3 AR AT Al P9 FAde BT Aol
2E e Fede AYTe oXue AR Haprt Qe Aot

48) M¥A R8s e dolus generalisshe FESE A,

49) GA 1981, 114. <2 Hillenkamp®] Die Bedeutung von Vorsatzkonkretisierungen bei
abweichendem Tatverlauf, 1971, 947 oj#}2] H#jof Ay Aolc}.

50) GA 1981, 20%.
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o] EAldl ## Pupped] AAE & vl 8A4SE oEF Fsl:
(1) 434 #44 EA24 2E 743 B9 B2< A% W3x
€ TAYY. (2) Wetd YL BRY HAH Aold] disle] drp T
29 ¥R gr|E FA ¥ AYLE GFAHeE AP 1= @
fol AolA neE #F3}s] A e @A AT} Adolgke TR
#dd AAnE Mt 8o €o ¥ ¥ 1oete Wde o
oo A& 278 gel.

3) Pupped] A& oyt 2@

Pupped| 23] thdle] Hettingerd] H|#52)E F4 o2 n3d £}
sl 9ol digk ¥d HE ] daMe 4 B9340 7oA
dgtz FAE BAPEr 2 o] YL wEeg s g dHn
A ezl A AEs gast A 7o et e R
Pzt 22871 AP Aow FAAA YZEL MEA Al 3]
Mol BRE A% Jx§ AANHE Bo|n AT HBA Yehte Alete
e 9ujg 2FAY Fe AL otk oA L3 HRY WAYE
7] 9% AEE AFd Fe Aotk e o dF PA Hrke
A8 713 28] He AL Ak ¥PHoE FoF g Roddte
PR ojxolt}, wekA HHRte] FPFA 9 o Y go] FAF A
ot} Rr7efllel AAAE ZE o] d=E EFT Y99 B/t BAE
Zet & AUSARYL SEHOE BE A A4S Bisted &
Ho] dcked 279 A7} glov dds] s B3yl e (A% Be
o)z FA4AQl ojnje] o] opjet FAH YAAAI} e Al A
rojt} 53) Bindinge #5409 npriA 2 no@ YA FHE ¥y
o F AegA dx F7¢ A8 dvAQ 19€ ¢d. € 9

51) Hettinger, GA 1990, 5407 2] 8.9

52) Hettinger, GA 1990, 531 °]3}.

53) GA 1990, 543: Schiehofer, GA 1992, 314.

54) Binding., Die Normen und ihre Ubertrtung, Bd. 2. 2. Hilfte, 2. Aufl., 802, 809, 826%
o] 3},
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< 47 BE P49 4ot 3T AN, EFE £¢ 1831 §F
g 9ol T x| B E/1EY Fojd. watd T it
ghe #(Genus Mensch)ol disid ¥ =g 7/MAde AL ALY
B 871%% Aot} 55)

ERe 1TR#@Cl old Holx Byl 7R S5 n9A Yd &
AN, £, 439 24 a8 7R EAEAE A% dYe ¢
golgtn & + Utk & BAA|F Yoz dFd FAHA e F
T Holt}, Hle] H& 3 FL Askerl FUo| HWl a2 g9 YR
HE &l g0} YW ojdolr} R ALE 9 o|89 AN nds
Az A= ool Alde] HEE + flow o] Ade YHYATL o
ole] EANE YUE EFHE W] gt ool EAE gUuttn g
=, 2e|n Fgo] Hurt oJ-oleA 2E FHeAZA] Ut Bkt sty
gE e gl e 2E 4 U ST ofejo) g 4l
aoje PR HU9 P& A HE FHLUL YR KR
o o3 APt 19E HH 8T7HE AN FKKo| AAHA uoE
Bishe P83 #Eeic) 56) of uf oje]7l ol To} Al
o0 FAo2 MeHo e AR FALH] 87dhe vig ¥x|3)
' 237t deigtin § 4 gl 2gda o] PR A 1 AAE F
BAE F e AL ol 9t AHah FAbo] o] FAH Aol &
tht Agdterte HEsE gasit add n9gde] A& #9ixle
FAARQ ozl Heuel FPEh FAAQA A, B3] AR 9
wet 19 Pe WA HHE dAE do] o] Hile AR 7|Z7)
Hoh5D a8y gAYy AL PRt A9 ZA HEW BY, &
Aol HHE B olFuA P FE L AA/sA9 HAE ¥R
T 20 234 god ®IHEe 93 o i,

55) Binding, a.a.0., 829 9.

56) Jescheck, Strafrecht AT, § 29 V 1 a): Wessels, Strafrecht AT, § 7 IV 2: Stratenwerth,
Strafrecht AT, Rdnr. 268.

57) Hettinger, GA 1990, 549%. RGSt 3, 3849 "H#A ¥Ud Aske 1A 442 A4% 4 o
S AP gle BT ZAY Aoz ol §Y £ U
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4) 9uHy 3¢ (genereller Vorsatz)ol o3 22

B0 o3 YA nojo} 3 PR EFFoof g}, o]
Aol 3hvtel WA 71 PFAAL A= §FE AAY HAg J=5A
%1 539 g 39 Frexe Aoz Fre 44E /K 39
2 o AAo EEFog A FHL 198 THoklert e BA
of AstA "o} & Eo] HEE Astshke Ao HEWE i 3
2gted 2 39 Aol ol £4 Ff FHx AAnE Ao}
grhed BRol 9I& Ao|th58) o] ALAH Pl nold o8 &
AHA g tid gAdsA FAArEE 297t AFE + de Ao
Y8 FHadNA Y FHRiERES de AXTY BHY FedMe 9
7b AAHA] g o]f7t A EojA ok fdt.

1o $4 st 24 2 Jehte o] ohg 19 of
4, & FHLAAYC 28E ZEY FE BHHQ A B
2 wobg 4 glh. 4ty mojelA Jelvbe AL YA A7t o
Mo EYRfER AAe] A e Lo 8539 197t oldgt F— 19
(dolus alternativus)®] §4% ¥en & + U539 gefMz AF
g upe} o] nolE BE Yo shte SHY HAE i A
geojof s Aoy, BAATL 7] Fe Al Fol 77t goiz Al
tn s & & AfdMe 4U39 tHad 198 AFE F
A7l AEA e ANz EFE 98 e Aojth60) AAFYeA
o o) & AYAled EaFd AN FAse] FEe AL o= ¥
ol Z3lr} 61 o] 7AF YA T A UL AHstAve n9
E /1A Rolm ANd g mele] T o] Fxe] WM B3
Holth, 13E2 99 Zu} oj= F Atge] AP mog YL

58) Puppe, GA 1981, 119 o}# & o|# F#9| 12& genereller Vorsatzeta AP, oA &
dHME AFYP uist o] dolus generalisthe THHE e F¥oEE “dolus cum
objecto generali’2ti E7]¥€t},

59) Hettinger, GA 1990, 551 Z+&= 80.

60) Hettinger, GA 1990, 551.

61) Fd+, WYY 1, 4899
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X PG F & dem e o HoH WSHLE §Fo| & Al
62) glo] dEdiel ol e HRidE T F& 2sked Ll
durt dzeg #do) gle oozt %2 Ate 1€ IBY 4 sl
B 2 olfe P9 EFHolAE FAT LA 199 HHE Ho
¢ Agoly] fEoltt. 88 HRUY F9 o= @ Aldo] Rew 19
' Qg€ old A% A 197t Aol 'FHE =AY
olopZlf e teTh63) Guistd ofF THAF Ago] ol 1 Hele
Fg=) 7] WEolth, aEn o A7t P #Hes 7Ede A
B AoolMe Ade tide] EFHREH o §HE o] ofd ¥
32 FAA diAdo] FAE Afoln Iy 199 AfE 199 HAW
o &3te AA 3 o= st Zrt T YA 4% o
Aol m8)7]47t AP ETE Hold

ARgel 344 EAE FoA 7Pd4e HHE Y UTe Ae A
olu AMEEERE AW As FAATE GAF AlAE A
PgAcke AToze FEIH P FEFcln BEHY HHYAE
Agszie o] oie TAAQ PAE Adseie Ao HAAq WA
H7ie] e AAZ PR Pololth. Bl HEHRS NEL PR
7t FAFE juF PAE Ao FAL Pen Pertd A A
EE AAE b QrleM Fad AL 99 Wzt 717 ohig
YA 4Gl A FAH QA4 ot} 64)

IV. &58

¥ BGH#HOIA o FAste] &L FA3n HnAoA HAKRS €
BE 9T AL Pttt dAFoE ARY Al W@ Alude

62) Wessels, Strafrecht AT, § 7 11 1.
63) Hettinger, GA 1990, 552.
64) Hettinger, GA 1990, 554.
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W Hol glomg el HgmEst AR ANE EFE 5 ke A
- TAE QA% A=ebE V1A BRESEY Aol gl Roln| o] A
327 4399 ofg MR A 4%horE, F Ao TAF Waaole
AWEA Aoz BAKRY K27t BiRy A BAd Yoa B
otek @}, Puppe7t F3he wtsh Zo] Eh HAR(AURENR) S 3
Fote Aol BGHY Zen Zo| Bdold mAkte 2% AlgE
Folna Red 27 (4e) Aol FUcke A o2/ Homz
I Ade 299 BREAZD 5 slol RAERS AEE + sk g2e
Puppe £& 1 W9 BiE HARY $3ASY wdt 2 AA2E A
@AY Pupped] B2 $2& YRERYH ojmg FHHA Aol ¢
48 AME Aol + glen 9x Aol $2l9 Fge] gex a8
AE VLY ¢ 169 $EE F HA o) F o= o] §&A a8
AE BEsP| Boke o= o] W HA2 $4dter o 2 Fgaue
del & ZAA7te A9E & & gEold. ol3d ANM uu B
Rl FaRE FEH2 o BA/NNY REE U3 AAZ Asss
FNe ERT A= & £ dE AL NQE 5 g 2y &
TR fFadel meh & Ao 29 gagle] Had A8 Anelg i}
AA Gk ol A X A AW Abgolete Ao mat 4
Au8E F3e HHlehe Ae YRUE APHY 2 Folg},

65) GA 1981, 13.




