Na5i¥ie

fif 2 R IR e A
SRR R S

T [

ABRE.TZAFERES 120 5HAHZE L EZRF NG XERITERFTFE , HMAHAHD
ﬁ&ﬂé&%lﬁ%%‘ﬁﬁ“iaﬁé”o K X —HEFEEAEFN, B 1848 Sl k2
BRNEZEEFTERTT KA 160 56554, 4552 1980 SFRAE #7723 IR RIR B

BEH I ENBRNERIT LT E" R ERFINEFRTRFEIMEL, AHLFEZA
AHFFREFTFATE"HRAAFFRAETERTE? X FBRT ZAR KRG EAEN A
R E DR BEXT AR CHEREEBIXAABREN M FE TR TAFR, 2
MEBEN AREY ZEREBGER TS A2H TR ARM LS G FikiTHEETE
FALZHAERTHRGAE, AT EARFARFLET EERF A —FFZXBA B IR, 5
AMERESESZEARREE AR LS TH R,

XKER:FETFTE AREIR ARKY HEHLAF

BEM, FPRAARXF R FTREELEMAAR HFMNKXFEREFEFRZ P SHFLN,

5l

hfll

FI DA 5 ] 3K 398 i i ik Bt 1803 AR Al i 5 41 HL Uk 22 it i#h ( Marbury v. Madison) — 58 45 &
P e DAk Ut S g D R AT o O A e AT OE T U Y R s A, AR 2 I K
sz o WFEANTA R E B RARRE A BLCERSLIE LG E Y S8k B%C_Iu%ﬁﬁ'%%ﬁ—%fﬁ‘@ﬂ‘]
B O 2 A A BR, w9 A B WO — B T R R AR AR G 22X A LR
AT 1] 44 B JE] 58, 8 16 v AR SR O B 3 T 60 25 1k w0k R 47 i %ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁk,uﬁwﬂmﬁk
fITXEAR g P T i G A1 o S8 o A ) B R R 27 o

* %KJIUQ% 211 TR =@ T R0 H A SR I 0 ih R 5 A REUE PR b £ 5% T ) K 1234 [n) 8
7 (LC - B0O04) 1 @ H7 A A B 35— 55 & 1 75 W 2 6018 307 F 50 H 9 By Bt 98 R o
(1) Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. (1 Cranch) 137 (1803).
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WV IEJE P R S R A B0 BOAFAE | DU 27 AR A R S i 28 A A i, 1 10 £ 22 A 0 — 4> 4o
I AR R 5 AL P o T ol A SR ) AT B 28 A T A 22 AT S R B B R AN T AR S
T A 22 [ PN A O i T R A A, S T U R A G R S B AR AR I T 22 RO
NI fEL T I A i 2 T A I ) o R A R AR 2 AR AR a Xt AR B, AR 58 A B T A
Je Xt T Hp A — A [ R A ) ok A ) T DR ) T i, T B

TEAS SCHI SR — B 4%, T ¥ R G B 1848 — 2011 4 ] i 22 [ 4% ) v R 47 5 28 o % T R JF
(I8 M SE B LB A K A7 22 AR IR X 15 A b 2 S 3 58 o A, DL St Sz ] A e sURIT AR
JIE 1) ) i A PR AN TR B A ) T ) S DRDRE RO B AR e R E RN A . AT A
KB R IR B L AL SE A I AL 2 HUU L e [ o ik ke A 22 ] 3 o A R R R TR A
A 5 (3 T A R B DL T, 8k AT S A e DR R 3k R A A £ 455
WEGE— 2 R DR 75 5 = FB 70T LATHE 7 2227 3 X T Rk W2 55 3k B 5% 2 A Bty a0 45
TEIX —FB 70T LUK B 5 75 3C 5 A B o — 3020, BORF SR 22 A O il 2 88 2 R 4 i 25 A1
R IR 7R o

ity S LAY, BAR AL A Sl B AP D ARIEA E W Z A Hh TIgR I,
AR SOR 2 SR X A AR o 380 BRAE 2 2 HAE WA BT A 1 B0 T L AR SCR 48 1Y Wl 45
15 3 28 W A 32 TR AR TR B0 B0 BT R SE 1Y ik R A S S R AT o A L2

—  EEW AL ZATIE

Je R R VFILBE AT S A AR AT 2R AR — T IE A DA 1848 ARSI B BT i, A
KIAIEEC &R ) S B BUR A N RSB S B B e s A R
ABIE — 25K, T 52 8 0 2 6 ) {8 1) T o S — o o w4 Sr vk R AT 1 O W
AR L) YA 58 1 28 5t 43 ¥ & D5 (Johan Rudolph Thorbecke ) 1 5 /™ 5 4% 4 3,
U HRORE 3 — 2RI A B R, LUG AR FRRE L B i 25 i 2 AR R T, TRy R B AR I i

(23 FL7E 19 20 G 99, A7 22 3k e a0 o 340 0 JBAS: T o AU A5 B 2 AR L 0 4 o A5 9 R, AN B AT X B () 4 A
ANFEBF B, C. AT M Kortmann 55 A IAh I & BE BE 7E 1864 45 3 J1 6 H Ay H P (W 2646, Pothuys) St #fi & T 41T
JEIU - B, S A 22k B TOAC A I TR I B (EL A AT LA AR S g A A B R T S A S — &R L
¥ (delegated legislation) |17 B 24 J&) 1Y 57. 1% A48 94 57 1% 5 1 Preadvies van A. K. Koekkoek A Jy 1879 4E 1 H 13 H Y
Meerenberg judgment A B IF B B #1637, 73X — ML) . See C. A. J. M Kortmann & Paul P. T. Bovend’ Eert, Dutch Consti-
tutional Law, The Hague, (Kluwer Law International edition, 2000) , pp. 134 - 135; Preadvies van A. K. Koekkoek, Ad-
ministrative Law and Constitution in Ireland and Holland, Deventer, ( Kluwer Law International edition, 1987), p.67. %
A fif 25 2 0 LA SRV 1 B o A AL B LT B 5 S, AR vk B o A I S BT G R A B, B RS A
TIRTNR” B RA R —— AT 3 A B G 2 A AR e R i N R SR IR B A5 o N IR E
B 5 B 2 T Y R U5 R A R R SR I, 9T LA B AT I ) A () 12 A RS AT DA A2 R ik i ol A

(37 WERFATRESEE R MUE — 0 T OR3P 2 R SEA AR I BT RLsd T B A 48 AT 9 75 B0 3% I8 4 1579 i 4k J5
LA ST (SR8 S5 M 24524 ) (The Union of Utrecht treaty) 5t 7] L7 /2 JE 8 22 15644 3L A ( Republic of the
United Netherlands) {955 — & %5 1 . 1795 — 1813 4F [] i [F A A7 450409 ), BI R 98 i [ I 4007, Se 5 A1 3 AR %6 1%
(1798 1801 1805 ) MiAfi ; 1813 4F Mt 37 J5 , filf 22 (450 4 Y00 11 6 36 4> K 19 LU R If L 2 ) 8 3 T+ 1 & — 30 B © W 2B 8%,
UCARIX TR B I MUA , B 1814 4R 55 3% , 33 i & 4 K Af 2% F [E (Kingdom of the Netherlands) (8147 8 . 53 415 2L W]
9 JE 1815 LR Akl Y 55 29 (Treaty of Vienna) 21T Ji , 4> K (14 LL A i B ) VA £ 2% 6 1614 L 0 T 0l A2 35— 7 B 5 i 2
SR 1814 AESEEM T —Se TR A PR, BE AnHE — B 1 S P BE )

(4) U2 , AR IR 22 1 BOVA AR GE AN SCAl , X T — S8 R S0, BOUT B2 2 8 — S5 I 19 2 3 2 e I BT 0F
FERPA A . BT LA, X BT AR A6 22 8 7k 2R DA o gk I 0 2 vk 2 O o A M BT L M A FER BE O IS¢ 4 AR A, T HL 5K PR
b IVFRE—RB R SBRAL— D EE S E S 2 0STRTMES LF,
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2L E S A T BUN R R AR, B2 i E B R A 2 AN AR A I R A O A
1S REHBEITE M58 ko BUJE 947 22 %8 BUA B S B DL v — 38 . M 1848 4R 3|
1983 4F  FE R IK 135 AR Iy S A i) SRV fp 22 S8k B il 17 16 W, R DL e i 55 3 Wil
AT AP B AR L0 (LS — A% R BB A8 ke R B A M Y i

1953 ARAE JE It S8k PRI T — A8 19 2 3K (26 94 %), BLZE * W 2R A 22 £ [ 19— 35T [
PN L% A5 00 i R B AT 5 3t 249 SR 4 [ B 4% 24 8 ) B 4 A Bk S AR I 2R AR, 1% 0
TEARTRSE0E "7 X B JE S TR H A 4 22 1 [ B S 5 (R S BRI ) o o 4 )
AT B4, 55 AR o A A TE RO A Sk 8 E el T OB i S 1 IR N R Bk S R A
Jith” 33k — JEL O B DA B EOR A, A 22 20 R ik N s A AL 2 O B — [ N vk i
SCOZIE I AR AL B B AR A AT TR0 BCRE A 56 580 e 500k e ot A7 8] 5 1A BH 1 1 72
Hh s B AN A AN A N R S TR R A 94 AR [ PRIE A e o AR UL, T 1
94 Z5 S b b AR T 1 3 e 6 B8 ] B 4% 2 a8 1l B 2 A ple s o 4 £ 22 [ O P A OB 5Kk
HECWEHREDE A S) AU L) A, SR Y BT 1953 ARy 4F =2 AR Bl T Fi 2k, A
O X A AR A 5 29 SR ) I B A Y L AN AR T AR A PR 2k 4 A
FOAUH R 377 ] 7L

SR, 3 S i A R A N R Z Ak o DUILAE S 94 R B A B 1k —4F 2 Ja , B 1954

(5] J.R.Thorbecke, Bijdrage tot de herziening der Grondwet, Gravenhage: Martinus Nijhoff, 1848, p. 60.

(6) 7E 1848 4EE PG HGE T 5, BLAT M0 1 22 287k NG S T 1884, 1887,1917,1922,1938,1946,1948 ,1953, 1956, 1963 ,
1972,1983,1987,1995,1999 ,2002 i#47 1 16 K&, Ewoud Hondius, M. J. Chorus, Piet-Hein Gerver, Introduction to
Duich Law to Foreign Lawyers, 4" revised edition, (Kluwer Law International, 2006 ) , p. 302. Johan Rudolph Thorbecke
M7 1849 - 1853,1862 - 1866,1871 — 1872 =/} Y] 4% J5 #H 1T & #H ., See Mark T. Hooker, the History of Holland ,
( Greenwood Press, 1999) , pp. 125 - 126.

(7] 1956 44 22 58 1% PR 2, 18 UR B3 93 ZMUE * BA 858 200 ) 1 [ R 2 0 B R BRALUR pe s A A AR 2 H ke
BAANRI)” o XRRE B T 207 1 [ B 4 2 50 1 B 20 2R D 5 ] LA B TE A 2208 L R 2 4 5
AR B TN AE SE VR B R AR ST .

(8] 4 22 4h3c & B I A R 7] 9 - W% AU (Jonkheer H. F. van Panhuys) 76 1953 441 % 96 W2 45 1E 52 T A 19 37 36 175 07 Hb U8
T3 — 5o #KHR Jonkheer H. F. van Panhuys g 5%, 8 LLG B 518 £ B KE PRS0 &4, ff 22 4235 B
TR Z o AT S R E A e TR 22 SRk P OC T Ah B 45 M AR S AR ML RE HEAT B . 2 I B A 22 BORF BEAL T —
AL TR E 2 5L 2 S E ST A0l A B 28 3 DAGE R B O 75 2 . X2 51 2 o [ B % 7 2 (the Permanent Court
of International Justice) F R /T B0 « WS (Jonkheer van Eysinga) 4%, MG Z ISR T —MHEBEBIE
RHRE P HAREES R ZE A S, RIIZBIERFERMHE , RS 0 T 4e 40 AR R [ bR Bk 195 25, B £ 40
T 1 BUR T LAAE IS M 2 )5 0 1T — 265 S 58 0k 1 T B 4 2, 32 B TEASU O A5 BURF IR o X S B0t L T 1953 48
jli i, Jonkheer H. F. van Panhuys, “The Netherlands Constitution and International Law” , 47 The American Journal of In-
ternational Law 537, 538 (1953).

(9) WEUHIMIE, JE 1k 94 45 HURMURE QAR 2% 2 [ i1 — T 1] S7 05 5 0 B A N IS EL A 0 3l 24 B ) 1Y T B A 24 s
[ o 2 LA e AR e SR A IR SL AN SEHE O A B W T 1 B AR 4 A 3 24 3R Y [ R 3 o o A T
TR AT o SR 12 I8 78 3 TR 20 23 1073 8 v vl S Ao i 39 32 0 S 1 AN AR 0t ) e 3R AT W 3k A A, IR O M i |
PR, VRS AN SR N 0% B A T B AN A5 S A OC [ Y s o 7E 1980 AR AR LG 9 B iR SE R b, A 22 0E B E A
T LUR WA R BOR e B B R R IR S 94 SOk AT R AW AR (1) N B 2 I, fif 22 1565 E 12 45 W Al )
BT RAMNE; (2) WRBERRE EM IR A% L BAH G 2%OR 5 45 6 15 BE Y 58 048 32 PRLFR M (judicially manage-
ment standards to decide the case) o i id 38 [A] 3% WA [A) R, 12 (50K 25 94 2% i WL ZE 6 A O W) i A R AR R T, G —
RV Pe F5 02 1986 41 major railway strike case, ¥ BE N, RA IR A SUE T T2 2 1, i H B #E N T4£4
[ A A 2 B, HLAS T 22 [ P9 37 3k 0 AT BB T — 25 38 3 1 (without further ado) [ bR 2% 20 A5 4 HR B * 2 29 W 27
[l 35K , See, e.g., the Supreme Court judgment of 30 May 1986, NJ 1986/688 ( Railway Strike) ; Judicial division of the
Council of State, judgment of 15 September 2004, AB 2005/12. J. Uzman, T. Barkhuysen & M. L. van Emmerik, “The
Dutch Supreme Court: A Reluctant Positive Legislation?” In The Netherlands Report to the Eighteenth International Congress
of Comparative Law, Washington, July 26 =30, 2010, p.8; Jan ten Kate & Peter J. van Koppen, “Judicialization of Poli-

tics in the Netherlands: Towards a Form of Judicial Review” , 15 International Political Science Review 143 (1994 ).
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AR 2T (R AU 29 ( European Convention of Human Rights, RCHR) . %/ 294
BRI AR ZE M EEH FEAEMIAE AR AMTABEBRRELS 94 KL TH
TR Z M, SR B S G AN IEAR Atk . 1960 — 1970 AR AKX, i 22 3 Bt O A5 B AUAN I Oy [
P 5 O A AN 24 oh 98 T A 18 B vk o AT T8 45 N A U RCRI B B AT i
JoG, B T AR A N i RN S S BRI A6 A e 22 [ 9k B RCR] SR JE BEAT AR U0 B
PL, 55 94 S5 B8 7EAR A 1 — Bt i) P ARLT- H45 B AE R A7 IR RS I e v, ) i S8 12k
7 T Z 3 AT R

) )OS R B ] AE K — B S (AR B AE X 565 94 AR A B b T HL BN I B v i
6 A I RG] i . 1961 A WA T —WE w4 65 % DL A S BRI
A o — O HAE T BUBE LA ML 2 AR 1 ik B AR AR VR I R T X — R R T, WA
P RS L E , BT R B AT 1L B ) R 4 P 2 273 DL 2B ATE 8 =G i A AT A
AR B, BRI T L8 S B A Y AR 3K T 0 2 YA O 1 R A R T A At ) e 2 A
— . T LA A R K — TR A N Y O AR o K — A I A O AE T B R A A AL
AW SLEBRF A M. 0 - Bk (C. W van der Pot) 25 i #5 1 18 iz i 125 e 5 M L 2
HEAT 5 S8 W A (R A B R B ] TR, IR E A R - TA A R S i LR BB i O &
B 4 AN A, 1k e B AU A B SR R T A e o R U TR B R A —TA R
S IE L AN B AR e e g U

1966 4, 4 fif 171 57 58 1 2 55 119 A BB A 78 — J00 AR 4 o A D0 300 107 4 38 43 il B4k 28 15 5 120
FVE RS VR B 2 B2 I L U B 5 W BT LR P I A% G AR I A Y X — O
N 3K B AL G AR H ] P 3 e e PN 2 R DA AR L 2o [ PR R AR R A 1R £
DRI Ay o] o i A A L it 4 e R B 32 ) SR R e, T X % 2 BRSO 1 R 47 2 8 S AN 8 1Y)
1969 4 |8 5 56 15 2 B 2 M BGRRK @ WG AT Tihie ) Erhie i Bk E R 4
f1h) — B8 7% 53 6 P BCH S A0 B DCEE TS BE AL TE . b, — 8 R X A R Ik A Y SR
S LE VA B At — 2 J5AS R > S T I 2 WA B 09 BV P, G R i BN BT i L,
3 ML R 9 1 W A5 4 0T RE 23 8 B w9 ik ST P —— DR O T B TR N 1 BE BB 23 B BUIA
G FIIBUIE 52 WA A 4 U 53 A0 R ARy TR B A TR ] B 4% 2 R AT R 3 o A AR IR
TR HEAT 5 78 T A 58 A A VO FAS [] 0 5 00— 2 R A R A 0 R A 1 R AR
PG I 2R AE — S I, T A 3 o A U 5 20 R H AR SRR DG, TR AN BE DA JE Ik A VR R 1
B AR Y SRS WA . SO LG, el T B R AT 2 A S R ALY IR B A N
Joik 2 WA i AT BB 43 R AU ST I AL OGN B A Ay U1 R E R IR E AL 1
P 6 BB SR AE SR T B OC T 1 B L 2 B AV A AR G AR AT R A i L

(10} J. Uzman, T. Barkhuysen & M. L. van Emmerik, “The Dutch Supreme Court: A Reluctant Positive Legislation?” In The
Netherlands Report to the Eighteenth International Congress of Comparative Law, p.11.

(11) Hoge Raad, 27 January 1961 ,NJ 1963, 248 (wvan den Bergh judgment) ; Leonard F. M. Besselink, Constitutional Law of the
Netherlands : An Introduction with Texts, Cases and Materials, Nijmegen: ( Ars Aequi Libri, 2004) pp.91 - 94.

(12) Proeve van een nieuwe Grondwet, 1966, FF il £ ¢ BURI™ K SOHI M T Tl 0 55— (QAKL™ | oW fir 7 1 22 Rk
RALVHIE B b AL Bl SRS R BB A o X SRR IR R T B BUN 45 T R B BT S B, i L — s
LU ARE T .

(13)] J.L.M. Th. Cals/A. M. Donner, Tweede Rapport van de Staatscommissie van advies inzake de Grondwet en de Kieswet, 1969.

(14) J.L. M. Th. Cals/A. M. Donner, Tweede Rapport van de Staatscommissie van advies inzake de Grondwet en de Kieswet ,p.39.

(15) J.L.M. Th. Cals/A. M. Donner, Tweede Rapport van de Staatscommissie van advies inzake de Grondwet en de Kieswet ,p.39.
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Z R0 GU Oy, ) AN T R R LA SR A Y o SR, R T A P PR A
84 (Piet de Jong) L L FifiJ (14 A P] AR IR 30 - 3804 DF (Joop den Uyl) 252 5% I & A #K
IRI I AEBGA R 1T, WBCRR S 1 Ui & R AT o

1983 AR TS, oL L P RS , —J7 i, Vi 2 28 SRR R BR , o5 — O I, S 14 — &
BT R B A REEABOR], LNk B i A7 78 A B BERAARRE  HJR A 1k ik B X e
T ST i T A B ARAR AT LR AE o SEIE B B R, — SR G P B BB Y
FUVF )L AT ST A (H 2 I A BUR R AR DL A B A B EIR F 55T O iR T X —
HERL T ARG O T PR AT AN S A A i IR T R AT T R, Bk A
AR AR BT BAT JE LA 120 A HLRE B 1 Be 0 ACER R s T A 14 7R 4 DA R 2T
MAAREEE"

B HRA I B 1988 4F i 55 Uy vk Be o B — & R F 51 T ANz %
L AR FEYW LB =TS HE A RIS ESR, T sk TS i oA
TEV B, 1% 58 B I HT 1 B AN 2 T RE ) B R A2 | DR D iz i L) K B 1 19 75 =X R il
T EZX AR BB, T i S Tk AR E T X — U A BAR B A
120 Z5 255 1L 3A Be b 4755 58 o A5, (E 3 BoA W 45 1k 12 e A< RS BT v i) — B3 A s 0 (L
T vk B E PR U ) R R A I BT E BVE S o AN W SE T ik B AR A T X R K

Tk, s O TR R B, 4R CH R k) i T 1953 AR (AT 22 E £ BT ) A 43
ZR5R 1 R RRAA  TR A E T RO o A S — O P TR A 22 A AR 1 U0 A
S PR 2T B A A 22 I A R R ik, O AUDGE T 22 A B A (O 22 %8
VR RO B PO A Sy, (T 22 TS I O ) B R AT W UK T 7 e i OB A A AL
T3 A AL BEA WA AE 1k 3k B o A8 802 T i 7 B9FE 58, i LAY e L 25 A0 2% 288 2 X I 2 il 5 1Y
TRSEHEAT RRE A o X T 3R W F M T7 VA B N TR R TR A o ik BEIA O BE
IR BT 22 B I 2 B ) w9 AT B 4 ) AR K T S P ML T R
X ORI ) 35 AT A A 2 T RE LB FE 40 19, 48 B A2 (M RITE ) R AL 1 2 LR B BURI , D i
FE 2638 T 1R 5 2630

WO IR B S A R . RAFARR A B URBI AT 22 B vk Be o 15 9 S M O VR e A4 WL A
SRAH L, o v 12 B AR, AN BB IR O (i 22 BB 2 [ 58 30 ) B AT I 4 b ) ook o 2 ) 2 3, T
DAHE 2 1% 58 3 FuVF wl ik AT 0 2 A A, DR O X B AN AT 5 3208 SR 0 S0k U, AN AT 5 7 22 1k

(16) Parliamentary Proceedings II, 1974 — 1975 ,p. 2325 &2431.

(17)  “IBEAEXT a5 kA 5 4 A ik 47 1 #F .7 Constitution of the Kingdom of the Netherlands, Published by the
Ministry of the Interior and Kingdom Relations, Constitutional Affairs and Legislation Division in collaboration with the
Translation Department of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2008.

(18] Pres. District Court’ s Gravenhage, 11 August 1988 ; Nederlands Juristenblad 1988, pp. 1031 —1032.

(19 1953 AR Al 22 006 45 5 15 58 50 ) M A2 2 [ ey R O B P 4 25 L7 J 22 ) 470 30 B 00 LA % A S ) 5 L B 5 = 9 40 R O,
2008 4 12 J1 15 H ,BE 4 F [ B9 A 5 BUR TE A7 J& 42 09 51 1 19 2 52 R B ( Curagao ) 2847 T Bl 52 23 i, SR PE LR & R 2%
T B BB IE AL AT T 18 . SR s ,2010 48 10 A 10 B, £if & %2 9 51 4 (the Netherlands Antilles) 73+ i,
VEALZR B F 2 1 T I8 WA A ST B9 19 76 91 (autonomous partners) , 73 3 AR 22 1565 18], I 5247 5 WU Bl A =2 i
JE B R AR AL, B R, A KRR 22 kR FE & d 4 MIAHMRT o MRS AR XS T BUNE T
[ 33} : The Kingdom of the Netherlands: new constitutional structure, Produced by Ministry of the Interior and Kingdom Rela-
tions and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, October 2010. available athttp://www. sintmaartengov. org/Government/Pages/ de-
fault. aspx, (Last visited Jan. 11, 2012).

[20]) Hoge Raad, 14 April 1989, AB 1989, 207 ( Harmonisation Act) , at par.4.6.
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7 [ AR SE A P SO R A RRE AT B A ML G . B 120 A5 RS RE B A B
R FUVE I B A — e 14 3 e D DU A o B 2 ik S AT w3k o A R BR 1 A AT oy A B
37 i B 725 LV R X 1802 N7 16 S e i 5 o A B T RE M P e 1 B[R] I A L 7 1983 4
FERRAB B I R Hp SEIE LG B TR R T B R S8k O WA W A T i B A HX —
SRS MR IR B AEBRAT S8 0L P o X R WD, 7 22 3k B MK AR O AU 38 28 05 DA B 288 i LA 114 At
LR AT S A, IR e s e B B SR i 2 it RSO D AP B AE AU R IR Y
RESLENLR T T o Sk Befin 13 458 Ut , w06 JOAHE AT 3 T8 A AN A58 247 5 ik
Bt 7 A 22 2 BOMR ) o i) AR G 6, AR AT 25 1 58 BORR e T R A 1 2

AN, N TR R, fo i ik e A () 1 28 M 5 ik e Ok T KU IR ) il B 1 (i 2 B
I 3 ) 55 43 ZR S 1 T ML 1 ik A E P U0 A e T, B N R, LR RN T
O Wi A 1 ik BedE 2 1 R CHR 5 ) i ST A 22 IR IO IR i FE kY B mg g
A BE AN MR T 1L 5 120 2R B RILE L AT AT 7 22 1) 325 g A0 A A+ LA AT oy 2t ol o ied s 28 Y
PR BRI 2> i i 5 9 3 4 AR ATl LS T 8 A i — 35 2 R 1 S B A v R

g 2 . J7 9 W56 AT 22 B ek g 9 0 e 8 495 56 1 R A A ok K B A R PR U K
XS SCIR O 1980 AR AR LS fif 22 3k e 0F 105 JE 15 50 94 ZR A5 BE M ™ B2 i 228 1 A2 2%
Ko W EFTIA, B M 1953 AEBTE IR, #7 2 K B0 15 B IL S 94 RS —EHRONRIR, B
| 1980 4F, fif 22 SE 7L O BURUBTAT 3 (E. AL Alkema ) 245208 75 S8 L™ i 22 32 e 16 185 F U A
R 2975 T R P 836 A A BRI ff €0 240 SR, B 1977 45 b 3 4 HL 5 3t DX 12 e &
fif 2 (SSBAE L) B H T (M AALL L) 55 8 4505 250 fiF =2 25 1k Bt T I 430431 44K HE 4% Fob
] e AAL 23 249 (o i) i CRR U A2 249) ) Ofe o 285 iy 22 (5] P9 ik o 1980 4F i 22 die e i Be A A
1] 22 CRFVFIRE ) &7 959 4K T AW A4 T S A 72 KB Fp 7 i ML i e 17 G A
FUALT) 5 8 ZMER 14 Z8 B RLE , PRI AN 738 115200 1982 4 ir 22 fie iy ik e Ay i 22 (R
VRIRIE) 55 1:36(2) 25K T R BUAF T L 5 W5 i A0 ARAT A 28 F0RE 25 — R 787 9 ML i B 17 B
PN SR 22 (8 — R AP SE 5270 1984 4F i 22 i ey 125 e A Al 25K 3t 07 12 e AN 3 T R Ui
TEDEE 1:161(1) 25 RLSE , BB 0 it B T (RO AL 29 ) 55 8 2% 6 T 58 B AR I L 7E 128

21) Hoge Raad, 14 April 1989, AB 1989, 207 ( Harmonisation Act) , at par.3.1.

22)  Hoge Raad, 14 April 1989, AB 1989, 207 ( Harmonisation Act) , at par.3.1.

Hoge Raad, 14 April 1989, AB 1989, 207 ( Harmonisation Act) , at par.3.1.

Alkema, E. A., The Application of Internationally Guaranteed Human Rights in the Municipal Legal Order, in Kalshoven,

F. et al. (eds. ), Essays on the Development of the International Legal Order, Alphen a/d Rijn: Kluwer Academic, 1980,

pp- 181 - 198.

[25) Maastricht Distinct Court judgment of 14 November, 1977, the Netherland Yeabook of International Law 1978. p.293.

[26) Supreme Court judgment of 18 January 1980, NJ 1980/463 ( lllegitimate child) . 7£3X — & FH , fif 22 REFIFINEME , B
A AR BAF N 8 (the kin) AT LS Bk B8 & U b 7 16 22 55 B 06 T MR 96 35 AR U , 107 8 5 I8 56 28 AUAUAR A T U
A F A 5 LA RE B BE 1 F B 51 Z ), AR S A A 5 A0 BRE B AR I B EE SR 22 ) S AR AE SRR DG AR o 3Kl DX %
T 9B B4 T AR IS A T L RO E R AR

(27) Supreme Court judgment of 4 June 1982, NJ 1983/32 ( Parental Veto on Underage Marriage) .

(28) Supreme Court judgment of 4 May 1984, NJ 1985/510 ( Dual custody) . 1£3X — L4, —XF 8 5 1 AC B A 2 3L 6] 4 ftb

T 6 % 427 1 M 4P AL, K 170 Bl A J07 R 3 DX 3 g DA, A B AT 22 B TR SRS 12161 (1) ML , i e 7 I e K 28

U5 I A, 75 B AR AT A — A BN TR RBLE B9 53 007 R T IR AL 2 AR IR g U B e i

BE , 42 AR BRI AL A 29 ) 58 8 Z i MLAE , o8 1 1 W B KA 4, B9 IS J5 1 AC RESL SE I M RO AT RE 1Y o Jie i
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W R ITEIHE ; (3) S B2 T BE AT BOS2 B9 B e 5 (4) 981k i BAUR Tl o BN —JT & ik 5
A%, B b L T AUE A U e # A F3& . See Mark T. Hooker, the History of Holland, Chapter 9; C. A.J. M
Kortmann & Paul P. T. Bovend’ Eert, Constitutional Law of the Netherlands, An Introduction, p.126. John W. Sap, the
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(55) RT“ZEEN” SMAMTIREA N A i A0 AR S &R B9 W @R, See Simon Schama, Patriots and Liberators:
Revolution in the Netherlands, 1780 - 1813, ( New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1977).

(56) Hendrik Willem van Loon, The Fall of the Dutch Republic,p.373.1802 4£ 5| 1805 4= [a] , (2 ik 4 W LLFn [ B @t~y 17—
A4 3 “ the National Syndicate” I ifii 78 i i Be , AL H = & Al IL T R ZE R ST R H A, 1804 R4 -
P AR AR, PR JS LA AR B i - K5 a2 E T, Ok 4k A B K, X — S2 8 i ik
2k

{57) Ewoud Hondius, M. J. Chorus, Piet-Hein Gerver, Introduction to Dutch Law to Foreign Lawyers,p. 8. 7£ X F. &8 A H , BT
=R A — B 2L 3 1838 AR i J5 P i L F 1886 AR A 1926 AE A BE K BR o 53 Ah, SR A 22 N4k T ik
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(58] Art.81&89, Constitution of the Kingdom of the Netherlands.
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tion, in Carla M. Zoetbour, Ger van der Tang & Piet Akkermans(ed. ), Control in Constitutional Law, ( Dordrecht: Marti-
nus Nijhoff Publishers, 1993).
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(62) C.A.J. M. Kortmann, Constitutioneel recht, 6e druk, (Kluwer BV, 2008) , p.357. Kortmann [5]££IA Ny, faf 22 B e A B A
3 98 1 A2 D A B0 5L IR — O T B AU A3 S RN v 25 TR 55— J7 TR BB RE W& 5 BUN (I £ RN A 2R Z (]
BAR IR OE 2R o BB BURN RIS FR N 2 < i 22 SB35 AU SF 97 & (guardians) ” . C. A. J. M Kortmann & Paul P. T. Bovend’
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(65)  Polder J& # 38 job U 3PUHE — i THI B A /K PRI Ok , AR5 N K HEL T 190 96 /K HE T, B G B 5 b 19 3 8L . Polder Mod-
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PR R PSR AL A 845 . A R T A T 2T SR 43, 02 3 & 3 T 47 22 BOA F AL & AW 7
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[67) Gerhard van der Schyff, Judicial Review of Legislation: A Comparative Study of the United Kingdom, the Netherlands and
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gelmaat 68, 69 (2002).

[68) Anita Bocker et al. (eds. ), Migratierecht en rechissociologie. Liber Amicorum Kees Groenendijk, Migration law and sociology
of law. Liber Amicorum Kees Groenendijk, ( Wolf Legal Publishers: Nijmegen 2008) , p.479.

(69) Rudy B. Andeweg & Galen A. Irwin, Governance and Politics of the Netherlands, ( Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan,
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R 23) 55 FCAt R ) Py 326 B i 001 0 L4800 9 161 B 2% 20 (International law ) 58, —JEi8 7 W2 fif 2% 16 B 47
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[ Abstract] As the section 120 of the Constitution of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
states, “The constitutionality of Acts of Parliament and treaties shall not be reviewed by the
courts” , the Netherlands has become the last liberal democracy against constitutional review by
the judiciary in the West world. However, constitutional review is not entirely absent from the
Dutch constitutional framework and legal system. The debates on constitutional review have never
ceased. Since constitutional amendments in 1848, the Dutch judicial authorities not only have the
power to review the constitutionality of the secondary legislation, e. g. delegated legislation, mu-
nicipal byelaws and provincial byelaws, but also can review all of the Dutch legislations, including
the Dutch Constitution, if the statutes are “in conflict with provisions of treaties that are binding
on all persons or in conflict with resolutions adopted by international institutions” , as the section
94 of the Constitution. Why the Netherlands accepts the “treaty review” but rejects “constitution-
al review” 7 The answer will be found in the special concept of law and particular constitution of
Dutch, “Polder Model” and the influence of international law, etc. What we can learn from
Dutch experience is constitutional review is not the only way to protect human rights, the develop-
ment of the mechanism of protection of human rights of each country should based on its specific

circumstance.
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