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T S A= SRHK  IF 32 W P AR ] B vy o T o 3 8 A 38 T o R A o4 45 2% 1 [ s 4 380 i
TR A DI A B (R 47 450 s HEL BN 89 ABCOR P BT i e A o S e Dy U . R
Toie D s A G R 5 S AR g AR M . C 1O RRN f AR [ B i A L . AR 1950
AR AR AL 29 )T B 3 3k RN AR = 57 2 RN I A AS I Bt #9135 T A R 32 L (B A

s QU AR A BE RIS 2 25 [R) 2 A ORISR RS S o AR v SR AR B D
(13 A3 E Queen Mary University of London 2018 4F Xt [ b A &k & J 175 1l BT 48004 i 45 5 32 0L 1)
P HER B B BN EF M H N . See Queen Mary University of London, “2018 Interna-

tional Arbitration Survey: The Evolution of International Arbitration”, http://www.arbitration.qmul.ac. uk/
research/2018/, last visited on 7 April 2020.
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B BE LT I A 8 T A 29 0 A RS B ELAA TR IR TR XA R T & R ARUR R S A
W3 T T AR DA B ORI A A 24 ) n e 3 ] A 38 ) o b o3

T = [ bk 2, B 2 T 2 B WO AR e 19 52 B 3ok [ B v 0 st [ B ARk & e 1 T
ZISE e ALt ARGE S EPRAAE SR TR Z A X RHEA, 20 HE R X AR5
M3 R FAII R BE 2, 2Bk, B 3T AR ok 2 BRACER BE A AWK, R E C &L 0k & |
LA A BR S — B2 ) R T 106 H Vi 22 1 [ B 57 ) JEE 45 R0 4 i B FR [ 78 [ By 28 B0 1R IR &R
AT SR AL T AR B B by, C30 2018 4F 12 H 31 H o3k rp e Jp 20 7RI E 55 B S A T ER R
(& T 5 3 PP A T B 4 vos AP B A5 0 B 1 2 UL ) o 4 2 B v A 6k IR 55 1) 5% 4 T O e N K T
A B BE 3, B v I A 5 A L B A R TR TR ORI W T A A TR A 3 A I B S 4
J1, B E G HE S5 M 5 00 2 LA E S0 2 1A R I Bl AT R, R B Y
BB & T & o MO AL A AL o i 28 2 5 A ARt 1 Rt d w2 B 2 A Y R R AR L 2 2
EPNE 3 Ak & LI TU I SIS/ vir 8

KERZEZ 5 E R, 50 74 7 T 5 E PR RN & AR . (RO A 20 )i T
A 5 4 2 1 0 A G A A R Bl o A4 2 R A T 4 29 [ 2N 2 2 A A E RIS T
R AR e 0 3 A Gl T PR S OR A i A DA B 4 4 24 R 32k e o A R R LA B T L Y B
PAT AR IR P, T 2 A B R0 AR 0, A AT AR U AL 2 24 ) 82 3 HR 3
oAk, Mo CRROUN AR 29) 38 T B A7 2 B i Ak . B PR AR & P BE (Court of Arbitration
for Sport, CAS)VE Ay fiff ke [ bR A4 4 180 1) fie B SEAILAL , G AP R R I PR A 38l o7 7 3 1, 52
BRI AL BE RO W . 4F 2018 4F ABUE BEALE 2 44 ) Mutu and Pechstein v. Switzerland &
(LAF @ FR“Pechstein 7)) HfE i HI T IF B HEAE B T CAS AFF MR )5, [E52 3 R Vi
BA T HE CAS M M RDE LAY 56 — A . 30 DRG0 ok 2022 SE 4 F s 2 FE B bR ik E
i N EH bR F iz s b i AR A SR B E L,

TR T T o A OB TS R A2 24 )3 FH T Ao 94 10 28, 35 BH 30T 47 Sk [ B A8k 400 4 rh
) — L g BT A JE o DA IO R S R R TE 4 o [ LA A TS RN A A A B A S — T e A e L
(R AR 29 )5 6 25505 1 R P IC 80y 20 TE w7 RO H 2 AT f5c 1 2 e o 22 9 52 ), 1% 2% ML
FE L TEHEE TN 2 ROBURI A 55 5% 3 78 P Xof 5 A 2 AT ] TR =5 98 44 B AT AT A B 72 A
L8 B R] P 52 SV T I 20 ST T 2 TR A R JEE 1 8~ LA RIS IR, 7EA XSt iy T A 5 i
BANCI R B R AR EHORIRA S 6 5558 1 ey, I, AL EEBIZR AL 6
FH 1 RIS IE  FIASR R SR DG (0] R TT o 308 T = [0) 2 26 — L (RO A AL A 29056 6 2%
S 1 AR AT T s 5 I B A R AR R R PR T AR R R 3 T e R o S

23 SRl AR X B B B 35 40 e R DA 5 AT 1 5 i) PLCERIN A BLA 29) Z 38 A v
7 CEATEIR )2015 4E55 3 1,25 10 U152 DB A 2K ARG X [ B R 28 80 8 AL I 32 T H T RO A AL
W 6(DRZIEH” (R ERIEHEITIL 2016 4F55 1 7,25 160—161 T,

(31 ZWALMe 5 420 2% 4& T b B Ao I B 38 40 B AR R, 2R T H AR V2019 4E 7 9 H L8 10
o I SCHRE] L BAR 90 %6 L L Hh Bl il AE 00T U5 A0 G T B35 45 R R A S U D 20 (BLHE 90 %6
DL RS2 op o [ 4l B DA MR 4 22
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B 2 T S (IO AL 29 ) B R TE 5 36 =, TR KRR AR 29 ) B J7 RAFPEAE R B A 1955—
2020 4 BT A 5 PR G B A b 3 R 2 B SEBR G B0 5T TE AN

T NALBRAP XS T AR A A

(—) ABUR P IE B T B0 7 7 18] /R

T [0 25 L3R = AN )L i 7 ey o B WA RCOR 3P 38 T PR b 25 . (258 |, AAL
DAl B 19 H bR AR T OR3P A N 52 [ AU A9 4R 3, 2 b 1 5 3 e AR g £ 75 46 i e
PeAAN A ) G ORGP EORE T XA G . oI AR E T K8 R R [ bR Ak 2 AR
55 b B 4 SO P RRE DA B A R B AT G 2 L RO — M a5 [ R ot C 40 s ABUR
PPl T 5 AN AR R B 4508 RT R 23 ik i i R I T

TERAE GG I A AR AP 2 /0 25 W 7 T A 440 . — 75 T, A ASUOR 7 AT A 2 Bl il 21 A
AR A A S92 B AR I RE S A RAE Z A B X BBV G . fE 2 kA, B ML
AN AT RE 7 AR S A TR B A Ay % AT SRy A 9 BIR A o ] 52 a0 25U B 7™ A% 14 B 510 00 38R 7
FEXFASAAR 14 BR ], 00 2503 Y BR A B AT 5 3 F1 A 2 2 R B0 . AT &, AL VA B H R
NBEFEAL, e R TE U AT AT DL i 5 7] (22 [ dD T A28 AL, IR s AABR 37 FATE 33 vl
RESI R AP H il A& O e M FA AR T2 A SEHLR Y 55, 45 N5 im T B F e B2
R BORIERTE”. C00 [ PR 55 1 U A — 28 A [ B A BOE A E B 5E 5 v K T B
A 8 s A ) 4 o A L B i) 2 R AN [R]85 A AL ER 370 5 1 A AR R BEAT A T il 1 ) e 80 001 )
Mkt C60

I3 — R B T 0 ARG IE HT T AL A S RE LAY PREE . XE A M fh R A £ 24t
P — AN R B A BEHE L © R AU B Y 25, DRt AT 438 T A 3 L0 i
AN TR AR ol 80 1) B2 A 447 T2 5 90 o AR AR R P R A Bk JH At ) B2 o o 26K
HIANE BE R . ) AR 22 27 3% 78 Pechstein Jr 48 [ ¥ 15 N (5 bR 3 36 58 vhiA oy 781 322 g AN N
AT [ Sz ZB VBT 1 5 R R BB A R b A 1) A P R OE A By RS Oy o R MR P b
BORBT . C70 WU IE IR S [ SE A L PR TE AR 2OR © 28 7 S [ 3 ok

(43 See Massimo V. Benedettelli, “Human Rights as a Litigation Tool in International Arbitration: Re-
flecting on the ECHR Experience”, Arbitration International » Vol. 31, Issue 4, 2015, p. 633.

(51 ZWE# . G AR FA AR 3P BT 0 [ R M S B WS ) P R IO R % 2016 AE LR
3.5 153—155 L,

(63 See Neil Mcdonald, “More Harm than Good? Human Rights Consideration in International Com-

mercial Arbitration”, Journal of International Arbitration, Vol. 20, Issue 6, 2003, pp. 524—526.

€73 RIS K1 Pechstein %8, 3% % 7] B 95 J £ [ 15 3l 51 Pechstein 7 3 -5 B¢ 6 1 B £2 & 19 32
B Z U 08 B A X R E AU R 1 45 N A 2 R B 7E RO AL B A o B B R Y 3 s ¢ IR
NHBCS 23 ) I A o B ARG T 43 BT 5 0L i 5 - 90 R IR X B B AR R 0 T TR R ERIE R IR ) 2017
A6 158 172—182 TT
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FEAE TR P . FESEAT T IR, 3 A BORAGE A A B Z T BRIk . ST
% St T SR AT W G B EL A R A T B SR A B IS BR AR ME . C 8 T T IR A U 55 A 2 7E K
R AR R BT 2 AR KRR R SR SR AR AN [ i b P R Bk R S [ P B A 3
BRI 0 — 0 40 o 38 R TR B U BT IR e i R A A . PR L A A ERA B AR S R
Ji 2 B Ak B 2R A B AR A T AR ORI LS Be B B T 2 A PR ST T A BRI
W,

F2 b BRI DR B AL TGI8 16 7 5 1 3 R I S 52 B b B AE PR A T30 43 )
R, ©9 ME AR R AAUOR 4P 3% W 3% 31 [ R Aok 403 L 0 S AR B9 AUR O 4045 ok T BRAR
BN X AE BT BR T AT ABGE A AR A BUE . IR S WA EAE T AR
PR RN N G DL A R ) B R R e A B 5 NALR AP AL R 2 TR AR Y 5K T SXTEC R A
AL 29 )38 F A 3% o AR v T3 8R T LAVE i A 2 . I A BCER B T R s A B R AP A
SR D) 2 AR SC A B3 1 A3 BT RN AR 29 ) R Ak i 38 7 DLtk — 2D 4 7R 1

(Z) ABURIPIE A T &R R R

ENB K I AAL T2 1A R AT BOE AU " B 25 PR B N A SR AR
B HB . A ABGEEE Y, B AU gh 5] & AU, ©TTIE PT BE AR L5519
AR WA R BRI A . 5 R OC FR B B DA DG i AR ) B 2232 3] T BRG
WK 2R DL K ] B O o 2 i v B DG . XA [ B b3 i 2 B TR Aol W AR — e i 2
5 {E: (corporate social responsibility) . & [E A 57 AT O $2 1t 7] 2k & Ak w2 $oss pL o TRl
Al 3 B8 B B A RO DA S S e b nT DL R B R TR 4 BRI L PN AR e AL,
O3 —J7 5 He L8 NBCRAUA] AREAS A 0] DA SR S e A SR a2 5 . 0 £l A Sk ) 25 A 56
FWATUIA LG L L A Rz gy, FAE IR 7R (discovery) A9 ZE R 1] g 5 2k
AGZARFEE 2 PE 0 A5 B R A A b i LA N 25 8 S G {5 R % A R R BURE I 2R 0 R ik
T2 TR s g 2ok, 10

ANBLRAF AL T2 0 1A A NG T8 3247 Bl e B9 AL 7 i T . B 5 5K m) R LA A A7 125
BLAG 35 3 [ RE AT g i B AR AT . 230 IE SO %) B 8 I 5 B B 7E A A fo] N AR 2 A 3k
15wV U B B AR X BN R — TN EEASAUR] . T PR D R LBl Sy w] R AL A i e 1R
T = P WU S5 0 o DRI 22 AN 2 B s AR 5 80E s v TR, R 58—, PRIk i
5t il B AE BT A58, A B 12 32 1R 5 1k B A T R R AR 5 2 = B K Rl A AR T AR
W 118 2 T B A i ) [ A 3 T e 282 L[] et S5 JA B A 3 A B b — R AR BR Y L S AL N GE
SCTHY TR 8 =, NAGE T DL Rk (0 N e AR S B R e 9 A0 N ACGR B B AT L
SR R e i B T S 118 S SR AR A ke 5 A AR S AR 5 AR T B E R 5L

{83 See Neil Mcdonald, supra note 6, p. 531.
£9) See Massimo V. Benedettelli, supra note 4, p. 632.
(10] See Massimo V. Benedettelli, supra note 4, p. 636.
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AT AGA R e, D

TE T FEALLR AP 1Y S e e v, WO AR AP AL 400 0 1 o A A € (IO A A 2 )
F 1950 4F 11 H 4 H fENM 3 £ (Council of Europe) B £+ F T2 D& B ARIE /N 2 1
YR A Z B3 2% U ARk 5 55 RO 3 1 2= 5 2 JE ) A8 B 1 AALLR AP B HLAS o CIRRUH AL
IS PINVR R WA AR Ry T 2 4 24 1 A DA 3 fm] R 5 S R B0 2 T Y S5 AR LR R L AT 4
1o NACOR AP 1) B AR K- T TR B A A 2 4 2 [ AL N 9 J AR w) ik R & D120 FEAL )
SEZA A N AR AL AR 58 HURR Se i i AL 512y AN BE AR R U 2 MO AL BE . B
1998 (RN AALA 29 )55 11 5 B0 15 B A0, WO AN ZE 53 2338 th D7 S0 8 65 L 8 I BRI
AL BE AT DL SZ BRAS N AR BOR 2H 2R 5038 A 2 B R AE (=2 U A 32 3 38 AR S
X KRR T AME R FEAR MO ARGE B A 450 By el =i, A 0
YA 25 B 20 2 o [] s 52 Jo e i O CRROUM AL 2 )T 2 29 [ vk AR R P s AT R 0 L 5
T4 27 [ i 22 5 T8 MOST E FNAT BB | A R S Ok A A AR E L T8 O ALk B
G52 F Y Se i 32 L (de facto precedent) , DA AR &) 5 52 1 AN e 1) — Zopd . 140 L3 ot
AR o8 B $0 2R 0y vk Be 0 B0 125 1A T A R AU R 3 B TR B s A, C15)

RN AL LA B ] 55 2% 0T 8 i w) vk MR B TE IR e B ARl 2 HL ] I B A B AN
(RN NAL 2R R T B9 NALR A 2 X 4 249 [ 75 i AE 28 7 HC ) ik S e v X AASUOR 47 7™ B AN 2
BN IE . S SEE0 AR R BR OR3P O [F] B S 7 4 24 1R 32 A0 5 20 2 SC 5% 2Z (8] SR B 09 - A, 2
LYLE SRR P R) R 1 J JRe i T AR N B RN — 2 SRR 1y GO s A MR, R R T
B ERHS E AR, i A A E A E A IE XA T HERZ TR
A NBYFEA B R AR it EEBR 6 . 5 2 00 4 2 AT AR e s 29 i S0t R A 9 E R A
AR FR R AL L P B A B e P R AT 29 E B[] R AT A I B e R
Y TE B AT ABGEBE AR FR “#h se 47 0, D160 BRYN AL BE 5 B Georg Ress
HERE LA M, 2 29 1 A R 5 O A T R A O L B 38 G — 18 i A B S B X [R) — AR TR
A TR AR R S LA B 4 5 55 I S i R SOk AR A S I S5 SR IR JE AT . TR 45 K
ARG BE 2480 HL2 W20 58 43 25 8B DX 35 (47 v ) skt o B8 52 [9) A8, - 38 7 {4 1 %)

(11) See Massimo V. Benedettelli, supra note 4, p. 638—639.

(12) (RGN IERH AR (RFIF) NN 6 G 8w ), 2RI AL BEE W, https: //www.
echr.coe.int/Documents/Guide_Art_6_ZHO.pdf. 55 4 1, & J5 15 a H#9:2020 4£ 10 A 18 H,

(131 S W EMHE R EE S EREN ", (P EES)2019 455 1 #8158 125 T,

(143 See Alastair Mowbray, “An Examination of the European Court of Human Rights” Approach to
Overruling its Previous Case LLaw”, Human Rights Law Review, Vol. 9, Issue 2, 2009, pp. 179—201.

(153 2 UL PR S 4 - ANBOE 2 ) B 2 B0 At K2 Hh ik 2015 4R L 48 244 BT, {H AR B i 4b
FRPE RN FE A7 TE R 1 3 B SR T 2 2 G — R R A R . S DS Ak - RO AR I B 3 L g1 DR )
M DI RE S 5 (GBI 58 02015 4R455 5 1,55 103 1T,

(161 UL AkHg . UL AT (150,58 103 5T,

+ 1638 -

www.chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw.com/



WO A A A 2 ) oy b K E R
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H AT AACER AP35 T R 0 B A T B B0 R SR T 8 5 . (EAS TR R 2, N 1B #F H)
B A T B RAT RN B3 78 2 S 7 P 8 R O B oA A TE W B 55 . H
NBUGRAP IS T I e B 2 AL U, 5 S e e — S U . 3t R AT AU 438
FH T A A7 UL e 4 < 58— b 200 SO IO 3 A5 2 A il o o T JLRE RS A 5 A 9058 195 D 5
B AR 7R S22 T AR A A LS T B A LR R S AR 2 T AR A

= CBRIN AL 2 ) 3 i 3 4 3t P

28 TE B AL AE AR 1 TR DR 8 SR R e — R B E Y R T DG I 8 AR A T R Y
CRRN R F2 EATFE A BVE OR B AL TP PEOR B . A AR BE 5 J7 P9 3l 23 A I IR A5 23 T B ) B A
FICRFIR S ALY 6 F53 48 B VB2 IE 87 FURCE S5 = J7 T A9 220K VR 18 7 B i BRI X
HRIALRG I ) B OR DL SRR TP 2R . AR N AEE 6 SR ER 1 A I AU E T ARAR 2 IE B H Y
R AB RN N Ak B 38 e 4] 45105 2 T A A K e Y U o v Bt AR ol B2 75 T, o LA
T MRS IS AN IE . FRF 5 1 , FERBCAFET AT AT, S H AR 78 & B 18] 9 3K
BH P . (RN AL 29 ) SCAS S ST 0GP B CR W5 S P B U AR B 78 55 BR ok A 24
PRy — T B AR T AR SR A% 1 X2 29 AT RE N AR L TS [T T A 249 J B3 240 B 57
BR8N 2t Rk A 3 IE AR B X R Bl A Y & R RN

(— )R EEA LA ENERE"

FRAECERINAALA LIS 6 5555 1 3K AR N B2 B BT 1“5 e 7 i o ), X ik
IR BYEER R 2 S FHBUE A5 T e S AR I R R N FEZE K . BRI B B 76 11T 1 )
Perp R N5 6 458 1 TP IS EE Y (tribunal) AN FE B 2855 B L A0 24 48 HoAl B &)
IIRE R SR, (190 ]k DR 2 5 A X b a Ak, RIS B LA B A s vh LAl 1 i S AL B &
i e ME BT F 205 e UL A R IR e . L2200 AR ZOR 20 i AR T BE b A TR
TP REE AL IR . MRS 2 A S HE LA R b A o R R B AR R R e B A
Z¢ )Ry M AT LA AT Bk BE A 5 R AT . AP ERBE R T 20 M E IR B 3K L TE 2 2 Y ) ]
AR TR,

N 6 ZRH 1 O E 92 IR FIAL, ABGEBEAE 1975 4R Golder v. the United
Kingdom % (LA T R&IFK“Golder &™) Hh & &t T Us i 1 Be i BUR| (right to a court) , IA A X /&
FLETES 6 455 1 A IEH AIALZ d iy — B & B AR, (210 30 KNy, 3K B R 1R A 2 5%

(17)  Georg Ress, “The European Court and the European Convention of Human Rights”, (% 2 BUIf 2
22002 4FH5 14 B4 1—20 B,

(181 See Massimo V. Benedettelli, supra note 4, p. 641.

(193 ECtHR. judgment of 16 July 1971, Ringeisen v. Austria. no. 2614/65, s 95.

(20 ECtHR. judgment of 10 May 2001, Cyprus v. Turkey, no. 25781/94, s 233.

(21] ECtHR, judgment of 21 February 1975, Golder v. the United Kingdom, no. 4451/70, s 36.
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SCrp A S E R AR, wT R AZ B BE S i BR ] Gimplied limitations) o H X B By R i 52 @ i
e B B 00 2 R SR ), C220 A AR BETE 1980 4E 1Y Deweer v. Belgium ZH4£5] T Golder %
JE98 R4 29 B R B N R R b A N80 SRl T AL H B AR A R R SR b &
AR R LA A R SR B R G ACR] L T8 BE XS AH DA N A B w1 A A D )
EIFAET AL, 2

BRI E S S 6 450 1 A URTE Bk e AR 8] 19 OC R HEAT T IR AN BRI Y 2 1986 AE 1Y
Lithgow and others v. the United Kingdom % (LA I fij#R“Lithgow %7) ., AL B 78 B 45 H
FIGE Al R L5 6 AR5 1 RO R I VR I T B 0 ORI O AR 28 X5, AT LA AZ B R 5 5P A
TE T VRTE T5 Be B ROR PR L ARR o 5 8 [ 06 L R A7 R3S 0 3 o 90 R0 B A0t | AT 2 A A
T SRR WGP A BT DX . 4 2 B vk e A ) E RO B A B A 3 R 5 AL (margin of
appreciation) , {HXF T J& 75 5 J£ A 29 1 2K, o AU A E R AE APGEBE T . XA R T A TS
R 1) S5 A0 A A TE AR B 2 A0 I e 28 B R i 5 BE O AR . A i R — TBR AN & T 3B
KAV BB, BCE IR AT T B S R H AR Z [ A G LA AR AR OC R L ) 5 2 BR i 5 56
6 50 1 AT, 20 ABUEBE kS48 L “tribunal " A — E B EL AR N — EE S Rl R R R N
B B, BT A& — AL T A BRASCEE A B AR e, 2 SR R I d M PR, A
BOEBEIE 8 ), M 45 5 P 3 09 vk, PP R 7 5 i B AR 2R L, OF BLAFTE LR AL E . (25
Lithgow MR T AKUE B Ak 15 22 28 00 1) 5 2R 9 2 2T 48 51 . 53 Ab . #E Regent
Company v. Ukraine 555 4 i AR B b Ah 38 30 e 55 [7) 7 T $hAT 19wl vk A e, (260

A S BRI AR BEAE 1983 41 Albert and Le Compte v. Belgium & 7 HIAN , XF 4
TE S A DR 50 200 22 A0 JE P 2 — B Rl AL A PR G A 2955 6 4558 1 KR, 3
HHAR G BAFFG AR TS r Bloer#E=fZ N, e & BAERHAUM 8RN AE 6
55 1 AR . X — P v i BRSO R A T 2 B 6 HLAE T T A A D s AR
FP . 12T SCHY oAb a] LUE— 25 303X — Dt ) e 3 1 5

(223 1bid., s 38;See Louwrens R. Kiestra, The Im pact of the European Convention on Human Rights
on Private International Law, Hague: T.M.C. Asser Press, 2014, pp. 38—42; UNODC, “Limitations Permit-

", https://www. unodc. org/e4j/en/terrorism/module-7/key-issues/limitations-

ted by Human Rights Law’
permitted-by-human-rights-law.html, last visited on 22 October 2019.

(233 ECtHR, judgment of 27 February 1980,Deweer v. Belgium, no. 6903/75, s 49.

(243 ECtHR, judgment of 8 July 1986, Lithgow and others v. the United Kingdom, no. 9006/80,
9262/81, 9263/81, 9265/81, 9266/81. 9313/81 and 9405/81. s 194.

€253 1Ibid., s 201.

(26 ECtHR, judgment of 18 December 2007, Marini v. Albania, no. 3738/02, ss 126 —135; ECtHR,
judgment of 3 April 2008, Regent Company v. Ukraine, no. 773/03, s 54; ECtHR, judgment of 19 July 2011,
Dreyer v. the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, no. 2040/04, ss 26— 33.

(273 ECtHR. judgment of 10 February 1983, Albert and Le Compte v. Belgium, no. 7299/75;7496/76,
s 29.
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(DIXHEEMRSEH M

i3 P LAY X 43 Sy A 4 L 0 3 CAn 57 3 AP a0 B i > g5 N 2458 HEAT I A T AR
Chn [ B g g 80 o WO A Z2 53 25 FL ARG Bt — B9 W) 0 AT X 43 B B P 3. (voluntary ar-
bitration) F5& il % (compulsory arbitration) , JXHRE T AAH 6 &8 1 ZWEH AR, B
TE 1983 41 Lars Bramelid and Anne Marie Malmstrom against Sweden Z& (LA T & #% “Bra-
melid 7)1, AR 3 23 X0 AR B B PR A PR R AT T Xy . I SR S — T i ML
PORE . AR 2 o TR R s A B B0 T L e T 2 3 N BR AT
T ER SN LA LB, PR AR P b T R ALY 6 558 1 AIMER . MR, LR IR R AR
MR A am AT R A HoA B . W FE Suda c. République Tcheque % (LA faj % “ Suda
L7 BE N ORI AR 2% 0 B 5 3 R AR L AT e I e il A5 6
XU 1 FHE . TE Pechstein B, i85 01 W 2 5K T 38 T8 06 401 % 5 56 T84l 44 3, W I gl i aE
ZfN CAS . %58 h AAUE BB A i il 1 ) i 38 55 [ 706 A i 0 1) i 8, e & FI e 2
PR TR RO 6 2558 1 A s .

7E Bramelid 2, AU 1346 10 78 29 30 N A AT PRI 00 T 8 5 A B 5 6 %
HA T, (280 AR B J 0 i e s A B2 DA A B TN Ry ok 28 238 (b 38 I 8, X5 = AT LA
T FE N PR AE 1 HE SO A SR sk Ak R DL —Fh [ AR IR Oy SR R R 5 A
YRR E AR PR S , C290 FLICSE 2 2 T O I 170 5 6 AR 7 4 B O A7 75 5 HC i 50 A D TG 19 A A1
PR, 300 FEIE FHA 29 F 2 29 1 ) VA DA AN 75 S8 A 38 U L LA S0 N A 388 1) o P 5 3 4 4
501l 2% 1 AL FEA O PRI S AR E SR L DL ] P R B S R I T it A T AR AR R L R
Fofr 2 ) A2 AR SR A b A 2, D

G54 DL b S B nT AL, o 2008 1 A R E I R — b 3 L 3 R A R AT DL
BN 6 RS 1 RFH M E R “RE7RS KR, T HEMEE TEIESFEA
B PRI B A% R L ERE TR RIS Bk 2 . [H Ulrich Haas 28248 . 0
FeAUBEAE T 20 55 A0 5 i R PR OO RN B8 o8 4 HE IR B A B Y R L X IR B O R
1% 3y il R b 12 e X A 3 B B LR Ok il R 0w E B . S BR B AR BE B A B 5

(28] ECmHR, report of 12 December 1983, Lars Bramelid and Anne Marie Malmstrom against Swe-
den, nos. 8588/79 and 8589/79, s 30.

(293 ECmHR, decision of 4 March 1987, R. v. Switzerland, no. 10881/84, p. 100; ECtHR, decision of
16 December 2003, Transado-Transportes Fluviais do Sado, S.A. v. Protugal, no. 35943/02; ECtHR, judg-
ment of 28 October 2010, Suda c. République Tcheque, no. 1643/06, s 48; ECtHR, decision of 15 September
2009, Eiffage S.A. et autres c. Suisse, no. 1742/05; ECtHR, decision of 1 March 2016, Tabbane c. Suisse,
no. 41069/12, s 27; ECtHR, judgment of 2 October 2018, Mutu and Pechstein v. Switzerland, nos. 40575/10
and 67474/10, s 96.

(300 ECtHR. judgment of 25 February 1992, Pfeifer et Plankl c. Autriche, no. 10802/84; ECtHR, de-
cision of 1 March 2016, Tabbane c. Suisse, no. 41069/12, s 27.

(31 ECmHR, decision of 4 March 1987, R. v. Switzerland, no. 10881/84; ECmHR, decision of 27 No-
vember 1996, Nordstréom-Janzon and Nordstréom-Lehtinen v. the Netherlands, no. 28101/95.
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AL 2y ) (B 4227 b i T Ak, 92

X R PR A 5 58 6 2R ER 1 AR FEAL R R VI AR E . b ST 4R Rk SR

IR TR B AR . TR A AL A Y05 6 555 1 R BRI B R i vk B i AUR] 2

A o 384 XoF 5 SR B A0SR 2 TE R SRR Y 0 TE P A TR H IR AR . B
WIHA (0 5 AP 3R T R A 2058 6 ZR 58 1 AR, I A JE AR AR W B A AR R R R
TR B 2 AR 3 A PR b o 3 A IR S AU Al T D T 5 2

i B2 B BN LS TE AR DA B A 3R R 9 28 TE Pk R B Y AR R 2 — S A 1 ] L
KRB MR E S, WA AR HE PO TG 75 6 445 1 3 IE SR F R
B, B 55— D5 T AT R B 2 5 KGR AN (R N AR B ) ] B A R A AR
WOAUBCFE” HLI) BRIV AR SR A D D5 A o0 B A ol AL i A 3R 7 A A JBUIIE L4 3 P A 3 i R 7
DU B Arb 8 B ASORT S A0 i R 0 BIR i B e A Sy 2 s AN 2 A R I O R S R A
P S T80 T HEOR R IR B S S 0, 2 o N AN I AR AT S iR T . e Ah b b s 3 B RO A
FEIE T R DL e B AR P 8 1 M R AP AR . X S R aE B 1 IR P b — 28 S SRR P M RO
ESFEMPER AR, 2T HATFAZOR A E S JRin 1y DO 2 — 2 MR DR A JF # 3R
JEN] . AAGEREZE Nordstrom-Janzon and Nordstréom-Lehtinen v. the Netherlands ZH135 1,
R AR S TR TR L B B AP ERCE WO AN BAE BT A 20 6 5%, DL OIS e o A
ER R, 2375 BB A 2% B I AR ) 4225 FH ) o5 0T 8 584 28 vh 4 2 [ 1 BAR R Sl
B B B A . DU A A0 2 ] 3 AR AR T ONA I e X B ek R iR ] A R R A ) 2

ST B EAME . AAGEFELE Suovaniemi and others v. Finland Z 35 B T3 T X
T3 Z 181 B B R RS, DR A AT W A e o B R A R )Y . A B B S R A AR R X A
AN 0L B A0 g 56 ) T T 55 6 A5 R W BT A ORI . WM il 3 29 AR RO TE 9 Fu e 7 /Y
LT AH R HELEROH] AT LBl 58, HE LA A WA Sevr O 5, SEAE S 6 A% DR R B A [m) AL A
Z IR DX Ay o AR 5k AR W B AR 1 vt T DU RIS 2 T T IE R AR 3 R A
&I T PR Y A R MR B B IR T A Rk e R AT

T2 S T AR OG0 R e v B S 3 1 R PR DB B B A Bt S A TR SE W A
NGB LIRSS 6 4% 3 X B R URTE 2 IEEA & AR . DL SR I M, 2 24 [ 0k e 46 246 DL A 3%
BB Z ST PR A B R AR R R 6 Sk I AR B SR T AR Y S TA HE SR DL
L ] P e 7R 2 HE S P S A0 455 1 O 4 S 44 249 10 A 3 TR 4R P Y ) | A AR Y R
B R, ABGEBEIA N, 55 22 12 e Ak B3 5 i8OS (] @ Y ) phe 5 B o BLAE B KR B
A UR AR T B A FE A ML S B AT A 38 A TS B B A AT A A R T A A A

0323 Vgl. Ulrich Haas, Internationale Sportschiedsgrichtsbarkeit und EMRK, SchiedsVZ 2009, S. 76
—81.
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B A R R TR IR AR AT 3 S A 95 6 2 AT 8%

F # W Pechstein SN T 58 il b 3 A1 00, 1258 EEW S CAS FEREE B S v V28 IE
P SRR P B A TEPE IR, T T i — A TR0, A ARk Bie A O 76 X6 AL ALY A 2 S7 4 A 2 TE A4 7]
RIR T Z i S 2 DX o3 AR A o il o ORI e Y R % CAS A FE . &
PREER M CFE T AL 6 2R 1 BRI . BARAR IR AL e 0 0 451 ik, 132 32 b AR 2% R
TR T TR 6 A5 1 AR AP A 32 R AR AR AU S AE 1 B 5 1 R T ) SRl
NSNS Font A M B R NCINAE RO € S CDEE R NEIR RS NN E S S U
T X7 9 S AN S 25 AT TR A Bk T PO o 3 B3R 75 1 ik b of R Bin 80 9 77 A
B BEAT T T PR IR 2 VT A AR SR 0 AN AR R IR, DR B R R R BOR AN E
VLR BT 2 o R U R ) AR 2 DA DAy i — o 0 05 v i SR SR i R, b 20
AL 6 S HUE B IR

XFF CAS MR EE (420 57 R rb S AP R, AL B A 78 R AV 7 P, an 2R 2
NHY TR T2 A B L vk AN e 1) o OO 2 sl T LS i 58 3% Ml 25 LAk S P R ep Sz S B Sl i
H L B0 8 BORE A S AE ol 2 SRR E 2 R R R ORE B A S DR S R A L TR AR
I AT A ST AR A D0 o AN o AASGRK e I AN DA D A 58 il 3RIRE A £ 2t 7 A% R TE A 7 T
A TR] L

Xt CAS FEFF il Z 2 TF R 9 [, KL BN BRI T3 FIR S e Y, Toig 2~ 49 58
6 2% B T AL SE 3 S FUAL PER Il AR AN A5 1k 25 2 N W3 BOBR 7 3 5 o T 17 1) B BOR] (A 56
B A SR i L EL 25 35 N B 3 R T A BE 4 MR 2847 0 AW 2 A 2956 6 & B
FAF W CAS BRI AR A TFHATIEE R T A2,

Pechstein 58 AR R PETE Tt BL 1 W1 19 S BOBUBCFE W IE T AAE e 5 40 5% B9 1 P 3k B
FIWTHHZE . Pechstein 1 Fii - (R 3 1) f) 2% DR 408 72 5 R 1 AR 6 b 8 R e Sz 44 R v s
P S5 U8 T 7 8 T e o5 T A i ) R 1 4 T 0 s VR P R S A R B LTGRO S 08 T
] 32 e 14 R 40 S OB S R U0 S5 SO T 5 1. T ARG B 1 SE R IE T CAS P #CH A 38 1
P 5 B X0 A BEE B 2 7 A A R S A YR B IA N o b T i o 3 B AR 18 3 52 A DU R AT A7 PR I
CPRL S AR IR ) B 22 06) G BEAT 1 5 S 20 A7+ FH 38 AL B A A o RS 1 I PR AT T AN 2 i
A BES e HEAT S0 A . C300 AR 2 [ B b AR ) A 2 T L 0 A [ 9% B 4 T O T
Ao WKL BE R AN YT, FCBT YR YT L i ) 9]k 7 AR G TR) R sl 57 4 i DU 3k e 0o 5%
PFIIAR 22 HAR IR B HEAT 1 5 8 09 B RE . m] AR ABOR: IR B Gk B B0 B L Y 22 LS 1) . g 2 24
Lk I ARGk 5 ) 4 ke R R % BR8] 0 (] — ] 18 AN () A B4R 47 S35 — 61 N 3 194 4 82
LD 55 A B PR 47 B 64 A [5) A {8 10 A3 e BT A 2 5 00 2% 18 BRI o0 L 48 71>

(333 ECtHR, decision of 23 February 1999, Suovaniemi and others v. Finland, no. 31737/96.
(34) ECtHR. judgment of 2 October 2018, Mutu and Pechstein v. Switzerland, nos. 40575/10 and
67474/10, ss 68, 73—74.
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2019 AFEOHH BT A CIR T AN )25 57 25 B8 1 B 24 = N —J7 37 5K RIVAT £ 47 24 JT 2 o 1
BN, 32 NS B O 4 4L A 3 3 1] o 0 7 3 e o ) 22 3R B

DU, s A i ) 5 BB A A 1 i TR

CRRYH AL 29 ) 04 45 247 [ 70T W B A iy SC 55 LB A i i S35 D) oy 2% 10 AL A5 ok E .
T TH 5 % [ 3 S8 7 0 e (8 R AT B B X B A7 M o (EL S B, CORROUM AL 2 ) Y
LY AT S 2 N HEBR RO AR AT 48 Bk 50 0% o DAAE 1 B i 38 00 %o 3
A1) B TS FE A AN SRR AL 29 ) SO T 33k 1 ol Ak 2 75 536 2 (RO AL 29 )
LT

(— ) 48 SH ASUHE BR B9 ) /R

AT A R 5] s Ao o 1 R 0 — T AR 2 L DA b R B A I S AR A — S8 R 5K, Sl 0 SR AR
e R M X ] B b R A W 5 7 SR 2 N i 24 R R i BIR T 2 e 0 B i R PR R A XX
Tobt R RE 149 S0 3 38 2k 5 8] 1 50T A R AT W B ) o B, DA — BB [ AN T 2 B 4
K 05 A A DA R AR T B 2 2 o AN R A [ 5 A B b R LM I X AN S AT 3 2 ) (i A
B 51 MO E RFVRAZE M) 1522 ZWM T 2RRME . B T XFE 5 A
R B 25K 4 249 [ o (R A ) 3k MBS 1) R T B AT AE nh 2

X AT ) R s 3R R LU A I ] vk vk ) IRUEE 1717 SR A 4 Rng RLE B A 2R b R
XUT5 A 52 HE R Ik N B7E LA I 82 A5 A BT o 30RE HE B LU A 3% B 09 R P SRS AL . Hlm ot < b
BATT AN I VA Ih N BAE L R I 958 A7 A B 7 1 35 S AR By R DAHEBR 3 A AL, 2 AN
BEAT Y€ WAL . KRGS U A ik B A JHE A 451 9 o G240 1y EE (51 D000 [ 5 T LR AR it
T — g BRI 5 {FL 3 of BR A 6 20T 23 /N o 5 T 09 T Be A5 4 2 [ 3B SR 1 Y e sk = 5 B
PE S U R 2 29 SC55 i i B . AR AR X — bR 1 5 4% LR IR N7 VR A Y H A 2 B Y, B3
53R G ) BE A DA il B W 51 DL RS B ek e M B IR S8 b L R S S Y R R R T .
A s 7k 3 T I DA Ry 3 D 4R 28 RO 2 SN Y SE B S DL R T R D A Ak R PRAT
X B HE T BRIV AN 25 i s 3 A0 RO AR AR A Bk B A H R vk X A O 5L
9K AN RE I8 B 370k FTIE KR 9 HAR o 35 7 vk 3 A SR O R AN HE S B T, 8 N Y
05 78 S 125 PP BT OB B D i ML . B R A LR IR A7 9 0 A B IR T R
P T AR W B JBUBEAT HOE ) B B R R B BL 2 o IR SF T R O AR A A IE H R B AUR] . i
T R 1 B R A PR R R T ME — — O S R e T E R B IR AR T I 0 AR R R 1 I
VRIT AR 5 22 R 17 v TG 0 X 0 i R e g BE ) o O350 3 Al 0k a8 A O i R T o AR R
BRI o 3 I A b R b A — AR B L R VR D7 BE 98 A O R AT R Bk L OUR 7 AT L

(351 See Alexksander Jaksic, Arbitration and Human Rights . Peter Lang, 2002, p. 290.
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X AhHLE I T B 3 S 29 HA SRR IR E o AN 13 S HE S TEMR IR A 9L E BT 2 1Y
R FA 32 PR AL ARAT A B A7 56 B SR I SR A S Bt . 2R ph R 2 4 Aok
19 204 BRPE L MEE T AE 6 4550 1 RS a8 R SBOER AN 13 &, AN, A2 14 &3
FE S N ARNCYER AL N2 A S B E . B ARER N P K6 O F R BUR
SCHAOE A RGBSR 2 B 5 A D BRI R R AR I A EOH A 15 0 S5 A7 B IR
T L TR B2 040 0 AR 0 4 = N ) [ 68 R AT T X G 2 5 R B 0B A, 3k 2 %o 7 A [ A A3 i iy N
KA TR N BB, ©57) FE A LA I i A 02 2 A AR B S5 sk i, AT DL 2 2 RO A AL E
BEAE LRI 38 5 27 0 — Byl B BVA 2958 6 SR IF A58 4 2 [k Be i r b UR TR B L X
TR 6 5055, B8 (HAEBA G 53 i 0 D0 T BH IR 5 8 A JRAS 0%, i 4 oA A 3k
BAHFE PR E T AN 6 55 S 14 M, 59

BT AR ), LE A TE 1998 AR B0 1 A I 2 5 B R AL, Xt 5 B A Y B ik
Bl BAT IR B PR AL VR )5S 192 4556 1 BeMl e, A 007 2 5 A\ HE B - BE S A3 B
AN TCABE 5 FE i mE M D) AT 3 s A P S rh B B R R B B S Ak e S T P CHERR B A
VRFR)T , a0 i HEBRIZ L5 190 4550 2 BO g (1 — 1t al 22 350 3 ply 1 HEBR L IR AR T .

FRIN A AL BEAE 2016 4F# 45 /) 2% 44 #) Tabbane c. Suisse & (UL T & #8“ Tabbane &),
BRI T XA R RHEBR I S A5 6 KR, EEMBERIFEAE “MERED
P SR LR I B AR T A A0 — J7 BB AN RE A B X R TR 1R B AR ATk B BRI L0 f 3
e % -+ H WL #EAT . Tabbane 78 ISR IS 1) 3+ 5C I 12 B W 3 4R Bk o ik e A i 1 BK
HEBRADEE M) EE 192 2558 1 Bol e X O RO 352 21, D008 2 3 AHERR T8 24 Lk 2
BEIAUR] . Tabbane [n] KO A AL 32 B £ e X i 1 B9 U5 4 35 230 R 02, DA EAS i 48 A el 72
JP 5 i R T 6 AR 13 SFHLE .

AR B 7 H 9 2 5L a1 8 55N Tabbane BB ACFE T B AT ] A e 19 4 ISR A2 PR IA 10
AH IF R A2 BT 50 CY AR F5K) . H A UER S N BEX — il 54T iz 5 H &
TR DT BC A e (ICRR B2 (PR B . TR BEE B B I AT DL A OB — 2 Mk . XA ER
HA P AL AR R 57— B AT (R B e H A FUATE O bR Bk DR S 1 ] AR R R . D
Ah o NBE B T 2 30 Ji 1 10 12k 6+ W BB T RR O N B E L OF 5 8 T S i D U W AE DG
BT A PR AR . B R e R e B BB T B . BRI A AR S o PR BN AT
TEATAT % WA 2R .

(363 Ibid., p. 292.

(371 See Alexksander Jaksic, supra note 35, p. 317.

(381 ECtHR, judgment of 23 July 1968, Case “Relating to Certain Aspects of the Laws on the Use of
Languages in Education in Belgium” v. Belgium, no. 1474/62; 1677/62; 1691/62; 1769/63; 1994/63; 2126/
64.

(391 See Alexksander Jaksic, supra note 35, p. 307.

(40] ECtHR, decision of 1 March 2016, Tabbane c. Suisse, no. 41069/12, s 5.
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PR E B AR T OO DL vk O AR B aE Y N A S R AR AL
ETUEE XA E W EASAAERMEN. BAERKRNLEPNHFEBEUT
[R]85 — . 7E Tabbane %€ i 4 WXUT7 3 0 WAV B 5K 48 A7 1R AR R 7 BOI8 i — 5 4k T 59
PO AR H AL R AT RE A AR . E 2 R B AR A A
Bk e Bk S B9 B B 05 VI " bm v s 5 L ARG BE B it — P SR A
HE B A B VR WIL] CUn i 0 R B PR B AR 5 5 = ALK Be B9 3k IR D R TR A A
A [ AT L SE 4 Ak B A AR ROEE P 0 B SOAT . RO ARG B A 2 2 3N BCHEBR
BB VR LSO AT S iR B E AT A A AR R U5 SR A T RO R R S B, A
FIN T ARG e 52 B b 2 5K, 45 2 [ A7 9K 7 8 i 3 At e B BIL A £97) 4 o S8 R B2 9
Pl . ©20 ABOEBE S8 % 56 T BRI HAT P X — W B A i . T IS, %% —
Jr AR BT ONBOE BE S [ B i b 2 S N TR IR IS0 L K X g 2 1 A R0 A K R
1 EYA W E AR R L 5 — Oy AR A BT AR B X Fe I Y g T DL R SR 4 2
T X of 0 Sl AT R ) — RS

(Z) ERHEOR B BT B &

— B , 0 ] o i 6 S Bk v s A7 A — i RE R A0 52 [ — L8 8 58 22 $hAT B B R AR Y A
B B i AR AR R LS [ P AR S B L AR OR A IR ) R T A 22 B A R S L M I i
SCE AR L T IR EE M Ak E B A R S L LR BE R (AL 29 2 ) F 1961 AFCRR
U i A R 2 24 ) CLATS TR CRR U AR 382 2 249 ) 35k T 1> A 3L I o e 368 R e BRUA T I R 1) 2 24

(413 Ibid., ss 31—36.

(42 Marte Knigge and Pauline Ribbers, “Waiver of the Right to Set-Aside Proceedings in Light of Arti-
cle 6 ECHR: Party-Autonomy on Top?”. Jowrnal of International Arbitration, Vol. 34, Issue 5, 2017,
pp. 792—793.
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(431 faf 22 AN J& (B 1 B i SF AP R A ) i g 2 1,

(44) Kluwer Arbitration 038 )% M 1976 4E58 1 H#L 5% Yearbook Commercial Arbitration,

(453 FECHRIN AR 29 045 29 BEIAE Ry 34T B 09 28 44 v 90N 35 B2 E SCER B “ XA 2955 5 4% “may f§0° 7
DL AR < 04007 (shall) A Mg B (019 0 . 38 B 7 B 45 4% 19 52 4 (4 Corporacion Mexicana de Mantenimiento In-
tegral, S. de R.L. de C.V. v. PEMEX-Exploracion y Produccion) 8 L4 ity i1 $/47 B #5820k .

(461 See Alexksander Jaksic, supra note 35, p. 326.
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(70 See “Guide on Article 1 of the European Convention on Human Rights”, https://www.echr. coe.
int/Documents/Guide_Art 1 _ENG.pdf, last visited on 8 October 2020.
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BEEH , 2L Albert Jan van den Berg (ed.), Yearbook Commercial Arbitration-Volume XL , 2015, pp. 377
—379.
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Abstract: The fundamental right to “fair trial” enshrined in Article 6 (1) of the European Human
Rights Convention (ECHR) have an important role to play in the resolution of a multitude of complex is-
sues in international arbitration. In the jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) ,
an arbitral tribunal has been considered as a “tribunal” within the meaning of Article 6(1); with the pos-
sibility of a partial or full wavier. depending on whether the arbitration in question is compulsory or vol-
untary. To ensure that their ECHR obligations are complied with, members must retain scrutiny over ar-
bitration matters. In international arbitration, it is possible for parties to waive (in advance) their right to
apply to set aside an arbitral award. It is also possible for parties to enforce an award that has already
been set aside by the curial court. These practices are potentially in conflict with ECHR. In fact, the for-
mer practice has been recently recognized and affirmed by the ECtHR; while the latter can be justified by
and on proper theoretical bases. This article suggests that a survey of all cases before the ECtHR between
1955 and 2020 on arbitration matters reveals. empirically, the true scope of ECHR’s application in these
matters. It is important to appreciate that the human rights protections mechanism under ECHR has sig-
nificant bearing on human right protections in the context of arbitration. Chinese parties to international
arbitration (particularly those where ECHR is relevant) should have regard to its human right dimension

so that they can properly utilize those human rights protections mechanism to protect their interests.

Key Words: European Human Rights Convention; Arbitration; Fair Trial; Court of Arbitration for

Sport; Setting Aside of Arbitral Awards
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