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1. International Olympic Committee (“1O0C”).

2. Nafzinger, James A.R., International Sports Law, 2nd Edition, New York: Transnational,
2004, p. 21.

3. Blackshaw, Ian, “ADR and Sport: Settling Disputes Through the CAS, the FIFA DRC, and
the WIPO Arbitration & Mediation Center”, MSLR, Vol. 24,2013, p. 1.

4. Hasler, Erika, “Back to the Future: The First CAS Arbitrators on CAS’s First Award and
Its Evolutions Since then”, in: Duval, Antonie and Antonio Rigozzi (eds.), YISA 2016, The
Hague: TMC, 2018, p. 7.

5. See Rigozzi, Antonio, L ‘arbitrage international en matiére de sport, Basel: Helbing, 2005,
pp. 216-250.

6. Raber, Nancy, “Dispute Resolution in Olympic Sport: The CAS”, SHJSL, Vol. 8, No. 1,
1998, pp 77-78.

7. Blackshaw, Ian, “CAS 92/A/63 GUNDEL v FEI”, in: Anderson, Jack (ed.), Leading Cases
in Sports Law, The Hague: TMC, 2013, p. 74.

8. https://wwwtas-cas.org/fileadmin/user upload/CAS_statistics 2016 .pdf (accessed August 2020).

9. CAS, CAS Public Hearing - WADA v. Sun Yang & FINA, Media Release, 2019, p. 4.
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1. Fair trial

2. Procedural rights and guarantees.

3. Downie, Rachelle, “Improving the Performance of Sport’s Ultimate Umpire: Reforming the
Governance of the CAS”, MJIL, Vol. 12,2011, p. 328.

4. Kane, Darren, “Twenty Years On: An Evaluation of the CAS”, MJIL, Vol. 4, 2003, p. 635.
5. European Court of Human Rights (“ECtHR”).

6. Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948.

7. European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms,
1950 (“ECHR”).

8. International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 1966 (“ICCPR”).
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7. European Commission of Human Rights (“EcmHR”), X v. Sweden, 1959, p. 12; EcmHR,
Herbert Ofner and Alois Hopfinger v. Austria, 1962, p. 78.

8. Principle of adversarial proceedings; EctHR, Kress v. France, 2001, para. 74; EctHR,
Regner v. Czech Republic, 2017, para. 146.

9. EctHR, Hirvisaari v. Finland, 2001, para. 30.
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1. Besson, Sébastien, “Arbitration and Human Rights”, ASA4 Bulletin, Vol. 3, 2006, pp. 400-
402.

2. ratione personae

3. ICCPR, Article 2(1), ECHR, Article 1.

4. locus standi

5. Jaksic, Aleksander, “Procedural Guarantees of Human Rights in Arbitration Proceedings: A
Still Unsettled Problem?”, JI4, Vol. 24, 2007, p. 161.
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1. Code, R57.
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3. Straubel, Michael, “Enhancing the Performance of the Doping Court: How the CAS Can
Do Its Job Better”, LUCLJ, Vol. 36, No. 4, 2005, pp. 1236-1237.
4. Amoros, Augstin and Santiago Caffa, “Enforcement of CAS Awards: A General Review of
the Available Options and its Particularities”, Football Legal, 2015, p. 138.
5. Swiss Federal Tribunal (“SFT”)
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1. SFT, ATF 133 III 235, ,2007, S. 244.

2. ECtHR, Mutu and Pechstein v. Switzerland, 2018, para. 54.
3. Loi fédérale sur le droit international privé (“LDIP”)

4. SFT, Op. Cit., S. 245.
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1. SFT, 44 384/2017, 2017, para. 4.2.1; SFT, 44 246/2014, 2015, para. 7.2.2; SFT,
44 238/2011, 2012, para. 3.2.

2. Netzle, Stephan, “Appeals against Arbitral Awards by the CAS”, CAS Bulletin 2/2011,
2011, pp. 19-20.

3. SFT, 44 432/2017, 2018, annulling CAS, CAS 2016/4/4554, 2018; SFT, 44_318/2020,
2020, annulling CAS, 2019/4/6148, 2020.

4. See Dasser, Felix and Piotr Wojtowicz, “Challenges of Swiss Arbitral Awards - Updated
and Extended Statistical Data as of 2017, AS4 Bulletin, Vol. 36, 2018, pp. 276-281.
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1. Claudia Pechstein

2. ECtHR, Tabbane v. Switzerland, Decision, 2016; ECtHR, Transado-Transportes Fluviais
do Sado, S.A., v. Portugal, Decision, 2003.

3. Ibidem., paras. 92-108.

4. ECtHR, Golder v. UK, 1975, paras. 35-36.

5. ECtHR, Steel and Morris v. UK, 2005, paras. 59-61.
6. ECtHR, Kreuz v. Poland, 2001, paras. 61-67.
7. ECtHR, Marini v. Albania, 2008, paras. 126-135.
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1. ECtHR, Case of De Geouffre de la Pradelle v. France, 1992, paras. 34-35.

2. Lukomski, Jan, “Arbitration Clauses in Sport Governing Bodies’ Statutes: Consent or

Constraint? Analysis from the Perspective of Article 6(1) of the ECHR”, ISLJ, Vol. 13, 2013,

pp. 60-70.
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https://www.tas-cas.org/fileadmin/user_upload/CAS_statistics 2016 _.pdf (accessed August

2020).

4. Lindholm, Johan, The CAS and its Jurisprudence: An Empirical Inquiry into Lex Sportiva,

The Hague: TMC, 2019, p. 36.

5. SFT, ATF 133 111 235, 2007, SS. 242-243.
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