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SARIFFRMERILE RO —D & L TITBMED EZ T 5. INEDL IO EIE, HANSE
MU A S DEEL RSV EZERL 2w, 1924 4EDR, HHENSEZ ST
WABSERIE, By E— =LV OTFT, BRI FEEIE-TES, ZLTIO
BENE, BEUCEROBETE (CRGA) 4 2 HCllEk oL M5 S Tw b, [k
122010 4F 11 A 11 HiifF S 7z CRGA 20 5D F T, FAGERBESHHEST & T

FR25E3H 1 H  FfRsE

RBEFERY: HAsH

1) Ry ry¥— - b—IZD2nTIik, “Note on the Ponsonby Rule” available at http:// www.fco.gov.
uk/resouces/en/pdf/pdfd/ fep_pdf ponsonbyrulePonsonby[ Accessed April 26, 2011].
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BOWEBR L OMAETE WY, CRCGA TIE, 72L2ICEEOAIZL 2 hb 5 T1TH
MDA BAERHE LD B A X AN ANSNT WD LY, F & d it
SIFD LD UENCHRI 2 [ 2 52 2 B2, ZUZb b b3 RO 2 & i
HOENTHL, Thbh, BRWNIZZ) ThHho/teZHhE2RECHZT, &N, a0
BRHE (acquiescence) DSHH/RIJIZE LEURIZE I BSOS N R NISHETE LW TH 5,
RE2BWT, R, 412752 FROY 2 — )V AOF6EHIFTIZ BT 5 ALK O Hufr
5, 2o (LERO) MEEROEELORBLZES Y. AMESRMD, ozEs nsk
KIFRE, 2N O DOEMPERIC L o> CEMNEICHAAT I (transformed) Z2WEED, (E
Wi E) BENSZF, MARENLET TR, AV 7TV FRTY 2 —VAD
FERHPFTIC BV TREEAM T RE 2 L 0TI, bw) 2 i, BEEHELOME, 5
WIRIERZEE LRI TH S Y S, EPFERFIZB T 5 EBEOMA I 2 =
TAREDT T —F E L T b, St 2 L ud, ERo BN L ER ST
CERBIEND, RS, TNLZOo0FEMKF, B, B, %5 NICE0RLHA
LBV SN 05 TH S Y EREHEM, FOBEED L) 2R#IX, Lo TE
D & B, UHEROEL IMERE G T 2 EHIERMIC L o TEMNEISHAR TN
HWIRD, FMAATNG T, ENERR ISRV TERRICHEEIIZIEIAERI L T2 5

2) EREE, HAEEGE2RT 72021 HROSMNEHT 5,

3) 2010 EEFELFE K OHAE: (Constitutional Reform and Governance Act 2010 [CRGA]) #5 20 &
854 PO 20 448 6 T, KELDS, SHHUED 720 OfkiGisaR & 1T B Rl LT\ 2 B % 3
L, KEICLXY)ERHUSINTHHEZERT H2-0BRESS S22l HEOSM A2/ Z L2 REICL
T 5o BIRFEIC & 5 &R EfE 0 70 OFEHE S & 5 35 20 445 7 1), ElEREIC & 2 B,
JERBEA SR MAE 2 3CFE L 723 813 2 B L3 2 123 T2 b o LRI S B 48 22 =13,
85 20 TR S N WEITMY 2 3 4 DIRDEIZOWTED b,

4) KWMOBMO0, MMEFRH LI, EBERESICL > TAHESNTHL E L oL, S XE s
T2bDERETIEET H, EEANESSABERFHINCLD (KL% 2B AEICET 57#5%
¥l ) AN at http./Swww2.ohchr.org/english/law/[ Accessed April 26, 2011] # /L X, (Z® URL
E 20134 2 HBIAERZI L T W B DS, http://wwwl.ohchr.org/english/ \2T7 7 & A L, THE CORE
INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS INSTRUMENTS and their monitoring bodies & @ &% %
BERBIZAT) - BFT 52 LT 20134 2 ABAE S BIEITHECTH %)

5 A7 7Y FRUY 2 — Vv AOFREIEIZ B 5 EEEO LIS O TOFEM 2 FIE, S, Fatima,
Using International Law in Domestic Courts (Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Har, 2005) % R X,

6) ZIHMmIZ oW T —/MIZIZLT % £, G Gaja “Dualisma Review” in J. Nijman and A.
Nollkaemper (eds) New Perspectives on the Divide Between National and International Law (New
York: OUP, 2007). F7-LLTF &M, P. Capps, “Sovereignty and the Identity of Legal Orders” in
C. Warbrick and S. Tierney (eds) Towards an ‘International Legal Community' ? The Sovereignty
of States and the Sovereignty of International Law (London: BIICL, 2006).
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

e A7 T FRPT 2=V RXIZBWTIE, BEPEELENHEOHERY 52 b/
WETHY, Lo, £HOBED LD REREBEL, HE05E 050 %@z
F & o TEMNEICHARD E TEA F) AEHFICBWTETlE RV, R T, AL
UTOEHICEET L, T§hbE, CRGA DT TIE, AMEHOBUHEIIH T LHHEEDOER
PEI, SAGHIANEORBE LTHREEL 5 5, Lo BETIUL, RIZKRDO L HIZFET 5,
bbb, FHFTL CRGA Mifrik, AESRKOFHEBIEIIK LT, 8RR LD HIEVHIH
THHZERG L) bDTHL, L,
O—EOFRZHHAT 2720, ROIZEFRRED EOBRIEL, ZOIEFABIIO AES
FINOBHIZDOWTIERD . ZIUIZRWT, CRGA DT AMESK % S bind o &L
DB SN D oD FREFHBT 5, $§4bb, CRGA URiICBVWTE 2, %
COBHELNFEZDS, MESEMIE, HEOATEZ RSO 22b 5T, 4 F1) ADFH
FHcBWT, BEREIEHTIET, »OrEHITRETH L EFRLIZOTH D, 72 LI
INHOFERICEENOH Y, LT O BIRISE AN, #S0KREA
WIS 2RI LTI 2521860 THY, 525ETHD, L. UhEd,
INHOFERIE, ANEEDBOEBFIRIIZB O TEIER 2 M 2 50572 W IR 215
FEx 52 T0h, EETEOBATESRERT X, MMEREICED 2 FHHIZHW TERO =
DHFETHILEERLELELTWLEELNTETEY), ToZ i, mvHAN, 3T
BEF BV CRBIN LD ERD, L\WH T REEET, %5, (EHIHHI
T AHERBEIC BV CEHANC L 2 (AESHOEINERLF~D) B A& (involvement)
AHIRL TV 0HTHD, 2O LIS LT, A, &EUWERCBHELREO T TOL
FILAE LT3 B A OBGEIE, #MIAE (transforming legislation) DfLE: & L CTHERE
BEOTHY, GtoT, BHID, BRCLAHMALELRET 028008, A
WSR2 /5352 EDFHFEND T ERRIBT 2, METIUL, AMEORRE AT
ENDEHESNDENETH L ETUE, £ L CTCRGA OFTIE, @&, AMESKH (B
B VIE MG OB EOBE) R IR T 2EENH 52 L ZNEMKIC L > THO NS Rl
VD THoT, HHFTE, TOL) B AMESFHITH L TN EG 252 LN TE 5,
CoZEE BEITON T ELELOBNEIEIETH I LI R27259, ¥k b, #
WA, NESHZEHAT AN TELEMET S 2 &1k, AMEREIZBT 2 3HFTO
BEEZEODLZ LR DIDETH b,
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12T RO 2 —IVADERIEICH T D NMESEKIDHAL

FLEEET= 7 (Lord Denning MR.) &, RO X HIZHRT, £ 7T R
= VAIZBIT B ANESK OB T REMEZB 3 4 #7228 L 72,

(A7 PR 2=V AD) TNHOFHFTL, - FRICLoTREEIN
ERICESTEMHRLEND T T, 20 L)% (MME) SHICEELLZVDOTHY,
WOBEDTEEIZ L o ThNUDbIUR L-#HFNTORA, BMET LI LEPEKRTH
517,

TAUL, EFEEEAARE - WA R (BEES R IE v E v 28] OBl (the rules
of no direct effect and non-justiciability) & LTS EN5b, HEXIZ L LKA RGHE
121%, SERoBElE, BRIV T) G E AR A8 72 Fran i d © BB o 24t
Lz, #HPTE, SR 280EED, SOERO TR EET 2 EHME D R
BNDTH b,

EEAARE - FEHIANRE O BN, ML, £ L TR IO ESREIL, LR
BUZ & o T, ATBOF T2 SLEERFIC & o TERIERERDP RIS T» b 2 & offERH0
FTOHMBIIED VT VD, R L, TR 23 L, M2l 2 HERIZATBUTIC
LoTEZENTVDLOTHY, 20550 L CHEBIMIZENGE Lo 2459 %
Z X, ATEBCH L CHENERIERREZ G2 5 IZFE LW L RbDTH-T, £DZ
L, RSO L, NSRS 255 ThHhb, 41/ = (Lord Oliver) (3,
2D Z L% International Tin Council (l‘%?%gffﬁ$/f§) FT, LT L) ICHIEIC L 72,

FEEEEOBEZICEAL TR IE, EEREIR, 2hdalE LT s AR ERER A
HEUOEMERR, F 7203, EEOA AL LICEIPHEICBW TEZ SN TV AE A
HLIEFIOMN G4 L CIZEAD S ORI OHENEILR L TEW v, - 2DhOT
Bz 2 & THAHD, 1, ZNUPVEIL o TEHNEICHAANS N WA E
D, TRENECHAANSNS T, %) 2EO—HTIRAZVDOTHL] Y,

L7235 T, ATBURFIC X o THHES 22T Ot 5iyIE, RO 0@k, EHlERZ

7)  Blackburn v Att Gen[1971] 1 W. L. R. 1037 at 1039G-H.
8) JH Rayner (Mincing Lane) Ltd v Dept of Trade and Industry[1990] 2 A. C. 418 at 499F-500C.
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

2 5N B—Fa——IC X o THEMEICHAAN O N WIRY, F22)EhbF
T, ENERFO—ETIER L, FAEFE 29 Tiddwy (TTIENERFO—ET
»Hb) LEFTELLDTIE ARV,

RO FNEHIIIAEEICOWTIE, HHE T A b~ K (Mr Justice Lightman) 1%, &
DEHIZHRTVL, Thbb,

MHIEFIC L o CENEICHMAAT N TO R WEYOMMRE, 005 Tl s
NTETVLPELOREIL, VTN EEBR ORI T 2 PbnHEE T
Ho1%

Lewis v Att Gen of Jamaica \ZB\>T, A1) Yl (Lord Slynn) \&, 58 25 5 = & 13,
EEKMEOWIED—D2>TH Y, ZIUIFIEFEEZOHINCH 5 &k,

[ —EOMETIE, ETAEOHITIE, FEREEFBZIELIOTHY, S
EMEMR & BSOS Zoslcdh s -] 0,

L Lo, ZoZeid, SN BEIWNERRTICHAR TN T RWEND, 44
EINERRF TR 2 W L 2 ERT 25O TiE R T CICENEHFICREEIZE T
HRSINTETWS LI, BEWNHEIE, TR BEEO T TERD A > T L EBIC
WMETDHIIVEREINDERETHY, L7205-> T, BINEICHAATN TR WEESEN D,
IE Y - B=ilECHIEFFERICE 25T, ENHE2RREIELTZOICERINLT LN
TEXLL, SERENTELDODTH b, 728 2138, Derbyshire CC v Times Newspapers Ltd
2T, Rk, MEEREEDHNIZRD & ) 1I2E_Twb,

TR S A D o720, MED, 29 LTI AHETH Y, L I3 LFREH
FHlE o TEFE SN TV RWE ) 26, A F) ZOENEEIRE, [3—1v S
MeSA9] ORBIZOWT, ZET HHEREZ 52 5N TW 2513500 5, FAOHIKICI,
EETDHLIIEBOTOLNTEDTH S Y,

9) Lonrho Exports Ltd v Export Credits Guarantee Department[1999] Ch. 158 at 179D-E.

10) Lewis v Att Gen of Jamaical[2001] 2 A. C. 50 PC at [77B].

11)  Derbyshire CC v Times Newspapers Ltd[1992] QB. 770 at 830. TE > + T — DIFE I AR A A A
?%#) (non-transformed treaties) % vy 2 Z & 122w Tid, &M, S Fatima, Using Interna-
tional Law in Domestic Courts (Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Hart, 2005) Ch. 10.
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EEELC, #HE T4 780 v 7 ¥ (Diplock L].) &, Salomon v Commissioners of
Custom and Excise” \2BWTC, [HSFEREICKT S L) ICERICEST 21337
2\ e A B 2 B4 (a prima facie presumption) 73 5% ] ¥ £k RTWLDTH - T,
Tz, HWFEWitlEEid, EREC—HT5 L )REINLIRELDTH %,

e b o X512, R, FRHAARD AEHESIIZOWT, ENEOMRE 72
BB D L5050 EL N L LA, ZOEEMNNL TN REME % &%
TH5LDThAH, NMEIZET 25054 EHGEAAR - FEHEAROBAIZ, FoHFr)s
WIL T, FAaE#ALCEor2FHT A1, R LOSEHESHEIC SRS
X% 5, FVN—IE, RO L) ZNEEZRLLTW5, $4abb, Sk, 2ns,
[VEIZ X - T (BEA) {fblﬁzﬁj\%?(‘t (incorporated) 1 ¥ o\ XN 4 F1) ZEO—HE 2%
Ly, Lo TN E SRR, SLFERD, BEHIEEIC L o T, BEREZ ENEICERESE 5,
AL ITHAALBIEZ R T B 72012, [HAAA] (transformation) DHFHEE 5
Z kU, JHEE TRlAGAAR] 12, EBSEOBN, EWNEREC, #asEEE LT L
DL LA, EEEOHAIE LTEESINLEREZLRTL25DTHL, FHFTE, (F
D A DOFHFTZ BT HEE ERESA ORI LT, WAERE 7 70— F 2 HIR
L7223 d b FHUL, Triguet v Bath™ R Trendtex Trading Corp v Central Bank
of Nigeria® BT ML o THIZHENZDDTH S, TNHOHFIIBNT, <
Y A7 4=V (Lord Mansfield) RO = Z7#NE, Zheh, EEBANL, FRE
LSEBiMFEZAIRE L ) 5 Lk, FEEHANL, BRICLKBEZR TV THH
HHMATTRECTH B LR TH B 4 775 % ) — (lan Brownlie) 72, [#l
Aihd (transformation) ] &\ FREZHRA L T\ 5,

[ 1) ATIE, - &HOF (conclusion) & #EdE (ratification) 1%, ET KHE

12)  Salomon v Commissioners of Custom and Excise[1967] 2 Q. B. 116. Hll5E 3 DRI HHH A A A D
2%y (non-transformed treaties) =MW 5 Z &I12oWTIX, =M, S. Fatima, Using International
Law in Domestic Courts (Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Hart, 2005) Ch. 9.

13)  Salomon v Commissioners of Custom and Excise[1967] 2 Q. B. 116 at 143-144.

14) JH Rayner (Mincing Lane) Ltd v Dept of Trade and Industry[1990] 2 A. C. 418 at 499F-500C.

15) Triquet v Bath (1764) 3 Burr 1478.

16) Trendtex Trading Corp v Central Bank of Nigerial1977]1Q. B. 529.

17) A ¥ ZOFHFH BT B I1EE EEFEO A I OWT—IIZI1Z, S8, S. Fatima, Using Inter-
national Law in Domestic Courts(Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Hart, 2005) Ch. 13; P. Capps “The
Court as Gatekeeper: Customary International Law in English Courts” (2007) 70 M. L. R. 458; R.
v Jones (Margaret) [2006] UKHL 16; [2007] 1 A.C. 136 ($FI2¥ ¥ H2WMDHIIR),
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

WZEENTBY -+, MAARIEF (transformation doctrine) 2% fH & e\ &
L7256, EEBFIE, REOFER LICEROZODVENTELI L LD, #
RELT, &M, FOZENEE 2 LSS EEHEElEE 2 @B L THOTA
F)AEO—BIZBEDTHE] Y,

AP, BEE o TR ENP AT MR FHObOTHLHETI R, H
BHEHAARE - FEHA RO Z#EH L7z 2D Z &1E, R. v Secretary of State
for the Home Department, Ex p. Brind® (28T 5HRIZE o CHFEENTDTH Y, [[
e, 79 v VM (Lord Bridge) 1&®» & 5022 D RHE L 720

[RDOZ EZBRIZZTFANSN TV DIETTH S - HIEEICL > TEHNEICE
HALSNTE TR WIDEMIZ X 2 #B LFIFRIC, wWbwd [T —1 v /S AHES
11, EPEO—EBTIE R, BHFTE, LS TAMESH Lo FEER %
CHUTS A MR - CB 53, EREAS AL & G % k3 Ao, BT
X, FRCL2AHST, YFENEZPITL2TNER5 200 THE] Y,

ZD XD REEMTIE, 20024FE120, R. (Abbasi) v Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs FFTHIH SRR EIN TS, ) F ¥ — A#FHHE (Richards J.)
(&, Brind FHEICERLTWbL,

[TEWNZEICBTA] EREEOMMICETARY, EEAMESR & o EESE & o
M2, ZOHBOHE S > TS DXFI L b 9 1T 15742\ & v ) FHFEO@Y) 7 3736

Thsrl P s,

HHEFE— XMW (Laws L]) &, 2003 4 (CHERREE CHIA T Sz, R (on the

18) L Brownlie, Principles of Public International Law, 6th edn (Oxford: OUP, 2003) pp 44-45.

19) R. v Secretary of State for the Home Department, Ex p. Brind[1991] 1 A. C. 696 (&K1, I —1 >
IS AMESHK) % BN DR  & U CRLAGA A 72 AMER A3 1998 SR IZFR X 2 W 3 5 F 2 A HIPeAs
Tan).

20) R. v Secretary of State for the Home Department, Ex p. Brind[1991] 1 A. C. 696 at 747H.

21) R. (Abbasi) v Secretaryof State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs[2002] EWCA Civ 1598

(Admin) at [11].
22) R. (on the application of European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer, Prague Air-
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application of European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer, Prague Airport \Z
BOTHBEOa A Y M2 LT 5 #HE T — XMW, BEROMAIZR T 2 1951 4564912,
(R L ZMAOHEAMZ DA 7T v FOENEIZBWT, B OHITITRER A
NP %ERT2LOTRAVEHRLZ, HHE T — L, 1951 £ [BR) ROoA
M AMEITERRTH D LT ) & Lo [FA TR LR OBMIN 22 275 %2 3K
HHNBEHERICL > TR ENTRZS 2] o WETIUL, FHE T — XM,
SUBEOE (source) 7, PEMAERTH T, UHHBO [NHy) EEUHFE
HTIE2WEDRBETH 720 $72, R. v Bow St Metropolitan Stipendiary Magistrate,
Ex p. Pinochet Ugarte (No. 3) \2BWT, ¥/ Fx MNIFEIZ 198849 H 29 H LI IZ B
G L7z8ATRHICOABEEZBDE Tz, HHIE, 1 F) ARSHIER LS
O B E % EINFE SR AR A 7SI SR (the Criminal Justice Act) 23l5E S /2 H
THrH ",

FiRo LA, ZoLk, EWNEISHAATN TR W AMICET 5556001, FEA
W LCHREAB TR D G250 TIE R, /2, A F) Z0FAFICEIT2EHE
(&, 202N T 2720 0EERLZRE, E5IT, P LiSEMNETFI T
RVEDRRCEMIERT 2 EEET RS EOBREZ—HMIZALTE TV DOTH
o TODXH BT TU—FOMHGHIRILE, £ OHBTHL P IZENTEZ, A F) A
DEHFIZ BT 2 ERRGK O@H Rtz g d 2720 O MZE I, A MO EREPL
THY, ZOBEFRII [EHES L CERREERIZOVWTORADME] * 12lb 5
bDTH-T, TIWR, ANEICHETZEMWOERIZOWT BREED) Hike T3 &
EITBITRTH Do

CDONMESGHKI ORI T 57 70 —F1F, FHFEITKRL &5 L3 25EAICE -
TAMEPEDFED DD TH DI EDPMASINT VD, L) Dk, HAETEEE, AHIZH

port[2003] EWCA Civ 666 (R EEREIC EEEziihed, T2 TOHNDADIZIE, #H
BFO—AWoaxy b5, (22To) VAFHMIZE > THATH %),

23) R. (on the application of European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer, Prague Air-
port[2003] EWCA Civ 666 at [99] (FHE o — X0, [#i A (incorporation) | £ &L A [#l
Hih (transformation) ] DFEEHWALRETH-72).

24) R. (on the application of European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer, Prague Air-
port[2003] EWCA Civ 666 at [100].

25) B ARMIICIE, 1988 T F w45 134 5 CTdH S R.v Bow St Metropolitan Stipendiary Magis-
trate, Ex p. Pinochet Ugarte (No. 3) [2000] 1 A. C. 147.

26) P. Sales and J. Clement, “International Law in Domestic Courts: The Developing Framework”

(2008) 124 L. Q. R. 388, 418.
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

TOLHEMEZMKIAEL LH L LTETBY, Zhwz, EBEEOERBTIIAMICET S
FHEOFEADFB IR SN T LI20h0bod, R, K4 B2BEHT, 2005
AR EENEICHAAATI Ao nbTHE 7o EZE, TIAA T4V
(Brice Dickson) {3k D X HIZEELTW5,

(=0 v XAMESMIRRE LT, EREERSE RN - ROEBRSH, b
LETH, RIS AFE) AFICHARATINTETWSDIC, FHEEKR (Law Lords)
28 o TIRRZICERLY 2 N IKILT 2 2 LI ZRE 2L 0THE] P,

TA 7V, FHENC L 5 TEEEO [Zit] & (the ‘dualist’ theory) (Zx53 % 75#
1572 3% (stubborn adherence) | * ZBENC, [ Z OFEICHBIT 5 EE LT T XA,
HEEEO, EBREICSTS [ZimaD] 770 —F~HETL2mELZERTH- T,
B B L, EERSEE, EINOEIZ L > TRASNZWRD, 2 L TRA SIS £ TR
EIREFE Tla V2 2R D FH AKX L 2V EBNTWAEDTH L [PV EFRL T2,
foFH 5 1%, FHFTOMAET (the doctrine of transformation) ~O ¥ % BT,
AN, FEEOEKRERNTNETEA ¥ 7T Y FROY = — )V XD & OFH TN T,
NHEZBT BRESAI D7 %« OBEIKILT B2 LN TEBLNETHLEFRLZY, 31

27) WEEENZ, Db, ROLI) R AMEIIHT 2HENTHUEL TV 5, 1951 FEER O HAIZEY
T HEK 1953 4E T — 1 v S AMESHK 5 1965 4EDH S V@é%%’é@}\@#%@ﬁ% 2B B EIRR A
1966 4F- O T BBy )2 CVBUARIMERNC BE§ 2 EISELK 5 1966 AR, Hary R O S LA IC B &
% EIREHA 5 1979 42 H 5 W 2 TLRED LRI 0§ 5 225 O #IBEL ~|3§§‘Z> IS4 5 1984 EFE1 K O
BEZL, EANENLE L ITMMEEE2IT S X9 %, BURWA L IIMENIRIT 5549 5 1989 47
FELOMEREN. SNH0H b, BREN, I3—0 v/ SAMEYN, L CHEMEEIEFHO AN
ENEICHAANO N TE TS,

28) B. Dickson, “Safe in Their Hands? Britain's Law Lords and Human Rights” (2006) 26 Legal
Studies 329, 335 (L LEAETREWE, T4 7 VP [#AENT2 “incorporated” ] 59 & &,
P ERRICIE THAAE N “transformed” | 2B L CTW5 2L TH5). %#BZH, M Hunt,
Using Human Rights Law in English Courts (Oxford: Hart Publishing, 1997).

29) B. Dickson, “Safe in Their Hands? Britain's Law Lords and Human Rights” (2006) 26 Legal
Studies 329, 329.

30) B. Dickson, “Safe in Their Hands? Britain's Law Lords and Human Rights” (2006) 26 Legal
Studies 329, 336.

31) See, e.g. D. Beyleveld “The concept of a human right and incorporation of the European
Convention on Human Rights” [1995] P. L. 577; M. Hunt, Using Human Rights Law in English
Courts (Oxford: Hart Publishing, 1997); McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re[2004]
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v M (Lord Millett) &, AMEICEAT 2R 0bLH BT, s DB
B 72 FRANC BN Z i A h T RE 2 & 2D 72,

[(ROZEHBFRENDZ DD D, ThbE, AMECETLHELEM0E, 2o [E
FEE AR - AREHARED] FEICH T 00 2 ToAES . BRI, FATHEROAT
IS 2 EE EOREY 522 2 EPERESN TV L EEIE, $ITfFE V) o
BEROBHEDZDESD o TV LA DEEPLHENL ) ETLLDTH L H
S5, BITHHAZICL o TREBMINELVLDTH L EERENLIDOTH S| 2,

MM DRI O IE 24 7 7% #H] (the orthodox rules) (2 L CHIYN &AM D 2 & % L HF
T2 OERIE, HETEICE s TRMELREZER LS NS, HASH L TZOHAD
M % EI B CIRIL S 5 2 L 233 2 & T —a v s \HESH) ("ECHR”) (34t
EN/2DTH b, ECHR 1X, AMEEIZ L o TEINFEIHAA T N CTHETT S LTk, %
FHDRMPINE, 0bEEPILELT 2 LR FET2ELH o720 LELEDS, HE
FENL, BAE L 72 DEINEIZH AR A TV WO AHEIZ BT 2584 D&MD F 725K -
TBY, HtoT, HFEFRIIMRFEINL, DTV THHATL LI, I2b»2rbbd, Ih
LA OFERIE, ERLOFEA OB LIIIFEL BV,

AEICEEY BEERN - RS T 56154 2

Y ld, NEIZET 25654905, ERGEHAGE - FEEHEOAEE & ) (SR ay BRI T
T AHBIMERZRG 32 L ORI ZOOMBIHFAET 5. FE—0FRIE, 2004 412
McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re™ 1[2BWTAY A Y (Lord Steyn) 12 &
S THIREICEBL SN/ L) 12, mheny Al GESTHDEE) OmBlpyRiIlss, K2 A
V2B B RESAYIZ D W T OBEFER) L ORI T Rt & SEBR B T & 5 & v o) TR
D<o FELOFRIE, ROL) ZFRIZED L, T4bb, ANEEOESEEDE, 4%
HH] GREEFMHEOFEH) ORI, 1) 2A0FHFNIIBIT 558 0BH TRk %

UKHL 12; [2004] 1 W. L. R. 807 (judgment of Lord Steyn).

32) Thomas v Baptiste[2000] 2 A.C. 1 PC at 23C. &413MK % Bt (the Privy Council) 725D D TH
B, MHERIIA V7T Y FROY = — WV AOEHIEEIC B 5 AMEIZBI S 5 58449 O HAT 2@
ENELDTHb,

33)  McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re[2004] UKHL 12; [2004] 1 W. L. R. 807.
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

WETDHIENPOHETLZODOEMRERA Y P TlEEVWL, 242 ED, IFRZEHT
Ev, F72, A F) AFEL, BEOXROFELNES LML, ENOEBHPTICBIT
LA DFEKIOMINE, FRFHIIHTIEROAL o TRESNLEIRETELZWVES
bR TE2, ik $ 2 X912, HEIZXBEEEZRLNMEIZET 255500 EH TO®
L, BOXMOFEHNM S LWVIRETH L L FRINTEZDTH 5,

INHOFRIIIFED H2A, BHFAS, L L2 ENEICHAR TN TR
MNEZHET D565 LT RE$2 20T, Lad (LA BETRES
EORERVBHMITON VLD ERZFEEGIENTELRVEENTWVS, TRED, RITKRD
CLERRELZV, T4abE, INH0FERIE, b LESY, BHRUICEROHRBEDOTT
A5 L9 IEROEEE AMEICHET 236500V TR-T LT E, ZoZ
(&, BT, HOAERREOZ LK, AMEICBIT 2350ICH L T2 RE-35 2
LEEFRTEDLIEIIRA D

BT & NMERKOEEE A O FTREM

2004 AR 8Tz McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re \ZBWT, A¥ A~
BN, BEFMHEOFEEILZ, HANEORIZL 22D ET, 4 F1) AOFHFIZB VT,
MNEICBET A OEE#H L EBRICHNL) AL FR L, T4bb,

[ i a B OB IEIE, International Tin Council F% X2 %5 DTH
D, OGRS T 20k sRETHNI, TRIEELZS 25 L) 2#dT
HIZEZEHOfGHmE L7519 %5, I Ed, ToZ ey, EREMEZORE
VXS 5 720 O N O AN 28R 2 BlEk T 2 AMEIZBE T 2 BB IYFES4 &
W HEEN D L O BRET L Z L IR TH L.  OFEICET AR oHEH)
BRI, HRLBEICRLTHHH ] Y,

AZAVENE, RO L HIZHBRRTW S, ERFEHEOFEH (ZUEocimE OMamt 5
7o ORI AL 5) X, BATHFOITA——FK OREER % & —I%, 34T
WD ZDOHERTARICIHER G52 WX D12, HIBEEDZEIRIC X 2B R &
PREDEEZIIEZLNT VWS, LRLENS, AFZ A VHIERLAL DI, AMHICET

34)  McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re[2004] UKHL 12; [2004] 1 W. L. R. 807 at [52] (A
FAVIE TZotimaE] $D 3L LA [HARAAR] EVWIREITHoZ LICHELL).
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% %) HUET HATHIE, BUTHIC & o TR SIUEZ W TS 50 AR OHUETT
X, BATHIC L 2 ABITATH A 2 EWHETH- T, Lad > T, MEMIE, BITH
OMERRATHA BB T 2 UEIE RO TH D,

Lewis v Att Gen of Jamaica®™ \235\T, #% Kz (the Privy Council) 13, 88 FHARE -
FIEHIWIABE DML 2 st A 2 HFF L7228, 2% A4 Vg, [L2L, AMEIZET 5
BRIGZ SRS ZO DRI 2l S h s L BELLSBETE R -] % LT, W
RO TVDLEMNIMESH TH L5E121E, 210 OFEHBANI 3 2 BIAE 0554 aA E
VB EDFEREBED TS, UL A -3 X (Lawrence Collins) AL L7z &9 12,

[[ZINhHD] FEIE, KiADNMEIZBES 2 5E5A D LEM LIZR) ) 2 G S s
LR EZ TRT2DDOTHD -0 TR, FHINL, AICHETL2EMHIIBNT
A DEANOFIEE 72 A & 9 % ElEBUF (the Crown) (2RS4 2 E (estoppel)
BRI HEFFHARET LI LG L OLVWTHA ) EORBRERFOZ LITH
2CTHrHH1T,

COBRIE, AFA VNI L > THEMENTZNELZZLFHT LD D THL—FDONEIE,
HATHIDS, ML 2 UET 2 GG HCOFAARENIHEL LD THL L V) T L TH
IR L BRI, L7250 T, DA 5K ¥ AOBHFTICB W CEEEHA S
5 LN PRI REE SNy, W) bDTH b,

AT A YHMOREIZIE, L Lads, MEbHLH, &) Did, RIS TEHEIIO»
T, BHRMIZ, ¥4 —DRIORFEZIN > THhAE26THb, bbb, A¥ A VI,
B FMEOFHEOTERICH 2 HmRI, #S, $UTHOEH 2 EBE L 2% S
e\, ZhUE, BATIHEDSZ OMERZ ARICARIZRIC 2 5 & 9 2 HETITEL vk )12
L1:0THDH, LWIDTHb, &HHERTIIZERGY, 1688 £ I2Z B L 72
FERM COMBTHEICOWCOEMLRHIATH 5, URFOFESTHEIL, SHROEELEE
T4 2L EAIHENIERRTH o 720 7o & DB DR ) OREHIR S TWw/z L)

35) Lewis v Att Gen of Jamaica[2001] 2 A. C. 50 PC at [77].
36) Lewis v Att Gen of Jamaica[2001] 2 A. C. 50 PC at [84].
37) L. Collins, “Foreign Relations and the Judiciary” (2002) 51 I. C. L. Q. 485, 496. ([ & #§ A &
“unincorporated” ] I12& >, 3V ¥ X [#HAATEFNTWARV “non-transformed” | %EX L T
Who) B L YR -3y y A, BifE, EEEEREENFTOBHETH S,
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120 IED, SUTRFOMER A IS 2 = & & 1k LCllb 2 HE THOBRHILR % 70
R 21T, 20 5D BT, RIEHR b DL 25 ThA S, REM BRI, 4
FEFIIAREINTETEY, REERIIBILZHENEHIROBEENEREINLIRE LD
HIEXNTETWAELL KL TVh, COLI b0k LT, HaEHOTIH M
i3, B GR) OBREBES 5 —— T ERF ORI RS D &5 12F 53— W E S
HEEBOTWADTH L, 0L HIET, BAEME, EHEHIRRE - 7EHER
REDREBIINZ BT 20 72k 2 AT BT 2 340D BUATHC & 5 BT A % BIDRE
LTW2 b0, Evise LTh, AMECET 2 3400E, BRI X 2 B R <
NBHEVIERTOANRDOEERIIEN TV RVDTHLID D, ZDT LIE, ViEHFO
K [ERFC L 2IEMAL] 2 Lo AKHEC BT 2 340 OmBERIL, W 2 HA TR
BURIIER L 37 LW Th b, End T iEETs ¥,

ZOSHHE, L Ladis, BUAMSEIROEEICEEMAE 2 S5 I & OMAIR
B2 25 R ERT 2, Thbb, bivbiu, sy Tl - K%
HOEHORI] 2 ThoLELLNTHLONEM S BEND S, HHEHERE, 25K
ROBEIH L TR BND, hehD, PrsEEE, VHROGE NI LA,
EUEMEDEN 2 RET 2 LD THL EELONIHLE, EVHTEN, bokbb
LLFREEND, 75 75 F+— (Alan Brudner) (&, Z#id, EEHEEREOHH]
BiEkA DKL LIS ENHERE ICRA SR 2B TH 2 LR L TVb {

[I&A] X, SERIC K BMBABRDBVETH D, %L, KX, PEERE4
DRI EWRTL2EETAHLEZONDLDDOTH-T, ARIBRIDTHDLRESEY
&, VEEEFF#S (the legislative assembly) 12X o TEH I NS —KEE (the
general will) |2 X 2 KFEZX EFHE T 5o - MM, BEEBEEOFEHN %
T AEKL TWAEBITEENES (opinio juris) 1%, T CTIZEWEE (municipal
law) &, BEEMIZFEALLES Z &A%, FEREMWEIEICE T 2 5BAIC X > TIEH &
NTVBDTHSL] Y,

38) LM RESFMEOBMIZOWTIE, &M, . Goldsworthy, Parliamentary Sovereignty: Con-
temporary Debates (New York: CUP, 2010).
39) P. Sales and J. Clement, “International Law in Domestic Courts: The Developing Framework”
(2008) 124 L. Q. R. 388, 418.
40) A. Brudner, “The Domestic Enforcement of International Covenants on Human Rights: A
Theoretical Framework™ (1985) 35 University of Toronto Law Journal 219, 230-231.
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HWE3uE, B8P (rules of custom) X, HHRAFDL  OERIC & 2 FEERGETEDST
HICHRT 25D TH Y, o CHENEER TONEI L 2MARARIEH E N2 NDT
Hho SOZLpH, bbb, MEGKS F 7 TTEESIZL D] PHEER A
O WT 2BETH] THHED L, LA [TTI2 - EBRMEMEIZOVWTO [F#]
B L 2oT0a 2 LR UATEAUL, ARDHENIE, BES CEBENE) Th2
O &[] CHETENBHFNIC B THBMISEHTRETH HNEZE V) ZLIZRHTH
B, LV TENEIND, IO EIE, HAOLEMBICK RS M L 2
o Thbb,

[MEBIFED RO EY Tl o> T, EINELORN 2RO LI I12%5121E, EN
FANOMABABRDEGEEINLEHE, TNh, EERMEEOFEMZ BMALL720 0
THAHDVHIZ, T T ENEEDOERETH 554 (LT, ENEED
W EFED X2k 5O ERENOMAAAZEE SN VLN Y (Lo
BIZSERH S D),

77 FF =320 5 K5l 2RO &) 12H & T

[EIBHAE, 22 EAMOZKYO LS 12, ACxEET 5#ME (A
B 7% Ml 22 ] (self-regarding interests) DABZFEH % [ 72 ] M (a fortuitous
harmony) 2®» 5b T & TNE, BENLEEDEYW TH L, - fiiFTH LERE
B, MEOFELARE T L L)%, HRHICHT S, AHTHLZ LItk
D HEM 2 FBRICHE D S OIZBE T 2% % BARLT 2 b O THIUT, EERRIL,
Y [Tbb—NEE] OKWATH L, 55 EEHNE, 03T L-ER
MO TH-T, NWEMIZIE, fE4 DO NROFERMEEL V) a0 T THEE L
7= PRI TEAE DB IR IR IZ & B g0 TH B ] Y

COL) =MBNS, 77 FF—1lLoTiE, HETHOEEZFEHIL, AMEICBET 2555
KOG EZIE, ENENOERERZEFH L 2O TH b

41) A. Brudner, “The Domestic Enforcement of International Covenants on Human Rights: A
Theoretical Framework” (1985) 35 University of Toronto Law Journal 219, 231.

42) A. Brudner, “The Domestic Enforcement of International Covenants on Human Rights: A
Theoretical Framework” (1985) 35 University of Toronto Law Journal 219, 231.
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[ NAEICE 9 2 EERY 238891, ERSLREA O @3%E (the common good) [ZFEME
BRI b zi 4 OFEBE A RHL CW A2 HGHEENET 25D THLDT,
o, EBRERICET 2P ENENOMAANZZ L 2 X 912, EN
ENOEBEEL 2O THE -] 7,

L) RFEROMETNE, LLaDS, (a) bbb, EETHEOTRIZDH 5B
RIL, ZEEOBEEIEBRMEEORE L KL T b LDEQEHIBDTHL LE
CTBY, 22, (b) bbNB AT 2 HEATERNEEOEY Th L& L E
2B IEERBERTDHENIIOABNT 2o (TTII) RIRLAZLD) IS, RPOMmEL, 7
L2 ICTHFCTE D, RARFHOBTRICH ZHGRNRIICOWTORLE - /FIEE <, £
72, BRFMEOEINMEL, BUAMZEIRIE, PEBIROSH UL T, FEEWEMEDOH
Beat b ORBARESNTHD ZEEAGHETER Y, TR ED, BhomEld, 2
Y ORE, wo ) URIAS) Hi5THh b, L) oid, ANEICET 275013, o
A DERIWE ) T DO LERBRIZZTHG ERBDOED TH L L FRLGLZPLTHL, Z
DT LI, Vo) DEREEHT Do

OH1) v - ¥ X (Rosalyn Higgins) &, 79> - 79 K+ —[@kk, AMEICET 5
RN OFESRN L IME LR L, s, AMICHET 2350, TEREZEY
(inter-State contract) | OEWTIE %R, 2h2ih4 OFEHOHHER, [ZHOER)
ZINT AR O WD 7% A8 (multi-lateral agreement) 12D BT LTWANS ] L FRL
Twb<,

[--- EEEEL, EEE (the law of the land) O—#Th 5. EEM 2 AEIZET 5
AN EEN TV —EOHEMIL, ERBOZPEAZLOTIERL, LA
ZROERPBINT 2HOH % DN HITL T Do FRIE, BREoEE I
WT, —RERBEOHADHRE D E SN b DICEE 2\ F&I1E, EBRMCEICS
5B L THAHD, ZFAUITRGHNITAHRAIC [Hr L] G4 O %E & A
IBRETHY, FFMIBTIERHEEO 7O OFHM A RE G R 5
PoLEDOTHL] W,

43) A. Brudner, “The Domestic Enforcement of International Covenants on Human Rights: A
Theoretical Framework™ (1985) 35 University of Toronto Law Journal 219, 231.

44) Dame Rosalyn Higgins, “The Relationship between International and Regional Human Rights
Norms and Domestic Law”, in Developing Human Rights Jurisprudence (1993) vol. 5, 16-23, at
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FIfRZ, V7 - 7)< A Y — (Lea Brilmayer) 1ZIRD X HIZERL 720

[OMEZ T 55/, S & O R—30—— O L HE 25 TIE 2 VAT
BEFEOMHEMHE— [T LAY —nb ] TH (pledges) — % BE&ET 2
=D DOWATH HOMI OEBTH A

TIONIAY—IIANHEIZET 2050 [MENESN (morally declaratory) | 72 b @
ELTKEBILTRD L9125,

THEFNCE S 21501, fEEDST CIEBEMICIRI LS 72 wb o & LTERLE:
bOREHLLTHTLLOTHY, MEICHETAHSLNICELTLIEIZE ST,
FERIZZENS OHFEEWFIEL L CEETLLOHALEBEBIDTH LY,

LL%Ds, WOPDAMEICET 2L 0REDORE > /R5 & AMEICET 55

BThHoTh, RETNVICEDCHADFH EARIZ, KBEZHOEW TH L L)
SN B 5 AMEIZE T 5565401, [HHEDT TIHEAIZIRIL L 2372w b
DELTZELLLD] OFBTHLEWV) ZLIFZE ) TWTER W, B2, HFRAE

=
IEN=i

("UDHR") % 34id [HEm~OHER] 2RELTha e b, USRI

v, Fned, BEOELL, £OERD, PR EESEL) Lo
FHRICKM L2 RLTCWh, A7) —-7 -7 L K (Mary Ann Glendon) 13,
Db E, (O FEL TV, VEL - 70y 7 ORBEA - THDEHE
BEITHHADD] W L LTER L. SNOOEROMEIL, TR OBGA KRNI

45)

46)

47)

48)

20 (quoted in McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Re[2004] UKHL 12; [2004]1 W.L.R. 807
at [51] (Lord Steyn)).

L. Brilmayer, “From ‘Contract’ to ‘Pledge’: The Structure ofinternational Human Rights
Agreements” (2006) 77 B.Y.IL. 163, 165.

L. Brilmayer, “From ‘Contract’ to Pledge : The Structure ofInternational Human Rights
Agreements” (2006) 77 B.Y.IL. 163, 171.

HRAAMES L, ERESORZICLILIZETTHIY, FHTHLEVHI I L LA, HoHE
BAMELEOHATHD L UOHLEZLNTE TV D, ZiUE, MOAIZET 2% { OiZF DMk
BWEWTHOTHY, (toT, MHEIEESICH L TUIThNiE4 OZWIL, AEICHET 55654
DA DEHBIZO VT DFEm L —KNICHD L DD TH 5,

M.A. Glendon, A World Made New: Eleanor Roosevelt and the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights (New York: Random House, 2001) p.92.
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B9 2 EEHL (HHMEHK “ICCPR") 45 6 FORERICHORELL 72, M504
NOMEFNZ, KREM Z2FET 505, TOBRIEZERHL 5, HFEAMES (UDHR)
HHVITEHWESY (ICCPR) 1, [#MEDT CITHEMIIKI LA 72w b 0L LT%
BLZbD] 2RETHHRHEEFLEI TVE) T ENTERVL, ZLOMET, A
BId 25054913, ZBOEM RO TH %,

254 YHOERIE, X HIZ, MEIMECDITTIERZWITREDL, bhuvbha Rz,
IEALE 2 s OB FHED JF I O 7212 & 5 FERIIRILZ OV T ORI ORIEL, TEFEH)
Thbo RIIHZFOHRUMOHGRNIRIMTH D02 FEET LI LR, T, TOHHN
RIS G- D58 4~ OIRPUEHTTRETH 200 &) a ] ) T &7 <, HUIZE HIIZE
T 52 EIIFED T AND T2 FEEE, bivbiud, A5 A4 VK ) —EREEICED S
ENTEDLDTHHT, 8, bILbIUdA £ ZOHFHFNIBIF 5 AEIZHET 27554
OHALZRT HEOHFER L L TREFHEZRLIREZ 2O HbN L, EEXTHEE, b
R bNONOEERFEOEBETII RV E VD T LS, 1998 4F AMEE 0 328 LUk
WCERSNTEZ, (& LAZD) bhicA FY 2A0ERE, BBV, (WEF
TL) Ao, ZLC, ZRUEDOLOTIE R ETIUL, FEOLEIIS 2 TS5 E D
NTELOTHoT, T, AEICET 2558 (ROZOMICHL TEETo5M)
DA RMEDS, FETHICERTHILICL o TERUL, EOLRICHTLERIZE
STRELNLEREZEDVEPNLDOTH L, UTFTHHPEINE LI, 2o7Tu—F
WCIMES H LN E S, TORMEE, T, AMEREIZEES-3 2 G o 750 M
TOMZESTH LD T LEEEZEZ 55D THh L, BLEOMFHENMIEEIX, €1
BRI X > Tid, BEADENERHFTICB W TAMEICET 5550 KILT 5 2 LA TE
BEDQEREEP VIR ED, MR, AEREICB) S —BEEL&EE, B
B ZD L) BHEEANCBIT LU RIS, BFHFARTIEIIhbE ) T E2RELT
Who 7o L ICEESOE R ORIGTEE GEEDS, SR AEICHT 256502 G0 05
HKOBUHEIC N T EEE L EEHE R72T LR 5D T) BATH & LHHF & ORFEE %7
HS 2 HMEZHFOLDTH B, HHFHIIVE ZAMEREEICB W THIRENRTWAEDT
Hbo CORESHBIET H72012, b LIESH, AEFKH OB 2 i % FIH
Lawvediud, BT BmaoBity, B TELAKZDO L) 2L TES
EERSND, WETIE, FHIO ANMERE % LR 2RI, SRR
CRGA DT TR 2 RH LR VIR, BEEOMFEHWHEIC L o CERESND, AMHERE
BT 2 EEOEE ZRET 2D TH S,
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AMNEFHNOERER L, EOXEOERERMBESDOMEILE

74 w7 -t A)VA (Philip Sales) & a7 X -2 L X (Joanne Clement) (&,
McKerr’s Application for Judicial Review, Rel\ZBJH A% 4 VIIORIEZRBITTwvib

[COBET, 4 F) AL EOEMRINOMEE LTiE, TAHE] (CBT 558586 &,
MDFESRK & DR OXHID 720 OMeRAT L <IXFHIZIZ R A S ORI 2 \0as, L
PLZ S (AN ER/OTONLERETH S, [nternational Tin Council
IZBWTRENZ L) %] EZEWER (the authorities) (Z81F 2% B#E 3 5 JHE O %
PN T L, FEEAOFE 2 OMEFICEDL L5580, MoFESRHED
D7 5 XBNZ DWW T O B FE IO FiE EO BRI S E4 LS Tniaw
DTHH] Y,

TANXEZ LAY ML, L Lads, [EELOMEGRIRR] 2o TidgEMz 2L
T, Thbbh, oI, EEEHEOFEM), EEOERTH-> T, AECHT L%
SFHOBEHZBAIEARIE R S, L) TEEZITFARTV S, UhEd, AEED
BAD, BERFOZALZIREL-OTHY, HFETHIE, I AF) AEEOTE
GLERETIE VY, LW ZEIIZEROEHDH S Y, 2L, R. (on the application of
Jackson) v Attorney General FFIZB W T, & — 7 (Lord Hope) 13k D & H IZFEEL 720

[FESFHEETL IR, PVIEHADOTEZE) THo/e LT, UTOZ Lk
WA - GERICEA] BIROZVIFEOHHEEH S5 L) 2L IF L IERIE
HETIZ AR - FHFNC L 2 EOLROBITIE, Db OEESEHEL B Twn
LEMAHH L CTWEDTHS ] Y,

49) P. Sales and J. Clement, “International Law in Domestic Courts: The Developing Framework”
(2008) 124 L. Q. R. 388, 398-399.

50) HEENFEEL, HLARELTEY, 2L CHEOZMPEERFRIIB W T8O EEM: % #1
L72DTH5b, LoFEEIZONTIX, UT% %M ] Jowell, and D. Oliver, (eds) The Chang-
ing Constitution, 6th edn (Oxford: OUP, 2007) ; J. Jowell, “Beyond the Rule of Law: Towards
Constitutional Judicial Review” [2000] P.L. 671; Lord Steyn, “Democracy, the Rule of Law and
the Role of Judges” [2006] EH.RLR 243.

51) R. (on the application of Jackson) v Attorney General [2005] UKHL 56; [2006]1 A.C. 262 at [104]
[107].
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UL BREHRT, A4 VHEIZUTOIHITREL TWh,

[BEOFLEIZ [ONbNOBENEZEIZBNT] 220 THWIT EIRHPEC 5% E
R TS, UL, TOEENL, FHIRIESEZHELZLDIZTHE N,
EOLOTHIRN DD TH o720 FOZEUL, WiEIZEEN 2ANE L ER L 720
Thsrl P,

b L, UL > THIT SN2, HOLRIZOWTOR—TINZ L2 AfE, Thbb,
ZNEEED [HHEE] Thob, L) BEEZRIT 2 ANH 5 L31UE, 2, HEo
K, P LObEFHFOPT T BOEZEEZER L 7-0THY, HEFHIITLT
EH1ER [N 1 4 1)~ (“secondfiddle”) ] DFENZHLE TV WD THAL, L)
WRE 72 SR AT B 2 L2 B 7Y

EOTRDPEFRTFOPT—BOEENEZERLIEV) OPEETHL T, A
FYZBEIZBI B4 OFHOMAIE, b IIPCETERERESFIHEL Vo MEBICOAT
B LTHMENDLRETIE RV, T LA, bIlbid, BOTRD A £ ZAEICBIT HE4
DEHOHIZONTYH, BIZES> TVLOPEZHFETRELZOTHY), 2D &I,
A XN AOFRROP TORRWEREL LT, HOXMErERTHI LA EFH LT 5,
bED A, EOXMOUIENERL, FEOHMEZEBER 25D TH L0, €A1 (Lord
Bingham) 124 %, HOLEOFBETHENZ b o> RIEDERD, T TOHMIZE-T
HHTHB ™,

VU AN X AFEoFROERIE, ANOO TRl (“subrules”) 725745 b DT,
ZNHOFICE, FHIKRTITE 2O ATEENLRRITOLDEZATVS, ZNHEDTHL
HHAID ) B0, ST THICHRIENL D TH D, U U AWM X 2EMO T AN,
M43, EARMAMEOBY) 2 HEZ 52 2% 5 %0v] L) boThs 7,
EUHLIRD LR LT 5,

[N, BEOFXEOPIZAEEINTWLILDLE LTERMWIZCSAESINSL Z L2

52) Lord Steyn, ‘Democracy, the Rule of Law and the Role of Judges” [2006] E. H. R. L. R. 243, 248.

53) J. Jowell, “The Rule of Law and its Underlying Values” in L Jowell, and D. Oliver, (eds) The
Changing Constitution, 6th edn (Oxford: OUP, 2007) p.6.

54) Lord Bingham, “The Sixth Sir David Williams Lecture: The Rule of Law™ (2007) 66 CL]. 67.

55) Lord Bingham, “The Sixth Sir David Williams Lecture: The Rule of Law™ (2007) 66 C.L]. 67, 75.
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BORWTHAHI). ¥4 —1F, HOFEOLEINZ, »hsEENLTNEYS 2 TW
BNV EREESNTEDTHL] P,

LA LZ2is, EryHAIRROLIICEET S,

[ERONRY, KT, #WESN, ZLEHEISRTNS L) 25E RoR
fECIX, HBOZEAETFEN) HEEZLT LITHER, - FEOERIX, ZTO
HRIIBNT, ANEOHENRENERN 2 LD LR EINTWD Z L 2 MHENIZER
T5b0THL] 7,

SV VN R 2%~ W AN I X 1V L =

[BUF3 2 EOSREIIL, EREICBWTEER;R ) #FVETFINL I L2 HE
RKLTWDEDOTHY, TOREBEEIL, FEEROITEZ RS 2 580% L IZERR
BIEE R UFATIC E%T%%ﬂfﬁéjwo

U HAEDFEOELROERE, REMNZEFR (a conclusive definition) TlXZ 1T
nEL, 1250 bod, HOIBOTR, MUEERFIZBT 5 EOLEOMER I
B4 F) ADEHAFNI BT HMENE R L TWbe FFZ, £ (Z0ER] (X, AHE
PREEZ R 2L OXBMOELNIM ST R L TBY, T2, ZIUIAEREIZBIT S
HIFTOZENE NICHEREZ SWIRZ 720D TH L, flziEY 7)) — - Vax) (Jeffrey
Jowell) 1%, AMEELEIORAIZKO X H IR L TWD, $4abb, FHrid

56) Lord Bingham, “The Sixth Sir David Williams Lecture: The Rule of Law” (2007) 66 C. L. J. 67,
75. B A AIT A v — ORI, AR L) RFE-HWZABE 2N ITMAZTwEb0LH 5
EBRML TS, EWE, HoXMPAEOFMZ LT LI L2 EFHTLILICELTLLETD
ADEET 20T TiEEwL, ¥¥a— 7 L1 v — (Matthew Kramer) & =— 7L - % » X (Nigel
Simmonds) X, ZOFEICOWTFHMNIZFH U CWvw5b, B8, M. Kramer “On the moral status or
the rule of law” (2004) 63 C. L. J. 65 and N. E. Simmonds “Straightforwardly false: the collapse of
Kramer's positivism” (2004) 63 C. L. J. 98.

57) Lord Bingham, “The Sixth Sir David Williams Lecture: The Rule of Law” (2007) 66 C. L. J. 67,
75.

58) Lord Bingham, “The Sixth Sir David Williams Lecture: The Rule of Law™ (2007) 66 C. L. J. 67,
81-82.
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[VERTIIHRICVHEOBEAME L 2 TR ELRVI LI ELTHA ), -
Vo, biubiud, SHEV— LV ORICESCEFLI YL E LA, HIRSH
FERFIC DOV REFHRETFAANETTIIRIT LTV AL TH L] Y,

7 =714 YW (Lord Irvine) &, T DX ) REHFTOZEBMEIZ, KD X H 12k~ 7z
&R L7z,

[bivbiid, B2 [EHEFRE] (‘sovereigntist ) & M5, FHoH i o 1%
WZOWTOVENBBENORATZ LG L 72, 21, HEBUF (accountable
government) xHAEV.L &) & T 5 EFELEOMBRICBIF A AR N EZE LT
DEHFOBEZHAL T 5B ] Y,

SV 5L, BHENL, bIERHEREOBUAEIIIC L o TRA LN, GEx OfbE
DFOFHM A EEEZFEET LI LI (ZokEl%) RESNL TV RV, & LA, FHT
X, SREROBEINEELLT 5 &2, BB HATHEDTH b,

T, DToZLz2Exld, $hbh, AEHEIEL #RICEKEETRVTWESIC
LAnb o, MECHET 2% BT AR 520N TWwE0OTHL, kb,
BHESIE, BRICOWTEET L7207 Th, HOFEEE NEREICOWTHEEL %
RS sThHb, L7508, TORT, bivbhu, AEICET 5501,
FNHICR LT, BRICEZKRIEL T FY AOFKHAFICB W CHICEATRTH S
EVAEED)GAONTVS E WD HIZBWT, EFEMICMOHEL L3R > TV 5,
EFRTDULENH DL LA ) THETTICLFLTT IV - 77 FF—2wi- X
IS, AEICBT 2500 2R 2 Bt 2 L) A EETATH L LD E L
Bt A DEFRIZE D EBRNZIEEOED TH D L) LI DNT, AMEICET 564
H e ZDMDOFEEKEXXBTEODTHL, LeLars, ZoFERITBT SN, il
DFFEHIE, AMECETAHEEMOENIL, MOFESEN L ITENZEVDSE 2 5NMTWw5
LOTH-T, F72, MEICHT 2HENORIEOMLT L, TNOOEMIC (HED) &

59) J. Jowell, “Beyond the Rule of Law: Towards Constitutional Judicial Review” [2000] P. L. 671,
671.

60) Lord Irvine, “Activism and Restraint: Human Rights and the Interpretative Process” in Lord
Irvine (ed) Human Rights, Constitutional Law and the Development of the English Legal System.:
Selected Essays (Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Hart, 2003) pp. 84-85.
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WEDGZTWDERFBL TS, LALEAS, UWTFTHZ6N15E X9 ZiEc OB
b3 bE, INHOMADERIL, AMEICET L5650 2] ThrEhdbLs [E
Fjl THBLEV) FIREFSIZFALELS HWVIZEHA LWL DTHY, T/, FHFIDP, B
X BARBMUICHDS (NMEICHT 2] SESRMICITN 2525 2 LD kD L ofiwz
BRI E ) THEP VLD TH S,

MED [ NERBZ (“humanitarian ideal”) | ' —ERB O L Y b & L2 F41E
ADNEWFGRZB T 2 FE58——13, EINEHIITIC BT % 578 4 D549 O AW RElE & it
B4 2 BN 260002 RV 7200 OB EZRET 2 % Uhed, vy a—-
7 LAY 7~ (Matthew Craven) 281E L 3R L7z & 912, AMEIZBI T % 38540 D HIWIZ,
PR LHHERM L 2V, L) Dld, MEICRIZEREZ LT TnaWioS Dk
KIPFIELTHBY, Z2hbid, (MEICEREZLETTWRW] 120 22b 563 [ A#ENZ ]
HBELMEL TR A5 THE Y, (£)vorz) filld, ¥atk—THEHROZTD =D
DBEIMFEEFICEHEEINT WD, FERIC, AEICBT 2385075, 6 A D 4 ORI % £
ELTVIME—DLDTHLEN) LB TE RV, 74— VHFRESEN (VCCR) ©
£ AR R, L PRI T L6 0 £72, FEEANOHEFR L Bb o Tw
Bo TNHDNMEIZHT S LD TR (nonhuman rights) SIS, A F1) ZA D5
FHCBWTHEIR T2 O L 2RET 5281, LALALS, EHIFINETH S,
Tat—THGEMIECICT 1 — CHFEBREN L, BEREOMBREHEITLEHO0THY,
FEOLROELEA, BHAFICL > T, RALPOEKRT, WRERICETL N
LOFHBFRMH L CHBMN G ANETE L2 L 2RIET LI EIIREETH L. FEIE,
Cheney v Conn \2BWT, Yo t— TN, 1957 DY 21— TEEEAFITHIF &
TV FEFNTORENEHINLY 2 % — TSI L 5 2 2 L 0SHRIIZERRS
NzDTHEY, bbHA, TH)0oHEHTAECET 5550 OEE#N %2 ZHT 5
EFRT DL, Cheney FEH-DFEILIZFE 72200, # L {1d Cheney FAFOFEIEIIMD T

61) M. Craven, ‘Legal Differentiation and the Concept of the Human Rights Treaty in International
Law” (2000) 11 E. J. L. L. 491, 497.

62) M R. (on the application of European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer, Prague
Airport [2003] EWCA Civ 666; [2004] Q.B. 811. |2 B W Tk & 17z (propounded) EFRETH 5 7%,
BHFN L o TRIFENZDDTH %,

63) M. Craven, ‘Legal Differentiation and the Concept of the Human Rights Treaty in International
Law” (2000) II E.HL. 491. 497.

64) Cheney v Conn (Inspector of taxes) [1968]11 W.LR. 242; [1968]1 All ER. 779 at 782-782 (Ungoed-
Thomas J.).
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

B o 2B LOVHADO T THRIELZODTH L LHMIZHS T THA )T ED,
MNEIZRIT BRI ZN OO HME ML L CIIMoOEES L K S G R v e v ) il
3K -7-FETH 5,

L L7adis, ZORIZOWTIE, AEIZET 2 58007%, MOFESK & IdHEWZ <
Blpblw) RO FETIERT 2, MEEKIL, ERFC2IZLTEOHEREZH]
AP DDZEDTHY, L7zdo T, UHEHN~OMOFXFHEDNSZOFE = K72 LT
WRHEIFIZ D5 T, AELRNO T CTERIE > TV ERBELRITIEPRYTHD
CTENFREINTEz, WETL, (L) FEx OEHOEHIE, HBBRIES T
HEDPIED LD LT, AEIZET %556 OEREL, FEERHE O B RRE S
KELZWEFRENTEZOTH 2, Thed, UTTHHTZIHIZ, 2o Lig,
NMEIZBES BRESAIDS, FRICA £ ZAOFHFTIC BV THERIC X 2K LIZ HE AT
OB DBEKRAFEZLTWD EDRMmEEL LDTIE 2V,

ANHEL, MOFESRHEENIIRLZL2DDTHS, RELRL, ANEIPHIET 5 DIIMIZHE
ERLZVWHEIZLZDTH L0072, EERSINTE, 2L 21E, FHITHT RIS
BI9 2 REHNE, AMEICRE 236581t L CIAEYITH L & LITLITEH IS, &
KRBT 2 7 4 — V58919 § c THIL, BERIZZEND [LHUFHNOMRIECICHY &
VL] BREARBTLZERTELRVERELTOLY, HEIRREHFETRTH S
DG EFET B0 OMEIL, AEEOFEICB W CHRRICREE 2 5 2 L AVAESTW
5o 1994 4E, [E# AMEZRE 4 (United Nations Human Rights Committee (“HRC")) &
COFFTIZOVTO—FNERAZRE LT, EHEAEZERE, TROKOBIAEIHEFIZ
B9 5 EIBSHA 0 2 B OB RINEZ e MG MR 2 A L v b k72 ¥ [
BRI, F—a v X AHEFHATIE, ECHRICH T 2RI LALR L ZIZHENTH L012D
WCOMBEL LY A T & 720 Belilos v Switzerland ® 7516 F 5 —HOFEIZBWT,

65) EIFEAMERAE L 32 0BMEET~NOMEIIIMAIZE L TaH Nz, £ L TEBAMERY
HHEMERK 41 O T COESICHMEL TH S NARRICHET 24 mI2o0wTo, 1994411 A 11
HOEEAMRES —RMERSE 24 (52), FFIX7 75716 - 18 s ([HFEO R,
MR O R E BT 20 ErE2RTL2EBL2H)OFAMEERTHD, TOT L
&, EBAEgICIE, AMEWCRE 2 365K 2B L CIEFiisEENC & » TREY 4L (task) TH D Z
EIZEBDTHY, T2, ML, ZOERROBITZ B L2 WAEZBESOMHETH S
TLILEBDTH S (available at (1995) HRL. J. 262)) .

66) Belilos v Switzerland (A/132) (1988) 10 EHRR. 466 ([ —#%444# (“general character”)] %
ORI INL ). BUTOSM, Gradinger v Austria (A/328-C) (1995) (RFR1Z, B
95 ENED S BB FHHEI & o THIBR 8 5) ; Assanidze v Georgia (71503/01) (2004)
39 EHRR. 32 (53— v 78 AMESSH O Hh BRAY 8 F 4G B % HIPR 9~ 2 HARIEFF S e ) 5 Fischer v

247



KRBRREER s ASC - AR 18

=0y 2SN MEFHFNE, FAEPERTH 2720 IFHFNII- SNAREL S 5w, wD
POFMREDTz, 723 — 1 v /S NHEEHINE, W) 2BROMITIZOVWTHHIRL 72
—MFENL, FRET- 2B, (Z008) Wb (FRH]) #RONETH L 01205
b, KKE LTHRWLYFRTHL, LnIDTHD 7,

FRIZOVTOREF DG~ OHBPO—205, AMEIZHT 2554012, HEKE O
HIZIKFELTWARWE W) 2L Th D, AMAMEFH AT (the Inter-American Court of
Human Rights) &, RO T 2EEWER (Effects of Reservations) \ZHBT
KD & 912k ~<7z,

[ ARSI — L, - - R E O BRI O 72 0 ORI OF H A % 3ERL T
% 72 OVHEIENIAGRN B RO L EMSA TE R Ve MERHOMR L BiNE, A
MO N 2 B AR BRI %2, EIEEENCR LTl 2R LSO FEEICR LT,
ZOEFEICDIPDOOLTIHRET LI L THD, TNHDAMEIZE T 25654 DRk 12
Y72oTC, FEERIE, XEEO-OIZ, MOFEENIKT 5 BE4R7Z1T TR, it
El O EEREINIC & 5 TOFEME K LTHE ) B4 2350 EE STV 5 ERT
BT EMMESN) ZOTH L] Y,

)7 - 7YV < A4 Y — (Lea Brilmayer) 13372, fMOFESHEIXELRD, AHEICHET
BHARI OS] (offectiveness) b, EROMEMABIRICHIRL TV AV LTV,
TNVNYAY =13, [FEREFOOORSENILIIE - EROMEREERIZH ]
EFRERLTVDEY, 2L, ROLIHILRBELDOTH 5,

(MRS B0 T TOHCHR ) FEADOEBEZHI T ILEEZREATV R,
LM e TERVERIE, BoEED (20X ) 2#EI2]) B2 250

Austria (A/312) (1995) 20 EHRR. 349 (RPRD 7% SN RITHAT SN2 EHNEIIE, HERIEE
H&ENz\wv) . ECHR ~OZHIZOWT—%IZiE, T 228, DJ. Harris, M. O'Boyle, EP.
Bates and CM. Buckley, Harris. O’Boyle and Warbrick: Law of the European Convention on Hu-
man Rights, 2nd edn (Oxford: OUP, 2009) pp.21-23.

67) Belilos v Switzerland (A/132) (1988) 10 EH.R.R. 466 at 591.

68) The Effect of Reservations on the Entry into Force of the American Convention on Human Rights

(arts 74 and 75), Advisory Opinion OC-2/82, Inter-American Court of Human Rights (1982)

Series A, No.2 (September 24, 1982) para.30.

69) L. Brilmayer, ‘From ‘Contract’ to ‘Pledge : The Structure of International Human Rights
Agreements” (2006) 77 B.Y.IL. 163, 165.
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

B EETLHEEZIZEAE Y, HLEELL Vw0 ThHs] ™,

s UL, oSN ZEITT 2 2 &AM EEE M OM FARTFRRIKIL L T2 012
LT, AEWCBETAHEENDOETIX, £059) ZHEAKGEERIEKRL THh 2w Th
o TOZEIX, BB X XEHT 52— bbb, AMEFHNOTTORBIIHS 2

NS AT OOMIEE LCRIEL S 20— b, EH LT, o b REE R
Z L, MoOBLEOITHEIIIPDETIRETHLOVPHEETH > T, TOHEEZ, AHE
FHRID LD G %, HEARGRERIKILL T MMOFE» S5 XA 52 & 2RI
HDThHhb, T4 x—)V- X7 x=A7 1 (Eyal Benvenisti) |2 & %4545 S D5HTIE,
COZERFHTHIEDOMITE R D, N T L2 AT 1 1F, FEOENEHED, M
EINEHFT CAEAK, EFIC L KB E R EEEEZ, $UT3T2600, IZOWTIZD
OEHERMET 2, XU TZ=ZAT141E, KOLIHITRHL TV S,

T2 BT 5 B ZBHHERICOWTOBRE -+ [E0NC] - EROREEHRHE
FIZOWTOME - DT Do - WHE S RLHFEEE, HEOVHEFIZL 2
BRI KRR 2% L 2 WEBRI 2 688 (0@M) # I 2 720257
FEICFRZ, ENORZEHEED, EBREED F2H 5 & OB WAICITFA TY
5] ™,

Fifo X912, ENORFEERBRICE > TOBEIT, FTEFDEE L 724/ 8E H3E
Wi LB 2 Fi B85 72012, SHEFIC L 2EKED BELELROP, Thole T
T TITRF=DEIBAHLTEZD, AMERKNORE NI HEIX I B 2 B0
THTHHETFRLTVLRIINED, 202 ki, MNMECHET LM ETOREICD
WTEHETHL LIV TENTEXT, 225501, LN TRV L 2D
WThh, LiznsoT, ENEIZRLHO, MEFICK2RBEVPEFINTNLEDTH S,
LELOONDLDOTH L, BUFIZH LT MRICHET 2 BHZRITEIO 4t 2 773 6% (1)

70) L. Brilmayer, “From ‘Contract to Pledge : The Structure of International Human Rights
Agreements” (2006) 77 B.Y.LL. 163, 187.

71) MHEAKAFYE (reciprocity) ~®IJE - &4 (non-dependence) 1%, EFRAY, LIXLIEMoOFHHFEEHD
SOWBEORNL LI AHEICHT 2565092 RETE L I L2 EKRT 5,

72) E. Benvenisti, “Judicial Misgivings Regarding the Application of International Law: An Analysis
of Attitudes in Domestic Courts” (1993) 4 E. J. L. L. 159, 174 (citations omitted) .
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ICBLTIE, LALaDS, ZoOBMZAMEICETL2HENIIEATE2nETRSL
%o FHEIREOBLRE BT 2565018, ZOFEMEIC L > TOMEARL RO F IR
D TIRWHEHTHERILL TWb, 2O X2, »Hh5501E, FHEOMBEIZOWT, EWN
BCHPrAMTBUIHED 2 &, RUBIFICHEZITEIORM AT 2 L2 IT#EYTH L,
Tabb, HIGEEOFERM [—>D5 (one-voice) ] Tikd 2 LIFEEIZMYITH 5
EVIDTHDL P LELEHS, NMEOHEFFEo 72765:01&, F0EMPEICOVTRE
ER M O EMIFEI R T EZ vy, W) DI, €9 Vo Zo5/iE, FEERMOMREY
ME L TR b Thbd, 2wz, FHTL, BUFIZHIEERIZOWTOHHZITE)
DEME G252 L 2LERT 2 LET RV, EBE, ZTOHIIETH L, RV AL
B L72HE, 2O DPHRICOW TR TW AR IZBWT, BUfiEZoF (Teo
SH) IS L (te) SEICAELZOTH L, ZhW2, [—O0f | FHEZ MR
L7200, FHPHEZ ) Vo EDPMEIRE LTHRELZDDTH D2 L MR L 2T L
b\ EROFHMA, BUFIZL S N E (BE) R#HBELETF L2722 8IldoTH
ONHEE, FREEPIL, EROIEBRIC BT AT A S 72012, B L Thd
LFEBEPITIRETHLEDOERIEIEDLDLVWIDTH L, ZD L) EEIL EENR
MKV B 2 340 2 BT 2 220 OEEIH TlE 2V Ch 5 ) L, E10E-TK
BMTERENLIRELDTLZWITNRED, E3H L TOESIIMHETIZH 52— (4
RBARIZ B BB O HH R ATEI O AMAORRE | % BATHH0 LT (B sk
v Z i, MEICET 20O EICITEHATE RO TH L, ThEbeT
TSNS L), MEERGEROFEENAKTIE, BHFDS, #ERICLDEREER
CANMEICBET 2NN 25T 2R E Z23 5 L O &2 T3 7200 & 137
5, TTICHDBELABRONTEA LIS, EBAEDRE, HEARGEOFEIZIZK
LTV DTHL, FIZPrG & SNG4 OB TIE, ¥ at—T7E00, R
£ B AR R CRILTENEHFTICB W TN L > TEBRH S S 2\, LIFFRTE
BnZ ks ™,

e d, BELEOXROFERMMAICHES L LI R0 hbFEICESTYH, &
LMD, MEFHOBRENFRINTETCWLIETHDL, YT — - Vay

73)  Spain v Owners of the Arantzazu Mendi [1939] A.C. 256 at 264 (Lord Atkin).

74) ol ki HZ—IRAF Y4 7EEEILEE (ICTY : International Criminal Tribunal for the
former Yugoslavia (3% 4 b http//www.icty.org/)) »%, Kuprsekic T, 1T-95-16-T, 2000
41 H 14 H¥ P paras 511, 515 THIMEIZ L 7zo (A4 e 3L 43013 http//www.icty.org/x/
cases/kupreskic/tjug/en/kup-tj000114e.pdf ¢ AF-1] g
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A F) AEERIIBIT D NESAK (EHEE—)

)V (Jeffrey Jowell) 7 —% 1 Y (Lord Irvine) B[R 5 L) & A4k, AMED:
D% (post-Human Rights Act) O#EEREIZE T B ENEOZELL D0 dH 5 %EH & R %
FSCEMICHEM L Cwaiihed, 2ol b, EEFEHEOREED, CUr Aozt s
BEOXMSIZL b2 BAEEIN2O0H L, HLLIFLENIE - TLEEZENOOH 5
EV) ZEEFoTWVEbIFTIE R AMEREIL, L \Wilx OWEF] % 8l 2 HEBR & e
W5 LTIV nZ e 6N TE 2 b nw—2=2iE, FHFrc L, 3—uav
INNHESGAHN & ENTREMER O FPH 2 T 2 HEBR 24 5- L T 2 7217 Th 5 BT I,
MRV L WHETENS OFEEFN ZHIRT 5 2 LD TE 570, TOHERIL, EWNE
WZALAA F N T2\ (non-transformed) FESAYIC DAL S N2 5EHER 2 FUIT 3 5 72
WOMEREA L T0B L) ZERnbiIEEEN T, $4bb, oXROEE T

BP0 LT, MAOFEEZJET AHERZ M5 L T nw—2=2 EHIZ, BT
LT, T TICHEEL TV LHEEFAOBBRICBIT S X VIERINMERE S 2 TWA 2T
DLDTH b,

MNMEFHE 34 RUE AKX 2HEEE, MEED, EHEERT ) BAOBREOKRE
P2 RFET 2 72OIEEI/E) EIFOoNbDTHLZ ENMOLNTH L, 4 3 5ITEH
P2 LT, I —1 v 2SN NHESAY L OREMER) & & 1 72 51k CTEINEE &2 RS 2 MR % 4
HLTBY, TE4RIEHIC NEGES2HIHRRZAA5 L Twb, & )biT,
HNWFENIEIRSIBWE ) RHET, HOWMIZI —a v S KSR 6 RIS 2 L) 7%
FETTYERATHOMRARIFLTHY ™, BN, tEo, a€> - o—FEOEKH
FriZBWT, EHHHVPE L TWDE L) HET, E2ERE § 2HERPRITTWw
57T, k3 Hl, ZOWKRT, BRI BHITOREISHNL S0 b 5 HER % Z/EICAN
Tb%s, FHERFLTVLE2DTH b,

V7= T= VAT = 1 (Jeffrey Goldsworthy) ZFEXIZEH D Z OFFEEIC
WHRMATUTOL)ICERL TS, $4bL, 74U =777+ — (Aileen

75) 2, (AF)AQERNIIBIT L) EERANCL s 3EY - u— EOMIENORE, FICANE
MROTHAHIRT 2 L) % TEY - O— LOFEAORE L IKTE 5, FIZITBH, ] Laws,
“Is the High Court the guardian of fundamental constitutional rights?” [1993] P. L. 59 }& U" Lord
Browne-Wilkinson “The Infiltration of a Bill of Rights” [1992] P. L. 397. ZOW##& X, 2> -0 —
L OFEMERI SR L TV B,
76) R. v Secretary of State for the Home Department Exp. Simms [2002]2 A. C. 115 at [131].
77 BZHL b2 bFALMNET A D AEREORSHENITTH b, B8, Marbury v Madison
(1803) 5 U.S. (1 Cranch) 137.
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Kavanagh) ™ ®#~—72 -2 4 v + (Mark Elliott) ™ @ X 9 % A4 1%, FEDIHET 57
OOEMERMER (Bl & N2 TfE\T 5700, L) —BRE I N/-BIGHIMERD 3
E| LoM® [0 ] (“gap”) 2RIFSICFELTELY, T— VAT =3 4 BENT
WA L9112, ANEETLIZZooEENSEREIE, EEOEFHIE (legislative agenda)
IZX$ 5, L) —fEOBUAMAE ORI 22 56 4 ORI E T ICRT LI 5 TH A D
25, L2 LINSDOFEIX, BEOHGRLEITCICERLD, EEPFHILL) EELuwhy
% B EEICOWTONEERAT) RO RE L72bIF Tld v, AMEEZORRIZB VTS
A, R, REZEEMATE TS L) RIAEEZEBIE) LD THL, TOLHIRC
LR LI ETHABFEP DO Thho720NnED, R ZDEHI BRI xTAHI LN
RUHECH2 2 E2ERLAV, L3 AT, Bihlh T A MEE ) BV b0 L4 Y
55, ST, ERITRZI:

[HEAICDHENCOENLFEETH LY, (L2l GES] X, EHimmicd
BIEMC AR I BUAN 2 55 4 ORIRICIEB T 5D THh 5] %,

BRI ZOBEMEEL L 020D, HHUFTOMERY, H2HEEPOHMALT
ETWVALILICIFHELZITNI RS v, ffA 2HHA 6, BUAWIE NI 7 LA
X, HEEDARD, ZOE (=4F)A) B AEREOL T V2 RETRETH S
) 2l ORI A REIC LT E 7z, FONL o TE, AR IREES 2 373 % il S
CLONHEDICLEY, HLLRARTEAVIEEHEETHL L) Ths ¥, 2t
I2h, RO L ZORAEONTHICHET 220 (=#a0) BEMRMAE (nsularity)
oL, BHINIENOREIZL ) —BEL TV AL E60H5 L) Thb, EVhE
B2 hHE, NEREZ, FEEEO—MMIEELIREBDOTE RN EPEEINTE
TWLDOTHY, T/, 77UV »-¥v 2 (Alison Young) WNZ M4k v 7~ (Tom

78) A. Kavanagh Constitutional Review under the Human Righls Act (New York: CUP, 2009).

79) M. Elliott “Parliamentary Sovereignty and the New Constitutional Order: Legislative Freedom,
Political Reality, and Convention” (2002) 22 Legal Studies 340.

80) J. Goldsworthy Parliamentary Sovereignty: Contemporary Debates (New York: CUP, 2010) p. 302.

81) J. Goldsworthy Parliamentary Sovereignty: Contemporary Debates (New York: CUP, 2010) p. 303.

82) V7Y — T RAT—I 4 IETDILIZOVTEESN-ERIFE (elected representatives)
A [Z O EMES (constituents) DFEM A FHTIT[IHE] LTV L LOEEEERL TV
EVHZEICERLT, [HUFHERRIE] ("agency problem”) & WA TW5, J. Goldsworthy Par-
liamentary Sovereignty: Contemporary Debates (New York: CUP, 2010) p. 10.
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Hickman) DT AZEFH5, Wl L CAMEEOB AL, AMEREIZEDLZ Z LA 51200
T, WHIEREOZMER TORNEE (dialogue) ZRETEZ0IZOVWTHPL TW/DTH S,
AAEEERELZVOE, Zo&Eo [REE] (Cdalogic”) ML, EESCE N OHIGIES
ZHEHTHREESNTHWEDTH-T, Lo T, dES /e NI T ARESEF1Cx LT
NI RS B 72012, FHFTD LK FREHP (scope) EFio TV AHREZLDFR
ICEXAEX/IVWEEHIZLETH L,

1 X ZBEDOMFENIMELECICAEICEAT IREHOMEICE T 2ERIDOEE

TNV Y XY AEED, Wl LT, EEMESE BHPTESHEOMO [
EORELIIKBWATFE] ® 0—2r LTHILLTWADO2EHMLz0THY), Zh
DS, [2O P THABESBHFTOMIUZ L > ClE#E SIS (s filtered) % i
LL T3 2 & T, #HANH L CRERBIERE 52 Twa % Lnw)boTho7,
ZZTOENE, FHEVDESPLBRALPOERTI)BEIANTE VL L) T LTI
7%, FBEHEPHIGEHEROTHEICH L T BRVWER TORMBELLZRL T Ln
ITETHD, 2O LIF, MROITHEPERICL > TUTONZDh, Fite b HATHFIC
Lo TITONEDPNT NN EEFEETLIETHL, Moy vy EAMEED
[RFRERIMER ] & 12T, NEED SEARRY AHED R % g 2 BT O Pesi 9 70 15 1 % 7K
L, M TELAMEET A3 (human rights jurisprudence) #ZE S8 51247
o THREZ R7- SRIE% 5 2 WIRIATEOMOFERM OEE R %S % KR T 5 L kN5 2
EWE o T Z VT WD, By 7 U ENTWS L) 12, FGHEEO=HMMETH

83) A. Young, Parliamentary Sovereignty and the Human Rights Act (Oxford and Portland, Oregon:
Hart, 2009) p. 11.

84) A.Young, Parliamentary Sovereignty and the Human Rights Act (Oxford and Portland, Oregon:
Hart, 2009) p. 11.

85) T. Hickman, “Constitutional Dialogue, Constitutional Theories and the Human Rights Act 1998"
[2005] P. L. 306, 307.

253



KRBRREER s ASC - AR 18

(R 250 BRI LCRA L TR L Z2TNIE 2520w THY, 93512
Hlzo THEMNL, FEHEROLEANZH T 2 2 EXLTITEIST 5 2 & 2Rl
BORNDTH Do 5 RIEL, BORDRNE % 701 & $ATHE N SR E
T52 L, WCICEHINOEBEOEAE 2 e T 52 L2l L, BVwoEEE
S g e S

BEOMFIOME 2 ETOFEZEDPZFTANTVEDITTRZ VWYY, i b bEEk
Fs SNHREZALDPOMFELEFH L TVEH I LIRERTE L, Y 7iF, V7 - b
L2414 (Luc Tremblay) O¥EZFIH LT, HREINLIREXEHEORE [#GEE LTO
xiEE (“dialogue as deliberation”) ] ® & L CTHIWT W5, ZORMOTTIE, [0 551245
RAN—REFRIHEEZ D200 ED) %, HAREZIRET 22 6—%F2] ¥,
COEMRT, xEEE, EXZLOTRIFIUIR S Wnw—HDSZOEKT, Z1d, 2010
FREBYUEROHEBELDH O OTH Y, AEICHT L #ENHED D 0EL LOF
Behs, PGRINEE 2 ET 2B EHF BV TIEIREE R LD TH o7z, T e b CRGA I,
MR LT L OMOXFEZHETHDDTH T, L7 > THITHA, AEICET S
RN R EUHMENOMMEE T 5 2 LI HE, MOMERB O A2 ST 5 2 &
E, BIERRV, LWV ZEDPHELINTWEDTHL, L2 LA, CRGA I, ##
SN T 26560 % BINEANE L AR E R W L2 EOREEET HNE
DN, FTOHPEAEZRMETL2D0TERVL, T, #HEHAFRIE, WEZIC [FITHED
MFEFIZE > TORMEZBERGEC L, BHFTIZE > TORE ] Z5EIZL 2D TH5H0
Thb, Tabb, FHATE, Brind ¥l9k N Roma Rights PIJI B THIFES L7z &
IS, BHES N/ AMEICET 235N L o> TRt s Lz (AME) REOREZIET %
I2H72oT, WELEZITANDP VI EREITSH 5. CRGA 1, % DFEMIZL > T

86) T. Hickman, “Constitutional Dialogue, Constitutional Theories and the Human Rights Act 1998"
[2005] P. L. 306, 317.

87) See, eg. ]. Goldsworthy, Parliamentary Sovereignty: Contemporary Debates (New York, 2010)
Ch. 10.

88) A. Young, Parliamentary Sovereignty and the Human Rights Act (Oxford and Portland, Oregon,
Hart, 2009) p.118, citing L. Tremblay, “The Legitimacy of Judicial Review: the Limits of
Dialogue between Courts and Legislatures” (2005) 3 International Journal of Constitutional Law
617.

89) A.Young, Parliamentary Sovereignty and the Human Rights Act (Oxford and Portland, Oregon,
Hart, 2009) p.118.
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A S N7 NHERBEIC BT 2 BT OZENZOWTMEE > TH 5T, FHFIAMEIZD
WTOWREITHRCT [TERIE L 3B EEz2BIA L 2] P 0T, ZFhidE
KREMEOIFELYS, i S 7z AHEVZBE S % 56480 0 8 F T BB I ORI I T ] RE 14 % 5 8
THIL 82, BHPNIES 2 L) hHEEE, FAEPSERETLEERFE, HFTaz e
ETELRVDTH L, ITNELZIDLHITIHRE T &T, AMEEE, HPro L2 o8
EOEEWEFIHEEL L) L L, L > T, BB, FhBfke LT,
BHIFTHS, R OAKGER L TAMEICE T 23650 X8 2 53 2R A A5 % & Off
FEEH LGSV, RHEFOEEIZOWTOZOMERIZL 220b 5§, CRGA X, 20
B ST 5 20O % kAR RET A0SR, SRHEAN, AEICH
T 2R OBHEICHRCTI ) —BEROBREEZETLLEV) TN TELDTHL, &
W) DL, FRBHEICR T 2 AR O DS, BRI RO L Th b, TOEKT,
CRGA 7%, SEBLL 22 %, GBI EONFEHEMHEEL TVuE L V) ZENTE
%o 72, CRGA %20 0w 212, St 2 M2, fEH ERM 772 AHERE DL O
T2, HEOBRMEIMKILER D) b TEXLY OTHoT, »hsEMEIL, #
HANZ Lo T, MARBTEOREBEE LTHWON,, 72720, A, FHPn:, BIR
B AR ABNEZFFORETHL Z L ZPEICL TR EIETH L, ZOX) BT
Tu—FE, FHID, AMEREICBWT, AmMELREEEZ LTk nI L2 ERT 50
b LT, F2EHPNE, BEOMFENERIN) bDELREDb LG wDTHb E72,
o7 Tua—FE, FHD, b5 0MBELEHT LI EIRERLEV—L
2, UL, BEDS, %, GESO) BROEDSEHEN 28 0] ge e OVRI e W o] aE i
FEX)DLEVH)HRE S o T, JHUERNCEEICFEET L2 L2 BEFHFLTND2DTH S,
HE—— S TMOEM A T 52—, (0] HELERT 505, »0 5501,
E 5% DMAARNENER T EET S T CRENEHFICB CGEATRETIE 2V, L
L, L EbIn Eid, MEWBEHELOMNEZMET 2 LI, /2, #E, M
B E DG 720 LT 2 WE LT 22T 5 2 L2353 500 Ltk v, ERETHE
OTEZEEADTIRIE, ETOFMNICEHINLIbDOETFREIN) B, ThEd, Tol
Cd, FRICAHERRBE IS B 2 EEOREEEEICOWTOBEEZETT I LIl bhb L
N2, AMEERIL, FIEHEBRO L) —EOFHEML LR LR L T b, MinHERIZ, ER

90) T. Hickman, “Constitutional Dialogue, Constitutional Theories and the Human Rights Act 1998"
[2005] P.L. 306, 317.

91) T. Hickman, “Constitutional Dialogue, Constitutional Theories and the Human Rights Act 1998"
[2005] P.L. 306 I2 & o Cit &z & 912,

2556



KRBRREER s ASC - AR 18

DBIEIHER A IE LT 2 LE A TET b0 (S, AEICHET 25650 OB E

Fid, MEREZEH L CTnWb, S50, AMERFEIZBIT 2 BHPT O E % 5 L Tn
LEFHRFICBNT, BRELRLOELLTH-T, (EH12) MARALTFTEOREL LT
CRGA O F TOMRIZ L 2BGEDTFIENFIC L BRI, FRI AMEICRES 2 365/ 128
THLDENLTH S,

i

i

A THESTE, AV 7Y PR 2=V ZOFHFTIZ BT 5 AT 575500

EHEAZ TRT 22000 81%, BOTRLLLDTHL, FE—DbDIE, EEITHEE
JELOWFERET TN E D, FICAHICET 2#&8ICoWTiE, EEEAAGE - 7
SIS BE OAZAENY 72 FEHLHI ﬁT%W%%EE?%&I%?%oM#@i%@,mﬁi
MEAS UGG T L o CREINTH S L V) BRAIEHT 2, L LA#RSTMHEY, 72720¢&
DOMIITERL L, FLEHIIAF) AFEIZBIT D4 OFEMOMIIE, FEOXEDOFE
B ENOFE R TREONLIRETH D L O ERT S, UNELWTNOEEREYT L7
BilZd, BFES VDI Tld e v, Bl L7EEREICIZ T, Wi FIRIZAZD7H(12
HoTH HEOMOBH D 5o 8E—D b DX, NEICHET 25650 0% L OFEBED
[EEE 0 2 B4 ] P 20&T 200 LAY, BEOAD, EREIHT 2HEHEEZH] X%
J AP ERETIHEREAE TS, LTLOONLTHA). E0bDIE, AHEICH
T L5, BB L CEBLETEEZRT LOTH-C, MARPHEZ5 25D
DTEHEVDOTH- T, FAWEHBIIHT 256HK1E, I LoToOREENI B, &
FLOOLNLETHA ).

e INSEDERETLVLOREIE, A F) AFERRICBUT L AEICET 575
KoM ERET S, BATEREEOWD Jed %o < B HMEIZER L T 5 FRICIZORE
WIEL 2R L TWRnwZ e Thb, TNHLDOEREZ L TWE OOV, HEEFHED
JRBLOFE R & 5 BERIIIRIL L, BUTEEF IS B 2R FHEOMEDITITOLE KB TT
WHLDThb, MNMEEL BESEHELHELCVWLIINREDL, 213, 123 020b 5T,
NELRBEZ 2070 2 FIHT, MG HER DRk 4 7 5B T OXFEE % %Kk 3 2 Wik & 2
L72DTh b, BUTEIHRFOT T, FHEFIEAEREICBW L) —BiEAskdEx
ZZLTBY, BwEbBITHD, BM TR AEREOHRH 2 e T XE TR, Zoxf

92) P. Sales and J. Clement, ‘International Law in Domestic Courts: The Developing Framework”
(2008) 124 L. Q. R. 388, 400.
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FlL, HEDNCHLAE SN AMEIZBE T B RESA0IC X o T G- S 7 LS IRE O i & ik
RIE%HT, LadoT, MECHET 20 HES NS & X123, b tEBIRERR MM
TEY —GHELLRFEDS 2 SNDRNELIENDH Do CRGA TGS LT, (S #
HEBFRIZBI Do ke b b Lzned, L) —RILWEFH TR ICHE S Z Y
THAUENHDLDTH>T, TNPERRTRAPERLZZETH S,

CRGA I, RHEATHEOHMELZHILL &) LDORAZRETL2HOTH LA, 31 -
7+ —71) v 7 (Colin Warbrick) A%t L7z& 912,

[KAEATHEICOWTO I ) —RBOFEATRTELZHRL LD LoEToRARIL, FOk
INZTAHZEDOTAND, BIFOBEERERITTHOENEXEOTLTHA ) &
DREMERIEEBET L] D OTH b,

Ihed, EEREE, AERECK LT, [BUFOE R guE X OFrei o E5h 1] 125t
LT > T A ERED, L7 &b I DEVEHE V) Z 8 hWIEDS T 2o 2
L L TR ETRTE L, BAD (&) AITHL, LWESTHETIE, 41F
D ZADFEHFNI BT, FE4DFRMIRD 2Rz 0ns, EE, EEERARE - "5
WIANFE DA AN, 564 DM ENTH 2 L OBFOBEEREZ TTIOTHY,
L7255 T, ANEICHET 250 0BR SN LB ANCAFIZREE 52 T0D, LW D)
b L,

PEdBARZZ NS, A 075 FROY 2=V AIZBT 58S, AT 554
FRNL, BBV DDEORUEII B THREE R L2oT, ERORID AR, 6k
HWTRETH B, EHIRT 2 &L, AESRKMOEEEH % P <720 OBUGI TIED T
WENDRMDIERDL 8150 T AV AERENIB WL, WESHLTHIES N5
FNEENOFHPN R W CEENI I 2 BT 5 L ELCTHELTB Y, AEICBET 536%
Mo#dEix, LIZLIZEBIEATIEA 2 (non-self-execution) EDEEZ4EH Y, Tz
Lld, 9 o2 5iid, ST L MO G REHICHAR T 2 WIR Y
HoMarte Tk, EINOKRHFTIZBW T, AL > TRILS WG nw 2 & % g

93) C. Warbrick, “The governance of Britain” (2008) 57 L. C. L. Q. 209, 217.

94) HBHATURZWEDESFICOWTOENRIE, T %2, D Sloss, “The Domestication of
International Human Rights: Non-Self-Executing Declarations and Human Rights Treaties” (1999)
24 Y.].1 L. 129; L. Henkin, “US Ratification of Human Rights Conventions: The Ghost of Senator
Bricker” (1995) 89 A. J. L L. 341.
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T ho AF) ZADOEMPT, MNEZBT 255K, AMaTHREN L7z &) 2Bl CERGE
HWREZZ LIRS 5 & 31U, bihvbiud, 4 ¥ ABAF (British government) 7%, 1%
D NS B4R 2 HUET 5 & X213V TY, HEBUTHEA 2\ &) DY
45 HE (comparable declarations of non-self-execution) %Rz 5 I & 127 5 A fEiEAS
BT 52 LI L ICRBL AT ER S 2w e d Bl L T& X9 1S,
COZ LB EDFBAMEICBIT 2 BN L KREIIEOLI LI BLTHS )0 T
WA L ALESE, i, BHEIHUTUEDSZWEDESEIRA DL EREL O E2HMHT S
7202, WEEERATILEDNHLZLIZRD ) CORBROEBEFZIZE»PDLLT, L
LZ36, ANMEIZBT 25654000 L CEH SN ALE1IE, (Y Z2 s BLHNEAER: L A3
oW Z EEHLNTHEY, Ho, AMECHET2H#GMORMEICENTL ) —BERLEE
THERRICGRAA L BUEORE S 2R A HEEZWUONCT LI LD THS ),

R

K, FZEOMY A F1) AFEERIZBIT 5 NEFKOMEDS T 2@m L72bDTH %,

BB S M L CIREERHFTSRHE SN TH, NCEEETH LU L, EEEAER
RATREL 2 A 1) ZAOFHFN & o TUE, [FREIC K 2 MEREE] [FHPTIC & 2 AHE
SR OENZEAL] PBEMLZRETH L, HRIZE o TE—REMRICOEDbN S, A
MEIZBE T 25890t L, ZOHBHITHEOEKR A EENICER T L7-0I1C8F 12k b
LTHY, F/AFVAORLLT, HFFRF—A T TIZBWTHHENZRREL
%o TWa [ L HEHFTOXEE (dialogue) | % FHEM T LGB ICE T 2 H %
WXTHY, ZIHRET A, FRICH 2o T, FREDEBSRFERFERE TURSM L
TW5, MEFEEESBRFAEHIRICE ST —0 v S AERHFTZES 128 T 2012 4E
BEORZHMEE LT HITF TV E, ZRORBE/z. BFIBHEIZOWTIE, Dr
David Balkani i N1238#%5ETd % Public Law @ Editor & V) ffigx T\ 5,

B IHIZ DWW T, ibid b op. cit. d supra note D W SHNT, G4 T 2 IEEL
NRLFREIN TS, TS Public Law sEDFRFLIV — VB H IR 5722 LI2 X 5,
kB, ek, [1 RO () 3EXOb O (7272 LEHRASCKRTRA, WD HGE
MO OREVW L2 DL HLB—AHAL LD THRHEWBITS2v), [ FRE

95) T AVHIEEKETIE, 20X RESE, @EAREEFOERBUFL L TORY RHOTF T, i
HBINOWER 2R T 57201 T7b b, SHEA Y75 FROTT7 2 — NV ZIZBWTIZELHEIHET
1372,
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DL BIEATH B, 1) i) 1, R CHEMO 720 DR/NREOREE (1 F1) 2 1998 £ A
WHEOET) Thb.

FEEOMEI L, MR [OoRER] GBS MRS, 1991 %), L%k
% [REHEERRL] (FFSERE, 2011 46), R OWBHTRSE [4 %) A0 mlEsliE] GRS,
2000 4F) 12 E LTHILL T 2o 7 BIELO Ttalic 1 &SR L7z

s
p=im
jmi

DT O NMEERIRRIE, VLB TIERFEZICE 230 (WEEML - TR A L TR Bl RmEse
E2M) =AE, 20104, 36 H), 72721, FFLMEOYGEIZ A 5 E55 3R,
ML 3 4% 1 SLIE DRI
(1) 2935 EDVTRERIRY, E—WRIEB ORI TEL, S8 Lo & AR S Wi
PG SN T HUE R 57w,
(2) RS,
(@) s SN NDTHE—REB X O ALEIE S b,
(b) AWEHHE—RLEORT), EHOMEEE 72 TERI D% 2 HEL 52 v,
(c) (BEILOWREM: & IZIERIRIC) B—RVEDSAEEEOREE LT 5 2 513, R#EE Sk
DET), EROMWRE E 7T EEIS DR D G R R
<http://www legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1998/42/section/3>
3 Interpretation of legislation.
(1) So far as it is possible to do so, primary legislation and subordinate legislation must be read and
given effect in a way which is compatible with the Convention rights.
(2) This section—
(a) applies to primary legislation and subordinate legislation whenever enacted;
(b) does not affect the validity, continuing operation or enforcement of any incompatible primary
legislation; and
(c) does not affect the validity, continuing operation or enforcement of any incompatible
subordinate legislation if (disregarding any possibility of revocation) primary legislation
prevents removal of the incompatibility.
PANMERSE A S AHMAES
(1) 5 (2) HIE, FH—RZEOFENGEN LOWER L BEWD LD » 2 BHTHBREST LHFRICBV

THEHE NS,
(2) FHIFTIE, UHEEPGEHN LOBAERBETH L LIEIET 52613, FEAESEITH) LT
&%,

(3) & (4) HIE, FHFTD, H—RLFUT L o TH G S NEROFTRI B\ Tlr SNHERILED
FINGH L OMER EBERDP L) PRFET 2FRRICBVTEHA SN S,

(4) FHHPr2s, LTOZ 2T 5% 561E, MEEESEIT)I TENTE S,
(a) BFHFHEPFHLOHERERNEETH ), »o
(b) (BEILOF REME & IZMBIFRIZ) BIRT 2 B —RZEPAEEEDBREE 2T T\ 5,
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(6) REIZHWT [HHFT] L&, DT ZERT 5.

(a) KT (—EREE © 2005 AFEBEELHEIC & o CHIE &, 2009 4F & V) E17)

(b) M#EPBERIEEZR R

(c) FPFFELIFFFHF (2006 4FHPREEZ OMIZ & 5 EE)

(d A3y b7y FIZBITE, B—FHHATE L TTEZWHE LRI, FoRE LR

FH P
() 1Y 7Y FBILUY 2= VRIZBWT, mkk 721382 Hk bk
(f) PREEEE (the Court of Protection) 4%, W&k O R HER (the Family Division) #H &
(President), HEI&E (Vice-Chancellor) X IIF5E#HE (a puisne judge) 12L& - THES
53546 (2005 4F-HIBRAEJI 2 B @ERED: (Mental Capacity Act 2005) Z O & % egik)
6) AFILESCET (RNEEGESD 1,
(a) EEPMTG- SN/ BFSEHOR), EHOMSE F 721 ZFEMIEEE 5 2 2\,
(b) BEWMIG ENTFRAROLFE LWL 22\,
<http://www legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1998/42/section/4>
Declaration of incompatibility.

(1) Subsection (2) applies in any proceedings in which a court determines whether a provision of
primary legislation is compatible with a Convention right.

(2) If the court is satisfied that the provision is incompatible with a Convention right, it may make a
declaration of that incompatibility.

(3) Subsection (4) applies in any proceedings in which a court determines whether a provision of
subordinate legislation, made in the exercise of a power conferred by primary legislation, is
compatible with a Convention right.

(4) If the court is satisfied—

(a) that the provision is incompatible with a Convention right, and
(b) that (disregarding any possibility of revocation) the primary legislation concerned prevents
removal of the incompatibility, it may make a declaration of that incompatibility.

(5) In this section “court” means—

[F1 (a) the Supreme Court;]

(b) the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council;

(¢) the [F2Court Martial Appeal Court] ;

(d) in Scotland, the High Court of Justiciary sitting otherwise than as a trial court or the Court of
Session;

(e) in England and Wales or Northern Ireland, the High Court or the Court of Appeal.

[F3 (f) the Court of Protection, in any matter being dealt with by the President of the Family

Division, the Vice-Chancellor or a puisne judge of the High Court.]

(6) A declaration under this section (“a declaration of incompatibility”) —

(a) does not affect the validity, continuing operation or enforcement of the provision in respect of
which it is given; and

(b) is not binding on the parties to the proceedings in which it is made.

Annotations: Help about Annotation Amendments (Textual)
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F1 S.4 (5) (a) substituted (1.10.2009) by Constitutional Reform Act 2005 (c. 4), ss. 40, 148, Sch. 9
para. 66 (2) ;SI. 2009/1604, art. 2 (d)

F2 Words in s. 4 (5) (c) substituted (28.3.2009 for certain purposes and 31.10.2009 otherwise)
by Armed Forces Act 2006 (c. 52), ss. 378, 383, Sch. 16 para. 156; SI 2009/812, art. 3 (with
transitional provisions in SI. 2009/1059) ; SI. 2009/1167, art. 4

F3 S. 4 (5) (f) inserted (1.10.2007) by Mental Capacity Act 2005 (c. 9), ss. 67 (1), 68 (1)-(3), Sch.
6 para. 43 (with ss. 27, 28, 29, 62) ;S.I 2007/1897, art.2 (1) (c) (d)

*AFEFUE, REFSHEBZE LTSN TS, BBl REER R RET AR (R 2
M FEIGY—RMTOYLANI VAY — - EFNVEEOIRN - EEW] e ERS
23330012) 12X AHBEDO—ETH 5B,
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