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FERF AR I TR L 25 4 7 K EEFRL T Hh Ry uke, FUCE 2B B IRA B MRk
IR . BB T BUR JEHI 09— 3843 , B AR 0AE 2 1 68 R THBE , 2E A AL 35N IF %R
1, R, B B X AR BRI OB SR 40 Pl , R EIHF A T MBI AR ATE, HEFRHA AR
B, RAXHE, LB AME 1A 18 LIRS, IE4 Lord Hewart £ Rex v. Sussex Justices, Ex parte
McCarthy (1924) K.B. 256,259 —ZH Fr i3 “it is of fundamental importance that justice should
not only be done, but should manifestly and undoubtedly be seen to be done”, B, , IEBERITFIA Z A
ERATFEERM , AT ASEUT, 05 7T LR ITIRS:, Tk B f H e 2 i A RAFF XA TR
TR & 3 Bk Be AR BR T, 0o B . 26 R J% 26 [ 25 b P 2 AR, BB A TR
WEEVRIA TR UL, B RRARET S, SN BRIEEFT M ESAMBNE TR R REG 0
YRR 7ERE & BB FABETENS , 7T —BE,

SR AR, X4 N R BAR RO, UM R B B N AV I & 3 B B R BT
B TERBIT A S RERREIFATIR AT, HESNFEATFHEZIT; SRS &
RV BAE , B RIFA SRR BB AT, B LA MEE ERERREN, K48 —H
B REBREVFAN LHAF, BRIEEREB RN A EH AT RS, A TN BT S mERR
M= BN s, B4, BB RERS Y B Ml 3% 3 ( F738 supra-national contract) , R T 24
HINEBERBRIEARMSNERS X E R 2 B0 bR, LR M E M 5 2
BT, R I SN 18 T it

TR LB Be R A HE A Mo 7 B, TR B M R T i, JB AN B (privacy) , R TG
REMB=FFZU, TERMORIS, BT YH R, WRFAANATF, BHE L FE— b

* FRARARGET LA BGFLEHEER FHA,
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HRFRE
B, RAEREZNAS SRS XQHEHMRF REERAE RA MIEAN(BHEER), XH#E
FE L SRS RAE AR 578 R 70X s A 2 (8] 5 42 FFRE ( hearing) 7ZEFA N #7511 8647, Bl 4m
TEFE R AR DRG] R BIR RS R AR, XEEME 5 SRGI T AL
M A LR PR iR S I B B, 2 FRE—SHEN RN B RAE R RS ER Y
BER BN 5 R BUR ) B K BRIk & 2, INBORF 5 40 S IR S HLHG T 37 HEMEL, XIFEE
W rpE MR P —EH, (B RV X RO R TR R FHLAF (confidential)? 25 B 485,
EERANEERBRE? REABISMYIEI? R YL BT

BRE—BARRS, FROVBEEE UL BB, BHEE EXTHNEREREL X R
R, T ELAS [l 7 B MR sk v A A R i B ik, XREEMRME AR AFHAEE, — %
FHBRBYLEN, B —F NEHR B,

KT AP LR B R R MK, o0 7 X W35 M O G N, 24 Hh 8 S R T
XERKER, R R - EREHELBEMNIFARMR, B FHR MYLE MWK R, X35 %
(disclosure) . BE75 & 3F (consolidate) B [F]# (concurrent) R &4 He e AR b FME BlanfE—i% B
4 %145 (chain of contracts)ﬂﬁgﬁi¥l$)\[§]—-%f§((multi-parties dispute) K1EH T, N HELE
9, BMEL . ZRA (assured) FIRE 2 7] R ARK 2 7 (insurer) 55 BHR K23 7 ( re-insurer ) Z [6] f{)
ORI & 295 , JRAE R IE B — 0 , AR T AR 5 59 — X4 30 07 76 bR 7= A (9 E 3 EZZMRH
BIA, FRTH— RBIRA N5 — S RGP, TRV, fih BB 1) 55
ZEBBAE R M SO, SRR SH? Colman KB E 7E Hassneh Insurance Co. of
Israel and others v. Steuart J. Mew (1993) 2 Lloyd’s Rep 243 RahickE .

“I consider first the ordinary course of commerce. There are many circumstances where one party
to an arbitration may require to establish against a third party that the arbitrating party is or has been

under an obligation to satisfy an award. One example is where an insurer must establish his liability to

the primary assured for the purpose of claiming on his re-insurers. Another in the context of the
insurance market is where an assured under a professional indemnity policy has to establish that he has
become liable for breach of his professional duty and needs to place before the insurer an award which
has been made against him to this effect. In the quite different field of ship-chartering a head charterer
may be able to make good his claim against the shipowner only be reference to an arbitration award
made against the head charterer in favour of a sub-charterer. A closely analogous position might also
arise as between the parties to commodity trade contracts whereby goods were sold and purchased
down a line of buyers and sellers, but where there was no applicable string contract provision enabling
disputes to be resolved in one arbitration between the first seller and the last buyer. In all these cases
the arbitrating party may require for the purposes of establishing his legal rights against the third party
to produce the award against him to that third party. ..”

AR B R R R 7 B RAE A — % L “A 37 (consolidation) B H E{, “[F] % IF BE ( concurrent
hearing) , (HZEERMA BAVESRIFN T, BrAE R AR AT BARR T 54 X, T, R B9 MR
ANEE“R I BB R,

B LR KB URA SR T, SERTHOVRIA B Fh R T X B4 /R ) 2, 6 53 —
AMFREVFIAT , — I MR B S A e LI B AR SR 34T, (BB B iR, T A
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ZAFRIVE R RS, RABER B — MFA R RNE=ZHE LR, BERA LN BREY
BUTF T s A RS S SR BR B 5 0, R OB AT B A X SO BT A B e, 1
XA B F VU ARPE? XEBA BE WA AR T B4Rk, s s,
18] F LA A BT8R 2555 18 R IR , 188 R U6, 1 B 8 TR, TE 41 Toulson KB B #E Lincoln
National Life Insurance Co. v. Sun Life Assurance Co. of Canada, American Phoenix Life and Reassurance
Co. , Phoenix Home Life Mutual Insurance Co. (2004) 1 Lloyd’s Rep 737 &9 ik «

“It is probably only at the level of the House of Lords that the rules about the extent to which a
judgement or award between A and B may be relied upon by or against B in proceedings between B and
C, where those proceedings involve an issue about the rights between A and B, could be
comprehensively reconsidered. The modern tendency when tackling the diverse problems of serial

litigation involving common issue has been to move away from technical rules towards a broader

consideration of what is fair. ... In considering whether and to what extent the findings of a
competent tribunal in proceedings between A and B should be able to be relied upon by or against B in
proceedings between B and C, there is a strong argument for saying that the real considerations should
be what is most fair to the parties and will avoid bringing the administration of justice into disrepute.
The fact that C was not a party to the earlier proceedings . . . would in many cases make it unfair that
the earlier judgment should be relied upon by B, but not necessarily against B, . . . one could imagine
circumstances in which it might make a difference in terms of justice whether the earlier decision was
the product of an informal arbitration, in which the arbitrator had not properly addressed the
arguments, compared with proceedings in which the issues had been fully and properly investigated
and addressed in a reasoned decision. Where the previous decision was an arbitration award, the
confidentiality of the arbitration proceedings could also be a relevant factor.”

BT ERIELSL, A BRI E S e A B B X, 2 g ST S 7E A B LI
fEBS RAE HARDZAEE:

(DZE— B ARFI R AR, B0 20 H AR 45 WL 3% 5 B iSL B 3 A B9 b N B LA
EXSNEAF R EBRER PR, YFHEETFEMBN A RSN BE LR R
BIFHBEBEEL (arbitration materials) AP B F7 AT BHIHLAH R ER? ERA T HETIHHER
TN AR AIBER NS RBEBE MR TR 2 ©

2)—RA T R BB BB T HBETH

G)BRAR AT B ERF A Al H B R RR B UG RE A EH 7

() —KAFIERMPBRRI B HE FRELRRABTE, AERN LB HELBE, R
53 265 = F XA RME R T S 0, @

A LRDET BERES R EHARMNTRE, RERES R B R P RE 80,
BRI R R B e 457

@ Esso Australia Resources Ltd. v. Plowman (1995) 128 ALR 391.
@ Department of Economic Policy and Development of the City of Moscow and The Government of Moscow v Bankers Trust Company

and International Industrial Bank (2004) EWCA Civ 314. LMLN 637.
3
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(O)PPBBR BB TR ? MR AT E 5 AR E L I0E RBFE S MO TR s
Fl&?

(7) REAS [0 A AL S TIT S 0 8 AR T 5 0 P 2, LA R ol FE A7 388 56 b ) — O JBAT A
BRI FFIR M FH L7

FABRRE R FHERLNT ), EATA S HERAR B KA S B AR AR e, B R BB [ R
HFF SN ZF AT, B4 BRI B A B EE o

AFSEMNEE KB 2, 25 T PR ALE v B8 FIVE R, A H M B R s X 1
FRAEXTT T R , B LA FPhR AL SR AP SR 20t b BRI P A 1 DR RO 2058 , R R AP 0
AL P T RAB AR B 5 B [ B,

ZKEEBETHRENE

(—) PRI I8 e TR

fRERMPLE M —RRIRE 5 LT =N 8%

1. il (the seat of the arbitration) 35 ;

2 MPER L PRI (arbitration rules) BLAL# fi3R #LM (institutional arbitration rules) #47,
A R F A VLR

3 BARENRMERERE,

FE—MBE T fER (ad-hoc arbitration) MG R, R AR LLTI HIXH PR IBHHRIT, R
BRI HR AP ERAR T BT R B M AT PR, T AL A PR AR 5 4k, IR 2 B fh R O WL 38
PfE 47 &/ #3#1 (the seat of the arbitration) B3E#E, BT, A R Bt IR rHL o5
HAHAFRKER, S REAEREN TR K. A TEENRLAREHR L 5E TSm0,
HNAEEBREN G EBLEEX T ENETERRE.

HRE W, R BA S PR AL T B R B, A 265X 7 T i i 2 vl B —
A— R G188 g AR M,

—H LUK, R PE R E RN — BB, TEMREE RS RS 1996 FH
HER# 4 (Departmental Advisory Committee on Arbitration Law, Report on the Arbitration Bill,
February 1996) Xt 1A LA F v

“11. Privacy and confidentiality have long been assumed as general principles in English
commercial arbitration, subject to important exceptions. It is only recently that the English Courts
have been required to examine both the legal basis for such principles and the breadth of certain of
these exceptions, without seriously questioning the existence of the general principles themselves. . .

12. In practice, there is also no doubt whatever that users of commercial arbitration in England

place much importance on privacy and confidentiality as essential features of English arbitrations (e. g.

see survey of users amongst the ‘Fortune 500 US corporations conducted for the LCIA by the

London Business School in 1992)...”

XALEHEIR B RN (privacy) , BE B AFA T RSB e, E5% EPRY K
LR LB T B S BRI, REEEE X H FENER T, SASEAR
BRIRERR R R o 7= A Y SO SR R B R B SO R BRI BT AP A B B A B 5 %
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BEXKERE Lo —BEROR, XREERY 3R, e [ T e X 7 T BB E

B #| The “Eastern Saga” (1984) 2 Lloyd’s Rep 373, fi# AN RABBIRAIA . REXLFH
%%H‘J%ﬂ(,%TfEPIEE‘Jﬁiﬂ)\ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%“—%ﬂﬁ%&ﬁﬂfﬁk@%@ﬁ,Wﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬁfﬁﬂ@ﬁ’ﬁﬁ
R, X R B2 24 3 A R — %+ (multi-party dispute) B F . AR, BT w0
AbFR 5 R BN PR “ IR % FFBE (concurrent hearing) . HERE W R BN DT HEIOXAL M, i
RIBERZRER " FREETR 4, H r e AR S B, B 0 PR B B R T 5
XA A1 » M0 ELAPER AR ROBR A —BUR Sk, MUE A e R R AR 4 5 AR 2 ] B EYFH
757 B Y (party autonomy) & & % FHH X F (privity of contract) B RIFEI T, Leggatt K ik B 76 #117)
PR RN, BB .

“... It seems to me that, asis graven upon the heart of any commercial lawyer, arbitrators in the

position of these arbitrators enjoy no power to order concurrent hearings, or anything of that nature,
without the consent of the parties. The concept of private arbitrations derives simply from the fact
that the parties have agreed to submit to arbitration particular disputes arising between them and only
between them. It is implicit in this that strangers shall be excluded from the hearing and conduct of
the arbitration and that neither the tribunal nor any of the parties can insist that the dispute shall be
heard or determined concurrently with or even in consonance with another dispute, however
convenient that course may be to the party seeking it and however closely associated with each other
the disputes in question may be. The only powers which an arbitrator enjoys relate to the reference in
which he has been appointed. They cannot be extended merely because a similar dispute exists which
is capable of being and is referred separately to arbitration under a difference agreement.

B, FEBAIEA TR S R, R — 07 (G35 R B7E ) BR R BE3E T 2430 7 Rt
HK“H 7 (consolidation) B B AL “[F) 4 ” FF £ (concurrent hearing), Wi —4&, 7E 1996 4F [ 2% = {b
IR B B Sk B RRE AL HF N F— S BT R E 8 M, T R E section 35 T
L B AN A 9 o R R 4 TR R AR, B3 R R R I S B B L
TAZEERL QI MBS FH TR . BEREXFHREENER, B R L IFE o
B ATAE B AP A P2 BN (The L. M. A. A. Terms) B4 14 Br, I T (3R 5 AL A9 AL H7
A TR X5 357 P8 R R " T e A VR, TE R B

The “Eastern Saga” (1984) 2 Lloyd’s Rep 373 —REX R AE BRI “FE"IF
e, ZAIRAR B BE R B R, B B P00 M B S B A bR ok, B
HERE , (FERARFK SN = 8 (G RE G AR R 2 B XU O TE S 4% 1 BOBEAR SR A e R s
VAR B&RA, R SERIFARE, GEERARAT, EE FRAMR, RS =
FHEW, KHRARERNEIEREINEAINATE, F AR 8 = B30T T A S5 5B
B P A 8 A\ T 2K A5 A BB B SO B ST 38 R R R B e B TR 5 AN A FEAR R &
T o BUEFXFAAMERT, BR T RUESE = H 50050, R R HR T RA — BT &2 (implied term)
KRB A AP 41K /%8 8} (arbitration materials) & R F PP (arbitration award) 88 FHL

(confidential) , 2435 7 R ¥R A (R85 1 T (duty of confidentiality) , A B it #h it 52 7

#E Dolling Baker v. Merrett (1990) 1 WLR 1205 — %, - {REEH] i T ek FAA ML , B A

—RURFEL R MR S F B R R B o Parker KB B 718
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. As between parties to an arbitration, although the proceedings are oonsensual and may thus
be regarded as wholly voluntary, their very nature is such that there must,in my judgment, be some
implied obligation on both parties not to disclose or use for any other purpose any documents prepared
for and used in the arbitration,or disclosed or produced in the course of the arbitration,or transcripts
or notes of the evidence in the arbitration or the award, and indeed not to disclose in any other way
what evidence had been given by any witness in an arbitration, save with the consent of the other
party,or pursuant to an order or leave of the court. The qualification is necessary,just as it is in the
case of the implied obligation of secrecy between banker and customer. "

{8 Parker KEET bR BVFE B A 1 25 U6 B X 47 25 1 BRUR 3EAE R K3 L BUR 19 453K (implied
term in fact) & I BRBR/R B9 252K (implied term by custom) i 2 H % BN 9 2% 3K (implied term in
law) , T R R E 4 RBT 5% P Z E K4~ % 37 £ I Tournier v. National Provincial and Union
Bank of England (1924) 1 K.B. 461, #HFERKEH LR AIKK, WE-RIPHLARS
BEHSE F EFEEARBRER, EMREL EBRRAREESHRIE, 55— RARLEX
B, BRI AZRELRIEBR T R &2 T B B (give efficacy to the arbitration clause) ,%_:
BB “HEE T HRIFFRUE (the “officious bystander” test) , BIZ R, — 57 i) 35 W& A fH %
S AP REB X BN AR, YEW RO REEYRE, BANEAREIEEHT
HRBILE R ESL F AT AR, HREIRTRRNEAR, NELBRE EMREHR
SFREEIX T, B HEERRINAR, B XN BRARNIFER B THRAKK AT T
B H R ALE

7E Hassneh Insurance Co. of Israel and others v. Steuart J. Mew (1993) 2 Lloyd’s Rep 243 —
R BB Colman KB:E ¥t Parker K#:'E #E Dolling Baker v. Merrett (1990) 1 WLR 1205 —%Fr
BB RREAUTHEE:

. Such an obligation can exist only because it is implied in the agreement to arbitrate and like
any other implied term must be capable of reasonably precise definition. The implication of the term
must be based on custom or business efficacy.

If the parties to an English law contract refer their disputes to arbitration they are entitled to
assume at the least that the hearing will be conducted in private. That assumption arises from a
practice which has been universal in London for hundreds of years and, I believe, undisputed. Itisa
practice which represents an important advantage of arbitration over the Courts as a means of dispute
resolution. The informality attaching to a hearing held in private and the candour to which it may give
rise is an essent1a1 ingredient of arbitration, so essential that if privacy were denied by an officious

bystander, I have no doubt that, in the case of practically every arbitration agreement, both the

parties would object.”

AHEE B, Colman KEEE U XFA T IFEE, RSN 3507 R 38 B AR i — SRS , T AR 2

AT R A R B AP R BRI A T LUR B
(BEREN—A L FE AR R MY Ali Shipping Corporation v. Shipyard Trogir (1998) 1
Lloyd’s Rep 643, Potter KEEIANXBRKRAZE B J 5 E Py Al B AR b 5O R 2 B T L

& T LA BR £k, RIS BN R A AR T Bl T HERT R RO AL 2 «
6
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HRRBIIE 8

“... I consider that the implied term ought properly to be regarded as attaching as a matter of
law. It seems to me that, in holding as a matter of principle that the obligation of confidentiality
(whatever its precise limits) arises as an essential corollary of the privacy of arbitration proceedings,
the Court is propounding a term which arises ‘as the nature of the contract itself implicitly
requires’. .. As Lord Bridge observed in Scally v. Southern Health Board, [1992] 1 A.C. 294 at
p-307, a clear distinction is to be drawn —

... Between the search for an implied term necessary to give business efficacy to a particular
contract and the search, based on wider considerations, for a term which the law will necessarily
imply as a necessary incident of a definable category of contractual relationship.

In my view an arbitration clause is a good example of the latter type of implied term.”

ﬁ‘—iﬁ%l:i&%ﬁﬂ,%@%ﬁ%~ﬁ%ﬂﬁ’§ﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁiﬁ,%WE HYHEIITERHRER, H—
TP AR 25 B B TE, WHk Ali Shipping Corporation v. Shipyard Trogir (1998) 1 Lloyd’s Rep
643 ) _LIREE LB XBURFERREL R BRR M43, B 2| ATFHBEZRT , BFGEL
AR BB, K% PR A 2 SE R 24 30 A 7T 2 B R (parties’ intention) , J 5 R A5 5% A9
RRFIEH AREBENL “EELSY HIZLH (give efficacy to contract) X “UFHEE" (the “officious
bystander” test) X B KF

()RR TR AT

BRT SR LI EREBE RN AR EEMRE UE SRR EARS
FIEAS, XA R EBHRERT? B, & THRRYPBEER T A SR A%,
HHEITI T — I GIRE T 2R, ETHAMEWLEN A TR?

£ London & Leeds Estates Ltd v. Paribas Ltd (No2) 2 EG 134 —22, iRy FUUR YL
%ﬁli’é},iﬁgrﬂﬂil‘fﬁEﬁ%?*ﬁki%ﬁH‘J?%iﬂik&ﬁﬁﬁﬁf‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘]ﬁ’ﬁﬂf%? AIUEAGE S
(witness statement) SHAHBECFTIEAL TFHERL S EITMAR. Mance REBHERIEAR
%Xﬂ‘ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ‘,Xi%—ﬁﬂﬁ?&?;ﬁﬁ‘iﬁﬁ%ﬂ@%ﬁ FIRGE TR R, KB R %
%El‘ﬁﬁ—%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ,%ﬁ—ﬁéﬁﬁ%,ﬁ]ﬁiﬁi{@%&zi‘]ﬁﬁo XERTE, ENRELE Y
RERR, WA RFT. EFHMITFA, EHL HEIE XERAKEE, AT REAPER N
E**ﬁ,’dle%?%iﬂikﬂﬁlﬂé‘%ﬁlﬁ—ﬁﬁf*%ﬁlﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂi@‘ﬁ%
MEAME H SRS, SRR AN TR LB M FEE RS RHLFE %2 T (law of breach
of confidence) , Xf F4 BB HLE B MR RLFERE EALEBR BN BT S MEH TR,

ﬁé@%?)‘i%&ﬁéﬁﬁé, R —1%EE IR R #] Koch Shipping v Richards Butler
(2002) EWCA Civ 1280, fha 45 7 25 56 09 1 U7 , 7 bk HPE IR R B £ 1R T A X4 ),
Btk Y ERRIEMRI T —F , B &N N X g AT HEJF R s I A 7 2 S 4 AR i
R DL YR, f'ﬂﬁi%f‘ﬁiﬁ%—ﬁﬂ@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ,E%&Tﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ, Ii] 15 g H 5
B4 BB SRS — R E, AU, Bt BRI AA R B A TR o A
%Hﬁﬂ@f?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ]ﬁ%ﬁﬁ#?ﬂﬁﬁ,E’,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁm(ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ)K’%—‘?Efﬂkiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ,
IR ERESR —F I, RS — 7 B F BARTEHAMA ERTHR R ST % .
b BRI T m k| 2 R THREMSEFEMNREXER, RERIENE XS
R, RS XA, Eﬂ%ﬁ,§E%$%$Eﬁ§%%?§ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁm%,é‘%+ﬁﬁlﬁﬁo 2F

7
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GiE 25 e
FRA JE B HIM 58 A B AL X KUK (inadvertently disclose confidential information) , F{FEEIA BH
KA B EZE G, Tuckey KB ZEHIR .
“I would advocate a robust view. In these days of solicitor and client mobility, it is important

that client confidentiality is maintained but there is a danger of the Courts being persuaded that risks

exist when the risks are no more than fanciful.”

FUREA RN ANBEIEE, t—HERE T A C T, BHRA T AR MUB
A LB YO R A B A T P — R BT, b A iRyl e, R
M2 AN AR AT (R BLHAR 4 R & FRRIE ) B4R R4 5 2 ML KB 453, TR H 76 o JR 45 i 2
2B,

XEMFREGL, LR — S TRENEE EAREERESERRSNBITE S
I ABATARSS Xt R —BE R L B & P, TG % A A2 (ol (8] 9 S B384, 2 0T\ — A U 28 45 BT
R —HKRETE RAEENE MR ITE 4 BTl 885 LART A & S5 7E XS SL A B, 2 BRI T
YE LB, e X RIS 55 T A W RAR R ANE, IR B BLSE . S50 b, axX 1% 00 [R) R 4 B 7 3
ftb 3t 75 , BIAN[E]— Chamber B KRBT, K — RPN —T7, B - RHR R ; FE— AR
HRPREPRIES Rt MR, X Lol sl b M N e i , 8 e it B iR AT & P bl
BERL, oA —Fp Ak 1 “ Chinese Walls” , 46 [F] — £ T35 55 B RO B2 T 20 F , A 1 =2 B B AR 94038 , i
AR BRI AL B R AR R A 28 . ©

()R % T S G

— MRS KBS, 1 B W1 M SO 45, B U8 , 2 )5 DU RS #e
FRIEAIES B RKEN, FFERT& B & 5 E (outline submissions) , FF B iC 3 K IE & # 4
(transcripts of evidence) , B, 7E— 3k AP BB S5 X35 35 B (final submissions) , LA 2 & 5 B fh
BRI, HEXEMFHBTEREANE =F, FT IR LE T NF 2T,
AL BRARYLE AT 57 Bk, PREFREEMNERATFHBRNES N FE. FE L, 7 Dolling
Baker v. Merrett (1990) 1 WLR 1205 —8, Parker KB AN IX 54L& F FA4E4a7 B /b 2 0 i 4E
P B R R BR AL U E AR UESE LA B AR ERER IR A5, T3 26 M AR o 3R A8 I UM B8R %, R
BERI T iZfh#k 4~ B . 7E Hassneh Insurance Co. of Israel and others v. Steuart J. Mew (1993) 2
Lloyd’s Rep 243 — %8, Colman K& B AN & — PR AR ZEA — R F R FF N AL T #547, X
FANE BN (R E 2500 T FFRE T HEAS 301 s 2 FAEMPER = A 8 S, M XU LA BRAR /AL
PREEX BRI, AN T SR LX T ., XRARFTESBEERIFAMFERLE
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