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[ Abstract] The Court of Arbitration for Sport ( CAS) is an authoritative body in the res-
olution of international sports disputes. In practice, the mandatory character of CAS arbitration
raises real concern as to the validity of the arbitral clause and neutrality of the Court, which has
been the central issue of judicial review in arbitration, but excessive judicial intervention by
courts could also impede the global unification of sports law and rules of sports arbitration. The
Swiss Federal Court has becomes the core of judicial intervention in sports arbitration and devel-
oped a system of judicial review of sports arbitration with itself as the main body. However,
German courts have challenged this system by allowing German athletes to question the deci-
sions of CAS through domestic litigation. Analysis shows that, in balancing the necessity and
appropriateness of judicial intervention in sports disputes, states should mainly rely on the rights
safeguarding mechanism under the arbitration law, and be cautious in applying anti-trust law,
which is a mandatory domestic law. Currently, the practice of judicial intervention in the reso-
lution of sports disputes is almost non-existent in China. Yet it is an issue that must be dealt
with by China in the future development of the sports industry. In this respect, the international
practice will be an important reference for China in the process of establishing and improving the

relevant systems.
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