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@ RPoz dFHE AT 02 WARE 71 FrhlAE BN AgEA 22 %
T2 2 4TEAY NG J1FoRE 2EHE BT 71EE FoPd & ot
Selols, A5l o8 BASA SN @ 1o e 7120 HA At 4
e Ae ohith Wb uzEARAel UE 5
FARG @ A PGPAN Aot

¥
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%
éT:
N
of
2
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1o
o
)
i

oo pe K
roy

rol
1)

Wstslr] mpgoltt.

AR ] dF o] ALHE ddMe FA AF AEol e Aol FA
el 2 ¢ led, FAUAY FFATL AR FAAANA Fogk AT WY
oA QBT 2R FAAARY @AZE SRSl A AT FAVE Hoa & A
o[tt2) BARRAA 9] @A, FA e Fd Fel HFol B o AT DA A
TAL de 7R SAe 3 E AAE Adehs AL dAHoR o ¥ op

24) FA9¢] AFEL AASE Ao Z Parsons A}Zi{Parsons & Whittemore Overseas Co., Inc. v. Societe Generale de
L'Industrie du Papier(RAKTA), 508 F. 2d 969(2d Cir. 1974)]€ & < Utk 9= WA} ojHE WRIgkel
BE(oard) 2FZ7AA%E Aty 2 FA IY F IRV AAFA 1ABAR Loigdel FAE
A=A Bl BASET) vE HAL FARA A ¢ ﬂ?“’“«l EridEadd sigdnn 45,
olFE UL 9 AL o)F2 S-S AFIAAT o] A BAL IANGHAL AT
g FA] FRHAAEY, WE HAd diste] &g 11:“’ 8}% H-‘VM} A olRE
Hee wEH ) At FAUALY A9 AL FIHAL VT HUL FEPL A5z TG

S olFE TARAFHLY &8 AV oo usld gL gxFAD 394 AP 270 YAAFY

Egojy Aee 7 ?l""—”?l FdE Fasts delt ARE ¢ Qde ’ﬁ—% olftZ mix Wl AT

g 7173 vls HEd o} At —% 3 TAS FY ud olds FUMEE HEES *ﬂﬂ ez
B 4= 9Jth508 F. 2d 969 at 974).

25) Karl Heinz Beckstiegel, “Public Policy and Arbitrability”, in ICCA Congress Series No. 3, Comparative
Arbitration Practice and Public Policy in Arbitration, Kulwer Law and Taxation, 1986, p.178.
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HAH G A2060%), HYAL
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1. S47A AR o]

ZAEAE B3l E4L A2 F I daME SARAT APEde 2L FAY
o] FARZ o8 A2 e e FAFYTE EAstol S FAY A3z
A1z). 2¥d 3 BRI BAoR AFE AP 2AY A7 A gl
g $ it oRut BAE & ok AAERE 8 @8snA g 39 2Hi9
TN B W AR FAA SR o8 BAEAYE dste Aol §EE RAY
7h, 53] AFHER ofE FHHPH A@E SARFY AdTFEe] E £ de 3
GAY A9 A3 T B3l B o ZFAHF BEAEAE SAE 53 slds
o] HAg ARV 77} FAE

53] &9 AA 4 ARFAY AAEAE FEs] A%t Al Afga
TR AL Fge WS st ded, AdAPel chds ol fﬂra‘r olgigt o <oj
g BAo] wAsIE @k SREAA L FF A B HEIS ERFAY el

rir
W, d

Ry ok
4o
oft
o

3 ghe AR 9ol &8 A= FAge AFE YA R
2 B3R EAE TASIA, ARdMY L ARFEL AYE SAFEH, FolAA
719 252 st 2HAE B of2d IuldAld 4% v e =REE
I EAez dHEETAY Alx). weA ojg 2ol < Fete SHTAY 99
dA EAst= £4E FA o8 2T 5 derte] ARV EAlEH

A SYFAY sl olo] B3 BAo] A thael B 4 el Bald AE
s7lo] A, MrEEAEWAntmust Lawhgel AF7E Sl digel € % glevh
A7l Bel Fal oA v Qe nFoNe) meldee AwruA B

=

26) olo] sl i= René David, Arbitration in International Trade, Kulwer Law and Taxation, 1985, p.187 =,

27) A 2R wAEln AL £RA7] 9% dubgoza, 1890d9) Myl ulEw]2 E9(Sherman Antitrust
Act), 1914\d2] é"iﬂ olg] HFE® AEW(Clayton Antitrust Act), 1914139 w349l 43 W (Federal Trade
Commission Act) %o} e, BtEd AW & A% 9 A 714 HE oojdls 297 9nrdolch
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2. ulFellA 9] =ejits

nl5e] 79 Mitsubishi Motors 8 Heje wrEz{AEYS] FAPoZA 9 AAx ¥
o] 3o #oA MEAXEY AHARAY FA9 tiidA o] FA = ft 1 Ik
g thiEAQl Al¥ 2% American Safety AHAE £ 4 9t

(1) American Safety X}7128)

Hickok Manufacturing Co., Inc.(¢]3} ‘Hickok’#tx FTHE American Safety Equipment
Corp.(°]3t ‘ASE’m gthollA AANHES AEEFo] Hickoke] HEEZ wigzes
AHEE AL AF S goldaAGE AZsTh o A wady, FE AHE FEE
E&stn ASEY HMWE A7t nd] 71x5ke] A EALE S (oyalty)E AF = 3l
3 9] FdgolMe A 231 sl Hickoke] F4E ¥o] ASE7} AlH.told st
& Ao, Hickokes HANUE 2 AFAR-FE Anjsta] i ASE: AHEate}
d gl AEE Azt FVIR e 8oz At IdPJEE S At
AL B37F A7]R), ASEE o] AR gleld Al 23] A (Sherman)fol] W0
sto} Aleke] AELHE Y- FEYE oRE, 9 Add 7@ FEALE AFYFIL E
AetA] o TS A & RS T &5 Ar)skth. 284} HickokZRE AFARE
2o B A Y=wgthn F4skE 1. P. Maguire & Co.(0]8} ‘Maguire’2t 2ch
of A geld A eke] 7ot FFAMEES] AFE Fohe FAE AT ASE
o] AtA gloldaAoke] MEH 2B Hutsie] H @, Ao BE A
EY S ol3E RU A3 BUAL @ gov, Hekokd] 98 AYFEE T
Go]BR Maguires Zlold2Alokd 7lstd FA1E AT Aest givkn F4sEA,
Maguire®] A1l o8} WA FAAA FAE P AL 3tk

I A2edT Foyde, HEHAEY 7|3 dele ARle] Aol ohet 3

A 9FE MAL, REHZERYY FFE EF
A

=
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s]

O

ooroor

fo

&t FAEAE FH7IHH o nA43L
wou, BlEHAEY BPALHL Bslo

] E
Hgeta, AL AdA ddde 25

=

28) American Safety Equipment Corp. v. J. P. Maguire & Co., 391 F. 2d 821(2d Cir. 1968).

29) o flel= AUYEA] Fiwe] Fog ¥ A3 TEEYRY, FAZY Fo| T3 YUt

30) SeldaAe A3z, A27x, A28Z7} Hickoke) 4EZ49) WS $I8A 2istn, ASEY A#e
A Agela ok F£3Askith(391 F. 2d 821 at 823).

31) Ibid. at 826-828.
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jm

Efde ad%s 28 4y gAxgol
Hell 718 B77F S dide] 2 + gls A
< FUTAC A AezA B F& st WEHZEHC 73 H T
A dEHAE TG oA A2 FAEA € FARA T By 7o
skA| ge, vlmo] &Y ekl ZHday] Aol Wil #doltt. itk RELEY 9
3 Fretee 2R, 2 JPYP oA AALFEEINS SA] BAES oEA Ft
AQ7be A% =9 ez @A HAk

At ool = B8t FER A

(2) Lake A}7132)

AARES doste= da)xolF Hel Lake Communications, Inc.(¢]3} ‘Lake’glzm &
the tig= ¥l ICC Corp.(o]3} ‘ICC’2ta thF Laker} 2HAd3 Ao o A
AREL ICC/E HBR TN F2-FUstel Lakeol ] Bojelr2 sk AGe A284
TE3) apzhell EAo] @AstA}, Lakes ICC B 21 Av] AZALE JUlE, ICC7} o] A}
A Ads s E ® olyE ICC Fol TRt A& Ao zXe wjx) sl 3t
foms MEAAEYS NIt FAARA AAPEdel SaaRTY 48
AZNGT ARAPRAL Laked] Actsl 378 FAlol A, WE WA
A7 BAAE A Dol SE Doislch

A% Aow3| T FaHYolMe AAHA 99 2 AU AFEAE £ A

E

A7) AR, & FA g A BANEES XA stuAt e FAT NEHAEYS
ol Rostuxt she 3 A7) 93 AL E ARlstna ste AAE H4d8) 2%
Aoz & 4 derke q¥7t BASHAGM Fioidde Lake7P e AFolE

(permeation doctrine)’350] o] ALAGA 2aje] AT wjAES Bt AL ofuw, o]
AP ol ZAGAAI kIt By ste] EAo] HAg A ¢ ﬂ%ﬂw 5o HE 2
@1 AL dE=2 st W& FATAT EAste Wl SV A
FE Alze vEY Y- g3 AfE AolH, o] ARRie AS HEHAEY
o] A7) T3 FAbo] ¥lwA <kslal, ICCe 1 ALY R #E FAL A9
of dBeAl %or, 9 TR FEE A o] A Fod YL
AE Al Bokth g vtE Bkl atete]l Aol Hxd

32) Lake Communications, Inc. v. ICC Corp. 738 F. 2d 1473(9th Cir. 1984).

33) A9 olAzFlE o] Aoty s TG FAo] NAHA gAY Aol e AS tﬂ“&”
AteAl el FAEe wmel digdws el oAste] ti@vlwdA FAE F °Hﬁo}7]‘1 3}—%- RIS
E3tE o] gJAthibid. at 1476).

34) 738 F. 2d 1473 at 1477.

35) B sEwye] Bys) Aokye) ATV A7 2oE £ g8 ©E 2dEd gk B¢ wEdrEWa
o A7} wolpdd Aow AHW Ao Aol B FA4F A s ok vh:h SHTHIbid. at 1474).

36) 738 F. 2d 1473 at 1480-1481.
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A& Dol AAT 2 TARIARY AT FAE AASE 2D A, Olakes) HEH2
A7) A9A A, OFAS dosny Nedasyye] 4o Bud Ralsd, OFA
F R FABST HHE FUsE, BEAAEUAY Ahd] B8 7 AiHdiscovery)s) WEHA
Fo Aol 98 $AZAE WAe 2E o RN E AL S Awgdel TyY EA, 6
a9k ARe] 93] ol Tl AAY wEsENd BT B Wde =4 BTAL AT A}
Ax FANY ALARe] ot FREZ ASA B AL WU Fejy AolP= A B9 Bl
A, AR 2] A dgo] Gk HUEIbA. ar 1482-1483)
Alberto-Culver(e]a} “Alberto’2}3L #Thi ml= dewolfo] 2¥e & JFE Az -BosAbo) B, Fritz
Scherk(o]3} ‘Scherk’e}Z FTHE 5Y FWoz 29xd AFSEA U adererle] A Ao 719
AR8T UAYTH Albertod} Scherks oAl Hae Aoz G=d vjRANe wHL AN
A Scherrh A4 349 99 A¥SF YEE AberodlA FEIT AGE AR A A
"‘Eoﬂ B3] Scherk’h WAHLE BES a712 o1, YdwolFUE EAWCE B, Ackn B
o 2A4o] A HY FAFA 2014 FAZ FH AN = Wgol Tasle] YU 1
F Albertot= $EUo] The Welsk B ol o2 AREA ST F QT AE o142 Scherk
A 9 Adel 28 eTagnt ARZAYUT. 282 Abero: ZAAULY A0Z Bo] A3

Lé
ST 28 °‘€¥b-°l—zr§ ool AUAWEd) 718tk Scherk® ATA A o] AA
o]

o, n:‘fs

38

~

' rlr r.._. o

78 Bgd) goke A olFE & ASE FIhu, AHHo R Ao FALAL A Fo UL

€ o2 449 FAE TIAT SR EYAL Albertod] FTE QLR T, ool thstd Scherk7} ?'%}
&8 A7stRed g27t 7A=Y Scherkzt FuE AZsiiEd dEde 449de W&
[Scherk v. Alberto-Culver Co., 417 U. 8. 506(1974)]. A HYn FAHYL Wilko #HZ2E 839
Albertod] FTE A&, A 3UF 243E X1 Qe Wiko ARAFE 2, of Alzle] 7
Fole FAHA Fo7t SAEA, FAEAGY e AN dArsAEe Fosider drtm AAg
Bremen v. Zapata HZ & A Z Jotol Fda stgtH417 U. S. 506 at 519). L3 n]Fo] 1970 7}l
TERY ¥ e @ ARE 9% FAEY A% w2 ur) Aga k41T U. S. 506 at 520 n.
15).

39) 180 o] Alhe) ZAA 43, Feold ?‘HZ‘Z}% FFdtool & IAFPxY ol PEHLEY] F
ke SRAA AL BAY o]o] FAHUE Aol

40) Sam Reisfeld & Son Import Co. v. S. A. Eteco, 530 F. 2d 679(5th Cir. 1976); Helfenbein v. International
Indus., Inc., 438 F. 2d 1068(8th Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 404 U. S. 872(1971).
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(3) Mitsubishi Motors A}7342)

1) A9 Jle

Mitsubishi Motors Corp.(¢]3} ‘Mitsubishi’2}31  3ch&  Chrysler®] A}3 A} Chrysler
International, S. A.(°]3} ‘CISA’2}al &)<} Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd.o] 33|}
old], Fl2eg]ze] AExt B3] A Soler Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc.(¢]3} ‘Soler’g}i
gthe 19794 10¢€ Mitsubishiz} #| 23 AFxto] #Bsle] CISAS A=A LS A2
Atk Solere 2 & 9] Aow BHste] Mitsubishis} Soler} 27 Hvjste 2ol
z31 ol B3t FJeArt

1981d9] oFy dAvjdlert Adze] 29 JFgE ol g AAHUEH, 1 3 A
B AxAEe] A77 dAFE 28 AZSA R Solere A BEFS AvE - QA
Q?i‘jf A}k Soleres ¥ AES AFd vz o E A Foly FrjolA #ufstr]
2 sl =), Mitsubishi®} CISAE o] AZEs}glth Mitsubishiy 1981 5-6-7€ 9]
229 96609 2312 AFA oz AzsA HALE, Solere Aol o] B A
o] gitkz t}EQt}. Mitsubishis 19821 3¢ $] Aok W& FAlo] 28 AL Soler
A Bate BEE File 428 AW AW Adzdd AsKA nlx Yo Arlskith
I ¥ Mitsubishit YEIAGAIFAE I FANEE 3t

Mitsubishi= Solero] tlste] Soler7} FE8 966E-S Q5etx] ¥ 1 tiFE A
312 Yol A7 & T wiAAT 2 JEtY] HFE ST Soler= Mitsubishi®]
TZ UEEA Akt /‘T%(‘ﬂ¢11)§4]€—, AR A1z g & A A E
715+9it} Solere] whiid 7ol -#-L, Mitsubishi®} CISA7} A|AEES TR o E
&3al7l 9)sted @Mitsubishit= Soler7} MitsubishiZ B8 U o771 e AEAE
), Zo], Juje] a7 Adsls AL AMsan, @Mitsubishils Solery} FE|2ZE
2 9)9] Aol YAYtr] Ashod BLF heater T W7} Y FFA} 2
H] BEZ Solere] FEo it FFte A& AN LN, £3] Mitsubishi= 99+ 2
znz Ay 93 2LFE S o3} Solerst 7lE} FolzEa o] HujHL

—

én&-{xm
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Jin:nméoé&uu

(o o

41) Lake 2L old] W& Aoz & 4 Uk

42) Mitsubishi Motors Corp. v. Soler Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., 473 U. S. 614, 105 S. Ct. 3346, 87 L. Ed. 2d
444(1985). )

43) Aol %= Mitsubishi®} SolerZtell $1 Al¢k 1-B WA Vol #hadsie] A0 wAlstw Y9 FAGAEA
galoA 1 GEFAe] ne) o]% HEHor AT A FART] 2EHA A/
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ER AEled MitsubishiZt 100% Z=2}gt FALE EXZFQ dvidigldes

ﬁ‘%?‘] “;’3%% I FA Aol vtEYAEY #FHALAL FAFZH #slo
1968142l American Safety $Z2-& H#HE &1 e AME A4S v}, American
Safety 8- FulAtgefst /—‘1%51 1, FAE 847 SAskE Acke] EAE wols w
E2ERAY] A9 o] e AGm SA o) 4dd Fart dvka s chM

ol o] A Al B AN ¥ E #

A @Eﬁ?\itﬂi, o] A1 Aekel] Bt EACR HSkth o] HAE Scherk HZo upE
E, ¥o8¥cd wze, TAANS 2% American Safety B7} ¥IEAT L B FE
ik avh WEHAERZY] FFe FAAFC] B od #d AL Aws

ol siAstodof i sl

4 dodydel ad

ol Akl WHEHZEWZS ATl AT To] ATt ofFd| #Asp], A
e FAT Heol Bt ool e Wl FAd feld APz A
oof Prte YFE AAlE, o *}7“3 HIEAERGS] F77F 25 SATY Hel
e Aoz Byt offd 8L =& AR A, ddude Ao A% F
ABzEel 715 g Hde] oA Azto] dAH EANAFEozA Y FAle] &
As Agstd Alhe AUztem s SAE §a HEAERLS] F7E 12 §9
Stitta sto] FARATL WEAEWY ot @ ElEGita £ e ga A
HEDY HA@EDS daste] AU B2 e Ad s, Hdd
el dEs AAE FAY Aol ASA-HFAER ¥ Aol T wdE
9] }.46)

AEP e o) Al MEYSEWY P FAFIY TH] PE Ao B
o

&, BHEHAERGY] A oly] wie FA A Ze] BE et oy #Het
w3l el Scherk AN American Safety W48 HAESID, ZAAIAY ALolE

44) o] Schetk 29 YA WE Ao B & 9ok

45) 473 U. S. 614 at 627-628.

46) Tbid. at 629.

47) QYR RL Scherk RAL Awahe Ao FAH Agge] T WA At BAANAE FHAld
ol Foskm WY A3 ApIARS A4g FsAE < DT siioh
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HEH2EY JAZAE FAY dide] B & UE dF3NT 53] Aol
American Safety H]|E AES J&-S AvEH

NEHAEHGS] EAolghs ARE olF2 FAZXYY FEALS AEAT AL F9
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AqA 12 F U3, FAFEHLE B FA AEVE BAAI) 98 & oEE ¥
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A SAFAE ste Aol Ui, ol HE ABA = o8-S HFsH)
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FAQl0] MEH2EHY 1 WFY ST A%eA ¥ FA AANES e
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A= Agac FA718eG Pt 3344758 AL 43T 5 9

g7eta, 28 oAbt gvkn el 9B S gn
e Eﬁ £y Auag dAs $82 715e 9
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< &8 B Asted A" RerA, EF 4L Aol AV F 33, &l

qstx] 94 A, #7F glol £24¢ A ARE dFE

48) 1LY YL American Safety Ha)7b “DAFSlol 9% 3u) WAL FHTElE wEeaEWAl Alk: AR
o g PEHAEWY g HA 4¥E Ae o}ﬁ‘i F2% 4Ee I Atk OUEHREPLe

e A% diFEA] RE FApAe] 49 041171- W= AECdA AZ2E 7}-“"*01~ 3, 1

AL 42
B4 ARE A 9 BAR ol AR Ak RAchl BT DUEALEYRS Ao b
Basm nwe WA AAY 248 SSBE, 4 Dol Ay, B olgnLe Aol A4, 3

%"M FNI 2L 71Eodde A& Fo| BHE e

A EH@ A e Fagd, AgAdA 43
AdestA] g v ZiA g i oJHE ¢E dAFde
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web BA ] #3 Bgddel Frkeks TAAN oM FAkAE Al A
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2 53 ER&Ee deyo] FAEE AAEA FA &, FAd i 55 F
Aol vty A SAPEe] A T F3E wol I YYFo] WA o2t} ot
dZ0] AFHRD Aol ope}, WEH2ERAGY] Ayt dnt &
st Ashe A=ridd 43S FAstd, BMEHAERY
o] ¥4 AAd HFH vlwd FaA FHE wole BHEHAERAY LFHEAE A
| g geolle BMEHREYGS] HFE AT AEE FA & &)
A% $ 9= Aoz Bgkth 12y} Mitsubishi Motors AFAS A7 8 vtE# AEHAN]
YH A Ao BF American Safety He|7} H71EQ 3, FA Ao g ¥
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E AT FA7Feel FHAA ABEHATS0 thet Mitsubishi Motors
A e A #8 vEHAERGY AF7E S didel € & dertd Bt
ANHoz AFstn YAl &th. American Safety HE FAI dhfgo] H|3o]

o] A A A &l B Aolgka & e $la, 253 3ulAH
of #g gEAERFY] AFF4e AN FAY dFEEE AFE gl ¢ F

e S M2 SHTAY ANADd e AAFEeR FAE AASH

49) ojo] #@elel= 473 U. S. 164 at 633-637 H=.

50) Zegxof 9ol 19931 Mors/Labinal Abzlol|l A Saiddel o8] A @A) FAHZA] QAHY

2“%{1999':4_ el ol AR, 2929 Ao 19929 ARl o8] BU AA4E 884

o} 2A4F A0 1A} olo #stedE Alan Redfern/Martin Hunter/Nigel Blackaby/Constantine Partasides,

Law and Practice of International Commercial Arbitration, Sweet & Maxwell, 2004, para. 3-16 3.

olof 3l Paul McGrath, “Mitsubishi-Arbitration of Domestic Antitrust Disputes”, 12 Brooklyn J. Int’l L.

693(1986) at 700 Hzx.

52) 48 B354 w&ddel Sy shita f¥5 ojol g Aol chksleg, s g
AQreEE Delsted FA9 WdAAE dEY Hart °‘f3r

53) 89 SRHAMAY &9 tiidel e ANddRE 539 23%’4(*1 A A9 @), SEYREEEY

D, ¥BOIEZED), E3AANEY, ARWrtAFAYY 58 E ¢ U
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FGA AASD el dAEO7E A= ek o hEEl FAA A PHA AR
E T4 HAIAE2A FA9 o] € F Uk SHTAN As 4o e &8
W3ETE SATAE ANl did A A3 dFoRA, 33t Aleje] A¢d
39l &ole AR B £ 3tk 39 B3l EAEE 990 88 F17 A9 o
dol & glerte A%vt ddAoz EAd SAWAY Mis 9oz e &
A3 ERAY At FAE BHR dvhe Holx B4 S it
Aol7k glezg, EPFAY AR E F7ddez Iun A APgEe] £4eA
o 4dE ddste Aoz & e gk olH@ A7l 28 FAVE SAT A £
ol g delle FA9] didel 2 ¢ J& ALE Hojol Itk Ot ofd] #F FAWA
o Yol BAd Hete Aoz dFFE dole AR g sd-JADAANA 2
o] #4€ + Utk

SATAN Aubalee] g FERHAL Fole Aol FA didel € F 3t
of= BAEG Y SHTARYCEE ¥ T As &
dA 22 FgE FER T 7 JLESHTAE A19X A4, 4B AH7E EA%
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ABSTRACT

The Arbitrability of the Subject-matter of a Dispute on the Antitrust Law
Su-Mi Kang

It is a matter for debate that which types of dispute may be resolved by arbitration. This
problem is conceming the arbitrability of the subject-matter of a dispute. National laws
establish the domain of arbitration. Each state decides which matters may or may not be
resolved by arbitration in accordance with its own political, social and economic policy.

In response to complexity and diversity of a social phenomenon, the dispute also is various,
therefore can not be settled efficiently by means of court adjudication to which applies a law
strictly. To overcome such problems we are going to seek to make use of arbitration.
According to Korean Arbitration Act Art. 3 (1), any dispute in private laws would be the
object of arbitral proceedings.

For the promotion of fair and free competition, it is increasingly wide-ranging antitrust
legislation across the world. It is matter for debate what can an arbitral fribunal do when
confronted with an allegation that the contract under which the arbitration is brought is itself
an illegal restraint of trade or in some other way a breach of antitrust law. The underlying
question is bhow to accommodate the conflicting congressional policies favoring resolution of
private controversies by arbitration and encouraging private suits to protect the public interests
served by the antitrust laws.

It is necessary to inquire into the arbitrability of antitrust issues on case-by-case basis,
because the types of them are quite diverse. If antitrust issues are the dispute in private laws
and the contracting parties agreed to submit to arbitration disputes which have arisen or which
may arise between them in the antitrust issues, the antitrust disputes are arbitrable. Not only
international antitrust disputes but also domestic antitrust disputes are capable of being resolved
b}" arbitration. When the public interests in the enforcement of antitrust legislation are asserted,
it is possible to justify the annulment or the refusal of the recognition or the enforcement of

an arbitral award that ignores public policy as a matter of it.

Key Words : Arbitrability of the subject-matter of a dispute, Arbitrability, Arbitration agreement,

Arbitration, Dispute on the antitrust law, Public policy, Party autonomy



