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MeLwt. ik, IINCEFPE “REZRFR" EMEEARNE, RN 25 H A 2 B PR AR
WAG AR GEZ B Ry R EPE, BEWEXEMEL -—HRABKEK, Bodz—f “FHA., “F#&
W AR E RN AERE L EEEREM, AAT U2 R &AM BUE R AR B, A4
WAL G SR At B8 By T H (R T By R frk R A

KEEIWR  HEARH AERE MOIRE RERRFR RAKRE N

et amk, RERFEFRFFEFAR (L 200438)

hESEE D9 XEtERIRAD A LEHES 0439-8041(2025)09-0112-12
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ARRIEIESEA A LEBIE AR, e BE I RS2 ) RO AR TR R, R EE kR E R
G2 TSN ® T H., HAME R ARSI o EJRN”, SRS S EAAEGUR, A O
a7 REAS SR D SR, 2 SO HP R 24 b TH R RlEIE 2T, 20T B EREAW SR, 2555
AN LE U — o R P T B R S, R — b B T Rl A A R RO A TR A B A A
PRI P HHOCHE | &R B S e T 8 7B DT ] Uk 57 T A W T A5 2 A ok

ASCANy, REREA L& ) R 200 0 2 0 2 SO0 LA D ) 4 PR BEATE N T —Fb PRI Y SEH
BIVEE 200 HAR A X A Z BRI, 220 HAR R A S AR BRI Z BR Ao AR, BRI FPAERAR BRIE, —J7
e 2 T AL B AP JE R 55—, T Be— H i s HE BLEE A AN EE BN A U R B2
B PR LR FEAASUR s 8 6 it LA P ] 1 ELAS 20 S O ) ekt P A

N, ASCHIATRHEA PR “ERCR UL EHEAE . I REA I & P ik
BRI, BB A SEBUEAUR Z 6] DL B IEAUN 5 HM 5 2 8] S AR, A R O i AR L A R
IR o K L B U BRAE Sy — Rl B R =T, (H—J5 T B SCHIRBOR R R &, sl LM 73 —J7
TS SC AL AR BB A 5 T P2 BB AR IR B o P BOL” R R GRS EL AR BN I | o HL R
ASAT 3 T DA 2 M R A S B ) ) A g A, LG P B SO U S Bt S A 1) T L] D )

i3

(D See Vicki Jackson, “Constitutional Law in an Age of Proportionality, ” The Yale Law Journal, Vol. 124, No. 8, 2015.
@ SWHLR: (BN AREEEEY , ChESRE) 2021 455 4 1,
@ SUWXIR, RisEst: CHeBIRINEE R B AR S SR, (M&iag) 2017 455 5 1,
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WA, BT EOE G A — 200 R UL A ey 4 [ A P A 5 e ZE B B 2 A, T B9 i )
R T SIS I ATE RSN O R, LU A R T T A A 2 T AL
MPREE Y XUBLA , B S A BORTA E AP AT H IS T BOC R I i A E ], D
T APEH ARIAT A H I IE 21, #5000 A RARRAF A B RO Mk, LU s i) 22 B A
S NBUIRERE , AR T 0 20 ) i 85 2 10 B A 2 R AR 8 A O BRI ™ © 0 BRIy, PO T 1Y
LGS R B IR ABOIIER” B s LA P

BRI 19 T B HR T LB AR R EE AL 0 S2 B 5 RNE RO . R i BAUE STE T 19 2R
% 20 B S, A0 HE TR AR, 2 0 TR N IRIMTINGE [E 5K 2 L7 -F 2RO,
S E NG - RS CATEORZ AL BT - EERCER A OG R K®, (RO S P SR e AN T
gy WEARARALRY AL (1882 4F) Biar BRI, FEEPOREILILRR “HhRT (1958
) BN T BRSCHBIIRIN . fRe 2, FERAREIHN, bRk B TRABI AR Z T, e A 2
IiA e

(=) A FRA) R AAA) #9 He 5] SR

“BRADIL” 1) 55— RAS ARSI A % 22 AU B LSS BRSPS AR 2 F Y, A S BR )
SEAKURINA B LASEOR P SEARR Z Hi, BARFRI A 20 b “E2Y” —id, tean, PA@EFIRg e - &
PLsEly, RO — R A, — b S T I BRI SEER AR B SE iR T ki B AR T -
- BURWOA,  HBIEINE R ECRE AT, ZERIESR I H 202 B 5 1RA0 A R mE e, g
EEL e, ORI FRARRIA T2, A e TR ARG, A REg ARG |
3T LABRE " 20 ISR RBHE - RATA, OIS INR SUS FE BRI Ry R bR SR, R

@ See Julian Rivers, “Proportionality and Variable Intensity of Review, ” The Cambridge Law Journal, Vol. 65, No. 1, 2006, p. 176. SCH$& K T Wi Fh
LEBIIAE, e “PRIIEZM” (state-limiting conception) F1 “HfiML” (optimizing conception) , {HIFAAE HAELEMFIBREIN, H
I IRBIART ) (HR) XA, “EfiW” WEHEIE T N3 P, EmE IR EIE 2,

@9 SUWHRHR: CGEEEARCHZIEAME (1) ), Gdb. Joltdibt, 1999 4, %8 266267, 256—257 5,

@ SURER: CGRATERE LRIHLEIENY, (%) 2002 4855 2 .

@ S0 CANGERENGE M —R BN, (HhEBEE) 2016 455 3 4,

® ZWXR CHMESTES M pER) , (RE%EF) 2014 4455 410,

® M CHBSIAIE RS SIREE) , (EE2ARFTE) 2020 4756 2 41,

@ SWEEM: TERRBASOIM AR BN, (il Stk g) 2019 4255 6 4,

® M. Oberle, Der Grundsazt Verhaltnismiifigheit des polizeilichen Eingriffs, Zriiich, 1952, S. 41. 5| A3%528 . (A EZ IR Nw8—LL
TEERER ALY, CEORIEZATR) 5 62 8 (1999 4F) .

W ZWHERE: (D% EZHEe—EEE MR hG) , (BOREEME) 4 62 1) (1999 4F)

@  Aharon Barak, Proportionality: Constitutional Rights and Their Limitations, Doron Kalir (trans. ), New York: Cambridge University Press, 2012,

p. 4.
@ EREZHN - - PR CRRPHBEABCR AP RIS S O ik ——RALL R ), IR, (HEIEDISY) 2014 445 1,
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FCBIEIN , S AT AR SETEACR] Y FRER 2 AN, AT AT SEA AR BRI o 107 24 7 AR, A6 LA
JEMI AR, MERCA RE AR B AALRN® s AR, LB JE 5 SRR AR (AR & — T
Fe AR R B R, PRIACRI AR B i) BEITPE” JFAETCAE, AT LAz T LG 4] s DU o S8 AR ) 5
HRALRR,®

RIBGX P HRAR T 8t Z2 Vi 18 B LA R ARSI KA 200k S B AE B ], DX 78 A AT 2 9 W] ZEAS KA
FAREALRE, INH 2 BIRA] o AEFREEEARH N 1 ORI, D0 R E R A5, B WARES b e Ak
AAUH o H I A i A — R R A A PR, B 1 BRI A B RISR R R AR 5 Rk b 2
FOA N L R A% B SR, BRI BEAACRI L 508G — B J22 s U B S 2 AL R

(=) AXREZEZBAFE?

ORI BEE 2R FIRPIR Xy, OATEEMR RGO, RAFE—F “RRED” . RAA R4
RESZ IR, FEAAR BN 32 FR A FUR g, BRAGIHEAKCH) SR R TE AR AR A . PR BRI AR/ H
ARSI DR B SE AR , T PR A S AR i 5 FR A A AN LA S SR B S AR 1 H Y, 3 AT | i 23
RPIREE DR BX A NAESCIR . BT LA, % A9 i DU 8 B A gl A — < BRI, BRIV Rl A AL
M PRIESEARA . REIAFTT S (IE2) BREIFEARFNSZ—ME MM, 5 SZmE .

XA BTEEE LA, (A EER] . o, BRI AR 5 BRGIEARFEE L, g%
FEKIBVEN TR XM 7 XETE AT B R L (] s U WL & i e T o 27 He =, Tl BRI AT
DADRBEFEAAR X AR GF 2%, AH BRI EARRNG R T BREI A B i PR R AACR] AT RE L E N S — i,
W 22 T R R AN B A AU T HAEAACR L B3z B R b s 55 —T5 T, D BEAKCH 7 A v o),
A —J7 SR U IS R AP B e X 1) 32 R, A SRR — 07 32 IR T 75— T S AR AP sl B #3231 — 5 IR
WS, BRI AT TR SEARRDI AR . B, PRl BRI A 2, sRA TR HAE R
SRR, AU NTETRIZRGR BT, T Hab 2 s TR R Bk &

DOyl BRI SBA A5 UE, BRGS0 TE TEAS W S B8 A% 498 1) ok S T 5 340 A\ R 12 45 0
FIRIXAE I EATSIH TG AR LU0 (i o] DAGE T ARAE Z i, IR BRI (9 IX 3t 43
M5 o FEATESU,  Hofl s i A H 2 BRI A AU LGP SEAAR s AR RATE S, 8 T ek )
JEMR (GEAS) BRI o, HOB U isd PSR PR — 7 (HEAS) BRI, e, P Bt )it 25 S B FR
il AT 5 BR A FEA AR A

() fAFE? A B

e, FATRDRE “BRE” AR 4ESS 90y < FBR—HER” poiE, £ “MoARR—" o, BRI
JEFB, BAPIEARCRZ B e R i, BRIIEAAHZ T-B, PR EEAAR] S A A 45 02 H
o AIRVEREN AU 2 T BT rl 332, B4R ZEA Bt 2 T Bt 2 il N M. 76 1R 58 U
I BUA T, A REEARFT AR EEZE AR 45— AP 28 RA A HL ) B R,
JEAERN B ZAATE, MEHEE T B AT

MH, XFER “ TB—HAY” XL EBE S Hof 50 proR 80 M BREAARAT & 0 36 TR Uy L ER,
AN FEFE N “BUSReik”  (a culture of authority) [a] “JE%3CfL”  (a culture of justification) Z#7F,
BESCAE” 5OIESC” g R AR AR E R - BEJESC (Etienne Mureinik) f2 i1, fliikh

(D See Malcolm Thorburn, “Proportionality, ” in Philosophical Foundations of Constitutional Law, David Dyzenhaus and Malcolm Thorburn (eds. ),
New York: Oxford University Press, 2016, p. 305.

@ SR (PRIIAERE : PEEHEARRIRE A LD , (%) 2011 4255 2 4,

® ST CHAENRARRIAEE), QERIFTTT) 2020 455 4 1,

@ See Dieter Grimm, “Proportionality in Canadian and Germany Constitutional Jurisprudence, ” University of Toronto Law Journal, Vol. 57, No. 2,
Spring 2007, p. 384.

® S0 (OIS VER S IREE) , GEFUITE) 2020 4845 2 3075 BREOHE: RO A8 10 S5 3EA BRI Btk B, (hE
%) 2017 455 5 4
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HIFATE R, IR R 08 T B H A Z [ME AR e THERE, W2t e H AR o (R,
PRI 5 A NFEARF R A, e E B Izkrh, Ol ARG TR AR 451 . R
TESCAC YRR AL SR AU A T REAMN B 52 TRl EH A2 A (e R A BR A, (E R DR T > AEAR A
RSt xs i, FORUO BRSSO ZEAT & B0, ez e i f . ez, R
TR TR A AN G5 B A AU R R 1E 2 H Y, ELI 2 FE s 2R, I8 A NIEASKCH sl T LA BR ]
P, FEARCRIS AR AT A —J7 0B YL ol LT B I AR By i = BRAIL™ AR IR 85
1EF, BIMEHAE S b e 2 AT SR A BN (EALA , (R E LS HER TG S s — T I S B 55— HI 2
THEMB, Hi, EaE B OIS, AU RER AR IX — N5 .

=, HBIRME) “FERT RENERR

(—) #radre k. AR 89 ALHT

Ry TR GRS R AU e 7 XA IHFFZE ML BN i 2 SR e, Rl BRADUL”  Hh B R Y
7 OB B S TSR, 43l B A IE SR L 38 e DA R L] (A ),
SR DU S IR s L S A o BE 3 Y R — 2B, 38 R 2 T I SEARASUR Z [ S A AR 5 24
R 55 Z I EAE , FRATPE IR X 5 Y Z A, X AREARF], Y REBALFI, i A =
FUREFAE AR G X ki Y i, ARUPARFT RS X 2 Y Jfhd X i, ABCaT PIBRE X5 245 X 5 Y 2T A
M, ARITREEBRE] X A A PR, FFEMABIMYE RS 5 NG00, o] I A AR X
HEBR T AR5 A AN R ATAT— 5 B Za Xt iy, 75 00 Lo WA A AE 2, 2, MR FEARF
s AR S AL G, BB A B AR AE A EE . BT LA, BT A Bl f5) i D X0 B A% T L A7) D ) ) 3
FUELBGT 2L, LS5 oe BRI AR DR, RIS AAR i 2 S ) 5 AT Ao — O 40 A o - B 5 o HAE Ry
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M, ASCERG AR B WEFCR2EUL” (the Doctrine of Double Effect, LAF{EiFR DDE) Ay
P, DA R 0 BRI B AR AR R AU R R HEAAR # 22Z BIRH,  H 2
JE—E RS (HERIRXAE T RICT T-Be— B WX RHEIRZE ), 240 T BEARUR 30 2 ) 25 AT o] — J5 &K
ABEHRAE N TB . Sl “WERCRSUL” A G 0 Lo i DR 22 SR AR Ml S — i PR R, 3=
SRR SRVF AU AR R4 A 25 F1HA A B BEASKCH], RSSO S IR NFEAKH], (HIFA RFA
B R T 365K 6 B H S AR sl A SL ) 25 MR SC LT B, bk S AT An] — 7 Bl A R ol - Beimi i 2 A4
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(=) MEHEFH

XU SR 20 R FR AR RCR N, e —IFER A i g iz DS M 2= 10, S H B 5| LU
BB SR —1E Y H B[RS AT Sty R 35 AT A o AR ok al 458 . AT B A — il
T EREE, X b — B EAE, (HAURTT AR B R EDRS T EE AR, HARE
L EEEIH, IR AXMAT USRI RIA R, R RIEE FICE R AR E s n] LI

M® See Moshe Cohen-Eliya and Iddo Porat, “Proportionality and the Culture of Justification, ” The American Journal of Comparative Law, Vol. 59,
Iss. 2,2011, p. 475, p. 466.

@3 See Alec Stone Sweet and Jud Mathews, “Proportionality Balancing and Global Constitutionalism,” Columbia Journal of Transnational Law,
Vol. 47,2008, p. 97.

@ See Aharon Barak, Proportionality: Constitutional Rights and Their Limitations, trans. Doron Kalir, New York: Cambridge University Press, 2012,
p.7.
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FAT R FZROR, B AT AR R HA T N I AR ERIE ] (side effect) . WA %
A A TR IR A A TS SRR . AT T B FRB T A KT A 1 B A T
HRORIGAFSE . BRI, WERCR AU AT AR LR PO 240
(1) ATAHRSREMERAZREE, RRDEEE TP LH;
(2) THEFEZEEZEHBRTEFRNER;
(3) HHBRRAZBTEITNBRAME A F B~ 45
(4) FE-NETFUANEZERAFIHHRRA LY
B AR H B2 R, — P y Z AT B, HAR S i LR AN RE LG N H Y, HEEA
RERF FELE IR RO N S B 2 ORI T B T n — D AR 2Rk ], B3 AT o R e ik, A
AR L T2 A RN 5 U R, BT L BIEOR
B PIASG5-2 IFA T A3t PR IX 27+ O ANREAS 2R R Ay 5 Pl T T W 2 A F Bz, Gy 1
PRAFHAE AR TSR IR T 2 SO AR . IR A LB R HEBRES AN . B, DR (b)) 2
HE R4 A, e — a8 L. K, BRAEAT 2 08 U IR B AR 22 10 A i (U sk
) MAEREAIERIL ORRRCR), IR)LPET R IBULR G SR, (B2 HGESKRI H . K, X B SE
S TS PAT M A T ROCR . — 2R Adr, CRSBEURILET, HEAAEEG (UFRI%
) IFERTHRIVET: (RRRCR) o HPUREESE : WIr 220 RE, FERRGIT-IGILAET:, BEAEIFARRK
IR RS ORI T-BL. e, PR DR AR A A B T e ir— IR LROSE TS, 3 BOA 2
FEE BB 2
PN, 2002 35k =B et B LRORI, AU AR AS AR . E e, A DR E R
AT B BRI E— 8 . R, B0 A DB RS S Ik k =m S dal, DR A B Ear (R o
SR=IETS (RIIRCR) AT BULRREIMER], AR PGER I H A FRK, 5K =IET 2R DU St s 2B Tt
RMER, MARA 22U MR FTIRE TBr . HRREESE : By AT A — Ml (-2 PR, Rl
PAT AR =IET, BPUHFARTR R AR =" SRk A O ok, M Eae “E s f&Ja, fEm
I Eb, PRIPCEE A (), HOMER T REAELGEHE (K=) LT —REE R KA, 77
A HHIEDR
TERCE ORI, XM AT AR BT BEE R H 2, B SCR U EOR AT I E AR AT R,
WAVETEESFICR , HARBRFIRBIRCRYE N LB ORI T B, — BB IR B RCRAT O S B BRSO I T
B, AT GBI . LA A ESEA S B E O AR ST (XL, TR E O T
AL TEL. XA T BRI AL T FARRE R RCRAE D DL R 2 T B AR AR AR RIE . RS 3
EUFRT HITETROITINE , (A E SR IR B Y i) F-BUR A T 12 1. [ BE, IR DU ST
far RS AT o fFETRIRDUEBIIGRIENT o0 DI, A8 ASREA A n] A D 4R A= fir i) A
TRAIRIEIVE A o RO BT AT —REAR R AR A I, A7 0 AR A R A B R AA AN A . Y
IR, IXECRPRAE DL AN REBO T, B2 32 5 L A9 A0 F 2 P 22 A
ACECRAIFARBA S, AR ZHEIEE DO & I0HE i — I8 b i A a5 53Ty — Lk
SR G | TCRAE B X SO AT AEAE Y HASOF AR TR HAS A AR, XTS5
FHARARSOITRE R B ASCH MBI, FURIRE G AR SO AU D R BIAY B 8BS LA S 4 i P
PO ltu), S ] L G (e B G S b, RUERCRZURIER (4) DRI DG T Hhlr)
B VPR IROR A AT 48 1 A FE A B0, DAL DR RO 2 A Bk B 5] i D) 5 A 48 1 U RR

@D See Joseph M. Boyle, “Toward Understanding the Principle of Double Effect,” Ethics, Vol. 90, 1980, p. 528.

@ See Joseph Mangan, “An Historical Analysis of the Principle of Double Effect,” Theological Studies, Vol. 10, 1949, p. 43; E 70K - IRIR¥EF:
CIESCHARIE SRR ——ild I s SCIEREEIRIEY , AEMOERE, Jbat. bRl it 2015 4, 45 141 3,

® See Alison Mclntyre, “Doctrine of Double Effect,” in The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2019 Edition), Edward N. Zalta(ed. ),
https: //plato. stanford. edu/archives/spr2019/ entries/double-effect/, 2025 4= 8 H 25 H
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FETRXFHOE, FRATAT LUBIEXS e U A AT RA . % MR IR A BRA% ,  E RN 65 1 H A IE S
FBG HMZ I ABERR . T Beb U e/ MR LA BT5 Z 81— A FE A . X h B2 S R A B
XA B 515, OB BRAER BRI A BRI D S B E H I F B AR E BE GO P I
AR L A R B, R IR AR A R A A B A o T IE R IR SEA R A T B i A7 1E
FEAHEUM ER SR BIR N AL, RAFHBEI S 5278, IR TR AP IR AAa SE &Y . (ERE
W&, B R BRI SEA AR A AT AR A R A AR T B RIEAUS S AT IR BRI AR, B
SAESE EMEZESR . ABUIA AV 8 TR RGIEABRI S A I 5. PrEL, 5B AR LE,
XYAREZE R, MRS BOSIEAIE G B 25 5%

T T B 2 B GR AA R IRl I B — S O B XS b o AT 2547 0 25 5 280 1] B AROR I B
AR IR VR AR S B IR 2505, HAR IR S gy 2 it T AR S M HR 2, YO S E R A s —
ANGREMAE LA, TRTEFEIT B2 2 B IR i 2D IR — B R G, ORI BURT (9 L kA B
HIE; Hk, EARNEEURT i FRERE AT B8 24 15 1 F B RE S 2 O E S H A PR, AR B
JFERRRFBOFERACR, PO EA B A IR 2 B SRR F IR AL . BT A AMERE, o8 4] e 4
WA TBG R, FAARMUTCHR ST, BRI R D BN R F 5 G R Y T REAEARAR A J 2R

(@ See Martin Luteran, “The Lost Meaning of Proportionality,” in Proportionality and the Rule of Law, Grant Huscroft et al. (eds. ), New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2014, p. 22.

@ HARBHHRER, SRPHOR: CUEAR), BMEg. (EEERERILR (5 LE) AR, Jtat: Bl
o, 2012 48, %5 48—51 i,
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BAIAN G AT OB H A HK, S RGESR IR Y H I 2 2t ke — A%, W RIRR SR B A i
I, EAFNEBUNAGER R AR AL A f1 22— TB, S BRI URE AT B iy LASE B A SE R
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FIBHE, FEEO A A — et R S5 AT RE ™ AR A0 24 SRR PP IR AL . f 3 A A REX P AR, Jit,
AN BT AIBR B2 726 APl o e, FRATREEAIRO A th I FAE S B A A0 25 9 SR |IAE R, i HL
WARIZIA B AN BN F 88K B, SE I o rIRUE .

RIS T BR e S R R A R —RER, #RBON B AR BUR Y R 28 4, (B R 306 & 1T i i 2 %
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The Conception of Proportionality and Its Universalization
YE Huicheng
Abstract: The principle of proportionality is globally influential, yet its underlying conception 1is often
misunderstood. Prevailing scholarship interprets it through a “conception of limitation”, viewing it merely as a restriction
on either public power or fundamental rights. This paper argues that such a view is internally inconsistent and fails to
capture the principle’s essence. Instead, this paper proposes a “conception of balance” rooted in the ethical doctrine of
double effect. From this perspective, proportionality serves to optimally balance conflicts between fundamental rights and
public interests, producing a dual rather than a singular restrictive effect. This interpretation not only offers a more
coherent theoretical framework, distinct from cost-benefit analysis, but also provides a flexible ethical foundation that

facilitates the principle’s universalization and localization.

Key words: proportionality, doctrine of double effect, interests balance, restriction on public power, cost-

benefit analysis
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