dr

B B ARRFRATHIBESFERNE, Al TSR FARESERRIF D IR
FER, AT RERALFNMASRE EZRGEER, L THELRLFRFREFERIIE ML
FREEEIE, £8%. REEFERIEOATEASEE, 22 FMba Tl ks ER Ik
RAEW R B3 R RERAIE, FMRA RN ETERII; A TRELALFAMEKRGEIER, £
H. BEERER RO ERME THRRATRERFIROFIERLZR TS RERIFFSE
KA BIFRAE FH AN, KEA XTI TIEGALTH Bt —FT R ZE,

KER: HEETIE ALFN FHERRH

dr

fEEEFE (implied jurisdiction) , JEARILBEN RAFAKEAE R, WLLEHEAS HIRRK
11t H ) BA B A i B . HEE RS w3 B RES, miAR R LROES, WAPRZ Y
CEORERET L CRORERE” . s SR R, AR 2R IA T R —— RIS AN PR
VA 148 FE AR AT S PR AL A ——he e s L R) e B i A A A T LA IR VA AT A
HEELBEE ARSI, WLL “ROF” 8 (IR #2.® TEEE LR, XN
“MRA” (submission) , ALHE AR HEE R VRFIEUE B RAT A E AP L O AR IRIAAT
IR BEE AL, bR EEN CROFT s CEIRZURT, BB R R . ASOIrie R
] 94 M AL 58X P TS S [ 2 Fad D A SR, ASSOIRUON S | 7 2 R [l B
SEIRIBE SRR T A, R A A BRIE AN OGS 1 Rl SE A AL R MOt i A

o RIUREFEFR . BEEREMIRTRIZEE, B, SRR,

O S WS . (ERRE), FAEEE B 2008 45T, 55 479 -480 T1; M. (EHBRRFVFIAEL), HRRE
ARt 2013 4R, 56 137 Dt BBEH]. (hEP MR FURAEEEAURBTT) , ALRACE e R 2009 4E AR, 5
131 585 Xy CEPRRFVFAGEFHERDIGE), o EES R 2004 4E0, 5575 -77 515 R—0g. (EPFRFRA P
MOFEAE RPN ) , SRR AL 2010 4ERR, 55222 015 1) (MR FIFAEHERMRTR) , R Bk KR
22 RAE 2001 4ER, 4 64 65 TT.

@ HVEFH: (RIFUFIREI), EITIA R 2009 4£55 4 i, 26556 11,

® See Arthur T. von Mehren, “Theory and Practice of Adjudicatory Authority in Private International Law: A Comparative Study of
the Doctrine, Policies and Practices of Common-and Civil-Law Systems”, (2002) 295 Recueil des cours 1, pp.205 -206;
J. G. Collier, Conflict of Laws ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 3™ edn, 2001), p.113; Lawrence Collins (ed. ),
Dicey, Morris & Collins on the Conflict of Laws (London: Sweet & Maxwell Limited, 14" edn, vol. 1, 2006), pp.356 —
359, pp.427 - 430; Peter E. Nygh & Martin Davies, Conflict of Laws in Ausiralia ( Chatswood: N.S. W, LexisNexis
Butterworths, 7" edn, 2002), pp.76 -77.
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— ETHESH5RFMITENEEN

[ PR R IRIR P BOE 2 SURA T A XRABEE REEGEATHURE, BN RO 1k Be Y 5
B Hor, (1) AF27AmT “S 57 M (2) BAMEGURE BONE B AR A3
PURE” RS RIS ER AR, ARG b 56 R AR ik LA R AR PR A AR E AN S

(—) £RWELY L&

KEBERNEEIEIN Y, Y5 RN, NeH RN THTRABE A TR, R THT
BRSO, AR PSRRI B AL, XA EERR “ —MHhEE”  (general appearance) . X
5 HABEE % R E RN LA, J5E RN EE (special appearance) )5, BB HEE )
HAUR S T HORREABE R R, TS M S RIETREI , M BT R AN [ Rk Be
SRRV 50 L T A 5 [ WA B R N 28 T A ], 19 HH 22 K 1) 24 S 1 72 5 B 30T N 48
(York v. Texas)® i, 3 [EIRFS e i V5 e DA T8 58 B M AN AR DA R T Hh 2 1) S I AE 24
JErkA . TE] 1960 AR, 18 e R T M A P PE LEI , X P I 26 A DA 31t 2 M 4
AR K, FFIRARINREHEE R R .® Se ) (B RSk R ) BT HE— 2D g T —
FR 81 ZR R SR i BERLE , I ARHLE : IR NS 0 T HUAFE R R H AT #EA T
7, WREBEARESE T I KSR R I APHE (a) MRRILBEM R, R B Xt 20 B
A SR LR BTBBOCA B RAL L ROBURE, ARSI p RS s miae, i A e
EIRH AR PUAE, WA BRI HEAT O T S BB BURAL, BN T I B A
FERL, MIARE R HAERE BRPURMY; ez, USRS TR EE , i e Hh o0 HOAS A 1 ks 1
e, X HIRAEATI s T LR 5Kk B B E SRR RN ZORA T 30T, (B IR 1R
ERBUGPORE BRI T, ICIEAESEAR ERORE. AR 5% BN A AN SRR R AL 551
HigE @

R Hh RE RO A5 21— 20 Y B A AE T BOR B A 2238 i 1) Tl n -5 28 Pk 1990 4R, 56
1 DR 38 Fo v VR e AP S IR N 725 4595 B¢ 58 (Burnham v. Superior Court of California)® f)]J
HBRSL T — A hnifE, BIHEATE R P R, IR R AT A I R 2 2B S R AT &
LGB AT RIS FOE SO s MRIE (AR LR ARIE, “AH MM A 2L 1k
ol RE I MURE e B AT R i SO, DR O AR LA 0 R L 2 AN 56 [ 4% M o 3 38 A7 PO s fE——
RIMEGE A A 1E W&

BeAb, 26 FEAT e B T b E T — RGO, AR 100 BE i K AR 7 2R ik B b A

@ Lawrence Collins (ed. ), Dicey, Morris & Collins on the Conflict of Laws, p.358; Peter Nygh & Martin Davies, Conflict of
Laws in Australia, p.77.

@ 137 US15 (1890).

® See R. Weintraub, Commentary on the Conflict of Laws (New York: NY, Foundation Press, 4" edn, 2001), p- 284, section
437.

@  Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws (St. Paul; Minn, American Law Institute Publishers, 1971), section 81, comment a.

® 495 US 604 (1990).



BHIIMNEEERNTE

TEAERERCBETR T A BEVR A, RS TR X FRT 9 KMttt o — et e, Beis R0
[ B XV B A R RGHEAT T B0, AN A 15 2 1 B AL OR

B, Rk B RN B RS, B ARG 1T 0 T BURHE R ALY H AT HH 2 I
L BEANRESE X B IR RERL; (IR USRI H R 1 AN R 2 A9 F Y, sl 10 vk B i R /Y
Bt A LB A AU S DU R A RELS T, X IR OL T, RV RIS 26T 1 SR
RO, B RERE T S AR BOR R AT AR

(=) EMERL FEX

TR FEHE A B 7 T 1) S B S A T R, — R AEAURE Y T 2 R B R 55
ME o

SRR T A&, 1877 47 (TEE IRFURIRIE) 26 39 40 T Hh g 1M 1 5K A FEAN Y
MUE , ARSI HBE A, IO gt HhRE A H SRRy R A 2 A SRk n] DU
AR EEBERE 2 1974 FEITER (EERFRAE) T “EREREB 195 39 547
SRAURE « “ UNSR AP AN I g R B RE AL Y JE gk N2 78 1 Sk e sl 32 22 et moR,
WRE —AOEBEXT RO RAE A" 20 39 AR AW MY E RAURNAE Y, (HUR X — MU tofi
BT LIS ] T PR RS AR AL S AR AR 1 SE R, 56 39 il F T4 i A I HU Ak v B 10 A
R, Ao TRl 4 A AT OART B4 (5] I B il SR [R) RESEA T HUBE R 1 o Bl 20l 7E7E
[, Bt e L YU BN I A = A SE [ — AR Tl

KTIEBEREI] S5 (O UE R EVE A —DRrE . O T ORI TR BE A REBUILE B A
AHRERENTR PO REAAOM ,  FEREHLE RO AT X YEBE (Amtsgerichte) BEATRYURIR
R IR e R A S

PR B R AR B e KR A B (Amusgerichie ) , 55 — & & M 5 B
(Landgericht) o X kBe— B AT L B & BUNBUEME, HAH BURIIRE; Mk Be MALE S AT,
A I el P = A B SR o B B A T T A A, B R R B A IAE
M TR AR IR, (PR RFTRIRE) 5 504 ZZMUE . AR DO Be S SO A B M A
BN EIE RE M B BA [ PR RERL, BN AR B SR (] B I Rk B s = AR, DL KBk
EAPEE RGO T LSS AR B S5 2R, B0, s rT itk e ]S R IR Bk, fEIX
MIFOLS, T EZmERERE MO 18 T AP RN IR R, B AT RES: Iy A ihe i
MR ZHAPE AL o 57 504 2800 TSRO TE P INE B VRARET , IROR TR 2 Be
AR FR A T G LU B AR, @ AR R E R IR, T AR AN BRI B ALY
JaMo b, AL ARECE R AT LUE T 55 R ARA A HLE , A A — el H]
T EPRRSEFEAL, RO I — 4 T AL SR E IR Ut R A S, 4528, SO BRAENIE

@  Restatement Second of Conflict of Laws, Section 33, Appearance as Defendant, Comment d, what constitutes a general
appearance, at 136.
@ B. Kaplan, A.von Mehren & R. Schaefer, “Phases of German Civil Procedure, Parts I & 11”7, (1958) 71 Harvard Law Review
1193, pp. 1443 - 1473.
® See H. Schack, Internationales Zivilverfahrensrecht ( Munich: C. H. Beck, 2002), pp.215 -216, No.485.
@ (18] PU—ZPaa - B (HEERIFUFAEEMAE) , R, fEBOLICA LR 2005 456, 4531 1,
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BERIVRIA FP 28 5y B DR S SR AN i [l B AL 0 T ik B ARG 25 39 AR MLAE , ASE Wi R
A A BB RERL

(Z) BRFikh s

(T RS R 1 BRI R KON S AT BT & 28K 56001 (DU PR (A& 28R 5%
fy) RIHET S T REFFZMERBAYRN G PAT 0 & IR A L)) (LU fRFR (M
GIEIRNL)) XS N URE REAEAT THLE, P RIEIF A MR, (& 2R A 2))
518 FRME : “BR T AZIRLE A EEAURIE S, 4 2 BBk il DX T B2 Bl 2k
AL (HARPEE MR H AL (solely) SO T HUAFL B B HEAL, s HAbB LB AR IE 24
2)5516 5% (AXRERBEFHNIIE) XNEMBRALREHA, FARMESTEH”

FRFRSCHRSOCAR R AU (solely) —RITEFESC i 22 SCFIRE KA SCSCA Hp 254 % i
L, MRS SCSOAR T, HIBEA T XA o SR SR P TR B RME, B SR
AR BUAHE BE B FERL,  [RIINIC SEAR B T PRk, R IZRIANEBE I AL, K
MEEBETE “ KREE AR AR ZIFHE W~ (Elefanten Schuh GmbH v. Jacqmain) ZUFINENY
(832 SCCAR B TER I R8T A 20K A, RIVANRAE A B0 FUE XA R Pk, i ELal 5 14
[IRRGEAT A e, HEHAS AU PURE R TR AR — SR BT I Y, WATS A5 18 R 20K,
2002 ARy (AT ZEIRA500) HXTRLAYER 24 v, AT AU iR, TR A S Y 5
PATURE Y [R] 4 H A A TR AR B 1T XS A 1A it o

1999 4E (I3 F RETHAEREPCNIMEFIRPAT A ZY) (FEF) 5 KA XY EMNE,
EAIE -

(1) BRI RER AN Sb, 0 R T T4 50 58 8 0 S92 Joit ] R A 7 22 B T AN BT 1% Bt
MAEEERL, TBEXT S B R

(2) TEARIBR TR — YO SRR AT A B, #h EA PURHE R AL

X MU BEE 1A B ANES T NZSRIFIARCRARIA Z T M 45, W% I8 T IR i FE P
BRI SRR AN R 25, BRF0T 1 Il 5307 iR Z5 , SOV T FANF 25 #0230 4

B, EBE T RS AR B AREATURE N KA R, I83E . 1EAE DL [ R S ik ] ik S
B, — Mo =Mk s — RO TR S A0 S AR T REURTI Bt i S e 22 TR R B, 3 SE [
Wk b T R ROk s RO A SE OB R R, AR XA R R 2 )
A RELRSE M SRR R, 3R 36 I v b R R R AR s =R Al AT LATE BRI
BE A AR [F]I , SOBSAAR R RIIEA T4 o 122 g 8 DR 2 75 A A A A ) AR 207 SIS ] e T
B OR, s P RN A D, 3R e R I i 2 R RTi vk 2% AR 5 [ LA A ) 35 8 725 2% 11 5 B R R T
2, W HET L 2R RIS

— ETESES5IFIAMEKINEREN

TRV T O B AU BRIV, S RABOR IR F RN HAE N Z )5, 2

@ Case C—150/80— (1981] ECR 1671.
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BHIIMNEEERNTE

MR E X AT URR (T0I 5 RS TR R EH AR B TRIL . ROFEE S S AZ
V), IZIEBEERA AL TR A, G FEE AR AR 2 BRI
BT I AR VRN X it 5 K PR AL A — PR A AR, DT — B DA [R5 B % S R A A AL
XTI B = A RS RER) . HAL S AURTC ORI IRIR , YRR A IR BA R

(—) £@B0ELLE £

1 AEGERBIE 5 9

56 [ L E LA 1850 4Ry (FERTERFIFIATEI) Y (Field's Code of Civil Procedure) #EHLE,
JEUE VR B REBUSCR ] LS Be A X T It 50— A REAL, RIBEXT U BERIR, g
LEYRIA S IRV OC, RBEER I % BRI AL, 1938 4R SE B ik Be e ik
Jeik” (Adam v. Saenger)® 38 (JESCHIFR “W247 52) il T 8@ B ik — 80k, Al it

H e -

BB EREFRELRE RIBATERGEIE, YHEHTIFRATHELHE
Rixest RE LREIERN, BRENAFLE T ZFRBIEIAEARSERERLTZ, X
R B E R R F RIS AT e AR

T SRPE ) JEUE BR A URVATE SR A B URIATE R T A TR RS, kB BeA LA
BEAE A R AT A R A B, T2 LSS B A IE S Bl o S AR IR AT Y (5 — IR e
REIR) 5 83 SRAN T X — WA, KT A A ARG R SRR E

“ R AT M AR AT, Sh R B ALFLAEST AT R R AL A RN RN Tz N kR e B i, e
RAEMIFIZMN FZEARANL, BEEFME TR A TG 5 K. BfiF LR F R
P A ik FIRMRIZ M R T 6 A 4E 7 ®

CET RN T EE (GEREREURREI) IR RN o 7R AL S8 M A R AR,
P BE SR S BR B AR i M AT BN N A B REAL, SMH i B A S A TR B2 H T 450K A 1 5
A IR T2 B0 (B2, WERAMNE R FURME g AR 2 5 L EVRIR A e, I 2 A5
LSRR RER AL, XAERLE PRAE T B3 AR AN AR 104 1 o X —F S LU A7 — 51 431
Gb, BIANHIE RAE D JEE e A MR YRR, 35 Be nl RUSEXT S e i) SOr LUAAE S B35 A IR IR T
RFFREFEA, X—BISMBE A, TR ETRARFIRS, LTS A IERER, Wi AC
BTRBERERRZ T

@ See N.Y.Laws 1852, ¢. 392, Sec. 150, cited from Stephen N. Subrin, “David Dudley Field and the Field Code: A Historical
Analysis of an Earlier Procedure Vision”, (1988) 6 (2) Law and History Review, p.332. T ikH|3E/RfE — 1 ( David
Dudley Field 1), 3¢ EZEABITAEHRSER, HECAR LTI EmEE T (AN RFIFAEIY, 8@k R
FHYFIA T TR, kMBS IR E R E R R T4 M RAT, Befch (TERERZRAEML)

@ 303 US59 (1938), reh. Denied, 303 US 666 (1938).

®  Restatement (first) of Conflict of Laws § 83.
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X—HIAE 19 20 & R fe v, BT S i 9 R v 52 B Ao 1R SR I T A SO AR VA 156 =
NBGE R ez, i A ik e A U, O TR R 5 00 B B % R A () — 4 130T ™ 2B A TR i
WK, AR G IR 46 R R 03 R = A e e A R AR o

2. (b RkER) M CE AR ER)

B RMPREER) Al A S UF 09 B AR I HAHOOR R B T getiak . 8 34 58
T UMY RS — ARG, B R YR — N AR A B, A AT
B LA R B8 M S 9 A8 SCYRTA 7 O A5 S e AR A vh A A AL H il 2. 542
EUFIAAE TR ITFEHL, JR 45 IR T L — M h BE 5 o0 )2 ik B A AU 2 2 & 6
Y D

hFEE (PIRRFVFIABNN D JoHIEZ 0 4 F AYRIA RN AR 1k, 1980 419 (55 ik
FIP AR ) A " SR 5 TN A3, DI i 45 B vk ORI i 1 el As

ANEHPE—JE5 34 S T K TR BE AT LA 32 A AU X IR SR R IA RIS . R ROk
Ui, 2 34 S50 ARV AT DO RS SRR (T F2 5k, AR TE I e 2 gk R A Y RO AR A OGHK
M ANZIFNE, BT (BOIRRFFIAMN) FIASE = NZ IR, 95 T DI RFH oA
TS =7, MG 158 = A A S A HOCRIA M AT RedE s 55 = AT 58 = 5K T (% 1 K 1
HIOER . P, S5 iR AT IR Tk B — A B, 590 ol I i 2 AR ] 5 R R
FSLTE I MBS A URIA T SR AR = A URIATE R A A R IR T2 B (R A5 AL, © 33 %o D 245 3R 10
AREGHL,

TR AT LA AU IR BE st o R, 2R 34 4% FUIE T DR PR AR VR I AR R A T BE KA
FERL, A BAOLADIEBE AT LA R AR . TR SOAROR A7 A0 i 12 e A vk Be X 4 M, 4
R A B ) — PR Ak i ORISR 8058 SUIE R, AN REAE S Pl i L R A 1Y
EBER AT ROIR, MR ) SR — ST RIA , U D 2 75 R A2 5 — 1T B 1) A
L, TR BB o X — Bk S AR SE B R WA B SO, 5 34 S5 SEPR LRk RESY, — 4
NN LB o ) — AN R, s SR IO T2 M ) — AR E T

BTLLEARRE, CEWRAPEER) 5 75 34 25090, MIRIA 2 TEFIE A1 1) £ B2 ok
fifp R i R B R I A REACIOCR (RIS 5 DA (R Y OCBEAE T 5 R A B VR IA TR SR J& 75 A 2 U i v
MByF LR B EY], UETEULIEER 2, RE S EFIIERELEBEHELGEE N,
()RR ERAL B T M YR AT SR E 15 5 R A5 TR K R 05 0CHE, JFANEBE N BA SRR . iz
BN R AL GEHIE A X PRI R, TR VRIE B T 208 SR I A A A S AR 75 2 A i 7 i A ALK
i, TN RRAUAN I T A 7Rk B VR A T R R 7 @

B ZRAPGEEIR) W 8 b 5 R UF B A B R RGSCR R BR T — Rl AR A A, A
9 4 (XHFIAME AN AT R IGEFERD) Hg : MFRIGFIATREMIRIAIER, mFizigRkr=4

@  Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws, Comment a, Rationale, §34, p.139.

@ FEFE (BEIFHFERFVFAMNY (Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) k3% FIBCHS i im b T 1937 4EfH &, 1938 4E9 A 16 H
FrigtEsg, BURT ZETLL (FERTERSVRIATEIY FI% 58 o JEmh iy IS RiA w8, AN B s s e, — B
HES

®  Restatement (Second) of Judgments §9, Comments a, Rationale, p.93.

@  Restatement (Second) of Judgments §9, Comments a, Rationale, p.94.



BHIIMNEEERNTE

TEHARRIFIRF B KA FRREF L, Bl TR 21 U 5 R PRIR - 80 KA S SR I G
MRS, )52 BIZZ RV B e sl 120 B T 1 3t 14 Ak e Xoh 12 I iy HAT A REAL o

P, RS FIRE, ARSI 1R IA AR T — IR IA PRI B S SEREARAR O, AR
MR — A HRIERIR, BN B AU T R UR A 2 AR TR IR S 455 T 03X — R R AT AL ©

U JE AR YFIA A P L TS R —VRR BT 7= AR S AR I 82, i RS — S
FEAEVIBCER , DR RAF L ZARYE X AR R AR EE LA SRR SEPRIE , DR I BRI 38 1
AR VAEVE BERE T2 24 25250 2 SO AR R ok A AL, RV “IRLe SR M AR I ] 25 1) | 2 YA
s H BN LA EIRAR, A p— D7 R AL, s A IR — > B AR PR R AT 5 2
FANRIIRE, SR B AN, ARIRIATE SR R A Bt 55, ATIHGE TR, S
VRS AAE . (R, WSRIRHIERF L LS5 T80 AR ICHHAR BT RIL e A e, i
TIEXHHZIE, SERHRHEIE RN % 1T @

B2, CETUGHIETER) MR RARIETEIR) X TS B URE REPCICR M2 A
—Ehy, XAA—E, EE 1988 4F (5 U ILEIR) B AR LAHER . 1988 4F (BRI
MPOGKEIR) BN, RINT R RFIBIETEIR) 2 9 5A SRR IR A X I 5 ) A
FERUSCRIRLE , BRI — M AURXHE ] I S i) SR sl HAB YR IA TR SR I sk B R, R
FOZSR AR IA TR A T 5 R BRI S 50 5 G S5

(=) 2EME®L LK

TEENE R T IR EIVE R RO IE 2 T — A i e, HAR ot 32 20— B R UM
FARE R Z 4

L AEGE e 5k

RGP EL O T X — (A A SE B 32 252 H B8k A8 kg2, % Sk Al H B & 30k
— [ LR AR S A S

B Ty A o) e S RS VR 4 A R AR L A ik B ) i LA R I A AL BRI, 7R
(LT ek ZAr, JEUE IR T Xl A AL IR R I A B R L RRCR s (EET e
AL WIRLE , FrA S (R TR G A R IR BN i — FF N LKL BE, PRk 2 o 1 BUS 4 B 42
TR TR s AHREHD, WS RRASTE [R]— N B o JL 35 Sk ph i — A4 5 DR A S @ o — 5, il
B —UFIA 58 210 BE FR 1Y SOUF HA TERCE RS A Be XTI R A A ST B AR B I A BB AR 72
B Y DRI, A R AR R B I T 12 e gk 5 B DR R DG 1 4 UK B3 R

Restatement (Second) of Judgments §9, Comment ¢, Relationship between claims, to §9, p.96.

Restatement ( Second) of Judgments §9, Comments a, Rationale, p.96.

See Cod. Book 7, Title 45, No. 14. WM JE% (Papinian) £ (A& 58) WATELIRKE, BB AUBEHEH E w5 A M
AT, WREISAE AR T IR By, QR AA S [t X4 00R 524, AT AT DOR X — R0 3 DAY e, 22
SREE A DME XS AR R, IFZER AT, & AR 32 0K 6 B X T 5 WA AL, R s AN
BEASIRM ST HE A BRI A5 45 BB AR 76 B A H e R R A 8k . S. Seott, The Civil Law, Vol. XIV ( Cincinnati, Ohio:
The Central Trust Company, 1932), p. 189.

@ B (L TREM) e, FE AN RO e ik EE L AR T O, X —Be vl LUR R 46 T
S5ARRRARR VR, 2% S — Stk Fhf# Be . See J von Planck, Die Mehrheit der Rechisstreitigheiten im
Prozessrechi ( Gottingen: Dieterich, 1844), pp. 80, 83 —85.

® ©® o
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BRIt T e e gtinaty], HTX g i s B B AN SOJF 5 50 AR Vo 5 A B
FR M SR ) T AT () SR ) — i e e e, S AR X R R AAT 1] — R AR R e

2l H -8 g I AR VR A R AR R %o It 1) — MR B REAR BRIV Js R Dot 0 455
T LA Y TRIA 32 ZURIEBE AT 5 @ ARYE T = e i iy (BP o AR ) @ Bl T ISR
SARVFIALA R MURIRTTR , RBEA T ZEXT ik Sirin A HA A 37 A9 RE AR L nT LR X 2/
IMTHEE A HHS%EX NI H, ARTD SEEN T A B3l e ii R i B, e
FRIFIE SCRY R, BIVELS A8 55K T S [R) I 2 A 0 T A 55K 1E S @ tah, BE X TS
M — AL, APPSR H R TRIE . e, BETRPIEXNEE, HHE2kE
B8 T AR IRXE, JEHOE IS RIAE S E AT URIA I RE, B RO Fu i B 5 A
EAVFIRAVFIR o

16, 17 {120, BEEMEEX T2 Dk i mighsz, 78 kA SOOI T4 1 e 4 30X
— RO I O R A RO E . 7 1877 4 (TEERFJRRE) it Zarrmi i, H
B8 19 4% [ 0 T I A VR BT Sz A6 J0s A 2R U — B Rl U 2 R R B AU E T AN — 2
KB FA 1) T AR AR T 5 18— S R A ©

2. (fEERSVRRE) BIHE

1877 4RH (BRI RSFIRE) , SEERNINE S SR, AR E AR AT R X T 5
BT — BRI . (PEE RFVRIRIE) 5 33 FMLE 2 T 4t Ao b R I 4 e ) 4 il AL
— PRI RERL, ERLE -

CEARI (RIF) RATEETD, WTIARARRF, REERFSARFR T LRGFERL
HBAR, RESFRAFORIFLAFEZ,

o B KB AFHATEI RN, YFABRBTERYE 40 £ 2 BMERAE, N LREME R
2iER

(TEE RERRE) REFZ I, XS — B A E S — AR S R, (HR e
Mgt —J5, LRMERESH, HBEBAPIATIE: — AR B8 E AP R RR N, 4
N7 BN Sy 1) Ja A A 1 At 75 P N SR IE SC, R R PR3 Ao 32 1) — B A A ) AL
EMAMBE T ; 2 (GERERFURREL) FUE R KBS B IE T X6 I35 17 ol 45 501 A2 4 AT
AR, M ERBHE T, RV ol S AR IR R IR OR A 5 S BRI R
AR AL . X —WLkL, R SR BHE S P 5 I AR B A —2 RECRALRE , A

@ See Nov.96, Chap.2: FAr- SR AGRINEIFBRYEE WX KA A6, MANIZ A CAES —EE i %5 &
PERIFIR, MDA XIS AT A TR — A E, i ok i B SR i - , HATESE A0
BRI B RAL,, ARSI — LB TFIA . S. Scott, The Civil Law, Vol. XVI, p. 352.

@ See J. Schroder, Internationale Zustindigkeit (Opladen: Westdeutscher Verlag, 1971), p.584.

® See F. Wieacker, A History of Private Law in Europe ( Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1995), pp.78 —79; H. Berman,
Law and Revolution: The Foundation of the Western Legal Tradition ( Cambridge: MA, Harvard University Press, 1983),
pp- 503 —505.

@ See J. Schroder, Internationale Zustindigkeit (Opladen: Westdeutscher Verlag, 1971), pp. 583 —584.

® J. Schroder, Internationale Zustindigket, p. 584.
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se— M T

5 33 AR IF A TR RZ R, — Bk, 3 — e R aE T XA R J s 4k
WSR3 = NSRRIt P e 52 SCURIR, 20 B E B ik B 032 58 SR vn 3 It 45 A 8 4%
B fEsgikrp, AUREA A~ — X — e 2l TR 2 F s HUORSE 33 RAEE T
Rl R RN, RS B URaE AT TR L RYRRS, A 05 DL AE L B AR A, 5 33
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Neazaf

On The Perfection of the Implied Jurisdiction

in International Litigation
Gan Yong

Abstract: The implied jurisdiction in international litigation includes two classes of jurisdiction, one is
grounded on the defendant’s failing to object to the jurisdiction courts otherwise wouldn’t have combined
with his arguing the merits of the case, and the other is over the plaintiff regarding other claims based on
the plaintiff’s bringing a claim in the court. American law, German law, as well as international
legislations have their respective features in respect of the former class of jurisdiction yet came to the same
conclusion that the defendant makes an effective jurisdiction objection where he raises objection to
jurisdiction and defenses in merits. As regards the latter, the matters subject to the jurisdiction asserted
based on the plaintiff’s claim must be counterclaims or interpleader related to the facts from which the
original claim arises. China’s jurisdiction rules in this respect should be perfected.

Keywords: the Implied Jurisdiction, Participation in Litigation, the Jurisdiction Objection
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