o [P PR 6 [R] iR A E FH b Y 25 35 8RR 1R

(I

OB RARERESFARANFLER, BEFRESREIIEANZHOELRE
L FAERER ok E, BFRRF RN S 7 S FANHARXER, FRESFNTRMGIELE
FHE S, RARRREERERT, RELFERAEROFERER, PRER. REAXF
WRE NS FAORRLE, LA BENRIEAT LA EA S0 AREDRES R
e 5t b A E A, BB AR SEE AR, ARIURIA S FAR TR, ki
B % v R B B FAR e KR 0 K B

KR BREARF RKTikk SR AKE EE®

— EERH

FrigEoR g, e MR HGFE MG, YO BFH LS RIS Z W82 5 354 545 R
HESE L B3E PR R B G 5, 18 WX A 7R B9 5 RO USO8 A NTE G Rl h 2058 ik A e 4%
FORKIL, SR, WER A R A AL BB A2, U5 3 N Z AR RO I e %
AR, OIS A5 T BT 48 1) B8 SEPRRILIU B0 S 5 TR B MRV o 38R B 1 AR T 0 2 o
NEORE R BIHERE , RIS o T 5 [ Fp E S R A N 3R, B RE S Brh ik B s A
BEAO X LR T LI, 8058 S FABORERRE . B TkE A h R E s A
4, BURHEE R EEEE HFE AN O EE AT 0B WAEE, DA R] BN e 1% Y B 5 DN 1 A2 e
WAZEHFUR, Y BUREIEWE LR SAE T, HAEN 5% WL L 7 A O E e 0712, ik
WY MR B A E N, TR P 2 WLk T vk 08 e DR 2R S

Pe[EUR AN S H AR S AR I E K —, A R A FIA S A R S B A AR
ZRTHORIEIERIGB] . AE IR0 15 MR s A n] g R, b 2R S 1980 4E2 5
(BRZOUEREHAZ) (LITHR (P BAZ)) “SHEFENE" frifE, W (R
(W) P22 2008 4 6 A 17 HIC TR R ikl A5 593/2008 5 441) (LI T faipk (¥
L2 1)) Hi5 [ 2k S AF 1 0 Wt BT 2 ot st ok ™ b ofe, e [k e ARt o) T

o RIURFEBRETIE TR A R RER A2 T e UEIm
O ZIEEE B ( CBUREE AR M), 8 (EAeE) 2008 ARS8 6 31, 5 15—16 T, X{Tih, #AEE:
CEPR RS P RBOR L RS , 8 (IGESE) 2014 4R58 5 0], 4 159 7T,
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WY [ A S v o B B AN 2B TR B R e P S [ i, T ELAE AN RELE I 2
NAFORBEE RN, d 2 ib—2ia P VIR AR SR 1l e 5

I P P DR 2 (R P % Tk 5 90 P ORI T 5 B9 A s R e AT o 1R T D R PR Bl g i A
A, RIRTERERS R, (R TR A LR R T %2 —, FREE BRI KI
PRI A 5y P A PRSI0 o =P DR T M S e e kA A A i e 2 Gy . R B
R A RS R 1 5 L B S L A, RITZTT ) LA A RSk 4463 41 A1l
AIBEGR IR A XL [ A S AY R B A TR R A R R, G EEOR IS A [R) 24 A RBUR A
G EE A, fE—E R D AR RS FE PR e R, mEREITH, —
I NI AE T A . PRI A B PR PR ARG & R 2 2y 2 ) R BNE A I ), 4
NERR B R R AAAE L SR PR AT AT, AEFHORES & RE A PR Fp R BRI 9 2 i

M2, BERET, ek Be e dhd 7 BRos EFEEE i LU AR S S IR Mt , MR LEHEE N 3R
REG P IE ] 2 5 N AR BIE 7 HEE A SRR G M W EATE Al 8RR — bR AT/
BORHERE , 5 RS — 5 P AT 0 B DIIPE ZR  U AHERE Z R Anfef X 7 BT LA BRI, 2
Rl ORI 5 TR BRI ek B9 S R HEA T A

= REFEESFEARTREZEHNME

(—) EEFEET “GF AKRE 0 FEK

BORTEE R E @ RN . Il T, R A RIS R A PR E R, ERE S
7] 22 BUR BE PRI SO, A A S E AR S5 1« AR @ SR A5 BT 22 it R 45 T
Pe[E W AMRFTRA R A BOR R . IR AR Y3 AT B A FE R E R RN A S
HRIBE, AT ERFRIZN G R A PERT AR R — e e ok, e iR
BORAIYE T AR HARE 7S 35 538 5 8 YA BT 10 B 7 2 0 R 1B PR 3 e 4t
[FIF L T H “ AR AAE" it

TS R UFIRAA) W2 (Bonython v. Commonwealth of Australia, DL FfajfR{Ess %) &, 74
524 (Simonds) EHF M ANBA WI/REHEERERT R “ AW BAE" & o A R H ik
NS AR R ARITSLIERIEE, &S5 AR H A R Vs BB R kA, © 7R 5[ A

O (EEPRR A R UG AR E L, 0 0 R AU PR b b (0 AR R BOR A A, A R A I R AR
PR H g X I, See Manuel Penadés Fons, “Commercial Choice of Law in Context; Looking Beyond Rome”,
(2015) 78 The Modern Law Review 241, p. 241. {Hjd HIA [k 0O m) P g BRVE R 7, AE—S68, JEEAUE T &
HIF , HG R AR AL B QL ] BB T ROV, ANASSCRTIS A FROR IS s, SR E Y3 AWM, & 38 vk vl AR 5 A )
FHAFN 25 1L

@ See Cheshire, G.C., North, P. M. , & Fawcett, J.J. , Cheshire and North’s Private International Law ( NewYork: Oxford
University Press, 14th edn, 2008), pp. 666 —667.

® See Dicey, A. V., Morris, J. H. C., & Collins, L. A. , Dicey and Morris on the Conflict of Laws (Vol. 1) (London: Sweet
& Maxwell, 14th edn, 2006), p. 1537.

@ See Anthony J. E. Jaffey, “The English Proper Law Doctrine and the EEC Convention”, (1984 ) 33 International and
Comparative Law Quarterly 531, p. 532.
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FINHEE T P A BE B A I 3 P e e DB A% U ) R

Y [ 5 A RS e T X BN e A B HERE R A RE L, o BOE B E . A
BEA IR R AREEE, & Se 2% & [ v REFR W] 25 35 N BB (H = 5 1 A7 16 ) 0 TRT B9 Rl e [
Fo ARG — B R PR R 5 W e X SR A R A PR — [ B LR A, @
AR ATZ05 B o s VA i 2 2 S S RIS e Q2R ) e P B B R T B i 1 1
AR RERIR R, NG AGE TR E AR R s, RS TR s Al g 2 — 2%
AR EE A AL, WS — A TR, @ WA I A 28 v A 20 o R PR3
o MRS BRI 22 5y 52 5 — R R R HE, O WA EHZOCIR A By Wk R B TF) 24 o
NFEREFE R

WAHEEIN N, KSR ZFIEARRENE BN L IE B HE ,© i 2 RE M T80 58 5 4 1A 5 Uik
RHEA, RIRRE ZASC N R SRR SRR, o & R AT REIE AL R Prs 1 ik,
A e A A — A B pE M R DR B4 ) ATE A . XA UL S B AR IA T R B 2 A A7
TE, TR R AR 2 AR v i R IR AE T, AR 2 () vh 80 7S B 1 e 56 2k
W, G R HERGTES , RS VIR I o R A ULA R BRI, TG I e
PR UESE S A B A LSSk R, 78 3 AN B WA A P, MR SEAH G I &
A RE A RIS P AR A B R T o SR N — B, IS RBOR B [ iR 2 e UK
RN, TR SO R S TR AR, IR MTI A AR, R M E A R
PRAUEEAEE HIARCRME ;. HaR, 7effee g ferh, BRI R B AU, A hEEAU R Tz
PV Bl I e S AR AT 1, — @ R Lol 0e 1 A WAL ORI AR T, 5 B R Ay
PR R S HIE R s . tesh, WA RS AR S R TE TR m Ak, &R
F SR T B NTE— B2 5 TR 20 S 00 i o AT R0R s SRl T A2 ol ) A 28 9 T K 19
LR, AMURE TREMS RSB, iy LA 3 AR 45 10 S B AT

PISEZZ BRI RE P RUIN “ &R ARIE" B Tk Lhbr BaE& TIA B (1)
TEH SN B W 7R B A P, 18 a5 R P AR DG IR 2R E 3 N BRIk A, Hedn >
FNVEREE A R E R A P AR TR EER L, RS & (R B A T SRR B DT R 3 ) PR A
PR, RARBEUEN] HFHGE IR E LR nBOR R, M, BRORHEE 7 1 A B HRRR T K
FRE IR AR E IR RO o (2) JSRAH G PR ICIE BRI 2 S5 N ek BRI, )
A i A VTR R R T o TEZR B AU AHSC I R, T — B B B 18— 28 IR 28
BRI EATHIE, NEESHE B EMHNR LG HIE, XN RRAGE TN 2
ANRBR ek B8, SHHA SR GG, Lina MBI HR, B m TR g,

ZIUIRIZS . GV RS BAEEIR), 8 (EEIFR) 1989 4E55 1401, 5570 7T,

Compagnie d’Armament Maritime SA v. Compagnie Tunisienne de Navigation SA, [1970] 3 All E. R. 71.

Amin Rasheed Shipping Corp. v. Kuwait Insurance Co. , [1983] 2 All E. R. 884.

Coast Lines Ltd. v. Hudig & Veder Chartering NV, [1972] 1 All E. R. 451.

Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd. v. Theodore Xenakis, [1982] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 304.

WERAAREYT (Wilberforce) 3%'E . £ U, Amin Rasheed Shipping Corp. v. Kuwait Insurance Co. , [1983] 2 All E. R. 884,
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(HATREANIIRS , B HT— B BAYIE 20 PN 3R 2 TR LA Ak o S8R/ e vk i 4 TR 330 o BAT L,
M VIR R EE N RN Z NG FEITH, SFEETH . S5 A5 W R

DA FROREIE R HAEAFERNRZE R, IIAREIRERSEE Bos B AR S ics Uk &
JEOOU) 4 2 S5 = A 0 o AN, e R T A S B R R R 1, I AR i T XU 2 1
HA LRSI G 28 FEd@kmsehih, &R b s kB s R R . Z5E 3
o FE PR AR RS E BB ERS SUE TR SRIREE 5 W /R s o P2 3 L R A [ SR T 3
[ A ARG AR ZHLIE, R AR E S N E RN R IR -SRI EA
AR — M LR, WA E Z AR BEIAE S NBORERE TR, A R B
SR A, 3 A R R B R, TR AR [ 1S R A i T A
HAERE, #ER A RERBOE ] o XA 2 DL L LS % o R ny, B Jeffi e e A
HYEARAHEZEN R, WRE R & i LR A LIS E g ol T E s ) 7 A E 5
VU5 [ V5 Bt 0 B L 2Rk e LS [ A rhC BRI TR AT D 3R e i O TR 2B R . 4K,
SRS, F T P VAR S U B B BL AT 1, JEHE S R PR A A 2 AR AT E D i
THIEHS, W — SR AR BN SRR PR E PR R, W NS 2%

(=) (FBAY) o (FHEHT)

(B LRdy) M (PG 1) WIEAERUG, MBSO B B 1 3R sk ke, M
BRG] TIEE R A R EA, — @R P DA PR RIS TR E N, B IR A I
HARRHE R R @ 28, 160 RBUR SREmA B 1 A h B ACE SR e W R, 3R L
YRS 2 R A A E R O A

(FORZy) 553 5 1 FOE: A RNIE SRRk, 9 NR R PR
(1, SUEERIEHSERME RS RAARE, HFANBRERNATE AR
SEVE” ARifE, BIHH NSRRI DA 7EJE 9 E RO JE A . M E HEBR T 2l BRI i 5[] 2%
AP BB B E . PR ERET B B PR E R RS LR BEE E RYTR
A AL, SUR B AN R RDRIE S IEE A CER, EF T AMER AR

(B Lndy) MME R TXNEE B AR, H 52 B b 2l 5 3R e 5 R B v ik
PEZ A AR AL AR B 1. © R (P DALY 1 CRMZH—hNERSE)  (Giuliano-
Lagarde Report)® 157 T XE@ 2 F— L8 G BORHE i S R R, RN T 5 20
SETE” b (EM—RAE, Wk AL INSZEER I BS —h—, HIET
ALNREARR “SHAVHENE" WIS 3 AN BUR SR, HEES LI S F A BN & A,
WL RETY Bh A AR AL, K BURHEE R R S B VI R RN RERTE—IE, feftm alik

@ XA AR EE R B AR, A, SEHREREEEAREZHR SR EMCHIER [, e, %
EVAE RATFO9EA R SR DL O iR ALY R 1 18 FH A DA IR 313 A AR A 1Y H Y .

R LE—RI N 4 45 ) 4 FR /& Mario Giuliano and Paul Lagarde Report on the Convention on the Law Applicable to
Contractual Obligations, (1980) C282 Official Journal 1. % Ty 24y X bt [l 8 (%) fif e 4R TR 78 (AR TN 22— P ImAE 4
Y, (BEEE 1) WY F AT,

S B AW, CRE IR 2R, B GEMOCA R 24 0) 1992 4R55 5 B, 25 19—20 1T,
ZWEZE, EFH.: (ARG G EE) , 8 (hfek) 2007 455 18], 5 130—140 T,

See M. Giuliano and P. Lagarde, “Report on the Rome Convention”, (1980) C282 Official Journal, p.17.
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ORI A TRl REAE, ENRS (B DAY) RHE R IETm,

(FEEEL) 7S (16) ], AL S DRk H 1 A 45 2R 0 i Al T o
ORI HUE FORIZE T o HAE 3 2850 1 JOIE, SR ANBUREFEA AT i R 200
FAFR TS OB SO A R R . IR R M WS (P OAY) B HEREE
P OARLE, ZRVRGBS, B SEREENE” PR Y3 BOR L R R A E A 2
[V AR, TEREEPER RIGIE S EEZ |, (B 1) i TER&E B A AL,
A e R TG PR A S BATRETE? HFH  (12) g OB S R iU 38l 5% 1
A — A AR BEHR U PR RE A RSy BOR EIE BB 4 N ER A AT Tk Bt e 4 2 mT i i 3 1)
HEpekp ek . AN, M RERENOCTTS , Gf AN [k HaE AN ERE B (5 16 AR
FANEER AW, 2R 2 s Behh, Y AR Dk Besl R Rk IR, H B ERT
EYE RIS R AU B A B TR e R RCR, e, WA AR
SRV d

= REBREZFELEPETIEENEEKRE

e [E] 7 e LA BEABR S ek 9 T AL A 36 AR 2 R R R Se k2 g6 . Mo R A TR A R A T
TERR R R T E L, 5—BE R 5. HLUFFEH (Lloyds) Jyrho & &K
o FE ORI SR T 7 b 5e A HOMGAI & R 20K At XA & & lk 5 e A 28 NSFH N R,
o PRERBS [FAE BN P IL OHERE L CRA T —E Rkt Ik, DA SO0 BEA B0 Ros e vk ik At
SRR AE A

(—) ZTHERER®

e [ S R ], XA BORIA I PR AIE R PR DA DG, 2 AR R VA Hl
B 78 3 P00 L T AR N SE A R T R A R e, S VA B OO s Ak 1 5 TR HE A
B o R RO, BRI E R, EAE AR, %R
HRHORR & FIEAE 2T 2RI, EoR T TR iERs 20

CRII LW —hO e ) s, SRk ies WAYTE 3 P B WUR— AR 4 TR b6 3 1A R AL
R A AN B WURIE RS T, DeERA B TR s S e E 2
FANBORIESE TURIR M AP E M R A S R HEE . AR A, WERAT AR G TR A5 R %

@ See Katharina Boele-Woelki & Vesna Lazi¢ “ Where Do We Stand on the Rome I Regulation?”, In K. Boele-Woelki &
F. Grosheide (Eds. ), The Future of European Contract Law (Den Haag: Kluwer Law International, 2007), pp.19, 24. %%
5| H Nils Willem Vernooij, “Rome I : An Update on the Law Applicable to Contractual Obligations in Europe”, (2009) 15
The Columbia Journal of European Law 71, p.72,

ZWARE T . (B A T RENHTER— (B 1) RIF), #H VSR 20124555 7 ], 46 66 71,
See Ole Lando & Peter Arnt Nielsen, “The Rome I Regulation”, (2008) 45 Common Market Law Review 1687, p. 1699.
See Nils Willem Vernooij, “Rome | : An Update on the Law Applicable to Contractual Obligations in Europe”, (2009) 15
The Columbia Journal of European Law Online 71, pp.72 =73.

Royal Exchange Assurance Corp v Sjoforsakrings Aktiebolaget Vega, [1902] 2 KB 384.
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PRI BLREVE AR B ITER , I8 A G5 REAL S5 3CH AN e B R Al P I e A R

SR, YEERERE R ERERE, S ERERER S A B SR, i ORI
BoE b (435 P PR B (T B b A A LIS 23X — a8 2 U .© A R B AR B, XA
Mo B T3 s R AR Y A AT REE Y TS A SRR, 1 H R T 56 WA Y
HRZR IR R BA BT % 0, BUE A AR A [ 52 00 R 7 388 38 PRI X

(BEZHB ) AR T S mEm . (FEEE 1) fFFE (12) hds) rxi %
BRI HFATER [ PR 258 & R P — A DL R R0 BB, AR
TESE AT T HIMIE IR N R 2 — o WARUE (B BAZ)) MR E ESE, (P55
I) NE—RAHXT AL © BRAUE e MR N R FFZEIFN%, B HR
PR B U G R PEE R R ARG, (HREEE %I, AW R R e . H—,
BRERL. WEHRE . I A S P T 45 B RN % [RIE T S Pt 1 AR, sk JLA [ 2 (1]
HARKHR . VAR R AR, AR, FiEkbiE N — Bk AA A T e e
BHYHFIR A AN S IAT . 2, XTI R EER R S WM S, AR B e miad ] 1
Ml E R, A REEBEARAL EE T U A e, FTRETESAT B i i A BE T, Ao
HEREAW, TERRR ARSI, GUERMEL 7R aE £, , IR MR B R st 5
AR BE A A 2 = ARCR 55 O RIE TR BT, DT A e i P 7, ©

BAR, TESeEEEE IR, XA R AR R RS, e E R LR TS TR
) AR E LI E R0, (HAE (B0 1) &, EN “IEREMIES" 5 AU i
R, M 2R e WEREHIESE”, FErk R TOEIEGY, HEER PR E N A W
B BORAL PR,

WA PR E NSRBI B, A B Sk TE& TR 22
{555 /A 7% (King v. Brandywine Reinsurance Co, LA FfiiFRfi22HiZe) J,9 SRIPARNEEEHL
TEFEAL A PRI MR A, W KB “HEZURIASIK”  (service of suit clause) ,® X545 A%y

@ See M. Giuliano and P. Lagarde, “Report on the Rome Convention”, (1980) C282 Official Journal, p. 17.

@ [1995] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 64. See Terry O'Neill and Jan Woloniecki, The Law of Reinsurance in England and Bermuda (London:
Sweet & Maxwell, 3rd edn. , 2010), p.715.

® See Manuel Penadés Fons, “Commercial Choice of Law in Context: Looking Beyond Rome” , p.241.

@ See Ole Lando & Peter Arnt Nielsen, “The Rome I Regulation”, (2008) 45 Common Market Law Review 1687, pp. 1687 —

1725.

® ZWxUZIh: (EPRSFEEARER P CEE A RENT A T A R
(HEREEEITIE) 2013 4555 6 ], 57 151—152 7L,

© ZWHEl: (g “BoREE” (WA RFCR LA L) =R M), # CRERIME S B4 ) 2013
AR 3, S 42 0T

@ King v. Brandywine Reinsurance Co (UK) Ltd, [2004] Lloyd’s Rep IR 554. See Antony J. Woodhouse, “The Importance of
Jurisdiction and Choice of Law Clauses: A European Perspective”, (2007) 42 Tort Trial & Insurance Practice Law Journal
1027, pp. 1034 - 1037.

Service of suit clause, X%y “HH HLBEREFE A . REMRTSRS ] P E XA 4Kl b A AT L
YYE PR — XA EREAE— B IRR, ETEEEEIREW A, RAWEMN . AN R 312 B vt 4%
Zk (forum selection clause) , 238 A\ — 28 2958 Uk BE vk £ A%, R0 T 8 4% A0 ik e % 2 14 40 AT HEABME A B AL See
William E. Marple and Andrew O. Wirmani, “Wavier of the Right to Remove in Forum Selection Clauses Subject to the

CHg 2 [ B [ i FR e 2 0 R ) , %

Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards”, (2010) 62 Mercer Law Review 501 p. 504.
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P o EHEINNIESZIRA ZRRIIAFAE, S0 T ESRHEE ORI —J5 53 A4l RER)
AN LR, WA AT RERIAbH X AEBEIRIR , R4 2 29 H 1 e B Rl A P AL 29 M k2
ABHER . a0, & RS A R AN AR A T R R A A RCR, R
2y HE P R B S A VR S A McHE o LA, IR PR S RITE L g R 2 T K2
f BRI, GRS RS R T HORE S R A% X, A TR e A 4%
. aRmaSL AMesAs, WE—E@RE LI T HA CRIESREES M Er” He
[ AL 9 52 2 Pk o

(=) MFREX

R R e e [ vk S e — AN B AR R N 3R, S R B DA B A0 R RE A% 15 424
At i R SO AR R, G 4F 1 b it T AR e R BROR IE 4% 1 Mh itk . (ORIl —
PO ) MRS S B RAUGR—FE, B ORI 1S A E b i A e RO ES2 k3R
B, AP S R ik I TR E A TR SR P E PR R o 7R =22 A Al RIR SO A BR A
F]Z& (Mitsubishi Corporation v. Castletown Navigation Ltd) 1,2 EARG R A& F S, B
A TR HABAR 5 PR 2R 3 W X0 24 5 S AR A5 PR AT 2 BN 52 AL SIS, e, A
X HABAH G 2R, A S i s S s 1

ORI ) b PR A D 1 7 IR 3R A E Y AR B B s AR 2 . X 51
PRI [ i U7 7 A P AR AR G o MRS E  BR e 1 7 TR R 2 10 H B IO T P K
F I EARINES, BRSO 15 B Bl PR O e B — ARy, sl P 3 S i 2 5 3R
ARG F BRI RS T B A RIS, TTARSR M S U AN BEA aE H AR MU o TR
By i Hr AR 56 2 5] U A8 F0m AR B 2y 7] % ( Norske Atlas Insurance Co Ltd v. London General
Insurance Co Lid)® . &[] fpfa & ZEAI0 e i b e %, i ol 240 DR PR I 5 [R] 72 A 114
AEAT P BRI AR . E VA Be g il g, X073 A il IR R0 -

WRARE RSO AR SR ERY, JE A HEE IS F AP A MBS W h AR s R T . 5
TERAE RO P A i 18 A R R A RCR — 4, QRGP R 1 AR SRS AR Sk, A
W2EA VF—Ir BB —E LR NE B ETFA R 2 URR R, PURAR, X4
PN BRI BRR RIS, S EEBEA Y Y NSRS B TIZE R L TR
TS L <3 (1

T Sk 240 5 B RSN HAE i I R A BRI o Ak, AR PRSI I S R Y
S, e ESE R E R A8 T R A R AT LA 1 PR AR EE A (A SRt A
RO B 18 E MEAE MR — R T, R Ry BRs R e R pOAR I 7 AR A 25 U o
FEO, AR ORI B () b A0 35 A R [ 1 DA 38 LA R 0 ] ) LA A P Y R 25

See M. Giuliano and P. Lagarde, “Report on the Rome Convention”, (1980) C282 Official Journal, p. 16.

[1989] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 383.

Y Sk i R SRR a3 s PE AR SR PR . SRR PR SRR, R 24 AR AT — T B AT A TE A D — T [F R R A
T, SRS SRR Y s ARSRBIPE MR AR, W 2 HA XU Y AR AN O T AT RS s R

(1927) 28 L1 L Rep. 104.

® ® e
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ZICREM, BEIE L BE 2 LU AR SRS EEAR A B R A MEDRTE o PRI, AR PR AR IS A AR R Y
WH L R T LR 2L NFE R R SR E A ERENEKR, @Y, B S
A 8¢, T A RO E 3 [ VR A TR R HE DRI o

e B YIS, DI AN MR R e E S 3 N B 5 R 32 it ik S A ffid AR Bt
EAHERY . o, a3 IE R T X LA 7 2 O 5 0 T e R AR AL, XA IR 7R
OB I PR A s Uk, PR T e 3 A E A PR AR E , ALK th 3 A4
SE, P EBXE LU 5 23 AR vk i R8T o ICRHORRS P S O, ORI 55 19 ol Pk
P T ARG IF I AR5 — e PR A T R 5K, AR I sl O 6 2 W) 1) ST PR 45 48T
OIS DR 6 21 14 Akl 55 H b oy =BT ) A AT 38 (R DX, DR (e e Ry it B e )
TE AR R AR O T3 R ) 2 307 SO e 5 1 PR B, ORI BOF AN 23 T 5 — R A L
W, A —E AR 1A T Y R AN 2 R 3 P T R I L

24 PR AAE 20T 2015 48 3 Haliid iy (EPRRSH-& RRER L) ¢ CRf ) ) Wl
BT E T AERE (25 . ISR JEN) 55 4 Z0000E « XA AR % n] N5 TRIRLAE BRI 06
WA, HFENZRAEREGE G RSP B E UK T 3 — 5 B sl R e , %2 E AR A2
TSR Y XA WA Dy T M 298 5 IR LB A 20 08 BAT A Il S e ® 2 AR
ANHESE AVE AL T X S R PR R, (EA R MRS A LA RR ], ) 2l ik
F AR OB HT, S Mk 0l A 2 1

(Z) ArAeAs o9 ik JA 4H B 7 b B4 2 60 o

B T REBUR AR AR Z AL, AR Ut 5 RIS 2 3 A BRR BB IE 00 # UL $8 75 I
RZ—o CRWZwHE—RMEERSE) 8, WEREFRM T 32 5 E 2 H R R TR 0 bR i 5L,
3 [F) R HEAIE 15T LU A AR A 5 i R 2R

PASF A% A i DR B ) e VR S 0 5 [RIME SRR O DR SE PRI R, A ORI ) 25 i v
SEk bR . P AL IR S R T D KA, BERRITH A AN T ok A 1 A Y TRl
5, BN ARSI 55 A Al 7 KR L [RDRE < 1) 2 R o PRt 22 B A BR AL AT P
RIS AR RL, AR 2 BRI 2 F BB e PRI A 4 B BLA S R PR T 0. ik it —
AR TR BRI AL . i3 LR 22 AL AREAE AR ORIl
FIE, ARSI IERR 55 Gt AR SRR AP B, T HCAt T 37 A9 M1 55 #0168 B 5 X L8 L3 0 22
N BT, 55 GFLOREE S5 AR 1T 3 B0 il A2 AP TRA BT B2 o 300 PRI 5[] 24 3
N BRI e AL A T R (Y 52

KTRE—FERNER, FIRRRER (B DA L) AT R B B A T8 B 28w UR R R

Kyriaki Noussia, Reinsurance Arbitrations ( Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2013), pp. 73 —80.

KA E E PR 5 kR R+ & (EPRRE S RE AR E) , A/CN.9/847 (2015), 4653 3t

Z Lk (2015 48 i F ERR3HA RIS EEEN) W——Hod R EP MG R EE A 8), 8 Ol
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The Parties’ Implied Choice of the Applicable

Law of the Reinsurance Contract in England
He Dan

Abstract; The parties’ implied choice of the applicable law means a rebuttable presumption of the parties’
actually existing intention in the absence of an express choice, and the judges will ascertain the parties’
intention according to the terms of the contract or the circumstances of the case to determine the applicable
law of the case. Reinsurance contract often present special and complicated considerations because of
covering risks in several jurisdictions. The indicators such as court selection clause, arbitration clause,
contracts with standard form are used to ascertain the parties’ implied choice of the applicable law in
English reinsurance law practice, which aims to promote the England as a center of commercial insurance
and reinsurance in applying English law. China should actively admit implied choice of the applicable law
of commercial contracts, and take more consideration of promoting strategic development for reinsurance.

Keywords: Reinsurance Contract, Implied Choice of the Applicable Law, Proper Law of Contract,
English Law
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