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Conflict of Laws and Choice of Law Problems in International

Choice of Court Agreement: How about the law of Chosen Court?
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REREREBIFNENE T HNMUERSE (BN EFRIER AR DD EERRE
RIBARMBAE. BLLLBRREILEZERE, XEERWA. BFL2ARKREIMESRM , &
X EEBRERRERER MK D R ER R RERFERRE |, AR 2005 FilBF (il
EEREBRNLY) PR HRER M EAN ERMEEARRBBEEREE  EEARRER
PRI —BUE | 353 KADRY) & (FEEREH 1) ERLURE EWRE. TXTiE

FRUERPADIRE EBGRIE , WA AR ALY F ARG,

1SR (1 B PR e FEA B SO, T 4 [A) 5 1 B 2 R AR 5 IR AR RAT A 4
B FHNFIRHE LB, A HERR FAl B SR B R R 5 gk
—FE, FEABE U] LA @ R B ORI A A E P, BET PR A S A
XA R TE . R, 23 AR a] Ol e X0 B RS 1B
S A A AN T AEVA B AT VR VA o T35k, 4 NTISGIEFERVATRRE ik 21 A%
EERB RV S > B 228 0 VAT VR TA B R PR IR o IE W SE [ 2 R Pl
“HEPEE L PMSIZ IR A T AL, & B O RS BB SO0 15 L X 5 16 42 )
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R IIE— B AME, AR A IR TE 5 B2 5 R B B R b S IR AN
5T T 55 AN T U 4 g T R R o R .

S NATTH 2352 R PR B H AL, AR X L iU AT SR AN I B A B 13U 4
o 3 I R SR AR 22, G e g T ) D R AT a2 1R oA P A
HAT 1958 4F (RN MAATAME B AZy) (LU AR (HARAL) D) ik
B, T Bl PR e D SCTIC R R IR Bl e S2 16 . AR R BB AR 2 o XX
BRI AR LA AN RIBAT T 2 2 b o PR [ v, e AR5
MR 24, A5 G R Lk O 1R 22 TR F 1 (O B SR 25 28 44/2001 500 T I
FEEERORAIPRIN S PATIISH]) (LU RRR (S ZER4&H11) D .

A B BB P BUE BRI B (0 — AN R R, 5 (A A 2y) (i
EHIREBIY AFIZ, 2005 FHEEF CHMSCEPEIEBE ALY B T G RER )
WA T AN 3 S JFUEA T HEAT R 2 A0, S LRk A e 8 ) jUEA T T ]
BtE, DL “ Bl be i SR Ul i sE s s . 554k, 2008 457 H 3 H
DA T P AU R AT BUX L B A B A a] RIBAT 3 NS 1R R
FEMPIRIHEY  CFHR (G EBUICE RSP HE) D 5 9 45T 2005
A (PPBCEPRERE ALY, LS ASRE LB T {E 1L Uil 8k
XA AR AT DAV e VA A 7 0 35 e W SUR0) ) B8 b SR U e ] £ i

Y

Mo

— EFRIE G PP R AR R ) A

e CREFVRRIE) 28 244 00E, 3 Al DA HE S S 3CHAT LRI
AL, (2 R 2 S AR R 2 BOMA Y 23N T A7 AR PEE e b sl
FEANBEIRBEORE R, HiZ [k B i) ke e [ 7 B R R A S 3ATIN, tnl i
KB RN A PITCRL o BT AN R A BEAE L PRI e b B i AN R T
T AN RPN, =438 FET2 e PSR AH DR i3 S R RV R I, XA R
T A0 2 3 BSGHES £E (¥ BB SRR AP R

* Friedrech K. Juenger, Choice of Law and Multistate Justice, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers 1993, p. 214.
© RN AR E FEBCRH R AN S PAT W T THARUE T AP OR B 40K, I HRUGE T 45538 N Be ) A AE
Mo BHTIXNAERAR AR, RTREMES, AR B EIEATE e .
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RART [ B PR e IS0 2 — 5 A A BEAF 2K A o 1RSS4 R] L
WA IS CA R =ANJ7 e B PERE B E e TSRS BT . R S0k
WX =ANT7 TH R A 7= 138 R e S PRIV R i) 3

1. E Rk B s i)k

— I o 2 25 5 DI L AR ST I AN R A AE BT I 0 2 P R R AT
(K)o i B B SR VS B 55 A7 AR 2 MBIAME TE, a0 25 NI R
FENE R HRE AR ER A RO W RS2 Ik v AT
DATE R 4521 K mT R AR IR B V40 R A A 4 AR AT 265 T A/ (R I HE A 1 1
i, R B U R % B A AR BT AT

AR 19 AR, ik R VL E I 1877 4F (HlE[E R YRIAVE L) 1
R R EERL RS I RO TS T A E AR A . VX 1879
SEMAT (PR AR 2R 38 2P e, W SR G AR e R AR i, L
FERUIIA) BB E AL . 1968 4F (OG- IR Sk I RSB AT I 28
29)  (BURRAR (B ZER A1) O 5 17 S0\ TR BE B iU AT,
2001 4F (A& RGN B ILEAFE SO 23 55 “UIR 9N — 780y
Jo AR s 5 ) s D T 1 AN BBV Bt o A AT ) 1) 0 AR
ARER AN SRR IC R AT RIAEAT 0, 12323 e B 622 5 N AT B A
P REBCR SRR, BRAFEFASGER R 7 W TR 9T EFEN, (s
FEIRAN) AR LA LRIG . V1 2 R A A IR 4 B T R BEE B il . ©
@3Vt 2 UA7IS) QS NI ONEZ U7 WA

K EBEAE P s b AR A AT IR BEIL B 0L, A FA NN 8 AR A (1) I
CRIZET T EEVEBE N ER . 3 1972 4F “Bremen v . Zapata Off-Shore Co.”
KO, REEREIEBRAREE “HFLT o X R TR RRIEBE MY AT E
BEE, FATACNE Fr F g PEERE Rk ) o SE IR B mk B e i A,
B B PEBE A “WRERIA " o MG, 58 E MIBORE B iR D 46404 T
[ BRik PEvEBEE A, MIVEBEAR T2 Hi A [ Bremen 58 (A1) 2 R 1A 2 RN . &
ERVE G IIPRHERS AT AN, B ICTeo0 [ Br el E N 24, I HAE RS W 2

@ Arthur Taylor 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, Recueil Des
Cours 2002, Tome 295 de la collection, p. 257.
Y SR T (RS HBRRAVEDTF), BRBUR Rk 2002 4RR, 2 96 T,
© The Bremen v. Zapata Off-Shore Co., 407 U.S. 1, 10 (1972).
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A EL WA AR VR BRSO RS 2 M A TR RA B . AR, R PR
HIRSSTTHFHN, FREADILGELL“ A ICEER” 9 a4 Ar RS FA B s
0, 5B PE M e 8 P R VE PSR IR PRI BE B AN ] SIS T DX A i
PO PR VR EE S SLI H BIAE TR S2VF T S TR VR N s U BE 0 1 sl
WG A | ARE V4 UR A 2 I IR PR e 4k e @

2005 SFiFA (HRBGEFREBE A L) MRTHERR R KR 7 S IR AE
NIERNGHEIZAh . CAZH 3 FME,  “HHb I BEE P IR R E
I HENGR ARG (o ARER, ARSI RrE AR AT R e 24
ol n] e AR A 8L, TR AE Al 2 [ VA e Bt 24 [ — A B LANER g iR e T HERR I
AR R B E R PL o ALTRE BRAF SN A WIRLASE, 18 E 45 20 [H 11VE R
ol 4 L 1 — AU LANRFE TR B RTRBOE R I, NP HHBIER . (o) HEb
PEVE BRSO AT Ry ARG sOmBIERT . (D BB 8 G HAbfE
AL BRI (5 B L& H B AT RO 3 (dD H e [l — o A At
IRBEIEREL DAL S T R AR A SR B ANRENL LA R JC RN Hif
U AL PEVA B £ P A7 2

FelE 1991 4 (IREFIRIATED) 2 244 SHE WA G R B W ANY P B 24
YR G, WU A5 T PG 5 A U SRR IR IR RV e . e
N RSB N RAEBEE RE K, A RAE R T IO B 5L e g FE e .
It S 3 ANABERY S5 1R B SN 7 B e LA SR 2 2y BEAT PRsCEP 4, I HL
FN DL FE 5 iU L PRI R 1B .

2008 £ 7 J§ 3 HAAGH T P iRl 47 B iR B At Bk wl A AT
EEPNP SR AINNMEE = SISAIVROE-EE DRC R S5 VP 1P ST NI
P B VA (A, RIS TG R Tk b al LB 4ol ST, 7
ERERRRE, (SEBDUIUETEA ) QUK “RpeibfoeR” , MAH
Nz R FH AR, ARSI BRI NP S 3 s
AR ML H AR A B — 5 & o 34t dadem NRGEBEH RN L R,

(HEUEMCE IR BAE F TR R F 5t ©

© Kubis & Perszyk Assocs. V. Sun Microsystems, Inc. 680 A.2d 618, 628 (N.J. 1996).
Pz R (2005 A GEBEEBLPMAL)) (&G EZ T, b RR R GESRHERD,
2006 55 2 1
@ http://www.npc.gov.cn/npc/xinwen/fztd/sfgz/2008-07/04/content_1436433.htm, 2008-11-20 151,
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2. A

i PN AN A Y e L PR kNPl ey =P SRR E S NP N
FLSE BRI EZORAIE, WURIEPEE B SOR B L — & T NEDR, Bk
RLPATIE I . — S, B SOk AR M ER . WA 5
FrE AR T URIHE 5 2K

5 [F2: 5 J L AN SE Rk FEE e DM SR A5 W2 1R B A o AN 58 2% BB 1)
THIE WA — 8 S B UE R, 36 BEVA Bl A= K, dE 4 R JEA T 72
AL Gy 2GR R A 3K 8 A 15 TR W SRAM 78R W WIS AFAE o XA 2 A 1
AT, ERAE AT B 5 NS PR e i s R I PR A B Ak A ), H
AN CAAS T MU PR BE Vo CIRIRE, 4l 11 Sk PRI B b st e T 20 R v]
PATI . ORTIEBEERE 4 EAR AR 0 1 23K, 56 Bl g B PAA T I 7R A X
BIRIASC (EIanTT BT 80D T 1 AR FEE R 5K, BIME 255 LU/ S A BRI e 7
Ja R AT (BT Sl es) 151 L B s v e B A 2. T
FE LG0T 2 5 N0 A% 1K) 55 25 B SR 1 At TR 4 R 25 SO 2%, ke —
FRCRE T2 3 N RSN 45 M 25 AT 00 5 78— MU A5 4 1F LR B e 4K, OF
HLIE B Bt Dl 1 Ui = A ma bl i e 80y .

L5 56 [ A AR e, IR SR R e B Sl 2 )™ kg I N A . (A 28
IRGAIND 55 23 S5 BRI PRI Bt Ui 200085 2 DU FIURF i€ TE 2K, B #6v4 Be il (1)
LT (20 HESBEABRUEN; (3D JBAR&HHNZ IR Ca g
2 (4) FramdeBifl. ££ 1976 FH “Estasis Salotti di Colzani Aimo v. Ruwa
Polsteimaschinen GmbH " <7, BRUHE Bt 225K 5 T PSR S0 20043 1] 77 A% i RE
RS AR GE 27 2 N R IR BB o v Bt s & A e — e B A A e S i ik
PRI S AR N AT P, BR AR [ 1 10 B $ 7s AE 2 [R] 75 T A — AR B
Feao WERE R, XA TSR ) H B A2 T PRIE 2 S FRERB A E
75 203 A B P PRIE o ORR B P ] A YR B R 6T 3 B o B AL - T e o A
WIRIE o B, 527K 2t ikt B AR L — 7 2 NI D IS K S vh Ik £67%
S PR R B[R] 2 55 N2 VAR B & R B & R M Sy, 22 IR 2206 B AR i 5 T ok

' Evolution Online Sys., Inc. v. Koninklijke Nederland N.V., 41 F. Supp. 2d 447, 450.
® W.G. Nichols, Inc. v. Kmart Corp., 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 24131 at 4 (E.D. Pa. 2001).
© Paper Express, Ltd. v. Pfankuch Maschinen GmbH, 972 F. 2d 753, 757-758 (7™ Cir. 1992).
@ Case 24/76, Estasis Salotti di Colzani Aimo v. Ruwa Polsteimaschinen GmbH, 1976 E.C.R. 1831, p. 7.
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VAR FEE B TSI, LS LA A 7 40 P e T 40
RSG5 R FURERS IS TRTHIL” BT P A e ©

RET OO HAT IR AR B MRE 0 Ao I B0,
LSO M 475 5 PRV AT . TR 50 A0 3 AT
WM 5 T 5 R RS . R, ST 4 AT 2 350 L
TATELE: LT TN PR D DLSBRAT L 7S M . DLk
S A AR SO O R L LB SO B DL SO 7 B
FEPBICHM % [R5 P L 1 B 6 1A 20 SR R L TR 9K
L R AR BRI 7 2 ©

WM 0 RSB, /R A1) 56 23 4640 1 MO DUl v
IRHEE, B AL SRR R 2R AT RGP RS A 1 2 A o i

Bk )29 N fECastelletti v Trumpy 2, BRUVARE HA T ko, 4 23
00 H R TR & R 5577 9 5 N a2 R s s AL . O I,
DR 8 (1) PR S B 28 T I B, Bl i, 78 (A& 28R 51D
ANFIRE R PR WIS SE BB ) RITE B, B e R 4 AR FOB A1 7
RSG5 TT BN

WO S8 a8 53 L PR ] A 950 TR S 5 D P A PR (B A R VA ORI
URIATEIL) 55 48 ZoBUE P A TE SN, LD Pk Beth U “AEXU 5N
LI IRE 7, H KRR TTRE T “ AR I o X T R e i
THED] Chnffi A & RIS 5D T ARSI BE IS, AR B A A b Q5 (ELR
IR BN, - LA Rtk Z 75 ) B o AT I — BB 5 4 A1 P 28 1
i, VRENEBER B IX RSP B RSB . G4, SR SR A

? See e.g., Cass.com., Feb. 27, 1996, Rev. Critique Droit Int’l Prive 1996, 734, note Gaudemet-Tallon. See e.g.,
Bundesgerichtshof (BGH), Feb.22, 2001, (F.R.G.). and Supremo Tribunal de Justica, June 12, 1997, Colectanea de
Jurisprudencia 1997 T.2 122-26 (G. Reinkel Ld v. Trenkamp & Gehle GmbH)(Portugal)a, available at
http://www.curia.eu.int.
@ Case 71/83, Russ v. NV Haven, 1984 E.C.R. 2417, p. 19.
@ See Case 159/97, Transporti Castelletti Spedizioni Internazionali SpA v Hugo Trumpy SpA, 1999 E.C.R. 1-1597,
p- 30.
¥ See Case 159/97, Transporti Castelletti Spedizioni Internazionali SpA v Hugo Trumpy SpA, 1999 E.C.R. I-1597,
p. 36.
’ Héléne Gaudemet-Tallon, Compétence et exécution des jugements en Europe (2002), n° 147, p. 108.
@ C-159/97 Castelletti v Trumpy 19 (re Mainschiffahrts 17); C-106/95 Mainschiffahrts v Les Craviéres Rhénances
15 (re 24/76 Salotti 7; 25/76 Segoura 6), 17; and C-116/02 Gasser v MISAT 50.
@ Cass. 2e civ., Feb. 30, 1980, Gaz. Pal. 1980, 2, 494, note Dupichot.
® Cass. le civ., June 30, 1992, D. 1994, 169, note Guez.
© CA Paris, June 29, 1993, D. 1993 inf. rap., 248.
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PR SR R 258 = i), VERE B R — SR AT . VE T
SCATS T (R I FEE e A R AEAT 1T i B 2XTE R U » 5l o 2 O o B At A o
TR MR 2 AL o VR el ™ i o A BV (R B PSR ml e, P AE
B IR B RV AR SG SO T IO, AN 7 7 26 24 I i 15 552 o S 58 8 694 Bt 1y
W @

2005 A (IPBGEREHERE ALY 2 3 S5HE T AR AT e iy e 2
D), RIVRA 25 2 B S P T, B e A P S T oA e A e S R R
i & IR REATE WS AR T e KA LR, ALYRTERERIE A
HIC W, ARG 2~ A AN AR AR 29 [ 1 A i S P BORICR — B U,
NP NNE RN O P R ey @ R N R N s SRS £ e s e TR
FAAE DR BUARAF IR AE o 22 2928 ol 1 2 R R0 1 Pl il A g A i 5 R PR T
Be, X AFE P AT RE AR ST BRI AEAE H R I B2 A (0 2SR, 1XM ) 5X
B FHREAME R . S5h, AR ENEBEANRE D LU R SR B 4 AN B B Be

WIRRLT T AR SO 5 ZafRK R A AL a8 /NS KL
FUFEANRIE LA AT O, WA LRE TG R EELFFI A LR
WERE, RNLTFAHFARAERS A R R PR B A3 IF HBc I p i
INEE PN VSN

A~ —F, (SERBIHIUEERRZHE) 8 3 00E “ ik 2
FRE A A5 PEAEEE O (RS AR . A L AR I, PR R AT R D
S DU TR LT N A AT AR DA H s A B HAS T R b s
CAH—fr sl 2 A B KA . (ASHF AL —FF, (SRR 5 s
HE) xRk B UK UK AP I F ARG 2 3N ST BN 51 o

3. SEEAE

W Pk e s s ) b ay AT I Hoal e AT T X, — Bk Bed) vl figdh
YERATANG S EAT IR B P o JE PRI e DI ISL I S B B A 5 45 R I LK
P SRS S R

(1) BEMEE

N~

' Cass. Com., Dec. 8, 1998, Rev. Critique Droit Int’l Privé , 1999, 536, note Gaudemet-Tallon.
© CA Aix-en-provence, Jan. 22, 1992, 26, 29 note Beignier.
@ See Hartley / Dogauchi Explanatory Report on Convention of 30 June 2005 on Choice of Court Agreements
(2007), pp. 40-41.
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e I SR LA T— SR AN UL S 1 B 2 5 AR SE B [ R R e B2 e bl i
6 RV e 1 2 N (1 0 I T R P e WP A 2K o R It R B
DR E RN I A 2 T ORIE 2 S NS B R RS tEm et

S, S R e e e ANz 3k Bt WAL ) AR W] v 4 2 R NS T
R, nAE B SRR VAT o AR5 RRINAS [F] (1), 5 (R e B R S R AT 5 B ke
Z A B HEEE BB, B 2 N SEBR IR B R Ak, B de i e b ilt
DAY NAS R IE S M iy AR R 2 = N AEA [RGB e,
B AR H M ) 2K . #F “Soc. Placage Export Steinberg v. Soc. J.-H.
Montheath” S, VA Be b 26 HhAT 52 015 10 LAY 8 B A e B e 45
LR AT 2 S NBEE 9638, R b A B LosiE B, JFH 3N
R M3 Bl A A i . @

(2) BN

BB AR & B ELSEN, &R BRI vy BEsZ i B s I 2T, #ian =4
FNMR IR E B RVE. hia . AEIEE R AP RSS2
TEEEA, A n] e PR 3 BT o) R A WS TG R

fEBremenZEt, J&[H ik By e “WVFERVED 7 . “A K18 (undue
influence) F1 “5R#AUANHES1” (overweening bargaining power) i i AN AT $4AT .
5iAh, TEARRTF AT, W R R B R AR AR AN 2 T T AN R REAT B HL sk
PINFEILA R, SEEVEB BT R “ 2K 2”7 (unconscionability) PHig.

@

(ATEZEIRAMND R ICBAE, WNEB A BT [m1%5 . B 1R
D DAAFAE B R IROIE 0 PR AR PR e P IE R (B4 RN DA% ik ekl “

FHEPERC " B “ 220 L 2 nlikor 7] SU55 (AT ki . ©

“ Monsanto Co. v. McFarling, 302 F.3d 1291, 1294-1295. (Fed. Cir. 2002).
¥ CA Paris, Dec. 18, 1987 somm. 343.
® The Bremen v. Zapata Offshore Co., 407 U.S. 1, 12, 15 (1972).
® See Restatement (Second) of Contracts 208 (1981). 7R A F-HE — B ALE R Fr M rp Al H , 38 B kBl 7
BRI A BES ORGSR 25, 1) B2B A [A]— B 2R A R o 56 BN e ¥4 D Sk 2 - R A A P S 2%
DI James Zimerman, Restrictions on Forum Selection Clauses in Franchise Agreements and the Federal Arbitration
Act: Is State Law Preempted? 51 Vand. L. Rev. 759, 767-768 (1998).
© Héléne Gaudemet-Tallon, Compétence et exécution des jugements en Europe (2002), n°® 152, p. 110.
@ Florence Bernard, Les Clauses attributives de juridiction dans les conventions judiciaires européennes 678
(2000) (Doctoral thesis, Université Panthéon-Assas/Pars II).
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EAF 3R, A R T ) 00 Rk PR e s bt v, B =& IR G
RS [ S BOE PR B MSOE 7E 1 bR AR i1, A4k A vk O
W) 2z R T IERRERE M EAAK, Bk A AU S TR E AL
oA R TS FG o p R I PR e B e 27 AT B wl VR IR - IO e ) s
ASTPETE ] TIEREE R UM SE BRI [ N VE R & A7 ST P i 28 e 2 Bt 1)
U ENANEH R AR A VR R B e A R G RO ANTE 4 ] v e 4 R A
{NpR=SPRUE - O

S IE B 72 B A 44 16 “ Prima Paint Corp. v. Flood & Conklin Mfg. Co.” &
WA 82 52 [ B o 4 sk B S P S0 o 5k 55 [l B i YR B AN T 2 PR G ),
W o e AR MR I IR B B s PR, ARIEIRYE X A R 2 K A S O ) g
A DM R] o IR BRI e B UTE A%, VA RSB W AR5 FE O R I 1 A
AR B e, ©

2005 “EIEF (IMBCEPEBLAL) 26 3 S0, MERAR—ANEH Kk
W 1B 82 Bt PSR R A AT [ e R A B o FIRAI P B e B3 I¥ 2L
TIAEHNR T4 FTEAM A R 5K TEAL . S AZAHEL, (5 B s s i ) vk
ZHEY 53 AT, BRARGRSARUE, & T B EMSGRINLAATE, B
AR, ffBR. ZObEE R, ARG .

(3) BAEMPHZ

RTINS, EEGHEPIAN R, H— b PRk B PSRt o)
LGS Y T A L A ) 5 A AR ) R

EEE B O HAHAYE, B mbhil iy N 2001 4F “ g
BV A PR A SR AT MREFUS R, TUFALE “ARYIUR
YA VR R T 32 Fr MR & D7 0 SO AS R IR A sV E B 1R AE 2
R o BB AN RIERN R, N FENERSRN A NEE, Tk
Bed A2 AR RERERC , MR IOEREE LGOI, AN HE R AR

¥ See David Joseph Q.C., Jurisdiction and Arbitration Agreements and Their Enforcement, p. 104.
@ Case C-269/95, Benincasa v. Dentalkit Srl, 1997 E.C.R. I-3767, p. 29.
© T.GLI Paris, July 10, 1991, Rev. Critique Droit Int’l Privé 54 (1993), note Gaudemet-Tallon (Consorts Paoletti v.
Privat Kredit Bank).
@ Prima Paint corp. v. Flood & Conklin Mfg. Co., 388 U.S. 399, 403-404 (1967). 72 WL T $i: (& i Fpp 5
JERIFFE— LA SR B Ry ), iR AL 2007 4R, 55 33 L.
® Scherk v. Alerto-Culver Co., 417 U.S. 506, 519 n . 14 (1974).
@ See, e.g., Farmland Indus., Inc. v. Frazier-Parrott commodities, Inc., 806 F. 2d 848, 851 (Sth Cir. 1986).
O B ANRVERE (2001) RPULTFHE 1S,
95



AEFERUNE BT ZAATAE AL Bk, 25— T7 RN AELBE RO
kB2 AT N B et YR A I, AR T 3 1 EFE R AT SRR e HEAT
HAT,  JRHE AR OC A N B e 2 10 2 Sy A AL 7

RO, 5 A e T B SR B R A 4 R S W 1ok B0k e P PR S
Bl E S5 B 5 B IBCHR VA Be R At M ) LA ST A 2 b 1 2032 3o R 0 e
Pl BARR A RS (venue) , WA ILZHAM LR s AR p U 2 A RS
B Curisdiction) AN E BRI (venue) , N2 IAFHHB K. £E “Hull
753 Corp. v. Elbe Flugzeugwerke GmbH” 51, IEREVERL e “ B HEBUW I
I Ay 2 2 A, S X VA BN D AR AR T, PR S AR
BA EPibE R A=, ¢

5EEMMIEARR, (S FEREH 1) 25 23 L € 55O HE 1,
BRAEZFHAMTI IR 2005 TEHEA (HRBSGESPIEBE A L)) 55 3 55 75 (A
B IR 1) FRERRUE . (HATERENE, (BEBMUCER AR 28 3
FHE: ARLZHPRR CBHERC  dGe - L HETB UY H L E N A
BRI e B A W AT BUXVE B A E— R BRI . 7 b ml L, (&
PPBCE R e 22 1R ) IFAMEUE B SCEAT AR I HEf I, A ik £ e D0 S HEAt
P AR PSR 5 Al RE, AL

X TE RN AR AR, R BURE B A O 1R 5 R AR AR A
FEVEAT B R AH SR B IR, 56 [ B 28 5 R 4% s PR 4 () N B 465 - ] AR AL TR
o M KATEFEIRAMIY K b v 0B bl % 61 Py v ke it v o

HREMIELME, 2005 Figd (BGERIEBEAZY) AUEH T4 [F 4
W I TSGR R G AT 25 2 SRR A 298 H TR &
[F) 9% 2 5 R MR AL A TE I 7 B B T I 62, BRI 2 R] 58 3R S S AR B AT
T RG] ©

EAERERE, (SEBIDBUE RS X2 A5 & F 2R 51 R
ERCEAARINIE « R e mik B A ATt NI AR E T EREAR (22 HE) B ANE ]

@ 58. F. Supp. 2d 928 (N.D. Ill. 1999).
® Francisco v. Stolt Achievement MT, 293, F. 3d 270 (5" Cir. 2002); Terra It’l, Inc. v. Mississippi Chem. Corp.,
119 F. d 688 (8" Cir. 1997).
@ See Hartley / Dogauchi Report (2007), p. 33.
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G T A R AR S DR MR A AT

= EFREB P R AEE ] A

M AT 2R AR R E B B R B K2, AR B A 20, i 22
5 SR G R R PR AR R o — B0, — T Bk PR e SR R 7T g
UL U A A R A RIRHEE L . SEPEEBE U B B ML 4
WVE BT AL R GRS . A AR R BN R Ik e A k. s
2 IR 5 2 NI RE ) B A RS, 2 N BB AR R Rk i
W7 B BRZR B P B B 5 IO UESEE, RET 13 B & [R] P 25 45 R) (R R SR A R ik
PERBEMAIR T, BEAT HIANARYE Be iR g I FRR e M &L ), e t
WEVA e A E KPR B M T, S5 25 e AT Sk RN B VA B
P e .

FELS PR B I UBUHOE VRN BATT 2 A BUAE LU FEUA Jegs 2 50 o — P e ) v
W, Jgt DIAE TP R BB 4k e n T S R AT SR I R, e m] - 5 S A
A RN AEH B ISR F YRR, KPR RS 5 502 A W AN A (1 45
Ro R REBA KB D FE > 17 0K 3 BUORVE B P AE VA G iR g
O S AR T 8 ) S50 P T T AR o A S R R e U IR
MIRIZ)” Chybrid contracts), HANZEAEN SR, HE, HFHANZEEIHHYL
W BUA R S SRk 524y, TOAERE th A R e g . Ik, Bk
eI AT BES2 T PRI R HIRE, ik e kAl A R . AR
[ R Bt A I 52 B A, R Bead HI AN R VSRR AR i, it 25 AT URA AT
AEUH RS, K2 A E KA B A EEAMA AR R AT, Ha%
{(SRFNTH: RPN

1. RE—kBebik

@ http://www.npc.gov.cn/npc/xinwen/fztd/sfgz/2008-07/04/content 1436433 .htm, 2008-11-20 i ).
® See Burkhard Hess, The Draft Hague Convention on Choice of Court Agreements, External Competencies of
the European Union and Recent Case law of the European Court of Justice, in International Civil Litigation in
Europe and Relations with Third States, 2005, p. 272; or See Report from the Commission to the European
Parliament, the Council and the European Economic and Social Committee on the Application of Council
Regulation (EC) No 44/2001, Brussels, 21.4.2009, COM (2009) 174 final, p. 5.
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Pk PR TG R - 755 B AL B A ZEA T, 56 [ 90 5 100 S Ao 1) 5 30 D 4o
R B g rh, AR Ak Bremen® U, B3 53 BT 8 12 P 0 1RV g A 6 1) B
AR T AT IR, TRIANTS FE SRS A7 DG PRV B v E A ©

B e £ 1o 18 A0 R ) B A SR 0 Al BAT PRI, SR 18t 22 22 AN 52
FAE &5 R 0T B2 PR M X VA BE #E. “Intermetals Corp. v. Hanover Int'l
AG fur Industrieversicherungen” ZEH1IA Ay, BremenZ& [ AT 1k MU B35 FH - [ s
DR IS5 7] P AR PEVE BE WIS, RIS E FEVE A 55 K HR 1€ a2 0%, JF Hik#¥%
V2 5t 2% 3CHR 8 ORI AT HEABVE (B REAL . BB AR E G T NS, JF
B BRI S R 3 AN, I RAA & A Bremen H PR SEA% 22
(R BE R 2 — B0 5 V2 BE AR BeAT 2% FE IR . 1) 328 8325 e 0 0 0 ml i
o [FE, X TR S0, 26 EVER A B VLG . ©

2. WR——3

IR (¥ 2256 LU A 2 %, AR [ A S s 26 FH 2 e e v ok Ak 381 s 2 622 5
WA BAT PRI ) o W ST A I s - BRI 5 10 TG A HRR AR ERIX A ]
R T % FE T P AR A S

R (TS TR 1) 5 23 4, HE—T 9 F NERBIA AT, YA
T8 0E MR A VA BB RS, XSO A AO T ELRE ] T RCE A  0A EE e ik,
U FH DR i 280 = 4% 18] (1 B PRk e s, IR 5 IR PRy e i L (F 68 8 R 454070 1)
K EFL B BT AT HERE B E . T (& 28R40 1) IR
e PRSI S BTEEAT 5 R 5 TR e A7 AR AR R P i SR (0 48 5 | P Y 4

Y WA (G EUEIHERSMEEEROR BRI, TR AL 2003 4R, 5 135-154 B,
@ Intermetals Corp. v. Hanover Int'l AG fur Industrieversicherungen, 188 F. Supp. 2d 454, 458 (D.N.J. 2001).
@ See Jason Webb Yackee, Choice of Law Considerations in the Validity & Enforcement of International Forum
Selection Agreements: Whose Law Applies?, 9 UCLA J.Int’l L. & For. Aff. pp. 70-73.
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(B8 AR BV Be D UHERR A IE B B 2 Ah (5 1 4558 2 3K d 1D .

LERRIM R 1981 4 “Elefanten Schuh v. Jacgmain” &5, 3732206 ) i « 7
#K (Gordon Slynn) W18 T IEFIEBE UM SCH Rk VA G H I . A, AT
FNEIIEPE, PSR SO IS I T e i o IR RRGHIVE B X — R
BAHMHES, 245 WK Jax A #. ©

VLI, AR EYRERE G AL E S Y (2 Sk Bl S ik e ) o Ak e
EBEMSCHI A R, A RAR Y PR B e DM 1 S AR e ke R L
SRR o RS R R A, B kb R — NN, VERE IS <Y
SREGE A R FRE B ML RO, JRAS “ SR E e 4 AN R U5 S
AR, Ul b, VR E EBRRAVLE#E 5K « MEHE (Pierre Mayer)
FE80 I S PN s IR K e 315 RPN UR: AP IV ALV S TR P R (ED o R v/ SO 0 4
o)), HPTA A EAEE R SRR

A 12 5 ) AV ) g T A [ 5K S LB, AT A — AR5 [l e SR 2R ke
iR A% FEVE e BRI AV ] ) e (B, A VA Beh T 0 e D LR T L
7 VUL A R R S, TR AN R . ©

3. R NP “RkIBE I 1S

2005 R (PR BLEFEERE ALY B T X0 3550 U s 8 A AN 52 5
TAFBATIE Z A, SRS P AT T I E . SUEEEBLN S, iRYE
95 5EE 1K BB 6 Scalil, EERIEBE USRI AT RO R v e T A L . AR

6 Z<bIil, HF NHIAE K2 VLG fe s MRIEZE 6 Schil, 32 SHhikife nl

PRI 0 A R0k 3 U] B AN 2 I, s W) A 5 52 S R ) 2 SRR i o 1
PRV e BUHNRI AN S AT 7, MRIE AL 9 Falil, AR
WALV 5t P AE MV E A 12 R e 0 JLRC ik . ARAE A58 9 S5bTil, KA

“ Gaudemet-Tallon, Rev. Critique Droit Int’l Privé 1982, 152.
® Héléne Gaudemet-Tallon, Compétence et exécution des jugements en Europe (2002), p. 110.
@ Paris 10 oct. 1990, R.C. 1991, 605 7E1%ZE Y, H S8 24 v 1538 LR T £ 2n m) Z 1) (¥ 5 ) eh i s oy (2%
P SERE RS, DR EURABUROA T SE B ML B0 .
@ Cass. Civ. 1'%, 3 déc. 1991, R.C. 1992, 340.
’ P. Mayer et V. Heuzé, Droit international privé, 7° éd., n® 301-302.
® Max Planck Institute for Foreign Private and Private International Law, Comments on the European
Commission’s Green Paper on the conversion of the Rome Convention of 1980 on the law applicable to
contractual obligations into a Community instrument and its modernization, 68 Rabels Zeitscrhift 24 (2004).
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AR [ [y ST ] 5 — R PR, A 5y — [ER A H s mT RE L I
XA, HFNTEE T A R IR A R IR IR B i b S KL
W, EPEE G PRI A S R HEIR IR R E - Jih, IR S B AN 2
PORIEBE, WALIRE, 2 RMTEBEA A L 25 Wk £ Be Ul 15807
1117238 i e KR CRUS LR PR AN o 31X BE ANIA] - 1958 4
(HAIRLT) » B (AL ALY 5 3 50 B IR AV AHEE T e R N0
o HIMEAT I, GEEFAZ0) %6 5 4558 13K, 5 6 Scalilfy W T+ Sk ik
VEIGER B BE R R A — B R k.

BRI AN S AT S 1325 AL LLadedk e g o edik (R
BRAATERND o F5h, AZigbse B, BIEERSKRIK B BEIU PR VA BE Xt 1
PGV B A o 3K — RN 75 HRIAE T3 S AEAN ] 2 24 [ 22 [R5 e 46
IR BE PRSI R T B R SRR E . BIVBAT TR 1238 P vk e i, HoAn 20y
TR R A PR . ©

B3, WERIE S AEHORIERGR R, WKIREE AZE 5 55 1 AR BekikB bk
BRI o G R AR et AR NI IR AT 28, SRR RE, R N ik
PR e S FNIN ] G T I AE G R BE URi, SE VAR A P al BEIR A 24
111 45 FEAt 4 A TR e AR A S 30T

XA BIRULRT . 47 5S4k 504 5F 2 JR Ve 2005 R4 A AL A 24

U 2005 4GP EPEIEBLMUALY 55 4%, MOERHABERE FA. 1. —IHMb MR B R U TR
(206 24 B 90 e 0 i WSO ol ) 2 4 ) B BT AL, R AR P SRR AR TR o e Fesk, K
B PEINERLIN XS5 BRI FRLBE L AMU ALY EERE, b b B (A I 42 B 08 P2 U3 3d F R
i, BRAE: () ZPPBURBLEPVE R T E I BVER N TR (b) W2 RIERE AL VAR — T AN Z
LS BUNRE ) (o) AR PR RIWALIE, B B2 EE WA ILHEEE; - 59 %,
ANBHATIELL . R TSR T, ANEPAT WL () PR SURBEPRE B D e I BRvER N oL
FRAROE B IVE B CUGE R BN ARG (o) WRBGERE L, —T7 B AR Z 4E 85 i RE Sy eeeee

() ACABHAT AR 15 BE K 0 A SLBOR, A4S A ) e R FARRR P 238 15 12 FERR 2 TE IR AR A S T )
B, wevene
® See Hartley / Dogauchi Report (2007), p. 43.
@ See Hartley / Dogauchi Report (2007), p. 47.
@ See Hartley / Dogauchi Report (2007), p. 54.
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5 RE AL A m R 1 A A, b BRI PRk e 2% st 5 th 2120 JHIB
IRBCERE, WERXUT R A M2y 2 5 S M 2w AR LI PR YR » N3 FH 28 (o
BORFIEBGE RN L) o M A2, ik ik e gk B 58 [ 2ok ok g i 4K B s,
1713 42 5% [ #5¢ 723 Bt Carnival Cruise Lines e “IRIRUIN , % 245 ) mh IRIRE P15 e S 2
AT o AR /R 23 W AE S R IU 7 AN AL B AL SO SEERIVA B A2 & (40
FEAEAIPEIG R ), 1% 2 w) W] BEIEFE 1R S5 P4 BRVARE HE IR AN 5 AT
U R S YRR 56 AL — AR AR A UG R IR FRA B 40k 8Os, I
XA AT L 2 IE A SCBHE, MR IR 2 "R AN ANE S5 05 AR e S AY )
AR IR AU R 22 o AKX I S AERT s WURCRE 2 23 AR SE B JTR A%
A PR PR B S A G, R B Rk Be s ) S JF B2 R AR B, 3R
957 HAFNIEAEREN AL P IAFRYT, AR DL F, AN IERTASCBE]
G RN RETE H] T de vk e s, DA SR Uk I R e AT BRI

HIt s L, 2 L9 25 T I ORGP B LR BEAE e T e LAS M AR AT B VR I
VR, MAMER TRk b ein. 5 & 2R &0 0 ML, 5 A0
PRIPHLFIA DR B2 78 53 DA A W2 e ) 7™ et e e ) e 3 P - e e vk e A AL
MiEBE . WA~ AR FIERRA B B NEA L 9802, RBEHRERKS X5 [
IR Be o5, HLS U A E SR A I A U SOAS— 5 REXT BB AL 78 70 I PRI,
o UL A LR BE S RV ERI AN R IR Y, 3K 2005 SRR (PRLik
PEBE ALY B

i BRI, AL REIEAAE T AR BebiE I 7, e IR RA
B EA LT 9802 o N BB RO, SR HAR RVEALE R JF:
ANIRMAT B TSR IE X, a7 i AR — Sk, #5222, st
FALIIE S o 0 T ORI 3877 N, SENAT RN T 7 R INERAE S F R 215 3
FMIBEAE, A T A L I PEETEBE RN . dr R e e B s A
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© 499 US 585; 111 S. Ct. 1522; 113 L. Ed. 2d 622 (US Supreme court, 1991).
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© Bernard Audit, Droit international privé, 4° éd., n° 394, p. 302.
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