HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title FAYAEMECSFZV2YRT4 02 avOolE —7ILIATEHHREE -
Author (s) B2M, %8h; OKUDA, Yasuhiro
Citation JbREEmE, 41(5-6), 217-252
Issue Date 1991-10-31
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/16800
Type departmental bulletin paper
File Information 41(5-6) p217-252. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




.......................

.......................

¥ i
H (1174

.......................

....................

XS REEH LN § S KINTAN TN QR

— N2 N NBETRE —

m X
| BOLN
11 i S EREK

= ORRERN AR EEREK
NN TN | FE
@ NN NIRRT FE
N SIS N IR TANT N
— - NKEEH S REHEE
N N QO EEENE
B KFEONTaIkTaNMN
H RQaX

® H ¥

~g

JLE41(5-6-217) 2263



| BooN

HEHER HNSS BTN KUVESS BE VKBV VR N X REEHL QDN T
KINTRANT N QEHES VOEHBESELRON® MW QR OREMESIH Y £640 O\ Tl | V) 23 3u
QO K s ST T N80 #AKEME LR 3" | 211 EE QR | KB KOk v N £ f 28
“executive jurisdiction”” “legislative jurisdiction”” “judicial jurisdiction” @Bﬂﬁﬁbhfu«k@ﬂﬁb@\ |
FU | B I KBEH R -1 N~ 0B “udicial jurisdiction” ﬁﬁﬁﬁéhfmvmwo

AR S o8se TRIER, EFRHQREVOW American Banana Co.v. United Fruit Co., 213 U.S. 347
(1909) (P NRXRN « TAREEFTHKVEER) 8+ United States v. Aluminum Co. of America,
148 F.2d 416 (2d. Cir. 1945) (27 N2 nNEER! I FERVERP0) RENHDOSIMWUNE 1 KOVFEK
T CUEHEEC T MM T D UERY MUNRIL L D40 ENARSEE SIS BESEDH
BB O LS SNEFLEEVIN REEEONR LSS UR Y L0100 MEVRHILE won
AN B SKINT AN TN QEEGAS 5 DI RE SRS L KRV IRHO® MEQRES BEEQ NI~
KIS NT NN QO S VFENIE-OL United States v. Aluminum Co. of America, 20 F.Supp. 13 (S.D.N.Y.
1937) (H}-PE" NI nNBER | FEOEER0) W2 Bare°

WA GEEC TS st Q KO N A e M) VIR MR AR RN ¢ CARNBEFT KW OB —G

NEH RO N NHER IFE VR IV FEH O HEHERHESE L HHNS D T vanrm Ay

Jb¥541(5-6-218) 2264



FRAYAEMBCBT 22V A7 1 7Y 3 OB

SNEEGIR N Qi HETERVEALOW S0 RVE Y VS BRIV N NNEER | KRR RSOV
QZEE (8F) H<URPOBTESND T AR TANT NEUQ MBS 10 _0EO &N OHNL°

2R KED ANXSRDN ¢ CARRBETKRSON 2 I NBETEKOEK BRSO -0 B e 03
DRIEVIWV 5% DR MW \VJUX*.T,47\yay@ﬁﬁ_é.ﬁm%%%k@:&\ T Q %= REEHEES
B S QOREEE REEEER DI —R 2.0 — QEENHE R QD LS 114 QBT 2 S0

Il HhE S ERE

= ORRERN TR
RN ADRN TR RHEVESR OV R i CEEBEKSHNL2Q R M R AT h NN~
AR | ZRRENMEURQL T =N —NER<LORD TR &08H ) QRBNEP N 4o A RIIRY R
DOBPVEE OV WL | ROUE FTEE»R N 0N UNCEKEAS | BVR O NCAPNR IV BB TR
REER D IRk Q #-0 HE 46 459D Q S (TR O 2 uhu” KA iy QIRMIIFRVIED” KU BHEQ N KA

REERSRPOALOEOP L WOHH | M A Y BHREVOVEN NG B | ROBMKI fks’

QT A SEKVEIIN RS RN « CARERIRRON D& EDHSII 4o SEIEARE LN K am
ROBEE RO E" 1) QA HEUE ORI R~ DI O HER 050 (I wF-H P £° s 7 ey’

(=)

BASILARR | SROBE N & —F M4 N K H RS0 0V [ EEEECEREIVRESNE R 0 20

JLE:41 (5-6-219) 2265



w

A —m =N ERTXEERTEE & IMEERHERTERS S OHRBERERTER S RyiQf <Rk
SR IR 6 KT S S 0 2 A R R R STHE © SR D RS R0 U D A0

W NN KENRIVE BEHo-LRIISRRMKEIS D TAKINTANT AENR SV m s Q0JES
NADIKIKRTANT ANRNRIVEDORMI VNS WD N+ — D NHQERWIND e VBEL.Q R H O N°
RAN GO NERKSOHEREHMOS IFE mHUIXENERIRRIURELQ4NSHREHOL IR NR
AWV NEHEER MEREQmENMEN N 40300 VAR WRKSNR IV HHE $1R< i (personal
sovereignty) @ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%ltﬁ?%@o B L RDEEDRSVOIIN T Wil N LHREO
M VRS MREKCRZKENVE Q%" DRI 1) VR M0 U-04000° #6427 5K 1 FXE 0 H
PRIMIN T EHONISXKKYANT NLTNR SIS RIDRUEOY Rigdigino” 2oERbess” §
ﬁ?%:t%boimobﬂb\_%%@o&&hggﬁ%&wlwwiéa\béﬁ%ﬁﬁ%f%é#é%?b%#
7 ORI QH  O K SR LT S0 510 S WSEQD T DI AN TN B A 4 56 EAEHT
BORNEZONS MY TERQ (H) BEUB8Y MEQNV R NHOR Q805 s QBRI ot it
FEEE2H (comity of nations) MIXOVW 2SHIR MR @ HEMHI VLSS HIMLSTTHISRE T o R B MmE
WEN &P DR 2

HUINPOL HIER<NER (public force) RIDBMOKRAE Y L0Q 10167 D& w2n | B’
FEEEQHERK (within the power of the courts) N#HEOM A< NEDOLHL (RimS) Mdlss 2 e L BHY
RS W OHREK YR 3 M ETECERT NRME AVNANAE O L (SIRS) RIOB 22 NEES
QI £ 2 RO R B 1)) DT IS EIK W60 SHE R 000 W ¢ 1V 210 Q U5 i

e 41 (5-6-220) 2266



TFAYABMEKIC BT SY 2V AF 4 73 v OBS

SEINE S RO HHI S EE R ¢ IV 200 L90° AN ERN<2 #NETHQERE A0’
207 DSV UPREN 0 SV HLVTE <R OB ERE S 455
FHOWH LSS 5 2SR VOERRHORRY N IVE KRV SR | BRA Oy
RAZ 0 EH QEERT b £ R BRm oBEI L8 0 R VBE 210 80 TREVET R0 h ¢ VO RE, (&
WHEEC 0T P & N S0 HTR SRR E R O S0 SMES VO SHHTRELEO G U Q4
RIS 5 5 (DAREE 2] 1) 20 OFIH MBI 5 RIIR D RS0 VB S0 KEQTIMN O S8’ 4
%Eﬁx%vikm:nyﬁuxwfﬁbntﬁk%m%QEES:aﬁéa%OTKmot:auwemfﬁwo
DI RAISLAL DB O VKA (torts) PESR VL fEnn 000 WEL BT N
SRENADKRTANTANRD N KADRE W S HENEHE O VHEQIR O RV AR D& @
EIKSHIE? SECHTELR 3 VR0 VS Lo E 84 5° BOLHE-HD MR- b S0
NOWD RIS 5P R0 BB OB L b 5 R0 R0

2% HERERR OV N SRR LI VRKHDEC S S0R WOBKESREAER HERIKS FHKE
RO QEI N Q0 QDT HAS 5° #6487 8 1T SR NTE I M) R VIR 0 R GO R |
QLR VLSS IMEVEEF 0PSRN RE WRRIELTIV B0 20N R BRORL LS50 BT
B FHEEN R T & OER 00 i R HEHY ERIIZR TR o WHED R NBR WM 12
KINT AN M NE AR 3 W 3000 A S A 20 1) A8 MRHILO 1 450 A0 251 A 143000° SRS HEEIRR 2 v

L 3l

20 QHIER R KAE R 2 MU BRIQ N 5 4 2 QR0 &40 FH QTR RV Q6 MR 0 1) 2§ 4048 53T

PO T10 QIR W R IHA fnr0° HHEEALS 4630 M AN S TSR S £650 1) A R 4 107

AbH:41(5-6+221) 2267



b

MK RS ROERROIE SR HESEEIEN S 88 O NVEHENS YRR D O0RKESERL~
ST QAR S LIPS D SIS0 5° FHERT S v 0RO QIDMEWIIREDT BN O WD QR IR WERS
AOgHE O 5% ONG OV EECRIIE N XASREEN QI QIR RIS O MO NB QR eR”
3 W QAR TSR QIEE L D N 550° L AR WIE 5 B VESL oW NE OV YRR
EIEE M 0 5V HH R O LV KR BIES 4 50 KES RNV T RSO IHERNEE OV VS VR B 4D
KEEHHNCOEERENRIYPR #LER N R 5 WKHIERZLR O R VRV 102 QRELK O S8 5 VR
0 FERN A AN TANT N NLR I WTE e VOHKERBER” NAUXLRANR IVELRY I LUV
21 Qi S HITEEHE N DM BHIRQ O R (DRI ERMBOMN < O Wi R WY 50X HITEKIRR DB il
Ao r VL 3°

HHOREAR S KR <0u o8 KR RRI-0R0 ¢ 05990 0 O LIRMFTHK S MUK ROPR

(R)

N

NN DINERER | FK
wmﬂT.Wj7$&.iﬂuﬂfbéﬁ\ HIERE N 5200 Q1 BRHOME R OMY S~ 1)U 4e° Alminum Com-
pany of America (-8 NINNVEEPC) B | ICIEHNBEUSHE YA M IDNIRER<SVRS” N
21 N QB BIRE D 1A DR | R T 1R 0By Kon Ko HBINSRS MHe MREA.
BIR R - <8620 & ORI RBL 21 5 20
| RIPEEm 1o SRR N F =y NHEEEE 20007 N2 1 NECHTRIRERGI VOV 1 d —m—

Jbi:41(5-6-222) 2268



TAVMBMECBIF LY 2V AT 4 7Y a v OlR

NERIXBTRTENBEFOER O BInoR ZHR 4D (interstate and foreign trade and com-
merce) WEEPONLQN BEHIRSOHIETHMRE OV 50’ BE-HYSEN (equitable relief) RIE-RK0Y
WP R 5 Q49100

NS0TS0 IR FEOKMBRZCIST (not served)” | N OIS WE ENRERRI- (dismissal) v
£ 6 | ERIRRIERER Q401 [RIBRFIKEE MR O N OGO WEHRUSEIIREE O R° ngoE+
RESERAR HOSNR~NURDORC® | S™-NE Nk N2 nh o RER RmMR~4D
FEH L0 BITONA-—RNE RARK<9¢ Aluminum  Limited (ZF-0 82w kD = VEER0) " QR
B VMR 4DEMHE080° HMITKDOBRIST™—NVOWE w2k s Aluminum Manufactures, Inc. 5%+
% Aliminum Goods Manufacturing Company &S0V 3 Mo

NEORRN2~—NEM0 NI oKk YANT NSEHLMHONSE HITSNR—NPR0° {80407 2wk D
237 MM MR o e e RIEEERE (writs of subpoena) BHEH USRI 20 ¢ RS R S & 4804 (process)
QI -0 BER (04850 1) A I 0@ 4R R 420 % {8007 ok D238 RARKNBEER O W v LML’
WOKHBRARNS AN QS VOESHHELAHR N R —2 B HDNTXEN I X —DEIZHL ISR
&40 M Qe KA QEHR M < (inhabitant) Tbh@@\ W ) R (found) 4200 V-2 48~ 8o v SO BRK (transaction
of business) WO &8y 0-0488 2 FKEH< (foreign oozu.oﬁmmo:v NEOWE KECEITER NI IKIKNTANT N
QIO 554 50 8 1 1910°

AN DAL NH] KR A0 < MR N X - #H-H SIE 5 (any suit, action or proceeding under-

@
the antitrust laws) 7 REIESRHIEMBIXNL R S VRD SV BB X WL B ERNETEXIN R 2\ 2B 0

Abi%:41 (5-6+223) 2269



MR DR QS SRFIORED MINERIIEE R ¥ & BIRHBIK LR 5 VS S e v s
()

MONC ONB OV Sk DL NERFEENHORRE ok >R 3 —m —NERIEXN NEH, SV iIN

SRIARNRE OIS WOV 1 d —m —NERFXEREETER X4 SHENYS” Mo O NS R

7@0

ARANENH ] TN S TR 27 TEEERE ) IYHSHEREO W 550° 35807 H<LB QRN R 3 Wilh
()

HRRIDOW e R D —QERN O BIRRVCTR] G REEHRNEEE X L BRERX

HRIWELRMDRBE0H85 £00R0° w8 HM<RPRENERe L O L UIEER NN B THL

RN S0 VDY AR f0 0 0 BRER A0 - O I Q IS O 7 kR e W e TR R IRED
SR A°
SN2 U QH AR FICRIE R 4 DEMOFEER” 1 1 m— A CREEHBREL R IVEREL OEELN

WML LHEHK SR RERB O S0 1 3 —m —NEREFIK L Rk 0 (present) VRO L0 4880407 =
N ) QeSS R 4 o MAONMETEQN TR TANT NUEOINQLRS” ONB O AN
e NI S THRE 0000 50000

AU 6.«% | RUTVHED MmO YA S EHUHORE (hill of complaint in equity) -2~ 3uTHREE
REEONEED EHEII | @ o) 3 —m—NRHS /R D RIE N R S W QERRHSIK 1 A @ 1) A 1
S HEHNHUR NS ORE OV MIRERED KENRIVY SR D NERON T KK T AN TN Q@
10° HHQHANEY Y 1] 1 — 1~ NERPKEHRETED Sk 2 QHEVED N QL9160

Abik41 (5-6+224) 2270



FAYSEMBEC BT AV a2 YRT 1 7Y a yOS

o N2 N NEBERFEX

AV Dk D 2 QIR KEX <N K~ HOEE VNS0 KT NRREB VS 040 S B0 SR
SN — > NI SRR KEARFK LR S VEIRNROVRNR Rl e’ =ik D e 8 EEHH< -
NN KL e e K< e DV T R | - SREREIN -2 D" XK K< 45¢ Alliance Aluminium
Compagnie (Z-F 2" NN KAUEER) WM OR° MHEESHEREL A0 2k D 2B OREERLYE
Q" NARNNXOEEVIEEONI NG KR ~DRHK (intent and effect) ) B KQNMHELR O L W | N H=
ELIRIR AL QN R /1| N QER I G < 0 2R QIEEWEE D WRNHS WROSERHERNRINNG
B4 o2 H I EEVKE  EHUS)WRRCIN RN KESEER 6 OEEER NP ) VS0 &
DD S AS 5 SR S R IR T © BEIE W R 1) 7 %::\*l:hjé7v:7@$£mim%ﬁ5<¢é&
NS S SIS N R /1 | D RERK N IS S WK CEH S0 DR K9 a°

NNV I —m— A ERIXERETER |0 QE %&%@L:o%_u\Usivb N TN QE-TT 8
NBEIEL 20D 2 | R | EREELEL O NEVRe” BFED M SIRPRRBLH S S VRSN ]
HE Qv EEY | R BN KECHEER Y MHE & O KIKE o g%%&fb % (directly and
materially affected) ; %o BEER M SVERPCEELEE DS S VRSN i

BRI & O SRIBONE LR I MEBRHEETED KK | BOME NG | BRI O L° &
BR300 R DR | R EHBERELQCONUN O S NANKNVOENHKERKBRRONE QeiBhan
NRNSINN KSR L O 5 ST ¢ 027 VSNSRI KRR S DR N F — b N ]
ORI RIMEO RN ORD WwR | RN HREORLVBLVT NRIEIRON | RINKEERNEEOSN

db#:41 (5-6-225) 2271



%

AN 60° B0 | RN EEEENR I VE KE QEHCENRELASM IS N LORROY | RIIK
()
WHRBIHN R AT M QROIEUR N 5N RO 80°
AORT LN FER N O i A B S R RTIEOTRY SRR KEAREE LR A VSN N2 & R

&)1

QAR N F— ) NHOEEMRD 0O W OHEMEBNA (Y 00 HORRERY 1080 THLEE, S

EEVOVERUTEUL0QD K-V 3050

LN T B2 | 21T EIA D b b N RN DR 1) 2 e oHIa S N D U E S
LB HM T H QYR (a source of lability) A0 WHERH ¢ 10 &KIR RS UEM 5° R BHEHVELQ NV K
EER IR K B L B O Y 5 8 SHIQ KEIHR 2 R o MKV O 2 o 10 0 L {RIA N D NERE
D50 WL WO | OERY BERNRIBENER 0208 O NAKIRT R ORRENE Y
SO A N AKI AN D00 it 040 KEIQRTIN MHEQ SR HEE o) U056 5 Q (100°
SEDT BRERLY ERCEECEELESY SHRUMFoLY 2 CERMEE M M — b MELRD
S | BERNIREEE 0 ) VA 3° 1) Q4 SEERIL | RN TEEH (“Conflict of Laws”) 3 M4 0
0 £ A T 00 © 46 2 i 0407 BESG KEIER LR 5 QR4 £ 21080 0 3
W RFEREOAN Q0 HIEN Dm0 Q-0 s 0 487 &%ﬁ?é:&ﬁ?%&%& o e
INARIR N 250401 FERD WOEB-HE N RO QITEN O 2 v’ 1 QEIN A S o 0 HEEL 0 EB-H R 1 4H D v BR4T
WA QRS MBS S M RO A FEHRE VR 1) G MY B DQER M 4
RRU 0" M2t S DN (settled law) f4920°

N — b N0 O VR S EE IR 2507 VI AUR O &P OLH L0 10 QKERINAO2 HK

Ab3k41(5-6+226) 2272



FAYMEMBECBIEY 2 VAT 4 7 a v OER

HSBE-HR L EEUSLBENE KH ¢ SEALREORXS A ERBER O RE BEKNE S NRER0RT mi
BRFERCQEALRE M0 VRRSN0 B m— 0N NBERN QDI QEETEHEB VWY
OKEN SE RETRIER OB KENREVRE D00 D807 KERHN S-SRI MEH VO VRGN
A0 ) A R A0 ERA 00 $ QO ETBEE RS s 480" BRGNS 1) QBRI N & — M AHIN S O R
T=F0e 020 BBs e MR VHeIRE HdH 19 0°

KN Q4 sHEFERIT KE  QSEHVMIMERER O N2 {200 RKLE EOoXKH ( SEH
MR B UL R O VS ERED0ELORB S NOHNRSERES KEET N R S VERLINRES
RO B NS B QY HIR (substitute) R AU SOBIENNTAQ VRO LSQ{P IS 5° #y” B

HER KAHER LR S VESEK-PHOM SFRTBEIRLT — -2 S VB ¢ 248 57 2 S EifE e
QAR AOLOERILL ST DR IR0 N QBEKESN 00 [ LV B KESEHK
MEREIY RS B R R DRV BECEBIEEERY BRENECRXORKRIROLIRE SV IES
ANFE=DNHD QU SREHAR T — 48 5 VIO R D LR VAE°

(MRS < OREKVS0) 10 SEIERIRNU KNGO T KEREW N United States v. Pacific & Artic R.
& Navigation Co., 228 U.S.87 (1913); Thomsen v.Cayser, 243 U.S.66(1917); United States v.Sisal Sales
Corporation, 274 U.S.268 (1927) VTR NMIT10° MO QN R S v MH ST A0 2 L34 50187
BES | VR E LR CRI< (agents) WXENKoIRP IR D&Y LEH<E K<SmEWKITP e
H LR (an animate means) MA%% KEL O SR REEHRVESOLS S &0 (XNEFENRT
VOER<PHORU AN VOV W) BN <ERHSDST NI DLOT AT A LWES - BIRG

Jt#k41(5-6-227) 2273



BRONZONRS ST
U SRENY 4o JIE | RIKERBEE KE  SET N M B o) VK D" & ORI iR
RO L VRIS N — b N | ERBIX O VFEVRRLO LR’

N SHEIEEN A I XKINTAND N

—  H—IKEE SRS HEE

WREE KRR ¢ CARBETED %~ SKEHOHENEREWLOEL VO unNEHNDO0S
QIONES 1SR O N RN S i QHEHEEOHIE & O 1 2 BB EQEEMRY 5 20

H— K EFH QRIP R BER” Walsh v. New York & N.E. R. Co., 160 Mass. 571 (1894) ¥ 8 3 WRRWMIKUK N
VIR LW 200%"  QFEESHEES Slater v. Mexican National R. Co., 194 U. S.120 (1904) (=% XN~
51%#%&&%%?%v@6%§ottﬁé&%fb%o$#m\?##thX#y:.y?4l%%$%ﬁ%ﬁ
oW S RN B NETHLWRIVOW X4 N 1 QE-HE LN O REpEN Ao RU O LEKE QI (k4 HNXE
) XN N3RSV nEMEEER O RHE LR 0L S IKTHY KERTRLRD0% 4 THOK
SEANO IV KEHNUEY Y20

O KE (EMRHE — RH) -SRI e R B4 oeRERE (an action for wrongfully causing death)

WRERQ NVENKEOEE QL KEmMHBESN 1o TANT NER S WHEHON QI R0 w2k

Jb#:41(5-6-228) 2274



FAYAEMER BT BZY 2 ) AT 4 2 v a3 v O&E

FEXENRIVELDF 0NN BERS | BEEKI (general objection of policy) 27 200 EHI&L5° D
£ NRE {LH0RHRERMHITEE (the place of the wrongful act) AN T XK TANT NNR SV
FO02 OB TREARNVE (HBS) S LR UE O Q& 0o SR B0 ) VRO
SHABROLELRRT R el LREHREHKN R I WEE O (operative) N 50007 B
EOL5° RDRHENOHEE (the theory of the foreign suit) M40 (EQUTMER” HHT O 5 {L0HR 2B

PRD RS 0EI (an obligation, an obligatio) EHOLELRD 1 OEER wOLCEEIEE
MOLHEOSMHAS WRKARNMN N I N AULFET e VRS D& 1) QIERQE | Q¥R (the only
source) RUER KR0S L WO [TEFHR ERQIMHO R &0% IERQEEN 2K e 1) VL {e°
(TEFEEE)

HHOHN SR T —HEFHKOBINL v OROFTHVR Y OR 2% — KT QIR 02 EH 001 X
Qb B0 1) AU U 050° dn 60407 HIEER QR €0 © 28 BRI 6 D v G BRI B0 2108 ee
P ORTED VO SEHIES SR F 6 QOBEE V0L D007 DG OV f— KT LR
SyE ERORHVELREREUREVRCS ENIERY LPHUKSDRILE085°

i EESRHREN R SV EEBHUSRED oSl LARINREEC IR~ O EEVEYE VBN
SR HNS W NE HEBHARD R OREE HiBOHL°0 Ky EEQELHEL B IV WUDOR
FEL DERHUERUR0 LD LI DRBHL SR D VEEVER R ORE D0 SRRV |
B O NITR QUMY O N e W OEENEE P VB LS 1R | NOREN 9V 1 EIDNEKEO N
o FROEEAEE RO VERDN0 1N SREVE XN A —HETHR Snng (RS | RER

JbiE41(5-6-229) 2275



it

f

E

-3

(&)

B WERHOBRESULRN® D80 £ IXFEHY HEVOY FRORMMLEEEEEL RS 12
FRR R 5~ 8 4 59107

WRE ot k&&ﬁwﬁ%%%%iéﬁ5:&ﬁf%é@?b%5mc:@ﬁu\xv471$¢ﬂ&mﬁu
MERONEACOSWVISSR FOFEKNRIVECORNE— K QMK VImo e 8.0%8" [sBRHS T
QR wIKE O™ S X8 (the law which governed the conduct of the Umwa%v QiR b QT Q4
RENMI S W 5 &3 (the law then having that person within its ooém.w TR LS” & OTEICR VS
W O M RO S HNBHEDN I KR T AND N QK Qrm wmé of the territorial jurisdiction within which
the wrong is done and the parties are at the time of doing 5; PR OMMNUNERQOROY NIRRT it
307 1) REHSRIDRR L RS DR S <SIEHFREES S 90° #0821 axin T A"\ 2 TREIE
¥R (physical power); SEBL QS MHNER (%8 58E) QE-HT L S oMb E ol RMIE O 21° s
NHOHK (MNEE) B <QITHEINXEBELCER ALEL0NTaIXIRNTAND NOEIH S5 {07 MMFESH LS
R HERRVERIH PR V0B 5 {50407 REEQEED MERLN Tk Y ANT N SEEL0H &0
KOmIEL R 0 20

WD BN S0 QIR RBE (HNBEE) NR SV B VR0 ULRCE R MR K-
SNFHORENRHES W%na%\u%aﬁao:@ﬁm\xv4yl$#$mmﬁufu\$mﬁﬁ%ﬁ%®@
B VORHYORVAISSD #wNBOFHNRIVS ] mmm&___ﬁ._ Wb 42 33 Jﬁﬁbt%NmL AR IeNDR
% D&D" N3N Western U. Teleg. Co. v. Brown, 234 U. S. m»mﬁwzv :5._0\ W TREETIE SV O W
DR, PY i QOBRIBERTEC IRV OV 0 S E e0°

It 41 (5-6230) 2276



TAY AR BFEY 2 VAT 4 7 v a v OEE

FHOWHWE SO0 LOL KRR « TRAHEFER KQun LEER 0 VR L0 #88107 850
BRI V0 R R 2 O CRRESH L~ O WA SSD LB HO8 S VOV WHVE X A v —
BEFR GRS SR e T RBEROVEVNVIEE S 2 — (the general and almost universal rule)
NVURWYEIRER DI SKINTANT N QML OB &RV I 0NE NN Kwiaun TEOEKNE
P HBEIXHI (an interferance with the authority of another sovereign) ; A &Soaos@® D& | IRERSW I
MERH L s JUT B TR 40 o V05 SIREUDOY 1] N ORZRGD ORI 50° VS QDR
NMe Mo FXE M eIR4D (cases immediately affecting national interests) ; SEzNMEK W3’ Strassheim
v.Daily, 221 U.S.280 (1911) (P53 Koh—x < S HETKVEER0) MRV £ — KEHMKREK
QNI SEAN 510° +ds.Qs0" IDHBA N TS KR TANTAZUIELS NG NI SKIKTANT NN TEi
STRBE (detrimental effects) | RRX R84 1) AU HIER D7 & OEREK 1 ) 2 X3 D MIRAT I 2" T3 QN & -0 04B%
W ERNE-HOV ILEQM UV ﬂmﬁiéygtﬁféétw,ﬂ/@%\%@o DAY B AKTED HS
FOREVE 0 DOTHQEE £ 00RE040 D IHOREREN R IV BEVRR 04 NE DV EE
RO RNXDRN « TRRBETH D ERVEEONS 90’

HUNAD NRDRN + CARBETKS WU | 0 QHORE Y IS VARER QN
05 ORESEHE N R 5 VIS & DIEONE L FEQN 1 2 Ch T AN TN N BE OV 5 L% CRESN
SN AN TN R8O 0 1) 2 UK | OIRE N R 2T EEHL 0B EE (VR BEE Y 1ol
RECE-DHL 91810 1 RISV HBE IV 3 LB CRESN ¥ — > MR JLQRKBOWSHE N L D
LRV DEEHN SO L 2SR IN-PME O 58 2 Y KD IKEARTERR S VHELDORE VL

Jb¥k41 (5-6-231) 2277



¢ WIERQIPHN Q-2 QWK 3 W 5 L AI{ % e adss 5°

N N5 O SRR

KON -5 S REMEEQIRK " N R NNEER I FE v QENEI NSV SN S ROHEHNERER £ —
SXFHOREEHEVCEENRIY T0~R-0—OBE, VBR300 D80 [ RERIV BONRE
RO BPEEEORFT OV 50822400 ERCELKEHY LD QEKCH I RIOCRL NIV BE
RELEDORV 500 BRYR IV (N=FTHOHENEEY T0—R - 0 —OFE, VB VIRNED
oo IXRIEIR R AHEE U S 500° s a0 QUENEBEIII DSR40 { N SIMBEWRY SV VN IR SC
RIPEEE N T { N OXEFE X’ Guiness v. Miller, 291 F. 769 (S.D. N.Y.1924) RERLQ O N VEQS
0% ELRISN 2" Siegmann v. Meyer, 100 F. 2d. 367 (2d. Cir. 1938) (F-0%" N —x > MhdEFHK Vg
F0) NIRRT KRB 1] 1 —m—AER P RKES N DR
HERTI O RS R0R HOKHIERN O 5 WK-SIRESIN RKI R RERN & O R VRE NDSNEHRS
QLA R 1] B — M — AR 60 VKIS0 ¢ WEE0 O 8° N T

QN OARER (CEEH) SEoRIUNIY K LEY Y 5e°

"RNZLEREB 1 —AERTIERN B ARERL SO FH KL EHVFEL 0 RIR R0 28 VT
HESRS0S RS (BaN) NOREWNE IV 30 VEQ o <RE (high authority) RGP VEEEQ
HERWHOL S (KA T —FETK) D& BENIINS0E FIERVOEH0ESHN 4 O LEHV L
RIFHNLSIERF L e V1 KERPVRe® VOER HUITERMEVER LI VVHEION vOR

Jb#41(5-6-232)2278



TA)ABMECBITES A YAT 4 7y a3y OER

ERER AMER RN 2 VD WEKER @ 1) U A0 e DR DT Qi M D WD £ NIRHT ME Qe

S (the creature of its own will) 48:0° 48040 HOKEREPoMEZHR LR 5 0EZHHOIH v
S H RN A0 © R WKL

RHSHOL N2 MFEFKSEINE VSHESEFRVRACOSKMN INETFH ORI I2BH O Ke+Hn
NEER 0 VRPN 040" £ —IKFH SEREEEEL <00 DERHN A R O JHERRT” W & #66
BERR « DKM VN 0R7 ,Lnu$ﬂmkfbwwo HEFPOEFER QvwmE () Hu4oRHONEKR

MR HDURD” N QIR QKR AR H LSRR Mus ol ol 5 MimHwiE O v 3¢ (as nearly
homologous as possible) | K?yc&ﬁwo DOHE OV DEEHYOMIERS HHBHUIIEBROW N2 IOV~
QTR W HERE0 5210 1 i £ 5 °

WRPE SPEERNYOEER HUPOETEN 4o W2 VO VKEN LS G0N 1 QIEN N 3V
BOINEFHS TR VOXBIEN S NIEFEEKS | 2B (the general law of all civilized peoples) ;1 VO RK Y\
SHITEPROR B DA~ D MBEFEL D HHDQHER AV LK O 510° WO Y
T (legislative) D 3 KIS T AN M N oeeeee 2 EIEELRs JA80EL VOREELURBENREYR
HiH %" BEEEN S O VEKUSY 5828 (neither physically present within its boundaries, nor resident
there, nor bound to it by allegiance) NIEOV <FIERVFEIR I VIIL0LS S tw)jwfﬁwwo DGR

o ICERHHOIER O I PHEEESN T OKR TN T N QBN 4 O VERDDOS Y 550°

Ao 3% O N = FH S WEHEER £ — I NXFH S v S VKU QI QEN R0 Q R RITHE A £810°
L0 | RER SV HHECOBFTREN~FIRUR0 ¢ Wil N DERHFORHON2 SRS

dbiE41(5-6+233) 2279



£
nfiil

DRARHHQEER AW IR VW HEEHKOBRHONL2S RN S O -7 VKBS R K
Ot SRR O S M S S N NEIQ R0 RO T80° DR TR QIR W
BRUONW INCFTEH-0m4 EEELN T KN TAN T N QERGNEK N 3000 R0 R
Q7 F— K S BRIP SRR 1) _Tﬁm%&twﬂ.ﬁ%%wﬁiéﬁ%ztﬁféét 40 NIRRT | MO
07 KA {8 S T {8 u;i:m‘mbné

~N B

x 3
b v
b"(
T

K INeFHOREHREER HURHCERSEEOVIONQN T—R2.-0—CRIE, VBRIV I -

L p— KT ERO S N HEE CETER RPN ST MEE 0 VR W 30 QB PRS00 1)
QUE- BN VBSOS SRR OV o ST CRENEES RO VE SO ARY <
NeFHOw RS TS BE (homologous right theory) ) ME% ¢ 300N @amﬁsfb%

KUY {NEFTHOMKE SHENHEUK P ONTRKIBLNDOE NRXRN « CAREETKUN
RN NHER TR OYEH QM I MIRRUEBRP e VB S S MELQ R0 s BN [EONv N
1 O iS4 Moore v. Mitchell, 30 F. 2d. 600 (2d. Cir. 1929) (-2 S ~NEHEFHVEERQ) NIR M)
WSS NA T NEBER] QKA S 10 K N Y MR E QRGEE O WL 25 S min
FBELWROVOW EESE<K (treasurer) REHS MR S WwHEQMVEB OO0 Q10500 { N FHFE BRI
&Lf.4y?47%}&iﬁ&bﬁén SEERI T —m —AEQHEITIEN R rRRERI N 6 O WIE v {5 B

KQUO UKW S0 p8 Q10 | BENY FEHUSOBHOLEHT VMK RFEUReQ R VR

HREFHL S EHORBEQIHRFEN LSOO RBUL K[V SR NIV ORI S 0° O£ EHHEE (crimi-

nal and penal liabilities) QIRIN B EFRRRBLQOIVWUND AR E B<H (revenue laws) M- 3

db1541 (5-6+234) 2280



TAYSEMBEICBI A2 VRT 1 7y a vy OBR

B0 AT 20 Q U3910°
R OIIN R CRECRER KENRURV I H5E WERH0A BELE M OMHY-SOR &
& O S B A0 iR EEOT RSB w2’ BENR 5 VRS OL-Q1 TIEQT
5 SRR (settled public policy) s 12 Blm e 0% RITERMELD &3 LR DN%E M IKHOE RN
KD R BRI AU R0 2 0@ -0 1) 2787 s IR 1A O NI QURAT A K IR 6 4 TS b — o S BB 805 5
% BEVIZTHEVOEENR W #HUEY | TENTECREER N I QVSEREN R I vuns" HvERSHE
ENOe° BE QLTI (public order) NEAn@IRINMMET 0 ) U IR QEE WA 25007 S8~
VPRI L P R0° o HNST EDTERAIN Ba60° 1R OSHY FEHMHVED S VEBRNES
PRI MER W TTRE RBP4 5 R SQETIES" 120 QHEIIE QERHSE (its own notions of what
is proper) VEER 10 ANN & WFTEE 0000 OO n 48 5 MBI AUIND0 ¢ 058 5°
Q08— NBETH S ERIMR O #a00 S0 N2 N NEERFER KO n Lo VR b
07 BG40 UM XN X4 (antitrust laws) <HE0 Mg En, K@Téwmtmmit@f%ﬂwo iy
ROV KEGK LN K- 20 S UBEQHD KEQMINED & SIHVMHON L HLKNEO 2O
AR O S0% W R RAKES MEN O RUHRE,) VER R0 KR NTE R # -2 i K N0 QIRE
HOENVR0S 200" FEQIX AN KR I SNBNQHME WORNK AWVE TURHM  NE ey
BIAAORNV S BSZRORHB5° VLD WRRE<OEES CRRE T oIHIL B w0’ D/
N -SRI S RS AR L 000 f30% FEH M4 OREORIEES HMEFHHSEBEHS Wik W QSRR VR e
@f\&ﬁwgtwﬁgmiﬁﬁﬁﬁa@@a%bnwo .

k41 (5-6-235) 2281



k=

A
nffii

KN IXe N X - HERSR TOREE ) NER e VENOZ LIS MR MR I 1S MmN FIE 0§D
o QIR M BN @ 1) AU A48 D 2 EEQ 200° T I NEFHAXKAN—X I SHEFTRHO %N MK R
HOREE A O W TR EEWEER O N 200030 O 4 UHrads0 1) N BEEEE U800° S 5407 I NZFHE o~
mis A = QUIBE SRR N EVE S PV 0% THEESEIHRE 402" 208N 8-0 Q LRI 5+ 60 L E
LR {0 DRB OV WK NR SNV ONEFTEHIRG D —N P NhEFR YR 5 W L0 SHEFR
B0 R T AN DN QEEE N2 N NBER TRLR SV EEOEE L IR0 VAR 80°

E RBFEESNIXKIKSTAND N

NRONFER R SR RENOER #hKERFRR ROV R (power to adjudicate) #{T4
oA NANEEESN T AN TANT NREHEHUL O L° JLSWFEONSR 1 1 — 1 — AN ERIKERETE
SN Y AFHLRRR WOFTKRKS BEEOND T aXKKTANT N NEPIMEOFEOEKE VXK OV 310
SV HIH-QBEWE - 0°

BT AN L NH ] KR ML N RSN K RN O 27 D] — (venue) 18+ DRI (service
of process) %ﬁ%bfmmwo W AR HI A A s I 1N I - HIER S B i S HOE DI 50 i fo o B
HEX RSO EADRIX LR S V2RI 0 ) VR MR R D — %%‘T%@o DAY BEERD
SRINT AN T N RPN QN T LEMMBQEB RS DTN Ao R EEERNE

Jb8:41(5-6-236) 2282



FAYAEMBICBIT B2 VATFT 1 7y a O

S 06 ISR R 21V QDA VRIS DG P K (D) H< MR 0 XN X - BRI 3
< SIEHB X # XL BRI LR S VPR VR 0eRT EEKME HL<SEHIXINR 3 e
VR WP RARELVRe N D= O S VB R-HVERKNE S KR RERE V&8 O 2R

M MKWV N ? RFEER” Tauza v. Susquehanna Coal Co., 220 N. Y. 259 (1917) B O 5@
B DOFENE SR~ DN DT ERRERTIESERION I TH L el 0 QRKVTED L 200
FHOENSFTHKN 40N HH (BF) H<NRPoRHEE INH<EZHEABON IR TANT NTNRED
(present)” £ 0D I = XKIKN Y AN T N HIH LB < (an authorized agent) ROV EMSEIKMR
EARSDSML082° W BHNESONH | —vREQUTFROENMBLH OSE DN

D&Y DHE<LOBEPBROZIAOUIVS H<LOREPE EN4OVEERRIEHIOLR0NE® HE
SN KH (BF) H<20 318 BHNED00 0 v BESDUSSRO85° T QBN S HIiK
QDRI REKNMOIEN R 31 H<AHEEAN I oKIRTANT NNE O S L UTE V000 ish
RBLOH 5V | KOEEEHR < O RWIH P RE Ve’ D& D RS HE VG VBK TRV RS B
M T 0 O 245 5 1190

ZHO SN SHRIREREE R 450 1 — 1 A ELRRTEORRL H< CRIUED | WOBHHMNT L 0 VR
BEONSQUNINGe® D% MV BEEONISKINTANT N0 £ —SKEHHR 4D < NCTHO 2~
DESKINT AN TN VERY Y OEHE MRG0 LR oS BERRMBE OV 20° @ SN 1
KNS RN T NRCEE S < QIEHNET VOV I HMQONEOVY BEEQN T KIKRTANT NI rEHH Q it
DT OO 3000 DG DV IBHIRIDROR W & NBEOLIND FEIKMN S O, VR L

Jb¥:41(5-6-237) 2283



"

&

RED b QY QIEHEN R 3 Vs NI 0 VR0 R (DB N IRIR IR O 2 DO HHE 1 &
KINTANT NZ HHPORFEN HOMRUS DEEHN oW O MIMHR VRl uR0ed (K—<K
)" s B HHEHYHOIMHO WK R VOWEEU S (N °

AN N ST mER 2 Hutchinson v. Chase & Gilbert, 45 F.2d 139 (2d. Cir. 1930) 2 8 2 v #H<omid
FWEEPCMNVNEROV EHOSEFREOY IR0 Qa0 TRSERERERL —2NAR DIk Tanm
NGHEE (the theory of personal jurisdiction in an action in personam); 3" I¥<QIREN T R AQRHI Y
U0 ) VR L 0E < QEMIN TS B O LROR S R GER0 0 20 Q 190’

FH<REBZNR IV TRk O8oRBH808 VRGeS v (REv i) BHER #H<) I oKy
AN N NED IR0 5 NR S WEHER 00 VO WU S0 S L% BN VBB P S5 S48
O WRE KO0 Y IEEYIE X HIERV-0 85 KORR e H<LEHE (locality) SRS
<A U ML QMME WM DL N 40 QP Bh R HEURS KR U OEIAe® KM KIERQ 1D
HE<VE O HEr<2 HWeL B v OISR ¢ VK< RIEDY 5 4 5° MORMPL VLR e
AR Q13 HR LIRS O W S0 v DR’ H<QITIENERE N HTHXER PO M VB8 5° 48,0407
o HEQHKREWNKIE SN 308 i90° 2 OMNNIWoH< QIEHBE R A U0 QRS H<2" R
QKLWELRR VOIPILAORRREISOHRESEFYIVNR SV EiNRIEOW I LSRS08 5°

UM INEFHE #H<LOEHENWEEP QN VR L S NEREURCANEY £H (8F) #Hi<Ng
PREFESM I TANT ANLA LW | HOHERED O HE V0 80% WL RERAROMIE R
SEmHP L 0 D0 Qa0 URERO LN O WOV O S M International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 326 U.

db8:41(5-6-238) 2284



TAYAEMBECBTEY 2 VAT 4 7Y 3 yOBES

S.310 (1945) MR8 5% ERENL Loy oW MESEEWOEM, (minimum contacts) REZOHNLNS LR
(3)

2 RNPENEURENN 7%#% | ﬂ.mm%\@\ if&k@wﬂﬂ;ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁbtﬁmm%&\y AT AN T \/w
GIRETF VI S HLQPRe°

H RL{aN

HHRA O NRARN - CRABETERSONR N NBETH R0 S LIS N 12 REEH L 900
SRKINT AN N QEER BREDVPIRARI ML N NEIQ L0 Q407 FHISN T2 KINTANT N R
DEFESH T AN TANTAE SR HBHEN KDL SR MO RED W OE N R SV HBELR P
$° W LQITERIEHENZQINE MEK SR B OIS H< QM RIEE S O LININ D 148
N O RO X ZENIRHE SR N ° VNG <QEH4S 2 Q-2 0 QIRAEE VSN O 2
AN EAKIR TN TN QERGIN Q-0 QREQ O A VIR0 M) VR A% 480407 < R AT SE N ERYE QA1) A N
S NI DN TANTND SBLERRLSL QL RV LS <QEHBEE P 0TRSO 10860 82
SHNEN D KINT AN TN QEIE RSP QUHVRE VI VR0 800

NRXDORDN + L ARNBETENERON D 1 NEER) FER QB -0 1) 8 A6 £ E NI 1) VR S 3050° nis Q
07 NKERN AR R IR TEQH R KESEHRRIE- M S L° (QARVU-2" 1) Q0 MR
R K- RKFHOERRLN 12K T AN N SERL 00N RIS RAE SIEHBRDRHAREN 1 2

Jbik41(5-6-239) 2285



&

KIRT AN T A RER QRS v RN QEHMHAT QN I o XINT AN T N\ B IO HDERE P e U 0
MORTES HVORLVIRWARORWISLT NSNEIWY N N7 By Qvor | KINTKYE
FBKHQERR VI AIMEN O SR KEQE-HZ MIEH O 3 U3 80.250 Q40 R W w-» { N Fhd v 0
W R RIS R B 285 O R oW DN eS80 IR QIR IOEFE R0
KRR QERMIEN0S L I N FHL MHER4ORK N S OKEREL SR 02" BUSERDEE R0
AN EEEHBON TSN T AN T NWEERQMN VR LSRN

HUHY LD HEENT BEEON TSN TANT N MM 3 5650° s Q407 N2 1 NEEEE | 52K
B H<OEHENERON INER (INCFEHNVOVE Q- BERERHVENK LR EHALOME R
%H%hé&%?%o@o DA MM SHIE OB EHHIQN A KK T AN T N QIURIVIED H {50 Q
PR aNS SO KR <QEHVINHECKENHY M WIEKRV SN IAKIKRTANT NQEMES N
& R0 2118 0 L0

AHSHOBRADRD « TARBETHKRHON N NBHEFKOREE REHHEVLS OV I05.080 THK
EE, BROKEEEKNL AN RPORH5° D& WP OB OBERIIVERLSeHSO0QR
KR BROVIERUEEOSIV IR WOENERERRQ N NNRQN N SRENES S ERVO VR
0T B SRIER S0 DV D 8 SN BRVEEREYREDR0N VST SRR RN L0’
(I RROY-<m | HmMERE)

Abi:41(5-6-240) 2286



BUBZaYART 47 y¥arOilts

-
18

T A Y A iR

(=) Q= SREIEE Hy oW AXoREEHLURDEN I oaKAYANT N QB LRHS "HREE, VEDM

55 QP00 QIKBEEAEI 21 2907 BT SR80 TR MK 4m—EEK, (REREREO | | mi <
RIS e 240 | O | 21 1) WERE OV FEEED i 0 QR R S SEH MR L R
o TR<UEEE | SRS BKEE  FSER TR R 1 S kA KON SR o
AR AKOVIL K K - 8 - BHTRHO! I Im® B9 o MERERE KT | SOFK KH|
401 Ot | KON EB O\ ERIKEIN + % 3 == ORI OO -8 - BRI R KRl 1 1im° &
HETERIEH R RN | m | MK MK | 460 | 1R ES OV CERE WHESRKOERT—, 2l
i KRB xR | << ®BIR | - GUET N | I W 5080 TS TR
(QESTREHRER T VEH <M | <O MK | SHPK) LRE O\ SEBE. 3§ =< EpR<ne O
£ B<ESVESEHONTRONIQRENR IV 1) Qs SEERMIHER O )08 1.0 gEEE
00° MREIE TN HEE VRO BERITA VR U N v © ERE RNt CHETNO | Om§E

() American Law Institute, Restatement of the Law of Conflict of Laws, Sec.56-73 (1934).
{*) American Law Institute, Restatement of the Law Second, Conflict of Laws 2d, Chapter 3 (1971).

(=

) See also American Law Institute, Restatement of the Law Second, Foreign Relations Law of the United States,
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(=) American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co., 160 Fed. 184, 185-187 (S.D. N. Y. 1908); 166 Fed. 261, 262-263 (2d. Cir.
1908); 213 U. S. 347, 354-355(1909).

(2) 160 Fed.184(S.D.N.Y.1908); 166 Fed. 261 (2d. Cir.1908); 213 U.S. 347 (1909).

(=) 213 U.S. 347, 355-359 (1909).
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&) 20 F.Supp. 13, 14 (S.D.N.Y.1937).
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() BRIV TN KLl U S8 N+ —p N DY 22 NEKERMUNES 2 OD% Dy 2N NERHM
PSS 5 O P KRR oo ME R DRI (AN )°
(&) “Any suit, action or proceeding under the antitrust laws against a corporation may be brought not only in the

judicial district whereof it is an inhabitant, but also in any district wherein it may be found or transacts business;
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and all process in such cases may be served in the district of which it is an inhabitant, or wherever it may be
found.”

D) DA QRN O S R (R) KR

(8) United States v. Aluminum Co.of America, 20 F.Supp.13, 16 (S.D.N.Y.1937). v Q&EEVOW Tauza v.
Susquehanna Coal Co., 220 N.Y.259 (1917) @B RS 20R7 WOl 0 S v E” REEIREE’

(&) Id, at 19.

(XV) Id., at 19-20

(&) United States v. Aluminum Co. of America, 44 F.Supp. 97, 280-281 (S.D.N.Y.1941).

() Id, at 281-286.

() 148 F.2d. 416, 439-443 (2d. Cir. 1945).

() Id,, at 443-444.

(F) WLRNS R () QXEHRES

() ANEFIHR | BEVOY KERNSOREOMINHSHRIWKIIONLS
N = FE-0 AERHH QIR EHN R HHOIMHS WK R WO VERROW S0
FORER 0D A2 U0 ¢ A0 R1950° RN oo R

(2) IN=FHBRS% “Conflict of Laws”V S+ mEENESD IRV OIVKIEONS EBROZMS5° O
&7 CUNEFEEN 2 MPEFK (8RN e) MR IV THORENR P M, VR LV HDEEREY O

fROM 50000 &Q7 W QWERNVOVE NREH, VINWMER PPEKA—m—" L2 OML ORI VOV K

EASM 30288 MFSHFELRSME #i | BRELSL O NVEREDUe°

) INEHBEE VOEREVOW #RNRIRN ¢ TAREHEFHRORD N 300 WOBIIR RO NRIRN %
ARBEFEK LR SV RAIQIEHIR B0 KEFEZ M R 5 WHRH O VRSN Q1R 0n°

(Z) 0o S0 TEOEIRES ) (allegiance) V32 KHFH QBT & 040 natural allegiance S{E# ME 0 20° Black’s
Law Dictionary, 4th ed. (1951), at 99. See also Blackmer v. United States, 284 U.S. 421, 436 (1932). i 28" N

PRLLT PO | EENOWE
7 KHEPE XenKoHOHIDER
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NN X MBI SR DO R AIRK MR K FARTEON I o XIRTANT NS KEAFHE QI WEEH VOV OUR N
KHE LR @ BRI EE v O DR S BRI () 840w SR

(R) INEFER VOREUOWV #i XN — X I SEPEEFR D 500 O O ST BRI ofRE
R INEFEE 8 KREHS KRR N AU ERTREON 250° RN A0 TN R AVELLI NSRS
EHLTIORN R I VERH NN R (TR DK QBHER QKB LR O NEFER -V VORKI OO
"NV QESEENGEM T ¢ WEHEN T IR T AN TN WEERe ) R0 ) Restatement, supra note (2), at 97
-08. WO WM R N0 BEOESRENEN 1Kk TN T NIl HHMEQIIERHD e I
St 0% (Id, at 98.)" &3 KRN ONR I WVERDNEHERN S EHAQEERH L O RO RigE
ReaU X462 Q% HEEGRHEMOOKESN § N T AN T NN BRI 0 28 Q i

() INEFHR KENDOIVE CR<QUIEHNEBROS SHMRVIEDNT DR MiFQK-HITEHEL R LRH<S
EREAR<CIBHE NS SLLEAR<LRLCH<CEEINEH M INZSN UV VOB SIS N 1 2K
NS RAN TN N 0 DN FE938° Scheer v. Rockne Motors Corporation, 68 F. 2d. 942, 943-944 (2d. Cir. 1934).
(mD” Ko RWEQERZOLLS S VOW I CHOKON) NMRNSeN {NCFTHEmESNEN NN
BEXEORRR KESKTRAERPEMR4DOREK4o-, TH<SIERRR<SIEVE | Pt VS IR
BN UL NN NEREEVXIER0R 0 ¢ a0 A RS O a6 491 0n°

(B) £ —<4AXFEHOREHEEHE Y DS E” G. K. Reiblich, The Conflict of Laws Philosophy of Mr. Justice Holmes,
28 Geo. L.]J. (1939), at 1-23.

(&) Ia, at 7.

D) EYISHER T EHEHIX QLB L BKLHE N -2 VD v IREHEH R E e ) 4 N NERER | EQHERKLUEROV S
#£° 194 U.S.120, 125-6 (1904).

() Id., at 126. -

(B) #—<XFEHZ XA v2—BEFHKNE | 5 “obligation” MW" “obligatio” ) 5 N NERE Oy 5 £2°
Davis v. Mills, 194 U.S.451, 453 (1904); Old Dominion Steamship Co.v.Gilmore, 207 U.S.398, 405 (1907).
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Ehrenzweig, supra note (7), at 10-11 n. 16 44500 223Nk NFEQ “obligatio” SR & #KIE S “obligation” 6 o -2~
RIS AR O 30 500 £ 40 004000 VEIEE AU S 00°

() #—<XFHOREHHER V-2 OHERLEZOWV 304" TERIPE | (vested rights) SEEVE IV IR £ —
SNKEFEMINRE 900 TENESOEE, (right created) #4213 TFERHM S QB (created liability) AR Y W 5°
Davis v. Mills, 194 U. S. 451, 454 (1904). Cf. Beale, supra note (12), at 105-113; Reiblich, supra note (50), at 6-7.

(B) XAK™—WEFTHIEN Davis v. Mills, 194 U. S. 451, 454 (1904); Western U. Teleg. Co. v. Brown, 234 U. S. 542,
547 (1914); Deutsche Bank Filiale Nurnberg v. Humphrey, 272 U. S. 517, 519 (1926); Zimmermann v. Sutherland, 274
U.S. 253, 255 (1927).

(17) XA~ hETERANRE Y Vo QD Farmers Loan & T. Co. v. Minnesota, 280 U. S. 204, 217 (1930). stV 2 i ~s0”
& & B3R (obligations) R EE M DRI 1 4 0 W0 2 0IRD W 2 22 F@H (creation) f 28 &8~ B6BS (recognition)
AN S 500 THEIEER (debt) B WHNVEDUSHNUD WRNERP O & OEEV O W HEEBRL OO
R SN0 Q MO BERIUST 20 RONN FUS oS5,

(&) See also Walsh v. New York & N.E.R. Co., 160 Mass. 571 (1894) (a fundamental difference of policy); Polson v.
Stewart, 167 Mass. 211 (1897) (policy for an exception); Cuba R. Co. v. Crosby, 222 U. S. 473, 478 (1912) (a limit of
policy); Oceanic Steam Nav. Co.v.Mellor, 233 U.S. 718, 732 (1914) (the domestic policy).

T) KA R —HEFTEOD EEQ NI KD NN S SR R BT RHEIRBEOME RS DE-PEKNR
o iR QKR 2L 6 S IR D Q48507 KIS M N e B — R QBEGVEIN N 5 R BRI 2 8° 194 U
S.120, 128 (1904). #$42" Oceanic Steam Nav. Co. v. Mellor, 233 U.S. 718 (1914) ©o 22" #KEFIH 1 A R4 O L -HITHE
mEHNE O S KESEFEERMN -2 VO VvEHEHEERRRRLOoLN® RN O SR HE TEHNHEECHR
H W= ETH01 o | VRIKEI~° See also Western U. Teleg. Co. v. Brown, 234 U. S. 542, 547 (1914). (mHEEL’
B4 O WER N2 VNV VRN D RRFHWEE O W 530 008 nw N0 —MEELR SR | EHEN
BN 0—BEFASOWKVIE | LR VOHNEBVE VRN OxHEMRDIS N - D —MESENRKN NSV
B SHENEEAL SOV MR OREERAE V0 &1 —THNE O Cuba R. Co. v. Crosby, 222 U.
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£ S. 473, 479 (1912). See also Aslanian v. Dostumian, 174 Mass. 328 (1899).

2) Bodt’ H(B)UEDOSNTED 2% -0y O S WELESHROEMORE OGS R O 1° 80’ 1
S SREEC R TETECHER HILE SHBEMKE e 8~ —Cuba R. Co.v.Crosby. 222 U.
S. 473, 478 (1912) — EIH X~ X4 O MW F D P e L 7 THIEE Q BFIE RN 0 D 5 0 —Deutsche
Bank Filiale Nurnberg v. Humphrey, 272 U. S. 517, 520 (1926). AUt 5 {0 38e° See also Zimmermann v.
Sutherland, 274 U.S.253, 255 (1927). D&% O I #(B) LEDO QL4 S EHOEBEWHEY S NEDSH
MmN REERECIS NS S°

(2) Walsh v. New York & N.E.R.Co., 160 Mass.571 (1894).

Q) Davis v. Mills, 194 U.S. 451, 453 (1904).

(8) Cuba R. Co.v.Crosby, 222 U.S. 473, 478 (1912).

3) McDonald v. Mabee, 243 U.S.90, 91 (1917). ®¥#=%" BFESN I xKKYANT N UEA LS VR0R" mKE i
BEER PN I oKk a N m )\ QIRIVED ©49:0° WIEIHRE® See also Lamer v. United States, 240 U.S.
60, 64 (1916) ——E3H (R) HRE®

'3) See also Reiblich, supra note (50), at 6.

(8) Davis v. Mills, 194 U.S. 451, 453 (1904). See also Polson v. Stewart, 167 Mass. 211 (1897).

(85) Cuba R.Co.v.Crosby, 222 U.S.473, 479 (1912).

B) 234 U.S.542, 547 (1914). wriodd” 42— SNEEIR G -2 K X —EdEFH R+ Cuba R. Co. v. Crosby, 222
U.S.473 (1912) RrEEsU QY 500 M Amho s 5° #4097 4 — SR EH R ORI EEEMR QWIK O Walsh v. New York
& N.E.R. Co., 160 Mass. 571 (1894) X458 5" Phillips v. Eyre (1870) L.R.6 Q. B. 1, 28, 29 #hr®0mrE D8R0 KS 6
AN 550° TR0 587 o KEH T MBFRCREVER SN S0 &2 0R85° O/DT wRRVAPEONY
2 NRFTEOMER - PRBEWHKEK (transitory cause of action) R¥FES | ENRKIWV MBS TN -
0=l g NI SV REHEIECRE VL S B OV I 0" B Q£ T L A0 &8 5 00 287 3T
ik Nl = EEoP ERPR EE N OB ESRN £ SRS 4 SF - Stmpuck ~aPIE R gl (A SRS HAQIPNER NEER A SE SO

&
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D) BH—SNKEFEHE KN cx—EEFHY R S TERIREICEE, (the place of the wrongful act) VY 50°
194 U.S.120, 126 (1904). See also Cuba R. Co.v.Crosby, 222 U.S.473, 478 (1912). "$#=mWH, (wrong) AR~ EH<
N2 8OV QR DR (KT BEMIXLM) B4DTUMR N e-2 Q00 Y QUG (KB
SER I S ~—Black’s Law Dictionary, 4th ed. (1951), at 1788. —— X X & — LT 3 ¢ 0 L L EREHEE
BORERAOW KEER D O8N Bt o R0 EDT MR e4nN GRERMEIN O SR 1
ML HEF OIS N T KINTANT NNE WY L U AKIR N RIS BEMH(K) 2

() ¥ —<XFHD VOHER VDY HOFTHVHN AXoRN « LAABETHITEIW 3000 HER hx=
RN LANBETK L RITOHNOEL LRI -2Q BN R210° £18° THE WM INCFHUSOM N0
SR IR OREVOVmEN S 5:0° ERH(R) fE°

(R) BEH(S) 840w S K HBRE®

Q) SPvRBRKTECRCeREOIWE INAFEHE HERELIMO 0% — > =0 P MVBETEEK— TR QKT
KON The James M’'Gee, 300 F. 93, 96 (S. D. N. Y. 1924)——" "&£, Direction der Disconto-
Gesellschaft v. U.S. Steel Corp., 300 F.741, 744 (S.D.N.Y.1924)—" Wm0V ERY W I85°

() Guiness v. Miller, 291 F. 769, 770 (S.D.N.Y.1924).

() M= NEHEFTHIZTR The James M'Gee, 300 F.93, 96 (S.D. N.Y.1924) (the original of copies); Direction
der Disconto-Gesellschaft v. U.S. Steel Corp., 300 F.741, 744 (S.D.N.Y.1924) (rights and duties similar); Scheer
v. Rockne Motors Corporation, 68 F.2d. 942, 944 (2d. Cir. 1934) (the standard for its own legal consequences).

(£2) Direction der Disconto-Gesellschaft v. U.S. Steel Corp., 300 F. 741, 744 (S.D.N.Y.1924).

) 100 F.2d. 367, 368 (2d.Cir.1938). < N=FEE +0 OR | KEEHS KR T 41N EDKITEIW 550° v
Mo <8 v QEHR LRSS iv-2" B L BEEHVEEVOW N KR T AN T N LEB0°  Restate-
ment, supra note (2), at 77-78. EO" RIEWEMEVONN I SIKIKTANT NSRS BREBHE ML 50DV 0 QL8 10°
N FMIaR & - O & Kilpatrick v. Texas & P. Ry. Co., 166 F. 2d. 788, 791 (1948) e’ ME<LBu-»2v -0 TR
Ty OMDRBLOS I VONO" st OB NYE L SIS HHEREN O S e—lE FlhEsL3miE
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ke — FRERCOMPE STER -2V N S 5:0°, See also Blackmer v. United States, 284 U. S. 421, 437 (1932). =X
HS)PREE 89" INZFHD N2> NHEFTHKLRI WV TN KR4 XN = KH B (R) RRE

- — POV IR WOHHEN O SR RRH(F) M :

TR =0 ESHEE ORI R R MR ENREE LS 0T XERTE L 8500 2 ERIES ENQE LB 0
L0407 INEFHSRER ey Fluge ¢ witHOKKR LEIFHHOBMEVEE OV SR s Qvmh
HHEHUOImEHI 90 20 P NEEBRK-BICRHSEERL R SV « 2 SINHRRHOVP RS DRBZ OV =
2GR HEEEKRICEES810° Guiness v. Miller, 291 F.769 (S.D.N.Y.1924). ) QEpiS-HiohN g 3’
o —NEHHE BUERSKENRQ0VIW EOEENMNE SN Hicks v. Guiness, 269 U.S. 71, 80-81 (1925). D&
D H— KT OEEN <00 BIDE RN EE SR E 1400 VR R 0IRIN 2 10+ 4 L IR QIR H A §
g0l 2 ¢ OFER RRRMEEUIN VNN RYWQEAILRT & 8.0407 o 2 gk Wsim i
#8:° Deutsche Bank Filiale Nurnberg v. Humphrey, 272 U.S. 517, 519-520 (1926); Zimmermann v. Sutherland, 274
U.S.253, 255-256 (1927).

®) E.M. Dodd, The Power of the Supreme Court to Review State Decisions in the Field of Conflict of Laws, 39
Harv. L. R. (1926), at 537.

2) #—4XFER" United States v. Thompson, 257 U. S. 419, 432 (1922) ¥R 3V KOy~ W 50° Tt
RREH# LTS | BEEH (general maritime law) 4450 ¢ M0 Q10 VLG S QIRT W R I KEN O S HERZL
BROEHUVINRA—AWELHL MHSR—Q | B VN EVIT O L %488 57

&) D.F.Cavers, Comment: The Two ”Local Law” Theories, 63 Harv. L. R. (1950), at 832

(%) 30 F.2d.600, 603-604 (2d.Cir. 1929). .

(&) o Zm T4 VB DT NVH ] KRR O L0 SER RN QW —IRRH (D) E— e
v R REEERH O RN R DK Q ¢ i b -0 Q VBB ¢ 20T 100°

(B) NRREOW £—IKFHCREMNEEN 0801 FTHHENSoRHORIEHE vOuuHIlFORTIENL S

LeeS P’ WRRIMIENL AR S TEEKD NEPH S S B KR A WRERI0 L e 80 BRI (R)
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() oo SIWEDRE B INEEHN S0 KR T LX) X QTR 02" [EOHBENTE 1) VR A
0% BSR40 A=Y NMNREFEKV R | KEEH S KR x DN AHIER D KIHKRTEL S SRS —iF
FH (L) EE—" N2 NN KO R KHE O RTEUS M S8 S —RRE(R) —" DONG M iR
KHESEKRHBON 1K TANT AL Koh—K {IvHEFKS N BIKE 5 RUEFEOEE R0 A
Mo BRDDOSNSNE Ss” Q40 SEEWAB VR0 Vs BEN NDELNE RN T XK Y
™M MO\ (jurisdiction over acts) ) REEROS LM VNBLOL 0% IR | KEEHS ORT-X N~ HIHER 4D NIXN <2
——Restatement, supra note (2), at 87. HoREE°

() C. A. Wright/A. R. Miller/E. H. Cooper, Federal Practice and Procedure, § 3801 (1976), at 5.

(88) Id., §3818, at 107.

(&) DMAKKYANT NFGEQOERE Q00 N 7 —2" IRNEQITH 8.0 10 R WIIEE L 3 080K (the place
where that authority may be exercised) @ 0° Id,, § 3801, at 5.

(8) DREOW DNATLAH] 1R ~00 BIH< SHHNERTRORIER vOFNR I VRSN vl
£ 88 5% REERIEE R X b L E-HRKIN R S THKM, (extraterritorial service) Tt VR A050° Id,,
§ 3818, at 110. See also Eastman Kodak Co.v. Southern Photo Materials Co., 273 U.S. 359, 374 (1927).

(&) St.Louis S. W.R.Co.v. Alexander, 227 U.S.218 (1913); International Harvester Co.v.Kentucky, 234 U.S.579
(1914); Washington-Virginia R. Co.v. Real Estate Trust Co., 238 U.S.185 (1915).

&) 220 N.Y. 259 (1917); 227 U. S. 218, 226-227 (1913); 234 U. S. 579, 583, 585, 587 (1914); 238 U. S. 185, 186, 190 (1915).
See also Green v. Chicago, B. & Q.R. Co., 205 U.S. 530, 532-533 (1907). .

(F) BRHEI) « (2) 84DV 20 QX hRee

(&) "X2RN  CARBETEKRON 1 NEER IFEELR I VR OS8R TEOR (catch) s N3 ERE ve
SO BB U SR K—IXFHE” Michigan Trust Co. v. Ferry, 228 U. S. 346, 353 (1913) 48 37
KON W 50° T<UERQHBAON TN Ta N T NI W< MED HENQKNMEOLQNELROW
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RVZR N W AHE LA HENSQERNPVD S0 DR WOBRRBRMNIEH.D & ORSHIEELIr QHIM 2
A 0 HER A S rQIRAT 3682 AT R E O 2 OHPORIB LN A XKW T AN TN RE IR JMEFER N
S RYETE PRV TR N I KR TANT NE NS O W 30 EMEWELH IV ERENEECRRW
TUh oW 50°
R) 45 F.2d. 139, 140-141 (2d.Cir.1930). R {N2F@HR K428 5:0° MERK (capias) M
3 BFIERRPCEPEEIIORKEEDY SRR EEED wRRERY ERRMU S eRE R0, RN
(8) REHI) »808z°

(3) 326 U.S.310, 316 (1945). X-—NE@HE KSunNEY Y 50° TRKEN 0N T<FHK (Gudgment in per-

sonam) WEREFEQN I KK YAMNT NS RAIC<HL TP OEKSERL-DVD IV I SNE OV BFER
SEFREMSN I oK TANT NTHRDeEORIFR” <L NEER - IR O SIEHHEIE R O £2° e D e
BE QN R OMERE (capias ad respondendum) RRIFFESKETHM LIV OEORKOERENE M VY LORY
O O LM EENRIE N S O VR U 20 0 KO VN DS o dt.Qs0” BUTVE<THNEY DQ0 N Q18
DOREGHHPOEHRNRIES M IO RLE RHOEHSR THEROSN I N - NAT R DRSSO B,
DSBS S HMEHER Y | NOBHEROEEYME O I 0N URe’, KEXKOKHERHDVORSTES
BENOIVE BEZKE "Th 1o R QD OEEHG ORFTFETH T, BREM 1 1K | == | 114300
A0 = -0 B

() N TES” D —RHDOERKNHONL 200 FHEM(B) () 846D 5240 S4-HhEE°

(R) B HEKREHS AT -X N 2K GIMESKE) K401 E¥ (KREPREHEN I KK TANT NG
ER) #08E° Restatement, supra note(3), at 10, 105.

&) MEEEXSEAN O S VE FHIE TREIFENE PR EARERESCHRNEE,, = #0<n ir BRI = - g

(§) B3 E{KEIND « IHPAEN « S LE TEIERENEAS; (| R<PH) BR[| & () 11KVl 8” TRR
W, QEH VOV NRANNBER IFEKRESHD ORI VOBEIBK R R e°
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The Concepts of “Jurisdiction”

in American Conflict of Laws Theories
—— Alcoa Case Revised —-

Yasuhiro OKUDA*

I Introduction
II Precise Description of the Cases
1 American Banana
2 Alcoa-Part ]
3 Alcoa-Partll
Il Legislative Jurisdiction
1 Conflict of Laws Theory of Justice Holmes
2 Conflict of Laws Theory of Judge Learned Hand
IV Judicial Jurisdiction
V  Conclusion

“American Banana” and “Alcoa”, both are often cited as leading
cases of the “extraterritorial application” of the American antitrust laws.
But they have been scarcely analyzed from the view of the jurisdiction
concepts which were popular at the time of the judgments. These
concepts are very different from those we have now for the modern
conflict of laws theories.

The jurisdiction was then territorial in the very nature of things,
because it arised through the mere presence of a person within the
territory. If the act of the person affects seriously another sovereign, the
court should deem the place of consequences as one of his presence.
While the act is more and more important than the presence of a person,
the concepts of jurisdiction have been changed radically. Namely the
jurisdiction is no longer territorial, because it works not over persons,

*Professor of Law, Hokkaido University
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but over acts. The court need not therefore the fiction of the presence.

The same applies to the difference between “American Banana”
and “Alcoa”. Justice Holmes thought that the jurisdiction of the place of
consequences is very exceptional, because he needed the fiction of the
presence of persons. On the other hand Judge Learned Hand thought that
it is very ordinary, because he accepted the concept of jurisdiction over
acts, and because acts in broader sense include not only the conduct, but
also the consequence.
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