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— 5 T B X VA 2 I A8 ST AN TR I (B 2010 AEAN E K P Bl E NS ) FATCA) , 55—
J7 T o A% 45 1 At g LA A i 2 v b (BB 4n 5 [ ) o BRI B 2 8 I B PR HE M ) . 55K
PR AR L 3% & M A4k S T e “ K B 57 (Long Arm Jurisdiction) ¥ 28, 24 9F 16 e # fE
B 5 1 o |l ) A7 5 PR R B R ) F i 25 B A A TR0 S A T X RN R B 1k o R A
WM, 2D
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R, ARl B Sl R AE R UFIA . 2013 4 7 H e E S AR EIHE I E A A, 1
BAEARMGT 51 T AMIX R FIRNT Z RE, F5E E,2004 4F 11 H 96 k= 5,
PG A ERERE P EALE A RERNN D PEILE R AU RN ESR . M9 E45E
B AT XER 4518 . AN AN I . TF 76 42 3K P S8t = o th 257 ks 9 o 1 ol 2RI R S A 56
= E kAR 2 Gy TR 56 R R B i B

HET I, 5836 B LA REUE XV A 2 25 ik 30 3 00 0 S0 B, e 1) R R B VR B X T 4%
2 5 ER U R &R I Sy v [ 3 4R v i B R PR AL AR R XU R S5
ORI E R E LS TAEET RN, ASCRI, EFEREVF 2T U LIRS RIFHZ
IR, 8 B R B e v B (B e 125 6 ) IS e T 25 ] s A e A D) R R R 1 R
WM RA R A s e S . TEIER AR L BB Sl — 2 i T R R SR 4R X
X 3R i PR A

— 3% E e ik B w) Ik sw ] A A ]

(— ) BRHEEN

BBRTERE R VRRG A RS A A E R X B R BEA TN, RENEERUAL
Z 4 H I KL (Subject Matter Jurisdiction) A1 X} A4 #8 4 (Personal Jurisdiction) , £ R
FURIR T LT EE N A BRI AL, B W R R E A (i
B VRIS M BE YOG R ORI BE N B 4 TR R R 4R 2 VR A B RAA (AR A
BE S IFAE B A 2 AR 55 1 e i AL 5 H SR 5 8 b 48 BB AL (Territorial Jurisdiction)
BRARAE— B, DAR S Ry A & Mk Be 2 8] L C 3 O [E 5 [ A B = (8] 43 P m) kAT, ©)

{23 See Sher v. Johnson, 911 F. 2d 1357, 1361 (1990).

(33 (WL« N« HFARFE (RFIFLE JRIE LS55 HEEIREE ) AR AR L b B BUL KA
Rt 2004 4E R, BT 558,

C4) e 2 e 0 e 0 45 TR T 404 B T XoF B Ak 5 1 5% A0 1) 9 45 b A Ak TR R I R R DN 0
fH”,See Asahi Metal Indus. Co., v. Superior Ct. of Cal., 480 U.S. 102, 115 (1987).
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XF N B R A 8 4 WU £ i B e 125 B SOBE L IX 4 3 3k 7 58 AL (General Jurisdic-
tion) FIRRIE & FEAL (Specific Jurisdiction) , MR PEE Sk E Fral (L RE MR ER
F o Ik g AT DA AT {0 0k 4 AR AL, C0 ) BINE B AT X B 9 AT AT 22 1 AT A AL, TR iR R
A5 5 P et R AR ORI, 6 AR A SR AR R A 2 AN B 2 () I R A B — e AR,
W) B2 AT 3 12 8 10 A A5 AT I RR IR A AR AL

XFNERER R EE MR R E LS U B ERT S E YR, IS Y
P AR R ZFALAT B A= fiw s B DI =7, C7 0 FUA Y P 55 vk B st A7 78 e A PR S 1) 4
il s AR PR B 5 AN 43 6 B A AN W) 780 D0 B R D B AN R I 1 e A R C 80 DT AN B 1
2 P F D00 S S5 T SO G AT LK AT e N R AL, R, 38 R A vk S R Bk
U A5k B b 2 R B R 200Gk B B A PR B . K R T B I PR B K R (Minimum
Contacts) J5U U T AT (4 4 FEALURERR W KB ERA  EEFZ MBI G A X TREEREN
B o B AT AR B B PR LR R 7 AR X e SO A 5 RS 14 B IERER
CTEYARFERAE Y . HUE A RE R SN Ok RS R AR R R AR R T — 1R
W EW B AR UE TR B R S AT A IE SR AR T I Y R R B AR R R
SR 4 PR 5G9 Bl M BT N BB IR R R ML R = AR, C9

B E RN A T — R F Gk Be iy A e A BT B 0 A R A B e fiBR R R
RUPTHE AT, 7E 2011 4F 6 H 27 H R P FHOC R s A 45 R v, s s ik Be 4 A LA 6 L 3
M — R E A B TR VR SR L HE B TR 20k B SE R P aE A BTk 37 (Stream of
Commerce) #IU , BR 47 T 3 [ 75 B 6F [ A1 il 38 57 00 487 A . AR 8 Rl o 7 R ol 3 7o 4% o
B TR — R A6 B T S e 5 8 B I 20 R 2 L 7 i 2 e 8 B R A At I ELR Y
AT DA 3032 7 it T BB 23 0k e O 2 T 2 R s EO EE &R 5 R E & M A BT
Hefi AR T RARMREERE R . AR m kLA . BIR R 7R 5 e 58 14 B IE R AE
F IE Y FR 5 25 R i 7 LT SR A A IE 2 0 OR 3K B0 B R AU SR p R, (10

(Z)ERERAE

BB A BEEEAUT A R R il DL A2 56 [ AR n AR B 0 B R 9 0 ME TR T i R
TR —EAWMIKRR, TERE ROl iE 6 E kA, ¥ X3k AR niE fas ), 7E it [a) #

{53 See Bauman v. DaimlerChrysler Corp., 644 F.3d 909 (9th Cir. Cal., 2011).

(63 FRIZEE B R, Rop ik e & 2014 4F 1 A 14 B RS EBAE S MBS 9 7 8 A 8 G
RO Z N, TS LR I BE DA A ] 3 B Y B A R R S REAL B R RIE R E Y B A
T TE I FF Rl 55, T Gl 55 X6 F 8 5 A R T AR R EE, BB ST )R AN 4 A R St A L PR O R Y
BT AR AR . IR SCRE T s R BE RN T 24518 . See Daimler Ag V. Bauman Et Al,
644 F. 3d 909.

{73 Sece International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 326 U.S. 310 (1945).

{81 Sece World-Wide Volkswagen Corp. v. Woodson, 444 U.S, 286, 292 (1980).

€91 M0 « N« FRASE, BT (37, 5T 558,

(10)  Sece J. Mclntyre Machines Ltd. v. Nicastro, No. 09-1343 (U.S., 2011) & Goodyecar Dunlop Tires
Operations, S.A. v. Brown., No. 10-76 (U.S., 2011).
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L UTR R A B« HEBR 38 4h i B R (Presumption Against Extraterritoriality) (13T 4 3 #5
FHEA AN ALET

2010 £ 6 A 24 H ., Fem B YL — 2R B B9 5 XX Morrison v. National Australia Bank
% (“Morrison Z7)AME A & A AERF T T HRERE— AU PE A SCHF IR A = 44 ORI
P R R E B IRAE 27 1 T R URAL. TEFI e h, Scalia ¥ B EH T “HEER BUANE H 7.
ARV BRAR A BB R I AR R B E Sk HE A TRES - EEZ R, #
B N R L HOE AT E SR BRAE S B R Gk R R BRSO 1) R B
KA I 1934 FEQIESR AE 55 5 )55 10 (b) 2% B SCE LA % vk 25 e 1 s S A itk d # v
B0 E Y E A AT IR A E A B . Scalia ¥ B 48 ML) T 2 B 78 UE 55 5 AT 2 8
14T R 5 AR AE” (G EESMIE SR IR VA B URAL R AR 7E 38 B b (12 g, (19D

Morrison %8 #3532 Wi 3 AR PR 3 UE 25 VR A S, 2010 4F 9 H 28 H BRI A — i [0l 2 B AR
H e I R MR HE B 35 8 AR 8 VR 52 i RIS 2 27 ) ( The Racketeer Influenced
and Corrupt Organization Act,“RICO k™) QO RIE T 4MT R . ZE R4 Norex 2y
Al — K WMB WA A A IR WSS 5 T U AR 2 R ) B Al Y
WVE NPT R s R L FE HEAT H TR, 35 iR 247 AT 6 RICO R E U IRTE”,
A4 W42 R R A RV DRk DL R . R 1 B R 5 Morrison R A0H —#. —H L BLIA
R BT R G bR AR R VRAR AT O K2 R AR TEE A, R B X I IR B ARA T
YR BE I Sy [ RS SR 45 T R TE) AR L IR R 1 — Ak B A RICO S EmiE HE T
SRR [a] 8T AR 4 AR AL )8, JF B T RICO 3 22 3 A 2238 Wi iy Bl Ak 38 2 I B A 2 48
Ji & fRsR , C17

2013 4£ Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Petroleum Co.%& (“Kiobel ™)/, fx & ke B E— 4,
R b A HE B S5 Ah i AR B4 T 3 T (O E AR AL ) (Alien Tort Statute) , 180 5 2Z Fif
22460 FE L . % R 8 X BN R AU VB = s R 2 A D% I AR G AR T i —
g3 Forp 3 R 56 TAT B K5 R RE AR R Sk e B T T S B i [

(113 See for example, EEOC v. Arabian Am. Oil Co.. 499 U.S. 244, 248 (1991).

(121 Sce Foley Bros. v. Filardo, 336 U.S. 281, 285 (1949).

(133 RIEFTH 55 MR (Conduct and Effects Test) , 38 E ¥k B 1T DL §E & A 7F 38 B 58 9 /Y IE 7= #XVE
1128, LA R R A7 26 B AMER R 23 % H 3 iU 2248 WU 3 52 W M IE - BRVEAT R .

(14 S FpifE (Transaction Test) 238 .1934 FFGEHFRL S EIZ O RBTVESH % 10(b) F{UiEH
TAESEE B NIEAZ BT B IE S M58 5 MR IE R 7 SE EEE N 32 5

(153 See Morrison v. National Australia Bank Ltd., 130 S. Ct. 2869 (2010). T & WEL T : “ 36 EHUF I B
SN Gy URBURT 7 - IEZF T 4 4002011 456 11 3.,

(163 RICO % %2 & —#F E 2 & XA 20 SUAL 3R 1% 2l in 2 ) 571 A0 42 v R S35 B8t 19 28 B IR IR % AR 1970 4F
(CHABULIRERIEE DS 901 () £ HIE . HEW RN T ERHLULIR ERES T ZHRAB LK =F0EE
Zr A5 T Y SRV 2% R B A R 4 A R R I R VE BT R R R XA 4 R R I 2R .

(173 See Norex Petroleum Ltd. v. Access Industries, Inc., 07-4553-CV (2d Cir. Sept. 28, 2010).

(181 Sce Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Petroleum Co.., 133 S. Ct. 1659 (2013).
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o 3ok KO0 7 2 R RO s @44 SRS A AL B T 55 B RAA R A s O HE AT R £
BB ES (BN B SNSRI EN AR X — S PR 4R IR AU 5 B A R X I AR AT
W . BN SO Kiobel 227 36 [ & P 51 19 4 180 2 1 ok BT 38 706 19 56 491 Morri-
son . HRBERR,

(Z)VHMEERAR

XF T AR B AN E RO B e W B M B A T BR 46 R AU T RE A PR AL LR
] (Comity of Nations), 2004 4£f¥) F. Hoffman-La Roche Ltd. v. Empagran S.A.Z (“Empa-
gran )W kR / MV EE —B0A B (OConnor B EXRAE S S ZEMNITiE S5 0eE), /I
fEZEWT 17 R Gt /R 23 ) (“Sherman Act”) FF H % B P9 5 b 3 BB 3 . B Bk 45 52 5t 19 [ 2
A R R R R 6 E R B T R R AR EAMBE 5 K AEERNN E S e
] 9 B i A T 0 ] A1 58 4 O 9 1E 2 o, 119

X F 3 B RRBR (1 VR A TE 32X, 0 G638 2o X IR O B ST 2% 14 4 7™ A B SR OR PR 48 25 F N TR AR
2011 4E 6 H 20 H . fmiEBE LA 5 240 4 Z2 505 U Sl A BOE 5 A ZFE W E Lk /R
A 5T ) S R VA R BT . b A e R B O A A B S B R 5 — SR L T
B RETHEAVRAE B HROL X —FB)PEnE, ZEEEWE T 2R uFERNIrA Y48 #HEE
RIORE TAEM LoV 51 . NBGE 150 JT NZ AR, H e 1 e 22 500 I O Ji 25 95 R BB TE BIHR 7R
A — AR E W BALBUR ok A BT IR 7= A B AN RIE SR A 5 2 B R R ) —
BN BIAEAE” Z A — A SR A7 R 32, D 2 28 56 T R IA M UIE AR FF A (IR R
TP RN DB 23 45 () 3 6 T L[l 7 i R, (20

I A 2 3 A O A% SC S A PR 1 Y i R R 4 L IR R B LR . B RIALR B
FRIEZ —f 2 H B A s v . R B R AR AR B A B R FR AUAT L 3R R R — R
JE, (H 2 1984 4F (L FIIE S 271 5% (D F A H1 A . 23K B e, 55 B AL 5 f an SR 42
T EESPEE AN EZAIBE T LRRNAT N, 75 2007 ER KL FRLES,
BmiEBE Ll 7 A 1 S (Roberts WERA S HZEM WIS SHREOHER T T Rk BN
FIGe N A A0 2 AR S B X B R AR A 271 4% (D BT B
7o PR R s vl o B R B E AR T A R RSN E RN R HE LRI T
A ] IF BB A R R AT K TE TR 2 B 36 1 & ORI L B 340 aE R 2D
KBl 2004 4F 4 H R E LB, 5 AT 3 2 (Rehnquist LB R A S 5 IZEMHNITE S
TeE) K S E LA 18 g5 922 () (1) F M E MY ¢ 48 25 4 (I Wk 45 0 5 I AT 9% AE o] 3%
BE € IR B9 A FF A 2 AR O AR a0 R R IR AT B A — AR AR R Ao DL R T B 5E Y FR R
FE TE B 3 [k RE B RN . (22

(191 Sece F. Hoffman-La Roche Ltd. v. Empagran S.A., 542 U.S. 155 (2004).
(203 See Wal-Mart Stores v. Dukes, 564 U.S. __ (2011).

(213 See Microsoft v. AT& T, 550 U.S. 437 (2007).

(223 See Small v. United States, 544 U.S. 385 (2005).
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SRR E 58 4 R A TE A L T 5% L6451 5 O
5 AR RN A A T 56 [ YOS R G R &R ) BIAT
B | mElE. R EAEEREESNSENR
E R e ML YL 56 H B BRI A T
EAE S ERRIESE, HLZERNE
TN S0 5R 5 J 2B W vl g 12 ) B 3l I L
CERIEDE 271 4 (D RBEF AT .
(AR IE T8 e o B R i 3 v 1A%
iy A% B 20 O T A R L P S B R

F. Hoffman-La
Roche Ltd. v. | &Z&Hr fR4s | —BF&E
Empagran S.A.

Microsoft v. 32 SR
LA PR 4 7:1 ) P TE T A E T HoE & B9 s iR L A B
ATET HA%
M. RAESREE 64, mAEmE 8 X
R A RS 271 4 (D KT UL Y
W
3 E LA 18 i 922() (D & RLE Y
Small v. United fif S ST AR .
RS | R 5:3 ) FRRZE S RNGE M F 8 A B 2k g B E R
States A&

ZN

L %R BE S Y R B R B i — 2D o A

(—)HERRIBSME RRIE - ERERHSR W

B BETE Morrison 28 F1 Kiobel 58 b ] LA BR 45 f5k 7h 2] 2 52 PR BT 5% A 9 T2 22 HE BR 3
ShiE R XA T H B IR B AE T B ) 2 i Sk A R SOR A I L. AR AR
ZCTR AR 2 A E R AL R L B F . LA Kiobel 20 i, R4 i
EBE A BRI R F B WS — . {H Breyer 55 PUAL L E IR IA R 76 1% 5 P A HEBR 51
ShE AR BE”. ALATTIA D SR 3 ik B AN I S A PR R L ER OO R RS DI Y B —E
AN Ty RO E AL B R LR 5 AN BN U AR 27 PRIE 7 S A R Y [ PR 55 . 1789
[ el ik BB T AT a5 i AT O T R AT O TR 4 R 2 BN DL T Rk AR A SR TR I
b C230 (A AR BE VA4 W0 S B9 A7 D (ISR RE Fp ) RN R R BE 5 1789 4R i) 1 T 5
T o ME— B9 DA B AUTE T W AT 0 — ROk A T2 g b TR TR | B2 Fp AT o R AR TR

(231 See Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Petroleum Co.., 133 S. Ct. 1659(2013).
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—EREZ N, 20 R Breyer F 3k H BT L 4 I 78 B =i 2k Be R R i 10 (BLR 5 Sk
HBEAT B . AUAE Kiobel ZHNPE 5 KI5 , e oy 1k Bt B AR H o 25 75— 5 (O AR BUE ) A
KEYZRAE, 250 TATHT BT L 1% 5 AR AT AR OO E AR BOE ) B9 A 38 2 T e T R
B P R OR 4 AT L 28 ARG R RE 2 Breyer i B 7E LI UL AR IL IR~ . A B B AL 4 iy
TESEAE 5 AN E AR Y B AT AN T A 2 i il 22 19 G T 32 0

Morrison Z& v, “ fEBR A1 8 FI BB 59 0 AR R A . %258 . Scalia ¥ F 18 H AR #
T8 T Il gk B A B AT S SR AR e R Z LA A S R e . SR A Stevens ¥ E 1R H I
F7 7 WL (Concurring Opinion) H BT # I HEBR A& AR B8 B9 A TR B  HHEBR 592 X5 55 3¢
I 22 0 S e A AR Y Ak B P A 55 58 Tk BE B AT O 5 R AR MEIE TR A . AT R SR
PR IE R AR T AR RO R R LA % 56 O SOAMIE SR VR R T 0. 358 b R HE R A
i PR L™ 3 — 5 SCRER i) J5 DU &% A S BT R0 0 134 4 B 2 o Scalia 58 A T H O A 16 4%
“IE G AR UET T AR AT R 5 R bR E AN . 1934 AR CIE 55 58 5 15 ) I G TR S IR R FE T IRE
7 T 7E 35 [ B8 N B GIE 25 3K 525 56 10 (b) 28 90 AN G0 Bir A VAT O A VBT 8 SR 27
K ILHR AR R A 2 BNZ AR AE TR, (26 Ak X — HERT S A2 A AR R B S Z 18] Y
B340 53, C2ORN HEBR SR ATk e 7 B9 Sz H Y RTIE R AT B 7 M Ak B B

(e ot g 5, RS HEBR SR A 3 PR B TP 5 RS S ik [l e A, 280 fe i ik B MR JE— .
IR IZR B S AL S b AR AR A T R A R ) S 2B W B, 20 i vk
e s B Ve P b 2 2 AR B O A7 AR . B30 DR, B4 B 3R] SRR R Y B R84 245 5 #fE
R, L PP A HEBR SR AT P BB AR O T R VRO HLAR It — = Wi R AR ME A UL #E

(Z)AFEER"AM . ES5KE

B RERUI 0 B U8 1 2 S5 1) 1F 24 19 7k B B R IR A L (B E 2 I Bk BE OF R B OR A IE B 19k
BE . FRARFREE B A 5K Tk BE M A REAL . TEX PRSI R ME T A 240k
e X [ — S8 1 = A S AL LR NHORZ sl W RAT AR Z I A R B o T i L il o 2%
BEPERT B O A Ak Be AT kS U o (B JE PE 9% 100k Be AR AT BEAE 58 b IS PR B = SETRER &%

(243 I . Breyer B S M AR B EIT AR AN L. F oy BAELEET HIFER EEAER
KT B2 RN H b T B 00 A L 5T A R B LA™ ke U L TR AT O R R AR A I I A
BEX MR,

(25) See DaimlerChrysler AG v. Bauman, No. 11-965,9" Cir., 2013 WL, 1704716 (2013).

(261 See Morrison v. National Australia Bank Ltd., 130 S. Ct. 2869 (2010).

(270 MBS EEE T BT AR T&M B RE B SHVEY RAES: S8 % AR RN E
B XRMHAHLE Scalia I B N AR J BRI 2 MICHE S 38 5y ok )P 2 5 P 7R IR 2R SR S2 T R OVE L5 S5 IR AL

(28) 7R 19 A2, fe s i BE TR 08 FH 3 — M B R 1 18 OC i AL i 9 3 #h & Y . See The Apollon, 22
U.S. (9 Wheat.) 362, 370 (1824) (Story. J.) (customs laws) ; United States v. Palmer, 16 U.S, (3 Wheat.) 610,
630-32 (1818) (Marshall, C.J.) (piracy laws).

(293 Holmes % B4 M A American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co. 58 ", K5 (ifif /R € 55 ) 5938 78 = BB
TEEEBEN . See American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co., 213 U.S. 347 (1909).

(301  See for example, United States v. Sisal Sales Corp., 274 U.S. 268 (1927).
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T XL o gk BB R RUR U St B e A GO T ik B & R TR U7 8 5 BE (Forum
Non Conveniens) #80 , B} 4 155 BE N N IRIATE 57 — I Be 47 B il Y B, H e e — 1 8 FE AL
AR5 e 4E 46 17 1 45 AR A

A e 2 75 B 1947 4F Gulf Oil Corp. v. Gilbert S8 H 857 19 43 BT 5 12 1 Bt 26 X S (R4
AN 7 58125 Bt 3 M I 3 AT T 2D T 56— T e AR A I 2 R AR B 5 2 AR G
R FA A £ R B AN R 45 D3R . 920 TR E o 75 A7 TR 8 24 i =2 AUk B i 15 B 32 2 i 2
T AFTE AL BE AT AR J A 3R A1 21 ARt . BRAR 4 K 22 B0 S S IR ik Oy i A5 4R Ik 1 et
AN 3 [ AR AE 3843 GX AL 2 36 EE AR R W 5 1 AR 22 41 B I 25 AN G 7 B ek S R iy 2R RD
(B3 AN R G A1 12 Bt B A 4R A0 1 AR o B e T B 0 B 2 B Y DR A A L AR
% Piper Aircraft 228 37 i J5 W) , A1 An] A 48 B AR A0 1 325 Be #5 AT DA B Ry 3 > i B AR B, BR AR
AP BE AN Sy D 4 B AHAT ] 52 B 1) SR B 4 i, ©590

Occidental Petroleum Z& /& T 4F 3 L 5 7% UL 19 35 [ e 5K T 8AME #2615 38
MEEARLBE AW B, A Bt L ALK, 2 E Occidental Petroleum 24 & 7 4%
5 A P Y. I 3 O A R BT P ZR N A 3 SR A 3 IR HETR T R IR K R A AU
RAEY) A2 B A 2 W 3 A 3 L T LS B0 i A R (e AN A T I 2 T E R, 2007
A, 24 4l ] /R AR SR AE 36 1 3R ff A 2 e H A 0 % 358 B T L A 0 R AR JE I H O 3 X B AR 4R
CHNE AR BEE VRN B i HLRE o X Occidental Petroleum 73 7] K& Hi Ak & —F 4% & 42 & 2 BUF
Vo 2008 4F, — W B BE LA T B A BE S A LR IF . RS BEENEEE 1. 2010 4F 12 H L BRH
S L ] bR BRI T — o B OE L B R X R AR A UL AR SR Y U B B AR I
SR, BB A R B MR A PR PR 5 G b i R R T i TR R AR R B B A A
Nl AL BRAS ZE A RE 0, R e DA A B B R N AR R BE . 2013 4F 4 H L B4
T R A fen v 8 B A 50 LK ] b iR ik B AR R B 3 SR AR B B [

— BNEAFTE— il 2 A nl A B« 38 15 B 8 2 1 AP R 5 AL AR 2 0 27 25 19
FIT . — M L I A BE R RN S AT I R AR A 2 2 A 2R 5 Bt At 1) 7E A [ 32 B A
H, O350 FANFI 25 PR 2R 2 A - AR IGIE 48 (68 ) s S B R RE IR N BE Y AT AT IE A
HHEE 2 T L S U B9 n] AT DR AEBE A Y T PRAT P LR HC A 532 ey o B [, 0 A £ R R
T - K ZE M R FE A 1 B 7 R 1 L PRI | I o AT o L i TG O g R A7 i AR LY 97
FH L Kz 3 s e 20 2 11 1 R R T A e B2 2% Y v 5 1 K00 0 8 1 A o Ak B A 9 T R . C560 4

(313 See J. J. Fawcett. Declining Jurisdiction in Private International Law, Clarendon Press, Ox-
ford, 1995, p.19.

(321 See Gulf Oil Corp. v. Gilbert, 330 U.S. 501 (1947).

(331 Sece Piper Aircraft Co. v. Reyno. 454 U.S. 235 (1981).

(341 See Carijano v. Occidental Petroleum Corp.., 686 F.3d 1027 (9th Cir. 2012).

(350 AR “E BT 38 BN 5 Bk e SR U 4 43 7 5 17 B WUE 4 - (I PR R 5 U BLE IR ) G R D
75 E R 2003 SRR BT 574,

(361 See Gulf Oil Corp. v. Gilbert, 330 U.S. 501, 508-09 (1947).
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BUESE 2 5 A BRI T 28 Jh ) 25 3R 2% IR0 02 v e I 3R AR B ), 70 B BRI 47 G
4 Jay M 2% JE TG AE G R 2R IR AE I A b AR S (H SR T AR 25 R A AR AR AN
LRz R, 98

SR AN T e % 8 KL ) — T DA OR A 52 e o BEAR 2 B AR BE LR — BORY RUEE TR
FE” s I X — N A RS SR TEAR K, W R TE S — 53 2 Y AT ARk B )
bV B S ) i B PR IS A TE S8 20 R R 2 R0 2 2R 1) 25 PR 3R A 1 A s B e 0 B AUAN
G Y B R R TS R 5T e BT A B h e % R, fom 5 b
Gulf Oil B#HEAT K., 40 BT Piper Aircraflt EHh R EHER A ERN. SR AFZH R
FIOA HA £ PR AN Y 7E A R b e 08 CIE AR BE AT AR R . T RIE B 1A IRHE
AZ T BHBE AT T AELIC T A ] A UK T A R L 58 A O B B AU AN A
A SEHEHE A R FE R g7 A 5

AR A v 1 I — I s 8 S 9 D O S R o A D) R 4 S BB S s B . SRR T L R B —
2 B o I e % L R AR FA R 25 A0 20 SR 25 PR 3R B 0 b A8 1) R ARE B . X N Y 2R D
IR IE AL . (HJRTE SE R P, Bl 46 R HJR /D 197 PR AS 75 (58 7 e i AT i el 7 e ) d, C42)
Pl R B Gl ny ] B AQE B 4k P T S IRIAMHSCI R AR s A LR S AR ZRIA
AL BE G R S R RTE . 98 B Xk BE X T g B O T R B b Bk, SRR
T 50% SR FEAAEANE AL SRR ML 60% . U3 FF A IR XX — X FRLE L
Fto O I R L mlR R B TS O 3k e KU B R R SRR R AR T ARk, FERBIRY
TR HH BTE T 85 1S 1 He 38 w4 1 A5 35 78 HOR 75 B i 7 CELAE X R B A
BRI R I AT IR . 2R B AR BT E O IR VA R AL X AR B R A
TU) DA B b 2 P FH R D 7 A Ry 1 R i Y ek e R, 40

(373 Martin Davies, “Time to Change the Federal Forum Non Conveniens Analysis”, 77 Tul. L. Rev. 309,
312(2002).

(381 RAEY). WLATHEC35], T 574-582,

(39 See Allan R. Stein, “Forum Non Conveniens and the Redundancy of Court-Access Doctrine”, 133
U. PA. L. REV. 781, 785 (1985).

401 See Gulf Oil Corp. v. Gilbert, 330 U.S. 501 (1947).

(411 See Piper Aircraft Co. v. Reyno. 454 U.S. 235 (1981).

(42) FHAEBIRIEBEER & % BB E 9 A T EE BB, See Martin Davies, “Time To Change the
Federal Forum Non Conveniens Analysis”, 77 Tul. .. Rev. 309, 311(2002).

(43)  Sece Christopher A. Whytock, “The Evolving Forum Shopping System”, 96 Cornell .. Rev. 481,
503 (201D).

(443 See Christopher A. Whytock & Cassandra Burke Robertson, “Forum Non Conveniens And The
Enforcement Of Foreign Judgments”, 111 Colum. L. Rev. 1462 (2011).

(45)  See David W. Robertson, “Forum Non Conveniens in America and England: ‘A Rather Fantastic
Fiction’”, 103 L.Q. Rev. 398, 400-14 (1987).
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W H AR {15 R SO (AR A A R R A R A R AR I U R AR B ER Ay . BB
AN T R 3 e R U] i A A PR B rh A S IR TC TR A . ANk B A SRS O L R B 3
BT 55 SR I A AU R Ol B 1R AR B 52 2% RE BoF T 410 46 o 38 8 1 0 W0 vk 3 i ah , C18) B ]
I B EIVRIA I L — M 0 35 B 2 1 01 2 T B R RS B B AT DA RO — A B BT VE SRR
T A6 3 e R 7E 35 1 22 A ol . C9) S, — SR RO TR A Y N DL Rk B R

VR, SRR ETCAE L . A B AR e RN E] , L an - A BRI A B SE 5 9 e & B R A Y RE

B L A5 A WA T I Ak AR T AR BE T e 5 IARE TR R 1 & 8 D R 56 [ R = iR v B T
FRIVIE H15 R 000 468 B, {45 0E A28 B B AN S JRE A IR 1A AT RE 408 K 22 B0k Al T LSRR o T X
TEVE HE 2 AT kO T AR B i O T UERE A 29) DL K — RPN A R RE B M A LWL T
AN IR 5 3 38 )V UE AR B2 . ©00) DRI I L S D (o ok I R U] A B 3R 1T I 7 AR A Y 7 5K L B L
E R4 DL Ak , 45 A R 2% 0 R0 B A 7 7 15 6 19 48 K o A T R

(Z)EBR#LILEN i e T

FE 35 FE A B R 40 015X — 1% 5 BR 45 V5 S IR AL 2 4610 40 4] o, [ B ALk A v AR
FHELELLEIA SWAMFCE X EN D, FPRALIERR R A E M EERRZ —. &
Hartford Fire Insurance 21 Empagran Z& 7, B 32 B 35118 A0 1) BB 2 3 B AL b U 5 F 2
ZE Wt vk 38408 A RR BE (52 M s OV Morrison 58 HY . B 5 BE AL IE 478 5 52 ma A v i 3 ol D
“HEBR AN E AR o 3t 2R E B AL LR R B2 TianRui 8 B3 K B F EH br

(463 See Elizabeth T. Lear. “Congress. the Federal Courts. and Forum Non Conveniens: Friction on
the Frontier of the Inherent Power”, 91 Jowa L. Rev. 1147, 1160 (2006).

(473 See David W. Robertson, “The Federal Doctrine of Forum Non Conveniens: ‘An Object Lesson in
Uncontrolled Discretion””, 29 Tex. Int? L.J. 353, 359-360 (1994).

(481 Sece Emily J. Derr. “Striking A Better Public-Private Balance In Forum Non Conveniens”, 93 Cor-
nell I.. Rev. 819, 827 (2008).

(497 See Elizabeth T. Lear, “Congress. the Federal Courts, and Forum Non Conveniens: Friction on
the Frontier of the Inherent Power”, 91 Towa L. Rev. 1147, 1193 (2006).

(50)  See Martin Davies, “Time To Change the Federal Forum Non Conveniens Analysis”, 77 Tul. L.
Rewv. 309 (2002).

(513 See Hartford Fire Insurance Co. v. California 509 U.S. 764 (1993), F. Hoffman-La Roche Ltd. v.
Empagran S.A., 542 U.S. 155(2004).

(523 See Morrison v. National Australia Bank Ltd., 130 S. Ct. 2869 (2010).

(531 See TianRui Grp. Co. v. Intl Trade Commn, No.2010 - 1395 (Fed. Cir. Oct. 11, 2011). Z LR+
TianRui 22 7 J& — Z 56 6 1 & /. O A A9 52 T i F 2 6 TR 69 J5 PR 158 58 3R 7= AL AT A Amsted 24 7]
FA) TR ol B8 5 -4 Lt 8% 45 TianRui 7] . REEPRR 5 % 72 ATOE T 1930 FOCBLE ) 337 458 (kL it
H TianRui 2 & #E MG . JREX X —28S AR 337 ZAR 2 5& T & AE7EEINAT B 42
YRR, BRIRIC M L UFk B 2805 WA A R B 7k e 2 B S T 3 A A P SE 4 i 3 3 L TTC R ZE R
FLE A A4 ST ST 9, Morrison 58 B9 HEBR SR A0 3G FH B 7 IF A3l H TZ R
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AL, {F 2 A I 1930 A GBI ) ER 337 4% DU B WAhdE A i, G il i A
VAR 1% 2% 19 R E TR 75 2 7 Tt 151 1) 5 40 SR T X 1 2 vk e o [T B AL L SO0 B A5 %
.

1] B AL L 0 5 90 2 o A 22 35 2 RARAI 58 « WIMA (Ulrik Huber) 48 9. SR H BLPHG
FOIFAE S T BRI e ) 52 S8 4008 T O 1 A 8 g i — [ 3k e T LA A — 19 90 11 P i A I 4
o 05 2 Ay [ PrAATE 78 fif 485X — 2 UL X Hgb A7 1 & % L X 26 0% JR 4R R BLAE 1895 4F
Hilton v. Guyot &, e i Be 7272 6 8 UK T E PR ALk s oA e “ ALk " e ik
SR BEAS R — 304 X ) SC55 AU Al A (b D R S B sE 3% 8. BRE —EE
BT A+ 1 T X0 [ P 52 AT R0 [ 5 ) 52 10 601 1) 5 B8 B8 T X AR [ 2 BRI HG At &k T ik
HRI T B BBOR] Y & B 25 08, T 75 — [ 5 B AR i 520k AT B, A AT B KA 960
XX ol igp B - LA I s s SCIRE B AL AL o (B R0 P LT R LB 0 HG 92 1 0 . O T
A8 FE B AL AL S DU 25 5 [k A 1 b ik ke A v S s 56 [ kI A B BILA) 1 72 3K P 7 T RE G 15 B0
T 72 E BUF B2 LR 55 AR 45 45 [ A1 R A A R X B9 BOR 2 [ P O 5 — R
LA 5] 3 T ] B L S D) ) s v A0 2 B TR 38 T P R JBE Sy 17 v 3 S ) 3 )
BT R S 58 AP RO AR AT B w3 7 ) BT K DRt B AR i B A R EGA AR T B . B
BiF 1 P AL LE U 28 6 7 DU A3 5 56 FE R B 4 51 < 50 — R IN T SR b s 55—, S I 9 2 B 5
5 =, REIE B IONE 5 0 A0 ERE A AT o8

= PR BURAE D B PRk

B8 B RN R I B s vl AT S AR L A S BRI R S 2 —E R T ek, e
A G5 R BT T 0T HE S 1 S 5 Bk B R L 36 A% RN SO T T4 R 2 B R 2 AR AR
RO BRSSPI 1O AR IS RV (AT A W DA R R 22 R P S AT AR B AR B

(— )iE % B : Dodd Frank % R 898

3 FEITEUE 77 U A P AR 1] EE R UE SR 22 5 & bt 23 (FSEC”) Ml el 7R (“DOJ™) . K
B LLSK & AT AE BORVE LI A S A R 1) B 1 5 36 BE 2R 56 SR AR 0l 76 ] — B4R | L fHJ2 #E Mor-
rison )7 “HHH T L. ZEARMN L AHEK 201047 A 21 B EEES#EE THEA
P (A IR BT R 50 28 R P R ) (“Dodd Frank 7)., #iEE 2458 929P &%} 1933 4ECIE

(54) A ITC FE# OB A0 R A A 3R AT N BE IT i AT L HEBR %7 S i AR E T . See 19
U.S.C. § 1337Ca) (1) (A).

(553 See Joel R. Paul, “Comity in International Law”, 32 Harv. Int’l. L. J. 1,12(1991).

(561 See Hilton v. Guyot, 159 U.S. 113, 164 (1893).

(573 See Joel R. Paul, “The Transformation of International Comity”, 71 Law & Contem p. Probs. 19
(2008).

(581 See Michael D. Ramsey, “Escaping ‘International Comity’”, 83 ITowa L. Rev. 893 (1998).
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FUDE 22 Z0M 1934 4ECIEF 38 5 1) 5 27 453X W I0U I A1 8% 1 25 3V HAB T (B B HE 1
EREEIEOIE: L

— 7 BTG B SO RE L 36 L Be Xt R 81 SEC Al DOJ $2 2 i 5 12 38 I 25 vk R HRTE
SRR A R — AR R EIR AT R IRVEAT S Y B A AR L B R R 22 5
RAEAEE SN A B AR 5 AT R A A 26 B A (B R AT R A 36 [ 8 N 7 AR S
PERZIA . T 22 A VTN 3 UM 2 S ik i B2 A 1 S50 A1 I 5 R 0 R T R TR SR Y
110 552 mbriE, ©9 55 —J7 1, Morrison 224 55 10 (b) Z& y3E A & ¥ — A~ SE ki 4R 4
FERLR) R, HL A R DA 38 [ 3 B Xt BN R L i FOTIE 5 0E AT R B REAL , 25 10(b)
ZIGEMTEMNAZ S ME . M Dodd Frank 1 28 i 41 56 B0 2 14 18 17 2 1B 28 %5 4 45 L8] AU 4T
¥ WIANEBE A BUE RS SEC.DOJ X & AE 7 35 [ 55 o4 53 23 % 36 [ 7 A 52 M 52wl 7 VR 47
o B AR L R H AR 22 A A A2 ZE B Morrison ZE MWL 5 5 F ISR 1A A5 (55 10(b)
% 193E FAYE D » Dodd-Frank v 22 M) H 57 K48

HAM, Dodd-Frank ¥ % 929Y £ 4 SEC # 929P £ B A 55 A A9 5K & 75 17 1 A
FRANVRBHATEMI . SEC T 2012 4 4 A KA THISCHEBHR S . )5 % T Morrison £ %
55 B AIE J5 YRV 1 AR AL 25 A 25 HH 8 18 . (0 I A B 0 1 1 UE 5 RV L A VR I X4 Vs 5 o] A
WELR SR R e . HFOR MR 0L, B3 1 & FEXF 28 G AR e R AT O 5 R e AR e B9 PRI
ZJE XX A AR AR T AT RE MBI 5 L B TR AURIA R E 84T 5 L 3R A R iR AR AT
— A HWEFE ., OO0 ] Tk Be T sk UM RAUE FE R SEC R E 48 Z 5t Luis A. Aguilar X # X
ARG RE  BCH T LB AR ESZR AR R BEAR#N, I H XM Morrison
RGP H A E K AT EE K 0 L Apek i 5, (60

FEXAN AR b = e Y S R EEE ST T EH, Scalia ¥ F 7 HH 2R
W - 46 28 5 A v AR BA T i A L DR O 4 X ARG AL LA T I S 7 BUE i R R (H
SRE 4 H AT R 28 i Dodd-Frank ¥ 2 8 H T RHIE&IRVEA SH Pk (0 3235, 62933 F AN LA
IR R A TH LY,

(Z)TERKE

BT XA AE L SE E A WA ML BB SEC Mg iR e B & R & (“CFTC™) ., £/l fal
2R EERBEE A GH R, R ZATAE S (COTC) R AE FHUT B AR, s 7 %k H

(593 See Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act, Pub. L. No 111-203, § §
929P, 929Y., 124 Stat. 1376 (July 21, 2010).

6013 See SEC, Study on the Cross-Border Scope of the Private Right of Action Under Section 10(b)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, April 2012.

(613 See Luis A. Aguilar, “Defrauded Investors Deserve Their Day in Court”, http://www. sec.gov/
news/speech/2012/spch041112laa.htm.

(62) Dodd-Frank % 22 #1 & i) — N E L1 2B 1E Morrison 20 M 1 #F — 20 & B BR IR 5 — 3 Il 3% B
FE United States v. Vilar Z£H71(2013 WL 4608948, 2d Cir. Aug. 30, 2013) iR Fl¥ Morrison 9 JE & H 3| 3
T 10 KM FB TR, BHETRF IIAE T ) 8 R Z A R R T Dodd-Frank ¥ 38 i Z BT 4T 4 .
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SEC #2640 T — 3 A TP B 52 318 4, 38 Dodd-Frank ¥ 5E R, 54 &6 5 HE
RY5EZEEERNEEAZ S & T 26 F % 0 BUH G F R s T 4831, B2 X Dodd-Frank 2 2 fir
H O E KRR S5m0 B S TR AR A A, C65)

201246 H 12 H,CFTC M i i X H kR F SRS g BEER SHER) (K
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F 2o #0E BR A, Z AL 208 10 o E 2 2 53 (“MSP™) . 7EiH B IR AT . A I AL 5 B
H5RERA EEER AWM AT GRS A FE R BN L S B S — T kAR
— A FEE LR L — AR E X 5 — A AR SE E AL R R F A 5 E E
RAE 5y BB 21238 5 BE AN A AR HEPE AR i Al 55 ALY 1 R A5 5

SNEHLIY — Bk B FA A, gk 2 e . T — ELE M Bk 254 22 CFTC A SEC B ¥
B WIFF A Dodd Frank %8 L S CFTC J LA i i A A G L e 19 223K, Lt 7 35 [ 4 il
W BT ErE, B R, — 2 7E M. SD Il MSP 1 4575 1 2 ALAL W A9BSR L 451 AR 3iE
—ERRARERE AMEHEAME LS EBERECHEMRIGENS 8 PR E
S ST BT SRS O A AR 4. B Ah . SD Hl MSP T 4G 22 S J2 T I E SR, b i d g 4
W28 5 Bl e AR POl SRR IR RIS S W SO RV B A8 5l 5k SRR B EE L R S iR
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B FSNEXT FAEEE SD Z [H) \MSP 2 [8] DL K W35 2 [8] (19 38 5y A7 7E A 35 . CFTC i — 2
il R L A SR N E SD B MSP iy & [ 1% W 8 SR SE i 2[R T 36 [ L U AT B A pax Ly 2
TN R [ A R I IR TR X SE WL 3 5F T Dodd-Frank B BB SR . B2, iR A Bk

(633 See Dodd-Frank Act § § 723, 731, 735. 763, 764.

(643 See Dodd-Frank Act § 722(d).

(65) See http://www. cliffordchance. com/publicationviews/publications/2011/08/cftc _ and _ sec _ join-
troundtableonextraterritoria.html.

667 A 3¢ E HLH 248 A KR 3¢ B i 8 B R MLAY . B 45 S B ALAG 7E 35 BT /Y I 2l ST M A 19 43 3
HUAE 1 26 [ HLAR FE S [ 35 N7 19 A 0k 37 3 A7 39 43 S LA
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1982 (X AN 5y I ZE W etk v ) C“FTATA™) BLE Gl R Sk ) AN B 2438 T 9 = AR 5 1)
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Bl il o 8 e ik Be sttt Rl A 2 B0 T8 B AL,

1993 419 Hartford Fire Insurance £/, fg ik e . 75 lx ZBWr s i Ah & A g, A
A E DA EANE AR R o 5B A 0] DUE A E PR ALLE R, e F 2L 4 E A F S
Tt T 5% M 3% 1] ) PN 5 4 B AT O B R B S TR 3k o A A 1 M — £51) A1 2 A1 3 B R SR A
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PRREARE E I Wik iE A . HRPETE T (AP R R E AR ) (“RFRL™ A 403 M, Y —
F AR 32 B A 1 5k R 5 L AE % [] B 328 <7 9 [ 0 5 A st L (R AR FE 2, U700 X T A
EAR FHERR T FE BRAL Lk 0 X 35 [ 5 R 28 W 2 A AT R A R I BR A

SR 804 2 )5 19 Empagran 28, 56 %F 7] — 35 55 0 52 . B = A B LE BT IA T H bR
AL LR D) XoF iz 28 W ik dal A il T AR PR . IR R e A R B AR R RS RSN E M 4EAE R
SEH G AR A BRI N IR BT A R AR R R R R R YR A . A0 AT BT A B 1k B A
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67) See Commodities Futures Trading Commission, Cross-Border Application of Certain Swaps Pro-
visions of the Commodity FExchange Act; Proposed Rule, July 12, 2012, http://www. cftc. gov/ucm/
groups/public/ @lrfederalregister/documents/file/2012-16496a. pdf.

(683 See 15 U.S.C. § 6a (200D).

(691 “SLMIARE”HH 1945 4F S8R B 80 3L AR IR 12 bR HE 36 [V e S 28 WY PROER MU A B8 58 kAT
FEEBEIMERE SR EE AR A W ATT A . See United States v. Aluminum Co. of America. 148 F.2d
416 (2d Cir. 1945).

(703 See Hartford Fire Insurance Co. v. California, 509 U.S. 764 (1993).

(713 See F. Hoffman-La Roche Ltd. v. Empagran S.A., 542 U.S. 155(2004).

(72)  See “Developments in The Law: V. Comity And Extraterritoriality In Antitrust Enforcement”, 124
Harv. L. Rev. 1269, 1274 (2011).
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[74)  See Stoneridge Investment Partners, LLC v. Scientific-Atlanta, Inc., 128 S. Ct. 761 (2008). A[ &
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(80) See Edward Glaeser & Andrei Shleifer, “The Rise of the Regulatory State”, 41 J. Eco. Liter. 2,
401-425 (2003).

(813 See John H. Beisner, et. al.. “Class Action ‘Cops’”: Public Servants or Private Entrepreneurs. 57
Stan. L. Rev. 1441 (2005).

(82) See George Stigler, “The Theory of Economic Regulation”, Bell J. Eco. Management Sci. Il » 3-
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& Offices’ Liability Insurer”, 95 Geo. L.J. 1795, nl6 (2007).
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