> — 1<
kEE i Lo - ZoMEAR

HEMERE 284
ABREI S+~

k& # —

KEEME O B > @R EEE, 20ZR, SEHROREO=HATH
3, CHER LTRBER 3G 2 EEBELEOBRRIBACE 3 2T, B:0BR,
EREORECEABELN T,

S EEEHE (Jurisdiction) ORIBEZHRV BT 2, thikIbic “jurisdic-
tion in general” » “jurisdiction of court” &4 h %, BiFZE “choice
of laws” DR ¢ L TEENEEL oM L. BERDL L AENNEIHETS
Bo T ATREEOALHMBICT 5, E— N IThiE, BREBTEHERC
%bhﬁtb&hkbm\%®“§%%ﬁﬁﬁ%®%%”ﬁ§¥fiéaﬁo
R o td 5, B hnBiEEoEEBET 5~

# 1. Beale, Treatise on the Conflict of laws, 1935, §1. 6.
Summary of the Conflict of laws, §11.

i%ﬁ%ﬁkﬂgﬁkﬁLfﬁ%%fﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁhmﬁ\ﬁ*&m
ﬁéf56oZf~3—®§ﬂiﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%§&#b‘%Eﬁﬂ%mi
L%Héhék@%ﬁﬁc%%ﬁb,Fﬂiiwﬁﬁ%gﬁkﬁﬁﬂbkﬁo
K%Eéﬁ?ﬁck@#t—»fiboikﬁ«@ﬁLm%ﬁﬂ%¢?§o
P COBHEEOFUOBRILOWITTH S, T kEbN BRI HEMER®
e TEBEScE TR, YENEBEL VWO HRANERORFEREHA
Tﬁ%%&ﬁﬁ%%ooHﬂE%&ﬁﬁE%E%ﬁ@%iﬁkﬁ%ﬁb&bJ
EHHIND, L LY —vOBEEEDFERNL . “choice of laws rules” DJj
BREEFE Vv, ThOLoBENEENE LI “choice of laws rules” ¢ H
SRR AR TR L AT O TRANS 5, R4 “jurisdiction”
& “choice of laws” 2 OIXTCOELXFHBL L ThE by,
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#: 2, Nussbaum, Principles of the Private International law, p 24
also pp 26~27, note 33 ; cf.” Western Maid 275 U. S. 419, 432 (1922).

% 3. Cheatham, American theories of Conflict of laws, their role and
utility, 58. Harv. L, R. p 365 n. 62.

# 4. Cheatham, supra, pp365~366, p 369, p 383; Rabel, Conflict of laws,
Vol.1 p 61;Cheshire, Private International law. (3rd Ed) p 46.

g 5. i Beale, Treatise §1.10 §44.2; Cheshire, supra, p 45 ; Nussbaum,
supra, p 29 also p 34.

# 6. Nussbaum, supra, p 29 cf. Beale, Treatise, §1.12 §5.1.

g 7. cf. Beale, Treatise, § 5.4; What law governs validity of a contract,
23 Harv. L. R, pp7~8.

BREEOHUANOHEORBRROBLENING, Thdb, BHERD
Bmﬁgnta%@@EWKxof‘*@%@ﬁu%&énfuémfu&mo
LT ORBRERHRIRBELR V. WS Ied 3 BIE B L TR FR ¥ a3k
B EE L BERE L 2 0 b RHCEA L LEBBER LB TH 2. 2 BA
BOBEEL U CTEFRE., ARELZ OO WTFhOBEREHREL ZENY
5#@%%%‘—E@&%#B&%éh%%@fﬁof\hmkéﬁﬂﬁbb
bEEINIbOTRY, "HEFROER O30\ EELAVED,
ezt hpbEed A - YrfERAT &R0 DO THH5 b, DM
ﬂ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%#BFERGI%QﬁAEWﬁJkKELT&%L55%m®
& BHERER 3%:&&17357;1«\ 53 EHEOEREH O Frredo Tk,
@@&u‘%@%i%ﬁﬁﬂmeT@éﬁﬁbﬁéoHn£6\cnuﬁb
KxORENELIOAN « YrBT BB RE LRV E2EKT 50
TR w, TBERYERKTRL L dﬁ&@ﬁmﬁi%[ﬁﬂm%*}% ETHEMNY,
ZEThBZL W okBRIOTCREW] BB TED, OB L TEEXER
HOPIEY « WY LE2 5 & ABEOTEMBIEL D 5 AT TEH B,
$%%%&56@&@%&&%%.—&%&&%ﬁ%%ﬁ@c%ﬁmg5«%
BRROBRAYBEEETH5D0TH 5, PlziA0—BEEFEICEWT, —E
OERE, HrACEFEIoBERCTROR#ECINE, HHHEDS 3V
AEERFE TS, ¥ fhrNERSOREL EEYE T 574 b3 SRy,
IOLERAFOERZME L TAEELZFHME L, Thic INE@ENR 5 bFF
PHBER INhEENET L &R, BIBLROBS L dRES, T Tk
EBE LSO, 7+ 7V 4 ) L BRENLEEEZLHMER TR, ThEh
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OTRNWBE, FEOEROERFR KT 5RIERET., ¢BLbh 5, 2T
—BHEERBCE—TH %, TARRDE ETOHARL BT 3EHOERI R
2. LThrEmSE oM ELR (controlling policy) ik & K ONEBTH
%0

2 8. Lorenzen, Territoriality , Public policy and the C.O.L, (Selected
Articles on the C.O.L) p.4.
cf. Lorenzen, Tort liability and the C.O.L. (Selected Articles) p.364:
The Renvoi theory and the Application of foreign law (Selected Arti-
cles) pp.33~34
Heilman, Judicial method and Economic objectives in C, O. L.43 Yale
L.J. p1083.

9, Lorenzen, Territoriality, pp.5~9; Heilman, supra, p.1090.
Goodrich, Conflict of laws, (3rd Eb) p.14.
cf. Rabel, supra, p.90.

2 10. Lorenzen, Territoriality, p. 6, also p.18; Cook, Logical and legal ba-
ses of the C.0.L, 1942, p. 41, p. 71 ; Harper, Policy bases of the C.,O.L,
Reflexions on reading Prof. Lorenzen’s essays, 56 Yale L. J. p. 1161.

2 11. Cook, op, cit, p. 41 2lso cf, de Sloovere, The local law theory and
its implication in the C. O, L, 41 Harv. L. R. p. 451.

HI12 Ak, THILRHEEBRN 7T 74— 2BERTH5HOLL T,

Lorenzen, Developments in the C. O, L. 1902~1942 (Selected Articles)
p. 216; Cook, op. cit. p. 248. p 251. pp 43¢~441; Earper, cp. cit. pp.
1161~1162, pp 1169~1171 ; Heilman, op. cit. p. 1098 ff ; cf. Nussbaum,
op. cit. p. 34; Dicey, Conflict of laws, 10; Goodrich. op. cit. p 14.

g 13 Lorenzen, Territoriality. p 15, also, Tort, p 367 ; Nussbaum, op. cit.
p. 34; Heilman. op. cit. pp 1088~1089. p 10¢8; Ccck. cp. cit. p 41. p
71; Yntema, The Hornbook method and the C. O.L.37 Yale L. J. p 478.

RRY—VHEMES a5 v 0— hLEXOBEFERHNT 330Th3E L
T3, XEESESMOEEECRER. thzroYFEL AL 5
WO RETREYLEDDNL S, BENBEIC X 2M500BBFER., 55
WiREHONE ERHERE LOHBAELNAVIBO KW TERELEIE
LTd, ThREHEL FTHREBEMEOACIZ—2o0HBICBEF v £ O
R—HHEEL UTRTFEL 5 525, 2OBAHFSERECERT 5 LB L
30RROTH B, ThEdbpER, RLTLOREFENBERIEH B8k



BROSI2EERORATEINTNTED, CORCE—V, H3WLLD
— R BB S O WM O RAC oW T O BRI A, R 4 1k R EERE O RTE.
FEFE, BRENCET 2 —2DRF LR,

RcfBE 50k, BBt T, BARIEECHRTT5ORIE
TRIZIN MR (foreign-created right) 2>, b 5 WK HFAHTEIER
iz d o (forum-created nght)*C'zBanx@ M5, BIBEREHNNIET
&D\&%Hﬁ%kﬁnhxl5o*ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁﬁk@@ﬂé@ﬂﬂb i
“local law” FLEBMINB, WIhd, AEEIANECERIL b TR
BngikEETrLcre, BRI EBUHELZRHLS 50 TH %,

2 14 de Sloovere, op. cit; Falconbridge, Essays on the C. O. L. (2nd Ed)
Chap. I, esp, pp. 10-37.

e lhiE, BARFEsWUIEBENER IR 3 L 0EERR., SEE
PRECHEHAI R, BIIhs e%%%?émfuk< FEED TR
éﬂk@ﬂ®%m~£5hnﬁﬁ1£éou@%ﬁfﬂﬁkt% T, wb®
X —xe9¥ER| (primary right) TH%, L Tohiz—2DOEE, BME
%t (legal entity) 2Ex bR TW B, E—nbEEF B & EREABE
b0l LTd, TNFARHNELTH>THELNS, W5 DR—E D “meta-
phor” ICBF kb, ¥ ¥ — MICREDT FEEAE Y b0 L EL L 50
FZCTHBCR 20 BEENREEEROEN 2B LerhTrth s, T
ERErEWT, ZTOEFOFEIER IR TW 3B EI., 2hikirL A4
BHREZOEROBIA S, BE L, WHhREREUSTEEELEL T,
ERRFRCIOTRETHLHEINS T TR, BEOHELRVW A TES
HRbORBELRVIDLTHD, T LTEOEEXESN L IO LB LEES
d, COFEEBRSYUFHEANYARL e TrOoREit, YEELC, Wb
WrgEiErdofEBYSERT e kL, ffbhz X580, T, *
ORHFINEELZ—oORBEREL LTBHER AT L2 RT D THOT,
CHREDIEITHEELFALVWS L LIRSS 20 TR I EHER
IOTRIBINEFNDERTZC LN TH, %@&@ﬁmmﬁﬁmm#bnag
DTHHEE. E@?é:nw%thofé6o“%Eﬁbﬁ%gnamfn
. SHECRRINERN ORISR R INEDTES”. COMBRRZ., This
BHEROROBELEFRT 2A2LERE bz 0L 21, HL0BEEDH
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E%KﬁmTéﬁﬁ%&&W-ﬁﬁwméé@embhﬁdtb&m?mmm
3, BABRLCRWIHRAREFEIN O, —RYIAEEOWT TR
Vo SEBCESHRBEADEFDMET, RELERIN D, FTh L HEF,
H#HEOERR R LT, BICHETL 5 58, |FBL»o5E%RiIcE
WTRHAK, BEHEELOMELEBESEELIOTH 3, o T EHER
lofﬂﬁéﬂk%ﬂ®%ﬁ&,%@&Eﬁ@ﬁﬁ&@ﬁmﬁﬁtﬁﬁéﬁﬁ
B LREETH B, Ui, X ORMERNERBEND. 21—V —0,
AEERFRAHCENT, HE LGHERIN LOREARL L eh Ok,
ThTHEb . CORMBLENOER., BTt vwoktborRikoThdor
B, ChHRWIAHEEIZRWEebDTHoREELDN S,
& 15 Beale, Summary, § 1.
£: 16 Beale, Treatise, § 8A,11. p#69. p70.
2t 17 Beale, Summary, §2.
£t 18 cf. Slater v. Mexican National, R.R.Co. (1904) 194 U. S. 120
Western Union Telegraph Co. v.Brown (1914) 214 U. S. 542
Jacobs v.Colgate, 217 N.Y 235 243, 111. N.E 837 840 (1916)
also Yntema, op. cit. pp476~477; Chetham. op. cit. p380.
£ 19 cf Nussbaum, op.cit. p28; Lorenzen, Tort. p 364; Heilman, op. cit.
p. 1093; Cheshire, op. cit. p 48.
ZOBRTR, COHRBEOBBHIMNHCRBELZACI DL VL X3,
Yntema, op. cit. p 474; Lorenzen, supra. loc.cit; Heilman. op. cit.
p 1087 ; Cook, op. cit. p 38.
&: 20 cf.Cheatham, op. cit. p 382; Lorenzen, Tort. p 364.
g 21 Cheatham, op. cit. pp 380~381 also cf.Farmers Loan and Trust Co.
v. Minnessota, 280. U. S. 204 (1930).

ZOE, BETRERRO—FTH B, ThZbFHCH2IE. SETAHZ
INRENIIEOHE L 8T HEOT—ELNr BRI kR, ToXk
B oTE2PORBAMLONEELTh, WTFZERBWIHEEINS,
TRABCHEWTEBRIN DI ORBERES L D0, Lo RAATET &
ERBFELEWT Lok %, HRERBRETHCET sREAERETH 2
BECR. L OHERERRETA B JoTRERbRAVIED R . Fate
EFWTHTT &MY RV b, 2h YT BT, Machado v.
Fontes Tk %, BERT IV AEOTCEMAL SR sohICBIET.
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BEEY 2 2D THE DR, 00, ZOBHTRAETHEMBENNE Lk ok
AL REHIC W THE LD TS b, £ ORICRETS—RICHEED
SHONUBLELRVWEAEED., £k xiE “libel” —F oW Tk, ¢
LB ThARFRBC BN THRER B FEHCE, FErE LRI eBEHER
&b55@fﬁ&hm&%kbﬂgoﬁh£6‘Cﬁbtﬂﬁ%%%ﬁ%%o
R E LRk, BEBEHE»DRER TRV,

22 2 Q. B. 231 (1897) also Stater v. Mex. Nat. R. R. Co.

2t 23 Lorenzen, Tort, pp 362~363; Cook, op. cit, p 371 comp. Goodrich,
op. cit, p 262,

it 24 cf. Lorenzen, Tort, pp 366~367.

ZCTRAZ SHETHBRINHERORTRT 7 2 UT, SEE LOES
ﬁ%m%%m*@ﬁfﬁéca&ﬁMLfmaﬁHaﬁbtﬁlgé%@E%
BT, Wb IHBENCIERVWRBRIEFELANWTSHS5, £LT
“NEBER, ThELTHEHAIRZW 20302 hRT308, B#O—20
HRThOoREB LI, TATHEELETRERL VWO, IEEOHER ”
EVWSHOBERTH D, ¥ —d “INEBERMUBFHRFCHROT, BRI BN
F—oREERHRT B L LT Rk <EHE LTHRTE"E ol
B, HAETERERALAEVWC EZEETI OTRAWZ EBHN L 5, L
LED LEA” 2 &tke LT (en bloc) FEIN B2, €he LTETINS
PDWTRSCIRD R By EDTERSEKE LTRESNAWE $12. #E
BOFHARRWOTH O, SEECERRS 2DICIX, Thigks LT
RIRBZVERD D, oK SEEOHEB” 2ET5 L &Rk, SEEO—
BrBBLED, Thik vHROERLE LTHERT 04T, Wk b
BREoBRCRBELLVWOTHL 5, Rt~ Y —REENRIREOFERL.
“comity "I & VD, ¥ — VR X OREMLIETYHEORKLBHER»S
E@o, ROIAETRBIN2ENOERE, @iTxdbHLE, £LTC
s, @Pﬁ%ﬂﬁi@@%?ﬁtmuif:b\KEﬁixﬁﬁJkﬁEﬁ‘ ILKRBE%
ET3—HEAORLEXONIOTH 5, CORK L TEBH, REgEAME
FEHIL—o0hRLEFLDET, BH~NO—oOBHALEHEEL LA
RDLETHBH, TOLdD t, BREROEROZEBIIHANS,
IofikEos 5, ﬂ@&w@—%@é"z%b 2REFEILEIFNATWBC L
CREBLRZGREZDL RN,
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£ 25 cf. Nussbaum. op. \cit, p 30; Lorenzen, Tort, p 364; Cook , op. cit,
p 29. p 30.

# 26 Nussbaum. op. cit, p 30; de Sloovere, op. cit, 451.

i 27 Beale, Treatise, Vol. T p 53, Vol. I p 1664; also Goodrich, op. cit,
PP 232~233.

iF 28 Cheatham, op. cit, p 381.

£ 29 Cheatham, op. cit. p379. p. 383; Nussbaum, op. cit, p 30; Yntema,
op. cit, p 474. p 478; Heilman, op . cit, p 1088 ; Lorenzen, Validity,
p 296 ; Cook, op. cit, p341; Rabel, op. cit. p 63; Cavers, Choice of law
problem, 47 Harv. L. R. p 186; Cheshire, op. cit, pp 54~55; Harper,
op. cit, p1174; ¢f Dodd, The power of the supreme court to review
state decisions in the field of C. O. L, 39 Harv. L. R. p 535.

% 30 cf. Cheatham, loc. cit, supra; Nussbaum, op . cit, p 73. p 74; Yn-
tema, op . cit, pp 468~469, p 473 ; Harper, op . cit, p 1162.

FHIC LT, BABEH W IEARORTT 201, FiRiTalFsh
RHENTH o KEBHFL, MFTHARS WLk 2, BBE LM
Lzlcvo Wk 38HFO EEZEOREDAO WL IELXHLBITL 270V,
HROREC/EALI 5@, 2o HEI e BCHEEACEO R 5, DT
SEER. FRftcdoTlREE LToPhixdbihv. BB EHAL A
TrOOHREREL LT, SEOEFLERT 50 Bl E L eBEc. O/
Borbr, Tof S HPRERERECRAIRTCLZO—HL kbR WERBOR, &
RHBHTATRCENTHRE FLLAVLE 2D, ZORDI, B
BEEORIC R W TRARED, NEE~ORAPLETH S, CORKKCL
T—RAEZEZHEAL TV B2 00 58Fcd. ERTh2XT CoNERE
CWMAINT, To—HLloTwikde, ThKESTEF IR, HBITI
NBHER - BBRRERT AR LFERTHARIN RSO TH 5, LT
GACAEREO—HRAINIBERYBCBWTEU, dLRFA—T
H2rMBcEANEFCERIRGBETH D, o THBMINHTT S
ﬁﬂ-%%ﬁ%@ﬁifif&o&&%éﬁﬁﬁwbk‘a@&¢@$ﬂ~§

# 31 Guinness v. Miller, (1923) 291 Fed. 769 ; The James M’ Gee, 300 Fed.
93 at 96 ; Direction der Disconto-gesellschaft v. U, . Steel Corp.(1924)
300 Fed. 741, Falconbridge. op. cit, p 36; Lorenzen, Tort. p 364,



ZOBRCRARSEGEHU LCEHRNTELETEHL D
de Sloovere, op. cit. p 450.

i 32 Cook, op. cit, pp 20~21, n4la at p 21; Falconbribge, op. cit. p 134
Cavers, Two local law theories, 63 Harv. L. R. p 824, cf. n.6 loc. cit.
Lorenzen, Theory of Qualification (Selected Articles) pp 108~109; cf.
Beale, Summary, §2, §11, §47, §48.

g 33 Guinness v. Miller, (1923) 291 Feb. 769 ; Cook, op. cit. p 338, pp 22~16.

TP LOBWACLER, TOFBLLHERERECETLLEL T, R
CORERAAROERCEWIRARERR R 2 Lo EE 2 O
THE D, COHRCBL TR4AXOERCFEH LA E LDV, Th
bLUBEHMICS 2 #AELCH L (HFZHERBELENL L{RF—0®
%&%oﬁ%kﬁm1<ém,&6v§g:#ﬁ@®@m&aﬁw,%L<u
A—o&BEr b oRlEYFEHT &5 chic i, RAAOEEBERFEH
OHMNICHD . & LNEE FRig) »ERELokFE b, ThiZER
HACEAINIBEELEENCREOTRY, EyX 0Bl BUR—TdH
ZEBEELVLOEBINYI S, SEEY LR LeBfo. Th i@
B, b L RE—0oHREENBEEEO—BE LT, MAIIREESRL
Lhid, tocEEaREEERCEU, R—cfB&E v, BEBRERKT
B ERERHRTAEE . FONBREER, AEAAEO—HELT
BAZINZLERS S5, BREFENGE (FEHRE) KL W5-B2 DT,
Bbi, BNERLHEREREL LU0 RT3V tehs5006 T
BB, ThEb, cOLARELTUE, ThUE—Sdfhtiiv i, B
TOoREDOTTR, BREOHFACBRAZERON TV LW IELL, —
HHEAEREEBRRE TRk ne, TOBEEKIOTCS, BEEAORAD
ERERVELTLS, chieKL T, BEEIERZ 3 L &k, ThaEms
BEr BT, A%k, BEYRELEU, b LInE—cBE2d k@
FhvigEAR oy s8R, BRARNERBZOX sERAh 2. %L
Tcmﬁtﬁﬂ$ﬁk\ﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁhgﬁkkkﬁé‘@WE@E%%%H‘
BrEiahioklkst W OTHhEE5d, Y71, E~r0, 4BER
%h&LT%%ﬂkkbfﬁmLikvmfﬁof‘f%&bfﬁﬁéhﬁﬁ
Bblhwv, LCERY. E{ERRPOLFML T2, &5 L bR
Thid, 773, P ZACERBCRE VTR, AEEKENZFEDTW
Z0OLHU B EXHFINIS, BALRY T 20RFRHOEDSHTH S
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HEARE L, PSRN ERE L oL BER, ETRAIRTERNED
—#L o THb DS, FRMBMHIFER., BWITLS> LB L bk, U
LOMREBRTI2b0EZELDND, Wi, —BREICEARHTR, REY
E%Kl01ﬁﬁght&%®6%%mTé%QF%%k%?hﬁ‘CD%&
WhIEEREENSRL LOEROBRTH S5, 2 D& NEEOEH
REANTOIOLTERICE VT, RARSNEECOWTIDAFT 2:8E L
%, RAEERERE—-OHNEZFET. Thrk viEEL, AEKDT 3,
WMAFAEREEANES TR ELINL S5, TOB®R T, HROERX.
EMIEED EREAORBEZ RO, BEIZRWE, BEHEHRD
TLEREBETHRILEEDBDTEH D,
2 34 Cook, op. cit. p 338.
2 35 cf Cook, op. cit. p 20~21.
2 36 Cook, op. cit, p22; cf Beale, Treatise p 106.
% 37 cf Rabel, op. cit, p 63; Cook, op. cit. pp 20~21.
ZHE=/ “7 » Y HEERBECKT 5 local-law theory cow”
(EEHRF614435) p 93.

BEBE oo “local law theory” WL N B3 ORIETHEL & cause of
action DBERELOVWTLH D, FA—0OFBXH R, 559 3EEOERHEF O
éﬁ‘ﬂkﬁﬁﬁf‘@A%KOMTBﬁELEHhHKB&ho@Amom
THEBTHEL 5, dLESTHRINE D “local law theory” yi EEEH.
E%@éwéﬁﬁ?—?é—omﬁﬁﬁﬁ%amzmwmbfgafAmw%
ERE, A4 Y TERUINRBAD D WE A4 Y icEFRE b o@AR, oM,
EFRRSETHELXEATCWSEREL LD, T0HH. ABcIhid, 4%
HBA, BE5VRBEHARAR, Z0Z20M, BEBWTHFLWROLEHARKT
BB, BhEd, xOBRATHNh, BATHN, TOKXED 5\ EFTHI
BB WTRDLN—REENET, ThiR0BFReHar. *
OEBMARERZ, 2O LB ELAEBNTHEIRKEALEVWIDOTSH
55m¢o%&%%u‘ﬁm%@&kwﬁbfﬁémﬁgeME?6éma
Bibhid, B bROBRyRELYRT 501, SFEEHE. 55 WidfbM
BES full faith and credit clause ORED FTBFT 2B TH 5,
VARV Y YOIV A —F—BREEERC LD, V4 2avyyyolic
BT ARELDWTA Y VA THRFELI S L AFEIR T3, TMOF
BREEE (superintendent of insurance), SRTHRER . HbBERETOL#
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EroF, M CHFEXRE T ABCEBLY 2D TH %, ZOHK
%émm‘%ﬁﬁmkbfﬂﬁﬁﬁ\@Mgﬁmﬁbh%ﬁkﬁﬂﬁﬁéhk
LERLZEVOTRAEVWHLDERNOENDIDTH D, FEFTAEE, &
BRSO ENRENBRLOWTR, kL 7Y 7 OMESETH R
DEOREBEARTCLAHARTHE S, FhEd, chl—REENE. &9
BRIk, Flx ik, BToBRSCHEL TR, DT LOBYRBATHS
PERBETE D, 25 LEBERBERBWTR, AR CTREIN 5% 0 AEM
BEixoTRBDOTREND S b

#: 38 Cheatham, op. cit. p 287.

2t 39 cf. Nussbaum, op. cit. p. 73, p. 73; Wolff, Niboyet’s, de droit inter-
national privé francais, Vol.T[, 63 L. Q. R. p 332.

# 40 Cheatham, op. cit, p. 388 ; Bank of Augusta v. Earle. 11 Pet, 519

588 U. S. (1819).

& 41 Sapphire, 11 wall 164 (U. S. 1171) ; Milwaukee County v. M. E.
White Co. 296 U. S.,261 (1915); Clark v. Williard, 292 U. S. 112 (1914);
Broderick v. Rosner 294 Q. B. 629 (1915); Cheatham, op. cit. p 388.

“local law theory” RERZDHIBKBA I NIIEE, 060 THREH CRIE
éhk%ﬂ%*&%%k?éo%ﬂﬂfﬁﬁéhkﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂmﬁ
RERICEESIRILDEEE, BEAMILNI0BIRTH S, ThEd,
ZOHEN, FRRC I 3FHAENOAR W 30 TErREHTH 5, £
ﬁﬁkﬁ%@@ﬂﬁ%wikmﬂf‘ﬁﬂﬁklof%%éﬂé%Auﬁﬁﬂ
CHF 2EFNEZROEHE LT 2BHARERR L., dvbhliEARbav, B
. ¥R, BOBTHEEIBRNCHRINATW 3L ok e LT
b, TLTXOBATOLDIR, RENRDIORERLTWHLERSZL L
ri‘%hﬁﬁbwﬁﬂﬂmkwaﬁﬁmﬁmﬁﬁéﬁgaTé%@anvi
Vo BEINCERIM L HEESIRIZ, WhD LT ATARIZRETCHIL0H
ERRWE LT, FRBEMBE I oTRLL SN ER I RE, B
RO EI LT3 M3h, FEHPZOWT2BEHE R R, 20FH
Bick 5T 2 b T OKEIC L oTHBHEIEL S 5,8 ICHB IR A
REINDZBPARZEITH D, BRLATCRS SEEOHFBHOTEE (=
¥) ONAZLRECE L, Thie L2 THETEIRIR N, Fitic
IBBEEZRTTHD RTINS, TORBRBI 2BFEEHONAAOEE
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b, ¥, FRMBSEECEY, SETCHBRINCERNETOE L HBTLT
W5 EDEBEEERRES 0 TRAVHLBLLRILLTE 5.5 RE
., REMmPAEEEYZERT 5Bl — 4 BU R RE Y AEERCRAT 2618
e, ThEROTHENLEETIN LI LA R.BAREENTH 3,
# 42 Guinness v. Miller, (1923) 291 Fed. 769. i&ig/r#4. Machado v.
Fontes, (1897) 2. Q. B. 231  cf. Cheshire, op. cit, p 50.
& 43 cf. Nussbaum, op. cit, p 36.
it 44 cf. Restatement, cf.C. O. L. § 42, Comment d, also §134. § 614
Nussbaum, op. cit, p. 229.
gt 45 de Sloovere, op. cit, p 438.

Rek, ¥EICE LT, “incorporation” 7r 2 BEpilPlc LD hBES
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(Selected. Articles) p 191; Nussbaum, The Problem of proving foreign
law, 50 Yale L. J. p 1018; Restatement § 621, Comm. b; Story, § 637;
Blume, American Civil Procedure, § 4.07 (1955); McKelvey, Evidence
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ciples, p 260; Story, § 638; Theyer op. cit. p 172; also McKelvey, op.
cit. p 86; Cheatham, op. cit. p 391, n 89.

# 49 Nussbaum, op. cit. p77, 78; Cheshire, op. cit. p 48.

2 50 Nussbaum op. cit. p 77.

2 51 cf. Machado v. Fontes, (1897) 2. Q. B. 231. also Cook, op. cit.
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3 53 Cheatham, op. cit. p 387; Nussbaum, op. cit.p 77.
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85 N. H. 126 130 155. Atl. 47 (1931); Gray v. Gray, 87 N. H. 82 174,
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cf. Nussbaum, op. cit. pp 76~78 ; Rabel, op. cit. pp 62~63 ; Wigmore,
op. cit. § 2573.

£ 55 Nussbaum, op, cit, p 36, pp 76~77; Rabel, op. cit. pp 62~63. n 56.
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#: 56 cf. Nussbaum op. cit. p 77 n33; Rabel op. cit, p 63.

#: 57 Nussbaum. op. cit. p 36; Rabel op. cit. p 63; Cavers, Choice of law
problem p 175.
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2 72 Beale, Summary § 17.
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