Articles on Rome II and Hague
Convention on Choice of Court
Agreements
The current issue (Vol. 73, No. 1, January 2009) of the Rabels Zeitschrift contains
inter alia two interesting articles on the Rome II Regulation and the Hague
Convention on Choice of Court Agreements:
Thomas Kadner Graziano: “The Law Applicable to Non-Contractual Obligations
(Rome II Regulation)” – the English abstract reads as follows:
As of 11 January 2009, Regulation (EC) No 864/2007 of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 11 July 2007 on the law applicable to noncontractual obligations (Rome II) will be applicable in twenty-six European
Union Member States. The Rome II Regulation applies to events giving rise to
damage which occur after its entry into force on 19 August 2007 in proceedings
commenced after 11 January 2009. This Regulation provides conflict of law
rules for tort and delict, unjust enrichment and restitution, negotiorum gestio
and culpa in contrahendo. It has a wide scope covering almost all issues raised
in cases of extra-contractual liability.
The majority of the rules in the Rome II Regulation are inspired by existing
rules from European countries. Others are pioneering, innovative new rules.
Compared to many of the national systems of private international law of noncontractual obligations, Rome II will bring significant changes and several new
solutions. The Rome II Regulation introduces precise, modern and well-targeted
rules on the applicable law that are well adapted to the needs of European
actors. It provides, in particular, specific rules governing a certain number of
specific torts (e.g. product liability, unfair competition and acts restricting free
competition, environmental damage, infringement of intellectual property
rights, and industrial action). The provisions of the Regulation will considerably
increase legal certainty on the European scale, while at the same time giving
courts the freedom necessary to deal with new or exceptional situations. This
contribution presents the rules designating the applicable law set out in the
Rome II Regulation. The raisons d’êtres behind these rules are explored and

ways in which to interpret the Regulation’s provisions are suggested. Particular
attention is given to the interplay between Rome II and the two Hague
Conventions relating to non-contractual obligations. Finally, gaps and
deficiencies in the Regulation are exposed, in particular gaps relating to the law
applicable to violations of privacy and personality rights and traffic accidents
and product liability continuing to be governed by the Hague Conventions in a
number of countries, and proposals are made for filling them.
Rolf Wagner: “The Hague Convention of 30 June 2005 on Choice of Court
Agreements” – the English abstract reads as follows:
In 1992 the United States of America proposed that the Hague Conference for
Private International Law should devise a worldwide Convention on
Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters. The member states
of the European Community saw in the US proposal an opportunity to
harmonize the bases of jurisdiction and also had in mind the far-reaching bases
of jurisdiction in some countries outside of Europe as well as the dual approach
of the Brussels Convention which combines recognition and enforcement of
judgments with harmonization of bases of jurisdiction (double convention).
Despite great efforts, the Hague Conference did not succeed in devising a
convention that laid down common rules of jurisdiction in civil and commercial
matters. After long negotiations the Conference was only able to agree on the
lowest common denominator and accordingly concluded the Convention of 30
June 2005 on Choice of Court Agreements (Choice of Court Convention). This
Convention aims to do for choice of court agreements what the New York
Convention of 10 June 1958 on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign
Arbitral Awards has done for arbitration agreements.
The article provides an overview of the negotiations and explains in detail the
content of the Choice of Court Convention. In principle the Convention applies
only to exclusive choice of court agreements. However an opt-in provision
allows contracting states to extend the rules on recognition and enforcement to
non-exclusive choice of court agreements as well. The Convention is based on
three principles. According to the first principle the chosen court in a
contracting state must hear the case when proceedings are brought before it
and may not stay or dismiss the case on the basis of forum non conveniens.
Secondly, any court in another contracting state before which proceedings are

brought must refuse to hear the case. Thirdly, a judgment given by the chosen
court must be recognized and enforced in principle in all contracting states.
The European instruments like the Brussels I Regulation and the Lugano
Convention will continue to apply in appropriate cases albeit with a somewhat
reduced scope. The article further elaborates on the advantages and
disadvantages of the Choice of Court Convention and comes to the conclusion
that the advantages outweigh the disadvantages. The European Community has
exclusive competence to sign and ratify the Convention. The author welcomes
the proposal by the European Commission that the EC should sign the
Convention. Last but not least the article raises the question what has to be
done in Germany to implement the Convention if the EC decides to ratify the
Convention.

