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On  14  November  2025,  the  annual  survey  Chronology  of  Practice:  Chinese
Practice in Private International Law in 2024 (“the 2024 Survey”) was published
in the Chinese Journal of International Law (Oxford University Press, Vol. 24(4)).
This survey continues the long-running series of yearly reports, now in its twelfth
year since 2013, and it remains an indispensable resource documenting China’s
development  in  private  international  law  for  an  international  audience.  The
Survey is available at:
https://academic.oup.com/chinesejil/article/24/4/jmaf031/8321298?login=true

Content and Focus of the 2024 Survey1.

The 2024 Survey covers six areas: an overview, civil subjects, jurisdiction, choice
of law, international judicial assistance, and international arbitration and judicial
review. Its characteristics are as follows:

First, the Survey follows the structure of previous years, summarising original
materials without providing commentary.

Second, it further streamlines case facts and extracts core viewpoints. It covers
two revised laws, one treaty approved by the Chinese government, three new and
three  revised  administrative  regulations,  three  judicial  interpretations,  seven
batches  of  Supreme  People’s  Court  (SPC)  case  reports,  forty-three  directly
relevant typical cases, one SPC Work Report, and other official information and
media sources.

Third, it focuses on several key issues:

Ascertainment of extraterritorial law. In recent years, China has not only
established multiple ascertainment centres, but the SPC has also issued
specialised judicial interpretations and typical cases. Local courts have
introduced rules relating to the ascertainment of foreign law, and many

https://conflictoflaws.net/2025/chronology-of-practice-chinese-practice-in-private-international-law-in-2024-published/
https://conflictoflaws.net/2025/chronology-of-practice-chinese-practice-in-private-international-law-in-2024-published/
https://conflictoflaws.net/2025/chronology-of-practice-chinese-practice-in-private-international-law-in-2024-published/


local  courts  and  foreign-law  ascertainment  centres  have  published
dedicated  reports.  These  achievements  have  placed  China’s  judicial
practice  in  foreign-law  ascertainment  genuinely  “at  the  forefront”
internationally.
Jurisdiction in anti-monopoly cases and the application of the appropriate-
connection principle became focal points of Chinese private international
law practice during the year.
Choice  of  law  in  contracts.  SPC  Reply  Regarding  the  Validity  of  an
Agreement Entered into by a Hong Kong or Macao-Funded Enterprise
Registered in the Mainland Part  of  the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao
Greater Bay Area to Choose the Law of Hong Kong or Macao as the
Applicable Law for Contracts or to Designate Hong Kong or Macao as the
Place of Arbitration represents a significant breakthrough: two Mainland
parties may choose Hong Kong or Macau law and may designate Hong
Kong or Macau as the place of arbitration.
Judicial  review  of  arbitration.  The  SPC  selected  fifteen  typical  cases
concerning judicial review of arbitration, including cases supporting the
further  development  of  Hong  Kong  arbitration,  which  is  of  positive
significance.

Fourth,  the  2024  Survey  also  covers  other  matters,  including  representative
offices of foreign enterprises and foreign law firms in China. Notably, provisions
allowing  for  the  extraterritorial  application  of  Chinese  law  are  becoming
increasingly  common,  and the securities-law field  witnessed the first  case in
which a court exercised jurisdiction based on such a provision.

Abstract of the 2024 Survey1.

The Survey provides the following abstract:

The 2024 survey of the Chinese practices in private international law highlights
five aspects: First, in terms of legislative developments, two revised laws, three
new and three revised administrative regulations, three judicial interpretations,
were adopted. The Supreme People’s Court (“SPC”) also issued seven groups of
43 typical cases. Additionally, China ratified the Agreement on Judicial Assistance
and Cooperation  in  Civil  or  Commercial  Matters  with  Saudi  Arabia.  Second,
Chinese  courts  concluded substantial  numbers  of  international  cases:  26,000
foreign-related civil  and commercial cases, 34,000 maritime cases and 18,000



commercial  arbitration  judicial  review  cases.  Third,  regarding  jurisdiction,
Chinese courts for the first time applied the appropriate connection approach
under Article 276(2) of the Civil Procedure Law. In civil monopoly cases, both the
SPC’s new judicial interpretation and selected cases confirmed that jurisdiction
follows tort  and contract  rules.  Fourth,  regarding choice of  law,  foreign law
ascertainment remains prominent, with Chinese courts demonstrating increased
efforts to research and apply foreign laws through numerous reports, cases and
rules. Finally, regarding arbitration, the SPC released six typical cases supporting
the arbitration in Hong Kong and a Report on Judicial Review of Commercial
Arbitration. In the Report, the SPC identified three cases involving public policy
to illustrate the application scope while maintaining strict application standards.

III. Core Rationale of the Survey Series

Since 2013, the English-language annual Survey of Chinese private international
law practice has centred on developments in Chinese private international law,
reviewing both institutional developments and judicial practice. It covers conflict
of  laws,  uniform  substantive  law,  international  civil  procedure,  international
commercial arbitration, and international commercial mediation. This structure is
common to all editions, though specific emphases vary each year.

Between 2013 and 2024, the series has addressed twelve SPC Work Reports,
twenty-nine  laws,  thirteen  administrative  regulations,  seventy-six  judicial-
interpretation-type  documents,  and  307  cases.

It is noteworthy that Chinese courts adjudicate more than 45,000 foreign-related
civil,  commercial  and maritime cases  each year.  Most  cases  included in  the
Survey are selected by the team after  extensive review of  large numbers of
judgments available on China Judgments Online and Peking University’s legal
database, with the intention of identifying representative examples.

By  providing  original  materials—including  legislative  and  regulatory
developments and case law—the series traces the evolution of China’s foreign-
related civil and commercial legal system and judicial practice. The author aims
to  “tell  the  story  of  China’s  foreign-related  rule  of  law  in  an  international
language”, using a documentary style that enables domestic and international
readers to appreciate China’s progress in this field.


