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The Analysis on the Principle of “Jurisdiction of the Defendant” among the
Solution to the Jurisdiction Right Confliction in American Law
——0On the Case of Grace v. MacArthur

Ren Ji (Professor, Liaoning University)

Cao Qi (Doctoral Candidate, Liaoning University)

Abstract: The case “Grace v. MacArthur” is one of the typical cases which involved in the litigation jurisdiction in the
American Law. Since it directly reflected the conflict of jurisdiction right among different states and the fundamental method
to solve this conflict, the case was symbolized with the meaning of justice and legislation. The method and concept of “the
defendant jurisdiction” was applied in the case to consider whether the court has the jurisdiction right during the process of
judgment by the presiding judge. The case not only was manifested as a classic one in the solving the confliction of
jurisdiction in American Law but also embodied this method and concept via the judgment. We had some introduction over
this kind of cases in our country, however, the confliction and dispute involved in the jurisdiction right which were causing by
the processing location and especially the method used to solve it which resorting to the “principle of the defendant
jurisdiction” are lack of legal analysis and theoretical research. As a matter of fact, through the comparison and analysis of
international legal issues in different nations,it is of theoretical, legislative and enforcing significance to apply cautiously the
principle of “the defendant jurisdiction” in foreign proceedings to domestic laws. As a matter of fact, through the comparison
and analysis of international legal issues in different nations,it is of theoretical,legislative and enforcing significance to apply
cautiously the principle of “the jurisdiction of the defendant” in foreign proceedings to domestic laws.

Key words: Grace v. MacArthur; the conflict of jurisdiction; jurisdiction of the defendant
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