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Can English Courts Exercise Adjudicatory Jurisdiction
in Cross-Border Patent Infringement Disputes?

Jarv--yxfo®
John RIBEIRO*

Abstract

In this paper the author discusses whether English courts can exercise adjudicatory ju-
risdiction in cross-border patent infringement disputes; reviews the application of the juris-
dictional rules of Council Regulation 44/2001 (Brussels I Regulation) by exploring applica-
tion in both patent validity claims and patent infringement claims; analyzes the current
position of the English court and that of the European Court of Justice on whether national
courts are required to decline jurisdiction when claims of invalidity arise in infringement
proceedings; and notes the research and suggestions for amendment of the Brussels I

Regulation by the European Max-Planck Group for Conflict of Laws in Intellectual Property
(CLIP).
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EEDOFEEIZB T, SERFHREICIESCHERER LI 2 THAH ) 2o TORMEICIE, #ER
P b EBRECH A EE & AV EARAE IR LT v B PIEECHIAT COMEISF vz & L C
Fo 2 HEH SN RS RO % 51X, 2 2 FEBRBHEEL B ET 2 LEl 5\, )T,
AMERF AR SRRSO W CEIBER A € SN2 WRES R Vo 51X, 22 bRk
FEIZDOWTE R DLED e AFTIE, SRR FICERZR) 225, 7)) 2y IH
AN EED W ENC B 2 5 R O EER BBV — VIZOWTHRET L Tw & 72v, Zo#Ak
(& FEEOBETONERFFHER EFRICB T 2 FBREHEEON ETREZH o225 L3
12 PR ERR IS O W TESEUANOE O EBREHEHEHEZHEL) 2 L) HliZ TLTwS

HAROREFRHFT OSSR EOMEICH 2 IR T 2R e L E 2 bN5, &8,
WEF T HEE ERBICIC BT 2B E L — VIOV TIE, SROBEE L TELTWET
AR

RETIE, HEROLMTIEH DM SN TR T ) 2y )b THANSER D W REICB ) 5
FERFIRAR O IR 72 EIRRBCH BBV — V2R3 50 MRl OB HEPE, IR, OV EE o
FEIRSEH L — L & OBIRE JH L 7- 8, JERFHEO SRR A RIS BT % Ras & R HedR kR
L) RIS, FREPNROBRE IR O E B EHIBIENT Do FFFHER EIRR O 4TI
BT, $&ﬁﬁﬂAP B OB 2 IS Ly SPERR R ETRR IS BV TIE, &)
Vo 72 G ICEBR B EENEEIND 200 HLNITT S,

BEE T SRR R ERRICB W THERF IO W TEN OB 4 SN6. ERK
HEEIZOWTED L) ITHE SN 200 (BAPITHE) 28G5, 7V 2 v 2 THADE
HENLBEFRBIIBNT, WEPLHRIETORNELME L T 25610, OLFHFHICH->TH
@ﬁwowfﬂmt\A@EE#%E:&%&%@EWﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ ESINDRED (HFH MR

9 QREFREANETRL SEE L. ARMETFROM BN S £ TREFRROFHAHIE S
na«%#(ﬁ ROHESD) . QARNEICE T AR L LTI v, UREERIE B SR IENC B s
Ndh oL LEBREHEEITE SN LGRED (BHFESREEI) . L) 320D 575,
e EBH T ORI, BN FEEEHAT (EC)) OMRUCIE, TN oS8 St ii2sh ST
Who TNENORMGEFHL, b THHERFRFHER T IREAC BT 2 ERREH O S B0 2]
REMEIC DWW TG %0

D ARG HABHBIE LT, (F— FY = —FifF) 5144 9 H26 HRHESES 7 51551 H. (-~ TRIME) HUntif
SER54E10H 16 H ) £ 115175 1095 2 o

2) AVERFREEA ML & UG SN A EENEIRH S £ ) TH H. James J. Fawcett, and Paul Torremans, Intellectual Prop-
erty and Private International Law, Oxford Monographs in Private International Law (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1998), 612-640; Lawrence Collins, et al., Dicey and Morris on the Conflict of Laws, 13 vol. 2 (Sweet & Maxwell,
2004), pp. 1520-1522.
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FBE JU1vwIITRAICE T 2H5FRAOEEHHEE

FE—E FREt

HEOFEHFTIZB VT, OFEEONEEBEEFEE L -V (B % EBEEREEY— L e b
Es) RO @QECOREBEFEERL —V, E129 [REFZLOHFIFTBT 2 BAHEE L O
HOBATIZE T 52000412 H 22 H B FHBH (EC) 44/2001) (BLFIE [779 2 v v THHAW ]
Endo), v 2O EREEHEEL — VAEERE L TV A D TRFIZOWTIHRE T 2 LENDH
5o

F 9HTAOREE O W EERSFHAEE L —Vid, BEQECO EREHEEL — VA S kv

SICORBEMENDY, B W NEEESWEFEICRNT 2 2 LA TE, W AERESEEN
BOONDLYETH - TD, FROMFE %> TR DY EENITHTE L 21 UL, W32
D 5T EEREHE R E E SN EE OB FTIISE R M EHAR SRS B VT RS
WROHIIRIC X 0 EIRBSEH S 2 B E L C & 720 Bl 2 1X19914E D Tyburn Productions Ltd v Conan
DoyleFfE T30, B LA E A M FEME S AV EIR B & U ORBYEEIERL) . 38 = 30H)
P SAEAEY BE O T A MR AR E IS T 2 F IOV TEBERAEEZ AL 2w Ew) v —
(BEF =2 - V=) (&, SHEHYY EEOANECHEARE IS 2RRICOEHTRET
BHbo HVERFTFHER . PAEME, FHVEMER COMMMEMEI BT AFRRITEIEE R L TH D,
ZOFREILFEHEAOMN G E OB HBIRET 2] LB L7227, 2 F 0 EEONE)L —
VB SN a, KEOEE A IR RO BRI RRIER L. EEREHEE 2 G E
58, 7B, Tyburn ProductionsF D YLl iZ TR WHLH A I N TV B2, Tha B3R
BHBNI RN E ) TH D,

BHEQDTY) 2 v LV IBATIE, WHEOERLRY), LRI 2 w0 T, SHERRFHER
ERBIZOWTHBERNEBEIEE SN DL EZO6NL, S HIHERFHEIFDNLFRIRT
Yo [E O P E B L — VASER SN B 7 — 2 3h v w) 2L EEE 2 AR TR EERK

3) 7Y 2y )V I HAILIAMNZIZ. CONVENTION OF 16 SEPTEMBER 1988 ON JURISDICTION AND THE ENFORCEMENT OF JUDG\JENTS IN CIVIL
AND COMMERCIAL MATTERS (VA Gefy) 258 %0 VI 7 Gk it @?‘ISHR . PAVEEIRR R GEIRA LTS [ RGO
FITB T 2 B AE B NITHR O BATICE ST 2 VA R ARt (1:1358) ) B v 391529 4 5 30% 45 (2001
024F) .

CounciL RecuLaTiON (EC) NO 44/2001 oF 22 DECEMBER 2000 ON JURISDICTION AND THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF

JupeMENTS IN CIviL AND COMMERCIAL MATTERS (“Brussers I") FFF& LT Wipile [RE MO BEFIMIC BT 2 B

UEH OBATICIT 220004512 H 22 A OFLHESHI (EC) 44/2001 (7)) 2 v v THED (GR) (R EBRES5#30% 3

T7311-318E (20024F), ]« (F) EIBSRGFEHE30% 4 5465-470H  (20024F)

5) Fawcett and TorremansHif87E (2) p. 3.

6) Tyburn Productions Ltd v Conan Doyle [1991] Ch 75.

7) WIZIZLA Gear Inc v Gerald Whelan & Sons Ltd [1991] FSR 6707233 % .

8) Dicey and Morris 13 Hif8i: (2) vol. 2, p. 1522.

9) #1 21X, G.W. Austin, “The Infringement of Foreign Intellectual Property Rights,” Law Quarterly Review 113 (1997):
321-40; Niels Holder, “The Enforcement of Intellectual Property Rights in the United Kingdom: Part 1,” International
Company and Commercial Law Review 13, no. 1 (2002): 30-36; Marta Pertegas Sender, Cross-Border Enforcement of Pat-
ent Rights: An Analysis of the Interface Between Intellectual Property and Private International Law (Oxford Monographs
in Private International Law) (Oxford University Press, USA, 2002) p.24-257%%% % o
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HEESEEEND 57 2 )b THANZHEDW2ECO EBEBH A #E L — VIS - TR %,

COMFHNCABHENS, EENCBT BEFHFRDBICOVT, 7Y 2 vV IBAIRED X ) A1
BH SN D 2IBET 5720, FBAIO@EA IR L P EHZ 520123 2, £9. 7Y 2y
UV THAOZE LY ABR 0@ HPIERFROEFRFFICRE ST 20, FHBHIO
HEHEY RREEOFM O LX) RO B SR ARV T 5 FF 2 R O IR 1
RERORHFFCHL L, ABUOBHEHNTH 2 ZLBWAL2TH S, 612, FHHIOH
BRHPAIE, BEDST Y 2y 2V - VA R OREBE OFNIHEI A A L Tw b 5E IR
EINTHEY, FHlE U TSR E OS2 4 L v e ik, ABRNG#EE S e,
FHER E BT OFEIZZOEOBICL YV EDO NS EHEL TV R,

BE ASIFEDESR - AR

JEHNE UC FHEoRE R ONEEZ DT B O FEpT o BRI SR #E25720 ST
VB A R O BRI T O BB F AR SN GAY . F 2 RE OB O R LR
BRLEBEIEY, 20T OAPEBRBHEEZET 5. 79 2y vV THM2250%, #%
HOMEF MM EZ D7, HEEELATLHAMEFELTBY, 2052 T, HBHI22S
475 (79 2y v VENI65475) 3. [HFFHE. i, BT oM L Idsaz %
EFTLEPOMER O, BHIIAREE T 2FEIC BV TE, A7l L 3B iaE4 L <
ZHEINTA LFEBEHOBEICIESEZHEINH DL A SN LREKEOFHPT...] 2585
BEEBEEPATLHEHRELTWDY, T, MBS, [F & LT (principally concerned
with)1? | MEORAFT IR EEEZ AT 2 F OV TORIIIR SNz L X123, BNOK

100 79 2y THR §1 (1) - [ABANZ. FHFOHBICH2b 5, RELROCEFEFRGIHET SN S, Ko, MB. M
BZOMATENC T 2 HF2iE. Shz@fLiwv, ]

11) Jenard Report, [1979] O] C59, p 36. FBak & L C. BAVHEIBERFFFRLEMES [RF LTI T 2 FHE L IR

PATICT % 77 v e VAR AREEE (B3 ) ERmGIksE 44547875 (19994F-20024F) o

FEFHER E I RF R OEFN L L OTH D e L723P & LT, Pearce v Ove Arup Partnership Ltd and Others [1999)

FSR 525, Fort Dodge Animal Health Ltd and Others v Akzo Nobel NV and Another [1999] FSR 2224,

W2 590E, 7)) 2y v VERN EIZIBRNEEZH T 507560 TH D 198F ISR L RA OB EILA R 7Y 2 v &

WSROI % & >z, BINE B S84 (EFTA: European Free Trade Area) OHIMERM TRk S hize 7Y 2y

T VH I RFIE I, Z OERE OB FEFRIZECHKE 027 5 B &G, V72— AL A, TAATYFET

ERLTW2,

T 2y THI §4 (1) - [HEEREOFIRNICET 246 Lewve Si3, SMREZHFTOFETZoE 03I &

NEDD. 72720 BLLERUPHE_ZHIIOWTIEZORY) Tid v,

15) 7V = v &)V T HAI2255 1,

16) 79 2 vV THHI §23 - [(1) H¥FEHEDLAR L S — ADMREOFRNIHETZHT 2546, FFEOEMRBRICO X
WA U724 LR A U 9 A5 O 720, FEREOBHFOF k2 URFPEE L2 L 21E, S oBHINLEE
EHY D, COEHIL. UHEONEOEELBVIRY, HEEECTH L

17) Fawcett and TorremansHi{87E (2) p. 16. “So strong is the desire to allocate jurisdiction under Article 16 [22] that it ap-

plies regardless of domicile.” ZE[EIE B & LT, Napp LaboratoriesSitt: (Napp Laboratories v Pfizer Inc [1993] FSR 150)

IRENTH 5,

BHREOHEEEORIL, RO G IXER MO TH 20T BESLAHINEE O <D WITBATA DA%

B9 HITIC 2 0 L BEREI DAL O EHEERIC & 2 HBHIZEEE O FHEANO T H 725 LIS N T W5, Jenard Report, [1979]

0] C59, p 36.

[TEELLTHRTZ] LwIifid, BIOBNPTOEN 2SR 3 2 BB R AR ISR SN 5612, &

HIFNIRMEIC L ) B2 A SR VW L2 EST AR B2 ADLEVE VI MELET 5. W6 ERRFFRNERIEANE

# (11) 44951331 H,
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HPT T, HESZVE L THAZHAT LATNE L6 2w ERESINTWEY, FFaFiED
BEREISE LA RIEICE T 2RI OVTHEREEEL AT L2 LIEHO M TH S 205 FHHIZ25
450 [FHEDBEFRLAENECHET /A &) XSO L O#HBFH ORI 3 S 2
Tlid%ve 2O 22007 MIIHNOBHICETL2DOTH LT, FRKEL LTEC]DHH% S
TELENRHY, FOV—T4 ¥ 7r—RA & LTI9834ED Duijnstee v GoderbauertliFh551F 6 1
%2,

Duijnstee S OFEOMEIID T OMY TH D, NVF—DFEHANTH 5 HEXIE, HET L4
IV REA GL) OfEER (BWHE) ThAIWEYISH LT YT AMEREHICOVWTO
* 5 05 RONE O % 2T 2R (7)) 2y v VERIBRE O 5 EZ &, 227 EIZBWT
MR PHHEIN TV D) OFEERVTH UNE L T A HEOEELZ RO HMRWNG % T A AT IV
5 AW EA I H LTS, XORWG G RET S Mz, 2o%kYE, 7TARAT VY AT
HHPFNI BT, ARDYDBBHEIIZOWTE 7 ¥ ¥ RONE ORI % % 5RO UNE
ETBIFHEEZ A LT A2 6IE, YIEYENTFZ 2T AR OTH CNE & T 25 HEIC OV T
IR AT 5 2 & OMERRERE L. SHUSH L TXIIFFRZIT, ARG H A7 & | CINE O
K L7zo BFERUPERFICBWTE, WHEOFRPET SNz 7 ¥ FiEEHpTZ, SHEO
Fir e 20 2 R L ORI N DS EIRE R I 5 2 3813, 7)) 2 v V51654 5 (7)) 2
TV ITHAI22% 4 5) ICX D BEOHEHRPEREEZHTL2OTIE L EE L. ECIIIHN L
THATH 2T 2 SR e$D 726

9 7Y 2y IVENL6S 4 5 O OBRIE. 20 [FFEFHEO SR AR % FF
A1 OHEHPHOERD, [FMAEf1654 712X 2 HRER AT HEOEIZL 2E 0, EEMBIZX
HRED, ALAFENS LML LAMIRICE 2_ED, LW immaiconTid, ECIIRUT D
LOWTHIR L7z [AHIZB W TIE, FSEHI6EICL 2HEEELZ AT 2 EE DL X B HHR L
PIEM X BRI R 7 2 P % 8 CTREMED D V) . RERIDE D 5 B FZ W ORI OF-F
B O — 2 AR %0 fE- Ty MSER165 4 5 H 5 [HEEFHEO S A RIS T
LifZ] L) ek, HEEESE T AMEREEMEOMRE M L2ETh ) (i
ERURHD . A TOMEENZBWT, S—WICEHITXETH S (— @D 2, ]

I, — e e LT, ECIIZ 7Y 2 v v IV5f165c 4 5 DOHFHIZOWTLLT O X 5 1 H
L7zo THEFFHED B SRR A RIS T 2R 22D W T, BEDSHGEA L < IZZH SN E O K
HF AR B2 A3 2L, MEBHTD, FFHEORRIMER B HOFEIZOWT, KD E
CEEET TN TELMEICHAL LI ETHA] LML, [T 2 v vV EHAREHE
HTHRICHBSIN TS X )12, [FEFHEOSFHRLAMEICH T 2 3 2 DA O FRacIE, Fearte

20) 7V 2y eV THRD §25 - THEREEFHITIE, B RICHEDE R L Lok EEH A 5E &% 49 % FHicon

TR PRI N L &1, BT, HEIZVWE L THRAZHATLATE RS 2w,

21) ECJ, Case 288/82, (Duijnstee v Goderbauer) (1983) ECR 3663.

22) ECJ, Case 288/82, para. 18-19.
23) Jenard Report, [1979] OJ C59.
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BREFRDZTOCT, FHO—RBHNC X DB L] ALBiE, FSRK165 4 5 O H)EE#
OHEBERIANTRETH S I LERLTVE] & L, T/ [LASFHEDHNER O8O
HAECHET 22 THRUIE, FEFMEAE SR S N7 E O BRI T I SR i % 5 2 2 R S
T\, ZORERE LT, 20 X9 LifFid,. FMFEN165%4 5OMAFEMENTH S LSz iTuL
o] E Ly [RHFICBWT, MYFEFIE, FAFEOERMES L ISR ENI B 2880
BEEIZOWTH o T, LA, AEORIRIE, UHFTFHRORKIEIHENETHLYIIH S
DREET BAMICH B L) F RIS SN, TOFEILY - AR OEHBRICE S W TR
RETH Do Mo Ty FWINCFAGMI6S 4 5O FIEERESE 2 BT XE TR RIS
VF B MERI BB BRI D W IR R OREFHEIC B § 23k 21, PO B8R AR T 5
TR VIR Y L, 2V LR L7,

2% 9, Duijnsteet] T, ECJIZ 7Y 2 v LIVEH1654 52 MR L., BHFRBRERRD
EOT, Bek - AMEICHET 2R DN OFRIHBEEOHMNTH DLV T EZWLRICL
72

E=E HRFEREHRN
FRECTHIIL 72 & 912 BRFEREFRRE. 7Y 2 v v THAI22G0EHFEPHINCTH 2 L # S

NTHBY, FNFEREFRDIFEHO—BRBEANC X W BEI L5, RECIE, S@EEcH L
FERUBCH 10T, AR D 2 MBAIO L E A L. &9 o A1V T EFERF
WARETROEBREHFES T E SN POV THETT 5.
F—IH TRMIE

TP BEETTHAERE, REBHETHL T 2y eV Bl 25 TEDLEND, Z05
SCIHERCEIN ST 2 49 288 1S LT 2 ORI AAFETE S % R o Bk it 28 RS 56
HEEZ AT EBEL T0Do TOMWEMEFEE L, [ SHEEEI IS | (actor
sequitur forum rei) &\ ML IEARFANIEDO X, HHOMBEROCNELMHLTIRTOR
FHFDRIRO SN L (Bt o Epr EREH) o EE T, PR EFFRIZ 7Y 2 v v THH
DFHFEHN L HE SN TN DB DT, EERFFHEREE THIMERFHERE ThHN., FEEPEE O
FiaA T AHEICH L TR Z2ETIUE, EEOBEITLRICEBERNEEL AT EMT L

24) ECJ, Case 288/82, para. 22-28.

25) Jenard Report, [1979] OJ C59, p 36.

26) 7V 2y VAL § 2 - [ARBANCHIEROBLED S 2562k E, MBEOFBRNICAIT &2 43 5%, EfEOmmIs
P o5F, ZOEOBEHFIHFZLHNL ]

27) HhEOMFTHAT % 2 AR T IOV T, AU DO595 KL U605SH, 7 2 v VI §59 - [(1) ZiRECH A
g5 % W E O SIS G HE DML 2 H T 2 02 T 5720121, BHAFNZZOENEZ #HT 2, (2) HHEH.
ZIBHFT DR T B ENCETT 2 A LR e 212, Mo ENCZOLFEBEN 2 /T 202 ET L7012 K
HiNEBHEOEOEE NS 5, 7Y 2y VAl §60 - [ (1) StzofodkAiE. AHUOFEHIZOWTIE, BTo
WENADOFFEHIAEF 24T 5. (a) Bk ORI (b) FHoOFLM (o) F722EEH, (2) MELEEELTTA VT ¥
FiZowTid, @K EOARPE 1L, registered office. ZNA WA ITIEEV I, Thd 2WEHAICIZZ0MOPBIHE -
TRAATbN I E VS, (3) [Filds, ZIREHITD TR T 2R EOFNIZ F I A Va2 T 202 Ed 2720
WiE, BT E o ERR AR 2 W 3 5.
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WTEBR,
FEIR  FRRIRRHIFE
1. EEE K RFE ORI L

BRI E LT, BRE SN MO, SIS IC X 5 EIECH A DS
HEIND b WHFHERERDBICBVTER, 7Y 2y WV ITHAI5 535 (RETABERE) RO
6 515 (BFAEE) ORISR CICE > THRBEHRHEEIRDO SN b LMEN5Y,
AT B A EERL ORI IC O W TR INCHR U A NS, B B THEEITRE N TH I
B N FHFEOFEH LR IOV THETHHT 5%,

FEICBWCTEHMEZ AT 57201213, FBERFEPIEEIHALET S I EANEH I T L
FIUE % B 5w, —REEOWE. O ) EFBERFEDEREORTOFETH LLEITIE. 20
GEFH X EETlE 2028, FRE O G123, 2 EOREEREH T X E 22 TIE 2w, £2 T,
ECJiE. SR CO VT CTEBMLZ A T2 0B 02 IET A2, &9 v o 72iEHIE#E 2 Z i
BEEICERTREPIIDWT, LT X ) IHR L7z,

[7) 2y VEHIDOHMIZ, B2 260EOFERERTFROBAZHK—3 5 2 & Tidz <,
FEREE o REH O FEBAFTTORE L 2L 2 ROBITOEHSETH Y, . THEEIL
BILClE. AEHOFEMEDBE S N2 VERD . EIRNEHTIC X D@8 S 2 BRSNS X 5 &
ENTWLOTY, | FEFINFEDGHIERE L, [FRAITER SN E MBI E D % %
Bia#EH L TRRINLERETH LY, ]

e[ o P E E B ECH L — VIS B 2R SEEOGEI AT, 7)) 2y eV THIO
EREEHELLRWEMREINTVWLOTH, ZoFEMEX, EEIIBWTTY 2 v )L I HAE
AENBHFATHIEDLRT NS, ZOEEONEEBEEH GV — VITIED W IGERIEHE I, 5
DIMBGEARE [HRH S NAGRRR H S0 BRICEEMEDH 57— X (a good arguable case)® |
PRLAHT AL THAH LMHINTHE N, RSCEIFA4THIZLDHESNTVWET,

28) Coin Controls Ltd v Suzo International (U.K.) Ltd and Others [1997] FSR 660 : Fort Dodgewi#&i¥ (12) FSR 222.

29) HEEFMERERBE 7Y 2 v IV THHI5 4 3 51229\ T, Fawcett and Torremans Hif8iE (2) p. 150; Senderfif8id: (9)
p. 105- 11121, JFiFMeRERBE 7Y 2 v vV ITHAI6 51 5122w T, Fawcett and Torremans, p. 170-171; Sender,
p. 87-89% M,

30) HARTI, FBINFIEHFTIIRH SN TV D, ZoHABIE LT, (T T = r3HF) {134 6 H 8 H 455
BAFT2TA 5%

31) ECJ, Case 365/88, (Hagen v Zeehaghe) (1990) ECR 1-1845, para. 17. AH LD FIRICOWTid, ke [HBWIC X 5 2%
SR FF O E S ECH B B 2 WO FIEBCHIFT19954E 3 H 7 HfIEtc oW T #:E553#5142% 5 - 6 52008 (19984E) %
BHEIZ LT,

32) ECJ, Case C-68/93, (Fiona Shevill and Others v Presse Alliance SA) (1995) 2 WLR 499.

33) BEE DI B BEN O IREIEOF & BT S i B PTHA] (RSC) #1151 (1) 1245 <,

34) Dicey and Morris 13 Hi#&iE (2) vol. 1, p. 338-339.

35) A good arguable caseDfitfR & L Cl&. Seaconsar Far East Ltd v Bank Markazi Iran [1993] 3 WLR 756; Tesam Distribu-
tion Ltd v Schuh Mode Team G.m.b.H. [1990] IL Pr 149; Unilever Plc v Gillette (UK) Ltd [1989] RPC 583.

36) Dicey and Morris 13 Rif&iE (2) vol. 1, p. 338-339.

37) RuLks oF THE SUPREME COURT ORDER 11, RuLE4 - “(1) An application for the grant of permission under rule 1 (1) must be
supported by written evidence stating - (a) the grounds on which the application is made; (b) that in the belief of the
witness the claimant has a good cause of action; (c) in what place or country the defendant is, or probably may be

found; and (d) where the application is made under rule 1 (1) (c), the grounds for the belief of the witness that there
is between the claimant and the person on whom a claim form has been served a real issue which the claimant may
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2. NPATA IS

7 2y eV THRANS &id, HEs 263 2HREDA OB ENZ B W T, FREOIEL ]
e 7200 xHIFTBY. TOND 55 3TIE. AETAFMHICOVTIE, HEEZLZH5TH
EDFELT2h BETLEBSH 2 OBHANICHEEZHLONL EBELTWDEY, LaL,
SO [HEZLLOTHRENBE L, BET LML) L) XFIE, wTholhzis
LTV TIE R v, 2% 0, T4 e R (BE) BERY BEETSH 2551213,
ANEAT R EPOET 5 2 L IIREETIE 2W2S, IEAT2 AR (HE) BAEMPRL D560,
—DDORFATH D SEBOBEN R, L ETHRAE LG, A TAE LX) ICHRET S
WMEE D, COMEEZHL NI L7200, 19764 D Handelskwerkerij Bier BV v Mines de
Potasse d’ Alsace SAFIIY K U1995%F D Fiona Shevill and Others v Presse Alliance SAHIY &
W) FEXBECIOHIRTH %o

B ERS 2 BB G CTH 2 Bierfl P lC BV Tld, 7 2 v V5553 (7)) 2y
LV IBHIS &33H) o [HELZDLOTHRENFAELLM] &) LERIIMET2H &R RIEE
WoVTNHEL L) TP LN, BT, BE. EBEN R A ERIEFCTH % Shevill
HRTIE BEIEEOETHRAE L7258 1 MET 23R OB i O BT id, BEEEICD
EEELA L, MRBEROBHTEZOETRELIZBFIZOWTOREELZHTLH, L) I
EDBW SN % o720 2 DBier + ShevilFHI P TEP N TR Z FFFHER FHRBRITH S L2, 5
HIIEEORFE L RET 2 WA flE Sz (T Ai) oFHF K OREREAE - it
HEIN TV LI RERFEAH) OFHFOR G IIBVTHREZIGET 2 2 LATE 5205 Bk X
OB AT OB T IHRE LRI O S ER L A L. Woe - st 0B ird 2 OETHA L7248

{1

reasonably ask the court to try. (2) No such permission shall be granted unless it shall be made sufficiently to appear
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88) TorremansHi#8iE (61) p. 200.

89) “The provisions under lit. (a) do not apply where validity or registration arises in a context other than by principal
claim or counterclaim. The decisions resulting from such proceedings do not affect the validity or registration of those
rights as against third parties.” Torremansif%iE (61) p. 200.
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90) Study JLS/C4/2005/03 (REPORT ON THE APPLICATION OF REGULATION BRUSSELS I IN THE MEMBER STATES).
http://ec.europa.eu/civiljustice/news/docs/study_application_brussels_1_en. pdf
91) Study JLS/C4/2005/03, pp. 334-338.
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