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FEAEHLSWBRMPY — EZANIRH T RRAESNERBLT
VB BUUREFIC B L TiE, R oS o AN REERIR S — ik
HRELDEERL > THBEIEREBLREEDOTRANLY,

LHERRMZORRTH 2, £MFOERNS, BEEHICEEE T
TEAER I GRS B P A S DS KT HEE Uy TR M 2 1 < R AR
BILEREIN, BRARBEMES KRS LT S 2 &a, BRBRICH -
T, Vv MREEDEREDESD BV, 72 - fz—[ETH T
MEDOANLZGEDT5, T ETELOEK, HER, HEE», i
¥, BEREE, BEAEBRT 3 EERCBIFHAIC L 5 [ AHBUE
BAJELT (mass defaults) | DEBEEZIFTNWBEDTH 5,

KBBEBABIT R — KIS0 EfAF LTV 3, 20—,
ZRDMAD D BIELRAMEBIZE > TITRTRAILU &S ITHEELZT B
Ly &, b —2oid, KB SHEBARBITOSA. NEITICH 4
FHIMEHEREL, BELTHRATHEENS T ETH D, H—OHH
DURET B D IE, KREBIEBARIT 2K E T 2HFL2OET 57201
TERIFRANEM L. MAD P& & MEKIC T 260 28db 5 L) 2
EThO, F_OREIRYET 5 DIk, HEREZRD 2 H ARSI
b ORIFENEATE2HTFH EORFEFELFOICHETT 52 E0H 2 &

1) /~—s3—= K« o—27%7 —)VRobert Braucherd B K& B &%, ARz, 20064 2
H18H T B RFEBR £ Y % A AU 4 Tirbh 7o RFFRAE O BUERM
HHIZOWTOY YR ATHRESN LD TH B, FHlF, N—"—Fo—2
7 =)l (HLS) 200740 ) +—F 7 v 24 » M E LTARO MR LT hic
Heather Souder&. & U CHIWIEFICH L I A2 ME T X 5 72Rolf Stirner#
BT E R L T 5,

2) WRPOE 2, KEBGERRPEMANFR S NE O RFEFRIREM L iz &5
WAL D BMERG LT 5,
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Thb,
a. EMBYEFEL (Collective Litigation)

COEH IR T T FIETNTOEREICE O TH RS HEE L, [
MOFERINZ CIFFE—I1272 5 X5 BEHHMOR U & 5 3FH S 5 0 iddhd
DR 2 HIWT S 5 7odic, HEHNFRROBEEMGTT 5 LREI NS
LTI, FEIMEFRA A A = X L3 EHE Gurisdiction) 30k
(legel culture) 12X > T YHEREL 2, —Imid, REFFREAEMITME
AOHEE A ZEIEHETH D, 2 TRELDMAYHE MO A
U7 HF T U CGEN TR ERIET 2, FAYVPHAZEIUD
E9 529 LicualiBflE I s v, REMIC s lic s Als GR
Z0) FEPRD SN TSN, KRBMRKHEFHRR (mass civil litigation)
B UCHIR ST Y, e 23, NA Vi, BRETRREEA &t
BREEE (Verbinde) 12, Z OEEE MO FBRDIRDBLIZH 5 HE D7
OIT, BB O B R HE RO U T EIEDIT X 2 Bud 215
BIEMEFTH LT E Y, Fi, MIREDO R OUIER TIE, kit
(corporate securities) DFTHHIZL B W DL OEFBIFRANRED 5 h

> 5)
- o

B ALISR. EIVRFECIZHEL VLI B TEE (award) &
N5F) Yy BMoORSERFR (FEHAETEZCEBEIIXLbN
%)Y o, LBOREITHT 2 EMOFRIRICHELZ L [ 7 M~
(opt in) ) U7cRIEEDIRBLIT H 2 HE2MFHE (quasi parties) D7cdIT, 1T
RYFHFORKENFFRER T F Y 20 [HFEHAFR (group action) |

ETILEILDIDE, A ATV, A=A NFVT, AFF, TII
B HTFTAVARD Y S AT 7Y 2 VRBEEBELTHNEY, 25 L

3) Peter L. Murray & Rolf Stirner, German Civil Justice 200-205( Carolina
Academic Press)(2004).

4) Murrey & Stirner, supra note 3 at 203-204.

5) Murrey & Stiwrner, supra note 3 at 205.

6) See, Die Buendlung Gleichgerichteter Interessen im Prozess, (Jirgen Basedow, et.
al.eds.,1999); Harald Koch, "Non-Class Group Litigation under EU and
German Law" 11 Duke J. of Comp. & Int'l L.355.

7) Neil Andrews, Multi- Party Proceedings In England: Representative and Group
Actions, 11 Duke J. of Comp. & Int'l 1.249(2001).
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7B TEN NS OEXLIZB N TH F D BEmBIICRI SN0 o iR,
REZEMIZ S SN 7o 1 (entrepreneurial lawyer) | O 5 E] 2 HH
MTAVAICHRTHEFOREL TOHENI SITERT 2006 LN

S

b. 7XUADISRTIay

TAVAG AT T b (optout) ] MO S AT v arkind
B b i 2 B RFTFRRZEH L T3 S0 ) B dH 5 W0ITER
REZLTO 5, ERIERRHAKZ O ZHOMO ZNIHY T2 b0
. REFEIC THHAOFFE R FER LOF A (common questions of
fact and law) | DSBAETH B D T, ZHOFEBEORIIZH B AT L
HRED 72D ICRHRR AR T 3 EATALTOAN, 7F5RT 7 V3
i3, ZoHEOFERETET B ITEREND S - & GRFNET
» 5,

TAVADY Z 2T 7 v a VIEROEENRIEIZ RO, Thid. 2
DIBTEMFRIA Y FHZF I ET 2 —EOMEII >\ TREFRRETHT 5
AFVRADLYT AT 4 EHOETHMANEESRAETNIY, 75 A%
BE—A—ADB7 2 ZREFCABELRINERSBO [T 1 V] ©
HDr 5277 v 3 i3, 1938FE0HIERFHHANC L 0 flEshiz, 2
NSOBANZ. 77 RAT 7 ¥ a vRKEE X DALT 57200 19664F 12K
EEhic, WEED—2EF 7 5AT7 7 v a KA (7 b7 b
FhAT LIz ETH o7 TOWIEICTK D, BENE 7 5 ZHEKEIZIE
FROBHMBIEEND, 77 A& 2HEEZWRLED» > HIZH
FRyic 7 I RIEEN, BRI B,

TAVADYT S AT 7V arORBEWNEBRHEIE, BFhohFLa 55

8) See S. Stuart Clark & Christina Harris, Multi- Plaintiff Litigation in Australia
. A Comparative Perspective, 11 Duke J. of Comp. & Int'l L.289(2001).; Antonio
Gidi, Class Actions In Brazil- A Model for Civil Law Countries, 51 Am. J. Comp.
L.311(2003).

9) Charles Alan Wrights & Arthur R. Miller, Federal Practice and Procedure,
§1751(3d ed. 1998).

10) 19664EHIENED XS ITHIATEIN, 7 T AT 7 ¥ a VEBITEE LM E VI K
HTOWT, Wright & Miller, §1753 ZMd,
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R, &I [7 5 ZRFEE (class certification) | & FRENEHIFTIZ XD
AV PE—VEINTOBEIEILHE, b L, —YHEHFLTOLYHEZF I L —
TSI SAT 7Y a v EBRUCGRREREST 2846 BHTEHRRO
BBk T GEPRFFHRR) HAEREOEREMI TN E S hORE
EREIBINERSE L, FE7 S 20MKEICR UL S IcEd %
HLROBRROCBEE LOFEBFAETEN? N6 OF I BB TH
BN OTT AU HOEHFTIZI N S DPREITEWIERE (threshold)
BT, BEEBGLITNTOEENIZILEA L —TH B3KD BN,
COFEMAERRT LI ENTERY, ThiTkb, BEFNY - HE
PEAB TS O HEHIAPHIBIZ S UE RN EEZ 5N B ORBIBAREE
AR IR s Nz, BiTE, BB LV TS 7<T74 97727
Ta—FEESTEO, T, LBOHMEEEEERE LTy AT
7varvE LTRSS, B S OPETHE O TRINTHEENRGE &
nsv,

77 ZiER o, eI EE oA, FERRIC, kI hic s T X
OO E #MIEIZREL T B, T LT oPZ0F#E LN S
Z DR A RET BHERDD 5 & - 72 HERIRE (preliminary de-
termination) M ET 2Y, £ OB H—> O KBIBEH A JEIT Al
XL, BLERIKIZWLSD2hD 75277 v a VIBIEE N 5, B1E
757 5 AMWEL 86, FHE NIy 5 XWAEE X 5725 FhD
eI HA TG SN 3, 2hZhoREFESOF#L IR, PFash
FeRBRICB TSNS 7 5 20D [ BEFi# L (lead counsel) | 12fF
HINEHIELTIRDE D, WOTE. 73 AT 7 ¥ a v a2MEBH»
HIEHFT O WFNMTINEST 3 2 EEATFRT B 7 A ) A TERICE -
Ty BBy — 22—V X v DT SN TE I, i DFEHK
R, REBISAT IV a vaETNTHEBBHFRICERLILLDOTSH

11) Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(c)(2)(A)-(B).

12) See, e.g. Garfein v. Stiglitz, 86 S.W.2d 155(Ky.1935); Lile v. Kefauver, 51 S.W.2d
473(Ky.1932).

13) In re Estate of Ferdinand E. Marcos, Human Rights Litigation, 910 F.Supp.1470( D.
Hawaii 1995). BIIH523% D% H7cd 7 5 R LM DR EBNE N 55RO r —
A & UTL Geraghty v. US. Parole Commission, 719 F.2d 1199(3d. Cir. 1983);
Farrington v. Adjutant General of State of Michigan, 492 F. Supp. 1362(W. D. Mich.
1980).

14) See Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(4); Wright & Miller §1765.
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D, 2l CciRENSB—HEDOH ZTETEHEN B,

WoltAZ SAT 7Y a vBRiEsh s &, ¢ XTOBIEMNE T 5 2
MRBICBANE SN, 752050 Es L H T2 0BENE 2
5N 3"Y, WAL, RSB T, 25 TROLEAITE, <&
AF 4T FUVEVEA—VHBNEA I —%y b EDOY 2 7TH A b
TORARICE>THITOND 5 HREIMGHZERCEA L TRES
B, HEINRT T RITHEEIND I EEHER N EEIBZ B I &I
KoT, AT M7 U b (i) $462EMTE S, BN LK E IR,
75 2D BEAZ T BHERZILOD, 75 AT 7 ¥ a3 VITkBAH
AT BRI NE O WANR S N PIBNICHEKE 254 7 b 7
FUBWESITIR, HEIMIZZ 5 XICilAAEn, 75 RT3 Vi
X RS hICHRPRREO BEAZ T 2R 26T 5 ERKICZOH
HizdbfRsn3"7,

TAYAORERFRE. I T GEXFHIZRM) FHciigsh s
r—ZDEENE D —BIZ9 N —k v M EBZ B — LD T EITk
TR o b, FIRICKDRIRESNE VS RAT 7V a vOEFIET
hE b3, EBEZSZXT 7Y 22054 TIV0HPRIZ, @l &0
SO LABDTHITH S, 75 ZAT 7 ¥ a VAROTHZIZ S
—EBHT ST 5, FIBNERETICL > TRESIN Y 7 ROERK
HITE > TR FPD#EY B D TH B ERKRINBOIRD, 75277
va VRIS N0,

RELFEFIZ, HHE Z0KITBVTESHEEZD 7 5 AHKA
DIHITT 5 AFFBAARIET 2 HEE2A LT 308, HEEFEE LT3,
75 2RET HFHELBIRERERA LTS, VIRT 7Y a TR
R s E S s, RERGICE Y Y 91 F) 27 (e
PHD) MRELB O, |’ 7 52T 7 v 3 VR HE LB ~NOD
FHIEAZAT O DI R B HAMEZZORE NS 2 L3700, i,
77 ZADFH# LD RBEMNS T2 L, AANICACOXHT, 75
AL AR U, FRAREFMIZ O LHRICTIH LI &5, Zofi#

15) Class Action Fairness Act of 2005, Pub. L. No. 109-2, §5(2005).

16) Fed. R. Civ. P 23(c)(2)(B).

1) ZhBA T A VISR T 7 v a v ORERERKETH 5, See Fed. R. Civ. P.
23(c)(2); Matsushita Elec. Indus. v. Epstein, 516 U.S.367(1996).
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T EKEEER OV X7 BITB T 5 RENERT 52 0. il L— KIS
OMFRLKIET 2 E 0D 2 ETH D, Frtitid. tinffE+T 248 LD
JFADMEEIZEAEHET 22 E6L 7T RO >0THET 3,

TAVADI SAT 7Y a ViRiROREDORENIZIE, Bz s 5 27
7 v a v 7y v (aficionado) YSMicizZondiarniEHIEEA N
BIEBMNO L DinA o b, BREREMICH SN p#ELET, 77X
MEE WA DE b LI ORI Z TR T 272017 I AT 7 ¥ a v aHlik
U, BRICR#ELORRSIZE R 2 MRESINI T T 2ITFIF LA EF
WILHOBNEIBEBTISI LI SAT 7Y a v AL TV B,
Wik, BENTEIAEETRIBETE2EE2RDEIIRAT 7V a
MfRAE T 2 7c0ic, B L LT 2720010 vy T4 THb 5,
JE SR, AV RERGERD Y X 7 2T B cdic, K ERM N
Db BHHELIEIHET S LS L RIVE TH (stakes) 200 HITF 5
DT, 7FAT 7V a &) FBE (leverage) ZFIMT 5",

29 LB ITbh. WIFEEIC L 2B T 5N TE 7, 19954
DORLFEESRRA W E, 13 & A CEMME (merit) OREWVEESFT 5 2
TIavELBNINTBEDIZT SAT 7Y a ViR TRICE NI
AT TNABY, 2005607 5 AT 7 ¥ g VAIEER, MRS
BANCE D, HBO/NS W S RT 7Y 3 vEBRLTXTOHMNEZME
Pl S HFPEHFTICHE R T 2 LA FRT B ET, VSAT 7V a
THFE DO NMBHIC & > TR EN WL DL EAITHE L
TWA", &SI AVIENIRBBUEMRGT S h T 52,

18) See Deborah R. Hensler, et. al., "Class Action Dilemmas: Pursuing Public
Goals for Private Gain," (RAND Institute for Civil Justice 2000).

19) James M. Underwood, Rationality, Multiplicity & Legitimacy: Federalization of the
Interstate Class Action, 46 S. Tex. L. Rev. 391(2003); Milton Handler, The Shift
from Substantive Procedural Innovations in Antitrust Suits, 71 Colum. L. Rev. 1,
9(1971); John Beisner, Matthew Shors, and Jessica Miller, Class Action "Cops":
Public Servants or Private Entrepreneurs?, 57 Stan. L. Rev. 1441(2005).

20) Private Securities Litigation Reform Act, Pub. L. no 104-67, 109 Stat. 737(1995).

2D 1d.

22) David Rosenberg and Randy J. Kozel, Solving The Nuisance-Value Settlement
Problem: Mandatory Summary Judgment, 90 Va. L. Rev.1849.(2004); American Law
Institute, Principles of the Law of Aggregate Litigation (Discussion Draft)(2006).
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7a—sOURREIZ B D Tid. REBEHARITEESIC X - THIR =
NIBNT EBZ0, RITHESEETHIE, ZOEO AL DBIETT 5,
A HOBERES: (investment securities) (&, HABK Tl eH I T
W3, BREEIMTIEEEEA T 0, BRI R oM EE TS T
FlEN T3,

KBBEBABITREBICE o & &, FEERHE UL 2 BEE I,
— ADITRTCOFED Il —EOEFFFRTFICS - 7cZ 52 &1 T
EBDKEAH M IWBITBT BAIE (fraud) ZEHETEI7IRT 7V 5
YTy RAYRHEAOKTEEELT AV AD 7 S RARZEDONDEDIEA
I HH DB BREEDOIEAFHEFEO DI I NIZT A DY
SRAT 7Y a ITBFAHRIEZ. YL AROHHR TG L THITTE
LDEAHIN?IHIT, ZDOHPRPHFEE N A VP HAED 7 T ZHERKE
ZRREL, %S 320%AROERECTHAGFREZMBT 2 ENTER
{IBBDEASII?

BHEOEREDOL ETR, TAVADI S AT 7Y a vh, ORED
FHEHEL T AV A UNOEHD 7 5 AR BEE R ET S 2 3D T
b LY, ENOEb, HRIHEA O ER & R HEERIE S 5 &
TAVHDT AT T v a YRR, B TR0 @A % 52 I -
ELTHEATMNT T ML S IKEMNPAARD 7 5 2R H %2 R4
5ZLEBBELLBNTHAD, T Ly T AMMEAN. [ URBIE
BB AR E L CHETEIFREZRI T LEBE2ICHHATH
%o TORBIZ. ZOXIITHHRENBOREKE 2 aT 7 5 ZZE %
BB EN, TAVARBEHFTDEIITTAVHADI 5 AT
7y a VHIRORR S KRS 5 EBbN 3 HOMKEIZ 7 5 2% RE
LT&i, TR, KEBMBABITOHERITE. T OHERNRE

23) Peter Murray & Detlev Vagts, Litigating the Nazi Labor Claims: The Path Not
Taken", 43 Harv. Int'l L. J. 503(2002); John Haberstroh, In Re World War 1 Era
Japanese Forced Labor Litigation and Obstacles to International Human Rights Claims
in U. S. Courts, 10 Asian L. J. 253(2003); Kevin R. Johnson, International Human
Rights Class Actions: New Frontiers For Group Litigation, 2004 Mich. St. L.
Rev643(2004).
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(wrong) ZRIETA72HDIT, 7 IAT 7 v arvEln)@#RE=ETH
NOB—J, FAIATEBOEGFET 5, hi3EonElicfEATn
BT B,

ORI OMEIS BFATHCASONDE D TH O MAFIHY7EFMY:
DORIMIZE & B, R TAVAD 7 5 ZFRITHEN TR WEICHED
KRB B ARBITOMEF I, LIELIEZ 5 AFRBRONMHEER (dubi-
ous) FIE%E EAZHERRT 075 Mk -> THIE SN BIH O RHE
BHEFEEAL TS, — 4T, JEREAEREIC X > TRIFICHRAN % 5
I TOAEBREED N YPHAROKEE, 79 AT7 7Y a vRE
FAMF Evlh )] TR ISR BRI ETFRICT 7 R A TEBA 507
7a—sIUREICB 0T, O KBIBEGAEIT 22T 57201,
WENSREREERFICRT 3 2 E 3R L THIIAE > TWBEDEA
I, PFNTH B2 OMFHEZFIZ, AN — R TERBRN IS KRBEETEA
BITEMTICT 2 EAEL I EEBHEOKAID?

d. OA4 I« 7/R—JV FEH (The Royal Ahold Case)

Fa—NVHSTT AV ADI S AT 7Y a ViRBADBEERE L 7 —f &
LT, B4 VIV THR=IVRISAT IV a Viliidhd 5, 20034E2H2
4H, & F U FBRICESERIIN, AT V2R E T 3 2 EEED
BRMERVARS T —ERARETHI LTIV« THE—IVFIF, o
WMBEEEEIZ DWW T 5 RV HRRERE Ui, Zhick: < i,
ZEFTHR—IVEFDT AV 77 TOREITHT 2 PS5 A S M Ik
TholtEVWIHHENAERE L, ZOLSBERMS, 7 A Y AEMEH
EHEADOR G ZRLT A=V RIEBRBAZDIODT A VAT T AT
7 oa VIRARREIZ R LY,

FRBETAVAD AN —F v N O EH T THE&EI i, Pk

24) See, e.g. F. Richard Manson v. Koninklijke Ahold N.V., et al., C. A. No.1:03-1243;
Lillian Kleinman v. Koninklijke Ahold N.V., et al., C. A. No.1:03-1251; John Li v.
Koninklijke Ahold N.V., et al., C. A. No.1:03-1257; Franklin Wilson v. Royal Ahold N.
V., et al., C. A. No.1:03-216; U-2 Club v. Royal Ahold N.V., et al., C. A. No.1:03-
222; Ralph P. Sbraccia v. Royal Ahold N.V., et al., C.A.Nol:03-223.

25) In re Royal Ahold N. V. Securities, " ERISA" Litigation, 269 F. Supp.2d 1362 (Jud.
Pan.Mult. Lit.,2003).
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HlES HENFEEMORRON LI %23 2RO H 2 L (lead
plaintiff) | T&H &0 BEERKE Uz, & 28402 S G 4EM
F. BNEED L DIIHETRED T & — IV FIFREA U fz—2Y 3%
EHATO, ESNSE 7 5 RRBERDT F— )V NIl O EAE
EEATOREDN, HEE. B Do, R4 vEE0E  OFFEBHE i
Oy Z 2K HE & OBIFR TIPS IITTEBOLTHAS C
EARHME LT, SHEOMKE &7 5 21CT 2885 5R L TH
729 29 UTARBLTY B, C OARLEN (fragile) ffEE LD 7
T ARKEBONREZFEHFEHE L U THERT 2 EEBRETHS EEDN
7o FRFBENIEHFTEZTRTTAVAANTH - 720

T A=V N EHRERE & U THRA S AR, BHEBR O E R
AENTHRNT 52 b > TEESNIHEROEN T2 (legal
sufficiency) 1220V T L { EiFEE b I, FELsk (docket) (X, H 5
W B M HBEWT > IeFHI L TR (preliminary) HFIN . TIZ &K » T
SIERFD LS EHEHER U, flEMIT, BE L2 HOR#E DT~
TILE > TR TH - 72,

PR, TAR—IVREZOMIT NTOWEHITL > TH S IcH
THALTIT L » TR EN 2T, Th S OHNLTIF20044E12 21 H 2]
Wrahie®, Th—IV NEZDREREFORILTEELZDOZRHE

26) In re Royal Ahold N.V. Securities & ERISA Litigation, 219 F.R.D.343(D.Md.,2003).

27) Reply Memorandum of Law of Royal Ahold N.V., U.S. Foodservice, Inc.,
Ahold U.S.A., Inc. and Ahold U.S.A. Holdings, Inc. in Further Support of
Their Motion to Dismiss Certain Defendants and Counts and to Strike
Certain Allegations of the Complaint ( Aug.27, 2004) 2004 WL 2359081,
Defendants James Miller, Michael Resnick and David Abramson's Reply
Memorandum in Support of Their Motion to Dismiss Plantiff's Amendend
and Consolidated Complaint for Violation of Erisa (2003) 2003 WL 24256347;
Defendant Robert G.Tobin's Reply Memorandum in Further Support of His
Motion to Dismiss(Mar.2,2005) 2005 WL 3741551 ; Reply Memorandum of
Law in Further Support of Defendant Cees Van Der Hoeven's Motion to
Dismiss the Consolidated Amended Securities Class Action Complaint
(Aug.31, 2004)2004 WL 2359086; Reply Memorandum of Law in Further
Support of Motion by Defendant Henny De Ruiter to Dismiss the
Consolidated Amended Securities Class Action Complaint (Aug.31,2004)2004
WL 2359089; Reply Memorandum in Further Support of Defendant Roland
Fahlin's and Jan Andreae's Motion to Disminn the Consolidated Amended
Securities Class Action Complaint (Aug.31,2004)2004 WL 2359092.

28) In re Royal Ahold N.V. Securities & ERISA Litigation, 351 F. Supp. 2d 334 (D.
Md.2004).
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i, BRINICALEDS CICEERMET 2 7k —)L FOFEE
TAVADORKRE (B4 . TR EAN (HED RHERED
MO TEFF e hic, B, 7THA— LV NEZohL LB %A
AT 2 O PPN TR, 20 &9 BAETAICK - THE
B o TAEIRRE I X BRANIRERIE A RS 2 T A U A DRESFIE TR
GNEFERTH B EHW Ui, 7h—Ib FORBICHT 3 BB HSE:
3. TAVAILBIATHOMEROEEICLD, H20ETAVAOD
DB ETITONIAEIT DN TOTIRICK > THED B L IFEE
I,

COHFERBEHFTOELIT Uich - Ty Ml ST 3B RTIT A
PSRRI ERE BN & LcKw 2 U7c, HEARA E. #E%
ST B HINL T AR D IAAFER T B BIEFFIREZHR U, Ty I
WHFREDOMHT, THR—IV FOFR#LICE > THEFSNIZIEAL &~
Y E 2 —DHEE A B DO TEHLBIR O/ O GOt S his, BRI,
BRI O cHICEROEEEER, ThEHL - 7o, RIHIIEEN T
1 < BGRB8 SITEKD & L REMIEEN AT & 5 7SRk s
WFFL T, T FTERGEEM, T xIVF-—ROHBGOESEET L,

BIEHOWEIFTAT I v a vEENIcESL LT, B TPIL e Th—
VRIS NI, THR—IV R, M, MTOEYE» 5
BT AT AWRIZED S BEHED) 27 ABR LB INIEES
oo, FEHHFEYG E T ORI, FRROROERITE I AT,
GRTHRIC K > THIEI N/ THAHIFO S bOb TN A2Z13 52
ERYAR, FR. /O by b T4 TIVRICE a3ERITE - 28813,
FEMNCEE U884 k5 U R 7 WA B nidm o, -k
DTH b,

COET, AEIZBWT Y 52T 7 ¥ a3 HIRDSBEICHITARET
HBHENH M, BRITHUORLZEREZH T, a1 YL
THR=IVERE, TOED BPITARENE 7 5 AREEOREETH 5 & L,
IR ISR A AW TH B E L, L LS, AROBRET
. THR—IV REZOH YRS (pac) MATFERSIR D, HEHIEIT, #
Khxb&>Z EXYALR, 7HR—IVRZT TICOBNHBICE SIS
BENSHBEICET L&, L2 oNEICED 7 7 ZMKR I
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XBHLWFERICEBIMMDRFNEE SIS LR,

KL BB ESIT, NBBEHESNIh, 2L OETZ OHIRLIZ A HEE
Thb, 7H—INiE, HREOHEBIFRE O nJfetkix b & L7
ITENIR, ZD XD RFRER L ICHET 572010, FREED ik
BB B a[REPEIIIEF ITE . WFNIZ LT, HEEENR T 5 R
HET5ENH T EEGLT RV NOLEDOEFZF ML, A
HI7EFIICE Ui, a4 Vb e THR—IVRR. 7 5 ZMKBDFEK. p
LB ITT A=V P, FEROFATHE &0 0 5 250 o
%®m®%&0mﬁ'ﬂ?é?&f@ﬁﬁé%érﬁwﬁéﬁL@®§
HAELT, BEITIME R VAL S S LITARBE LI, MO HE
Hizknid, AR, CORENTONIED T A—)V FOKEIZ, —
BRE7TZOI RV SI3NVEH S bD Ednf, TOHBMIEKT LD
TRBOLD, HEBTOLHETHRERAET 2HICE > TE —#k%701
Fvd 20 el Eo#IE, o mEi s 2 b & 5,

7 ZFIEITFERE S . 20064E 1 H6H 1272 SN 72 iRE (order) 12 &
DRI b ARRSI N, AIRAERET Z2HRE I FRITRT~RE7 52
R BT 2 il 3 2 R AR Lico TA VAW LULAED 7 5
ZHERE 3. B OFEREFCRST B iz 7 5 2L OTED o #Eid 3
WRZB LT3, D7 7~ Khofhbh 3~ & FHlLE IR,
BICHHFTIC &k > TIREB K HRRES N 5,

—oODOHEMSTHIE, THA—IV R, BFREETRTIZESTH
BERBZ O MBRERIZ 57 E WA B, UL Ui T, Ff#A g~

29) In re Royal Ahold N.V. Securities & ERISA Litigation, 2006 WL
132080(D.Md.2006).

30) Andrea K. Walker. "Judge Gives Preliminary Approval to Royal Ahold
Settlement." Baltimore Sun January 6, 2006; Reuters. "World Business Briefing
Europe: Netherlands: Ahold Settlement Advances." The New York Times.
January 10, 2006; "Local Briefing" The Washington Post. January 10, 2006;
"Global Business Briefs" The Wall Street Journal. January 9, 2006; Ylan
Mui. "Royal Ahold Lowers Sales Forecast for Giant." The Washington Post.
March 30, 2006; Conrad Raj. "Singapore shareholders of Ahold can claim
payout. "The Business Times Singapore. March 15, 2006; Simon Bain. "Royal
Ahold invertors stand to share 1.1 billion dollar pay out." The
Herald(Glasgow)February 16, 2006.

31) In re Royal Ahold N.V. Securities & ERISA Litigation, 2006 U. S. Dist. LEXIS
1928(D. Md.2006).
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TOMREEZAFE T2 E2BRL T ELTH, NED V7 T 2K
HOMAITx 3 2 LM REE & S h S 0BT s 3K o LRI O
TAREVEMBIE RN T 5 2 E B8, FIRIZSENL DIRAR NI AL L2 IR
Mimp LB -7coTh ., FEAMKITHTFSH (former adversaries) &£ O
b7 A=V FERRIZSEEVEEEZ LTS,

e. RRDEXRMA MM (Some simple proposals)

E BRI RBR S ABITE I E UTRENZIEZRDET AU HO
JIRT Y a vikidE. TNTOBENSBRIEE I3RS E G2, B
HFICE—E DTN SR REER RIS 2 KSR T 2 HENH 57255
M?2I -0y RHBZNEHETVTIC BEZREMISSNIcorvY) v
7" (entrepreneurial lawyering) | O FIZEPHAEMFF SN THE LS5 T £
VHADI ZRAT YV ay OIS HEE NG IE 2 XH58DH 5 L1 <.
RIS - ERELE O RE S CEFMFRARMEIC B W TR
FhS A E 50772550

fHRITEZEI. bBAA /=] b50E [HR3FRLTEEL (Not
now) ! | £ EDTHAH, LolLANs, bhbhid, Bix-7
AL AT 5 & T BIEEHE 7B BEGRIT I 1 5 el P o Jkal o AR Ml AE
AT I ENTEAFRO—HIE LT, ERERA & 07 HERRFFRR
JERIZ B O $ AR H 5D TIREB 0D U7 AU A, W
A E PR R EFRAA A SR Uc s, & Pl IR FRaA A & Bk
EHOIENFEbNIY, BINOZE T/ — | 43K TEE0 ]
HBHNE THD AT Never) | ] ERIELT, UL, 3« 445D
D7 > THEICHEZ R LI AR EE 2R 5 5 BT, kP07 A
U AWEIR Uicv—IVid, KIEEED W CB A 2 — i IEHNC A Z S
Ny BARNISBERMAEAR—Tdh 5 2 & DR L FBRIERIT20 T
32) AW TOMEBE Y 5 AFRO MM EYEAREICE T2 a2 v b ELT,

Jeffrey Cook, Redrafting the Jurisdictional Framework for Private Rights of Action

Under the Federal Securities Laws, 55 Am. U. L. Rev. 621.(2006); Michael Mann

and William Barry, Developments in the International of Securities Enforcement, 39

Int1 Law 937(2005) &M,

33) See American Law Institute, Transnational Rules of Civil Procedure,
Tentative Draft # 1 (1997).

RBGRE 23475 (2010)
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DI HRPE O 7o — IURE N X 0 EEE & BRI 578
HT, EBRERFEFRICB O TEREZICR (convergence) 9 % iR
HNoERELEAH LI,

TAYVADEBEY S AT 7 ¥ a I UTERINR KT V7 Ol
ELITRAT 2013, YEEMBIEOBAIPRE LS LTHEEZ 7 21
GENSIBEVSBAEICHB LS ITEDNEY, VS5AT 7V a v A5
P75 T L2 TOMMOEBRN R EIE. 82 6 S BREIRED 50,
fEEOERRFEREICT AV AT IAIN TS, 29 LBEITHL
T KA L TRIRD 12D DTN SN 5,

EZONBBRO—D, HEESNIEE 7 5 AP EMEOTRES
LA, BHNRRO 0 DI TR ZRIR T2 LTHAH, £D
X9 R 4 U B HPZ, FHANE UDICHEOEE S h i HeH
BRI NI (register) HEITIZ LD T, kRN IhIEHLUNDOED
FIH U THITARER b D &2 5, BERRFICHEZHTNE 7 7 RIET
52 OEOEREMNRT 27cDICER SN 2 BAOHHHEFFEL 5 572
59 KRBT K - T HGIEE, BE, AEKRTS T —% vy F Lo
AIHSHIEETEE LTH D 5 5, MAKCHHEEHO A EGE~OBIER & 20k
SN KD, BEEHPT (the registration court) (k. Y E DK E O}
EREOHYIMEN S 7 5 2ADOMYIEAHEAB I ELTEL S, BRI
12 BEEHENE. HEONE? S 7 5 2RO G254 5, &
DI DA B RE T D IS WSS, BRI OB D 7 5 2
BRET B2 0 LR O ITIZE S Lo

AT H 72 7 FifH (additional judicial function) ZfbHERLUNVED ¥
VIWIEIFRE, 7T AT T v oa IR AR U IS OALE O BRI
BT, TXTOEMNFRE (£ 7 1] 12952ETHB, L
TeMoT, FEBEIZISZAT 7V a v THBI EITELLELFEDANGR
LB, BIENTIE 7 S AWK ER 1R 7 5 ARSI BIZA T A 2D
BaEEENh5, My 5 SN 2 BFER T, FIME T4
ThA V] OBERNEEhE S, VI RT 7 ¥ a v RUORIROBIEN

34) Compare American Law Institute, Transnational Principles of Civil
Procedure, Final Council Draft(2004).

35) See, e.g. Richard Cappalli and Claudio Consolo, Class Actions for Continental
Europe? A Preliminary Inquiry, 6 Temp. Int'l & Comp. L. J.217(1992).
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27 T ZRERITH T B IEHPHOMANC L O, HAHDOA T b A v e 7

FAMKEABELBH5, AT MV 75 RE Diad &b RHI

BHABITOWEZBIC I AT 7 ¥ a vitBMT 2HE st 5755

Do
BEOFRHEE. BRP A0 &5 ED, b 5 HEE D bl i

DHEHE (threshold) KT T ZFERKE N OBHINERL S NI EITE

TAVABD 7 5 ZFRIRCTE T BHRPRIRZ KRS 5 KO IRET B

ETHAS, ChBHENI FAT 7 ¥ a YRIOERINFREZA L TH

BOEIZBI 2T To—FTh b,
EMHOFRBHTERIME LIS ETH %, HEOPEELEHE 0P

PHEIZ LD ST 7 ITRT IV a VEKRT S EITHERNISE

DIREEL 7 7 A3, P LLAMBHM T, RIS N TS

72o LIeio T, FAYPHADOHRBAMICE LT 7 2IlE SN,

R YRHABEEHICHL T ST 7 v a VHRERITTE 20 ED
My HBVIRT T AMKEIC K BFEROFREZENT 5 & D & L THIfF
ZRBTBENES DL DOST, 7T ANBOFHe a2 s %Ef
T35, RAERE LI WEZT 2T XTOY 7 AMREE. BEEHO)
Hbr (release) 1I2EH/T LI FERIN S, FAARELT VR
G R YR HAD 7 5 XA, Z D H[E D #HH T T 5 FF
RERETIZLELOAZNEND Y RATF, ALY EERAHET N
2bDTH B,

TAVABMD Y S AT 7 v a i, 7 AV AUSNOEITES FEERHE
BEBARITOREZTICZRIEFREE 725 LD 5, EHRBUEB A
HBNTNBH, TORIFIZBRIEAD 5, oMK BEAKRDZ
D &5 BFDZ { THH# L LIKEH & OFEMRN S 2 BN S
5, bhbhid, TOHFEMEIICEIELBTINIE 580, EUM
WEAENC B 1) 2 FIARHEHFRZA (interest group actions) @ & 9 72fAs, Z
OWMETHMAB D LD 5 5%,

36) See Directive 98/27 of the European Parliament and of the Council for the
protection of consumers' interests of May 19, 1998, 1.166/51; but see, Daniel
J. Schwartz, "Loose Teeth in European Union Consumer Protection Policy: The
Injunction Directive and the Mass Default Scenario”, 28 Ga. J. Int'l and Comp. L.

527; Michele Taruffo, "Some Remarks on Group Litigation in Comparative
Prospective”, 11 Duke J. Comp.& Int'l 1.405.

RBGRE 23475 (2010)
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. EBRRKEBEEBARBITOHFZICHED RS L) T &idbhb
NIZE > TEWATEEO, b AHEGABITICH > 7238106 LT ofE
BWTNTHLTE, =D OFh TT N TOMEZF T 2 i1 % 115
TEB7 ATV vavid, —RHEHEELUTEHTEL, bhbh
3. BB 59277 arThowWwBED Y T ZREEE OB %I
LHIEBLOHEBTE2E5MBT 2 ENTEEE550°?



