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[ Abstract] The establishment of the doctrine of “the most significant relationship” in the
U. S. cases law is the result of breaking the barriers of traditional conflict of laws and of achieving
justice in individual cases. It is the common practice to determine “the most significant relation-
ship” by evaluating “ governmental interests” in relevant jurisdictions on the base of dépecge. The
doctrine has evolved into rules in recent tort cases with foreign elements. It is just a transitional
approach in the Second Restatement of Conflict of Laws and in Professor Reese’ s theory on con-
flict of laws. In faci, Reese lays more emphasis on policy analysis and development of detailed

rules. The doctrine has drawn criticisms from the majority of authoritative scholars in the U. S.
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