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Abstract

China’s legislation provides that the creditor to litigation to exercise subrogation, but due to the
existence of the creditor and the debtor, the debtor and the relative, the creditor and the relative of
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the three kinds of interlocking civil legal relations, and therefore the interests of all parties to pro-
duce the problem of weighing. The original “contract law judicial interpretation (a)” has been re-
pealed, and the current “civil procedure law” and the relevant judicial interpretation of the subro-
gation lawsuit did not make provisions of jurisdiction, in practice, subrogation lawsuit jurisdiction
should be how to determine the subrogation of special territorial jurisdiction and arbitration juris-
diction should be coordinated with the application of the existence of differences in understanding.
This paper will judicially practice cases and related academic views on subrogation litigation juris-
diction, with a view to promote the judicial practice on the issue of further unification of under-
standing, thereby reducing the waste of judicial resources due to inconsistent understanding of pro-
cedural issues.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of jurisdictional hierarchy for subrogation litigation and arbitration
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Table 1. Statistical table of subrogation litigation results
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Figure 2. Statistical chart of total disputes over subrogation rights in arbitration agreements
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