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On the Validity of Exception Clauses

Zhong Guocai Xie Fei
(1. Wuhan University Law School Wuhan 430072 Hubei, China;

2. People’ s Procuratorate, H echuan District, Chongqing)

Abstract. Validity basis of Exception Clause stems from the Law’ s maintenance of Social Public
Interests and Contract Justice Principle’ s Rectification towards the Contract Freedom Principle. Based
on this, Exception Clause can be divided into the Clause of immunity from the personal injury
liability, the clause of the liability for breach that debtor can not fulfil obligation and should take the
responsibility be clause of the intentional offense and gross negligence, and the clause of the exception
that the debtor cause the damage to property because of Ordinary Negligence. Then Rule of
Effectiveness should be evaluated separately according to the different standard.
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