
5. To what extent should a national court, in considering Article 15 of Regulation 2201/2003, have regard to the specific 
circumstances of the case, including the desire of a mother to move beyond the reach of the social services of her home 
state, and thereafter give birth to her child in another jurisdiction with a social services system she considers more 
favourable?

6. Precisely what matters are to be considered by a national court in determining which court is best placed to determine 
the matter?

(1) Council Regulation (EC) No 2201/2003 of 27 November 2003 concerning jurisdiction and the recognition and enforcement of 
judgments in matrimonial matters and the matters of parental responsibility, repealing Regulation (EC) no 1347/2000 OJ L 338, p. 1.
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