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1. Proprio Vigore.

2 . Castel Jean-Gabriel, “Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Personam and in

Rem in the Common Law Provinces of Canada”, McGill Law Journal 17, no.1 (1971): 14.
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4. Comity.

5. Childress III Donald Earl, “Comity as Conflict: Resituating International Comity as Conflict of

Laws”, University of California Law Review 44, no. 011 (2010): 13.
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1. Joseph Story.

2. Elisa Alterio, “From judicial comity to legal comity: A judicial solution to global disorder?”,
International Journal of Constitutional Law 9, no. 2 (2011): 398-399.

3. Schuz Rhona, “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization: Between International Child
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6. Executive comity.
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1. Révision au fond.

2. Peter Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure (2018, ELGAR
Publications, London), 111.

3. Conditional Comity.

4. Alterio Elisa, “From judicial comity to legal comity: A judicial solution to global disorder?” 422-430.
5. Svantesson, Private International Law and Internet, 314.

6. Ralf Michaels, “Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments”, 2.

7. John F. Coyle, “Rethinking Judgments Reciprocity”, North Carolina Law Review, vol. 92, (2014): 1120.
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1. Dornis, “Comity in Encyclopedia of Private International Law”, 17.
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1. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law”, 2107.

2. Hilton v. Guyot 159 U.S. 113 (1895).

3. Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure, 112

4. Restatement (Fourth) of the Foreign Relations Law of the United States § 401 cmt. a (AM. Law
Inst. 2018).
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Ll oS o oLl sdmiacs VUl oy Sl 3 g 5 (ool s e Ml <S5 oo
ol Ml <813 Glags 58551 2 KT Gsim ool s s ol Jool
Lol . les S5 S 1y el <815 ine Wbl &8 515 ool o puin 5 LnolS3ls Ll
815 oS5 g St sats b s e Fa Jallon <S1s S pls 46
Hallor Gt dowsar 085 ol Ll eols Jbs Jdlinm st el o8 Ml
loli & samzet WU oo Malloy st 008l pn Jlo sl ] 05 Jonns
V53l o e 2l oSl el

S dm ST eusec VL gl an g s aS ay e i e u—i-‘ Sl
5 o Dlse s ol 050 Jlacl an |y LaalSols a5 ol sid ks 3 s ousls
3l pi e et Slacs g e Camilga o (2l el bt o
sdsels SG olgeas aslh (2 ls 0508 ool Gl a5 S lsea & el
selel bl ST 0 85 0 552 il i S| (i 355 S @ (o)l J
O35 3o s ol Laol ol st Sl (ol fimad pshaalls ol ol 035050
Sls ol dian slgl Lo gl S ade o pidn (g0 5 ph3355 08 s Jle
A S Sl STp aS sy 4l s o)l ST 00 e o)l )
" S e 5 il G S0 g3l 5 e e

el Jollize 2 jloma o 2 )l sbh leliely s ac3lie 550 Jlas o g Lo
sl 035 VLMU Oluss 53 odomta WL 5o 6 3 Sl e iz S, b o, =heals
gl 5 olizeas altws Lol clos S (olel b ol Joasss Sl il iy 035 ol 4z 51
o el Cpl o e b sl Yool a5 ot Comy ol Gy Jmn S8 5 AU
Jliza ), bt 85 Salgiig (2 ls 28l gl o)l s Jba 051 S TSl s
oS ssin Ll 5 2ol somecs VU o5l s yse 5o ol sy 1eails s o s
Ll 5 ololis oo Joun 598 ol8ols s sdmzecs VLI (slaolils alis T il 5 o8l
il i o)l ssms o el 5 ilize L, by sliaie o 5 ISy sbay s oo
o sacns 5 ol (Sl ol sy il 5 b2 iy & ol o e

1. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law”, 2072-2074.

2. Rhona, “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization... ”, 40.
3. American Law Institute (ALI).

4. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law ”, 2081.



YEY YN Gao /Y ol /) ol /a0 / iodes 55i> VY'Y

lipts ol oo Lol eaS ot 3 el (slnolsls 1T sluliss 5 595 oyl it 4
S Syt - dalgs anlse Blie gacdss paer il o b bt ol Jloel & o
Sl slaelSsls ol ApsSos caziys 5 ols Nl i [ 355 4, (2 lacdss
S bt ol Gy G S8 Sy b sl g s & I Bl Cniie )
4 s 628 5o Il (SlaolSols el dlp Some (gl ol 5 e oS ol i
Vsl ol e

sl 3 ol80ls ol sl 3 ol sy (slise ysdmzacs WUl e s ke 085 5 5
Sloplo oLl i as Ll |y sasac VUL 5yl LT ausl 3 ool L5 63 S (s lss s
Sl w15 as Ans o5 $90be (6 Kl 300 1y Lo ol & Sos o ls 5528 L ail s
35 P*"‘ L§J<.!'> sy 5o e ol Go)olen yo sl 5528 ol s c-l’\ﬁ A5 Jal8 sl
el sdmaacs VU 5l psbo LT B |5t glulis BB LS 08 51apslo (o, o5
" a8 e slael oS

o5 (5523 55 e 0l e 3l Cons 4 S oamta VL (slaolSls s sl
Jlize sy b2 i s oS bt B ol s Jolie S5 g0 050
2538 Solls el ¢ Sy sbay .ol st St I oy sy (ST sl Ao
sale_isuds JS,5ba w3lse ol 53 (g 3530 2ol (AU T alte 2 s
T3S e g

oWl s Jolie js, 5 <S5 Y=Y

bl 5l ol (528 5l plelis s s 5050 sy oS aslse 55 ol 558 5
495 b s acsise 056 5l eel) glulid Jow )5i8 Ao o5l il sad salo L)l
Ll Gl o i S o e b )l (S sl 5 ki Bl (ol
Bt o Bl 55 3,0 ()M s ands o= <y ol wlelis dosls s
e 5588 Pas plis (ow Sl Loy towd (S 4 5) (20 Joe S s (B
S o 13 )31 55 A 53 i 05,56 40 2S5 i el 505 sl okt

1. John F. Coyle, Rethinking Judgments Reciprocity, 1114.
2. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law ”, 2090.
3. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law ”, 2107.
4. Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure, 114.



$laysaS 5n npd plalis Wb o 3 Lol wlyn &Sl 5l i e ssba by S
Jols Lol (1S 500 Gl -’\Jpg’m Lo b plolis (i Hsba e)5 - a0,
bl olalia ‘O,L,u. osls a)‘\?l L. u;‘j\.u L9 o0 sdeals ! ((Mbo)\?\)) KUA\; Q.“J LA oo

TS Ll ol e e Jlsel i 5 Yl sboas o3l 4315 g0 s

el WSl a5 bt 4 By e Gl silsS Sl it pas T
058 53 osie seld 3 Wlse s oLl sl sS 5l 2l Slags 5 s
il 0B YT 5 WYY sl sd Ll 5 slulia (ZPO) oWl e wssls o
VYY) oole ojlodgar ks oSl (el o)l (gt el oLl e ool
Dl cople 03 1 s S Ol SelSilsy S wliio o
S Jalgs |

G 85 4 o L |y Lol 31 (clae gamn ol e i pols ol 0 58 YYA 0sla
0S5l olE5ls Sl o Ll (5,2 oLl s s il S el ol of
oS a sl gl Tl wals Ml plias coe Mo 585 4 (S sl b )
(o5 b 5 NoalS (sl 58 Gaelals L aglia s gase cal s LT Lol
s oBsls ol ) SO bl jolatea aites (¢ 58 (o i K s (S
b gs2se dias b 50 55 o )l Ml oMo rs0 s by ske Jome
(V) it 5o 5os ol sl it com Do sy oS5l ol LT olsls s o)
TS ol s cad Jlize Jae bos LT sde wpsls ol 6538 YYA 03l (0)
s D o plalis usSas Ll d s Lo e aols saS s olelT sl
"o dals glalis

oz B oo L3 e jl, 5 ST LYY

Ol e Sl g 20 Al by e 53 s5les w)‘;fw 0355 5 Sl lads 3l 5o
b 5l 05 hop o ol o atiS Ll s ool ol oS gl JSCe

1. The Civil Law Exequatur.

2. Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure, 109.

3. ZPO, s 328(1)(1).

4. Campbell & popat, “Enforcing American Money Judgment in the United Kingdom and
Germany”, Southern Illinois university Law Journal 540 (1993-1994): 540.



YEY YN bao VY ol /) ol /a0 / ks 55i> YV

sbatel 5 el o) Ol s Sy S ol bl ol Kt 358 s |l S
Vel 00l 2l e (L85 e &

oS Sl oY S ol s o Bl (Sosgen (S (sl 0l 0 5B YAY aals 5ilkas
ol el o sadolo o)l olols el sty o |2l BB 56 Blod & e |
33 o0l 3l e ssbay ol ol (S 9 L2l 5 @ e Gl oS
Shiales 3 mols B0 S b a8 el b @S ot pll Sbeedo
Jliza ), Jsol 5:b b o sals ol cy pias 4 bos S sy b o o ' Mol
TS el gl oS3 51 S i ol

e 5 o ol Al o 5355 o B (Ssam o 2 el sl 5 bl
50 A3 o Jilie i b lish alne aslisl g 46550 TS slas o o 2 85315
e 1380 Lo 51 S obolan s bsls ssmmy e s ol bl Sl (o, & s
Ll bl (@l 5 ol 51 (SQ 0lid &y 5 st sy ol 00 (asiiin olias
Sl s Gt s b Ml sanlas 57 e 5 0ol Sl amssys - as dal i
of Coyas 4 55 a keSS cupa WalSols (gou 3l oplo Slaeas 5 281 Julize
ol 5 0 polo el 558l sols ey et sgiliin Jolie abasly &5 S 55 5 Wlakolsys
TS e bl gaasly Gl

L (bl (S i (\’.5" BEPRT PP e e sl o5l £9° A e 5
U Sl axils comdlo (5555 & paly sl 301855Lo olSols U 2ans o 515 (g2 330
ade (s Ol tamy las Lol Bl g pae Sl gy Ak 5 g el )

o don oS e s S eges ol i sy a5 plelit WSl 5 o ol

1. Yuan, “Enforcing and collecting Money Judgments in china from a U.S. Judgment creditor's
perspective”, George Washington International Law Review (2004): 758.

2. Article 281: if a legally effective judgment or ruling made by a foreign court requires recognition
and execution by a people's court of the People's Republic of China, the party concerned may
directly apply for recognition and execution to the intermediate people's court with jurisdiction of
the People's Republic of China. Alternatively, the foreign court may, pursuant to the provisions of
an international treaty concluded between or acceded to by the foreign state and the People's
Republic of China, or in accordance with the principle of reciprocity, request the people's court to
recognize and execute the judgment or ruling.

3. Svantesson, Private International Law and Internet, 206.



Ll siens aits ssbay b oS o i |y (6 st o885 1] ol 0 s Jail 2
\.M&JJL&

bl B 5 s b e s el o s ] bl oSt

s o b 2ld ailas dolissl 5 4 oo (Lo 528 oS (5585 b b« Jos o) il

$355 48 s ez 5 Sl (Sas oy S 3315 e glas b b ilie )b, | lasls
T les 40l (g5 o gl b PDlas 3l o8l 55 s

5V Can e S eyl el 055 YAY asle ol a5 alols Jolize s, (sl
X5 e s el Jlosl B8 sanlas olais &ypo 53 & sl e sl YAV Mol
Q,.,:.:»og.sbSo)l:@)}nﬁm‘;hg\xsr.sﬁlj?\j&ub&&m)bé)}fi&\ha
cales Sl ) e ot S 55m s b (Ml @3l5 688 5525 b s 51 Lt
;\)TA:»;‘ fs)‘\sjﬁﬁs ol R R JJ‘)'JJA Jajw Q.‘.‘ GhoS G0 o Lé.u sl
uw Ll o b.kmb:»‘j&\.wtua.«\ﬁtan.)?ﬁuﬁ.«\; La:))...f)\ Lg)L‘w_).}u.\.‘»L;LDbg.)‘J

Tt g e o e S Lt

1. Q. J. Kong and M. F. Hu, “The Chinese practice of private International Law”, Melbourne
Journal of International Law smart, vol.3 (2002): 432.

2 . Kong and Hu, “The Chinese practice of private International Law”, 432.

3. Article 282: Having received an application or a request for recognition and execution of
a legally effective judgment or ruling of a foreign court, a people's court shall review such
judgment or ruling pursuant to international treaties concluded or acceded to by the People's
Republic of China or in accordance with the principle of reciprocity. If, upon such review,
the people's court considers that such judgment or ruling neither contradicts the basic
principles of the law of the People's Republic of China nor violates State sovereignty,
security and the public interest, it shall rule to recognize its effectiveness. If execution is
necessary, it shall issue an order of execution, which shall be implemented in accordance
with the relevant provisions of the Law. If such judgment or ruling contradicts the basic
principles of the law of the People's Republic of China or violates State sovereignty, security
or the public interest, the people's court shall refuse to recognize and execute the judgment
or ruling.

4. Jie Huang, “Reciprocal Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in China:
Promising Developments, Prospective Challenges and Proposed Solutions”, Legal Studies
Research Paper Series, no. 19/23 (2019) http://ssrn.com/abstract=3359349: 4.



YEF YN (2o VY ol /) ol /a0 / iodss 55i YYE

85 (sl A5 s £330 b (s LT plali 4y e (Lol YA Jl 51 Ll
S St S 5 o S 3 (Bl5 i ) (5 03 Spslin | ee i
2 Js5 ol 3SR (s aiS e s S s T gl o)l sllas 550,
S o ol 358 Mt eSS (s ola ool 03,8 At LB 45,

oo b e olisd Sables sanles & CaNalS e sl 538 g5 5K
ol LT YNV Jlu Sl i el ple g o s hT lilis ol sanlas ol Ll eo s
;lj&l.wk:.;b sl Yol (e (Jolio 53098 Glalids (e 558 50 il g )JiK‘*“
elolin 6 5l 55 e 5528 T il s Bl Jl3, bod e s
ool 5 55 oBols ol e Szl gt ol o sl 5 YNV Sl s POPNE
bl sales rn ax 81 s 54 ol A plulid )50 )5 0B d g eate ()20
Lol bl Jolize jls) gl » b )xKiw o8als g, sl 2929 )x&w SO Om
o9 vl 038 Glalis |y m nolSols el S e ools oS4l oS 15 2052
oo e 5 o el Sl o o B stim S Jpol b plie 55K ol ol oS
Y s She gyl &.J;,,s\’é YAY o3le 3 5 S

b e 53, 2 S a0 ol iy sl sl (Sl 5 e s 53 250
oy Tl 5 o  ololis sdocia VUl s e 598 el sty . Al _sos ol
e ool (e cpl s ai s pllid e 558 53 YAV L5l Lo Som siszecs YL
bl il i, (Slia |y Al dm g (ot () 3l 5o sdmiec WU o5l (61, ol
o sy e epols ol 0518 YAY ssle sl a5 oo,y Juds 4 g g ol .5 S
TS sl

olel Gt 53 Joliie )L, 5 <S5 ¥-¢

(S dhesas (2Ol Gl den 5 L 5 e sDse s> 3 b Sl posas Ml sel B
P I0 JF B P P S T FYS IO PV PEPE-C i P SIS PR RAPHE
of & holsl 5 aisls  bnysiS st s Joline )3y bt oller oy 2 22 080 5
ellors Ly oo popas olndl s> bodol b oo aSol Jod 5l tslanzls 1)

1. On de facto reciprocity.
2. Huang, “Reciprocal Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in China...”, 3.

3. Huang, “Reciprocal Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in China...”, 4.



o tl uelSSl 35 53 s (ot olsiay <815 4 s 4 Ko s Tl s
53 Ll Ko 5538 53 eSSl s f&-"‘ 508l 20 OTmf Sl il S
Gt 4 o)kl b Sos 5 il Sl el s Ko slacdss Pl gl e
o el <Sl5 a4 o ol r&.—»\ el s olsien s ol lael 5 canSa
Syt 5 53 Ko (i wimian | ilos S bl e sy o 51 5 038 sl
G 5 Sl a ks w4 (2 b o S Olaeas 5 ol abiadle
A oked on Koo s Tlon S aST 815 nsgihe 055 sl 5wl 4
Jolize )y b oo 4y 5 0003 )5 a5 3500 ) s Sl AniSe 3> 2l Lé*rjg’“
Kool « Jolia sy b 555 5 5o pam D ailes S o Ll S ol olias 45, 50
ol b s 925 5 Mol vl S8 sl lopSl lel s by ool &
o 428 (il 51 Mallig Lol Siel 5 (258 s 4 035,00 Wl oy S8 552

Sl )y by ool oobslsl 5 eS1 (sl slaaies (g b (2 5l 0

o 8 (el 5 YV sl 3 a6 5 50 (3 3 (3Ll (ias g 5 (SIS o
el a0 a2l o oSl it sy (555, Bl 5l (S ol Jlise
558 3 A 53 okt sl sl 5 Gy s ke 0915 Y40 sl s (mimad
055108t S sl o el o i 0l Bl 251 S 0y i i,
352y 2LiaB 55 55 slite e 5 J520 (sl Sl G805 o S s 4
Aos sl oags LS, 2l Gatim SV s 5l Lo )5S (35> oS 0dd b4y 20 4 Ll
1 s ol s i 53 ookt s Ml a5 L e il
Luly) 5 wote sl 5 Ol i ) o sas Pellow si> sl Lol Gua
ol Jyam slialy 5o Kl T Jlize S, 5 <815 bt sy (543 opas

A D 0By o gas (i 4 i Wpgizen ol Glis (2 )5 (S L2l Ll 20 ‘@\j‘},zlf(.ﬂ;l;@ A
10.22059/j0lt.2012.30134 NOA-IA:(\4+) OA ojlass

5 i 205> e (Sl 5 el et 3 i 53 (s PSS (sl 5 lalit el el Y
AN =V ke (63) WY o5le Y0 o) g8 d8s (i p e

DA (WP olme B sd 5Lt 10l ¢5) @93 Slagosas Wl o o (g 3bcm b slsmdama Y

YA-YA (O ya> M\w@)ﬁ; &L;&«ﬁ‘).:l L

JEY = YRR VAT Ol 1obe)poler ola F dlaposas Wallin 3o dspd)l antig 0

OFF (VWAL olee 1ol ) i"’“‘fL‘: w92 M pogar Wl 3o Bzl sgama



YEF YN (2o /WY ol /N ol /A0 / indss 55i> VYA

ol s oS s o iy b |y pogas Lol e bl 5350 e Lk 4 Gl

O3l S 5 (e 2] 5 bl Y

4ol g lanlas sl 4 ilise (slacdss ¢ 3 s> (sUaptuager Ciliis 45158 oo ol
Ny el 3l B )t el glalis delg sl Sl gl aslodia |
35 3gmg ot gLz oL glalia b DUyl s sl Jpetilem lanlas (s ls o1
Sy el 58 Sl e 4 gy se 3)lge 3 g bolSls o] slolis 4 by e &l e
oy ISy e bt sl alos] pias (U528 oy anl asle) (lathae
el 528 S s sl b olizen (550

= ol e Gl s i o B Ml chaskissls ot st
Slaghe et L5 tmd (and aadl 5 cute (Jooi ool ol G2l o s a5y 5sba
Slez ol GaemilsS (e bl 5 lolid o (531 U Do @l osbay 55 Pl
e sl el o)l 5 J5 b i s a5 plelis sel e
Lol rien o it Sl ) (YL o et penaysba o seeslsS
528 ol Slanl LY game 5 ol solir e yols el g e gl 98 s iton 6l
2 5 05l sl s 03t 4 S 0l 0 fonze 53 el Sinlan p2e
L ks S el i

L3 tals 352y <815 00 55 4 0 gl (g 268 5l caslaiinr b sl ss Slaalas s
b s LT s 058 & 3l i o pime odnlen G, b (slaclsn b 3315 55 snles
ek (3150 pilia 2 5 815 Ole Jalainlon gl acuaS o s S5 5 A8 0 asiits
Ve pzesadellacl ollasl gl ol 5 sl ol s 5 55 <815 0 S5 (Jas o L

5 s 5 e el s ks el el 5 olalid 5L 55 anY VAV ¢ sl 58
el g bl opl Lo g adla s sdalee S sloul (6l AN Jle glan s ol JSS5

1. Svantesson, Private International Law and Internet, 313.

2. Rhona, “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization...”, 35.

3. Hague Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Civil and
Commercial Matters. 1, 1971, 1144 U.N.T.S. 249.



5 M a8 et U)oty oy 45528 b dhinsa L 058 5 W
G il A5 (a9 oo Jlasl gl Aol G5t 058N ] 58S 90 ol o 1l
&y o o) ki 550 L1 csladnlan TN Sl s 6 lps anY opst Jallcs

el ooy 45531 5558 (5L 4 g5 5B 45 ey y

ple Gsim 5 (o) S sl el Gl Bl s oles lasiS cass
@l F5250 50 Isndolgr SbaosedlsS G2l 5 cosas 5o AU S Cn e
4 e gbay5uS ol Ken byl bl aile glathate sl s s bl ol Sta rl&:»l
Sl s IS JuS Shiie bl w8l s B3R oty
Sl iy S aslen 5528 S ol sdt e giae glaysiS plee o ol lalis
5 oSl - il 9 oo 558 5 oS 3l Ly o) e 5 35 g0 |l 5 plai
a0 iS58 o 513 IS JaSs s L sae 5 a8 5 oS (635050 s (plulis Joma 58
o8als 5 352 CJ’“ s d e s b Sleles ol 6J<3)\e r\’.u" oo b sl
oo P Ol ol Joma 58 o sas ol (s itee £ Lo & Wl g5 s
S Sy 2ol Ul s b s 528 o505 ‘*:k‘pg"-‘ @ psls 0L~
4 Capmd (S 32085500 03l oMo e Julir Gl (2los dsl o g3 &Sl 0354
Y.;y‘bum‘ sl g

el s ES135 0 585 53 S dda Do s s 5 ooles| lulis &unpgu,nju
Sl 3l St 4 siae gla5iS den dgm 4 a5 b Sl pas 3l 355 el ol
02l 350 2 50 ISS Wil 5 e Jols im0 4 o ilie )y b, ol
gl il pogas olil Bsie 55 5 e &S

Ko slaypaS ol plalis gl anlaze (sla 98 Jolite agas y eclamlas 5 o
o3 53 5ml58 3 o2 IS5 5 G g - ol 802 AST (il 58 A1 3 ldan ¢ pas
RIS IR S PRIV -3 L75 WIS IR IIH WS PP POt
st )13 5 )5S ol bl 5 (e iz S35 05 s icnla RO PTG
el 25l B g iy Sl 4 ol

1. https://www.hcch.net/en/instruments/conventions/status-table/?cid=137.
2. Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure, 108.
3. Rhona, “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization...”, 38.



YEF YN\ oo /WY ole /N sle /80U / s 398 YE-

die St Sen Sl s & b3 ghe psls ol ael 5 sl

T leli o504y ok (505 1 ol G gl o 5 (o032 G5 (53wt 55
el 2 48 b3 o ez L8 1y ol e ol ol g ool 005 335 35
Olez Sl lims camsys Lol oad jolo Jsol cpl b 33l 50 Linle o pnsls ol o5
b o o3 lize o 51| B3 e ooy - s Jlasl LB pllis pe i
Gz il 4ty |y e ol o354 5 Jsol ool (olelis e ()5S oS oKin i

Ao ilise slay52S ol b e sl ol Sl 5 Jpol Giady b oglls Lo
Jlasl plie 5 52 cail sadsl Jool b silse (s5nle oo 5| 2ls sy ST w0 0

S et

Ly 5 oMales s wled Sy S mils W81 5 0l3 plrals c s
i 5o 5Ly 5aS GLaolisls (g Sl ayalo alSal (sl 5 llit 5 ol Mall
sl Al gllis alasmsl ol )ls o S 5 (Sasy kel
253 el 5 el GLalid Jowo 5528 o058 b bas 55t (s sls s
soyas Pl -Jﬂfg" O3 (B> 6L"=f~1—w~..~w 5 6|°3J1-§«-5-.«.L Dl 5 b3
cdps ol st 6l Ol Ael 5 (Aos Gsi> S ol 250 b oLz

el Ml Bome 5

s lcdss o Bilyy 0o (205 el oL sl Sle AR (Jods e 4
ol 5o ] bl bl 5 S o Joline Jldy by ojls ado ;) eses Jalipo (35
) il s Slamdle (s 3168 ol (s Sl Lt 15 a8 s
1 MUl 1 iV s ] Bl s S5 5 6l 5
50l gl g ol Jlas) 5 a8 5 ST nsphn s 51l eyl 3525 U (6l
(St SBULIS (F 5 S o 3l 5 S plel bl 558 of Gsi> plaasis
el 0 odnliie Jlite Joe bt citS5b ol olaslgrin

DA O Gleal alge <80 0Le) ol olar ( Jal p (o (ounsd)s 0 ¢ g e 5 gola s .



bl sy o 2l o ol 5305 sy ilite 155, 5 ol oo Sl (ST
ol sl sl (aseia Ly e 4 0B 5 S Gs b Dlags (6055 s (e
| oaales slimil ol Loy 528" MStn cl (6l (ool (g9t 55 - Canns Slagss 5 58>
35 Iy (2ol B aslo iz (slao seadl 58 (st 4l 53 Slalas S o SRy
@ 3k addlae sy5e slaysaS 5o WSl Gl 5 pllis  BL ol e adllas
iz Jlisy b 3l Gl . ams e olts |y ol o 0 paelons 5 scilania sla 3 S5
Sl G Ll il ol oS Ll o llae (o] S gt o] a4
Sy 4 u§~° S gg.l-“-bgiﬁ) ol ateny ol s sl Cufb:f S S5 me o588
Cur2y ol 53 el (ol Sluols 5 ol SaaNe 5 Mol Ll 51 o S
sl Jomtoler b lathie Olas slol Gt bedss el 35,0 0sSenl
o saldals oSl bl (ol Blize g b 5 26512 o8 bl sel 8 (g3lwo ey

bl ez (65003 po s Lulgs 5o 1y st Sl 5 Ol e gl saS



YEE YN (2o VY ol /) ol /A0 [ ke 55i> YEY

asbols
Ve 5 S .l
s A=l

IVAY szl ol s Ol L gopas Wl @i Al aiann (el )l

AYAY (Ol oblesl ol woler ol F da L o gas Bl B> and Ligd)

AYVY i jls el 0l oblasl iol,e . eses Mallipm Boim S\n - 590 ounllsd

VA olpe hliazl ol s Ol F Ao L pogas Wallins B si o s0mms (B s

Soim ol ohlasl oe s Ola L o pas PYallin Goi slsmdese (g Sbw 10
ATAE (e

2 ya B &yl st ol Sl 2ol (Sl BLan o So) Sl a8
10.22059/j01t.2012.30134 . \OA-YFA :(\¥4+ o liusls 5 5le) VA sylei (A )5 o0&l

P RN L RO s P A N O P Jo P I -3 gl ER PN
HOFFAole (60) MY o)l Y0 055 0 18 A8u2s (pulons s 5 3 s 0S5 e
AR

AYAG BT ol lazl 1oL anler ol - sosas Yl B - doms (6 i

oY Y-

Alterio, Elisa. “From judicial comity to legal comity: A judicial solution to
global disorder?”. International Journal of Constitutional Law. vol. 9
no. 2 (2011): 394-424.

Bermann, George .International Arbitration and Private International Law:
General Course on Private International Law. Collected Courses of The
Hague Academy of International Law- Recueil des Cours, 2015.

Campbell & D. Popat. “Enforcing American Money Judgment in the United
Kingdom and Germany ”. Southern Illinois University Law Journal (1993-
1994): 540-595.

Castel, Jean-Gabriel. “Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in
Personam and in Rem in the Common Law Provinces of Canada”. McGill
Law Journal, vol. 17, no.1 (1971): 11-188.

Cheshire and North. Private International Law. 11 ed., London: Butterworth-
Heinemann, 1987.



Childress III Donald Earl. “Comity as Conflict: Resituating International
Comity as Conflict of Laws”. University of California Law Review, volume
44, no.11 (2010): 11-79.

Coyle, F. John. “Rethinking Judgments Reciprocity”. North Carolina Law
Review, vol. 92, UNC Legal Studies research paper N.2332290, (2014):
1109-11609.

Dodge, William. “International Comity in American Law”. Columbia Law
Review, vol. 115, no.8 (2015): 2072-2140.

Dodge, William. “International Comity in the Restatement (Fourth) of Foreign
Relations Law”. Electronic copy available at:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3311889, (2019): 1-15.

F. Vischer. General Course on Privare International Law (1992 — 1) 232
Recueil des Cours, 238.1992.

Hay, Peter. Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and
Procedure. ELGAR Publications, 2018.

J. Fawcett (ed.) .Declining Jurisdiction in Private International Law. Oxford:
Clarendon press, 1995.

L. Collins et al.(eds). Dicey and Morris on the Conflict of Laws. 13th ed.
London: Sweet and Maxwell, 2000.

Q. J. Kong and M. F. Hu. “The Chinese practice of private International Law”.
Melbourne ~ Journal  of International Law  smart, vol.3,
https://law.unimelb.edu.au /__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/1680259/Kong-
and-Minfei.pdf (2002): 1-21.

Schuz, Rhona. “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization: Between
International Child Abduction and Cross-Border Insolvency”. Brooklyn
Journal of International Law, volume 40, Issue 1 (2014): 33-107.

Svantesson, Dan Jerker. Private International Law and Internet, Kluwer
International Law, 2007.

T.W. Dornis. “Comity”. In Encyclopedia of Private International Law (Jlrgen
Basedow et al. (eds.) (2017): 1-26.

Yuan, Arthur. “Enforcing and collecting Money Judgments in china from a
U.S. Judgment creditor's perspective”. George Washington International
Law Review, 758. (2004):757-793.

B) Websites

https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2699&context=f
aculty_scholarship, 2009



YEF TN\ Lao /WY ol /Y ol /800 / ks i YFY

https://www.hcch.net/en/instruments/conventions/status-table/?cid=137,Last
visited 2020/1/2.

Huang Jie (Jeanne), Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in
China: Promising Developments, Prospective Challenges and Proposed
Solutions, pp.1- 22., Legal Studies Research Paper Series, No. 19/23,
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3359349, 2019.

Ralf, Michaels. Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments, Max
Planck Institute for Comparative Public Law and International Law.1-12.,
Available at:



