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(~) Patterson, M.E., Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign-Country Judgments in the United States, 6 Law & Pol’y In
t'1 Bus. 37 (1974). »).2M ~0~J Foreign Jadgment (ZLHEFTHK) % Foreign-Country Judgment (KXHP P QFK) VERK
HEWEE S ORT KEVYIMNFEK Q-3 Ofrig-vi O v 5 S LB o KHOKEFEMN < YOFK QLR ibad O g0
-~ Q° Ibid.,
() U.S. Constitution art. 4, §1. First Nat. Bank v. Terry, 103 Cal. App. 501, 285 p.336, 337.
() A. von Mehren & Trautman, Recognition of Foreign Adjudications: A Survey and a Suggested Approach, 81 Harvard
Law Review 1601 (1968).
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(e)

(=) Restatement (second) of Conflict of Laws §92, Introductory Note (1971).

(+0) KRR S XHFTK OB VEEY LHEEORHYE -2 Q VR0 & MEBFHMU 4 O PR N N0 -y QFTEN

DY 510° [in re Cleland’s Estate, 119 Cal. App. 2d 18, 258 p.2d 1097 (1953)]

(©) Reese, The Status in This Country of Judgments Rendered Abroad, 50 Columbia Law Review 783, 788 (1950).
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()
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ter) :9< AR Gurisdiction) iy 0 BT BRI B B0 110 I EITHL AN 4 O 4 Bidr D
HORUTHVEO D) VAT LA O LB BUD MR FIDACKE Q 40 MM 0 e (contravene)
UREIR LA O LI R HIEOV | BN EERENEELD FEOY 5040100

(~) 159 U.S. 113 (1895).

() Ibid. p.202-3.

(=) Kohn v. American Metal Climax, Inc., 458 F. 2d 255, 303n. 62 (3d Circulation 1971).
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(=) A. von Mehren & Trautman, ibid., note 3, p.1673.

(YY) Flota Maritima Browning de Cuba, Sociadad Anonima v. Motor Vessel Ciudad de la Habana, 218 F. 938 (D.Md, 1963).

(2) MacDonald v. Grand Trunk Ry., 71 N.H. 448, 52A. 982 (1902).

() Algazy v. Algazy, 135 N.Y.S. 2d 123 (1954).

(%) Hearst v. Hearst, 150 N.Y.S. 2d 746 (1955).

() RrRHE~N%L Alaska, California, Illinois, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New York, Oklahoma, Washington,. Kulzer;
Recognition of Foreign Country Judgments In New York: The Uniform Foreign Money-Judgments Recognition Act, 18

BUFFALQO Law Review 1 (1968).
(%) Uniform Foreign Money-Judgments Recognition Act §2.



(®) Ibid., §6.

- (S S UL

LEFTANFE LB U EE AN % = R QMEFI R A & BMANI0 a0 0 7 w41+ QE'R™ 1R OFaRi RS
RENRD N Mo ZmagQHEE S 2 — 2 NEHE OV S ulim iKY~ 0 7 | BY 0 S KA Y OMeR N 2O 549
LU QoM 2B MY D O 500 | HIN e 40400 KOE MU ROQEN 2 L O R QHIBRE WK

IR D E»e°
B BHEQ o NLHEFTXEHE O Y BEMNEE OV RO FELIb R YEE SN N2 ROERFROFL

~—~

FRUHoREWRLAERELSOFUInoN N SKOLOREORY KHMEFK HIMFLNLE 00200
EX ()
500" HEP ZREHEMNE | 207 WEOMVIY 50e° ShXx ~REKHFCERFELEREHECHAFTKY LEEL

BAPE W 550° KoL OREOWHEN ZXEAFKY HE O LREHMFRVKR OV Lo KREEEREpmiyQH QM
S0 SRR A O LRI (5 RSOERONAD Q& IR0 QI AT O 5 1) UK OV 50
ét7x9ﬁ@Mﬁﬂﬁ@%ﬁLfﬁ@@%%gﬁAE§€E§V%W%a§%§§é¢¢ﬁﬁbﬁﬁ6%@®ﬁ%ﬁ
P NEDRET UM A0-50 Ui A H Q EET (arbitral award) MEELD FLIEIE I AU OV 5100 N x = R4
()

KEZVOMNESD | R0 SH#LHERTE O BREVE L Y Ao (the Convention on the Recognition and Enforce-
ment of Foreign Arbitral Awards) Q JHrEL~V& O 4 5Q°

VORBOEEE N wo” HKXYNESXHERFEOREIDNRD N NHEKRNUN L O LO PR Nx=a2REELEVQ
%%m%ﬁbtﬁwﬁﬁmfﬂﬁéhtﬁﬁﬂﬁm&\EK?}U%%%%W@T%ﬁ%¥%_&%%§h5&%%%#
QERE O LRBFLR OO BinH#f (reciprocity) QIKRFE M 42 ¢ Vi) QKR NHEE O 550°

FTHRFE O FHK MRS - FLVERFEQ» VKT (KED R



KO 0 % &I nge ~E

() Alaska, Illinois, Oklahoma, Washington E[= %) QIEHM O MR D H°

&) N.Y. Civ. prac, Law §5302 (Mckinney Sapp. 1976).

(&) Roblin v. Long, 60 How. Pr. 200 (N.Y. Supp. Ct. 1880).

() Island Territory of Curacao v. Solitron Devices, Inc., 356 F. Supp. 1 (3.D.N.Y. 1973).

() June 100, 1958, 21 U.S.T. 2517. T.L.A.S. No. 6997, 330 U.N.T.S. 3 (effective Dec. 29, 1970).
() S. Res 313, 90th Cong., 2d Sess.

¢ B &

LAFTHKOERIAFEELN O L VO N x = RAAKHEQFD D Kk 4 Ziphe M IE I a00° MOV QI BV m —
gAY NEOCRENEOVYQT HoRENE | WS HLEHD Kk 4 @V R OVUHE D P ALY VLR A v RN
QP HHSL00R° MxaROMHEE KBV THEHFKEEROW — 0 2L Q[ © 5 e R Q FK

SN B L ERINb Y S0 o MIRIKD 05000 07 K2 RHFOFK'RRA/VEORHY BFKHE<RFELWRY 5
QAN Q20 4o FUONMELFELENQEEMRQQHO TR KO ON x = RAEKHN Q BWRHVIHMFELCC K
OB m— 1 > QIMEHTMN 2P N xR ELEHNY < O M0 HFEKNERNELR S 048 5 e
How O LB B SRR R <~ REK QMRS (AP Y O OV e 00

({2) N.Y. State Bar Association, Report and Praposed Resolution of Committee on International law (1972).
5~ 0 R QEE N KD eie Kk

S PR -ST

MR OHE O IERBE A EH U LA O 0t B QKM QKES 5 REg-V O W ITE QB S 41T Q BREWICE



RE#Y LRV S VB DO wR | Q@I KFFTHK QMR FENRD N N P00 B AIEN (a federal com-
=§:§vﬁ%:mﬁ@?&%ﬁbéﬁﬁkﬁécko%:ﬁ\&%ﬁﬁﬁégigv@%k&ﬁ:f?%?x)ﬁ@%
B E 0 Q PR WOVRITET N x A REKER” W ROQEBEVELRNE TR0 1HE (bilateral) M & H
T (multilateral) &2 N EHEA"¢ AU 4030 Q7 A Q A Q NHHHE T 4Q0°

O KEFRHEHNCEH

NS QEERUMIT Qe 27 IR K QR PRREEMNOEHE (ssue) =TT Q RE N Kav {00 5000° &
DL OMEH QR O EOEANRE N Mo HQ R — R 27 KK EKQ wwt HIE M ERFIV SOV HAV LY SR
EEMAOCQOPE SV Y HROEEQHEHEIY QO NI O e 5° UN JIVEVEROKFTEEH v SR
SO0 QTN I O VWL HCRIEE QY AR DT W L RSO EQERN ROV LEHIRIEE USSR

€D
QG AT A 1) A A 00

(&>
RE #HRREHERLHUBERHM tatute) Y 4o’ BRIZORFTROERNERIC EEA 2 — 29 #HPS
N EEFTXKQMRIVELD O RERNER S D e W0 OMRIND 050 © Z-H0WH L 5 000 JSHBERRE 24K

®
M OV OV 5 5 e P B AeR 0 IR QLR EMIBRE S VEE A IIo S 1y 1 — RFEROKERR

& BRETL TRFEAS ¥0 DB LY DB SHAEETH QMR EERRE N N e VIl VY |
O LTV S 000 40100

D 0 s S S0 11N - 1 — S KR T BRI 1) RIS 1 4 © VK02 VB 50 Ul 1)
L BRI R0 OV 0" 1) QI R ) A Q & — X QR At BHIm AV L UBI® KR 8
R R [ QS S S © 49,01 O RIS U B 1 B A0 L HIFAK M IR O MR NE 1h OV 500

LERTE O FTHK MR - FLVERFEC» MIRKT (KED RH



KB 4 B0 24

Q oK
LIRINRETIR Y CHTKOER
Q AR WHEKHZ A0 © MARR @ M 2
% 409 © KR 12 4910 460 1 IR (050

| HURAKRL A DRECHBROKEORAY-4" HEN R VY MRETIEAMO N Ncn—2 2 -
R N KA A0 P A0 UNTOHC AR 2 | REI RV FH NI Q VA QGIEHERE QBT XKQE VimI
04’ | 2FEE O Banco Nacional de Cuba v. Sabbatino & — X 7 100 &b -5 R HEFHBQ FEEEY | 5
O URECNRIR 10 60 AREEAR Y Dm0 TR O 510° 401 N x Mk T &~ Eadxa~ K Q@ EF. Scoles
KB EHORORE O QL FTKQ B 4% Sabbating Case 145 1 BREE 0.2 1 510 mho 1 SEIRETIR O B
PEER 4 (preemption) QIRER &0 W ##EH-H OV P IEAOON +RACER VK OW 510 UNBE O 5005~
RYUERE

| S CERBYER S Sabbatino & — X PEEN L NN 2 —h MEKBEESY ) LVEES V500 B 4
Zchernig v. Miller & — X ¥ SCBIRGTIE MR EA QBIDY O 5 V¥l EELQ0TK ¢ UK OV 42020
BN % R MR O Creciprocal rights) & b0 524 ST 30.52 4 F © 518 < RO W 4% R i o7
W82 RNELE 4 5 VHEE OV 2500 ERT L 00 )2 0 0l SR DK O Bk 4 o SRS SRMR EE- Q g
FIE Q< ¢ VE O P D3I N-5 0 1 2500 IO FTE QMR HID v R ERTIR Y 0L FE U & O
TS © B ST ¢ I -2 © 14000 i 2 SCBIBR IEE A 2R A © DR A ST O W BB R0 1) U AU ©

(B)

W< L O L KEFTKOERIL MREMY S O PIRHN RD D D000 ) UNBENTLAY 500° 464040 fh e 2"

Qe MK MEA -2 Q QBRI LHEFAR N H A 104 Q WIBH 40 1R | #5FH
ﬁ%%ﬁofbé%@&%ﬁﬁhémf%éﬂ‘%@ﬁKOVTmémkcéﬁ



DR OUNITAC] 1TQE 2 — 2 QBRHN 4 O VR O VHLQO R0 N Ao EVKHEA QRENEC EE N
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(&) Erie R.R. v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938).

(5) Homburger, Adolf Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments, A New year Reflects on Uniform Acts 18 Ame-
rican Journal of Comparative Law. 367, 368n. 3 (1970). (KIKEAfn+)

(R) Ibid.

(&) Somportex Ltd. v. Philadelphia Chewing Gum Corp., 453 F. 2d 435 (197D).

() Johnston v. Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, 242 N.Y. 381, 152 N.E. 121 (1926).

() Banco National de Cuba v. Sabbatino. 376 U.S. 398 (1964).

) Scoles, Eugene F., Interstate and International Distinctions in Conflict of laws in the United States, 54 California Law
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Revew 1599-1607 (1966). (KiKEI#IH)
(8R) 389 U.S. 429 (1968).
(&) Reese, Willis L.M., Ibid., p.6. (KiKEM)
Henkin, Louis., The Foreign Affairs Power of the Federal Courts: Sabatino, 64 Columbia Law Review 805, 820 (1964).
(2) Homburger, Adolf., Ibid., p.27. (KIKEA#L)
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KEQETIEL -y aimigs (urisdiction) 3" LHEM QI NRKEUEERIL 4 -0 0-» HETIER MR
O 0 € ST 0§24 [ue process of law) 4 TR Gudicial power) M« = R Q EEQ 12 P IX 1.2 10 4 1
) I T 0L O 4 el a9 O 1 Q ST MBI D1 2 o AU D B R B L R S E ET A MRS
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©)  Compagnie du Port de Rio de Janeiro v. Mead Morrison Mfg. Co., 19 F. 2d 163 (S.D. Me. 1927).

5) Hilton v. Guyot, 159 U.S. 113 (1895).

%)  Uniform Foreign Money-Judgments Recognition Act §4 (a)(2).
(&) Perrin v. Perrin, 408 F. 2d 107 (1969).

©) Harris v. Balk, 198 U.S. 215 (1905).

(35) Shaffer v. Heitner, 97 S. Ct. 2569 (1977).
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SVHEEEEE RST QAN RERQUL Mo QMY KKE RST 0 EH1 M0 AMAX (A-
merican Metal Climax Inc.) 3 ¢ S#00.242° AMAX 260 0mE oY SEEAIKES" RST 020#H ( om
B0 RST QMY 0P 0RO EIIKLR DY O MEZNE0E QBN L 0 £2° e Q VG 1)
0 N QIR HOEER MR RS U QN NN 2R MEBETIE ( TRAORT P MBS Y S 200
50 440 4050°

EROBEHNY SE AMAX KEEHM QB Y #R QIERNE STV RQ R V02 QP SEHVOEMEL R S YN N
NN QEERIQE QI N | RINEH#RQ Securities Exchange Act 10b-5, ~J Section 10(b) K Q 2 — 2 Q IXHI'S4Q <"
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() Pope v. Heckscher, 266 N.Y. 114, 194 N.E. 53 (1934).

(%) Kohn v. American Metal Climax, Inc., 458. F. 2d 255 (1971).
(3) 458 F. 2d 255 (1971).

() Ibid., p.261.

() Ibid., p.269.
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(—~) TIbid., Thomas, H., und Putzo H., Supra 6 §1041(1). (KIKEIMIRD

() Karns v. Kunkle, 2 Minn. 313, Gil. 268 Gulick v. Loder, 13 N.J.L. 68, 23 Am. Dec. 711 Grover & B. Sewing Mach,
Co. v. Radcliffe, 137 U.S. 287, 11S. Ct. 92, 34 L.Ed. 670.
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