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such jurisdiction defendant has argued
the merits in order operty or te obtain its
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of Laws in a4 Nutshell (London : Sweet & Maxwell, 1970), p. 66; Clive M.

Schmitthoff, The English Conflict of Laws (London : Steven & Sons, 1954)
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Article 10 © heo19 ( néon the Recognition and
- . e g

Enforcement of Foreigm®idgrafits |in Civ & mmercial Matters :

The court of the Stéate ‘ A 4 n‘:. be“gonsidered to have jurisdiction

for the purposes of
(32 4f

the determination of an

issue relating to ij n State of origin.

Article 1 o American Convention on Jurisdiction
in the International Sphere aterritorial Validity of Foreign

Judgments : For the p tgrial validity of foreign

‘ Y
judgments, the ‘f_ t v international sphere

i
is deemed to be saﬂfied when the judicial o ther adjudicatory

authority of t t‘ ﬁ ﬂ ﬁﬁent would have had
jurisdiction Quﬂa e iﬂﬁ f mowlng provisions :

n i Ofe i V‘Jﬁ'lwq - ﬂlﬂ:ﬁ I"“I.‘Iﬁ'ngihle movable
properiﬂeﬁ.:jna ﬁﬂjmg bases s:Hl be satis@ed :

1. The property was located, at the time the action was
initiated, in the territory of the State Party in which the judgment
was rendered, or

C. In an action involving property rignt to immovable

property, the property was located, at the time the action was initiated,

in the territory of the State Party in which the judgment was rendered.
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Article 10 g #ntion between the United

Kingdom and the United 3 Reciprocal Recognition and
Enforcement of Judgments ij : A judgment is given by a
court having jurisdié graph (1) of Article
4 where one of thé

(h) in the caﬂa of an actlon whose object was to determine

g “’ﬂ”ﬁ’ﬁl"ﬂ LU R

movable properfly, that property was n1tuatad within the territory of

AR FENTHHRIINY IR Y

Eectlun 4(2) (b) of the Foreign Judgments (Reciprocal
Enforcement) Act 1933 : The original court is deemed to have had
jurisdiction over an action in rem if the subject-matter of the action,
whether movable or immovable, was situated in the foreign country at

the time of the proceedings.



91

g ey u s mirarn i ot S sian suninameaiiu®d mﬂ..muué'nngamu
GRI uﬂnmmﬂuL'smmu'mmaLwaamuummnﬂﬂnamwnnnumun et
R AaA s Lt s i iU sz wanauas TN 3fARuaINgIg
'ﬁuﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬁnﬁﬂﬁlw'l 'ﬁq"'l“"ummnui‘mm"ﬂ‘«'ﬁmu'lmuu'izmﬁﬁ'qnquﬁ"w mmwﬁtﬁu
lﬂmﬁ?’llﬂ‘i‘]:i‘]"]‘hlléﬂdﬂlﬂﬂ']ﬂﬂﬁﬂ']ﬂ“ﬁﬂwﬂﬂ'ﬂ 1yARRazian e duls axisnug

athatuatn el Li'lunaqmnﬂmnn e U1 iqtﬂuuu'm’rmﬂﬂﬂmngmmaﬁqnu fina

a A v g0 @ S : T
i fiRen e ange 0 anl5hanm i a aqnqﬁnannuwaﬂﬂmﬂnmt gnu
& ' . --. : " -a'
2UIRANAAY U TE LA TuART TR EamEn 11 TP, | T S

v A _m o i - e o v
UA T L U867 LU wE R e fua -:zmri‘lunﬂmnmnuﬂn'mwm

ta L Aty W ae s smagia L

[} - = i 7 . | L [ !
aglusu L aeme s nigglio s |t TRARRURAL aus wida Tioen s ndul i
i v o a = = L’ g oA R v ' f£a _oa
NBUUN WAL L TNEINY TR Uzl \ fine e Tanduhaimneadaa
Bu L A 1a TR a8 angul ot CApsa1RA L an T g T s Iun T

maﬁ’mqvﬁ’nﬁui'}mun‘ﬁmm g'*‘g{%ﬁ? _ ALt MUYAAR TUN1 SRR SN

Y AWEEe
A nm viiui o ond Weasdast e Sizp sianant g | 50 finailso usze g

ﬂnsmmum Lmaﬂ‘lua o

Wmm@uﬁwﬂmﬂmﬂﬂfiﬂﬁi
”"“’”ﬁfmmnitu URIANYINY

89Graveson, The Conflict of Laws, pp. 549-550; Briggs, Conflict

of Laws in a Nutshell, p. 66.

90Graveson, The Conflict of Laws, p. 550.
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Republic of Germany, pp.
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(2) ;F"“——' form of review
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Recognition or farmmnt of agdecision may neverthele@id be refused
o o QRARIAIU NN INDTAE
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Articl@ "2 6f the

Extraterritorial Vagdit of Forerg

Arbitral Awards :
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shall have ex@ﬁﬂoﬁaﬂﬂmﬁn&t Parties if they meet
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;!I qﬁinfjmumﬂlgrm‘ﬂ:] ﬁalﬂhe force of
res judicata in the State in which they are rendered.
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Enforcement of Foreiqg mercial Matters :

‘Without prejudice to \\5 a decision rendered
by default shall neit \\urcud unless the defaulting
party received notife g he proceedings in accordance
with the law of the Sta: iclent time to enable him
to defend the proceedings :
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Enforcemdnt of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters : A judgment
shall not be recognized :

2. where it was given in default of apperance, if tha
defendant was not duly served with the document which instituted the
proceedings or with an equivalent document in sufficient time to enable

him to arrange for his defence.
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in which they dfe rendered.
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Beatty, (7924) 1 K.B. 807, 815; Colt Industries Inc. v. Sarlie (No. 2)

unless in addition

(1966) 1 W.L.R. 1287 c.A. UWs¥TUSMN The Foreign Judgments (Reciprocal
Enforcement) Act, 1933 5.1, subs. (3)
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State if :

(b) it territory of origin
notwithstanding that 3 v may be pending against
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