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(natural law)

(due process of law)

1 Bently's Case (R.V.University of Cambridge (1723)
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Megarry J.
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(liberalism)
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(Representative Proceedings)

“Search order

"Freezing injunction”

(absolute)

Ridge v. Baldwin [1964] A.C.40
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Search Order
(absolute)
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(justice)
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(The dimension of truth : rectitude of decision) (The time
dimension) (The cost dimension)4

(The dimension of truth : rectitude of decision)

4Adrian A.s. Zuckerman, Civil Justice in crisis Comparative Perspectives of
Civil Procedure. Great Britain : Oxford University Press, 1999, pp.3-4
5lbid, p.6
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(The time dimension)

6lbid, pp.7-8
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30

“Justice delayed is justice denied” ‘Venter
non patitur dilationem™ (the stomach brooks no delayed)7

(The cost - dimension)

(taxpayer)

7ibid, pp.7-8
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(Common  law) 2
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(Freedom of contract)

(Sanctity of court)

(Common law)

(Common  law)

(Common- law)
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1L McDonald v.Mahee 243 U.S.90, 37 s.ct.343, 61 LEd.608 (1917)
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(loan)
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.1965
(Hague Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial and Extra-Judical Ducuments in

Civil of Commercial Matters,15th November 1965)

2.4

“application without notice”

(subject)
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(inter parte)

(Both sides must be heard)4 CPR. rule 23.4(1)

14- 17

21

part 20 Claims

(urgent)

(minimum requirement)

2 ( 2521), 373.
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266

(ordonnances de référé)

(Status quo)

"Freezing injunction” “Saisie conservatoire”
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Search order
(Les ordonnances sur requéte)

(ordonnances de référé)

Freezing injunction Search order

2.5 ( Class action)

(fact-finding)
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" (Class action)

(Representative proceeding)

(Representative)

19

(Representative)

(Class action)
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(active members)

(passive members)

(due process of law)

(due process of law)

5

Mullane v Central Hanover Bank & Trust C0.339 . .306 (1950)

(due process of law)

(due process of law)

Gene R Shreve, Peter Raven-Hansen. Understanding Civil Procedure. 2nd
ed. Washington, D.C.: Matthew Bender, 1994, page
B Mary Kay Kane.Civil Procedure in a Nutshell. 3rd ed. Minnesota: West

Publishing, 1991, page 261.
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(Representative)

(une forme collective)18

(associations d'usagers)

7 Mullane V Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co0.339 . .306 (1950)

(due process law)
BCass, civ., 23 juin.1918 : DP.1918, 1 1p.52, .192111 1p.289,-25 nov.2929 :

DH 1930, 1, p.5 ; 1933, 1. p.28.
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(Freezing injunction) (Class action)

(Deadlock)
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(contempt of court )

Freezing
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(urgent)

(urgent)

(Ordonnances de référé)

(Freezing injunction)

(secret)

(Status quo)

(Freezing injunction)
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(Search order)

1,000

(class action)
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