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3 Zoist ow, I wek Bie REMES I Pl
1ok ofugt thkstat Uth ool whek AAZTS AAAH FEdAY A
BN FoNH YA BF B AT A8} $AdE AxE
it ol2ul HBFHRS ABH W4T EAZA I JHAE SR AAR
ZE F71FAY AL HAE & dE AoldA Frivig dE YHEHEE A
st Q& Aotk IPA olEol WY diA JE&H A FYE 7187 HEd
ol 1k, FFITEAEYE NAd: T BS FAFH FF kYol U o
1980ddholl ol28 o o9 AL BA R Uth

28 USE 925y A203zAA O8FuZAY R, @AFHUA HEHl As
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R, @3B0l $ute] HFF £2 e APAM] BaA Yk A, OXE

o BFol UL R $L HEARS KEEHLT FHHT Yo} o] 2B FAo|
ey dBe 1 AN Hee AT A UiYol A%t B oz o=
o B WAL BA &S 4PN AIAA o] EAd] BE S dyeg’o w
EAQAL, AAZ FAYA Ao Yol I VAL £U3T EHE AR ol
£ Be ojggc] B3 o

AAATY AFRAY $A% YPo) BY ASE oJHIAE SR SPYuP Fue
EE0lZ 9B BE BANME BE UL 07 G AN WYL T
o WY YUY WAL TtuA WAL EAY 2S4S Yoz wEHos
4, Agsol & otk F YAAolNY WA FYNH 2AH BIAE T
T e ety AEs 23E o] FUA £834E o] vy ST,

BZAAE kAR $eteel 3EE 277 ool YAW REEL SHEH
® Aol B J|20l1E% A% 5 AWEO A £ Uy YIVE SAAE
o Y E 240 T8¢ F ZARE AT Bk

0. &&Be] EgHH

1. —HE2] ®|iR(Prima-Facie Evidence) B3

n3e 1776 SYAAE SEPIHRS KEo] B BaolA 4T HEWAY F—m
9 B (Prima-Facie Evidence),8] 93& olo] wgttt” o] Qa0 osin o=wa

Dol 38 (29 F8 FUEROZTE, Tk , “SEME) KB 47" oA S |
BE(3), 1986, 575W o|8 : &WF, “SEMEHHR AEH T, DARHAT A114,
1989, 418" ©|3} : BRI, “SHEAHk R MRAEY) AEIH W5, SAAYYAF 273,
1992, 129 o|& Fo] Ut}

2)Peterson, Die Anerkennung ausl ndischer Urteile im amerikanischen Recht(1964), at 28,
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L AT UL FAHM AYA ooz gFHAMNE olF-3 HIFENK (Preclusive
Effect) 7} QA A ggow, meia A$Uded A7 AHAA REFF &£ wiA=HA
7] W] 929 a$AM AMZ AZYAY A2y RE P A3
JIWAN 7128 E u2NY FAM A2 5 At

Sj2HAdo]l —m il AR FeEvX e ol HeEle IF VALEFHY
BARY 2 BA Aok FA GFAME FEY AEHE /HAE BAEMBERE o
A AT7E AT 2540 JEE 3T, o] 25w L 71F0E ATA B3
HQ Puiw AT AT T4k, F 39 U B AP KE BAMBERE
o 9A% R} FTUF 24w B2, 715 A EAA Fedy e W
wo] AAHYT” 1A, 17789 WalkerBd & ol2j @ Mgk, e S5 - BESHE 9
Z9| Ze8kEEBE(Court of Record) & ¢ HEFZFHQU ARAE AYUEZR &FYP Yol o] 7)
2993 59 5L JAE AL AAY F YuE ol R AIVAL HHkEKRS
#e ol MMs=d o=k TN I /A J12E F HE B4 AY
Ao AAY H} TYASFA Y7 o] P ZE uo] 5EHA @ Holrt”

ook, o] T—mo) B, dHol HANE IS 97 AFHT YA AAW, o
2g nIFAAel A NEBEEEREH R (Admiralty Judgments)ol A PlFH P A
Wy 29T E $IVTT st HHBIKE AAHAD =8 A3 A&
@ 427 a3 dl N SY WL AM224 S Assd Wt B IRA(Y
ZHABF)E PHFHS(plea in bar)’ S ZA WolHOZ YL ASE, JIF R
HTHgkol ofd @ ujFolNe BHE AABAES A4S ¥z MySQ”
Kent$t Storye olal@ d19)e) 2AE gex o A’ = 417t 930dE

3)Peterson, Res Judicata and Foreign Country Judgments, 24 Ohio St. L. J. 291 (1963) :
Peterson, Foreign Country Judgments and the Second Restatement of Conflict of Laws, 72
Colum, L. Rev. 220, at 225 (1972).

4)Peterson, supra note 2, at 29-30.

5)Walker v. Witter, 99 Eng. Rep.1 (K.B. 1778).

6)Holdsworth, A History of English Law, vol. (1938), at 271-272.

7)Peterson, supra note 2, at 34-37 . Peterson, supra note 3 (1972), at 225ff,

8)Peterson, supra note 2, at 47.
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XML SAANR Kl BT

AP L v FAM AL FLels, old FAIZE AF9 49 Yol 9FnA
2 YT JFE 2R ¢onz I B AREA AAE 4 AT, 2 B
A¥E ¥4 AAA opdA st& A F712+9) @ (Comity of Nations)oll & e},
I3y #8IE HAE 9FHYY Y9RALBEE WL barZA PL5E HF Sl
=, HaBAAGAIE ol F BEHFE vFAM AZE Asol ARFHA @7, Auwx
AFBF 3 Fodg HIE JAAME GHDZE P P guiHoz =2
#(final and conclusive) A2 QA= o] Ak FH 2 AF7te /TS i
Aol A A RAoin)

2. Hilton v. Guyot#l:x 1} RTPR

'~ B ERY A A7 YARE ALY 27 AYT 2ol HE o
3 @37} 1947 Akl sARP] ofd YI|AE £2HQ RoZ 2Astd ol
€ el FAHHQA 4ol Hel, n]FY BAL 1947) Futo] ol=@WA HA 92y
Aol BRI BFEE ARHE PPz 27 g=d,” 1895d0] o= =y
€& Hilton v. Guyot#d" o4 olai @ 9|2 uAe) BRE(S, BEES RE)S A%
€ 2AZ ste] Ao AFEA HU o] WA YES AWEY G P}

ZF2e] ANA HHA XE 39 A AdezM &3 g4 99L s
AR "I YE HNILE st TF2BF(Y et Y- AT AFoIPL W w
A)el 7128 ¥ HE WELFATKMER AR, Y25aHA0) WaAT
YE RESK(Writ of Error) € A7, EFHSAT vlQud e ogs 2o] BAs
o 43HZ0] Qo ojfE YABAL W7, B4EHAG

A, B T 2 2AA £HY ¢AE 298 SAFoZ ERE AU @

9)Kent, Commentaries of American Law, vol. [l (11th ed., 1867), at 95-97 : Story, Commen-
taries on the Conflict of Laws(8th ed. 1883), at 821-822.

10)Peterson, supra note 3 (1972), at 229,

11)Hilton v. Guyot, 159 U.S, 113, 16 S. Ct. 139 (1895).
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o A3, 99, APES ERE @ 37k G E¥e AT AE Pl 8
29 gAYl A olT7A MEESst e AL ol Snt HEKS MW lRT dYo
A7 Y Rl AFsA Fow ¢tk o] xFL FF uAIAVE AW, g T
g oy Edol Molx =Tk TAWS I HAY Yuje] u3o) ARH YFE o}
e g8 deju 9% okt fMeld IAAA BB} FH, vobrt A3
o Qs A2Ye) wEsel Y& e VYE Tt ow Izt AT FGu
A EZ9) AW - B - AYAAE $A3HE Roln”

54, Bde £FE FESHG AZdcd, Aol 4 Tl Ny HHARS o
§ 2rAGME FESHH 2IHoZ ALV AAA WA ZM 2HEdT AY
Ago] BE VAT A DEA] G & TE FrbolAN FEsH HAMRS A
B BHe DAz metd gE2g. BY vt FW TE AFARSY dARAL 4
dlo] B2 [P B2y gloBg ojgdMt FFAQ RAeE . AEE
gFQlo] g2 thate] BFRELANA MAFOTH I e AYAA BE A
A= oL Zo] 2% B0l YAND AE FFARANES & o" Io] IF
Aol Wt ATPLel] ALHT, FAHHND) $48 AT FFAAIL o)
zagn 2% o] of® 2HEFA)Y FU WA AFAL JFA(oFF)
gt A7l FolH 2& uSaBFo], 1 FUW(ZFAZT)0] Fo F 3 (w)
)N ALE A oW EAFE ARY RAAJE wl$ ol EAZ A7 o]
A7 At o FA BE ZE JAUE AXE ¥ 0IH I B APl
H2o], $e= Ted 2L ASH TEHUL F AWY 28 FTE Yo e
24 ¥, A2 B39 APo] TR AULIL uAsE AbdAN AN A
@ Axtel oate] A BHANAM JFolNe) gAsT TS AU 2E 7

12)159 U.S., at 163-164.

13)159 U.S., at 170-171. #EE, AIFVEY A4l dEQE "d2e FA,0089 dsid,
OBEX7AS e A7 A7l AEN, A FEEkol 93 gIF@AA= o A7}
A7 4 AT, @4IVA FAEAL B ik FA7 e A 4719, Qo)
o2AME FUAL AUZA TAY & YE77 BUsA FoEs F9 Storyd €T
(Story, Commentaries on the Conflict of Laws(1st ed., 1834) 606-608)& SIFA®TH(159 US,
at 189-190).
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XMEE ARk KEA R

37t EAF AL E HY £ Y 25T PASA Eolgg wtAY A7)d 9
T B, B 2 e #¥el vFo BAd GAH EAE JAY 4 Y= 549
@ o7t EAE AT AF3A Fe ASdE, 2 B slxEe 7 et
A7V ol UM, SA 2 BA ALY TE PEY AV AT FHE FARY
FF W NZE BAFE AUA HME en”

AR, Storye UIBE=AA AL As HARRS 49492 ¢ gAY Aoy
TF IFAH YEAAMY J3g FHYLAE @ RAOFZ S A KIS g
< °] 90 M= 9lo] Storyd] ool AZ HY Utk ZTFA == £ it
BAE E<dol B QYA o FrbA WA B2, 2 BAe ke $
2 YoM AMAE Feo FEF FAFS BRRBM KE ¥d8 AFL XA go
o, 429 77t A2 AE UdehilsE —me B AR g=oz = R
°of #YEcAE WIFL oMb et: Y2l A2ol2L AP o] A$ HEE
i (Theory of Retaliation)oll 9]3}= Zo] ofy # FAYL FEFY Ay Y3,
WHES FEF7M $UHT Ae FAYY AL} 92 o) AmEBd 93
H O REL F3Ye2 8 AAE ZA E¥OdE v BHYE 2A gAsE A
ol c}.”

ol4el Gray®Al F9 th4oj Ao tidle] Fuller @A 5 49 WAL 23 2L
WA E Fes itk WFHAo 838 E Res Judicatad] ¥ a7t 2w s
Fggolok gin, 1 Pl WIRAY A4 vtAtNZ 2AL FHAAL g0y
e ZFE 9BAA 2AZ X 9T Ay o] Y HgLeea v
ol M2 e AolX, FAYALY ow Pl sl QFHM IREL F58 ok
o= 59 98 o2 ¥e gl e (B2l o3id) FEAY E&=2AY Ab7)9}
Zol 38 I AN AL EAME Y 5HE ojf7 YT 7 Jele) Ao
YA EFHE FAHA gt I7HAA I BHolFgE of Vo Fs BH )
ZE T EE oA 2 B3t AR/FA QYA FFo] FolAol oty Fo},

14)159 U.S,, at 202-203.
15)159 U.S,, at 227-228.
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------ Res Judicata®l @9l H 88 2o 25l HF=HE o] oflch Tef ojm 4
83tol A BB (retorsion)d] €7t ¥Weddy Hx IRE ALdte R AFONA
qee oy’

3. MARPHC #4I2 Res Judicata ik
7}. Reese®] H| %

“HHe O gF-- AgAA thate] FET A9} LS Fodof ¥ L
FAE u)2AY A42 13H(o] 24} full faith and credit clause)3tll A& FA Al4x
9] ‘due processZ&'o] WA ¥ &, od F9o #AL BAFAAN A= AF} F
58 A7 g8 FAAAME 29893.” o] ‘2EY FHEY FAZYS AYATE 4
A UA 3T F7HH LS HE) AP Aol AFWdFNE ¥4YFog AEH
A g=c” 39 YoM AME HitenBd L 9382 £ 712 EL MM,
A 23 Jded, ol o2FAd Wiy HHLS A HB|ES I Uvh R
Reese: 1950 119 =FolA il & A%aty BHAAQA Dol %EM) EME
gaolAE AT HAW o) sho] o, Yol dYgHoZ AXNHE A4 A &
AFest st EAE A9¥ 4 997 FP4US. 1AL Reese: Hilton®AS %
oAz 2L =ANA TEAE FAANACK Fohes A, AW A Astd o E A+
I A F&Elojop BT dE R, 94€ AHE A RAAALAE FFIH2E
BAPGT Bopop @ty AfE7E He AT, 3E Res Judicataol &ol B9
AM=AeZ B4} Reese: Res Judicata7} &)F @29 £4¢ - APl KAl 2

16)159 U.S, at 229, 234.

17)Reese, The Status in This Country of Judgments Rendered Abroad, 50 Colum. L. Rev.
783(1959). MM PlEee] Aol HFH A, Peterson, supra note 3 (1963), at 303, N. 67 :
Scoles & Hay, Conflict of Laws (1982), at 918 ff.

18)Smit, International Res Judicata and Collateral Estoppel in The United States, 9 UC.L.ALL.
Rev. 44, at 45-46 (1962).
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EMEL SRR XA RIT

$3tcel witel, OHERRE QNN 244 Aol FHe 09, @AIY 2 2
FAES) BE $& Augos sy 4gwg”

. Peterson® %THy B

Peterson 19639 19 =EolA MAER ot zt3 un ool rjam, ol
AF8dY AL Adde 2AZ € £ Jd&d e, HEHA Res Judicata ©| &
AMe z+ FaTo] $Je WHHEE FLIRE X/ o F9z o T8,
Peterson Reese’} Res Judicata®] 712 & B EHolgl: #71A HolMu Z3
t Ade A4A ¥ O 22 "BUEEMA #55 (policy-oriented approach) ;&
AR &, 22 BRS 2 2% 4FAAC HLHA) F=vy AN T2
9 FA7A I8 &2 gteE gule ofU JFBAY A9 Res
Judicata®] £ = O ‘HBF2 #& <o @I/ TE FAE ANUA 5= A
A, @ FYLAA Bl WD Foll AIYPAM Gl BA] EAZ @ H Sl
I Bdel #BREES 7IAT Rolztr Y4IoA #EEINE vdsE AN & ANEA
I & FYQAE 5 F e, o] FoAM ANAFY dE's mIBAe 2
F4E A AN FA9 FAolHE YL HE 3 Res JudicataS 73 3HA]
o}, Peterson I WA Yol £YHE Res Judicatal: olald B¢ Yo
JATHE A KT 1€F A, 2T BFHA FAe] AT ¥ INE ¥
B Aol &L, o] JlE8H A% Fas) Y3 FAE 2H%T Ag”

I 93t AFHE AAHY 2 4F PHL, AA Res Judicatad] o|EF 27
= 443 St MM 2$FAR G Free) EH Fye 2ozt

Ste Aol YAt Ae "RAM HEL €A ol SYAA AAY 1o 7%
& Aol ofvzl I u/AFAY o8 ZAHE AFAINE 715 L BIEE HBY
i, AR 533 A A FA) £09 ol&F ZAE FTHs:= TRAM

19)Resse, supra note 17, at 784-785,
20)Peterson, supra note 3 (1963), at 300, 307.
21)Peterson, Id., at 305-308,
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g, o2 Baang”

ANA ) TRYW HEe YA R, OBYIL I, @TA FE 4¥E 2
2 787t 22 R, @4AITNM Hol A3 BTAE JdFYl netq I3l
W R, @FRA) g0l BFES R Folh

Swise THBY HE s, 0T BA) B, @FERZ dd, QIFRA]
BAZNA YR WIMT HLsE Yol wed Wl R Fol ETFHTH Res
Judicata®] o83 ZAZ HE A7t FYL RE AIBAS) ¥HE AAZ oz
‘0] 8% (lack of finality)'®) &@ol] olste] ¢A3s] wiAEc o HRFelBAT HE
Yol g ATAHB W] FAZ JE AfolE AHHol b2tk £, I ¥
Aol AFEE NHAE ASAE A ZTHolRE AR AT FHAAAT &
A8 WANE AL ohUn, B2 TS BeAA A ¥ gonz Js Py
2 AAMEA FL Ro|FATL Petersone FAUTH ot opz}, TR F4£H §
9l ‘AEH =9 AA'E Res Judicatad) &3 AL wiysted IANEE ¥
24 opsith WA 243 $u F YIBAC] ARAYNNTL AL AF
Wol watd W2 2ol Wil Reesert HEifyd W¥eldz wusz Az &
8 £To] 2L 2R WFE AL UAE ASE AZER, ool Gy FHdo
wu stk X &gt

Al TRAM HE s, O %Al S FM(extrinsic fraud)ol 2dte] H
=g A" @9FBAl A TE HEA F9E F2 3o Y R Fol TH
A M, A9 WS 2ES M WA AEE B /N EAHA Fcke
S BN, EPHol 2 FH olge] Zlx@ch I orle] A=
9 ZAo] B AL Y FEMIL UOIE Res Judicatad) ©]83 ZA7 &A3
g
&

lo &

0.

o

4 QEst s ol TIAW, AP £4¢ ARKRAN $23AA7
dee Agel, BYI7te) WA 1 30 3 AN I¥L FAE

N,
o off X

Y

22)Peterson, Id., at 310,
23)Reese, supra note 17, at 797,
24)Peterson, supra note 3 (1963), at 317.
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XML AW RBA RiT

oMd7tE #©3s] flsted Bl diste] AAAE ¥ Aol Az R, 9F
BZ9 ARoE o] AV19 $de AFVA wBAA L FASE KB S ohan
A2 Res Judicata®l °]&2 ZAE FHAJE 9L e Roln dgoz ‘A
Ee ¥MEY WY A9 Pux ﬂl%ﬂé-—l 7134 BMES FAMYE AU,
AYHQA TWMALE Hi ol vste] o ”

]

Al
©

t}. von Mehren & Trautman® %t BED

196832 von Mehren & Trautman? AT E YA AMEOSZT HFEHT Q=
o.”von Mehren & Trautman® ThE3 Zto] Mwstz itk “g3IwAe 27
F#E0) ¥ Res Judicataol£9) HEL AYs) FAE DA A7) Wl Hioks
o WA UL FAE 2L RO oA Uk WY o] T EAo] HuPL
W BEIEOZ dolok ¥ FHE HDE) FHEAL, FABolE ZEHQ Hols}
ASDZ FARAE FEstd 2HY Y27 AT AN, A3vAY AH= Y
A9 e dad F AFVAY £UL FIE 4= ¥R I /22 9= 44
[dol JAG HE ANY BIPEES A HEd, YI249 A A4
S BAH} AMHPH SAZ, Res Judicata® EHe| s WIABATY EFE
# (integrity) & #A3tEel Utk 9FWA £U9 A SdE AT =29 Y@
Aol 7128 dolx T2 A& TYY 4 Y& RIBI AMPo] tan Bog,
F99 Aol /EFoz van vUYW HRUINE AAH - 2aF BAS oS
AL 1 A2 YIRFd 237 AXE R s AAHA =97 B ®
Nl AEFH Y FTHAL TAHA AR 712 HAT YoM BA] FAs=
E%e Kol g 8% Z2g ol2@ o]f 2 $AZAHE Res Judicatad YHO
2 AFse AL AdY EFL 2Ass] W2 FHE PEsjor ¢ RHojgh”

ch

r_\ﬂ_

r

25)Petersen, Id., at 319.

26)Kessedjian, La reconnaissance et l'ex cution des jugements en droit international priv aux
tats-Unis(1987), at 200 & N. 114,

27)von Mehren & Trautman, Recognition of Foreign Adjudications : A Survey and a Suggested
Approach, 81 Harv, L. Rev. 1601, at 1605-1606 (1968).
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o] 9} 7+e <Ao] Y3t von Mehren & Trautman FAFEA N F¥E vA&
HHEHQ FAogA, Hox g L Uz FR30x g O0lv g5
A Age AAsed g2 kY9 FEF Julg 3, QFLZTAAE o
Fo x= v AFozRE HIsE A, QU AT I7tdA WYL FA
A 248 3o YAAE Mdss A YA A, O ES] @2 Wo| ¢4 EM
o §4HA gt MY AN Fo ABH € TIHT A A OFAY AR
A BAF ol £dFHY o HAY M (more appropriate forum) 2T 3 AE
Sojt} von Mehren & Trautmane $<UFol olgd AL o HZ FAIFdE7L
Bte A A AFA distd $AFol ouFg HEZE HIt=st AEIHA &
Rolgz oot

) F Aol PEEMW M (issue preclusion) & QA F & 2AA7E T2 I kS
2AQl7t Sof #ate A =3F UT Casad®) AFE Y FHEL2ZA A
Z3 Yed, Casade OAFEH Ade &3 o4, QAL A4S 3T, Ot
AH FAAMY 22, @uFHP A2qMY £ £, ©FH AAA 7HF F

29)

AY HEME +4 d9ste R §& W42 EX AT

4. v #

Mgl B JE AETF O /12T MEERS oMY RYIVEH g
MlEe e BT oz 1 ¥ AMY BANME 720802 M RARA R
Atk 2, AME) BAE NS $U9) TAZH 4FE St APE AFBAE Res
Judicataol &0 93kl EAST $IE Ro FAstr e, “AFe] AL HEER
HoE 248 9IRS ASHH YA BE EEHRES PAssd Yoz

28)von Mehren & Trautman, Id,, at 1603-1604.

29)Casad, Issue Preclusion and Foreign Country Judgments : Whose Law?, 70 Iowa L. Rev.
53, at 60-61 (1984).

30)Peterson, supra note 3 (1972), at 239.
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EREE ARk KBS RiT

BAS Ry 8z Uk 58, HitonBAS) %ME MiEl st Scoles &
Hays oS3 Zol 378y gith “HitonBAANME MEEo] 27 o 2 33
WY EAA di el EEBANHo] o]FolXN T QT 1 BAL AWEAE gAo T 5
2 e JHEkBeel didte FI3HA AL oYUt IABHY YL 1938 Erie
R, Co. v. Tompkins@tZ | A, Mol EFE °IFE = 4249 ALdE Az
T OMES HLY AU ARs dydel Uty BASAG. I AT e
P U FYQo] HitonBZdd BEx) 7 A s 2802 S9¢ 24
A 9AsN IRAL U Kok AL FHATNE YWY TE 2eFo] AR
%0U 2 HitonRdFE e AIRAL S5 AR vtz A8 Pgoz
Wtz Atk ek Reese: Erie®d e 28l ZAsld 2& EAE NFsHUMT
Hiton®#Z ] AF8Z9 F< - AP 7F&ste Yo BF3d g oud BFaHY
= AAE MY e Al dndolsts HelN AL F24L gARETT
4dsz 9o

o4 2

k wn =

M. SAEFIR KBS B

1. S4E8F:RS gE4)H Non-Merger Rule

A&YAe EAZ dFsA @3 598 AT EHE BMEEAFDA
st Wrlstz I WAL A4d gagz @9’ Ty 58 A2YAY Az
AFSHE VAL, HMBE $UY EAE 28 BAFYO Jstd AR HERE

31)Bishop & Burnette, United States Practice Concerning the Recognition of Foreign Judg-
ments, 16 Int’l Law. 425, at 427 (1982).

32)Scoles & Hay, supra note 17, at 964-965,

33)Reese, supra note 17, at 790.

34)Kessedjian, supra note 26, at 369-370 : von Mehren & Patterson, Recognition and
Enforcement of Foreign Country Judgments in the United States, 6 L. & Pol. Int'l Bus. 37,
at 65-66 (1974).
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s} sjZwAo] BAZTANN AUE A ol EFE nIFolN FA¥ ¥E UG
= o|2d) wial /A EHK (preclusive effect), F HKEB K (Res Judicata)
S} PESEEH(Collateral Estoppel) @) W HE BAT Yo @tk BAS ok o
2d9) 7% (Res Judicata Effect)o] B84, Non-Merger Rule o BHg3itiz
dus g’ 23d o galol Wt og ol H#wHAT Ytk A, °] Non-
Merger Rule® 93254 9F@dol ‘—me) Biel Avx FEtz s Aty 2
2olu], —me) B YA HAS WA 9 o] WAE 2WHRA G+ AW A,
o] Mg ML MAE ZF $A24¢ $FZAA e AF VAL YL
2 Q. n2elMe FKY Az A AMHE Aol2fck” MAA, 42t 943
Fgol A Azstd 48 Aol AT ¥T7t 2 ANYAANN 288 FALE
7NBE AT UKD oA, AFolA QL A3 93E FHIAGZ & Hel AF
8 TANGT AZEgz 34 ¥ FARDY TH AAAA olg HI@Y ol
Non-Merger Rule®} AA A =AZAN, OHALY uFAAYPo] BAIYRGE B
@ AU wigdol Bg TAY A A2 WFdMe FRste HxE A9t
o, @9FRAL 712 £259A0L FHsE Rol AL A7 YAnE A Fol AL
93 l=d, ol thated AFA, 71€A o YL, EHHE BAIYL By
o] ZAsT TAS Ast oRANE & BFBAAY JITBAN FZol BT
JAE TTEA ATSFT = WA ZFHS 2HFRA YT e BEC W

40

o

35)Joiner, The Recognition of Foreign Country Money Judgments by American Courts, 34
Am. J. Comp. L. (Suplement) 193, at 217-218 (1986) : Kessedjan, Id., at 365 :@ Bishop &
Burnette, supra note 31, at 441 : von Mehren, Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in the
United States, 17 Va, J. Intl L. 401, at 403 (1977).

36)FVAL 1 71EE ¥ 23997 AHsA Fonz F 254U 2@ FAN
o] HEAZ 7 HLBdT e P

37)Kessedjian, Id., at.353 : von Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at 66.

38)Kessedjian, Id., at 353-354.

39)Kessedjian, Id., at 354 : von Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at 66,

40)Peterson, supra note 3 (1972), at 232,

41)Scoles & Hay, supra note 17, at 960 : Kessedjian, supra note 26, at 355-356,
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XML AEARY KRB NiT

2. Ingersoll$#|2 1} Res Judicata EE

oy

A =vde &3 FA 3o A7£3Y Y (Circuit Court) & 1987'd
Ingersol A& WREH I W& B3 2o Aol YoM EA Xl 2
Rl Yol 2 ABAQ @) W Adl 2RW YE, T&ALG FEF) XA
FIAE HILE Fof WP Y AREE HAIAFH LSS drdEdd A7)
AT ol W3t X - Ax oM T LI Foll YolA ANFE BESLS W
B3gte KHFE BrlAE Lol A7z, 1d 89 Fol Yo ) HAIAFAZRE
ESARA R AZFNFHTFAEES koMLl ArAT Wl A4y
< Y FF E X-AY KHFHTF AL AL39L, YE Res Judicata® o] {2 1
F2E9 H3E FIAAT 2dd YA WA FaHo] AEFolr] g b
Fa$S 29 Z3A7 BEE wyx FASAD. WA ELe A B
AAsA. 2AHAH Y 2 drolwAY JPL FIE KFESE dxolmddel
A 71k Br1ANREKBEo] F2A e BEE AAFA o 9/fY Fol mAGAuEY
& WrlolgAe] dekolF FYAIFTARESAETY 288 220G &Y X
o] BFE WA FAG, Y wae] Bl kA A B(summary judgment)E ¥
AR 22RE 34Y £ 1986 7. 30 TPLL XA AFE TPE SAAS
AFsets B2 R F, o] B2 @rloEYe BAdM FH AL "HAY
¥ 3 (judgment-day rule) ;o] wetA 1986, 7. 3.9] P& T FAste], Wl 7o) YA Autx)
Wde BEY7HRA REAHOCE R7EE o] A (prejudgment interest) 9} A =) s}
B gHA olel X7t FasHoY NAHAYG. I AEE e Zo O x
olF TUYIFAHAZASUE 5, I AFL 2 EY A9} ALo] R
MAZF vpAZMAZ AP 5 gloenz £A8 BFL Res Judicata®] Pelo| utel,
AM2YBAANA FIF FFHEE /M Aass RS WA T Res Judicatas A

42)Ingersoll Mill Mach. Co. v. Granger, 883 F. 2d 680 (7th Cir. 1987).
43) Uniform Foreign Money-Judgments Recognition Act 1962, 13 U. L. A. 263 (1986).
44)631 F. Supp. 314 (N. D. 1. 1986).
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A 1 B gate §iEF RA|AC] EAHT AL, EA AAe Fio 2FEU
YN AN, AR T F A5 Aol FZAR WA 2 ol EALCl FEA
2 7l = ASol eldsity, 53 Res Judicatad] 939, ¥<te] §FVAL FAAY
olsfAAIQe) T Aol AAZ MAG PF B ofe} A2sA G2 L o
Al EAME AL wA A dxwolFo e X9 F 4FF WL dI)odAA
vel ;/HE ALZ ua ANY EZL Aotk X& g AXxolFI A3 F oo g2
Qtty AT, EYYL AZHZ g0 tad FANA X Ao @X
_dg)xo]F o] ©3% prejudgment interest7t ¥AHE R AFol FF3A A
APs A Wojng QAo W T®A 7Zsd 1 AFE B AL FFEGL
Agct Y, £YYel AT U vie} Zo| JF VAL BFHAFH ThWNAR
AN 5 AT ©A BAIYPH $AFPe] g2 e ATLRZE, A - Y
Aug uze Aztg AFER #2edrE § & dth @A dEkolF
ARG NAS AASA G5 o)A, f4ol 473 g8 AAHI U= judgment-day
rulet] dExolFE B2y Yoty AP s ¥IY F YTh

olo Watd =T zM3E AWEA AAZ, $U9€ JdFVAFH UFL$ol I
2449 gAeE 1 A 37 AMME, “A2a$AM & BFe] WIHAZ,
A1adolA Y FAY o]Je] BHAHNAY AHB AU A7o] L7AT” 1964
W Leo Feist@a "ol Aav ol 3 dde 98 2o& S84 AZIAA2$0l
7 TaAbRe] K%E FINA Z7] ZFe] WY wEtA ArE Asdes EAN
o] 2z 92 YL(AFAANALREL $£0220¢ $FAZL U Sd4% 7
Zo] A8 #FAA Res JudicatazZA FE£HZA FETL VAU

E7 2, Ingersoll® Aol Res Judicata®] Fe|RFojA AALSE A& uist Zol, 54
9 AEMFARS D 259 ZAA B ohdd O FARE IALE F&aq”

i kW

rlo

-hl

45)Joiner, supra note 35, at 218. BIFA¥-¥E Seidel v. Werner, 364 N. Y. S. 2d 963, at 967
(affd 376 N. Y. S. 2d 139 (1975)) 9] #lEolct.

46)Leo Feist, Inc. v. Debmar Publishing Company, 232 F. Supp. 623 (E. D. Pa. 1964).

47) Joiner, supra note 35, at 218 : Bishop & Burnette, supra note 31, at 441-442,

- 171 -



ZRELE AAARS KBS RiT

o] 7]o) M Res Judicataol ¢lstel F&EE ‘PARH BA (privity)' & 7= A4S, A
A3 olole) AU, 25 FARE AT 24 BASE &, 2 ool £FTA
Ao st YEHT UAE A, §IFY FTEHIAZ HQAY AE TP 2 9
8%, 222 oA E HAL Adol BP AE Res Judicatad) 7&E Wi
AW 2AE FARE = RAF 2ol, 25olM ol d F7te HHolY AEE YR
B AL EAolh matA shubel Abdo] FAAHA RAE o, A4S EAME FEY
F7HA7E ohUstE HEANE RE ARG T Bt

AAZ, fold 48 Ingersol®AY #IE @0 ANAHT A= sk 7ML
judgment-day rule2, W34 UL 2 EAY #FE W AvS 7HAA gon,
NEERE B3t AFE Fsor drhs o2 AAZ b oz @ o2 Y
T (sheriff) & I3 BAL YVY & ADGT 3= common lawite) T TS A%
H AdeAd fAF” olz@ Ao tistd T8/ WE7HY 2 (Association of
the Bar of the City of New York)e] €3 % vl P d3= 1985 HIME
LE, UFYLS HEER T AFANY e 424 AF, Py Jses @
A< Y $ AST AASHAT,” o Ao whe} 1987 F&F Yol AFHAT

ol RINE OZFHY 712 Aol slon, @FAY /1Fo o5, A}
FARCZ W PAkzte] Eaujgelol BEHG S WS, WA Y NY
o] gsulde 2718 ARY 7HsAel UL @FIL 19759 AZ U] MiiangosBZ ©]
F IRl A JH(EE AFAS 2 KRk AFA)Y AFS 9¢ ¢ Yo
T e 42¢ AL gon, @I APYE 98 AFS B use o
2 49et” B3Ad gs5d, FAHA YA Soist APW FEFANE 3

48) Association of the Bar of the City of New York, Foreign Currency Judgments :@ 1985
Report of the Committee on Foreign and Comparative Law, 18 N. Y. U. J Intl L. & Pol
791, at 795 : Scoles & Hay, supra note 17, at 793,

49)1985 Report, Id, at 795-796. o] ©|&2] 7|¥d] 3| A= Becker, The Cumrency of Judgment,
25 Am. J. Comp. L. 152, at 154-155 (1977).

50)1985 Report, Id., at 791, 809, 811.

51)Miliangos v. George Frank (Textiles) Ltd., 1976 A. C. 443 (H. L. 1975).

52)1985 Report, supra note 48, at 791-797 . Born & Westin, supra note 19, at 578.
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HPAe Wy BANAR) WEAZ} FFL R@ A A g3y I
A2 st 2 ARG AL AP AAA 11]%8}—"— FAHelA N. Y. Civ. Prac.
Law 5230% (2)3< 4% €7t AT @b " e}, 19769 109l A% F
njzke] TRIAMALZ B o] A3 A3 Poho] #F 2, 17X 582, 9 HIAM% vt
A2 93 EE AP L2 FAF WIF3ol AT PP EFE IS 3
0.

Y 2, IngersollBANNE EAMT YA FATL, AFolAe] 2Fo] B2 °16}°1
239 A$E FARHR(consent judgment)ol W& Res Judicatast Axgg”
Sangiovanni Hernandez-‘&é A A1SHTAYYLS FHE A TulysbELe
BAe atd, QMY 2$L ToUste YHS FAE /HAEE =oUsbg el 38
do] ZAs= A, @A/ T #245A FE F, @F 2T AL s FA 47U,
24 s nAdddd T 9sd oUzygel o T3 3o Add
399 MEAL] ol @ FAE - HUS AGWA R FA AF22REH o]Fo{Q Fami-
ly Council®l %% - HTE AXNE 5 ATty FIF AXAE ZAfste ddol s
Rolmz w2 njAddAe] BEgE A WA %I, @uFAAY &S ML
9 HTHAE LS AW olP3T ATT AR FA, Res Judicatad VA, &
Ade A5 do] 71x3d mFAM ANE FF 2& WAIRADL. HET Res
Judicata@ 28] Wl Fol U= HFE) Mazolde /1EH FAF AN FUHAE AFSL

57)

e

53)1985 Report, 1d., at 810-811. RRAAFAE Ydo APYFe] £ & T3 YL 2=
A, BAMBAY WIAZE B fate] st RME A€ 4 3091985 Report, Id., at
811).

54)Scoles & Hay, supra note 17, at 974,

55) Joiner, supra note 35, at 219.

56)Sangiovanni Hernandez v. Dominicana de Aviacion, 556 F. 2d 611 (1st Cir. 1977).

57) Joiner, supra note 35, at 219 : Seidel v. Werner, 364 N. Y. S. 2d 963, 81 Misc. 2d 220,
affd, 50 A. D. 2d 743, 376 N. Y. S. 2d 139 (1975).
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3. Fairchild$ 2} Collateral Estoppel2| %

Collateral Estoppel®] A3t =9 a$dA AR Aoz #AIHE, v $9
ES AL 228 A HEd Hdme o 1 @ 924 FEAPEd
Fairchld#2”¢ ZES 2¥ o923 2t 939 Y o g Yo 5454
X' & tEsE 4€ X7 784 BuA dFoA o8 EHEREHS A &H
o X SA7E Aol B8 AFE AL, Y & X A9 X°E U2 IFILF
Heol ALsATh X o dsiA BEHRe] HBAAZ F&AAM AY37] 4G Lol
AAHAAS. X AAe FFNM £F5E8718 A4 E H732, d I3 Ab(solicitor) &
53ld A2 ERPAF (affidavits) oA 270 X' o HAH diddl e &
HA gatt= A3 Forum Non Conveniens®] £A o], AkS ANAE o Y &4
AZI8 47 ANy FRsAT FF25HYE X' 9 FAE EF dyHT Y o
ATE LA FFAAY Y 9 AL2RH Y Fl X F X' Y S Y E
A2 F&AA common law’de] A7) §& olfE & SAHMIYTFLEFE A%
Aok Y, Y= 94327 fiEFA BIHEAE RS2 A AddE AMEAAY PSS A&}
£ A& Collateral Estoppel®] o] &3t HAHH"L F389 common law’d
ANE Z2AZ § X9 AFE WA= summary judgmentE T3

#AEEe 423 2o F "dIUAd EEHE FAE 7EHYEE AS7A 3
oz FAYE SASA thFo] gtk A3} FEFYL oA FEHA Yo =
A gy ALHERZ, YYL o] FH F3lo AdFY LE =7A ded =24
H} ARFE FLFYAS Collateral Estoppel?] Has vtz o] 4% 4+ At
Z, BiAFolA B/MA® ZA2E #wed AFo] kAN ZAHLE FASYE F
Estoppeld 33 3l8l 1 &= FALAZE AioA 23 S & FEI}L IAT 7
& 7N AAY 7ol 1 FAAE AARFEA FEHEH X "AEZ g5

58)Bishop & Burnette, supra note 31, at 441.
59)Fairchild, Arabatzis & Smith v. Prometco (Prod. & Metals), 470 F. Supp. 610 (S. D. N.
Y. 1979).
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A}gol gk Collateral Estoppel®] ¥2l7t A48z FFYd. 2y &ddMe #¥
12 TR U Y TEBGABAA AIEAL HsE AANHT Yok §FHA] X
A AME AZAAN yEA Rolgd F9E, FEFE ASFEH AAHEZ
Collateral Estoppel®l &#& R st 3, o3& AMUZL #dE AVP3= ¥
A4S BE Aol Bt FFAATY FIFHA Aol AN fo IIVAS
Aol SHEA XA AMTE FANAE A, F AVIsE TAE FE& BHEE
Aoz msgrt walA Collateral Estoppeld] ¥2le X 3A7F common law/d 9
M7E FRFE AL AXNGT 53, YE BHANE Ses X' & A/ 30
Y o taE T3 Uk KRE - KKBAG Zol B9 HPo] FAFE A
g ZstE 4o, Augel 1 5 F VAT e 2R AFE GE FEY 7
2 AT YT, E didHoZ D AASE A o9 o|{F2 Mad dde, F&
garygdol BASE vl o] FAANAHE 99 tfed F E 1A ddoq F2
AP OA EAMe A& 5HEHA ed”

139, common law7t AL HE F71 o]9)9 IYKNA WA #E dAAME
Collateral Estoppel® ¥ei® 4 &7k wFel BAYRL Uriaz A"
DelawareFt ¥ 9 9] Bata®d™' & “$2E& Collateral Estoppel®] ¥ e] &jF Aol
Ao g=tty st R olYr} Collateral Estopelll = Res Judicata$t w37}
2 2R Ao Y% Z1EF Tavt AFE Relh 12y civil lawol A
Wzl B olE FHes=de A4S 280" o I, “BAgY Ve
BAAGE 248 FAHE R oplrh o] AHE F&=HE, oo A7t Y
3 g 7128 53 £YAFY FUFAAA st B 1 Aol diFo] HA
AL 28T FAG VLIS DY 19542 = Balo] ost 244Ul dEG 3o
T mFRe AvwiAH e EA), & “the all-governing question in dispute”7} FE AU A+
E 30y #A"T AnT AFEG 2y, of BFAL “ojW ABAHO] Res

60)cf., Joinmer, supra note 35, at 219-220 : Bishop & Burnette, supra note 31, at 441 . von
Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at 67-68.
61)Bata v. Bata, 163 A. 2d 493, 507(Del. 1960), cert, denied, 366 U.S. 966 (1961).
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ZREE SHEMRY KRB BT

Judicataql7t ste FAldl A $vtete FYA” YA, TEERS BREX 5
o2 Pise BT B ZAZ 15 A Utk oo dxHoZ Yddz 4
32 B} FobA all-governing question®] FUE Zgol FRHX Yt 3t g
¥E=A Collateral Estoppelol UAHY Uty & FYF AN EFEsty @
Agtz, MAJ=8d F UDFE BatadlAbe] F2o] gigol 9sld PA= 259
N7 ARZ AZFAYGT AABE Rl o] Collateral Estoppel EHE HA3le AL ¥
3o

aAW FRAE LY Carl Zeiss StiftungBd” & “$dE FEPo] A2Q A
A&, oo I ARE ST AASY JLBE, o|F PHA BH MSYY
9] A<l Collateral Estoppel®] A& F o8 o+ vk I2iY A53A A
Hell 28¢ ARE FARR @32 Aok olfTeE P EHE S RAd:
A& B e RS ol AT BAEZ, B FAFE BXAN FLAFe 7
2o M A EAME AE I Ao NH o

F¥, 19899 FAXNAFARAPFHE In-Tech Marketing IncB2" oA e 2
o] BAI3te VA J=HA4 Collateral Estoppel EH}E HA3iget. “d37= Yo
YdF=RZHo| olF R Collateral Estoppel EffectS H oo} 3t=7t ojwrs7lE oE
% & ¥E9 HEL&A (touchstone) & AP A$ARIE #®iKY FAAE FHAE F&
A2 EAYoR FAY RAolAWst e otk PHYL vdASHYY #AEL
g2 sl FAReEE Y E FEHEGT G e ¥, aF 2 93499
AL I AP vFo], £FFANAE FAE AT FTENL T /1Y E A
A o™ <GP Y I 7187 R ol BE BAH L FAH O @k
Yel7l HlEs W43 Yol A¥AE 7HAX e A, vidd=elMe 2$EaY
ZFEE A0 nFYYPelMe 2E5AXY RAIE obdrtel o3td HeHE AL
old A, UL BE=oA EIF7E olFolAL UAA g F 5& AAHT Ak

62)Carl Zeiss Stiftung v. V. E. B. Carl Zeiss, Jena, 293 F. Supp. 892, 908 (S.D.N.Y. 1968),
modified, 433 F. 2d 686 (2d Cir. 1970), cert. denied, 403 U.S. 905 (1971).
63)In-Tech Marketing Inc. v. Hasbro, Inc., 719 F. Supp. 312 (D.N.J. 1989).
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4. ERE AEFIRS HRO| US BR

29 g2uAe) FHE Ut AAE ENE WAEHA AFEA, Smits] "vF
ol ¢ A& <¢ Res Judicata®} Collateral Estoppel(1962)”, von Mehren & Trautman
o “9FAWe 29 : A HI AlAH1968)", Casad®) "REENES AFuZ
D ol® Yol HEHESN(1984)" & £ F ITh

S M Smits I WAL TAIZY AR #F BF, HE R FHERL, WA
A,2 Y¥ 2, olEo) st Res Judicata$} Collateral Estoppelg AAdoF =7} o
WrE AEH}T U SmitsE AAZ, AEJAANANME Al $ F3A 23
g, W2M HHFS AZlstE Rol TAAAT =7 AFEE A AR TF
BHols Y20 Z Res Judicata® £93E Aol HAHR k. MALL =717t
Aol HE TFAMY NFo waA AEE ZFHE A YYE HABE, ZA
A7} 2AA A F4(domicile) & 7HAT AW F7he) Yol A FF AAIL
74AE Aol PHojtk, T1AE Alge AR FF SEFIFH Rl Collateral Estoppel
o AAERA gk ALAA ALge) AEW FAZ HI e A4, dE ¥4
e AL E e FaolAM Arge AR FARE BawAe BDAAA ARE
Rass Re vgHHols] fEoy” EAZ, dERAL R4 SFAL] BAF
o) Jgue) AT, /IGF S Wge IYULY direct powerd] BEI U=
Aol nRAMY FHY AZE ugFsA g Aonz, FHBAA W Res
Judicata?t £ ®th A9l thate] HE ALY oldg xYste dERLSY AH
g 93 AL B 2o ol §F WA Collateral Estoppeld FAY
& gtk AAZ, WARAd YolME O F FYVF A0 AAAHA F/AS
AR @&, FhABA ujIoA Y FTHYL QA= ol FHYN ojEt &
Dapztet oYUl VHY FAAol AAFA o] Aok AFFEMY FAHLLS
2449 BJL ¥Y B9 ohlg 2g% e el o), FHYAR[LS U
WAooz A Tx Fio oste UL WM BAI FAE HAA ¥ A

r«\m Hm

64)Smit, supra note 18, at 64-65, 69.
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KWL SRR KBS T

o g HARZAL, vl Res JudicataZ A 9] T1&£EL 71 A g7 T—mwe B
#,2 & AtA YEDL Smits BT 53 Smits, “IIRABAL w1 oA
8 F2oAM HAMEZ EAZ HI YE ASdE Exrt AMASE 93594 Res
Judicata7} #48 £ e BE Aoj2dAN 48 e Collateral Estoppel®] &EHE
Fodol & FHelth g EE Acl2oME F WAB/AL, 22 HE 249
8 Wgol B L AN AUA FEG" = FhoM oY AAWAS F
T @A &% 8o dEdE o] {7 F Collateral Estoppel®] & RA3E= AL
}AF Rojn. ok, ALBRAF F3] R Bo] FAoA EAZ HE A$d o
T5YE ARV AUAA 7T AFAE @ Mol o} B3] njTyggo) o)
AAol BHHLE dFoA BEHJEI oldrtE AR P 9224 AR
€ AAE "2t gich gy, ¢dE AP FAHE 7‘-?-011“ AR O A v F
AN FHFE A7 7188 A= Aol vy FAag”

2%, von Mehren & Trautman®, @5UFo] BAIHT 23U BEHES
A2 e AF @O5AFol #AFEYG FAFA AGAT AT UE AL, O
A3ZAAZE BAHE vlFANY T AGEI BAZ HE ALZ Uk 1
33

APAL AF AFHAQ 982 599 EAE BF3IY9) WY BFAYY. Y=Y
o Hgo] 4o dte £AIYE AL O U, AEH Qo] FL& AR
AF3A G IF7tAMY A4S AAZ oo PSS AAY HITA TAEA B
A HI, vFPAY DR YA ASEEY Huhe AL AT SR Zao A
FAA AL} 4T A5 B3 437t 0T $AAEE o]L¥ § U=
B2 A7 A2 & Aok WIFBAd 223 AJFE R A AZi=
AL AFwde 202 ALY 5 Qo = uFe) PYPgL gFaA$ARe TA
F44E I9A AL5A 4E Zolth 53, nIUAY AGEE Y29 ExFH
ojEd metA LA & HIY Aot Ao T EEHERS B} TR HL
2 FAHA AL T M= HEol & Folg, BARE gy o] Yzt A

-

e

65)Smit, Id., at 66-72. o}e] & ¥]W O 2 Casad, supra note 29, at 74, N 115.
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Ao A 4 AE 250N dstA Aoy o

ZogoldE g FALARAM Bt WS AVEE Fo¥ RAV oW
oA ZAg DY 2ste] AAHojo} @ik & A A7 FAANN AL
v 79 fpMREEEH (long arm statutes)ol]l 2]3le] AAFH AT PEFoor o
Aoz Arz WAANE AdUsE 920 AN ¥R H4E ¢ 4+ P& AT
2o We AVAE QRSE Ho| Bk’

Sude Ae & $920 RAIRG SHAHY AVET AFHE A9l BAA
von Mehren & Trauman® TH&3 o] A gch “BAbze] g #ele) 71§ W
Ags AR 2277, BA2Y AQEY $AF AYEE vFaA N¥HoZ
Sog Auizds YUE AASE Aol FTAHA AxH AN HEHT ot
doh 21U $U4RE RASE o8 FPL AW AEH HY, ofF 4y
NE o] 712 d= el A Aoz XY & At} AW HAFo| FRAR
T 7122 @ AR oW FAE NMNA FE Al $A9) EFE FASHE A
Aot BTk R =97t ojFojd £ Uk o] A%l 53 wAIYY WEL A
840188 4 AW 2AFL 19 2 AFEE FAHY 17 o4 i
QZo] YW E MulAbzl, EE 7122 HE AABAG BAS UL BAIYS
Weg A 874088 4 gk A9 AJME, R#AFTEA Y 74YL JF
0z AYL AL SAFAANE B8 T AL A5t £ WY FAAAM
JoiN 1 AN R F NAALE kol st @ Aol 715HA
HREES 9= Hol A2 31°It}."°”

Casad= 92 2ABHo Hojgojo} ¢ RUENKS RR EAE FHo2 BA3
2 3t 1k ASA, 9FFARAC ReiHE PAATAE o2 Fi J4F
WA 7 BmAe AT YE EFS Zolok Bk AHe| WAHOE BRAA AR
A, HHRESE Awss Rol nIF AFY BEH ZesE A e ds8i7 A3
4 9t o] AL AANYBAY AXLHEHUE(1973E)'Y FA Fol YA X

' E
wlo

d

%

o

g

X

b
o

8 o
o%

o

Ml

J

m‘z i
o.;.
tjo

66)von Mehren & Trautman, supra note 27, at 1677-1680.
67)von Mehren & Trautman, Id,, at 1681-82. M <] 7 $-o] A von Mehren & Trautman
o] A (Id., at 1682-95) & MEEA )29 Bejisiel AR A,
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EREL AREMRS KEA RIT

A Aok Y 3P #Ede vALHo T BEF uF A1t 49
AP Ao r3EAY JAHT e HE AQGR RAFHE Ho Fsof &
RolatT 337 UG Casad: O2UTWo) WAIYHUUE HE YANTEE A%
3t At @FUdIYel AAIYEYGE AFE FAIAINGR o= AAA Y=
2 vro] Ayt sl

AWAY AeolE, BAFETG HE AYAVEE Raood, 23 H22AR0
&9 & E, TAZARNA A ZRY oL PP uIFYPLANAM A7
8 A7 U EY 328 BAAY BHS ool FARNE Aol FTIAA o
T THH AF2 o]l H|Fo vlFoA ARG WL JAE FFALAA B A3}

ARHA BT AAHE ALE, I P FUF BAAN) AHE A OEE
£ 3te AL dwo2 PHEA FEoh AFVA WS PFAVAESE @
n2@de oM $9o] 2" 4 AL RolAT = AL WS BsmA A
Aolth $2FAAT AFAM ) 2ol ZAY HFINQA Ao, $40 AAE ¥
Ashe Mol Bk FaA Yoy Helth v, vjFA st dAW FgoBY =Y
of 93t 9T YA YABEY A%, Aol nFPLAN 2o AAHR
914 Forum Non Conveniens 22l 9&] 23t 2IFofjr A%E 4 8 A4
ARG EA B 0F7Ee) HES FPAE 2AE Fy 2IAHG”
FHA A4S, & $U3Yo| BFIYPET F AIAATEDS AT U= 7
o] tEte] Casade 9FWAo] BFHHKY A BEHRY A4S TEstd 4
gt A BAQ ASdE 257349 olde] AT WAL AGERUE We BAZ
Hahel AYEE AEY Holth ATAe WYl Fated 4IPg wA - olssE A
o] mZe YPLIANE TIHIT st Asl: VAFTIM HAHoZ MAP A
ol Pl ATEE AFEE 3 Frhske) VAN Mo}l Atkx S| it

rjr

68)Casad, supra note 29, at 76.
69)Casad, Id., at 75-76.
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S2FA A g THolgE: ol TN HEHoZ %Y Ayl Bt o)
Fol N FHE AVA FEE 278 Rolth HAFAA Y THE Fs) B2
ol /1A PAHERNES] ATY T ABH SAARAGO APFeA) Gy 9
FARNA oln] BT BRY AT st Aol YHAY Rojgk T AN EL
ASole, 02 R AYL FEYo| nlAE FARAI Hxo) AN P AW
of st ¢ TdE TAW 713N QHAYBE X7 U %o gPGT 27
st Zlolth YHAYES} Ao Z BANE ASLE AP Hk A2e)AHoEWE
28% 5%o] A% BE nIYPe PP HAFE AoldT JTW, WEMIMEE
A2ABOERNEWE o9 M&E FHE T Aol FAY HolgtT Casad:s TE
0" elelg FRS T, WA WTs 0)F IRy, FEEEAMY 242 7
AR Ao st €LE 5 ATk

CasadE ¥ AANABe R$o] Bted gz o] ™ “RERMNN B3
AGEE Foslol TE FPS US| Uk o] Aol BASY Y1) FAo|
AZglol BoEAA 4 vk ANAVS = YolA ATolA = 27s:
THEZF2 $)o) AAE, T BF 39 929 FFo] HEHRS A4S A5
02 28 £ gk - AAZ R Ge AgolE JHISEI t]AGT He
AsE MG uF oy FoME, AYBAo tEd BAINN AFHT Us
R 2L PANVEE Rodsta) Gt I HAFAR gt we BEYsgD
A7e & e ot T ¥R BEIY AFAA ASAE, ARG WE
#lko] AT $2¢ =Ho) HEFHo2 FAIE FL N TAWEL Aotk I
HE PH ASGEE Pt R o APl gMMR) JHATAE AW
Aoz RAsE FAMNE BFscty gt DY HAFARI njIIRIQuiY
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70044710 B7E A2 LHO]EWE 28X 5%e)@, UFH L o|f 2 P B MFA
BEY 99 €8t e Afele PANCEAT 4714 G e At OFY
WA Aae FAAE 2] Akd A9 o9 B AW YL F + AT A @A
FA 3 gyl Faste BHAM EAZ € Aol 23 42¥ F AT R, QABEA
gt WA= FAAT G AAY NE BEE A 3] A2 2EHT T
AT AT T AAE 718 YA AAHEE 7HAA ZRE A

71) Casad, Id., at 72-73.
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) Fol floir el @A FPol FE Kessedjiane ThE 3 7ol A3 3
. “common lawe YU njdA e APRFAAXRE ¢A XA T34, AFUZ
9 AP Asd AZE FHe I W 2 A 7w B0 JAYBAAXS ZE
Hog & AL oyt 1BEE..-0FoA BF9 IYE vigde A= FHRE
BRIy e AL A#HA ¥k 4AE common lawe] AF 3 A= Y3
BZAAAS v R3Y Y2 ¢ EJZIAT U SAE ot HES 53U
9] A4AL AAAEA gov FAHROE IFRFe KA FAUEL JFA ¥
O e @AY, 25¢ UFY P NAZ BYLE ADH vLe Yo &
3, Yotl APyPgoe] AR/ATAQA 7o g PP UL AL Yo E IgE
vl go] gk ol @ Hiw HEY YXE JAY A4 HA, F summary judgment
AAE o8 & ATz AAH] A" EYAITRAARY AHol s g =
A o F7HA Yol Y HUT. FAIY AFHE UG FSHEAE AT vt
X, AR d¥BAd s ANEOL FHHAT. FHA FF2 ol FAE due
processZ ¥ X Bl W3R f¥Yolgty e FAOIUT. 1948 HE FU9
pdA9Y"e, BEd /128 Ht 298 YLHADT FHE s @ s
34 o FUGT st YA FVAZEL ALAAT. T F AFYH ol A

72) Homberger, Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments, 18 Am. J. Comp. L. 367,
at 378 (1970)k @A 712 F 2 B¢Y AMAE 9nists AL oldsy
73)summary judgment?] @£ #A3}a, Homberger, Id., at 378 . von Mehren & Patterson,

supra note 34, at 73.
74) Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act, 1948 Act, 13 U. L. A. 181 (1986).
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g4 AR 2A= -,-_,S}I:}" v @3, 99 Kessedjian®] Z#dA AEHE A
2e AWL AAsz Ak AAAE o] Fl Yt MEZ L WF BAL B3 7
zyd max YPstA gk B 712 #,9 ASE, o “‘*}*%4 ok2k7t
A2 F2PY9] FEA FF9 24717E AT WL gaac”

ojAte] rojz WA 7]12E F F ;& AAREA Folx Mol waxes Fd9IHZ
AP wE ZRE dFWF9 FEE FE FANEY AFBAA AFdc WH
02 T2E A9 AL ,& AVE §FudH vfAZ/INE JPT F AHFLIY
¥ 1%, 2%). 23Y 1962¢ FUIFTAR/ASAY 3% 2L "AFuAL FEE
AF et Aol RoxE elFRAF vhFriA 9 WP 2 AP L A}, X
o 2@ A FIWEE "I WP 19483 I WVAFTAIAYE ALY F
M THol AR whye g3iA 8 Aoy 32 gomz™ g TYWE Aest
T U A3 F(1990d A F&F F M4F)AME, @ WA AP Pl v HA
g Wy a1 @k AW 923", 7837, g3 udd dHAMNE pud

75)Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act, 1964 Revised Act, 13 U, L. A. 149
(1986).

76)Kessedjian, supra note 26, at 377-378.

77)Kessedjian, 1d., at 378.

78)Homberger, supra note 72, at 378.

79)Yntema, The Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Anglo-American Law, 33 Mich. L.
Rev. 1129, at 1164 (1935).

80)von Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at 72.

81)Kessedjian, supra note 26, at 378 ff.

82)13 U. L. A. 265 (1986).

83)Hennessy v. Marshall, 682 S.W. 2d 340 (Tex. Civ. App. 1984) . Allen v, Tenant, 678
S.W. 2d 743 (Tex. Civ. App. 1984).
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BHoE AHEYT Al et OdF e FES AL 5 YL Aol

AAZ, 22X E AL FA, o) Fol&, Res Judicata, T+ 3 FHYE S n) 3o
AAA e} AFuA $A9 7|20 E9 ‘ﬂ"‘“}-a—‘ 23 AWBI e BiRo|EF
%@ "Non-Merger Rule"d] thate] A¢ wigo] e R AAHAT o9 2L
HlEE, FolA e ol xg o] $4ZARI $uete) HdoN TUH NLe oy
8 £& A7Zde RE BHF) S FPE FHAT &28 Rol},

EAE, 959 AGEL AFRASAY 7o &0 tatd A2 A EA BES
L YR, dort I $HAAE ERR 509 EFE WA Utk von Mehren
& Trautman# Casad®] ¥4, JE°] AANE g P2 $uate) 71Zo 24

84) TUNFIANVESUY 3% $YE 783 CPL 5303%0)A, I VFAL BAo 7|28
T &, complaintd] Z$3HE summary judgmentd] AA, T A&FQA 2$olMe] K W
WAT EE AFH P sty YYD, T £ FAHT YD FRF S summary
judgment& #E&F U&P HYPAHAe] Bsta, von Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at
73 : Homberger, supra note 72, at 378.

85)von Mehren & Patterson, Id., at 72-73 Joiner, supra note 35, at 221-222 . Kessedjan,
supra note 26, at 387.

86)Kessedjian, Id, at 383 ¥ $UIPY 6=,

87) Joiner, supra note 35, at 222.

88)von Mehren & Patterson, supra note 34, at 74-75. Restatement 3rd, Foreign Relations Law
(1987), at 620ff (§485,486) F=.
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Hitel HYE 2Ysted AGEE WA QAG ol ol FHAH F3 (policy
consideration) & 7122 3td *°]¥ 7Y AYE HIHPS R AAd= JAEL 2FE
g YRANE FFsA H3 Ao”

PN Rt HAEH B v|FoNME Carl Zeiss Stiftung®ZE oY In-Tech
Marketing Inc#ZolA BE uie} Zo], £ JZHelgdx e o|d& FAEY Y
SY27tN W BAd dlMNE AFAGTEE ¥ o953 AG(Nh BataB ).
Casade YWIE02x AAAGET AAIYo Ay HHA, FAAN g F
42574 5 £U9F9 Wk 9% 29 AXNE dFEHT A A4S 7
oz Ze BHAN I RPN PHAE FAs: o) 7teE Aol #alle] A
of &3 FAVALSYAAS] AYHo] ozt FAR FAE FHFE AR ]
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oy £ o
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T ANENROAE, BA/FIL B TRRRERREOER,, 1987, 376-3771 I}
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90) T B A —BB, "REMATHE(L) ), FHREBHAL 1983, 1709,

MBAZ—/=/ A% & ERRENITE(R)), B84, 1984, 119,

R2) AT A Bl BAME, WMt "HBRERE,, Fikht, 1988, 4917 )3 BKE, SEERRIE
AT D2 #HME" AVAE U "W ERIE(T)), 198612, 99 °l3 I
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