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Pondering on execution of the judgment by Chinese court
in the United States

LONG Xiang-yuan' ’
(1. Institute of International Law Wuhan University Wuhan 430072 Hubei China;
2. Department of Law Xiangnan University Chenzhou 423000 Hunan China)

Abstract: In order to study the execution of Chinese court judgement in the United States based on

the cases of the Chinese Gezhouba Sanlian Company and the Pinghu Company accusing the Robinson

Company in the United States case analysis and comparative analysis were used to probe into the prob—

lems in this field. The conclusion of analysis is that the Chinese court should borrow some judicial idea

from the overseas and the practice operation. In order to make Chinas court judgment on civil and com—

mercial matters more easily to get recognition and enforcement in foreign countries. The procedural justice

should be emphasited and Chinese legislative procedure should be improved by refering to the inter

national prevailing “judicial comity” principle and treatment to the foreign court’s decision equally.
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