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1. ARioHM

SER BT I 50T H T O BEBR Ar4 (post-judgment
disclosure ordelf’)m EAXPNC, B REEE CEMEHURS) fiv4y (freezing injunction(;)
DEAL (policing) % TTHEL F 5 720012, FIYERTHLTRIT 1= b I BB %>
ERTBHRA AT 20 SIUSL D, WS IS OB ORI OV
SRR A S D L AT E . MU AT £ 2 S OB RS0
FNEEED BT ENTEL, THUL, EBLEEZA L 2WEIIEAE LT
B TERR TS0 S CAYC & Ao b 2 Al OB & KRy o

KEOMTERE G, LIELIE THEOMRSE] LR SN2 12 LR

(1) AFicid, EE&EE (United Kingdom) OfEKD I H, 1 > 5 ~ F (England) &7 = —
WA (Wales) OPFSRAERL T [HEE] &F 5,

20074EFHIAT - BHFT - $17H: (The Tribunals, Courts and Enforcement Act 2007) 985%.
RHFRERHAI (Civil Procedure Rules [CPR]) 71% (Part 71). RFFFRAABHANZ. 19974
REFRFREE (Civil Procedure Act 1997) OF T, #HEZ .l 42 REFDHAIZES
(Civil Procedure Rule Committee) 2 & V) il % - €57 & 1L T v % # HI (statutory
instrument) T& % (19974 RFFARLE 2 5. 35%)0 19984 (207, 19994F 12/ fT S 4L
TeAS, BHECYET SN TETEB Y., Zolfus. AfE&Ess (20114810H) F Cl250m %
B2 5o

(3) O TRY =N AT %7 ar (Mareva injunction) &I:ENTW/mETHY .
Pl TILCHFRFBU (CPR) DL (19984F) % B IEXAFAED 5/,
RFEPITEELITSR (—HEIUREE DB E SNTwb). 7272 L, B I 2B
i (RFRETE5055H, RFPITELILTS) 12X - T WkmicEsE oM Eo—
AT 256050 %, B, BU TlE. FHEEEICBW RO LN TS Rema s
FHNS, ERRB A FHE AR E L CEUME OFATIIE RS 4 (European Account
Preservation Order: EAPO) % Bll#% ¥ 2425 (IRFL ORI $ 5 EIBRH % RO
P L0 72 80 D FRIN CTEEAR: 4 6y 43 Bl 3% D 72 60 D RN 343 K OHLF A O - Proposal
for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council Creating a European

@

=

(4

=

Account Preservation Order to facilitate cross-border debt recovery in civil and commercial
matters (COM (2011) 445 final) (20114E7H25H)) #%@ 0 . [AFEZETIL. KRN CE R4
T4 DL AW LA D CEERE A L TV WA BTN § 5 BT L T,
PATE OB/ TIERERE PR T 5L IRKDL N TED LHES N CND (17
%o

(5) Bank Mellat Iran v. Nikpour [1985] FSR 87, 92 (Donaldson #HI'E) 2BV THWSNT
Dsk, £ ofBIR L THWONTWRIRZ TH b,
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%ﬁb\ﬁﬁﬁ?%%?ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%@ﬂ%&#ofwgﬁL#L\%Eﬁ
SRR A7 { LCIRFMEATE . 22, ARITIE. BE
s b, BHEBIR G & PR 2 CHIRES BERT B0 ARSI
SEEIE & PR B4, SEOREE, F—A b5 T A
s A L PSR ERE ORI - b 3ET 2 HAAE . A
DSR2 & > T A7 b ik d 5 & b b,

2. WRESRS Av Ay OB

WECl1E, RIFFREAHA (Civil Procedure Rules [CPR])M@ZSE (Part
25) 1 TIHIZ, BHFTFESTE 2 REHE (interim remedies) 236I7R
ﬁﬂﬁéﬂfia@ Z0 5|2 ﬁf‘(ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ PHEIN TS, FHAIED
FH RS (Practice Direction) 25A HOMA (Annex) 124&, W 3R Gy
SO (LT [ RFFFEEHA (CPR) koM EdiG s O] LIFR)

6) Blz1E, ZARE— [N RFREFE O 72 2 fEE—LE I Bl 28 L 727 — v
FOAR -V =N AT x> a Ol i 2 L T—] F5ees% 4 5
57-86 . 65% 5 525-64F (19924F); /NREHE [TV FTA F - <) =N f T v ¥
7 a v QKR - BAT] L BEERRAERE R 1 &37-62H (20054F) . H AR & o Hsgih it
%% 12, Yoshifumi Ikeda, “Mareva Injunction and Japanese Provisional Remedy” (LLM
Thesis of the University of British Columbia 1998, https:/circle.ubc.ca/handle/2429/8956) #%
5o

(7) Motorola v. Uzan [2002] EWCA Civ 989 paras. 29 (Waller #:H'E), 37 (Woolf #:H'E (B
XA IO [H (teeth) ] 23235 Lak_7z)) (EFREE) .

(8) e.g. Cardile v. Led Builders Pty [1999] HCA 18 (4 — 2 + 5V 7 i % #% : High Court of
Australia) .

(9) e.g. Aetna Financial Services v. Feigelman [1985] 1 SCR 2 (# 7 ##¢## : Supreme Court
of Canada) .

(10) e.g. Chen Lee Hong Man v. William Chen, HCA 4939/1979.

(11) e.g. Swift-Fortune v. Magnifica Marine [2006] SGCA 42 (#£5fF¢).

(12) wifEiE 2 2,

(13) BB TRV L1d, RS 3BEICHEIN TV,

(14) EFigst (Practme Dlrecmon) 1d, REFRRH oM, Bl @3 LB
TLIT LD, TNEEFEEL TED SN TWw5 (John O'Hare & Kevin Browne, Civil
Litigation (%5146, 20094) para. 1.014) o
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I N TV 5,

WEESE L, HAZANICEERFEREEL 525 DO TIE R, S8EHED
REMHTH Y. HEOIGEMGHLEFE CHEHWEET 5. L L. =M
a LSS R ) . B ANOBESEMS 2 oNb 2 813k <,
?ﬁﬁﬂi}\ RNRNAER T 5 2 &Skt N4 (order mpersonam) LI
ﬂihé Hﬁ@ﬁﬁ?#ﬁnnv E Eﬂ?@ﬂiﬁﬁnnv%ﬁ%% BE’J%’%%EL&
i i&%f‘b\@f ﬂ%%%%itﬁv‘ﬂﬂi“( AN (f&icV) %jC:#UEO)
flEA4 mu&biﬂﬂi\fﬂ_l:éﬂéo %@f_’é@\ WBIZ L o TUIZR Y B
TOHITHRENL, T ?TL“C %.@Eﬂ'f‘n(ﬁﬁ?unw W, B
VSIES %&%‘ik@%@*ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%@t?%o ?E?Eﬁﬁ_’ﬂi& {HFETH LD
SR m$jAuﬁE¢5’iotﬁﬁzéﬁg?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁé
NnNa%a ”PWJTE’J REI NG ﬂi?ﬁ)%ﬁ‘ R DHFEINTHINL T OEA:

(15) ®ANBIVER 9 % a4 &I ZAE T § 5 A ORI PR O35 DS EIRSECH B B & 0
BIRCH T 2 ERICO VT, mifGZea] [ o o FEIRSHCH S e — H L ii—] JCA
¥ — F V19994 2 H5 2 H ; Koji Takahashi, “Jurisdiction to Grant an Interim Freezing
Order: Anglo-Japanese Comparison” 48 (1999) International and Comparative Law
Quarterly 431 2,

(16) BEEOHES . EHTIEL, REOLEME R BB 2 OF O HW 72w LR
WHERHED T OIZLETH D L LT P TORHOH T, &5k ERE%ET, 5
WEENCHEET B0, ZOMBEEHEIC L, IIEhir b RET 22 L 2 ERTH 2 L8
Zuy (U IR AETIES [RFMREOFF (1)) GridEHii, 20054) 128, 129H),

(17) REREHE21G5, HECOWTUIFEEROZASEM I T2 (RFREHAN9%K 2
WHZBMR) B, E=MEHE Th D EREH O E IR IKRLETH 5,

(18) HEMICIE, PGS O X ) IS ER T 25 ThoTd. BITE KIS NS
L ZHDOMADERETIE, MEOEIZLE TRV, EEE, RAE T, RIML4THT
DRi o IHEE T Tl HE Fid, 4T EOMEE 2 O M a4 18T O B 197 2E 23 248 5l
ENTWboo, EWICiE, 7o HWMEOREIX, GEMaa 58T 22081k
NCwahorz (RHIEHIB24E 1 H31H RS 1 51885H) o

(19) REREHHI195.

(20) RFERAETET &, REFFRIELZTS.

21) HROPITOM G LY 9 B, AW S &L (Mark Hoyle & Mark Walsh, Freezing
and Search Orders (%5 4 hfit. 20064F) para. 4.28).

(22) REHEFRHIH] (CPR) 8o sE S iy & OB 6 S22,

(23) TDK Tape Distributor v. Videochoice [1986] 1 WLR 141.
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ii;c\/‘ iﬁ\ PEFAEDOM FE N R 2 ES S armoia L. i
TEOMEE R E T Har4 (worldwide injunction) D& tfﬁﬁ)%(jﬂ%jﬁ
HOORORE - B | ?TTB?%LKE&E# RESND Z LN %T%V) i_
i@%ﬂ’ﬁ@ﬁi%ﬂﬁ&i%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ“”&w it‘ W OETRE - EEEE R
LA D720 DML b HlF % = Ttib‘o?ﬁEﬁ_L/UJ A G 5 7
EPTL}\@“: 1+ (V1) 2% —:solicitor) DFET 2 HEIC &L - T %
B L, MG AT B

3. WSS OMNBEG S & LCOMPER RS

R (CPR) @258 141 fa‘ i\,ﬁﬁ‘@ﬁﬁun & (t5) Lebiz,
MGG TOMRE LD ) ZMEOHH: - FifEZ ORI T 2 15
OFIRt S (g9) PEHAFIORS TE LR E (interim remedies) @

(24) Stuart Sime, A Practical Approach to Civil Procedure (14h. 20114) para. 36.301%.
M0, ALZeRE. FEAFICIRE Lo ple LTEIT %,

(25) RFEFRRHA (CPR) B M FEHE & OFETE 7 551,

(26) Gilles Cuniberti, Les mesures conservatoires portant sur des biens situés & l'étranger
(2000) para. 15813, 2 D Z & 7 & SE O FEHKS T G D F 05T T AP EOWFEM (saisie
conservatoire) & M L CHEMER OWEEAVN SV B2,

(27) RFFFABIAI (CPR) T%%k@ﬁa‘i@fn DO 5 550, KEPEOM & CTHEIM E
RO EE SN L5610, SR EOMEL 0 G & § 2 MRS mTI358E S
72\ (Derby v. Weldon (No 3&4) [1989] 2 WLR 412, 422 (#£57%Ft . Donaldson #HE) ) o

(28) WHFFAHNA (CPR) B O WA & ORETE 5 522 LIREOZRED Y ER
7"?56%4? i Td % (JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2009] EWHC 3267 para. 40 (Teare #H:H ) )

MR ETRROmEFESAHLRIGAE R SIS END T LN DH D (Sime,
supra note 24, para. 36.31)

(29) 7Zv. A-Z and AA-LL [1982] QB 558, 576. £ & 713 4Lid, %&Elljjw t PN e =EiEl
L7 B ERIREIC, HAZ AR L N3 L CHREREETE A WZRBPHTHD
(Steven Gee, Commercial Injunctions (5550, 20044E) para. 20.035.) o

(30) RFFRERHHAN (CPR) 1B OM EHAKS 5 OHETE LGS,

(31) ﬂfﬂ 212, Flightline v. Edwards [2002] EWHC 1648 Tl. Wi4ZHEH 0 Ffri#E Lo kEL35%D

JEZHE RSN AES BT EBRS Lz,
(32) R$Eﬁ~"‘%ﬁﬂl (CPR) 8k i sl i & D G115 2 1]
(33) RIFEFRLHAI (CPR) Rule 25.1(1) (g).
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ol TR ST\ By G Y  H AR o & 571 |
YL O FEMRE 5 O HISL T ORI R O EIIARE CTH S, Lo L.
BT A BT A 47 < L TR At 0T BT fr e
A SNDLEGEITIE, ﬁ“[;l_nnﬁ (ancillary order) & L CHEB/RATS DI
A ENDLDODEE T%% R%ﬁﬁﬁ%(mm)%ﬁ@%?@f%%@%%

1= . BRI A ORI S £ T\ D BT - BR a0kt 2
PR A TR 2 & S OB\ BT 2 R T AT
T BRI, Lo T éﬂt%ﬁﬁm‘ﬁﬂié%%
DB LU b AT, A Bl HEMIC, B 50
BT B 2 R T ADF L, B 1ﬁE(MMMMLZloTﬁ
%uL&u%uf&%@wﬁ”

W ERRA S Tl — U QR O EICFIROMEIIRE SN DL 2
L1k b OO, . AHEOBTAGE SIS I R EORE
B D EIREE L 5 & CBIRTIUDE D 2 L5 . BT
VL - B M i DA AT S 5 BZNAH B h 5 ThDe 7751, 1
BRI SV CIE . AHERICIES 2 A & SN Do & B
FEDHTE R S D i & 25 o BRI AD EOAHOMHEF T (o
BT A DGR FI B =H5 A5 2 I b BUR S AU B 2o,

RFEFHZHH] (CPR) 25514 116 g 7. WEHE S OB T %
ST T SIBATREIEAH BH O, MR AR S T &

.—_1

m

(34) Motorola Credit Corporation v. Cem Cegiz Uzan, Kemal Uzan, Murat Hakan Uzan, Aysegal
Akay [2002] EWCA Civ 989 para. 24 (Steel #:H'E), para. 29 (Waller #:HE)  (FE375E) o

(35) 9% 10%. L7:25> T, WREB/R Ay 4 A3 BE S 2 B ks v & W RE B - B7Rav 4y
BT A LT E D,

(36) RGFRALEIHI (CPR) 8o EHH 4 OMIL 9 & 1 THSH,

(37) REFEFRIHH] (CPR) 8o i BE Sk i & O HEIL105 2,

(38) RFFRARHLHN (CPR) 3BFK O B e sl & O YETE 9 S 1 S MH, B 21X, Motorola
Credit Corpn v. Uzan (No 2) [2003] EWCA Civ 752 para. 26 ({3fke) Tld. £10,000% i
2 BHAOWMEIZOWT, MHFRPIZETES 2 MO RR 57z,

(39) Motorola Credit Corpn v. Uzan (No 2) [2003] EWCA Civ 752, para. 146 (%3 Fe) .
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ZRUELTVDDTH - T, MR RDFER SN DR 2 WIGEC
X BN AN DB EDIRILOBERERA (fishing expedition) Z HIy& LT,
HRC @EaLF‘Fa’?EJT 4 (free-standing disclosure order) D34 % HILT5
ZrFTE 7Z€b‘ % DOUFEMEIL, RO (balance of probability) 7%
FIET AREICH VLT R, BETE Z)ﬁﬂi (credible evidence) 23k
O EHY R HIUIIEY 5L SN b 75\ .L\?&*UT?M‘%%%%J%L%KEV) .
WGP TRAEINL T LI, FHERVWE ) TH S,

WFREBR A v ;’(?@?&'Eﬁ%@ﬁﬁT% T3 5bDTHY) ., KEDFMOFIR &
CilZElJé?(L“Cw%o %E?ﬂﬁﬂf I i%ﬁ‘kkfj@@ﬂ%/*\?o*@ (case
management conference) LI ThHIL5b &2 7) %@Fxl‘fgti Tfo Tl

B E DR AT IR &/\b&b‘i EWL\OT, MiERRmAILEE 2L

MOBER TR ?(L% o

(40) EEHEFRABI (CPR) 18H 0 M s fr & OB 9 4 1 HZ M, Derby v. Weldon (Nos.
3and 4) [1989] 2 WLR 412, 436 (#Edkbe) HPti2 BT, Neill BHIEIX, FIRGAIEZ
NAMBET 2 & 2 AOHGE A &0 QIR R MEEZ SR E LA ERFUR Lz
W EmCH Y | BN ERDENEREEERD Y 9 B 2 L EFRDIz, Bank of Crete SA v.
Koskotas [1991] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 5873t Tld. Wigdikifm 4 3 EENOMEZ R E LT
A ENT2H BHIADP AL ZOFUTICRAE T L RICHET 2 LHEEZRRT 52 L&Y
SHUTICIRXT % £ 9 BiH oz ok L T B 7z, $ 720 Gidrxslme Shipping v. Tantomar-
transportes Maritimos [1995] 1 WLR 299, 312 (Colman #HIE) FPuid, RGPtz
PEME A A SEI LR THEA SN TH ., &R OMELZ TR LT LHRGHORES

RIS v EHIR L7z,

(41) RFEFFLRBHA (CPR) B OM K G4 OMIE 9 & 1 HSIH,

(42) Parker v. CS Structured Credit Fund [2003] EWHC 391 (Ch).

(43) Lichter v. Rubin [2008] EWHC 450 (Ch), Times 18 April 2008.

(44) AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [1981] QB 923, 939-940.

(45) RFFHHA (CPR) 1% 54, 208 2 5, 7272 L, FRAIEEMOFERHE RS, FH
ﬂ%%ﬁx@ﬁ@]&ﬂfﬁ@t&) i, $Ei % L CofmF koo, ik, BHO
HifI D70 E LA IZIZRBOONE 2 Ehd 5 (REFDHH (CPR) 31%165%.
W2 3T d 5) o Parker v. CS Structured Credit Fund F4Cld. FHEFOFT A LIETIZ
FEMLBZRASH L C S N7z 7s, AR H o 720 O BRI T A O BARESE ISR ATH 2 L v
JHEIZXY ., Boshkero7z ([2003] EWHC 391, para. 29) o

(46) Campbell McLachlan, “The Jurisdictional Limits of Disclosure Orders in Transnational
Fraud Litigation” 47 [1998] ICLQ 3, 8; Parker v. CS Structured Credit Fund Limited [2003]
1 WLR 1680 para. 27.
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4. WPESGHS - PR S OFETHER OB

wfﬁﬁf *EFEUDTETMJZ 19814F Ak ik (Semor Courts
Act 1981) 37% VIS 5o WA, BN (High Court) &, SO
‘H. (just and convenient) T& 535E1C i FRFIAO SRR 72 (interlocutory
orfina) f ¥ o7 av (mjunctlon) % BHETHIENTELEHET S,
PEEFHIFTIE, 19814 ERFCHIINE374: 1 HL N2 O & OFLE % Ik <
RS 2 BB AH TV Do <1910 Beddow v. Beddow JFHIHE

(47) [19814F- s #FIFTE (Supreme Court Act 1981) ] #* 5% & 1172 (Constitutional Reform
Act 2005 Chapter 4 Sch 11(1)Para. 1(1)). S #id, & E#%EH T 5 HIER (House of
Lords) %%20094F10 F 12l & v = BT (Supreme Court) AV EN72H 5 TH 5o

(48) WHPEHURE G4 % W7, L 722081 T & A Nippon Yusen Kaisha v. Karageorgis F+4:4) 3 ([1975]
2 Lloyd’s Rep. 137) %> Mareva Compania Naviera v. International Bulkcarriers $ 4 |
([1975] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 509, 510 (¥£3REt). i slif s & O ENZ BT 5 >0 TOERLE
THhb [=) —"#E k4 (mareva injunction) | (£, 2 OFO BFHEO AR T S)
Tld, 19814E F A BT 374 1 SHO i & T & 5 19254F #x =i e i3 (Supreme Court of
Judicature Act 1925)) 454& 1 JHIZAKIL L T w72,

(49) RFEFHMIE, BEHF (County Courts) DAEE & 7 2 VHHE NI E . Bk (High
Court) AVE—& %21, 37kt (Court of Appeal) M U@ #HIFT (Supreme Court) 7%

LEHREE D, 20 b EE R & TRk BRI (Senior Courts) (247 S5
DHEFME D T (County Courts) (&, —HRMIICIZ, EESEb & U 254
TAHMEREAET S (19844EEFFIFTE: (County Courts Act 1984) 3855 1 1H) 7%, Eﬁifﬁ
I OWTIE, HIRHUS R E 2 RV CERNE L THRSHERZ A L vy (19844E 15
FIFTH:3845 33H b 75 O T THillE S N7z 19914 L BT 12 B 1) 2 #0512 B 3 2 481 (County
Court Remedies Regulations 1991, SI 1991/1222) 24cb 5 MU 34c3%5) o WIEHMAE S
B NI E > Tl R b D LR Y ) B2 L12#EA (HiEKE (House of Lords) wdék
(Hansard) 528% c 1866 (19914 5 H17H)). WEHPTIZAREEEED B 2 H3 M ol ay 4
DFEAMERD 2 WHFEATIE, BRI ERE G ORBERPEDO 5N T D (B
Bl & LI O B ERE OB % E O 5 19904FE FH T & O 2B 53 (Courts and
Legal Services Act 1990) 1 4% 178 a5 O T THilsE & 721991 4F 55255 e Je ONIRHH F
FEEIZ S 44 (High Court and County Courts Jurisdiction Order 1991) (SI 1991/724)
3%,

(50) A ¥ Py rryarid ERGa] ERENDLZENZVD, EaaTbEEINL, E
HIRRHA (CPR) HEOMHEEETS . HHITIC L 2F R @S I A a s L LTE
STV 5,

(51) [1878] 9Ch.D.89 (Jessel FIIE).



(1120)  SEFE OB EEHGHE CERERGS) i a () =N A vV v v sy ay) L MERR & 47

2B T, 19814F AR ECHIFT 43745 1 THOHI & T & % 18754F fix v 1 B 12
(Supreme Court of Judicature Act 1875) 254 8THDF T, #HHATIE, 1E24
TEHE (just and convenient) THALEIZIX, A1 VI v o7y a w54
3 5 MHIROMER 2 H 4 % &Eﬁﬁ,ﬂ?éﬂf:o C@Eﬁﬁﬁﬂi\ W ESURE 3 DFRE
K935 C & % Mareva Compania Naviera v. International Bulkcarriers Z-f
PTB T ORI SN 2, S OMBEINE, HFUHIZIET 2 WE & A5 &
9 5 W R G4 (world-wide freezing injunction) DZEAHERDHEN. S
ToBRRICO R TEL T ENTE L, Tbb, 19814 Lak#HpTEE, 1
VXYY Ay ORTHRICH B G 12OV U374 STHICHUE
&, BB PR ADEENATT - B2 A L Th20Irrb b3
HTZEENOM ELZ R T oM a2 8T LI ENTERLBETLH LT
5. COBEERBRIIS, MERE S li%.W@%?@&%ﬂ%ﬁt THZIL
DTED LT BHRAT SN b Botett, ZOBRO—EOHHT, =
OBIEIX, PR ADEENIAERT - B2 H L T2 00240 5§ s
#?:Ennw AT HMHERD DD Z L HHLPITT HITEE v & DOIFRAERS
ﬂ\ ﬁﬁ*b:ﬁﬁﬁ?‘éﬁ?f@ BRI & D EAAS T OFE MR 375 1 1H
ARRPLE L CRED S L &) IRBDNE L 72

19814F BRI pTihi374e 1 THIZ, MERAS S ONHEm SO SHERD

(52) A ¥V x ¥ ryaryONFEIR, MMOEH» S WHEEOMEEOZIRIZES F TIRL
PUVANDAT T A= a3y ORCE>THIRE NS EHEbNTw2% (Joshua Rozenberg
“Lawyers Rush to Freeze Assets as Recession Turns Nasty” The Evening Standard (3
February 2009) p.31)o

(53) [1975] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 509, 510 (%#%Ft. Denning I E).

(54) bAIZ, FRBZEILG 4 (antisuit injunction) . EHTEX L2 HELX FOREL THE
U ERIT) LI THETH LT v & HFERH YL B W CRLUR ST & 72 (Castanho
v. Brown & Root [1981] AC 557,573 (Scarman #H)%); South Carolina Insurance v. Assurantie
Maatschappij “De Zeven Provincien” [1987]AC 24, 44 (Goff #:H)E (Mackay #HE HFE)) o

(55) Ashtiani v. Kashi [1986] 3 WLR 647.

(56) Babanaft International v. Bassatne [1989] 2 WLR 232 (3%3fF%); Republic of Haiti v. Duvalier
[1990] 1 QB 202 (#ZEFkbE); Derby v. Weldon (No.1) [1990] 1 Ch 48.

(57) Babanaft International v. Bassatne [1989] 2 WLR 232, 241.
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mmv%%aowﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%@# AL S A0 5 )
LA RG2S T S Bayer v. Winter %ﬁiﬂ‘(‘%“(“li\ W s - BN
A ORI LTk 2 H o HIEEE R oY EEJJ\O)?'?a%i’\@/\
AR =~ DA S A172 0 Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim 4] ?;%“C‘ b
B NISH LT BEMAEFIZLS Eﬁf‘%ﬁff’ﬁmﬁfmﬁ)ﬂjlf’fﬂ:#
Ty BT/ SAA— F ORTARELADIIA G S N0 55 8 T
B X2, MEBIRDIBIT SN WEER, BIRNEICTIEREREN D 53
A HHIAIZEM (cross-examination) FHE~O HEAD M LN S Z &
B LHOT, WEZELR - SAR— MDA X o THEHI A 2 38
B EPTEIUR, M - IR s OFMED T 5o
W Bl A DAV O e dn 4 b 1981$J:5fl’l*ﬁ$ﬂﬁﬁ‘?£37% 1HOW,
FER e BLE 2 MR L | TR ST & Foo Tﬁl (L RIS
DREFMTHVHIREHT LHEEMS (search order) DFESHERRDEFE

(58) Av. C [1981]1 QB 956 (Goff #:HE); AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [1981] QB 923, 940 (Ackner
FHE), 949 (Griffiths FHE). 7272 L, FHFDH S O e & FERMICT 5720153
HRETHOIL%T 5 [EAOHER (inherent jurisdiction) ] (F2IBMIE (148) &) 124R
Jit% Ko 5 [HED A (AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [19811 QB 923,942 (Ackner #:HE (1L
BRIOHRILE L T)), 951-953 (Stephenson #HI'E)) o

(59) [1986] 1 WLR 497.

(60) [1989] 1 WLR 565.

(61) 7%k, EEFMATL. WAHERICED CFERFHIZBWT, MEEZF > THEIL LS &
LTV B HWELA PTG 2R AL (tipstaff. FHPFEREOFIREL RoloBH %
A LIERT IS5 L) . FOBPUCEEL T, BHUFTORS 2T Fa5R L. #
FIFIZHIE L 720 3 50 ’i’ﬁ 9) 125 2 BEEEEEIESIR (ne exeat regno (“Do not leave
the kingdom” % &3 5%)) #5352 & bdH D (BlzIX. Al Nahkel for Contracting and
Trading v. Lowe [1986] 2 WLR 317) %%, 18694-{&#%# % (Debtors Act 1869) 6 ZxdDZAF:
DEHEE S A X NTEBY)  (Felton v. Callis ([1969] 1 QB 200)) . #Ee AP ENZ T
TEL AW L& o THEOFHFZBITICRE (DS 2 & &) B L7z,
Ml Logsar Sy (FF7EFIZ, Ali v. Naseem (The Times, 3 October 2003) 75% %) o
WEdRE - R OEE LIRS 2 H H’Jﬂ)iﬁ" E. HEERE G LS AR — MEH
WAV YETH D LEEZLNTBY ., Ml X 2 GEROIEZ ) B ESEE 4SR5
537w (Allied Arab Bank v. Hajjar [1988] 2 WLR 942) o

(62) Masri v. Consolidated Contractors International (No 2) [2008] EWCA Civ 303, para. 182 (%
ETR
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O, 19974F RFFRErE (Civil Procedure Act 1997) 7 FRIZHEE 1L
TV 5D ZOHREIE, 19814F EEHIFNE3TR 1 HICH o ZD72D,
SHENZITE S B Rk &2 xf R &3 256 7% & 19974 RFFRNE 7 0@
HPHIMZ B D FRTIE, 19814F ERRFCHIFNEST4 1 HAML E 25 L& 2
BTV By
NS OFF ARSI 5N L IZE o 7R, HETIX

MR, FHHBERIEICB T, BEHFEOFRDTHEL L% FHHFO
Zh - BEBEOTIZBWT, ﬁ‘OTCifo?%ﬁ:@;‘%ﬁ%%@&ﬁﬁ LCwizk
) BRRERIT) DL ok B bﬂ“(h‘% /“%*kﬁﬂ?' DA S A,
HIRE DB TFEATE ] L SR 0556E S 5120, EIFRAY 70 B 2E O B -
BERDHERD 2 072 2D L) BARIEEDZAICHIE T 2 720D )5k %
#&i‘jﬁﬂ]ﬁﬁéil981$£¥&ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ?£37%1IE@ LG AYMERR o> H 2 Fk L2 L
LT 710 % < DEET 7 BEAEFEIK (fraud) $1¢ﬁ§§k%ﬁﬂﬁﬁbl?#%ﬂi
NT0 B DIEATIR A . EEOREHAILTO L 5P L CRE

(68)

LT&7%

(63) #*2 T Anton Piller order & F-E LT\ 72634 T BRI AMEE 20 4 Sl 3O BEO T T
FEMLOFER L BRI AN A RF T35 2 L APV ANCHTAME TH S, WEDOR %
CHEFZHRITT A 2 L 2300 5 -MESIKTIE 2w (Anton Piller v. Manufacturing Processes
[1976] Ch. 55, 60 (Denning #HIT)) 2%, @ AIZHED 2 T AUSERHIFAEEE & % 50 11
e LC, BRIl AN EICI R IR 2 T 2 L 2 ool R
FIIPEFELALOSEEFE S 2L ) @mEoNn b2 3 H S (Rozenberg, supra note 52, p.
3o

(64) Katherine Reece-Thomas & Martin Dockray, “Anton Piller Orders: The New Statutory
Scheme” 17 (1998) Civil Justice Quarterly 272, 274.

(65) Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No 5) [1992] 2 AlE.R. 911,913 (Hoffmann )& ).

(66) = DiEix, M (embezzlement) X 1F (misappropriation) & & &k WEKTHbH N
VAR hE AT

(67) Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No 5) [1992] 2 All ER 911. # 2 (£, Republic of Haiti v.
Duvalier (11§27 F)VoEsESEA; ([1989] 2 WLR 261)). Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim
(5T-H FvotEiEaSs: ([1989] 1 WLR565)). CIBC Mellon Trust Company v. Stolzenberg
(2684 TH 75 FLoFEkEe: ([2003]1 EWHC 13)).JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov (£t
TfE PV o FEL: ([2012] EWHC 455 para. 2)) 7 EZHIF 5%,

(68) Wendy Kennet, The enforcement of judgments in Europe (2000) p.118.
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IR 72 e & 5o S 2 LRI 7 MBI A BT 28000 C & 7SRRI & it
Fo L TR DI, SR FRE L 2 I 2 A L 2 (BT o
B RESE e DA MR Z 552 L 72 R Bl SR SO HIBIC b B o Grupo
Mexicano de Desarrollo v. Alliance Bond Fund %{41(&702)}5\/‘“(\ JEF R R
HEOBRIL 5 4 1R, SEERIE . TSI AR IS
BRI B\ R L CHIEOBUS % frs™ 2 HEBRIZ . SEED D3k L 7=l
EOIIAT 4 @) BEICRET D L ETET, 2OREHET S
BAHIEED AR | SRERHTNIIA L\ LR L e T 47 4
d. PR RBEOERRFIC BT ITY - e E AR THY . I
Y O—FHSE L. ZOMAREOMI N AT 2 CTh 5. 20U
SiE. BURCIRTE Y - U—OFH L [ U SEE s 275, Bt
W OERE DT T < FHE CURHIAEE (Chancellor)) 12
Lo CREMRHNIAR SN2 fEWA D - 720 EFOR SR KEEOBSE
Selden ld. [ZZ7 AT 41%. O THTH D, HZELRL, TEY - U3
ELADH Y, MEEETIUELCABDOIM LT, L7145 4 RS
DELRETH) ., ZOREF—HTHEWISTH L, KEEOLOES)
BN > TR LD LR, KEEORLOEEA THENS, & NLTE
BWELTHSH ] LIRAT Dy KEEIIE RO S I 0

(69) MBI HERR GO SN DG S 505, Pk TR AT OGE I
B9, BYELL0MHNLHD L) THE CRENCH L., fEHE— REIRFFH
B2 EHFEEOFERE (4) ] NBL7T14566E LT (FFICHTE4)) .

(70) 527 U.S. 308, 119 S.Ct 1961 (1999). 3EE D FFH LM L TR TH % (e.g. Lawrence
Collins, “United States Supreme Court Rejects Mareva Jurisdiction” (1999) 115 Law
Quarterly Review 601; David Capper, “The Need for Mareva Injunctions Reconsidered”
(2005) 73 Fordham L. Rev. 2161) o

(71) Scalia HIFHDH P12, Rehnquist. O’Connor. Kennedy. Thomas | FAE[H L 720

(72) 72721, 7 AU AERETIE, FAWIIEHT 2 M EdEGS 820 0 sz /ER
3 5K 2 (pre-judgment attachment) (22T, WEFTIERM EZ MR E L. HNE
IO ETHETH Y (21X, =2—3—2 Tk, New York Civil Practice Law and Rules
(CPLR) 620140 ). Zauid, ML L ofiF s —E o8& 1@k ¢ & FHT i L
L T2 @3 RFEFRFHH] (Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) 644c% i U, #FEEHITIC
BWTHFAKTH 5,
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Selden DE %% —fi%GIA LT, 74 7 1 FE2TRISHFRT L2 & %
HE L. MEREGTORSHERONNA 7 4 7 4 FHEICH B2 13T
XV EHIR L7,

WETH ., 197045 HZED Nippon Yusen Kaisha v. Karageorgi;%ﬁ:*ﬂ e
% O MR O G 5 DR AR 2 L £ 2 ST X 72 LanL,
KEMREIRE R0 SEEEHIT L, 19814 AR HIITE 03745 1 THOH]
B OBE % WSS 2 MEBR ORI L U CHRIRIIFET 5 2 L 12 & o T, MEEHsE:
T OIS MERROMRIE L 720 19814F EAREHI P O 11 & O DR,
T H A 18734 m kb (Supreme Court of Judicature Act 1873) @
FISELBTICIZ T 7 £ 5 1 BFLERRO STV iado 2R TH - T 2t
T AR OERI G LA 0D D LATED LELLNTES
Do TH Do

19814F F R HATESTSR L HOME NS A v Vv v 7 rarbnw) A
TAFEIZE DB LN TERBETH L 720, EEOHFITIE, FHS5IH
E ST L EIEN MR R HENE Lo 7 4 7 4 3 EOWERTH
BLELLRTV A, BEREAS S, £ ¥V v 2 ay (lreedng
injunction”) TH»2ZL L, EREOREF ITZZ0EHREVD 7 1T 11k
BEDA YTy Y3 ORAEHIRT 5 ERSNCE 72, O,
REEREDTRD LN WFRIZ B THVEARFETRR TR 2 BT pEs

)

(73) John Selden, Table Talk (1689) 43. J§3Cid. “Equity is a roguish thing. For Law we have
a measure, know what to trust to; Equity is according to the conscience of him that is
Chancellor, and as that is larger or narrower, so is Equity. "Tis all one as if they should make
the standard for the measure we call a ‘foot” a Chancellor’s foot; what an uncertain
measure would be this! One Chancellor has a long foot, another a short foot, a third an
indifferent foot. "Tis the same thing in the Chancellor’s conscience.” & 72> T\ 5,

(74) [1975] 1 WLR 1093.

(75) Lister & Co. v. Stubbs (1890) 45 Ch.D. 1.

(76) e.g. Masri v. Consolidated Contractors International (No 2) [2008] EWCA Civ 303, paras.
174,186, 187 (¥%EFRkE).

(77) Fourie v. Le Roux [2007] 1 WLR 320 para. 25 (¥1£Fe. Scott #HE) o

(78) Siskina v. Distos Compania Naviera SA [1979] AC 210, 256.
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p=t

WA 2 ST DHEBR OB OV CHER A REE (T L. I3RS
BRI &> TR S Uz, SAUSKIL T, =2 91 7Tl il
(High Court) 7%, iESHIEL LA ¥V % v 7 v a v EFFEN T A ararid,

DFLSITIATAPILEDA 2T v v 7 a v LIFRS v & OB# A i
PRI, BESOWRAELZ R Tz, MR GRId~ ) — N - A Vv s 3
> (mareva injunction) TlZ7Z { ¥V —/\+ % — % — (mareva order) &
MR EThDEBUR L COBRIC LS e, Mg, SO
BELV)TIZATAPHEDA VX v Y a Y OBESEHIRES T
LN ImEgs, BT O— %97 RN a1 (administration of justice) @*%KE
AL TEFRE EOGHELTEDRLIENTELI L &%o

5. WPESR: - PRGOS R L WE

198145 b #HIFTE D374 1 B, A7z & 3B ) Wi MR % Hl
ET AL LB, IEHTHE (just and convenient) THALIEE A vV
YT a v ORFEMRE L TnA, F7o, FL2EIE. 1 HOMAIZEH
MWIEYTH D (just) EEZLANRTESTAIENTEXLEHET D, 2
D &N GIHD IR L 72 5 T B 7200, BHIFNI GO LT K OTNEF IS
B LT R A L TV B B ORERIIL . EGHRI X - Tl

(79) 19824F R F4#k - H| ek (Civil Jurisdiction and Judgments Act 1982) 255 & O°[d] 212 3
O L 19824F [ W - I ge Bl 9 5 199748 (FR4 41 ) #LHI (Civil Jurisdiction and
Judgments Act 1982 (Interim Relief) Order 1997, SI 302) 2 4%

(80) Cardile v. Led Builders Pty [1999] HCA 18 paras. 28, 40, 42.

(81) Peter Devonshire, “Freezing Orders, Disappearing Assets and the Problem of Enjoining
Non-Parties” (2002) 118 Law Quarterly Review 124, 137, 150.

@EBIE A YDy 7y ayE s A T4 BHINC Lo TG SN T @mHTH D,
LI AT 4 LORFOWFRIE, BRI EANZLEF TIE%R ., FHEOLRFHLEETH -2
(L.A. Sheridan, Injunctions In General (1995) p.4). YRPFRGHETIZ, =74 7 1 3%
MEHT D20, BUUIES T THE & MBI EARER OR > ZILERETIE 2 < £
ZREARAYIZFEM 9 A FEFEFEFE (discretionary remedialism) &\ 9 E 2 b H 5 (5
L < i, Darryn Jensen, “The Rights and Wrongs of Discretionary Remedialism” [2003]
Singapore Journal of Legal Studies 1787 &£ d) o
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Y LCHE S, A% REONEORI L CRSEA I S
BVIEDBS N

IEHTHE (just and convenient) &\ ZRIE, HIFNZ L > THMAL S
TV Do WE i D BRI S A EIE T o Tl O I —ReC
et AR DS R T O VT REE L% 5 B (good arguable
Case<§6>75§3?)2> Z &L HOBATHEI L R WIHFEDO G (real risk that the
judgment will remain unsatisfied) 7@ Z><817> WL S, B NIZHEER
DRSNS = L bdbe LirL. B HEE AN TR

(83) e.g. Motorola Credit Corporation v. Cem Cegiz Uzan, Kemal Uzan, Murat Hakan Uzan,
Aysegal Akay [2002] EWCA Civ 989 para. 26 (J%7fke. Waller #HIE) 2,

(84) Frederic William Maitland, Equity, also the forms of action at common law; two courses
of lectures (1916) p.261 % . BE (220 & #) 36 12 B v T, 1E 4 T & (ust and
convenient) THhb LWV A I % ¥ 7 ¥ a VIS OBREHIEELOBELDHEIZB VT,
FHFTILH B DG (stream of decisions) (ZHEDRITIUE % S v LR TW15,

(85) Gee, supra note 29, Ch. 12; Adrian Zuckerman, Zuckerman on Civil Procedure:
Principles of Practice (5514h. 20064E) paras. 9.152-9.157; Neil Andrews, English Civil
Procedure (2003) paras. 17.21-17.337% & &,

(86) TAULIER e HMETH Y . ERILHEH T WTHEL 3 2 milll Lo R T IUE R S %
WA, L B50% UL EOEN S L EA D L LEIL % v (“a case which is more than
barely capable of serious argument, and yet not necessarily one which the judge believes to
have a better than 50% chance of success”) & \» 9 BB IZEfiF S 1L T % (Ninemia
Maritime Corpn v. Trave (The Niedersachsen) [1983] 2 Lloyd's Rep 600, 605 (Mustill #:H
B))o BARAI, HETIE, LEL SNDAHOREL, REOKFHITIE, HAED
1 (balance of probability. FE#LO B (preponderance of evidence) & WIS Z &3
Hb) THY., 50% LLEDOHERS L EATRD 512 DIZH L, JHIFTIEAHAYEE %8
% % (beyond reasonable doubt) iEFHT® %, HEHITOBFREEL EOHENS L ETH L &
L EbHN D (Andrews, supra note 85, para. 18.22) %8B, HARELORO WAL % ED D
AL VM 2§ 2 B L O O HISE T O, MERRE GG OB TORE L B2
), BHTNEEELME (serious question to be tried) 72%% A Z & & 2R SNAUE,
REGFHERBEEOWREEIT PR E SNTB Y . LG O P THRRD N T AUTHIZA
VDT A ) IHE (ZOEETREEE &) & THRRD S AUIHIP L ADH 5 T
HHHHE (ZoRETREE> &) L oltifi= (balance of convenience) & - CTH|
r&iis 2 &127% 5 (American Cyanamid Co. v. Ethicon [1975] AC 396 (Diplock #%:H)E) ) o

(87) MRS IL. S, FEENCHTIE T 2 MEDSVMENCE SN e 2l L2 HIY
ELTW/enT, FEENOWYEFTFEDEHAWNE L S/ (e.g. Third Chandris Shipping
Corporation v. Unimarine SA [1979] QB 645) %%, BAE T, &MFIZHTHES L B DR
KL VHLZOT, MEORE - Bt OBED KR HIUITFTH 5,
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ADESCHEE (just and convenient) T3 5 AN T & 7 %(:%
Aﬁ%‘ﬁﬁ’&ﬂ?&)%ﬁif‘?)ﬂf W e S 23 “%éﬂ%%ﬁ‘ 12DV T
*E%UE/J&%UKECJZ&V‘ WX_ . NG (personal injury) 5@“(?{)
naL. Rt wa%%b%hégL#L\%$ﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁféé
Z EHEHNC io“(ﬁ%ﬂiéh% ANCEEE S, B AIC & o ClfE 2 AR
/J‘?@)f\_%éﬂ’téi’o%ﬂ¢>3?)éunw“(§)7aﬁ‘% DL THEETH 250
*Ulﬁﬁdi‘[ﬁié’f‘éﬂé T2 BHOBOGFHRTH L I Lh b, VEOFR
e S <b‘ Ltﬁ’o“( FE SN B FHOHLIIRGFFHF R TR

(83) KHFRanHIA (CPR) 8o M s v & O PO M (Schedule) B4 2 HZH, 72
72 L. Adrian Zuckerman, ‘Interlocutory Remedies in Quest of Procedural Fairness” (1993)
56 Modern Law Review 325, 3351%. WM EEHUE M HIZ L o THH LA OWE 2 & TOIEEZ
WCHRRBEROFEA A % SN THHEA DO 5N D L IFRS 2V T, %&EF',\/J\#/R}EFI@&
SiE. HVADRSGRICEIDS S 20 b v FiE L D) b MRS X o TR ITRENE
DHLBPEOREX ML LT, AFEAARL I LICRDTHH ) LikRD,

(89) e.g. Ninemia Maritime Corpn v. Trave (The Niedersachen) [1983] 1 WLR 1412, 1422 (3%
FRBE) . R B IE, B RE R A A O B & 2o THERR L 72 i ¥t o ) 81 Irish Response
Limited v. Direct Beauty Products Limited [2011] EWHC 37 paras. 24-34 (Seymour #¥5)
IZBWTH P L ST B, BLEOZEME, XELiE, BYWORENLETH S
(RFREN21%) mERVT, RETREEMRMREOLEE LB L 210 ud%z 5
3 (135, HEZ A amTh2 b TED (A14%) L3 HHARELKRHGT
Bhbhv, 72720, 6. a WIZHBT 2 &) ICHETIEEE2OEERMZR (full and
frank disclosure) OFFHEATHILAIZFESINTBY | Tkeda, supra note 6, p.791%. LD
IRFBH RSN TRV HARTIZREE & R TREMGFO P TR H N3V &5
R

(90) Gee, supra note 29, para. 3029.

(91) e.g. Allen v. Jambo Holdings [1980] 1 WLR 1252.

(92) Jet West v. Haddican [1992] 1 WLR 487.

(93) Sulina Connal & Tony Willoughby, “The Mareva injunction: a cruel tyranny?” (1997) 19 (8)
European Intellectual Property Review 479121%. #HI S ADMEH % Jev, E3EEIL R R E
B BVIA FE N BT SN T 5,

(94) Sime, supra note 24, para. 36.26. {51 . 1£. Sions v. Price (The Independent 1988412119
Hb) (EFRbe) FETlk, BREFEH20008 > FISEBE 2w &2 S & BHIC, e
A DO TOVRD LN %o Iz, 5 FHH54,835.397 % N )V Td - 72 American
Express Bank v. Cheung Kam Fung Betty 0¥ 3 ([2000] 2 HKC 510 (Fi#IEFREE.
Godfrey #¥15)) Tid. Sions v. Price A3 E & FHEOFEHF % 5 2 b 0 L LTHl
s, WESGEGSORILTONBIT S5z,
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HUTH Dy

FHFTOEEIIGEDIEFT DO BTN Th L ZOWNEFIZD KU, B
WEONFEIMIwmDO Z & MERRGHEMNES S50, ZORAFILE) T
DAL, RSB CIAT S CTHS Gust) & BTG 5 512
Lo TiE e Ll REFRAHEI (CPR) |5k ALC Vs 2 B A
SO & - THEEO @ﬁ DB S STV Do AR S
B TSRS - BRA A ORAME . AN MBS TV B,

6. WSS - BIRar T O R OWUH - AW Tt

a. ®5FR
ﬁﬁ‘?ﬁ% [N ?ﬁ“ﬁl’?‘:@%‘&uﬁﬁ‘ | LFR A PBEATIZH LAZT

5 er #ﬂ%ﬂ‘:ﬁ (ex parte hearmg) ’C %‘é’\ N5,
IERETHENC BT, HIZAE, BEEMRAE (affidavit) (2L 0, HIZLT
BT 22 CoOEEZRFIF (all material facts) Z Fl7R L& iuid %z 6 7%
b‘fgjl g, SEEP OB LR (full and frank disclosure) & ﬂ%fﬂ(im)ﬁ#
HOFRFIIRY @ﬁ@&‘*ﬁ%@%%ﬁw EF'_L“C AFN 2 FHE D B R & 2

(1oz>

o —HRIZ. FHETHICBWTEZ L/-FFEA (witness) DNEETHRWT &

(95) Kennet, supra note 68, p.108.

(96) e.g. JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2009] EWHC 3267 para. 45 (Teare #:HIE).

(97) Kennet, supra note 68, p.108.

(98) RFHFHIHHAI (CPR) @ FCli&, “without notice hearing” & I-XIL T 5

(99) REFFRAHHA (CPR) 8 DFEFHEE (Practice Direction) 25A #3.1. 3.35%

(100) Ikeda, supra note 6, p.79%. HATIE, W NIZFEBROBIRFH TSN TB LT, #
EF ORI THAHARTIZIEER S )5 L X Th ”V)%ﬂ’i’?‘b‘lﬂiﬁﬂﬂ) DL oTnD
LR o

(101) e.g. Bank Mellat v. Nikpour [1985] FSR 87, 92 (Slade #k ¥ & ); Brink's-Mat v. Elcombe
[1988] 3 AIER 188,192 (¥£7fkt. Gibson #FIE).

(102) Linsen International v. Humpuss Sea Transport PTE [2010] EWHC 303 (Comm) para.
34. 7272 L. Zuckerman, supra note 88, p.3351%. T IUATEAII e S AL A HIEAY W HEVE 12
BECTH Do
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EHIY) 50, Ut BETH D & 2E LD &7 BEHEL b+ UL,
BT R AL B TRERE D ) . (BEEIRI S AR - & 2 Mok & A =

(104)

e A T BRI T A DT (V1) 25— RO 25 —)
L 5(i05)?£ﬁ#§ﬁ1"@ (right of audience%%)’?3 FREACEEME (right to conduct
litigation) % fT 5 H1E. RO LTI 5 5 %% BT
L TE-THY . S ORTHLRTE LORHIEET D & SWTVBOT,
712, AR O TRBIAR & I S5k B LT b AE7 L 2 UIE % B 7s
Vo B BT B ReM A OIHETRICB T, ZORBEOMF
W SN D Lo T B ADREAE. JHE % (I 2 & [

(103) 19114 4A5EH: (Perjury Act 1911) 1 550 FHEOHC X, SEA (witness) JIZi@ER
# (interpreter) & L THEZELAHEHRESNTEY ., FRLFEEL CEENEL
POV TIEDE L 72 REII AN 72 5 2w, KRBT, —M2ICFEA (witness) Ok
S CHF I N T WD, #21£.98 CJS (Corpus Juris Secundum) Witnesses § 1 (2011)
. [ZDOANDEE (oath) R (affirmation) O F TORIKA A% % HETdHNGE
e ENHFIE “witness” Th ). ZIUd, SFEPRATIHEZM (oral examination) . #F
SHEEE (deposition) . BE At (affidavit) OWVFNUIZ L > TR ENTHRL SR\,
L7285 Ty RESHERINE I X At B MRE L. BT IR B I3 % AR
S LM “witness” TH 2| & LTw5b, HETIH. REKRHNOFEE»HIIECHIE
L ENSFMEDTEET Do B Z1E.R. v. Archer (Jeffrey Howard) [2003] 1 Cr. App. R. (S.)
86 (HEFrbE) Tld, MREVSRFEHPMHEEHOWT TR S NpIE, ThAKE LT
WIAIEIRDINE DT & JE D01 5 L D Tld v & DR (para. 51) DT, iR
HOFEETH - 7288 N BRESET 4 EO A (imprisonment) (24U L 72 55 0 7 %
BRAL 72,

(104) BEEMBFIC L 2 BaR~ O BFEIE O 88 ] et 2 — A IS 720 2 46112 1E. Attorney
General v. Smith [2008] EWHC 250 para. 7; Hydropool Hot Tubs v. Roberjot [2011] EWHC
121 para. 59% £ 5o LA L. WMEHE G GFAIC BT 2 BEMREIC X 2 Bk 25
L CHARESEASHE ] S L7 SFIHIBNE M 72 5 2 v,

(105) Memory Corporation v. Sidhu (No 2) [2000] 1 WLR 1443, 1455 (#£3kEz. Walker #2H)E) .

(106) RENZ MR L Cai 3 2R % &0 T BHPNIE L THUR 3 2% S5 (20074F
#:%5 (Legal Services Act 2007) FiHI 2453 4 1 1),

(107) $RFAFL . WEHE 2B L. HIET 545 EONBITA 21T HIRE 59 (20074835 :
(Legal Services Act 2007) KIHI 2 454 45 1 1H) .

(108) 20074E#71E (Legal Services Act 2007) 1885% 2 JH,

(109) 20074145 (Legal Services Act 2007) 188%% 3 T,
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20 BIRAEES A A, AF S OER S FHIL AU S 2 k) R
BFEED Z LI kb

e e DG 1 R ATS OT AN 5 & . B AR 2 HREE R
BT A & LB TR 3 25, BERESS - B A h Ul S5 &
RS 7o SEROTAME, BROMHE, BRIZ & > TR AAZ 7211
EORE LI, 2 OWE O EET RS OB AT LB S L. TN
L SA et 5D 2 b & D

(110) 19994 F]: 7 7 & A2 9 5% #: (Access to Justice Act 1999) @ 7EH (Explanatory
Notes) para. 173 ([A#:42512 5 2 EMTH 2 25, MR BEMEIE, 2007E 5B (Legal
Services Act 2007) 188%: |2 [AARDBLEAFL T H Nz BHIZHIBR S 7172) o Charles Hollander
& Christopher Style, Documentary Evidence (45 9 Wi, 20064F) para. 8-051%. FE#LFH/R
FHEAZ B THHADOH S IAFZRIEROBR 2R L T 201, HHFTOL 7 14—
(officer of the court) & L CO&EIAIA) it Om#EME (integrity) TH2DET 2,
D AAOFELGE L O IZEEE G, HAROFELHE (2005484 7 1 HEELR)
T4 THELE, BIICE S DN THEDFEREZW LI L TS LHE
LTwe, A&l (HAFELESSAHELHRICHET2ZES (W) NERA#EL
fEL] GWETAR. 20024F) 39%) (&, [HFHICHEMZR] G E R E 2050, TN EHE
Lt 2 O TSR AT 5 2 L id, ISR BoTREER L. TG
LER AR WL EGEE L TEEICRT 2 HRARHT LR b00, HET
Hobl L Loob, REFREOT CIE, friidid [HRATE LT, HFHFYSFEIHTL
TR - EE RN T AEBE AL, L > T, SCERIEBIER L7274 S ofEmY
METLEZEDLZVAEY, LHEZRHB L2V EW) 2T TR, MITHEDBRIIBNT
HME OB E 25 Z Lid ] LOBHERL Tz, BUTOF ELRBE L AR
(20054E 4 A 1 A#E1T) £, 55T [Fi#ELid, BEFUEL, BRIV, HEIOL
EICRBAITIODLT 5] LHELTBY . 5ol (ARMELEGS [ 7
FETE AR ([ Bl & IE3E | ERREET520054E56% 6 77) 7 F) (&, F4Rds [HE
AUE] LOLFEEATVE 00, F#ELGHET7TFORENPOBBLTVWEI LE
B, T AR RO FEHICOVWTIEF R L TV,

(111) Memory Corporation v. Sidhu (No. 2) [2000] 1 WLR 1443, 1460 (3%EFfFE. Mummery %k
HE).

(112) Andrews, supra note 85, para. 17.39.

(113) RFEFGRMA (CPR) 1BHO W i sfifi iy & UL OMH (Schedule) B %5 1 HZM, H
VANFELICE, TS ORELEE R S OREE G4 (wasted costs order) 25 F &5
Z &AH S (Brownv. Bennett (No. 2) [2002] 1 WLR 713 GEREGFICEIT 2 3H4)) .

(114) Memory Corporation v. Sidhu (No. 2) [2000] 1 WLR 1443, 1455 (3%#f e, Walker 34 E) .
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b. BUH - EEFHt

G 4 11 25T (inter partes hearmg) @HB H (return date)

axméh% 3Fﬂ%¥1’m@ FEREERIRESNS S tfﬁ%b‘o 3Fﬂ%
TR SN MR, HETRNE 2 TR 50 T
Bl H Cld, BV N2 R TS Z LR 555 L ADER:
VAEIZH EDE, A OIGERETEN R ENL Z LD Do WA HFIZ
faoE SN ERFHUNE &3NS, BN, ol - AHEE2Hi 4 0
P b e T T I 5 2 L AVTE L RFHMH & HE7= 91
TAHIEDHTE Z;tZI)Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim %T?%)Ci\ AN
0y FAWELTWAS Z EAEMHICHRSI NS L. AT OAREH O
B PESRE - BRI DS T O AL, FIERETH CE BICEEO H/2h%, 32
KHEH B NI BR G  OIUH - 228 2 5 L, b3 Tt & 4% ¢ —
Bz, FREIBROILE 22 EOET)SFRD b7z Bt e OZ TSI
=BT AEFORITO/O % LIl dN 5,

W RE SRS A 3 DAY - w%ﬁfﬂﬂ SNTH. FHPTEHMERRG T O
DfE Ik %l &)tﬁ\z‘ "t LA, MEDKE - #OROWREEA W &%
Bl & LCHUH - AEHFET 7201213, HFEEA (Eﬁ‘(%f%éﬁ%\@#ﬁﬁﬁ}&)
ZHEATHSDMELXFRT 52 LAWK SNy ﬁﬂ;ili‘ W e S 2%

(115) RFFREHN (CPR) Tlx. “with notice hearing” & I-ENL T3

(116) REFFFHHAD (CPR) #BH MBS v m OB 3 L2,

(117) Hoyle & Walsh, supra note 21, paras. 5.1-5.3. 7272 L, Sime, supra note 24, para. 36.071.
2 HRERICRESINLONMETH L LT 5,

(118) RHFRanBU (CPR) #8#ko M i fy 4 OHEIL 5 B,

(119) B H 7 NS OFITEH ORI X o T EDO B - kO fafihs 7 % - 72854 (Capital
Cameras v. Harold Lines [1991] 1 WLR 54Z&:#) 7 &

(120) RFFFRBI (CPR) BIMOW sl i & O Y1352 K

(121) Sime, supra note 24, para. 36.43.

(122) [1989] 1 WLR 565.

(123) Motorola v. Uzan [2002] EWCA Civ 989 paras. 27 (Waller #:HIE) . Z D4 O FERIR
A PR3 B HlEIZ DWW T, infra note 17521,

(124) 7 v. A-Z and A-LL [1982] QB 558, 577; Av. C (No.2) [1981] QB 961, 963; JSC BTA
Bank v. Ablyazov [2009] EWHC 3267 para. 42Z:/#,
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PRI AE DM AL s S T B35S, INEIFTEIELS & B S =5k
HEBOFATICOWTHT 2155 1213, MICEBBITOBREN W & &R
F 7B B ORISR 5B e = DYy OB RS, Mk
e o | B B BE B G o - MR & 7 ) L BB o DI
W BEREEOI DI ST BT By BRI X > TSRS
DT S AT, B ADHE LI £ ) . BEAWEE S 1B =
Y b B MER T X R T AUZER ) RO BINEC B 2 & 47T
5 v RO 4 & RIS . SEE OB e A, £ 5
T ADME—ARIZE AR . 208, TG - BHOWHEA BLHTA)
2k o CHIR S BMHIC b LT X, H 4 OB A bEC R & g
BEEIT o MO RIRB O 7200 |- TS fr 4 LT #7528
AT, 200 CHHTI T 5 L AR EEOT, £F
BESLAOREL (V)35 —) ISBET 52 & & SNTwhy Flie
L) ABEGR DI ENTE, AU L > THHFUA B P RS
Y B O T L B ORI B SRR < [ AU,

(130)

HZARZ DFFELIN L CTEHOSHM T T S5,

7. WERDRG R O H CRIHERRHEC X 5l

W RESS ar | BT 2 M ER R A iE, BB 3 W Tz B HEH
EORRE S HSDTHY | FEMBIRE R4 25 FHTH LA HEMED
BZRIZ & o Ty RERAYIT T8 TR TR 2% REL B 7R S B T REME S &
%o MEHITZNIG, BPEERIRIC X0 AIRHIRE 21T 5 BEND D HIGEICIE,

(125) AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [1981] QB 923, 935.

(126) Av.C [1981] QB 956, 961; Ashtiani v. Kashi [1986] 3 WLR 647, 657 (#%3¢k5s) .
(127) AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [1981] QB 923,945 (%)

(128) RFFFFHHI (CPR) B oW EHE SO 2 4. 1355,

(129) Hoyle & Walsh, supra note 21, para. 5.32.

(130) Id.
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BURAAETS 5 2 EATCE D £ 05, 0 % % HEAIHETHE (privilege
against self-incrimination) 2% < 72O H LA 7% HIE, BMERRGFIERS
CHEISITLE Sy SO IR (theft) 12BI L T13, 19684 #9RHE: (Theft
Act1968) 12k )\ B TR S 4, B, RAHCHIR X1
THHIL, TOBROMFEFRICBVCULEFRE L TRAT 2 L5 TE R0
ENTW 5, FEEFHMIZBI L Tld. Sociedade Nacional de Combustiveis de
Angola UEE v. Lundauist FHEHPEIS 500, MTETHEO BIRA G S 1L
72 OO, WEDMEEIZOWTIE, B ADFEROIZEIR IR b B2
NH 5 Z &2 HOAFHERIFEIREO bz, £ LT, FRA S
PTHIUEDH 52 EFRIEGED RO N3 b 2 e OB ehEHs 1
7o FRIKFEIC B O THEERIRG S OLBEEAPFII R E W & 128 AR, 2006
FFEE (Fraud Act 2006) T, FEIKSE R OBEIUIRICOWCH IR & [
L AR S AU D I o 2o BUARIRI, [ FEIKED 2 15 2 31 B o
(“fraudulent conduct or purpose”) ] IZFH L ETOIEGEE L TEFRKSNT
b‘é(iSernsington International Limited v. Republic of Congo(lf{zﬁ P, B
BIROBEEZ A <L, BEREIED S NICRES T 5 L HIR L 720 JSC BTA
Bank v. Ablyazov(lfséﬁ PE. 2002948 RINAE 12 B3 % 3 (Proceeds of Crime
Act 2002) 3285:IZHIE ST A 5RCL B O JESRIER O RS FFE FIA.
TR HFEHT HHMA, ENERY A5, T, BN RDHHEE5T 5
IEH BIEAUIRICEE S T 5 LR L7ce 20 &9 A AIES OALIEMEIC D
WTARREAEZM LD THAZ DB L S, JEEOTTE %5720

(131) RHFFHRaHA (CPR) 8o M sl dy 4 OHHIE 9 4 2 HE M,

(132) WHEB /R I22 W T HC B GRIE S 45 % 520 72 #1 12, Den Norske Bank ASA v.
Antonatos [1999] QB 271% &4 %

(133) #3141 3,

(134) [1991] 2WLR 280 (Browne-Wilkinson #IE).

(135) 134 1 3 08 2 3,

(136) 1344 3,

(137) [2007] EWCA Civ 1128 (#E37Ez) .

(138) [2009] EWCA Civ 1124 (¥E3rEz).
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GEDFEICH B PIMBRTH 5 LFUR SN, 2D &) ISEAHIELER D
ZORR Az LT, HOAIHERRFHEDRRD b N AHIPFII R D kD 51T
BY . JESEDOVEEL ) b W ERIR &l U 7O R e % B S8 5 RECR A
bbb,

EE%#ET%%i HETEEOEO T TORIEOEMRII T L ToA#H
éhé %I&@TT@EE%;EOD?ET% SFIREINE . TOLBE ORI
BREECH B A5 THDe LA L. 19814 EHEHTTE3T4A 1 HO T T
BRI A D34 ENE R RO B FHEIZBWT, MWEEO T ToHTCESEON
REE M EEIEO TR S IR S ) 5, B 21X, Crédit Suisse Fides
Trust SA v. Cuoghi BHFCld, FREMEE. 21 AICBWCTHTAREE &
LHBFNODLIERMREZGTH I LIZhVwE Lood, HERED TRY
LV BRET 2 BEMLRFEOFM A B NIZKD 72 FEFRBEIZ Z OHIr %38

ALoD, GUTIHEICE L TiE, BOHRFEOBZNOH 2 I HE OB
THY) ., IR EFEETIEIRWTHA ) & LT, mELTRETICHRYE
DHEFRT D L) U7z F/o. BVZABHTIE R, ZOHELOAIC
X35 BR DL PR a4y &fﬂ%&/\bt”“( TEOLNALZEL DD, Bl
Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim $1¢T E, A 7 7 EEOE=ZEICEMRT S
THHRAFIRENDLZ EIZE D ZDOENA T 7 TREMDNLWRENENH -
Tt FBREZEOREICHT 215 HRIZ. PIUARATIE R, HIZAD

W2 LCRIRT A L) Hit, RELN L FIZARNUEZ HRE
#uowf@ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂmﬁé_ttéhtoﬁCHMBm&vM@%m%
FECh . HHFT RS ¥ DT T I BRSNS 7 2 5 >
DAY IS D fERAFIO SN/, HILAARANTIZZR L, HIZA

(139) 19684F [RFHEHLE: (Civil Evidence Act 1968) 14%c 1 T a 5,

(140) The Law Reform Committee, 16th Report (Privilege and Civil Proceedings) (1967)
Cmnd 3472, para. 11.

(141) [1998] QB 818,830 (F%FrkE).

(142) [1989] 1 WLR 565.

(143) JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2009] EWHC 2840 paras. 66, 67 (Teare #¥IE).
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FELITHT BRI b Nz 2 AR R S RO —HBIC
DWT, HZADSHHISHT BFRAFR S, BHTE, ConzEte

(144)

Bz oaFROfRIEEZ =L, RERE L.

8. WIEBIRAGTS DOINTEDFHLRE

REBEBR A 1T & > T SR AUZ B 2t BT ADEL

%T&w:k%ﬂ@oo\li\h%fbé LERETHI LR, HEM
%Kl%ﬁ%%?ﬂ@\%ﬁ%t&éoL#L\%@®E%$Wﬂ\ﬁ%
HBIOHIIE R Y725 %,

MERRGFOENEOHRIZE > TL YV EELRDIL. ZTORITY%
(contmnacious%mi%}ib:ﬂff%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ 55 (contempt of court) DHIFEK
ZOBWTH %o HIFEMBEORIMIL, FHFTHE S OMF 2 EHT 57
DIZLELRETOZ %2 T 2 [EADOHER (inherent jurisdiction) ] T
%o BEOMIZIE, 54 (fne). 1% (mprisonment) . WHEO MR
(sequestration>(15;£c‘ ENd 6(;52%ﬁ$i/\ﬁ§f$@i%é\bi 1E BHPT ORI
L0 B EoRBAEE SN2 . B OLIE OMEDS IS 25

(144) JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2010] EWHC 90 (Teare #:HE).

(145) REFFFZHHA (CPR) #BHOM Mo OBI10LSIR (5 3 FITHIHK) .

(146) Gregory Mitchell, “Mareva injunctions and domestic assets” (1988) 3 (5) Journal of
International Banking Law 210, 211 (19114Ff&5E: (Perjury Act 1911) #4LE LT 2,
I 1 & 3HTHA D).

(147) #47% (casual) 3ER. & 7%\ (unintentional) f##%1) (accidental) 7235 Tl
FRIFHEEE & 13 7% 5 72> (Fairclough v. Manchester Ship Canal Co. [1897] WN 7 (#%kkz) ;
Steiner Products v. Willy Steiner [1966] 1 WLR 986, 992 (Stamp #¥IE) ).

(148) A-G v. Newspaper Publishing [1992] 1 AC 191 (¥55EFE). B OMEBL & 1%, FHIPFT A3
HFTTH D e ZEARICL T B LOBRMOFIIZ 20 53/ LT HHER
THbo TOMEIEREMIZH S NIED /201, 1873 - 18754 i ikt ik (Supreme
Court of Judicature Acts 1873, 1875) 358 S M7-EH DO 18B0FALE A5 T, F & LTHK
FIFT I3 2 FIFAMER ORI & L CTibnai® 72 (Martin Dockray, “The Inherent
Jurisdiction to Regulate Civil Proceedings” 113 (1997) LQR 120, 123).

(149) [EE#E (Crown) (234AD A (Zuckerman, supra note 85, p. 819 IiE42) .
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N F 2o © OWOBHTEES. BUAES L RO a4 OMF O W
(coercion) # F7:5HMETLHIFETH D &) BHRT, KREME (civi
contempt) &N 2. W& BHET 5 % THIAE, Sid, RS E <
SR O AR 2 LN OBIRE S AU b 2 e
FEOTW I DT, BT A AR RN D D HE 0
(preponderance of evidence) &9 RFFFHFTRD SN LFEHATIEZR <,

(150) HFEI12HEEDs iy 5 726112, Motorola Credit Corpn v. Uzan (No 2) [2004] 1 WLR
113 (#EFRkE) (55 15 LTI . B4 icx LT 6 20 A offEs); JSC BTA
Bank v. Solodchenko [2011] EWHC 2908 (187 H ®4#%%); JSC BTA Bank v. Solodchenko
[2011] EWCA Civ 1241 (#5357 Fe) (21 3 ® %% ), JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2012]
EWHC 455 para. 7 (2270 H D¥%%) 7 Eh%d 5o 18694FEM& #5#1 (Debtors Act 1869) 12 & >
TEBARBITZHH &3 2EABEIL SN2 hb 5§ RERNEH I E % B
EL TSN AWM EEN TV DL L W) T2k 2, {HL, JSC BTA Bank O —3if
DOFEME, BEBTE N VOEHETTFTH LI L HFNTLITRETHA I,

(151) HH A (sequestrator) AL SN CHEHOMEL EMS 25, WEIT LD ES» A
HBCTHIDELTEXZ0OT, BEISND 2 L3S 2L, BEISNDEAIIE. FIE=

FOHREIK L TR END Z ED% W (Kennet, supra note 68, p. 296) o
(152) R HHI (CPR) 18 W sy OBEIR2IHICO R ST 5,

(153) RFFRAHHN (CPR) @K (Schedule) 1, Order 45, Rule 5(1) (a) (ii) (iii).

(154) Gompers v. Bucks Stove and Range Co. 221 US 418, 441 CKE#EFR % w5k D 19114F g
FHIB) . 8 DFT AR B E O A E HEY & 2 HIFEE (criminal contempt) & X7l
ENbe Lol EORFMEL, HIEOMES RS, BEOTA 0T 284
x5 (Christopher Miller, Contempt of Court (55 3 i, 20004F)para. 2.03). JSC BTA
Bank v. Solodchenko [2011] EWCA Civ 1241 (¥3fFe) HP T, 92 HIEBEDEKIZ
KT BHIETHD & LoD, Fl2l oWl G S e FHMERZE S ISR LT
bOMTEIEEEINDL Z L2 R 505, ZORETOMAEHEORLTOWFEREILZED) .
ZZC, RFEELHFMEOMOXF LD &, & LA, FHFroFRlhiE & HHFTOa
SRBFOMOREP DS NEERDDH D EDRITHREN TS (Attorney General v.
Newspaper Publishing ple [1988] Ch 333, 362 (Diplock #H)'E) ). FFIFTH#EEED B Tl
M OYEZESE (Attorney General) 12X > TR ENDLDITH LT, H%EOWEI6
FEPLTEYRFHIZL > TR SN, BIHEOHRFEDHETH S (Home Office v. Harman
[1983] 1 AC 280,310 (& H%FE. Scarman HHIT)).

(155) Zuckerman, supra note 85, p. 821; Sime, supra note 24, para. 44.57. {H L. %% f5ilr €
LAIZHE D HIAARD e WA IZIE, WEDEPN LA 5 MERRMGSORERET
137273, Enfield London Borough Council v. Mahoney [1983] 1 WLR 749 (f3fke) o5
PECld. 2EDOWEED G SN2, WEEEFET T LIt ) FaARD % 20 72D T,
AFFri#EL (Official Solicitor: FHHFTOE LT, FrBHFHEV WD ETHLHEIZZD
RN 25O A AT 5) ORIV TEZIT, 1ERICIEDF N7z,
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BB OS5 MDY 2 vy (beyond reasonable doubt) FEBH &\ 9 FIFH
PETRD &2 FE & R DR L STV SRHFHEERIL, 52
BIE. ZOBEREMEL Y bHROBMAK S 2 ERE Fo. it DIt
U G IRSTABHTS E %2 ) . WSROI 5 B 20
DI LIk HER BRSNSy BHADEAOEEIIL,
O BN BT AR BHD 2 EATERL ot ), %
% O B2 NH D B =01 SRR O3 T & 7o 72 1) . BT
BROHAIZ L T ASS L VMR OER &R s B2NhH 5
BB o ORI H LT, KRR 51 % B 0
(debarment) DHFKAFR I NS HENED H 'é o ﬂ &fﬁ%ﬁ*(%@ 729123k
ﬂ%@ﬁ*%ﬁ%%%btw%i@&%ﬁ&&ﬁwhw Y3 boe LT,
= DA TSI 5 RS D BT BN k- T F SR

(156) 19814EHHI TSR (Contempt of Court Act) 1445 1 T, KETIL, 22 L CFE
X TERO#EE AT OO RT v Mz Twb | (carries the keys of his prison in his
own pocket) & KB SN LI EAH Y (Re Nevitt 117 F.448, 461 (1902)). Gompers v.
Bucks Stove and Range Co. - (211 US 418 442 (1911)) ICBWCAREREFIL.
R OPE L, BEEICEZ 52 W LR 50T, MY TIERWwE IR L7z, 3
ETlid, IBRAZEDTH, MHEEEIIRANIC AT I EWEELE2 N5 (Enfield
London Borough Council v. Mahoney [1983] 1 WLR 749, 757 (##fke)) &3¢A 2 k12X D,
A IChE ) BRI R/ B & E 2 5T b (Miller, supra note 154, para. 2.15) o

(157) JSC BTA Bank v Ablyazov [2012] EWHC 237511 Cid. %ﬂ“ﬂujw**‘% koTER

TIZBR SN B EAVEEL E S (para. 10) . FHIZ 28 %2 L7z (para. 13),

(158) Mubarak v. Mubarak [2001] 1 FCR 193; Great Future International v. Sealand Housing
Corp (No.7) [2004] EWHC 124 para. 14. cf. K [E Tid, FEHL D E# (preponderance of
evidence) D FEE TR D Z2WVA, HEA 2 OHE 248 12K 55 (clear and
convincing) TR . FEWZEFEVORIO %\ (beyond reasonable doubt) 25 O FERH
FTEHAELEEINTVE L) THE TN E— DRERFFICBT 2 B IR0 ERH
(2) | NBL712%556 H) o

(159) ALAT B — DRERFFMAIC B0 2 BHADHEEOER (3) ] NBL713 544513, FHIT i
FEOHIIRAEBN AT SN D 2 L3y, IO B R D 5 & OKEOFEHR
DAL TV 5,

(160) KEFFFRFAHH] (CPR) OFfHI (Schedule) 1, Order 45, Rule 7(4).

(161) Mobil Cerro Negro Limited v. Petroleos de Venezuela SA [2008] EWHC 532 para. 1387 J&
HH oS,

(162) e.g. JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2010] EWHC 2219.
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TR () ASWHENZ BV TR o K an & B 1 2KFE - 3T
ENLVBENED Y AEFHRICHHOH 2FELTIREHFIZE > T2
IR AE R 7 ) pdaze b L CHE S & ko2 RIS & %0 BRI

L, TR ABE. AR OBRENRT D Z LASTE B B
ﬁ%ﬂgﬁﬁﬁd“MM%OMH"t@@ﬂé%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%i%h%@%@
RETOMFRE D RPN TR WAE D | @ XRG4S O RELR
WZFERIEE AT Z>(i68>Marco Gambazzi v. Daimler Chrysler Canada and CIBC
Mellon Trust Company JHF-Clt. SEEHTTCH EEH: - FIRar4755
S (19974 2 H26H) . Z OBRara OESAZ LT “unless order” 7%
&7z (1998457 HI0H) A%, ZILTH BIRa 4 OEL D\ 72720,

KRB B THH A OB EED A S N CTERAAA AT S 7z
(1998 12H10H). 20, SO, 71 29 L VEHDTFTA 5 Y

TIZBWTHITIERD 2 8ize 4 7)) TEHFTD & ATHIO B TR 5
72N FIEEHIRN . @Rt A0 LTI L > CTF

(163) #FHFrIE, B G D 72012 (CPR 1.2(2) (d)) . FABIICTHRAZIEHE L 217 1
17 5%\ (CPR1.4(1)) L3N Twh,

(164) Zuckerman, supra note 85, para. 10.140.

(165) Gee, supra note 29, para. 19.078.

(166) RFHFFRAHHAI (CPR) 3153 Wb 512, FHHFTO— A 2 FRERTHMER & L THE S
T 5, MR EOEFETREM0B #8252 2 DB I N TV 5,

(167) FHHFHEEOHF L L THEEDTIE SNZI2 L b & F ., WL ADESMNIHEE L T
WD ATHEL B E LD LTWAHEIL. 570 THa Ol 23 729012 unless
order D HIN.THRDHND Z LHH S (JSC BTA Bank v. Shalabayev [2011] EWHC 2903
paras.22 and 23; JSC BTA Bank v. Ablyazov [2012] EWHC 455) .

(168) e.g. Derby v. Weldon (No 2) [1989] 1 All ER 1002.

(169) [2009] ECRI-2563 (Case C-394/07).

(170) RFE K OBEFICH T 2 FHEE L S PIHROBATIC OV TD19684 54 (Convention
of 1968 on Jurisdiction and the Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters).
7 2y v THAD (REROTEEFFI BT 2 FH G O E N 0K TR R BT 2B
3 5 H RSB Council Regulation on Jurisdiction and the Recognition and Enforcement
of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters) OHiHTdH ). 7V 2 v L IVEHOTTO
I — 0y RFEEFHFTOEITHEIE, 7Y 2 b THAIOXMS T 2 HEDT T AR
WZHZNT D,
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SNFHPTH 5T b — MBS E H T2 D7) 2 9 L4
5% (71) 2v Ll THHIBE) D5 KEEHIER AT 2 HTCThD &
Lizo Lol Fheefhz Bl . b oBiEnEro L 2w
HBHLEBOENLEAIE. 7Y 2 v VSR 1H (7)) 2 v)v TH
HI34% 1) O FCATFRIR 7 5 L HIR Lizo ATEO SR A e
HEAA LT B & LRSI & 1572 L 725 D SR D AT
B A M 24 2 (T2 2 D TR 2 B AL T B b e
NG 7o UL SRS ORI OBEAATER S LTV b & E
NETHS LT LI B B IATH R KT A 7 1) 7 ORET
\Zear At BONFIEHTTG . AL O 4T ORI AT S A7 2
LABELTHY L AE TR I AR L > Tk, 2
D, 2T SRR (Corte dappello di Milano) (. BhfEIME DR 2 &
WA 8 ) T OFETHA I L\ b OO, Y RGN L
5 HANZ & o TS A FECTh DA OBAFELE 15 £ ) OHIK
AR O TR 2 £ 2 A Th 5 LR L . APEETRETIE. 35
. SME OSBRSS B = 2 2% B 7 b EERHT O a4
ICHED N TELWIEL LTI WICL b b3, i ENOHIFE %
51955, MH B TR AN L7 2 & 245 L, ApE s
R L 5 b L Lo

BTEBIRATBAT S a0, BEFI T A DA S R 1) 5612 DO
B L C v 2 W S TR ST A D BRIV I PG B 2 . T

(171) Para. 25.

(172) Para. 33.

(173) Paras. 40-47.

(174) Para. 34.

(175) Para. 13. JSC BTA Bank v Ablyazov [2010] EWHC 2219554 Tld. B iy 4 iE 5
L. unless order & # Tl & L CORGRBEHHRATT S N7z05, ROEREEHGE G4
BATHA V7T Y FEHFTOBFEREICOWTHFVIPRE L CWzzH, TOMIZo0n
OFIWA 7 S5 F Tl HROBUTH 2 EIET 2 BOPED 7 Sz (para. 53) .

(176) [EFEFAZF 712 (http:/conflictoflaws.net/) 20114£ 3 H 1 Hid %,

Iz

%
<
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ADPFEIZ LY AT, 19814F FaFHFTE374 1 HO T TOEIEN
MEBRIZIED X, 2FEZREMICER L CELTH D LD D & &1L, B
N2 (cross-examination) Ffi~O ML T 5 Z EHTE %)imﬁ'
T BHRVZAND T T ANy —REDRERIRKE VT TR, BHL
RS20 ) _J(ii‘éd?@ﬁxﬂﬂﬁﬁ B RWIRREDS & 5 DT, @ E IR
BOBRGT F#gbfﬁbﬂ :{:U(;%H'J@Eﬁj“nnv B9 B Al i@W*E’J
RO TRO SNk, Bz 1L, Bayer AG v. Winter (No. 2) FECIE,
VNE BURArAIZIE UC % SNV ADRIRNESATES TH L L L
T T e Heg L7225, B SIS S = g, BCHTE. B s
V2R LT Tl B TGRS AR b RZCHWHFTZAIZG 2 6 Tnian
T EERTERL. FEASKERE S 25 X AL, BRHPTESIC X 28
BN ANOWEEZ BN TH 0, & ) BN RHRE S 2O THIZTARET
HoELT, ZEFHD EIT %%ﬂT L72o ZHUZxf L C, Arab Monetary
Fund v. Hashim (No 5) JFCIE, a4 215 7B Ak LC4H
M D72 ) ZMz ThI, £ OHFFKIL314H I K A 7S, Motorola Credit
Corpn v. Uzan (No 2) JHECHE, OB T AIH LT, 20024 5 130
ZBFRESURS - BRAT A T S AL BRI & A e BGE O RS T
WOT CHRBEINCRET H22H 2B Sz, F4E S HI2H IZ &4k
FAZ ISR L TR~ BBEG DS T EN7z25, MBS Do 720T, [H4F
12H20 B\ EHIFT B 2SREE S, #EHSZAD 9 6 2 NIZ16hH & 6 2 H

(182)

DIEER ‘G_L%?(Lf_o

(177) e.g. House of Spring Gardens v. Waite (No.1) [1985] FSR 173, 181 (#%#&Ft) ; Motorola
Credit Corporation v. Uzan [2004] 1 WLR 113 para. 1448,

(178) Gee, supra note 29, para. 22.023.

(179) [1986] 1 WLR 540. Den Norske Bank ASA v. Antonatos [1999] QB 271, 290 (F%7kk¢)
ThLHH SN,

(180) [1992] 2 AER 911.

(181) [2004] 1 WLR 113 (J%3k2).

(182) JSC BTA Bank v. Mukhtar Ablyazov [2009] EWHC 2833 (Teare #H I T) FHf-Th. H
P OBR A I L CERRDTRR0 S iz,
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9. WEFITHT B HBHEOWMERIRG S

IR - BT ORI ORI 7 L OB B - T b . HH%
BMNTKT B BRA A0 L b I L e BHTHEEOHIER L 7
OEMEL, FEEEEINREE L TB ) | SN IS S B %
FLTBOF. KECORT DR U AE L2 T il S 5,
7. BEBSEARERIN - MTEORIE - #5820 CLIUE, RHTHEROM
B S L7 <L BRI, bR RBROSUTREOHI AR LT, B 5
BN b 4 BAERLC OV CRBIRET. AR S A L OFE
FBRICBACESNTY . KADHILIZES TV a4 S L S0l ET 2
LT E AR D BB S0 &S IEER MK B BT AT
AN AT B D V) S 2O, BEFICA B s E O
e Y

BESE OB A A & L COBERT AL, Bl L LCRBE 54
FENET A TH LD, FEFMTIIINEEDH S DL THIEZ ST LT
WANE ERBVOT, BERHT. BEEIEEE L ko TV BMIES
il L BERBIRC T OBEE (BEEOTRAHCRBEL L) Akt
SRR T % LR F NSRS I, 1D OB
A&?é%%ﬁ%-%Tmn%ﬂﬁé LATED. 21T, MHOBR

2o THILAAHI S S BEE LRI L Lo =2 B 50
B CAMAEROND =L b sy LiL. BHAEL, SHFOREz

(183) Leonard Hoffmann, ‘Changing Perspectives on Civil Litigation” (1993) 56 Modern Law
Review 297, 30312 /R ST %

(184) Gee, supra note 29, para. 22.039.

(185) e.g. TSB Private Bank International SA v. Chabra [1992] 1 WLR 231 (Mummery #:HE);
Aiglon v. Gau Shan Co. [1993] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 164 (Hirst #:} &) ; Mercantile Group (Europe)
AG v. Aiyela [1994] QB 366 (#%7fFz); Yukong Line v. Rendsburg Investments Corporation
[2001] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 113,121 (#£7kbFz).

(186) e.g. Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No5) [1992] 2 AIlE.R. 911 OHEFEZ M,
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L B0T. F'fﬂTun FEMAERTTo THEMAMRIIRE S ZnEW)TF
Wbbhse

Eﬁfﬂ??ﬁ%unw AT 2 R R & BN SEEECHIETIL. —EO#
B AL E=E0 L TEBEOMEDORHRE T 52 LD TE D, TOR
W& 7 2 HE K OFEAI 1L, 18794 SR 47 MR 8 RF L% (Bankers' Books
Evidence Act 1879) & 0" Norwich Pharmacal {3533 % o

17O STUEIEAFINE 7 0. BCHIFTE, BRARLIE OB TIZ LY | 3
ROV LHITH-TH, BEESFFIC L 2HUTIREOMNE - EE %72
OLPERTHIENTEDLEBIET Ho ZOBEICL - T, MESmS
DERERELRD 72D\ 2 N O LNEER A JUTICHR S L2 L TE

(190)

Norwich Pharmacal 2%, Norwich Pharmacal Co. v. Customs and Excise
Commissioners JH12 4517 % HIEBEHI B TR S L7 L OT, WADRE:
1% (tortious act) 2B ZXAFN, ZORETHEEHIILIZEIL 72L&

ZIFEFHN R L B4 K?fﬁ?% E@ LTEMZREDRC LS, #HEFITHT
L TET Ol E FR Lﬁbﬁ?‘%%iﬁ’i’% HEVIHILDTHB, 7T AN

By, BEEPETIE, MT A TIVEC ﬁ“@%é%%i%T%%%%b
vy [HZ 2 HEZOKFH] (mere witness rule) | 25% 5 <‘: Z A,
Norwich Pharmacal 3132 D FIFf & 7 V)(i%]‘ TATVIZBWTOREE R

(187) Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No 5) [1992] 2 All E.R. 911, 918; McLachlan, supra
note 46, p. 3.

(188) Hoffmann, supra note 183, 303. #F# 1%, it Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No. 5)
RS LN ETHY . ML 'Ob’fﬂ)ﬁﬁ%% LIl THh L L b,

(189) W E Sy I3 2 MR R G A L R 0. SR AIEERNIIIZED 5w,
Kennet, supra note 68, p.117 4 [d &

(190) e.g. Av.C [1981] QB 956, 961.

(191) [1974] AC 133.

(192) W% BEHIZLFHICL > TEESIND Z L 127% 5 (Arab Monetary Fund v. Hashim (No
5) [1992] 2 AIER911).

(193) Norwich Pharmacal Co. v. Customs and Excise Commissioners [1974] AC 133, 2037 &%

.....
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T X 2RI CIREER TE 20X ) 2HEICR- T, #HFro
&G OMER (inherent jurisdiction) ZHR#LE L “C%%ﬁ%ﬁ’%% S5 5o

Norwich Pharmacal FF-CTld, P& TR EEFHEREROMAEDFETH
BDWHAHTH 572728, ZDFFED 72D UE R TEMO RBP4 5
(8 L TR b7z, fER S L TREDPDHPILZVRY . P A T
B BAESRCERLIED VW5 Th L, £DFk. Bankers Trust Co.
v. Shapira %ﬁé%@&i\ I AT 4 LOWEERME (proprietary claim) (22&
5 RIS B BEOBRE (racing) O 723512, HERTEL B 2 o
B7R A 4375 Norwich Pharmacal #:81Z & V)gg% 1 i’Lf:t%) NI ATINETIZ
BERRT R EEAREE - B SN TLE 2L M I A T VICBWTCEEMEC
M 2SR CERME S TOEES 2 WAL TH L, ZUuxt LT, 6%
HEOFEMLYEOMRA K TO R TH % & 4172 Arab Monetary Fund v.
Hashim (No. 5) JFHIBCCIE, BIR S AU LM BE OB ERO 42
RARANTBIENIZ D % 3% 354 T 72 1T #1Ud Norwich Pharmacal 323D
BRSO SNV EHIRENSZe ZOFETIE., BHEEDIT> 1A

(194) THiZ: 2 HEZOJEH] (mere witness rule) ] OEFBIZIE M T4 7IVENIIELEE 2 HD
5 DIFIEERTZ v (un-British) &\ 9 &I ASH - 72728, Norwich Pharmacal /13
Ye[E W & #7472 (Hoffmann, supra note 183, 300)

(195) O’ Hare & Browne, supra note 14, para. 30.026. RFFFRAHA 31518451, [3135165
B OB1EL750BEIR, TR ZAIEN OFRR G H R OIELFE 0 2 Rdr iz own ik
HFEDHET 5 ZOMOMEREZHIRL 2] EHEL. ZOMREZEEL TV,

(196) [1980] 1 WLR 1274 (F:5kkze).

(197) PGESRED RAD 720121, MG &3S, HARDRSFMELT 1ML 5 2
REMAPHAEINTYE (RFFRBA26H 1 £ 1He 5 30))o

(198) WniIRERMEICEHED < MR EOR/R G4 ORAIL, LIX L IE Bankers Trust (53 & 113
NbHH, ZOMIEIE Norwich Pharmacal ¥ TH %,

(199) ZoFEfTIid. IMIFORGLIRFT (Bankers Trust) A%, IMITAEE SN2 LD TH >
o2 eI L 72720, SCHFUTICHRE L% L. BiEE Td S 4RI A (Shapira) (2% L
THAbNEHORET R L7225, ZINEF O AT (Discount Bank) @ Shapira ?
T2 B\ C 7 E72DC, Banker's Trust (¥ Discount Bank (24 L C. ZDHDEED
THIZDWT, BIRFER L 720 Discount Bank (£, FE% (Shapira) (2% L TP« & -
T\ 7275, Norwich Pharmacal HIIRDOHERNZFEV . BIZRAYN L S 72,

(200) [1992] 2 AlLER 911.
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PEHE 12 5 L 7= FraiEAn 5 L O 72 I8 (AR S oo  fr 4 ASE 37
BT, Sl S BEERI R A, BRI, B A BOME L -
CEH) BES N TRV RBTROMES S S & LT b, AECH LT
ENTVAOW. 6. T4ELHONE DT O = H BRS¢ 2
T | L O B L 7B & BRI - B% LTV BT
B350 ZOFEHH S M7 B TREMERIFE IR & S, T
b S e Ao 7o HIPCIE, BN A EEDERIZEET 2HF Y . 1575
HOTUEMTEDRS: 1\ A0 BIABIER D 127 BTN S 5 & &5
SRS AL, TS S N BRA A ORMT OREN  H 2 BT A A0
AL TR, RHUEL HIY & 3 2B a OB TIERED SN & OFUR
bENTe LA L H % B BRI Tl 2 TS & 7 AR BT,
B & I WSS 2 O R T DT AE I D %0 | ST 2 72 78
DWan bl HEHEBVHEYRE T 2 84T % £ 12x L T Norwich
Pharmacal P36 < BIRAS-E S LD THEME I B B o

WES RN & Bl o THEHE, BRAAI o CHIRT 2 & E o
O F CFREEL & 7 5 BENAD B b, b THWN RS I X,
1879 U TIRERTEALEI2FHS = 9 & \Norwich Pharmacal ZEEIC KD 9 &
AR AR L 7 U BT A 56 S e BIZIE, U= 2

(201) Zofgea L2 EIX. HS O (Hoffmann, supra note 183, 303) (2B,
W REHG G AT 2 M ERR G S OB RPKRE L BWGEPL e fRiEL (71
JBI7E (188) &M8) . [F] L1475 Norwich Pharmacal {EEEIC D < BIRMAGTAI2D B CTid F
5 ERR2,

(202) Ibid. 304H 2% B 5. Gee, supra note 29, para. 22.050 [/ F T % A5, FEBFIZ[FEE
P> 58 F % B 2E B 6 4y O 7290 O BRI RO 72 56 B O 5|l & 7% > Devonshire, supra
note 78, p. 145% . B=HDMERH O M EFEEE - WUk O B % o TV B 4 12 Norwich
Pharmacal % # 12 & % B R i & 0 i % 36 <o JSC BTA Bank v Solodchenko [2011]
EWHC 843 (Ch) HfFTix, #BZAIH L CaiiTH~OBEE &5 200 F Lo
7ods, BEHST NEHEE & L CEMS A LRI, 45 =#% & L T Norwich Pharmacal 2|2
HEOEREMGLON TV (para. 1)o

(203) MacKinnon v. Donaldson Lufkin & Jenrette Securities Corp [1986] Ch. 482. [/ & f &
1879 F FUTIREREILE IS C RIS T 5 b O ThH o 7225, W H &7 T Norwich
Pharmacal FEIZED CHRTOM U TH B LFR L7z,
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— I — 7 RIFICHMET AEERE. 2080y FUICHEEF L Cw
Th. BRASRELNSZ Eldke,

BT ADREL (V)T y—) b KEE BTN OB EOWRI
DV THIRIEHS & b S B TTREPENTD 5705, Foit: - Mo M ORI
(privilege) 2SP/ROBEE & 72 5, Republic of Haiti v. Duvalier (No. 2) %ﬁém
TR VEBEDF#EL 2B E L CHELRREE L Cwb s/ 720,
(B O TEOMERS - FHEHS - [T C DV TS & 455 A L+ B BR G4
FRAEL NS, ZORE. BT AORELDBTRREAE S = L1k
Teo BIRA A ORI N TH 5125 b b 2 ORI BT
AR B A OB LR D ) . = 0 2% BIRE LR L 7= ki
R o KRR, S L - AR ORI N SR & e
BRI LR SN e SAUSK LT, B AOREL % 256
&35 BIR G S DOIESHER DS H 72 F:12 JSC BTA Bank v Solodchenko
D Do OFECHETTIE . LR - B 6y 4 OB 7 A AR
BSIT)i % HELTEY . S NBIHICHT 5 Bl RO
BEHESE LTV 2 12 b b S FBUT AT KA & 22> TV 5 2 & 2 T
L. Sedlit: - REZMORESEO SN EEIHITD- O . BT AD

ST LT RN Ao T BRI RN A) O350 B
2 U7 RAHERONHLL, M GSOM R4 0% HEROBLT
B 5 19814 L AIBCHIFT 374 1 9, BVA OMER (inherent jurisdiction) . #
HFOT T 1% — & LCORE LA 2 BETORREREOV TS
% EHR L7275, Norwich Pharmacal #FEEZHED SHERR DA 2O WCUd,

(204) [1990] 1 QB 202,208 (H%Erke) .

(205) McLachlan, supra note 46, p.191%, RO BRGFVICF#ELEZ BB L LTz
5 1. Norwich Pharmacal JE#IZ X > THIHTE 2O Tld W h L i TWw %, Kennet,
supra note 68, p.117 #I:931%. Z ® ¥t % Bankers Trust Co. v. Shapira F4: & [A511 25 L
T,

(206) [2011] EWHC 2163 (Henderson % T7).

(207) ko (5 4%),

(208) wigiE (110) 2,



(1094) B[ O FEH: CEREHUE) @ (R =N A YD x v 7y ay) L ERR G4 73

B R LoD b H & Hto %}}2334}\0)# B 05 B A (BEHAZA)
@E?ff‘z E@@“éﬁtﬁi‘unw IOWTIE, FEAHERUEE DR CREO b b & L
5oh. #E%j% MIEE R OB BB L L THIZTEZHIT L7,

10. WEEBHAR G & 2 W sl a5 DI PE Dk

SRS O FRE 2 19 5 DId, WERGSIZOWTE SFETH
B L7 LBk E#EUI 2 BHFEEE ORI OB TH 5. 3
bbb, MRS D 2RI, ik, E4. MEOEIE L OH
BrZT2BTIDH 5. $72. REFHTONHMEAEDOTRED 55,
L Ly SR ADSEESMIRE L CB Y . EEWNICHTES S W - W Ex
HLTESLT, KETOHFFO RO 2ITIUL, TN5 DFIEIERIR S 5 &
IERR S 7wy, T%é: WSS AL, MEE EZ I E 2 2 DI TIERWOT,
TG . 0

ZD LX) BEETH . R AOMEORIAHH L TWLRD . Bz
NOB R 4 - HHT L8170 2 Do =F (2 Mf‘z(ﬁﬁ?unw%ﬁfﬂﬂ'é
ZEIZE o T, WERK T OFENEL RO LT &f)‘fé%o w‘it@% it}
FERREATTOASEN BHRZN) TRED, unw%%ﬂbo’) %&Eﬁi/\i)‘
Zznl ’Lﬁ‘f% &R MEICHB) (assist) ULEFR (permit) L 723&133%
#UFET@@&&V) ?ﬁl*’k 14, MEoOMEIEHESEOREE T 5 BZ N D
%)75 %“C?)Z) WREBRTIZ & 5 2 & 7 S A DTEED—HBT b I

(209) Para. 38.

(210) Para. 44.

(211) Av.C [1981] QB 956,960 (Goff #HF); C.B.S. United Kingdom v. Lambert [1983] Ch.
37,42 (#FRPBE. Lawton #:$)E ) ; Cinar Corporation v. Hasanain Panju [2006] EWHC 2557
para. 6.

(212) AJ Bekhor & Co v. Bilton [1981] QB 923, 948.

(213) ﬁ'%@l_g%’_l'”—f‘/‘z} WBE R (L BV ADPTEEEH LT 28T TICHY A0

BEETHIT A Z L 13£ v (Zuckerman, supra note 85, para. 9.161) o

(214) Zv. A-Z and AA-LL [1982] QB 558, 573.
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LT BaIcE, BT MR 5 7o, B AL ﬂ?éﬁ‘ihé%
12, FOTHEEZIT AN TWAHUTIHAT 5 005 af%%o%WL
<Ot MRS S OIS B TR GG 2 210
e BIZIE. B ADTS R BT AT B ETA, B a5 %
)55, 2O L T RSO &M AT & BT &
&5“ﬁ$zkﬁﬁ%*ﬂﬁénf SRR O S B
i%f%ﬂ%w @%@ﬁhot?é — DI wawﬁﬁﬁﬁé
DA W 5 3T % BT T OB T B 7, BT, B
Fﬁ%mw ;ofﬁﬁéﬂfm%kﬁﬁw%ﬂ%@AﬁmL IZOWTIEER
SR B b, E7o. B G% TR B HICHOL 7= F B e
;5Wﬁu%m%ﬂa?
GG 2T F-ETIE, BTSSR % 2001, B ILA
DFG b B AT\ B A E IR LA U & e ST B AL
o LR B o TV 3 00T, B L2 IR H1 37 AR 2

JRanBiHl (CPR) 8O M FEHA G4 OBIZ1652 ], L L, HiZ N L TR

HAT B EE I B D % v (Customs and Excise Commissioners v. Barclays Bank [2006]
UKHL 28 (¥#Eke) Tid. MG OmA % 2 72 8UTH5 A L CHEED S O
EERFFLIZOIH LT, i ORZADPARNEATHICS & O SHERMEEREY L2, 'k
Beid, W e s a4 0 8 & y\h‘f_“’g?" WEECHIFTICR L CEEB 2 H ) AL A LT
WEERBYEDLRVEHIRL, FREEHLL),

(216) Zv. A-Z and AA-LL [1982] QB 558, 572.

(217) Oceanica Castelana Armadora S.A. of Panama v. Mineralimportexport [1983] 1 WLR
1294, 1302 (Lloyd #HIE)

(218) Zv. A-Zand AA-LL [1982] QB 558, 572.

(219) R$FRTBIA (CPR) JBHROW i slifd 4 O BT 11520

(220) Neil Andrews, “Accelerated Justice: Protective, Interim and Summary Procedures in

English Law” in Rolf Stiirner & Masanori Kawano (eds.) Current Topics of International
Litigation. (2009) p.26.

(221) RFFFHBA (CPR) BOW MG OYEIF18%, L13E o T #HDERHTIE,
SUTIZII TSR & 72 2 el S 2 72D 1D E R B TliA . £ TIEHPTADET
DI Z B Ly R THB OIS wamik@#EL@iE X5HMERD
(Connal & Willoughby, supra note 93, p.482). A v. C [1981] QB 956, 960 (Goff HHIE)
b, 0L REELFUTOLLLZFHR L TIHRPRSN5,

(222) RFFAHA (CPR) J8H W 7 st 5 DB 175
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ZETELA BEOF BRI %&m;o\%ﬁﬁ,u

SRS Z DR L2 U7 & 7 BT a4 ik, 2T
tkﬁb%$ﬁk@%@ﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁén%:&ﬁ%b\W@ﬁk@ﬁﬁ

HEHET 5 b0, A ERLT0bXE 2T 2 b0, [IEE MR
LT 2 ST RS 5 b OAh B, SUTTHREL Vb DbH D,
AL, BEEDEINOUEE AT 5L D AT 0L
hotio 1A% L B RESE @ﬁ%abf%*ﬁﬂwotaﬂm%m%
[ BT (undertaking) % BHFTICH L TF 52 & & o Ty L
Ao Ty MEBIRGAIC L 5T, CIHER BIEE LT\ b L5 TR BA%%)
B IUZ. ST AL & > TR ORI % 5.

H AR OB 4 OIS BT T SN IS X B DIk L
T, EEOMEHREGSIE, SAGETH LA ZIUME) BRY
ERBOBRIIZRS v, Lo L, $=% L OIS TR, EEOFHIC
O USRI IR 2 BRI L CIRTIEAss, 2 b, H5=
Fld, EEILVTOITAICOWTIE, FHIE LT ERRE S OB Z 2T 7
Wz, BEESMCFTAET BB LT, BT A L OROZG OREES

(223) COREFR. BFEHRAT L OBRTHIP L AOE R EEICES M & ST (bank
reference) DRSS W72 2 £ A% 5 (Connal & Willoughby, supra note 93, p.482) o

(224) 7 v. A-Z and AA-LL [1982] QB 558, 575.

(225) REHFRaABUN (CPR) 8o M i sliE fy 4 OB 7 S,

(226) Searose v. Seatrain UK [1981] 1 WLR 894, 896.

(227) Hoyle & Walsh, supra note 21, para. 4.321&. $R47250 32 A D TIEDHEE 12 5
X, 7,000K >~ F22510,000K >~ Fi2db 2562 L d3MTldZzawvwe 34, LAL, BUDLIEE
REGAERROOORE (HiEE (1) OWMINEBRAY v 7IZL 2REOEET A
A~k (Commission Staff Working Paper Impact Assessment (SEC (2011) 937 final) , p.47)
Tld, FRGS 22 728UTIC L 2 OB E IS0 2 BAE, — 4720302 —anb
100—uTahH b ERFEDENTWE, DEFFEICEYT 2 TFMEBEMIE, BETLICL-T
PHRDEE L TWL LD LR INLDOT, BEORED ) OFHBURE L0 I
LTWbDTIER\NED ) Do

(228) RFEFARMA (CPR) IO S G DY OMH] (Schedule) B % 7 HZ M. ¥
FIFTIR T 288 (undertaking) # S, BHPTHESE & 72 50 W ADBEHRZAD S #
HoOMEREYZ DI EDNTE DL, BHICET 285 KRE TH S (Searose v. Seatrain
UK [1981] 1 WLR 894, 896)



76 FEASEE 645375 (1091)

WEFTEHED T CORBIHES721 | 1F£Fﬁ7£iﬂ@j3€#ﬂ)ﬂﬁ®unw Lol
Bk, BERERSITE > TOHTSNEVH > ThH B, 22T, i
NELTIE, MERRGEIZ L ) IMEFTED M EOIRILAH] S 222 % U,
Ho f:b“(%&lEﬁi‘L}\@ﬁtﬁﬁiﬂ”?Eﬁ%)ﬁﬁﬁiﬂjLiﬁblfﬂﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?’?ﬁ%
iy o R eEm et Eﬂi“(% ZLIZ ko T, EEOMERK SO
WA B 2 EACE By 7275, RIROMEOBT A4 & > T
SN E HAADMBE O FHE TR 2 & BT NZSEERET RO
#fif % L 2228 HARENC V‘“(@ké\un -n B ZEERBVLLI, FIHIEEY
§§V>%Té&r73k7§chi)‘h&b\ % T HZANE, FHPTISR L,
FH CORBERFHOHTIZ ?T%Y&)%fﬁ% (undertaking) #4452k &7
OTV‘%)( 3)Repubhc of Haiti v. Duvaher $ﬁ"( 3. REFRRDT7 7 v AR
& LT\ /s, SEECHEERRT - FRGrahses S, 5 7o Hcz
DFGCHT 5 = £ 12DV T ZREI b TRITAS 2 b,

(229) RFFFRAHHA (CPR) B OM EHF v F OHEIE195%. M2 L L TlzESTw
L0, HEEDPEEOEEEN BUTEBELIET IO LM ING) ITRL, FEImATY
HESAS B OMANE ZF . o, FHESNCOGBITHEEIETE LD TG & AT
FHOFHPTIZ & o THERREAIPIT SN D6 GLE OB EHH o 2MBE TR )
i b7z Bl ik & A, Burkhard Hess, “Study No. JAI/A3/2002/02 on making more
efficient the enforcement of judicial decisions within the European Union: Transparency of a
Debtor’s Assets, Attachment of Bank Accounts, Provisional Enforcement and Protective
Measures” pp.138-1391%. 77 ~ A (C.A Paris, Oct. 5 2000, Gaz. Pal. 2002 n° 204 (Niboyet) )
kA7 (OLG Karlsruhe, ZZP Int. 1996, 91, 93; OLG Frankfurt, OLG Report 1998, 213, 214;
OLG Frankfurt, OLG Report 1999, 74, 75) . A A A (BGE 129 III 626, 20034 7 H 30 H )
DY EZETD) Thb

(230) REFFFARHA (CPR) 48HD M ol i 4 D PEIL2052 .

(231) Ashtiani v. Kashi[198613 WLR 647, 653 (%77 Fi¢) ; Babanaft International Co SA v. Bassatne
[1990] Ch 13, 41 (#7k2) ; Crédit Suisse Fides Trust S.A. v. Cuoghi [1998] QB 818, 827-828
(#57FE) ; Republic of Haiti v. Duvalier [1990] 1 QB 202, 216 (#%7k2) Tlx. Staughton
BHE L, B Cldd 55, EEOMERG ML, WERES CREM T T HILTS
TOEEN R LD TIVEDEZFHEEIMT 5 &k,

(232) Re Bank of Credit and Commerce International SA [1994] 1 WLR 708, 713, 717, 718;
Derby v. Weldon (No.1) [1989] 2 WLR 276, 281 (May #H ) o

(233) R$FHRTBAN (CPR) B HOW sl a5 O YR ORI (Schedule) B 45 9 HZHH,

(234) [1990] 1 QB 202,217 (F%E3iki).



(1090) B OB EEHGHE CERERUS) i a () =N A vV v v sy av) L MERRG& 77

11. Hiah

SEE OB EE: - PR, B OERAREIRL, —RT 5 v 2
K o AD L TB L AR, KEOWRSELBIRL TS, HPR
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