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1. Proprio Vigore.

2 . Castel Jean-Gabriel, “Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Personam and in

Rem in the Common Law Provinces of Canada”, McGill Law Journal 17, no.1 (1971): 14.
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4. Comity.

5. Childress III Donald Earl, “Comity as Conflict: Resituating International Comity as Conflict of

Laws”, University of California Law Review 44, no. 011 (2010): 13.
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1. Joseph Story.

2. Elisa Alterio, “From judicial comity to legal comity: A judicial solution to global disorder?”,
International Journal of Constitutional Law 9, no. 2 (2011): 398-399.

3. Schuz Rhona, “The Doctrine of Comity in the Age of Globalization: Between International Child
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6. Executive comity.
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1. Révision au fond.

2. Peter Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure (2018, ELGAR
Publications, London), 111.

3. Conditional Comity.

4. Alterio Elisa, “From judicial comity to legal comity: A judicial solution to global disorder?” 422-430.
5. Svantesson, Private International Law and Internet, 314.

6. Ralf Michaels, “Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments”, 2.

7. John F. Coyle, “Rethinking Judgments Reciprocity”, North Carolina Law Review, vol. 92, (2014): 1120.
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1. Dornis, “Comity in Encyclopedia of Private International Law”, 17.
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1. Dodge, “International Comity in American Law”, 2107.

2. Hilton v. Guyot 159 U.S. 113 (1895).

3. Hay, Advanced Introduction on Private International Law and Procedure, 112

4. Restatement (Fourth) of the Foreign Relations Law of the United States § 401 cmt. a (AM. Law
Inst. 2018).
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