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[ Abstract] The United States District Court for the Central District of California rendered
a judgment enforcing a foreign-related civil and commercial judgment made by the Higher
People’ s Court of Hubei Province under the circumstance when there lacks a treaty ‘and reciprocity
between the two countries on the issue. This is a unique case in which American court justified the
proper jurisdiction of Chinese court with forum non conveniens principle, and confirmed that the
PRC court’ s judgment was final, conclusive, and enforceable under the laws of the PRC. With an
open judicial mentality, the US District Court negated the prerequisite of the principle of reciproci-
ty in enforcing foreign judgments. Chinese courts should fill the gaps in enforcing foreign civil and

commercial judgments with a positive and flexible attitude as soon as possible.
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