GRS WINRBIFRDRS DX

B2 AT AR EKIFINR iR R MR ER A R

TTHA  Hrkok

B OB ERBAEGERKER T, FAFMXRKIFASA L “Plke) i diaz” fo ¢35
R Fe S iEAE” WK S REAIR S, AR LA R A F kR — B WA A R R TR AR
W FATIR N 0 B AR, R Z %X R— A0, ZR\AF RO S FAL FE.
IR AR, PR R I T R EZIRRFR ., FRIER, FRARN, HeFEwh
FH, RKIFRGINERBFENBELY, H6FERT S FANTREE, ZRHAIFR
HAEEXR S S, TR HTeFR, RBRFIFREN “R—2%" SREMIENR, I
FA A R T AT IR i A A BRI N . RORAR B IR T AE BRI AT RN AT £ A B, S
% B IR R FE AR e R F) 3642 R AN P AT I A X BRI

KA PR RO REUF; REEREE; B—24%

[ hE4 S 1 D925.1; D997.3 [ STHEkiRAIRS 1 A [ XE4S ] 2096-6180 ( 2025 ) 06-0001-22

5l

AT YR VA FI SRR o) @R AR SR E B Ak 2 1)) V2 %0 . B AT, U A [E br2H 2300 5 [ bRl
%431 (Hague Conference on Private International Law, HCCH) & #ERUITH (Jurisdiction Project)
B HE AN SRR S SPAT RIS AR VRIA R I A O UL 2o A, 2004 4F (SEETE S 2
brge—FAik b2 B RS R VA JF Y (ALI/UNIDROIT Principles of Transnational Civil Procedure )+
2006 F (HEFRE KT RRURA RN 5 REHA 77 5 3 @) (ILA Recommendations on Lis

il

[EHIAN] A, L, bl KSRz Bokik, dbatRE s m L k.

[R&HH] BRiLaR RS TR < FHERREIET o B2 MNE 6 BT 77 (BH S 20&Z2D202).,

(1) M ERERIE LKA 2021 RIS IETAE, JFENTAEHM B 20254 10 A, TAEHTEMERMEETIE, T 2026
AR\ E O B AAVE 23 AR I IR 2E R R I R s R I B . B AT, AZIBLR W FRN Draft of The Provisions on Parallel Proceedings
and Related Actions for Future Discussion.

(2) HEFFERHEPONEESR S, PAARAFKERIFAGEHHX Sy, ZFMEHAE -, B0 BRE 3 458 13558 1
TE ST AT IRV, F8AH ) 24 S0 R bR A FE AN [R) 46 20 B ARV e b AT MOVR 4 o 58 2 00E ST SRR, FRAEA A48 20 ik Be gt AT, =
Ay 24 NAR R B 6, 20 3 S 4l B B 40 SR T ) — B R — R B A B s, 8 — AN AN LR A ol g 5k 1] 7 L el
TYFATR T 1 53 B L 0] A 38 B T YRR 45 SR B SR T A KUK, BRSPAT YR VA BLAMI VR A
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Pendens and Res Judicata and Arbitration). 2021 5E (BRINVEENE T T A E Br gt — FAvE T2 KO RS
HYFAZRIEHI Y CELI/UNIDROIT Model European Rules of Civil Procedure, F#% (ELI/UNIDROIT
FUY) R PAT YR A RSB FIA B BT K

(R N RIEATE R FFIAE) CRAR CRFVFIAIED AR SR VATE 7 B4 1 I g 5 BH A
TR ERE BR TSR AT IRIARIIEA . A, 2023 B IER (RIFUFAE) % 280
% CHFHNZNANNE NG NATE T 2 BE], BIanEE 280 25 55 300 4% 5 302 5% “ A
—G” WNRETZEM, “FE—%7 5 (arm ANRER L TIEH (N RILAE RFIFRAE)
PIARREY GERE (2022) 115, IR CREFURIATEMRE)) 26 247 2 “HHEN” “Prinbrm)” “Urin
R ZFEUMKR, “F—H%” 5§ “UGE007 REHHIBERRR, PRI TER E R
WHERTIE “Fl—4%” %.

HAr, FREVEEFIHEA R “ORBFIA” FIMES &R, “PATIRR” —IERARAHE S
IR . HRERFATRA R CBLURIA IO X A Ab BEE E bRt S R Bk, R R R, AU
T FH DA A I B AT VR A 5 SRR UR A AN S8 A o 45T BRI A B SE 7R 1 28 000 00 R 8 A R A
A 25 RS B oF B 3B A H AP AT VR VA FISCIBRVR A 1 52 S B4 1 BRI 922 e B3k ) A% 0
Ge g7 A0 CARNTPRANHN P RS 7 X AN GBS, BRI, RS A B SRR R AT bR
RE AR BV A RS YR AV (1038 FH 1) R A %, (RIS 0 2 i 5 B R P S R I R R i 3,
B 1R EZ 54 B E A

—\ HEEREZTHITFLNATIESS BHKEN

FER; “SPATYRA” M AR S X2 0o B FATYRARD CRCEFURAIER) 25 280
255 281 AHNE X R, EORPANURATIR “[F—2 %7 |7 X PATURA TR A AR E 2
Be A A e [B] I 1EAT B IR

A B FE IR R HIT G2 AT YRS (concurrent proceedings), FLHLMAKR R A X 43 T R e iff
Vs (lis pendens) FIREKYFVA (related actions)o ARYFVA NFRAFHRIFIS, F2 TS SU& “UFinidt
797, SeEFERIRN B (pending). ARUVFIAEFATIFIA (parallel proceedings) 7E
YRR EEAAE, HIBARE REAME, I BESE RN URA RS ERE— . &1
LRR S, FEIE TSI EANE . PATURANE S S 2 2 SN R X — i)
WHNPAT PR VA 2 SR S AT VR ABOR] IR G5 B, P AT VR VA A2 1 0] 8 X BE LAASI SR8 0 n DA o o
ARVEF VAR & i 7 B I S dg b, R IR B B R B R 7 A A AR AR v SRS V2 e A
BB 2 T A FR AR AL, DA R B 38 ) e I KU .

BTS2 AR, AT URA RN A o R YR, TR b SR VFURIA IFAT s TR SRR

(3) Al (EFRRFURATARRYTA BRI, B CPhEEPRAES LBGEET) 54 &, SR 2001 SRR, 58 470 TL,
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U SE ) — AT, JFEN _ERGFAIAT . —HAREFEN A YT P SRS FE AR
BTl “URBUHFE”, RARITA B2 IR A R AE, 0 [F]— B E0E R, A e F — Ik JFin
RIg. Hrh, A RBRIBUFAAE TIER I FIDRE, RURRE 9\ Z H 1R E 78 R CEREA
PBEAEYR, PUAEAE T e ROk B 2 R R IA AR RS Y BRI, R R URIAH I thFR AR
WFVA RJE (lis alibi pendens), HA X & “IEfEHARM I RIAT”, FEFERIAN “—IFET
fltkk” (a suit pending elsewhere). 2% p& 3 H 7 B brtk 2x A A T “PATURA” X —8EE, i
NICHAEA AT IRIA T SRR S ZERIR R ORI

TEAT & ZE R R, AT YRR SRR A B A FTIX 73 1), =2 73752 “ FIR I H 3N 7 (free
circulation of judgments) 1 “ &L FIEIZ{E” (harmonious administration of justice) P K A] 1A
RS, MBI FNEREPRCE R ZESR, € XO7TVEREE 1 B3 LR R ) 5 1X 1 ApA [F]
PR AT o

(—) HATiFReY 38 F &

1968 AT E ZE/R (R T R HF R EFERUS I RIAT I AZT) (1968 Brussels Convention on

Jurisdiction and the Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters, FF#X (fi& ZE/R A

A0 KFEITEU SR “ 8 T RN BRI FIR R L0 58 220 SR IRIE, 420 & J7 ARV AR
52 ) e B AT 8 B B R A EL AR RN IAT IO T4, TR DI SR JEAT 12563, A BEAEFE[RIARYE Bl P4 o oxd
FE A EHARAANE NSO, NN H Y, A B0 52 % ke i B PR R, () ok
BN, FEFIN TP R e AR BRI R DIESCH AN B A B W E AT 7 T, AHZ A L)
B0 5 AR 7 (SR R ) 2 B A NI BRAT

(WP 2> 2000 4F 12 7 22 HH 44/2001 5k T R FRFERERL FIPANNPAT I %
%1) (Council Regulation (EC) No 44/2001 of 22 December 2000 on Jurisdiction and the Recognition
and Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters, &% (A& ZE/R 266 1)) 5386 1%
XN E BHRE . NETiam RIFIEE, BES — REFRMEEFER FIPA NPT A TH
. Z2BIFF 5 56 6 26 ANEE 10 25 BAMRER tH “HIP B Bimtsh” XA Hir. FR, 28 15 5652,
“CONTRRNERANE ISR, A0 ERE D AT IRAR AT RENE, IR RS R AN AR AR R A
IR o D620 —ANTE T ITT A R AL R AR R AT YRR I SC R YRR B TR0 70 WL, X T PAT IR
FU 5 RIBRYR A BN, “mERIAEEIE” =5 “ AU A Bz ” ML — A HAz.

KA Abr RS 1T URA I, (B TAT YRR A SRER YR A B M E . PAT JRin AL
B2 2 FRE H s Hhrda T, A0 S B SRR B B DA H J5 T BE TS i 45 20T /Y
6 f o SRERRVA LI B8 22 52 Wi i AN a F HARYR T, AR ORI B A R ml VA A E P 4 —,
HES A bR . PRI, B A& JE IR AR AR P AT YRV R 5 SRIBC VRV L U R 5 A6 36 G 4]

(4) XPPAAE: (BRI RFVRATHRIVRARIEY, o GEFIR) 2002 45 6 1, 55 91 T,
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ANHEFL Cirreconcilable), (HAUEASE], ~PATUF VAR 3 Ak 35 8E G ) SR AN W] Y 0 J2 T A 0 40 o
EHAT R, ORIERUR VA RN AL BEHAR B 2 G T, =3 20 AR A b € (conflict) 5 ]k
A—F (inconsistent) PIFHHEE. >

(=) ATy L2 oy X,

FATYRIARUUAL T (RPN AL 2 2012 48 12 12 HE 1215/2012 SR T IREFERMFE
BERL, FIRACGAF AT 2561 (FE1T)) (Regulation (EU) No 1215/2012 of the European Parliament
and of the Council of 12 December 2012 on Jurisdiction and the Recognition and Enforcement of
Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters (Recast), N (& /REH 1 (HID)) 5 - =HE
FERUPIEE LTS, 5529 2% 2B 30 &l E T OPATURAFISCER R, Ab38 B8 gf 56 32 B e AR
SelR ), AR 52 T A AR AN HE A M B B P IR S (R R o AR R 2R 29 SR UEE, FEANIE A
PEE SRR RTIR T, W AR AH R 23 N YR AEAN R B ERE Be ke, WIBR S =2
PR BE 2 AT AT Al B SR ERA A kR, B 2R VAR L HE R . &2 LS
K AR HAth 52 PR R N 2 AN GEIR AR YR A SR E , S RN AS e 2 B I . 4 o 52 B e 1) B
BURAAL,  TIBR 56 52 BRIE e 2 AP R AT FL AtV e B 4B 468 50, b AL T 26 32 B e . AR 45 55 30
FRIIFE, A R TEAN R B A VL Be e o, IR 2l 52 38925 5 < AN B AT AT HoAth 2 B 389 ] DA e ik
o HZEER WAL T —HIET, MORBOFARAEENHEERTEHEE, WE—HY
FHNHIE, AR HARERE W] IR A S0 . 2R IABCR R, Dyl S K7 ol o BT 7 AR AN W]
AR H Pz RS, 3d B A T o B S 3R, A RERF A

XF TR TR AT YR, A& ZE R AR SR 56 32 B e A 26 TR U o S 52 Bk e A S TR
HEA TS BB SEPREFEARL, BIRT 7 e 2 Bk — MR PR AL, RIH E BRI
BERL, 'O JE T R R A A E R AOAR B AR, SR R e AN 2 32 R B ) FERUR R
B T AR SRR, AT URIA AR E B 24 FH 5 5% BRI B 4k 4

FEATE LSRR R, AT YRR TIN5 SCIBC R I B — AN 25 2 DO 8 T f5 52 BRI Bt /2 15 A AL
A YRR o AT URA RN T J5 32 30 e IR JC R AL, & A 1 56 32 BE B AL S SR U o (A B 28
IRZEBN T (FEATD) 55 29 M€, HESLZBINER AN H & BA B, HAER “RY”
ook B RS BVE A E H S A E AL, MIIARIRRE “ N7 JEA R, bR B
T ORBRYRIA, SesZ AR e JE AT SR i ar, (R UL f5 52 BE B I T 1 B A7 T e a2 7 o 1k B8R
ZOBYRA B R E . 5 30 FHE, JEREVERE “nT P kiR RN R 2
VARG IF L, JEZ AR AR LB FERL.

(5) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 708 —709.

(6) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 709.

(7) Case C—351/89 Overseas Union Insurance Ltd. and Deutsche Ruck Uk Reinsurance Ltd. and Pine Top Insurance Company Ltd. v. New
Hampshire Insurance Company [ 1991] ECR I-3317, paras. 25— 26.
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= HTIRIR: ERERMEREZMENESR

TEATEFE R R, PATVRA LN 2 FI kit B i sh B Ande 5, 15 B 12 R T RETE B FE AL
B Bl HERR BT R e ph R S ECR AT HAT AT B . I, “PATURIA RN E 5 0 W I BE ) )1 B 5 41
K, AETMER “UHEN” MEWER “URInber)” AT, R EE ) 00 22058 BRI 0
TR Y SR EX CURIARRIT” AR, ONIRERVE B2 BB YR AR
& YRR R YRR BT BIA T PATRARAE 2 S ER A —HE A E M fE, WA
VRAR) BN R R BT AR, A RBCPAT IR

(—) HrawAz AMREFTHMREE

L PATIRIA S AP R &

B G b 5 ) e LA L B A 2 R B BT AT VR IA I — AN BB H R . PATIRIATES R S
B — M AFAEZ AP i A PAAE & B R JE o E AT, SBE A4 18, H 2 — A
{10 A1) e 5 EAE 5y — [ AN FIHRAT ,  BE 2 A4 E ZAE AR R 55 BEAE [ — A 36 = B AR AT BT
B AR R ARSEREA ), — EAE R EURA A, XHAE E S ) E 2 gy AR,
M NABEATYRL, AR S AR AR v, PRIk, — e E ks B8 AN
B HMEEBE IR, AN AT REE ARV CPATURIA TS A I k. 7 BRSNS
— AR, BT AT AR — R E 0 EBCR RETS B SC LA B, R
HISS T H i a e =R H B I AT B AT A e A BT

TEARA I D7 s i e, PRSP AT YR RS AE T Bt % b 98 B U A FAAa] o X A7 X
BE AU 5% [ AP AL, SR SEBEAE — R A 24 3 AR TATVRIA AT . (BAE A 28
IRVR R, FI ) B RSN & — A BB B AR, “URIE M I PA T AR I A B st Bl WE A 75 2
Gl L7, O R B T A R 7 RN S Ak 1), KB BERT R AE AT VR
57 IR G b S P A o BRIV B AR 22 USRS AT VR VA R LB TR PR, < B ER T BE
MR R A T AR R T g7,

S Ry S S G F R IR (legal effects) HIELHEF, R HEF IIRTH 24 H AR

(8) VRIMM AN R IR TR B AP H I ZR, P57 th EM R AR M E R & E R RS “ BFN7,
(B2 R ARG A/ NS, BlanfEE i “JFIAFRI” (Streitgegenstand), & E 1) “iER” (claim). “Frfi” (issue), FEE M) “if
” (cause of action) .

(9) Louise Ellen Teitz, Tving Parallel Proceedings to Judgment Recognition: Harmonizing Cross-Border Dispute Resolution, 56 New York
University Journal of International Law and Politics 399, 414 (2023).

(10) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 710; Case 144/86
Gubisch Maschinenfabrik KG v. Giulio Palumbo [ 1987] ECR 4861, para. 8.

(11) Case 144/86 Gubisch Maschinenfabrik KG v. Giulio Palumbo [ 1987 ] ECR 4861, para. 8; Case C—351/89 Overseas Union Insurance
Ltd. and Deutsche Ruck Uk Reinsurance Ltd. and Pine Top Insurance Company Ltd. v. New Hampshire Insurance Company [ 1991] ECR 1-3317,
para. 16.
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[Fo I, S PAT R IA K ORBEAE T IR A BVER BARHEE . RIL, (& ZE/R%HE T (FEIT)
HIPEE 5 X AT VR A BT X2, AT IRV KU 8 B ) R AE 548 B AHTE (legally congruent), B E A
HA I (¥1328 H A% (legal objective) R AT A S 3055 4 M (competing) [ 4 B o IO AN R - 12

2. AT YR VAR B 3R 5 o 2

AT YRA BRI 5 F PR AT U R Eh 5 2R, BERPATURA I 8 S5 BRI 77 38 B OR 4 —
;. 7F Weber 71, #£H E (Advocate General) Jadskinen $2H, “FATYRVARIIISLPR b2 o 52 BEk
Bt A AR H 10 ) e 2 BE S A f) — PR AT 3. ' HEAE Purrucker AP HEHEBIE Y, SEEH
H—Fe, FATVRA BN FMZ B EBEAT 700, SEMBEEM S, ~FAT YRR FIEEH ) —
FE, @FEART W A S FANRRG; R WZETMN S, SPATURA DA S REH) 77 1% W
[R]85 RE R A, BV R B b S B 75 B Y BB ) B WS L, R —
T F e B30, H g BRI LR A BRI A BAE i e g i

R, FEMRCEEER b, ARAE BER B VG HE T H P AT VR A SR AN UR A 1R 24 3 A AR,
AR B 0 1) 25 MG BB HE Tt PSR IR B VR ARSI AR ] o S8 T URARRIY, ARFEISH A FRR.
1968 - (A& /R ALY A FRER SCA WG & B S MR EIEH T ARZER. #i, %5
A CYRR7, HESCOARTE CYRARRIN T, BOKFISCARE “HI” (oggetto) Hl “ARHE” (cause),
EXCAE “HI” (objet) A “AR¥#E” (cause).

ST ANF SRR — B, ROMEBE AR SCCARR “URARRI 7 JECTARR) “VFR”
A AR A« E T R CARYE” B R Y BRI LS F N VR VRA H K (object of the
action) ZERINEFATVR o RS SCSCAHIARRR o) @, WA REA A “ R ERL” XF R “HR 45 7,
W YRR RN “AE IR REAE 1) 3 S 5N 7 (the facts and the rule of law relied on as the
basis of the action); FEH “UYriA HI” XN “HIY”, & “URiA P HEA B RZA HAR” (the end
the action has in view) '’

CURDR” QAR H SRR ANE RN R . FE S Y b, XA — A TRy, EE
S RIS AE— & ARG FMLH, g “PERAURAIERE AN 7, 215
AR BV R AR E] o i, 52 ANNHERA BT A AN SR B4 F A 2 R ARG R 534 1
NEER, AT N BCAL T AT PR ] 2 < 1 R DR T [ PR A 2 S STt A L far == iR AE, TR

(12) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 709.
(13) Case C—438/12, Opinion of Advocate General Jiiskinen delivered on 30 January 2014, ECLI:EU:C:2014:43, para. 49.
(14) Case C-296/10 View of Advocate General Jadskinen of 4 October 2010 [2010] ECR I— 11163, paras. 74 —76.

(15) VLA HEE: GEEEA B MILED, # GEEHFR) 1996 E5 4 W, 5 37 T XKGE: CFRARISEEH 1R Z 50D,
HQEMH1E2) 2014 45 13 1, 58 112 0L,

(16) Case 144/86 Gubisch Maschinenfabrik KG v. Giulio Palumbo [1987] ECR 4861, para. 14; Case C —406/92 Tatry v. Maciej Rataj
[1994] ECR 1-5439, para. 38.

(17) WAEEKEBEN “URARANMSR”, ZRKBH: REPRFATSIAE), (BN SRR 2004 458 2 41,
%60 T,
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B AR G SN, R ANRIA R B M RIVRR . 1 & TR AR JE B R, — A
VRAMKIE R R ARTE, — D YRIAMKSE K E RARE, ARG B bs T AL AP URin
W APAT IR o BT “AENVRIATERERI L7, T BRI R B 0] B F5, 7R R AR R AL A
Yy e N2 LB YR IA IR BT A R A A A

YRR H” WG ZERRIE R UGN Bl e T amibl T & R, 2 HKRET “f
EFEAR: MR T B SERAFER, HERET “KFERKR 7. 2

FEH ANy L, RE AT RFARIANESE —HEHEN PR JRid B S ZE R 2SR,
{EEE T Jo VMt = R4 70 B S WV B R e e 7 R 2 v B, AL AT VR £ 5 s A e 32 00
JE B . =TI E RIS By, WSHMAMINEEA K. Xk, 2012 4 (g%
IR T CEID) MPHEER —BERIR: “EH, ZRPADURL BA RS SR Ll e
KB I AR N ESREATRA ILF H MG AME AT SC R PE N A . R PGEVFAK H AFE, AR S
FA AR AR 0 6 SR A R E TR E AR H i, TR R A R . 7 2 AT
s YRR H R R PR K s PEAE T, AR ERPHIERRERARAT A E IRR BN, WTE
BRI . A, — 5, UREEIR AT AR R VA H R T S D B BE R PR B R R AS
[, AT PO A P AT YR, 0B SR IE I R s S —Jr L, YRS H RRR R
TR AAL . BIE, BRI R — R se o iR I UR R A AL, 0 PR KR
H RS AR, JF5e P URIE R AR 0o s I LR

(=) FHAMBT T ENEF 0] 5 A7k

FE LA 52 8 e 0 5 T ) O 32 BE AL BT VE B STE B v, — A B i) JBUR ey 977 L VR B
5 52 BRI e J5 SRR 38 52 21 R I 18] g Ja I3 3 A 72 ML ERL 32 R o e Wk NVE e 4k 2 o B, DR
il 5 SR B N FREREERER, WEE IR S A B R &l VRS TR, R Rl id i 5
AT YRV B RE SCRBEMR~TAT YRR A3

HT T R AR YSAE T P AT VR A B SR Z B BB, PRI — bl S ™ M R P AT VR A I E
SCEE, IRAEPATURA DU S PV, 75 2 SR I 1) A iy H % s AL SRR R AL
Wb, BIBNAE Gubisch ZEH,  FOKA 2 & SR TR AL R AR FHN “HFEYRE” “AMH
7 A R, AR T IFIAEE R — B, X TEERaf e, HEAEA
FARIEYF,  LLORBRTERE s v 1k 5 15 [ i ] . 2

X AT YRR TE SCHD ™ M6 SRR TSI RE A KT T~ AT U v KD 4B A e SR AN S8 A, (H 3 Y L)

(18) Case C—39/02 Mearsk Olie & Gas A/S v. Firma M. de Haan en W. de Boer [2004] ECR I-9657, para. 38.

(19) Case C—231/16 Merck KGaA v. Merck & Co. Inc. and Others, ECLI:EU:C:2017:771, paras. 37— 38.

(20) Case 144/86 Gubisch Maschinenfabrik KG v. Giulio Palumbo [ 1987] ECR 4861, paras. 15— 16.

(21) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 723.
(22) Case 144/86 Opinion of Mr Advocate General Mancini delivered on 11 June 1987, ECLI:EU:C:1987:279, paras. 2 - 3.
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PR 4t ek A5t 1 AT VR VAR AR ) BE AR o ~PAT IR VA B 8 SOBR™A% . Yo BBk 7, 43 NS 5 it
HEPRAE R F I ARG R A R ) e e ot AR VR IA B & DT SR YR IAARI AR )
ZER, ARERERDEEIRA S A g . P

DR 23X P VS PRV AR R, BRIV B R S AT VR A IR A ZESR AN R A A R —
(identical). ** “HI[F]” (same) FAEWRE “Bifg” FN . > PATURIA RN E A BT T8 R
1, HERIJFNZ (substance) A, H&EH EMFE—M% (congruent). **

1. 4 NAHE: BOF] S5 v

SEJAR [F) e AR IRAE 2 A R AN SR IR A BN —— XN S—, HFEA
() — 4 R U W AN 52 R VA A T RE e, A 55 DR A b A S8 T “ M AR TR, B an gt 5 A 5 —
MEFEEFRIEE . B, $9F AMEIR, EHEE S FE N ZEH AT IRARN, E%
T (0 L A 0 0 388 FH SR RV A B o 27

HHEER S, JFENHFERETEON LR E, BN XU E SRR T EHCH
FIZSFRAEAVFL, SEPeEEA . B E NS DRI SRR VRIS . 2 Bt M AT
AALREERL LA ORI N IR 44 SCERAEYRIART, ORISR 2 5 85 ORI N IR 28 A A7 AE — e R I —
v, DABOS b —J7 1R ks B 5 — T BRI g, I PR S AN AN DR IS A 25T A0 A AH
RN MR, AR A LLE ORI SGEEFE, SRR AR N TR AEMR S A 2 X, £
TKAH R HAN ] 73 BIBCRI & R 21 b N SHEAE A E SN, TRV AR A2 18] AR
FIAH N PO A R R AR B REA SRR, (RN ERER, SN RIFTE A F#R A AL
RN 7 S P A, BARONAR 24 30N, DASRE S /e P e P 190 R L g e, B

2. VRUAPRIIAHIE : A0 mibRitE

BRPVERES “VrEE” A1 “URVA H B BIMERE, RIS 1 SCAHRFR#E. 7E Gubisch 1,
3277 Gubisch 7E48 EF, ZERJTT Palumbo AT SENLR B K. Palumbo fEE KA, %

(23) Louise Ellen Teitz, Tying Parallel Proceedings to Judgment Recognition: Harmonizing Cross-Border Dispute Resolution, 56 New York
University Journal of International Law and Politics 399, 418 —419 (2023).

(24) Case 144/86 Gubisch Maschinenfabrik KG v. Giulio Palumbo [ 1987] ECR 4861, para. 17.

(25) Mukarrum Ahmed, The Enforcement of Settlement and Jurisdiction Agreements and Parallel Proceedings in the European Union: The
Alexandros T Litigation in the English Courts, 11 Journal of Private International Law 406, 442 (2015).

(26) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 719.

(27) Case C—406/92 Tatry v. Maciej Rataj [1994] ECR 1-5439, paras. 31, 34.

(28) Case C—351/96, Opinion of Mr Advocate General Fennelly delivered on 15 January 1998, [1998] ECR 1-3075, para. 29. Aidl,
AW AN RGBT e Z L RIVRA RSO, ROEER a8 — 5, (5 SRS A AR, AN AR5 L R AR A KE B4+ W BLUR o
Case C—438/12, Opinion of Advocate General Jadskinen delivered on 30 January 2014, ECLI:EU:C:2014:43, para. 54.

(29) Case C—351/96 Drouot assurances SA v. Consolidated metallurgical industries (CMI industrial sites), Protea assurance and
Groupement d’intérét économique (GIE) Réunion européenne [ 19981 ECR 1-3075, paras. 19, 22 —23.

(30) Ulrich Magnus & Peter Mankowski eds., Brussels Ibis Regulation, Sellier European Law Publishers, 2023, p. 720.

(31) Case C-231/16, Opinion of Advocate General Szpunar delivered on 3 May 2017, ECLI:EU:C:2017:330, paras. 43 —45.
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Dual System of Parallel Proceedings and Related Actions in the EU
Brussels System and Its Implications for China

HE Qisheng YANG Bingbing

Abstract: Under the Brussels system, parallel proceedings and related actions are governed
respectively by two overarching judicial principles, the “free circulation of judgments” and the
“harmonious administration of justice”. These aim to avoid the risk of irreconcilable judgments
resulting from separate proceedings. The identification of parallel proceedings adheres to a
substantive standard, employing a three-element sequential test that requires the same parties, the
same cause of action, and the same object of the action. Determining the same object of the action
involves a four-step analysis: examining the claims, purpose, object and central issues of the
dispute. On the other hand, the criteria for related actions are interpreted broadly, taking into
account the adversarial process between the parties, and require that the proceedings either
constitute a consolidated action or share a common issue. In China’s civil procedure law,
concurrent proceedings are vaguely referred to as the same dispute, without a clear distinction
between parallel proceedings and related actions. In the future, Chinese courts may consider
categorizing concurrent proceedings and draw upon the element-based identification approach and
risk assessment pathway to determine parallel proceedings and related actions respectively.

Keywords: Parallel Proceedings; Lis Pendens; Related Actions; Brussels Ibis Regulation;
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