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The Research of Anti-enforcement Injunctions in the

Settlement of International Civil and Commercial Disputes

Guo Yujun and Chen Wencan
Abstract; Anti-enforcement injunctions get more attentions in international community in recent
years. This is an injunction issued by a court or an arbitral tribunal in order to forbid the enforcement of a
judgment or an arbitral award in certain range, it is not only an injunction but also an interim measure,
which is worldwide and preventable, with both aggressive and protective. In recent years, the injunction
continuously brings out attentions and controversies in Britain, America, Germany and other countries,
which promote the improvement of the injunction, such as capacity as a subject in it, conditions to issue
it and its applicable law. The functions such as coordination of jurisdiction and improvement of
international dispute resolution could be achieved better through effective enforcement and proper relief of
anti-enforcement injunctions. In the progress of international dispute resolution, anti-enforcement
injunctions and “enforcement and recognition” could complement each other. With deeply development of
international civil and commercial exchange, the value of anti-enforcement injunctions could be realized
better.
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