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Abstract 

The acceleration of transnational commerce generates complex cross-border legal 

disputes, elevating the mechanism of exequatur to a primary pillar of international 

private law. This investigation provides an empirical analysis of the procedural 

architecture surrounding the recognition and enforcement of foreign judgments within 

domestic civil proceedings. Systematically evaluating a dataset of 420 exequatur 

applications processed between January 2021 and December 2025, the research 

determines how bilateral treaties, international reciprocity, and the public policy 

exception dictate enforcement probability. Logistic regression modeling reveals a stark 

jurisdictional dichotomy: judgments from states bound by multilateral or bilateral 

treaties achieve an 82.4% successful recognition rate, drastically outperforming the 

31.6% success rate from non-treaty jurisdictions. The analysis isolates the primary 

jurisprudential barriers to enforcement, identifying inadequate defendant notification 

and the expansive interpretation of the public policy defense as dominant catalysts for 

judicial refusal. Aligning these empirical findings with the 2019 Hague Judgments 

Convention, this study advocates for the codification of a unified statutory regime 

governing non-treaty judgments to mitigate legal uncertainty, optimize cross-border 

litigation efficiency, and secure the functional integrity of transnational civil rights. 
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Introduction 

The contemporary architecture of global economic integration relies fundamentally on 

the seamless cross-border enforcement of civil and commercial rights. As international 

trade and transnational relations multiply, the absolute volume of multijurisdictional 

litigation escalates symmetrically. Within this paradigm, the recognition and 

enforcement of foreign court judgments serve as the functional bridge between 
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disparate sovereign legal systems. Without a predictable mechanism to translate a 

foreign judicial decree into domestic executive action, transnational litigation yields 

legally valid but practically unenforceable outcomes. The practical execution of 

international comity is heavily conditioned by national procedural codes, geopolitical 

reciprocity, and the protective boundaries of domestic public policy. 

Current international legal frameworks present a highly fragmented landscape. While 

the European Union has largely eliminated exequatur requirements internally, 

developing and transitional economies continue to rely on an archaic web of bilateral 

legal assistance treaties and ambiguous statutory definitions of reciprocity. Domestic 

courts in non-signatory states frequently exhibit profound jurisprudential hesitation 

when confronted with unfamiliar legal traditions. This hesitation translates into 

protracted procedural delays, expansive interpretations of refusal grounds, and 

systemic unpredictability. 

A significant research gap persists in the empirical quantification of how domestic civil 

courts operationalize the exequatur process outside of established regional treaty 

frameworks. The precise objective of this study is to empirically deconstruct the 

procedural mechanisms, legal barriers, and statistical outcomes governing the 

recognition of foreign judgments. By mapping the exact correlation between 

geopolitical origin, procedural compliance, and successful enforcement, this 

investigation transitions the discourse from abstract international private law theory to 

actionable, data-driven procedural reform. 

Materials and Methods 

To execute a rigorous evaluation of the exequatur process, this study employed an 

advanced mixed-methods empirical legal design, fusing doctrinal textual analysis with 

multivariable statistical modeling. The primary observational cohort consisted of a 

uniquely curated dataset of 420 applications (n = 420) seeking the recognition and 

enforcement of foreign civil and commercial judgments. These petitions were officially 

adjudicated by the civil and economic courts of the Republic of Uzbekistan during a 

five-year longitudinal window spanning from January 1, 2021, to December 31, 2025. 

The sampling matrix was constructed utilizing a stratified random selection protocol 

to ensure representative distribution. The final dataset encompassed corporate debt 

recovery actions (41%), transnational family law disputes (35%), and breach of 

contract claims (24%). Rigorous exclusion criteria eliminated arbitral awards governed 

by the 1958 New York Convention, criminal restitution orders, and administrative 

fines. 
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The analytical framework compartmentalized independent variables into three primary 

domains: the geopolitical origin of the judgment (treaty versus non-treaty 

jurisdictions), the procedural nature of the originating court (default versus contested), 

and the substantive legal category of the dispute. The primary dependent variable 

measured the ultimate judicial outcome: successful issuance of an execution writ 

versus formal refusal of recognition. 

Data were subjected to robust statistical processing utilizing IBM SPSS Statistics 

version 28.0. Bivariate relationships were mapped employing Pearson's Chi-square 

tests. To isolate the predictive weight of competing refusal grounds, a multivariate 

logistic regression model was constructed using an alpha level of 0.05, generating 

precise Odds Ratios (OR) and robust 95% Confidence Intervals (CI). Concurrently, a 

qualitative doctrinal analysis evaluated the judicial reasoning contained within the 135 

refusal rulings via targeted semantic coding. 

Results 

The empirical synthesis of the 420 exequatur applications unveils a highly stratified 

enforcement landscape dictated by geopolitical legal architectures. Domestic courts 

granted recognition in 285 cases, yielding an aggregate enforcement success rate of 

67.8%. However, dissecting this metric exposes a massive discrepancy linked to the 

country of origin. Applications stemming from jurisdictions integrated into the Minsk 

or Kishinev Conventions achieved an overwhelming success rate of 82.4% (216 of 262 

applications). Conversely, judgments originating from non-treaty jurisdictions, which 

compel courts to evaluate ad hoc reciprocity, faced severe resistance, achieving a mere 

31.6% success rate (50 of 158 applications). Pearson’s correlational analysis confirms 

this structural divide as highly significant (p < 0.001). 

Procedural latency represents the second major axis of the findings. Time-to-resolution 

metrics demonstrated that the judicial machinery processes treaty-based applications 

with remarkable efficiency, averaging 45.3 ± 8.2 days from registration to final ruling. 

In sharp contrast, applications relying on the demonstration of reciprocity languished 

for an average of 134.2 ± 18.5 days. This extended latency was mathematically driven 

by the necessity of diplomatic inquiries via the Ministry of Justice to verify reciprocal 

treatment, inherently paralyzing standard civil procedure timelines. 

Analysis of the 135 formal judicial refusals isolates the precise legal mechanisms 

utilized to block foreign decrees. The logistic regression model (R squared = 0.68) 

identified the lack of proper notification to the defendant as the most frequent and 

statistically powerful ground for refusal, accounting for 42.2% of all rejections. 

Judgments rendered in absentia (default judgments) from non-treaty states were 6.4 
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times more likely to be refused (OR = 6.45, 95% CI: 4.12 - 8.95) compared to contested 

proceedings. 

The invocation of the public policy exception constituted the second most prevalent 

barrier, responsible for 34.0% of documented refusals. Qualitative analysis revealed 

that domestic courts frequently conflated substantive contradictions with procedural 

public policy. In corporate debt recovery cases involving punitive damages or 

compound interest rates deemed excessive locally, judges utilized the public policy 

defense to block enforcement, effectively executing a forbidden review of the 

substantive merits. Conflicts regarding exclusive national jurisdiction accounted for 

the remaining 23.8% of refusals. 

Discussion 

The stark statistical disparities uncovered demand a rigorous theoretical recalibration 

of international civil procedure operations outside harmonized regional blocs. The 

82.4% success rate for treaty-based judgments theoretically aligns with seamless global 

justice execution. However, the catastrophic 31.6% success rate for non-treaty 

judgments exposes a systemic structural vulnerability. When national courts rely on 

the uncodified principle of reciprocity, they default to a defensive, protectionist 

posture. The prolonged 134-day procedural latency effectively nullifies the economic 

utility of the original judgment and imposes prohibitive transaction costs on litigants. 

These findings resonate with recent comparative literature mapping global exequatur 

trends. The requirement to affirmatively prove reciprocity places an impossible 

evidentiary burden on the applicant, transforming a private commercial dispute into a 

matter of state-level foreign policy. The empirical data strongly suggests that accession 

to the 2019 Hague Judgments Convention, which eliminates the reciprocity 

requirement entirely among signatory states, is the optimal viable solution to the 

current 68.4% failure rate plaguing non-treaty applications. 

Furthermore, the analytical dissection reveals a profound dogmatic tension 

surrounding the public policy exception. International consensus dictates that the 

"ordre public" defense must be interpreted restrictively. Yet, the practice of domestic 

courts utilizing this exception to block unfamiliar interest calculations constitutes a 

blatant violation of the prohibition against "révision au fond" (review of the merits). 

This expansive, hyper-local interpretation acts as an unpredictable judicial veto, 

directly undermining investor predictability and requiring targeted appellate-level 

guidance to strictly separate statutory discrepancies from true violations of 

international public policy. 

Scientific Novelty and Practical Significance 
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This study establishes unprecedented scientific novelty by providing the first 

multivariate logistic regression model directly predicting the survival probability of 

foreign civil judgments based on geopolitical origin and procedural notification 

mechanisms. Practically, the findings deliver an urgent mandate to the national 

legislature: to eliminate paralyzing processing latencies and subjective reciprocity 

applications, parliament must enact a specialized statutory framework governing the 

execution of non-treaty judgments. Additionally, supreme judicial authorities must 

issue binding plenary resolutions strictly defining the public policy exception, 

preventing lower courts from improperly reviewing the substantive merits of foreign 

adjudications. 

Conclusion 

Rationalizing the procedural architecture governing the recognition of foreign court 

judgments is an inescapable prerequisite for integrating domestic legal systems into the 

modern global economy. Empirical data conclusively demonstrates that while 

established bilateral treaties facilitate efficient cross-border justice, reliance on 

ambiguous reciprocity principles and expansive public policy interpretations actively 

sabotages the enforcement of non-treaty judgments. Transitioning from a protectionist 

judicial paradigm toward a universally predictable execution protocol is a 

macroeconomic imperative. Harmonizing domestic exequatur standards with global 

instruments like the Hague Convention will permanently eradicate existing procedural 

bottlenecks, transforming the jurisdiction into a secure, legally accessible environment 

for transnational commerce. 
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