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UNIFORM LAW CONFERENCE OF CANADA

Report of the Department of Justice Canada

August 2019

INTRODUCTION

[1] This report has been prepared for the August 12@P9 meeting of the Uniform Law
Conference of Canada (ULCC). It covers, among dthiegs, the status of implementation
of international private law instruments in Canadiaisdictions, recent developments at the
international level, including projects currentlyder negotiation, and the level of priority of
the various activities carried out by the Departh@rlustice and provincial and territorial
governments relating to international private law.

[2] The Department of Justice has devoted resourceslm/éast year to developing the

international and national legal framework in intdfonal private law. Progress has been
made in terms of developing new international umsnts and in terms of Canada’s
implementation of international instruments.

[3] Internationally, on July 2, 2019, at its Twenty-&ad Diplomatic Session, the Hague
Conference on Private International Law adoptedGbevention on the Recognition and
Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Civil or Contia¢iMatters This is a major milestone
as the 2019 Convention is the first binding insteatadopted by the organization since 2007.

[4] In Canada, on June 21, 2019, Bill C-78, An Actrteead the Divorce Act, the Family
Orders and Agreements Enforcement Assistance AttrenGarnishment, Attachment and
Pension Diversion Act and to make consequentiahdments to another Act received royal
assent (S.C. 2019, c. 16). The amending legislatpiements the Hague 19@®nvention
on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recognition, Emfement and Co-operation in respect of
Parental Responsibility and Measures for the Primd@cof Childrenand the Hague 2007
Convention on the International Recovery of Chilgprt and Other Forms of Family
Maintenancet the federal level. Canada signed these Conventid?017. Once ratified, the
two Conventions will significantly facilitate theaognition and enforcement of Canadian
court orders dealing with family law and child mcion matters and with maintenance
obligations in other States party. They will alsgilitate cross-border cooperation in these
areas.

[5] The first part of this report deals with the vagdDanadian actors in international
private law. The Constitutional, Administrative amcternational Law Section of the
Department of Justice (CAILS) is the central pdort policy development in relation to
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international private law instruments as well astifie coordination of their implementation
in Canada. The contact persons in the Sectionséed In Annex E of this report.

[6] The international and regional organizations ingdhn international private law and
the projects in which Canada has participated aedyodescribed in the second part of this
report. A list of the conventions, protocols anddels laws in the area of international private
law adopted by The Hague Conference on Privateniatienal Law (Hague Conference),
UNCITRAL, UNIDROIT and the Organization of Ameri€ates (OAS) is set out in Annex
A.

[7] Finally, the third part of this report presentsaicgvities of the Department of Justice in
international private law under the following thesne

e International Commercial Law;

e Judicial Cooperation and Enforcement of Judgments;
*  Family Law; and

. Protection of Property.

[8] Projects are ranked with respect to their levebradrity (high, medium, low). To
evaluate priority, CAILS, in collaboration with thgepartment of Justice’s FPT Advisory
Group on Private International Law, considers thioWing aspects of each project: the
benefits for Canada; stakeholders’ interests irptbgect; the overall costs and benefits; and
the challenges and difficulties related to impletagon. Key projects are displayed in similar
order in the Overview Chart of International Preveaw Priorities (Annex B) which provides
an outline of CAILS’ activities in the field of ietnational private law. A Canadian status
chart of existing instruments is found in AnnexArovisional list of international meetings
for the coming year is provided in Annex D.

l. NATIONAL ACTORS

[9] As matters dealing with international private lavosnoften fall within provincial
jurisdiction, federaprovinciatterritorial cooperation is essential to progresadpachieved

in this area. Consultations with the legal andrtess community, as well as with other private
groups, are useful where the work of the Departroédustice in international private law
relates closely to their interests.

A. ADVISORY GROUP ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW

[10] The Advisory Group on Private International Lawc@amposed of six provincial and
territorial representatives (representing Britisbluthbia, the Prairie Provinces, Ontario,

2
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Québec, the Atlantic Provinces and the three Deieit) and federal representatives from the
Department of Justice and the Department of Glélffairs Canada (GAC). The Advisory
Group provides the Department of Justice with cauiig advice on the provincial and
territorial aspects of international private lawjpcts, including the need for additional work
to be carried out with respect to specific issueimterest for the provinces and territories.
Over the last year, the Group has met twice, irebdser 2018 and June 2019.

B. FEDERAL-PROVINCIAL -TERRITORIAL COOPERATION

[11] In addition to federal-provincial-territorial coapéion through the Advisory Group,
the Department of Justice also communicates dyresith provincial and territorial
authorities to obtain their official views on inb@tional instruments. These exchanges take
place through written and oral communications amdederal-provincial-territorial
authorities as well as through the presentationepbrts to the ULCC and to the Civil
Justice Committee.

1. Uniform Law Conference of Canada

[12] Instituted in 1918 with a view to harmonizing Caiaadlaws, the Uniform Law
Conference of Canada today participates activelthe implementation of international
conventions and other international private lavirumaents such as model laws. From the
perspective of the Department of Justice, the UlLcd@stitutes the key mechanism for
facilitating implementation of international priealaw instruments via the development of
uniform implementing legislation. This year agathe Department participated in the
ULCC'’s activities and allocated resources to itskwo

2. Civil Justice Committee

[13] The Civil Justice Committee was first establishedrmad hoc committee of government
officials in the late 1980s to assist in the prapan for and follow-up to the meetings of
federal, provincial and territorial Deputy Ministenesponsible for Justice matters. Its efforts
in the adoption of implementing legislation reconmahed by the ULCC are particularly
productive.

C. PRIVATE SECTOR AND LAW FACULTIES
[14] The Department of Justice regularly consults thea@ean Bar Association (CBA) and

Canadian academics and stakeholders on many grajetiding the future work programs
of The Hague Conference, UNCITRAL and UNIDROIT.
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Il INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND RELATIONS

A. THE HAGUE CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW

[15] The Hague Conference on Private International halich held its first session in
1893, has 83 Members, including Canada since 1868bjective is to work toward the
progressive unification of rules of private intdraaal law. The Council on General Affairs
and Policy, the governing body of the organizatisnmainly responsible for the work
programme. The Permanent Bureau, the secretaiiaé @onference, is responsible for the
administration and supporting research. The Hagudelence’s website includes a list of
finalized instruments, their status and practicidrimation on Conventions. The address is:
www.hcch.net

[16] Over the last year, Canada participated in thevines of the Hague Conference
including the Diplomatic Session held from Juned8uly 2, 2019 that adopted the 2019
Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement akiga Judgments in Civil or
Commercial Mattersln addition, Canada participated in: the sevent#eting of the
Working Group to develop a Guide to Good Practiceéhe interpretation and application
of Article 13(1)(b) of theChild Abduction Conventigrthe fourth and fifth Experts’ Group
meetings on the Parentage/Surrogacy Project; twndemeeting of the Working Group
on illicit practices in adoption; and the first niag of the Experts' Group on the Tourism
and Visitors Project.

[17] At its meeting in March of this year, the Counail General Affairs and Policy
confirmed the continuation of the Judgments Projiedtirected that a further meeting of
the Experts’ Group to consider jurisdiction in ¢ti@nd commercial matters be held
following the Diplomatic Conference with a view poeparing an additional instrument.
Having regard to the parentage/surrogacy projaetQouncil agreed to another meeting
of the Experts’ Group whose initial mandate wouddid propose provisions for inclusion
in a possible general instrument relating to tleogaition of foreign judicial decisions on
legal parentage and a separate protocol relatitigetoecognition of such decisions where
legal parentage arises from an international sacp@rrangement. On the topic of co-
operation in respect of protection of tourists &sitors abroad, the Council requested an
Experts’ Group meeting to consider whether the la@Qunference could contribute
solutions to any of the problems encountered bgriational tourists and if so, to identify
a range of options for possibly addressing thenthénarea of international commercial
law, the Council welcomed progress on the draftd@uo Uniform Legal Instruments in
the area of international commercial contracts dpesieveloped in cooperation with
UNCITRAL and UNIDROIT. Finally, it approved the fhdraft of the World Intellectual

Property Organization-Hague Conference Guide edtitWhen Private International Law
4
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meets Intellectual Property Law — A Guide for JwglgeThe Conclusions and
Recommendations of the 2019 Meeting of the Couacd available on the Hague
Conference’s website: https://www.hcch.net/en/governance/council-on-gahaffairs.

[18] In the coming year, the Hague Conference will dsoholding a meeting of an
Experts’ Group on the international transfer of mb@nance funds, and beginning
preparations for a possible first meeting of thecg Commission to review the practical
operation of the 2007 Maintenance Convention ariY Zrotocol on the Law Applicable
to Maintenance Obligations, which is tentativelynexduled for June 2020. Preparations
will also begin for a possible first meeting of tB@ecial Commissions to review the
practical operation of the 2000 Convention on titerhational Protection of Adults.

[19] Canada is party to four Hague Conference conveniioprivate international law: the
Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial andré=judicial Documents in Civil or
Commercial Matterg1965, in force for Canada 89/05/01); t@envention on the Civil
Aspects of International Child Abductiofi980, in force for Canada 83/12/01); the
Convention on the Law Applicable to Trusts and lairtRecognition(1985, in force for
Canada 93/01/01); and t@®nvention on Protection of Children and Coopenaiio Respect
of Intercountry Adoptio1993, in force for Canada 97/04/01). Not all jdiisions in Canada
have implemented all four Conventions.

B. UNITED NATIONS COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE
LAW (UNCITRAL)

[20] UNCITRAL, the core legal body within the UN systanthe field of international trade
law, aims to further the progressive harmonizatind unification of the law of international
trade. To reach this goal, the Commission usesuwsnnstruments: it has prepared or is
responsible for 12 conventions, 14 model laws,aumifrules and a number of legal and
legislative guides. Further information on UNCITRAARcluding instruments adopted by the
Commission, status of ratifications and adoptiomsfruments, and working group reports,
can be found atvww.uncitral.org

[21] UNCITRAL comprises 60 Member States representimgpua geographic regions and
the principal economic systems and legal traditminthe world. Members are elected for a
six-year term by the General Assembly. Other Statesnternational governmental and non-
governmental organizations may participate as gbsem meetings of the Commission and
its working groups, which operate by consensusa@amas a member of UNCITRAL from
1989 to 1995, participated actively as an obsdrear 1995 to 2001, and has been a member
of the Commission since 2001 with the current tending in 2025.
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[22] Over the last year, Canada participated in theviaig UNCITRAL activities : 3% and
32" sessions of Working Group | (Micro, Small and Meuisized Enterprises) in October
2018 and March 2019; B9ession of Working Group Il (Arbitration and Cdiation /
Dispute Resolution) in February 2019"2hd 3% sessions of Working Group lII (Investor-
State Dispute Settlement Reform) in November 20m8April 2019; 5% and 58' sessions
of Working Group IV (Electronic Commerce) in Novean2018 and April 2019; $4and
55" sessions of Working Group V (Insolvency) in DecemB018 and May 2019; 84
session of Working Group VI (Security Interests)Dacember 2018; the 85session of
Working Group VI (Judicial sale of ships) in May 120 and the 52 session of the
Commission from July 8-19, 2018.

[23] At its 52 session, the Commission adopted a number of beshsding: model
legislative provisions on public-private partnepshivith an accompanying legislative guide,
a Practice Guide to the UNCITRAL Model Law on Seclufransactions, a Model Law on
Enterprise Group Insolvency and Guide to Enactnzetaxt on the obligations of directors of
enterprise group companies in the period approgdnisolvency and Notes on the main
issues of cloud computing contracts. The Commissnrent work program will continue
on: a legislative text on cross-border recognitioin electronic identity; simplified
incorporation of an organization for micro, smaltlamedium-sized enterprises; investor-
State dispute settlement reform; and the preparati@n instrument on the cross-border
recognition of the judicial sale of ships. In aduit the Commission has added the
following topics to its work programme: exploratiof legal issues related to the digital
economy, civil asset tracing and recovery, the baimation of the applicable law in
insolvency proceedings and rail consignment n@e#ioquia will be held over the coming
year to assist in developing work on some of tliegies. In addition, preparatory work on
warehouse receipts in the context of secured fingnwill continue. Information on
UNCITRAL's current work program is available onwgbsite.

[24] Canada is party to three United Nations conventigrlating to international
commercial law: th&Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement ogi§o Arbitral
Awards (1958, in force for Canada 86/08/10), thieited Nations Convention on Contracts
for the International Sale of Good4980, in force for Canada 92/05/01) and theted
Nations Convention on Transparency in Treaty-bdsedstor-State Arbitratior{2014, in
force for Canada 17/10/18).

[25] Legislation implementing the UNCITRAL Model Law dnternational Commercial
Arbitration (1985) has been adopted in Canada la@d2006 revisions to the Model Law
have been incorporated in the 2014 ULCC Unifornedmational Commercial Arbitration
Act. Legislation based on the UNCITRAL Model Law Gnoss-Border Insolvency (1997)

6
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has been adopted federally and legislation drawinghe UNCITRAL Model Law on
Electronic Commerce (1996) has been adopted Daalhdian jurisdictions.

C. UNIDROIT

[26] The International Institute for the Unification Bfivate Law, known as UNIDROIT,
was created in 1926 as an organ of the League tbrida Since 1940 it has been an
independent inter-governmental organization locatdgiome. There are 63 Member States,
including Canada since 1968. UNIDROIT’'s mandatdedif from that of The Hague
Conference as it aims to harmonize and co-orditheteprivate law of its Member States,
rather than their private international law rul8sce its creation, the Institute has drafted
more than 70 studies, model laws and conventionsaoaus private law subjects including
sales, international leasing and factoring, trartspecurity interests, franchising and cultural
property. Further information on UNIDROIT, includitmstruments adopted by the Institute,
status of ratifications and adoption, can be foatma/ww.unidroit.org

[27] The 2017-2019 Work Programme is available on UNIDRO website at:
http://www.unidroit.org/about-unidroit/work-programe ~ Of note are the activities in
relation to the preparation of an internationaldgnice document on agricultural land
investment contracts and the finalisation of thaftdProtocol on Matters Specific to
Agricultural, Construction and Mining Equipment tbe Convention on International
Interests in Mobile Equipmeérinformation and documents about this projecieasalable at
http://www.unidroit.org/work-in-progress-studiesi@nt-studies/mac-protocol

[28] The proposed Work Programme for 2020-2022, whigulgect to the approval of
UNIDROIT's General Assembly in December 2019, can found in the Summary
Conclusions of the 98 session of UNIDROIT's Governing Council at
https://www.unidroit.org/english/governments/coltimcuments/2019session/cd-98-
misc02-e.pdfIf the Work Programme is approved, existing ptgevill continue and new
work will be undertaken to prepare a basic model ée factoring. In addition, further
research will be done in relation to the liquidataf banks, including in cross-border cases,
and in relation to digital assets as a resultjoirda UNCITRAL-UNIDROIT colloquium held

in May 2019.

[29] Canada is party to two of the thirteen UNIDROIT wentions and to one protocol: the
Convention Providing a Uniform Law on the Form of laternational Will(1973, in force
for Canada since 78/02/09) and t@envention on International Interests in Mobile
Equipmentand its relatedircraft Protocol (2001, in force for Canada since 13/04/01).
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D. WORLD BANK

[30] The World Bank’s role in the field of internationaiivate law stems in part from the
creation of the International Centre for the Setdat of Investment Disputes (ICSID) under
the Convention for the Settlement of Investment Dispoétween States and Nationals of
Other State1965). Canada ratified this Convention in Novenfi#l3. It came into force
for Canada on December 1, 2013. Further informatiorthe World Bank and tHE€SID
Conventiorcan be found atvww.worldbank.org

E. COMMONWEALTH

[31] As part of its support to meetings of Law Ministrief the Commonwealth, the
Commonwealth Secretariat carries out work in tlea af international private law from time
to time. For example, Canada supported work ort draflel legislation on the recognition
and enforcement of foreign judgments, which is noompleted. The Commonwealth
Secretariat is now undertaking work on reformsé procedure law.

F. THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES

[32] The OAS, with 35 Member States, provides a forumpfditical, economic, social
and cultural cooperation in the Americas throughnter-American Juridical Committee,
which serves as an advisory body to the OAS. Thar@ittee recommends the convening
of specialized legal conferences, such as the -Mtegrican Conference on Private
International Law (CIDIP) which deals with techricaatters and further cooperation in
the area of international private law. The last [Plvas held in 2009. Further information
on the OAS including instruments adopted by thea@izgtion, status of ratifications and
adoption can be found:atww.oas.org

[33] Canada is not party to any of the OAS internatigmadate law conventions, and had
only observer status for the first four CIDIP mags. The 2009 CIDIP adopted the Model
Registry Regulations under the Model Inter-Ameridaaw on Secured Transactions.
CIDIP is not expected to complete work begun instoner protection.

G. BILATERAL RELATIONS

[34] Canada is party to bilateral treaties on judiciabperation (service and taking of
evidence abroad) with 25 States. These treatiesawalable on GAC’'s website at
www.treaty-accord.gc.céunder the headings “Bilateral” and “Judicial Gmeaation (civil
and commercial)”).
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[35] Canada has a bilateral convention with the Unitedg#om, the Canada-UK
Convention on the Reciprocal Recognition and Emforent of Judgments in Civil and
Commercial Matter$1984) which is in force for all provinces anditeries except Québec
and Nunavut. Once the relationship between theedi{ingdom and the European Union is
settled, it may be useful to give further consitierato certain provisions of the bilateral
convention.

. PRIORITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN
INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW

A. INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL LAW

1. HIGH PRIORITIES

a. Convention on International Settlement Agreements Resulting from Mediation and
related modifications to the Model Law on Internatonal Commercial Conciliation
(UNCITRAL)

[36] UNCITRAL has undertaken to promote the use of mtemhaby adopting the
UNCITRAL Conciliation Rules (1980) and the ModelviL@n International Commercial
Conciliation (2002) (Model Law). Laws inspired hetModel Law have been adopted in
Ontario and in Nova Scotia. These laws provide &ocelerated recognition and
enforcement of mediated settlement agreementsraynsuly application to a court.

[37] According to some, an obstacle to the greater Liseediation to resolve international
disputes is that settlement agreements reachedgihroediation may be difficult to
enforce if a party that agrees to a settlement fatks to comply with its terms. In general,
settlement agreements reached through mediatioralegady enforceable as contracts
between the parties. However, enforcement unddrariaw may be burdensome, time-
consuming or practically difficult, in particularh&n it involves a foreign court. Thus, if a
successful mediation simply results in a secondraotthat is as difficult to enforce as the
underlying contract that gave rise to the dispetegaging in mediation to address a
contractual dispute may be unattractive. Promdtisugnonized practices among States on
the enforcement of international mediated settldmagreements could contribute to fair,
expedited and cost-effective enforcement.

[38] With this objective in mind and in order to promdtee use of mediation as an
accepted mode of resolving international commeunigputes, UNCITRAL has prepared
model provisions to complement the Model Law, all agan international convention on
the enforcement of international mediated settlénagmeements. These two texts were
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finalized and adopted by the Commission in July&0lhe Convention was adopted by
the UN General Assembly in December 2018 and wasexb for signature on August 7,
2019 in Singapore. There are now 46 signatory State

[39] Action to be taken in Canad@onsult stakeholders on Canada’s interest inbeup
party to the Convention and adopting revisions®oNodel Law.

b. Contractual Aspects of Cloud Computing Project (UNCTRAL)

[40] Further to a proposal by Canada, UNCITRAL revievegl issues in the provision
of cloud computing services with a view to gathgrimformation relating to cloud
computing and preparing a document identifying poé risks stemming from current
practices in relation to conflict of laws, the lamka supporting legislative framework, and
the possible disparities in domestic laws.

[41] Cloud computing services, in particular legal amdcpical consequences arising
from cloud computing agreements, call for a revavexisting contractual practices and
laws because of the cross-border transfer of ddtizhwregularly takes place in the
provision of these services and because of theltyoaed growing importance of these
computing solutions. This is particularly relevémt small and medium-sized enterprises
which may not have the resources to assess legja that may arise outside of their
domestic jurisdiction. There are currently legahadl as economic risks and opportunities
for cloud customers and service providers. Thesesimay often be addressed in cloud
service agreements and the opportunities can bfteenhanced or protected by adequate
contract practices.

[42] Canada provided expert advice to UNCITRAL in theparation of a list of issues
that are likely to arise under a cloud computingeagent. At its 52 session, the
Commission reviewed and adopted notes on mainsssugdoud computing contracts.

[43] Action to be taken in CanadBistribute the notes to interested parties.

c. Draft MAC Protocol to the Convention on International Interests in Mobile
Equipment (UNIDROIT)
[44] The Convention on International Interests in Mobile Hiuent provides a
framework for the creation of international intésgs mobile equipment, priority rules and
an international registry in which these interesia be registered. Each type of mobile
equipment - aircraft equipment, railway rolling &toor satellites and other space assets -
is the subject of a specific protocol under the ¥&orion. A fourth protocol to deal with
mining, agricultural and construction equipmentgéther referred to as “MAC”
10
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equipment) has been under development since a &unlyp was convened in 2014 to
prepare a draft text.

[45] The draft MAC Protocol was submitted to a Commitie&overnmental Experts for
formal multilateral treaty negotiations. After tvgessions in 2017, the draft, which is
aligned as closely as possible with the articles the structure of the existing protocols,
was submitted to UNIDROIT's Governing Council in13 The Council approved
convening a Diplomatic Conference to finalise teet.t The Diplomatic Conference will
take place in Pretoria, South Africa this NovembErne draft text is available on the
UNIDROIT website atvww.unidroit.org

[46] Action to be taken in Canaddustice Canada will be consulting government and
industry representatives on the draft text and@péting in the Diplomatic Conference.

d. Identity Management and Trust Services (UNCITRAL)

[47] Atits forty-eighth session in 2015, the Commisgiecided to conduct preparatory
work on identity management and trust servicess rikcognized by a number of countries
that the need to identify business partners irgallg enforceable manner is of paramount
importance to promote trade across borders.

[48] Working Group IV on Electronic Commerce has metdosider a number of issues
that arise in the context of identity managemenmt tnst services. At its $8session in
April 2019, the Working Group began discussiondlostrative draft provisions and will
continue its work at the next session in NovemlIfsr92 At this stage, it is unclear what
form the instrument on identity management and seasvices will take.

[49] Action to be taken in Canaddustice Canada will be consulting government and
industry representatives.

e. Convention on the Use of Electronic Communications in International Contracts
(UNCITRAL) — ULCC Uniform Electronic Communications Convention
Implementation Act

[50] The 2005 Convention on Electronic Communicatio(SCC) recognizes the
equivalence of paper and electronic communicatiotise conclusion and performance of
contracts between parties located in differenteStathe Convention applies to business-
to-business transactions.

[51] In addition to providing substantive rules on tise of electronic communications for
parties to international contracts, the Conventapplies to the use of electronic
communications in connection with the formationperformance of a contract to which

11
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existing international conventions apply, such las Wnited Nations Convention on
Contracts for the International Sale of Goddswhich Canada is a party, except where a
State has made a declaration of non-applicabifith® Convention with respect to those
conventions. The Convention also applies to amgrivational convention to which a State
may become party unless otherwise declared bytdte.S here is a federal State clause in
the Convention allowing Canada to consider becoraipgrty even if the Convention is
not implemented in all Canadian jurisdictions.

[52] The Convention entered into force internationatyMarch 1, 2013 and currently has
11 States party.

[53] The ULCC adopted the Uniform Electronic Communmasi Convention
Implementation Actin 2011. Ontario and Saskatcretave adopted legislation based on
the ULCC Uniform Act.

[54] Action required in CanadaConsider adopting the Uniform Act to implement the
Convention.

f. Model Law on International Commercial Arbitration ( 1985, amended in 2006)
(UNCITRAL) - Uniform International Commercial Arbit ration Act (ULCC)

[55] The UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commerciabitration was adopted
in 1985. It provides a framework for all stagegstsd arbitral process from the arbitration
agreement to the recognition and enforcement ofatiral award. The Model Law
reflects worldwide consensus on key aspects ofnat®nal arbitration practice, having
been adopted by States of all regions of the ward of different legal or economic
systems.

[56] In 1986, the ULCC developed the Uniform Internasio@ommercial Arbitration
Act (Uniform ICAA) to enact the UNCITRAL Model Lawand to implement th&958
Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement oéiga Arbitral Awards(New York
Convention). The Uniform ICAA was subsequently aédoy all Canadian jurisdictions,
some with minor adjustments.

[57] In 2006, a revised version of the Model Law on fdn&ional Commercial
Arbitration was adopted by UNCITRAL. It includexamprehensive legal framework on
interim measures and modernizes the form requirérteerbetter conform to current
international contract practices. The ULCC Work@®gup on International Commercial
Arbitration concluded its work in 2013 and recomghexh that the 2006 amendments be
adopted by Canadian jurisdictions. The 2013 ULCGfddm International Commercial
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Arbitration Act is recommended for adoption by divagjurisdictions. To date, Ontario
and British-Columbia have adopted the uniform act.

[58] Action required in CanadaConsider adopting legislation based on the revise
Uniform Act.

g. Convention on the Law Applicable to Securities Held by Intermediaries (Hague
Conference)

[59] TheConvention on the Law Applicable to Certain RightRespect of Securities Held
with an Intermediarywas adopted by the Hague Conference in 2006.bjective is to
enable financial market participants in the glolnaérket to ascertain readily and
unequivocally the law that will govern the propaiet aspects of transfers and pledges of
interests in respect of securities held througliréatl holding systems. The Convention is
thus intended to provide greater certainty andiptakiility on limited, but crucial, aspects
of such transactions.

[60] A pre-implementation report prepared by Me Michetsbhamps of McCarthy
Tétrault was presented to the ULCC in 2011. ThedRejpcluded an overview of the
Convention, a comparison between the ConventionGarthdian law and an analysis of
available declarations in the Canadian context.20i3, a ULCC Working Group
concluded that given Canada’s economic ties withUhited States, it was desirable to
consider developments taking place in the UniteateStin relation to the Convention
before considering a Canadian ratification. ThetéthiStates signed the Convention in
2006 and ratified it in 2017. The Convention endargo force on April 1, 2017.

[61] A ULCC working group comprised of Dominique D’Altai (Justice Canada), Chair
of the Working Group until June 2019; Manon Dosliestice Canada), current Chair, Sam
Becker, Joseph Primeau, lan Binnie, Michel Desclwampd Jean-Francois Lord is
examining the legal questions related to possibj@dementation in Canada. An extensive
consultation document was circulated to federadyimicial and territorial governmental
experts in May 2019.

[62] Action required in CanadaContinue implementation work with the ULCC Working
Group.

h. Convention on theLimitation Period in thelnternational Sale of Goods and Protocol
(UNCITRAL)

[63] The Convention and its amending Protocol grew dthe@work of UNCITRAL to

unify international sales law. They entered intccéointernationally on August 1, 1988.

There are 30 States party to the Convention, an&tags party to the Convention as
13
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amended by the Protocol, including, in both casesNAFTA trading partners. Canada is
not party to the Convention nor to the Conventisrmmended by the Protocol.

[64] The Convention and its amending Protocol estaldistandard limitation period of
four years for the initiation of legal proceediragssing from contracts for the international
sale of goods. They dovetail with thénited Nations Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Good¥ienna, 1980), which is in force throughout Camabhere is
substantial similarity between the three convertjon particular the articles setting out
the sphere of application, declarations and resens the federal State clause, and the
final clauses.

[65] In 1975-76, the ULCC adopted a uniform act to impat the 1974 Limitation
ConventionIn August 1998, it adopted the Uniform Internatio8ales Conventions Act,
which is designed to implement thénited Nations Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Goodsind the Convention on the Limitation Period in the
International Sale of Goodmnd its amending Protocol. Nunavut and Ontario lzalapted
implementing legislation based on the 1998 Uniféoh

[66] Action required in CanadaConsider adopting the Uniform Act to implemeng th
Convention and the Protocol.

I. Draft Legislative Guide on a Limited Liability Orga nization (UNCITRAL)

[67] Since 2014, UNCITRAL has been developing two insiuats to reduce the legal
obstacles faced by micro, small and medium-sizeéerpnses (MSMES) throughout their
life cycle, in particular in developing economiddNCITRAL adopted the first, the
Legislative Guide on Key Principles of a BusineggRtry, in June 2018. UNCITRAL is
continuing its work on the other instrument, a $&gjive guide on a limited liability
organization.

[68] Action required in Canada Prepare Canada’s participation in sessions of

UNCITRAL'’s Working Group | and continue consultat®owith stakeholders.

2. MEDIUM PRIORITIES

a. Practice Guide to the UNCITRAL Model Law on Secured Transactions
(UNCITRAL)

[69] In the area of secured transactions, UNCITRAL higsady prepared a Legislative
Guide on Secured Transactions, a Supplement orri§eRights in Intellectual Property,
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a Guide on the Implementation of a Security Rigtegistry (Registry Guide) and a Model
Law on Secured Transactions with a Guide to Enautrmiédnis work is largely consistent
with Canadian law.

[70] In 2017, based on a proposal put forward by Austr&fanada, Japan and the
United Kingdom, the Commission mandated Workingupr@l to prepare a practice guide

to the Model Law. The guide is to be aimed atiparo transactions, judges, arbitrators,
regulators, insolvency administrators and acaderaind should address contractual,
transactional, and regulatory issues related tarsddransactions, as well as financing of
micro-businesses. After three Working Group sessidhe draft Practice Guide was

adopted by the Commission at its'52ssion in 2019. However, States have an oppoytuni
to submit further editorial comments on the textrese was insufficient time during the

Commission session to deal with such comments.

[71] Action required in CanadaProvide comments to the Secretariat on the text.

b. Judicial Sale of Ships (UNCITRAL)

[72] In 2018, based on a proposal put forward by Swanerand the Comité Maritime
International, the Commission mandated Working @r&l to examine cross-border
issues related to the judicial sale of ships. WagKsroup VI commenced its work in 2019.
The issues in the proposal are linked to the lddlegal certainty in relation to the clean
title which a judicial sale is intended to confer @ buyer. According to the proposal, this
lack of legal certainty leads to problems in theelgistration process in the country of the
former flag and created obstacles in respect otlkiaance of all former encumbrances
and liens, which in turn creates a risk of costhd dengthy proceedings, thereby
interrupting trade and shipping. The Working Grdwgs not yet decided on the nature of
an eventual instrument on this topic.

[73] Action required in CanadaPrepare Canada’s participation in sessions of the
UNCITRAL Working Group and continue consultationghastakeholders.

c. Model Law on International Commercial Conciliation (UNCITRAL) — ULCC
Uniform Act on International Commercial Mediation

[74] In 2002, UNCITRAL adopted the Model Law on Inteinatl Commercial
Conciliation. The Model Law addresses procedurpkets of conciliation, including the
appointment of conciliators, the commencement ardination of conciliation, the
conduct of the conciliation, communications betwdles conciliator and other parties,
confidentiality and the admissibility of evidenae dther proceedings as well as post-
conciliation issues, such as the enforceabilitgaiflement agreements.
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[75] In 2005, the ULCC adopted the Uniform Act on Inegronal Commercial Mediation,
which aims to facilitate adoption of the Model LawCanada. To date, both Nova Scotia
and Ontario have enacted the Uniform Act. Givernécevelopments at the international
level with respect to the legal framework for thdogcement of mediation agreements,
enacting jurisdictions should be considering thestmecent UNCITRAL projects in this
field in their assessment of the Model Law.

[76] Action required in CanadaContinue to promote adoption of the Uniform Act.

3. LOW PRIORITIES

a. Convention on International Interests in Mobile Equipment and Aircraft Protocol
(UNIDROIT/ICAO)

[77] The Convention provides a framework for the creatd international interests in
mobile equipment and an international registry ol these interests can be registered.
The Aircraft Protocol applies the Convention franoekvto aircraft equipment. Other
protocols deal with other types of mobile equipmenth as railway rolling stock.

[78] The Convention entered into force internationatiyarch 1, 2006 when the Aircraft

Protocol entered into force. The Convention andtd@a apply in some 60 States,

including Canada’s major trading partners sucthadJnited States of America, China and
the European Union countries.

[79] The ULCC adopted a uniform implementing act in 208l2Canadian provinces and
territories have adopted legislation to implemdr& Convention and Aircraft Protocol.
Legislation implementing the Convention and Airtiafotocol is also found at the federal
level for matters falling under federal jurisdigtio

[80] Canada ratified the Convention and Protocol in Demer 2012 and both instruments
came into force for Canada on April 1, 2013. At tivae, the application of the Convention
and Protocol was extended to Ontario, Nova Scatizrta, Newfoundland and Labrador,
Québec, Saskatchewan, the Northwest TerritoriestisBr Columbia, Nunavut and
Manitoba. Extension to Prince Edward Island and ofutook place on March 28, 2014
with effect on October 1, 2014. Finally, extensitmnNew Brunswick took place on
December 23, 2015 with effect on July 1, 2016.

[81] Action required in Canadavionitor the application of the Convention and tBool
in Canada and take appropriate action as necessary.
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b. Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States and Nationals
of Other States (World Bank)

[82] The ICSID Conventionprepared under the auspices of the World Bank9ieb,
establishes rules and a venue for conciliationrbitration of international investment
disputes. The Convention applies to disputes betv&ates and nationals (investors) of
other States party. It is a unique mechanism asdswandered by ICSID are enforceable
in any country party to the Convention as if theyrevfinal court judgments of that country.

[83] Provisions on ICSID arbitration are commonly foundreetrade agreements such
as the North-American Frerade Agreement (NAFTA) and foreign investment ectibn
agreements (FIPAs). These agreements constitutgnadvconsent by governments to
submit investment disputes to ICSID arbitrationSIO arbitration clauses could also be
included in specific agreements between foreigestors and a State or province.

[84] The vast majority of our trading partners havefietithe ICSID Convention, which
has 153 States party. The federal government ingided the Convention in 2008.
Implementing legislation has also been adoptedntafib (1999), Saskatchewan (2006),
British Columbia (2006), Newfoundland and Labrad@006), Nunavut (2006), the
Northwest Territories (2009) and Alberta (2013).

[85] Canada ratified th&CSID Conventioron November 1, 2013. It came into force for
Canada on December 1, 2013.

[86] Action required in CanadaContinue to seek provincial and territorial immplentation
of the Convention.

c. Convention on the Assignment of Receivablesin International Trade (UNCITRAL)

[87] TheConvention on the Assignment of Receivables innatienal Tradeis intended

to facilitate financing by removing uncertainty enatered in various legal systems as to
recognition and effects of assignments in whichabsignor, the assignee and the debtor
are not in the same country. The Convention waptaddoy UNCITRAL in 2001 but has
not yet come into force internationally. It reqgiféve ratifications to come into force and
currently has three signatures and one ratification

[88] In 2007, the ULCC adopted the Uniform AssignmeniReteivables in International
Trade Act, developed in the context of a joint wogkgroup of the ULCC, the National
Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Lawsday the Uniform Law
Commission) and the Mexican Uniform Law Centre wdhview to coordinating
implementation of the Convention in all three NAFEauntries.
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[89] The United States Senate provided its advice ams$erd for ratification of the
Convention this year, but the United States hasyebtdeposited their instrument of
ratification.

[90] Action required in CanadaMonitor developments towards ratification in tbeited
States and in other countries.

d. Guide on Agricultural Land Investment Contracts (UNIDROIT)

[91] A working group established by UNIDROIT has preplagedraft legal guide on
agricultural land investment contracts which fosuse leases and concession agreements.
The legal guide, if adopted by UNIDROIT, would bged by counsel working on the
leasing of agricultural land — whether from a Statestomary authority or private party —
in order to support the preparation, negotiatiod amplementation of agricultural land
investment contracts that are consistent with atiternational instruments. The guide will
not endorse large-scale land acquisitions and mgike awareness about alternative
investment models. The guide will acknowledge thatl acquisitions continue to occur
and will help to ensure that leases of agricultdaald are done responsibly and that
stakeholders’ rights, including holders of legitimaenure rights, are both protected and
respected. The working group is now carrying ooialdrstakeholder consultations on this
draft through UNIDROIT’s website and various regibevents in order to ensure that it
responds to actual needs and reflects best practice

[92] Action required in CanadaConsult with stakeholders, in particular those Ilagd in
international development, on the draft legal gyader to its submission to the Governing
Council of UNIDROIT for adoption.

B. JUDICIAL COOPERATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS

1. HIGH PRIORITIES

a. Judgments Project (Hague Conference)

[93] Work on common jurisdictional rules and rules fecagnition and enforcement of
judgments has had a long and somewhat difficultohysat the Hague Conference.
Following the conclusion of the Choice of Court @ention in 2005 after more than a
decade of work, the subject was set aside until 2@ien the Council on General Affairs
and Policy mandated an Experts' Group to assed$sahibility of resuming work. In 2012,
the Council established a Working Group to pregagosals on the recognition and
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enforcement of judgments, including jurisdictiorfdders, and requested the Experts'
Group to further study and discuss the desirakditgt feasibility of work on jurisdiction.

[94] After some discussion in both groups it was agteddcus first on recognition and
enforcement. The Experts Group has thus not meestpl3. The Working Group
prepared a draft convention on recognition andreefoent of judgments.

[95] On the basis of the Working Group’s draft, the Gouan General Affairs and

Policy convened a Special Commission which met toues between 2016 and 2018.
Canada participated in all the meetings of the BpEommission. Over the four meetings,
Canada’s delegation included Kathryn Sabo, Ju§tar@ada, Michael Ryan and Christine
Hudon, Justice Canada Legal Services, Innovatieen8Se and Economic Development,
Sarah Dafoe, Alberta Justice and Solicitor Gen®&agsell Getz, B.C. Ministry of Justice
and Attorney-General, Frédérique Sabourin, Jusfoébec, Gregory K. Steele, Q.C.,
British Columbia, Patrick Ferland, LCM Avocats, Mmal, and Geneviéve Saumier,
Faculty of Law, McGill University. Professor Saumweas appointed a Co-Rapporteur for
the project, responsible for preparing the offi&ajplanatory Report to the Convention.

[96] The Special Commission completed its work in Mag&@and the Council on General
Affairs and Policy approved a Diplomatic SessionJione 2019 to finalize the convention
and open it for signature and ratification or asa@s by States.

[97] Several informal meetings were organized in therir@l between the last Special
Commission and the Diplomatic Session. Canadapasicipated in those meetings with
some of the representatives mentioned above ardRdtcy McGovern, Saskatchewan
Justice.

[98] The Diplomatic Session met in The Hague from Jugduly 2 2019. The Session

was very well attended, with representation fronshwd the more than 80 Members of the
Hague Conference, some with very large delegatamd,a number of other international
organisations and NGOs. Canada’s delegation cedstdtKathryn Sabo, Michael Ryan,

Frédériqgue Sabourin, John Lee, Ministry of the Atey-General Ontario, Geneviéve
Saumier and Patrick Ferland.

[99] Over the two-week period, participants were ableesolve outstanding and new
issues such that the Diplomatic Session succegsfaticluded with the adoption of the
Convention of 2 July 2019 on the Recognition anfbiEement of Foreign Judgments in
Civil or Commercial MattersThe text of the convention and preparatory documare
available atttps://www.hcch.net/en/instruments/conventionstiest/?cid=137
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[100] A draft of the official Explanatory Report was dissed in conjunction with the
negotiations on the Convention. Now that the Cotigantext is settled, the draft
Explanatory Report is being revised by the Co-Ragpos and will be circulated for States
comments in the coming weeks so that it can béiZedas soon as possible.

[101] Justice Canada would like to acknowledge with geggdreciation the important
contribution of all those who provided their exjpgtand time to this project over the years.

[102] In brief, the Convention provides a list of grouifiigers) which qualify a judgment
from another Contracting State for recognition antbrcement. It also provides a list of
grounds on which recognition and enforcement mayebgsed. If a judgment meets one
of the grounds to qualify and does not fall undey af the grounds for refusal, there is an
obligation to grant recognition and enforcement.

[103] Among the notable aspects of the Convention, it:

- does not apply to intellectual property mattersyalgh it does not exclude all
contractual matters that have an intellectual piymespect;

- does not apply to defamation or privacy matters;

- does not prevent the recognition and enforcemeptdgfments under national
law, except for certain judgments on rights in i@mmmovable property;

- allows States to limit the obligation to enforcdguments against them;

- allows States to exclude particular subject matfesen the Convention’s
application;

- is designed to complement the 20@onvention on Choice of Court
Agreements

[104] Of particular note is the detailed mechanism offyeinto force, which provides that
the Convention only has effect between ContracBtajes that have not objected to each
other within the first 12 months following ratifitan or accession. This mechanism was
drawn from the 200Convention on the International Recovery of Chilgrt and Other
Forms of Family Maintenancé&bjections are to be formulated at the levelhef tate,
not territorial units, or, in the case of a Regidéeonomic Integration Organization such
as the EU, at the level of the REIO rather thamiésnber States.

[105] The new Convention was signed by Uruguay at theeabd the Diplomatic Session.
Given the high level of interest in the project dhd positive reaction by many States to
the final result, we anticipate the Convention aagninto force in the short to medium
term. Only two ratifications or accessions are ssagy to bring it into force, subject to the
objection process.
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[106] From Canada’s perspective, subject to a more ddtaihalysis, the Convention
appears to be satisfactory and does not appeastgny major difficulties that could not
be addressed by way of declaration if Canada weratify it. It appears to be broadly
compatible with existing Canadian law. If Canadaen® become party to it, Canadian
judgments would be more easily recognized and eatbin other Contracting States. The
Convention does contain the usual clauses that dvailbw Canada to extend its
application only to those provinces and territotiest would have adopted implementing
legislation.

[107] Given the close link with the 200Gonvention on Choice of Court Agreements,
which already has a uniform implementing act tret heen enacted in two jurisdictions,
Justice Canada would encourage the ULCC to edtahligv/orking Group this year to
prepare a uniform act to implement this new insgotm This would allow jurisdictions
considering implementing the Hague Convention oni€hof Court Agreements Act to
implement both instruments at the same time.

[108] The Judgments Projects does not end with the caimplef this Convention. At
the March 2019 meeting of the Council on Gener#&itd and Policy, the Council decided
to reconvene the Experts’ Group, likely in Febru2dg0, to begin considering questions
of direct jurisdiction.

[109] Action required in CanadaCollect and provide comments to the Hague
Conference on the draft Explanatory Report. ReqtestULCC to establish a Working
Group to prepare uniform implementing legislation the Convention. Monitor interest
and developments in other countries.

b. Convention Abolishing the Requirement of Legalisation for Foreign Public
Documents (Hague Conference)
[110] This Convention, to which Canada is not party, hdg Contracting States. The
Convention facilitates the circulation of publicadments among Contracting States.
Businesses and individuals often have to presdoliggdocuments issued in one State to
authorities in other States for a multitude of sgs, including to conduct business, to
work, to adopt children, to get married, to studd @0 claim an inheritance. Examples of
public documents used for these purposes includi: dertificates, extracts from public
registers, patent certificates, court rulings, natattestations of signatures and diplomas
issued by public institutions. Foreign authoritiesually require some guarantee of the
authenticity of the signatures and seals on tha@seirdents. The Convention simplifies
document authentication by abolishing the cumbeesaathentication process known as
consular legalisation and replacing it with the Afite certificate, a means of
authenticating the signatures or seals of publicciafs on public documents, that is
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accepted by all Contracting States. By simplifyaughentication, the Convention reduces
transaction costs for individuals and businesseslucting activities in other Contracting
States.

[111] The Authentication and Service of Documents SecabnGAC authenticates

signatures or seals on approximately 150,000 Canauliblic documents annually and the
provinces and territories authenticate approxinga®&l,000. These are then legalized in
Canada by the diplomatic or consular officialshed tountry where they will be produced.

[112] Action required in Canada:Complete work necessary to implement the
Convention.

c. Convention on Choice of Court Agreements (Hague Conference)

[113] The Convention came into force internationally Bil2 and has 32 Contracting
Parties including the United Kingdom and all of Member States of the European Union.
The United States signed the Convention in 200@. Chnvention sets rules for when a
court must take jurisdiction or refuse to do so keh®mmercial parties have entered into
an exclusive choice of court agreement. The Comwertiso provides for the recognition
and enforcement of resulting judgments, with anooptor Contracting States to agree on
a reciprocal basis to recognize judgments basedl croice of court agreement that was
not exclusive.

[114] From a Canadian perspective, it is worth noting tha Convention:

1) provides a mechanism to exclude certain subjatters that a state can specify;
2) allows a court recognizing a foreign judgmentdéduce the foreign award in
certain circumstances;

3) excludes maritime law, competition law and iletetiual property from its
primary scope; and

4) ensures that courts in Canada retain the paweansfer cases.

[115] Although the Convention is quite limited in scopel @allows Contracting States to
create broad exceptions, the frequency of choicewft agreements in commercial matters
makes the Convention a useful tool for commeraaties doing business across borders.

[116] Two reports reviewing the Convention in light ofr@aian civil and common law
were presented to the ULCC in 2007 and remain Uussdurces for jurisdictions
considering implementing it. Ontario and Saskatcrevhave adopted implementing
legislation based on the ULCC Uniform Act.
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[117] Action required in CanadaCoordinate federal work on implementation andkvor
with provinces and territories on options availableder the Convention in view of
implementation.

d. Model Law on Cross-border Recognition and Enforcemet of Insolvency-related
Judgments (UNCITRAL)

[118] UNCITRAL adopted the Model Law on Cross-border Rguton and
Enforcement of Insolvency-related Judgments in B0¢8. The Model Law aims at
promoting cross-border insolvency coordination #mel effectiveness of court orders in
foreign jurisdictions. In developing the Model LaWiNCITRAL considered a number of
issues, including the types of judgments that shbelcovered, procedures for recognition
and grounds for refusing recognition. Canada'sabivg was to ensure that there would be
no inconsistency between the project and existiryipcial and territorial legislative
frameworks on the recognition and enforcement tdifm judgments and to promote the
recognition of Canadian judgments abroad.

[119] Action required in CanadaConsult stakeholders to assess interest indbpten
of the Model Law, given the existing Canadian l&gige framework.

e. Convention on Service Abroad of Judicial and Extrajudicial Documentsin Civil and
Commercial Matters (Hague Conference)

[120] This Convention is currently in force in 75 Statesluding Canada. It sets out
mandatory rules for the service of judicial docuisen civil or commercial matters from
one Contracting State to another.

[121] Although the Convention has applied throughout @arsance 1989 and provincial
and territorial governments agreed to Canada’ssasome, it was not implemented in a
uniform and coordinated manner. Each jurisdictionplemented the Convention by
amending its rules of civil procedure.

[122] In recent years, the Convention’s application maseasingly been the object of
litigation in Canada. Unfortunately, in some ingtas1 the Convention has been applied in
a manner that is inconsistent with Canada’s intenal obligations. The Uniform Rules
on Service in a Contracting State to @envention on the Service Abroad of Judicial and
Extrajudicial Documents in Civil or Commercial Mats (Uniform Rules), which the
ULCC adopted in November 2015 and recommendedrisdjations for adoption, were
developed in response to the recent case law. askean and Manitoba have amended
their rules of civil procedure based on the Unifdruoles.
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[123] Action required in CanadaContinue to provide information and respond to
requests regarding the application of the ConvantiGoordinate the exchange of
information among Canadian Central Authorities sd@harmonize Canadian practice.
Encourage jurisdictions to amend their rules ofl ggvocedure with rules based on the
Uniform Rules.

C. FAMILY LAW

1. HIGH PRIORITIES

a. Convention on the International Recovery of Child Support and Other Forms of
Family Maintenance (Hague Conference)

[124] The 2007 Convention provides the legal frameworkcimss-border recognition
and enforcement, establishment, and modificatioma&ahtenance orders and agreements.
It also provides a framework for administrative peration by requiring that a Central
Authority be designated for each Contracting Saa#, for federal States such as Canada,
by allowing as well for a Central Authority to begignated for each territorial unit (i.e. a
province or territory in Canada) to which the 2@3ahvention has been extended.

[125] Canada participated in the negotiation of the 200@vention from 1999 to 2007.
The Canadian delegation, composed of federal amdmmial/territorial civil and common
law experts, was very active in the negotiationsl(iding participating as experts in the
drafting committee, the committee responsible fewvedopment of forms, and the
committee on administrative cooperation and respgthe Country Profile) to ensure the
2007 Convention’s compatibility with Canadian Iads.an additional measure of Canadian
leadership and expertise, an expert from BritisHu@bia authored a Caseworkers
Handbook that has been published by the Hague @orde on Private International Law
for use by all Contracting States to assist withleamentation of the 2007 Convention.

[126] The text of the Convention, Explanatory Report gmectical documents are
available on The Hague Conference website.

[127] Internationally, the Convention entered into foomeJanuary 1, 2013. There are
currently 41 Contracting Parties to the Convenitimiuding the United States of America
and the European Union whose approval of the Cdrorehinds its member States, except
Denmark.

[128] In preparation for a possible first meeting of 8pgecial Commission to review the
practical operation of the Convention and the Rmatdhe Permanent Bureau is expected
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to circulate questionnaires on those two instrusiéayt July 2019 and report on the
outcomes to Council on General Affairs and Politcitsameeting in March, 2020. A final
decision regarding a possible meeting of the Sp€dmmission will be made at that time.

[129] In Canada, international recovery of maintenanasursently achieved by means
of reciprocal arrangements that have been establibly provinces and territories (PTs)
pursuant to Inter-jurisdictional Support Orders@)SActs under which certain foreign
States have been designated as “reciprocatinglictiens” or, in the case of Québec, by a
designation pursuant #n Act respecting reciprocal enforcement of maiatexe orders
This is because Canada is not party to any mutdatinstrument with respect to the
recovery of family maintenance.

[130] On May 23, 2017, Canada signed both the 1996 Caiovean the Protection of
Children and the 2007 Convention. On May 22, 20B#, C-78 was introduced in
Parliament. The Bill implements the two Conventi@isthe federal level as part of a
package of amendments to tDevorce Act The amending legislation (S.C. 2019, c. 16)
received royal assent on Juné'24019.

[131] Work leading to Canada’s ratification of the Convem will take some time.
Ratification will only be possible once the follawg conditions are met: the amendments
to theDivorce Actimplementing the Convention are brought into fpeseendments to the
laws of at least one province or territory are medensure consistency with Convention
rules; and at least one province or territory thas amended its laws asks the federal
government to have the Convention apply in itssgigtion. Upon ratification, Canada will
declare that the application of the Convention mea$eonly to such province(s) or
territory(ies). New declarations will be made dsentprovinces and territories amend their
laws and request that the Convention apply to jaoesdiction.

[132] In addition to preparation for a Special Commissiand work toward
implementation and ratification, Canada will alsogarticipating in an Experts’ Group to
examine the international transfer of maintenanoel$. The Experts’ Group, mandated by
the Council on General Affairs and Policy at itsrita2019 meeting, will have as its
primary task the development of an inventory ofdypoactices. The group will include
child support experts and experts from the findnsector and will hold an in-person
meeting in The Hague. Michael B. Allison, Chief Acntant, Family Responsibility
Office, Ministry of Children, Community and Soci@ervices of Ontario will participate
on behalf of Canada. In preparation for the meetiagquestionnaire on possible
international payment solutions was prepared asdean circulated to all the provincial
and territorial Maintenance Enforcement Programswadl as the Interjurisdictional
Support Sub-Committee. The responses from all poa&/territories will be summarized
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and shared with the Permanent Bureau of the Hagn&€@nce and subsequently with the
Experts’ Group.

[133] Finally, the drafPractical Guide on the cross-border recognition ardorcement
of agreements reached in the course of family matterolving childrenunder the 1996
and 2007 Hague Conventions was presented for aplpothe Council on General Affairs
and Policy in March 2019. Given the concerns exqgesy a number of delegations, the
Council decided to postpone approval of the Drafidé as well to allow for further
comments and revisions to the text. The Draft Gwide recirculated to Members on
March 21, 2019, and Canada provided additional centeby the June 21, 2019 deadline.
It is expected that the Draft Guide will be reclatad to Members for approval during the
fall of 2019. In the absence of any objection ®téwvised text within one month, the Draft
Guide will be taken to be approved. Should one orerobjections be raised, the Draft
Guide will be put on the agenda of the Council'stmaeeting in March 2020, with no
further work being undertaken in the interval.

[134] Action required in Canadacontinue work on possible implementation of 682
Convention; support the expert’'s participation hie upcoming meeting of the Experts’
Group on the international transfer of maintenanoels; contribute to the revision of the
draft Practical Guide on the cross-border recognition aewforcement of agreements
reached in the course of family matters involvihddren.

b. Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recognition, Enforcement and Co-
operation in respect of Parental Responsibility and Measures for the Protection of
Children (Hague Conference)

[135] The Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recdtigni, Enforcement and
Co-operation in respect of Parental Responsibifityd Measures for the Protection of
Childrenwas adopted in 1996. It establishes private iat&wnal law rules that apply to a
variety of cross-border matters involving the petittn of children including: parental
responsibility, as well as its delegation; rightls coistody and access; guardianship,
curatorship and analogous institutions; the designand functions of any person or body
having charge of the child's person or propertygpresenting or assisting the child; child
welfare issues including the placement of the dhila foster family or in institutional care,
or the provision of care by kafala or an analogosstution; the supervision by a public
authority of the care of a child by any person hgvcharge of the child; and the
administration, conservation or disposal of thédhproperty. The Convention came into
force internationally in January 2002 and it cutiehas 52 Contracting States, including
all 28 States of the European Union, Australia Snitzerland.
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[136] In 2001, the ULCC adopted a uniform act for the lenpentation of the
Convention. Over the last year, this uniform act been reviewed by the ULCC Working
Group on the Review of Uniform Acts Implementingeimational Conventions to ensure
its consistency with the ULCerinciples for Drafting Uniform Legislation Givingorce

of Law to an International ConventioA new version will be presented for adoption by
the ULCC at its August 2019 annual meeting.

[137] The Working Group on the 1996 Convention of the idomting Committee of
Senior Officials - Family Justice (CCSO-FJ), inlabbration with the Department of
Justice (CAILS), is continuing to analyse the irogtions of implementing the Convention
in Canada. Over the last year, this work has pssg@ very well and the final report of the
Working Group was adopted by CCSO-FJ at its Mafitb2annual meeting. It is expected
that the Report will be presented to federal, pronl and territorial deputy ministers
responsible for Justice and Public Safety in 2020.

[138] On May 23, 2017, Canada signed the Convention. @n 22, 2018, Bill C-78 was
introduced in Parliament. The Bill implements then@€ention at the federal level as part
of a package of amendments to Digorce Act The amending legislation (S.C. 2019, c.
16) received royal assent on Juné&,2019.

[139] Work leading to Canada’s ratification of the Convem will take some time.
Ratification will only be possible once the follawg conditions are met: the amendments
to theDivorce Actimplementing the Convention are brought into dffacnendments to
the laws of at least one province or territory amade to ensure consistency with
Convention rules; and at least one province oitbeyrthat has amended its laws asks the
federal government to have the Convention applitsrjurisdiction. Upon ratification,
Canada will declare that the application of the ¥&mion extends only to such province(s)
or territory(ies). New declarations will be madecerother provinces and territories have
amended their laws and requested that the Conwveatiply to their jurisdiction.

[140] Regarding the draftPractical Guide on the cross-border recognition and
enforcement of agreements reached in the courdanafy matters involving children,
please refer to paragraph 133 of this report

[141] Action required in Canadacontinue working with federal-provincial-territar
partners on the analysis and implementation of @wvention; actively promote
implementation of the Convention in Canada; contgbto the revision of the draft
Practical Guide on the cross-border recognition amorcement of agreements reached
in the course of family matters involving children.
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c. Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction (Hague
Conference)

[142] TheConvention on the Civil Aspects of Internationall€Abductionwas the first
Hague Convention to be ratified by Canada and brbugfo force in all Canadian
jurisdictions. The Convention provides for an expeds remedy in order to obtain the
return to the State of habitual residence of adoktho has been wrongfully removed to, or
who is wrongfully retained in, another ContractBigite in breach of custody rights. Each
State party is required to establish a Central duityto deal with requests for the return
of abducted children or for assistance in the egeraf access rights. There are currently
101 Contracting States to the Convention.

[143] In Canada, there is a Central Authority in evergvpice and territory within the

Ministry of the Attorney General or the Departmanit Justice. The federal Central
Authority is located in the Department of Justicegal Services Unit at Global Affairs
Canada. Canadian Central Authorities work regulaiiyh external agencies in order to
locate children, including police, the Royal CaradMounted Police (RCMP) through its
National Centre for Missing Persons and Uniderdifikemains, the Canada Border
Services Agency, education and child protectionnegs and non-governmental
organizations.

[144] Pursuant to Article 38 of the Convention, any Statg was not a member of the
Conference when the Convention was concluded i® 1898y accede to it. However, in
order for such accession to have effect betweeadbeding State and another State party
to the Convention, it is necessary for the latbedeclare its acceptance of the accession.

[145] Canada has yet to make decisions on the acceptdnttee accessions to the
Convention by the following 21 States: Armenia, lBatos, Bolivia, Cuba, Gabon,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Iraq, Jamaica, KazakHstaotho, Nicaragua, Pakistan, the
Philippines, the Republic of Korea, the Russiandration, Seychelles, Thailand, Tunisia
and Zambia. The gathering of information regardhmgse States continues in cooperation
with the Federal Central Authority. Communicatioithathe provinces and territories on
the possible acceptance of these accessions WaWwo

[146] Since June 2013, CAILS has been participating envitorking Group developing
a draft guide to good practice on the interpretatamd application of the grave risk
exception set out in Article 13(1) (b) of the Contren. The last meeting of the Working
Group was held in September 2018. The Draft Guide presented for approval to the
Council on General Affairs and Policy in March 20T®ven concerns expressed by a
number of delegations, the Council decided to postpapproval of the Draft Guide to

allow for further comments and revisions to the.té&ke Draft Guide was recirculated to
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Members on March 15, 2019, and Canada providediaddi comments by the May 15,
2019 deadline. It is expected that a revised versidhe Draft Guide will be recirculated
to Members for approval during the fall of 2019.the absence of any objection to the
revised text within one month, the Draft Guide viid taken to be approved. Should one
or more objections be raised, the Draft Guide balput on the agenda of the Council’s
next meeting in March 2020, with no further worknigeundertaken in the interval.

[147] The Working Party on Mediation of the Malta Process-chaired by Canada
(Global Affairs Canada) and Jordan, held itsiB-person meeting on March"420109.
Representatives of Australia, Canada, France, Gernlapan, Jordan, Morocco, South
Africa and the United States, as well as the Sagrégeneral of the Hague Conference,
participated in the meeting. This year's meetingk®d ten years since the establishment
of the Working Party by the Hague Conference. Tlagnmobjective of the Malta Process
is to foster dialogue between States party to thgud children’s Conventions and non-
party States of Islamic legal tradition. The Depaamt of Justice (CAILS) supports this
initiative as part of its responsibilities for Calaés participation in the work of the Hague
Conference.

[148] In 2011, the Hague Conference adopted the Prirife the Establishment of
Mediation Structures in the Context of the Malta odess
(https://assets.hcch.net/docs/c96cle3d-5335-4133-6i21917326d.pdf which call on
States to designate Central Contact Points to geogeneral information and assistance to
access mediation services. Canada has designateditiof Justice Canada acting as the
Federal Central Authority for the 1980 Conventian its Central Contact Point for
incoming cases and Global Affairs Canada (Constgavices), as its Central Contact Point
for outgoing cases. For incoming cases, the Ceftoatact Point will essentially direct
applicants to information available via the Invagtof Government-Based Family Justice
Services of Justice Canada. For outgoing casesewbquested, Global Affairs Canada
will direct consular clients to available inform@atiand mediation resources abroad. So far,
10 States have designated a Central Contact Ruatps{//www.hcch.net/en/publications-
and-studies/details4/?pid=5360

[149] Action required in Canadacontinue participation in the work of the Hague
Conference on the drafsuide to Good Practice on Article 13(1)(bgontinue the
acceptance of accessions process; continue to guppdNorking Party on Mediation of
the Malta Process.
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d. Convention on Protection of Children and Co-operation in Respect of Intercountry
Adoption (Hague Conference)

[150] The Convention on Protection of Children and Co-operatiin Respect of
Intercountry Adoptionestablishes procedural safeguards to ensure thetnational
adoption takes place in the best interests of thikel @and with respect for his or her
fundamental rights. It also establishes a systeoooperation between countries of origin
and receiving countries to ensure the respectasettsafeguards, and thereby to prevent
the abduction, the sale of, or the traffic in cheldl Finally, it secures the recognition in
States party of adoptions made in accordance WilConvention.

[151] There are currently 101 States party to the Comnwmentt entered into force in
Canada on April 1, 1997 and its application hambedended to all the provinces and
territories.

[152] In October 2016, the Working Group on Preventing Addressing lllicit Practices
in Intercountry Adoption resumed its activities.eTWorking Group was set up after the
June 2010 Special Commission to review the operatiothe Intercountry Adoption
Convention In October 2012, it produced a discussion papeitled “Co-operation
between Central Authorities to develop a commonagh to preventing and addressing
illicit practices in intercountry adoption cases’which can be found at:
https://assets.hcch.net/upload/2012discpaper33engydce resuming its activities, the
Working Group has been developing a toolkit to tdgrand address illicit practices,
policies or lack thereof that create an environnentllicit practices, and activities that,
while not in themselves necessarily illicit, magifaate or promote illicit practices. The
Working Group is to coordinate its activities witie work of the Experts’ Group on the
Financial Aspects of Intercountry Adoption. Canlda been participating in the activities
of the Working Group since 2011 and in those offRperts’ Group since 2012.

[153] The Working Group met in person May 21-23, 2019eise the draft Toolkit.
Two experts participated in this meeting from Capadarie Riendeau, counsel at Justice
Canada (CAILS) and Erin O’'Donoughue-Given, from Hexleral Central Authority for
the 1993 Adoption Convention. It is expected thagased version of the draft Toolkit
will be presented for discussion at the next megetihthe Special Commission on the
practical operation of the 1993 Intercountry AdoptiConvention, which is tentatively
scheduled for 2021.

[154] Action required in CanadaContinue to participate in the activities of ¥v@rking
Group on Preventing and Addressing lllicit Practi@nd the Experts’ Group on the
Financial Aspects of Intercountry Adoption.
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e. Status of Children Project (Hague Conference)

[155] In 2015, the Council on General Affairs and Polagreed to set up an Experts’
Group to explore the feasibility of advancing wank the private international law rules
regarding the legal status of children in crossdborsituations, including those born of
international surrogacy arrangements. The Exp&teup has met five times so far: in
February 2016, January/February 2017, February,Zd@ember 2018 and January 2019.
Its 6" meeting is scheduled to take place in October 2GHdada is represented on the
Experts’ Group by the Department of Justice (CAlL&jormation on the work done by
the Hague Conference on the private internati@vali$sues related to legal parentage and
surrogacy since 2010, including the reports of ieetings of the Experts’ Group, is
available on its website  at: https://www.hcch.net/en/projects/leqgislative-
projects/parentage-surrogacy

[156] The Experts’ Group has agreed, in principle, on féesibility of developing a
binding multilateral instrument dealing with thecognition of foreign judicial decisions
on legal parentage. It is continuing its work oa piossible operation of such an instrument,
as well as on the feasibility of developing a saf@protocol on the recognition of foreign
judicial decisions on legal parentage arising frioternational surrogacy arrangements.
The initial task of the Experts’ Group for its dixtneeting will be to propose provisions
for inclusion in possible future instruments reigtio the recognition of judicial decisions
on legal parentage. The Experts’ Group will reporthe Council on General Affairs and
Policy at its 2020 Meeting.

[157] Action required in CanadaPrepare and consult, as necessary, in preparfation
the sixth meetings of the Experts’ Group.

f. Convention on the I nternational Protection of Adults (Hague Conference)

[158] The Convention on the International Protection of Aduttame into force
internationally in 2009 and has 12 Contracting &tafustria, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Latvia, Mon&uotugal, Switzerland, and the United
Kingdom (Scotland). Its purpose is to solve conflaf laws issues relating to the
international protection of incapacitated adultsldes so by harmonizing conflict of laws
rules applicable to the protection of the persotherproperty of incapacitated adults and
by establishing structure for effective co-operation on such sdssween Contracting
States.

[159] The Hague Conference and the European Commissldraheint Conference on
the Cross-border Protection of Vulnerable Adult8missels on December 5 to 7, 2018.
The purpose of the conference was to gather gowarhofficials, judges, notaries and
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other legal practitioners, academics, health anfaveeexperts who work in the field of
the protection of vulnerable adults, to allow forexchange of ideas and information on
theHague Convention of 13 January 2000 on the Inteonal Protection of Adults.

[160] In March 2019, the Council on General Affairs amdidy mandated the Permanent
Bureau to prepare for a first meeting of the SpeC@mmmission to review the practical
operation of this Convention, tentatively scheduledthe first half of 2022. A short
questionnaire to help identify the topics to bedssed at the meeting has been circulated
in July 2019.

[161] The ULCC prepared a uniform implementing act fog thonvention, which it
adopted in 2001. Over the last year, this unifootrweas reviewed by the ULCC Working
Group on the Review of Uniform Acts Implementingeimational Conventions to ensure
its consistency with the ULCerinciples for Drafting Uniform Legislation Givingorce

of Law to an International ConventioA revised version will be presented for adoptign
the ULCC at its August 2019 annual meetiSgskatchewan adopted legislation based on
the ULCC Uniform Act in 2005.

[162] In 2016, the ULCC adopted the Uniform Interjurigcinal Recognition of
Substitute Decision-Making Documents Act which atkals with the recognition of
documents granting powers of representation - aemabvered by the Convention. This
uniform act provides two options to deal with thesgtion of applicable law, one of which
is consistent with the Convention.

[163] Action required in Canadacoordinate with GAC on consular implications and
promote implementation in the provinces and teng®) consult as necessary and respond
to the Hague Conference questionnaire.

D. PROTECTION OF PROPERTY

1. MEDIUM PRIORITIES

a. Convention Providing a Uniform Law on the Form of an International Will
(UNIDROIT)

[164] The Convention Providing a Uniform Law on the Form of laternational Will
establishes an international form of will whichrexognized as valid in all Contracting
States without reference to the conflict of lawesutoncerning the validity of wills.
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[165] The Convention currently applies to 13 Statesuiticlg Canada, where it has been
extended to nine provinces (Alberta, British ColusmmbManitoba, New Brunswick,
Newfoundland and Labrador, Nova Scotia, Ontariojnd®& Edward Island and
Saskatchewan). The Uniform Wills Act (2014) as adsehby the ULCC in 2016 contains
provisions implementing the Convention. The adaptixd implementing legislation by
Canadian jurisdictions that have not yet done sib thie subsequent extension of the
application of the Convention to those jurisdiciowould allow a greater number of
Canadians to benefit from the Convention.

[166] Action required in CanadaConsult with those jurisdictions that have not ye
implemented the Convention.

b. Convention on the Law Applicable to Trusts and on their Recognition (Hague
Conference)

[167] TheConvention on the Law Applicable to Trusts andh@irtRecognitiorprovides
rules to determine the law applicable to foreigrsts. It also requires the recognition of
these trusts by Contracting States, including by E@w countries which do not provide
for trusts in their law.

[168] The Convention is currently in force in 14 Statd® majority of which are civil
law jurisdictions. It entered into force for CanamlaJanuary 1, 1993 and applies to nine
jurisdictions (Alberta, British Columbia, ManitobAlew Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
Newfoundland and Labrador, Ontario, Prince Edwaldnd and Saskatchewan). The
adoption of implementing legislation by Canadiansgictions that have not yet done so
and the subsequent extension of the applicatidhefConvention to those jurisdictions
would allow a greater number of Canadians to befrein the Convention.

[169] Action required in Canadaconsult with those jurisdictions that have not ye
implemented the Convention.

2. LOW PRIORITIES

a. Convention on the Return of Stolen or Illegally Exported Cultural Objects
(UNIDROIT)

[170] TheConvention on the Return of Stolen or lllegally &xed Cultural Objectsvas
finalized in 1995. It sets out rules for the region or return of stolen or illegally exported
cultural objects, subject to certain limitation ipes. The Convention also provides for
compensation of bona fide purchasers and addrdsseéssue of the proper jurisdiction in
which to bring a claim. There are currently 47 &atarty to the Convention.
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[171] Model Provisions on State Ownership of Undiscové&attural Objects have been
developed by a Group of Experts convened by the &BIE and UNIDROIT Secretariats.
They are intended to be used in drafting new prorgor in adapting existing provisions
governing State ownership of such property. Furioge, the Model Provisions seek to
facilitate the restitution of cultural property icase of unlawful removal and the
implementation of the Convention. They are avadaim the website of UNIDROIT at:

http://www.unidroit.org/instruments/cultural-propgmodel-provisions

[172] The UNIDROIT Secretariat continues its efforts tormote the Convention and the
Model Legislative Provisions in partnership withhet intergovernmental organizations
such as UNESCO with a view to protecting culturalgerty and combating terrorism and
transnational organized crime. Successful initegiinclude the establishment in 2017 of
an informal Ratification Task Force, which is exjgecto meet yearly, and of tH®95
UNIDROIT Convention Academic Proje€tUCAP”), an online platform for the sharing
of information on UNIDROIT instruments protectirgetart market and cultural heritage
from illicit conduct. The UCAP addresses institatd and individual partners (mostly
professors in the area of cultural heritage lawgl @3 sponsors include UNESCO,
INTERPOL and UNODC.

[173] Action required in Canadawhen requested, assist the Department of Canadian
Heritage in consultations.

CONCLUSION

[174] The purpose of this report is to present to the OL&h overview of current
priorities and activities of the Department of Juestn international private law. While this
is the focus of the report, an overview of theusatf implementation of instruments in
Canada as well as the benefits of adopting thdsengtional private law instruments are
also presented. As such, we hope this report wiluseful for provincial and territorial
government officials.

[175] Given the priorities laid out in this report, weggest that provinces and territories
give particular attention to the implementatiortted following conventions:
*  Convention on Service Abroad of Judicial and Exigagial Documents in Civil
and Commercial MatterdHague Conference)
*  Convention Abolishing the Requirement of Legabsatior Foreign Public
DocumentgHague Conference)
e Convention on Choice of Court Agreemdhtague Conference)
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*  Convention on the International Recovery of Chugi®rt and Other Forms of
Family MaintenancéHague Conference)

e Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recdgni, Enforcement and
Co-operation in Respect of Parental Responsibdityd Measures for the
Protection of Childrer{Hague Conference)

e Convention on the International Protection of AdHague Conference)

*  Convention on the Use of Electronic Communicatiohsternational Contracts
(UNCITRAL)

*  Conventions on the Limitation Period in the Intdromal Sale of Goods and
Protocol (UNCITRAL)

. Convention Providing a Uniform Law on the Form of laternational Will
(UNIDROIT)

(Conventions are not listed in any order of prigrit

[176] Given the number of active projects, the Departm@ntlustice will need to
prioritize its activities over the coming year aadjust to resource allocation constraints.
Many of these projects will require input from exgein specific areas of the law.
Practitioners, government experts, and stakeholders generally are invited to provide
comments or analyses on any of the current workiioesd in this report and in particular
on the following:

. Draft MAC Protocol to the Convention on Internatbrnterests in Mobile

Equipment (UNIDROIT)

*  Cross-border Recognition of Digital Identity (UNGRAL)

e Judgments Project — further work on jurisdictiora@ide Conference)

«  Status of Children Project (Hague Conference)

[177] For the Department of Justice Canada, the ULCGeaskey forum for facilitating
the implementation of international private law eentions and model laws developed by
the various international private law organizatiohisere are more than 20 Uniform Acts
implementing such conventions and other internatiorstruments that require provincial
and territorial enactment in order for Canadianbdnefit from them. The Department of
Justice highly values the ULCC’'s constructive dodleation and support for the
Department’s work in international private law. JHollaboration has been particularly
fruitful in assisting with the uniform and effeativimplementation of international
instruments. It greatly simplifies the implementatiprocess and ensures that Canada’s
international obligations are met. We look forw&ctontinuing our international private
law work with the Conference.
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Annex A

List of principal international private law conventions, protocols and
model laws adopted by the Hague Conference on Pritalnternational
Law, UNCITRAL, UNIDROIT and the OAS

Hague Conference on Private International Law (sine 1954)

Conventions, Protocols and other Instruments

1954 - Convention of 1 March 1954 on civil procexlur

1955 - Convention of 15 June 1955 on the law appleto international sales of goods

1955 - Convention of 15 June 1955 relating to #tdesment of the conflicts between the
law of nationality and the law of domicile

1956 - Convention of 1 June 1956 concerning thegeition of the legal personality of
foreign companies, associations and institutions

1959 - Convention of 24 October 1956 on the lawliegple to maintenance obligations
towards children

1958 - Convention of 15 April 1958 on the law gaveg transfer of title in international
sales of goods

1958 - Convention of 15 April 1958 on the jurisdbet of the selected forum in the case of
international sales of goods

1959 - Convention of 15 April 1958 concerning teeagnition and enforcement of
decisions relating to maintenance obligations towahildren

1961 - Convention of 5 October 1961 concerningpihwers of authorities and the law
applicable in respect of the protection of infants

1961 - Convention of 5 October 1961 on the CordflaftLaws Relating to the Form of
Testamentary Dispositions

1961 - Convention of 5 October 1961 Abolishing Rexjuirement of Legalisation for
Foreign Public Documents

1965 - Convention of 15 November 1965 on JurisdiictApplicable Law and Recognition
of Decrees Relating to Adoptions

1965 - Convention of 15 November 1965 on the Serdioroad of Judicial and
Extrajudicial Documents in Civil or Commercial Mexts

1965 - Convention of 25 November 1965 on the Chofdgourt

1971 - Convention of 1 February 1971 on the Red¢mynand Enforcement of Foreign
Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters

1971 - Supplementary Protocol of 1 February 197héaHague Convention on the
Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgmen@iwil and Commercial
Matters

1970 - Convention of 18 March 1970 on the Takingwidence Abroad in Civil or
Commercial Matters

1970 - Convention of 1 June 1970 on the Recogndfddivorces and Legal Separations

1971 - Convention of 4 May 1971 on the Law Applieaio Traffic Accidents

1973 - Convention of 2 October 1973 Concerningiternational Administration of the
Estates of Deceased Persons



1973 - Convention of 2 October 1973 on the Law Agatile to Products Liability

1973 - Convention of 2 October 1973 on the Recagnand Enforcement of Decisions
Relating to Maintenance Obligations

1973 - Convention of 2 October 1973 on the Law Agatile to Maintenance Obligations

1978 - Convention of 14 March 1978 on the Law Apgtile to Matrimonial Property
Regimes

1978 - Convention of 14 March 1978 on Celebratiott Recognition of the Validity of
Marriages

1978 - Convention of 14 March 1978 on the Law Apgdtile to Agency

1980 - Convention of 25 October 1980 on the CixgpActs of International Child
Abduction

1980 - Convention of 25 October 1980 on Internatidkccess to Justice

1985 - Convention of 1 July 1985 on the Law Appdieato Trusts and on their
Recognition

1986 - Convention of 22 December 1986 on the Lapwlidpble to Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods

1989 - Convention of 1 August 1989 on the Law Apgtiile to Succession to the Estates of
Deceased Persons

1993 - Convention of 29 May 1993 on Protection bil@@en and Co-operation in Respect
of Intercountry Adoption

1996 - Convention of 19 October 1996 on Jurisdictépplicable Law, Recognition,
Enforcement and Co-operation in Respect of Par&eaponsibility and Measures
for the Protection of Children

2000 - Convention of 13 January 2000 on the Intenal Protection of Adults

2005 - Convention of 30 June 2005 on Choice of CAgreements

2006 - Convention of 5 July 2006 on the Law Apgieato Certain Rights in Respect of
Securities held with an Intermediary

2007 - Convention of 23 November 2007 on the Irgtg@omal Recovery of Child Support
and Other Forms of Family Maintenance

2007 - Protocol of 23 November 2007 on the Law Agatile to Maintenance Obligations

2015 - Principles on Choice of Law in Internatio@almmercial Contracts

2019 - Convention of 2 July 2019 on the Recognidod Enforcement of Foreign
Judgments in Civil or Commercial Matters

UNCITRAL

Conventions

1958 - Convention on the Recognition and Enforcdro&Roreign Arbitral Awards - the
"New York" Convention

1974 - Convention on the Limitation Period in théernational Sale of Goods

1978 - United Nations Convention on the Carriag&obds by Sea - the "Hamburg Rules"

1980 - United Nations Convention on Contracts ffier international Sale of Goods (CISG)

1988 - United Nations Convention on InternationdlsB>f Exchange and International
Promissory Notes

1991 - United Nations Convention on the Liabilify@perators of Transport Terminals in
International Trade



1995 - United Nations Convention on Independentréntaes and Stand-by Letters of
Credit

2001 - United Nations Convention on the AssignnaériReceivables in International
Trade

2005 - United Nations Convention on the Use of teggc Communications in
International Contracts

2008 - United Nations Convention on Contracts lier international Carriage of Goods
Wholly or Partly by Sea - the "Rotterdam Rules"

2014 - United Nations Convention on Transparencireaty-based Investor-State
Arbitration

2018 - Convention on International Settlement Agreets Resulting from Mediation

Model Laws

1985 - UNCITRAL Model Law on International CommaeaicArbitration (amended in
2006)

1992 - UNCITRAL Model Law on International Creditansfers

1993 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Procurement of Gooasl &Construction

1994 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Procurement of Goo@enstruction and Services

1996 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Electronic CommercehviGuide to Enactment, with
additional article 5 bis as adopted in 1998

1997 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Cross-Border Insolvgnc

2001 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Electronic Signatunegh Guide to Enactment

2002 - UNCITRAL Model Law on International CommexicConciliation

2011 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Public Procurement

2016 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Secured Transactions

2017 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Electronic TransferaliRecords

2018 - UNCITRAL Model Law on International CommezicMediation and International
Settlement Agreements Resulting from Mediation

2018 - UNCITRAL Model Law on the Cross-border Reaitign and Enforcement of
Insolvency-related Judgments

2019 - UNCITRAL Model Law on Enterprise Group Ingahcy

UNIDROIT

Conventions and Protocols

1964 - Convention relating to a Uniform Law on theernational Sale of Goods (The
Hague)

1964 - Convention relating to a Uniform Law on #amation of Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods (The Hague)

1970 - International Convention on Travel ContrgBisissels)

1973 - Convention Providing a Uniform Law on themmf an International Will
(Washington, D.C.)

1983 - Convention on Agency in the InternationdeSd Goods (Geneva)

1988 - UNIDROIT Convention on International Finaaldieasing (Ottawa)

1988 - UNIDROIT Convention on International Fachgri(Ottawa)

1995 - UNIDROIT Convention on Stolen or lllegallx@orted Cultural Objects (Rome)



2001 - Convention on International Interests in MoEquipment (Cape Town)

2001 - Protocol to the Convention on Internatidnggrests in Mobile Equipment on
Matters Specific to Aircraft Equipment (Cape Town)

2007 - Luxembourg Protocol to the Convention oerdmational Interests in Mobile
Equipment on Matters specific to Railway Rolling&t (Luxembourg)

2009 - Convention on Substantive Rules for Interiated Securities (Geneva)

2012 - Protocol to the Convention on Internatidnggrests in Mobile Equipment on
Matters Specific to Space Assets (Berlin)

Model Laws and other Instruments

2002 - Model Franchise Disclosure Law

2008 - UNIDROIT Model Law on Leasing

2010 - UNIDROIT Principles of International CommiatcContracts with 2015
amendments on Long-Term Contracts

2011 - UNESCO - UNIDROIT Model Legislative Provis®on State Ownership of
Undiscovered Cultural Objects

OAS

Conventions and Protocols

1975 - Inter-American Convention on Conflict of Leaaoncerning Bills of Exchange,
Promissory Notes and Invoices

1975 — Inter-American Convention on Internationah@nercial Arbitration

1975 - Inter-American Convention on Letters Rogator

1975 - Inter-American Convention on the takingwaftlence abroad

1975 - Inter-American Convention on the Legal RegwhPowers of Attorney to be used
abroad

1979 - Inter-American Convention on Conflicts ofAlsaconcerning Checks

1979 - Inter-American Convention on Conflicts ofAsaconcerning Commercial
Companies

1979 - Inter-American Convention on Domicile of Natl Persons in Private International
Law

1979 - Inter-American Convention on Execution af\Rmtive Measures

1979 - Inter-American Convention on General RuleBrovate International Law

1979 - Inter-American Convention on ExtraterritbNalidity of Foreign Judgments and
Arbitral Awards

1979 - Inter-American Convention on Proof of anfibtmation on Foreign Law

1979 - Additional Protocol to the Inter-Americanr@ention on Letters Rogatory

1984 - Inter-American Convention on Conflict of Lesaoncerning the Adoption of Minors

1984 - Inter-American Convention on Jurisdictiorthe International Sphere for the
Extraterritorial Validity of Foreign Judgments

1984 - Inter-American Convention on Personality @agbacity of Juridical Persons in
Private International Law

1984 - Additional Protocol to the Inter-Americanr@ention on the Taking of Evidence
Abroad



1989 - Inter-American Convention on Contracts f@ International Carriage of Goods by
Road

1989 - Inter-American Convention on the InternagiodReturn of Children

1989 - Inter-American Convention on Support Obligyas

1994 - Inter-American Convention on Internationgedffic in Minors

1994 - Inter-American Convention on the Law apgileao International Contracts

Model Laws

2002 - Model Inter-American Specialized Uniform dtaigh Bill of Lading for the
International Carriage of Goods by Road

2006 - Model Inter-American Law on Secured Trareast

2009 - Model Registry Regulations (for Secured $eations)






ORGANIZATIONS:

OVERVIEW CHART OF INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW PRIORITIES

Hague: Hague Conference on Private International Law

OAS: Organization of American States

UNCITRAL: United Nations Commission on Infernational Trade Law
UNIDROIT: International Institute for the Unification of Private Law

World Bank
June 52019
Priority Level International Commercial Law Judicia | Co-operation and Family Law Protection of
Enforcement of Judgments Property
- Project on Contractual Aspects of Cloud - Judgments Project (Hague) | - Status of Children Project (Hague)
Computing Services (UNCITRAL)
- Expedited Arbitration
- Preliminary Draft Protocol to the Cape Town
Convention on Matters Specific to Agricultural
Negotiation Mining and Construction Equipment
(UNIDROIT)
- ldentity Management and Trust Services
(UNCITRAL)
- Legislative Guide on an UNCITRAL Limited
1 Liability Organization
- Model Law on International Commercial - Convention Abolishing the - Convention on the International - Convention
Arbitration (1985, amended in 2006) Requirement of Legalisation Recovery of Child Support and Other|[ providing an
(UNCITRAL) - Uniform International for Foreign Public Documents| Forms of Family Maintenance (Hague) Uniform Law on the
Commercial Arbitration Act (ULCC) (Hague) - Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable Form of an
Implementation . Convention on the Use of Electronic - Convention on Choice of Couft Law, Recognition, Enforcement and International Will
Communications in International Contracts Agreements (Hague) Co-operation in respect of Parental (UNIDROQIT)

(UNCITRAL)

- Conventions on the Limitation Period in the

International Sale of Goods and Protocol
(UNCITRAL)

- Convention on Service Abroad

of Judicial and Extrajudicial
Documents in Civil and
Commercial Matters (Hague)

Responsibility and Measures for the
Protection of Children (Hague)

- Convention on the International
Protection of Adults (Hague)

- Convention on the
Law Applicable to
Trusts - (Hague)

Annex B



Priority Level

International Commercial Law

Judicia | Co-operation and
Enforcement of Judgments

Family Law

Protection of
Property

- Convention on Securities Held by Intermediar
(Hague) - ULCC Uniform Act

- Convention on the International Settlement
Agreements Resulting from Mediation
(UNCITRAL)

es

Monitoring

- Model law on cross-border
recognition and enforcement of
insolvency-related judgments
(UNCITRAL)

- Convention on Protection of Children
and Cooperation in respect of
Intercountry Adoption (Hague)

- Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction (Hague)

Negotiation

- Practice Guide to the Model Law on Secured
Transactions (UNCITRAL)

Implementation

- Model Law on International Commercial
Conciliation (UNCITRAL) - ULCC Uniform
Act on International Commercial Mediation

- Convention on Independent Guarantees and
Stand-by Letters of Credit (UNCITRAL)

Monitoring

- Convention Between Canada
and the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern
Ireland Providing for the
Reciprocal Recognition and
Enforcement of Judgments in
Civil and Commercial Matters

Implementation

- Convention on the Settlement of Investment
Disputes (ICSID) - (World Bank)

Monitoring

- Convention on the Assignment of Receivables
(UNCITRAL)

- Convention on International Interests in Mobil
Equipment and Aircraft Protocol (UNIDROIT)

- Convention on

Stolen or lllegally
Exported Cultural
Objects
(UNIDROIT)




Annex C

CANADIAN STATUS CHART OF INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW INSTRUMENTS*

International Commercial Law

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Model Law on International
Commercial Arbitration (1985,
amended in 2006) (UNCITRAL) -
Uniform International Commercial
Arbitration Act (ULCC)

- ULCC Uniform Act (1987)

- 1987 Uniform Act Enacted by all Canadian
jurisdictions

- 2013 revised Uniform Act is adopted by
ULCC (form of arbitration agreements and
interim measures)

- Implementing legislation adopted in Ontario
(2017) British Columbia (2018)

- Model Law adopted in 1985

- Revisions to Model Law adopted in
2006 (form of arbitration agreements and
interim measures)

- Some 80 States have implemented the
1985 or the 2006 versions of the Model
Law or legislation inspired from these

texts

- Adoption of revised uniform act by interested

jurisdictions

Convention on the Use of Electronic
Communications in International
Contracts (UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act (201 1)
- Implementing legislation adopted in Ontario
(2017) Saskatchewan (2018)

- Entered into force on March I, 2013
- | States party

- Adoption of the uniform act by interested

jurisdictions

Conventions on the Limitation Period
in the International Sale of Goods and
Protocol (UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act (1998)
- Implementing legislation adopted in in
Nunavut (2003) Ontario (2017)

- Entered into force on August |, 1988
- 30 States party (Convention);

- 23 States party (Convention as
amended by the Protocol)

- At the appropriate time, follow-up on
consultations with provinces and territories

- Consideration by the federal government of
adopting implementing legislation

- Adoption of the uniform act by interested

jurisdictions

Convention on Independent
Guarantees and Stand-by Letters of
Credit (UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act in preparation

- Entered into force on January |, 2000
- 8 States party

- Develop a uniform act and commentaries

*As of July 2019




International Commercial Law

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention on International
Commercial Settlement Agreements
Resulting from Mediation
(UNCITRAL)

- Adopted December 2018
- Not in force

- 46 signatory states

- Consult stakeholders on Canada’s interest in
becoming party to the Convention and adopting

revisions to the Model Law.

Convention on the Law Applicable to
Certain Rights in Respect of Securities
held with an Intermediary (Hague)

- ULCC uniform act/provisions under
consideration

- Entered into force on April 1, 2017
- 3 States party

- Development of uniform act/provisions and
commentaries

Model Law on International
Commercial Conciliation
(UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act (2005)
- Implementing legislation adopted in Nova
Scotia (2005) and Ontario (2010)

- Model Law adopted in 2002
- Model Law enacted in 33 States

- Adoption of uniform act by interested

jurisdictions

Convention on the Settlement of
Investment Disputes Between States
and Nationals of Other States (ICSID)
(World Bank)

- ULCC uniform act (1998)

- Enacted by Canada (2008), Ontario (1999),
British Columbia, Newfoundland and Labrador,
Nunavut, Saskatchewan (2006), Northwest
Territories (2009) and Alberta (2013)

- Applicable in Canada since December |,
2013

- Entered into force on October 14,
1966

- 154 States party

- Ratified by Canada on November I,
2013

- Continue provinces and territories

implementation




International Commercial Law

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention on Independent
Guarantees and Stand-by Letters of
Credit (UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act in preparation

- Entered into force on January |, 2000
- 8 States party

- Develop a uniform act and commentaries

Monitoring

Convention on International Interests
in Mobile Equipment and Aircraft
Protocol (UNIDROIT)

- ULCC uniform act (2002)

- Entered into force in Canada on April |,
2013 and application extended to all Canadian
jurisdictions

- Entered into force March 1, 2006
- 76 States party (Convention and
Protocol)

- Monitor the application of the Convention and
Protocol in Canada and take appropriate action as
necessary

Convention on the Assignment of
Receivables in International Trade
(UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act (2007)

- Adopted in 2001
- Not in force

- 5 ratifications — accessions required to

enter into force

- | accession

- Monitor ratification developments

Convention on Substantive Rules for
Intermediated Securities (UNIDROIT)

- Adopted in 2009
- Not in force

- None at this time

Convention on International Bills of
Exchange and International Promissory
Notes (UNCITRAL)

- Adopted in 1988

- Not in force

- 10 ratifications — accessions required
to enter into force

- 5accessions

- Signed by Canada on December 7,
1989

- None at this time

Convention on International Financial
Leasing (UNIDROIT)

Convention on International Factoring
(UNIDROIT)

- ULCC uniform act (1995)

- Entered into force on May |, 1995
- 9 States party (Convention on
International Factoring)

- 10 States party (Convention on

International Financial Leasing)

- Consult with governments and industry on
interest

Convention on the Recognition and
Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral
Awards (UN)

- Entered into force in Canada on August 10,
1986
- In force in all Canadian jurisdictions

- Entered into force on June 7, 1959
- 159 States party

- None at this time

Model Law on Electronic Commerce
(UNCITRAL)

- ULCC uniform act (1999)
- Enacted by all Canadian jurisdictions

- Adopted in 1996
- Model Law enacted in 72 States

- Provide information when requested




International Commercial Law

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods
(UNCITRAL)

- Entered into force in Canada on May |, 1992
- Application extended to all Canadian
jurisdictions

- Entered into force on January |, 1988
- 91 States party

- None at this time

Model Law on Cross-border
Insolvency (UNCITRAL)

- Provisions based on the Model Law in

federal insolvency laws

- Adopted in 1997
- Model Law enacted in 46 States

- Provide information when requested




Judicial Cooperation and Enforcement of Judgments

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention Abolishing the
Requirement of Legalisation for
Foreign Public Documents (Hague)

- Entered into force on January 24,
1965
- |17 States party

- Coordination of implementation with provinces
and territories

Convention on the Service Abroad of
Judicial and Extrajudicial Documents in

Civil or Commercial Matters (Hague)

- Entered into force in Canada on May |,
1989
- Application extended to all Canadian

jurisdictions

- Entered into force on February 10,
1969
- 75 States party

- Continue to provide information and respond to
requests regarding the application of the Convention
- Coordinate the exchange of information among
Canadian Central Authorities

Convention on Choice of Court

Agreements (Hague)

- ULCC uniform act adopted in 2010
- Implementing legislation adopted in Ontario
(2017) and Saskatchewan (2018)

- Entered into force on November 10,
2015
- 32 Contracting parties

- Coordinate federal implementation analysis and

promote implementation in provinces and territories

Convention of 2 July 2019 on the
Recognition and Enforcement of
Foreign Judgments in Civil or

Commercial Matters

- Not in force
- | signatory State

- Collect and provide comments to the Hague
Conference on the draft Explanatory Report.
Request the ULCC to establish a Working Group to
prepare uniform implementing legislation for the
Convention. Monitor interest and developments in
other countries.

Monitoring

Convention between Canada and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland providing for the
Reciprocal Recognition and
Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and

Commercial Matters (Bilateral)

- Inforce in Canada and application extended
to all Canadian jurisdictions except Québec and

Nunavut

- Entered into force 1984

- Extend application when requested

- Consider post-Brexit implications for Lugano
Convention protections when the UK situation is
settled

Canada-France Convention on
Recognition and Enforcement of
Judgments in Civil and Commercial
Matters and on Mutual Legal

Assistance in Maintenance (Bilateral)

- ULCC uniform act (1997)

- Implementing legislation adopted in
Saskatchewan (1998), Ontario (1999) and
Manitoba (2000)

- Not in force

- Convention signed on June 10, 1996

- None at this time

Model law on cross-border
recognition and enforcement of
insolvency-related judgments
(UNCITRAL)

- Consult stakeholders to assess interest in the
adoption of the Model Law, given the existing
Canadian legislative framework.




Annex D

CANADIAN STATUS CHART OF INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW INSTRUMENTS

Family Law

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention on the International
Recovery of Child Support and Other
Forms of Family Maintenance (Hague)

- CCSO - Family Justice Working Group and
Sub-Working Group on implementation in
Canada

- Federal implementing legislation adopted

(provisions not yet in force) S.C. 2019 c. 16

- Entered into force on January I,
2013

- 41 Contracting Parties to the
Convention including the United States
of America and the European Union
whose approval of the Convention binds

its member States, except Denmark

- Continue work on implementation with FPT
partners

- Support expert’s participation in the Experts’
Group on international transfer of maintenance
funds

- Contribute to the revision of the draft Practical
Guide on the cross-border recognition and enforcement
of agreements reached in the course of family matters
involving children

Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable
Law, Recognition and Enforcement,
and Co-operation in matter of
Parental Responsibility and Measures
of Protection of Children (Hague)

- ULCC uniform act (2001)

- CCSO - Family Justice Working Group on
implementation

- Federal implementing legislation adopted
(provisions not yet in force) S.C. 2019 c. 16

- Entered into force on January |, 2002
- 52 States party

- Continue work on implementation with FPT
partners

- Contribute to the revision of the draft Practical
Guide on the cross-border recognition and enforcement
of agreements reached in the course of family matters
involving children

Convention on the International
Protection of Adults (Hague)

- ULCC uniform act (2001)
- Implementing legislation adopted in
Saskatchewan (2005)

- Entered into force on January I, 2009
- 12 States party

- Continue work on implementation with other
federal departments and FPT partners
- Consult as necessary and respond to the Hague

Conference questionnaire

Active Monitoring

Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction (Hague)

- Entered into force in Canada on December
1, 1983
- Application extended to all Canadian

jurisdictions

- Entered into force on December |,
1983
- 101 States party

- Continue the acceptance of accessions process
- Continue participation in the work of the Hague
Conference on the draft Guide to Good Practice
on Article 13(1)(b) of the Convention

- Continue to support Canada’s participation in
the Working Party on Mediation of the Malta
Process

Convention on Protection of Children
and Co-operation in Respect of
Intercountry Adoption (Hague)

- ULCC uniform act (1996)

- Entered into force in Canada on April
1,1997

- Application extended to all Canadian

jurisdictions

- Entered into force on May |, 1995
- 10l States party

- Participate in the activities of the Working
Group on Preventing and Addressing lllicit
Practices and the Experts’ Group on the Financial

Aspects of Intercountry Adoption

Vi




Protection of Property

Priority Level

Instrument

Implementation in Canada

International Status

Action

Convention Providing a Uniform Law on
the Form of an International Will
(UNIDROIT)

- Entered into force in Canada on
February 9, 1978

- Application extended to Canadian
jurisdictions: Alberta, Manitoba,
Newfoundland and Labrador, Ontario
(1978), Saskatchewan (1982), Prince
Edward Island (1995), New Brunswick
(1997), Nova Scotia (2001), British
Columbia (2014)

- Entered into force on February 9,
1978
- 21| States party

- Consult with jurisdictions that have not yet

implemented the Convention

Convention on the Law Applicable to
Trusts and on their Recognition (Hague)

- Entered into force in Canada on January
I, 1993

- Application extended to Canadian
jurisdictions: Alberta, British Columbia,
New Brunswick, Newfoundland and
Labrador, Prince Edward Island (1993),
Manitoba, Saskatchewan (1994), Nova
Scotia (2006), Ontario (2018)

- Entered into force on January |,
1992
- 14 States party

- Consult with the jurisdictions that have not yet

implemented the Convention

Monitoring

Convention on the Return of Stolen or
Illegally Exported Cultural Objects
(UNIDROIT)

2011 Model Legislative Provisions on
State Ownership of Undiscovered
Cultural Objects (UNIDROIT/UNESCO)

- Entered into force on July 1%,
1998
- 47 States party (Convention)

- When requested, assist the Department of Canadian
Heritage in consultations on the Convention

vii







August 2019 - July 2020

Annex D

PROVISIONAL SCHEDULE OF INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW MEETINGS

Meeting Dates Place

1 Hague Conference Experts’ Group on 3-6 September 2019 The Hague
proposed protection of tourists project
Hague Conference Experts’ Group on

2. international transfer of maintenance 16-18 September 2019 The Hague
funds

3 UNCITRAL Working Group IlI: Dispute 23-27 September 2019 Vienna
Resolution

4. | INCITRAL Working Group I: Micro, 7-11 October 2019 Vienna
Small and Medium-sized Enterprises

i . 14-18 October 2019

5 UNCITRAL Working Group lll: ISDS Vienna
Reform

6. Hague Conference eApp Forum 16-18 October 2019 Fortaleza

- Hague Conference — Experts’ Group on October 29 to November 1, | _ Hague
Parentage/ Surrogacy Project 2019 (TBC)

i i Pretoria, South

8. UNIDROIT MAC Protocol Diplomatic 11-22 November 2019 retona, sou
Conference Africa

9 UNCITRAIT Working Group VI — Judicial 18-22 November 2019 Vienna
Sale of Ships

10. UNCITR_AL Working Group IV — 25-29 November 2019 Vienna
Electronic Commerce

11. UNCITRAL Working Group V — 2-6 December 2019 Vienna
Insolvency Law




Meeting Dates Place

12, | UNCITRAL Working Group lll: ISDS January or February 2020 Vienna
Reform (TBC)

13, | Hague Conference Judgments Project | ey ary 2020 (TBC) The Hague
Experts’ Group Meeting on Jurisdiction

14. UNCITRAL Working Group IlI: Dispute 3-7 February 2020 New York
Resolution

15. Hag_ue Confergnce Council on General March 2020 (TBC) The Hague
Affairs and Policy

16. UNCITRAL Wo_rking .Group I: Miqro, 23-27 March 2020 New York
Small and Medium-sized Enterprises

17, UNCITRAL Working Group IlI: ISDS 30 March — 3 April 2020 New York
Reform

18. UNCITR_AL Working Group IV — 6-9 April 2020 New York
Electronic Commerce

19. UNCITRAIT Working Group VI — Judicial 20-24 April 2020 New York
Sale of Ships

20. UNCITRAL Working Group V — 11-15 May 2020 New York
Insolvency Law
Hague Conference Special Commission

21. | to review the practical operation of the June 2020 (TBC) The Hague
2007 Convention and 2007 Protocol

22. UNCITRAL 53d Commission Session 6-17 July 2020 New York
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