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JUDICIAL REFORM IN LATIN AMERICA:
Comparative approach based on World Bank Enforcing Contract Data
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Procedures & Time
Korea Mexico Peru Chile Venezuela | Argentina | Brazil Colombia
Procedures 33 38 41 36 30 36 45 34
Time 230 415 428 480 510 590 731 1346
filing and service
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procedures 5 8 11 9 9 12 12 7
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Trial and

Judgment
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Procedures 18 13 18 13 11 13 17 13

Enforcement  of
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procedures 10 17 13 14 9 12 16 14
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Comparison of cost to enforce contract
Korea Brazil Mexico | Argentina | Peru Chile |Colombia Venezuela
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(% of 103 16.5 32 16.5 35.7| 286 479 43.7
claim)
Attorney cost
(% of claim) 9 12.6 20 11 30 |15 232 215
Court cost
(% of claim) 0.6 2.8 5 4.5 4.7 5 126 7.2
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conrac) = & U TAIHCR AVBEAY. i 7= o] [AE vag
omM Foit ojugt FARHI Aolio]l AR HAEREE ST =99
A= AF AR A filing and serviceeW 7], trial and judgmentT 7], enforcement of
judgment@ Al S ZH7F vluE|Ra, 1 thg o R AFH[Ee) #IA H I HES
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1. Filing and Services &4

Filing and Servicesd x}oll 4 #|F7} ;& o] 7 Hojol 8 wdxtyl= 3=t 9o 2}
dol g 7tol A= Hepd ) Aot =t 20, 1Ela Aol Bepdoe] 7hzh
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of A=st=S Hol o] AFEEd olgwol B2 X stk FHFERE A
Ve medE Fest Aok dRel A% We JEe} kAol 544
ARFGe= 4 AL A7) el I dAEAE s o] Fuk
Filing and Service
Korea Mexico Peru Chile Venezuela | Argentina | Brazil Colombia
days 20 42 82 30 95 150 41 68
procedures 5 8 11 9 9 12 12 7
State with mandatory conciliation
Mz_:lr)degtory (pre-trial) closing off pre-trial framing
Conciliation or - . . . .
" mediation hearing |evidence period |conference of issues
mediation

Korea X 0 0 0 0

Brazil X o 0 0 0

Mexico X X X X X

Argentina 0 0 0 0 X

Peru 0 X 0 0 X

Colombia 0 X 0 0 X

\enezuela X X X X X

Chile X 0 0 X X
2. Trial and Judgment ©A|

Trial and Judgmentd x}efl QoA = #HF+= g”old g7l =7} FolA] dds] &
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Trial and Judgment

Korea Mexico Peru Chile Venezuela | Argentina Brazil Colombia
Days 90 190 171 270 320 320 365 913
procedures 18 13 18 13 11 13 17 13

AR, geotu g7l 7T A FEHOR YEhYe d42 d24 Fwo] A
H Eokago] FAHTE A o] th(suspensive effect of preliminary exemptions).

Age] AAlage] vk gelotwE b=t = A
Aol siddE w7iA] Ebie Tt FuE ] wio] avts ASAATHoR

AgE S otk B ALY WEFA A4 Al gue ¥ 4

=A== He 4 2l A % (concentrated trial system)©]th. $F=1-2 2002 A4 2l Al E
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Q37 939 Al

9o ol WE Awkal FHMEL AZsla, Y= oA o]

lj
principle)o]etar gt} o] g HFAE7F o] FoAAHH AL FedE Fa 3
ARFEO] Fie] AR ES TS BEH ¢ JEF 7I3E Folof otaL AEE
Agk 4= lojof sr}, A #HALZE ZH AT (inquisitorial system) Al GARAE T

o] (controversial system) 2] A%7|Wel 2 A58 glojof ).

delolule st lEe A9 BEHLAES} SR AES 98 TR B
e, WAs, A%, FEUobl gtk o]F Bekd, FRujoh, ofEdAE}E g
SIEEES EEEREE wuw WA, W5, 2Eujols 95 AgUA A

g, wdledetl= v yekeh Selsh 3xkdlel FAEANE o A |

A= FHAE AE=S A8, F HAs HEFHE S, Al iAle HE T 2

T A Aae Beldel -9 Framing of Issues, oFE2#E| L} FZn8]o}= pre-trial conference on procedure
o} Fdsta e, e 01«114 HEFH A =} 2]
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3. Enforcement of Judgment &7

IFES®] ol=&E L}, #A|a, HF Atgld o] =W F2ddls vy A st
9oz HMEdt FAFoe} Ayt FH Yeloz A HE vp rhp AAHA &
AR PR = JAF Ao W
PARTANY e =) i B 5 A A
ofd F A= AAILE Uk ool wEl WMEALe] 2 A o] Ho] AIZHERE
ofyz} BlE= ©Wol T
A%t f18l 13714 AR5 483 23
Stokar ghot ol msEelA el 3ol FJHn|E,
gtelolu 2] 7} F7tEol A 354

2AAAS F2 FH G H3H I (Peace court, justicia de paz)] o7} o] €
A e ATFEAS BlE B Fu 0 wAL GARke) A H o] vt

ste] awE RalsbsAel wa, advIgtel Hi, AT vgel BAH ARE

tlo

Lo
o
>
X
ol
ol
2
f{
Sl
2

S

2
o
=

:IN:(
¥
ﬂ._,
1o
2
>
e
)
O
12
SE,
2
r>~
ki
K,
rlr
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Ao ghelotleltel A 2714 Pz s ol shbs coAde Hasl

)
7] 9% oy gon vebdeld wuga, e shbs Auzel opd

® HENDERSON, Keith et al.(2004). Regional Best Practices: Enforcement of Court Judgments —Lessons Learned from
Latin America, 7-8.

° Ibid. 9.

© ghlorlelzt ofe] ool A AMgHE 14 WU juzgado de pazeh B FE WMIAF Ho] ko] Hof
ol el Pt Mol ofsf sjdste Mdow FEulol, #HF, wvlgdet FollA s sith. CEIA,
Centro de Estudios de Justicia de las Américas (2009). BASES GENERALES PARA UNA REFORMA A LA JUSTICIA
CIVIL EN AMERICA LATINAY EL CARIBE, 10-11.
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MEAt 5 ATEES B8 o)z sasts Bahudel Fejz Ao,

Most important legal obstacles to the fair and effective enforcement
of judgments
100%
8%
60% -
40% -
0% _.— f || |B@Argentina
0% 4 . : . 1 . O Mexico
Slow, Possibility of  Difficulty with Insufficient Difficulties in
cumbersome fraudulent  the notification injunctive identifying the
and expensive transfer of of the debtor ~ powerofthe  assets of the
court assets courts debtor
procedures

Enforcement of Judgmentd=}ol| A= o}l 3Eof Uelhd nle} o] #HF2o] 42 Q7]
Zto] 17542 R El=7}Ql 3= 110, o= FNE|Y 120, WUt 95U of H]

af Aot webd B FEolAd A = = FEEC] e Aotk

Enforcement of Judgment

Korea Mexico Peru Chile Venezuela | Argentina | Brazil Colombia
Days 120 183 175 180 95 120 210 365
Procedures 10 17 13 14 9 12 16 14

Al F-HA 7)== A % (reimbursement of plaintiff’s enforcement fees)7} EIPN AR E B

detell= (vks AHolvh IS EItsto] e H7HES BF o

2
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| A

gy AAZEY ARl = =] Al el ofmdk Apolrh )1kl
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&= ToA vz FAD wgk E4o] HAHA Fen 2 e J3d
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SAdde]l e Fe Aol aAgEr] wiel 149 S8R AES M sk Al
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= Aoty olglg M AA LT efdotwE|Fm Tl Al s EA oo ARt

Enforcing Contract<tA|7} A= A&3 A& F3 AAS o= Aolztd
swol aysE w3 7R = AEY U

o2 7= AFAFe] Aj4kaket(identification of defendant’s assets)©] H] 34 Al
otk dolth AFAe] F-eaks vebd = s Hda fav)de A
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4. Cost to Enforce Contract

A ALY o] AR 441 8(cost to enforce contract)S 54 WAXZF A4 A
A &7 A7HA A2 QF = HI AL U (attorney cost), A FH]-&(court cost), L]l
=y
Aol st $=1(10.3%), o} = 2 E]H(16.5%),
50k olT, WEAF HIE(30%) 7= T 7HE
Fol & Faol g W HEZE dasith HAH 8(4.7%) g thE et

=
Hlel F2 Folth. &5H 8o dihe ARle] HdelgS gt FolA
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Acceso a la justicia 1gual para todas las personas
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Fuente. Latinobarometro 2007.
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Korea ezl b2 D Peru Argentina Columbia Venezuela chile
230 days 616 days 415days 428days 590days 1346days 510days 480 days
Filing and
Service
20 days 41 days 42days 82days 150days 68days 95days 30 days

A third person
formally notifies
Defendant: A
person other
than the Plaintiff
or his lawyer,
such as a notary
public, formally
notifies
Defendant of
Plaintiff’s
request for
payment.

Mandatory
conciliation or
mediation:
Plaintiff invites
Defendant to
settle the
dispute. Because
conciliation or
mediation fails,
Plaintiff is
required to
submit a written
document to the
judge proving
that conciliation
or mediation-
prior to initiating
the lawsuit- has
failed.
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Plaintiff
requests

pay ment: Plaintiff
or his lawyer asks
Defendant orally or
in writing to
comply with the
contract

Plaintiff requests
payment: Plaintiff or
his lawyer asks
Defendant orally or
in writing to comply
with the contract.

Plaintiff hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a alwyer to
represent him
before the court.

Plaintiff’s hiring
of lawyer:
Plaintiff hires a
lawyer to
represent him
before the
court. .

Plaintiff requests
payment: Plaintiff
or his lawyer asks
Defendant orally or
in writing to comply
with the contract

Plaintiff requests
pay ment: Plaintiff
or his lawyer asks
Defendant orally or
in writing to comply
with the contract.

Plaintiff
requests

pay ment:
Plaintiff or his
lawyer asks
Defendant orally
or in writing to
comply with the
contract.

Mandatory
conciliation or
mediation: Plaintiff
invites Defendant
to settle the
dispute. Because
conciliation or
mediation fails,
Plaintiff is required
to submit a written
document to the
judge proving that
conciliation or
mediation- prior to
initiating the
lawsuit- has failed.

Mandatory
conciliation or
mediation: Plaintiff
invites Defendant to
settle the dispute.
Because conciliation
or mediation fails,
Plaintiff is required
to submit a written
document to the
judge proving that
conciliation or
mediation- prior to
initiating the lawsuit-
has failed.

Plaintiff's hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff hires
a lawyer to
represent him before
the court.

Plaintiff’s hiring
of lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
represent him
before the court.

Plaintiff’s hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
represent him before
the court.

Plaintiff’s hiring
of lawyer:
Plaintiff hires a
lawyer to
represent him
before the court.

Plaintiff hires a
lawyer to
represent him
before the court

Plaintiff’s filing
of summons and
complaint:
Plaintiff files his
summons and
complaint with the
court, orally or in
writing.(2 2 A%

T, Bl 248)

Plaintiff's filing of
summons and
complaint: Plaintiff
files his summons
and complaint with
the court, orally or in
writing.

Plaintiff's filing of
summons and
complaint : Plaintiff
files his summons
and compliant with
the court, orally or
in writing

Plaintiff's filing of
summons and
complaint:
Plaintiff files his
summons and
complaint with
the court, orally
or in writing.

Plaintiff's filing of
summons and
complaint: Plaintiff
files his summons
and complaint with
the court, orally or
in writing.

Plaintiff’s filing of
summons and
complaint: Plaintiff
files his summons
and complaint with
the court, orally or in
writing.

Plaintiff's filing of
summons and
complaint:
Plaintiff files his
summons and
complaint with
the court, orally
or in writing

Plaintiff files his
summons and
complaint with
the court, orally
or in writing.
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Plaintiff's

pay ment of
court fees:
Plaintiff pays court
duties, stamp
duties, or any
other type of court

Plaintiff's payment of
court fees: Plaintiff
pays court duties,
stamp duties, or any
other type of court

N/A

N/A

Plaintiff's payment
of court fees:
Plaintiff pays court
duties, stamp
duties, or any other

N/A

N/A

Plaintiff pays
court duties,
stamp duties, or
any other type of

fee. (QIX|H &, fee. type of court fee. court fee.
SER0E)

Reg ':trat"f“_rgf Registration of Registration of

court case: The court case: The court case: The The court

court
administration
registers the
lawsuit or court
case. This includes
assigning a
reference number
to the lawsuit or
court

case.(HEAE 2

2
A
ATHA L FS)

Registration of
court case: The
court administration
registers the lawsuit
or court case. This
includes assigning a
reference number to
the lawsuit or court
case.

Registration of
court case: The
court administration
registers the

lawsuit or court
case. This includes
assigning a
reference number
to the lawsuit or
court case.

court
administration
registers the
lawsuit or court
case. This
includes
assigning a
reference
number to the
lawsuit or court
case.

Registration of
court case: The
court administration
registers the

lawsuit or court
case. This includes
assigning a
reference number
to the lawsuit or
court case.

Registration of
court case: The
court administration
registers the lawsuit
or court case. This
includes assigning a
reference number to
the lawsuit or court
case.

court
administration
registers the
lawsuit or court
case. This
includes
assigning a
reference
number to the
lawsuit or court
case.

administration
registers the
lawsuit or court
case. This
includes
assigning a
reference
number to the
lawsuit or court
case.

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned to
a specific judge
through a random
procedure,
automated system,
ruling of an
administrative
judge, court

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned to a
specific judge
through a random
procedure,
automated system,
ruling of an
administrative judge,

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned to
a specific judge
through a random
procedure,
automated system,
ruling of an
administrative
judge, court officer,

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The
court case is
assigned to a
specific judge
through a
random
procedure,
automated
system, ruling of
an

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned to
a specific judge
through a random
procedure,
automated system,
ruling of an
administrative
judge, court officer,

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned to a
specific judge
through a random
procedure,
automated system,
ruling of an
administrative judge,

Assignment of
court case to a
judge: The court
case is assigned
to a specific
judge through a
random
procedure,
automated
system, ruling of
an administrative

The court case is
assigned to a
specific judge
through a
random
procedure,
automated
system, ruling of
an administrative
judge, court

officer, court officer, etc. etc administrative etc court officer, etc. judge, court officer, etc.
etc.(HZHAFAHL 2 ’ judge, court officer, etc.
officer, etc
Court scrutiny Court scrutiny of
Court scrutiny of . Court scrutiny of of summons Court scrutiny of . y :
Court scrutiny of L Court scrutiny of summons and A judge
summons and summons and and complaint: summons and L :
. summons and L . . summons and complaint: A examines
complaint: A . . complaint: A A judge complaint: A . . : ) -
. . complaint: A judge ) . : ) . complaint: A judge judge examines Plaintiff's
judge examines - e judge examines examines judge examines p e 2
e examines Plaintiff's e - e examines Plaintiff's Plaintiff's summons and
Plaintiff's summons Plaintiff's summons Plaintiff's Plaintiff's summons

and complaint for
formal
requirements.

summons and
complaint for formal
requirements.

and complaint for
formal
requirements.

summons and
complaint for
formal

requirements

and complaint for
formal
requirements.

summons and
complaint for formal
requirements.

summons and
complaint for
formal

requirements.

complaint for
formal
requirements
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Judge admits
summons and
complaint: After

Judge admits

Judge admits

Judge admits
summons and

Judge admits

Judge admits

Judge admits
summons and

After verifying

ifving th summons and summons and complaint: summons and summons and complaint: After the formal
verifying the complaint: After complaint: After After verifying complaint: After complaint: After verifying the .
formal o o o e requirements,
) verifying the formal verifying the formal the formal verifying the formal verifying the formal formal .
requirements, the p ! . ! : ) the judge
udae decid requirements, the requirements, the requirements, requirements, the requirements, the requirements, decides to admit
Jl’:j g_et Pleq tgfsf,to judge decides to judge decides to the judge judge decides to judge decides to the judge Plaintiff's
admit Flain Ids admit Plaintiff’s admit Plaintiff’s decides to admit admit Plaintiff’s admit Plaintiff's decides to admit summons and
summo_ns a_n summons and summons and Plaintiff's summons and summons and Plaintiff's complaint
complaint(hAp 2 complaint. complaint. summons and complaint. complaint. summons and paint.
ZEAIAF B A 254) complaint. complaint
Court order for Court order for Court order for oour_t order for Court order for Court order for Cour_t order for
. . . service: Upon . . service: Upon
service: Upon service: Upon service: Upon Ay service: Upon service: Upon .
o o o Plaintiff's . . Plaintiff's
Plaintiff's request, Plaintiff's request, Plaintiff's request, - Plaintiff's request, Plaintiff's request, .
. . . request, judge . . request, judge
judge orders judge orders process judge orders judge orders judge orders process
orders process orders process
process be served be served on process be served be served on process be served be served on be served on
on Defendant. Defendant. on Defendant. on Defendant. Defendant.
Defendant. Defendant.
Delivery of
summons and Delivery of
complaint to Delivery of Y
. summons and
Delivery of person summons and -
. . complaint to Arrangements
summons and Arrangements authorized to complaint to -
. . person for physical
complaint to for physical perform person Arrangements for - ;
. . N . . . authorized to delivery of
person authorized delivery of service of authorized to physical delivery ;
. 3 perform service summons and
to perform service summons and process on perform service of summons and L
. . - s of process on complaint:
of process on complaint: Defendant: of process on complaint: Plaintiff Defendant: The Plaintiff takes
Defendant: The Plaintiff takes The judge or a Defendant: The takes whatever steps ’

judge or a court
officer delivers the
summons to a
summoning office,
officer, or authorized
person (including
Plaintiff), for service
of process on
Defendant.

whatever steps are
necessary to
arrange for physical
service of process
on Defendant, such
as instructing a
court officer or a
(private) bailiff.

court officer
delivers the
summons to a
summoning
office, officer, or
authorized
person
(including
Plaintiff), for
service of
process on
Defendant.

judge or a court
officer delivers the
summons to a
summoning office,
officer, or
authorized person
(including Plaintiff),
for service of
process on
Defendant.

are necessary to
arrange for physical
service of process on
Defendant, such as
instructing a court
officer or a (private)
bailiff.

judge or a court
officer delivers
the summons to
a summoning
office, officer, or
authorized
person (including
Plaintiff), for
service of
process on
Defendant.

whatever steps
are necessary to
arrange for
physical service
of process on
Defendant, such
as instructing a
court officer or a
(private) bailiff.
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Mailing of
summons and
complaint: Court
Or process server,
including (private)
bailiff, mails
summons and
complaint to

Defendant.(IZ| 1.0j

A 2yRESE

Mailing of
summons and
complaint:
Court or process
server, including
(private) bailiff,
mails summons
and complaint to
Defendant.

Mailing of summons
and complaint: Court
Or process server,
including (private)
bailiff, mails
summons and
complaint to
Defendant.

First attempt at
physical delivery:
A first attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt at

physical delivery:

A first attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt
at physical
delivery: A first
attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt at
physical delivery:
A first attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt at
physical delivery:
A first attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt
at physical
delivery: A first
attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

First attempt
at physical
delivery: A first
attempt to
physically deliver
summons and

complaint to complaint to complaint to complaint to complaint to complaint to complaint to
Defendant is Defendant is Defendant is Defendant is Defendant is P ] Defendant is
. . . . . Defendant is .
successful in the successful in the successful in the successful in the successful in the . successful in the
o L L L o successful in the o
majority of cases. majority of cases. majority of majority of cases. majority of cases. o majority of
majority of cases
cases. cases.
Second Second
attempt at attempt at
Second attempt Second attempt
Second attempt at . P . physical physical
. . at physical at physical A . A
physical delivery: . ; . delivery: If a delivery: If a
delivery: If a first delivery: If a first )
If a first attempt was first attempt was | first attempt was
attempt was not attempt was not
not successful, a not successful, a | not successful, a
successful, a successful, a
second attempt to second attempt second attempt
] h second attempt to second attempt to . .
physically deliver the - ) N/A ] ) to physically to physically
physically deliver physically deliver ] -
summons and deliver the deliver the
) the summons and the summons and
complaint to ) ) summons and summons and
] complaint to complaint to ) .
Defendant is . . complaint to complaint to
. Defendant is Defendant is . .
required by law or . . Defendant is Defendant is
. required by law or required by law or . .
standard practice. ) ) required by law required by law
standard practice. standard practice.
or standard or standard
practice. practice.
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Proof of
service: Plaintiff
submits proof of
service to court.

Proof of service:
Plaintiff submits
proof of service to
court.

Application for
substituted service:
Because physical
delivery is not
successful in the
majority of cases,
Plaintiff applies for
substituted service.
Substituted service
can include, but is
not limited to,
service by
publication in
newspapers or
affixing of a notice in
court or on public
bul

10

Court order
regarding
substituted
service: The judge
in a court order
defines acceptable
means for
substituted service.

11

Substituted
service: Substituted
service is
accomplished by
publication in
newspapers, by
affixing a notice in
court or on public
bulletin boards, etc.

N/A

N/A
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Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits an
application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits an
application in writing
for the attachment
of Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits an
application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits
an application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits an
application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits
an application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Application for
pre-judgment
attachment:
Plaintiff submits
an application in
writing for the
attachment of
Defendant's
property prior to
judgment. (see
assumption 5)

Decision on pre-
judgment
attachment: The
judge decides
whether to grant
Plaintiff's request
for pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff
and Defendant of
the decision. This
step may include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or
bonds to secure

Decision on pre-
judgment
attachment: The
judge decides
whether to grant
Plaintiff's request for
pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s property
and notifies Plaintiff
and Defendant of
the decision. This
step may include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or bonds
to secure Defendant

Decision on pre-
judgment
attachment: The
judge decides
whether to grant
Plaintiff's request
for pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff and
Defendant of the
decision. This step
may include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or
bonds to secure

Decision on
pre-judgment
attachment:
The judge
decides whether
to grant
Plaintiff's
request for pre-
judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff
and Defendant
of the decision.
This step may
include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or

Decision on pre-
judgment
attachment: The
judge decides
whether to grant
Plaintiff's request
for pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff and
Defendant of the
decision. This step
may include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or
bonds to secure

Decision on
pre-judgment
attachment:
The judge
decides whether
to grant
Plaintiff's request
for pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff
and Defendant
of the decision.
This step may
include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or

Decision on
pre-judgment
attachment:
The judge
decides whether
to grant
Plaintiff's request
for pre-judgment
attachment of
Defendant’s
property and
notifies Plaintiff
and Defendant
of the decision.
This step may
include
requesting that
Plaintiff submit
guarantees or

Defendant Defendant bonds to secure Defendant bonds to secure bonds to secure
Defendant Defendant
Defendant
Guarantees Guarantees
Guarantees securing Guarantees securing
securing attached securing attached
attached property: attached property:

property: Plaintiff
typically submits
guarantees or
bonds to secure
Defendant against
possible damages
to attached
property. (see
assumption 5)

Plaintiff typically
submits
guarantees or
bonds to secure
Defendant
against possible
damages to
attached
property. (see
assumption 5)

10

property: Plaintiff
typically submits
guarantees or
bonds to secure
Defendant against
possible damages
to attached
property. (see
assumption 5)

Plaintiff typically
submits
guarantees or
bonds to secure
Defendant
against possible
damages to
attached
property. (see
assumption 5)
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Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is
attached prior to
judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking, debiting
or separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

12

Pre-judgment
attachment.:

Defendant's property

is attached prior to
judgment.

Attachment is either
physical or achieved

by registering,

marking, debiting or

separating assets.
(see assumption 5)

Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is attached
prior to judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking, debiting
or separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

10

Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is
attached prior to
judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking,
debiting or
separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

11

Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is
attached prior to
judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking, debiting
or separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is
attached prior to
judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking,
debiting or
separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

Pre-judgment
attachment.:
Defendant's
property is
attached prior to
judgment.
Attachment is
either physical or
achieved by
registering,
marking,
debiting or
separating
assets. (see
assumption 5)

- Report on
pre-judgment
attachment:
Court
enforcement
officer or
(private) bailiff
issues and
delivers a report
on the
attachment of
Defendant’s
property to the
judge. (see
assumption 5)

- on pre-
judgment
attachment: A
hearing takes
place to resolve
the question of
whether
Defendant’s
assets can be
attached prior to
judgment. This
process may
include the
submission of
separate
summons and
petitions. (see
assumption 5)
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Custody of assets
attached prior to
judgment:
Defendant's
attached assets are
put under
enforcement
officer's or (private)
bailiff's care. (see
assumption 5)

Report on pre-
judgment
attachment:
Court
enforcement
officer or
(private) bailiff
issues and
delivers a report
on the

Report on pre-
judgment
attachment:
Court enforcement
officer or (private)
bailiff issues and
delivers a report on
the attachment of

attachment of Defendant's
Defendant’s property tothe
judge. (see
property to the ;
; assumption 5)
judge. (see
11 | assumption 5) 12
Trial and
judgment
90 days 365 days 190days 171days 320days 913days 320days 270 days
Defendant’s Defendant’s Defendant’s
Defendant’s filing of Defendant’s filing of filing of
Defendant’s filing filing of preliminary filing of Defendant’s filing preliminary preliminary
of preliminary preliminary exemptions: preliminary of preliminary exemptions: exemptions:
exemptions: exemptions: Defendant exemptions: exemptions: Defendant Defendant
Defendant presents Defendant presents presents Defendant presents Defendant presents presents presents
preliminary preliminary preliminary preliminary preliminary preliminary preliminary
exemptions to the exemptions to the exemptions to exemptions to the exemptions to the exemptions to exemptions to
court. Preliminary court. Preliminary the court. court. Preliminary court. Preliminary the court. the court.
exemptions differ exemptions differ Preliminary exemptions differ exemptions differ Preliminary Preliminary
from answers on the from answers on exemptions from answers on from answers on the exemptions exemptions
merits of the claim. the merits of the differ from the merits of the merits of the claim. differ from differ from
Examples of claim. Examples of answers on the claim. Examples of Examples of answers on the answers on the
preliminary preliminary merits of the preliminary preliminary merits of the merits of the
exemptions are exemptions are claim. Examples exemptions are exemptions are claim. Examples claim. Examples
statute of limitations, statute of of preliminary statute of statute of limitations, of preliminary of preliminary
jurisdictions, etc. limitations, exemptions are limitations, jurisdictions, etc. exemptions are exemptions are
jurisdictions, etc statute of jurisdictions, etc. statute of statute of
limitations, limitations, limitations,
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jurisdictions, etc.

jurisdictions, etc.

jurisdictions, etc

13

Plaintiff's Plaintiff's answer Plaintiff's
Plaintiff's answer Plaintiff's answer anS\!ve.r to Plaintiff's answer Plaintiff's answer to preliminary a“s‘!"e.r to
. P preliminary P . L preliminary
to preliminary to preliminary . to preliminary to preliminary exemptions: .
. . \ exemptions: . . o exemptions:
exemptions: exemptions: - exemptions: exemptions: Plaintiff responds -
- - Plaintiff -~ - Plaintiff responds
Plaintiff responds to Plaintiff responds to responds to the Plaintiff responds to Plaintiff responds to to the to the
the preliminary the preliminary pon the preliminary the preliminary preliminary L
) ! ) ! preliminary . ! ) : . preliminary
exemptions raised by exemptions raised exemptions exemptions raised exemptions raised by exemptions exemptions
Defendant. by Defendant €mp by Defendant. Defendant. raised by €mp
raised by Defendant raised by
Defendant. Defendant
Judge’s Judge’s Judge’s
Judge’s resolution on Judge’s resolution resolution on Judge’s resolution Judge’s resolution resolution on resolution on
preliminary on preliminary preliminary on preliminary on preliminary preliminary preliminary
exemptions: Judge exemptions: Judge exemptions: exemptions: Judge exemptions: Judge exemptions: exemptions:
decides on decides on Judge decides decides on decides on Judge decides Judge decides
preliminary preliminary on preliminary preliminary preliminary on preliminary on preliminary
exemptions exemptions exemptions exemptions exemptions exemptions exemptions

separately from the
merits of the case.

separately from the
merits of the case.

12

separately from
the merits of the
case.

13

separately from the
merits of the case.

separately from the
merits of the case.

—_

separately from
the merits of the
case.

separately from
the merits of the
case
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Defendant’s
filing of defense
or answer to
Plaintiff's claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes his
defense or answer
on the merits of
the case.
Defendant's
written answer
may or may not
include witness
statements, expert
statements, the

Defendant’s filing
of defense or
answer to
Plaintiff’'s claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes his
defense or answer
on the merits of the
case. Defendant's
written answer may
or may not include
witness statements,

Defendant’s
filing of defense
or answer to
Plaintiff's claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes his
defense or answer
on the merits of the
case. Defendant's
written answer may
or may not include
witness statements,

Defendant’s
filing of
defense or
answer to
Plaintiff's
claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes
his defense or
answer on the
merits of the
case.
Defendant's
written answer
may or may not

Defendant’s
filing of defense
or answer to
Plaintiff's claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes his
defense or answer
on the merits of the
case. Defendant's
written answer may
or may not include
witness statements,

Defendant’s filing
of defense or
answer to
Plaintiff's claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes his
defense or answer
on the merits of the
case. Defendant's
written answer may
or may not include
witness statements,

Defendant’s
filing of defense
or answer to
Plaintiff’s claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes
his defense or
answer on the
merits of the
case.
Defendant's
written answer
may or may not
include witness

Defendant’s
filing of
defense or
answer to
Plaintiff's
claim:
Defendant files a
written pleading
which includes
his defense or
answer on the
merits of the
case.
Defendant's
written answer
may or may not

documents expert statements, expert statements, include witness expert statements, expert statements, statements, include witness
. statements, expert statements,
Defendant relies the documents the documents the documents the documents
) : - expert - - statements, the expert
on as evidence Defendant relies on Defendant relies on Defendant relies on Defendant relies on
. . statements, the ] . documents statements, the
and the legal as evidence and the as evidence and the as evidence and as evidence and the .
itv(I ! legal authori legal authori documents the legal authoriy legal authority. Defendant relies | documents
authority (I 11 B & Defendant relies : on as evidence Defendant relies
MEHE, Ba on as evidence and the legal on as evidence
and the legal authori and the legal
256(1
>6(1)) 14 10 13 | authori 14 authori
Deadline for
Plaintiff to Deadline for
rengant P P Deadiine fo
endant's ' Plaintiff to answer
defense or answer Defendant's \
, Defendant's
answer: Judge Defendant's defense or
2 defense or
sets the deadline defense or answer: Judge

by which Plaintiff
will be allowed to
answer
Defendant's
defense or

answer.(H 23 H|

71€)

11

answer: Judge
sets the deadline
by which Plaintiff
will be allowed to
answer Defendant's
defense or answer.

14

sets the deadline
by which Plaintiff
will be allowed
to answer
Defendant's
defense or
answer.

answer: Judge sets
the deadline by

which Plaintiff will be

allowed to answer
Defendant's defense
or answer.
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Plaintiff's
written
response to
Defendant's
defense or
answer: Plaintiff
responds to
Defendant’s
defense or answer
with a written
pleading. Plaintiff's
answer may or
may not include a
witness statements

Plaintiff’'s written
response to
Defendant's
defense or
answer: Plaintiff
responds to
Defendant’s defense
or answer with a
written pleading.
Plaintiff's answer
may or may not
include a witness
statements or expert

Plaintiff's written
response to
Defendant's
defense or answer:
Plaintiff responds to
Defendant’s
defense or answer
with a written
pleading. Plaintiff's
answer may or may
not include a
witness statements
or expert (witness)

Plaintiff’'s written
response to
Defendant's
defense or
answer: Plaintiff
responds to
Defendant’s defense
or answer with a
written pleading.
Plaintiff's answer
may or may not
include a witness
statements or expert

Plaintiff's
written
response to
Defendant's
defense or
answer:

Plaintiff responds
to Defendant’s
defense or
answer with a
written pleading.
Plaintiff's answer
may or may not
include a witness

or expert (witness) (witness) statements (witness) statements or
stater[;ents statements. 1 | statements. expert (witness)
9 ' 15 12 1 statements.
Filing of Filing of Filing of
pleadings: Filing of pleadings: pleadings:

o . . . Plaintiff and Plaintiff and
Plaintiff and pleadings: Plaintiff Defendant file Defendant file
Defendant file and Defendant file . : . )

. - - " written pleadings | written pleadings
written pleadings written pleadings - S

o - and submissions | and submissions
and submissions and submissions . .
. . with the court with the court
with the court and with the court and - -
. . . . and transmit and transmit
transmit copies of transmit copies of - -
. ; ; copies of the copies of the
the written the written pleadings - . - .
leadinds or or submissions to written pleadings | written pleadings
P ing or submissions or submissions
submissions to one one another. The
] to one another. to one another.
another. The pleadings may or - -
. - The pleadings The pleadings
pleadings may or may not include
K . may or may not may or may not
may not include witness statements . . . .
. : include witness include witness
witness statements or expert (witness)

- statements or statements or
or expert (witness) statements. : :
statements 1 expert (witness) expert (witness)

10 ) 2 statements statements.
Framing of issues: édjournmenss:
Plaintiff and Framing of issues: iso;erltap;c:jce ure
Defendant assist Plaintiff and b v
the courtin Defendant assist the bgg?us;t?:: or
framing issues on court in framing N/A N/A N/A re uep;t and
which evidence is issues on which que

. . obtain an
to be evidence is to be T 5
presented. (M & & presented. aajournme
2]) submit written
11 16 pleadings.
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Court
appointment of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either at
the parties'
request or at his
own initiative, an
independent
expert to decide
whether the
quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

Court
appointment of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either at
the parties' request
or at his own
initiative, an
independent expert
to decide whether
the quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

Court
appointment of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either at
the parties' request
or at his own
initiative, an
independent expert
to decide whether
the quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

Court
appointment
of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either
at the parties'
request or at his
own initiative, an
independent
expert to decide
whether the
quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b
of this case)

Court
appointment of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either at
the parties' request
or at his own
initiative, an
independent expert
to decide whether
the quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

Court
appointment of
independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either at
the parties' request
or at his own
initiative, an
independent expert
to decide whether
the quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

Court
appointment
of independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either
at the parties'
request or at his
own initiative, an
independent
expert to decide
whether the
quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b
of this case)

Court
appointment
of independent
expert: Judge
appoints, either
at the parties'
request or at his
own initiative, an
independent
expert to decide
whether the
quality of the
goods Plaintiff
delivered to
Defendant is
adequate. (see
assumption 6-b
of this case)

Notification of
court-appointment
of independent
expert: The court
notifies both
parties that the
court is appointing
an independent
expert. (see
assumption 6-b of

Notification of
court-
appointment of
independent
expert: The court
notifies both parties
that the courtis
appointing an
independent expert.
(see assumption 6-b

Notification of
court-
appointment of
independent
expert: The court
notifies both parties
that the court is
appointing an
independent
expert. (see
assumption 6-b of

Notification of
court-
appointment
of
independent
expert: The
court notifies
both parties that
the court is
appointing an
independent
expert. (see

Notification of
court-
appointment of
independent
expert: The court
notifies both
parties that the
court is
appointing an
independent
expert. (see

Notification of
court-
appointment of
independent
expert: The court
notifies both parties
that the courtis
appointing an
independent expert.
(see assumption 6-b

Notification of
court-
appointment of
independent
expert: The
court notifies
both parties that
the court is
appointing an
independent
expert. (see

Notification of
court-
appointment
of independent
expert: The
court notifies
both parties that
the court is
appointing an
independent
expert. (see

this case) of this case) this case) assumption 6-b assumption 6-b of this case) 1 assumption 6-b assumption 6-b
1 17 13 15 | of this case) 15 of this case) 4 of this case) of this case)
Delivery of Delivery of Delivery of
Delivery of expert Delivery of expert Delivery of expert report Delivery of Delivery of expert expert report by expert report
report by court- expert report by by court- expert report by - by court-
) . report by court- . A . report by court- court-appointed A
appointed expert: . court-appointed appointed court-appointed A . appointed
. appointed expert: 1 . appointed expert: expert: The
The independent Thei expert: The expert: The expert: The ) . expert: The
. e independent ) ) ) The independent independent )
expert appointed independent expert independent independent expert independent

by the court
delivers his or her
expert report to
the court. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

expert appointed by
the court delivers his
or her expert report
to the court. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

appointed by the
court delivers his or
her expert report to
the court. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

expert appointed
by the court
delivers his or
her expert report
to the court.

(see assumption
6-b of this case)

appointed by the
court delivers his or
her expert report to
the court. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

expert appointed by
the court delivers his
or her expert report
to the court. (see
assumption 6-b of
this case)

expert appointed
by the court
delivers his or
her expert report
to the court.

(see assumption
6-b of this case)

expert appointed
by the court
delivers his or
her expert report
to the court.

(see assumption
6-b of this case)

81




16

Pre-trial
conference on
procedure: The
judge meets with
the parties to
discuss procedural
issues (for example
which applications
and motions parties
intend to file, which
documents parties
intend to rely on,
what will be
presented as
evidence the oral
hearing or trial,
etc.)

Pre-trial
conference on
procedure: The
judge meets with the
parties to discuss
procedural issues
(for example which
applications and
motions parties
intend to file, which
documents parties
intend to rely on,
what will be
presented as
evidence the oral
hearing or trial, etc.)

Setting of date for
mediation

hearing: The judge
sets a date for a
mediation hearing,
sometimes also
called a 'pre-trial
conference,' and
notifies the parties of
the hearing date.

Setting of date
for mediation
hearing: The
judge sets a date
for a mediation
hearing, sometimes
also called a 'pre-
trial conference,’
and notifies the
parties of the
hearing date.

Setting of date
for mediation
hearing: The
judge sets a
date for a
mediation
hearing,
sometimes also
called a 'pre-trial
conference,' and
notifies the
parties of the
hearing date.
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Mediation
hearing: The
judge during this
informal meeting
with the parties
encourages them
to settle the case.
The judge acts as
mediator. If the
case cannot be
settled, the judge
may draft a pre-
trial conference
report, after which
the case may be

Mediation
hearing: The judge
during this informal
meeting with the
parties encourages
them to settle the
case. The judge acts
as mediator. If the
case cannot be
settled, the judge
may draft a pre-trial
conference report,
after which the case
may be allocated to

Mediation
hearing: The
judge during this
informal meeting
with the parties
encourages them to
settle the case. The
judge acts as
mediator. If the
case cannot be
settled, the judge
may draft a pre-
trial conference
report, after which
the case may be

Mediation
hearing: The
judge during this
informal meeting
with the parties
encourages
them to settle
the case. The
judge acts as
mediator. If the
case cannot be
settled, the
judge may draft
a pre-trial
conference
report, after

allocated to - A
another judge another judg allocated to another which the case
SpsfjADEX judg may be allocated
B e 18 17 to another judg
Request for
closing of the
evidence period:
Plaintiff or
Defendant requests
the judge to close
the evidence period
i Setting of
setting of da_te(s) Setting of date(s) for date(s) for oral
for oral hearing or | heari ial: heari ial:
trial: The judge ora _earlng or trial: earl_ng or trial:
The judge sets the The judge sets
sets the date(s) for
A date(s) for the oral the date(s) for
the oral hearing or heari ial \ hroar
trial. earing or trial. the qra earing
or trial.
Preliminary Preli!ninary
hearing aimed hearing aimed
at preparing for ?t ptrheparmlg
the oral hearing: hor he ?l:l?h
The judge meets ACELLEA TS
the parties to Judg_e meets the
make practical partlgs to make
arrangements for practical ts
the oral hearing on ?rratﬂgemeln
the merits of the or the ora
case.( 2l hear_lng on the
MEH27|Y) merits of the
4] 777 16 | case.
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List of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list of
(expert) witnesses
with the court.
(see assumption 6-
alList of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list of
(expert) witnesses
with the court.
(see assumption 6-
a

List of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list of
(expert) witnesses
with the court. (see
assumption 6-a)

List of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list of
(expert) witnesses
with the court. (see
assumption 6-a)

List of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list
of (expert)
witnesses with
the court. (see
assumption 6-a)

List of (expert)
witnesses: The
parties file a list
of (expert)
witnesses with
the court. (see
assumption 6-a)

Summoning of
(expert) witnesses:
The court
summons (expert)
witnesses to
appear in court for
the oral hearing or
trial. (see
assumption 6-a)

Summoning of
(expert) witnesses:
The court summons
(expert) witnesses to
appear in court for
the oral hearing or
trial. (see
assumption 6-a)

Summoning of
(expert)
witnesses: The
court summons
(expert)
witnesses to
appear in court
for the oral
hearing or trial.
(see assumption

Summoning of
(expert)
witnesses: The
court summons
(expert) witnesses to
appear in court for
the oral hearing or
trial. (see
assumption 6-a)

Summoning of
(expert)
witnesses: The
court summons
(expert)
witnesses to
appear in court
for the oral
hearing or trial.
(see assumption

Summoning of
(expert)
witnesses: The
court summons
(expert)
witnesses to
appear in court
for the oral
hearing or trial.
(see assumption

15 19 17 | 6-a) 6-a) 6-a)
Oral hearing
(prevalent in Oral hearing Oral hearing
civil law): The Oral hearing Oral hearing (prevalent in (prevalent in
parties argue the (prevalent in civil (prevalent in civil civil law): The Adjournments: | civil law): The
merits of the case law): The parties law): The parties parties argue the Court parties argue the
at an oral hearing argue the merits of argue the merits of merits of the proceedings are | merits of the
before the judge. the case at an oral the case at an oral case at an oral delayed because | case at an oral
Witnesses and a hearing before the hearing before the hearing before one or both hearing before
court-appointed judge. Witnesses judge. Witnesses the judge. parties request the judge.
independent and a court- and a court- Witnesses and a and obtain an Witnesses and a
expert may be appointed appointed court-appointed adjournment to court-appointed
heard and independent expert independent expert independent prepare for the independent
questioned at the may be heard and may be heard and expert may be oral hearing or expert may be
oral questioned at the questioned at the heard and trial. heard and
hearing.(8 27|, oral hearing. oral hearing. questioned at questioned at

the oral hearing. the oral hearing
16 | DEBHEMZIY) | 20 14 18

84




Closing of the
evidence period:
The court makes the
formal decision to
close the evidence
period.

Closing of the
evidence period:
The court makes
the formal decision
to close the
evidence period.

Closing of the
evidence
period: The
court makes the
formal decision
to close the

evidence period.

Closing of the
evidence period:
The court makes
the formal decision
to close the
evidence period.

Closing of the
evidence period:
The court makes the
formal decision to
close the evidence
period.

Adjournments:
Court
proceedings are
delayed because
one or both
parties request
and obtain an
adjournment
during the oral
hearing or trial,
resulting in an

additional or
1 1| later trial or
21 15 19 18 6 7 | hearing date.
Order for submission Order for SOL:grenrlsf;:)n of Order for
. submission of final . . submission of final
of final arguments: arguments: The final arguments: arguments: The
o - deadline for the o deadline for the
submission of final o the submission o
submission of final submission of final
factual and legal factual and legal of final factual factual and legal
arguments. arauments 9 and legal arauments 9
2 16 | @9 : 20 | arguments. 19 | @9 :
Final arguments:
The parties
present their final
factual and legal .

. Final
arguments to the Final arguments: Final arguments: Final arguments: arguments:
court either by oral Final arguments: 9! ) The parties 9! ; Final arguments: 9 o

- : The parties present ! The parties present h The parties
presentation or by The parties present their final factual present their their final factual The parties present resent their
a written their final factual and and leaal final factual and and leaal their final factual and gnal factual and
submission.Final legal arguments to 9 legal arguments 9 legal arguments to
) ) arguments to the arguments to the ] legal arguments
arguments: The the court either by - to the court - the court either by
. - court either by oral ; court either by oral - to the court
parties present oral presentation or ) either by oral ) oral presentation or .
their final factual by a written presentation or by presentation or presentation or by by a written either by oral
and legal submission. a wrlt_ter_1 by a written a wr|t_ter_1 submission. present_atlon or
arguments to the submission. submission submission. by a written
court either by oral . submission.
presentation or by
a written
submission.
Notification of
judgment in court:
The parties are
notified of the
judgment at a court
23 | hearing.
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Judgment date:
The judge sets a
date for delivery of
the

Judgment date:
The judge sets a
date for delivery of

Judgment
date: The judge
sets a date for
delivery of the

Writing of
judgment: The
judge produces a
written copy of

judgment. (27| ;
n = the judgment. judgment. the judgment.
17 | €2%) 17 21
Court
e . notification of
Notification of !1°:'f::rt"t°i':‘ s availability of
judgment in i ougt- The the written
court: The parties arties. are judgment: The
are notified of the gotiﬁe d of the court notifies the
judgment at a court ‘udament at a parties that the
hearing. iougrt hearin written judgment
9- is available at
18 22 the courthouse.

L. Plaintiff's
;ﬁ:;::z:tf The Writing of Writing of Writing of Writing of Writing of receipt of a
judge produces a .Y_Vr‘rét;rzj%gé J:r(i%nljs:st: judgment: The judgment: The judgment: The judgment: The judgment: The ;::ggyr:;\::l:rtten
written copy of the a written copy of the judge produces a judge produces judge produces a judge produces a judge produces Plaintiff rec.eives
j 2= : Py written copy of the a written copy of written copy of the written copy of the a written copy of
judgment.(t 22 judgment. ) . X X i a copy of the

judgment. the judgment. judgment. judgment. the judgment. ]
ENYS)) 1 1 written
18 24 19 23 20 7 8 judgment.
Notification of
Registration of %e;e;dear:? of
judgment: The Registration of Registration of Registration of Registration of Registration of f’lair?ti  or <.:ourt
court office : 9 . judgment: The judgment: The judgment: The judgment: The .

] judgment: The . ) formally notifies
registers the court office registers court office court office court office court office the Defendant of
judgment after the iudament gfter registers the registers the registers the registers the the iudament
receiving a written rec Ggiving a written judgment after judgment after judgment after judgment after TheJa geal )
copy of the copy of %he receiving a written receiving a receiving a written receiving a erio dpstarts to
j 2= copy copy of the written copy of copy of the written copy of P
Judgment.(& 22 judgment. judgment. the judgment judgment. the judgment run the day the
£E) Judg ) Judg ’ Judg ) Judg ’ Defendant is

1 formally notified
19 25 20 24 21 9 of the judgment.
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Court notification
of availability of
the written
judgment: The
court notifies the
parties that the
written judgment
is available at the
courthouse.

Court notification of
availability of the
written judgment:
The court notifies
the parties that the
written judgment is
available at the
courthouse.

Court
notification of
availability of the
written
judgment: The
court notifies the
parties that the
written
judgment is
available at the
courthouse.

Appeal period:
By law,
Defendant has
the opportunity
to appeal the
judgment during
a period
specified in the
law. Defendant
decides not to
appeal.
Judgment
becomes final
the day the
appeal period

20 26 25 ends.
Plaintiff's receipt of o .
a copy of written Plaintiff's receipt
judgment; Plaintiff of a copy of Plaintiff's receipt of
receives a copy of written a copy of written
the written jlildgmfe}nt: judgment: PIaintif;f
. Plaintiff receives receives a copy of
judgment.(& AFA} a copy of the the written
A written judgment.
) | HEEESY) 26 | Judgment. 2
Court notification of
availability of the
written judgment:
The court notifies
the parties that the
written judgment is
1 | available at the
g | courthouse.
Notification of Notification of gg%ﬁ;i:ﬁtno?f Notification of Notification of
Defendant of Defendant of judgment: Defendant of Defendant of
judgment: judgment: Plaintiff or Plaintiffor' court judgment: Plaintiff judgment: Plaintiff
Plaintiff or court court formally f . or court formally or court formally
. - ormally notifies o -
formally notifies notifies the the Defendant of notifies the notifies the
the Defendant of Defendant of the the judgment Defendant of the Defendant of the
the judgment. The judgment. The The appeal ' judgment. The judgment. The
appeal period appeal period starts period starts to appeal period starts appeal period starts
starts to run the to run the day the run the day the to run the day the to run the day the
day the Defendant Defendant is Defendant is Defendant is Defendant is
is formally notified formally notified of formally notified formally notified of formally notified of
of the judgment. the judgment. : the judgment. 1] the judgment.
22 27 27 | of the judgment. | >3 9
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Appeal period:
By law, Defendant
has the
opportunity to
appeal the
judgment during a
period specified in
the law. Defendant
decides not to
appeal. Judgment

Appeal period: By
law, Defendant has
the opportunity to
appeal the judgment
during a period
specified in the law.
Defendant decides
not to appeal.

Appeal period: By
law, Defendant has
the opportunity to
appeal the
judgment during a
period specified in
the law. Defendant
decides not to

Appeal period:
By law,
Defendant has
the opportunity
to appeal the
judgment during
a period
specified in the
law. Defendant
decides not to

Appeal period: By
law, Defendant has
the opportunity to
appeal the
judgment during a
period specified in
the law. Defendant
decides not to

Appeal period: By
law, Defendant has
the opportunity to
appeal the judgment
during a period
specified in the law.
Defendant decides
not to appeal.

Appeal period:
By law,
Defendant has
the opportunity
to appeal the
judgment during
a period
specified in the
law. Defendant
decides not to

appeal. Judgment appeal. appeal. Judgment appeal.
becomes final the g_u d?n:]en; becr? mes becomes final the Judgment becomes final the .f]_u d(i;n:]en; becr? mes Judgment
day the appeal ina tle E.]ydt ed day the appeal becomes final day the appeal ina tle ?th ed becomes final
period appeal period ends. period ends. the day the period ends. appeal period ends. the day the
ends.(&A7(7H) appeal period appeal period
23 28 21 28 | ends. 24 ends.
Reimburseme
nt by
:5 ':et;::‘sd‘::: 2: Reimbursement E;f;:;:?.:t of Reimbursement by
Plaintiff's court by Defendant of court fees: The Defendant of
fees: The Plaintiff's court judament ' Plaintiff's court
judgment obliges fees: The judgment obliges fees: The judgment
Defendant to obliges Defendant to Defendant to obliges Defendant
reimburse Plaintiff reimburse Plaintiff N/A reimburse to reimburse N/A N/A
for the court fees for the court fees Plaintiff for the Plaintiff for the
Plaintiff has Plaintiff has court fees court fees Plaintiff
advanced, because advanced, because Plaintiff has has advanced,
Defenda n’t has lost Defendant has lost advanced because Defendant
the case. ! has lost the case.
the case. because
Defendant has
24 29 29 | lost the case. 25
Enforcem
ent of
Judgment
120 days 210 days 183days 175days 120days 365days 95days 180 days
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Plaintiff’s hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff hires
a lawyer to enforce
the judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during the
enforcement of
judgment phase.

Plaintiff’s hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during the
enforcement of
judgment phase.

Plaintiff’s hiring
of lawyer:
Plaintiff hires a
lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during
the enforcement
of judgment
phase.

Plaintiff’s hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during the
enforcement of
judgment phase.

Plaintiff's hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during the
enforcement of
judgment phase.

Plaintiff’s hiring
of lawyer:
Plaintiff hires a
lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during
the enforcement
of judgment
phase.

Plaintiff's
hiring of
lawyer: Plaintiff
hires a lawyer to
enforce the
judgment or
continues to be
represented by a
lawyer during
the enforcement
of judgment
phase

30

Publication of
judgment: The
judgment must be
published in an
official journal,
gazette or local
newspaper.

Plaintiff's
approaching of
court
enforcement
officer or
(private) bailiff
to enforce the
judgment: To
enforce the
judgment, Plaintiff
approaches a court
enforcement
officer such as a
court bailiff or
sheriff, or a private
bailiff.

Plaintiff's
approaching of
court
enforcement
officer or
(private) bailiff
to enforce the
judgment: To
enforce the
judgment, Plaintiff
approaches a court
enforcement officer
such as a court
bailiff or sheriff, or
a private bailiff.

Plaintiff's
approaching of
court
enforcement
officer or
(private)
bailiff to
enforce the
judgment: To
enforce the
judgment,
Plaintiff
approaches a
court
enforcement
officer such as a
court bailiff or

Plaintiff's
approaching of
court enforcement
officer or (private)
bailiff to enforce
the judgment: To
enforce the
judgment, Plaintiff
approaches a court
enforcement officer
such as a court
bailiff or sheriff, or a
private bailiff.

Plaintiff's
approaching of
court
enforcement
officer or
(private)
bailiff to
enforce the
judgment: To
enforce the
judgment,
Plaintiff
approaches a
court
enforcement
officer such as a
court bailiff or

sheriff, or a sheriff, or a
25 22 30 | private bailiff. private bailiff.
Plaintiff's
Publication of request for
judgment: The enforcement
judgment must be order: Plaintiff
published in an applies to the
official journal, court to obtain
gazette or local the enforcement
newspaper. order ('seal' on
23 judgment).

89




Plaintiff's request
for enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the
court to obtain the
enforcement order

Plaintiff's request for
enforcement order:
Plaintiff applies to
the court to obtain
the enforcement
order ('seal' on

Plaintiff's request
for enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the court
to obtain the
enforcement order

Plaintiff's
request for
enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the
court to obtain
the enforcement

Plaintiff's request
for enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the court
to obtain the
enforcement order

Plaintiff's request
for enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the court
to obtain the

Plaintiff's request
for enforcement
order: Plaintiff
applies to the
court to obtain
the enforcement

Attachment of
enforcement
order to
judgment: The
judge attaches
the enforcement

'seal' on . 'seal' on , \ 'seal' on order ('seal' on order (‘seal’) to
judgment) order (‘seal' on enforcement order
judgment). ' judgment). judgment). judgment). ('seoal' on judgment) judgment). the judgment.
Plaintiff's o
advancement of Plaintiff's
. advancement of
enforcement fees:
- enforcement fees:
Plaintiff pays the -
Plaintiff pays the
fees related to the
fees related to the
enforcement of the
judgment. enforcement of the
24 judgment.
Plaintiff's
request for
physical
enforcement:
As Plaintiff fears
that Defendant
Attachment of Attachment of /é\rﬁtf?)irc]?nfgrt\to f Attachment of Attachment of gﬁiizznfgﬁf f p;g:tt t;;r;ysmally
enforcement order enforcement order order to enforcement order enforcement order order to attachment of its
to judgment: The to judgment: The : . to judgment: The to judgment: The : .
. . judgment: The - . judgment: The movable goods,
judge attaches the judge attaches the iudge attaches judge attaches the judge attaches the iudge attaches Plaintiff !
enforcement order enforcement order Jthege nforcement enforcement order enforcement order Jthege nforcement | addresses a
(‘seal’) to the (‘seal’) to the order ('seal’) to (‘seal’) to the (‘seal’) to the order ('seal’) to request to the
judgment. judgment. the judgment. judgment. judgment. the judgment. judge or to the
police authorities
to obtain police
assistance during
the attachment
of Defendant's
31 25 31 26 movable goods.
Delivery of Delivery of
. : enforcement : enforcement
eDr?;lo\ﬁ:Lym(:efnt Delivery of elell‘lovrireymoefnt order: order: The elell‘lovri:eymoefnt order: Delivery of order: The
order: The court's enforcement order: The court's ’ court's The court's ’ enforcement court's
enforcement order The courts . enforcement order enforc_e ment enforcement order order: The court S enforc_e ment
is delivered to a enforcement order is is delivered to a order is is delivered to a enforcement order is order is
delivered to a court delivered to a delivered to a court delivered to a
court enforcement enforcement officer court enforcement court court enforcement enforcement officer court
ofﬁ_c erora or a (private) bailiff. ofﬂ_c erora enforcement ofﬁ_c erora or a (private) bailiff. enforcement
(private) bailiff. (private) bailiff. (private) bailiff.
officer or a officer or a

(private) bailiff.

(private) bailiff.
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Plaintiff's request for
physical
enforcement: As
Plaintiff fears that
Defendant might
physically resist the
attachment of its
movable goods,
Plaintiff addresses a
request to the judge
or to the police
authorities to obtain
police assistance
during the
attachment of
Defendant's movable
goods.

Plaintiff's request
for physical
enforcement: As
Plaintiff fears that
Defendant might
physically resist the
attachment of its
movable goods,
Plaintiff addresses a
request to the
judge or to the
police authorities to
obtain police
assistance during
the attachment of
Defendant's
movable goods.

Plaintiff's
request for
physical
enforcement: As
Plaintiff fears
that Defendant
might physically
resist the
attachment of its
movable goods,
Plaintiff
addresses a
request to the
judge or to the
police authorities
to obtain police
assistance
during the
attachment of
Defendant's
movable goods.

Plaintiff's request
for physical
enforcement: As
Plaintiff fears that
Defendant might
physically resist the
attachment of its
movable goods,
Plaintiff addresses a
request to the
judge or to the
police authorities to
obtain police
assistance during
the attachment of
Defendant's
movable goods.

Plaintiff's request
for physical
enforcement: As
Plaintiff fears that
Defendant might
physically resist the
attachment of its
movable goods,
Plaintiff addresses a
request to the judge
or to the police
authorities to obtain
police assistance
during the
attachment of
Defendant's movable
goods.

Judge's order for
physical
enforcement: The
judge orders the
police to assist with
the physical
enforcement of the
attachment of
Defendant's movable
goods.

Judge's order for
physical
enforcement: The
judge orders the
police to assist with
the physical
enforcement of the
attachment of
Defendant's
movable goods.

Judge's order
for physical
enforcement:
The judge orders
the police to
assist with the
physical
enforcement of
the attachment
of Defendant's

Judge's order for
physical
enforcement: The
judge orders the
police to assist with
the physical
enforcement of the
attachment of
Defendant's
movable goods.

Judge's order for
physical
enforcement: The
judge orders the
police to assist with
the physical
enforcement of the
attachment of
Defendant's movable
goods.

Judge's order
for physical
enforcement:
The judge orders
the police to
assist with the
physical
enforcement of
the attachment
of Defendant's

32 26 32 | movable goods. 27 movable goods.
R, Request to Request to Request to
Request to De?e ndant to Defendant to Defendant to Defendant to
\?;Tr?tg?i?; \E\?it(;]omply ez UL sﬁmﬁgrny with ngﬁgrny with \(;glnl]ﬁgrily with
. it s with judgment: . ’ . ’ . !
judgment: Plaintiff, a Plaintiff. a court judgment: judgment: judgment:
court enforcement enforcement officer Plaintiff, a court Plaintiff, a court Plaintiff, a court
officer or a (private) o a (private) bailiff enforcement enforcement enforcement
bailiff requests re ueI;ts Defendant officer or a officer or a officer or a
Defendant to to(i/oluntaril (private) bailiff (private) bailiff (private) bailiff
voluntarily comply comply withXche requests requests requests
w_|t.h the judgment, judgment, giving Defe nda_nt to Defe nda_nt to Defenda_nt to
giving Defendant a Defendant a last voluntarily voluntarily voluntarily
last chance to e (e Gy comply with the comply with the comply with the
comply voluntarily - ] judgment, giving judgment, giving | judgment, giving
voluntarily with the
with the judgment. ‘udament Defendant a last Defendant a last | Defendant a last
33 27 | 1499 ) 33 [ chance to chance to chance to
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comply
voluntarily with
the judgment.

comply
voluntarily with
the judgment.

comply
voluntarily with
the judgment.

34

Contestation of
selection of assets
identified for
attachment: The
party, Plaintiff or
Defendant, who was
not involved in the
designation of the
assets to be
attached, contests
the selection of
assets for
attachment.

29

Contestation of
selection of assets
identified for
attachment: The
party, Plaintiff or
Defendant, who
was not involved in
the designation of
the assets to be
attached, contests
the selection of
assets for
attachment.

26

Identification of
Defendant's assets
for attachment by
court official or
Defendant: Judge,
a court
enforcement
officer, a (private)
bailiff or the
Defendant himself
identifies
Defendant's
movable assets for
attachment.

28

Identification of
Defendant's assets
for attachment by
court official or
Defendant: Judge,
a court
enforcement
officer, a (private)
bailiff or the
Defendant himself
identifies
Defendant's
movable assets for
attachment.

Contestation of
selection of
assets identified
for attachment:
The party,
Plaintiff or
Defendant, who
was not involved
in the
designation of
the assets to be
attached,
contests the
selection of
assets for
attachment.
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Plaintiff’s Plaintiff's Plaintiff's Plaintiff’s
Plaintiff’s Plaintiff's Plaintiff's identification of Plaintiff's identification of identification of identification of
identification of identification of identification of Defendant's identification of Defendant's Defendant's Defendant's
Defendant's assets Defendant's assets Defendant's assets assets for Defendant's assets assets for assets for assets for
for attachment: for attachment: for attachment: attachment: for attachment: attachment: attachment: attachment:
Plaintiff identifies Plaintiff identifies Plaintiff identifies Plaintiff identifies Plaintiff identifies Plaintiff identi.fies Plaintiff identifies | Plaintiff identifies
Defendant's assets Defendant's assets Defendant's assets Defendant's Defendant's assets Defendant's assets Defendant's Defendant's
for attachment. for attachment. for attachment. assets for for attachment. assets for assets for
for attachment.
attachment. attachment attachment.
27 35 30 34 28
Notification of intent
to attach: A court
enforcement officer
or (private) bailiff
notifies other
creditors of the
intent to attach
Defendant's goods.
Attachment: Attachme, nt: Attach men,t: Attach men,t:
Defendant’s Attachme, nt: Attach men,t: Defendant’s Attach men,t: Attach men,t: Defendant’s Defendant’s
movable goods are Defendant’s movable Defendant’s movable goods Defendant’s Defendant’s movable movable goods movable goods
goods are attached movable goods are are attached movable goods are goods are attached are attached are attached
attached . - - - - - -
(physically or by (ph_ysma}lly or by _ attached _(thS|caIIy (ph_y5|ca?IIy or by attached _(thS|caIIy (ph_y5|ca_lly or by _ (ph_ysma}lly or by (ph_y5|ca_lly or by
registering registering, marking or by registering, registering, or by registering, registering, marking registering, registering,
marking or, or separating marking or marking or marking or or separating marking or marking or
. assets). separating assets). separating separating assets). assets). separating separating
separating assets).
28 36 31 35 | assets). 29 assets). assets).
Report on Report on Report on
Report on Report on execution of Report on execution of execution of
execution of Report on execution execution of attachment: A execution of attachment: A attachment: A
attachment: A of attachment: A attachment: A court court attachment: A court court court
court enforcement court enforcement enforcement officer enforcement enforcement officer Report on execution enforcement enforcement
officer or private officer or private or private process officer or private or private process of attachment: A officer or private | officer or private
process server process server server delivers a process server server delivers a court enforcement process server process server
delivers a report delivers a report on report on the delivers a report report on the officer or private delivers a report | delivers a report
on the attachment the attachment of attachment of on the attachment of process server on the on the
of Defendant's Defendant's movable Defendant's attachment of Defendant's delivers a report on attachment of attachment of
movable goods to goods to the judge. movable goods to Defendant's movable goods to the attachment of Defendant's Defendant's
the judge. the judge. movable goods the judge. Defendant's movable movable goods movable goods
29 37 32 36 | to the judge. 30 goods to the judge. to the judge. to the judge.
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Valuation or
appraisal of
attached movable
goods: The court
or court appointed
valuation expert
evaluates the
attached goods.

Valuation or
appraisal of attached
movable goods: The
court or court
appointed valuation
expert evaluates the
attached goods

Valuation or
appraisal of
attached movable
goods: The court or
court appointed
valuation expert
evaluates the
attached goods.

Valuation or
appraisal of
attached
movable goods:
The court or
court appointed
valuation expert
evaluates the

Valuation or
appraisal of
attached movable
goods: The court or
court appointed
valuation expert
evaluates the
attached goods

Valuation or
appraisal of attached
movable goods: The
court or court
appointed valuation
expert evaluates the
attached goods.

Valuation or
appraisal of
attached
movable goods:
The court or
court appointed
valuation expert
evaluates the

30 38 33 37 | attached goods. 31 attached goods.
Enforcement Enforcement
Enforcement ; disputes before
; disputes before .
disputes before court: The court: The
court: The ’ enforcement of
enforcement of the . ;
enforcement of the : . the judgment is
. . judgment is
judgment is delayed delaved because delayed because
because Defendant v Defendant
Defendant opposes
opposes aspects of opposes aspects
aspects of the
the enforcement enforcement of the
process before the enforcement
: process before the
judge. judge process before
39 34 | JUC9® the judge.
Call for publlc. Call for public Call _for publlc_ Call for public Call _for publlc. Call for public Call for public Call for public
auction: The judge L - auction: The judge auction: The auction: The judge N ) auction: The auction: The
- auction: The judge ) - - auction: The judge - -
calls a public - - calls a public judge calls a calls a public - : judge calls a judge calls a
; calls a public auction - A ) - calls a public auction : B : -
auction by, for auction by, for public auction auction by, for public auction public auction
by, for example, by, for example,
example, - example, by, for example, example, - by, for example, | by, for example,
- advertising or L - - advertising or . -
advertising or o o advertising or advertising or advertising or T advertising or advertising or
AR publication in the 2 o 2 publication in the L A
publication in the NeWSDaDers publication in the publication in publication in the NEWSDADErs publication in the | publication in the
31 | newspapers. 40 papers. 35 | newspapers. 38 | the newspapers. | 37 | newspapers. papers. newspapers. newspapers.
Sale through . Sale through public Sale_ through . Sale through public Sale through Sale through Sale through
) . Sale through public L public auction: L . i . . ; .
public auction: The auction: The auction: The The Defendant’s auction: The public auction: public auction: public auction:
Defendant’s - Defendant’s Defendant’s The Defendant's The Defendant’'s | The Defendant’s
Defendant’s movable . movable . .
movable property . movable property is . movable property is movable property is movable movable
. - property is sold at - property is sold - ) . .
is sold at public ] . sold at public : sold at public sold at public property is sold property is sold
. public auction. . at public . . . ; : )
auction auction. auction auction. auction. at public auction. | at public auction.
32 41 36 39 33

Direct sale:
Defendant's property
is sold but not
through a public
auction. (assumption
9 is disregarded
here)
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Judge's decision on
bids: The judge
determines the
adequacy of the bids
presented at public
auction.

Judge's decision on
bids: The judge
determines the
adequacy of the
bids presented at
public auction.

Judge's decision on
bids: The judge
determines the
adequacy of the
bids presented at
public auction.

Judge's decision
on bids: The judge
determines the
adequacy of the bids
presented at public
auction.

3
42 37 34 2

o Distribution of o
Dlstrlbutu.:)n of Distribution of proceeds: The Dlstrlbutu.:)n of
proceeds: The L proceeds: The

proceeds: The proceeds of the Distribution of
proceeds of the A . . proceeds of the
) - proceeds of the public auction proceeds: The ) -

public auction are . . - public auction

s public auction are are distributed proceeds of the .
distributed to N : : . . are distributed to

- - distributed to various to various public auction are . -

various creditors . . ) . - various creditors
) f creditors (including creditors distributed to ) f
(including L ) . . - ) (including

- Plaintiff), according (including various creditors -

Plaintiff), . . ; - Plaintiff),

. to the rules of Plaintiff), (including Plaintiff), .
according to the L . ) according to the
rules of priority priority. according to the according to the rules of priority

33 ) 43 40 [ rules of priority. 35 | rules of priority. )
Reimbursement Reimburse me Reimbursement Reimbursemen
of Plaintiff's Reimbursement of nt of Plaintiff's of Plaintiff's Reimbursement of t of Plaintiff's

L enforcement . enforcement
enforcement Plaintiff's enforcement Plaintiff's .
fees: Defendant . fees: Defendant
fees: Defendant enforcement fees: ) fees: Defendant enforcement fees: )

h reimburses . reimburses
reimburses Defendant Plaintiff's reimburses Defendant Plaintiff's
Plaintiff's reimburses Plaintiff's Plaintiff's reimburses Plaintiff's

enforcement enforcement
enforcement fees enforcement fees fees which enforcement fees enforcement fees fees which
which Plaintiff had which Plaintiff had A which Plaintiff had which Plaintiff had i
. Plaintiff had . Plaintiff had
advanced advanced previously. d d advanced 3 advanced previously. d d
reviously. advance previously. advance

34 P 44 41 | previously. 36 3 previously.
Payment: Court Payment: Court Payment: Court Pay ment: Court Payment: Court Payment: Court Payment: Court Payment: Court
orders that the y : orders that the orders that the orders that the y : orders that the orders that the

orders that the orders that the
proceeds of the roceeds of the proceeds of the proceeds of the proceeds of the roceeds of the proceeds of the proceeds of the
public auction or public auction or the public auction or public auction or public auction or public auction or the public auction or | public auction or
the direct sale be P the direct sale be the direct sale the direct sale be P the direct sale the direct sale be
; direct sale be ; - ; direct sale be - .
delivered to - s delivered to be delivered to delivered to - . be delivered to delivered to
Lo delivered to Plaintiff. . S S 3 | delivered to Plaintiff. o .
35 Plaintiff. 45 38 Plaintiff. 4 Plaintiff. 37 Plaintiff. 4 Plaintiff. Plaintiff.
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