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Research Article

Principles governing the Civil Judgments Enforcement Act, such as the principle of prompt 
enforcement of judgments and the principle of continuity of enforcement operations 
without delay or suspension, require that, after the completion of the adjudication 
process, the content of the issued judgment be enforced without procrastination or 
delay; because the purpose and ultimate goal of adjudication is the issuance of a just 
judgment and its enforcement, and without enforcement, this goal will not be achieved. 
These principles were excepted by the enactment of the 1986 Single-Article Act on the 

enforcement of judgments on the one hand, and the lack of compensation for delay 
damages after delayed enforcement on the other, have shaken the legislator's position 
in public opinion and the sense of justice in society, raising the question of whether the 
legislator's performance in delayed enforcement of government's financial judgments and 
non-seizure of government assets is correct. The present article, adopting a descriptive-
analytical method, examines the scope of this single-article act and the justificatory and 
critical reasons regarding it, in order to provide a report on the efficiency of the legislator's 
performance and the prevailing judicial practice (concerning delayed enforcement of 
judgments and non-payment of delay damages). The results indicate that although the 
impossibility of seizing assets of government institutions is justifiable based on certain 
principles, the performance of the legislator and courts regarding institutions covered by 
this single-article act and the non-payment of delay damages is open to criticism in some 
respects and deserves reconsideration
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