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S. Shandruk

SYSTEMS   OF   COMPULSORY   EXECUTION   OF   JUDGEMENTS.
WORLD   EXPERIENCE

The systems of compulsory execution of judgments in European countries and
USA are investigated. Their general features and peculiarities are determined. The
world experience in organization of execution of judgments is analyzed.

Key words: systems of compulsory execution of judgments, court enforcement
action, organizational and legal forms, service of compulsory execution.
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