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ABSTRACT

The civil judiciary in the modern era is witnessing increasing
challenges represented by the slowness of dispute resolution, the
complexity of procedures, and the increasing number of lawsuits, which
has created an urgent need to search for effective legal mechanisms that
ensure the proper conduct of litigation without compromising the
guarantees of litigation and the rights of defense. In this context, the
concept of procedural rationalization in civil litigation has emerged as
one of the most important modern trends in the law of civil procedure,
due to its pivotal role in simplifying and organizing procedures and
reducing the time and procedural waste that hinders access to justice.

Procedural rationalization is based on achieving the optimal use of
judicial procedures by directing them towards achieving the purpose for
which they were enacted, without excessive formality or expansion of
penalties, and in a way that achieves a delicate balance between the
requirements of speed in resolving disputes and the requirements of
justice and ensuring The rights of the litigants, therefore, procedural
rationalization is not limited to simply shortening procedures, but extends
to include reconsidering the philosophy of procedural organization itself,
so that the procedure becomes a means to serve the right and not an
obstacle to it.

Based on this, this study addresses the meaning of procedural
rationalization in terms of its concept and its jurisprudential and
legislative basis, while explaining the requirements upon which its
realization depends, whether at the level of the procedural legislative
policy adopted by the legislator, or at the level of the effective role of the
judge in managing the dispute. The study also focuses on examining the
manifestations of procedural rationalization in judicial papers and
procedures, particularly those related to organizing petitions, memoranda,
and procedural deadlines, and reducing excessive formalism that leads to

the disruption of the resolution of the case without objective justification.

A



The study also addresses rationalization in the field of procedural
penalties, by analyzing the legislator’s position on penalties of nullity,
inadmissibility and forfeiture, and showing the extent to which it is
possible to narrow their scope and limit them to the limits that achieve the
procedural goal, in a way that prevents their misuse and prevents the
disruption of the litigation due to formal errors that do not affect the
essence of the right or the integrity of the litigation.

The study does not stop at the theoretical aspect only, but extends
to explaining the effects of procedural rationalization, which are
represented in achieving a fair and prompt judiciary, reducing
manifestations of waste and procedural duplication, as well as enhancing
the positive role of the judge in managing the case, through activating his
discretionary authority in a way that ensures the proper conduct of the
dispute and the achievement of prompt justice.

Thus, this study seeks to provide an integrated vision of the
concept of procedural rationalization in civil litigation, combining
theoretical analysis and practical application, with the aim of reaching
results and recommendations that contribute to the development of
procedural legislation and enhance the efficiency of the civil judicial

system.
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