PROOF METHODS AND TOOLS IN CIVIL PROCEDURE LAW

1 |Course Title: PROOF METHODS AND TOOLS IN CIVIL PROCEDURE LAW
2 |Course Code: OZH6107
3 |Type of Course: Optional
4 |Level of Course: Third Cycle
5 |Year of Study: 1
6 |Semester: 1
7 |ECTS Credits Allocated: 7.00
8 |Theoretical (hour/week): 3.00
9 |Practice (hour/week): 0.00
10 |Laboratory (hour/week): 3
11 |Prerequisites: None
12 |Language: Turkish
13 [Mode of Delivery: Face to face
14 |Course Coordinator: Dog. Dr. CENGIZ TOPEL CELIKOGLU
15 [Course Lecturers: Dr. Ogr. Uyesi E. G6kge Karabel,
Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Seda Kaynak.
Ars. Gor. Dr. Feriha Kuru; Ars. Goér. F. Simeyye Diven
16 |Contact information of the Course |Dog Dr. C. T. Celikoglu,
Coordinator: e-mail: cengiztc@uludag.edu.tr
17 [|Website:
18 |Objective of the Course: Teaching the academic research as to proof theory and Turkish
civil procedure law perpectives
19 |Contribution of the Course to Upper
Professional Development:
20 |Learning Outcomes:
1 To obtain comparative theoretical
information about the proof institution
2 To comprehend our current proof and
evidence system in judicial procedures rin
private law
3 To be able to interpret and explain the
legislation regarding the proof institution
4 To comprehend the implementation aspects
of the legislation regarging the proof
institution
5 To evaluate academic and judicial
jurisprudence regarding the rules of proof
6 To comprehend the roles of judges and
parties in proof activity
7 To be able to determine the types of current
proof and proof-certitude judicial procedures




To identify the evidence xatalog that can be
used in judicial procedures by qualifying the
tools of proof

To be able to analyze current bans in the
assertion and evaluation of the tools of proof

10

To be able to analyze the categories of rules
related to the proof institution

21 |Course Content:
Course Content:
Week |Theoretical Practice
1 |The purpose and subject of the proof
2
Types of proof and proof-certitude measure
3 |Alternative models for the organization -
of the proof institution
4
Burdens related to proof (the burden of
presenting an evidence-the burden of
objectify- the burden of proof) -
5
Proof-certitude activity | (bringing evidence to
trial)
Activites Number Duration (hour)|Total Work
Load (hour)
Practicals/Labs 14 3.00 42.00
Self stfdly'and breperation - P 0o codl 0 0.00 0.00
Homeworks 14 2.00 28.00
Prdect ; » 1 90.00 90.00
Field Studies 0 0.00 0.00
Midterm exams 0 0.00 0.00
Others 1 7.00 7.00
FIA& E(gmgwnfinn in nrove with the deed and its 0 2.00 0.00
Total Work Load 209.00
Total wiork load/ 30 hr 703
ECTS Credit of the Course 7.00
books
12 |Oath
13 |Witness
14 |Inspection and expert — ex
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41- Sema Taspinar: Medeni Yargilama Hukukunda ispat
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60- Ejder Yilmaz: Hukuk Davalarinda Delillerin Gosterilme
Zamani, Avukat Serdar Ozersin’e Armagan, Ankara 2017,
ss. 11-25.
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23 |Assesment

TERM LEARNING ACTIVITIES NUMBE |WEIGHT
R

Midterm Exam 0 0.00
Quiz 0 0.00
Home work-project 1 100.00
Final Exam 0 0.00
Total 1 100.00
Contribution of Term (Year) Learning Activities to 100.00
Success Grade
Contribution of Final Exam to Success Grade 0.00
Total 100.00
Measurement and Evaluation Techniques Used in the|Homework,
Course

24 |ECTS/WORK LOAD TABLE

25 CONTRIBUTION OF LEARNING OUTCOMES TO PROGRAMME
QUALIFICATIONS
PQ1|PQ2 |PQ3 |PQ4|PQ5 |PQ6 [PQ7|PQ8|PQ9 |PQ1 [PQ11|PQ12 |PQ1 |PQ14 [PQ15 |PQ16
0 3
OK1 3 4 3 5 4 3 4 4 5 2 3 3 4 4 5 3
OK2 4 3 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 3 3 3 4 3 3 3
OK3 5 3 3 4 4 3 5 3 3 3 4 4 5 3 4 4
OK4 4 3 3 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 4 4 4
OK5 3 5 3 3 3 4 5 3 3 3 5 3 4 5 3 5
OK®6 3 4 4 5 3 4 3 3 3 4 4 5 4 4 4 3
OK7 4 |4 |4 |3 |4 5 I3 |14 |4 |4 3 4 3 4 4 4
OK8 5 3 3 4 3 4 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 3
OK9 3 |3 4 2 |3 4 3 3 2 2 3 4 3 4 4 3
OK10 4 4 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
LO: Learning Objectives PQ: Program Qualifications

Contrib | 1 very low 2 low 3 Medium 4 High 5 Very High

ution

Level:




