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Administrative Jurisdiction and e-Justice

Seminar of the Association of the Councils of Sfatbthe Supreme Administrative Jurisdictions of
the European Union in cooperation with the CounfiState of Greece and the scientific support of
the Federal Administrative Court of Germany

Preliminary remark

The advantages of modern information and communpitaechnologies are increasingly being
used in EU Member States' judicial systems. Datisiakers in all EU countries have already
looked into the question of "e-Justice”, and in jndMember States a legal framework permitting
the use of modern technologies in the judicialesys already in place.

Given the multiplicity of judicial systems in the), BEhere are inevitably many different concepts of
e-Justice. At present, it is very difficult to gimecomprehensive overview of the main technical
concepts used within the Member States' judicistiesys.

The purpose of this survey is to obtain a picturéhe present situation not mainly on a country-
wide level, but to obtain information about the estice developments within the member
organisations of the Association of the Council$tate and Supreme Administrative Jurisdictions
of the European Union.

Should you have any documentation (diagrams, taldés) which illustrates aspects of the
subject-matter of this questionnaire in relationtte situation in your institution, we would be
grateful if you could make it available to us.

Should you have any questions on how to reply ¢oqgtestionnaire or require any assistance,
please contadCornelie Butz:

Tel.: 0049-341/20071600
E-mail: Cornelie.Butz@bverwg.bund.de




QUESTIONNAIRE

A. General information on thejudicial system

A.l. Staff and bodies

Background

The aim of questions A.1.1. to A.1.3. is to giveagproximate idea of the size of your institution.

A.1.1. How many people are employed at your institution?

Note: The employees envisaged are e.g. judges, otheiatiped legal staff, office employees or admirsue
staff. Persons working at your institution in rol@sich have no judicial content (for instance: takers,
cleaning staff,) are nancluded.

Number of persons: | 154
A.1.2. How many judges are there?

Number of judges: | 72
A.1.3. How many other specialised legal staff are there?

Number of other specialised legal staff: 22

Other remarks re questions A.1.1. to A.1.3.:

A.2. Organisation

Background

We assume that a country's organisational and askmsitive structures influence the implementatiomd a
development of e-Justice concepts. In many Membate$§ the structure of the judicial system cont&ioth
centralised and decentralised elements. Questiarl Aaims to obtain a general impression of the@pmate
form of the administration/organisation in your oby. Please estimate which of the following forms

predominates.

A.2.1. How are the individual judicial authorities and dsun your country administered and organised?

Predominantly centralised administration/or ganisation of authorities/courts M
Note

This means that a central authority (e.g. a fedaraistry) administers the individual administratiy
units (e.g. courts).

Predominantly decentralised administration/organisation of authorities/courts O
Note

This means that several higher administrative aittbs which are independent of, and on the same
level as, one another (e.g. regional ministriesheaminister a number of individual administratjve
units (e.g. individual courts).
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Predominantly autonomous administration/or ganisation of authorities/courts O
Note

This means that there are no higher administratiitborities, and that the individual administrative
units of the various judicial authorities in yowuntry (e.g. the courts) are self-administering.

Other remarks re question A.2.1.:

Ministry of Justice of the Slovak Republic admieistthe courts in the following areas: personajricial,
organizational, economical

A.3. IT facilitiesin the wor kplace and technical back-up

Background
The aim of questions A.3.1. to A.3.3. is to asdertehat IT facilities workplaces in your instituticare equipped

with. This information should help to show the tmlaship between the IT facilities available in you
organisation and the current state of developmecommcepts of e-Justice.

A.3.1. All workplaces

A.3.1. How many of the workplaces in your institution aguipped with

Note: The employees envisaged are e.g. judges, othelatiped legal staff, office employees or
administrative staff. (cf. question A.1.1.)

PCs: <10 %
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

E-mail: <10%
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

Internet: <10 %
10% - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

Speech recognition: <10 %
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
> 90 %

O00rRROOONOOOROOO0

Other remarks re question A.3.1.:
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A.3.2. Judges

A.3.2. How many judges' workplaces are equipped with

PCs

<10 %
10% -50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

E-mail

<10%
10% -50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

Internet

<10 %
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
> 90 %

Speech recognition

<10%
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

O00rROOORNOOOROOO0

Other remarks re question A.3.2.:

A.3.3. Courtrooms

A.3.3. How many courtrooms are equipped with

PCs

<10%
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

E-mail

<10 %
10% - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

Internet

<10%
10% - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
>90 %

Speech recognition

<10 %
10 % - 50 %
50 % - 90 %
> 90 %

O00RROOO0ODO0ORROOO

Other remarks re question A.3.3.:

A.4. Networking (connectivity) of courts

Background

Questions A.4.1. to A.4.3. aim to ascertain whetet how the workplaces in your institution arewogked.
"Networking" or "networked" means that the varia@mputer workstations are linked to one anothemby
dedicated technical connection. This makes it jppbssfor instance, to access, or communicate witimputers

which are connected. Use of the Internet and e-ahaile is not what is meant.
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A.4.1. Are the computers in the various buildings in ymstitution networked with one another?
Note: This refers to the internal networking of compuwt@rkstations.

Yes No Partially
O ] |

A.4.2. How are the administrative courts in your counteyworked with one another?
Note: This refers to connections between different urt

The courts are not networked:

The courts are completely networked:

The courts are only networked regionally:

OO Oor

Other forms of network:
Details: ...

A.4.3. If networking is in place, how is it implementeahaically? Please explain:

Other remarks re questions A.4.1. to A.4.3.:

Note concerning the next question

The next question, A.4.4., aims to ascertain whete networking of courts corresponds to the oisgional
structure of the courts in your country or diffdfrem it. This means, for instance, that there cobd a

centralised network structure although the coustsoaganised on a decentralised basis.

pur

A.4.4. Does the networking of the courts correspond tmtiganisational structure of the courts in y,
country?
Yes, predominantly No, predominantly

a a

Other remarks re question A.4.4.:

A.5. Technical back-up

Note concerning the next question

The following question, A.5., aims to ascertain wkoresponsible for technical back-up of the eq@pmat the

workplaces in your institution.
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A.5. Who is responsible for technical back-up of workpka (administration, maintenance, trouble-shooting,
replacement) in your institution?

Predominantly employees of the institution withie 1 T-department

Predominantly employees of an external enterprise

Other

Please give details:

Other remarks re question A.5.;

B. Electronic documentation

Background

Electronic documentation is an important elementdamcepts of e-Justice. This refers to technicaitiems
which replace, or supplement, traditional paperudaentation in the judicial system with electronacdments.
Apart from storing data, electronic documentati@n @lso be processed and managed on a computer. The
guestions below aim to ascertain the nature ofabal framework in your country and the extent tuich it has
already been implemented technically within yougtitation.

B.1.1. Are there legislative or other rules in your coyrgermitting judicial authorities and courts to mtain their
documentation in electronic form?

Yes, as a rule electronic documentation is peraitte [ Exception: ...

No, as a rule electronic documentation is not peechi & Exception: ...

ote: If you have ticked this field and there are no @tioms, you can skip the next few questions. Pleas¢inue
with the questionnaire from section C.

Other remarks re question B.1.1.:

There are no special legislative rules dealing wWithmaintaining of judicial documentation in eftecic form. Only the
case numbers, dates, names of those involved jprtdoeedings are maintained electronically sineeytrar 2000;
Documents concerning the judicial proceedings amtained in paper form.

Note concerning the next question

When making legal provision for electronic docunagion, there are essentially two different patteimse
taken into consideration:

On the one hand, only the "metadata” of a judid@ument; this means that the document itself tsstared

electronically in full, but only data containingfémnmation on the judicial procedure concerned (eames /
addresses of those involved in the proceedings, mambers, dates).

On the other hand, the judicial documents may bésmaintained electronically in their entirety. §hieans that
all their component elements, i.e. including theuaccontents of a judicial document (e.g. writsabmissions
by legal counsel, grounds for a decision) can bragad and processed in an electronic documentsy®tem.

The next question, B.1.2., aims to ascertain wingallprovision has been made for this in your agunt




B.1.2. If documents can be maintained electronically, nlustdocuments be maintained electronically inrtbetirety
or is documentation consisting of both electromid paper documents also legally permissible? Muxa bne
field may be ticked.

B.1.3. To what extent is electronic documentation alreiadyse?

Legal provisions Percentage use

Judicial documentation is maintained electronicaillits entirety O %
Note: This means that documentation is paperless in gountry

Only metadata are maintained electronically; theadocuments are
maintained in paper form O %

Judicial documentation is maintained electronicaillits entirety, and also on paper O
%

Other option O
Please explain... %

Other remarks (e.g. exceptions) re questions Btd.B.1.3.:

B.1.4. Are there types of procedure in which documentatimst by law, be maintained in electronic form by the
authorities or courts?

No O

Yes [Iin the following types of procedure: ...

Other remarks re question B.1.4.;

Note concerning the next question

The next question aims to ascertain whether teehrstandards for electronic documentation exisyaur
country. This means, for instance, that technitahdards governing the use of certain data filenéds, data
storage media or software applications may be plestby law.

B.2.1. Do technical standards exist for electronic doentation within the judicial system?
B.2.2. Is compliance with technical standards requirgthlv or under other rules?

Mandatory technical standards exist Yes O Examples: ...
No O

Compliance with technical standards is require¢blyor under other rules
YesO No O No uniform regulation§]

Other remarks re questions B.2.1. and B.2.2.:

g



Note concerning the next question

This question concerns the origin of technical sohs for electronic documentation. It aims to atia whether the
software used in your institution was developedBigally for judicial use or is ordinary standasdftware.

B.2.3. What technical solution is used for electronic doentation? More than one field may be ticked.

Software developed specifically for judicial use O

Standard market software O Examples: ...

Other remarks re question B.2.3.:

Note concerning the next question

Question B.3. aims to ascertain to what extentethetronic documentation system directly influenthes work
of judges and whether they themselves work activeétly the electronic documentation system or, fatance,

leave this to their support staff.

B.3 If documentation is maintained electronically lmuy court: are judges personally involved in theéntemance of
electronic documentation?
not at all / hardly partially predominantly tiughout
O O O O

Other remarks re questions B.3

Note concerning the next question

The following question B.4. concerns the archivafgudicial acts which exist in both electronic apaper form. We
would like to know whether you send only the elegic version for archiving and destroy the papesioa.

B.4.1. When judicial documents which are kept in both tetadc and paper form are to be archived, can #pepversions
be destroyed?

Yes No
O O

Other remarks re question B.4.1.:

Note concerning the next question

A great advantage of electronic documentation systés that they can be inspected from outside,hés dan
substantially reduce administrative effort. Thddeing comments concern access to electronic dontsrizy persons




involved in proceedings who are not directly emplbyn the judicial system (parties, lawyers, etc.).

B.5.1. What possibilities are available under the lawaniycountry for the inspection of electronic docutseby persons
involved in proceedings who are not directly emplbyn the judicial system (parties, lawyers, et®)tiple replies

are possible.
A print-out made by the court or the judicial autties Yes [O No
Exceptions: ... O
Electronic transmission of the document or extrércis it byYes: O No
the court or the judicial authorities (e.g. by eiljna Exceptions: ... O
Direct access to the document via an internal netwo Yes O No
Exceptions: ... O
Direct access to the document via a public netwert. Yes O No
Internet) Exceptions: ... O
Other inspection possibilities:

Other remarks re question B.5.1.:

B.5.2. Is access to electronic documents for purposesspiiction by persons involved in proceedings btitlivectly
employed in the judicial system (parties, lawyets,) already technically feasible within your ihgion?
Not feasible Completely feasible Partially feasible
O O O

Other remarks re question B.5.2.:

B.5.3. Are there technical standards for inspection oftedamic documents by persons involved in proceedimigo are not
directly employed in the judicial system?
B.5.4. Is compliance with technical standards requiretalayor under other rules?

Note: This means that the technical means of electraisigdction are subject to specific rules. Techritadards may e
take the form of specific data file formats, dataage media or software applications that haugetased.
Technical standards exist Yes Examples: ...

No O

Compliance with technical standards is requiredhlayor under other rules
Yes[O] No [ Not uniformly regulated]

Other remarks re questions B.5.3. and B.5.4.:
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B.5.5. How often is document inspection by persons inviblbat not directly employed in the judicial syst@uarties,
lawyers, etc.) already carried out electronically?

In the case of your institution <10 % O
10 % - 50 % O
50 % - 90 % O
> 90 % O

Other remarks re question B.5.5.:

B.6.1. What experience do you have of the introductiorle€tronic documents within the judicial system®Ynay
make general comments here)

B.6.2.What experience do you have of the introductioaafess to electronic documents by persons invaotvptbceedings
who are not directly employed in the judicial systéparties, lawyers, etc.)? (You may make generalments here)

C. Electronic communication with personsinvolved in proceedings

Background

The advantages of electronic communication metlfeds e-mail) are utilised nowadays in practicalllyspheres of
social and working life. These technologies lenehtbelves to use in the judicial sector as well,re/tmultiple copies
of extensive documents (e.g. judgments, charges) leave to be distributed. Section C looks at dbeeral legal
conditions for electronic communication with thdigial system in your country, and how far they dvalready been
met in technical terms.

Subsection C.1. deals with the electronic filingdotuments with courts or by persons who are metctdy employed
in the judicial system or by judicial authorities.d. lawyers, parties, etc.): i.e. electronic sudsion of documents to
courts (e.g. applications initiating proceedings).

Subsection C.2. considers the electronic "way bdok"documents: i.e. the recipients of electronixuiments are
persons on the outside, while the senders arextrig. judicial service of a judgment on the gaiti
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C.1. Transmission of documents: electronic submission

Filing of electronic documentswith courts

parties, lawyers,

etc.

»
»

courts

This subsection deals with the filing of electrod@cuments with courts. The senders of such doctsaea persons
who are not directly employed in the judicial syster by judicial authorities (e.g. parties, lawyers

C.1.1. In which types of proceedings is it legally pessible, or are legislative or other rules planrfeddocuments to b
filed with courts in electronic form? If alreadyailable: please indicate the rules or the law.

C.1.2. Has this been implemented technically within yimstitution?

C.1.3.Which percentage of documents are filed electailyie

(1]

Proceedings Admissibility Technical Use in %
implementation

Administrative court proceedings | No Yes, since: Law /other | Yes| from <10 % O
a 15.10.2008 rules O 10% -50% [
No proceedings availat (I Title: planned 50 % -90% O
Codeon Civil O > 90 % O

Proceeding No.

99/1963

Administrative enfor cement No Yes, since: Law /other | Yes| from <10% O
proceedings O rules O 10% -50% O
Title: planned 50 % -90 % OO
No proceedings availak 4 O > 90 % O

Other remarks re questions C.1.1. to C.1.3.;

Filing of electronic documents with courts has lme¢n implemented technically within the SupremerCofithe
Slovak Republic yet. Technical implementation hasrbmade within the district and regional courts.

. For which types of individual proceedings not likte the previous question is electronic filingdafcuments with
courts and judicial authorities not permissibled ant planned?
The question seeks to ascertain whether thereeatain types of proceedings in your coynthich are general
considered unsuitable for the use of electronicroamication methods.

Other remarks re question C.1.4.:
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C.1.5. Are there types of individual proceedings wheretetmic filing of documents with your institutios legally
permissible in principle but where certain docurseare excluded?

INote: The question seeks to ascertain whether thereeatain types of documents which are generallysictaned
unsuitable for electronic transmission in your doyn

No Yes
4] O

Proceedings Type of document (e.g. notarial docusne
opinions)

Other remarks re question C.1.5.:

C.1.6. Where proceedings were initiated electronicallppiconventional means, is it still possible to aathe method
of transmission at a later stage?

Note: The question asks whether it is possible to swiittin one communication method to another in thes®of

proceedings?

Yes No
O O

Other remarks re question C.1.6.:

Note concerning the next question

There are often problems in getting new technigatesns accepted: the people affected by the teghimnovations
either refuse to use them or fail to exploit thechnical potential to the full. To overcome thdg@culties it is worth

offering inducements for the use of new technigaitesms. These could take the form of a reductiothéncosts of
proceedings, swifter processing or cash benefites@ons C.1.7. and C.1.8. ask whether such indectEnare offered
in your country.

C.1.7. Are there types of proceedings where persons ieebho are not part of the judicial system arerefie
inducements for transmitting documents to the jiatlmuthorities electronically?
C.1.8. If so, for which types of proceedings does thisuw@nd what inducements are offered?

No Yes
4] O

Proceedings Type of inducement

&



Other remarks re questions C.1.7. and C.1.8.:

Not applicable within the Supreme Court of the SloRRepublic. There are some proceedings at theaflisourt level
(e.g. Commercial Register proceedings) where tiniegaare motivated by 50 % reduction of the céegtwhen
submitting electronically.

C.1.9. What experience do you have of electronic trassion of documents to the judicial authorities byspns
involved in proceedings who are not directly emplbyn the judicial system (parties, lawyers, e{@)@u may
make general comments here)

C.2. Transmission of documents:. electronic " way back"

Transmission of €lectronic documents to outsiders

parties, lawyers,
€etc.

A

courts

This subsection deals with the transmission oftedeec documents to persons involved in proceedidgs are not par
of the judicial system (e.g. parties, lawyers). Téepients are therefore persons not directly eygal by the judicial
system or judicial authorities. Senders are courts.

C.2.1. In which types of proceedings is it legally pessible, or are legislative or other rules planriedyour institution
to transmit documents in electronic form to personslved in proceedings who are not part of théigial system
If available: please indicate the rules or the law.

C.2.2. Has this been implemented technically?

C.2.3. What percentage of documents are filed electedlyie

Proceedings Admissibility Technical Use in %
implementation

Administrative court proceedings | No Yes, since: Law /other | Yes| from <10 % O
O 15.10.2008 rules 10%-50% O
No proceedings availab ] Title: planned O 50 % -90 % OO
Codeon Civil O > 90 % O

Proceeding No.

99/1963
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Administrative enfor cement No Yes, since: Law /other | Yes| from [<10 % O

proceedings O rules 10% -50% O

Title: planned O 50 % -90 % OO

No proceedings availak 4 O > 90 % O
Other proceedings

Yes, since: Law / other | Yes| from [<10 % O

rules 10% -50% 0O

Title: planned O 50 % -90 % O

O > 90 % O

Yes, since: Law / other | Yes from <10% O

rules 10% -50 % 0O

Title: planned O 50 % -90 % O

O > 90 % O

Other remarks re questions C.2.1. to C.2.3.:
Transmission of electronic documents to outsidassriot been implemented technically within the 8oy Court of
the Slovak Republic yet. Technical implementatias heen made within the district and regional sourt

C.2.4. For which types of individual proceedings not ltste the previous question is electronic transroissif
documents by judicial authorities to persons inedlin proceedings who are not part of the judisyatem not
permissible in principle, and not planned?

The question asks whether there are certain typpsoceedings in your country which are generetigsidered
unsuitable for the use of electronic communicati@ihods.

Note:

Other remarks re question C.2.4.:

C.2.5. Are there types of individual proceedings wheretetmic transmission of documents to persons ireiv
proceedings who are not part of the judicial sysitefagally permissible in principle but where eéntdocuments
are excluded?

INote: The question seeks to ascertain whether thereeatain types of document which are generally iclamsd
unsuitable for electronic transmission in your doyn

No Yes
O ]

Type of document (e.g. notarial docusne
opinions)

Proceedings

Decisions in the main pceedings and decisions wh
are delivered into the hands




Other remarks re question C.2.5.:

C.3. Further comments on €electr onic communication

Technical standards exist Yesi ExamplesMicrosoft/Apple Rich Text Format (RTF) Version LACSII
coded according to ISO 8859-2; maximal e-mail gt

No 0O

Compliance with technical standards is requiredhlyor other rules
YesM No O Not uniformly regulatedd

Other remarks re questions C.3.1. and C.3.2.:

Via a separate network Via the Internet Other method (Please indicate):
(Extranet)
O %} |

Other remarks re question C.3.3.:
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Note concerning the next question

The following questions C.3.4. to C.3.6. ask whettmcuments transmitted are processed in such ghaaymachine-
machine communication” is possible, i.e. incominguments can undergo further processing eithey @ulpartially in

computerised form.

C.3.4. Are data transmitted electronically transmittedtiructured form for automated further processing?

YesO

No OO
N.B. Please elaborate in your answer to question C.3.[7.

BN

C.3.5. If so, which parts of the data sent are transmittestructured form? More than one field may b&dit

The (meta-)data (e.g. names, addresses, dategnedenumbers, etc.) O

The documents (e.g. reasons for a judgement, gsofandh claim, etc.) O

C.3.6. How is structuring of the data implemented techij@a

Through the use of an

Sending of the data files in

electronic data-exchange format,
form such as XML
O O O

@ther solution (Please indicate):

Other remarks re questions C.3.3. to C.3.6.:
\We do not have information regarding to partictéahnical questions. This technical details aredleghby Ministry of

Justice.

Note concerning the next question

Points C.3.7. and C.3.8. deal with the origin @ht@cal solutions for electronic communication. ¥lam to ascertain
whether the software used in your country/institutwas developed specifically for judicial use srthe ordinary
standard software.

C.3.7. Which technical solution is used for the electrangmsmission of documents between the judiciakesysand persons
involved in proceedings who are not part of thadiadl system? More than one field may be ticked.

C.3.8. How widely used is the software?

Origin of the technical solution Extent of its use
Standard market software O Examples: ... %
Software developed specifically for judicial use [ %
Other software O Please give detalils: ... %

Other remarks re questions C.3.7. and C.3.8.:
The same as remark 3.3 to 3.6
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C.4. Signatures

Signatures Directive:

http://eur-lex.europa.eu/JOIndex.do?year=2000&séddextfield2=13&Submit=Rechercher& submit=Recherdaémlang

C.4.1. How does your institution ensure the authenticitgl antegrity of the data sent in the course oftetetc
communication between courts, judicial authoriiesl persons involved in proceedings who are natgidhe
judicial system? For what types of document aré guwotection techniques particularly used (e.gliegfions

initiating proceedings)?

No Yes Type of document / Procedure

Simple signature within the meaning of
Article 2, point 1, of the Directive 1999-12-13 O O
of the European Parliament and of the Council
on a Community framework for electronic
signatures (Signatures Directive).
)Advanced electronic signature within the
meaning of Article 2, point 2, of the Signatufes O O
Directive.
)Advanced electronic signature within the
meaning of Article 5(1) of the Signatures O O
Directive (qualified signature)
Other protection techniques:

O

O

Other remarks re question C.4.1.:

Not applicable within the Supreme Court becauseasmentioned above, ttransmission of electronic documents has not

been technically implemented at the Supreme Court.

C.5. Video-conferencing

Background

One reason why court proceedings are often costtly tane-consuming is that those involved in thecpesings
usually have to appear in person before the c¥infeo-conferencing is a way of improving the sitaat Section C.5.
investigates the legal framework-conditions for a$evideo-conferencing in your country's judiciglseem and the

extent to which this has already been implemergeldrtically.
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C.5.2. Has this been implemented technically?
C.5.3. To what extent is this actually used?

C.5.1. In which types of proceedings is it legally pessible, or are legislative or other rules planedcourts or public
prosecutor's offices to use video-conferencinghab proceedings can be conducted without someegbdinsons
involved being physically present? If already aafalié, please indicate the law or rules.

Proceedings Admissibility Technical Use in %
implementation

Administrative court proceedings| No Yes, since: Law/other ruley Yes | from <10 % O
No proceedings availat [ ] planned O 10% -50% O
Title: O 50 % -90 % O
> 90 % O
IAdministrative enfor cement No Yes, since: Law/other ruley Yes | from <10 % O
proceedings | planned | 10%-50% O
No proceedings availat M Title: O 50 % -90 % O
> 90 % O

Other proceedings
....... Yes, since: Law/other ruley Yes | from <10 % O
planned O 10% -50% O
Title: O 50 % -90 % O
> 90 % O
....... Yes, since: Law/other ruley Yes | from |<10 % O
planned O 10% -50% O
Title: O 50 % -90 % O
> 90 % O

Other remarks re questions C.5.1. to C.5.3.:

C.5.4. Have you any experience of cross-border use @ovitbnferencing in the judicial system?
Example: Have there been court proceedings in your countrgrervideo-conferencing was used to link up with
withesses, experts or other persons involved frdraracountries?

No

4]

Yes O
Please describe your experience: ...

comments here)

C.5.5. What experience do you have of the use of videderencing in the judicial system? (You may makeegeh
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D. Presence on the internet of the judicial system

Background

Many EU Member States post information about thalicial systems on the internet by way of an addél service to
their citizens. The following questions investigtte extent to which there is such internet provish your country.

D.1.1. Is there a national home page on which the cousisennformation available

No
O

Planned
O

Yes
|

URL: www.supcourt.gov.sk

D.1.2. Is there a national home page on which the Minisfryustice (or other Ministries) makes information

available?

Planned
O

Yes
|

URL: www.justice.sk

Other remarks re questions D.1.1. and D.1.2.:

D.1.3. If courts and the Ministry of Justice (or otherriditries)do have national home pages, what infdonas made

available electronically?

Content:

Z
(o]

Own editorial
contributions

Links to foreign
websites

Structure of the judicial system

Lists of courts

Lists of other judicial institutions

Legislative measures

Judgments

Literature (essays and the like)

Register databases

Forms for printing out

Forms for electronic transmission

Other information

0| OO O|O/0O/00
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D.2.1. Insofar as court judgments are posted on the ieteane they first rendered anonymous?
N.B.: This means that the names and addresses of thenganvolved in the proceedings are removed/reader

unrecognisable.

Yes
|

No
O

Other remarks re question D.2.1.:

=



D.2.2. Insofar as court judgments are posted on the ieteane they accessible free of charge by the gribli

N.B.: This means that the complete text of the judgmearsbe viewed and downloaded free of charge.

Yes
]

No
O

E. Prospects

Background

The following question looks to the future. It seeo ascertain whether there are plans for the lderent or

implementation of new e-Justice concepts in yountry.

country

E.1. General remarks on the situation regarding ITimgke judicial system or on planned e-Justimecepts in your

F. Other remarks

Background

In case we have any queries concerning your refaigss questionnaire, please give details ofreaxt person.

F.1.Please state in this field who replied to the qoastire for your institution and give that persorontact details
(name, address, tel. number, e-mail address)

Marian Sottnik sottnik@supcourt.gov.skel: +421 2 593 53 130; Peter Pretieti@supcourt.qgov.sk421 2 593

53 368;

Adress: Zupné namestie 13, 814 90 Bratislava, KI®epublic

Supreme Court of the Slovak Republic, Departmemafumentation, Analytics and Foreign Affairs

This questionnaire is based on a survey made bithapean IT Academy of Law (Europadische EDV-Akatbedes
Rechts GmbH) in Merzig, Germany, during the Germegsidency of the EU in 2007 for the Working Pantyl_egal
Data processing (e-Justice). We kindly thank thte@ns Daniela Freiheit and Michael Hensen for pssioin to adapt

the questionnaire.
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