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Objective of the presentation

PhD thesis
Only draft, preliminary

To compare existing methods
To create own method
To compare CZ/GER/USA legal information

systems using this method

Conclusion: what can be improved
 + The trends



Why is access important?

Comprehensibility
Transparency
Legitimacy

Social acceptance
Communication
Legal conscience



Definitions

* Legal information system

— Every online application accessing legal
information including

* Non - commercial

e Commercial

* Legal information

— All pieces of information relevant and frequently
applied in the field of law



Evaluation

Access to legal information for lay people

x Commercial systems not included
X Commercial factors also not included

— X Speed, price, managerial information not took
into consideration

X Technical aspects not taken account
X Design



Legal information systems sections

Normative acts
Judicial decision
Company register
Land register

Czech republic, US, Germany



Accuracy and relevance

* Very theoretical concept

* Difficult to define, what legal document are
relevant

| decided to avoid these criterias



Functionality and usability

* Functionality allows users to work better or
quicker

e Usability defines the ease of use in which
functionality can be accessed

* Not usable for legal information systems
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Criteria

Content
Interface + search fields

— according to section
Results listing
Document processing

User comfort



1. Content

e |fthe database includes information content
that is expected

 Recommended selection of legal information (or
browsing)

* How often updated

 How does it deal with ineffective/ changed/
overruled legal information



Nové predpisy

P Nejdulezitéjsi zakony

Browsing example 1

Predpis / Cislo:

1/1993 Sb.

2/1993 Sh.

40/1964 Sb.

258/1995 Sb.

513/1991 Sb.

94/1963 Sb.

262/2006 Sb.

361/2000 Sb.

194/1949 Sb.

634/1992 Sb.

1-15z 31 Vysledka na strénce:

Nazev:
Ustava Ceské republiky

usneseni o vyhlaseni LISTINY ZAKLADNICH PRAV A SVOBOD jako soucasti
ustavniho poradku CR

Obc&ansky zakonik

narizeni, kterym se provadi Ob&ansky zakonik
Obchodni zakonik

Zakon o rodiné

Zakonik prace

0 provozu na pozemnich komunikacich a 0 zménach nékterych zakonu (zakon
o silniénim provozu)

Zakon o nabyvani a pozbyvani statniho ob¢anstvi

Zakon o ochrané spotrebitele

Struktura:

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Struktura

Info:

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info

Info



Browsing example 2

USTAVNY SUD
Slovenskej republiky

Aktudlne i

Ustavny stid Slovenskej republiky »

Rozhodovacia ¢innost »

Analytické prehlady vybranych

rozhodnuti »

- Ustavného stdu Slovenskej
republiky

= Eurdpskeho sidu pre ludské prava

= Stdneho dvora Eurdpskej Unie
= Inych dstavnych sudov
«Vybrany judikat mesiaca

- Stanoviska Benatskej komisie

Informacie o podavani Gstavne]
staznosti »

Informacie o podavani staZnosti »

Poskytovanie informacii podla
zakona o slobode informacii »

Kancelaria Ustavného stidu
Slovenskej republiky »

Dokumenty

Média »

Vyznamné udalosti »

Uzito€né linky »

Casto kladené otazky

Ustava Slovenskej republiky Zbierka ndlezov a uzneseni

Vybrany judikat mesiaca

PL. US 109/2011-48

Ustavny sd Slovenskej republiky na neverejnom zasadnuti 11. jila 2012 v pléne zloZenom
z predsednicky Ivetty Macejkovej a zo sudcov Jana Auxta, Petra Briidka. Lubomira Dobrika,
Ludmily Gajdo3ikovej, Juraja Horvdtha, Sergeja Kohuta, Milana Lalika, Jana Lubyho,
Marianny Mochnacove]. Lajosa Mészarosa a Rudolfa Tkacika o névrhu Krajského stdu
v Pre$ove. zastipeného predsednickou senatu JUDr. E. .. na wyslovenie nestladu
poloZzky 13 pism. b) v Casti | prilohy Poplatky vyberané v obcianskom stdnom konani
(Sadzobnika stdnych poplatkov) zakona Slovenskej narodnej rady €. 71/1992 Zb. o stdnych
poplatkoch a poplatku za vypis z registra trestov v zneni neskorSich predpisov s €l. 1 ods. 1,
¢l 13 ods. 4, &l. 46 ods. 1 a &l 47 ods. 3 Ustavy Slovenskej republiky a &l. 6 ods. 1
Dohovoru o ochrane [udskych prav a zakladnych slobdd takto

rozhodol:

1. Polozka 13 pism. b} v Casti | prilohy Poplatky vyberané v ob¢ianskom stdnom konani
(Sadzobnika stdnych poplatkov) zakona Slovenskej narodnej rady €. 71/1992 Zb. o sudnych
poplatkoch a poplatku za vypis z registra trestov v zneni neskorSich predpisov nie je v
stlade s €. 1 ods. 1, €. 13 ods. 4 a ¢l 46 ods. 1 Ustavy Slovenskej republiky a ¢l 6 ods. 1
Dohovoru o ochrane ludskych prav a zakladnych slobdd.

2. Vo zvySnej castindwhunevyhovuje.

Powered by Atlassian Confluence 3.5, the Enterprise Wiki | Report a bug | Atlassian News

Iapa stranok RSS English

» Pdvodné webové sidlo
» Lexikén pojmov

»Zakladné pravne dokumenty
» Vyhlasenia predsednicky US SR



2. Interface + search fields

* Very variable
* From simple to difficult



US Supreme Court Opinions

US Supreme Court Opinions

FindLaw’s searchable database of the Supreme Court decisions since 1893 (U.S. Supreme Court
Decisions: U.S. Reports 150-, 1893-). Browsable by year and U.S. Reports volume number, and
searchable by citation, case title and full text.

We also maintain an archive of Opinion Summaries from September 2000 to the Present.

Citation Search | Party Name Search Ful-Text Search

[  us.|

(e.g. 410 U.S. 113) For U.S. Reports 150+ and onward

Search Supreme Court Cases from vour own web page with a backlink graphic to your own web page. Click here for
the HTML to add this form to your web page.

Related Resources

Official U.S. Supreme Court Website FindLaw Message Boards

FindLaw's U.S. Supreme Court Blog Federal Court Map and Links

Supreme Court Link Index FindLaw's Judges and Judiciary Directory
US Constitution FREE USSC Case Summary Newsletter
FindLaw Supreme Court Center FREE USSC Case Summary RSS Feed

Supreme Court News



Supreme Administrative Court
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Company register 1

4 Obchodni rejstiik a Sbirka listin

Vyhledavani subjekti:

‘ Nézev subjektu, identifikaéni &islo nebo spisova znaéka ‘ Hledat

,0 rozsireng vwhledavani




Company register 2

4 Obchodni rejstiik a Sbirka listin

Nazev subjektu: * |

IdentifikaZni &islo: |

Obec: |

Ulice: |

Prawvni forma: |

Spisova zn.: " | oddi | Viozka

vedena u: |

[=]

* \yplite alespof jedno z poli: Nazev subjektu, Identifikacni €islo, Spisova zn..

0] vyhledat | — Napovéda

% vytistit formulaF |

Max. pocet zobrazenych poloZek:
| 50 [=]

Typ hledani v nazvu:

| od zatdtku [=]

Vyhledavat ddaje:

| jen platné [=]



3. Sorting of results

* How does the search engine provides the
relevance sorting

* Does not work very precisely



40

> 1-15z 154

Predpis / Gislo:  Nazev:

40/2009 Sh. trestni zakonik

408/2000 Sb. o ochrané prav k odradam

407/2000 Sb. dluhopisovy program na nahradu Skod zemédélskym subjektam
406/2000 Sb. o hospodafeni energii

40/1995 Sh. o regulaci reklamy a o zméné a doplnéni zakona ¢&. 468/1991 Sb.
40/1993 Sh. o nabyvani a pozbyvani statniho ob&anstvi Ceské republiky

403/1990 Sb. o zmirnéni nasledkud nékterych majetkovych kfivd

40/1964 Sb. Obcansky zakoni



obcansky

> 1-152z207

Pfedpis / Gislo:  Nazev:

107/2006 Sb. o jednostranném zvySovani ngjemného z bytu a o zméné ob¢. zakoniku
290/2002 Sh. pfechod véci, prav a zavazkd CR na kraje a obce a obéan. sdruZeni
137/2001 Sb. o zvlastni ochrané svédka a dalSich osob

328/1999 Sb. o ob&anskych prukazech

159/1999 Sbh. o nékterych podminkach podnikani v oblasti cestovniho ruchu

102/1992 Sb. Uprava otazek souvisejicich s vydanim novely OZ

40/1964 Sb. ¢ ObcCansky zakonik



Zobrazeny vysledky pro dotaz:
0Z

> 1-15z21

Predpis / Cislo: Nazev:

0Z01/93 (69/1993) o uloZeni dodatku kolektivni smlouvy vyssiho stupné
0Z06/93 o uloZeni kolektivnich smluv vy&siho stupné
0Z07/93 0 uloZeni kolektivnich smluv vyssiho stupné

0Z05/93 o uloZeni kolektivnich smluv vyssiho stupné



4. Documents processing

* Legal documents are complex and structured

* They have to be processed before put into
information system



Czech Civil Code

Part one Cast prvni
* Title one * Hlava prvni
— Chapter two — Oddil druhy
* section 18 * §18
— subsection 2 — ods. 2
» paragraphc » pismeno ¢

e subparagraph * véta



CLI-CLVIII: Zrugeno
§ 1-122: CAST PRVNI Obecna ustanoveni
§ 1-6: HLAVA PRVNI Obganskopravni vztahy a jejich ochrana
§ 7-21: HLAVA DRUHA Ugastnici obZanskopravnich vztahi
§ 7-17: ODDIL PRVNI Fyzické osoby
§ 11-17: Ochrana osobnosti
§ 18-21: ODDIL DRUHY Pravnické osoby
§ 20b-20e: zruseno
§ 20f-21: Zajmova sdruZeni pravnickych osob

§ 22-33b: HLAVA TRETI Zastoupeni



5. User comfort

(Integrated) Help system
Citation

Operators

Saving request and results
User friendly



Conclusion

 With this evaluation method, it will be
possible to decide, what part of accessing
legal information can be improved

 We can compare the quality of access with
other countries and other law cultures



* Thanks for your attention and comments !

o.korhon@gmail.com



