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Member State: Estonia 

Court: Supreme Court and Ministry of Justice 

Last Name:  

Sirje Kaljumäe, Adviser to the Administrative Law Chamber of the Supreme Court 

Jaana Sahk, Adviser, Ministry of Justice 

E-mail address: jaana.sahk@just.ee 

  sirje.kaljumae@riigikohus.ee  

 

1. Are you aware of the ECLI system? If yes, how did you hear about it? 

Yes. Ministry of Justice is responsible for e-Law Working Party in the Council of Europe. We 

participated in the negotiations of Council’s conclusions on ECLI.  

 

2. After reading the text of the Council conclusions, are there items you do not understand or on 

which you would like further information? If so, please specify. 

No. See the answer to paragraph 1. 

  

3. Are there any barriers to the implementation of such a system in your court (or the courts of your 

Member State)? 

Technical? Other? Please specify. 

Estonia is building new ICT system which will deal with publication of court rulings and judgements. 

We can implement ECLI after the new Court Information System is implemented. We do not see the 

possibility to make extra developments for the current Court Information System in order to 

implement ECLI.  

 

4. What adaptations are needed in your court (or the courts of your Member State) to implement 

the ECLI system requirements? 

See answer to paragraph 3. We take ECLI requirements into account in the development process of 

the new Court Information System.  

 

5. What meta-data (a) required or b) optional) for ECLI are already in place in your court (or the 

courts of your Member State)?  
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Required meta-data is aready avalaible in the current ICT systems for all Estonian courts.  

 

6. Are there any obstacles for your court (or the courts of your Member State) to extend the 

available metadata?  

In theory there are two main obstacles.  

a) For new mata-data implementation, we need canges in the ICT systems that would allow adding 

and forwarding extra set of meta-data.  

b) There is always a question of how does this extra meta-data get into the ICT system in the first 

place. That data needs to be inserted by courts and this is extra work for all the courts. Also, 

depending on data needed, it can be quite timeconsuming (e.g. writing an abstact to judgement). So, 

the problem can be the shortage of the human resources in courts.  

 

7. Is there a national coordinating authority in your Member State? If yes, please provide 

coordinating entity's name and contact details. 

If not, which organisation do you think should play this role?  

We have not appointed the ECLI organisation officially yet, but it is foreseen that Ministry of Justice 

will be the ECLI coordinator in Estonia since we administrate the Court Infromation System. Until we 

start implementing ECLI, the Ministry of Justice is the national contact point on this topic. Contact 

details of the Ministry:  

Tõnismägi 5a, 15191 Tallinn, Estonia 

Telephone: +372 6208 100  

Fax: +372 6208 109 

E-mail: info@just.ee  

 

8. Do judicial institutions in your Member State cooperate on implementation of ECLI standard 

metadata?  Please specify, especially if you have examples of good practice. 

Yes. We are building a new Court Information System which will be used by all courts in Estonia. So, 

we can implement ECLI at the same time in all the courts. 

 

9. Are there interoperability problems between ECLI and standard metadata on the one hand and 

European or national semantic web initiatives on the other hand? 

Not as far as we are aware of. 
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10. In your Member State, are there already plans to implement ECLI? Please tick the relevant box. ☐ Implementation already underway (see next questions) ☐ Implementation to start in the short-term (within 1 year) 

X Implementation to start in the medium-term (2-5 years) ☐ Implementation to start in the long-term (> 5 years) ☐ No specific plan 

Additional comments: 

Actual time depends on our development and implementation process concerning the new Court 

Information System.  

 

11. Are you planning to apply ECLI to all case law, retroactive / legacy, or will you limit its use to the 

new case law? 

In theory we can implement ECLI to some extent (e.g. giving ECLI number to a public judgement) to 

all case law. If and how we are going to do that, will be decided when we start preparations for the 

actual ECLI implementation – this topic needs to be elaborately analysed.  

 

12. In case your court (or the courts of your Member State) is already implementing ECLI, to share 

information on best practices, please provide additional information on: 

The Estonian courts have not yet the experience of implementing ECLI. See answer to question 4. 

Preparations undertaken: 

N/A 

Timetable: 

N/A 

Financial costs: 

N/A 

Other resources: 

N/A 

Difficulties encountered: 
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N/A 

Other information: 

N/A 

 


