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ECLI - the Questionnaire 

Warsaw, 30 september 2011 

 
Marc van Opijnen 
mvanopijnen@rechtspraak.nl 



Response 

 ACA:  

28 members +  

2 observers +  

2 guests =  

32  

 26 replies > response rate 81%. 



Q1 Awareness 

 Are you aware of the ECLI system? If yes, 

how did you hear about it? 

 



Q1 Awareness 

Not aware; 9

EU Council; 4National contacts; 3

Other; 10



Q2 Do you understand the 

Council Conclusions? 

 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. 

Yes 11 (42%) 

No 15 (58%) 

# of questions 26 



Scope of ECLI 

 Not about the obligation to publish 
(more) judgments 

 Only about assigning an identifier and 
some metadata to those judgments 
which are rendered or published, by 
anyone, anywhere. 

 § 3.2-3: The ECLI should also be used 
within physical embodiments of the 
judgment itself, to facilitate easy referral. 



Scope of ECLI 

 § 3.2-4: The ECLI should be used on all 

judgments which are rendered, and not 

only on those which are published on 

judiciary websites 

 § 3.2-5: The ECLI may be assigned to 

historical judgments. 
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Abstraction levels – 1  

 J.S. Bach's St. Matthew Passion: 

 The MP3-version on my smartphone 

 The masterpiece in general 

 The performance by Frans Brüggen I saw last year 

 The score 

 Decision Supreme Court in case X 

 As shortened and summarized in Law Review Y 

 The full, though anonimized version on the internet 

 The decision as judicial act, deciding the case 

 The HTML-document on my laptop 

 The paper version as handed out to the parties. 
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Abstraction levels – 2 

 Work 

a distinct intellectual or artistic creation  

 Expression 

the intellectual or artistic realization of a work  

 Manifestation 

the physical embodiment of an expression of a work 

 Item 

a single exemplar of a manifestation 
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The Identification Problem 

expression 

JuriFast ## 

expression 

 Mag. X p. ## 

expression 

JURE ## 

work 

 

expression 

CaseLex ## 

no identifier 

 Identifiers expression oriented, no relation 

 No identifier for the work 

 Expressions are vendor specific 

 Expressions are medium specific (manifestation oriented)  



Identifiers 

 Work:  

 BWV 244 

 Expression:  

 Described, e.g. performance 

 Manifestation 

 CD number 

 ISBN for score 

 Item 

 file on my smartphone 

 The work identifier is 
overarching 

 Work: 

 CELEX:62010CJ0403 

 Expression: 

 CELEX:62010CJ0403:EN 

 Manifestation: 

 CELEX:62010CJ0403:EN:PDF 

 Item: 

 http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriSer
v.do?uri=CELEX:62010CJ0403:EN:
PDF 
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ECLI  

 Identifier at the work level 

 Vendor and medium neutral 

 Usable by humans and computers 

 

ECLI:country:court:year:number 

 

ECLI:IT:CC:2009:348 



Metadata 

 ECLI itself is a work level identifier 

 Metadata are of different levels, but 
are to be contained in the physical 
embodiment 

 The system is open: one work can 
have unlimited expressions,  
manifestations and items 

 And this goes for the metadata too. 



Metadata 

 Every publisher of a judgment can 

decide how to write a summary, 

 or which keywords to use, 

 or to add his own metadata, 

 or choose the language to publish the 

judgment in, 

 or decide on the type of document. 



The fifth part of ECLI – 1  

 ECLI:IT:CC:2009:348 

 Council Conclusions: 
 Unique within court / year 

 Max. 25 characters: letters, digits or dots 

 Latin alphabet only   

 A B C D E F G H I J K L M  
N O P Q R S T U V W X Y Z  

 Dots, but no other punctuation marks  
 URN & HTTP compliance 

 towards URN: 89/45 > 89.45 

 towards URN: 89-45 > 89.45 

 from URN: 89.45 > ??? 

 

 



The fifth part of ECLI – 2  

 Plain serial, generated for ECLI only:  
1, 2, 3, 4, 5 ….  

 Encapsulation of other (pre-existing) 
identifier / information 
 Case numbers  

 do not have to be unique 

 problem with joint cases 

 Other information 
 language 

 chamber 

 … 

 



The fifth part of ECLI – 3 
 Example from CZ: 

1 As 2010 16 / 

Chamber Subject matter Case registration number  Year of registration 

 ECLI:CZ:NSS:2011: 

 ECLI:CZ:NSS:2011:1AS162010 

 ECLI:CZ:NSS:2011:1.AS.16.2010 

 ECLI:CZ:NSS1:2011:16.2010 

 chamber in court code 

 subject matter in metadata. 

 

 



The fifth part of ECLI – 3 

 Opaque or meaningful, everything is 

allowed, as long as you comply with the 

formatting rules 

 But please, supply documentation on the e-

justice portal 

 Especially if you do not have a central 

register (yet) and base the ordinal part on 

pre-existing and well-known identifiers.  

E.g. CJUE. 



Mandatory Metadata (§ 2.2) 

 Identifier (item-level, often URL at a server) 

 isVersionOf (work-level, ECLI) 

 Creator (work-level, court) 

 Coverage (work-level, country, or part of) 

 Date (work-level) 

 Language (expression-level) 

 Publisher (expression-level: court, organization, 
commercial) 

 Access Rights (expression-level: public | private) 

 Type (expression-level, default 'judicial decision'). 



Optional Metadata (§ 2.3) 

 Work-level: Contributor & isReplacedBy 

 Other fields expression-level, to be 

decided upon and supplied by the 

publisher (court or other) 

 All these fields are optional!  

No obligation to supply summaries, 

translations etc. 

 



Title 

 Names of parties?  

 "The title field must not be a replication of 

other fields. Preferably the name of the 

parties or an alias should be used, 

according to national practice and data 

protection rules" 

 Strict data protection rules? > no names 

 But any other type of content is allowed. 



Languages 

 The work-level has no language (and 
therefore ECLI doesn't have) 

 The expression level can have a language 
as an official version (CJUE) or unofficial 
(merely translation) 

 The authenticity is to be expressed by the 
publisher 

 One instance document can have metadata 
in one or many languages.  
§2.4: language attribute. 



Other questions 

 What if a decision is a joint decision by 

different courts / chambers 

 ECLI: choose a special code 

 Metadata: two courts allowed 

 Non Member States 

 Recital 20-h: "apart from Member States 

candidate countries and Lugano States are 

encouraged to use the ECLI- system;" 

 § 1.1-b-4: international organizations. 



Other questions 

 How is the ECLI search interface going to 
work? 
 under discussion with COM, probably with 

Sitemaps 

 Why to make available via ECLI judgments in 
a language that nobody else in EU speaks? 
 The judgments are already there … 

 Because they might have relevance from EU 
perspective 

 Because people and computers can make 
translations. 



Q3 Barriers to implementation 

 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. 

Yes 15 (58%) 

No 11 (42%) 



21 issues raised 

Technical; 7; 

34%

Availability of 

metadata; 3; 

14%

Other; 3; 14%

Financial; 5; 

24%

Human 

resources; 3; 

14%



Q4 Adaptations needed 

 What adaptations are needed in your 

court (or the courts of your Member 

State) to implement the ECLI system 

requirements? 

 33 adaptations mentioned by 24 

respondents. 



Q4 Adaptations needed 

Technical; 20

Adding metadata; 

4

Workflow; 6

Legal; 3



Q5 Metadata already available 

 What meta-data (a) required or b) 

optional) for ECLI are already in place 

in your court (or the courts of your 

Member State)?  

Answered 18 (69%) 

Not understood / answered 8 (31%) 



Q5 Metadata already available 

Identifier; 11
isVersionOf; 3

Creator (court); 18

Coverage; 12

Date; 18

Language; 10
Publisher; 10

Access Rights; 11

Type; 14

Title; 9

Subject ; 8

Abstract; 7

Description; 7

Contributor; 8

Issued; 6

References; 6



Q6 Obstacles to extending 

metadata 

 Are there any obstacles for your court 

(or the courts of your Member State) to 

extend the available metadata? 



Q6 Obstacles to extending 

metadata 

No; 6

Not understood / no 

answer; 2

Technical; 10Human resources; 6

Financial; 5

No case law 

database; 1

Anonymization; 1
Legal; 3



Q7 National coordinator 

 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?  

 



Q7 National coordinator 

Ministry of 

Justice; 7

Council for the 

Judiciary; 4 Prime Ministers 

Office; 1

Supreme Court; 

2

Not yet; 13



Q7 … not yet 

Ministry of 

Justice; 1

Council for the 

Judiciary; 4

Unknown; 7

Else; 1



Q7 Expected 

Ministry of 

Justice; 8

Council for the 

Judiciary; 8

Prime Ministers 

Office; 1

Supreme Court; 2

Unknown / else; 8



Q8 National cooperation 

 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 9 (35%) 

No 17 (65%) 



Q9 Interoperability 

 Are there interoperability problems 

between ECLI and standard metadata 

on the one hand and European or 

national semantic web initiatives on 

the other hand? 

Yes 3 (12%) 

No 23 (88%) 



Q10 Planning 

 In your Member State, are there already 

plans to implement ECLI? 



Q10 Planning 

Underway; 1

Within 1 year; 2 2-5 years; 4

>5 years; 0

No specific plan; 

19



Q10 Planning 

 But … 

 FR: no specific plan? 

 NL: implementation underway 

 CJUE: can be used when algorithm is 

published 

 Many countries do not have specific plan, 

but are discussing. 



Q11 Historical records 

 Are you planning to apply ECLI to all 

case law, retroactive / legacy, or will 

you limit its use to the new case law? 



Q11 Historical records 

Only new 

cases; 5

Also 

historical 

records; 8

Not decided 

yet; 13



Q12 Additional information 

 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 

 Nothing relevant to share here. 



That's it … 


