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Member State: The Republic of Latvia 

Court: The Supreme Court 

Last Name: Kristopane 

First Name: Elina 

Title: The head of the Chancery of the Senate  

E-mail address: elina.kristopane@at.gov.lv 

 

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

 No.  

 

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. 

In which language the case-law of the correspondent state will be included in ECLI? How will it be 

protected from unlawful threats (so it would not be possible to mark data of correspondent state)? 

Does the state have to finance implementation of ECLI itself or financing of the EU is provided for 

it?   

  

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. 

 The main obstacle is financing. 

 

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

implement the ECLI system requirements? 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

 

 

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)?  

Court Information System is implemented in courts of the Republic of Latvia. This system is 

public information system that includes unified court documentation software and data base of 

proceedings for work needs of courts, as well as data base of the case-law. Rulings adopted by courts 

are added in CIS. 

The Division of Case-law has operated in the Supreme Court since 2005. It summarises and 

studies case-law in particular issues of application of law standards; selects, processes and publishes 

in data base court rulings significant for promotion of coordination, research and development of 

case-law. The goal is to promote uniform case-law in the state. The data base of case-law available to 

all judges and employees of courts of all instances has been formed within framework of the Court 

Information System since 2006. Since June 2009, the data base of case-law of the Senate is available 

also to public in the vortal www.tiesas.lv. 1079 rulings of the Senate were added to it until April 

2011. The most topical rulings of the Senate that have been passed since 2002, have been published 

also in the home page of the Supreme Court in chapter Court Information/Compilations of Court 

Decisions.  

 

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

available metadata?  

In this case there would be necessity for greater number of employees, who would summarise and 

process this information, wherewith financing is also necessary.   
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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?  

 

The Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Latvia, 36 Brivibas Boulevard, Riga, Latvija, LV-1536, 

tm.kanceleja@tm.gov.lv 

 

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. 

There is no such information. 

 

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? 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

 

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) 

☐ Implementation to start in the medium-term (2-5 years) 

☐ Implementation to start in the long-term (> 5 years) 

+ No specific plan 
Additional comments: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

 

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

to the new case law? 

Judges would be interested in all case-law.  

 

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: 

Preparations undertaken: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

Timetable: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

Financial costs: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

Other resources: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

Difficulties encountered: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 

Other information: 

Cliquez ici pour taper du texte. 
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