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1. Adoption of the agenda
The agenda was adopted unchanged.

2. Election of the co-chair in respect of the liagn officers

On a proposal by Ms Jaeger, Ms Huppmann was unanimusly elected co-chair in
respect of the liaison officers.

Mr Buquicchio thanked Mr Mairc for the time he had served as co-chair. His eiqee
knowledge and personal qualities had enabled himpldg a pivotal role in constitutional
justice, both within the Venice Commission, in whibe had been involved since its
inception, and throughout Europe.

Mr Buquicchio welcomed the choice made by the dimisfficers, who were thereby
addressing one of the Council of Europe’s majorceoms, that of promoting a policy of
parity between the sexes. The co-chair in respiettediaison officers was elected for a term
of two years.

3. Communication by the Secretariat

The Secretariat advised the Joint Council of theoagment of the following new liaison
officers since the last meeting, held in Oslo oM&y 2003 (in chronological order): Ms M.
Berkaliyeva, second liaison officer, Constitutio@uncil of Kazakhstan; Mr S. Petrovski,
Constitutional Court, “the Former Yugoslav Repubtit Macedonia”, replacing Mr B.
Mircevski; Ms F. Flanagan, Attorney General’'s Odfidreland, and Ms M. Kane, Supreme
Court, Ireland, replacing Mr J. Dalton; Mr G. Gowrtiik, second liaison officer, Supreme
Court, Israel; Mr N. Iwai, General Consulate of @apStrasbourg on behalf of the Supreme
Court of Japan, replacing Mr N. Onishi; Mr T. Antki@ak, Inter-American Court of Human
Rights, replacing Ms C. Brom; M. J. Kjeersgaard MetéMinistry of Justice, on behalf of the
Supreme Court of Denmark, replacing Ms A-K. Stigdarsen; Ms K. Hofmeyer,
Constitutional Court, South Africa, replacing Ms RViliams; Ms B. Laznickova,
Constitutional Court, Czech Republic, replacing Ms Macova; Ms K. Kont-Kontson,
Supreme Court, Estonia, replacing Mr P. RoosmaM&ravchenko, Constitutional Court,
Ukraine, replacing Mr I. Shevliak.

A training session for liaison officers had beeitdhen 9 March 2004 on the drafting and
indexing of précis for the Bulletin. A previouslylglished decision had served as a practical
example, making it possible to point out and higjiiindexing traps and the problems
encountered in selecting keywords and providingrecise, yet comprehensive, summary of
the facts and of the law.

Mr Buquicchio, Secretary of the Venice Commissithen informed the Joint Council of the
main agenda items for the plenary session of thar@igsion to be held on 12 and 13 March.
The plenary session would afford an opportunity dar exchange of views with Ms Nino
Burdjanadze, Speaker of the Georgian Parliamemt,tha Presidential Committee of the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europeaasning a proposal aimed at stepping
up co-operation between the Commission and theiaRshtary Assembly and its
committees. The Commission would adopt opinions the Albanian draft property
identification, restitution and compensation lahe tstatus and rank of the Human Rights
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Ombudsman of Bosnia and Herzegovina; the draft dments to the Georgian Constitution
and theamicus curiaeopinion on the relationship between the freedonexgression and
defamation with respect to defamatory allegatiohsrsubstantiated facts, as requested by
the Georgian Constitutional Court; and the two wdrabws amending the
Act on National Minorities in Ukraine.

Kyrgyzstan was the first non-member state of ther€d of Europe to accede to the Venice
Commission enlarged agreement, on 1 January 2004,

During the plenary session, Mr Solyom would also breefing the Commission on the
conclusions of the meeting of the Joint CouncilGaomstitutional Justice.

The opinions adopted could be consulted on the déenCommission web site,
http://venice.coe.intunder the document series CDL-AD.

4, Updating of details concerning participating cous

The liaison officers were invited to notify the $stariat on a regular basis of any changes to
the details set out in the list of Constitutionadu@ts (CDL-JU (2004) 6), including the
composition of the courts, the list of liaison oéfrs (CDL-JU (2004) 7) and the list of web
sites of Constitutional Courts and equivalent bsd€DL-JU (2004) 8). This was
particularly important, since those details werastdted regularly on the Constitutional
Justice web sitéttp://venice.coe.int/juand the Secretariat was often called upon toigeov
such information both within and outside the Colin€iEurope; the Constitutional Courts’
details consequently needed to be accurate and-daté.

Changes could be sent to the Secretariat at arg, tmd at the latest at the same time as
contributions to th&ulletin were submitted.

The liaison officers were invited to notify the Seetariat at any time of any changes tq
their courts’ details, at the latest when sendingni their contributions to the Bulletin.

5. Co-operation between Constitutional Courts vialie Internet: Venice Forum

The Secretariat presented the confidential docure®it-JU (2004) 9 on the replies and

requests made by liaison officers via the Venicmuffip and welcomed the Forum’s growing

success and the quality of the replies exchangbdsd& exchanges, and consequently the
document, were classified “confidential”, meanimgttthey would not be released for ten

years.

The procedure was as follows: when a question &s®d via the Forum, the Secretariat
conducted an initial search in the CODICES databasescertain whether any data, such as
précis, might serve as a basis for a reply. Thestiue and any items found in CODICES
were then forwarded to the liaison officers, whaevmvited to reply, preferably by e-mail,
directly to the requesting liaison officer, wittcapy to the Secretariat. Most questions raised
via the Forum related to cases pending before thatGn question, for which the liaison
officer wished to know the Constitutional Courta’se-law involving similar points of law. It
would consequently be helpful to have access tadpkes to each request, for instance the
decisions adopted, and for the latter to be setiiédSecretariat for publication both on the
Venice Forum and in thBulletin on Constitutional Case-Law
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The Joint Council took note of the exchanges thatdd taken place between the court
via the Venice Forum.

"2

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers havng used the Forum to transmit the
decision related to the result of the request to #h Secretariat in future; for instance,
where the request related to a case pending, the gmis and full text of the relevant
judgment should be forwarded.

6. Scope for the Venice Commission to act as aamicus curiae to the
Constitutional Courts

The Secretariat explained that Constitutional Gowand equivalent bodies could ask the
Venice Commission for comparative constitutiona¥ Etudies relating to cases before them.
In such studies, the Venice Commission would notoo&ing into the merits of the matter

before the Court, for instance whether a given lass in accordance with the national
Constitution, but would merely provide informatiabout comparative law.

Through its liaison officer, the Georgian Constanal Court had made a request via the
Forum concerning the relationship between freedbexpression and protection of the right
to honour.

It had also asked the Commission to give an opiniothe subject.

The Georgian Constitutional Court’s request wasfitis¢ amicus curiagrequest made to the
Commission, which, thanks to its status and it®geration with Constitutional Courts and
courts of equivalent jurisdiction, was eminentlyatiied to supply information about
comparative law and case-law. The replies givethi® question via the Forum might also
prove to be an ideal means for the Commission na@ps to obtain information about
relevant case-law.

The opinion drawn up by Mr Nolte, substitute memtogrGermany, would be submitted to
the plenary session of the Commission for adoption.

The Joint Council was advised of the Venice Commigs’s willingness to receiveamicus
curiae requests, either directly or via the Forum. The Jait Council invited the liaison
officers to pass this information on to the presidets of their courts.

7. Co-operation activities
7.a Series of seminars with Constitutional CourtsGoCoSem)

The Secretariat said that the following seminasthfien place since the previous meeting of
the Joint Council; those held in 2003 were setimdibcument (CDL-JU (2004) 10):



From April 2003:

April

June

July

July

September

October

November

November

2004

January

February

February

Albania, Tirana

Belarus, Minsk

Azerbaijan, Baku

Tanzania, Zanzibar

Lithuania, Vilnius

Armenia, Yerevan

Albania, Tirana

Namibia, Windhoek

Spain, Madrid

Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Sarajevo

Azerbaijan, Baku
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“Effects of the Constitution@ourts’ Decisions”

“Strengthening the PrinciplésaoDemocratic
State Ruled by Law in the Republic of Belarus
by means of Constitutional Control”

“Role of the Constitutionalot in the

Protection of Democratic Values”, on the
occasion of the ™ anniversary of the
Constitutional Court of Azerbaijan

Meeting of Presidents ofngitutional and
Supreme Courts of the Southern African Region:
“Sustaining Independence of the Judiciary. Co-
operation between the Judiciary of the Region”

Conference on “Consitinal Justice and the
Rule of Law” in co-operation with the
Constitutional Court of Lithuania on the
occasion of its 10 anniversary

Conference: “Basic Cuteaf Limitation of
Human Rights in the Practice of Constitutional
Justice”

International conferencetloe occasion of the
“Fifth Anniversary of the Adoption of the
Albanian Constitution — Achievements and
Challenges”

"D seminar for Liaison Officers of
Constitutional and Supreme Courts of the
Southern African Region

International seminar on “¥¢Bars of the
Spanish Constitution: 1978-2003"

“International Legal Training Workshop:
Effective Case Management - Effective
Decision Drafting — Understanding the ECHR”

“International Legal ifmag Workshop:
Improving Examinations Methods of Individual
Complaints — Effective Case Management —
Effective Decision Drafting”
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February

Russian Federation,
Moscow

Conference organised in co-operation with the
Conference organised in co-operatin with the
Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation
on “The Role of the Constitutional Court in the
Maintenance of the Stability and Development
of the Constitution”

Provisional seminar programme for 2004 and 2005

June

July

July

September

September

September

September/
October

October
October
February
2005

February

September

“the Former Yugoslav
Republic of
Macedonia”, Skopje

Botswana

Tanzania, Zanzibar

Azerbaijan, Baku
Belarus, Minsk
Aix-en-Provence,

France

Slovenia, Ljubljana

Armenia, Yerevan
Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Sarajevo
Moldova, Chisinau

Seychelles

Slovenia

Conference on the occasion of the M40
anniversary of the Constitutional Court, on
“Constitutional Protection: Current State of
Affairs and Perspectives”

Conference on “Independence, Enfoeo¢ of
Decisions and Access to the Courts”

25 Years of the AppealrCoiuzanzibar

The Value of Precedé€Nutional, Foreign,
International) for Constitutional Courts

Conference on the oatasid the 1F
anniversary of the Constitutional Court

Constitutional  Justice, European  Justice,
Ordinary Justice, GERJC

Conference on the occasion ok t4¢
anniversary of the Constitutional Court: the
Position of Constitutional Courts following
Integration into the EU

"gnternational Yerevan Conference on the Rule
of Law and Constitutional Justice

Seminar on the Budget of the Constitutional
Court

1B anniversary of the Constitutional Court
Conference of Presidents of the Constitutional
and Supreme Courts of Southern Africa (SAJC)
'3 Conference of the Secretaries General of

Constitutional Courts, the Venice Commission’s
2005 budget permitting
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Ms Jaeger said that any conference invitationsldhoei sent out as quickly as possible so as
to enable the courts in question to accept.

The Joint Council took note of the programme of agvities involving Constitutional
Courts. The Constitutional Courts and the Secretamt were asked to send out thei
invitations as quickly as possible.

7.b Co-operation with the Association of Constitutbnal Courts using the French
Language (ACCPUF)

Mr Brau represented the Secretary General of th€RGF, who had been unable to attend
the Joint Council’s meeting owing to the appointinefia new President of the French
Constitutional Council. Ms Patricia Herdt would lomger be attending meetings of the Joint
Council on Constitutional Justice, as she had takea new position at the Francophonie.

Co-operation between the ACCPUF and the Venice Cssiom had been established in
1999, then stepped up in Djibouti in 2002. The agrent between the two institutions
comprised two main aspects: participation in theDBCES database and mutual exchanges
of documentation.

With regard to participation in the database, altot 20 countries that were members of the
ACCPUF but not of the Venice Commission had alresglymitted more than 100 indexed
précis for inclusion in CODICES.

ACCPUF members received the CODICES CD-ROM andBbketin on Constitutional
Case-Law on a regular basis. For its part, the AQIERegularly sent copies of each of its
bulletins and papers to the liaison officers and @ommission Secretariat. The Venice
Commission had been represented by Mr BuquicchtheaAssociation’s "8 Congress, held
in Ottawa in November 2003. The Venice Commissi@s \&lso invited to take part in the
preparatory phase and the Association’s currenkworthe issue of elections.

The Joint Council on Constitutional Justice joirtké Secretariat in thanking Ms Patricia
Herdt for her contribution to the work of the Vemi€ommission, and wished her every
success in her new role.

7.c Co-operation with Constitutional Courts and eqgivalent bodies in Southern
Africa

The Secretariat outlined the advances made ap#re co-operation programme between
the Venice Commission and the Constitutional andr&ue Courts of the Southern African

region. The setting up of the Southern African &sdgcommission (SAJC) in Johannesburg
in December 2003, with the support of the Venicen@ussion, had been a significant step
forward. The Southern African Judges’ Commissiod agpermanent Secretariat, which was
in regular contact with the Secretariat of the \enCommission. The SAJC was made up of
the Presidents of constitutional and supreme cadartEnglish- and Portuguese-speaking
countries in Southern Africa, ranging from Ugand&obuth Africa.
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The SAJC had been set up primarily to foster clodes between courts in the region, so that
they could support one another in the event offietence in their work by the executive or
the legislature. Another of the SAJC’s main aimsswa enable courts in the region to
exchange information with one another — and witlholBaan courts and the wider public —
concerning their constitutional case-law, partidylaia CODICES. English-language précis
of the decisions of Constitutional Courts and egl@nt bodies in Southern Africa were in the
process of being entered into CODICES. The Venioen@ission had also run a training
workshop for liaison officers from participating wts in Windhoek in 2003 on the

preparation of decisions for inclusion in CODICE®e co-operation programme was
financed by the Norwegian and Swiss governments.

The Joint Council was advised of the setting up othe Southern African Judges’
Commission (SAJC) and of the progress made in enteg the decisions of Southern
African Constitutional Courts and courts of equivalent jurisdiction into CODICES.

7.d Co-operation with the Conference of the Constittional Control Organs of
the Countries of Young Democracy (CCCOCYD)

The Secretariat outlined the advances made ap#re co-operation programme between
the Conference of the Constitutional Control Orgahghe Countries of Young Democracy
and the Venice Commission. The Commission had digneo-operation agreement with the
CCCOCYD, providing for exchanges of information afié organisation of annual joint
international conferences (CDL-JU (2003) 9). Thextneonference arising from that
agreement was to be held in co-operation with thesGtutional Court of Armenia, from 14
to 16 October 2004.

Modelled on the co-operation agreement with ACCPEFprotocol providing for the
inclusion in CODICES of the case-law of all membeurts of the CCCOCYD was planned.
In practice, given that the other member courtthefCCCOCYD already contributed to the
Bulletin on Constitutional Case-Lawhis would apply only to the Constitutional Couwit
Tajikistan. A draft protocol would be drawn up asdbmitted for approval at the next
meeting of the Joint Council on Constitutional fest

The Joint Council was advised that the co-operatioragreement had been signed
between the Venice Commission and the Conference ttie Constitutional Control
Organs of the Countries of Young Democracy. A draftprotocol to that agreement
would be submitted at the Joint Council’'s next meeang.

7.e Co-operation with the Constitutional Court of Belarus

The Secretariat explained the situation with regarao-operation with the Constitutional
Court of Belarus.

For the record, the Secretariat outlined the bamkg to the constitutional situation in
Belarus, which had prompted the Venice Commissiosuspend publication of decisions of
the Constitutional Court of Belarus in tBelletin on Constitutional Case-Law.

In 1996, following a series of decisions of the &intional Court of Belarus annulling
decrees of the President because of a violatiothefseparation of powers, the latter had
proposed a draft Constitution assigning increasaaeps to his office. The intention had been
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for that text to be adopted by referendum. In respoto this presidential draft, two major
political groups in Parliament had made a countepgsal for a constitutional revision that
would have abolished the office of the PresiderthefRepublic altogether. At the request of
the Speaker of Parliament, the Constitutional Cbad decided that the existing Constitution
(dating from 1994) could be amended only by Padiainand that a constitutional

referendum could not have binding effdbttp://venice.coe.int/docs/1997/CDL(1997)009-

e.html).

Also at the request of the Speaker of ParliambatVenice Commission had given an opinion
on both drafts (presidential and parliamentary) bhad come to the conclusion that “both the
examined proposals fall short of the democratic iiTmimn standards of the European
constitutional heritage” and called on the “auttiesi of Belarus to abide by the decision of the
Constitutional Court”Ifttp://venice.coe.int/docs/1996/CDL-INF(1996)008tml).

Nevertheless, a referendum had been held on botogals, coming out in favour of the
presidential draft, which was promulgated by thesRlent, thus ignoring the decision of the
Constitutional Court. Seven of the eleven membéthe Constitutional Court had resigned
and the new Constitutional Court — re-formed incadance with the new Constitution — had
annulled the previous decision on the constitutiosf@rendum.

In response to these events, the Bureau of theaPamtary Assembly of the Council of
Europe had suspended the special guest status Efattiament of Belarus, thus blocking the
procedure for the accession of Belarus to the AbwhdEurope. This special guest status
remained suspended.

In 2002, the Conference of European Constitutio@alurts had asked the Venice
Commission to resume contact with the Constituticdbaurt of Belarus, and to keep it
informed about such co-operation in view of the €suequest for full membership of the
said Conference.

In conjunction with the Constitutional Court of Bals, the Commission had organised a
conference on “Strengthening the principles of maleatic state governed by the rule of law
by means of constitutional control”, during whidtetCommission delegation had noted that
the Constitutional Court had widened its powerseeaing to deal with individual petitions
even though the Constitution and the Constitutiég®alirt Act only provided for appeals by
government authorities. The Constitutional Coud tieereby been able to establish case-law
relating to human rights on the basis of an artinlehe Constitution which provided for
individual petitions to any state institution.

At the preparatory meeting for the Conference ofofggan Constitutional Courts (Nicosia,

October 2003), Mr Durr had presented a report eopmration with the Constitutional Court

(document CDL(2003) 29). The Conference had commetice progress made by the Court,
and had postponed its decision on membership.

Given the postponement of that decision, the isgupublication of the Court's case-law
since 1997 arose once again. The Secretariat prdpospublish this case-law in a public
document, which would be sent out with the Bull@bnall readers. The document would
contain a memorandum explaining the background teoperation between the
Constitutional Court of Belarus and the Venice Cagsion.
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The Venice Commission planned to hold another genfse in conjunction with the
Constitutional Court, in September 2004; the tdy@d yet to be decided.

Mr Brau raised the possibility of publishing the rSttutional Court’'s case-law also in
CODICES, where users could be alerted to the backgtto co-operation by means of a link
to a background memorandum.

Ms Huppmann asked the Secretariat about the nuofbesises the Constitutional Court of
Belarus had heard since its powers had been widamedthe enforcement of Constitutional
Court decisions. To the Secretariat’'s knowledgerehhad been about sixty individual
petitions the previous year, out of the thousariggplications the Court received. The Court
had advised the Secretariat that all of its densiwere respected by other government
authorities, except for those concerning the righ&ippeal against disciplinary measures in
prisons, which had not been followed through byShereme Court.

The Joint Council decided to publish the case-lawfdhe Constitutional Court of Belarus
since 1997 in a public document available from th8ecretariat; the document would be
sent to Bulletin readers together with a backgroundnemorandum. The case-law woulg
be included in CODICES with a link to the same mem@ndum.

7.f Co-operation with the Conference of Constitutioal Justice of Ibero-
America, Spain and Portugal

The Secretariat said that there had been no signifidevelopments to date in relation to co-
operation with the Conference of Constitutional tites of lbero-America, Spain and
Portugal.

8. Printed publications
8.a Regular issues of th8ulletin on Constitutional Case-Law

Bulletin 2003/1 had just been published, somewhat behinedsde, whileBulletins 2003/2
and 2003/3 were in preparation. Production ofBldletin represented a great deal of work
for the Secretariat, which had to re-read the dmuifions, standardise the indexing, organise
translations, ensure that the two linguistic versiavere consistent and arrange for the
formatting to be done within the Secretariat. lIdesrto off-set delays in the production of the
print version, a provisional version of the CD-RQMs sent to liaison officers once all the
contributions had been received and sent for tadinsl. A provisional print version could
therefore also be produced.

The liaison officers invited the Secretariat to pubsh a provisional print version of the
Bulletin on a regular basis; like the provisional ersion of the CODICES CD-ROM, it
would be accessible only to liaison officers and witi reflect the state of theBulletin in
production.
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8.b Special issues of thBulletin

The Cypriot President of the Conference of Europ@anstitutional Courts had asked the
Venice Commission to publish a special issue of Budletin on the theme of the '3
Conference, to be held in Cyprus in May 200&e criteria for the limitation of human
rights. This theme corresponded to index 5.1.3 in thaeByatic Thesaurus; 472 précis had
been indexed under this keyword in CODICES. Asedlvegre too many précis to publish in a
special issue of th8ulletin, the Secretariat would send liaison officers a&d@n of the
decisions handed down by their courts. Liaisoncefs from all participating courts would be
invited to review the selection and, if approprjai@ provide additional decisions for this
issue of théulletin.

Ms Jaeger reminded the meeting that each courth@ddo provide a national report on this
subject; it would therefore be advisable for natiojudges to be aware of the case-law
already cited in CODICES. To that end, she inviieel liaison officers to contact national

judges regarding the selection of decisions touiighed in the special issue of tRelletin.

The Joint Council decided to agree to the requestrdm the Cypriot President of the
Conference of European Constitutional Courts thatt produce a document for the 13
Conference on the theme “Criteria for the Limitation of Human Rights”, and to publish
that paper as a special issue of thBulletin following the Conference

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers, inconsultation with the judges responsible
for drafting the national reports, to check or addto the Secretariat’s selection of précis
to appear in theBulletin.

In view of the publication of the special issue tbé Bulletin, “Leading Cases 2" the
Secretariat invited liaison officers from those 6imtional Courts not included in the
volume “Leading Cases 1” to send their contribugiazomprising 10 to 15 précis of the most
important decisions handed down by their courts. #he record, the “Leading Cases”
Bulletins were designed to provide an overviewhaf Constitutional Courts’ major decisions
prior to 1993 (when th&ulletin on Constitutional Case-Lalegan to be published on a
regular basis) or to their first contribution teetBulletin, so as to give an idea of how each
court’s case-law had developed since its inception.

France, Hungary, Romania and the United Statesmoérita had already submitted their
contributions, which would be entered into CODICHS order to produce a special issue,
however, contributions from other courts were ndegarticularly those in long-established
democracies.

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers fromthe courts concerned, particularly
those in long-established democracies, to send tt&ecretariat 10 to 15 précis for
publication in the special issue of th8ulletin, “Leading Cases 2”.

The Secretariat said that replies to the questiomran ‘The Status and Functions of
Secretaries General” following the 2 Conference of Secretaries General held in Madirid i
2002, had been analysed for presentation in sumaradycomparative form, and would be
published this year in the series of special issdidiseBulletin.
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The liaison officers were advised that replies tohe questionnaire on “the Status and
Functions of Secretaries General of ConstitutionalCourts and Courts of Equivalent
Jurisdiction” were to be published in a special iase of theBulletin.

Extracts of the laws and Constitutions of the fwilog countries were to be published in a
special issue of th8ulletin, “Basic Texts” n° 7 Argentina, Israel, Kazakhstan, Korea,
Kyrgyzstan, South Africa, Sweden, the United Kingdand the United States of America.
The Secretariat would contact the liaison offiaarsonnection with that publication.

The Joint Council welcomed the planned publicatiorof a special issue of th8ulletin on
basic texts

There were also plans to enter into CODICES, arssipty publish, the texts of Constitutions
in French: the liaison officers were invited to dem French versions of their Constitutions to
the Secretariat, if these were not already avalablCODICES.

8.c. New series of publications on the case-lawtbe Constitutional Courts

The Secretariat said that Council of Europe Pulnigslwas planning to issue a series of
publications on various themes, based on the eagdolund in CODICES.

These publications would echo the approach takenarspecial issues of the Bulletin, but in
a different format, with an introduction by a candtonal law expert; they would not entail

any additional work on the part of liaison officerbut would raise the profile of

constitutional case-law.

While in favour of this idea, Ms Jaeger said thatas important that the introduction to such
a publication be written by a respected academia orember of the Venice Commission,
who would be able to present the case-law in bp@r context.

Mr Ryckeboer was more cautious about this kind wbligation. It was important that the
information provided by liaison officers could ro¢ used against the Constitutional Courts.
He asked, therefore, that the proviso appearirgaeh issue of thBulletin on Constitutional
Case-Law stating that “The summaries of decisions andiopgpublished in thBulletin do

not constitute an official record of Court decisscand should not be considered as offering
or purporting to offer an authoritative interprasatof the law”, be reproduced and appear in
a prominent position.

The Joint Council agreed to the production of a nevgeries of publications on the case
law of the Constitutional Courts, on the conditionthat the text of the proviso set out in
the Bulletin on Constitutional Case-Lavappear in a prominent position.

9. Electronic publication
9.a Presentation of a new version of CODICES
The Secretariat presented the provisional and fieedion 4.3 2003/1 of CODICES, and gave

details of the forthcoming version 5.0 of CODICESe latter would operate with the NXT4
software, which was to replace the Folio siteDweeind LivePublish software.
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9.b Entering the full texts of decisions into the ODICES data base

The Secretariat presented document CDL-JU (2004yvhich contained the latest figures on

the full texts available in CODICES, classified bgnguage and by country. A letter

indicating the decisions for which précis, but tio full texts, were available had been sent
to liaison officers before the meeting. The Secratdhanked those liaison officers who had
now sent in the missing texts, and invited thesbaiofficers to send any available texts.

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers to end the Secretariat the full texts of
decisions for which it had précis, for inclusion inthe CODICES data base, in electronig
form (e-mail, diskette) and in the original languag.

9.c Updating the indexing of constitutions in CODIES

The Secretariat said that the article-by-articlgexing of Constitutions (document CDL-JU
(2004) 12) was almost finished on paper, and wdddncorporated into CODICES. The
indexing had been done by trainees, with the Satattchecking samples of their work.
Errors were possible, and liaison officers wereteds to notify Mr Durr of those and any
other errors found in CODICES.

Given that the indexing had begun in 1998, usingiva 10 of the Thesaurus, the original
indexes were now being updated in order to appyyvkeds added subsequently.

The Joint Council invited participants to notify the Secretariat of any errors found in
CODICES.

9.d Updating of constitutions, laws on the constitional courts and constitutional
court descriptions in CODICES

The Secretariat sent out regular reminders invilimgon officers to notify it of any changes
to Constitutions, laws on Constitutional Courts arwlrt descriptions as published in
CODICES. With a view to better data managemernigdraofficers were also invited to reply
to the Secretariat even if no changes were negggbareby confirming that the information
contained in CODICES was up to date.

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers sysmatically to let the Secretariat know
whether or not the Constitutions, laws on Constitubnal Courts or Constitutional Court
descriptions needed to be updated.

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers to end in up-to-date French-language
versions of their Constitutions to the Secretariat,where these were not available in
CODICES.

9.e Data input mask

The Secretariat reiterated the advantages of wkandata input masks found in the CD-ROM
and on the Internet.

Ms Kont-Kontson asked how the data in the mask \icexearded to the Secretariat, and how
it knew whether a contribution was complete. Mr Dgaid that, in the case of the CD-ROM
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mask, liaison officers had to send the documenttatoimg their contributions to the
Secretariat (on diskette, or preferably by e-malljth the Internet data mask, liaison officers
had to enter the words “unfinished” at the starthed “headnotes” field to ensure that the
Secretariat did not download an unfinished contrdou

10. Revised Venice Commission web site and rested web site for liaison
officers

The Secretariat presented a preliminary versiorthef Commission’s revised web site,
including the restricted section for liaison offise

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers to &k the webmasters of their respective
courts to add links to the Commission web sitdttp://venice.coe.int (the revised site
would have the same address).

11. Documentation Centre on Constitutional Justicéfbrary

A list of the documents now available from the Dmoemtation Centre on Constitutional
Justice appeared on the public web ditigpf//venice.coe.intand the restricted web site for
liaison officers lttp://venice.coe.int/ju

The Joint Council thanked the liaison officers $&nding documents for the Centre in the
original language as well, particularly those framurts that had submitted, and were
continuing to submit, complete collections of thease-law digests.

case-law or other Constitutional Court publications(in the original language as well

The Joint Council invited the liaison officers to lelp the Secretariat obtain digests o
for the documentation centre; these were invaluabléor library users.

12. Changes to version 15 of the Systematic Thesasr

The participants approved the Working Group’s psai® regarding version 16 of the
Systematic Thesaurus, as set out in document CD{2004) 14, which had been drawn up
following the Working Group’s meeting on 9 March.

The Joint Council invited the Working Group to cules the possible need for a coherent
rewrite of Chapter 5 of the Thesaurus.

Mr Mawvcic said that the Slovenian Constitutional Court waso using a Slovenian
translation of the Systematic Thesaurus for theonat indexing of all its decisions.

The Secretariat noted that of the three versionshef Thesaurus currently in existence,
version 14 was the one published in the Bulletid &ODICES, version 15 was the one
liaison officers were now using to index their admitions, and version 16 had been
submitted for the Joint Council’s approval.

The Joint Council adopted version 16 of the Thesaus as proposed by the Working
Group, and decided that it would be applicable asrdm issue 2004/2 of th&ulletin.
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13. Other business

Mr Laraba, Secretary General of the Constitutiaddalincil of Algeria, warmly thanked the
Venice Commission for its invitation to that Courta participate in the present meeting of
the Joint Council on Constitutional Justice as ec&d guest. The invitation had been issued
in response to the keen interest shown by a dedegat the Constitutional Council — during
a visit to the Council of Europe — in the work bé&tVenice Commission, and specifically the
Joint Council on Constitutional Justice.

Algeria was changing very rapidly on the econonmolitical and legal fronts, and the

Constitutional Council was playing a leading rote those changes. Algeria had made
significant headway in the area of democratisatias, two recent decisions of the
Constitutional Council showed: firstly, the Constibnal Council had prohibited ballots in

military barracks; it had also ruled on the valjddf ten candidate lists for the presidential
election, six of which had been approved, includoimg woman. Multiple lists were a new
development, and this was also the first time a worhad stood for president in an Arab
country.

The Constitutional Council was following with graaterest the Venice Commission’s work
to establish and strengthen democratic institutiorthe new democracies. Mr Laraba hoped
that this initial contact would lead to closer qoecation in the future.

14. Date and place of the next meeting

At the invitation of the Constitutional Court of Azerbaijan, the next meeting of the Joint
Council on Constitutional Justice would be held irBaku, Azerbaijan, in mid-May 2005.
The exact dates would be announced at a later stage
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MEMBERS OF THE SUB-COMMISSION ON
CONSTITUTIONAL JUSTICE

CYPRUS / CHYPRE Mr Panayiotis KALLIS, Judge, Supreme Court, NICOSIA
(also liaison officer)

HUNGARY / HONGRIE Mr Laszl6 SOLYOM, Co-Chairman of the Joint Council
on Constitutional Justice, Chairman of the Sub-
Commission on Constitutional Justice, Former Peggid
Constitutional Court, BUDAPEST

Mr Peter PACZOLAY, Deputy Head, Office of the
President of the Republic of Hungary, BUDAPEST dals
liaison officer)

ICELAND / ISLANDE Mr Hjortur TORFASON, Former Judge, Supreme Court,
REYKJAVIK (also liaison officer)

LATVIA / LETTONIE Mr Aivars ENDZINS, President, Constitutional Court,
RIGA

LITHUANIA / LITUANIE Mr Kestutis LAPINSKAS Judge, Constitutional Court,
VILNIUS

LIAISON OFFICERS

ALBANIA / ALBANIE
M. Luan PIRDENI, Responsable du Département deati®ak internationales, Cour
constitutionnelle, TIRANA

ANDORRA/ ANDORRE
Mme Meritxell TOMAS BALDRICH, Secrétaire généralajbunal constitucional,
ANDORRA LA VELLA

ARMENIA / ARMENIE
Mr Gregor VAHANIAN, Director, International Relatn® Department, Constitutional Court,
YEREVAN

AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE
Mrs Reinhild HUPPMANN, Head of Protocol at the Ctgional Court, VIENNA

AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAIDJAN
Mr Raouf GULIYEV, Head of International Relatior@onstitutional Court, BAKU
Mr Irafil ABUTALIBOV, Adviser to the Chairman, Comisutional Court, BAKU
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BELARUS / BELARUS
(Apologised / Excusé)

BELGIUM / BELGIQUE

Mme Anne RASSON ROLAND, Référendaire, Cour d’adme, BRUXELLES
M. Rik RYCKEBOER, Référendaire a la Cour d'Arbitta@@RUXELLES

Mme Nathalie CHATELLE, Cour d’Arbitrage, BRUXELLES

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE
Mr DuSan KALEMBER, Secretary General, ConstitutioBaurt, SARAJEVO

CROATIA / CROATIE
Ms Marijana RADIN, Senior Constitutional Court Ader, Constitutional Court, ZAGREB

CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
Ms Blanka LAZNICKOVA, Constitutional Court, BRNO

DENMARK / DANEMARK
Mr Jesper KIERSGAARD NORJXE, Head of Section, Migisf Justice, Law
Department, COPENHAGEN

ESTONIA / ESTONIE
Miss Katre KONT-KONTSON, Adviser, Supreme Court, AU

FINLAND / FINLANDE
Ms Paivi PIETARINEN, Judicial Secretary, Supremamndistrative Court, HELSINKI
(Apologised / Excusé)

FRANCE

Mme Monique PAUTI, Chef du Service des Relationgegures, Conseil constitutionnel,
Secrétaire général de I'Association des Cours d@atiehnelles ayant en Partage I'Usage du
Francais (ACCPUF), PARIS (Apologised / Excusé)

Mlle Patricia HERDT, Conseil constitutionnel, Asgdon des Cours constitutionnelles
ayant en Partage I'Usage du Francais (ACCPUF), BARpologised / Excusé)

M. Lionel BRAU, Chef du Service de documentatioon€eil constitutionnel, PARIS

GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE

Ms Renate JAEGER, Judge, Federal ConstitutionatCKARLSRUHE

Mr Wolfgang ROHRHUBER, Head of Juris Section, Fadl&@onstitutional Court,
KARLSRUHE (Apologised / Excusé)

HUNGARY / HONGRIE
Ms Krisztina KOVACS, Counsellor, Constitutional GguBUDAPEST

IRELAND / IRLANDE
Mr Brian CONROQY, Judicial Researcher, Supreme GaidBLIN

ITALY / ITALIE
M. Giovanni CATTARINO, Correspondant, Cour condianelle, ROME
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(Apologised / Excusé)

ISRAEL / ISRAEL
Mr Gershon GONTOVNIK, Legal Assistant to the Presitj Supreme Court, JERUSALEM

JAPAN / JAPON
Mr Naoyuki IWAI, Liaison Officer for the Supreme Gu of Japan / Consul, Consulate
General of Japan, STRASBOURG

LATVIA/ LETTONIE
Ms Dzintra PEDEDZE, Advisor to the Chairman, Consitbnal Court, RIGA

LIECHTENSTEIN
Mr Ivo ELKUCH, Legal Adviser, State Court, VADUZ

LITHUANIA / LITUANIE
Mr Stasys STACIOKAS, Judge, Constitutional Court, NTUS

NORWAY / NORVEGE
Mrs Anne M. SAMUELSON, Head of the Judicial Secrigiia Supreme Court, OSLO

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE
Mme Gabriela DRAGOMIRESCU, Magistrat-assistant, Coanstitutionnelle, BUCAREST

RUSSIAN FEDERATION / FEDERATION DE RUSSIE

Mr Eugene PYRIKOV, Head of the International Relai Department, Constitutional
Court, MOSCOW

(Apologised / Excusé)

SLOVAKIA / SLOVAQUIE 5
Ms Gabriela FET'’KOVA, Legal Adviser, Constitution@burt, KOSICE

SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE
Mr Arne MAVCIC, Co-Chairman of the Joint CounciljrBctor, Legal Information Centre,
Constitutional Court, LJUBLJANA

SPAIN / Espagne
Mr Ignacio BORRAJO INIESTA, Constitutional Court, ADRID

SWEDEN / SUEDE
Mr Mats AHRLING, Rapporteur, Supreme Court, STOCKH®D

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

M. Paul TSCHUMPERLIN, Secrétaire Général, Tribuiéaéral, LAUSANNE
(Apologised / Excusé)

Mme Juliane ALBERINI-BOILLAT, Chef du service de damentation, Tribunal fédéral,
LAUSANNE

M. Gerold STEINMANN, Tribunal fédéral, LAUSANNE
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“T[—|E FORMER YUGOSLAV REPQBLIC OF MACEDONIA” [ “L'EX -
REPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE DE MACEDOINE”
Mr Simeon PETROVSKI, State Adviser, Constitutio@alurt, SKOPJE

TURKEY/TURQUIE
Mr Bekir SOZEN, Reporter, Constitutional Court, ARRA

UKRAINE
Mr Volodymyr IVASCHENKO, Judge, Constitutional CoukKYI1V

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA / ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE

Mr Peter KRUG, Professor of Law, University of Oktama, College of Law, OKLAHOMA
(Apologised / Excusé)

Mrs Sally RIDER, Administrative Assistant to thei€hJustice, Supreme Court,
WASHINGTON

(Apologised / Excusé)

COUNCIL OF EUROPE / CONSEIL DE L’'EUROPE

Mr Stanley NAISMITH, Head of Publications and Irmfmaition Unit, European Court of
Human Rights, STRASBOURG

(Apologised / Excusé)

EUROPEAN UNION / UNION EUROPEENNE
M. Ph. SINGER, Chef d'Unité, Cour de justice desrdmunautés européennes,
LUXEMBOURG

ORGANISATION OF AMERICAN STATES / ORGANISATION DES ETATS
AMERICAINS

Mr Thomas ANTKOWIAK, State Attorney, Inter-Americ&ourt of Human Rights, SAN
JOSE

SPECIAL GUEST

ALGERIA/ALGERIE
M. M. LARABA, Secrétaire général, Conseil consiibanel, ALGER

SECRETARIAT

VENICE COMMISSION / COMMISSION DE VENISE
Mr. Gianni BUQUICCHIO

Mr Schnutz Rudolf DURR

Ms Caroline MARTIN

Ms Helen MONKS

Ms Ana GOREY

INTERPRETERS / INTERPRETES
Mme Denise BRASSEUR

Mme Maria FITZGIBBON

Mr Derrick WORSDALE



