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

2. Election of a liaison officer as Co-Presidentfdahe Joint Council on Constitutional
Justice in respect of the liaison officers

Mr Duarr reminded the participants that the Seciatéiad asked liaison officers for nominations
for the co-presidency of the Joint Council in respe the liaison officers before the meeting.
He informed the Joint Council that the Secretdaat received one candidacy, from Mr Philippe
Singer from the Court of Justice of the Europeam@anities.

The Joint Council elected Mr Philippe Singer as Cd?resident by acclamation.

3. Communication by the Secretariat

Mr Durr informed the participants about new appoients of liaison officers and welcomed
those present. The newly appointed liaison officeese from: Chile, Croatia, Denmark,

Estonia, France, Germany, Ireland, Japan, Koreagktm Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, USA
and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights. Ho avelcomed a delegation from the
Constitutional Council of Algeria.

Mr Durr informed the Joint Council about the plgnaession of the Venice Commission in
Venice a week ago, wherneter alia, two opinions in the field of constitutional priaet were
adopted: one on the possible constitutional andl&iye improvements to ensure uninterrupted
functioning of the Constitutional Court of Ukraiaad the other on the amendment of the Law
on the Constitutional Court of Armenia (see alsdauntem 6 below).

Mr Durr also explained that, upon a request frormRigia and the Parliamentary Assembly, the
Venice Commission was studying the issue of renseiti@espect of the excessive length of
proceedings before national courts. This studydtbel adopted during the next plenary session
of the Venice Commission.

He also referred to the adoption by the Venice Casion of the declaration on women’s
participation in elections, the report on the pgyation of political parties in elections, the
revised guide for the evaluation of elections, teport on electoral law and electoral
administration in Europe and the joint Venice Cossinin — OSCE/ODHIR opinions on the
electoral legislation of Armenia, Georgia and “Taener Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”.

Mr Durr informed the Joint Council that the Sub-Coission on Constitutional Justice also had
met in Venice the week before, to discuss an ogervof past opinions in the field of
constitutional justice calledademecum (CDL-JU(2006)029). He explained that it was akvor
in progress and that its purpose was to be a doduime (1) consultation by the Commission’s
members in the preparation of opinions in ordeavoid, as far as possible, any contradiction
with previous opinions; (2) inspiration, a tool farafters of constitutions and laws on
constitutional courts; (3) easy access/referenopitwons for researchers in this field. The Sub-
Commission had approved the idea ofwhgemecum and hadsuggested some amendments.

Mr Durr also informed the Joint Council that thenit® Commission had decided to restructure
its sub-commissions, resulting in the abolitionhaf Sub-Commission on Constitutional Justice,
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which had in practice rarely met, as issues oftatienal justice were usually dealt with by the
Joint Council. He explained that, if need be, @ting of the Venice Commission members of
the Joint Council may still be organised oraedtoc basis.

With respect to budgetary issues, Mr Dirr informie Joint Council that the Venice
Commission and the Council of Europe in generakvigcing serious budgetary constraints and
that documents will therefore be sent only electally after this meeting, with the exception of
the Systematic Thesaurus for which the use of arpagpy is impractical. Towards that end, he
invited all liaison officers to provide the Secretawith their e-mail addresses, if they had not
already done so, in order to allow them to contimeeiving CDL-JU documents.

Mr Dirr also informed the Joint Council that thecdment entitled “Services provided by the
Venice Commission to Constitutional Courts and Eajent Bodies” (CDL-JU (2006)027rev),
which sets out all the activities concerning cdastinal matters, will be made into a brochure.
He explained that judges were often unaware oktlsesvices and therefore urged the liaison
officers to circulate this document within theispective courts.

In that respect, Mr Rik Ryckeboer explained thatdiocument was the result of his suggestion
made at the last meeting and that he hoped tisatiticument will prove to be very useful.

The Joint Council was informed:

- about the new appointments of liaison officers ah current activities of the Venice
Commission;

- about the restructuring of the Venice Commissiols sub-commissions;

- that CDL-JU documents will only be sent by e-mégafter this meeting.

The Joint Council asked the liaison officers to ctulate document CDL-JU(2006)027revV ir
their respective courts.

4. Updating of data on the participating courts

Mr Durr requested the liaison officers to consht testricted web sitewww.venice.coe.int/ju
- on a regular basis (best together with the doution to the Bulletin and CODICES) and to
keep the Secretariat updated on any changes tade to:

« the list of constitutional courts (CDL-JU (2006)007
» the list of liaison officers (CDL-JU (2006)008);
» the list of web sites of constitutional courts aggiivalent bodies (CDL-JU (2006)009).

Mr Durr suggested that photographs of the liaisificeys might be added to the list of liaison
officers on the Venice Commission’s restricted \sié.

The Joint Council asked the liaison officers to irdrm the Secretariat about changes in the
composition of the courts, their addresses and theurts’ web sites.

Liaison officers were invited to send electronic pbtographs of themselves for inclusion on
the restricted web site.

5. Venice Forum — e-mail based and Newsgroup
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5.a  “Classic” e-mail based Venice Forum

Mr Dirr presented the restricted web site for #y@ies of the Venice Forum. He explained that
the Venice Forum was a means for requesting arttheging information between courts. The

underlying idea was that one court would make aest) often related to constitutional case-
law, send it to the Secretariat, which checks é&evant information in the database and then
sends it on to all liaison officers for replies.

The participants agreed that it was a very usefol. t They pointed out, however, that the
number of questions asked had multiplied recenthy avere not always relevant to
constitutional law and sometimes provided very stleadlines for replies that were difficult to
meet. The Secretariat explained that such shatllides were often due to the fact that
guestions arose while a matter was before the emgrthe deadline depended on the necessity
to provide information in view of the hearing otase. The liaison officers might, however, try
to anticipate questions and ask them at an eatéige.

Some participants questioned the usefulness ofrggath answer to a query after the deadline
had passed. The general feeling was that it vilastllectually interesting to send an answer,
as it could be used for future reference and cdwdd accessed on the restricted site
http://www.venice.coe.int/ju/VeniceForum/However, they agreed that questions should be
limited to issues concerning constitutional matters

It was therefore concluded that the Venice Foruoukhbe used essentially for constitutional
related questions, that the questions should Ineulated clearly and that the deadline for replies
should be reasonable, where possible.

The Joint Council agreed that the “classic” e-maibased Venice Forum was a useful tool
but that a certain restraint should be exercised byisers when sending questions, notably
that:

- questions should focus on issues concerning cangtonal matters;

- questions should be formulated clearly;

- short deadlines for replies should be avoided, dar as this was possible.

5.b.  Venice Forum Newsgroup

Mr Durr informed the Joint Council that the recgndistablished Venice Forum Newsgroup
(http/fwww.team10.coe.int/veniceforum/Lists/Newsgroup/Allltems.aspx) had not been widely
used and that it could be shut down by the Cowidturope Information Department in the
event that the situation remained unchanged. 1Soria liaison officer had posted a message on
this Newsgroup site. Several liaison officers shibae interest and agreed that it was premature
to decide on whether or not it was a useful tool.

The Secretariat also asked the Joint Council whéltlesy would be interested in a restricted web
page containing news on constitutional courts yiadRFE/RL news).

The Joint Council agreed that it was premature to dcide whether or not the Venice
Forum Newsgroup was a useful tool. The liaison offers were encouraged to try the
Newsgroup and to post a message on it (even testasgges only).

The Joint Council expressed an interest in a pageitht news on the courts.
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6. Opinions of the Venice Commission on constitiginal court legislation andamicus
curiae opinions for Constitutional Courts

The Venice Commission had adopted five opiniorthénfield of constitutional justice since the
Joint Council’s last meeting in Azerbaijan:

The “Amicus Curiae opinion (Proceedings before the European Courushan Rights) on the
nature of the proceedings before the Human Rightar®er and the Constitutional Court of
Bosnia and Herzegovina” (Proceedings before thegaan Court of Human Rights) adopted
by the Venice Commission. Bosnia and Herzegovathahcomplicated constitutional structure
and semi-international structures had been intrediusto the national system by the General
Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Hewzegoof 1995 (Dayton Peace
Agreement). The European Court of Human Rightsdskeéd the Venice Commission whether
Annexes 4 and 6 to this Agreement were internatioeaties, to which the Venice Commission
replied in the positive. The Court’'s question widspect to whether proceedings before the
Constitutional Court and Human Rights Chamber wel@mestic” within the meaning of
paragraph 1 of Article 35 of the European Conventio Human Rights or whether it amounted
to “another international procedure” within the mieg of Article 35.2.b, was answered in the
negative by the Venice Commission. In its admiksibdecision (Jeki¢ v. Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Chamber hearing of the European CGdurduman Rights, 28 June 2005), the
Court had followed the approach suggested by tmcéeCommission.

An opinion was adopted by the Venice CommissioMarch 2006 concerning two draft laws
amending Law no. 47/1992 on the Organisation amttianing of the Constitutional Court of
Romania. These draft amendments provided thatdzted, who were members of a political
party or had a relative who is a member of suclarédypluring the past five years, could not
become a judge, which was deemed to be too régtrideurthermore, the introduction by these
amendments of the requirement for a candidate ¥e peacticed as a judge or prosecutor for
twelve years prior to his or her candidacy, exctunieportant groups of qualified people and
might even be unconstitutional. In respect of ¢hallenging of a judge of the Constitutional
Court, the amendments required the introductiospetial provisions rather than the application
of the Code of Civil Procedure and clarificationsweeeded with respect to the fact that such a
challenge should only be applicable in proceduresrevan individual interest of a party was at
stake and the occurrencenoh liquet situations in the Court must be prevented.

Two further opinions were adopted at the beginnaigJune 2006: one concerned the
amendments to the Law on Constitutional Court omémia, notably the involvement of

Parliament and the President in the terminatiomeimbership of judges of the Court after the
Court had made a decision on the issue as wehegsssue of investigation committees in
electoral issues led by a judge and compased, alia, of representatives of political parties.

Before adoption of the opinion, a number of recomtia¢éions made by the rapporteurs had
been taken on board.

The other opinion concerned the uninterrupted fanitg of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine, which dealt with the situation concerning end of the term of office of judges and the
resulting lack of a quorum because these judgee wet replaced. Appointments of judges
were made by the President (1/3), Parliament @n8) the Congress of Judges (1/3) — all of
which had made nominations, except for Parliamlenaddition Parliament had not taken the
oath of the judges appointed by the other autlesrifThis had created a deadlock because the
number of remaining judges had fallen below thergumn In December 2005 the Commission
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had adopted a declaration together with the LitlamarPresidency of the Conference of
European Constitutional Courts urging Parliamerapoint the judges and to swear them in
(see also item 7a. below). In its June 2006 opiniequested by the Ukrainian Minister of
Justice, the Venice Commission had suggested 1ha (udge should stay in office until a

successor entered into office; (2) taking the atitbuld be simplified e.g. in written form; (3)

power of appointment be devolved from the body dichhot appoint to another body.

The Secretariat reminded the Joint Council that theVenice Commission was available fo
any requests by Constitutional Courts for opinionson laws on the courts as well as fg
amicus curiae opinions. In its replies to the latter, the Commision would limit itself to

guestions of comparative law and constitutional lavand to opinions on draft laws.

—

7. Co-operation activities
7.a  Co-operation with the Conference of European Gwtitutional Courts

The Secretariat informed the Joint Council that\tkeice Commission had made a declaration
in December 2005, on the non-appointment of judgdse Constitutional Court of Ukraine (see

also item 6 above). The Lithuanian Presidencyhef@onference of European Constitutional
Courts joined the Venice Commission in this detiana however, it lacked a clear mandate for
this declaration and had therefore prepared a padgor an amendment to the Statute of the
Conference, providing for such a basis.

Another proposal made concerned the introductiorthef possibility for the Conference to
conclude agreements with international bodies. s Bmendment could be of interest for the
Venice Commission.

The Circle of Presidents of the Conference will imieeVilnius on 7 September 2006 and
discussinter alia, these proposals (see also point 9.b below).

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

The newly appointed Secretary General of ACCPUF, Miarie-Christine Meininger,
informed the Joint Council that the Venice Comnuiesand ACCPUF had developed close
co-operation. She explained that since the meaifnthe Joint Council in Azerbaijan, a
number of developments had occurred and that tkiecoagress of ACCPUF will take place
from 13 to 15 November 2006, in Paris and thatauld be an opportunity for the Venice
Commission to present its activities to ACCPUF. e Shvited Mr Dirr to present the
CODICES database on this occasion.

Ms Meininger said that the Bureau of ACCPUF hacendy met in Niger and in Paris to
discuss constitutional working methods. She infeuirthe Joint Council that a “Bulletin” on
political parties was going to be prepared, that Bucharest Conference proceedings will
soon be published and that arevised web site o€CRTF will be up and running by
September 2006.

The Joint Council took good note of the progress oto-operation and noted that
ACCPUF’s next meeting will take place from 13 to 15N ovember in Paris, France.
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7.c  Co-operation with the Southern African Judges Gmmission

The Venice Commission had started a programme -@pecation with the Southern African
Judges Commission, financed at the outset by thesSBovernment and then successively by
the Governments of Norway, Italy and Ireland.

The Venice Commission had co-organised a numbsgrafnars for Chief Justices in that region
and had offered the courts there a similar co-dperso that of ACCPUF, notably contributing
to the CODICES database (in English).

A meeting of the Southern African Judges Commissiowindhoek, Namibia in August 2005

had dealt with the question of independence andustability and produced a report on the
training of judges. In March 2006, the Southermicdah Judges Commission was invited to
hold an exchange of views with the Venice Commissio Venice to discuss the topic of

constitutional review in common law countries anddpecialised constitutional courts. The
Venice Commission also invited them to Strasbowrgliscuss Convention rights with the
judges of the European Court of Human Rights. rAingernal meeting, also held in Strasbourg,
the Southern African Judges Commission preparedefines for assisting courts under
pressure.

The next meeting of the Southern African Judges@ission will take place in August 2006
in Maputo, Mozambique.

The Joint Council took good note of this co-operatin and noted that the Southern African
Judges Commission’s next meeting will take place inAugust 2006 in Maputo,
Mozambique.

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

The CCCOCYD unites constitutional courts in cowsrthat became independent after the
collapse of the USSR. The Armenian ConstitutioGalurt acts as the Secretariat of the
CCCOCYD.

The Constitutional Court of Armenia publishes alggurnal and organises annual conferences
in October in Yerevan, Armenia both on behalf & @CCOCYD. The last conference, also
co-organised with the International AssociationCafnstitutional Law (IACL), dealt with the
topic of principles of law and political reality implementing constitutional control. In October
2006, it will be discussing the control of elecBoby the Constitutional Court, again in co-
operation with the Venice Commission.

The Joint Council took good note of the co-operatiowith the CCCOCYD and noted that
its next meeting will take place in October 2006 ifYerevan, Armenia.

7.e Co-operation with the Network of ConstitutionalCourts of Asia

The Secretariat informed the Joint Council aboat ¢b-operation of the Venice Commission
with the Network of Constitutional Courts of Asighich covers Cambodia, Indonesia, Republic
of Korea, Mongolia, Philippines and Thailand. MuarD participated in the meeting that took
place in Mongolia in September 2005 where he hdererf to the Network a similar co-
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operation to that of the ACCPUF with the Venice @assion. The Network, which was very
interested in co-operating with European courtd,deepted this offer .

The next meeting of this Network will depend on teéerman Konrad Adenauer Stiftung and
should take place in the Philippines.

The Joint Council took good note of the Network’s @-operation with the Venice
Commission.

7.1, Co-operation with the Ibero-American Conferene of Constitutional Justice

Mr Ignacio Borrajo Iniesta informed the Joint Coiliticat the Ibero-American Conference of
Constitutional Justice gathers together the Caistital Courts of Latin America and those of
Portugal, Spain and now also Andorra. The latherdecently joined the Conference.

In October 2005, a meeting took place in Sevillewinich the possibility of turning the
Conference into a permanent institution was dismlissThe next meeting will take place in
October 2006 in Santiago, Chile, in which the Cmariee’s Statute should be approved.

Mr Borrajo Iniesta told the Joint Council that fréuco-operation with the Venice Commission
was possible.

Mr Durr explained that during the plenary sessibrthe Venice Commission in Venice, Mr
Léon de la Torre Krais, Assessor, Cabinet of tresiBency, Constitutional Tribunal of Spain,
briefly introduced the activities of this Conferenand said that he looked forward to a future
co-operation between the Conference and the V&uocemission.

The Joint Council took good note of the possibilityof co-operation with the lbero-
American Conference on Constitutional Justice.

7.9  Co-operation with the Union of Arab Constituticnal Courts and Councils

The Secretariat welcomed the delegation from thens@ational Council of Algeria
representing the Union of Arab Constitutional Ceukr Boualam Bessaithe President of the
Constitutional Council of Algeria, had met the M@nCommission at its meeting in March 2006
and had proposed co-operation between the Uniontled/enice Commission. In April, a
delegation of the Commission had visited Algeridigtuss possible modalities of co-operation,
in particular contributions to the CODICES databsiseh as those by ACCPUF on the basis of
a co-operation agreement to be drafted. In addifdgeria was seeking bilateral relations with
the Venice Commission.

Mr Mohamed Habchi, Counsell@t theConstitutional Council of Algeria, explained thaet
Union of Arab Constitutional Courts and Councildl wiake a decision on co-operation with the
Venice Commission at the next General Assemblfi@iinion in 2007.

The Joint Council took good note of the possibilityf co-operation with the Union of Arab
Constitutional Courts and Councils.
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8. Series of seminars with Constitutional Court¢§CoCoSem)

Mr Dirr informed the Joint Council that, since J@@85, a number of events had taken place,
notably:

— 30 June - 1 July 2005: International ConferenceLaw and Fact in Constitutional
Justice in co-operation with the Constitutional @ati Lithuania (Vilnius, Lithuania);

— 12-13 August 2005: General Meeting of the South&fican Judges Commission
(Windhoek, Namibia);

- 39 Conference of Secretary Generals of Constituti@mirts and Equivalent Bodies
discussingjnter alia, the working document on the Status and FunctioSezretary
Generals (Bled, Slovenia);

- international Conference on “Legal Principles d&wlitical Reality in the Exercise of
Constitutional Control”, on the occasion of thé" Hhniversary of the Constitution and
the Constitutional Court of Armenia in co-operatiaith the latter, the International
Association of Constitutional Law and the Conferen€ Constitutional Control Organs
of the Countries of Young Democracy (Yerevan, Ariagn

— 14 October 2005: Conference on the Influence ofhse-Law of the European Court
of Human Rights on National Constitutional Case-Law co-operation with the
Constitutional Court of Ukraine (Kiev, Ukraine);

— 14-15 November 2005: Seminar on the Limits of Qarginal Control of Decisions
made by Ordinary Courts in Constitutional Procegslinn co-operation with the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic (Brnag€h Republic);

- 11-12 November 2005: Conference on the occasiothefld’ Anniversary of the
Constitution of Azerbaijan, on the Role of the Ginson in Building a State governed
by the Rule of Law (Baku, Azerbaijan);

— 10-11 February 2006: Conference on Electoral Rigind the Right to Political
Associations in co-operation with the Constituticdbaurt of Georgia (Thilisi, Georgia);

— 17-20 March 2006: exchange of views with the Sautl#drican Judges Commission
and the European Court of Human Rights (Venics, ft&trasbourg, France);

— 10-11 April 2006: International Round Table on Redationship between Constitutional
Law and European Law in the European Union Memitee$ in co-operation with the
Constitutional Court of Hungary (Budapest, Hungary)

— 1-2 June 2006: Seminar on the Review by the Catstilal Courts of Proceedings
before Ordinary Courts applying Community law inaggeration with the Constitutional
Court of Slovakia (Kosice, Slovakia).

Still to come:

— August 2006: SAJC meeting on Financial and Admiaiste Autonomy of the Courts
and the Delicate Balance between National Secuanity Human Rights (Maputo,
Mozambique);

— September 2006: Conference on Sovereignty in Mittie States (Chisinau, Moldova);

— October 2006: Conference on The Common Legal Spfaearope (Moscow, Russia);

— November 2006: Seminar on the Relationship betw€enstitutional Courts and
Ordinary Courts (Baku, Azerbaijan);

— December 2006:
- Seminar on the Protection of Constitutional Val(iiga, Latvia);
- Study Visit of Registrars of the Courts of the $euh African Judges
Commission to Ireland;
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- Seminar on the Independence of the Courts (Budh&emania)
9. Publication of theBulletin on Congtitutional Case-Law
9.a  Regular issues of thBulletin

The Secretariat presented Bulletin 2005/2 to tliwt Z&ouncil, currently in print, and informed
them that Bulletin 2005/3 would be available, impiple, in Autumn 2006.

The Secretariat briefly reported on the replieeiked to the questionnaire on the Bulletin
(CDL-JU(2006)017). Two questionnaires were semtoouthe Bulletin: (1) in November 2005
to the liaison officers and to the readers withdlme of obtaining comments and suggestions in
order to improve the quality of the informatiors firesentation and its clarity; (2) in February
2006 a similar questionnaire was sent out speliifficagarding the CD-Rom and internet
versions of CODICES with the aim of reinforcing liep received to the earlier questionnaire
and to shed some light on the search facilities.

The proposals made to improve the Bulletin included

— to divide the “summary” into facts and points olviéalready now corresponds to the
optional sub-parts | and Il of the summary);

— to draft the legal background of judgments moreigtely;

— to insert a reference to the web site where tHaet of the decisions/judgments could
be found (reference has to be stable over time);

— to envisage publishing in full in each issue of Bwletin one or two decisions that are
particularly significant for the country concerned,

— to publish not only cases on the merits but algmitant admissibility decisions;

— to print the Bulletin in a smaller more compactsien.

— As concerns CODICES, to simplify the search engintne database e.g. like HUDOC
and to increase the use of PDF documents.

Mr Dirr explained that the proposals were veryuiséit that budgetary constraints were going
to make it difficult to meet some of them. Onetwé# criticisms that had been made regarding
the Bulletin was that it could be published fastes, Secretariat had taken internal steps to speed
up its production (reduction of deadlines withie tBecretariat, merging of different steps of
processing, splitting of large contributions intoadler files).

Consequently, the Secretariat asked whether liasdficers could send the case-law of their
respective Constitutional Courts before the culyeset deadlines, as this would also help in
speeding up production of the Bulletins. Liaisdircers replied that this was difficult due to the
fact that courts took a certain amount of timertedpce their judgments and that the number of
cases tended to increase at certain times of treayel this had been a problem that had already
been identified at the outset of the Bulletin. Bezretariat offered also to send the invitation to
contribute two weeks before the end of the refergrasiod.

The Secretariat pointed out that, due to budgeli#figulties, it was agreed that the quantities of
Bulletins produced in English and in French coutd reduced from ten to five copies per
country per language.
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The Joint Council also agreed with the Secretdoiaadd a serial number to the Bulletin to
facilitate its sale in bookstores — in order ta@ify dealings with the subscribers.

The Joint Council decided that:

- the Secretariat intended to speed up the publicatioof the Bulletins;

- liaison officers would strive to provide contributions in the middle of the month
following the reference period. Consequently, the €tretariat would send out
invitations to contribute already two weeks beforehe end of the reference period,;

- quantities of Bulletins in English and French wouldbe reduced from 10 to 5.

The Joint Council agreed for the Secretariat to adda serial number to the Bulletin to
facilitate its sale.

9.b  SpeciaBulletins

The Secretariat informed the Joint Council thatehgere currently four Special Bulletins in
preparation in print, namely: the special Bulleim Limitations to Human Rights, requested by
the then Cypriot Presidency of the Conference abpgean Constitutional Courts; the special
Bulletin on the “Status and Functions of the SecyeGeneral”; “Leading Cases 2” and “Basic
Texts 7”. For the latter, there were seven basitstconcerning non-European courts, which
were far advanced and translations were ready.theospecial Bulletin on “Leading Cases 27,
more time was needed in order to finalise it, athér leading cases were received only recently.

The preparatory meeting of the Conference of Eumoggonstitutional Courts will take place on
7 September 2006 in Vilnius, Lithuania, to decidetioe topic for its XIVth Congress in 2008.
In line with the Joint Council’s tradition to suppthe European Conference, the Joint Council
approved the Secretariat's proposal to preparesaiaBulletin on that topic to be known in
September.

The Secretariat proposed that the English verdidtineoBulletin be published before the French
version, as three-quarters of the contributionsewasnt to the Secretariat in English. The
disadvantage of such an option was that the Seetetaight discover errors in the time
between the publication of the English and Freraisions, creating a discrepancy between the
two versions. However, the participants insisteat thoth the English and French versions be
published at the same time.

The Secretariat informed the Joint Council thatwhsions were ongoing with the International
Organisation of the Francophone on a co-operatpeement which might includeter alia
some financial support for the translation of théi@in into French.

The Joint Council took note of:

- the upcoming Bulletins;

- Joint Council decided to prepare a Special Bulletiron the topic to be chosen by th
Preparatory Meeting of the Conference of European @Gnstitutional Courts, which
will take place on 7 September 2006, in Vilnius, khuania.

1%
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10. CODICES database
10.a Presentation of a new version of CODICES

The Secretariat reminded the Joint Council thatetinere two versions of CODICES: (1) CD-

Rom and (2) the Internet. The developments thatiroed since the last meeting in Azerbaijan
related mostly to the internal structuring of tlaad The indexing of constitutions and laws was
now kept in separate tables, which applied bothéd=nglish and French version of these texts.

In addition, the Interim Bulletin, which could beccassed on the restricted web site
(http://venice.coe.int/ju/bullet)p had been improved.

Furthermore, the web version now allowed to inclfidetexts of decisions of non-Latin fonts
(e.g. Bulgarian).

| The Joint Council welcomed the improvement of the ODICES database. |

10.b  Updating and indexing of constitutions and lawin CODICES

Mr Durr invited liaison officers to inform the Setariat of any changes in their constitutions,
laws on the courts and descriptions that shouidtbeduced in CODICES.

He informed the Joint Council about the progress Was made on the project of indexation of
the constitutions and laws on the courts, artiglarticle (see document CDL-JU(2006)012).

10.c Data input mask

Mr Durr provided an overview of the CD-Rom inputskaexplaining that it was also available
on the restricted web site from which it may be dimaded. The Internet mask is available at
(http://venice.coe.int/ju/codicgsThe use of these masks allows the Secretariatrtmluice the
liaison officers’ contributions into the databaserenrapidly.

11. Documentation Centre on Constitutional Justicé Library

The Secretariat warmly thanked the Courts for garsdy sending their publications to the
Documentation Centre in Strasbourg and informedJthiat Council that there was a slight
backlog with respect to the updating of the lishobks on the web site.

12. Version 18 of the Systematic Thesaurus

The amendments proposed by the Working Group oisyiseematic Thesaurus for version 18
of the Systematic Thesaurus were approved by theQouncil (CDL-JU(2006)013).

The Secretariat informed the Joint Council thatsiter 18 of the Systematic Thesaurus should
be used as from Bulletin 2006/2.

The amendments to the Systematic Thesaurus were apped by the Joint Council.
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Version 18 of the Systematic Thesaurus will be useds from Bulletin 2006/2 (CDL-
JU(2006)031).

13.  Other business

None.

14. Date and place of the next meeting

The next meeting of the Joint Council on Constiuail Justice will probably take place in

Venice in June 2007 and the Secretariat invitecctimstitutional courts to propose a venue for
the Joint Council’'s meeting in 2008.
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