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Abstract. The relevance of this study is conditioned, firstly, by the global trend of digitalisation of court practice which
requires adaptation to the new reality, and secondly, by the insufficient development of the theoretical and methodological
foundations for the use of such an exclusive source for the development of legal science and practice. The purpose of
the study was to formulate, at the conceptual level, the basis for the effective use of court decision databases in criminal
proceedings for scientific research, optimisation of practice and the educational process. The cluster of methodological
research tools included systemic, comparative, synergistic, risk-oriented approaches, and methods of formal logic. The
study summarised the data on the procedure for publishing court decisions in the Unified State Register of Court Decisions
of Ukraine and reviewed the European practices of digital platforms or judicial practices. The study found that the
Ukrainian platform of digitised documents is analogous to its European counterparts. It is a source of metadata of court
decisions, data on criminal offences, pre-trial investigation and court proceedings, evidence, court reasonings, and specific
language of legal documents. This allows not only implementing the principle of openness of court proceedings and
access to court decisions but also considering these resources in an axiological context that unites a trilogy of components
(political-legal, social, and procedural elements). The study also showed the risks, limitations, and problems of using
court decision databases, such as inaccurate search results or restricted access to the system in extraordinary cases. The
study suggested improving the national platform by adding options. The practical value of this study lies in presenting to
a wide audience the possibilities of using digital platforms for judicial practices and formulating proposals for optimising
the information and analytical tools of the Unified State Register of Court Decisions
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Introduction
The relevance of this study is caused by the need for constant
monitoring of judicial practice to optimise the justice system.
Judicial practice is an indicator of how openly and transpar-
ently justice is administered, how good the legislation is,
and whether the principles of legal certainty are sufficiently
implemented as a component of the rule of law. However,
the number of criminal proceedings is increasing from year
to year, and the number of court decisions is growing rapid-
ly, which necessitates the development and implementation
of high-quality information and analytical tools for working
with this data. Therefore, the digitalisation of criminal pro-
ceedings has not spared the area of court decisions. Nation-
al and international specialised registers have emerged that
contain full-text documents or short summaries of judicial
decisions, which are freely available for anyone to read. How-
ever, there are no comprehensive studies that would demon-
strate the advantages and disadvantages of these information
resources, which was the primary motivation for this study.
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The literature discusses court decisions in various con-
texts. O. Omelchenko (2024) showed interest in develop-
ing general theoretical issues, specifically, the validity
and motivation of court decisions, legal technologies for
the preparation of court decisions — a study by 0O.0. Su-
person (2023). Other researchers, bypassing theoretical
discussions, analysed the content of digitised documents
in specialised areas, such as D.M. Hudenko (2024), who
investigated the specific features of detective work dur-
ing martial law in Ukraine based on judicial practice.
P.R. Sesena et al. (2024) analysed the institution of plea bar-
gaininginSpanishlawthroughthelensofcourtdecisions, while
Y.C. Yu et al. (2023) studied deaths based on data published
in the Taiwanese court decision database. While appreciat-
ing the substantial contribution of these researchers, these
developments did not provide a general systematic view of
the significance of judicial information resources in scientif-
ic doctrine and law enforcement.
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Notably, in the 2020s, a steady increase in the number
of sources was observed, which integrated artificial intelli-
gence and legal analytics. This refers to the introduction of
auxiliary tools for searching for legal documents, preparing
texts of court decisions, and predicting the outcome of court
proceedings. D. Byelov and M. Bielova (2023) described the
potential of artificial intelligence to analyse large amounts
of information, including judicial practices, pattern identifi-
cation, and search for relevant data to make informed deci-
sions. F. de Arriba-Perez et al. (2022) proposed optimisation
of the automatic classification of court decisions based on
innovative natural language processing techniques. K. Javed
and J. Li (2024) emphasised that the prospect that the abili-
ty of machine learning models to learn rules from vast data-
sets can eliminate cognitive biases inherent in humans and
improve the accuracy of judicial decision-making cannot
be ignored. M. Lidén (2024), appealing to the principle of
“analogous cases should be treated equally”, tested whether
it is possible to predict court decisions based on a certain
set of criteria that can be accessed without even reading the
case file. The researcher stated that some judicial decisions
are highly predictable. K. Chien et al. (2024) conducted an
analogous study, analysing the ability of prosecutors to pre-
dict court decisions. S. Greenstein (2022) was critical of ar-
tificial intelligence in the field of justice, considering it “an
existential threat to the rule of law”, which is why the use
of artificial intelligence stays controversial. Once again, the
focus of these studies was on innovation rather than on how
registers of digitised court documents affect the justice sys-
tem and scientific doctrine.

An exception was the study by S. Brekke et al. (2023),
which summarised the potential of the information data-
base covering information on cases, judgments, and judg-
es of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU
Database Platform). As the researchers argued, the vari-
ous datasets provided by the platform “open the door” for
theoretical and empirical studies of European legal policy.
However, this approach presents only one scientific and
theoretical aspect, while this type of resource has no less
important practical application.

The purpose of the present study was to formulate a con-
ceptual framework for the effective use of databases of court
decisions in criminal proceedings for scientific research, op-
timisation of practice and education.

Materials and methods
The fulfilment of this purpose and the substantiation of the
findings obtained was made possible by the application of
a cluster of methodological principles and approaches. The
paradigm fundamental to the presentation of the research-
er’s views and opinions was shaped by the values of the rule
of law, respect for human dignity, protection from arbitrari-
ness, transparency, openness, and access to fair justice. The
systemic approach provided a comprehensive understanding
of the subject matter of the study and the links between its
structural components. The comparative approach helped to
compare Ukrainian and international practices in the forma-
tion of court decision databases and their use. The synergis-
tic approach helped to identify significant points of conver-
gence between modern technologies and judicial practice,
which helped to organise and perform high-quality analyt-
ical work with large amounts of textual data published by
the judicial authorities in the form of verdicts, rulings, and
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resolutions. The risk-oriented approach ensured forecasting
of challenges and problems related to the use of informa-
tion resources of the judiciary. The methodological toolkit
also included methods of formal logic (analysis, synthesis,
analogy, etc.), which were employed to build classifications,
present arguments for intermediate and final conclusions.

The regulatory framework of the study included the Crim-
inal Procedural Code of Ukraine (2012), the Law of Ukraine
No. 3262-IV “On Access to Court Decisions” (2005) and the
Decision of the High Council of Justice No. 1200/0/15-18
“On Approval of the Procedure for Maintaining the Unified
State Register of Court Decisions” (2018). The study em-
ployed official judicial statistics on the state of administra-
tion of justice in Ukraine published on the web portal of the
judiciary in Ukraine (Judicial statistics, n.d.); analysed the
data of the Unified State Register of Court Decisions (n.d.),
which as of the beginning of 2025 had 123,071,115 up-
loaded documents; the user interface of analogous national
platforms for judicial practices of Belgium (Belgian Court
Judgments Database, n.d.), Germany (German Court Judg-
ments Database, n.d.) was studied. d.), Spain (Spanish Court
Judgments Database, n.d.), Lithuania (Lithuanian Court
Judgments Database, n.d.), the United Kingdom (UK Court
Judgments Database, n.d.) and international platforms for
judicial practices: the Court of Justice of the European Union
(InfoCuria, n.d.) and the European Court of Human Rights
(HUDOC Database, n.d.).

The research strategy involved first presenting the gen-
eral legal basis for the formation and functioning of open
databases of court decisions in Ukraine, then clarifying the
significance and potential use of registers of court decisions,
and logically concluding the research by differentiating the
risks and problems of using these resources and formulating
proposals for optimising their work.

Results and discussion

Legal regulation of the procedure for publishing court
decisions in open databases: national context. Accord-
ing to Ukrainian legislation, one of the principles of crimi-
nal proceedings is publicity and openness of court proceed-
ings. This principle is prescribed in Item 20 of Part 1 of
Article 7 and Article 27 of the Criminal Procedural Code of
Ukraine (2012). This means that criminal proceedings in
courts of all instances are conducted in public, except for
restrictions stipulated by law. If justice is administered in
the public eye, it is only logical that procedural decisions
should be accessible to stakeholders and the public. There-
fore, the principle of openness of court hearings is further
implemented by making court decisions public, and courts
make them every day. Over 80,000 criminal cases are con-
sidered annually at the first instance level in Ukraine alone.
On average, another half a million appeals are resolved by
investigating judges during pre-trial investigations (appli-
cations for recusal; complaints against decisions, actions, or
inaction; motions by investigators, prosecutors, etc.). Fig-
ure 1 presents the dynamics of court statistics over the past
three years. Each appeal ends with a procedural decision,
while several such decisions may be issued in the criminal
proceedings. All this confirms that in the digital era, innova-
tive information and analytical tools are indispensable for
observing the principle of openness of justice, presenting
transparency of procedures, legal certainty, and unity of ju-
dicial practice.
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Figure 1. Quantitative indicators of consideration of materials in courts of first instance
Source: developed by the author of this study based on Judicial statistics (n.d.)

The provisions of the Law of Ukraine No. 3262-
IV (2005) oblige courts to announce judgments in public, ex-
cept those instances when the case was heard in closed ses-
sion; establish the right of everyone to access court decisions
in the manner prescribed by law; regulate the procedure for
publishing court decisions in electronic form; determine the
State Judicial Administration as the responsible entity for
maintaining the Unified State Register of Court Decisions;
and regulate the rules for official publication of court de-
cisions. The aforementioned Decision of the High Council
of Justice No. 1200/0/15-18 (2018) details the procedures
related to the operation of the digital database of judicial
practices. The same document (Section I, paragraph 17,
item 1) defines the concept of “court decision”, which is of-
ten referred to in the present study. It is a procedural doc-
ument adopted by a court or investigating judge during a
pre-trial investigation or during consideration of criminal
proceedings at any stage of the court proceedings. These
include rulings, verdicts, and resolutions of judicial author-
ities. Although a dissenting opinion of a judge is not a court
decision by its very nature, this document is a special source
of information containing individual evaluative judgements
on the circumstances of the case, evidence, standards, and
procedures applied, and alternative reasons for making a de-
cision as opposed to those used by the majority of the court.
Therefore, the presence of such documents in the database
is also of significant theoretical and practical significance.

Unrestricted access to information on criminal proceed-
ings cannot be absolutised. For instance, convicted persons
may be stigmatised in society, analogously to the situation
with public notification of criminals released from prison.
M. Himmen et al. (2023) confirmed the preconceived nega-
tive attitudes towards such categories of people. A balance
of public and private interests is necessary. The legislator,
factoring in the vulnerability of the position of individual
participants in criminal proceedings and security issues,
mandates that the texts of court decisions open to the pub-
lic should not disclose or replace with alphabetic or nu-
meric designations personal data of individuals that enable
their identification, information about their addresses of
residence, contact details, taxpayer registration numbers,
details of identity documents, vehicle registration numbers,
bank account and payment card numbers, etc. In addition,
the information that was used to protect the case or certain
procedural actions in a closed court session is not subject
to disclosure.

A special provision is made for the names of judges and
other participants in the court proceedings. According to
Article 7 of the Law of Ukraine No. 3262-IV (2005), their

names (first name, patronymic, and surname) may not be
indicated for security reasons. The procedure of “deperson-
alisation”, i.e., disguising the specified information in the
text of an electronic copy of a court decision or dissenting
opinion, is performed automatically using specialised soft-
ware (Section I, paragraph 17, item 1) (Decision of the High
Council of Justice No. 1200/0/15-18, 2018).

An overview of the Unified State Register of Court De-
cisions gives grounds for the following conclusions: (1) the
system has a user-friendly interface design, and the instruc-
tions in the Help section enable beginners to grasp the in-
tricacies of searching for relevant documents; (2) the sys-
tem offers clear criteria for clustering judicial enforcement
acts (contextual search, court and judges, court decision,
court case), a large set of filters for data search (by regional
factor, by court instance, by time of adoption, by form of
court decision, by subject of decision, by form of proceed-
ings, by unique case number, etc;) (3) the system provides
sufficiently fast data processing and presentation of infor-
mation resources for viewing with the possibility of sorting
documents and generating versions for printing electronic
copies; (4) the system ensures reliable information protec-
tion, round-the-clock public access for everyone, and full
access for authorised users, applies restrictions and blocking
to avoid overloads.

European practices in the operation of digital plat-
forms for judicial practices. The results of the review of
certain foreign and international web portals of judicial
practice confirmed that the Ukrainian analogue is not infe-
rior in terms of convenience and efficiency of searching and
researching court decisions. At the same time, despite the
presence of typical components and options, each national
database has its specific features that should be investigated
in depth and evaluated from the standpoint of implementa-
tion in Ukraine.

The Belgian Court Judgments Database (n.d.), apart
from the basic parameters, allows searching for texts in dif-
ferent languages, which is conditioned by the fact that three
languages (Dutch, French, and German) are recognised as
official; offers to read not only full texts of judgments, but
also brief summaries of the case; opens an additional rubric
of keywords in the drop-down list in the search fields. For
instance, for the keyword “evidence”, the database provides
fourteen headings related to criminal proceedings with the
number of decisions published on this issue. For example,
“Evidence — Criminal cases — Witnesses — 568 documents”,
“Evidence - Criminal cases — Burden of proof. Discretion —
708 documents”, etc. This approach, firstly, expedites the
search, and secondly, improves the understanding of how



often a legal issue is discussed in the courtroom. Analogous
parameters are offered by the Spanish Court Judgments Da-
tabase (n.d.). In addition to summaries of judgments and
keyword headings, this system allows for voice input. Span-
ish court judgments publish the names of the parties to the
criminal proceedings and provide direct quotes in the judg-
ments, making them resemble a transcript of a court hearing.

British lawyers number the paragraphs of judgments,
which simplifies the navigation through the numerous facts,
legal positions, and reasoning of judgments (UK Court Judg-
ments Database, n.d.). It also facilitates the possibility of
further citation of the document. The practice of numbering
paragraphs of court decisions is also present in Germany,
Lithuania, and international institutions such as the Court
of Justice of the European Union and the European Court
of Human Rights. The British database also has an option to
automatically navigate to analogous content, which can also
be a useful addition to information and analytical work with
big data. UK court decisions are unique in their content, due
to the specific features of mentality, historical and socio-cul-
tural factors. In the text of guilty verdicts, judges, firstly,
address the defendants personally, and secondly, do not ne-
glect the opportunity to express their emotions, empathy,
and admit to the complexity of resolving moral and legal di-
lemmas. All this turns the “dry” legal language of documents
into a kind of philosophical essay. For instance, in a murder
case, a judge may use the following wording: “This is a truly
tragic case...”, “You harmed three people with whom you
had no disputes; they were long-term colleagues with whom
you had been on friendly terms, none of whom had felt any
threat from you in the past...”, “I do not regard you as inher-
ently wicked...”, “I am grateful to the defence for drawing
to my attention the case of...”, etc. (Judgments of the Crown
Court of United Kingdom..., 2024). German lawyers employ
a completely opposite approach — a simplified window for
searching for documents, and the decisions themselves are
concise, brief, and contain a summary of the circumstanc-
es and the final outcome of the trial without any emotions
(German Court Judgments Database, n.d.).

A feature of the Lithuanian database (Lithuanian Court
Judgments Database, n.d.) is the mandatory informing of us-
ers about the possibility of reviewing decisions. The home
page of this resource contains the following message: “Atten-
tion! Procedural decisions in first instance and appellate cases
may be reviewed and amended by a higher court. Only final
court decisions are legally binding”. Lithuanian court deci-
sions depersonalise defendants, but fully disclose the names
of judges, prosecutors, probation officers, and court clerks.

To conclude the review, it is advisable to focus on useful
additions that are built into the shells of the databases of
the Court of Justice of the European Union (InfoCuria, n.d.)
and the European Court of Human Rights (HUDOC Data-
base, n.d.). This means the ability to open court decisions
not only in HTML format, but also to download PDF or
DOCX files, send them to email accounts, and share them on
social media. This simplifies copying and storing data. The
option to automatically set the time parameters “within the
last 8 days”, “within the last month”, “within the last year”,
“within the last 5 years” is also convenient, as some systems,
including the Ukrainian one, require accurate marks in the
calendar of the start and end dates of the court decision or
receipt of the court decision. A user of the CJEU database
can easily select the current period.

Social & Legal Studios, Vol. 8, No. 1

Theoretical and practical significance of the func-
tioning of the court decision database. Analysing the
significance of the functioning of databases for judicial
practices requires considering the political-legal, social,
and procedural elements. The political-legal axiology is
rooted in the fact that digitised court practices create op-
portunities for monitoring and evaluation of the state’s do-
mestic humanitarian policy in the field of law. This allows
understanding what model of criminal procedure it builds
and what fundamental principles it lays down as the ba-
sis for the rules and procedures of criminal prosecution,
standards of proof, the way the right to defence, access to
justice, reconciliation of the parties, etc., are ensured. In
this regard, legal positions published in the decisions of
the highest judicial authorities, as well as press releases
on complex cases involving controversial political issues,
are of exceptional significance. P. Meyer (2022) empha-
sised that press releases promote open justice; inform about
the progress of certain proceedings, i.e., set the agenda;
demonstrate transparency in conflict resolution by courts
and promote a profound faith in the legitimacy of judicial
proceedings.

The public value generally lies in the formation of a
positive image of law enforcement, judicial, prosecutorial,
and advocacy bodies through openness and transparency
of their communication and the final results of the adver-
sarial process. This increases trust in state institutions and
convincingly proves that criminals will be punished, inno-
cent people will be acquitted, rights and freedoms will be
protected from arbitrariness, and justice will be restored.
Admittedly, not all decisions meet all these requirements,
but this is what the legislators sought to demonstrate
when constructing the tasks of criminal proceedings in Ar-
ticle 2 of the Criminal Procedural Code of Ukraine (2012).
As rightly noted by K. Javed and J. Li (2024), the judi-
ciary plays a crucial role in upholding the rule of law,
which is vital for the overall well-being of society. Le-
gitimate legal decision-making is the primary goal of the
rule of law. N. Mocan et al. (2020) confirmed that the
quality of the judicial system considerably affects people’s
choice to break or not to break the law. On the contrary,
a poor-quality judicial system increases the probability
that people consider various types of dishonest behaviour
acceptable. Therewith, general access to court decisions
may increase conflict and nihilistic sentiments, as socie-
ty may be impatient and seek instant results in sensitive
high-profile cases, while the “cumbersome machine” of
justice must work efficiently and in compliance with all
procedures and standards.

The procedural significance of digital platforms for ju-
dicial practices is formed by three components: scientific,
applied, and educational. As for first of these, the database
of court decisions is a valuable source for the development
of criminal procedure and forensic science. Certain legal
institutions, standards, or individual cases become the
subject of academic discourse and empirical research. The
amount of data presented by a digitised court decision may
vary depending on the form and procedure used. As a rule,
the full set of data is presented by the decisions of higher
courts that conclude the case, as well as by the decisions of
the ECtHR. Table 1 summarises the findings of the systema-
tisation of digitised court decisions with relevant examples
of judicial practices.
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Table 1. Data typology of digital platforms for judicial practices

No. Data category Data content Examples of court decisions
the date of the decision;
date of entry into force; Judgment of the Ternopil City and
date of registration; S - .
- . . District Court of the Ternopil Region
Court decision date of granting public access; .
1 . . No. 607/13102/22 (2023);
metadata number of criminal proceedings; .
ber of " dings: Resolution of the Supreme Court
numBET Of court proceedings; No. 278/3344/15-k (2024).
category of the case;
place and judicial authority that made the decision.
legal qualification of the criminal offence;
the factual circumstances of the criminal offence (who (data is
impersonal), where, when, under what circumstances, with what .
. . Judgment of the Kropyvnytskyi Court
tools and means, and in what manner committed the act); .
Data about of Appeal No. 404/5456/17 (2024);
. the amount and nature of the damage caused; .o . A
2 the criminal . Decision of the investigative judge of
motive and purpose of the offender; e .
offence . - . the Shevchenkiv District Court of Kyiv
circumstances that characterise the personality of the accused,
- . No. 761/16582/24 (2024).
aggravate or mitigate the punishment, and are grounds for
exemption from criminal liability or punishment;
other circumstances stipulated by law.
complanc i he prniplesof rinival procedins | gmen of he Pechest D
. ¢ crimina’ p 8s; Court of Kyiv No. 757/10370/23-
list and results of investigative (detective) actions and covert k (2023);
Data on investigative (detective) actions; O
. . . Judgment of Chernyakhiv District
3 pre-trial legal positions of the prosecution and the defence; .
. L L . .. . Court of Zhytomyr Region
investigation application of the special procedure of criminal proceedings; .
. R . No. 278/205/24, (2024);
mistakes and shortcomings in the work made by the subjects
Ry P . . . Judgment of the European Court of
of criminal activity, which became the basis for cancellation or -
.. Human Rights No. 3016/16 (2024).
amendment of the decision.
lists of sources of proof, evidence, the method of obtaining Judgment of Kharkiv District
Data on them, and procedural design; Court of Kharkiv Region
. method of examination and evaluation of evidence by the No. 635/3143/20 (2024);
4 | evidence and - £ th lvisk
roof court; Judgment of the Halytsky
P grounds for declaring evidence inadmissible; District Court of Lviv
deciding on the status of material evidence. No. 461/9870/20 (2024).
riﬁfllegigtaﬁgg gf blmlr:ve\::hacy, publicity, openness, and other Resolution of the Supreme Court
Data on court | PHI¢IPes SUb y aws . No. 758/1780/17 (2022);
5 . exercise of procedural rights and powers by the parties to :
proceedings . . . ; : Resolution of the Supreme Court
criminal proceedings in an adversarial trial; No. 278/3344/15-k (2024)
mistakes and shortcomings made by the court during the trial. ’ )
application of standards and norms (e.g., the concept of
the fruit of the poisonous tree, the “beyond reasonable doubt”
standard, the proportionality test, etc;)
Data on reasons for not considering certain evidence; Resolution of the Supreme Court
6 motives of the reasons for refusing to satisfy applications for recusal, motions; | No. 359/9903/22 (2023); Judgment of
investigating reasons for upholding, changing, or cancelling court decisions; | the European Court of Human Rights
judge, court references to legal positions of the Supreme Court; Nos. 56540/14 and 57252/14, (2023).
references to the case law of the European Court of Human
Rights;
dissenting opinions of judges.
Resolution of the Supreme Court
Data on use of legal terminology; No. 344/12021/22 (2024);
] « ” . . Judgment of the Halytsky
language use of established “language formulas” to describe certain facts, - .
7 of legal henomena, or processes; District Court of Lviv
documgents : the wa fe alpar umen’ts are formulated No. 461/9870/20 (2024);
yies & ’ Judgment of the European Court of
Human Rights No. 49134/20 (2024).

Source: developed by the author of this study based on data from the Unified State Register of Court Decisions (n.d.) and HU-

DOC Database (n.d.)

The scientific doctrine shows how court practice ap-
plies the rules of substantive and procedural law, especially
when the period of innovation testing is ongoing. For in-
stance, content analysis of court decisions helps to identify
typical problems in the application of legal institutions. This

knowledge encourages lawmakers to improve the legal
regulation of criminal proceedings and to be more careful
when proposing changes and additions.

Scientific research using digital platforms of court de-
cisions may relate to (1) investigating general trends in



criminal justice and criminal procedural policy through the
lens of court decisions; (2) studying court decisions in a
single typical, unique, or high-profile case; (3) reviewing
court decisions on a group of cases clustered by certain cri-
teria, for instance: legal qualification of the act; the subject
of decision-making; regional feature; temporal boundaries;
method of committing the offence; application of a certain
principle, legal institution, standard (e.g., the principle of
access to justice, the institution of plea bargaining in crimi-
nal proceedings or the doctrine of the fruit of the poisonous
tree); motives and assessments of the court; the method
of performing certain procedural actions; position and/or
activity of the defence, prosecution, other participants in
criminal proceedings, etc. (the proposed list of criteria is
not exhaustive).

Considering the study of a single sentence, one can
employed mutatis mutandis depending on the research
purpose, the template proposed by I. Hloviuk (2024). It
makes provision for the study of such decisions according
to the following indicators: presentation of the contextu-
al element in the description of the factual circumstances;
description of the violated legal provisions; formulation of
the charge, which was found by the court to be proven;
legal qualification of the act; evidence to support the cir-
cumstances established by the court; compliance with the
guarantees of protection.

The practical value of databases for judicial practices
lies in the ability to quickly search and access court de-
cisions relevant to the request of a legal user working on
an analogous case. In effect, a kind of digital consultation
is taking place. For instance, an investigator or prosecutor
studies the grounds for declaring evidence inadmissible in
a particular situation to avoid mistakes in their procedural
activities and understand the court’s motives in making de-
cisions. A lawyer may use information about inadmissible
sources of evidence to emphasise the “weak” positions of
the prosecution in their client’s case. An example is the
study by B. Liang and M. Hu (2023), where the researchers
sampled acquittals and focused on the legal arguments of
the defence, the effects of these arguments on the outcome,
and the legal basis for the judges’ not guilty verdicts.

The study of court practice may signal the need
to strengthen the competence of lawyers. G. Kovacs et
al. (2022), based on an analysis of Hungarian court deci-
sions, tried to establish the frequency of submission of con-
taminated DNA samples to the court and the court’s assess-
ment of genetic examination findings. The result, according
to the researchers, was surprising, since among the ana-
lysed 29,409 court decisions from 1996-2021, only 2,181
mentioned DNA analysis, the concept of “contamination”
and its synonyms in relation to DNA was mentioned in only
50 cases, and only 3 cases were relevant to the subject of
the study. The rest concerned issues of mixed DNA, DNA
transfer, destruction or degradation of biological material,
poor work of personnel at the scene, and in more than half
of the cases (26), the system simply provided false search
results. On this basis, researchers expressed doubts regard-
ing the quality of the courts’ assessment of the evidence,
as more contamination cases were actually expected, con-
sidering the complex process of detection, extraction, stor-
age, and examination of DNA samples and the potential
danger of contamination of such materials at each stage.
G. Kovacs et al. (2022) noted that judges should be aware
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of how DNA samples are contaminated and check whether
professionals followed the quality policies and legislation
regarding the collection, storage, and use of DNA materials
in each case.

B. Custers (2024) formulated analogous conclusions
regarding the need to strengthen the competence of the
court. Based on the analysis of judicial practices, the re-
searcher stated that a fair trial in the 215 century requires
that courts and judges have a sufficient understanding of
complex technologies in the cases in which they rule. Con-
tinuing this idea and considering the asymmetry of knowl-
edge and information identified in judicial practice, which
stems from the lack of understanding of judges of how a
particular technology functions, B. Custers (2024) offered a
discussion of the possibility of transferring technologically
complex cases to specialised courts.

Apart from court decisions, transcripts of court hear-
ings could be a valuable source of information on the eval-
uation and use of evidence. A. Bali et al. (2020) provided
an example of an empirical study that analysed 137 court
hearing transcripts. As a result, it was found that in 80 cas-
es (60%), the courts accepted incorrect expert opinions and
testimony without asking questions, as well as prosecutors
referred to erroneous forensic evidence and testimony. Al-
though this is not the only reason for false convictions, it is
one of the significant factors of erroneous court decisions.
Thus, it makes sense to discuss the idea of supplementing
court decision databases with additional files containing
court transcripts.

Having no experience of pre-trial investigation of a
particular criminal offence under a certain legal qualifi-
cation, an authorised entity can monitor court decisions
and determine an indicative methodology for investigation,
including a list of key procedural actions and material evi-
dence seized in the case, areas of use of specialised knowl-
edge, etc. The search for such data can be narrowed down
to one’s region to determine the rules of best practice in the
location of the pre-trial investigation body, or vice versa, to
expand the region if there are contradictions or no relevant
court decisions at the local level. Judges and investigating
judges also monitor the practice to get acquainted with the
legal positions of higher judicial bodies, the experience of
their colleagues in resolving complex, atypical issues, and
the positions of the European Court of Human Rights. This
institution extends far beyond the praxeology of “individu-
al justice”, forming the foundation for a universal, suprana-
tional human rights paradigm (Dufeniuk, 2021a).

Thus, from a practical standpoint, the value of court
decision databases lies in the fact that they can, firstly, act
as a kind of “digital consultant” on problematic issues of
law enforcement practice, providing hints on how a par-
ticular legal problem was previously resolved, what were
the patterns of activity of the defence, prosecutor, court,
other persons in certain categories of cases, etc. Secondly,
to serve as a kind of “alarm indicator”, i.e., to signal gaps
and shortcomings in legislation, interpretation of rules, and
staff competence that create obstacles to fair justice.

The court decision databases are used for educational
purposes, as law students can observe how “rules-in-the-
ory” and “rules-in-law” are transformed into “rules-in-ac-
tion”. For future lawyers, it is valuable to study impersonal
case files to focus on the language and terminology of legal
documents, the logic of assessments and judgements, and
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compliance with procedures. They must be thoroughly aware
of the possibilities of information and analytical work with
such resources to be capable of effectively using the benefi-
cial features of digital platforms for judicial practices in their
professional activities. For lecturers, these resources are a val-
uable source of illustrative material for lectures, preparation
of quests, problem situations, debates, and other interactive
learning tasks. Such a practice-oriented approach allows ver-
ifying knowledge, bringing students closer to the conditions
of investigation and trial of real criminal offences, develop-
ing critical thinking and information and analytical skills.

Risks and problems of using court decision data-
bases in criminal proceedings. Despite its considerable
positive value, the functioning of digital platforms of court
decisions is fraught with certain risks and challenges. Firstly,
search algorithms may produce inaccurate results (e.g., the
system produces rulings and sentences instead of verdicts).
There is a risk that not all solutions found by contextual
search may be relevant to the query, and therefore general-
ised quantitative indicators of the documents found should
not be considered a priori correct. To verify the result, one
will have to open each document separately. Some decisions
are not entered into the system at all, which should also
be considered when researching judicial practices. Incon-
veniences also arise from the lack of the ability to download
documents in PDF or DOCX format. To create a citation of
a court decision, one has to manually copy and format the
metadata and the relevant links to the electronic page. This
drawback could be eliminated by adding a button to the
open document interface to automatically generate citations
in various formats of the user’s choice. Such a mechanism
has long been used in the scientific field, where a link to a
publication can be generated or copied and easily added to
one’s research.

Secondly, the system can detect flaws in ensuring data
anonymity. Automated anonymisation algorithms may mis-
takenly miss data on the accused, the victim, or other infor-
mation that may help identify the event and participants in
the criminal procedure. However, this drawback is not rele-
vant for the European Court of Human Rights database (HU-
DOC Database, n.d.), where the name of the complainant is
not subject to any coding, but other personal information is
not made public.

F. Baumann and F. Fagan (2023) discussed the dilem-
ma of anonymity of personal data of judges. The researchers
agreed that open information about the “author” of a court
decision is of public benefit but noted that judges may be
less forthright in their decisions and oral explanations due
to the awareness that they are being watched by the public.
They try to avoid accusations of bias, worry about career
growth or possible disgrace due to their decisions and ac-
tions, and therefore alter their behavioural strategy. This,
according to researchers, creates a situation where “more”
information does not mean “better”.

Thirdly, digital platforms of court decisions provide gen-
eral access to documents that may have differing versions of
decisions on the same legal issue. The lack of uniform prac-
tice arises from differences in the interpretation of certain
rules and institutions of substantive or procedural law. This
risk should be considered when reviewing a particular judi-
cial practice. Higher judicial authorities formulate legal posi-
tions with the purpose of unifying approaches, although they
do not always manage to do so in a prompt and high-quality

manner. In some cases, the Supreme Court deviates from its
previously expressed positions. Considering the above, the
Database of legal positions of the Supreme Court (Database
of legal positions of the Supreme Court, n.d.) should be used
as an additional source of information in the empirical study
of judicial practices.

Fourthly, the texts of court decisions are largely formed
based on textual information from criminal proceedings,
documents of the prosecutor and investigator. Linguistic
and stylistic errors and incorrect wording at the pre-trial
investigation stage are sometimes duplicated further. In
this case, it is difficult to discuss the possibility of using a
court decision as an example of a legal document. Errors
can be not only formal but also substantive, for instance,
inappropriate references to the case law of the European
Court of Human Rights (Dufeniuk, 2021). The national reg-
istry also does not allow checking whether a court decision
was appealed, amended, or cancelled. In the context of this
discourse, it is also worth noting that the lack of paragraph
numbering in most court decisions complicates findings cer-
tain data, evaluations, and judgements, especially in cases
of large verdicts and rulings.

Fifthly, a special simplified procedure for consideration
of materials (when there are legal grounds, and no one dis-
putes the facts and evidence provided by the parties) con-
tributes to the implementation of the principle of reasona-
ble time and saving procedural resources. At the same time,
verdicts in such cases are not highly informative in terms of
forensic tactics and methodology. They do not contain a list
of procedural actions and a brief summary of their results,
the court’s assessment of the admissibility of evidence, etc.

Lastly, the information contained in court decision da-
tabases constantly needs to be protected from cyber threats.
In special situations, public access to the information in such
databases may be restricted, as happened after the outbreak
of a full-scale aggressive war in Ukraine (Burtnyk, 2022).
For several weeks in a row, the Unified State Register of
Court Decisions was blocked, which made it impossible to
review the practices of solving urgent problems of apply-
ing measures to ensure criminal proceedings, resolving ap-
plications for permission to conduct investigative (search)
actions, etc., under martial law.

Considering the above analysis, it is possible to formu-
late ways to optimise the functioning of the Unified State
Register of Court Decisions (n.d.). One of the key trends in
the digital transformation of criminal justice involves the
development of information and analytical tools (including
the use of artificial intelligence) for working with documents
posted on the digital platform of judicial practices. This task
can be achieved by adding the following options:

a special note (signal information) that the court de-
cision was amended or cancelled with a hyperlink to the
relevant document;

summarisation of the text of court decisions (a brief
summary of the circumstances and content of the decision);

the ability to automatically generate a citation of a
particular court decision;

the ability to download a court decision in HTML,
PDF, or DOCX format of the user’s choice;

the ability to send a court decision file to a mailbox or
share it on social media;

the ability to select a time period in one action (last
week, last month, last year, last five years).



Apart from these innovations, it is advisable to extend
the practice of numbering paragraphs of the reasoning
part of court decisions; to supplement the educational pro-
grammes of future lawyers with an additional module on
working with various databases of court decisions to prepare
competent professionals to work in the field of criminal jus-
tice in the digital age; to strengthen links between different
databases of court decisions. Examples of such integration
already exist. For instance, the Database of legal positions of
the Supreme Court (n.d.) allows following a link to a court
decision posted in the Unified State Register of Court Deci-
sions (n.d.). In the future, it is expected that such a link will
be available to the content of the HUDOC database.

Conclusions
The proposed study is the first paper in the Ukrainian sci-
entific doctrine to examine the theoretical foundations of
using the resources of digital platforms for judicial practices
for research, optimisation of practice, and the educational
process. A systematic analysis of the legal regulation of the
procedure for publishing court decisions in open databases
suggests that in Ukraine, the implementation of the principle
of publicity and openness of court proceedings is a logical
continuation of ensuring general access to court decisions.
These documents with anonymised data are published in
the Unified State Register of Court Decisions. The Ukrainian
platform of digitised documents is not inferior to its West-
ern European counterparts in terms of content, document
clustering, search filters, data processing speed and informa-
tion protection. At the same time, the study revealed a lot of
room for development and improvement based on the best
practices of international institutions.

The database of court decisions is useful for the state, as
it allows presenting humanitarian policy in a broad sense,
which defines the model of criminal procedure and the fun-
damental principles of criminal justice (political and legal
value). For society, its significance lies in the fact that it
demonstrates the openness and transparency of law enforce-
ment and judicial bodies and increases trust in state institu-
tions (public value).

The procedural value of digital platforms for judicial
practices is formed by scientific, applied, and education-
al components. At the theoretical, scientific level, the da-
tabase of court decisions provides ample opportunities for
empirical research and academic discussions. At the applied
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level, it is a “digital consultant”, a source of information for
investigators, prosecutors, judges, defence counsel, victims,
and others about a criminal offence, the practices of pre-trial
investigation or court proceedings, evaluative judgements,
motives, court reasoning, application of principles, presump-
tions, standards, and procedures. The explanations set out in
the legal positions of the highest judicial bodies contribute
to the unity of judicial practice. In addition, databases of
court decisions can serve as a kind of “warning indicator”, as
they enable a critical assessment of the state of legal support
and the competence of law enforcement personnel. At the
educational level, the digitised documents of “Themis” pres-
ent the functioning of legal institutions in real life, legal lan-
guage, and argumentation. Additionally, these resources can
serve as the basis for preparing educational tasks, quests,
simulations, and other forms of interactive learning.

Risks and problems of using court decision databases
include inaccurate search results and certain analytical lim-
itations; flaws in ensuring the anonymity of personal data;
lack of uniform court practice; incorrect wording copied
from fragments of documentation of prosecutors and pre-tri-
al investigation bodies; low information content of court
decisions made under a simplified procedure; the need to
constantly protect data from unauthorised interference and
restrict access in extraordinary situations. Considering the
best European practices, the study formulated concrete pro-
posals for improving information and analytical tools for
working with text documents and recommended that the
educational programme for future lawyers should include a
thematic module on working with court decision databases to
train competent professionals in the field of criminal justice.

Promising areas for further research include the devel-
opment of algorithms for improving the functionality of da-
tabases and forecasting court decisions based on artificial
intelligence technologies, the development of methodolog-
ical recommendations for the use of these resources in the
scientific, practical, and educational spheres, and the study
of the issues of integration of various digital platforms of
judicial practice.
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LUudposi 6a3u AaHUX CyAOBUX pilleHb Y KPUMiHAaAbHOMY npoueci:
3HayeHHA, PU3UKMU Ta ONTUMI3aLiA BUKOPUCTAHHA

OxkcaHa AydeHIok

AOKTOP FHOPUANYHUX HaYK, AOLLEHT

N\bBiBCbKMI AEPXABHWIW YHIBEPCUTET BHYTPILLHIX CNpaB
79000, ByA. fTopopoupbKa, 26, M. \bBIB, YKpaiHa
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6529-4036

AHoTarnisa. AKTyaJibHICTh CTaTTi 00yMOBJIEHA, MMO-Tiepiie, ri1o6ajbHOK TeHAeHIien udpoBisaiii cyqoBoi MPaKTUKH,
0 BUMAara€ ajanTalii o0 HOBUX peaJlil, MOo-Zpyre, HEAOCTAaTHHOI PO3POOKOI TEOPETUKO-METOOJIOTIYHUX 3acajl
BUKOPHCTAHHA TaKOT'0 eKCKJII03UBHOIO JXKepeJia Jij1A PO3BUTKY IPaBoBOI HayKH i npakTyku. MeTa loc/1iKeHHA noJiAraaa y
(opmyBaHHi Ha KOHIIENTyaJIbHOMY piBHi 0CHOB e(deKTHBHOI'0 BUKOPUCTAHH:A 6a3 TaHUX CYJOBUX pillleHb Y KPUMiHaJIbHOMY
mpoueci A7A HAyKOBUX [OCJi[KeHb, ONTHMi3allii MpaKTUKU Ta OCBiTHbOro mporecy. Kiacrtep MeTomoJioridyHuX
iHCTpYMEeHTIB AOCJIi[)KeHHs OXOIUIIOBAB CUCTEMHMI, KOMIIapaTUBHUM, CUHEPreTUYHU, pPU3HK-OPi€EHTOBAaHUI MiAX0AU Ta
MeToau popMabHOIL JIOTiKU. Y poOOTi y3arajJpHeHO JaHi M[0A0 IpoleJypy ONPUIIOJHEHHS CYJOBUX pillleHb y CAUHOMY
Jlep’kaBHOMY PEECTpi Cy[OBUX pillleHb YKpaiHM, a TaKOoX IPOBEAEHO OrJIAJ] €BPOINEChbKOro AO0CBiy (QYHKI[iOHYBaHHA
nudpoBux mwiaTGopM CyI0BOI MPAKTUKU. BcTaHOBIEHO, MO yKpaiHchKa miatdopma onrdpoBaHUX JOKYMEHTIB CXOXa
Ha €BpOIIeHchKi aHasioru. BoHa € maxepesioM MeTaJlaHUX CYJIOBUX pillleHb, JaHUX [IPO KpHMiHajbHe MIPaBOIOPYIIEHHs,
JOCyZ0BE pO3CJIilyBaHHA Ta CyAOBe NIPOBaKeHH:A, JOKa3H, MOTUBH CyAy Ta creludiuHy MOBY I0pUJUYHUX JOKYMEHTIB.
Lle nae 3MOry He TiJIbKM peasli3yBaTH 3acaAy BiIKPUTOCTi Cy[IOBOTO IPOBa)KeHH:A, AOCTYIy O CYJOBUX pillleHb, ajie 1
PO3TJIAAATH Ili PeCypPCH B aKCiOJIOTiYHOMY KOHTEKCTI, 10 00’€/THY€E TPUJIOTiI0 KOMIOHEHTIB (IOJIiTHUKO-TIPaBOBa, colliajibHA
Ta IpolecyaybHa CKJIafoBi). JlOC/IiIKeHHA TaKoX IoKa3alo PU3UKHU, 0OMeXeHHs Ta IpobjieMy BUKOPUCTaHHA 0a3 JaHuX
CYJIOBUX pillleHb, HalpHKJlaf, HETOUHICTh Pe3yJIbTATiB MOWYKY Y1 OOMeXeHHs JOCTYIy 10 CUCTEMU B eKCTPaopAMHAPHUX
BUMNaJKaX. 3alpPOIIOHOBAHO YI0CKOHAJIEHHs HallioHaJIbHOI I1aTdOopMHU NLIAXOM AoJaBaHHA onuiil. [IpakTiuHa HiHHICTD
JOCJTiIKEHHs [oJIATae y pe3eHTallil A1 MHUPOKOl ay AUTOPil MOXKJINBOCTel BUKOPHUCTaHHA U POBUX IIIaTGOPM CyAOBOI
MpaKTUKU Ta GOpMYJII0OBaHHI IPONO3ULIiNA ONTHUMI3alil iHpopMaLiliHO-aHAIiTUYHUX iHCTPYMEHTIB €AUHOr0 AepXaBHOI'O
PpeECTpy CyAOBUX pillleHb

Kiio4oBi cjioBa: KpuMiHaJIbHe MPOBAXKEHHs; Cy[; MpollecyasibHi pimeHHs; iHGopMaliliHO-aHaiTUYHA AisAJIbHICTD;
nudpoBa JOKyMeHTallis

19


https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/detalipaieska.aspx?detali=2
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/detalipaieska.aspx?detali=2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pubrev.2022.102228
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0176268018305081
https://ndipdr.com.ua/%D0%B3%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B2%D0%BD%D0%B0-%D1%81%D1%82%D0%BE%D1%80%D1%96%D0%BD%D0%BA%D0%B0/
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/117883956
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/117883956
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/118893514
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/118893514
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/110629427
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/110629427
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/107805025
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/107805025
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0047235223001216
https://www.poderjudicial.es/search/index.jsp
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/372562179_Procedural_aspects_of_the_application_of_legal_technologies_in_the_preparation_of_court_decisions
https://www.judiciary.uk/judgments/
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37799929/
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6529-4036

