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Part II – Questions for Contracting States 

A.  “Evidence Section” of the HCCH Website 

(4) Is the information contained in 
the practical information chart for 
your State complete and up-to-
date?   

A practical information chart for many 
- but not all - Contracting States is 
available on the Evidence Section of 
the HCCH website under “Central and 
other Authorities” 

Yes – no further action needed. 

No – please specify additions and modifications in 
the chart at Annex 1 to this Questionnaire.  

There is no practical information chart for your 
State – please complete the chart at Annex 1 to 
this Questionnaire. 

(5) How useful is the information on 
the Evidence Section of the HCCH 
website? 

 Very useful 

 Useful 

 Not useful 

Comments or suggestions for improvement: 

B1. Statistics – incoming Letters of Request (Chapter I) 

The following questions relate to Letters of Request addressed to the Central Authority(ies) of your State. 

Year Number 

2013 2 

2012 2 

2011 7 

2010 1 

2009 6 

Unknown – please explain: 

(6) How many Letters of Request 
have been received annually by 
the Central Authority(ies) of your 
State? 

Please note (if possible, for each year) the State(s) from 
which your State received the most Letters of Request: 
2013 - USA, Ukraine 

2012- Denmark, USA 

2011 - Liechtenstein (all related to one case) 

2010 - Switzerland 

2009 - Switzerland 

(7) For Letters of Request received in 
2012, please complete the 
following table  

The time for execution is the time that 
lapses between the Central 
Authority(ies) of your State receiving 
a Letter of Request and the relevant 
authority of your State sending the 
documents establishing execution to 
the requesting authority 

Number 

Executed in less than 2 months 1 

Executed in 2-4 months 1 

Executed in 4-6 months 

Executed in 6-12 months 

Executed in more than 12 months 

Returned unexecuted (Art. 13) 

Cases currently pending 

CZECH REPUBLIC
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B2. Statistics – outgoing Letters of Request (Chapter I) 

The following questions relate to Letters of Request sent by the judicial authorities of your State to the 
Central Authorities of other Contracting States (the response to the following questions may require 
consultation with the (main) judicial authorities in your State). 

 

Year Number 

2013 25 

2012 24 

2011 28 

2010 18 

2009 14  

 Unknown – please explain: 
There is no special rule for the Czech courts to 
keep records of cases where the Hague 
Convention was applied. In the Czech Republic 
there are 94 courts (district and regional) from 
which only 67 returned the questionnaires within 
the time specified, and only 25 of them provided 
us with the figures mentioned above. Figures 
quoted are therefore only indicative. 

(8) How many Letters of Request 
have been sent annually by the 
authorities of your State? 

Please note (if possible, for each year) the State(s) to 
which your State sent the most Letters of Request: 
Most frequently were outgoing Letters of Request sent 
each year to: Ukraine, Russian Federation, USA, 
Switzerland. 

(9) Is your State experiencing any 
problems with the timely 
execution of Letters of Request 
sent to other Contracting States?  

 Yes – please specify the problem and suggest 
solutions:  
Yes, especially Letters of Request sent to the USA 
(very often after the request is sent no further 
information is provided). We are not sure what 
the obstacles are so it is difficult to suggest any 
solutions.  

 No 

 

B3. Statistics – use of consuls and commissioners (Chapter II) 

The following question is only addressed to Contracting States that have not excluded in whole the application 
of Chapter II. 

(10) Does your State have any data on 
the taking of evidence under 
Chapter II? 

 Yes – please specify:  
 

Cases involving the taking of 
evidence in the territory of your 
State for proceedings 
commenced in another 
Contracting State (incoming 
cases) 

      

Cases involving the taking of 
evidence in the territory of 
another Contracting State for 
proceedings commenced in your 
State (outgoing cases) 
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 No – please explain:  
No statistical data are collected. 

 

C.  General appreciation of the Evidence Convention 

(11) How does your State rate the 
general operation of the 
Convention? 

 Excellent 

 Good 

 Satisfactory 

 Unsatisfactory 

(12) Does your State consider there to 
be any positive or problematic 
aspects of the operation of the 
Convention? 

 Yes – please specify (including any suggestions 
for improvement):  
When it is not possible to execute a request, such 
information shall be sent as soon as possible to 
the requesting authority (it is even required 
under Art. 13 of Convention but not all 
Contracting States observe such requirement). 
When it is not possible to execute a request in a 
reasonable period of time, the requesting 
authority shall also be informed (especially if it 
asks about the state of execution of the request).  

 No 

 

D.  Case law and reference work 

(13) Have any decisions on the 
interpretation or application of the 
Evidence Convention been 
rendered by the judicial 
authorities of your State since 
2009? 

 Yes – please submit a copy of each decision (or a 
link to an online version) with the response to this 
Questionnaire 
Please note: If the decision is in a language other than 
English or French, please provide, if possible, a 
summary of the decision in either of these languages. 

 No 

 Unknown 

(14) Have any works on the Evidence 
Convention been recently 
published in your State that do 
not already appear on the 
Evidence Section of the HCCH 
website (under “bibliography”)? 

 Yes – please provide the citation for each work: 
      

 No 

 Unknown 
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E.  Use of information technology 

(15) Has your State received or sent 
any Letters of Request under the 
Evidence Convention by electronic 
means (e.g., by fax or e-mail)? 

 Yes – please specify the number of cases and 
indicate the other States involved: 
      

 No – please specify whether your State acts upon 
Letters of Request received in electronic form, 
and what (if anything) prevents your State from 
sending Letters of Request by electronic means: 
Letters of Request sent by e-mail or fax are not 
accepted, because of the fact that the Request 
must be supplied with original signature and 
stamp of the requesting judicial authority.  

          A Letter of Request sent by electronic means will 
be accepted only in the case that it will be 
provided with electronic signature, followed with 
qualified certificate of the electronic signature, 
which is recognised in the Czech Republic under 
the EC Directive no. 99/93 ES, or some 
international treaty, according to the law no. 
227/2000 Coll., on electronic signature. We 
advise the Foreign Authority to contact the 
Ministry of Justice of the Czech Republic in 
advance and consult the technical possibilities of 
the competent court. 

(16) Since 2009, has your State 
received or sent any Letters of 
Request requiring or otherwise 
involving the use of a video-link in 
their execution? 

 Yes – please specify: 
Once we inquired about the possibility of the use 
of a video-link in Australia. However, we were 
informed that the court equipment might be used 
only for national proceedings, for other purposes 
we were referred to private providers.  

 No 

(17) If your State has not excluded in 
whole the application of 
Chapter II, has a video-link been 
used in your State to take 
evidence abroad under 
Chapter II? 
 
For example, where a court-appointed 
commissioner located in the territory 
of your State has examined a witness 
located in the territory of another 
Contracting State? 

 Yes – please describe how the video-link was 
used: 
      

 No 

Please indicate any obstacles particular to the taking of 
evidence by video-link under Chapter II: 
      

(18) Has your State received or sent 
Letters of Request that expressly 
requested information stored in 
digital form (i.e., electronic 
evidence)? 

 Yes – please specify (including how the Letter of 
Request was executed): 
In one case the Court has asked for the evidence 
on the CD, due to the fact that there was a vast 
documentation regarding the car accident. 

 No 

Please indicate any obstacles particular to the execution 
of Letters of Request for electronic evidence: 
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F.  Topics for the agenda of the Special Commission meeting  

(19) Are there any specific topics or 
practical issues that your State 
would like to have addressed at 
the Special Commission meeting 
concerning the Evidence 
Convention? 

Please specify: 
See coordinated answer of the EU. 


