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HipIpto the Web there were many online legal
mrorrrm 101 Systems and numerous legal information
procucts dlstrlbuted on CD-ROM, but there was no
SIghliicar - provision of free access to legal information
cyWieEr AEre in the world.

SOLI government and private sector online legal
= publishers charged for access. In some countries, like
? uas‘Eraha commercial online publishing had all but failed.

E&I"Ehou h very early initiatives relied on older

- _technologies, the major impetus for change was the
- success of the Internet’'s World-Wide-Web which
provided the necessary technical platform to enable free
access to computerised legal information.
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IEMEImE “Legal Infermation Institute™ was colned b
hiemNBrtice and Peter Martin when they established t%/e
shigimallllegalfinformation Institute (LII) at Cornell in the
JniteerStates in 1992.

IhETnitial system contained a number of databases
pramearily off US federal law (particularly the US Code and
FUSISupreme Court decisions).

—

= 9ihe [Ll”, as it became known, was the first significant
= source of free access to law on the Internet, and

= demonstrated that a free access service could provide
- both a high quality of document presentation

- » There were very high rates of access from lawyers but
particularly from non-lawyers
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Tne Ausicalasiclon Eeeeal lgiaofageliio g lgsifitlis
(r\lchJJ):e /as starte Py two Law Schools in
SydnEY, Australia, in 1995.

IBWas! est abllshed in response to the failure of the
IEN / Alistralian “monopoly” systems “Info One”
zlglefs S5cale.

_—::-L Borrowed the ‘LI’ suffix from Cornell, as others
hiave done since.

-’T, .E%‘arly work involved bringing about policy
changes by courts and government.
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http://www.austlii.edu.au/

—_

AUSE '|"(C‘GﬁQ.' «J“'

AUISHEIESHRIEE S|?n| [CaNCE Was that It was the
'mpr rjccé world-wide to build a comprehensive
rJr]FJOr]rJL«‘ access legal information system
Valing ‘that of commercial publishers.

Ic_cw éved ‘national” coverage by 1999.
_fejef y AustLIl publishes 430 databases

= |t receives around 800 000 accesses (“hits”) per
-—*'fday and according the ratings agencY HitWise,
- AustLIl accounts for around 25% of all legally
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related internet traffic in Australia
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FOITI990 AUSELI started to use its search engine (
Jmo) rmr other software to assist orgamsatlons N

Ir ) L IIs with similar functionality.

e_ fiirst of these was BAILIl (the British and Irish
gl atlon Institute) in 1999/2000.

=t Je e‘rhonstrated that the AustLll model and software

—

r,<rJT Ng the numberofi o
. .

= geuld be used in a general way for other jurisdictions.



http://www.austlii.edu.au/techlib/software/sino/
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199075 Bob Hughes'and Robynne Blake
OJect at USP’ Law School to publish
“on the Internet

*-AustLII assisted to convert the existing
t@ operate under the AustLIl software and
yas launch as PaclLll

= -T-"E—has become one of the most successful regional
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-~ systems forming part of the Free Access to Law
-~ Movement
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Umvér”v oI Montreal pul e
vc]f]f]f/;""' regal Iniermatcion Institute (Canlll).

Calrl Ef EUIC|<|y pecame a very lar Cc{;e national LI
fomo enensively covering Canada’s federal
SY/Ste tem), matching AustLIlin size and usage.

¢ Lex M |n|t|aI|y used the Sino search engine but
i:‘;—? 1en adopting the open-source Lucene search

e —

=== englne and other development tools.
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~ ¢ Using these, they have developed
Droit Francophone (2003), and with local partners
?zea/g;c;ped Juri Burkina (2003) and JuriNiger



http://www.lexum.umontreal.ca/index.epl?lang=en
http://www.canlii.org/
http://droit.francophonie.org/df-web/

herdeve meEiiéf other#é-s—f
GIENEQIC -lﬁ&:lnt-@r

I~ |-
MELGELE

e o— e ——

HKILI

e
T -
SAFLII

v —.r.'-_-.-',r_ -

I

—

:"“_* CommonLII

-
__‘-'_ —h_-
——

1
'|\

_.——-'
L
——

_‘" ~ * AsianLlIl
* WorldLll



emiimenwealth Law Mm -f;.-

250/ Ution 26@5

IENeommonwealthr Law: Ministers Meeting In'Ghana,
OLLOWER 2005 resolved: “Commonwealth Law Ministers
welforrwo development of the Commonwealth Legal
Jnrormr]r "Institute (CommonlLIl). The Meeting noted that
Cossleg LII IS an Internet research facility providing free
r]c_c to legal information from all Commonwealth

= ]gjtrles Tfhe Meeting encouraged all countries to co-
= pperate in the development of CommonLIl by providing, to

:-'

= "‘.the extent possible, access to their legal materials,

i

= mcludlng legislation, case law and law reform reports."
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IENEIEEACCESS to Law VMievemen ALM) is a loose
aiffiliziglogielf Iegal Information institutes.

[BIEETS o mnually i possible during the ‘Law via Internet’
soniErence, and by email between Conferences.

he FA L-* was formed at the 2002 ‘Law via Internet’
gonterence in Montreal, and adopted the Declaration on Free
Acg' S to Law (Montreal 2002), sometimes called the

== Vontreal Declaration’.

==5 — embershlp of the FALM is by invitation, with members

—— -nemmatlng new candidates, and consensus required. The

~ membership criteria are not fixed but involve adherence to,

~ and support of, the Declaration and activities similar to (but
not necessarlly Identical with) a LII.
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IENEEW VI Internet” Conferences have been the
JidnEIpalimeans Py wWhich cooperation between Llls has
pEEnrestablished. The first was hosted by AustLIl'in 1997,
sepenRe the 2nd (1999), 3rd (2001) and 5th (2003).
pexddMyEanlll hosted the 4th (2002), French organisations
a6 Bl hosted the 6th (2004), Paclll the 7th (2006), and
FexUM/Canlll the 8th (2008). The 9th Law via Internet
= Conierence will'be hosted by ITTGG in Florence. Many of
——iherconference papers are available online in an AustLI|
— database (1997, 1999, 2001, 2003, 2005), on the FrLlI|
- website (2004), or on LexUM (2002, 2008) and comprise a
-~ considerable resource on legal information systems.
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Lagal inforrrztion insi of therworld, meeting in'Montreal, are that:
sl EgaiNnfiormation from all' countries and! international institutions is part of the common heritage of
DTErEAVY EXimIsingl access to this information promotes justice and the rule of law;
bl EgeiNnionmation is digital common property and should be accessible to all on a non-profit basis and free
of chizree; .0

-ﬁi’ééns legal information produced by public bodies that have a duty to produce law and

| '-r-lciuges primary sources of law, such as legislation, case law and treaties, as well as various

SEcondany (interpretative) Ipubllc sources, such as reports on preparatory work and law reform, and resulting
HemMeards off inguiry. It also includes legal documents created as a result of public funding.

REliclySiundedisecondary: (interpretative) legal materials should be accessible for free but permission to republish is

S=notsalWays appropriate or possible. In particular free access to legal scholarship may be provided by legal

-~ scholarsh p-repositories, legal information institutes or other means.

- legal information institutes:

o _::_;Ptl‘_@l_i_sjj,via the internet public legal information originating from more than one public body;

- = Provide free and anenymous public access to that information;

e« Do notsimpede others from obtaining public legal information from its sources and publishing it; and

e Support the objectives set out in this Declaration.

All' legal information institutes are encouraged to participate in regional or global free access to law networks.
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IMEIEIOIERtIE Iegal information |nst|tutes - agree:
To grosgoree]glelsife port free access to public legal information throughout the world,
Orlﬂf"JOrJH/ Viesthelntermet
JIBNECBUNISE the primary role of
fetlone) JéngI Ifermation;

JIONCOOPETate in order to achieve these goals and, in particular, to assist organisations in
rlév—*loomg COU ~tr|es to achieve these goals, recognising the reciprocal advantages that all
BILEIINIONI ACCESS to each other's law;

Jlonelp e cachi ot 1er and to support, within their means, other organisations that share
HIESE UOrl]S 1?c-h respect to:
FIFOMO on, to ?overnments and other organisations, of public policy conducive to the
“BCCes ﬂbl|lty ol public legal information;
j:Eg nlcal assistance, advice and training;
i -'=-=-l= e1opment of open technical standards;
— %t—ademm “exchange of research results.

=10 ) meet at least annually, and to invite other organisations who are legal information
— “institutes to subscribe to this declaration and join those meetings, according to procedures
e TTSCI) established by the parties to this Declaration;

=, |0 prowde to the end users of public legal information clear information concerning any
conditions of re-use of that information, where this is feasible;

ocal INItIatiVes 1IN firee access publishing of their own

!
—

This declaration was made by legal information institutes meeting in Montreal in 2002, as
amended at meetings in Sydney (2003), Paris (2004) and Montreal (2007).
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e Main constraining factor of the nen-government Llls s
'rlmr]mg free to use, but not 1 to bt

EVery Ll Hooks after the fundlng of [tS own system. The
MEEElsTen which Llls are funded vary a great deal.

ALS ELHJ as a ‘multi-contributor” model, with nearly 200
IfSEIELE] onal contributors, plus individual contributors (mainly
Bn/Ers). BAILII is similar in having multiple contributors,
teHgn fewer.

== Canlll s funded primarily by the Canadian legal profession,
-——-w ereby every Canadian lawyer provides over C$20 per year
= Wia thelr professional associations.

== e International aid and deveIoEment agencies have made
- significant contributions to the development costs of PaclLll,
SAFLII and AsianLIl.

e Whilst funding constrains, good models can be made to work
(as been demonstrated for more than a decade).
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IHENEREe Access to Law Movement: is
aliveramnd well with over 28 members
S eExpanding with new systems such
rl\- ViozLIl, MalawilLll and ULII

'*\ GSt importantly, the Llls are seen as
= part of the mainstream as sometimes
— the only source of legal information or
In others as complementing
commercial offerings
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One or t he strengths of the Free Access

to | avva lovement has been the extent to

WHICHHE has involved cooperation and

S'Lﬁﬁ between its members and has

=] ﬂt on cooperation with government,
{ourts and other parties
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