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Why E-Filing?

Rapid Change In Our Society
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Why E-Filing?

Promoting Eco-Business and Efficiency?

The Supreme Court of Korea



Why E-Filing?

We Need Change.
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History of Korean E-Filing
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Present of Korean E-Filing

- Launching Patent Case E-Filings in 2010
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T Saving Time =
1. Real Time Service
2. Simple Process
3. Removing Unnecessary Off-line Activity
4

Sharing Information
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The Difference between E-Filing and P-Filing

-~ Real Time Service

Paper 7.9 days — E-Filing under 1day
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> Complaint
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» Statement of Defense
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o0

» Exchange of Briefs

o0

» Evidentiary Material

0

» Original Copy of Judgment
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The Difference between E-Filing and P-Filing

- Process Simplification 0 1T

Eliminating Paper Notices — Transferring Digital Data
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The Difference between E-Filing and P-Filing

- Removing Unnecessary Off-Line Activity

Filing in the Office or at Home

% Saving Waiting Time Spent at the Courthouse

Trial by Remote Access

¢ Saving Travel Time
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- Sharing Information

In Court

Court Portal

ECF

Legal Information
Service

CMS

Registration
System

Exchange HUB

The Supreme Court of Korea

logging

monitoring

The Difference between E-Filing and P-Filing

Out of Court

National Information Sharing

* Ministry of Administration and Security

» Local Governments

* Ministry of Land, Transport and
Maritime Affairs

« Patent

Judicial Information Sharing

* Prosecutors office, Police

« National Assembly, Legislative Office,
Constitutional Court

* Lawyers

v

Business Process Integration

* Registry offices, Deposit offices
* Banks
» Post offices




Commercial Lawsmts In Korea

- Statisticsin2009
Filed Cases .
Total : 1.074.236 Disposed Cases
Total : 1.102.464 @ Corporation
@ Unincorporation

A\ v

Y 702 % 29.5 %\
¥ (774431) (324.709) §

§ 688% 308% W
= Average Days to Disposition

Total : 129.9 Days
400

382.2

ADR

..
s,
s,
..
.,
..
..
o,
.
s,
..
s
..
.,
.,
.,
‘
K3
o ‘,
. .
o .
> 0
3 .
> .
.
.
.

( 11.873 ) (40.157 )

300

.
Appealed Cases
Total : 45.269

Y 307 % 68.&

(13.881) (30.803) ‘

200

:
:
i
;
. -
. -
. -
A 5
s 5
s 5
3 5
s
. As
. 8
.
- Y o
K . L
L ‘e *
. -
. L
. -
s 5
s ;
‘ 5
A
. o
.
£ o
. .
. “ i
. £
. o
. .
ol o5
“taa, ans®®

T e - | e el N, BTy N . AN S - s
8 5 =% BaTE 3 A e S e Tl 2

The Supreme Court of Korea




Commercial Lawsuilts In Korea
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Commercial Lawsuilts In Korea
T T AL A T R Al e S TNEEIRRT
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Changes in Commercial Lawsuits Due to New Processg:
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Saving Time
* No More Queues

Saving Space

\/

** No More Paper Documents

Dealing With Electronic Documents
“* No More Tedious Manual Work
Managing Database

\/

“ No More Roaming Around Cabinets
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Conclusion
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The Visiting Committee on Management in the Courts

Report to Chuef Justice Margaret Marshall

MASSACHUSETTS COURTS HAVE A REPUTATION FOR BEING

*Ina 2001 LS. Chamber of Commerce
survey of corporate attorneys,
Massachusetts ranked near the bottom in
terms of timeliness

In a 2001 Massachusetts Bar Association
survey of Massachusetts lawyers on

19 areas of parfarmance, judges
recaived the lowest approval ratings for
cansideration accorded to parties’ lima
obligations and senzitivity to litigants'
legal fees

March 2003

The Supreme Court of Korea

Exhibit 1
SLOW AND COSTLY
| = U.5. Chamber of Commerce survey, December 2001
PAN
Timeliness of summary judgment/dismissal
State Rank
Delawara 1
Wirginia 3
Connmecticut 14
Misscur 30
Maw Jersay 35
Mew York 41
Califernia 42
Taxas 43
Massachusetts 45
J Donald Menan, $.J, Chair, Panicia McGovern, U'ice-Chair, William C. Van Faasen, Vice-Chair Mississippi 50
Charies D. Baker, Wesley W Marple, Jr., Ralph C. Martin, II, Honorable A. David Mazzone, Dorothy Tervell Iaslesippt
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