QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE USE OF IT IN THE OPERATION OF THE SERVICE
CONVENTION

[NAME of STATE or territorial unit:]

Republic of Slovenia

1.1 To what extent is Your State in favour of the use of information technology to facilitate the operation of the Service Convention?
Somewhat in favour

1.1 To what extent is Your State in favour of the use of information technology to facilitate the operation of the Service Convention?
- comment

1.2 Is the transmission by electronic means of requests for service possible under the internal law of Your State?

Yes

1.2 Is the transmission by electronic means of requests for service possible under the internal law of Your State? - comment

Yes. Service of documents is carried out via the e-Justice (e-Sodstvo) website, which is administered by the Supreme Court of the
Republic of Slovenia (Vrhovno sodi$?e RS), to users’ secure e-mail addresses.

Electronic service is permitted in civil procedure and other civil judicial proceedings in which the rules of the Civil Procedure Act
apply to electronic service of documents, e.g. in proceedings regarding commercial disputes, labour and social disputes, non-civil
procedures, inheritance proceedings (it is not yet used in all such procedures) and land register procedures, and in insolvency
proceedings and enforcement proceedings (electronic service is already used in all of these procedures).

There are restrictions with regard to the groups into which users are classified. They are first divided into general groups:

— users who do not have to provide proof of identity when using the e-Justice system (ordinary users),

— users who access the e-Justice system using a username and password (registered users), and

— users who access the e-Justice system using a username and password, and a qualified digital certificate (qualified users).

Qualified users include:

—in-house qualified users (judges and officers of the court who are authorised to carry out e-tasks in certain types of civil judicial
proceedings), and

— external qualified users (notaries, lawyers, executors, receivers, the State Attorney's Office, State Prosecutor’s Office, real
estate companies and municipal attorney’s offices, i.e. entities that have the role of representative or judicial body in civil judicial
proceedings, and users/parties, i.e. legal persons, natural persons or state and local authorities that have the role of party to the
proceedings in civil judicial proceedings).

Please provide the specific provision/s:

Civil Procedure Act - Article 16a:
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"Where a written form is required in the present Act, electronic form shall be considered to be equal to the written form provided
the information in electronic form is suitable for processing by courts, available and appropriate for later use.

The information in electronic form shall not be denied their evidentiary value simply because it is provided in electronic form."

1.3 Is the execution by electronic means of requests for service possible under the internal law of Your State?

Yes

1.3 Is the execution by electronic means of requests for service possible under the internal law of Your State? - comment
Electronic service is permitted in civil procedure and other civil judicial proceedings in which the rules of the Civil Procedure Act
apply to electronic service of documents, e.g. in proceedings regarding commercial disputes, labour and social disputes, non-civil
procedures, inheritance proceedings (it is not yet used in all such procedures) and land register procedures, and in insolvency
proceedings and enforcement proceedings (electronic service is already used in all of these procedures).

Civil Procedure Act provides the electronic service, but it is not yet possible in all of the civil procedures.
Please provide the specific provision/s:
Civil Procedure Act - Article 132, Paragraph 1:

"Process shall be served by postal channels, by secure electronic means, by court officials, in the court, or in other manner
provided by the statute.”

1.4 Is Your State party to any bilateral or multilateral agreements, other than the Service Convention, which provide for the use
electronic means in the transmission or execution of requests for service?

Non

1.4 Is Your State party to any bilateral or multilateral agreements, other than the Service Convention, which provide for the use
electronic means in the transmission or execution of requests for service? - comment

Bilateral agreements, concluded between Slovenia and other states, do not specifically provide the electronic service, most of
agreements provide that service of documents is performed in accordance with laws of the requested State.

Please provide the specific provision/s:

1.5 Has Your State encountered any challenges regarding the use of information technology to facilitate the operation of the
Service Convention?

Yes

[Internal law limitations]

No

[Judicial or administrative structures]

Yes

[Implementation challenges (e.g. lack of resources)]
Yes

[Costs]

Yes

[Selection of the appropriate technology]
Yes

[System interoperability / compatibility]

Yes

[Security concerns]

Yes

[Cooperation with other Contracting Parties]
Yes

[Other Challenges]

No

Please specify:
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1.6 To what extent would Your State be in favour of a common electronic platform to be used by all Contracting Parties in the
operation of the Service Convention?

Neutral

Please explain your reasoning, if possible:

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Internal law limitations]

No

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Judicial or administrative structures]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Implementation challenges (e.g. lack of resources)]
Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Costs]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Selection of the appropriate technology]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [System interoperability / compatibility]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Security concerns]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Cooperation with other Contracting Parties]

Yes

1.7 What, if any, particular challenges does Your State envisage in relation to the possible use of a common electronic platform to
be used by all Contracting Parties in the operation of the Service Convention? [Other challenges]

No

Please specify:

1.8 What is the status of the use of information technology in Your State for the transmission of requests for service under the main
channel (i.e. to the Central Authority, Art. 5(1)(a))?

Not (yet) under consideration

1.9 What is the status of the use of information technology in Your State for the transmission of requests for service under the
alternative channels (Art. 10)? [Art. 10(a)]

Unknown

1.9 What is the status of the use of information technology in Your State for the transmission of requests for service under the
alternative channels (Art. 10)? [Art. 10(b)]

Unknown

1.9 What is the status of the use of information technology in Your State for the transmission of requests for service under the
alternative channels (Art. 10)? [Art. 10(c)]

Unknown

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main
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channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [E-malil (regular)]

No

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main
channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [E-mail (secured/encrypted)]

No

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main
channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic transmission platform administered by a public/State authority]

Yes

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main

channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic transmission platform administered by a private service provider]

No

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main
channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic transmission using digital ledger technology]

No

1.10 What type of electronic transmission does Your State use, or would consider using for requests for service under the main
channel?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Other]

No

Please provide detalils:
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1.11 On average, approximately what percentage of requests for service transmitted electronically by other Contracting Parties
does Your State accept?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)

0%

1.12 Since 2014, on average, approximately what percentage of requests for service received by Your State were transmitted
electronically by forwarding authorities of other Contracting Parties?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)

0%

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [2014:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [most received from:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [2015:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [most received from:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [2016:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [most received from:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [2017:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [most received from:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [2018:]

If possible, please provide the number of requests for service that were received per year, and the name(s) of the main Contracting
Parties from which these were received: [most received from:]

1.13 If the Central Authority of Your State has received requests for service transmitted electronically under the Service
Convention, on average, what percentage of the documents received are subsequently served electronically?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)
Not applicable
If possible, please provide details as to how the documents are subsequently served:
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1.14 What is the status of the implementation of an electronic case management system in Your State for incoming and outgoing
requests for service issued pursuant to the Service Convention?

Electronic case management system: A system that enables casework and related workflows to be followed and managed
through electronic communication of information between the individuals concerned (incl. staff, as well as parties and their
representatives in some cases).

Under consideration
1.15 What type of electronic case management system does Your State use, or would consider using for incoming and outgoing
requests for service issued pursuant to the Service Convention?

Electronic case management system: A system that enables casework and related workflows to be followed and managed
through electronic communication of information between the individuals concerned (incl. staff, as well as parties and their
representatives in some cases).

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT.

Case management system administered by a public/State authority
Please provide details:

1.16 If Your State uses an electronic case management system for incoming and outgoing requests for service issued pursuant to
the Service Convention, which of the following best describes the system?

Electronic case management system: A system that enables casework and related workflows to be followed and managed
through electronic communication of information between the individuals concerned (incl. staff, as well as parties and their
representatives in some cases).

Not applicable
1.16 If Your State uses an electronic case management system for incoming and outgoing requests for service issued pursuant to
the Service Convention, which of the following best describes the system?

Electronic case management system: A system that enables casework and related workflows to be followed and managed
through electronic communication of information between the individuals concerned (incl. staff, as well as parties and their
representatives in some cases). - comment

1.17 In 2018, on average, approximately what percentage of requests for service received by Your State under the Service
Convention led to service being performed/effected using information technology?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)

0%

1.18 When competent authorities of Your State execute requests for service transmitted electronically by another Contracting Party
under the Service Convention, in approximately what percentage of instances is the certificate of service then returned
electronically to the applicant (Art. 6)?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)
0%
If possible, please provide details as to how the certificate of service establishing execution is returned:
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1.19 In 2018, what was the approximate percentage (on average) of requests received by Your State in which the foreign
forwarding authority requested service be performed electronically under the Service Convention (Art. 5 (1) b))?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)
0%
If possible, please provide the following details: [Number of such requests:]

If possible, please provide the following details: [Main Contracting Parties from which such requests were received:]

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private e-mail]

No

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private social media account]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by public/State-administered email account]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a private provider]

No

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a public/State authority]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
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the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service using distributed ledger technology]

No

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Other]

No

Please provide details:

1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed
by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private e-mail]

No
1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed
by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private social media account]

No
1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed
by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by public/State-administered email account]

Yes

1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed

by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a private provider]

Unknown
1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed
by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
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and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a public/State authority]

Unknown

1.20 Please indicate whether Your State would accept requests of foreign forwarding authorities seeking service to be performed
by each of the following methods (under (Art. 5 (1) b)?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service using distributed ledger technology]

Unknown

Other (Please specify):

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [Use of technology is prohibited by internal law]

No

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [Use of technology is not provided for in internal law]

No

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [Use of technology is not possible as there is no compatible system in
Your State]

No

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [Use of technology is too resource-intensive]

No

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [The authority/ies lacks familiarity with the use of the requested
technology]

No

1.21 If Your State refuses requests from other Contracting Parties to use information technology in performing service on your
territory, what is/are the main reason/s for such a refusal? [Other]

Yes

Please Specify:

1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private e-mail]

No
1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
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of DLT. [Electronic service by private social media account]
No
1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by public/State-administered email account]

No
1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a private provider]

No
1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a public/State authority]

Yes
1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service using distributed ledger technology]

No

1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Other]

No

1.22 If Your State performs service electronically, what type of information technology is used?

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Not applicable]

No

If possible, please provide additional information, e.g. including the methods used, relevant security standards and
acknowledgement of receipt mechanisms:

http://www.sodisce.si/sodna_uprava/e_poslovanje/

Rules on electronic operations in civil procedures (Official Gazette / Uradni list RS, St. 49/17)
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http://www.pisrs.si/Pis.web/pregledPredpisa?id=PRAV13110
1.23 In 2018, what was, on average, the approximate percentage of requests sent by Your State in which your forwarding authority
requested service be performed electronically under the Service Convention (Art. 5(1) b))?

(Please round the estimated percentage down, if applicable)
0%
If possible, please provide the following details: [Number of such requests:]

If possible, please provide the following details: [Main Contracting Parties to which such requests were sent:]

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private e-mail]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by private social media account]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Electronic service by public/State-administered email account]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a private provider]

No
Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service by electronic platform of a public/State authority]

No

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
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and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Service using distributed ledger technology]

No

Technology(ies) requested:

Distributed ledger technology (DLT): A database held by participants (or nodes) in a decentralised network, where transactions
and records are processed, saved and replicated by each node independently and shared with the other nodes, seeking to validate
the transaction by achieving consensus on its authenticity. Blockchain is perhaps one of the most well-known of the various forms
of DLT. [Other]

No

Please provide detalils:

1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[Use of technology is prohibited by internal law]
No
1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[Use of technology is not provided for in internal law]
No
1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[Use of technology is not possible as there is no compatible system in Your State]
No
1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[Use of technology is too resource-intensive]
No
1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[The authority/ies lacks familiarity with the use of the requested technology]
No
1.24 If requests for service sent by Your State seeking the use of information technology have been refused by other Contracting
Parties, what was/were the main reason/s given for such a refusal?

[Other]
Yes
Please Specify:
there were no requests seeking the use of information technology sent by our State
General Satisfaction

2.1 How does Your State rate the general operation of the Service Convention?
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Good
General Satisfaction

2.1 How does Your State rate the general operation of the Service Convention? - comment

Outside of the Service Convention

2.2 Outside the Service Convention, what is the applicable procedure if an interested person from another jurisdiction wishes to
perform service on someone located in the territory of Your State? [Procedure provided by internal law]

No

Outside of the Service Convention

2.2 Outside the Service Convention, what is the applicable procedure if an interested person from another jurisdiction wishes to
perform service on someone located in the territory of Your State? [Procedure provided by bilateral agreement(s)]

No

Outside of the Service Convention

2.2 Outside the Service Convention, what is the applicable procedure if an interested person from another jurisdiction wishes to
perform service on someone located in the territory of Your State? [Procedure provided by multilateral agreement(s)]

No

Outside of the Service Convention

2.2 Outside the Service Convention, what is the applicable procedure if an interested person from another jurisdiction wishes to
perform service on someone located in the territory of Your State? [Other procedure (such as consular channels)]

No

Please provide details (including full reference to the applicable legislation or caselaw):

Please provide details (including full reference to the applicable agreement/s):

Please provide details (including full reference to the applicable agreement):

Please provide details:

2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2013][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

13 (not exact number)

2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2013][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2013][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]
Switzerland, Russian federation, Ukraine

2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2013][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
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not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Argentina, Australia, Ukraine
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

15 (not exact number)
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

2-3
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Russian federation, Switzerland, Ukraine
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Argentina, Canada, Ukraine
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

37 (not exact number)
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

2-3
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

5(1)) [2013][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2013][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

5(1)) [2014][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2014][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2014][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]

5(1)) [2014][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2014][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2014][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

5(1)) [2015][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2015][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2015][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]

5(1)) [2015][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
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not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

USA, Russian federation, Canada
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

38 (not exact number)
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

2-3
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Switzerland, Ukraine, Russian federation
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Ukraine, USA, Russian federation
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

41 (not exact number)
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

2-3
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

Switzerland, Turkey, USA
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art.

5(1)) [2015][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2015][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

5(1)) [2016][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2016][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2016][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]

5(1)) [2016][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2016][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2016][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

5(1)) [2017][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

5(1)) [2017][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

5(1)) [2017][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]

5(1)) [2017][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
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not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2017][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2017][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
Ukraine, Turkey, Russian federation
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
31(not exact number)
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding Contracting Parties]
Ukraine, Switzerland, Canada
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
not known
2.3 Statistical Data

2.3.1 Service Convention (Main Channel, Art. 5(1)) [2018][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
Australia, Argentina, Switzerland

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2013][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
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unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2014][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2015][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2016][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2017][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
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unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

unknown

2.3.2 Internal Law [2018][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-5

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2013][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-5

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2014][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-4

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2015][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
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2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

2-4

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2016][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

2-4

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2017][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

2-3

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]

2-4

2.3.3 Bilateral Agreement(s) [2018][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Bosnia and Hercegovina, Repuvlic of North Macedonia, Republic of Serbia

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2013][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
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unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2014][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2015][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2016][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown
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2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2017][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]
unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution
(months)]

unknown

2.3.4 Multilateral Agreement(s) (Other than the HCCH Conventions) [2018][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]
unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2013][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Australia, Switzerland, USA

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2014][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Argentina, Australia, Canada

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
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2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2015][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Canada, Australia, USA

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2016][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Canada, Australia, USA

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2017][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Canada, Australia, USA

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Incoming RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Incoming RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
2-3

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Incoming RequestsTop 3 Forwarding States]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Outgoing RequestsNumber (exact or average)]

unknown

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Outgoing RequestsAverage Timeframe for Execution (months)]
3-6

2.3.5 Other Procedure (such as consular channels) [2018][Outgoing RequestsTop 3 Requested States]

Canada, Australia, USA

3.1 1s Your State a Contracting Party to the Service Convention?

Yes

3.2 If Your State is a Contracting Party, are the contact details of the Central and competent Authority(ies) designated by Your
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State up to date on the Service Section of the HCCH website?

See Conclusion & Recommendation No 4 of the 2014 meeting of Special Commission.
No

Please provide the contact details below: [Central Authority/ies:]

The Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Slovenia

Please provide the contact details below: [Address:]

Zupanciceva 3, 1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia

Please provide the contact details below: [Telephone:]

+386 1 369 5394

Please provide the contact details below: [Fax:]

+386 1 369 5233

Please provide the contact details below: [E-mail:]

gp.mp@gov.si

Please provide the contact details below: [General website:]

www.mp.gov.si ; https://www.gov.si/drzavni-organi/ministrstva/ministrstvo-za-pravosodje/
Please provide the contact details below: [Contact person:]

mag. Spela Stebal Rencelj, Head of Department for mutual legal assistance

Please provide the contact details below: [Languages spoken by staff:]

English, German, French

3.3 If Your State is a Contracting Party have the details of which authority(ies) are competent to forward requests for service under
Article 3 been provided?

See Conclusion & Recommendation No 21 of the 2009 meeting of Special Commission.
Yes
Please specify the authorities competent to forward requests under Article 3 below:

3.4 If Your State is a Contracting Party is the practical information chart available on the Service Section of the HCCH website up
to date?

See Conclusion and Recommendation No 4 of the 2014 meeting of Special Commission.
Yes
Please provide the updates to the chart using the template available here.
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