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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (1)

▪ Decline in Case Filings at Civil Courts

→ Filings in First Instance (local courts) declined approx. 36%
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (2)

▪ Decline in Case Filings at Civil Courts

→ Filings in First Instance (regional courts) declined approx. 20,6%
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (3)
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▪ Reasons for the decline

– Meller-Hannich-Study“, mandated by the Federal Ministry of Justice

➢ Ekert/Meller-Hannich/Nöhre/Höland/Gelbrich/Poel/Hundertmark/Moser, Erforschung der 
Ursachen des Rückgangs der Eingangszahlen bei den Zivilgerichten, 2023

– Various causes for the decline in filings, especially:

➢ Cost-benefit analysis

➢ Duration of Proceedings

➢ Changed business environment (conflict avoidance)
→ Contract drafting (Terms and Conditions)

→ internal complaint management and dispute resolution
→ predefined reimbursement strategies (Legal Tech)

➢ Lack of reforms
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (4)

▪ Questionnaire for private individuals
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (5)

13.02.2026 7

▪ Aspects of current reform concerning use of artificial intelligence

– Mass claims: 

➢ OLGA (BW)

➢ FRAUKE (HE) → project has ended

➢ Codefy (BY)

➢ MAKI (Lower Saxony)

➢ […]

– Asylum proceedings: EMIL, TABEA (Lower Saxony)

– Development of a JUSTICE-LLM : GSJ-Project (Univ. Cologne, TUM, BY u. NRW)

– Lower Saxony.: Joint Evidence Cloud (Police, Justice Ministry); On Federal Level: joint Justice 
Cloud 

– Anonymisation of data: JONA (BW), ALeKS (BY, Lower Saxony)

▪ All projects are pilot projects in test phases 

→ no current AI-tool rolled out across judiciary

▪ For further reform projects see 
https://www.bmjv.de/DE/themen/digitales/digitalisierung_justiz/digitalisierung_justiz_node.html#AnkerNavFirst
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (6)
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▪ First insights into current empirical research of the TITAN - Project

– Quantitative study on the use of AI in the Justice System (broad scope)

– 1.541 participants of various professions in the Justice System 

– Interesting results as concerns the current use of AI in professional life (“shadow” use?)

*Data analysed and aggregated 
by A. Caroei, Univ. Freiburg
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (7)
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▪ Which AI Systems do you use?

*Data analysed and aggregated by A. Caroei, Univ. Freiburg
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1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (8)
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▪ What do you use these systems for? 

*Data analysed and aggregated by A. Caroei, Univ. Freiburg
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2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (1)
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▪ Criteria governing Acceptance & Acceptability of AI use in Justice System manifold
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2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (2)
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▪ Factors determining the legality of the use of AI in the Justice System

− Constitutional Guarantees, i.e. Basic Law (BL)

− Guarantees of International esp. Human Rights Law (esp. European Charter of Human Rights)

− Procedural Law Prerequisites (e.g. civil procedure law)

− EU Law: esp. EU AI Act and EU Data Protection Regulation

▪ Use of AI in judicial decision making (MAKI – project’s research results)
1. Current law does not generally preclude the use of AI systems in a decision-replacing or 

decision-supporting manner, even if adjustments are required in some areas.

→ No general demand for a human judge!

2. The current law sets numerous red lines that limit the use of AI, including:

a) Mandatory human control and supervision (Art. 3 BL, Art. 20 II, III BL, etc.)

b) Transparency of state action (Art. 20 II, III BL)

c) Safeguards against external and internal disruptions to the system (e.g. Art. 2 I, 20 III BL)
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2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (3)
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a) Mandatory involvement of human judges in procurement, operation and monitoring of 
AI systems (Art. 20 II 2, III BL, Art. 92, 97, 101 I 2 BL, Art. 6 I ECHR, Art. 47 I, II EU-Ch.FR)

b) Requirement for a legal basis for content-related functions (Material Questions Doctrine 
of the German Constitutional Court)

c) Compliance with data protection requirements → esp. deletion rights

d) Compliance with requirements of EU AI Act → esp. High-Risk AI classification

3. The nature and scope of the specific operating limits and the requirements for compliance 
with them depend on three key factors: 

− Functional nature of the activity performed by the system (purely administrative or 
substantive, i.e. content-related functionality)

− Degree of automation

− Complexity of the respective field of application

 → The higher the degree of automation, the more complex the field of application, the  
  stronger the content-functionality, the higher the requirements for compliance with the 
  legal framework!
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Detailed research report of the MAKI-project (in German):
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (1)

13.02.2026 15

▪ According to German Government, less than 3% of the court decisions are 

published in Germany

− See Hamann JZ 2021, 656 (less than 1% of the lower instances’ decisions are published)

− But: Most of the high level decisions nevertheless are(!) See Heese JZ 2021, 665

▪ Constitutional duty to publish relevant court decisions

German Constitutional Court, Dec. of. 14.9.2015, 1 BvR 857/15
bb) However, special provisions apply to information about court decisions, which the Higher 
Administrative Court did not take sufficiently into account. It is widely recognised that the rule of 
law, including the obligation to administer justice, the principle of democracy and the principle of 
separation of powers, fundamentally entails a legal obligation to publish court decisions that are 
worthy of publication (see BVerwGE 104, 105 <108 f.> with further references). […] This corresponds 
to a right to information under press law for media representatives. […] 

However, access to court decisions is not unlimited. For example, decisions must generally be 
anonymised with regard to personal details and circumstances. This does not alter the fundamental 
public nature of such decisions. [translated and highlighted by presenter]

Prof. Dr. Philipp M. Reuß, MJur (Oxford)

https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html
https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html
https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html
https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html
https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html
https://www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/DE/2015/09/rk20150914_1bvr085715.html


3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (2)
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▪ Publication of high level court decisions furthers transparency of state actions 

and the information rights of the general public deriving from democracy 

principle (Art. 20 II, III BL)

→ This can also enhance trust in the legality and the functioning of the 

justice system!

▪ General public seems to lose trust in the proper functioning in the system (see 

empirical studies under 1.)

▪ How does access to public court decisions look like in practice and are citizens 

likely to access the decisions?
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (3)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (4)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (5)
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▪ Non-lawyer citzens will not access court databases and will neither read nor 

understand long court decisions

▪ AI may help to make these judgments easily accessible to citizens with its 

powerful structuring functions by

− Highlighting the key facts and principles of a long decisions in short an precise summaries

− Presenting the decisive content of a decision in language understandable by non-lawyers

− Creating information formats the general public accesses (esp. Social Media) !

▪ Compliant with data protection and safeguarding personality rights

− Court decisions ready for publication are already anonymized

▪ No high-risk AI use as merely administrative functions involved (EU AI ACT)

▪ Professional human oversight of AI results necessary to ensure quality
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (6)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (7)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (8)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (9)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (10)
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3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (11)
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4. Conclusions

▪ Court filings in civil courts are declining constantly

▪ Reasons for this trend are manifold 

▪ It seems that there is a reduced trust of citizens that the state court system may 
solve their disputes in time and with acceptable cost and risk estimation

▪ Nevertheless, trust in the justice system is of paramount importance forthe 
proper functioning of democratic states

▪ Use of AI in publication of court decisions may help to enhance the trust in the 
justice system by using formats, citizens actually access

13.02.2026 26Prof. Dr. Philipp M. Reuß, MJur (Oxford)


	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5: 1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (3)
	Slide 6
	Slide 7: 1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (5)
	Slide 8: 1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (6)
	Slide 9: 1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (7)
	Slide 10: 1. Use of AI in the German Justice System: status quo (8)
	Slide 11: 2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (1)
	Slide 12: 2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (2)
	Slide 13: 2. Acceptance and Acceptability of the Use of AI in the Justice System (3)
	Slide 14
	Slide 15: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (1)
	Slide 16: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (2)
	Slide 17: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (3)
	Slide 18: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (4)
	Slide 19: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (5)
	Slide 20: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (6)
	Slide 21: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (7)
	Slide 22: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (8)
	Slide 23: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (9)
	Slide 24: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (10)
	Slide 25: 3. Making High Level Court Decisions Accessible to Citizens (11)
	Slide 26

