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The article is devoted to a comprehensive and comparative study of the theoretical and
practical aspects of remote justice - a complex, interdisciplinary concept that inherently
integrates advanced legal doctrines and modern technological solutions. This study aims to
systematically compare, analyze, and evaluate the strategic policies and empirical practices
of implementing remote technologies within the judiciary, with a primary focus on their
ultimate effectiveness in improving and safeguarding access to justice. As a crucial, evolving
component of electronic justice, remote justice involves the strategic deployment of
innovative information and communication technologies to conduct various stages of court
proceedings efficiently, thereby eliminating the traditional requirement for the physical
attendance of participants in the courtroom.

The author rigorously investigated the efficacy of remote court proceedings as a viable
means of guaranteeing uninterrupted access to justice, meticulously taking into account a
wide array of interrelated legal, technical, psychological, and social factors. Furthermore,
the study provides concrete, practical suggestions and actionable recommendations for the
future structural and legislative advancement of this modern form of justice. It was firmly
established that remote court hearings offer numerous tangible benefits, including
significantly increased procedural efficiency, broader geographical accessibility, and
reduced administrative and logistical costs for all parties involved. However, the
widespread adoption of these technologies also poses critical, multifaceted challenges.
These include ensuring robust data confidentiality, improving software quality, preventing
digital exclusion, and maintaining strict compliance with fundamental fair trial guarantees.

Ultimately, it was concluded that the admissibility and procedural validity of
videoconference court sessions must strictly comply with international fair trial standards,
ensuring that technological convenience never compromises human rights or statutory
protections. When properly regulated and securely implemented, remote court proceedings
serve as a highly effective, indispensable means of ensuring continuous access to justice,
public safety, and the timely consideration of legal cases, particularly during emergency
situations or global crises.
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Ilackap Aypika. [IncTraH1iriHe IpaBOCyAOs: IIOKpaLleHHs JOCTYITY A0 IIPaBOCy A
- HopiBHAJIBHe gocTimKeHHs noiaiTnku €C Ta gocBiny Ykpaiam.

CraTTIO IIpUCBAYeHO KOMIUIEKCHOMY Ta HOPiBHSJIBHOMY TOCIIIKEHHIO TeOPeTUIHMX
1 OpaKTUYHMX acIIeKTiB IMCTAHIITHOTO IIPaBOCYAIs - CKIIa[HOT0, MUKIVCIIMIUIIHAPHOTO
IIOHATTS, sIK€ OPraHiuHO IHTerpye IepenoBl IIPaBoOBi JOKTPUHN Ta Cy4YacHl TeXHOJIOTTYHI
pimeHHsA. MeTOI IIbOro HOCHIIKeHHS € CUCTeMaTW4YHe NOPiBHSHHS, aHa/li3 Ta OLiHKa
CTpaTeriyHol IIOJITUKM W eMIIPWYHOI HPaKTVKM BHPOBaPKEHHsS AVCTaHLIHMX
TeXHOJIOTIV y Cy[OBY CUCTeMy 3 OCHOBHVM aKIIeHTOM Ha IXHIO KiHIleBy e(eKTMBHICTb y
3a0e3IleueHHi Ta 3aXMCTi JOCTYIY [0 IIpaBOCys. SIK KIIFOYOBUM eJIeMeHT eJIeKTPOHHOIO
MpaBOCYyAsl, IO IIOCTIIHO PO3BMBAETBCH, MAVCTaHIIIIHE IIPaBOCyAndsl Ileperdadae
CTpaTeriuHe pO3rOpTaHHs IHHOBALiMHMUX iH(POPMAIITHO-KOMYHIKAIIVTHUX TEeXHOJIOTI
11 epeKTMBHOIO IIPpOBeeHHsI Pi3HMX CTafliyl CyJJOBOrO IIpOliecy, IO 103BOJISIE€ YCYHYTHU
TPafAMLIiIHy BUMOTIY OOOB'SI3KOBOI (Pi3MUHOI IIPUCYTHOCTI yYacHUKIB y 3ajli CyHOBUX
3acimaHp.

ABTOp fdeTaJlbHO [JOCIHIAVMB edeKTUBHICTh AVCTAHIIHOIO CYJOYMHCTBA SIK
KUTTE3IATHOTO 3aco0y rapaHTyBaHH: Oe3IlepepBHOTO JOCTYIIY A0 IIPaBOCYIs, PeTeIbHO
BpaxyBaBIIV IIMPOKNII CIIEKTP B3a€MOIIOB SI3aHVX IIPABOBMX, TEXHIUHMX, IICVIXOJIOTTIHIIX
Ta couliajibHux dakropie. KpiMm Toro, y mocimkeHHi cdopMysiboBaHO KOHKpPeTHi
NpaKTUYHI MpPONO3UIIl Ta Mi€Bl peKOMeHalll I IIOJaIBIIOr0 CTPYKTYpPHOIO Ta
3aKOHOJABUOr0 BOCKOHaJIeHHsSI IIi€l cy4acHOI dopmu mpaBocyiasd. byso diTko
BCTAHOBJICHO, IO VCTaHIIIVIHI Cy[0Bl 3acilaHHd MalOThb YMCIeHHI BiI4yTHI IlepeBarmu,
30KpeMa CYTTeBe MiIBUIIIeHHs IpollecyalbHOI e(peKTMBHOCTI, pO3IIVpeHHs reorpadidHol
JOCTYIIHOCTI Ta 3HVDKeHH: aJMiHICTpaTVBHMX i JIOTICTUYHMX BUTPAT U1 BCiX 3a/IyYeHMX
cTopiH. BopgHouac mmpoKe BIIpOBa/PKeHHS IMX TEXHOJIOTIN IIOPOKY€E Cepyo3Hi
OararoacrieKTHi BUKIMKN. [lo HMX HasleXXaTpb 3a0e3ledeHHs HaintHOI KOHMiAeHITiTHOCTI
JaHMX, MiHiMi3alis TexHiYHMX 3001B, MiIBUINEHHS SKOCTI IPOTrpaMHOro 3ale3ledyeHHs,
3anobiraHHA  IMQPOBOMYy  BUKIIOUEHHIO Ta  IOOTPMMaHHS  CYBOPMX  BUMOT
dyHIaMeHTaJIbHVIX FapaHTil CIIPaBeIMBOIO CYI0BOIO PO3IJIALLY.

ABTOopoM Oy10 3po0JIeHO BUMCHOBOK, IO [JOHYCTMMICTH Ta IIpoIlecyayIbHa
IIPaBOMIipPHICTB CYJIOBMX 3aciflaHb y peXVMi BileOKOH@epeHIIil IOBMHHI YiTKO BilloBigzaTu
MDKHApOAHMM CTaHJapTaM CIPaBeUIMBOrO Cydy, TapaHTyIouy, IO TeXHOJIOIiYHa
3pYYHICTb Hi 3a SIKMX OOCTaBMH He HiBeJIIO€ IIpaBa JIFOOVHM Y 3aKOHOAABUO 3aKpillleHi
rapaHTil. 3a yMOBM HaJIeXXHOIO peryJII0OBaHH: Ta 0e3[1eYHOro BIIPOBa/KeHHS AVICTaHIliIHe
CYIZOYMHCTBO € BUCOKOedeKTMBHIMM i He3aMiHHIM 3aco00M 3a0e3rneueHHs Oe3lepepBHOrO
FAOCTYITy IO IIPaBOCYZs Ta CBOEYACHOTO PO3IVISAY CYIOBUX CIIpaB, OCOOJIMBO B yMOBax
Ha/I3BMYAVHVIX CUTYallif, ITI00aIbHIX Kp13 abo repiofis il popc-MaKOpHMX 0OCTaBH.

Karouo8i caroBa: oucmanyiine npabocyoos, esexmponre npabocydos, cyoobe sacioanus 6
pexxumi Gideoxonpepenyii, docmyn do npabocyods, eapanmii cnpabedsuboeo cyooboeo po3easidy,
cy0oBi mexHoao02ii, nyoaiuHa besnexa.

Introduction. In recent years, technological advancements have changed our lives
forever, and the justice system is no exception. Global trends necessitate making legal
protection accessible not only to urban residents, but also to those who live remotely from
the centers of justice. Today, remote justice is a necessary tool that enables access to justice.
However, remote forms of justice pose complex challenges for ensuring the reliability and
fairness of the judicial process. In this regard, the issue of ensuring fairness and reliability
of the remote justice has become relevant for academic research and legislative initiatives.

Remote court proceedings are one of the revolutionary innovations that have emerged
in the field of justice in recent times. Through video conferencing and other electronic
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communication tools, court hearings and proceedings can be conducted online, regardless
of the territorial location of the participants. This became particularly relevant during the
COVID-19 pandemic and continues to be so during the war in Ukraine, where ensuring the
safety and health of participants in the trial is a priority. Remote court proceedings are a
way of ensuring the functioning of courts in emergency circumstances, continuing the
administration of justice and ensuring access to justice. At the same time, remote court
proceedings are not just a response to current situation but also a new challenge for the
justice system, which requires courts and other interested parties to adapt to new
technologies and develop new approaches to solving legal issues.

The main problems related to remote hearings include, in particular, such issues as
ensuring data confidentiality and protecting information from abuse and unauthorized
access to it, technical problems, software quality, compliance with fair trial guarantees, etc.
Resolving these issues is essential to ensure reliable and effective remote justice and an
important task in ensuring access to justice. The scientific research issue in this area is related
to the fact that the question of using information and communication technologies to
conduct remote court hearings has an interdisciplinary nature, being at the intersection of
law and technology. It is noted that the study of law and information technology is
associated with a contradiction arising from the fact that technology develops rapidly and
encompassing such concepts as internationalization and globalization, while traditional law
usually cannot react quickly to technological progress and is mostly limited by national
borders [6, p. 291]. Undoubtedly, the modern justice cannot exist without innovative
technologies. However, it should be taken into account that they have the potential both to
improve access to justice and to increase inequality. Without sufficient conceptualization,
we risk losing the ability to use the opportunities of legal technologies and to face the
challenges that they generate [22, p. 67].

The purpose of the study is a comparative analysis of the policies and practices of the
use of remote technologies in the judiciary in the European Union and Ukraine to determine
their effectiveness in improving access to justice, taking into account legal, technical, and
social aspects, and to provide practical recommendations for further development of this
form of justice.

The aim of the article is to conduct a comprehensive comparative analysis of the
theoretical frameworks and practical applications of remote justice, examining European
Union policies alongside Ukraine’s unique legal and technological experience to evaluate
their impact on enhancing access to justice.

The methodological framework of the study is based on a combination of general
scientific and specialized legal methods. The comparative-legal method serves as the
primary tool for analyzing and comparing EU judicial policies with Ukraine's legislative
and practical experience in implementing remote justice. The systematic and structural-
functional approaches were applied to explore remote court proceedings as a component of
electronic justice, taking into account legal, technical, and social factors. Additionally, the
formal-legal method was used to interpret procedural codes and fair trial guarantees, while
logical-analytical synthesis allowed for the formulation of practical suggestions aimed at
enhancing access to justice through remote technologies.

Results and Discussion. In the Recommendations of the Council of Europe on e-
democracy, electronic justice is defined as the use of information and communication
technologies (ICT) in the administration of justice by all participants in the process,
improving the quality of judicial services for citizens and businesses. Electronic justice
covers a variety of measures, including the possibility to make online applications to the
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court, the use of electronic means of communication and data exchange between the court
and other participants in the process, access to court information, conducting court hearings
through video conferencing, electronic document management, online access to court
decisions, etc. [19].

Remote justice is defined as a component of electronic justice, that covers the process
of consideration and resolution of court cases using information and communication
technologies without the physical presence of participants in the courtroom (including
judges and court personnel) [25, p. 73]. Remote justice can be seen as an additional step
towards ensuring access to justice, especially in terms of the physical distance of the court
and the reduction of court costs related to court appearances. Improving citizens” access to
justice contributes to increasing the efficiency of the judicial system and the quality of
justice.

The European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPE]) proposes a
comprehensive understanding of remote hearings as hearings conducted via video
conference - a system that allows simultaneous two-way transmission of image and sound,
thereby providing visual, audio, and verbal interaction during remote hearings [9]. Remote
judiciary means conducting a court session via video conference with the remote
participation of participants in court proceedings.

Online dispute resolution is considered as a form of alternative dispute resolution that
uses ICT and the Internet to simplify and speed up dispute resolution [1]. The use ICT in
the field of justice helps to increase the efficiency and transparency of the judicial process.
However, there is a risk that the complete replacement of the traditional court procedure
with a technological one may limit access to justice for some people, particularly for the
underprivileged or those with limited access to the Internet or insufficient skills in using
electronic technologies. In light of this, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe
calls on member states to use new technologies to ensure access to justice, but emphasizes
that they must also guarantee that there are alternative forms of access to justice for
categories of people who are disadvantaged in this regard [10]. This is quite a valid
warning, because not every person has the opportunity and ability to use ICT. For such
cases, the traditional form of judicial proceedings should remain available. Although the
vast majority of people now have access to Internet and search for information, including
legal information, with the help of Internet resources [12], the Court of the European Union
notes that exercising rights may become practically impossible or extremely difficult for
some persons, in particular for those, who do not have access to the Internet, if the
settlement procedure can only be accessed electronically. To ensure equal and non-
discriminatory access to court and justice, states must guarantee the preservation of
traditional forms of justice along with the introduction of new forms that require additional
equipment or qualifications on the part of the person who will use them. At the same time,
when conducting judicial proceedings in a remote mode, it is important to ensure the
effectiveness of judicial protection, which is a general principle of European Union law
arising from the generally accepted constitutional traditions of the member states, which
was enshrined in Articles 6 and 13 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR), and confirmed by Article 47 of the Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the European Union [8]. It should be noted that the transition to the
practice of conducting procedural actions and court hearings remotely means not so much
technical re-equipment as the creation of an appropriate legal framework that regulates
procedural features and procedural issues, the scope of application of this form of court
hearing and its consolidation in the national procedural legislation [27, p. 120]. In this
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context, the problem of proper legal regulation of remote hearings, taking into account
European and international standards of fair trial, arises. And even if Art. 6 of the ECHR
does not specifically highlight standards or requirements for a trial using technology, such
court sessions, or even proceedings as a whole, must take place in compliance with the
guarantees provided for by the right to a fair trial in the sense of this Convention and the
case law of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR).

Remote justice standards are not something new, but a kind of «digital extension» of
already existing, traditional standards of fair trial. It is the right to a fair trial and access to
justice, which are fundamental in democratic societies, can be viewed from a completely
new perspective in the light of developments in artificial intelligence specifically designed
for the judicial system [2, p. 13]. Recent scientific research draws attention to the fact that
unacceptable and inconsistent use of technology may be some of the modern challenges to
the right to a fair trial, as well as old procedural guarantees that are not adapted to modern
processes and services of digital evidence [18].

The ECtHR has addressed the issue of remote justice on several occasions in its
practice. One of such decision is the case of Marcello Viola v. Italy [11] in which the applicant
claimed that he was deprived of the opportunity to follow the proceedings due to the fact
that his participation in the hearing was conducted via videoconference. In his opinion, the
use of this technical means created difficulties for his defense. However, according to the
ECtHR, the applicant's participation in the appeal hearings via videoconference pursued
legitimate purposes under the Convention, namely the protection of public order and the
prevention of crimes [11]. In general, the ECtHR’s position on the admissibility and
legitimacy of the use of technology in judicial proceedings, including the remote
participation of individuals in court proceedings, boils down to the fact that the use of
technology may be acceptable in cases where it ensures the principles of a fair trial and
ensures the equality of arms between the parties. The use of technology can be particularly
useful in cases where the parties cannot attend the court hearing in person due to distance
or other circumstances. In such cases, videoconferencing can allow the parties to be present
in court from a distance.

Regarding the feasibility and effectiveness of remote court proceedings, the
Consultative Council of European Judges notes that the use of video conferences can
facilitate the conduct of court hearings. However, special attention must be paid to the fact
that the use of conference communication does not violate the guaranteed right of
individuals to a fair trial [15]. Thus, the admissibility and effectiveness of remote court
proceedings directly dependent on the degree of ensuring and guaranteeing the applicant's
access to effective procedural guarantees of a fair trial, which must be provided by the state.
When applying remote justice, the possibility of the applicant to exercise effective control
over the conduct of the court process must be taken into account. Therefore, we agree with
the statement that at the current stage of the development of the judiciary, with appropriate
technical modernization of court premises, as well as comprehensive procedural regulation
by the legislator, the implementation of this form of justice is extremely necessary and
justified [27]. Remote consideration of court cases should not be considered in comparison
with the traditional form of court hearings, but only as new opportunities for process
participants, with modern resources. Their use should be aimed at optimizing the
accessibility of justice and judicial information, rather than as a mechanism for changing
traditional principles and procedures of the judiciary.

Considering the widespread use of remote court hearings, the European Commission
for the Efficiency of Justice has developed Guidelines for conducting court proceedings via
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videoconference [9] - an important legal instrument in the field of establishing European
standards in the field of conducting court proceedings in the remote mode. This document
contains a set of measures that should be taken by states and courts to ensure compliance
with the right to a fair trial, which is guaranteed by Art. 6 of the ECHR and the requirements
of the Convention on the protection of individuals in connection with the automated
processing of personal data during court hearings in videoconference format. These
measures aim to ensure compliance with the rights of the parties, including their right to
participate in proceedings and to be heard during remote court hearings. The guidelines
apply to all types of court proceedings and consists of two parts: the first part focuses on the
procedural aspects of all types of court proceedings with a special emphasis on criminal
proceedings, and the second part contains the technical and organizational requirements for
conducting court hearings via videoconference.

Remote justice is an important tool - a response to modern social and legal realities by
allowing court hearings to be conducted virtually, at a distance, without the need for parties
or judges to be physically present in the courtroom.

Remote court hearings conducted using video conferencing technologies and Internet
communication have many advantages. In particular, court hearings in this format
contribute to the reduction of court expenses by avoiding the costs of travel,
accommodation, meals and other expenses associated with the physical presence of the
participants in the court process. Remote justice can make the court system more accessible
to those who have limited travel opportunities, such as people with disabilities or those who
live far from the place where the case is being heard.

Another important advantage of remote court hearings is that they contribute to
increasing the promptness and efficiency of justice. They can reduce the time required to
hear a case because they allow a more efficient use of participants' time. The experienced
conditions of a global pandemic, and now the war in Ukraine, confirm the fact that remote
hearings can reduce the risk of infection with infectious diseases that can spread during
physical contact, promote the safety of the participants in the process, or be the only possible
way to continue court activities in emergency and crisis situations. These advantages have
a significant impact on improving the accessibility of justice and the effectiveness of judicial
protection of the rights, freedoms and interests of individuals.

Despite the existing advantages, conducting court hearings in a remote format also has
its drawbacks, that can affect their effectiveness and the level of trust in the judicial system.
It is noted that while virtual hearings may allow for a hearing that would otherwise be
canceled, it can be argued that virtual hearings do not fully capture the experience of being
physically present in court in the traditional sense. In this regard, research have shown that
virtual technologies worsen the quality of human interaction. Lawyers may find it more
difficult to communicate with or support their clients during video conferences,
communications may be distorted or unclear, technology may malfunction, and
misunderstandings may go unnoticed. Such unwanted gaps can lead to biased judicial
outcome [16, p. 33]. The lack of physical presence of the participants in the case and direct
communication between them can negatively affect their correct perception and
understanding of information, their emotional relationship, accordingly, reduce the
possibility of a fair assessment of the relationship between the parties. However, if we
assume that all communication are divided into two categories: real-time and
asynchronous, then «real-time communication» over computer networks is very similar to
a live conversation [24]. From this point of view, the answer to the question whether the
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combination of «gradual virtualization and the reduction of physical control will not lead
to the decline of individual legal positions» is relevant [9, p. 348].

Conducting remote court hearings can also be complicated by technical problems,
such as Internet connection loss, problems with sound or image that may lead to the
interruption, postponement, or delay of the hearing. The success of a court hearing
conducted using video communication requires a careful selection of technology,
environment, personnel and compliance with the legally prescribed procedure of their use.
These factors work together and none of them should be ignored or considered in isolation.
Researchers note that the characteristics of the remote participant, the reason for their
remote participation and the nature of the remote space from which they appear are key
factors in determining the way in which these components should be configured to achieve
the best results [21, p. 10]. Thus, remote court hearings require a reliable technical base
(computers, web cameras, microphones, fast Internet, special software) and unfortunately,
not all participants in the process have access to the necessary equipment or the skills to use
it properly.

Possible privacy and data protection issues should also not be overlooked. Remote
meetings may be less secure from privacy breaches, especially when using platforms that
may be vulnerable to cyber attacks. Information that will be discussed during the court
session may be intercepted by third parties. Therefore, it is important to ensure the
confidentiality, integrity, and availability of electronic evidence and information, to prevent
unauthorized access to it, and protect data related to court proceedings and process
participants. Adequate and effective legal regulation of data protection issues and
prevention of unauthorized access to confidential information is probably one of the biggest
challenges of modern technogenic society. That is why government authorities, IT
administrators and software developers must ensure not only the protection of the
connection between the device and the network, but also the use of software for processing
digital documents with a high level of security, including encryption of transmitted digital
documents [14, p. 25].

To participate in remote court proceedings, a participant in the process must have
skills in using the latest means of communication (smartphones, computers, laptops,
tablets), basic skills in using software or applications for online communication, etc. This
can be a significant obstacle for individuals who do not possess these skills at an adequate
level, or who do not have such devices at all. This problem is especially acute for
representatives of the older generation or low-income segments of the population. The
Action Group on Access to Justice conducted an comprehensive online survey of Ontario
millennials (aged 18-36) regarding their perceptions of digital justice initiatives and the
accessibility of the legal system. Respondents were asked whether they preferred an in-
person or digital approach to obtaining legal information. Nearly two-thirds (65%) of
millennials preferred to receive legal information in person, while the remaining 34%
preferred to receive it through online applications or websites [12, p. 4]. According to 27%
of respondents, the biggest obstacle to the implementation of digital legal services is
processes that require identification of a person [12, p. 7]. And this despite the fact that the
target group was a generation that is familiar with digital innovations and is ready to easily
perceive the expansion of the spectrum of industries using the latest technologies. That is
why access to legal information should be as easy as possible for both end users and data
processing specialists. Centralized web search interfaces that serve as a «one-stop-shop»
with a graphical interface for accessing legal documents from various authorities, simplify
the search process for users, citizens and lawyers [5, p. 523]. As noted, understanding the
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challenges of remote justice is essential to ensure that lawyers, clients and stakeholders in
court do not experience a smaller, but more simplified court process [20]. The above should
be taken into account by the legislator during the development and improvement of norms
dedicated to the legal regulation of issues related to remote court proceedings.

The analysis of the experience of using remote justice in Ukraine under martial law
indicates that the possibility of administering justice via video conference outside the
courtroom is an optimal alternative for continuing the activities of courts and protecting the
rights of individuals even in extreme conditions associated with the presence of a threat to
the life, health, safety and security of judges and participants in the judicial process. In
wartime, when a person's personal involvement in a court hearing often becomes dangerous
for their life, further expansion of the possibilities of remote proceedings is necessary.
Specialized theoretical studies indicate that the main problems of the use of remote court
hearings in Ukraine are related to the inadequate level of information and technical support
of courts, the lack of a single format for data exchange between automated document
management systems of various instances and specializations, the imperfection of
information protection systems, the shortcomings of information legislation etc [13, p. 164].
In order to solve urgent practical problems, a draft of the Law on Amendments to Certain
Legislative Acts on Digitalization of the Judiciary and Improvement of Writ Proceedings in
Civil Proceedings was developed [26]. This law provides for amendments to the Civil and
Commercial Procedural Codes, the Code of Administrative Proceedings of Ukraine, which
provide for the possibility of conducting remote court proceedings via videoconference
outside the courtroom using the judge’s own technical means. Witnesses, interpreters and
experts will be sworn in remotely as well. The court minute will be kept in electronic form,
and if for some reason it is impossible, the secretary will make written records, and the judge
will use his own technical means for recording. The court decision will be drawn up and
signed only in electronic form using an electronic signature, which will help develop e-
justice and ensure the safety of participants in the court process.

In the implementation and legal regulation of remote court proceedings, it is important
to comply with standards of a fair trial. The main international documents that provide for
minimum standards of a fair hearing and guarantees of access to justice are the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (Article 14), the ECHR (Article 6), the Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the European Union (Article 47). These standards include: equality
before the court and the right to a fair and public hearing by a competent, independent and
impartial court established by law [7, art. 6]; the right to a hearing of case within a reasonable
time [3, art. 6]; the right to an effective means of legal protection before the court and legal
assistance [23, art. 47]; ensuring access to justice and the right to defense; compliance with
the principles of competitiveness and equality of arms; timely delivery of judgments by the
court [17], etc. The introduction of the specified standards into national legislation and
making them mandatory for remote judicial proceedings is a guarantee of optimizing the
accessibility of justice and increasing the efficiency of the judicial system as a whole.

Conclusions. Remote justice is a large-scale legal phenomenon that involves not only
purely technical issues of implementing cutting-edge information and communication
technologies in the activities of courts and justice. The admissibility of videoconference
court sessions is primarily determined by the need to ensure and comply with the
guarantees of the right to a fair trial and effective legal remedies established by the
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. With
appropriate legal regulation, ensuring compliance with the standards of a fair trial, remote
court proceedings are an effective (and sometimes the only possible) means of ensuring
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access to justice in crisis and emergency situations, which can contribute to the fair judicial
protection of individual rights and freedoms.

In modern socio-political conditions and in the context of the creation of a single
European information space, the implementation and development of remote justice can
solve a number of urgent problems, including ensuring accessibility to justice, the safety of
participants in court sessions, and ensure timely consideration of cases. The introduction of
this technology can also contribute to reducing the costs of court proceedings, compliance
with generally recognized standards of justice and increasing the efficiency of the judicial
system. The effectiveness of remote justice depends on the perfection of legal regulation,
and the ability to address logistical, technical, organizational and other issues at the national
level. Proper legal regulation and standardization of remote court hearings will increase
accessibility of justice.

Potential directions for the development of remote justice include expanding the use
of innovative technologies in the process of administering justice, which will reduce court
costs, increase the speed of handling cases, and improve overall access to judicial protection
of individual rights. The further development and expansion of cryptographic technologies
and personal data protection will contribute to the security and confidentiality of
participants in remote court proceedings. States should take measures to strengthen
informational and technical support for judicial authorities and participants in the judicial
process, which will allow them to use remote technologies more effectively and increase
their activity.
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