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METHOD AND SUBJECT OF STUDY 

Within the course “Automated and Systematised Legal Processes”, the student was assigned 

to make a study on two freely-chosen legal chunks, i.e. clusters containing Estonian legal acts 

with similarities. Information was provided as an extract from Excel file, containing wide-

spread linguistic analysis of approximately 300 Estonian legal acts.  

The student chose two legal chunks approved by the professor. The student chose two 

variations: one of the chunks was symmetrical and another assymmetrical. Therefore, the 

student proposed to make an analysis of those variations.  

Legal chunks are provided below.   

Table 1. Symmetrical legal chunk consisting of trademarks act (TM ACT), geographical 

indication protection act (GIP ACT), microswitching layout protection act (MSLP ACT) and 

industrial design protection act (IDP ACT).  

Trade Marks Act
Geographical 

Indication 
Protection Act

Microswitch 
layout Protection 

Act

Industrial Design 
Protection Act

Trade Marks Act 1 1 1 1
Geographical 
Indication 
Protection Act 1 1 1 1
Microswitch layout 
Protection Act 1 1 1 1
Industrial Design 
Protection Act 1 1 1 1



Table 2. Assymetrical legal chunk consisting of forest act (F ACT), alcohol, tobacco, fuel and 

electricity excise duty act (ATFEED ACT), aliens act (A ACT), hunting act (H ACT), 

restriction on acquisition of immovables act (RAI ACT) and working conditions for posted 

workers act (WCPW ACT).  

The student analysed acts based on three methods:  

1) Acts were analysed based on the paragraphs they consists of. Similar paragraphs 

providing, for example specific rights, specificity of the procedure etc, within the acts in 

the legal chunk were compared.  

2) The main subject, object, rights, principles, authorities and references to other acts of 

specific act in the chunk was studied.  

3) As well amendments of acts were analysed and explanatory note research was concluded, 

in order to find the similarities of the reasoning of amendments and creation of the act.  

RESULTS OF THE STUDY 

1. Similarities in the paragraphs 

The student concluded a research by analysing similarities in paragraphs based on following 

order:  

1) Structure of the act and similarities between acts 

2) Based on similar chapters analysis of the paragraphs. 

Restrictions on Acquisition 
of Immovables Act

working conditions for 
posted workers into Law

Forest Act 1 1

Alcohol, Tobacco, Fuel and 
Electricity Excise Duty Act 1 1
Aliens Act 1 1
Hunting Act 1 1



Table 3. and Table 4. Same chapters in acts within symmetrical (left) and asymmetrical 

(right) chunks. Those chapters that are single, i.e. do not have comparison partner(s) are not 

specified and analysed furthermore.  

As it can be seen from Table 3 and Table 4, symmetrical chunk has similarities in structure 

more than 60% and this is at least twice more than similarities within asymmetrical chunk. It 

is quite understandable, as the first chunk deals with the same sphere of law, ie intellectual 

property. This can be derived from the fact that main intellectual property acts are related to 

WIPO related treaties, meetings and conventions and probability of the strict translation of 

acts from previously mentioned acts influences the similarities in structures.  

From the other side, it can be said that asymmetrical chunk is mainly similar through 

standard chapters of general and implementing provisions, imposing obligations on different 

parties, compensation for damages, last is purely derivation from the Law of Obligations Act 

and state supervision.  

TM 
ACT

GIP 
ACT

MSLP 
ACT

IDP 
ACT

General

Legal Protection

Rights

Registration

Procedure

Register

Transfer and 
termination of rights

Disputes

Specifics

International 
registration

Community mark

State Fee

Implementing 
provisions

RAI 
ACT

WCPW 
ACT

F ACT ATFEED 
ACT

A ACT H A

General 
provisions

Compensation 
for damages

Obligations

State 
Supervision

Liabilities

Implementing 
provisions



Table 5. and Table 6. Analysis of the similar 

TM ACT GIP ACT MSLP ACT IDP ACT

Õiguskaitse sisu ja selle tagamine 4 5 8 5

Õiguskaitse kestus 8 7 9

Mittekaitstavad või kaitsmist välistavad asjaolud 9 8 8 9

Erijuhud, suhtelised välistavad asjaolud 10 10

Õiguskaitse ulatus 12 6 8 5

Esindamine toimingute tegemisel 13 28 23 25

Õigus taotleda registreerimist 9 12 14

Omaniku õigused 14 15 16

Hoiatustähis 15 13

Autor 10 12

Autori õigused 11 13

Omanik  14 15

Ainuõiguse piirang, omaniku õigusi mitterikkuvad 
toimingud

16 16 17

Varemkasutamiseõigus 16 12 18

Registreerimise taotlus 28 24 18 19

Taotluse dokumendid 28 24 19 20

Prioriteet 29 11

Registreerimise avaldus 30 25 20 21

Reproduktsioon 31 22

Volikiri 32 28 24 26

Prioriteeti tõendavad dokumendid 33 23

Taotluse esitamine 34 27 22 24

Taotluse esitamise kuupäev, saabumismärge 35 29 26 28

Registreerimistaotluse menetlusse võtmisest 
keeldumine

31 27 29

Sisu- ja vorminõude kontrollimine 37 32 29 31

Registreerimise otsus 39 37 34 37

Keeldumise otsus 39 38 35 38

Otsuse vaidlustamine 39 37 39

Menetluse peatamine 43 32

Taotluse parandamine ja täiendamine 45 33 30 33

Taotluse jag amine ja piiramine 44 73(3)

Taotluse tagasivõtmine, menetluse lõpetamine ja 
taastamine

47 34-36 31-33 34-36

Registreering 48 23 39 55(1)

Tunnistus 49(1) 41-42 46 55(2)

Kehtivusaja pikendamine 50 40 56

Registrisse kandmine 50(1) 48-49 71-73(1)

Registreeringu andmete muutmine 50(2) 73(2)

Loobumise registrisse kandmine 50(3) 73(5)

Jagamise registrisse kandmine 50(4) 73(4)

Litsentsi registreelrimine 50(5) 52 76

Erisustega avalduse menetlemine 50(3) 76(1)

Kustutamine registrist 51 53-55 77-79

Registri avalikkus 51(1) 40 43 57

Register 21 38 55

Autorsuse vaidlustamine 56 80

Omaniku õiguste vaidlustamine 57 81

Autori õiguste kaitse 59 83

Õiguskaitsevahendid õigusvastase kasutamise 
korral

45 60 64

Vaidluste lahendamise erisused 46 61 86

Esindaja kohtuvaidluses 60(1) 47 62 87

Rahvusvaheline registreerimine 66 87(1)

Rahvusvahelise registreerimise taotlus 67 87(3)

Menetlus 68 87(4)

Ühenduses registreerimine 71(1) 86(5)

Taotlus 71(2) 87(6)

Kohtumenetluse erisused 71(5) 87(7)

Kasutamise keelamine 71(6) 87(8)

Riigilõiv 56 63 88

Riigilõivu tasumine 56 63 89

Üleminekusätted 72 92

Seaduse jõustumine 74 69 93

RAI ACT WCPW 
ACT

F ACT ATFEED 
ACT

A ACT H A

Õigused subjektile 10 6

Koostöö asutusega 6 10

Loataotluse menetlemine 8 7(2)

Kehtetuks tunnistamine 75-77; 134-136; 241-244 39

Luba 112; 230 40

Riiklik järelevalve 65(1) 296 47

Riiklik järelevalve erimeetmed 65(2) 297 47(1)

Riikliku järelevalve erisused 65(3) 47(2)

Vahetu sunni kasutamine 65(4) 47(3)

Sunniraha 65(5) 47(4)

Tekitatud kahju ja selle hüvitamine 67 48

Seadusliku aluse puudumisel käitumine 298 49

Dokumendi nõuete rikkumised 69 56

Nõuete rikkumine 70 58

Valeandmete esitamine või pettus 305 59

Konfiskeerimine 71 64

Menetlus 72 307 65

Seaduse rakendamine 11 80

Kehtetuks tunnistamine 12 66

Üleminekusätted 308(1) 67

Jõustamine 11 82 86 317 72



paragraphs within the chapters of the act containing in the same legal chunks. Symmetrical 

(left) and asymmetrical (right) legal chunk. Hereby the student market those paragraphs that 

contained the same heading, but on substance were completely different in red colour, those 

paragraphs that contained same substance, but remained fairly different wording in yellow 

colour and those paragraphs that were identical, but might have derivations due to the 

substance (eg geographical indication and trademark - both are marks, but still different).  

Regarding the symmetrical chunk, as the field regulated by those acts is fairly one - 

intellectual property, the similarity of the acts are quite high starting from the structure, same 

principles, principles of procedures. Same principles means that throughout the chunk, 

general principles of intellectual property (authorship, requirements imposed to the item to be 

protected, public order and good, rights and obligations of the authors, users, owners, 

principle of priority). Within the principles of procedures for example protection application 

through representative, necessity of application, state fee. This cannot be very important 

weigh as a lot of acts include the same requirements. Important point is that the procedure is 

conducted by the same authority within all acts and it is the Patent Office (Patendiamet), 

therefore the procedure is quite similar as it is conducted by one authority. Another important 

fact is that all of them are connected to several registers. This bares actually interesting fact, 

in 2002-2003 it was considered to establish one uniform single register for all intellectual 

property items, but in 2003 it was reconsidered that it is not applicable. Therefore the 

amendment has to be made and at first the registry part was excluded from the trademarks 

act.  1

Regarding the asymmetrical chunk, at first, the student got confused whether to analyse the 

relativity of restrictions on acquisition of immovables act and working conditions for posted 

workers act separately related to other chunks’ acts or together. Finally, the decision was 

concluded based on the finding. The fact that both of those acts are complied of 10-15 

paragraphs makes them relatively short acts. Therefore as they are so short, they are 

inevitably linguistically connected to other acts which are more substantial and comply of 

more than 20 paragraphs. The student proposes to exclude short acts from the research, as the 

probability of those act to be similar with other acts is much more higher, than in case of 

 Kaubamärgiseaduse par 74 ja tööstusomandi õiguskorralduse aluste seaduse par 66 muutmise seadus1



lengthier acts. All in all asymmetrical chunk did not have any substantial similarities within 

the paragraphs. Excluded from above can be implementation paragraphs and paragraphs 

related to state supervision and coercive fees. Last is mainly related to the fact that all legal 

acts in asymmetrical chunk provide obligations to right holders and subjects of the act, 

therefore the persons are liable for being in concordance with the law and therefore the state 

has the right to impose penalties and fees for infringement of the paragraphs. Infringements 

are mainly misdemeanours not offences. Maybe the most interesting related to hunting act, 

forest act and aliens act is that the authority which conducts procedure, relatively, is 

Environmental Inspectorate, Environmental Insepctorate and Police, and Police.  

The student concluded in comparing asymmetrical and symmetrical chunk was that actually 

non-symmetrical chunks should not be considered to be legal chunks with purpose. In the 

student’s opinion this specific asymmetrical chunk appeared to exist only because of the 

arrangement of data by the models, it could be considered as just the mistake of arrangement 

of data.  

2. Main subject(s), object(s), rights, principles, authorities and references to other acts 

All acts in symmetrical legal chunk regulate the protection of rights. Equality of subjects of 

acts is that all rights and obligations are imposed equally on citizens and non-citizens, no 

matter whether the person has residence, seat or an operating commercial or industrial 

enterprise in Estonia.  

TM ACT GI ACT MSLP ACT A ACT

Trademark Regulation Code of Civil 
Procedure

Copyright Act Copyright Act

Patent Attorneys Act Patent Attorneys Act Patent Attorneys Act

Principles of Legal 
Regulation of 
Industrial Property Act

Principles of Legal 
Regulation of Industrial 
Property Act

Principles of Legal 
Regulation of Industrial 
Property Act

Geographical 
Indication Protection 
Act

State Fees Act State Fees Act



Table 7. Referred Estonian acts. Symmetrical chunk shows all acts that are referred in the 

acts.  

Asymmetrical chunk mainly regulates the basis of main activities prescribed by the acts. As 

the acts are quite specific in terms activities, they cannot be compared in depth. But what is 

interesting related to the two first and so-called branch acts (RAI and WCPW) is that 

restriction on acquisition is mainly based on administrative procedure act and land related 

issues, as is hunting act and forest act; and posted workers is mainly based administrative 

procedure as well, but also on working conditions, employment contracts, occupational 

health and safety 

Table 8. References to other Estonian acts, not all included, only the most occurring.  

3. Analysis based on explanatory notes 

During the research on explanatory notes, no substantial findings were found. As 

amendments and changes in legal acts are mainly still related to political issues, for example 

changes in hunting act due to African swine fever of wild boars, necessity to implement 

RAI ACT WCPW ACT F ACT AFTEED ACT A ACT H ACT

Administrative 
Procedures Act

Administrative 
Procedures Act

Administrative 
Procedures Act

Administrative 
Procedures Act

Administrative 
Procedures Act

Accounting Act Accounting Act Accounting Act

Substitutive 
Enforcement 
and Penalty 
Payment Act

Substitutive 
Enforcement 
and Penalty 
Payment Act

Substitutive 
Enforcement 
and Penalty 
Payment Act

Code of 
Enforcement 
Procedure

Code of 
Enforcement 
Procedure

Code of 
Enforcement 
Procedure

Employment 
Contracts Act

Employment 
Contracts Act

Occupational 
Health and 
Safety Act

Occupational 
Health and Safety 
Act



paragraphs due to accession to EU or some other international act, necessity to amend 

paragraphs due to the fact that some aims have not been reached in due time.  

In case of both chunks, there were no amendments of acts together with other acts in the 

chunk, excluding one situation related to symmetrical chunk. This was the same change of 

trademark act mentioned above.  

CONCLUSION 

Following conclusions can be made on the result:  

1) Symmetrical chunk has extensively more similarities than asymmetrical chunk. It can be 

thought about marking symmetrical chunks differently on the model, as in the students 

opinion, asymmetrical chunk occurred by arrangement of the data, therefore it is chunk 

only by mistake.  

2) Symmetrical chunk is related to WIPO treaties, conventions, documents and papers (eg 

Nice agreement, Locarno agreement, Paris convention, Madrid agreement),  as it is related 

to the same field of law - intellectual properties. Therefore the acts are very similar as they 

might be transfer of international acts to national law.  

3) Analysis can show that one single authority can merge the acts due to its procedure.  

4) Short acts (less than 20 paragraphs) should be excluded from the model.  

5) All amendments of acts are usually still related to political reasoning and it occurs from 

short-term situations.  

In students’ view the model might be used by legislative powers, as it might show the 

opportunity to standardise the law-making. For example, simple user interface which have a 

standard clause and authority inputs variations, e.g. if there is license to be applied, the same 

paragraph should be standardised for all licenses, and separate user interface for input of 



departments where the application should be submitted, eg Patent Office, Police, 

Environment Inspectorate etc. This should only be done if there is necessity to remain the 

same wording.  

The student proposes for symmetrical chunks to be analysed through the amendments and 

time in order to find the course where the law could evolve and show future trends.  


