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Tymoteusz Zych

Martin Luther King, Jr.416

417

418

416 M. Luther King Jr., Letter from Birmingham Jail, “The Atlantic Monthly”, t. 212 nr 2, August 1963, s. 80. Maksyma ta,
przypisywana oryginalnie Williamowi Pennowi lub Williamowi Gladstone’owi, jest bardzo rozpowszechniona w

417

418 Por. R. Boguszewski,
Polsce

ibidem, s. 18). W grupie badanych, którzy mieli kontakt z wymiarem

, s. 8).
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identyfikowana jako jedna z podstawowych barier rozwoju gospodarczego Polski419. Wyniki

dotkliwa w sprawach o istotnym znaczeniu z perspektywy obrotu gospodarczego, w tym w
420

421. Zarazem jednak na

422.

423

419 , „Zeszyty Naukowe
Doing Business 2014. Understanding Regulations for Small

and Medium-Size Enterprises, 11th edition, A World Bank Group Corporate Flagship, Washington, DC 2013, w

http://www.doingbusiness.org/~/media/GIAWB/Doing%20Business/Documents/Annual-Reports/English/DB14-Full-
Report.pdf.
420 Por. Doing Business 2014… What Makes Civil Justice Effective?, OECD Economics
Department PolicyNote, No. 18, June 2013, s. 11.
421

Informacja statystyczna o

422

Doing Business 2014..., dz. cyt., s. 112-113.

423 VI poprawka [w:] Konstytucja Stanów Zjednoczonych Ameryki
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424 R. Pound, The Causes of Popular Dissatisfaction with the Administration of Justice. Address before the Annual
Convention of the American Bar Association in 1906, “American Lawyer” nr 14 (1906), s. 445-448.

Preliminary Report on Efficiency in the
Administration of Justice

Preliminary Report on Efficiency in the Administration of Justice, Boston

Wilson, The Study of Administration, “The Political Science Quarterly”, t. 2 nr 2 (July 1887), s. 197-222; W. Taylor,
Principles of Scientific Management, New York - London 1911, passim
reformatorów koncepcja biurokracji Maxa Webera i jej „model idealny” (por. M. Weber,

, Warszawa 2002, s. 159).
425 Por. H. Zeisel, H. Kalven,, B. Buchholz, Delay in Court, Boston 1959, s. 8-17.
426 C.B. Graham, Jr., Reshaping the Courts: Traditions, Management Theories, and Political Realties [w:] Handbook of
Court Administration and Management, S.W. Hays, C.B. Graham, Jr. (red.), New York – Basel – Hong Kong 1993, s. 3;
D.C. Steelman, What Have We Learned About Court Delay, “Local Legal Culture” and Caserflow Management Since the
Late 1970s?, “Justice System Journal” nr 19 (1997), s. 151-155; J.P. Coolsen, Case Management Innovation in a Large,
Urban Trial Court: the Critical Importance of Legal Stakeholder Attitudes, “The Justice System Journal”, t. 30, nr 1
(2009), s. 71-74.
427 Por. P. Pekkanen, Delay Reductions in Courts of Justice – Possibilities and Challenges of Process Improvement in
Proffessional Public Organizations. Digipaino 2011, s. 51; J.P. Coolsen, Case Management..., dz. cyt., s. 71-73.
428 T. Church, A. Carlson, J-L. Lee, T. Tan, Justice Delayed – The Pace of Litigation in Urban Trial Courts, “The State
Court Journal”, t. 2 nr 4 (Fall 1978), s. 3-8.
429 P. Pekkanen, Delay Reductions..., dz. cyt., s. 51.
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430 Por. J.P. Coolsen, Case Management..., dz. cyt., s. 73; G. Gallas, Local Legal Culture – More than Court Culture,
“Court Manager”, t. 20 nr 4 (Winter 2005-2006), s. 23-28.
431

432 B. Ostrom, R. Hanson, Efficiency, Timeliness and Quality: a New Perspective from Nine State Criminal Trial Courts,

communal culture consensus

(networked culture
working policy

autonomous culture

caseflow management

early case control),
koordynacja rozpatrywania spraw (case coordination

433 Por. m.in. D.C. Steelman, What Have We Learned…, dz. cyt., s. 153.
434 Caseflow
Management in the Trial Court, Chicago 1973).
435 P. Pekkanen, Delay Reductions..., dz. cyt., s. 44.
436
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437 J.P. Coolsen, Case Management..., dz. cyt., s. 84-86; B. Ostrom, R. Hanson, Efficiency, Timeliness and Quality..., dz.
cyt.,s. 107-116; D. Steelman, M. Fabri, Can an Italian Court use the American approach to delay reduction?, “The Justice
System Journal”, t. 29 nr 1 (2008), s. 16-19; P. Pekkanen, Delay Reductions..., dz. cyt., s. 46-48.
438 D. Steelman, J.A. Goerdt, J.E. McMillan, Caseflow Management: The Heart of Court Management in the New
Millennium, Williamsburg 2004, s. 59-71; W. Hewitt, G. Gallas, B. Mahoney, Courts that succeed – Six profiles of
successful courts, National Center for State Courts, Williamsburg 1990, s. vi-viii.
439 D. Steelman, J.A. Goerdt, J.E. McMillan, Caseflow Management..., dz. cyt.,s. 59-71; W. Hewitt, G. Gallas, B. Mahoney,
Courts that Succeed..., dz. cyt., s. vi-viii.
440 C. Cooper, M. Solomon, H. Bakke, Differentiated Case Management: Implementation Manual, Washington, D.C. 1993,

Case Management..., dz. cyt., s. 74.
441 C. Cooper, M. Solomon, H. Bakke, Differentiated CaseManagement..., dz. cyt., s. 3.
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442 C. Wright, M. Kane, Federal Practice and Procedure: Federal Practice Deskbook, t. 20, St. Paul, Minnesota 2002, s.
876.
443 H. Bakke, M. Solomon, Case Differentiation: an Approach to Individualized Case Management, “Judicature”, t. 73
(1989-1990), s. 18.
444 Por. T. Eisenberg, Ch. Lanvers, What is Settlement Rate and Why Should We Care?, “Journal of Empirical Legal

445 Bureau of Justice Assistance, Differentiated Case Management, Washington, DC 1993, s. 3; D. Steelman, J.A. Goerdt,
J.E. McMillan, Caseflow Management..., dz. cyt., s. 4-5.
446 Por. m.in. S. Flanders, Case management and Court Management in United States District Courts, Washington, D.C.
1977, s. ix-x;
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450 C. Cooper, M. Solomon, H. Bakke, Differentiated Case Management..., dz. cyt., s. 3; H. Bakke, M. Solomon, Case
Differentiation..., dz. cyt.,s. 17.
451 H. Bakke, M. Solomon, Case Differentiation..., dz. cyt., s. 21.
452 Por. J.A. Goerdt, B.J. Ostrom. D.B.Rottman, R.C. LaFountain, N.B. Kauder, Litigation Dimensions: Torts and
Contracts in Large Urban Courts, “State Court Journal” nr 19 (1995), s. 16; s. 20; D. Steelman, What Have We Learned…,
dz. cyt., s. 155-158.
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453 Por. C. Cooper, M. Solomon, H. Bakke, Differentiated Case Management..., dz. cyt.,
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Management of Justice Systems: a Northern Europe Study, red. J.T. Johnsen, M. Smolej, Strasbourg 2006, s. 17-22;
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Study on Council of Europe Member States Appeal and Supreme Courts’ Length of Proceedings, CEPEJ-SATURN (2011)
3, s. 69-88.
461 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice, SATURN guidelines for judicial time management. Comments and
implementation examples, red. M. Fabri, N. Carboni, Strasbourg 2012, s. 10; s. 12; s. 14, s. 16; s. 21; s. 22; European
Commission for the Efficiency of Justice, Reports on the implementation of the CEPEJ guidelines for judicial time in 7
pilot courts/ institutions, CEPEJ (2011) 1, s. 7; s. 8; s. 14; European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice,
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Streszczenie

Summary
Excessive length of judicial proceedings is one of the major barriers to the economic development of

Poland. Public opinion surveys indicate that court delays are regarded as the most burdensome

problem of the Polish judiciary. The Anglo-Saxon literature indicates that in terms of the efficiency of

the judicial proceedings the ratio of the number of judges to the number of cases handled by the court

is of relatively low importance. The speed of the judicial proceedings is also conditioned by the

structure of formal norms of procedure and internal organization of the court, including both the

requirements of a formal and informal methods of operation. The concept of Differentiated Case

Management (DCM) is of particular importance in respect of institutional reforms of the judiciary.
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DCM is based on the assumption that separate procedural tracks should be for assigned for cases with

different levels of complexity and different features. Individual tracks differ in the order of stages of

the proceedings and the time limits. The introduction of DCM in both the United States and in Europe,

resulted in overall acceleration of judicial proceedings and reduction of the amount of cases proceeded

excessively overdue.


