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I. Content scope of the ADELE Pilot Tool

1. Home screen

The home screen of the pilot tool provides brief information about the Project and access
to the legal content in the system by selecting the country and legal domain, respectively
Bulgaria or Italy, and Value Added Tax or Trademarks and Patents. The tool also allows the
user to choose the interface language: Bulgarian, Italian or English.

Since the development of the platform is part of the ADELE Project, which is implemented
with the support of the EU Justice Program, brief information can be found on the home
page about the project objectives, activities and expected results, as well as a link to the
project website.

ADELE PILOT TOOL

Developed under the ADELE project, this pilot tool applies methods of artshic

ntelligence and legal analytics - 2 blend of data science, machine learning and natura
anguage processing - to analyse case law

the aim of extracting knowledge and predicting the outcome of legal cases

Select country and legal area and explore the features of the tool:

== Bulgaria 11 Italy

Value added tax Value added tax

Trademark and patents Trademark and patents

About the Tool

N oG

Territorial and material scope Target audience

The ADELE pilot tool provides free access to judicial decisions issued by the It is aimed mainly at the following categories of potential users:
courts in:
* Judges from national courss and public administrations

* two EU member staces - Italy and Sulgaria + Lawyers, legal advisers and other legal practitioners
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2. Types of documents according to source and legal area

The content of the pilot tool includes decisions of national courts from two EU member
states — Italy and Bulgaria — in two legal domains:

e Value Added Tax — mainly with a focus on exemptions and deductions.
e Trademarks and Patents — infringement claims.

For each of these countries and jurisdictions, there is a separate access option from the
home screen:

&eﬁg About the Tool About the Project Partners EN~
ADELE PILOT TOOL

Developed under the ADELE project, this pilot tool applies methods of artificial intelligence and legal analytics - a blend of data science, machine
learning and natural language processing - to analyse case law with the aim of extracting knowledge and predicting the outcome of legal cases

Select country and legal area and explore the features of the tool:

== Bulgaria

Value added tax @

Trademark and patents

1 Italy

Value added tax @

Trademark and patents

In addition to the national case law section, the tool also provides access to Bulgarian and
Italian legislative acts, as well as EU legislation and established case law of the Court of
Justice of the EU, that are applicable and relevant to the selected legal domains.
After the country and legal area have been selected by the user, the main page of the tool
opens, providing access to four groups of documents according to their type and source:

e National Case Law

e National Legislation

e EU Case Law

e EU Legislation.
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The relevant documents within these sections can be viewed via buttons in the upper
horizontal bar.

Italy nn @) Outcome prediction |+? Citation analysis ks Argument Extraction &% Ontology  Search Q| gy~
Value added tax
| National Case Law (235) National Legislation (9} EU Case Law (309) EU Legislation (25) | <:
Filters Documents - 235
ANNOTATION Sentenza 25/2022 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Per 1l Lazio Sezione 07,
Annotated P Keywords
COURT omesso versamento di VA, fatture da emettere, autorizzazione allo svolgimento dell'indagine finanziaria, obbligo di motivazione, soci finanziamento
Commissioni Tributarie Provinciali P Summary
Commissione Tributaria Di Primo Infandsto & il primo motivo con il quale 'appellante denuncia la nullits dell'svviso di accertamento per mancanza dell'sutorizazione delle indagini
Grado Di Trento
gon:mnssnone Tributaria Provinciale Di Sentenza 2616/2021 della Commissione Tributaria Regionaledi Sicilia Sezione 8
osta
» Keywords
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di = ’
Asti stoccaggio, reato, acquisto, sentenza penale assolutoria, Amministrazione finanziaria, prove acquisite in sede penale, scrittura privata di acquisto, verbale
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di » summary
Bologna Al riguardo, occorre premettere che I'orientamento giurisprudenziale & nel senso che nel processo tributario, la sentenza penale irrevocabile di
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
Como Sentenza 4077/2021 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Di Lombardia Sezione 11
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
» Automatically extracted keywords
Cremona - — - . - - -
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale DI contribuente, enti non commerciali, associazioni sportive dilettantistiche, regimi fiscali, pagamento di corrispettivi spedifid, scrittura privata autenticata o
Messina P Automatically extracted summary
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di Sicché, la prevalenza della natura dell'intrattenimento dei ragazzi - sia pure sotto forme di gioco, di ripeso, di pranzo e di svage- fa venir meno la natura
Teramo « <@ 23234 5>»
I The SDELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programme of the Eurcpean Union (2014-2020), The content of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole responsibility. The European Commission does not accept
3y responsibility for uss that may be mada of tha infarmation it containg.

By default, after selecting a country and legal domain, the tool displays the list of documents
on the right side of the screen in the “National Case Law” section. Filters are available on
the vertical panel to the left, which can be used to reduce and specify the number of
documents according to user preference. To apply a filter, the user has to place a tick on
the corresponding checkbox fields. Multiple filters can be applied simultaneously. The ones
available for national case law are “Court”, “Result”, “Year”, “Annotation” (i.e., whether or
not the decision was part of the annotated dataset), and one additional in the field of
trademarks and patents - “Object of legal protection” (i.e., either trademark or patent).

Il. Searching and filtering the result

1. Submitting a search request. Filtering the result

The platform provides a full-text search in the document collection for the chosen country
and legal domain. The field for submitting a search request is in the work screen's upper-
right corner.
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If, for example, in the collection of documents “Bulgaria — Value Added Tax” the user
searches for the phrase “ocsobogaeHa gocraskal”, the tool will provide a list of documents
found in the system containing that phrase. The search works simultaneously in all types of
documents: national and CJEU case law, and national and EU legislation. Switching between
the result lists for the different types of documents can be done with the options in the
upper horizontal bar, with the number of documents specified in brackets.

Bulgaria ws & outcome prediction |7 Citation analysis 2l Argument Extraction % Ontology | ocsoSoaena aocraska A Eye
== Value added tax
| 4 | National Case Law (146) National Legislation (5) EU Case Law (134) EU Legislation (5) I
Filters Documents - 146 after search by "ocsofoaeHa gocraexa”
ANNOTATION Pewenue N® 5072 ot 21.07.2014 r. va AgmC - Codua no agM. 4. N2 2846/2014 r.
Annotated » Automatically extracted keywords
Not annotated AakueH Nepuod, HoTapHaned axT, oceofogeHa A0CTasKa, AOCTABYMK, NPAB0 Ha NPHCNAJaHe Ha JaHL4eH KPEQWT, aAMUHUCTPATAEEH Ped, KOPeKLMM Ha
COURT

P Automatically extracted summary

BbpxoBeH aMMHUCTPATHUBEH Chj

ALMUHWCTPATMBHM CbAMMLLE
AamurncTpaTMeeH cod - Byprac Pewerue N2 1056 ot 15.06.2015 r. va AgmMC - Byprac no aaM. a. N° 779/2015r.
AQMAHWCTPATWBEH CbA - BapHa
AAMAHUCTPATHBEH CBA - Benuko

CuINacHo NOCONEHNS TEKCT 0cB050AeHa AOCTABKE € W OCTABKATA Ha CTPafM MM Ha WACTH OT THX, KOWTO HE C3 HOBM, JOCTABKATA Ha NPUIENALMTE KaM

P> Automatically extracted keywords

[fakbuen Nepvon, PasMep Ha MAaBKMLA, NYENHEHa NPOAaK, Jawsusa peensus, CMP, oceofoneHa AOCTEKA, NPAED Ha NDHCTIAZAHE HA QaWLYEH KDEAWT,

TbpHOBO
AQMAHWCTRATVEEH Cha - [06pHY » Automatically extracted summary
AQMAHWCTPATHEEH Ch - NEpHHK C envmavero @ cina wa JUAC ot 01.01.2007 r. NPIEHMAT PEXMH Ha AOCTABKHTE HA HEABMXHMM AMOTH W SEWHM PABA BLPXY THX HE € NpoMeken. Mo

AnmuHncTpaTuBeH oy - Mnesex

ATMAHKCTPATYEEH ChA - MIOBAE Pewenue N? 336 or 20.06.2019 r. va AamMC - MNneeen no agM. a. N? 414/2019 r.

AgMAHWCTRATHBEH Cha - Pyce P Automatically extracted keywords

MMWHMC{DETMEEH Cba - CMONSH Aawedes nepuog, dakTypa, OCBOGMGPQ focTaska, ofnaraeMa JoCTaExa, JaKb4YHa OCHOEA, HESABHCHMA MKOHOMHYECKE AEHHOCT, MACTO Ha MSMTE/IHERHE,
AQMAHWCTPATHBEH Coil - Codus P Automatically extracted summary

AQMUHUCTPATMBEH Chil - Codus 3a fna ce NpunoXw wi. S0, an. 1, 7. 2 3/AC 3aKOHLT MIMCKBa JOCTABKATE, N0 KOATO @ NpuaobuTa CToxaTa, Aa e obnaraema, ¢ Haumcnen JUIC v Ges npaso

obnact

«<@z2335>»

T OzET rranaar

- The ADELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programma of the European Union (2014-2020). The content of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole responsibility. The European Commission does not accept
any raspansibility for use that may bs made of the infarmation it contains.

In the left vertical panel of the screen, options are available to filter documents according
to different criteria. For instance, the list of search results for 'ocBoboaeHa gocraska' can
be restricted to only those court documents issued by a particular court, with a definite
outcome or issued in a specific year. Several filters can be applied simultaneously.

When opening the document, occurrences of the searched word or expression are marked
in the text in yellow. The occurrences can be scrolled through with the arrows to the right
of the search bar. There is also the option to clear the marked results.

! “exempted supply” (eng.)
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|oczofoneHa 40CTaEKa

(1 0T 5 ceEnagekma)

HBYEH KPEOMT, M3BbPLUEHA OT NUUETO KaTo 0cB0B0AEHS AOCTABKS, CNefBa Aa Obae

9, an. 6 ot 304C [<]. O0cToATENCTBOTO, Ye Y. 45, an. 3 o7 3404C [£] /B cuna ot 01.01.2007
BKETa Ha Crpaji WK Ha YacTH OT TAX, KOWTO HE Ca HOBW, & 0CB0O0AEeHa AOCTAEKE, He &
WLE MPOMAHA Ha NPABHWA PEXMM Ha ACCTaBKWTE. [pW NpeasWAEHaTa B an. 7 Ha 4. 45
JOCTABKATA, KOATO € NPefocTABEHA Ha A0CTaBYMKa, KakTo npu 30MC (<] B cuna oT

—

2. Searching the contents of a document

The pilot tool is online-based, and it can be used through the three most widely distributed
Internet browsers on the market (i.e., Google Chrome, Microsoft Edge, Firefox). To perform
a local search in the text of an already opened document, the user can use the search tool
in the browser.

The search is called either from the browser interface or usually with the
Ctrl+F/Command+F key combination. The user can browse the results highlighted in the
text through this type of search.

lll. Automatically extracted keywords

Providing case law with a set of relevant keywords (key terms) facilitates the retrieval of
legal information by helping users quickly understand the main factual and legal issues
discussed in a particular decision without reading the text in detail.

The ADELE pilot tool offers a set of keywords automatically extracted from the text of
decisions, which are displayed under the title of the decision in the list of documents, as
well as in the open document itself. Depending on the length of the decision, usually
between 5 and 15 keywords are automatically extracted.
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Ita|Y [ 4] & Outcome prediction \ﬁ Citation analysis é Argument Extraction &% Ontology Search Q EN~
== Value added tax

National Case Law (235) National Legislation (9) EU Case Law (309) EU Legislation (25)

Filters Documents - 235
ANNOTATION Sentenza 26/02/2019 n. 42 della Comm. Trib. Reg. Friuli Venezia Giulia Sezione/Collegio 3
Annotated > Automatically extracted keywords
COURT contribuente, cessioni all'esportazione, esportazione, liquidazione, territorio dello Stato, triangolazione, interpretazione, consegna dei beni, documenti di

Commissioni Tributarie Provinciali
Commissione Tributaria Di Prima
Grado Di Trento
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di

P Automatically extracted summary

Esaminiamo preliminarmente i motivi di appello incidentale in quanto se fondati sarebbero assorbenti rispetto ai motivi di appello principale. [...] » Gli

Sentenza 80/2019 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Di Marche Sezione 3

Aosta

- § . - . P Automatically extracted keywords
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
Asti fattura, contratto, prestazieni di trasporto, veicoli, esenzione Iva, enti del Terzo settore, regime fiscale, esenzioni, prestazioni di servizi, cessioni di beni
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di P Automatically extracted summary
Bologna Ebbene, il servizio reso, in base a specifico contratto di appalto, dalla CVN alla CIM srl, rientra pacificamente nella previsione dell’ art. 10, punto 15, del
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
Como Sentenza 268/2019 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Di Umbria Sezione 1
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
Cremona Sentenza 228/2019 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Di Friuli Venezia Giulia Sezione 2
Commissione Tributaria Provincale Di

> Autematically extracted keywords

Messina i . - . .
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di contribuente, responsabilita, associazione, controversie, debito
Teramo «<7 8f 10 1u>»

Il The ADELE projact is co-funded by the Justics Programme of the Europaan Union (2014-2020). The contant of this websits reprasents the visws of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole respansibility. The Europaan Commission doss net accept
any responsibility for usa that may be made of the information it contains.

When keywords span more than one line, the user can click on the “Automatically extracted
keywords” to expand the list of terms and see the entire set of keywords.

When opening the text of a court decision, the list of keywords is available immediately
below the title of the court decision. In this case, the keywords are displayed as links,
meaning that when the user clicks on one of them, the system marks all its occurrences in
the text. The occurrences can be scrolled with the arrows to the right of the search term
bar. There is also the option to clear the marked results.
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Italy ss
&"-&f Valueyadded tax EN~

cessioni all'esportazione I | [x]

Links to the document (0) | [ Links from the document (10) | | = Q Similiar cases o
(1 from 4 matches)
FATTO
¥ INTRODUCTION La Societ3 SM spa presentava separati ricorsi avanti alla Commissione Tributaria Provinciale di XXX avverso gli avvisi di
Judicial Office: Comm. Trib. Reg. XXX accertamento dell' Agenzia delle Entrate di XXX xxxxxxxx/2012 per IVA anno 2007 e n® xxxxxxxxx/2013 per IVA anno 2008.
Sezione/Collegio 3 La contribuente presentava separati ricorsi contro gli avvisi di accertamento per Iva 2009 ed Iva 2010. Gli avvisi di accertamento

avevano ad oggetto la ripresa a tassazioni di esportazioni effettuate dalla contribuente alla societa "DI Ltd" negli anni 2007 e 2008,
K 5 % e 2009 e 2010, con destinazione della merce in Russia, operazioni ritenute imponibili Iva in Italia in quanto non avvenute in
First instance proceeding presenza dei presupposti previsti dall'art. 8 comma 1 lett. a) del DPR 633/72 [).

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS

» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES In particolare tale norma prevede la non imponibilita Iva delle EESSIONIAIIESPOEZIBNE qualora al trasferimento della proprieta od
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT altro diritto reale sui beni, si accompagni la materiale uscita degli stessi dal territorio comunitario od il trasporto o spedizione
» DECISION OF THE COURT vengano eseguite "a cura o a nome dei cedenti anche per incarico del proprio cessionario”.

Nel caso di specie, invece, la contribuente effettuava una cessione a societa domiciliata alle Isole Vergini Britanniche (la DI Ltd), e
quest'ultima concludeva con una seconda cessione della merce a favore di soggetto extra UE (la societa russa B). Il trasporto della
merce era curato da quest'ultimo soggetto extra UE con vettori terzi, di talché le cessioni nei confronti della societa britannica DI
Ltd devono considerarsi avvenute In Italia (luogo di consegna della merce) direttamente al destinatario finale extra UE, cosl

» DECISION OF THE COURT dovendosi considerare effettuata non una esportazione, ma una cessione imponibile in Italia. La ricorrente societa deduceva la
nullita degli avvisi di accertamento per vizio di notifica non sanabile degli avvisi impugnati in quanto avendo aderito anche per tale
anno di imposta alla previsione di cui all'art. 73 DPR 633/72 [<], ovvero, liquidazione Iva di gruppo, gli avvisi avrebbero dovuto
essere notificati anche alla societd capogruppo, responsabile in solido con la ricorrente per il pagamento dell'IVA. Deduceva poi la
nullita degli atti impositivi per carenza di motivazione e per violazione degli artt. 7 L. 212/2000 e 52 [“le 56 del DPR 633/72 [“lin
quanto gli avvisi non erano stati preceduti da alcun invito a dedurre e da nessun contraddittorio e carenti | motivazione. Deduceva
infine la nullita degli anni impugnati per violazione e falsa applicazione dell'art. 8 comma 1 DPR 633/72 [“le art. 13 comma 1 legge
413/1991 [=l. In particolare la ricorrente deduceva che le operazioni oggetto degli avvisi di accertamento, erano In realta non
operazioni triangolari, ma cessioni dirette a soggetto extracomunitario (la DI) con trasporto in Russia presso una terza azienda,
come documentato dall'all.to n° 10 del PVC (all. 2 della ricorrente) e solo per mero errore formale nelle fatture era indicata la @‘I
lettera a) piuttosto che la lettera b) dell'art. 8 comma 1 DPR 633/72 [“Jche disciplina le "esportazioni improprie” quando i beni

| clinnen ace ' dalla Ceavn ad il clingen are, teomita b, A

Second instance proceeding
» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT

IV. Automatically extracted summary

Similar to automatically extracted keywords, this feature aims to help users quickly
understand the substance of a legal dispute by automatically extracting key arguments
(single sentences or logically distinct groups of sentences) from the court’s legal reasoning.
A summary is not generated for decisions that, at the time of inclusion in the pilot tool,
already had a manually created abstract. A summary is also not generated where the
reasoning part of the relevant decision is too short.

Automatically extracted summaries may be displayed from the list of documents or an
opened decision under its title immediately below the automatically extracted keywords.
Since the system visualises only a very small part of the summaries' text, the user can
expand the full text of the summary by clicking on the “Automatically extracted summary”
item when viewing the list of documents or with an open document.
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Bulgaria ss &) Outcome prediction [~? ci
Value added tax

tion analysis glg Argument Extraction % Ontology | oceofonera aocrasxa Q] en-

|« | National Case Law (146) | | National Legisiation (5) | | EU Case Law (134) | EU Legislation (5)

Filters Documents - 146 after search by "ocsobogera gocraexa”
ANNOTATION PeweHue N2 5072 or 21.07.2014 r. Ha AaMC - CoduAa no aam. 4. N? 2846/2014 r.

Annotated > Automatically extracted keywords

Not annotated AawtueH Neprod, HoTapuanes axT, oceob04eHa A0CTAEKa, SOCTABYMK, NPABO HA NPUCNARAHE HA JAHLUEH KPEAHT, 3AMHHKCTPATHEEH Pel, KOPeKUMH Ha
COURT

¥ Automatically extracted summary

BupXOBEH AAMUHMCTDATHEEH Coll (CLracHo NOCONEHMA TEKCT 0C8050/1eHa JOCTABKA € M AOCTABKATA Ha CrPAM WK Ha HaCTK OT TRX, KOWTO He Ca HOSM, JI0CTABKATA Ha NDHNEXAWMTE KbM

AQMAHACTPATHBHK ChaMNMWA TAX TEPeHA, KAKTO M YUPEARBAHETO i NPEXBLPNAHETO HA APYTM BEWHW NPaBa BLPXY TAX. [...] = Unex 79 oT 3AAC pernaMeHTUPa HAKOHW OT CYyYadTe Ha
AAMAHACTPaTHBEH CbA - Byprac KODEKLHA Ha NON3EaH AAHBHEH KDEHT, KaTo CeobpasHo un. 79, an. 1 ot 34/C PervcTPHUPaHD NTHLE, KOETO HILAND WM YACTMYHO € NPUCTanHano
AGMMHIACTPATHBEH Cha - BapHa A3HLNeH KDBAWT 33 NPOH3BEASHN, 33KYNIEHM, NPUAOGHTH WA BHECEHN OT HErD CTOKN WM YCTYTH 1 TRME M 22 Ha

ocaofioaeHn OCTABKM MM 3a OCTABKM HIKM IRWHOCTH, 33 KOWTO HE € HaNMLLe NPAB0 Ha NPMCNAfaHe Ha fJaHb4eH KPeAMT, Ab/XW AaHEK B pasMep Ha
AIMUHUCTPETHBEH ChA - Benuko NON3BAHMA AaHLYEH KpeauT. [...] » o NPWHLMN un, 80, an. 1 oT 3AMC PerNaMEeHTMPa YaCT OT CNYUAHTE, KOTaT HE C& M3BLPLBAT KOPEKLMM No un. 70,
TepHoBO an. 1-7, KaTo cernacHo wn. 80, an. 1, 7. 2 o7 3AAC KOPEeKUMH MO 4n. 79, an. 1-7 He Ce MIBLPWSAT, aKO AaHbYHHA DEXHM Ha JOCTABKUTE, 33 KOWTO
AIMMHWCTPATHBEH Chy - Aobpuy PETMCTPHPAHOTO U@ NON3E3 CTOKMTE MK yCNyrvTe Ghae npomMexes Cuc 3aKod, [...] + JlOK0NKe PErucTpyvparoTe Nuue we ce sxnonssa ot

M3KNIOUEHUETO, KOBTO My NPEAOCTABA 3aKOHET, KaTo uibepe Tesw JocTasku Aa GuaaT ofnaraemu, 3aBkch OT Herosata ceoBogwa eona. [...] =

AIMUHWUCTPATHBEH Cby - MNepHUK
CnegosaTeno, HANKUE c3 ABA PEXUMA N0 483 33KoHa - 3AAC (oTH. ) W 3AAC B cina oT 1.01.2007 I. , KaT0 NPH MLPBHA AOCTABKATA BHHATK &

AAMPHACTPATHBEH Ch - MneseH ofinaraena, a npw ETOPUR & OCEOGOAEN3, KaTO & AadEHa EB3HOXHOCT & JUIC 8 un. 45, an. 3 3//IC AOCTABKATA Ha CTPAIM WAV YACTM OT TAX, KOWTO HE Ca

AIMMHWCTPaTHBEH Cba - MNoBAWB w08, @ an. 7 43 e ofinaraema, Kato Tosa npaso «a uzbop e camo za gocTasumxa.[...]

ANMUHUCTPATHESH Chyl - Pyce

AAMHHUCTPATHEEH ChA - CHONAH Pewenue N2 1056 ot 15.06.2015 r. va AgmC - Byprac no aam. a. N2 779/2015 r.

AnmucTpaTuBen cu - Codia b Automatically extracted keyv

ABMMHWCTDATHEEH Cb4 - Cons e e e L e B o e e MBS £ ) e o e
coneeT «<H@2245>3»

M user Manual

[l e AOELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programme of the Europesn Union (2014-2020). The cantent of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole responsibility. The Eurapean Cammission does not sccept
sny responsibility for use that may be made of the information it contains.

Individual sentences and groups of sentences in the summary are formatted as links when
the text of a specific decision is opened, and the summary is expanded. By clicking on a
sentence or group of sentences, the system highlights that element in the text of the
decision so that users can explore the context in which it is found in the court's reasoning.

EbArapua s cevo BG~
Aawne By 205asenaa CrofmocT

Npenpatsu Kam foxymesTa (0] 7 NpenpaTin o7 AokymenTa (1
¥ YBOZHA HACT Pewenue N° 9732 ot 28.09.2021 r. Ha BAC no aam. A. N® 3204/2021 r., VIII 0., A0KnaauuK coansTa TaHs Komcanosa
B Ha axra, Homep Ha axra:
PEWEHHE, N 9732 » ABTOMATHUHO U3BNES

[Aata u MACTO Ha NOCTaHOBABaHE:
28.09.2021, Codws

ChIe6Ha MHCTAHUMAS BYDXOBHIAT
BAMMHWCTPATHBEH CbA W3 Penybinnka v Asr
BuArapis - OcHo oTaenexme
HOMEp Ha ReNoTo: ag. Aeno Ne

OPraKi 10 NPHXORN, AANbUEH KDEAUNT, AANDAHA WaKGHA, AOCTABNHK, BaKTYPa, AOCTABKA Ka CTOKA, Y73, OGNAraewa AOCTABKA, BHACAHE Ha AAHDXD, MATEpHATIHA W NEPCOHATHA DBEIneueHoCT

MaTepHanto NPABATE NPEANOCTISKN 33 BHIMMKBAMETO M3 NPABOTO HA NPHCNAAIME C3 HOPMYNMDINN HERLHOKDATHO B CoaebraTa NPIKTUKA Ha BAC, & 1 Ta3w Ha CEC. [...] » Cresosatenso, axo Tesn ycnosns ca
WTBAHENH, NPHCNARINETO IO MPHHIIN #E MOXE 13 GbAE OTKAZaHO. ', TIPEUSHKAT OTHOCHO TOBA AATIN €3 KATHIE TE3W YCIOBMS /8 UACTHOCT CrIOPHHTE TAKWEa B MPOLIECA OTHOCHO ADCTABRHETO HA CTOKNTE/ C& MP3BK OT CbAd B

3204/2021
= CHOTBETCTEME € NABWIATa 33 ZOKA38AWE, YCTaHOBEHH B npago. [..] ¢ 4 B nocoueien 2 wuang 8 s0GT Temect ua nuyero, oeto npetenspa
Konernanes Cofieben cucras i
pagoTo, Cvofpamo obue NpaEwna 13 wn, 154, an. 1 or [TIK, 3 W NAKTKGTS 1A BAC u 1a CEC. Mk CrIpaBAHe C T3 Ex2NONEHATS Wy JOCAITE/ICTEEHD TEXECT, e CToW SHIDOCYT 32 I MOCTTa Ha nonyuaTens
Mpepcenaten: CBMMIEHA NPOJAHOBA

£.A0nexTa 43 wERpUIE D82 ¥ HErOROTO Juauue w/unM YuACTHE, G2CN00ND o Texact 43 KOUT) CTOM ¥OUANO B AaMLANATE
AUHMCTDAUMR. [...] @ HECNAIBAHETO OT MPEKHA WK NPEAXOREH AOCTARYMK HA WIHCKBAHHATA A CNEUMANHITE 33KOHK (BHK MO AHANOTHS Pewewwe N0 Aena C-329/18, CEC), NPK YCTAHOBERO NPEAABAHE Ha CTOKATA M

NOCNABALIATA it PEANVIALIA 33 LIETHTE HD HKOHONHUECKTA AGHOCT K3 NONYSATEAR, CHILO A€ H3 NPABOTO Ha MPHCNAZAHE HA AABUEH KPEJUT 33 NONYHATENA. [...) ¢ CaMO NOPAZH AWHCTBEKIA MOTHS 33 NNNCA KA
TIPOW3XOR Ha CTOXATa, %3 KAAPOSH H MATPUANEH NOTEHUMAN Ha npexin AocTaauk, e awe b fe orparuusu NpasoTo Ha nonyuaTeNs N0 AOCTaBKa Ha CTOKA H YCIYT3 A3 NPHCNARHE A2HBHEN KPERT N0 NATEHAT OT Hero
YENYT3, NONSBIH 33 LENHTE W 8 MKOHOMMIECKATa My ABKMOCT, NP MNCA K Askwi 33 aubiils famana /eux: pewsenste wa CEC o aeno C-18/13, KOGTO HAka NPESXa 43 C& NPHAOKH 1 NPH AOCTABKN 1A CTOKN/
BPED MACTO C& KACIE 33 LACTHM AOKYMEHTH, KOKTO HAMAT MATEPHANHA AOKAIATE/CTREN CTORHOCT W BEPHOCTTA H3 OTPA3EHITE B TAX GAKTH W BONENITBNEHHS CTERSA A3 C& MPELEHAB2 CHEKYIIHO C BCHAXM OCTAHAMM

Chimn: BACHTKA LWATAMAHOBA
Coams-goknagnk: TAHA KOMCANIOBA

» AJIMMHUCTPATHBHA AKTOBE
OBEKT HA Cb/IEBHHA KOHTPON

» MCKAHWS! HA CTPAHMTE AOKATATENCTSS 10 AENOTO.L...]
» MOTHBH HA CbJIA
» AMCTIO3NTHB L
718 GWAE OTRASANO. - TIPEUERKATE OTHOCHG TOBB AANA CA WATVLIE TE3H YCAODWA 8 ACTHOCT COPHATE TAKNBA § NPOUECA GTHOCHO ACTABANETO WA CTOKNTE/ CE NIPABH GT CHAR § CLOTBETCTONE ¢ NPABANATA 38
» AJIMUHUCTPATHBHM AKTODE HOKA3IBAKE, YCTAHODEHW B HALMONANHOTO NPABO. LU0 Ce KACAE A0 BOPMANHTE NPEANOCTABKA 32 NABOTO HA NPUCNARANE, TO Te CB ACHMHMPAHH HANPHMED B T, 29 OT Pewenwe 15 Centennpu 2016 r. wa CEC no
OREKT HA CH/EGHHS KOHTPON Aeno C-518/14 ] no cneais wasmw: ‘o1 wnew 178, Gyxsa a) o1 AupexTasa 2006/112 [ crensa, ve My 3aBHCH OF Ha AKTYPA, CLCTABEN B CHOTBETCTBME C Wiew 226 OT Taw
» MCKAHIAS HA CTPAHWTE AMPEKTHBA (BX. B TOIH CHWCH Peweia of 1 mapt 2012 r., Kopaknia Odkrywkowa Polski Trawertyn P. Granatowicz, M. W Nosiewicz, C-280/10, EU: C: 2012; 107 (5], 7, 41 w ot 22 oxtomspw 2015 1., PPUH
Stehcemp, C-277/14, EU: C: 2015; 719 (<], 1. 29). ', 8 KoRTO BPbIKa & W PAsPewEHNETo A8aeHO ¢ Pewenme 0T 8 Mait 2013 1, no aeno C-271/12 (<] wa CEC.

» MOTHBM HA Cb/IA

» AMCTIOINTHE YCTaHOBABIHETO M BCHNKI NOCOYENN e i3uRno 8 TEXECT Ha JIUETO , KOLTO NPETENANPA MPIBOTO , Cbolpaso obwmTe npasmas wa v . 154, an , 1 or MK

(€1, & npaxnixara Ha BAC 1t Ha CEC . it CipaBsHe C TaKa EBINOXEHATA My AOKASATE/ICTBEHS TEXECT , e CTON BBNPOCKT 33 A0BOCKBECTHOCTTA M3 MONYVATENS B ACNEKTA Ha HIBHPLIEHD ISMANA / peCr ,
3n0ynoTpeta ¢ NPIBA it HEDBOTO SHANKE I / AK YNACTHE , BEICMIOPHO AOKASOTE/NCTBEHSTA TEXECT 38 YCTANOBABAHETO M3 KONTO OBCTOATENCTAE CTON HIUSAO B AAHBYHETS BAMINICTDIUNS .

MMEHHO T0BA €2 G OBCTORTE/CTBATA B F1A8HOTO NPO3IBOACTBO NP KOKTO € NOCTAHOBEHD Pewienve T 21 10w 2012 1, N0 CheaHnenn Aena C-142/11 w C-80/11 (¥], wa K0ETO e NG3083BA W KACATOPYT,
2 WHENHO 'ue, NLPBO, CACNKAT, € KOSTO Ce O6OCHOBABA NPABOTO HA NPHCHAAANE, © HIBHPLIEHD BUANO OF CHOTBETHATA (KTYPA W BTOPO, TA3H BAKTYPA CHABPNA ABHNHTE, MIACKBANM OT AMPEKTHBA 2006/112
¥, NOPAAM KOBTO € MITHMENH NPEABHACHMTE B TAIH ANPEXTMEA NPOUECYANHH W PABHM YCNOBUR 3 " K2 NIPABOTO M NpHCHAaNe' /T, 44 W 1. 52/

HO CMUIO TAKD € BAPHO M 4e 06RINEYEHOCTTE HA AOCTABMMUNTE = MATEDANHO-TEXHHYECKD H K3APOBA HE & NPEANDCTABKA 33 NPBOTO KA ABHLMEN KDEAMT W B TOJM CHMCHA € W CARGHATA NPAKTMKA KA CEC

pewenne no Aeno C-324/11 (] (Gabor Toth), pewenme no cheanneni aena C-80/11 u C-142/11 (<] (Mahageben kit u Peter David) n pewenwe C-18/13 (2] ("MaKc New'), KOATO € EBINDUETA i B PEWEHHATA HA

BAC, CHINBCHO KOATO NMNCATA H3 OBEINEUEHOCT HA AOCTABUIKA HE MOXE A3 PEBNEXTHPS BBPXY NP3BOTO HA AAHBNEN KDEANT 33 NONYVATENR NO AOCTABKNTE, OCBEN KO NPHXOAHATA BAMUHNCTDAUNA WK ChAa He
YCTAHOBRT, NE @ MANMUE AAHBNHA UIMAMA C YNACTHETO W: WIN CHC IMBHHETO HA NONYHATENR N0 AOCTABKITE,
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V. References between documents and citation statistics

1. References to legislation and case law found in documents

The documents in the national and EU case law collections have links (highlighted in blue in
the text) to the cited legal acts and decisions automatically extracted by the tool.

Bulgaria s EN~

Value added tax
I 5] Links to the document (1) || [ Links from the document (6) I Q Similiar cases

obnaraeMu A0CTaBKM €3 BCUYKM AOCTABKN Ha CTOKM MNM YCIYTM NO CMMCBAA Ha Y. 7 - 10, KOraTo Ca M3BbpLeHN oT

¥ INTRODUCTION [RaHDYHO33ABAKEHO MUE NO TO3M 3aKOH [£] 1 €3 C MACTO HA U3NBAHEHNE HA TEPUTOPMATA HA CTPAHATA, U U3HOCHT NO CMUCHAA Ha
Decision type, Reference number of 4N, 14, M3BbPLIEH OT A3HDYHO3AABAKEHO NULE.
the decision: P E WU E H U E, N2 5072 [lokonkoTo npoiax6aTta Ha crpafa He € CpeA 0cBoboAEHNUTE ACCTAaBKM MO CMUCHAA Ha rnasa VIII ot 3A/C (5] (oTM.), To KbM
Place and date: 21.07.2014 r., rp. Codus MOMEHTa Ha NoKynKaTa Ha Ccrpajata ot xanbonogatens, 3a npouecHaTa Aocraeka e 6un Hauucnex AAC obwo B pasmep Ha 23 354,
Judicial Office: AZIMUHUCTPATUBEH Cb/l 72 niB., KOWTO e 61N NpUCNaaHaT KaTo AaHbyeH KpeauT oT xanbonoaaTens. Bnocneacrsue, KbM MOMEHTa Ha npoaaxbarta Ha
- COOMA-TPAL Mbpeo oTaenexue 10 crpapata ot xanfornogatens e B cuna 4. 45, an. 3 ot 3[UC [¥], cernacHo KoiTo ocBoboaeHa A0CTaBKa € U A0CTaBKaTa Ha Crpagu
CbCTas MK Ha 4aCTH OT TAX, KOWTO He Ca HOBMW, A0CTaBKaTa Ha NpUnexaluTe KbM TAX TepeH!, KaKTo U yYpeAsBaHeTo U NpexsbpasHeTo
Reference number in the register: geno Ha Apyry BelHW Npasa BbPXY TAX.
HoMep 2846 no onwca 3a 2014 roauHa CnefoBaTeNHO, Hanuue e NPOMAHA B AaHbYHWSA PEXUM Ha I0CTABKATA, ChlUATa OT 0cBo6oAeHa AoCTaBKa e ofnaraema, Tasu

Monocratic Court
Kamenus CTosHosa

NPOMSHA € U3BBLPLIEHA CbC 3aKOH U A0KONKOTO MEXAY CTPAHWUTE HE CbLIECTBYBA CMOP NO OTHOWEHME Ha 0GCTOSTENCTBOTO, Ye
Crpajarta He e HOBa, TO NpUNoXeHWe Cneasa Aa Hamepwu yn. 80, an. 1, 1. 2 o1 344C [<] u A3 He ce U3BbLPWBa KOPEKUMA No un. 79,
an. 1 or 3a4C [£).

TaKa HanpaseHUTe M3BOAN NO HUKAKDLB HA4YWH HE Ce OTPUYAT OT 06CTOSTENCTBOTO Ha CbWECTBYBaHe Ha 4n. 45, an. 7 ot 344C
¥, cbrnaco KOWTO B Cly4auTe Ha 4OCTaBKa No an. 1, 3 U 4 JOCTaB4MKLT MOXeE Aa u3bepe TA Aa Gbae obnaraema. 1OKONKO
PEruCTPMPaHOTO NIUE LWe Ce Bb3MO0N3Ba OT M3K/IOHEHUETO, KOETO My NPEeAOoCTaBA 3aKoHbT, KaTo u3bepe Tesn JocTasky Aa Gbaat
» DECISION OF THE COURT obnaraemMu, 3aBuCK OT HerosaTa cso60aHa BONS.

B Cilyyas He e CMopHO, Ye KaTo 0CTaBYMK PEBU3MPAHOTO NuLe He e u36pano pexuM Ha obnaraeMocT Ha A0CTaBKaTa, a
BBL3MOXHOCTTa 3a M360p e NpeaocTaBeHa CaMo Ha Hero.

ApryMeHT B Ta3u HacoKa Ca MOTMBMTE, CbAbPXalUK ce B pelleHue Ha Cbaa Ha EBponefckuTe obwHOCTH 0T 29.04.2004 r. no
o6eem«em4 Zens C-487/01 1 07‘02 [] Ha Cbaa Ha EBPONEIICKNA Cbio3, B KOUTO U3PHUYHO Ce NOCOYBa, Ye 3aKOHOAATENHO
U3MEeHEeHWe, C KOeTO AbPXaBa YeHKa NPeMaxsa NPasoTo a u360p 3a 06naraHe Ha 0TAaBaHE NOA HaeM Ha HEABUXMMO UMYLIECTBO,
NPEANONaralwo NNAWAHETO Ha CyMW, CbOTBETCTBALUM Ha MbPBOHAYANHO HANPaBEHUTE NPUCNAAAHUS HE OTFOBApA Ha XUNoTesaTa,
onucaHa B uneH 5, naparpad 7, Gykea 'a’ oT LecTa AMPEKTMBA, KaTo Tasu pasnopeaba uenu B ASACTBUTENHOCT NpeaHasHaveH1INg
OT AGHBYHO3AABLMKEHOTO NUUE, HA ABAEHO UMYWECTBO 3a HYXAMTE Ha HEroBaTa CTONAHCKa AEMHOCT, @ HE U3MEHeHue Ha :
38KOHONATENCTBOTO. C KOETO Ce NDeMaxsa NDaBoTo Ha U360D 3a 06N1araHeTo Ha MKOHOMUYECKa NeHHOCT. KOATO MO MDUHUMN &

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS
» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT

By clicking on the link, the user is redirected to the text of the relevant legal provision or to
the text of the cited decision in the ADELE pilot tool (when available) or to another web-
based legal database (e.g., the EUR- Lex portal). An arrow icon is also available next to the
extracted citations: by selecting it, the user receives as a result a list of all other documents
included in the database that refer to the same legal provision or decision.

The buttons “Links to the document” and “Links from the document” in the upper-left
corner of the screen provide organised information on references between the opened
decision and other documents available in the ADELE database. By clicking on the first
button, the user receives information about how many and exactly which other documents
refer to the currently viewed decision. By clicking on the second, the system provides all
references of the court to other case law or legislation that are extracted in the text of the
decision. The result obtained after selecting one of the two buttons is distributed according
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to the document collections in the ADELE pilot tool, i.e., the classification is organised
between the “National Case Law”, “National Legislation”, “EU Case Law” and “EU
Legislation”.

2. Similar cases

This functionality is available for the annotated decisions in the ADELE pilot tool and can be
accessed by pressing the “Similar cases” button at the top of the screen in a document
already open:

Italy sn
== Value added tax

EN~

<1 Links to the document (0} || [Z Links from the document (4)

Q Similiar cases

¥ INTRODUCTION

Act type: SENTENZA

Judicial Office: LA COMMISSIONE
TRIBUTARIA REGIONALE DI SICILIA
Sezione 8

Reference number in the register:
REG.GENERALE N° 4178/2015
Collegiate Court

Sentenza 2616/2021 della Commissione Tributaria Regionaledi Sicilia Sezione 8

» Keywords

stoccaggio, reato, acquisto, penale i i i , prove ite in sede penale, scrittura
privata di acquisto, verbale di vendita immobiliare, strumenti tracciabili, asseqni bancari ;

» Summary

Judge President: giul Presidente
Judge Rapporteur: giu2 Relatore
Judge: giu3 Giudice

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS
First instance proceeding

» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT
» DECISION OF THE COURT
Second instance proceeding

» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT
» DECISION OF THE COURT

Al riguardo, occorre pi che l'ori giurispi
irrevocabile di assoluzione dal reato tributario non spiega

@ nel senso che nel processo tributario, la sentenza penale
icamente efficacia di giudi ancorché i fatti accertati in sede penale

» Metadata

Annotated Court
Annotated

Outcome of the case
Rejected claim(s)

Country Legal Domain

Italy Value added tax Commissione Tributaria

Regionale Per La Sicilia

REPUBBLICA ITALIANA

IN NOME DEL POPOLO ITALIANO

LA COMMISSIONE TRIBUTARIA REGIONALE

DI SICILIA Sezione 8 riunita con I'intervento dei Signori:
giul Presidente glu2 Relatore giu3 Gludice

ha emesso la seguente

SENTENZA

Fulllamnnlla n 41707901 E

In a new tab, the system displays a list of 20 decisions of national courts that are similar to
the one that the user is viewing:

ADELE (GA No. 101007420)
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Bbarapus s & rpormosa 3a wsxona a aenoro 22 Awanus wa wirvpamusta &l Usnuuane wa aprymentw  # Owronorws | Twpcw Q
Aaswx supxy acEaserara cToitmocT

BG~

Haumonanna cope6na npakruua (20) | Hauwonanno sakonosatencrso (0) | | Mpaxmwca na Cuas #a EC (0) | Saxonosatencrso ma EC (0

I JokymenTy - 20 Cnea TbpceHe Ha CXOAHM pewenns Ha "Pewenye N 1158 ot 16.09.2020 r. wa AamC - Byprac no agM. a. Ne 916/2020 r." l

Pewwenue N2 9260 ot 20.10.2022 r. Ha BAC o agm. 4. N¢ 12039/2021 r., I 0., AoKnanumK npesceaaTensT CeeTnosapa AH4esa
[RaNBNEN KDEUT, Aawbuen Nepion, CMP, AHESHUK Ha NPOAAXOHTE, PEruCTPALIAR, AAHBUMIN JOKYMEHTH, AOCTAEWMK, HEABVNMMMU MMOTH, SUCKANEH BOoH, AAHBHMO CHbITHE, AIHBNNA HIMANA, PEANUIALMA HA AOCTABKVTE
P AstosaTiano H3EREwEHO pesOMe

3a npeacTasenuTe axTose, 05p. 19 CNOPEA CLAA T HE CA AOCTATLUrM A2 0BOCHOBAT PEANHOCTTA Ha AOCTABEHWTE CTPOMTENHM YCNYTH W CAEA KATO AOCTBKUTE HE C3 PEANHO WIBLPWEHN NO CHUCHNA Ha un. 6, an. 1 1 un. 9, an. 1 304C, To

Pelwenme N2 1723 ot 23.02.2022 r. Ha BAC no agm. a. N2 6595/2021 r., I 0., AoKnag4mK npeaceaaTensT bucep LiBeTkos
» ser

npaso KPeauT, DAKTYPA, PErUCTPAUMA, AOCTASUMK, BHOCHTEN, HAUNCIIABAKE HA AaHDKA, 0CBO00AEHA AOCTAEKA, OONAraeMa AOCTABKa, A0CTABKA Ha DUHAHCOBM YCAYIH, A3HDNHA OCHOBA
B Astouatienc ureneweno pesame

PasyMbT Ha NPABHATA KONCTPYKLMA CNEABS OT HEABKMMOTO NPK AGHCTEMETO Ha uA. 86, an. 3 3AAC Ha a3rbKa OT no Aaocraexa. M 8 CTOKM WNW yCAYra No obnaraema AoCTasxa &

Pewwenue N? 7083 or 29.11.2021 r. Ha AaMC - Codua no aaM. A. N? 6258/2021 r.
P ASTOMETHUHO HIBNEwEHN KNONOBM Ay MN
A2KLK 33 ELICTANOBREAHE, AaHbHEN NEPUOA, DAKTYPA, 0CB060AEHS AOCTAEXS, NPBBO HE NPHCNAAHE Ha ABHEYEH KDEWT, ABHBYHE OCHOBA, YCNyra, CMP, ofnaraema ROCTASKa, AOCTAEKE Ha CTOKS, BB3HCOBO NNBLIANE, BELIHO NPABO,

P Astoustieine wisnewenc p

Curnacro pasnopeabara ma un. 120, an. 2 JONK, moxnan e wacT ot axT. ® P MoTWBN Npeasua uuTvparma wn. 120, an. 2 AONK npeacrasnasat motusw 1 na PA. [...] » HawmnT, no

Pewenue N2 9732 ot 28.09.2021 r. Ha BAC no agM. A. N® 3204/2021 r., VIII 0., ACKNaAYMK CbAnATa TaHa Komcanoea
P AstousTienc HssneweNH XAGNOEN 2YMN

The similarity between national decisions is determined based on the recognised citations
—the system considers a decision similar to another if there is a coincidence of at least three
references of the court to national or EU legislative provisions or case law. If this criterion
cannot be fulfilled, the textual proximity between the individual court decisions is used as
an additional criterion of similarity.

3. History of the case

The “Case History” functionality is available only for Bulgarian national case law. Its purpose
is to show other decisions of higher or lower courts dealing precisely with the same case
(when contained in the ADELE database).
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Bulgaria s

== Value added tax

EN~

[] Links to the document (1) || [ Links from the document (6) | | | & Similiar cases

¥ INTRODUCTION
Decision type, Reference number of
the decision: P E LU E H W E, N2 5072
Place and date: 21.07.2014 r., rp. Copusa
Judicial Office: AAMUHWUCTPATUBEH Cb/l
- COOMA-TPAL, Mepeo oTaenexHve 10
cbeTas
Reference number in the register: aeno
HoMep 2846 no onuca 3a 2014 roauHa
Monocratic Court

Kamenus CrosHosa

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS
» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
» MOTIVATION OF THE COURT

Pelwenne N° 5072 oT 21.07.2014 r. Ha AaMC - Codus no aaMm. A. N° 2846/2014 r.

» Automatically extracted keywords

A3HbUEH NEPHOL, HOTapHANeH akT, 0ce000aeHa A0CTaBKA, AOCTABUMK, NPABOo HAa NPUCNANAHE HA AAHDUEH KPeAWUT, AAMUHUCTPATUBEH
Pea, KOPEKUMK Ha NON3BAH A3HDUEH KPEANT, MACTO Ha M3MbAHEHNE, AbPKABA UNEHKA, KOMNETEHTEH OPraH ;
» Automatically extracted summary

CurnacHo NocoueHns TexcT 0cBoboaeHa ROCTABKa e ¥ AOCTABKATa Ha CrPagM WM Ha YacTy OT TAX, KOWTO He Ca HOBM, AOCTABKaTa Ha
NpUnexawyuTe KoM TAX TePeHH, KAKTO 1 YUPeARBAHETO W NPEXBLPAHETO HA APYTY BewHW NPasa sbpxy TaX. [...] ¢ Unew 79 oT 34AC

» Metadata
Country Legal Domain Outcome of the  Annotated Court Link to Source
case
Bulgarian Value added tax Upheld claim(s) Annotated Anmi cea - .Justice.bg
Codun

» DECISION OF THE COURT

» Case History

Firstinstance —) Second instance
a

PEWEHMWE N 5072
m Codwma 2107 2014 r

The selected case, “PeweHune Ne 5072 ot 21.07.2014 r. Ha AagmC - Codua no agm. a. No
2846/2014 r.?“ was decided by a first-instance court, which is indicated by the arrow located
under “First instance” in the “Case history” panel. By clicking on the “Second Instance” link,
the user can read the decision on the judicial review by the higher court — the Supreme
Administrative Court.

4. Citation Analysis

This functionality is located at the top of the main screen after the user has determined the
legal domain and country.

2 Decision Ne 5072 from 21.07.2014 of Administrative Court Sofia — City, case Ne 2846/2014
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Ltaly n & Outcome prediction | [* citation analysis [Eks Argument Extraction % Ontology Search Q EN~
Value added tax

National Case Law (235) | National Legislation (8)  EU Case Law (309) | | EU Legislation (25)

Filters Documents - 235
ANNOTATION Sentenza 25/2022 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Per Il Lazio Sezione 07,
Annotated P Keywords
COURT omesso versamento di VA, fatture da emettere, autorizzazione allo svolgimento dell'indagine finanziaria, obbligo di motivazione, soci finanziamento

Commissioni Tributarie Provinciali
Commissione Tributaria Di Primo
Grado Di Trento

Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di

P Summary

Infondato & il primo motiva con il quale I'appellante denuncia la nullitd dell’avviso di accertamento per mancanza dell'autorizzazione delle indagini

Sentenza 2616/2021 della Commissione Tributaria Regionaledi Sicilia Sezione 8

Aosta

B . P Keywords
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di Keyword:
Asti stoccaggio, reato, acquisto, sentenza penale assolutoria, Amministrazione finanziaria, prove acquisite in sede penale, scrittura privata di acquisto, verbale
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di » summary
Bologna Al riguardo, occorre premettere che |'orientamento giurisprudenziale & nel senso che nel processo tributario, la sentenza penale irrevocabile di
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale DI
Como Sentenza 4077/2021 della Commissione Tributaria Regionale Di Lombardia Sezione 11
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di
Cremona P Automatically extracted keywords
Commissione Tributaria Provindiale Di contribuente, enti non commerciali, asseciazioni sportive dilettantistiche, regimi fiscali, pagamento di corrispettivi specifici, scrittura privata autenticata o
Messina P automatically extrac ry
Commissione Tributaria Provinciale Di Sicché, la prevalenza della natura dell'intrattenimento dei ragazzi - sia pure sotto forme di gioce, di riposo, di pranzo e di svago- fa venir meno la natura
Teramo «<fz2345>»

[l The ADELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programme of the Eurapean Union (2014-2020). The content of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole responsibility. The European Commission does not accept
any responsibility for use that may be made of the information it contains.

After selecting the “Citation Analysis” button, the system shows, in descending order, a list
of the most frequently cited documents from all decisions available in ADELE database
collections, i.e., “National Case Law”, “National Legislation”, “EU Case Law” and “EU
Legislation”. The different collections are displayed in the upper horizontal bar and can be
used to switch between the related result lists. The documents available in the ADELE
database are marked in blue and can be directly opened by the user by clicking on them.

Italy wn

Value added tax

Citation analysis: list of most cited documents

I National Case Law ‘ National Legislation = EU Case Law | EU Legislation I

| 9| sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 24823 del 2015

| 4| sentenza Tribunale n 1057 del 2014

{4| Sentenza Commissione Tributaria Regionale n 10

| 4| sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 17169 del 2015-08-26
[ 4] sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 18425 del 2012-10-26
[ 4] sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 21410 del 2012-11-30
[4 | Ordinanza Corte Costituzionale n 247 del 2011

[ 4| Sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 27207 del 2009-12-23
| 4| sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 4020 del 2012-03-14

[ 3 | Sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 11013 del 2019

| 3| sentenza n 18907 del 2011-09-16

| 3] Sentenza Corte di Cassazione n 19667 del 2014

i T PV S S P
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This functionality provides information about which national and EU legal acts, or specific
provisions thereof, are most often cited by national courts or the CJEU. In addition, when
obtaining statistics on the most frequently cited decisions, the user can directly review
those acts (when contained in the database). The number of citations is placed between
brackets before the title of each judicial or legislative act, and the arrow icon gives access
to the list of documents in the database that specifically cite the selected legislative
act/court decision. The result is again distributed according to the document collections in
the ADELE pilot tool.

Italy sn
Value added tax

Citation analysis: list of most cited documents

National Case Law | National Legislation | | EU Case Law || EU Legislation

[31 Judgment of the Court (Grand Chamber) of 21 February 2006. Halifax plc, Leeds Permanent Development Services Ltd and County Wide Property Investments Ltd v
Commissioners of Customs &amp; Excise. Reference for a preliminary ruling : VAT and Duties Tribunal, London - United Kingdom. Sixth VAT Directive - Article 2(1), Article
4(1) and (2), Article 5(1) and Article 6(1) - Economic activity - Supplies of

[ 21| Judgment of 6 July 2006, Kittel (C-439/04 and C-440/04, ECR 2006 p. 1-6161)
[ 19| Judgment of 25 February 1999, CPP (C-349/96, ECR 1999 p. 1-973)

\ 16 | Judgment of the Court (Third Chamber) of 29 October 2009. Skatteverket v AB SKF. Reference for a preliminary ruling : Regeringsratten - Sweden. Sixth VAT Directive -
Articles 2, 4, 13B(d)(5) and 17 - Directive 2006/112/EC - Articles 2, 9, 135(1)(f) and 168 - Disposal by a parent company of a subsidiary and of its holding in a controlled
company - Scope of VAT - Exemption - Supplies of services acq

\ 15| Sentenza della Corte (Terza Sezione) del 21 giugno 2012. Mahagében Kft contro Nemzeti Ado- és Vamhivatal Dél-dunantuli Regionalis Ad6 Foigazgatdsaga (C-80/11) e
Péter David contro Nemzeti Ad6- és Vamhivatal Eszak-alfoldi Regiondlis Ad6 Fdigazgatésaga (C-142/11). Domande di pronuncia pregiudiziale proposte dal Baranya Megyei

ﬁ Birésag e dallo Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok Megyei Birdsadg. Fiscalita — IVA — Sesta direttiva — Direttiva 2006/112/CE — Diritto alla detrazione — Presupposti per I'esercizio —
Articolo 273 — Misure nazionall al fini della lotta contro |'evasione — Prassi delle amministrazionl fiscall nazionall — Dinlego del diritto a detrazione in caso di comportamento
irregolare dell’emittente della fattura correlata ai beni o al servizi a titolo del quall viene richlesto I'esercizio del diritto a detrazione — Onere della prova — Obbligo del
soggetto passivo di assicurarsi del comportamento regolare dell’emittente di tale fattura e di provarlo. Cause riunite C-80/11 e C-142/11.

| 15| sentenza della Corte (Terza Sezione) del 6 dicembre 2012. Bonik EOOD contro Direktor na Direktsia «Obzhalvane i upravienie na izpalnenieto» — Varna pri Tsentralno
upravlenie na Natsionalnata agentsia za prihodite. Domanda di pronuncia pregiudiziale proposta dall’Administrativen sad — Varna. IVA — Direttiva 2006/112/CE — Diritto alla
detrazione — Diniego. Causa C-285/11.

VI. Visualisation of the annotated national decisions

In the ADELE Project, artificial intelligence and legal analytics methods have been used to
extract knowledge and predict the outcome of legal cases. To apply those methods, over
800 decisions of the Bulgarian and Italian national courts decisions on matters related to
the infringement of rights on trademarks and patents and VAT taxation, specifically the
hypotheses of exempt supplies and deductions, were selected and manually annotated by
legal experts.
Annotation has involved the mark-up of two types of elements in the text of the decisions:
e Structural elements of a decision, such as requests of the parties, pre-litigation
decisions, facts of the case, and decision of the court, which may give the Al model
information to predict the case outcome;
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e Arguments of the court, according to their type and argumentation scheme, which
are key information for the objective of automatically extracting and classifying legal
arguments.

The ADELE pilot tool provides a user-friendly functionality for visually representing
annotations in a structured form and navigation in the text of court decisions. Annotations
are listed based on the macro-area where related information can be found in the decision,
which can be found on the left side of the screen:

e Introduction

e Pre-litigation decisions
e Requests of the parties
e Motivation of the court
e Decision of the court.

Each part can be “expanded” by clicking on the respective title. For example, the
introduction contains the type and reference number of the decision, the reference number
in the court’s register, the judicial office, etc. By clicking on an element in the list on the left,
the respective information is highlighted in the text on the right. Moreover, if this part of
the decision has a connection with another part/s of the decision, a panel appears at the
bottom of the screen, providing more information about the related elements.

Next, “Requests of the parties” presents all requests made by the parties in the proceedings,
as well as the claims and arguments supporting these requests or counterarguments
attacking the counterparty request (holding that it is unfounded). When selecting a specific
element, for example “Request 1”7, in the panel below the text of the decision, the user can
see that this request was made by a specific party to the case and that is related, one the
one hand, with the supporting claims of the same party, and on the other hand, with the
findings of the court and with the decision on the merits.
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Bulgaria s
Value added tax

rp. Nnosaus
Judicial Office: AAMUHUCTPATUBEH
CbAl - NIOBAMB, MbpBo oTaenexune, V
CuCTaB
Reference number in the register:
aamM. feno N9 97 No Onuca Ha CbAa 33
2022r.
Monocratic Court

CTOUN BOTEB

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS
¥ REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES
Plaintiff/Applicant: X -

EN~

5] Links to the document (0) || [ Links from the document (5) | | | Q Similiar cases

Xanbonogatensar - YMBAN 'KACNENA' EOO/] ¢ EMK ***, cbC cepanuiie W aapec Ha ynpaenewue B rp. Nnoeaus, ***,

npeacTaBnnBaHo ot C. B. ocrnopsa PA N® P-29002921000628-091-001/18.08.2021 r., n3aaaeH ot P. C. - opraH, Bb3A0XuA
na Ao - Ha € KOWTO €a yC no 3AAC [ 8 06w pasmep Ha 119 809, 09

nesa rnasHiua U 33 186, 31 nNeBa MXBN KbM rNaBHULATa, 33 nepuoaa 01.11.2016 r. - 18.01.2021 r., U3UANC NOTBbPAEH C
pewenue N2 1702 ot 04.11.2021 roaMHa Ha AMPEKTOPa Ha Avpekuns OAOMN - CoduAa.B xanbata, KaKTo U B MUCMEHATa 33WUMTa Ha
afiB. A. Ce TEbPAM HE33KOHOCLOBPA3HOCT Ha OCNOPEHUS PA, KBKTO M Ye U3BbPLWBAHUTE AOCTABKM OT CTPaHA Ha APYXECTBOTO,
OTrOBAPAT Ha KPUTEPUMTE W YCAOBMATA Ha YA, 39, T. 1 oT 3A/C (] u couwmre T MEANLIMHCKW YCNyru v npsako
CBBLP3aHUTE C TAX YCNYrM, NOPaaM KOETO 33 TAX He Ce ILAXM HauucnaBaHe Ha [UIC.MPEeTeHAMPAT ce U CbAeGHM Pa3HOCKY,
Cb0OPa3HO NPUNOXEHNUS CNUCHK M A0KA3aTencrea /n. 1379-1385/.0TBeTHUKLT - AUPEKTOP HA ANPEKUUA 'OBXANBAHE U
AAHBYHO-OCUINYPUTENHA MNPAKTUKA'- CO®MSA, upes 1opK. B. -[1., MONK Aa Ce OTXBbPNM XanbaTta KaTo HeoCHOBaTenHa u
He/loKa3aHa.lpeTeHanpa ce NPUCLXAAHE Ha IOPUCKOHCYNTCKO Bb3HArpaX/aeHue, No noapo6HM CboGpaxeHns No ChillecTBoTo Ha
Cropa B AIeN031paHa 1o AenoTo NUCMEeHa 3aluTa,

YMBAJ 'KACTIENA' EOOA € EMK ***, cbe
Cefanuuie U aapec Ha ynpasneHve B rp.
MNnosaus, ***

Requests

o Reguest 1

Claims

Claim 1

Request on litigation costs:

Request on litigation costs 1
Defendant: OtseTHUKbT - AUPEKTOP HA
JAVPEKLIMSA 'OBXANBAHE W AAHBYHO-
OCUIYPUTE/THA MPAKTUKA'- COOUA

Requests

T aKT € 8 3a TOBa CPOK NPeA KOHTPONHWS OpraH B CTPYKTypaTa Ha HATI, KOWTO C peleHueTo

CH M3UANO MO € NOTBLPANN. TaKa NOCTAHOBEHUAT OT AUPeKTOopa Ha O M A oCUrypuTenHa NPaKTuKa—
Codus pesynTar ¥ NOAABAHETO Ha XanbaTa B PaMKUTE Ha NPEABMAEHUA 33 TOBA NPEKNY3NUBEH CPOK NPU HANUYME Ha NpaBeH
MHTEpec, HanaraT U3B0A 3a HedHaTa npouecyanya AONYCTUMOCT. NNOBAUBCKMST 3AMMHACTPATUBEH CbA, CNEA KaTo NpeueHn
NOOTAENHO ¥ B TAXHATa CLBKYNHOCT CbOPaHUTE B HACTORLLOTO NPOU3BOACTBO A0KA3aTENCTBA, HAMUPa 3a YCTAHOBEHO OT
haKTU4ecKa CTpaHa Ha CneaHoTo:

Cue 3anosep 3a Bb3naraHe Ha pesusus / 1. 9/ /3BP/ N@ P-29002921000628-020-001 ot 04.02.2021 r., u3gaaena ot P. I. C.
- Ha4yanHuk cexTop B Tl Ha HAM - rp. Codus, ToNEMM A3HBKONNATUM U OCUTYPUTENWK', € CNIOXEHO B XOA PEBM3MOHHO NPOU3BOACTBO

s i i it s b e e X i o s i

Party: Plaintiff
Inrelation to: Claim 1, Decision 1, Finding 1, Argument chain 1

The “Motivation of the

court” presents the facts of the case and the legal reasoning - one
or more argument chains, including a sequence of premises and a single conclusion, the

latter being the findings of the court regarding the claims or the requests of the parties.
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¥ MOTIVATION OF THE COURT
Facts of the case
Facts
Legal reasoning
Argument chain 1
Premise 1
Premise 2
Premise 3
Premise 4
Premise 5
Premise &
Premise 7
Premise 8
Premise 9
Premise 10
Conclusion 1
Argument chain 2
Premise 11
Premise 12
Premise 13
Premise 14
Premise 15
Premise 16
Premise 17
Conclusien 2
Motivations on litigation costs 1
Motivations on litigation costs 2
Findings of the court
Finding 1
Finding 2
Finding 3
Finding on litigation costs 1
Finding on litigation costs 2

Within argument chains, individual premises may be interconnected (for example, one
premise may support or attack another premise). According to this criterion, the premises
may be:

e Supported by other premises, which indicates a supporting (/implication)
relationship between premises or between one or more premises and the
conclusion of the argumentative chain;

e Attacked by other premises; there is a contradictory relationship (in argumentation,
this is referred to as “rebuttal”) such that a premise contradicts the conclusion
supported by another premise;

e Supported by the failure to state/prove opposing premises;

e Inhibited by other premises; there is a relationship of insufficiency (in the
argumentation, this is called “undercut”) such that one premise negates the
argumentative force of another premise;
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e Rephrased by other premises; which indicates that a particular premise is entirely
reformulated by another premise, both with the same semantic meaning, although
formulated differently.

Bulgaria w= EN~
=% Value added tax
Links to the document (0) || (2 Links from the document (23) | | | Q Simillar cases
Collegiate Court W3pa3eHoTo CTaHOBMILE Ha CbCTaBa Ha ACCT, ye cnpsmo 3a BHecex [UIC, nonaaa 8
Judge President: BUCEPKA LIAHEBA NPUNOXHOTO None Ha uA. 162, T. 3 ot I0NK [l e 8 np p CBC Ch Ta Ha ny , @ W C TPaiHO
Judge: CBWIEHA MPOIAHOBA YCTaHOBEHaTa NPaKTHKa Ha BAC Mo T03M BBAPOC.
Judge Rapporteur: TAHAl KOMCA/IOBA KakTo e npueTo owe B Pewenue N° 4902/17.04.2018 r. (<), noctaHoseHo no aaM. aeno Ne 2591/2018 r. no onuca Ha BAC, Ha

KOETO Ce N03083Ba KacaTopbT, ,ICKaHETO 33 Bb3CTaHOBABAHE Ha HAABHECEH AaHLK NPEACTABNABA UCKAHE 33 PEANM3MPaHE Ha eaHO
4aCTHO B3eMaHe, 3@ KOETO € NPUIOXKMM MHCTUTYTBT Ha 06WaTa MoracuTenHa AaBHOCT No 4. 110 ot 334 (£, UMeHHo ToBa € u
Tb/IKYBaHETO Ha NPaBoTo, AafieHo ¢ Pewenue N© 12541 ot 19.10.2017 r. [<], nocranoseHo no aaM. aeno N¢ 13130/2016 r. no

» PRE-LITIGATION DECISIONS
» REQUESTS OF THE PARTIES

¥ MOTIVATION OF THE COURT onuca Ha BAC, UMTMPaHO U OT peBM3MpaHus CyGeKT U OT CbCTaBa Ha ACCT, KbeTo e NpueTo, Ye ,3aKoHoCboGpaseH e U U3BOALT,
Facts of the case 4e Te3n B3eMaHWA He NONajaT B KaTeropusiTa Ny6auyHM BIEMaHUA NO CMUCBNA HA 4. 162 JONK [¥], nopaam koeTo 3a TAX He e
Facts NPUAOXMM AaBHOCTHUAT CPOK Mo un. 171 AONK [].".
Legal reasoning Mo peduHnuma B 06xBaTa Ha un. 162 ot AONK [¥] nonaaaT egUHCTEEHO ¥ CAMO B3EMaHMATA, YWATO HOCUTEN € AbPXaBaTa unu
Argument chain 1 0BLWMHUTE, HO HE ¥ Te3n B NAaTPUMOHMYMA Ha YACTHO NpaeHUTe cy6eKTH, KaTo AaBHOCTTa No un. 171 an. 1 oT AONK [ e
Premise 1 NPUNOXMMA EANHCTBEHO M CAMO NO OT! Ha nyo6. , AeduHUpaHu B 4n. 162 an. 2 ot J10NK [£), 3a yacTHuTe
Premise 2 B3EMAHUA NPUNOXMMA & UMEHHO MOracuTenHaTa AasHoCT No Y. 110 ot 33/ [£] u pasnopeabute Ha Chlums 33KoH [2] oTHOCHO Hes.
Premise 3 3a fa ce 0TroBopy Ha AedUHUPaHUA KaTo CNOPEH BLNPOC NO Ka3yca NPEAN BCUYKO HEOBXOAMMO € Aa Ce YCTaHOBM ChUHOCTTa
sfremsed, Ha NPETEHANP3HOTO OT , Thproscka Ganka A" ALl YaCTHO B3EMaHE CNPAMO AbPXaBaTa - OCHOBAHWE 3@ HErOBOTO Bb3HUKBaHE,
Premise 5 M3MCKYEMOCT M NaAeX; YCNOBUATA NPY KOUTO € B HErosoTo ynp: B aCneKTa BKA. Ha BbBEACHW MPEKNY3NUBHM n/unn
Premise 6 [Q@BHOCTHN CPOKOBE OT 3aKOHOAaTeNs.
Premise 7 KakTo cneasa 0T haKTuTe Mo AeNoTo M CTPaHUTE He CMOPAT MO TO3M BbNPOC, BCAKA OT JOCTABKUTE Ha YCNYTM, OCbLIECTBEHa
:::g::zg cnpsMo ,,prn:oscx_a_ﬁ_a?g ot An ot ,Mf\_STERCAR‘D“EnuROIiE“ CVIN [n_o_n_e_p), nonasa 0bxsaTa Ha 0CBOGOAEHNTE AOCTABKM MO 7.
fremse 10 Argument type: Legal premise
Premise 11 5 ips with other
Premise 12 Supported by: Premise 5, Premise 3, Premise 6 <: o
Premise 13 Argumentation scheme: Argument from rule, Argument from precedent @-\1

Premise 14 i ip with the

Additionally, the premises are classified by type as legal, factual, or both legal and factual.
Depending on this classification, legal and legal and factual premises can be further
systematised according to the following argumentation schemes:

e Arguments based on precedent

e Arguments based on interpretation

e Arguments based on a legal principle

e Arguments based on a literal interpretation

e Arguments based on systematic interpretation

e Arguments grounded on the intention of the legislator
e Authoritative arguments

e Arguments based on the verbal classification

e Teleological arguments

e Arguments based on bad or absurd consequences
e Argument based on a legal rule
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This classification and the possibility to view the premises grouped according to a specific
criterion (e.g., all arguments in the decision that are based on a legal rule, on a legal
principle, etc.) can further help the user to trace the argumentation flow and highlight key
arguments, based on which the court has come to the conclusions and decides whether to
uphold or reject the party’s request/s.

The last part — “Decision of the court” — gives information about the decision on the merits
and the decision on litigation costs. The panel at the bottom for these elements shows from
which findings of the court or argument chains the decision is derived, to which party’s
request the decision refers and whether it is rejected or upheld by the court.

Bulgaria = =
Value added tax
Links to the document (0 = Links from the document (5) | 4 Similiar cases
et cnejea 4a ce OTMEeHM.
Brerie Mo AenoTo ca NPUNOXEHU MHOXKECTBO NUCMEHU 0Ka3aTeNCTBa OT CTPaHuTe, B TOBA YKCNO M A0KAa3aTeNncTsa no KOUTo ca
Premise 4 paboTnM excnepTMTe, HO He Ca GWAW NPUIOXEHMU No AenoTo. MopHUTE A0KA3aTEeNCTBa Ca NPUETH MO AeNOTO, HEeOCNopeHU Ca oT
P 5 OTBETHATa CTPaHa U CbAbT CYMTA, Ye HAMA NpPeYKa 1a Ce KPeAUTUPAT HaMbHO, Olle NOBEeYe Ye Bb3 0CHOBA Ha TAX Ca U3roTBeHU
Premise 8 TPH CbAeGHN EKCNEepTU3M, ChbUIO NPHETH, KaTO HEOCNOpeHH.
Premise 9 B ponbnxuTennata CCE 8. . Aasa ABa BapuaHTa Ha eKCMepTU3aTa, KaTo CbAbT C4YMTa e Criejsa Aa ce non3sa
Premise 12 yCTaHoBeHOTO Mo 3agaya N 2 u ce npuckamn camo A/C no ycnyrata ' Haem ATM', BeaHO C Ab/XMMaTa MXBa.
Premise 13 C ornea “3xoAa Ha cnopa Ha ApyXecTBoTo-xanbonogaten cneasa Aa ce NPUCHANT CbaeGHM pasHOCKM B pasMep Ha 11 796, 30 nB.
Premise 15 (eauHageceT Xunsau CEAEMCTOTUH WM EBETAECET M WeCT N1eBa ¥ TPUAECET CTOTUHKM, CbIIacHo NPeACTaBeHns CINCHK Ha Nl 1379.
Premise 18 Boawm ot ropHoTo CbawT, P E W W:
Premise 19 OTMEHS no xanba Ha- YMBAJ1 'KACNENA' EOOA ¢ EMK ***, cbe W aapec Ha B rp. Nnosaus, ***,
Premise 21 npeacTasnasaHo ot C. B. PA N2 P-29002921000628-091-001/18.08.2021 r., B 4acTTa C KOIATO Ca yCTAHOBEHW AOMBAHWUTENHO
Premise 22 3aabmxeHns no 3UIC (<), 3a pasnukata HAZ 1120 / xunsiaa cTo M ABaneceT nesa/ 10 119 809, 09 NeBa rNasHALA M MXBa 33
Arguments from interpretation pasnukata HAZl 341, 33 / TpUCTa YeTUPUAECET M €anH nesa 1 33 cr. / A0 33 186, 31 nesa KbM rNaBHULATa, 338 NEPUOAa
Premise 6 01.11.2016 r. - 18.01.2021 1.
Authoritative argument OCbXAA HAUMOHANHA ATEHUWSA 3A NMPUXOAWUTE - rp. Codus aa 3annatv Ha - YMBAN 'KACMENA' EOO/ ¢ EMK *** cymaTa B
Premise 25 pasmep Ha 11 796, 30 nB. (eauHaneceT Xunsam CEAEMCTOTUH W IGBETAECET W WECT N1eBa U TPUAECET CTOTUHKK) 38 Pa3HOCKM NO
AENOTO. PEWEHWETO NOANEXM Ha obxansaHe npea BAC Ha PB 8 14-AHEBEH CPOK OT NONY4aBaHe Ha CbOOLWEHNETO 33 U3rOTBAHETO

¥ DECISION OF THE COURT My C Npenuc 3a CTpanuTe.

Oegsion NPEACEAATEN:

= Decision

Decision on litigation costs

Decision on litigation costs 1 Object: Request 1
Signatories Derives from: Finding 1 <: -
Signature 1 Result: Uphold =]

VII. Automated extraction and classification of arguments

The purpose of this functionality is to help the legal user speed up the time needed to
examine a large number of court decisions in the legal area of his or her interest and to
obtain visual information on the essential arguments of the court's reasoning. The user can
enter the text of a court decision (copied, for example, from a publicly available source)
related to the subject area of interest - 'VAT' or 'Trademarks and Patents'. The system
automatically processes the text input and, as a result, delivers the arguments of the court's
legal reasoning that can be found therein. These are presented as a chain of arguments on
the left-hand side of the screen.
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The steps to work with this functionality are as follows:

1. Select the country and legal domain from the options offered on the home page of the
ADELE pilot tool. The main page for the chosen domain and country opens in a new tab,
where the user needs to click on the “Argument Extraction” button at the top of the screen:

Italy ua

== Trademark and patents

National Case Law (121) National Legislation (8) EU Case Law (27) EU Legislation (20)

@ Outcome prediction |+ Citation analysis | gls Argument Extraction |3 Ontology  Search Q| -

Tribunale Di Bologna
Tribunale Di Catania
Tribunale Di Genova
Tribunale Di Milano
Tribunale Di Terino
Corti Di Appello
Corte Di Appello Di Milano
RESULT
Upheld claim(s)
Rejected claim(s)
Decision that the action is deprived of
purposes
Decision of inadmissibility
YEAR

2019

Filters Documents - 121

ANNOTATION Sentenza 4059/2019 della Tribunale Di Milano Sezione Xiv Sezione Specializzata In Materia Di Impresa A
Annotated » Keywords

COURT Oggetto: Marchio e denominazione sociale
Tribunali

» Summary

Con particolare riferimento alla domanda di parte attrice relativa al risarcimento del danno sulla base della disposizione di cui all’art. 1226 c. ¢., va

Sentenza 1154/2019 della Corte Dappello Di Milano Sezione Specializzata Impresa
P Keywords

avente ad oggetto: Marchio

» summary

Tali marchi “deboli®, caratterizzati da minore originalita, sono dunque tutelabili soltanto se riprodotti integralmente o imitati in modo molto prossimo.

Sentenza 585/2019 della Tribunale Ordinario Di Torino Tribunale Delle Imprese
P Keywords
Violazione marchio; nullita, decadenza marchio
P Automatically extracted summary
Infatti, si tratta di un marchio complesso. [...1 » La denominazione contratta “tuma d'f&” acquisisce, pertanto, valore originale e distintivo e, anche se in
« < 23453 »

Il The ADELE project is co-fundsd by the Justice Programme of the European Union (2014-2020). The content of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole respansibility, The European Commission does not accept
any respansibility for use that may be made of the infarmatian it cantains,

2. A form opens where the user needs to copy/paste the text of a court decision in the
corresponding legal domain and press the “Start” blue button:
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Italy un

Trademark and patents

ENT

Argument Extraction

Sentenza n. 585/2019 pubbl. il 07/02/2019

RG n. 7225/2017

REPUBBLICA ITALIANA

IN NOME DEL POPOLO ITALIANO

TRIBUNALE ORDINARIO di TORINO Tribunale delle Imprese Il Tribunale, in composizione collegiale nelle persone
dei seguenti magistrati:

giul Presidente relatore giu2 Giudice giu3 Giudice

ha pronunciato la seguente

SENTENZA

nella causa civile di I Grado iscritta al n. r.g. 7225/2017 promossa da:

DEAL contro

DC(C.F. XxX), difesa dall'avv. FZL

CONVENUTA OGGETTO: Violazione marchio; nullita, decadenza marchio

CONCLUSIONI

Per I'attrice:

In via istruttoria:

Previa ammissione dell'interrogatorio formale e di prova per testi sulle seguenti circostanze...(v. capitoli riportati

3. As a result, the system displays the text of the decision, in which the court's legal
arguments are identified. These are presented in the left navigation toolbar as arguments,
including the court's conclusion. Also, the arguments are classified according to their type
(legal, factual, legal and factual) and the argumentation scheme (arguments from norms,
legal principles, precedents, etc.). By clicking on the corresponding title (e.g., “Premise 28”),
its occurrence in the text of the decision is marked with a colour and a panel opens at the
bottom of the screen showing details of the type of argumentation:

Italy nn

Trademark and patents

Premise 12
Premise 13
Premise 14
Premise 15
Premise 16
Premise 17
Premise 18
Premise 19
Premise 20
Premise 21
Premise 22
Premise 23
Premise 24
Premise 25
Premise 26
Premise 27
* Premise 28
Premise 29
Premise 30
Premise 31
Premise 32
Premise 33
Premise 34
Premise 35
Premise 36
Premise 37

EN~

non uso e la proposizione della domanda o dell'eccezione di decadenza sia INIZIAto O ripreso I'uso efrettivo del Marcnio. uttavia se Il
titolare effettua | preparativi per I'inizio o per la ripresa dell'uso del marchio solo dopo aver saputo che sta per essere proposta la
domanda o eccezione di decadenza, tale inizio o ripresa non vengono presi in considerazione se non effettuati almeno tre mesi
prima della proposizione della domanda o eccezione di decadenza;tale periodo assume peraltro rilievo solo se decorso
successivamente alla scadenza del quinquennio di mancato uso”; -art. 121 CPI: “1. L'onere di provare la nullita o la decadenza del
titolo di proprieta industriale incombe in ogni caso a chi impugna il titolo.Salvo il disposto dell'articolo 67 I'onere di provare la
contraffazione incombe al titolare.La prova della decadenza del marchio per non uso pud essere fornita con qualsiasi mezzo
comprese le presunzioni semplici”.La legge commina, pertanto, la decadenza del marchio qualora il titolare non abbia utilizzato lo
stesso per 5 anni, prescrivendo che, per evitare la decadenza, deve trattarsi di un uso effettivo, ciog non sporadico, limitato
territorialmente e quantitativamente.Si ritiene che la parte convenuta, che ha impugnato per decadenza i due marchi attorei su
indicatl, abbia assolto al proprio onere di dimostrare Il non uso effettivo del medesimo, attraverso: - la produzione In giudizio dei
risultati di una indagine investigativa presso un campione di rivenditori (doc. 10 di parte convenuta), dalla quale & emerso che su
di un totale di 100 Intervistati 93 hanno risposto di non avere il prodotto, né di conoscerlo;-I'affermazione dell’assenza sul web
della pubblicizzazione e vendita di prodotti con | suddetti due specifici marchi.Da tali elementi probatori & desumibile I'assenza di
uso effettivo dei marchi in esame.Né la parte attrice & riuscita a vincere la presunzione di non uso effettivo appena esposta.In
particolare, non risultano probatoriamente idonei a vincere detta presunzioni i documenti prodotti i giudizio dall’attrice, in quanto si
tratta di estratti di cataloghi, fotografie e schede prodotto (doc. 12-16) che Iattrice stessa fa risalire agli anni 90 o ai primi anni
2000, per cui dette produzioni non dimostrano |'uso effettivo dei marchi nei quinquenni successivi alle registrazioni.Non sono
neppure ammissibili, perché irrilevanti e generici, i capitoli di prova dedotti, relativamente al preteso uso dei marchi, dalla parte
attrice nella mmeoria DD/MM/2017; 3) Vero che O, a decorrere dal 7 ottobre 2000, data di deposito del Marchio di Impresa "TUMA
‘D FE”_ha annualmente nradatta & commercializzatn formanai cantraddistinti dalln stesso Marchin “TUMA D FE” e da allora

Argument type: Legal premise
Argumentation scheme: Argument from rule
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VIIl. Outcome prediction of the case

To implement this functionality, experiments with machine learning were conducted to
train the Al model to recognise the relationship between the parties' requests and the
court's final decision, using as a basis pre-selected decisions from the relevant legal field
annotated by legal experts.

The purpose of the “Outcome prediction” functionality is to assist the legal user in analysing
the established case law in the relevant domain. In particular, this tool can be used to
examine different scenarios with the requests and claims of the parties in the proceedings
and observe how the probability of the request being upheld or rejected changes.

The steps to work with this functionality are the following:

1. Select the country and legal domain from the home page of the ADELE pilot tool. The
main page for chosen domain and country opens in a new tab. Here, the use must click on
the “Outcome prediction” button at the top of the screen:

Italy nn & Outcome prediction | [ Citation analysis gls Argument Extraction % Ontology  Search Q| ey
Trademark and patents

National Case Law (121) National Legislation (8) EU Case Law (27) EU Legislation (20)

Filters Documents - 121

ANNOTATION Sentenza 4059/2019 della Tribunale Di Milano Sezione Xiv Sezione Specializzata In Materia Di Impresa A
Annotated P Keywords

COURT 0Oggetto: Marchio e denominazione sociale
Tribunali » Summary

Tribunale Di Bologna
Tribunale Di Catania

Tribunale Di Genova Sentenza 1154/2019 della Corte Dappello Di Milano Sezione Specializzata Impresa
Tribunale Di Milano

Con particolare riferimento alla domanda di parte attrice relativa al risarcimento del danno sulla base della disposizione di cui all'art. 1226 c. c. , va

» Keywords
Tribunale Di Torino
Corti Di Appelle

Corte Di Appello Di Milano
RESULT Tali marchi “deboli", caratterizzati da minore originalita, sono dunque tutelabili soltanto se riprodotti integralmente o imitati in modo molto prossimo.

avente ad oggetto: Marchio

» Summary

Upheld claim(s)

Sentenza 585/2019 della Tribunale Ordinario Di Torino Tribunale Delle Imprese
Rejected claim(s)

Decision that the action is deprived of ¥ keywords
purposes Violazione marchio; nullita, decadenza marchio
Decision of inadmissibility P Automatically extracted summary
VEAR Infatti, si tratta di un marchio complesso. [...1 » La denominazione contratta "tuma d'f2” acauisisce, pertanto, valore originale e distintivo e, anche se in
2019 « <@ z345>»

I The ADELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programme of the Eurcpean Unian (2014-2020). The cantent of this wabsite reprasents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is thair sole responsibility, The Eurcpean Commission doss not accapt
any responsibility for use that may be made of the information it cantains.

2. A form opens in which the user can enter in the “Request” field the text of the request
that a party to the case has made (or would make) to the court. Then, in the “Claim” field,
the text of at least one supporting claim should be entered. In addition, in the field
“Argument”, the user can fill in the text of an argument that supports the claim entered
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above. More claims and arguments can be added or removed using the “Add
Claim/Argument” and “Delete Claim/Argument” buttons.

Italy nn

Trademarkc and patents EN~

Outcome Prediction Form

Request

- accertare e dichiarare nel miglior modo e con Ia nullita del marchio figurativo "A.FE.R.",
registrazione nazionale n. 0001492755, al sensi del combinato disposto degli articoll 25, comma 1,
lettera a) e 12, comma 1, lettere a) e b) ¢.p. i. ovvero deali articoli 25, comma 1, let-tera b) e 19, comma

caim

la societa attrice ha dedotto la nullita del marchie nazienale registrato "Afer” ai sensi dell” art. 25 comma 1 lettere a) € b)
del Codice della Proprieta Industriale (di seguito CPI) in

.

(® Remove argument

Argument |a societa attrice ha dedotto Ia nullita del marchio nazionale registrato “Afer” ai sensi dell’ art. 25
comma 1 lettere a) e b) del Codice della Proprieta Industriale (di seguito CPI) in

3. After entering all claims and arguments, the user should press the “Predict” button at the
bottom of the form. The result is visualised as a window in the middle of the screen, showing
the probability that the given request will be upheld/rejected by the court.

Prediction about the request

UPHOLD
L s ]

This result was obtained through the use of algorithms based on
artificial intelligence and is founded on machine learning conducted on
datasets on the outcome of the case in 230 decisions of Italian courts on
claims for infringements of rights on trademarks and patents. To train
the system, the decisions are reviewed and annotated by legal experts,
taking into account the relationships between the parties' requests,
claims and arguments, the court's motivation, and the final outcome of
the litigation.

This prediction of the outcome of the case is not binding and is not
intended to replace professional legal advice

Neither the partners in the ADELE consortium nor the European
Commission, with whose financial support the ADELE project is
implemented, can be held respensible for its provision.

ADELE (GA No. 101007420) Page 25 by 31



As clarified in the results screen, the prediction of the case's outcome is not binding or
intended to replace professional legal advice.

IX. Ontology

This functionality has been developed and is available in the ADELE pilot tool for both legal
domains covered by the Project — VAT and Trademark and Patent. Its purpose is to provide
users with a comprehensive overview of a conceptual map of the respective legal areas.
Each of the two ontologies offers a structure of terms with the respective legal definition
provided in the legislation or case law. Links between the concepts are also built to allow
the identification of synonyms and related terms between national and European legal
concepts in the relevant field.

The ontology can be accessed on the website's main page after selecting the country and
legal domain.

Italy mn &) outcome prediction [~ Citation analysis gz Argument Extraction | s% Ontology | Search Q| ey~
" Trademark and patents

National Case Law (121) National Legislation (8) EU Case Law (27) EU Legislation (20)

Filters Documents - 121

ANNOTATION Sentenza 7207/2017 della Tribunale Di Milano Sezione Specializzata [n Materia Di Impresa sezione A
Annotated P Keywords

COURT diritto di marchio
Tribunali P Summan

Tribunale Di Bologna
Tribunale Di Catania

Invero il marchio di fatto assume rilevanza nei rapporti commerdiali e tra imprenditori solo dal momento in cui esso risulta effettivamente utilizzato per

Tribunale Di Genova Sentenza 1372/2017 della Tribunale Ordinario Di Bologna Sezione Specializzata In Materia Di Impresa Civile
Tribunale Di Milano
Tribunale Di Torino

P Keywords

mala fede, Marchi, contraffazione, concorrenza sleale, uso del segno, inosservanza, risarcimento del danno, rischio di confusione, notorietd, uso effettive,

Corti Di Appello
: i » Summa
Corte Di Appello Di Milano
RESULT Analoghe considerazioni possono svolgersi con riferimento alla denominazione sociale ASER. Alla norma pué quindi darsi il significato di accordare (una

Upheld daim(s)

Sentenza 733/2017 della Tribunale Di Milano Sezione Specializzata In Materia Di Impresa Ail
Rejected claim(s)

Decision that the action is deprived of P Keywords
purposes decorso del termine, registrazione del marchio, marchio posteriore, buona fede, titolare del marchio, decadenza, contraffazione, marchi, rischio di
Decision of inadmissibility » Summary

YEAR

Per giurisprudenza comunitaria e nazionale, il dies a auo decorre, infatti, dalla data di reaistrazione del marchio e non pud incominciare a decorrere a
2019 «<1 2@l 4 5>»

Il e ADELE project is co-funded by the Justice Programme of the European Union (2014-2020). The content of this website reprasents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole responsibility. The European Commission doss not accept
any responsibility for use that may be made of the infarmation it contains.

The user is redirected to a new page, whereby the ontology is presented as a network. The
network can be zoomed in and out by scrolling or using the buttons in the lower right
corner. Moving within the network is done by clicking and dragging the mouse or using the
buttons in the lower left corner. The interface languages are English, Bulgarian and Italian.
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Italy nn @ Outcome prediction |~ Citation analysis glg Argument Extraction % Ontology  Search

Trademark and patents
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After selecting a specific concept, it colours blue, and an information panel opens on the
right-hand side of the screen where the user can find the definition of the term (in the
language chosen for the interface), the relevant legislative provisions in the Bulgarian,
Italian and European legislation, as well as examples and synonyms. In addition, the user
can obtain a list of national and EU case law relevant to the specific concept by using the
'Search for related case law' button.

Italy nn @) Outcome prediction |~ Citation analysis gl Argument Extraction &% Ontology  Search
" Trademark and patents

Eﬁse‘mn for related case law Q

Concept: Absolute Invalidity

Definition: Invalidity of a trademark
that can be claimed by anyone having
an interest in raising such claim

‘Ovmer Normative scope:

Bulgarian Law: 4n. 11 3aK0H 338
MapKuTe W reorpadickuTe o3HaueHna
EU Law: Art. 7 Reg. (EU) 2017/1001;
Art. 59 Reg. (EU) 2017/1001; Art. 4
Dir. (EU) 2015/2436

Examples: Invalidity for unlawfulness

®@.

250 ©
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Italy wn

Trademark and patents

National Case Law (2)

National Legislation (0)

@) outcome prediction |+ Citation analysis gls Argument Extraction &% Ontology | Search Q

EU Case Law (0) | | EU Legislation (0)

Filters Documents - 2 after search by "Absolute Invalidity” |

ANNOTATION Sentenza 7207/2017 della Tribunale Di Milano Sezione Specializzata In Materia Di Impresa sezione A
Annotated P K

COURT diritto di marchio
Tribunali

Tribunale Di Milano
Tribunale Di Torino

RESULT

Upheld claim(s)
Rejected claim(s)

P Summary

Invero il marchio di fatto assume rilevanza nei rapporti commerdiali e tra imprenditori solo dal momento in cui esso risulta effettivamente utilizzato per

Sentenza 4774/2013 della Il Tribunale Civile E Penale Di Torino Sezione I Civilespecializzata In Materia Di Impresa
P Keywords

nullita brevetti

YEAR
P Automatically extracted summary
2013 Nel presente caso, non risulta che sia stats esercitata azione di rivendica ai sensi dell’art. 118 CPI, per cui I"attore F pud esercitare il potere surrogatorio

Il The ADELE project is co-funded by the Justice Brogramme of the European Union (2014-2020). The content of this website represents the views of the partners of the ADELE project and is their sole respansibility. The European Commission does not accept

any rasponsibility for use that may be mada of the information it contains.

In addition to the network visualisation, the system also offers a presentation of the
ontology in the form of a tree, and the view can be changed using the “Tree” button in the
top-left corner of the screen. The subordination of “parent-child” concepts can be expanded
and collapsed using the arrows in front of the term headings. When a specific concept is
selected from the list, an information panel appears again on the right-hand side of the
screen.
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Trademark and patents.

" sign

Lapse Cause Of Industrial Property Right
Patent Part

Right

Owner Of Industrial Property Right
Validity Of Industrial Property Right
Territoriality Of Industrial Property Right
Trademark Class

Application Of Industrial Property Right
Authority OF Industrial Property Right
Industrial Property Use

Registration Number Of Industrial Property Right
Application Filing Date Of Industrial Property Right

Infringement Of Industrial Property Right
Y

" Patent Infringement
[ Trademark Infringement

7 Infringement By Identity

“ Infringement By Likelihood OF Confusion

1 Well Known Trademark Infringement
Industrial Property Requirement
Licence Duration Of Industrial Property Right
Duration Of Industrial Property Right
Effectiveness Of Industrial Property Right

@ outcome prediction |7 Citation analysis <2 Argument Extraction &% Ontology | Search EN~

Search for related case law

Concept: Infringement By
Likelihood Of Confusion

Definition: Infringement occurring
when a third party uses in his
economic activity, without the
consent of the trademark owner, a
sign identical or similar to the
registered trademark, for identical or
similar goods or services, if because
of the identity or similarity of the
signs and the identity or similarity of
the goods or services there is a
likelihood of confusion by the public,
which may also consist of a
likelihood of association between the
two signs

Normative scope:

Bulgarian Law: 4n. 13, an. 1, 1. 2
3aKOH 3a MapKuTe U recrpadckure
03HaYeHUs

Italian Law: Art. 20, comma 1, lett.
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X. Short dictionary

Annotation Guidelines: A set of rules or instructions defining the criteria legal experts use
to annotate the text. They define what should be included in each annotation and can also
provide a structure for annotation, such as a template. In ADELE, annotation guidelines have
been developed to annotate the structural elements of decisions and their relationships
and to annotate judicial arguments found in the court’s motivation.

Annotation: The process of adding metadata or additional machine-readable information
to a particular data or document. In the ADELE project, annotation was carried out by
experts in the analysed legal fields and consisted of the insertion of additional information
within the texts of the analysed judgments. The objective was twofold: to enable more
efficient and faster visualisation of information in the legal database and to create training
and test sets for machine learning models.

Argument mining: Argument mining is the process of automatically extracting arguments
from natural language texts to identify and analyse their structure and content. In the
ADELE project, it is used to identify the judicial arguments within a text, classify their
components into premises and conclusions, classify the nature of the premises (factual,
legal, or mixed), and classify the arguments according to their argumentation scheme.

Argumentative Scheme: Logical structure that defines the form of an argument and
provides a framework for assessing its correctness. A general theory of argumentative
schemes has been developed by the Canadian philosopher Douglas Walton, and
applications in the legal sphere by authoritative scholars such as Giovanni Sartor, Fabrizio
Macagno, and Chris Reed. In the ADELE project, the most recurrent argumentative schemes
are those based on the legal rule (i.e., the application of a legal norm), on the precedent
(i.e., the application of a jurisprudential precedent), and the legal principle (i.e. the
application of a general principle of the legal system).

Artificial Intelligence (Al): The development and use of algorithms and computer systems
to simulate or replicate human intelligence and behaviour. In the ADELE project, Al
techniques have been used to design and develop the pilot tool. It includes symbolic
techniques such as knowledge representation, and sub-symbolic techniques such as data
analytics, machine learning, and natural language processing.

Keyword extraction: A process to identify and extract keywords from a decision. It applies
natural language processing (NLP) to analyse large volumes of text and identify and extract
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meaningful information from it. In the ADELE project, keyword extraction was carried out
using legal-specific vocabularies and supervised training of the legal experts.

Legal analytics: the use of data-driven methods to analyse and understand complex legal
information. This includes the application of statistical, text mining and machine learning
techniques to legal data. In the ADELE project, legal analytics include the techniques used
and developed to set up the functionalities in the pilot tool.

Machine learning: A sub-field of Artificial Intelligence (Al) that focuses on creating
algorithms and models to analyse data, learn from it and make predictions and decisions. It
is divided into supervised, unsupervised and reinforcement learning. In the ADELE project,
supervised machine learning algorithms were used to create predictive models for keyword
extraction, summary extraction, judicial argument extraction, and outcome prediction.

Natural language processing (NLP): A sub-field of Artificial Intelligence that enables
machines to analyse and understand human language to better interpret and respond to
user input. In the ADELE project, it is used for the functionalities of legal knowledge
extraction, citation analysis and outcome prediction. For example, NLP methods were used
in citation extraction to identify common ways of citing case law and legislation.

Ontology: A formal representation of knowledge as a set of concepts within a domain and
the relationships between these concepts. In the ADELE project, two multilingual ontologies
were developed in the legal domains of the project to provide judges with a graphical
visualisation of the relevant legal domain and a way of searching for case law by conceptual
groups, i.e., cases relevant to the same legal concept.

Outcome prediction: The process of using decisions provided at case steps to predict the
likely outcome of a future case. In the ADELE project, outcome prediction relates to a
specific party’s request, possibly supported by the claims and arguments.

Pilot tool: A software programme or system designed to test the functionality of a new
technology, possibly before it is released to the public. It is used to demonstrate the
feasibility of specific applications/methods and identify potential problems that might arise
in the final product. The ADELE tool is intended as a pilot tool, not as software that judges
can use immediately. It is a prototype with various functionalities to demonstrate the
potential and limitations of using Al in the judiciary.

Summary extraction: Process of automatic creation of a concise summary of the content of
a legal decision. In the ADELE project, summaries were automatically created by extracting
the most important sentences within a decision and under the supervision of the legal
expert.
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Supervised learning: A machine learning approach in which a model is trained using
annotated data, i.e., data with additional machine-readable information. The model learns
to make predictions based on this labelled data and is evaluated on its ability to generalise
its predictions to unseen data during training. In the ADELE project, supervised learning was
realised by creating an annotated decision corpus and using machine learning algorithms.

Training and test set: A training and test set is a set of data used to evaluate the
performance of a machine learning algorithm. The training set is used to train the algorithm,
while the test set is used to evaluate its performance. In the ADELE project, judgments
collected in the relevant legal fields were annotated by legal experts and used as the
training and test set for processing the machine learning models used in keyword
extraction, summary extraction, judicial argument extraction, and outcome prediction.
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