ANSWERS OF THE CZECH REPUBLIC TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE ON PRE-TRIAL INVESTIGATION AND COERCIVE MEASURES

A. UNDISCLOSED INVESTIGATION MEASURES

1. Which undisclosed investigation measures are possible pursuant to your national legislation?

Answer:    

· Telecommunications interception, recording and transcription

· Mail interception

· Surveillance of persons and things – see section C

· Pretended transfer and – see section C

        -    The use of agent – see section B

2.  What are the preconditions for the telecommunications interception, recording and transcription used as undisclosed investigation measures?

Answer:

Interception, recording and transcription of telecommunications

The legal conditions for the use of interception and recording of telecommunication are set up in the Criminal Procedure Act. The authorization of the relevant bodies but to conduct interception etc. and the liabilities of operators in connection with telecommunication recording and interception is regulated by the Act No. 141/1961 Coll., Act No. 283/1991 Coll., on the Police of the Czech Republic, and Act No. 127/2005 Coll., about the electronic communications. 

If criminal proceedings are conducted for an extremely serious intentional crime or for any other intentional crime the prosecution of which is a covenant resulting from a declared international agreement, the presiding judge and in pre-trial proceedings the judge based on motion of the public prosecutor may order to intercept and record the telecommunication operation provided that there is a justified assumption that any fact significant for the criminal proceedings would be communicated to them

 

Tracing of the telecommunications

The legal conditions for tracing of telecommunication are set up by the Criminal Procedure Code (Provisions 88 and 88a). 

According to § 47a par. 3 of the Act No. 283/1991 Coll., on the Police of the Czech republic, the police can while pursuing /monitoring people and things in extent necessary for fulfillment of certain police tasks request from physical persons and legal entities which secure telecommunication operations handover of data related to administration of telecommunication service in a way enabling long distance and uninterrupted access. Physical persons and legal entities, which secure the telecommunication operations, are obliged to comply with such a request of the police without undue delay in requested form and extent, as stated by special law (i.e. the Act no. 127/2005 Coll.). Such a request can be made only if the following conditions are satisfied: 

· The tracing has to help clarify the circumstances significant for the criminal proceedings

· The data requested must be subject to telecommunication secrecy or which the protection of personal and mediation data applies to

· The request must be ordered by the chairman of the bench (or the judge in the preparatory proceedings).

§   88a

(1) If it is necessary to clarify the circumstances significant for the criminal proceedings to identify the data of the telecommunication operation implemented, which are otherwise subject to the telecommunication secrecy and which the protection of personal and mediation data applies to, the chairman of the bench, and the judge in the preparatory proceedings, orders that the legal entities or natural persons performing the telecommunications services disclose these information to a chairman of the bench, or to a public prosecutor or to a police agency in the preliminary proceedings. The order to identify the data of the telecommunication operation must be issued in writing and on justified grounds. 

(2) No order in accordance with subsection 1 is required if the user of the telecommunication device, which the data of the telecommunication operation are to apply to, gives the consent to disclose the data.

§ 47a of the Act on the Police of the Czech republic

 (3)
Police can while pursuing/monitoring people and things request in necessary extent, for fulfilling of certain police tasks, from physical persons and legal entities, which safeguard the telecommunication operation, handover of data related with administration of telecommunication service in a way enabling long distance and uninterrupted access. The legal entities and physical persons, which safeguard the telecommunication activity, are obliged to comply with such a request of police without redundant delay in request form and extent, stated by special law.

3.    Please describe, in brief, how the use of the measures is authorised.
Answer:

If criminal proceedings are conducted for an extremely serious intentional crime or for any other intentional crime the prosecution of which is a covenant resulting from a declared international agreement, the presiding judge and in pre-trial proceedings the judge based on motion of the public prosecutor may order to intercept and record the telecommunication operation provided that there is a justified assumption that any fact significant for the criminal proceedings would be communicated to them

An order to tapping and registration of phone communications should be issued in written form and justified. At the same time it should be stipulated the time of the tapping and registration of phone communications, which cannot be longer then 6 months with possibility of prolongation for 6 month by judge. Judge immediately forwards the copy of an order to a public prosecutor. The Police of the Czech Republic carries out a tapping and recording of the telecommunication operations for the needs of all agencies involved in the criminal proceedings.

Without an order the agency can order a tapping and recording of the telecommunication operations or carry out it itself, if a user of tapped telecommunication station agrees.

4. How is the due process of law for the person object to the measure ensured in the   legislation? 

Answer:
If the tapping and registration of telecommunication shall be used as an evidence, it is necessary to annex to it the protocol with the data on the spot, time, ways and content of registration, and about the person who made the registration as well. Other registration shall be marked and reliably saved and it is necessary to write down in the protocol where the registration is saved. 

If during the tapping and registration of telecommunications no facts important for criminal proceedings were find out, it is necessary to destroy the registration of telecommunications tapping in a prescribed way.

5.
How is the advocate/client confidence ensured in measures such as telecommunications interception?

It is not allowed to execute any interception or record of telecommunication operation between the counsel and the charged person. If the police body ascertains from the interception and records of the telecommunication operation that the charged person communicates with his/her counsel, the police body shall be obliged to discontinue the intercepting immediately, destroy the record of the contents, and prevent from using in any way the information it has ascertained in this respect.

B. COVERT INVESTIGATIONS

1. Are covert investigations (i.e. investigations or intelligence gathering operations into crime by officers acting under covert or false identity) used in your country?

Answer:
Yes. Officers acting under covert or false identity are used in the Czech Republic

2. What are the preconditions for covert investigations? 

Answer:
If the criminal proceedings is conducted with regards to especially grave and intentionally committed criminal offence committed in favour of a criminal association or another criminal offence the prosecution of which results from the international treaty which the Czech Republic is bound with, the police agency if it is a unit of the police of the Czech Republic, is entitled to use an agent.

The agent is a member of the Police of the Czech Republic who fulfils the tasks charged by the police agency and who acts, as a rule, while hiding the actual purpose of his/her activity. If it is necessary with regards to using, preparing or protecting the agent, the following measures are allowed for the purpose of hiding his/her identity:

a) create a legend of another personal life and  introduce personal data resulting from such legend in the information systems operated in accordance with specific laws;

b) perform businesses and trades the performances of which requires special licenses, permits, or registrations;

c) hide relationship with the Police of the Czech Republic.

3. Does the officer have the competence to perform criminal acts during the operation?

According to the Provision 163c of the Criminal Code, a policeman who undertakes assignments as an agent under a special Act, and as a result takes part in or supports a criminal conspiracy, shall not be liable to punishment (sentence) if the purpose of his act under provision 63a is to reveal a perpetrator of criminal activity committed as part of such criminal conspiracy. 

However, according to paragraph 2 of the respective provision, liability to punishment (sentence) shall not be voided in the case of an agent who instigated or organised a criminal conspiracy.

4. Please describe, in brief, how covert investigations are authorised.

Use of the agent is allowed on the basis of proposal of the public prosecutor of the High Public Prosecutor’s Office by the judge of the High Court within the circuit of which the public prosecutor giving the suggestion performs his/her office. Such permission must indicate purpose of application and specific period of time for which the agent is to be used, and the data enabling identification of the agent. Based on the new suggestion including the evaluation of the existing activity of the agent the period of permission may be extended, even repeatedly.

The public prosecutor is obliged to request from the respective police authority the information necessary for assessment whether the grounds for use of an agent continue, and whether the agent’s activities are in compliance with the law. The public prosecutor is obliged to consider and evaluate such grounds for justification of agent’s use on regular basis, however, at minimum once in three months, and if the reasons for use of the agent disappear, to give the police agency an instruction promptly to terminate the agent’s activity. The police authority is obliged to submit to the public prosecutor record on results from using the agent.

C. OTHER UNCONVENTIONAL MEANS OF INVESTIGATION AND GATHERING   INTELLIGENCE

Answer:

Controlled delivery

Controlled deliveries are dealt with in § 87 b of the Criminal Procedure Act (Act. No. 141/1961 Sb.). This provision was inserted into the Criminal Procedure Act by its amendment No. 265/2001 Sb.. The reason for its insertion was the practical experience of the investigation authorities, because sometimes it was not possible to carry out the replacement of a delivery (as dealt with in §87a of Criminal Procedure Act). In the interest of  successful investigation of a crime and detection of all its perpetrators it is desirable to control such a delivery, generally while postponing the prosecution according to §159b of the Criminal procedure act.

The following conditions have to be fulfilled in case of controlled delivery:

a) reasonable suspicion, that the delivery contains items stated in §87a (narcotics or psychotropic substance, poisons, precursors, radioactive material, counterfeited currency or stocks, shooting weapons or weapons of mass destruction, ammunition, explosives or other item, possession of which requires a special permission, item designated for commission of crime, or items resulting from committed crime),

b) it is necessary in order to clarify the crime committed or detect all of its perpetrators,

c) discovery of important facts in another way would not be effective or would be essentially distressed - subsidiarity principle of  controlled delivery is present.

§ 87b

Controlled Delivery 

(1)
In pre-trial proceedings the public prosecutor may order to monitor any consignment for which there is a justified suspicion that it may contain things specified under § 87a provided that it is necessary to clarify a crime or reveal all perpetrators thereof and it would be ineffective or substantially hindered to ascertain the necessary facts in another way. Monitoring of the consignment shall be carried out by police body based on instruction of the public prosecutor; at the same time no act shall be done aimed at delivery or taking away of the thing in respect of the persons disposing of the monitored consignment. A report shall be made of the course of monitoring of the consignment and also a video or other record shall be made, if necessary.
(2) The police agency may initiate monitoring of a consignment without the order referred to under subsection 1 if the matter cannot be postponed, and the order cannot be obtained in advance. The police agency advises the public prosecutor thereof without delay and proceeds further according to the instructions of the latter.

(3)
The police agency may take up required measures to achieve that such end that consignment of the things referred to under section 87a subsection 1, or the things replacing the same, passes with the knowledge and under the supervision of the customs authorities from the geographic area of the Czech Republic abroad, and vice versa, or from abroad via the geographic area of the Czech Republic to another third country.

(4)
The police body shall terminate the monitoring of the consignment based on order of the public prosecutor and even without such order provided that it is obvious that monitoring of the consignment results in serious danger to life and health, substantial damage to property, or if there is a serious danger that it would not be possible to monitor such a consignment any longer. Simultaneously with termination of monitoring of the consignment the police body shall perform the act aimed at further possession of the things forming the contents of the consignment, as necessary; this does not apply provided that the monitored consignment crosses the state border and the monitoring shall be taken over by appropriate body of the foreign country in terms of international co-operation.

Observation (Surveillance)
The title, which entitles the police to observe persons and things, is § 158d of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

Surveillance of persons and things means, according to this paragraph, collection of information on persons and things executed by technical and other means
If it is found during observation that the accused is communicating with his/her attorney, police is obliged to destroy the record of the communication. Police cannot use any information contained in such a record, unless when criminal proceeding is conducted for an intentional offence.

§ 158d distinguishes 3 types of surveillance:

a) surveillance without any recording

b) surveillance with recording of sound and video or other recording by technical means

c) surveillance that breaches some substantial citizen rights guaranteed by the Constitution (Inviolability of home, secrecy of letters etc.)

These three types of surveillance differ by the permission process:

a) can be executed without a permission. It is a jurisdiction of police.

b) must be permitted by the prosecutor (in a written form), unless the matter allows no delay. If so, police are obliged to apply for the permission immediately. If the permission is not granted within a 48 hours period, police must cease the observation and destroy all records; information resulting from the surveillance cannot be used in any way. 

c) must be permitted in advance by a judge.

The permission in cases b) and c) is issued for a limited time period (at most 6 months) that has to be explicitly specified. The authority that issued the permission can extend it, but only by six months at most. 

The permission in cases b) and c) is not required if the surveilled person explicitly agrees.

In any of the three cases, surveillance may be executed only as a part of criminal proceedings for an intentional crime.

Provision  158d of Code of Criminal Procedure
Surveillance of persons and things

(1) Surveillance of persons and things (referred to as „surveillance“ hereinafter) means the obtaining of knowledge about persons and things carried out in a secret manner using the technical or other means. If the police body ascertains during the surveillance that the charged person communicates with his/her defence counsel, the police body shall be obliged to destroy the record containing such communication and prevent from using in any way the information it has ascertained in this respect.

(2) The surveillance while using video, audio or other records may be performed based on written permission of the public prosecutor only.

(3) If the surveillance is to encroach upon inviolability of habitation, mail secret or the contents of other written instruments and records kept in private is to be ascertained using the technical means, it may be performed based on prior permission of the judge only. Upon entering the dwelling no other acts can be performed except those aimed at placing the technical means.

(4) The permission in accordance with subsections 2 and 3 may be issued based on a written request only. The application must be justified due to a suspicion of the criminal activity in particular, and if known, also by the information on persons or things who or which are to be traced. The permission must specify the time over which tracing is to be implemented, and which cannot be more than six months. This period may be extended at all times by the person who has allowed the surveillance, based on a new application, for the maximum time of six months only.

(6) If the matter cannot be postponed, and if the cases are not those as referred to under subsection 3, surveillance may be initiated also without permission. The police agency is however obliged promptly to ask for a permission additionally and if it does not receive the same within 48 hours, it is obliged to terminate the surveillance and not to use in any manner whatsoever the information which it has learned to know of in the same connection.

(6) Surveillance may be implemented without compliance with the conditions referred to under subsections 2 and 3 if it has been explicitly agreed with by the person the rights and liberties of which are interfered with. If such consent is additionally withdrawn, tracing is promptly terminated.

(7) If the record made during surveillance is used as evidence, the record distinguished for the pre-requisites referred to under sections 55 and 55a has to be attached.

(8) If no circumstances significant for the criminal proceedings have been found during surveillance, the records must be destroyed in the specified manner.

(9) Operators of telecommunications services, their employees and other persons which or who participate in telecommunications services, as well as the post office and person carrying consignments, are obliged to provide the police agency performing the surveillance the required assistance according to its instructions, free of charge. The duty to secrecy provided under specific laws cannot be then referred to.

(10) The record made during surveillance and the attached certificate may be used as evidence in another criminal case than that which has been surveilled under the conditions referred to under subsection 2 only if in such other case are also conducted the proceedings of the willfully committed criminal offence or if agreed with by the person the rights and liberties of which have been interfered with by surveillance.
D. MISCELLANEOUS QUESTIONS RELATED TO PRE-TRIAL INVESTIGATION AND COERCIVE MEASURES

1. Search carried out within or through a data network 

This information is within the scope of competence of the  Ministry of the interior. 

2. Seizure of material in electronic (data) form 

This information is within the scope of competence of the  Ministry of the interior. 

3. Please describe, in brief, the involvement of the prosecutor in criminal investigations

Answer:
The public prosecutor is obliged to prosecute all criminal acts he/she learns about unless any law or declared international agreement, by which the Czech Republic is bound, specify otherwise.

The public prosecutor and police body are obliged to organise their activities in order to contribute effectively to timely initiation and justification of the criminal prosecution.

The public prosecutor may impose on the police body to perform such acts that the given body is authorised to perform and that are necessary for clarification of the matter or ascertaining of the offender. To verify the facts indicating that a crime has been committed, the public prosecutor is further authorised:

a) 
to require files from the police body including the files in which no criminal prosecution has been instituted, documents, materials and reports on progress in verification of notification,

b)
to take any thing away from the police body and take measures to have the matter transferred to a different police body,

c) 
to adjourn temporarily the initiation of criminal prosecution.

4. Are pre-trial questionings of suspects, witnesses and/or victims videotaped? 

Answer:

No, they are not.

5. The status of persons younger than the minimum age for criminal responsibility

a) As regards questioning of a child younger than a minimum age for criminal responsibility, who is suspect of otherwise criminal act  the provisions of Civil Procedure Code together with provision 92 of the Act No. 218/2003 Coll., on Liability of Juveniles for Illegal Acts and on Juvenile Justice, shall be applied. 
General rules according to the Civil Procedure Code:
§ 131

   (1) Evidence by questioning the participants of proceeding may be ordered if the given fact can not be proved otherwise and if the participant agrees to the questioning; this rule shall not apply to proceedings referred to in § 120 para. 2 and to divorce proceedings.

 
    (2) If the court orders questioning of the participants, the participants must appear in the examination. In being questioned, the participants must tell the truth and must not conceal anything; they must be instructed thereof.

(3) The provision of § 126 para. 3 shall apply analogously (The chairman of the panel shall call the witness to explain coherently what he knows of the subject to the examination/questioning. Subsequently, the chairman of the panel shall put him questions necessary to complete or clarify his testimony. The questions may be put also by the members of the panel; with the consent of the chairman of the panel, the questions may be put also by the participants and by experts.). 

Course of the proceedings 
§ 100

    (1) As soon as the proceedings were commenced, the court shall proceed even without other petitions so that the case is heard and decided as quickly as possible. In doing so, the court shall see to it that the dispute is resolved in a peaceful way.
  (2) In proceedings on divorce, the court shall lead the person to remove the causes of the breakdown and shall try hard to conciliate them.
    (3) Where a participant of the proceedings is a minor child being able to express his opinions, the court shall proceed so that also his opinion on the case is found out. The opinion of the minor child shall be found out either through the mediation of his representative or the competent authority of socio-legal protection of children or by examination of the child; the examination may be carried out even without the presence of the parents or another persons responsible for raising the child. The court shall take account of the opinion of the child with respect to his age and intellectual maturity. 

Special rules are provided in Provision 92 of the Act No. 218/2003 Coll., on Liability of Juveniles for Illegal Acts and on Juvenile Justice. A child suspected of commission of an act, which is otherwise deemed to be criminal act, shall be in principle heard and shall have the right to express his/her opinion regarding the subject of the proceeding. The examination/questionning may be waived only in if the conduct of the child consisting in commission of the otherwise criminal act, was reliably proved by other means.  
If the examination/questionning of a child is not necessary and not conducted in compliance with the above mentioned condition, the court for juvenile is in any case obliged to find opinion of the respective child on the case. 

b) The Code of Criminal Procedure lays down special rules for questioning of a child younger than 15 years, when being questionned as a witness (§102 of the Code of Criminal Procedure). It shall be namely conducted with special care and as regards the contents in such manner that it does not have to be repeated. An educator or other person having experience with education of juvenile shall be present at the questioning of the child. If it might help to reach the purpose of the questioning, parents may be also present. 

6.   Arrest and pre-trial detention
Answer: 
Please find below the Provisions of the Criminal Procedure Code, which provide conditions and time limitation of the custody:

§ 67

Grounds for custody


The charged person may only be taken into custody provided that there are justified grounds to believe following from his/her acting or any other particular facts that

a) he/she would escape or hide to elude the criminal prosecution or punishment, especially if his/her identity cannot be ascertained immediately, if he/she has no permanent residence, or if he/she faces a threat of heavy punishment,

b) he/she would try to influence witnesses or co-charged person or otherwise obstruct due disclosure of the facts important for the criminal prosecution, or

c) he/she would repeat the criminal activity for which he/she has been prosecuted, he/she would complete the commission of the crime act he/she attempted, or he/she would commit the crime he/she prepared or threatened to commit,

and so far ascertained facts indicate that the act for which the criminal prosecuting has been initiated was committed, it has all signs of crime, there are obvious reasons for suspicion that the crime was committed by the charged person, and with regard to the charged person, nature and seriousness of the crime for which he/she is prosecuted the purpose of custody cannot be achieved by any other measure at the time of determining.

§ 68


(1) Only such person may be taken into custody against which a criminal prosecution has been initiated. Decision on custody must be justified by factual circumstances. Decision to take into custody is made by the court, and in pre-trial proceedings by the judge based on the public prosecutor motion.

Duration of custody

§ 71

(1) Authorities responsible for criminal proceedings are obliged to settle the custody matters preferentially with maximum acceleration.


(2) Custody may take only a necessary period of time in pre-trial proceedings and trial before court. Custody for the reason specified in § 67, letter b) may take only three months at the maximum; this does not apply if it has been determined that the charged person has already influenced the witnesses or co-charged person or otherwise obstructed clarification of the facts important for the criminal prosecution. The charged person must be released from the custody for the reason specified in § 67, letter b) on the day following the expiry of the specified period at the latest unless he/she is in custody for other reason simultaneously. 


(3) If the period of custody in pre-trial proceedings achieves three months the public prosecutor shall be obliged to determine within five business days from expiry of the said period whether the charged person shall remain in custody or be set at liberty from the custody.


(4) If the public prosecutor decides that the charged person shall remain in the custody he/she shall be obliged to determine again within three months from legal force of such decision whether the charged person shall remain in the custody, or whether the charged person shall be set at liberty from the custody. The charged person may only be kept in the custody provided that it is impossible to terminate the criminal prosecution within the given period due to difficult cha racter of the matter or for other significant reasons, and there is a threat that setting the charged person to liberty may result in obstruction or substantial hindering of achieving the purpose of the criminal prosecution.


(5) Within 30 days at the latest from the date on which the indictment was submitted to the court or on which the file was delivered based on decision to assign or transfer the matter of the charged person being in custody, the court shall be obliged to decide whether the charged person shall remain in custody, or whether the charged person shall be released from the custody.


(6) If the court keeps the charged person in custody or if the court decides to take the charged person in custody only after the indictment has been brought, the court shall be obliged to proceed accordingly as provided in paragraph 4.


(7) If the period of custody specified under paragraph 5 or 6 terminates during the proceedings for remedial measure before any superior court, the said superior court shall be competent to decide whether the charged person shall be kept in custody or released.


(8) Total period of custody in criminal proceedings must not exceed

a) one year provided that criminal prosecution is conducted for a crime for which a single judge is competent to hold the proceedings,

b) two years provided that criminal prosecution is conducted for a crime for which a panel of judges of the district or regional court is competent to hold the first instance proceedings unless it is a crime specified under letters c) and d),

c) three years provided that criminal prosecution is conducted for an extremely serious intentional crime unless it is a crime specified under letter d), 

d) four years provided that criminal prosecution is conducted for a crime for which the exceptional sentence may be pronounced under the special section of Criminal Code.

(9) From the period specified in paragraph 8 one third shall fall to the pre-trial proceedings and two thirds to the trial before court. Upon expiry of this period it is necessary to release the charged person immediately. If the charged person is prosecuted for two or more crimes the most punishable act shall be decisive for determination of such period. If it proves during the proceedings that the act for which the criminal prosecution has been initiated is a different crime and the length of the executed custody has already exceeded the period determined according to the previous clause, the charged person must be released from the custody within fifteen days at the latest from the day on which the change in legal qualification of the act was notified, although some reason for custody may continue.

(10) The period of duration of the custody is counted from the day on which the charged person was arrested or detained, or, if no arrest or detention preceded, from the day on which the personal liberty of the charged person was restricted based on decision on custody. In the event of sending the case back to the public prosecutor for additional investigation the period specified in paragraph 3 shall continue running from the day on which the file was delivered to the public prosecutor.

(11) Duration of the custody, which was determined under § 265o, par. 2, § 275, par. 3, § 287 or § 314k, par. 1 is considered separately and independently of the custody in any former proceedings.

§ 73b

Authorities making decision on custody


(1) Only the court and in pre-trial proceedings the judge based on motion of the public prosecutor may decide on taking the charged person into custody.


(2) Continued duration of custody of the charged person is determined by the court and in pre-trial proceedings by the public prosecutor.


(3) The public prosecutor may decide in pre-trial proceedings to release the charged person from custody even without application. The public prosecutor may also decide to release the charged person from custody while at the same time replacing the custody with a guarantee, promise, supervision of a probation officer, or bail. If the public prosecutor does not grant the application for release from custody he/she shall be obliged to submit the application within five business days to the court to make the decision. After submitting the indictment the said decision shall be made by the court.

§ 75

Detention of the charged person by police body


If there is any reason for custody (§ 67) and the decision on custody cannot be obtained in advance due to exigency of the matter, the police body itself may detain the charged person for the time being. It is however obliged to notify the public prosecutor of the detention immediately and submit to the public prosecutor a copy of the report the police body made on detention as well as any other material the public prosecutor may need in order to lodge the motion to take into custody, as the case may be. The motion must be lodged so that the charged person can be given to the court within 48 hours at the latest, otherwise the charged person must be released.

§ 76

Detention of a suspected person


(1) Police body may detain a person suspected of committing a crime provided there is some of the reasons for custody (§ 67) although the criminal prosecution has not been initiated against such person yet (§ 160, par. 1). Prior consent of the public prosecutor is necessary for the detention. Without the said consent the detention may be carried out provided only that the matter is urgent and the prior consent cannot be achieved, particularly when the person was caught in the very act of the crime or caught while escaping.

....
7. Alternatives to pre-trial detention
Answer:

The pre-trial detention may be replaced:

· by a guaranty (assumed by an association of citizens or by a trustworthy person),

· by a supervision (of the probation officer),

· by a written promise of the accused that he will lead a good life etc.,

· by bail,

· by awarding custody of a minor to a trustworthy person (for minors only),

· or by a combination thereof.

8.   Please describe, in brief, how the utilisation or admissibility of information or evidence is limited in different stages of the criminal procedure (pre-trial, prosecution, trial), with regard to...
Due to lack of time we may not provide you with an answer to such a broad question. 
9. What is the relation, in your national legislation, between everyone´s right to self defence (from a violent attack) and an officer´s right to use force?
We do not understand the question clearly. Everybody has the same right to self-defence from a violent attack (it may not be entirely evidently disproportional). Aside from this, the officer has a statutory duty to act in a certain manner, e.g. to arrest the suspect. 
