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A few comments regarding the Report mostly of a clarifying nature:

1) Lawyer's Fees
In relation to Lawyer's fees elaborated on pages 4-5 of the Report it would be beneficial to add the relevant statutory reference of the Advocates Act that regulates the Bar Association and members of the Bar and in particular Sections 7e-7f regarding the procedure by which a recommendation may be given in a fee dispute by the Disciplinary Board of the Bar Association.
 
The mentioned arbitral proceedings for a dispute regarding the fees before the Board of the Bar Association I gather no longer exist and have been replaced by the above mentioned fee dispute and resulting recommendation of the Disciplinary Board. 
2) Success or Contingency Fees

In relation to contingency fees as noted in the Report that even though these are not prohibited according to the Bar Association rules of professional conduct
 such fees are not frequently used in practice. According to the literature, success fees are probably used mostly in connection with pure debt collection matters.
 In addition, it has been suggested in the literature that such fees are not appropriate in all circumstances and might in casu be considered unreasonable and against good practice.
 It should also be noted that the Rules of CCBE, which are binding upon the members of the Finnish Bar Association in certain international situations prohibit the use of pactum de quota litis.

3) Costs in Criminal Matters
The Report of Mr. Puhakka at a few instances, e.g. page 6, also includes references to rules regarding costs of criminal litigation. Since the Report is intended to address civil litigation, it might be clearer to omit the references to criminal litigation that might in particular be confusing to foreign readers. 

4) Execution Code
The statutory reference in paragraph on page 9 of the Report should be mentioned to derive from the Execution Code rather than the Code of Judicial Procedure.

5) Other Forms of Funding
It should be emphasised that the advice mentioned on page 13 of the Report in relation to the Bar Association is initial advice on where to seek assistance and basic information regarding rights and how to commence litigation it does not amount to actual funding of counsel for litigation or representing in litigation.  
However, for members of trade unions the support consists either through group insurance or through a separate funding system of actual funding of counsel's costs in the litigation. If the union applies a separate funding system cases are screened before approval for funding. If the union applies a system of group insurance it depends on the terms of the insurance if the other party's costs are covered in case the matter is lost.
6) Expert Remuneration 

As a correction to page 7 of the Report legal experts are according to custom often not heard in the oral hearing. However, there is no rule that prohibits hearing of such experts, on the contrary Section 50(2) of Chapter 17 of the Code of Judicial Procedure states that experts are to be heard upon request of a party or if the court considers that it is necessary to hear an expert. 
7) Appeal
In relation to appeal proceedings it should perhaps be noted that the screening procedure mentioned on page 16 of the Report is intended to remove clearly unmeritorious cases.
 However, what is more generally significant is that appeal proceedings may in accordance with Sections 13-16 of Chapter  26 of the Code of Judicial Procedure be conducted in writing and under certain circumstances only will an oral hearing take place. The division into proceedings that are written and proceedings that include an oral hearing in practice impacts more on the litigation costs of appeal proceedings. 
Please note that I have not reviewed or commented on the costs estimates of Mr. Puhakka in relation to the case studies. 
� An English translation of the Advocates Act can be found of the Finlex website at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/kaannokset/1958/en19580496.pdf" �http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/kaannokset/1958/en19580496.pdf� 


� Rule 1.5 of the Fee Guideline of the Bar Association available at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.asianajajaliitto.fi/files/720/B_03_Fee_Guideline_(15.1.2009).pdf" �http://www.asianajajaliitto.fi/files/720/B_03_Fee_Guideline_(15.1.2009).pdf�


� Ylöstalo M & Tarkka O, Asianajon käsikirja (WSLT, Helsinki 2001) pp. 258-259.


� Ibid. p. 258.


� The Council of Bars and Law Societies of Europe (CCBE), CCBE Code of Conduct Section 3.3: "Pactum de Quota Litis"  3.3.1. A lawyer shall not be entitled to make a pactum de quota litis. 3.3.2. By “pactum de quota litis” is meant an agreement between a lawyer and the client entered into prior to final conclusion of a matter to which the client is a party, by virtue of which the client undertakes to pay the lawyer a share of the result regardless of whether this is represented by a sum of money or by any other benefit achieved by the client upon the conclusion of the matter. 3.3.3. “Pactum de quota litis” does not include an agreement that fees be charged in proportion to the value of a matter handled by the lawyer if this is in accordance with an officially approved fee scale or under the control of the Competent Authority having jurisdiction over the lawyer. Code of Conduct available at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ccbe.org/fileadmin/user_upload/NTCdocument/EN_Code_of_conductp1_1243326214.pdf" �http://www.ccbe.org/fileadmin/user_upload/NTCdocument/EN_Code_of_conductp1_1243326214.pdf�


�A recent report has proposed the potential introduction of a leave to appeal system that would replace the screening procedure, Jatkokäsittelylupa hovioikeudessa, Ministry of Justice publication 2009:2. 
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