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3. FORMAT IN WHICH THE RESPONSES TO REQUESTS ARE SUBMITTED   
 

Responses to requests for access to information must be exclusively in the form of decision 
whose content is precisely prescribed by the Law on General Administrative Procedure.  
 

At the beginning of implementation of the Law on Free Access to Information, many institutions 

failed to submit responses in the prescribed format.  
 

After a number of complaints and appeals with the explanation of procedure 

violation, as well as verdicts of the Administrative Court, instituons evidently built 
capacities to submit responses in the format prescribed by the law. 
 

Law on Free Access to Information, Article 18, paragraphs 1 and 2 
 

A public authority body shall pass a decision on the request for access to information. 
 

Decision by which access to information or a part of it is allowed determines the manner 
and the time limit for access to information and the cost of procedure.  

 

Law on General Administrative Procedure, Article 200, paragraphs 1 and 3 
 

          Each decision shall have a reference number as such. In particular cases, special  

     regulations may determine that decisions may be given another title. 
 

Written decision shall contain: introduction, disposition (statement), exposition, instruction 
on legal remedy, authority’s title and number and date of the decision, authorized person’s 

signature and authority’s stamp. If the decision is issued in electronic form it shall have an 
encrypted electronic signature. In certain cases defined by the law or other regulations the 

decision shall not contain some of those items. If the decision is processed mechanically, it 

shall contain facsimile instead of signature and stamp. 
 
 

Case study 3: Parliament of the Republic of Montenegro 

 

MANS asked from the Parliament of the Republic of Montenegro a copy of the decision on 

adaptation of the Parliament premises, of tender documents based on which the contractor for 
the work of adaptation of the Parliament premises was chosen; of the contract between the 

contractor for adaptation as well as the decision by which the official notes are temporarily kept 
on another location due to adaptation of the Parliament premises. 
 

Through an enactment of the Parliament from March 3 2006 the request for information was 

rejected, with the explanation that the requested documents are not held by that institution. 
 

The mentioned enactment does not include an introduction, a statement nor an 
instruction on the legal remedy. 
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Enactment of the Parliament of the Republic of Montenegro from March 3 2006 

 

After a complaint submitted to the Adminstrative Court the enactment of the Parliament 
was anulled, for it was not submitted in the form of a decision.  

 

Verdict of the Administrative Court ordered passing of a decision on the request, in 

compliance with the Law on Free Access to Information. 
 

 
Verdict of the Administrative Court from July 21 2006 

„Namely, provision under Article 18, paragraph 1 of the Law on Free Access to 
Information (Official Gazett RoM, no 68/05) prescribes that the public authority 
body shall pass a decision on the request for free access to information.“ 
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After the verdict of the Administrative Court the Parliament passed a new decision, which not 

only complies with the law with regard to its form, but also allows access to 
information. 

 
All the answers of the Parliament pertaining to requests for information were 

submitted in the prescribed form after this verdict of the Administrative Court. 

 
Decision of the Assembly of RoM from August 1 2006 


