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cepej
o~ Definition: Judicial system budget

Commission européenne
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

Gross salaries Criminal cases (Q12.1)

Computerisation
Justice expenses

Court buildi
ourt butidings Other than criminal

cases (Q12.2)
New buildings

Training and education

Other
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Public budget allocated cepe;]
V" tothe judicial system per capita in € =

of Justice de la justice

DNK
9€ NA NA 96 € 16 € 85€ 30 € 33 € 51€ NA 45 € 83 €

b016| 10|l 99 ¢]| scifo7¢| sl s2el] 34€ll 37¢ s54€l 61l a3c sac

FRA GEO GRC
40 € 71€ 64 € 10 € NA 44 € 41€ NA 48 € 73 € 37€ 33€

20161 43¢ 77€ e6€| 10 2cl 41cl s4c 11l 50l 75¢l 40el] 40¢

MLT MDA NLD NOR ROU RUS
139 € 35€ 8 € NA 42 € 122 € 78 € 49 € 52 € 35€ 32 € NA

206 I <l 37¢l 4 NA o clll s1€ll s52¢l s57€ll 30el]l 24¢ NA

SVN ESP CHE TUR UKR KIENG&W/ UK:SCO ISR MAR
NA 90 € 77 € 103 € 219 € 18 € 21 € 9€ 92 € 78 € NA

2016 1 50€l o<l oc o< EBE] 20¢] 18¢]| sl 79¢ 79¢<M 83¢|] 16¢

Average Median

2016
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“““dLg"“ets of the judicial systems per cepej
capita and per capita GDP in 2016 g
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for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
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““Budgets of the judicial systems per cepej

capita and per capita GDP in 2016

»> F| g ure 2.8 of Justice de la justice
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’fP%S“rT“Sf taxes and court fees in the o

~¥" judicial system budget e,
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

»Figure 2.33 of Justice de la justice

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR

119%| sl 160 Al 6% 5%l 200l 19%]

2016 | swll 16%] 9wl 12%

2016 i 18%| 8% NAI 15%- 43%. 24%| 2%. 18%. 20%| 11%. 18%] 9w
| NS VLT MDA MCO  MNE NOR POL PRT ROU RUS [ ‘
2016 NA I 23%)]  10% NA NAl  10%)] 10wl 21%l 25%] 10%)]  12% NA

SVl SN ESP  SWE CHE MKD  TUR  UKR CENG&W, UK:SCO
2016 NA  18%| 3% 1%l 14% ] 22%[le2%l 37wl  19%]  sw| 10wl  13%

Average Median

2016 | 18%l] 12%
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cepej

Legal aid

» Figures 2.32 and 2.36 Commission  européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

Number of States and entities which provide legal aid

Other than criminal cases

Criminal cases

Costs covered

Other than criminal cases

Criminal cases
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Implemented budget of legal aid cepej
~¥"  per capitain 2016
>Figure 239 of Justice  de la justice

2016 0,07€ Ple66€ 025€¢ | 225€¢ o006€ W7,32¢€¢ | 2,13€ | 059€ | 2.60€ | 2,25€¢ | 2,00¢ 2280 €

2016 | 2,901€ [iBa€ B 506€ | 047€ [Ms23€ | 0,57¢ NA [H961€ || 3.85€¢ | 1,03€ | 193¢

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS | SRB

2016 NA | 0,37€ 031€ Bbs5€e 0,23¢ [2dde NA | 0,71€ ll585€ | 0,52¢ NA NA

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR  CENG&W, UK:SCO

2016 NA | 1,50€ l564¢ [BolMEIfi07€ o012¢€ | 128€ 016¢ |Bil00%€ 129126k Mb18€ 0,00¢

0,12 €

Average Median

2016 ] 6,96€| 219¢€
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T‘fﬁ[ﬁfemented budget of legal aid
and GDP per capita in 2016

» Figure 2.44
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V" and GDP per capita in 2016 Lo B

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
= 2.44 of Justice  dela justice
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Lmsber of cases per 100 000 inhabitants for
which legal aid is granted and amount of the

budget allocated to per case in 2016
» Figures 2.49 and 2.46

ALB | AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV | CYP |

b = Nu:'

NA NA 335 234 301 NA 827 642 NA NA
Budget per case NA NAl 74c 0638 $21¢ NAJ 257€]  92¢ NA NA
o e | o | o -
NA NA| 1231 NA NA 1772
Budget per case NA NA [l 370 € NA NA NAI 83 € NA _-53€
1401 | 2149 228 2159 | 1447 NA| 1503 417
Budget per case NAI 175€| 22¢[la58€| 101 < |2T0E NA NA I 380€]]l 124€
SVK SVN ESP | SWE | CHE | YIGM TUR UKR "5S¢ ukisco
NA 356 NA NA NA NA 177 832 2340 3535
Budget per case NA [l 420 € NA NA NA NA 21 €| 20 € EIISEEE GRS <
Average Median
658 429

Budget per case -489 3 I 175 €

European
Commission

for the Efficiency
of Justice

cepej
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NA| 3002
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Professional judges cepej
W per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 (Lo o
Table 3.6 o astics  dalausticn

126 3561 77 274 520 141 289 3184330 131 284]

2016 i 6,5

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

176 1940 104] 75 242 258 2870 157 350 106 255 273

2016 i

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB

2016 I 3171 106l 260 193 2360 180 385

1021 118 [NGEE G0 161

SVK ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR  Uukr CENG&W, UK:SCO
2016 1 2414260 1150 1180 149 2730 1410 148| 30 37] 85| 84

Average Median

2016 ] 215 178

13



Professional judges

cepej

per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 ricon  ewopleme.

» Tables 3.6 and 3.45

of Justice de la justice

Apart from professional judges

. Occasional professional judges
. Non-professional judges

. Rechtspfleger

UK:NIR

_____
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- Average gross salaries of judges in relation cepej
~ with national average gross salary in 2016 Commicson  suropdenne
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

Table 3.21 of Justice  delajustice

ALB AND  ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CzE DNK
2,1 2,7 43 16 4,0 17 3,0 3,2 19 3,4 2,5 2,9
34 4,0 8,1 4,0 6,1 3,0 5,2 5,6 4,1 6,1 5,6 4.9

EST AN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU
3,0 15 13 NA 0,9 2,0 16 2,0 3.1 1,9 1,9 2,5
3,9 3,2 34 NA 16 5,4 3,6 2,6 5,0 6,4 3,7 38

LUX MLT MDA  MCO  MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB
13 4,0 2,8 1,1 2,3 13 2,1 NA 2,2 4,1 31 2,4
2,6 4.4 4,7 23 4,3 NA 33 NA 53 8,3 NA 5,7

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR  “71°¢  ukisco
3,0 1,7 2,1 17 2,0 2,8 NA 31 3,7 4,0 3,9 1,7
4,4 33 5,4 3,2 4.6 35 NA 4,0 75 6,2 5,6 3,7

Average Median
25 2,3
4,5 43

15



Distribution of professional judges by

gender and by instance in 2016
» Figure 3.14

Total

h L Wﬁ R 'iﬁ. RO
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Distribution by gender of 1stinstance cepej
X" professional judges in 2016 i | Sty
> Figure 3.14 o ustica  dalajustice.

HRV CYP CZE DNK

49%  29%  T5%  48%  88%  46%  37% 2%  50%  33% 4%
women 5101  7A%I 25%  B2%l [Ha 4%l B3%w Na 78% Bo%l Bl 5%

EST FIN FRA IRL ITA LVA LTU

30%  44%  33% 64%  43%  19%  35%

34%
women BE06HN 50%N

SVK SVN

8%  Ebw
women 63560  B296NI

Average Median

43%  40%
women el E0%M

17
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Distribution of court presidents by

gender and instance i oo e
or the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
S Flg ure 3.16 of Justice de la justice

Total ® e ® @ ® ® @ @ @ @ @ ¢

/'\/ \ \/ \/
L LR g

1St instance ( ( f ( ( ( ( ( ( ( If I( / / \/ \/ \/
[ll'lllillllIII'lllilﬁd(ﬂlli[II'IIIHHIIII”/u s /“39.(.%//“ Wl

d ) ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ( / / /
2nd instance “ l“H“lI“lI“iI“ Iﬁiil?(&“lIllililllilllilililll 2@% /

1l Il 1 A | U

¢ ( ¢ ( C ¢ ( ¢ ¢ ( L ( C ¢ (

i\ (259 \
supreme courts [KIRIRIRIRRIR il (8RR N K .1257?1/&/.. ’
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Distribution by gender of court cepej
X" presidents (all instances) in 2016 cee S
» Figure 3.16 o ustica  dalajustice.

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR

68%  100%  100%  61%  96%  63%  54%  NA
Women 8298 NAP 0% 39% 4% 3%  46%T nNa

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU | GRC HUN ISL

56%  77%  63%  88%  NA NA a5%  78%
Women 44% |  28% 3%  ow NA NA

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL

57%  100%  71%  63%  68%  63%  68%  50%
women 48%1 0%  29%  38% B2%  B8% 2%  50%
SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR

Bl B  B6%NN BO%N  Na
women 43%1  65%10 B4  40%I  Na

5o%!  [B6%NN Na
41| Q4% Na

Average Median

66%  63%
Women - -

19
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Prosecutors per 100 000 inhabitants in cepej
¥ 2016 e
» Table 3.25 o ustica  dalajustice.

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK

2016 112 cs 1060 41113 76 0o R B2 7 .7 21

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

2016 llsol esl 20ll1icl o7 sl o201 D NN

2006l soll 41N Eecl sl BN s

SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR  CENG&W, UK:SCO

2006 VL 1050 53 96 104 83l coEEEl 36 s B2l 28

Average Median

2016 21,7 [l 11,0

20



Prosecutors cepej
per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 st

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

» Tables 3.21 and 3.24 of Justice  delajustice

% - - 20+ ‘

Status of prosecutors

Statutorily independent

. Under the Ministry of Justice or another
central authority

. Other

L

. Regulation to prevent specific instructions
to prosecute or not, addressed to a
prosecutor in a court

UK:ENG&WAL

4, .
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41

~rAverage gross salaries of prosecutors in
f relation with national average gross salary DL
in 2016 forthe Efciency _ pou feffcacié

cepej

of Justice de la justice

CYP CZE DNK

2,7 24 1,7 1,0 1,7 3,0 3,2 1,9 15 2,2 1,2

2,6 4,0 NAP 4,0 33 3,1 5,2 5,6 4,1 NAP 4,8 2,1
EST FIN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU
16 12 13 NA 0,9 2,0 16 NA 08 1,9 19 2,2
3,9 NAP 3,4 NA 16 5,4 3,3 2,0 NAP 6,4 2,3 3,2
LUX MLT MDA  MCO  MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB
13 18 2,3 11 2,4 12 12 NA 2,2 4,1 NA 2,3
2,6 NAP 2,7 2,3 4,2 17 2,0 NA 53 6,2 NA 4,9
SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR A% Ukisco
2,9 17 2,1 13 17 2,9 NA 17 12 0,9 1,0 17
4,4 2,8 ) 2,5 2,4 3,2 NA 4.4 NAP NA 3,4 37

Average Median
25 23
4,5 4,3

22
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~ Roles and power of prosecutors in 2016 cepej
(number of States) Commision  européenne
> Figures 3.26 and 3.27 R S e

to conduct or supervise police investigation

to conduct investigations

when necessary, to request investigation measures
from the judge

to charge

to present the case in court

to propose a sentence to the judge
to appeal

to supervise the enforcement procedure

to discontinue a case without needing a decision by a
judge
to end the case by imposing or negotiating a penalty or
measure without requiring a judicial decision

other significant powers
Role in civil cases
Role in administrative cases

Role in insolvency cases

23
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cepej

Other persons with duties similar to
European Commission

those of prosecutors in 2016

(n u m ber Of StateS) for the Effﬁjcienlcy gotljr !’efﬁcacite’
of Justice e la justice
> Table 3.31 }

24
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#’ CONSEIL"D.E.L.ELROPE
X, Workload of prosecutors in 2016 DL

» Table 3.29 Commission  européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

cepej

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR CZE DNK

nmber/iooooinhab. il e s B R D BB B I B
Cases received /100 inhab. I,5 - 0,1 - NA NA l9 l8 I,7 NA .3 .)

roles NN NN HEN DN DN DN DD DN DD BN BN

EST HN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

numbert00ccoinhab. [l BB Bo HE W B I HEN bo - N DN
Cases received /100 inhab. NA I,5 - I,2 - NA l9 lO |O,3 - b,? .7
roles S HH NN BN BN BENEE I 05

Number /100 000 inhab. [P B
Cases received /100 inhab. - NA I,9 I,l - .3 - . b:6 I:6
relesH HH T DR B D B B R e

number/zooocoinhab. [l HlF B H H B B Bl B B ks
Cases received /100 inhab. I,4 . NA - - I.4 - NA I),9 . - -
reles I D B B B BB B B D e

Average Median

Number /100 000 inhab. . .)

Cases received /100 inhab. . l2
25
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Non-judge staff per professional judge in cepej

* 20 16 European Commission
Commission européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

» Table 3.43 of Justice  delajustice

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH

20061 25 41 R 2B 1B 32 3: B 27 3218 3 320 44

EST HN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

206 1 380 20l 32 s:l 270 15 280 1160l 330 31 35

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB

206 11 - 221 12 30 310 16 23 230 22l 337 35

SVK SVN ESP CHE MKD TUR UKR  CENG&W, UK:SCO

2016 340 s R 21 35 30 YN Bl 0 KFE B R

Average Median

2016 | 3o 34



2
Non-judge staff per professional judge in

pAONIS

» Tables 3.43 and 3.45
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i CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

Non-prosecutor staff per public prosecutor cepej
X’ in 2016 Conmton oo
» Table 3.50 o ustice  Gelajustice.

| ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV

2016 NAE osll os 10 NA RO 18 NA 16

o6l 12§

0,5

EST HN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL LVA LTU

2016 06] 04 NAE oo 227 14 VN | 09

0,8

LUX MLT MCO MNE NLD NOR POL RUS SRB

2016 24 1201 o5 1+ 1R NA 13 11 12 NA I 2.0

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR  CENG&W, UK:SCO

11 140 o8l o5 19 23 04 16 190

2016 | o,7 |G

NA |

Average Median
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i CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

: : : cepej
X, Lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 3
European Commission
» Table 3.52 Cornmi;sion europ’éenne '
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice
ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK
o016 ] 794 k736 619 702 o5 1637] 456 1901 1129 50l 10690 1085
EST HN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

o016 ] 7550 689l 977 1202 [ 2001 oo B 1142 B213 2615 B4 625 777

2016 P31 [Bo13] 567 932 13400 1024 1472 1257 [koss | 1182 494 1286

UK:ENG &

SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR UK:SCO

WAL

2016 | 1130 s2sBos3| 577 1416 1207 12590 8252593 [l 2005 G| 347

Average Median

2016 ] 1615 1192

29
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# CONSEIL"D.E‘L'ELROPE
f Monopoly of lawyers per instance in 2016 3
European Commission

» Figures 3.54, 3.55, 3.56 Commission  européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

cepej

B Highest instance
M Second instance

First instance

13 18 13

31

Civil cases Criminal cases- Criminal cases - Administrative
Defendant Victim cases
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=+ NUmber of all courts (geographic location)
X, per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 and R
variation 2014-2016 fﬁ f.-,
» Tables 4.1 and 4.11

cepej

ALB AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK

wmberlif R B B I OB OE BEEE s b
b o shs

Variation

nwmoer @6 B8 Bo  Bs @ 0N D6 B3N 20 @ 2@ 22

variation 6% How 0% 0% 8% e b B3

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB

nwmoer B bs B Bl HEEN b B B B B B B8

Variation 1'% ' 1]%

i%  NA 0%

UK:ENG

s UKSCO[ ISR | MAR

nmberlle BB Ho EHE B B 07 Na @8 D3
Variation b 2 ow  Bew n~a 7N

UKR

Average Median

Number . '

31
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/

-

o
Number of all courts (geographic location) per
100 000 inhabitants in 2016 and variation o -
between 2010 and 2016 forthe Effcency _ pour Teficact

of Justice de la justice

» Tables 4.1 and 4.11

Increase in the number of courts
t (geographic locations) between 2010-
2016 (+15% and more)

Decrease in the number of courts
(geographic locations) between
2010-2016 (-15% and more)
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- Indices used for IT evaluation

cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

of Justice de la justice

Global IT evaluation of equipment, legal
framework and governance

Early development Ongoing development Almost completed
development

33
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CONSEIL DE L"EUROPE

Global level of development of cepej
/ Information technology in courts in 2016 i) ol
> Figure 4.14 e e lustis  delajostce

Legal framework

Legal framework

Legal framework

Legal framework

34
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e
Sum of global IT indices in each field in 2016

P

» Figure 4.14

¢ 0-3 4-5 6-8
¢ p—

cepej

European
Commission

for the Efficiency
of Justice

Commission
européenne
pour l'efficacité
de la justice
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i CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

Obligation to provide information to courts users cepej
(Number of States / entities) o Emopasn  Commision
| 2 Figure 417 for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

of Justice de la justice

National Caselawof Cther
legislation higher courts documents

36
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“Existence of surveys to measure the trust in justice o
X—and the satisfaction with the services for: cwonean  Commission
(Number of States / entities) forthe Efciency _ pour Tefcacité
> igure 422 of Justice  delajustice
Judges Court staff Public prosecutors
National level Court level National level Court level National level Court level
Lawyers Parties Victims

National level Court level National level Court level National level Court level

37
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CONSEIL DE L"EUROPE

cepej

Definition: Clearance Rate (CR) European

Commission
for the Efficiency
of Justice

Resolved cases

m) CR > 100%

Court is able to handle more cases than it receives: part of
...... backlog is resolved.

Resolved cases - Court handles fewer cases than it receives: backlog increases.

Incoming cases » CR < 100%

Commission
européenne
pour l'efficacité
de la justice

38
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CONSEIL DE L"EUROPE

cepej

Deflnltlon: DISpOSItlon Tlme (DT) European Commission

Commission européenne
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

Pending cases on 31 II.

X 365

Theoretical processing capacity
of the court (during 1 year)

———————————
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CR and DT for 1stinstance civil and cepej
/ commercial litigious cases in 2016 S e
» Table 5.5 el Loy

cr (%) D NA -1 L418%  NA - NA [E220% (17101 %
DT (days) | 159 NA 1ss] 133 | 25 NA - Y NAlE 153 176

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

Cr (o) 98 1250 N80 9% [ 790 [ENE08 6 111909 108 % NA [ 5990 [EE80 (11110 9% [198%
pT (days) Il 139 N 252 5 I 222 10 G 159 NA NA S I 247 ss

CR (o) [200% [ETA079 187 % 119809 11889 111104 % (111029 1111990 1121200 111029 (1111029 [11194%
pTdays) |l 91 2 120 G728 2670 121 161 225 230 153

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD TUR UKR BNl UK:SCO ISR MAR

WAL
CR (o) 1829 1069 (1108 9 18606 11104 o0 111959 8 6% 87 % NA [T 99 (07 % 11108 %
DT (days) [l 130 [ 230 M 252 1640 107 223 B9l 96 NA NA 333l s6

Average Median

cr (2 101 % [N00%
DT (days) [l 233 ] 192

40
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CONSEIL DE L"EUROPE

CR and DT of 1stinstance litigious cepej
X’ divorce cases in 2016 Commission  europdenne
> Table 5.12 o ustice  Gelajustice.

AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR CYP CZE

R(%) 4% NA (1999 [111203% [1195% 11059 (1969 T899 [11248% (111979 [111205% [11199%
DT (days) | 97 NAJl 1561 161 o3 NA 178 154 150 202} 125 137

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU | GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

CR (%) [1209% [11207% 0201% [105%  NA NA 08 Na [ 789 850 [1200% [11203%
pTdays)l 67 I 227 Nnall 112 NA NA 154 NA NA G B 220 | 28

LUX MLT MDA  MCO  MNE NLD | NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB ‘
CR () [280% [0 3% 1080 11156 111049 NA NA (999 2099 [100% [F101% NA
DT (days) 5 120 o1 B2 99 NA NAI 106 163 159] 33 NA

SVK SVN ESP  SWE  CHE MKD  TUR DPGER UK:SCO [ MAR

Cr (o) [ 79% [NE05% [6 79 [0 99 [0 996 009 899 [0 79 [05% NA (8029 [1108%
DT (days) [l 208l 163 2os B 215 I 2s0 [l 120 B3 | 53 NA NA [z [l 145

Average Median

cr () 102% [ 199%

DT (days) [l 180 ] 160
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. . ] cepej
CR and DT of administrative cases in 2016 ol
>Tables 5.25 and 5.26 o Cominion S seosimm

of Justice de la justice

AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK |

cr () 98% NA [2099% 019 019 (1021 9% [TE18% [11204% [11100% [11416% [1180%  NAP
DT (days)| 115 NAl 242 3s0] 105 429 339] 108l s EEEEN /o1 NAP

EST HN FRA GEO DEU | GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

CR () 069 [ 799% [0 99 2089 1029 [111448% [11100% NA  NAP [1158% 1059 [144%
pT (days)l 108l 279 314] 101 375 ss] 109 NA NAP o2 | 217] 72

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB |

cr () 989 [ERa% [NE04% NA 880 [65% NA 2039 2129 0296 [1200% F189%
DT (days) NA R | 155 NAll 240 178 NAl 143 [loxp ] 170 6] 539

UK:ENG &

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD  TUR IPGEERANAREN UK:sco | MAR
cr (o) 29 8 79 [IEE20 [IN00% [0 19 11049 [E08% 879 0% NA [E60% [1160%
DT (days) ] 203l 282 312] 108] 1sol] 370l 150 138 383 Nnal 101 89

Average Median

cr (oo 2o IR 9%

DT (d 180 160
(days) I l 42
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b ; :
~ Cases handled by public prosecutors in cepej
~ 2016 s il

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

4 >Tab|e 5.40 of Justice de la justice

ALB AND ARM AUT VA S | BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK

A7 Bsmissed | s2%  Nar sl s1% NA NAl  16% [l 94wl  44% NAll 68%]  15%
Concluded by penalty* NAP NA NAP | 4%  NAP NAl  21% NaP 0% NA | snll  29%
Charged before court |~ 31% NA s1w]  13% NA NAl 20wl 27%ll  26% NAll  20% ] 82%

Total [J13% N | KR NA NA I ssu 21l 71% NA 052 [l 25%

| EST HN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU
Dismissed NA 329l eswll]l 51wl 59% NAl  14%] 129l 35wl 70%] swl] 38%
Concluded by penalty* NA 1] 129l 26%| 3% NA | 6% NA NA %] 12%  NAP
Charged before court NA 64%] 1206 33%]  19% NA I ss%ll s3%ll 51wl 17wl ol 44%

Total NA I 97% [ 0% k0%l s2% NA [llo6% NA NA [l ss» [l so%

MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB

pismissed | 37%  NaP| 19wl s59%l]l  35%] 220 44wl 34% NAl 76% 0wl 59%
Concluded by penalty* NA NAP|  11%] 6% swl 2206 21%] 16% Nnal  13%  NaP] 22%
Charged before court |~ 20% Nal 229 20wl 38wl s5%l 22wl 31%]  11%| %[l 02%l]l  37%

Total NA NAR 51% [ s5% [l s1% [l 29% Il s7» [l s2% NA [l 96% I 94% [ 18%

SVK SVN SHl SWE CHE  MKD  TUR GEl ¢ ukisco |

pismissed | 34%0  25%  NaPl] 37%] 17wl 36wl 32% Nal 10wl 26%fl] 34l 35%
Concluded by penalty* | 3%| 3% Nal  13% [l sow 2% NA NAP Nnapll 26% ow|  15%
Charged before court | 34%]  15% NAll 39%] 2nll] 61%] 21% NA [lo7% NAR 47%ll  38%

Total [l 71%l  42% NA [l 89% llL00% [l 98% NA NA [l 7% NA I 81l 883

82%
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CR and DT of 1stinstance criminal cases in cepej

* 20 16 European Commission
Commission européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

» Tables 5.46 and 5.47 of Justice  delajustice

AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK

CR (%) 4% NA 1999 2039 659 12059 669 11999 [11148% (119 7% [a05% [1199%
DT (days) |l 97 NAl 156 161 93 NA 178 154 130 202 125 137

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU | GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

Cr (%) [09% 11079 [INE01% 5% NA NA [68%  Na [ 780 859 2009 [1103%
pTdays) ] 67 227 na ]l 112 NA NAll 154 NA NA S B 290 | 28

LUX MLT MDA MCO  MNE [EENES | No: 3 POL PRT  ROU SO  SRB |
cR (o) [A80% [A03% 689 [1IN156% 11049 NA NA (999 111099 [11100% [11101% NA
DT (days) 55l 1200 o1 B2l 9 NA NA 196 163 159] ek NA

SVK SVN ESP SWE CHE MKD  TUR VGRS UK:SCO| MAR

CR () [ 79% [A05% [ 796 [0 9% I8 99 1009 899 (6 79 [105% NA (2029 [98%
DT (days) Il 208 [l 163 2o I 215l 2s0 140 B3 | 53 NA NA [lzo1 [l 145

Average Median

Cr () [202% [199%

DT (days) | 180 | 160 44
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| CR of civil and commercial litigious cases cepej
f In all instances in 2016 Commission  europdenne
» Tables 5.7, 5.16 and 5.20 o e delajuston

AND ARM AUT AZE BEL BIH BGR HRV CYP CZE DNK

nstance 9% NA [ 949 o2 I 259 02 . 5% vy I vy T [R7
2nd instance NA NA o3 % NA [ 95% [ 0% [l 95% NA s nar o2 o9 %
Highest instance NA NAP [[llo1% NA [ 919 I 19 oo Il 9 7% NA NA [l os% [l 93%

EST FIN FRA GEO DEU GRC HUN ISL IRL ITA LVA LTU

1stinstance 8% B 5% oo Il 77 o3 [l o9 [l 95% NA I 599 R 3 [l 019 [l os %
ond instance o6 R 9% I 952 Il oov I o1% [ 75% oo NaP [ 529 R 19 [ 962 [l 01%
Highest instance [ 23% o7 o5 [l 96% NA NA [l s6% vy ] B A B8R

LUX MLT MDA MCO MNE NLD NOR POL PRT ROU RUS SRB

1stinstance 0o 079 I o7 [ 29 I 952 [ 01 [ 029 [ 092 [ 2 I 029 [ 022 [l 94%
ond instance 06 [osv Il oo Il 97% NA NA NA [ 96% I o7 % o6 I 0o [ 92
Highest instance [ 00w  NAP [l o1 R0 Ilo4% NA NA [Ilo2% Il o9 IR 6 I o2% [l s4%

UK:ENG &
WAL

UKR UK:SCO

1stinstance | Ios v o3 Il oov Il o1v Il o5% Il s6v I o7% NA [ 79% [ o7 [lo3%
ond instance |85 oo N 95 o3 022 I 1% I 779% [ oo% NA NA [l 08% NA
Highest instance NA 029 Il s4% o6 I o5 o1 [l 69% NA NA NAP [l 05 Il 88%
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DT of civil and commercial litigious cases cepej
In all instances in 2016 Commiion onoierme
»Tables 58, 517 and 521 for the Efﬁcienlcy pour!’efﬁcacite’

of Justice de la justice

159 NA. 188 l 133 | 25 NA- NA -64 NA. 153 . 176
2nd instance NA NAll 60 Nall 72 Y NA [l 28 NnaPll eo [l 141
Highest instance NA nap | 49 NAL 70 EE: B B 172 NA NA I 179 [} 207

i1stinstance ] 139 252 ] 353 B 242 I 196 - ) | 159 NA NA- 514 I 247 | 88
2nd instance | o5 ] 150l 4870 1530 25 o] 121 NAP NAJEP: | 124] 103
Highestinstance | 132 ] 165 | 376 | 126 NA NAll 203 NAll 20 RN 153 184

LUX MLT MDA MCO  MNE  NLD NOR POL PRT  ROU RUS SRB
1stinstance | ol [l 4321 140 372 267 121 ] 161 225 289 ] 153 | 22 | 315
ondinstance [ 553 3 | 100 [ 435 NA NA NAl 105 ] 114 131 | 31 ] 180

Highest instance [l 276 NAP | 27 | 198 | 35 NA Nall 180 | 58 | 170 | 48 ] 290

T || |
istinstance] 130 | 280 | 282 ] 16a] 107 223 399 96 NA NAJ 333 | 86
ondinstance] 122 ] 97 | 181 ] 100 | o7 | 112] 100]| 54 NA NAfl 205 NA

Highest instance NAl 150 513 112 128 350 437 125 NA napll 182 | 4s5
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Cases Older than tWO years in 2016 European Commission

» Table 5.65 Commission européenne
for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité

of Justice de la justice

{ JFirst instance Second instance Highest instance
AUt AUT[0,4% BiH [lloe
AZE L% AZER 8% GEOR %

BiH I BIH 29,7% HUN 0%
HRv EST 0,2% LTU 0%
ESTp% GEO0,7% MDA 0%
ceokos rr» I mco o
LT s LVA 0,0% Rou b
MDA [l}o 0
ey LTU0.4% RUS 0%
i MDA|L,5% srs
rou o Mcop 2% SWN [1%
sre ROU0,6% SWE|1%
-~ SVN 0.0% CHE p%
— S [l TUR %
cHE [l cHE [lls% ISR P
TUR B ISR [ll6%

ISR [
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AuT99% [N 63

AZE NAP NAP
BeL 90% [N 174
BH75% [N 122
esT 100% [N 16

FIN 34% ]
FrRA 107 %[ NA
cco63% [ 394
cre NN 330
HUN 105% [N | 40

LTU NA NA
Lux90% [N 7
MDA 1 I
MCO .

rou 101% [ B 157
sw o7 NI 39
espos% NI 434

swee2% IR 280

93% 371
95% 231

CRand DT of cases relating to asylum
seekers and cases relating to right of

~ entry and stay for aliens in 2016
~pTable 5.38

cepej

European
Commission

for the Efficiency

of Justice

AUT 66% B s
Az 143% [ 37
BeL 148% [N 502
BIH 75% [ ] | 119
EST 84% | | 168
FN 120% [N 205
FRA 99% | NA
GEO 52% | NA
cre EEREEE I
HUN 96% [ ] 120
RISETC7 A | | 88
Lux 155% [l NA
MDA 96% B 80
mco100% [ 365
ROU 99% [ ] | 128
sw110% IR 232
Esp111% [N 186
SWE 91% Hi 84
125% 239
- 100% 168

Commission
européenne
pour l'efficacité

de la justice
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cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

for the Efficiency pour l'efficacité
of Justice de la justice

CEPEJ-STAT

CEPE. Ststistical dynamic database

BETA VERSION 1.0 European Judicial Systems | 2014 Overview LT ETE
DASHBOARDS

» Overview
ar for quantitati nd

or quantitative data)
udget of judicial syste
Tutorial to the dashbo

PAPER REPORTS

5DP per inhabitant (

Professional
judges

http://lwww.coe.int/cepej/ -
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