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Country profiles (Part 2)

Information on resources, salaries, recruitment and promotion of
judges and prosecutors

FRANCE

Efficiency: Clearance Rate (CR) and Disposition Time (DT)

Development of ICTs
Use of the median to situate a country in an European perspective




CEPEJ-STAT

Qualitative and Quantitative
data collected since 2010

Countries’ comments
New: Efficiency Dashboard

New: Extended country profile

cepej —

European
Commission

for the Efficiency
of Justice

Commission
européenne
pour I'efficacité
de la justice

Select

Disposition Time
@ 122 days

CEPEJ Indicators on efficiency
Criminal cases - 1st instance




>
COUNCIL OF EUROPE

e

P CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

COURT BUDGET 1
(65% of JSB) Bn €

LEGAL AID BUDGET Spent on average by the European States

(11% of JSB)
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JUDICIAL SYSTEM BUDGET

Judicial System Budget in € per inhabitant and GDP per inhabitant

72 € Per inhabitant 0033% of GDP

t 8 € than in 2016
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Which countries invest the most in their
judicial systems?
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Countries with higher GDP
per capita 33 000 € - 40 000 €
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Which countries invest the most in their
judicial systems?

JSB % of GDP

Countries with lower GDP
per capita

invest more as
% of GDP

0.88% in Montenegro

0.72% in Bosnia and Herzegovina

GDP per capita
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Evolution of average approved judicial system
budget
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Less wealthy countries
invest proportionally
more on prosecution
services (32% on
average)

Countries with higher
GDP per capita spend
relatively more in legal
aid (19% on average)
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Budget allocated to Courts

O (Gross) salaries

Budget allocated to courts
seems to be related to:

B Computerisation

[ Justice expenses

Bl Court buildings maintenance

* Wealth of a country

Investments in new
= buildings
66‘% g

[ Training & education

* Number of courts (66%
spent on salaries) 0 Other

Figure 2.13
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Legal Aid

All countries have implemented a legal aid system in criminal and other than
criminal matters in compliance with the requirements of the European
Convention on Human Rights and the case-law of the European Court

Some countries
tend to have a low
cost per legal aid
case and a high
number of cases

granted legal aid,
while others
choose to provide a
higher amount for
A ]

per case (£}
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GENDER EQUALITY:
Judges / Court presidents

Distribution of judges by gender and by instance

54 %

of women
judges

Distribution of court presidents by gender and by instance

34 %

of female court
presidents

Figure 3.31

Figure 3.33
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GENDER EQUALITY:
Prosecutors / Heads of prosecution offices

Distribution of public prosecutors by gender and by instance

52 %

of female
prosecutors

Distribution of heads of prosecution offices by gender and by instance

32 %

of female head
of public
prosecution
offices

Figure 3.32
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JUSTICE PROFESSIONALS:
Non-judge staff

Number of non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants compared to the number of professional
judges per 100 000 inhabitants; number of non-judge staff per professional judge
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JUSTICE PROFESSIONALS:
Salaries of judges and prosecutors

Judges
At the beginning of At the highest
career ISR Variation in the average ratios of gross salaries of judges and public
prosecutors in relation to annual gross salaries 2010 - 2018
09 (Germany) 16 (Germany)

\/ \/
48 (Ukraine) 315 (Ukraine)

Prosecutors
At the beginning of At the highest
career instance
08 (Ireland) 16 (Germany)
4.0 (Romania) 6.4 (italy) Figure 3.38
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NORTH MACEDONIA

Salaries of judges and prosecutors

Ratio with average annual salary at the begining and the and of ca

24



SERBIA

Salaries of judges and prose

tors

~—__cepej —

European
Commission

for the Efficiency
of Justice

Commission
européenne
pour I'efficacité
de la justice

25



- >
COUNCIL OF EUROPE

SR
> / CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

Lawyers

1 6 I Per 100 000

inhabitants

+ 2 7 0/0 Between 2010

and 2018

FIN:74,8

SWE:58,6 EST:789

y LVA63,4
DNK:113,0

LTu792
NLDf102,8
BELA832 | pryi1es

- CZE:1050

SVK:121

HUN:132,6
ROU:117,9

HRV-116,7

BIH:49,1 SRB:446

MIsT:322,7

cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

Lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants:
_J below 50
| 500100
| 10010200
B avove200

Non CoE member
NA

RUS:55,0

UKR:107,6

GEO:123,0 >
AZE:15,7

~ARMiT22

s

@& |
Y
’//{



cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

Variation of absolute num ber of all courts
(geographic locations)

2010 -> 2018 _ 19%

- Between 15% and 30%

W o a0 On average for the

BBy Non ok mamber 1st instance courts

L L
of general jurisdition

General _ 1 O(y
reduction of 0]

courts in On average for the

Europe absolute number of all

courts (geographic
locations)

Map 4.1.6: Variation of absolute number of all courts (geographic locations), 2010 - 2018

27



cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

SPECIALISED COURTS
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. . . VICTIMS OF SEXUAL
* Most of the States provide information to VIOLENCE/RAPE 39 _
users (in particular to vulnerable categories) -
VICTIMSOF TERRORISM 31

1
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* €6 353 isthe average amount of VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC M
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Existence of surveys to measure the trust in justice and the
satisfaction with the services delivered by the judicial system

At least one type of survey 37
Satisfaction [ R
surveys
Public prosecutors _ 28
L. Other court users _ 29
Legitimacy
. vietms [ 25
Efficient

se rVice Other not mentioned

17

States / entities

Figure 4.2.7

30



cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

Infomation and Communication
technology (ICT)

Average Total ICT Deployment Rate

General ICT index varies and per category in 2018

among States/entities

1.52 e
1

9.79

7.11

6.11

Generalindex  Decision support Courtsand case Communication
management with courts
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Other
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Centralised
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Figure 4.3.5
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Disposition Time by area of law in 2018

(median in days)

Disposition Time (days)

201 241

B 3rd instance

B 2nd instance

O lstinstance

122

Civil and commercial Administrative cases
liigious cases

Figure 5.2

Criminal cases
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First instance Civil
and commercial
litigious cases

201 ..

in first instance courts

141 ...

In second instance courts

207 uays

In third instance courts
36



Disposition Time

COUNCIL OF EUROPE

3

CONSEIL DE L"EUROPE

cepej

European Commission
Commission européenne

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

"\ EFFICIENCY:

Disposition time in Civil and commercial litigious cases in
Western Balkan countries in 2018
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Ai5E H 3rd instance
m 2nd instance
800 1st instance
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400 257
483 61 125
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201 225 172 2L 179
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European Mediane Serbia Albania Bosnia and Herzegovina Montenegro North Macedonia 37



EFFICIENCY:
Asylum Seekers and Aliens’ cases

291 443....

-8 % thanin 2016

In Germany

149 593

+ 84% aliens’ cases
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-  Presentation Notes

- Special report

- Part 1:
- Part 2:
- Part 3:
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Thank you
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