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Population

2963 300

GDP per capita

3739€
CoE Median 20301 €
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Implemented judicial system budget Efficiency

Judicial system Courts Prosecution services Legal aid
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Budget :In 2020, Armenia spent 31 031 359 € on the implemented judicial system budget. This corresponds to 10,47 € per
inhabitant, less than the CoE median but close to the CoE median expenditure as percentage of the GDP. In 2020, 73,4% was
spent for all courts, 24,5% for prosecution services and 2,1% for legal aid. Since 2018 there has been a 47,2% increase of the

implemented budget of all courts notably due to increased spending on salaries and computerisation, although the budget for
courts still remains one of the lowest in Europe.

Justice Professionals

The numbers of professional judges (8,2), non-judge (48,5) and non-prosecutor staff (6,14) per 100 000 inhabitants are lower
than the CoE medians. Lawyers (75,6) are also below the CoE median even if their number has more than doubled since 2010.
Regarding the prosecutors, their number per 100 000 inhabitants in 2020 (12) is slightly higher than the CoE median.

Gender Balance

In Armenia, the percentages of female professional judges (26,6%) and prosecutors (13,8%) are below 50% and significantly
lower than the CoE medians. In 2020 there are no women court president and only one woman at the head of a prosecution
office. There is a provision to facilitate gender equality during the recruitment of judges.

ICT in judiciary
Armenia has a ICT index of 3,4 which is an increase of 0,4 points compared with previous cycle. The investment in ICT in Armenia
seems to be one of the lowest in Europe, 1,4% of the budget of courts.
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Efficiency: In 2020, the Supreme Court appear to be more efficient
than the lower instances, while civil and commerecial litigious
cases, combined for three instances, are the most efficient area of
law. This is different from the European trend where the criminal
cases are the fastest.

In particular, the lowest DT is calculated for the highest instance
criminal cases. In opposition, the highest Disposition Time is
noted in first instance criminal cases (DT 488 days). This
Disposition time has been steadily increasing since 2010 and is
more than three times higher than the European Median (148
days).

The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on courts’ efficiency
differed among instances and court types. In the first instance the
efficiency of courts increased in civil and commercial litigious
cases and administrative cases while it deteriorated in criminal
matters.



ARMENTA

Human resources (per 100 000 inhabitants) M Armenia [l CoE Median

Professional judges Non-judge staff Prosecutors Non-prosecutor staff Lawyers
2020 523 [ 17,60 | 4853 | EGEGEGEGD  ss 13 gE:N 000 R0 614 |IEGEGD 1522 7559 | 134,51
2018 7.97 17,94 | 66.71 159,69 11.11 Pa1,22 10.60 14,98 | 72.18 127,08
2016 7.74 17,63 | 78.50 | 59,30 10.65 10,86 5.79 14,60 61.89 120,25
2014 7.51 18,06 | 77.53 | 55,33 10.13 10,27 5.81 14,57 53.15 110,17
2012 7.24 17,41 | 2042 54,46 10.54 | 10,44 5.29 14,56 45.36 112,56
2010 6.74 16,88 | 18.94 61,05 10.05 {0,83 NA 12,94 34.60 102,03
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CEPEJ efficiency indicators

Clearance Rate (CR) = (Resolved cases / Incoming cases) *100
CR >100%, court/judicial system is able to resolve more cases than it received => backlog is decreasing
CR < 100%, court/judicial system is able to resolve fewer cases than it received => backlog is increasing

Instance
Highest Instance

2nd Instance
Dispostion Time (DT) = (Pending cases / Resolved cases) *365 u

The Disposition Time (DT) is the theoretical time for a pending case to be resolved, taken into consideration the current pace of work . 1st Instance
Clearance Rate Disposition Time (in days) Evolution of Disposition Time
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
- : ‘ -100% Civil
Civil Highest Instance 74.2% :I 103.0% 127 172 NA 33 70 49 98 127
2nd Instance 93.30 [N 5|1o4 - ey | |177 - NA ® 65 W 5 H 6 N 58 = 34
1st Instance 126.4% —0 126 | |237 M Miwe W0 MWiwes Wiz Wz
Criminal HighestInstance ~ 99.5% e 26 T criminal 16 101 64 64 51 26
2nd Instance 78.6% 99.4% sl |, m 3% =2 =22 ®mS5 - NA W 65

1st Instance 72.5%

|§94,7% _ Wz Moz MWis Wlos Was e
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- - . i Administrative
Administrative Highest Instance 76.3% 101.2% 113 NA 23 62 82 78 113
2nd Instance 109.3% 325 - na m79 mio [l Mz s
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1st Instance 87.2% _ 97,5%

Public prosecution services

Total number of criminal cases of 1st instance per 100 inhabitants Distribution of processed cases per 100 inhabitants Distribution of discontinued cases per 100 inhabitants
3,05 3,07 B . : B :
4 4 Discontinued during the reference year 0.27 N : Discontinued because the offender could not..  NA | :
2,74 237 2.43 2,61 } :0,88 10,32
Concluded by a penalty or a measure impose.. NAP | 1011 Discontinued due to the lack of an establishe.. NA | 10,60
1.01 T : £
Cases closed by the public prosecutor foroth.. NA| : Discontinued by the public prosecutor for re.. NA | :
0.34 :0,18 :0,09
NA NA NA OiO = : :
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 Cases brought to court 0.12 50,68 Discontinued for other reasons 0.00 | 50,06

Note: There are different methodologies on calculating number of cases in prosecution statistics by event or by perpetrator. CEPEJ collects data per case (event) but some countries present it by perpetrator.

udiciary related websites

1. Legal texts 2. Case-law of the higher court/s 3. Information about the judicial system

www.arlis.am www.arlis.am, www.datalex.am court.am, concourt.am




