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Budget : In 2020, Hungary spent 546 816 799 € on the implemented judicial system budget that is 55,3 € per inhabitant (less Efficiency: In 2020, second instance courts appear to be the most
than the CoE median) and 0.40% of the GDP (significantly higher than the CoE median). The judicial system budget is distributed ~ efficient instance, while the criminal domain is the most efficient
in the following way: 71.5 % for courts, 28.4% for prosecution and 0.1% for legal aid. In 2020, Hungary’s budget of the judicial area of law. The overall efficiency of courts is stable or improved
system was slightly decreased compared to the previous cycle, however, the implemented budget allocated to investments in in 2020 when compared to the previous cycle even with the
the new buildings and ICT were significantly increased. COVID-19 circumstances.
ICT in judiciary On 31 March 2020, the twenty Administrative and labour courts

Hungary with an ICT index of 9.7 is one of the highest in Europe and it was significantly increased by 0.8 points compared with were dismissed.
the previous cycle. Hungary invests 4.4% of the courts’ budget for ICT which is above the COE median of 2.2%. The
improvements are noticed in all categories and foremost in e-communication and decision support. In 2020, the digitalisation of
the courts has been given a priority within central administration.

Professionals and gender

Contrary to the European trend, the number of judges per 100 000 inhabitants (28,2) has slightly decreased since 2010. The
number of prosecutors (18,97) and lawyers (131,08) has increased only slightly. The proportion of women is stable both for
judges and prosecutors. While women are dominant for judges and prosecutors with 69% and 60%, the courts presidents and
heads of prosecution are little lower with 53% and 42%.

Salaries of judges and prosecutors

Since 2019, the salaries of judges have increased by 32% and that of prosecutors by 21%. The ratio with the average national
gross salaries, which was below the CoE median in the previous cycles, is now in line with it.

From this date, Regional Courts deal with labour cases on first
instance while administrative cases are dealt with by eight
Regional Courts on a regional level. This reorganisation had an
effect on caseflow, especially on the increased number of
incoming and resolved cases in the first instance. Even if the
clearance rate is below 100%, the Disposition Time remains
stable. On the contrary, the efficiency in the second instance has
significantly improved.
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Human resources (per 100 000 inhabitants) M Hungary [l CoE Median

Professional judges Non-judge staff Prosecutors
220 220 EEEED o HEEENEEED o EEEENEEED
2018 30.15 | 17,94 88.91 I 59,69 19.67 | 11,22
2016  28.69 | 17,63 81.68 | 59,30 19.21 | 10,86
2014 2854 | 18,06 81.40 | 55,33 18.96 | 10,27
2012 27.92 | 17,41 82.17 | 54,46 18.29 | 10,44
2010 28.95 | 16,88 77.24 | 61,05 17.43 | 9,83

Gender balance

Court presidents Heads of prosecution offices
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Non-judge staff Non-prosecutor staff
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@ % Female 75% 71% 67% 72%
. 4% 81%
- % Female CoE Median 45% ' 36%
NA NA
2012 2020 2012 2020 2020

Non-prosecutor staff
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25.97 | 14,98
27.13 | 14,60
27.78 | 14,57
27.08 | 14,56
22.48 | 12,94

Absolute gross salaries

Salary at the begining of career

46 149 €

Judges [ J
1856 €

37 304 €
Prosecutors [ J
1856 €

Salary at the end of career

90 287 €

Judges (]
57 542 €

67 051 €
Prosecutors [ )
5961 €

131.08
132.57
114.22
131.91
131.20
121.16

Lawyers
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Ratio with the average
annual gross salary

Salary at the begining of career
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1.7

Salary at the end of career
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Courts (per 100 000 inhabitants) icT In Judiciary

Distribution (%) of 1st instance
specialised and general
jurisdiction courts

First instance general and specialised courts (legal entities)
@ General jurisdiction courts @ Specialised courts
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43% All courts (geographic location)
@ Hungary @ CoE median
1,64 1,66 1,59 1,60 1,66
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Index Total
Deployment rate Civil
Criminal

Administrative
Communication with Civil

courts o
Criminal

Administrative
Courts and case Civil
management Griminal
Administrative
Decision support Civil
Criminal

Administrative

9.68
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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
. 1st Instance

The Disposition Time (DT) is the theoretical time for a pending case to be resolved, taken into consideration the current pace of work

Clearance Rate

Disposition Time (in days) Evolution of Disposition Time

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
L . o | 2100% Civil

Civil Highest Instance  131.8% | 103,0% 155 172 148 208 158 203 229 155
2nd Instance 107.1% | 0420 116 [N |177 B Pz P4 Pz Wz  Paus
1st Instance 100.2% -9811% 165 | | - B W Wi P Esr Piss

Criminal Highest Instance  104.2% | 101.0% 66 o criminal 56 56 49 55 61 66
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Ar - ) ‘ Administrative

Administrative  Highest Instance  108.6% | 101.2% 58 249 197 280 129 168 228 58
2nd Instance 145.5% — 4| e Wiz ®We WMo+ MWs3 Mo - 4
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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

2228 2.24

2,74

1.85 1.93

2010 2012 2014

Discontinued during the reference year
2,43

2Phs
1.97 I

Concluded by a penalty or a measure imposed
or negotiated by the public prosecutor

Cases closed by the public prosecutor for
other reasons

Cases brought to court

2016 2018 2020

0.20 |
0.04]:

0.05] :

20,88
0,11

0,18

113 I

Discontinued because the offender could not :
e 0.03] :
be identified 10,32

10,60

Discontinued due to the lack of an established
- core 0.0s i
offence or a specific legal situation

Discontinued by the public prosecutor for

reasons of opportunity e I 0

,09

Discontinued for other reasons 0.06 IO .

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
https://njt.hu

2. Case-law of the higher court/s

https://kuria-birosag.hu/hu/node?theme=kuria_smg
https://birosag.hu/birosagi-hatarozatok-gyujtemenye

3. Information about the judicial system

https://birosag.hu



