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REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA

GDP per capita

3839€
CoE Median 20301 €

Population
’ p

:‘ 2626 942

Implemented judicial system budget

Judicial system Courts Prosecution services Legal aid
0.41% of GDP 15.7 per inh. 8.1 perinh. 6.6 per inh. 0.96 per inh.
CoE Median : 0,30% CoE Median : 64,50 CoE Median : 43,53 CoE Median: 13,86 CoE Median: 3,08
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Budget : In 2020, the Republic of Moldova spent 41 313 673 € on the implemented judicial system budget, which is 15.73€ per
inhabitant (less than the CoE median) and 0.41% of the GDP (more than the CoE median). Within the budget on the judicial
system, 52% was spent on courts, 42% on prosecution services, and 6% on legal aid.

Professionals and Gender balance

After a steady increase in the last decade, the number of judges (17,55 per 100 000 inhabitants) is on par with the CoE median in
2020. The number of non-judge staff (68,22) is above the CoE median by 20%. At the same time, the number of prosecutors
(24,29) exceeds the CoE median by more than twice and the number of non-prosecution staff (13,70) is below the CoE median.
The number of lawyers (80,32) continues to be significantly below the CoE median. In 2020, 50% of the professional judges are
women in the Republic of Moldova. Yet, only 10% of courts’ presidents were women. Similarly, there were 49,7% women
prosecutors and only 10% of heads of prosecution offices were female.

Legal aid
In 2020, the legal aid in the Republic of Moldova witnessed an expansion of the system to new categories of beneficiaries and

legal services. The budget for legal aid per inhabitant (0,96 €) remains significantly below the CoE median in 2020, although it
represents an important proportion of the judicial system budget (6,1% of the total).

Court related mediation
The mandatory court related mediation contributed to an increase in the demand for mediators. Their number constantly

increased from 8,1in 2012 to 36,0 in 2020 per 100,000 inhabitants, which places the Republic of Moldova significantly above the

CoE medianin 2020.

€ Avg gross annual salary

4928 €
L] CoE Median 20 612 €

Clearance rate (%) Disposition time (days)

B 1st Instance B 2nd Instance

Civil Criminal

Highest Instance

51
118 146
42 113
116
358
242
171

Administrative Civil Criminal Administrative

100.3%
. 908%
o e32%
99.9%
103.8%

Efficiency: Generally, the highest instance is considerably faster
than other instances. The Supreme Court was the only instance to
maintain the Clearance Rate at 100% and above in all categories
of cases. By matter, the courts were the slowest in administrative
cases, in line with the European trend in 2020.

Contrary to the European trend of a decreasing number of
incoming cases during the pandemic, the number of incoming
cases grew in civil and commercial cases in first and second
instance courts. Despite postponements of court hearings caused
by lockdowns and an increase in the disposition times, the courts
managed to solve these cases faster compared to the CoE median
in 2020.
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Human resources (per 100 000 inhabitants) Il Republic of Moldova [l CoE Median
Professional judges Non-judge staff Prosecutors
2020 1755 D 0 6822 220 [EEIEED
2018 16.38 117,04 | 62.84 | 59,69 24.12 | 12,22
2016 15.04 17,63 | 66.33 15930 24.50 | 10,86
2014 10.80 18,06 | 52.77 } 55,33 19.58 | 10,27
2012 12.39 17,41 | 4248 54,46 20.87 | 10,44
2010 1244 16,88 | 44.10 61,05 20.70 | 9,83

Gender balance

Court presidents Heads of prosecution ofices
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Courts (per 100 000 inhabitants)

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

First instance general and specialised courts (legal entities)
@ General jurisdiction courts @ Specialised courts

7

1,29 1,29 1,29 0,57
0,06 0,06 0,06 0,07 0,56
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43% All courts (geographic location)
’ @ Republic of Moldova ~ @ CoE median
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Absolute gross salaries

Salary at the begining of career

46 149 €
Judges [ ]
12 551 €
37 304 €
Prosecutors [ J
1080 €
Salary at the end of career
90 287 €
Judges o
18 63 €

67 051 €
Prosecutors ( )
16 489 €

79.41
78.74
72.45
51.02
49.25
47.07

Lawyers

134,51
127,08
120,25
110,17
112,56
102,03

Ratio with the average
annual gross salary

Salary at the begining of career

Salary at the end of career

225

2%

4,5
3.8
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ICT in judiciary
(index from 0 to 10)

Index Total 6.87
Deployment rate Civil 5.28
Criminal 531
Administrative 5.45
Communication with Civil 2.14
courts Criminal 2.05
Administrative 2.14
Courts and case Civil 8.55
fanagement Criminal 8.55
Administrative 9.03
Decision support Civil 9.78
Criminal 9.81
Administrative 9.78

jo°
P |6,6
.|5,7
'Y |6,1
P |61
® 4,1
. |50
|70
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|7,4 ®
7,0 ®
7,3 PY
|72 o
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CEPEJ efficien dicators

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 Il 1stinstance
Clearance Rate Disposition Time (in days) Evolution of Disposition Time
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
. . ‘ :100% Civil
Civil Highest Instance  100.3% :1103.0% 42 172 78 80 28 27 28 42
2ndinstance 95.0% | 5\104 s sl | Mw2s ®mes N2 Moo M7 Eis
L . i Criminal
Criminal Highest Instance 99.9% | 1101’0% 118 120 49 51 33 59 64 118
2nd Instance 93.20 [ IggA% 113 [ Mo MWo2 MWss W1 mes  Wus
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Administrative
51

Administrative Highest Instance  103.8%

101,2%

2nd Instance 87.7% _ 100105 146
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Public prosecution services
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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 : Discontinued b the offend Id not :
2.74 Discontinued during the reference year 0.39 - c scontinued because the ottender couldnot — nap | c
L 2,61 ‘088 beidentified 1032
22339 2,43 — c o o .
1.87 2.07 Concluded by a penalty or a measure imposed 0.10 i Discontinued due to the lack of an established 0.00 I :
1.47 1.65 or negotiated by the public prosecutor :(.)‘1 1 offence or a specific legal situation . 50,60
1.04 Cases closed by the public prosecutor for 0.18 . Discontinued by the Public prosecutor for 0.09 .
I other reasons 0,18 reasons of opportunity 10,09
Cases brought to court 0.50 - Discontinued for other reasons 0.30 m
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 :0,68 :0,

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
legis.md csm.md justice.md justice.gov.md csj.md instante.justice.md instante.justice.md
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