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Implemented Judicial System Budget (IJSB) Efficiency - Disposition Time (days)
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Budget : The judicial system budget of Hungary cannot be calculated for 2022 due to the unavailability of data on legal aid Efficiency : Except for the highest instance criminal cases, all other
budget. Even though the implemented courts’ budget per inhabitant increased between 2020 and 2022 from 41 € to 46 €, it case types record a DT well below the respective European medians
remains slightly below the CoE median. On the other hand, the public prosecution services’ budget per inhabitant (16 €) is across the three instances. The second instance courts stand out as
slightly above the CoE median. most efficient, while administrative justice appears as the most
efficient area of law.
Judicial organisation: There are not specialised courts as separate legal entities. Indeed, the 20 administrative and labour
courts were dismissed on the 31st of March 2020. Since then, Regional Courts deal with labour cases on first instance while Data on administrative cases should be construed against the
administrative cases are dealt with by eight Regional Courts at regional level. background of recent legislative reforms. Indeed, starting from April
2020 appeals in administrative matters were decided by the Curia.
Information and Communication Technologies (ICT): Hungary has an ICT Deployment index of 8,5 which is the highest in However, following a legislative amendment effective from March
Europe. Hungary appears to be similarly developed in ICT in all matters. It was reported that legislative changes in recent years 2022, administrative cases are dealt with by High courts at 1st
have made digital administration widely available. However, it is difficult to estimate the usage rate due to partial data on the instance and by Regional courts at 2nd instance, while the Curia has
use of digital technology in courts. original jurisdiction in exceptional cases set out by law.

Professionals and gender balance: It is to be noted that the number of judges declined since 2018 (from 30,15 to 27,71 judges
per 100 000 inhabitants) contrary to the trend identified in the majority of the states. Women constitute the majority within
different judicial professions: judges, prosecutors, non-judge and non-prosecutor staff, lawyers and notaries. Female judges
are over 60% at all three instances, while female prosecutors do not have the majority only at 2nd instance (46%). Moreover,
51% of court presidents are women. However female heads of prosecution services are at 39%.

» Page 82



» Page 83

HUNGARY

Human Resources (per 100 000 inhabitants) B Hungary M CoE Median
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Training of Justice Professionals
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*This indicator is calculated as follows: the number of participants in live trainings is divided by the number of professionals for that category. For example, if the CoE Median for judges is 3,9, this means that, each judge in

Europe participated to 3,9 live trainings (as mid value). Indeed, this analysis allows to better understand quantity of training per professional if all were trained.
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CEPEJ Efficiency Indicators

Clearance Rate (CR) = (Resolved cases / Incoming cases) *100 Instance
CR >100%, the court/judicial system is able to resolve more cases than it received => backlog is decreasing W Hungary . 1st Instance
CR < 100%, the court/judicial system is able to resolve fewer cases than it received => backlog is increasing

W CoE Median 2nd Instance

Dispostion Time (DT) = (Pending cases / Resolved cases) *365
. Highest Instance

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

Clearance Rate Disposition Time (in days) Evolution of Disposition Time
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Incoming Cases

Total number of 1st instance cases per 100 inhabitants Total number of 2nd instance cases per 100 inhabitants Total number of Supreme Court cases per 100 inhabitants
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HUNGARY

Public Prosecution Services

Total number of received cases (1st instance) per prosecutor Distribution of processed cases in % Distribution of discontinued casesin% M Hungary
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Note: There are different methodologies for calculating the number of cases in the prosecution services’ statistics: by event or by perpetrator. The CEPEJ collects data per case (event), but some countries present it per

perpetrator.

ICT Deployment and Usage Index
(from 0 to 10)

Deployment index by matter (0 to 10) Deployment index by category (0 to 10)
Administrative matter Decision support
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Civil matter Criminal matter Case management Digital access to justice

Judiciary Related Websites

Legal texts Case-law of the higher court/s Information about the judicial system
https://njt.hu/ https://kuria-birosag.hu/hu/kuriai-dontesek https://birosag.hu/
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