Judiciary at a glance in Ireland

Average annual
Population: 4 977 400 GDP per capita: 74 912 € e 40 283 €

Judicial professionals per 100 000 inhabitants Gross salaries of judges and prosecutors vs average annual
M Ireland ™ EU Median salary in the country
M Ireland 7 EU Median
I 3,39

Professional judges
DPEY

21,88
Non-judge staff

5,18
4,09
59,00
3,22
2,57
Prosecutors
9,91 2,02
1,71
N ff L8t
on-prosecutor sta
15,22 0,83
s ]

Lawyers

By

122,09 Judge at the beginning of a Judge of the highest court  Prosecutor at the beginning of
career a career

Clearance rate by instance and by matter (%) Disposition time by instance and by matter (in days)

B 1st instance ® 2nd instance Supreme Court M 1stinstance W 2nd instance Supreme Court

118

Civil and Total criminal law cases Total criminal law cases
commercial...

ICT tools assessment from 2018 to 2020

M2018 m2019 m2020 ™ EU Median 2020

6,94
517
3,04
2,67 2,67 2,50
2,00 2,00 1,85 1,85
1,33 1,33 1,25
II.I 000 00 000 000 [ 000 000 000 |

Assistance tools Case management system Financial management tools Measurement tools to assess the Electronic communication
workload

*|CT calculations are described in more details in Annex 5 - IT Calculation methodology



Synthesis table for the main indicators for: [reland

Variations

Economic and demographic data
2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

Population 4591087 4602029 4625885 4664156 4673700 4792500 4857000 4921500 4977400

[
P
=
L

8,7% 8,4% 3,5%

- l,9% l 1,3% l 1,3% I 1,1%
GDP per capita 37 675 38 055 41 011 55 187 58 961 61 369 66 716 72 346 74 912 - .,8% I13,2% I I
NAP

Exchange rate (local currency needed to

. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
obtain 1€)

I 3,2% I5,3% I 3,6% 0,0%
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020
3,2 3,5 3.4 3,5 3,3 3,3 3,4

NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

Average annual salary 33 358 35768 36 919 38 871 40 283 40 283

Professional judges per 100 000 inhab. 3,1 , , , , , , , 3,3 I 0,2% -5,0% -1,3% I 3,0% -3,5%
Non-judge staff per 100 000 inhab. 20,6 20,1 20,0 20,2 20,9 21,3 21,6 21,9 21,9 I4,1% l 3,5% I 1,2% | 1,6% -0,3%
Lawyers per 100 000 inh. 240,8 243,7 250,5 255,3 261,8 262,7 270,6 301,0 282,4 l4,5% I 3,3% I 3,0% l% -6,2%
Mediators 0,8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA
ICT overall assesment 2,1 2,1 1,8 0,0% -13,9%

NA
Al SN '”icn%rgéng CERIED [T 100 2013 2014 2012-2020 | 2014-2016 | 2016-2018 | 2017-2018 | 2018-2019

Civil and commercial litigious cases 3,927 4,244 3,113 -
Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
Total criminal law cases 7,244

First instance 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

performance indicators (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange
(Clearence Rate) points) points) points) points) points) points)

CR civil and commercial litigious cases NA NA 56% 63% 59% 73% 63% 63% 60% NA l3,66 .3,85 i -9,67 i -0,08 i -2,73

CR administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA

o
R
>

CR total criminal law cases

First instance
performance indicators (Disposition Time)

2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

DT civil and commercial litigious cases

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
cases (days)
DT administrative law cases (days) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
DT total criminal law cases (days) NA

First instance pending cases per 100

2013 2014 2020 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

inhab. on 31 dec.

Civil and commercial litigious cases NA NA NA NA

Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA

Total criminal law cases NA

Second instance 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

performance indicators (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange

(Clearence Rate) points) points) points) points) points) points)
CR civil and commercial litigious cases 75% 84% 82% 66% 75% 93% 105% l7,27 -7,46 ',30 - .60
CR administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
CR total criminal law cases 109%

SRERNe) (MEEEE 2012-2020 | 2014-2016 | 2016-2018 | 2017-2018 | 2018-2019 | 2019-2020

performance indicators (Disposition Time)

DT civil and commercial litigious cases

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
(days)
DT administrative law cases (days) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
DT total criminal law cases (days) NA

Supreme court 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

performance indicators 2013 2014 2016 2017 2019 2020 (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange | (percentange

(Clearence Rate) points) points) points) points) points) points)
CR civil and commercial litigious cases 152% 481% 190% 123% 90% 106% 114% .7,69 | -99,34 | -32,33 I 15,89 I 7,57
CR administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
CR total criminal law cases 103%

Supreme court

N : " : 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2012-2020 2014-2016 2016-2018 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020
performance indicators (Disposition Time)
EL;‘)’” and commercial litigious cases NA NA 219 226 256 171 NA NA .8% l,?% 33,20 NA
DT administrative law cases (days) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA
DT total criminal law cases 118
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1. Judicial organisation in Ireland

In Ireland, there are only three first instance courts (as legal entities) exercising general jurisdiction for the entire State (the High Court, the Circuit Court and the District
Court). Each of those three courts has a single court president only, who exercises a nationwide remit for his/her court. The number of geographic locations reflects the
physical location serving as seats or venues for the three jurisdictions.

On 4th October, 2013 the Irish electorate approved by Referendum an amendment to the Constitution to enable the establishment of a Court of Appeal. The necessary
legislation, the Court of Appeal Act, was enacted in July, 2014. The Court of Appeal is placed immediately below the Supreme Court in the jurisdictional hierarchy,
effectively assuming the existing appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and the Court of Criminal Appeal and the Courts-Martial Appeals Court. The Supreme Court
has appellate jurisdiction for decisions of the Court of Appeal where the Supreme Court determines that the decision involves a matter of general public importance or it is
necessary in the interests of justice that there be an appeal to the Supreme Court and for decisions of the High Court in exceptional circumstances involving a matter of
general public importance and /or the interests of justice. The establishment of the Court of Appeal enabled the Supreme Court to concentrate on cases which are
appropriate for consideration by it as the court of Final Appeal under the constitution. The Court of Appeal was established by order of the Government and started
functioning in October 2014.

Distribution of general courts in Ireland

Distribution of first and higher instances general courts (%)

W [reland - 1st instance EU Median - 1st instance According to 2020 data, the distribution between 1st instance and higher instances courts of
# Ireland - Higher instances R EU Median - Higher instances general jurisdiction in Ireland is somewhat different from the EU median of 87% - 13%.

EU Median %

Z

Evolution of number of first instance courts in Ireland

Evolution of number of first instance courts in Ireland
Legal entities

Geographic Geographic locations == Legal entities General jurisdiction = —&— Legal entities Specialised jurisdiction
. S Specialised
locations General jurisdiction S

jurisdiction 120

2012 105 3 1
2013 100 3 1 100
2014 94 3 1 80

2015 94 3 1
2016 95 3 2 60

2017 95 3 2
40

2018 95 3 2
2019 95 3 2 20

2020 95 3 2

0 ¢ ¢ % ———¢ > > % ¢

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Distribution of first instance general jurisdiction and specialised courts

Ireland EU Median
\ 25%

m General jurisdiction & Specialised courts General jurisdiction Specialised courts

The distribution between number of general jurisdiction courts and specialised courts of 60,0% - 40,0% is somewhat different from the EU median
(distribution tendency in EU: 75,5% - 24,5%).

Specialised courts First instance Higher instance

Total 2 NAP
Commercial courts (excluded insolvency courts) NAP NAP
Insolvency courts NAP NAP
Labour courts NAP NAP
Family courts NAP NAP
Rent and tenancies courts NAP NAP
Enforcement of criminal sanctions courts NAP NAP
Fight against terrorism, organised crime and corruption 2 NAP
Internet related disputes NAP NAP
Administrative courts NAP NAP
Insurance and / or social welfare courts NAP NAP
Military courts NAP NAP
Juvenile courts NAP NAP
Other specialised 1st instance courts NAP NAP
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The two specialised first instance courts listed above are Special Criminal Court No. 1 and Special Criminal Court No. 2. The latter was established in October 2015 and
came into operation, sitting for the first time, in 2016.

Other than distinctions between jurisdictional levels there is no specialisation - all judges within a court jurisdiction may be allocated to any category of case falling within
the jurisdictional remit of the court concerned. Starting in 2013 a new cadre of specialist judges was created in the Circuit Court with specific jurisdiction in relation to certain
types of personal insolvency remedy and certain pre-trial order making powers.

Ireland has a specialist regime for the trial of commercial proceedings in the form of the Commercial List of the High Court (known as the 'Commercial Court’) but, as it is
not a separate legal entity, being a list within and formally a part of the High Court, it is not included as a specialist court as such.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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2. Professionals of justice in Ireland

e Professional judges and non-judge staff

Evolution of the number of professional judges since 2012 (Q46)

Absolute Per 100 000

number inhabitants

Professional judges per 100 000 inhabitants

2012 144 3,14

2013 148 3,22 23,9
2014 160 3,46

2015 159 3,41

2016 162 3,47

2017 160 3,34

2018 160 3,29 3,14 3,22 3,46 3,41 3,47 3,34 3,29 3,39 3,27

2019 167 3,39 B m m N ] ] I [ ] I

2020 163 3,27 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median

According to 2020 data, the total number of professional judges sitting in courts (all instances) in Ireland is 163, which is -2,4% less than in previous cycle.

More precisely, in Ireland, there are 3,27 professional judges per 100 000 inhabitants (this figure is below the EU median of 23,92 judges per 100 000 inhabitants) and about 6,68 non-
judge staff per judge .

There has been a small increase compared with previous cycle when this ratio was at 6,47 non-judge staff per judge.

Absolute number of professional judges by instance and gender

Distribution by

instance Female % Male % Female
1st instance 138 84,7% 85 53 61,6% 38,4%
2nd instance 16 9,8% 8 8 50,0% 50,0%
Supreme courts 9 5,5% 6 3 66,7% 33,3%
Total 163 99 64 60,7% 39,3%

C . . . Distribution of professional judges by gender and by instance,
Distribution of professional judges by instance P judges by & v % Female
M Ireland EU Median % Male
84,7%
2 0,
72,39% e 20.3%
50,0% ’
23,98% 61,6% 50.0% 66,7% 60,7%
0, A0
%/8% 5,5% 4,03%
I —
1st instance 2nd instance Supreme courts lstinstance 2nd instance Supreme courts Total

In this cycle, the total number of female professional judges (all instances) is 64, which represents 39,3% of the total number of judges.

The total number of judges is distributed among the different judicial instances in the following way: 138 are sitting in first instance courts (of which 53 are female); 16 are sitting in second
instance courts (of which 8 are female) and 9 are sitting in Supreme Court (of which 3 are female).

Compared with the EU distribution of professional judges per instance, Ireland shows a larger percentage of judges in the first instance courts (84.7% compared with 72.39%), and
significantly lower number of second instance judges (9.8% compared to 23.9%). The percentage of judges at the Supreme court level is slightly higher than EU median (5.5% compared
to 4.03%). An amendment was made in 2019 to the number of judges in the court of appeal due to workload of the court.

As regards the methodology of presentation of data in respect of the number of judges, it should be noticed that the number of first instance professional judges refers to ordinary judges
of the District Court, ordinary and specialist judges of the circuit court and ordinary judges of the High Court - including Court Presidents.

As regards the distribution male/female, it has to be specified that female judges represent a minority in the first and third instance courts, and hold 50% of judgeship positions only in the
second instance courts.

Absolute number of professional judges by instance and matter

Total Civil and commercial Criminal Administrative
1st instance 138 NA NA NAP NAP
2nd instance 16 NA NA NAP NAP
Supreme courts 9 NA NA NAP NAP
Total 163 NA NA NAP NAP

In Ireland, the distribution of judges per categories of cases is not possible.

It should be noted that judges deal with both criminal and civil and commercial proceedings.
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Non-judge staff

Number of non-judge staff 945 927 927 942 975 1023 1049 1080 1089
Per 100 000 inhabitants 20,58 20,14 20,04 20,20 20,86 21,35 21,60 21,94 21,88
Non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants Absolute
2020 in %
number
59,00
Total 1089
Rechtspfleger 25 II 2,3%
Non-judge staff assisting the judge 816 -74,9%
20,58 20,14 20,04 20,20 20,86 21,35 21,60 21,94 21,88
Staff in charge of administrative tasks 247 I] 22, 7%
Technical staff 1 0,1%
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median Other NAP NAP

In 2020, Ireland has 1 089 non-judge staff (of which 651 are females). The total number of non-judge staff in comparison with the previous cycle reveals an increase of 0,8%.

In this cycle, the non-judge staff is broken down as follows:
o 25 Rechtspfleger (or similar bodies) with judicial or quasi-judicial tasks having autonomous competence and whose decisions could be subject to appeal (among which 11
> 816 non-judge staff whose task is to assist the judges such as registrars (of which 514 are women);
o 247 staff in charge of different administrative tasks and of the court management (of which 126 are women);

o 1 technical staff (of which O are women);

In 2020, the number of non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants has decreased (from 21,9 in 2019 to 21,9 in 2020).
During the same period, the number of judges per 100 000 inhabitants evolves from 3,4 judges per 100 000 inhabitants in 2019 to 3,3 in 2020.

Professional judges, non-judge staff and their ratio (Q46, Q52)

Professional judges and non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants, and their ratio

Per 100 000 inhabitants Ireland EU median
Professional judges 3,27 23,92 53,00
B Professional judges 6,68
Non-judge staff 21,88 59,00

Non-judge staff

Non-judge staff per judge 6,68 3,30 21,88
Non-judge staff per judge
3,27
I
Ireland EU median
Evolution of the ratio between professional judges and non-judge staff (Q46, Q52)
Judges Non-judge staff per  Ratio between professional judges and . . . . i
per 100 000 inh. 100 000 inh. non-judge staff Evolution of the ratio between professional judges and non-judge staff
(Q4s6, Q52)

2012 3,14 20,58 6,56

2013 3,22 20,14 6,26

2014 3,46 20,04 5,79 6,56 6,56 6,68

2015 3,41 20,20 5,92

2016 3,47 20,86 6,02

2017 3,34 21,35 6,39

2018 3,29 21,60 6,56

2019 3,39 21,94 6,47

Aoz 3.27 21,88 2z 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
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e Public prosecutors and non-prosecutor staff

Absolute number of public prosecutors by instance and gender (Q55)

Distribution by

2020 Total instance Male Female Male Female
1st instance NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
2nd instance NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

Supreme courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

Total 128 50 78 39,1% 60,9%

Distribution of public prosecutors by instance and gender
Male B Female

Total 39,1% 60,9%

In this cycle, the total number of female prosecutors (all instances) is 78, which represents 60,9% of the total number of prosecutors.

The total number of prosecutors is not distributed among the different judicial instances in the way presented above.

As regards the methodology of presentation of data in respect of the number of prosecutors, it should be noticed that only total number of public prosecutors is provided. In Ireland, the
court going staff number at the 31st December 2020 is 128 - (50 male / 78 female). This figure includes the Prosecutors and Technical staff - Legal Executive. It also includes one
Trainee Solicitor. In the Office, the Technical Staff and Trainee Solicitors are court going staff and manage the running of a prosecution at trial in the same manner as some of the

Prosecutors.

As regards the distribution of the number of prosecutors among the different judicial instances, Ireland presents some peculiarities which should be mentioned. Allocation of prosecutors
work is not in all instances divided as per the table above. The sub-categories 1st, 2nd and 3rd instance do not apply in the Irish system.

As regards the distribution male/female, it has to be specified that females represent the majority of public prosecutors.
Non-prosecutor staff by gender (Q60)

Non-prosecutor staff by gender
_36%

Non-prosecutor staff

Male = Female
2020 90 32 58

Public prosecutors, non-prosecutor staff and their ratio (Q55, Q60)

Public prosecutors and non-prosecutor staff per 100 000 inhabitants, and their ratio

Per 100 000 inhabitants Ireland
15,22
Public prosecutors 2,57 9,91 B Public prosecutors
9,91
Non-prosecutor staff 1,81 15,22 Non-prosecutor staff
Non-prosecutor staff per 0.70 111 ® Non-prosecutor staff per prosecutor ‘
prosecutor ’ ’ 2,57
1,81
Ireland EU median
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e Salaries of professional judges and prosecutors at beginning of a career and at the highest instance (Q132, Q4)

Gross salaries of judges and prosecutors vs average annual salary in the

. . . Average gross annual Average net annual Ratio with national
Salaries of professional judges and e g country

prosecutors (Q132, Q4)

salary salary average annual
in € in€ gross salary

4,09
Judge at the beginning of a career 129 704 € NA 3,22
2,02 -
Judge of the highest court 208 854 € NA 5,18 '
0,83
Prosecutor at the beginning of a career 33370 € NA 0,83
Judge at the beginning of career Judge on highest instance Prosecutor at the beginning of
career
Public prosecutor at highest instance NAP NAP NA Wireland & EU Median

According to 2020 data, the absolute gross salary of a judge at the beginning of a career in Ireland of 129 704€ is quite above when compared to the EU median of 51 946€. As a ratio
with the annual average salary of the country, the salary for a judge at the beginning of career is: 3,22 compared with EU median of : 2,02.

It should be noted that the highest absolute gross salary for judge at the beginning of career is reported in Ireland (129 704€).

Regarding salary levels, it should be specified that the judicial salary reflects that of a judge of the District Court and a judge of the Supreme Court as at 31 December 2020.
Statutory deductions such as PAYE, USC, pension contributions will vary according to personal circumstances. In every case these will
be charged in accordance with the relevant statutory provisions.

Regarding salaries of public prosecutors, it is worth bearing in mind that prosecuting in the Superior Courts is not necessarily linked to grade.

e Lawyers

Lawyers Absolute number ﬁ}er:at??a?]?g Number of lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants
2012 11 055 240,79 301,05 282,36
2013 11 215 243,70 240,79 243,70 250,50 255,29 261,83 262,66 270,58
2014 11 588 250,50
2015 11 907 255,29
2016 12 237 261,83 122,09
2017 12 588 262,66
2018 13 142 270,58
2019 14816 301,05 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median
2020 14 054 282,36 2020

In 2020, there are 14 054 lawyers, which is -5,1% less than in 2019.

Ireland has 282,4 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants, which is above the EU median of 122,1 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants.

The above figure is the sum membership of the Bar of Ireland and the Law Society.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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e Judicial professionals (summary)

Judicial professionals in absolute number and per 100 000 inhabitants (Q46, Q52, Q55, Q60, Q146)

Per 100 000

Absolute number inhabi EU Median . . . .
inhabitants Judicial professionals per 100 000 inhabitants
M Ireland EU Median
Professional judges 167 3,39 23,92
282,36
Non-judge staff 1089 21,88 59,00
Prosecutors 128 2,57 9,91
122,09
Non-prosecutor staff 90 1,81 15,22 59,00
23,92 21,88
> [ 257 991 T
Lawyers 14 054 282,36 122,09
Professional judges Non-judge staff Prosecu tors Non-prosecutor staff Lawyers

Judicial professionals: Gender balance

M Ireland % Male B Ireland % Female

= EU Median % Male ¥ EU Median % Female
% Male % Female

Professional judges 60,7% 39,3% 30% 1 ) IIHHHHNIHNINMHHDMIDBIBNN 6o

Non judge staff 40,2% 59,8% Non judge staf 2025 __ 0%
Prosecutors 39,1% 60.9% AL Iz

Non-prosecutor staff 35,6% 64,4% rosecutors 1o.1% __ o
Lawyers 50,7% 49,2% 40,5% &\\\\\\\\\\\\N&\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ﬁ 59,5%

Judicial professionals: Gender balance

Regarding number of lawyers, it should be specified that total figure includes 24 lawyers with a gender reported as "Unknown".
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3. Legal aid and court fees in Ireland

In Ireland, legal aid includes:

O

> Coverage of court fees:

o

o Exemption from court fees:

In Ireland, legal aid is available for :

> Representation in court:
o Criminal cases
o Other than criminal cases

> Legal advice, ADR and other legal services:
o Criminal cases

o Other than criminal cases

Q 00 00

> Fees related to enforcement of judicial decisions as fees for enforcement agents (Q18)

> Other costs than above (Q19) V)

In relation to enforcement fees, it should be noted that civil legal aid does not generally include fees in respect of enforcement by an enforcement agent (this is distinct from
enforcement of proceedings in a court which may be covered).

Concerning other costs, it should be specified that in criminal cases legal aid can cover the cost of expert withesses (medical and technical), interpreters, translation service
providers, travel costs, disbursements i.e. photocopying costs, prison visits. In civil cases, fees of other professionals may be covered where it is necessary having regard to the
circumstances of the case.

Number of cases for which legal aid has been granted

Ratio of number of cases brought to court for which legal aid

Absolute number Cases not brought to has been granted
(in 2020) court

Cases brought to court

Total NA 85 963 NA o
B In criminal cases
In criminal cases NA 73 611 NA o
% In other than criminal
cases
In other than criminal cases 30 874 12 352 18 522

Number of cases for which legal has been granted per 100 000

Per 100 000 inhabitants inhabitants

(in 2020) [ e SR m Ireland EU Median

Total NA 734,2 620,3
402,7
In criminal cases NA 330,9
In other than criminal cases 620,3 402,7

In other than criminal cases

[Comment ALL 020] In Criminal Cases - this represents the number of criminal legal aid certificates which originated from the criminal prosecutions in the District Court.

In "other than criminal cases" the 'number of cases brought before the court' is the number of legal aid certificates granted. The number of 'cases not brought to court/non-litigious
cases' is the number of applications for civil legal aid and advice. However, please note that any advice case may progress to being an aid case and the Legal Aid Board does not
keep a record of what specific cases never progressed beyond advice stage (i.e. this figure includes all of the cases which eventually became aid cases).

Ireland has data for the total criminal legal aid certificates issue, but the required breakdown is not available.

Timeframes of the procedure for granting legal aid (in relation to the duration from the initial legal aid request to the final approval of the legal aid request)

o Maximum duration prescribed in law/regulations: NAP
> Actual average duration: 14
Legal Aid Certificates for Emergency / Priority applications (including Child Abduction applications and applications under Sex Offenders Acts) are addressed within 24 hours.

Legal Aid Certificates for Standard applications (including foreign applications and non urgent Central Authority cases) are addressed within 2 weeks i.e. granted, refused or
further information requested).

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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4. Performance of courts in Ireland

o Efficiency indicators
o Clearance Rate (CR) and Disposition Time (DT)
The Clearance Rate shows the capacity of a judicial system to deal with the incoming cases. A Clearance Rate of 100% and higher does not generate backlog.

The Disposition Time determines the estimated number of days necessary for a pending case to be solved in a court.

Regarding data for Ireland, historically the number of pending civil cases has not been recorded in caseload data, as many cases initiated before the Irish courts either
settle out of court or are not proceeded with by the plaintiff/applicant without there being any procedural requirement that the parties inform the court of either a
settlement or an intention not to proceed with the case. Consequently, number of resolved cases appears lower and number of pending cases is not available (NA).
For this reason, CR shows lower values and DT cannot be calculated which imposes certain limitations on the caseload analysis. The mentioned characteristics of the
system have to be taken into account whenever analysing available data for Ireland.

Concerning efficiency of first instance courts in 2020, several points should be taken into account. The reduction in non-litigious cases has been identified and
reportedly, it is related to the consequences of COVID-19 pandemic. Furthermore, it should be noted that during the most restrictive lockdowns, only essential
proceedings could be dealt with, but as guidance allowed, case volume increased. Urgent and essential cases continued to be heard throughout. This included
domestic violence and criminal proceedings. All written judgments were delivered electronically and published on the Courts Service website, courts.ie.
Attendance at Court offices was by appointment only to ensure that footfall could be safely managed.

Both the Supreme Court and Court of Appeal quickly adopted the use of video technology and made greater use of electronic documentation to facilitate their
continued work. Procedures were introduced to ensure that justice was administered in public. Both jurisdictions delivered their judgments electronically. Waiting times
for a hearing in both Courts were improved, to a certain extent, by a net reduction in the numbers of new cases coming into their lists from other jurisdictions. By year
end in both Courts, there was a net improvement in the numbers of cases waiting to be dealt with compared to 2019

First instance Total of other than criminal cases

o Incoming, resolved and pending cases

Evolution of number of all other than criminal cases per 100 inhabitants

Incoming M Resolved Pending 31 Dec
N
o
O
o ©0
5 o & 2 g 3
3 3 DY < g S o S a
B 5 :, - 2 ; -
3 3
~ ~
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median
The number of incoming cases in 2020 in Ireland (4,19 per 100 inhabitants) is somewhat below EU median (6,82 per 100 inhabitants).
The number of resolved cases in 2020 in Ireland (2,60 per 100 inhabitants) is significantly below EU median (6,60 per 100 inhabitants).
o Clearance Rate and Disposition Time
Other than criminal cases CR (%) DT (days) Clearance Rate in % (CR) and Disposition Time in days (DT) for Other than criminal
cases
2012 NA NA DT (days) @ CR (%)
2013 NA NA
99%
2014 73% NA y >\
82%
79%
2015 — NA 73% 77% 76% . ° 75%
¢ 2 g ¢ ¢ 62%
2016 76% NA
4
2017 82% NA
2018 79% NA
2019 75% NA
109
2020 62% NA
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median

The Clearance Rate is calculated at 62,0% in 2020.
Between 2019 and 2020, the Clearance Rate has decreased by -13,4 points.

The Disposition Time of other than criminal cases cannot be calculated.
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First instance Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

o Incoming, resolved and pending cases

Evolution of number of civil and commercial litigious cases per 100 inhabitants

g\ Incoming M Resolved Pending 31 Dec
s <
[e)]
o
(e}
— o
H\ B (ﬂ“
” ~ R 3 S R
o~ ~ ~ N
O Yo}
@ & 9 o o N
™~ — 5 - ~ ™~ - © o
A LN
Q
-
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU median

The number of incoming cases in 2020 in Ireland (3,26 per 100 inhabitants) is well above EU median (1,56 per 100 inhabitants).

The number of resolved cases in 2020 in Ireland (1,96 per 100 inhabitants) is somewhat above EU median (1,50 per 100 inhabitants).

It should be noted that Civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases include proceedings not resolved inter partes, such as undefended pecuniary claims, deed
poll applications, probate (grants of representation), wardship proceedings, registrations of enduring powers of attorney, appointment of care
representatives, unopposed personal and corporate insolvency proceedings, liquor licencing applications and marriage notice exemption applications.

o Clearance Rate and Disposition Time

Clearance Rate in % (CR) and Disposition Time in days (DT) for Civil (and commercial)
litigious cases

Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases CR (%) DT (days)
DT (days) 4 CR (%)
2012 NA NA
2013 NA NA 98%
2014 55,6% NA 72.8% ‘
2015 63,2% NA 63,2% o 63,1% 63,0% %
2016 59,2% NA 55"6% 4 524, ¢ 2 4 s(i/
2017 72,8% NA
2018 63,1% NA
2019 63,0% NA N
= = = 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU Median

The Clearance Rate is calculated at 60,3% in 2020.

Between 2019 and 2020, the Clearance Rate has decreased by -2,7 points.

The Disposition Time of the civil and commercial litigious cases cannot be calculated.

The number of civil and commercial litigious cases older than 2 years is not available.
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First instance Administrative cases

The data for the first instance Administrative cases are not available as these cases are included in the number of Civil (and commercial) litigious cases.

o Clearance Rate and Disposition Time

The Clearance Rate of the administrative cases cannot be calculated due to unavailability of data.

The Disposition Time of the administrative cases cannot be calculated due to unavailability of data.

Insolvency cases

o Clearance Rate and Disposition Time

Insolvency cases CR (%) DINCEVD)) Clearance Rate in % (CR) and Disposition Time in days (DT) for Insolvency cases

2012 72,4% 695 DT (days) @ CR (%)
2013 75,2% NA

101.5% 105,0% 105%
2014 65,3% NA X U'S U'S

0 ‘ 84,1%
2015 76,2% NA . 752% 76,2% - .
65,3% V'S A%
2016 68,4% NA ¢ 4 ’ * 56.7%
2017 56,7% NA L 2
2018 101,5% NA
2019 84,1% NA
2020 105,0% NA 695 8
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 EU Median

The Clearance Rate was calculated at 105,0% in 2020 for insolvency cases, Ireland seems to deal efficiently with its insolvency cases.
Between 2019 and 2020, the Clearance Rate has increased by 20,9 points.

The Disposition Time for insolvency cases cannot be calculated.

Under the Insolvency category above the figures reflect both corporate and personal insolvency cases. Insolvency figures include both litigious and non-litigious cases.
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e First instance Criminal Law Cases

o Incoming, resolved and pending cases

Total criminal law cases per 100 inhabitants

Pending cases 1 _ Pending cases < Incoming cases B Resolved cases
Incoming cases Resolved cases N
NEl 31 Dec ~
Total NA 360 576 224 048 NA 2
<
Severe criminal cases NA 21 322 17 535 NA
=] 0
Misdemeanour and/or NA 382 455 194 796 NA = )
minor cases \\w
Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP B
Ireland EU Median

Severe, Misdemeanour and/or minor criminal cases, and other
criminal law cases per 100 inhabitants

i i Incoming cases M Resolved cases
Per 100 inhabitants Pending cases 1 Incoming cases Resolved cases Pending cases 8
Jan 31 Dec
Total 7,24
Total A .24 450 NA N 50
Severe criminal NA 0,43 0,35 NA
: cases Severe criminal 0,43
Misdemeanour NA 7,68 3,91 NA cases M o35
and/or minor cases
Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP Misdemeanour 768
and/or minor cases | 351
The number of total incoming criminal cases in 2020 in Ireland (7,24 per 100 inhabitants) is well above EU median (1,60 per 100 inhabitants).
The number of total resolved criminal cases in 2020 in Ireland (4,50 per 100 inhabitants) is well above EU median (1,48 per 100 inhabitants).
o Clearance Rate and Disposition Time
Clearance Rate in % (CR) and Disposition Time in days (DT)
Total criminal law cases CR (%) DT (days) DT (days) @ CR (%)
Total Criminal law cases Severe, Misdemeanour and/or minor criminal cases,
Total 62,1% NA .
62,1% and other criminal law cases
Severe criminal <
cases 82,2% NA 82,2%
Misdemeanour ‘
0,
and/or minor cases 50.9% NA 50,9%
Other cases NAP NAP ‘
Total Severe criminal Misdemeanour
cases and/or minor cases

The Clearance Rate is calculated at 62,1% in 2020 for total criminal cases.

The Disposition Time for criminal law cases cannot be calculated.

Except for the Supreme Court, criminal cases are generally counted by offence rather than case due to the various ICT systems used. This is due to data collection/ ICT

systems that are in use by the Court Service.
The number of pending criminal law cases cannot be provided.

Misdemeanour and/or minor criminal cases include all cases triable summarily (e.g. common assault, public order offences, burglary or theft in other that aggravated

circumstances).

Misdemeanour and minor criminal cases are cases heard in the District Court. There were fewer such cases incoming and resolved because of Covid-19 pandemic.
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Overall efficiency by instance and by case matter

CR (%) DT (days)
1st instance 2nd instance Supreme Court 1st instance 2nd instance Supreme Court
Civil and commercial 60,3% 104,6% 113,8% NA NA NA
litigious cases
Administrative cases NA NA NA NA NA NA
Total criminal law cases 62,1% 108,8% 103,0% NA NA 118

Clearance rate by instance and by matter (%)

B 1st instance © M 2nd instance \Supreme Court
(=) (=)

X Q Q °

& [32) P %

-~ Ll Ll ~

g - 5 g

— —

) ecoamamanamcaocoeoeoeoeel .- eeeeeoeee-------eoe o - - - - ----——---
100% < *
13} —
) o
3 ©
Civil and commercial Total criminal law cases

litigious cases

Due to the above-explained reasons, number of resolved cases appears lower and number of pending cases is not available (NA). Consequently, CR shows lower
values and DT cannot be calculated. Therefore, no comprehensive analysis of overall efficiency could be provided.
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5. Public prosecution services in Ireland

e Role and powers of the public prosecutor

In the criminal procedure, the public prosecutor in Ireland has the following 4 out of 11 possible roles and powers:

To conduct or supervise police investigation To appeal

To conduct investigations To supervise the enforcement procedure

When necessary, to request investigation measures from the judge To discontinue a case without needing a decision by a judge

To end the case by imposing or negotiating a penalty or measure

To charge without requiring a judicial decision

0O 0 0 9 O

To present the case in the court Other significant powers

O 0 0 0 © O

To propose a sentence to the judge

The Director of Public Prosecutions has no investigative function. The Director determines the appropriate charge and prosecutes the case in court. The Director may appeal a
decision of the court on a point of law or where a sentence imposed is considered unduly lenient. The Director may end proceedings in a case without a judicial decision. In
addition to ending a case without judicial decision, the Office of the DPP can recommend a number of non-judicial disposals, including Garda cautioning and juvenile diversion.
Whilst the DPP cannot propose a sentence to the judge, there are two areas in relation to sentencing that the Office of the DPP can appropriately comment on: the practice of
drawing to the attention of the sentencing court all relevant guideline sentences from the superior courts (pre-sentence) and the Director’s responsibility in relation to appealing
sentences considered to be ‘unduly lenient’. Prosecutors also have a role in applying for and defending judicial review and habeas corpus. It should be noted that these processes
arise from the criminal process.

Prosecutors also make the decision whether or not a case should be prosecuted.

The public prosecutor does not have any role in civil, administrative or insolvency cases.

e Public prosecutors: Number of first instance criminal cases

Absolute Per 100

Type of cases number inhabitants

1. Pemeling ERsEs O 1 Jeam. CEE i NS 5 Public prosecutors: Total number of first instance criminal
cases per 100 inhabitants
2 Incoming/received cases 12 602 0.25 Incoming/received cases B Processed cases Pending cases on 31 Dec. ref. Year
2,85 2,84
N\
3. Processed cases (3.1 + 3.2 + 3.3 + 3.4) NA NA \
.1. Discontin ring the referen r(3.1.1+3.1.2 + 3.1. \
3 iscontinued during the reference year (3 3 3.1.3 4178 0,08 \
+3.1.4) \ 080
3.1.1 Discontinued by the public prosecutor because the 131 0.00 0,25 \
offender could not be identified ; NA NA N
. . . Ireland EU Median
3.1.2 Discontinued by the public prosecutor due to the lack
. o o NA NA
of an established offence or a specific legal situation
3.1.3 Discontinued by the public prosecutor for reasons of
. NA NA
opportunity
. . Processed cases per 100 inhabitants
3.1.4 Discontinued for other reasons 4047 0,08
M Ireland EU Median
3.2. Conclu_ded by a penalty or a measure imposed or negotiated NA NA 3.1. Discontinued during the reference year 0,08 [ 1,05
by the public prosecutor
. 3.2. Concluded by a penalty or a measure
3.3. Cases closed by the public prosecutor for other reasons NA NA  imposed or negotiated by the public prosecutor NA 0,12
3.3. Cases closed by the public prosecutor for
3.4. Cases brought to court NA NA other reasons NA 0,30
4. Pending cases on 31 Dec. ref. year NA NA 3.4. Cases brought to court NA 0,53

As many of the cases are prosecuted by State Solicitors, there is no data on the status of a case between the time the direction is issued and when the final outcome is received;
this is for matters on indictment. For summary cases outside of Dublin, there is rarely information collected on the outcome as these directions are passed on to the police by the
State Solicitor and the police execute the direction to prosecute without reference to the State Solicitor. This may change in the future if outcome data is exchange using the
Criminal Justice Operational Hub. Summary cases outside of Dublin would make up a significant proportion of the files given in the figures.

As per the instructions provided, cases are counted per prosecution file which could include more than one suspect and multiple charges preferred. Therefore, the figure give for
'‘Discontinued' in 3.1 is the number of distinct files where a suspect was directed for 'no prosecution’; in some of these files, other suspects on the file may have been prosecuted in
the courts.
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6. Existence and use of alternative dispute resolution in Ireland

Number of mediators

The data on the number of mediators is not provided (NA).

Number of court related mediations

The data on the number of court related mediations has not been provided (NA). It should be noted that in Ireland there is no court ordered mediation. Courts
may invite parties to attend mediation but it is not mandated or ordered. For this reason, and in the absence of the establishment of the mediation council,
there is currently no central area for recording data on mediation. When the mediation council is established, it might be possible to provide this data.
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7. ICT tools of courts in Ireland

oThe ICT tools of courts and for court users

The use of ICT in courts in 2020 has been evaluated as : EU Median

Total 1.8 6,6
Assistance tools (0 to 3) 2,0 2,0
Case management system (0 to 7) 0,0 52
Financial management tools (0 to 3) 0,0 1,3
Measurement tools to assess the workload (0 to 5) 0,0 2,5
Electronic communication (0 to 10) 3,0 6,9

The calculation of this values for each field is based on the answers for that question/s and weighted according the availability
or deployment rate. The total value is normalised to max 10 points for readability and comparison.

The details of the calculation are given in Annex 5 - IT calculations

The result by area may be summarized in these graphics, where each field has been evaluated from 0 to 4 points.

Note: index is modified based on the available questions. This cycle the recalculation was made for the last three cycles to be
able to follow the development.

ICT tools assessment from 2018 to 2020

2018 m2019 m2020 EU Median 2020

6,94
5,17
3,04
2,67 2,67 250
2,00 2,00 1,85 1,85
1,33 1,33 1,25
I 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00

Assistance tools Case management system Financial management tools Measurement tools to assess the Electronic communication

workload

The systems and tools used for administrative cases are the same as for civil cases since Ireland does not operate administrative courts.

Regarding possibility to submit a case to courts by electronic means, there are different systems in place: Civil matters (Courts Service Online
(www.csol.ie) using JBOSS/MySQL; Courts Service On-line (CSOL) for small claims and personal insolvency) and Criminal matters (Criminal
Case Tracking System (CCTS) Oracle and Criminal Justice Integration Project (CJIP))
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8. Systems for measuring and evaluating the performance of courts and public prosecution services in Ireland

In Ireland, quality standards are not determined for the judicial system at the national level.

e Systems for measuring and evaluating courts' performance

A regular monitoring system of court activities is in place concerning:
Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered

Number of incoming cases by the courts)

Length of proceedings (timeframes) Costs of the judicial procedures

Number of resolved cases Number of appeals
Number of pending cases Appeal ratio
Backlogs Clearance rate

Productivity of judges and court staff Disposition time

OO0OO0OO0ODDO0 O
OO0 O

Satisfaction of court staff Other

In Ireland, there is no system to regularly evaluate the court performance based on defined indicators.

Performance and quality indicators are defined for the activity of each court.

The following indicators are used:

Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered

Number of incoming cases by the courts)

Length of proceedings (timeframes) Costs of the judicial procedures

Number of resolved cases Number of appeals
Number of pending cases Appeal ratio
Backlogs Clearance rate

Productivity of judges and court staff Disposition time

OO0 O
OO0 O

Satisfaction of court staff Other

The evaluation of the courts' activities is not used for the later allocation of means in the courts.

e Systems for measuring and evaluating public prosecution services' performance

A regular monitoring system of public prosecution services activities is in place concerning:

Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered

Number of incoming cases by the public prosecution)

O

Length of proceedings (timeframes) Costs of the judicial procedures

Number of resolved cases Clearance rate
Number of pending cases Disposition time

Backlogs Percentage of convictions and acquittals

Q0000 O

Productivity of prosecutors and prosecution staff Other

Q00000

Satisfaction of prosecution staff

Information is published in Annual Report available at: https://www.dppireland.ie/app/uploads/2020/10/AR-2019-eng.pdf

In Ireland, there is no system to evaluate regularly the activity of each public prosecution service.
Performance and quality indicators are not defined for the activity of each public prosecution service.

None of the following indicators are used:

Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered

Number of incoming cases by the public prosecutors)

Length of proceedings (timeframes) Costs of the judicial procedures

Number of resolved cases Clearance rate
Number of pending cases Disposition time

Backlogs Percentage of convictions and acquittals

OO0 O

Productivity of prosecutors and prosecution staff Other

Satisfaction of prosecution staff

QOO0 O

The evaluation of the public prosecution services' activities is not used for the later allocation of means in the public prosecution services.
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

Question 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

Table General Data: Economic and demographic data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

Q1 Number of inhabitants 4591 087 4602 029 4 625 885 4 664 156 4673 700 4792 500 4 857 000 4921 500 4977 400 8,4% 0,2% 0,5% 0,8% 0,2% 2,5% 1,3% 1,3% 1,1%
Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 37 675 38 055 41 011 55 187 58 961 61 369 66 716 72 346 74 912 98,8% 1,0% 7,8% 34,6% 6,8% 4,1% 8,7% 8,4% 3,5%
Q5. Exchange rate of Nat currency to € on 1 Jan NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -

Indicator 1: Systems for measuring and evaluating the performance of courts and prosecution services (Indicator 4 in 2019)
Table 1.1 to Table 1.10 (Q66, Q67, Q77, Q78, Q77-1, Q78-1, Q73, Q73-0, Q73-1, Q73-2, Q73-3, Q73-4, Q73-5, Q73-6, Q70, Q70-1, Q71, Q72, Q83-2, Q83-3, Q120

and Q120-1)
66 Qlty standards formulated_jud system No No No No False False False False False
67 Specialised court staff entrusted_qlty standards No No No No False False False False False
77 Performance and quality indicators of court activities Yes Yes Yes Yes True True True True True
078.1.1 Number of incoming cases True True True
078.1.2 Length of proceedings (timeframes) True True True
078.1.3 Number of resolved cases True True True
078.1.4 Number of pending cases False False False
078.1.5 Backlogs False False False
078.1.6 Productivity of judges and court staff False False False
078.1.7 Satisfaction of court staff True True True
SZﬁrltSS) Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered by the True True True
078.1.9 Costs of the judicial procedures False False False
078.1.10 Number of appeals False False False
078.1.11 Appeal ratio False False False
078.1.12 Clearance rate False False False
078.1.13 Disposition time False False False
078.1.14 Other False False False
077-1.1.1 Defined performance and quality indicators False
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Question

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2020

2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

078-1.1.1 Number of incoming cases

078-1.1.2 Length of proceedings (timeframes)

078-1.1.3 Number of resolved cases

078-1.1.4 Number of pending cases

078-1.1.5 Backlogs

078-1.1.6 Productivity of prosecutors and prosecution staff

078-1.1.7 Satisfaction of prosecution staff

078-1.1.8 Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered by
the public prosecution)

078-1.1.9 Costs of the judicial procedures

078-1.1.10 Clearance rate

078-1.1.11 Disposition time

078-1.1.12 Percentage of convictions and aquittals

078-1.1.13 Other

73 Regular system_evaluation_performance_each court No No No No False False False False False
073-0.1.1 Annual False False False - -
073-0.1.2 Less frequent False False False - -
073-0.1.3 More frequent False False False - -
g(?):j—r::.l.l Evaluation used for the allocation of resources within the No No False False False False False
073-2.1.1 Courses of action taken in the evaluation is used for the False ) )
allocation of resources

073-2.1.2 Reallocating resources (human/financial resources based False ) _
on performance)

073-2.1.3 Reengineering of internal procedures to increase efficiency False - -
073-2.1.4 Other False - -
073-3.1.1 Regular evaluation of the public prosecution services False

performance
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Question

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2020

2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

073-4.1.1 Annual

073-4.1.2 Less frequent

073-4.1.3 More frequent

073-5.1.1 Evaluation used for the allocation of resources within the

- ) . False
public prosecution services
073-6.1.1 Identifying the causes of improved or deteriorated )
performance
073-6.1.2 Reallocating resources (human/financial resources based _
on performance)
073-6.1.3 Reengineering of internal procedures to increase efficiency -
073-6.1.4 Other -
070.1.1 number of incoming cases Yes Yes Yes Yes True True True True True
070.1.2 length of proceedings (timeframes) No No Yes Yes True True True True True
070.1.3 number of resolved cases Yes Yes Yes Yes True True False False False
070.1.4 number of pending cases False False False
070.1.5 backlogs False False False
070.1.6 productivity of judges and court staff False False False
070.1.7 satisfaction of court staff False False False
070.1.8 satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered by the False False False
courts)
070.1.9 costs of the judicial procedures False False False
070.1.10 number of appeals False False False
070.1.11 appeal ratio False False False
070.1.12 clearance rate False False False
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Question

2013

2014

2015

2016

2018

2019

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2020

2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

070-1.1.1 Number of incoming cases True
070-1.1.2 Length of proceedings (timeframes) True
070-1.1.3 Number of resolved cases True
070-1.1.4 Number of pending cases True
070-1.1.5 Backlogs False
070-1.1.6 Productivity of prosecutors and prosecution staff True
070-1.1.7 Satisfaction of prosecution staff False
070-1.1.8 Satisfaction of users (regarding the services delivered by False
the public prosecution)
070-1.1.9 Costs of the judicial procedures True
070-1.1.10 Clearance rate False
070-1.1.11 Disposition time False
070-1.1.12 Percentage of convictions and aquittals True
070-1.1.13 Other False
071.1.1 Monitoring backlogs in Civil law cases -
071.1.2 Monitoring backlogs in Criminal law cases -
071.1.3 Monitoring backlogs in Administrative law cases -
072.1.1 Monitoring timeframes Within the courts False
072.1.2 Monitoring timeframes Within the public prosecution services False
083-2.1.1 Quantitative performance tagets defined for each False
prosecutors
083-3.1.1 Body responsible - Executive power (for example the

L . NAP
Ministry of Justice)
083-3.1.2 Body responsible - Prosecutor General /State public NAP
prosecutor
083-3.1.3 Body responsible - Public Prosecutorial Council NAP
083-3.1.4 Body responsible - Head of the organisational unit or NAP
hierarchically superior public prosecutor
083-3.1.5 Body responsible - Other NAP
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 201 201
Questio 013 0 015 016 018 018 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

120.1.1 Qualitative individual assessment of the public prosecutors' True
work

120-1.1.1 Feequency - Annual True
120-1.1.2 Feequency - Less frequent False
120-1.1.3 Feequency - More frequent False

Indicator 2: The judicial organisation

Tables 2.1a; 2.1b; 2.2a; 2.2b; 2.3a; 2.3b; 2.4 and 2.5(EC) (Q42, Q43 and Q44)

Q42.1.1Total number of all courts - legal entities - - - = = = = = 7 - - - - - - - - -
Q42.1.2 Total number of courts of general jurisdiction - legal entities - - - - - - - = 5 = o - - - - - - -
Q42.1.3 First instance courts of general jurisdiction - legal entities 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
Q42.1.4 Second instance courts of general jurisdiction - legal entities - - - - - - - = 2 = = o = - - - - -
Q42.1.5 Highest instance courts of general jurisdiction - legal entities - - - - - - - - NAP - - = o - - - - -
Q42.1.6 Total number of specialised courts - legal entities - - - - - = = o 2 - - - - - - - - -
43.1.1 Total number of specialised courts of first instance 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.2 Commercial courts (excluded insolvency courts) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
43.1.3 Insolvency courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! = - - - - - - - -
43.1.4 Labour courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
43.1.5 Family courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
43.1.6 Rent and tenancies courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! = - - - - - - - -
43.1.7 Enforcement of criminal sanctions courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - =
43.1.8 Fight against terrorism, organised crime and corruption NAP NAP NAP NAP 2 2 2 2 2 - - - - - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.9 Internet related disputes NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = =
43.1.10 Administrative courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! = - - - - - - - -
43.1.11 Insurance and / or social welfare courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - =
43.1.12 Military courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
43.1.13 Juvenile courts - - - - - - - - NAP! - - = o - - - - -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

43.1.14 Other specialised courts 1 1 1 1 NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

43.2.1 Total number of specialised courts of higher instances - - - - - - - - NAP! - - = o - - - - -
43.2.2 Commercial courts (excluded insolvency courts) - - - - - - - - NAP - = = . = o - - -
43.2.3 Insolvency courts - - - - - - - - NAP] - = = o = - - - -
43.2.4 Labour courts - - - - - - - - NAP - - = s - - - - -
43.2.5 Family courts - - - - - - - - NAP! - - - = = - - - -
43.2.6 Rent and tenancies courts - - - - - - - - NAP - = = o - - - - -
43.2.7 Enforcement of criminal sanctions courts - - - - - - - - NAP! - = = o = - - - -
43.2.8 Fight against terrorism, organised crime and corruption - - - - - - - - NAP - - - = = - - - -
43.2.9 Internet related disputes - - - - - - - - NAP] - - - = = - - - -
43.2.10 Administrative courts - - - - - - - - NAP! - = = o = - - - -
43.2.11 Insurance and / or social welfare courts - - - - - - - - NAP - - = o - - - - -
43.2.12 Military courts - - - - - - - - NAP - - = o - - - - -
43.2.13 Juvenile courts - - - - - - - - NAP - - - = = - - - -
43.2.14 Other specialised courts - - - - - - - - NAP = = = = - - - - -
44.1.1 First instance courts geographic locations - - - - - = = = 93 - - - - - - - - -
44.1.2 All courts geographic locations 105 100 94 94 95 95 95 95 95 -9,5% -4,8% -6,0% 0,0% 1,1% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
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Question

91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.1.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

commercial) litigious cases

91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.1.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

registry cases

91.1.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

business registry cases

91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

cases

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry cases

Other non-litigious

91.1.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law

cases

91.1.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.2.4 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_General civil (and commercial)

non-litigious cases

91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.2.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business registry

cases

91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

91.2.11 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. insolvency

registry cases)
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Indicator 3: The performance of courts at all stages of the proceedings

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Tables 3.1.1.1 to 3.1.1.4 (all years) Number of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.3.1 to 3.3.3 Variation of first instance other than criminal cases per 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

uestion 2019 2020
Q 2012- 2012- 2013- 2015- 2016- 2017- 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

NA NA 182 409 187 987 177 247 183 793 175913 173 602 129 390 - - - 3,1% -5,7% 3,7% -4,3% -1,3% -25,5%
law cases (1+2+3+4)
ﬁﬁ;'julssigztscou”S—ReSO'Ved cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA 80 027 87 505 75 463 93 729 82 744 85 193 97 689 - - - 93%  -138%  242%  -11,7%  30%  14,7%
?21'5132 12it2'g)5t courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases - - 101 188 99 183 100 969 89 032 92 077 87 117 31701 - - - 2,0% 18%  -11,8% 34%  -54%  -63,6%
9134 st inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and commercial) NA 120 010 101 188 99 183 100 969 89 032 92 077 87 117 31701 - - 157% -2,0% 18%  -11,8% 34%  -54%  -63,6%
non-litigious cases
91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases
(2.2.142.2.242.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
g;fe.g 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
g;i.z 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ ) § § ) _ _ i
91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases - - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - -
91.3.11 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (€.g. Insolvency NA 35 1194 1299 815 1032 1002 1292 NAP - - 3311,4% 88%  -37,3%  26,6% 58%  18,3% .
registry cases)
91_.4._1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) § § ) ) ) :
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.4.2 lst_lnst.c,to.urts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
commercial) litigious cases
91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious cases : _ NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ § i _ _ _ i
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.4.4 1st_|nst court;__Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases
(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
91.4.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) _ § i ) _ _ i
registry cases
91.4_.7 1st ms_t courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) §
business registry cases
91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry cases - - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious i ) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
cases
SC);:éiO 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative law NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) _ ) § § ) _ _ i
_91.4.11 1st mst_courts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
insolvency registry cases)
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Question

2013

2014

2015

2016

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2016-
2017

CR Total of other than criminal law cases

CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

CR Non litigious land registry cases

CR Non-litigious business registry cases

CR Other registry cases

CR Other non-litigious cases

CR Administrative law cases

CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases)

DT Total of other than criminal law cases

DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

DT Non litigious land registry cases

DT Non-litigious business registry cases

DT Other registry cases

DT Other non-litigious cases

DT Administrative law cases

DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases)

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
in the EU Member States

Table 3.3.4 to 3.3.7 Variation of Clearence Rate and Disposition Time of first instance other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.13.1 (EC) to 3.13.6 (EC) First instance courts: Disposition time and clearance rate for other than criminal cases (Q91)
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Table 3.2.1.1to 3.2.1.2 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time for other than criminal cases (Q91)
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

Question 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2012- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.4.1 (all years) First instance courts, number of cases for specific case categories (Q101)

101.1.1 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Litigious divorce case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -
101.1.2 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -
101.1.3 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Insolvency 486 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -
101.2.1 Incoming cases_Litigious divorce case 3482 3609 3831 4314 4179 3995 3888 4073 5 266 51,2% 3,6% 6,2% 12,6% -3,1% -4,4% -2,7% 4,8% 29,3%
101.2.2 Incoming cases_Employment dismissal case NA 358 69 135 121 48 18 13 5 - - -80,7% 95,7% -10,4% -60,3% -62,5% -27,8% -61,5%
101.2.3 Incoming cases_lInsolvency 380 314 1615 2 368 2909 3 060 1526 1496 3002 690,0% -17,4% 414,3% 46,6% 22,8% 5,2% -50,1% -2,0% 100,7%
101.3.1 Resolved cases_Litigious divorce case 2892 2949 2638 3291 3277 3434 3252 3573 3183 10,1% 2,0% -10,5% 24,8% -0,4% 4,8% -5,3% 9,9% -10,9%
101.3.2 Resolved cases_Employment dismissal case NA 120 89 102 105 73 31 22 9 - - -25,8% 14,6% 2,9% -30,5% -57,5% -29,0% -59,1%
101.3.3 Resolved cases_lInsolvency 275 236 1055 1 805 1989 1736 1549 1258 3153| 1046,5% -14,2% 347,0% 71,1% 10,2% -12,7% -10,8% -18,8% 150,6%
101.4.1 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Litigious divorce case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -
101.4.2 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - =
101.4.3 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Insolvency 524 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -

Table 3.5.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time for specific case categories (Q101)

Table 3.6.1 and 3.6.2 Variations of CR and DT for specific case categories of first instance cases (Q101)

CR Litigious divorce cases 83,1% 81, 7% 68,9% 76,3% 78,4% 86,0% 83,6% 87, 7% 60,4%| - 27,22 - 1,62 - 1573 10,79 2,79 9,62 - 2,69 4,88 - 31,10
CR Employment dismissal cases NA 33,5% 129,0% 75,6% 86,8% 152,1% 172,2% 169,2% 180,0% - - 284,81 - 41,42 14,85 75,26 13,24 - 1,74 6,36
CR Insolvency cases 72,4% 75,2% 65,3% 76,2% 68,4% 56,7% 101,5% 84,1% 105,0% 45,13 386 - 13,08 16,69 - 10,30 - 17,03 7892 - 17,16 24,90
DT Litigious divorce cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -
DT Employment dismissal cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - = = -
DT Insolvency cases 695 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
in the EU Member States 29 /55



Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.7.1 to 3.7.5 (2019 and 2020) Second instance other than criminal cases (Q97)

Table 3.9.1 to 3.9.3 (2019 and 2020) Variation of second instance other than criminal cases (Q97)

97..1..1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) ) : : )
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.1.2 2nd_ inst F:qurts_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) _ _ _ ) ) ) )
commercial) litigious cases

97.1.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ ) _ ) ) ) _ _
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.1.4 2nq inst cou.r.ts._Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP : ) _ ) ) _ _ : _
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.1.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

(2.2142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

97.;.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ _ ) : )
registry cases

97.1'.7 2nd |n§t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ ) _ ) _ _ _ )
business registry cases

97.1.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = =
97.1.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ ) ) ) _ _ : )
cases

97.1.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA _ _ ) _ ) ) ) _ _
cases

97.1.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = s
97.2.1 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 2334 2637 2679 2673 2827 2 685 1403 ) ) ) 13.0% 1,6% -0,2% 5.8% -5,0% -47 7%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.2.2 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial) 2334 2 637 2 679 2673 2827 2 685 1403 - - - 13,0% 1,6%  -0,2% 58%  -50%  -47,7%
litigious cases

97.2.3 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) : ) ) ) ) : )
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.2.4 2nd_ inst cou-r.ts._lncomlng cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) : ) ) _ ) : : )
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.2.5 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

(2.2142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

97.2.6 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ )
cases

97.?.7 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP : ) _ ) ) _ _ : _
registry cases

97.2.8 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = -
97.2.9 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = =
97.2.10 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - = = = =
97.2.11 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - = = = =
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

97.3.1 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 1754 2997 2208 1755 2119 2 498 1 468 ) i} : 27.0% -0,9% -20,5% 20,7% 17,9% -41,2%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.3.2 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) 1754 2227 2208 1755 2119 2498 1468 - - - 270%  -09%  -205%  20,7%  17,9%  -412%
litigious cases

97.3.3 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ ; ; _ _ _ ;
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.3.4 2no_| inst cou_r_ts__ResoIved cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.3.5 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

97.3.6 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
cases

97.3.7 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ ; ) _ _ _ ;
registry cases

97.3.8 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! = = = = = - - - -
97.3.9 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - = = = = = = - -
97.3.10 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - = = = = - - - -
97.3.11 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - = = = = S - -
97_.4._1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.4.2 2nd_ |nsF .co.urts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ i, - - - - -
commercial) litigious cases

97.4.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ : ; : _ _ _ ;
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.4.4 an inst cou_r_ts__Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.4.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

97.4.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _
registry cases

97.4_.7 2nd |n§t courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP . _ _ ; i - - - -
business registry cases

97.4.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - = = = = = = - -
97.4.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
cases

97.4.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative law NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _
cases

97.4.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - = = = = = - -
97.5.1 2nd inst courts_Pending more than 2 years - Total of other _ _ NA NA NA NA NA _ _ . _ _ _ - - -
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.5.2 2nq |ns.t .cqurts_Pendlng more than 2 years - Civil (and : _ NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ _ - - - -
commercial) litigious cases

I9a7v;15(.:1a()s2‘2d inst courts_Pending more than 2 years - Administrative ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP NA _ _ _ ; ; . _ _ i,

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
in the EU Member States 31/55



Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.8.1 and 3.8.2 (2019 and 2020): Second instance clearance rate and disposition time for other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.9.4 and 3.9.5 (2019 and 2020): Variation of second clearance rate and disposition time for other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 75,1% 84,5% 82,4% 65,7% 75,0% 93,0% 104,6% - - - 12,38 - 241 - 20,34 14,16 24,12 12,47
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases 75,1% 84,5% 82,4% 65,7% 75,0% 93,0% 104,6% - - - 12,38 - 241 - 20,34 14,16 24,12 12,47
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - = = =
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - - - =
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
CR Non litigious land registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = - = =
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - = = =
CR Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - - - =
CR Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = =
CR Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - = = =
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - = = 5
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - = = = =
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - 5
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
DT Non litigious land registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - =
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - - - 5
DT Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - = = 5
DT Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - = = = = = = o
DT Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - =
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.10.1 to 3.10.5 (2019 and 2020) Supreme courts, number of other than criminal law cases (Q99)

Table 3.12.1 to 3.12.3 (2019 and 2020) Variation of the supreme courts, number of other than criminal law cases (Q99)

99..1..1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than NA NA 334 187 144 181 NA _ ) ) § i 44.0% -23,0% 25,7% i
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.1.2 ng_h m*_st_ c_ourts_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and NA NA 334 187 144 181 NA ) ) ) i § 44.0% 23.0% 25,7% §
commercial) litigious cases

99.1.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : : ) ) ) §
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

99.1.4 ng-h inst co-u.rt.s_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.1.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.242.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

99.;.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
registry cases

99.1..7 High |n.st courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : : ) ) ) i
business registry cases

99.1.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
99.1.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) §
cases

99.1.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) ) ) : : ) ) ) :
cases

99.1.11 High |n§t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
insolvency registry cases)

99.2.1 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 462 109 164 190 268 323 109 _ _ _ 76.4% 50,5% 15.9% 41,1% 20,5% -66.3%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.2.2 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial) 462 109 164 190 268 323 109 ; ; . 764% = 505% = 159%  411% = 20,5%  -66,3%
litigious cases

99.2.3 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

99.24 ng.h inst co.u.rt.s_lncomlng cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) _ § i ) _ _ i
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.2.5 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.242.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

99.2.6 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) :
cases

99.2.7 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) ) _ ) _ )
registry cases

99.2.8 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
99.2.9 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
99.2.10 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - -
99.2.11 High |n§t courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) _ i i ) ) ) §
insolvency registry cases)
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

99.3.1 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 702 504 311 233 242 343 124 ) ) ) 25.4% 40.6% 251% 3.9% 41,7% 63.8%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

9932 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) 702 524 311 233 242 343 124 ) ) ) -25.4% 40,6% 25.1% 3.9% 41,7% -63.8%
litigious cases

99.3.3 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ ) § i ) _ ) i
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

99.3.4 ng_h inst co_u_rt§_ResoIved cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i § ) ) ) §
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.3.5 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

99.3.6 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
cases

99.3.7 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ ) § § ) _ _ i
registry cases

99.3.8 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
99.3.9 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
99.3.10 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - -
_99.3.11 High m_st courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) § i ) ) ) §
insolvency registry cases)

99..4..1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than NA NA 187 144 182 161 NA ) ) ) : : 23.0% 26.,4% 11.5% :
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.4.2 ng.h |n.st. gourts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA 187 144 170 161 NA ) ) ) i i 23.0% 18,1% 53% i
commercial) litigious cases

99.4.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ § i _ _ _ i
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

99.4.4 ng_h inst co_u_rt;_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.4.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP

99.{1.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) i i ) ) ) i
registry cases

99.4_.7 High m_st courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) §
business registry cases

99.4.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) :
cases

99.4.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : : ) ) ) i
cases

99.4.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) _ ) § § ) _ _ i
law cases

99.4.11 High m_st courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
insolvency registry cases)

99.5.1 I-.||g.h inst courts_Pending more than 2 years - Total of other ) i NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) § § ) ) ) :
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.5.2 ng_h |n.st. gourts_Pendlng more than 2 years - Civil (and ) i NA NA NA NA NA ) _ ) i i ) _ _ i
commercial) litigious cases

99.5.10 High inst courts_Pending more than 2 years - Administrative ) § NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) ) ) i i ) _ _ :
law cases
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.11.1 and 3.11.2 Supreme courts, clearance rate and disposition time for other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.12.4 and 3.12.5 Variation of the supreme courts, clearance rate and disposition time for other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 151,9% 480,7% 189,6% 122,6% 90,3% 106,2% 113,8% - - - 216,38 - 6055 - 3533 - 26,37 17,60 7,13
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases 151,9% 480,7% 189,6% 122,6% 90,3% 106,2% 113,8% - - - 216,38 - 6055 - 3533 - 26,37 17,60 7,13
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - = = =
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - =
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
CR Non litigious land registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - = -
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - - - =
CR Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
CR Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP| - - - - - - = = -
CR Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - =
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA 219 226 275 171 NA - - - - - 2,8% 21,7% -37,6% -
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA 219 226 256 171 NA - - - - - 2,8% 13,7% -33,2% -
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - >
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP] - - - - - - - - -
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - -
DT Non litigious land registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - - - - - - - 5
DT Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP| - - - - - - = = -
DT Other non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - = = = -
DT Administrative law cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - - - - =
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
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Question

2013

2014

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

094.1.1 Total - pending 1 Jan

094.1.2 Severe cases - pending 1 Jan

094.1.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 1 Jan

094.1.4 Other - pending 1 Jan

094.2.1 Total -incoming

094.2.2 Severe cases - incoming

094.2.3 Misdemeanour cases - incoming

094.2.4 Other - incoming

094.3.1 Total - resolved

094.3.2 Severe cases -resolved

094.3.3 Misdemeanour cases - resolved

094.3.4 Other - resolved

094.4.1 Total - pending 31 Dec

094.4.2 Severe cases - pending 31 Dec

094.4.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 31 Dec

094.4.4 Other - pending 31 Dec

094.5.1 Total - pending more then 2 years

094.5.2 Severe cases - pending more then 2 years

094.5.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending more then 2 years

094.5.4 Other - pending more then 2 years

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
in the EU Member States

Table 3.14.1 to 3.14.5 First instance criminal law cases (Q94)

2020
2012- 2012- | 2013-
2020 2013 2014

NA - ; )
NA ; ; )

NA ; ; )
NAP - - -
360 576 - ; )
21322 - ; )
382 455 - ; )
NAP - - -
224 048 - ; )
17535 - ; )
194 796 - - -
NAP - - -
NA ; ; )

NA ; ; )

NA - ; )
NAP - - -

NA - - -

NA - - -

NAP - - -

2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018-
2016 2017 2018 2019
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.15.1to 3.10.2 CR and DT for first instance criminal law cases (Q94)

CR of Total 62,1% - - = o - -
CR 02 Severe cases 82,2% - - - = > -
CR of Misdemeanour cases 50,9% - - - - - -
CR of Other NAP - - = - - -
DT of Total NA - - - - - -
DT of Severe cases NA - - - - - -
DT of Misdemeanour cases NA - - - - - -
DT of Other NAP! - - = o - -

Table 3.16.1 to 3.16.5 Second instance criminal law cases (Q98)

098.1.1 Total - pending 1 Jan NA o - - - - -
098.1.2 Severe cases - pending 1 Jan NA = - - - - -
098.1.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 1 Jan NA - - - - - -
098.1.4 Other - pending 1 Jan NAP - - s - - -
098.2.1 Total -incoming 12 215 - - - - - -
098.2.2 Severe cases - incoming 1 405 = - - - - -
098.2.3 Misdemeanour cases - incoming 10 810 - - - - - -
098.2.4 Other - incoming NAP! - - - - - -
098.3.1 Total - resolved 13 293 - - - = o -
098.3.2 Severe cases -resolved 1719 - - = - - -
098.3.3 Misdemeanour cases - resolved 11574 - - = o - -
098.3.4 Other - resolved NAP! - - = = = -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

098.4.1 Total - pending 31 Dec NA - -

098.4.2 Severe cases - pending 31 Dec NA - - - - - - -
098.4.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 31 Dec NA = = - - - - -
098.4.4 Other - pending 31 Dec NAP! - = o = - - -
098.5.1 Total - pending more then 2 years NA - - - - - - -
098.5.2 Severe cases - pending more then 2 years NA - - - - - - -
098.5.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending more then 2 years NA = . - - - - -
098.5.4 Other - pending more then 2 years NA - - - - - - -

Table 3.17.1to 3.17.2 CR and DT for second instance criminal law cases (Q98)

CR of Total 108,8% - - - - - - -
CR 02 Severe cases 122,3% - - - > o - -
CR of Misdemeanour cases 107,1% - - o = - - -
CR of Other NAP - - = - - - -
DT of Total NA - - - - - - -
DT of Severe cases NA = - - - - - -
DT of Misdemeanour cases NA - - - - - - -
DT of Other NAP - - - = - - -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Table 3.18.1 to 3.18.5 Supreme court criminal law cases (Q100)

100.1.1 Total - pending 1 Jan 12 - - - - - - - - -
100.1.2 Severe cases - pending 1 Jan 12 o 5 . - - - - - -
100.1.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 1 Jan NAP - = = = - - - - -
100.1.4 Other - pending 1 Jan NAP! - - = = - - - - -
100.2.1 Total -incoming 33 - - - - - - - - -
100.2.2 Severe cases - incoming 33 o 5 o - - - - - -
100.2.3 Misdemeanour cases - incoming NAP - - - - - - - - -
100.2.4 Other - incoming NAP! - - - - - - - - -
100.3.1 Total - resolved 34 - - - - - - - - -
100.3.2 Severe cases -resolved 34 - - - - - - - - -
100.3.3 Misdemeanour cases - resolved NAP - - = = - - - - -
100.3.4 Other - resolved NAP - - = o - - - - -
100.4.1 Total - pending 31 Dec 11 o 5 5 - - - - - -
100.4.2 Severe cases - pending 31 Dec 11 - - - - - - - - -
100.4.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending 31 Dec NAP - - - . - - - - -
100.4.4 Other - pending 31 Dec NAP - - - = > - - - -
100.5.1 Total - pending more then 2 years NA = S . o - - - - -
100.5.2 Severe cases - pending more then 2 years NA - - - - - - - - -
100.5.3 Misdemeanour cases - pending more then 2 years NAP - - = o - - - - -
100.5.4 Other - pending more then 2 years NAP - - - = > - - - -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Table 3.19.1to 3.19.2 CR and DT for supreme court criminal law cases (Q100)

CR of Total 103,0% - - - - - - -
CR 02 Severe cases 103,0% - - - = > - -
CR of Misdemeanour cases NAP! - = o = - - -
CR of Other NAP - - = - - - -
DT of Total 118 - - - = = - -
DT of Severe cases 118 - - - - - - -
DT of Misdemeanour cases NAP! - = o = - - -
DT of Other NAP - - - o - - -
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 2017 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 0 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Indicator 5: Access to justice

Legal aid

Table 5.1 to Table 5.6 (Q12-2, Q16, Q18, Q19, Q20, Q20-1)

12-2.1.1 Coverage of court fees True
12-2.1.2 Exemption from court fees True
16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases) Yes - Yes Yes True True True True True
16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases) Yes - Yes Yes True True True True True
(1:2.52;)Legal aid applies to representation in court (other than criminal Yes ) Yes Yes True True True True True
16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases) Yes - Yes Yes True True True True True
18.1.1 Legal aid for the enforcement of judicial decisions False False False False False
19.1.1 Legal aid granted for other costs - criminal cases True
19.1.2 Legal aid granted for other costs - other than criminal cases True
020.1.1 Total NA
020.1.2 Total - criminal cases NA
020.1.3 Total - other than criminal cases 30 874
020.2.1 Total brought to court 85 963
020.2.2 Broight to court - criminal cases 73 611
020.2.3 Brought to court - other then criminal 12 352
020.3.1 Total not brought to court NA
020.3.2 Not broight to court - criminal cases NA
020.3.3 Not brought to court - other then criminal 18 522
020-1.1.1 Maximum duration prescribed in law/regulation NAP
020-1.1.2 Average duration 14
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

System for compensating users

Table 5.7.1 and Table 5.7.2 (Q37)

037.1.1 Requests for compensation - Total NA
037.1.2 Requests for compensation - Excessive length of NA
proceedings

037.1.3 Requests for compensation - Non-execution of court NA
decisions

037.1.4 Requests for compensation - Wrongful arrest NA
037.1.5 Requests for compensation - Wrongful conviction NA
037.1.6 Requests for compensation - Other NAP
037.2.1 Condemnations - Total NA
037.2.2 Condemnations - Excessive length of proceedings NA
037.2.3 Condemnations - Non-execution of court decisions NA
037.2.4 Condemnations - Wrongful arrest NA
037.2.5 Condemnations - Wrongful conviction NA
037.2.6 Condemnations - Other NAP
037.3.1 Amount - Total NA
037.3.2 Amount - Excessive length of proceedings NA
037.3.3 Amount - Non-execution of court decisions NA
037.3.4 Amount - Wrongful arrest NA
037.3.5 Amount - Wrongful conviction NA
037.3.6 Amount - Other NAP
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Question

2013 2014 2015 2016

Indicator 6: The ICT tools of courts and for court users

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2017 2018 2019 2020 | S010. | 2012- | 2013
2020 | 2013 | 2014

2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Table 6.1 to Table 6.11 (Q62-7, Q62-7-1, Q62-8, Q62-8-1, Q63-1, Q63-1-1, Q63-2 Q63-6, Q63-7, Q63-7-1, Q64-2, Q64-4, Q64-6, Q64-3, Q64-3-1, Q64-7, Q64-7-1,

Q64-9)

62-7 Writing assistance tools coordinated at national level True True True
62-7-1.1 Deployment rate in civil matter 100% 100% 100%
62-7-1.2 Deployment rate in criminal matter 100% 100% 100%
62-7-1.3 Deployment rate in administrative matter NA NA 100%
62-8 Voice recording tools True True True
62-8-1.1.1 Availability of simple dictation tools in civil matter in all courts in all courts in all courts
62-8-1.1.2 Availability of simple dictation tools in criminal matter in all courts in all courts in all courts
62-8-1.1.3 Availability of simple dictation tools in administrative NA NA in all courts
matter
62-8-1.2.1 Availability of multiple speakers recording tools in civil . . .

in all courts in all courts in all courts
matter
62-8-1.2.2 Availability of multiple speakers recording tools in criminal . . .

in all courts in all courts in all courts
matter
62-8-.1._2.3 Ayallablllty of multiple speakers recording tools in NA NA in all courts
administrative matter
62-8-1.3.1 Availability of voice recognition in civil matter No No No
62-8-1.3.2 Availability of voice recognition in criminal matter No No No
62-8-1.3.3 Availability of voice recognition in administrative matter No No No
0_62-9 Av_allablllty of mtrane_t site within the judicial system for i 100% 100% 100%
distribution of news/novelties
63.1 Is there a case management system? True True True
63.1-1.1 CMS for civil matter (deployment rate) 100% 100% NA
63.1-1.1 CMS for criminal matter (deployment rate) 100% 100% NA
63.1-1.1 CMS for administrative matter (deployment rate) NA NA NA
63.1-1.2 CMS for civil matter (status of case online) - Both Both Both
63.1-1.2 CMS for criminal matter (status of case online) | Weteeezeslle) et eeseselael et erseesiie

at all at all at all

63.1-1.2 CMS for administrative matter (status of case onlinee) | Not acceszltballﬁ Not acceszltb;ﬁ Both
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Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

63.1-1.3 CMS for civil matter (Centralised or interoperable database) - False False False
63.1-1.3 CMS for criminal matter (Centralised or interoperable

- False False False
database)
63.1-1.3 CMS for administrative matter (Centralised or interoperable

- False False False
database)
63.1-1.4 CMS for civil matter (Early warning signals) - False False False
63.1-1.4 CMS for criminal matter (Early warning signals) - False False False
63.1-1.4 CMS for administrative matter (Early warning signals) - False False False
63-1-1.5 Statistics in CMS civil matter Integrated Integrated Integrated
63-1-1.5 Statistics in CMS criminal matter Integrated Integrated Integrated
63-1-1.5 Statistics in CMS administrative matter e NA

at all at all

63-2.1 Deployment rate for computerised registries managed by

0, 0, 0,
courts - land registry 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP)

63-2.1 Deployment rate for computerised registries managed by

0, 0, 0,
courts - business registry 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP)

63-2.2 Data consolidated at national level for land registry - False False NAP
63-2.2 Data consolidated at national level for business registry - False False NAP
63-2.3 Service available online for land registry - False False NAP
63-2.3 Service available online for business registry - False False NAP
63-2.4 Statistical module integrated or connected for land registry - False False NAP
63-?.4 Statistical module integrated or connected for business _ False False NAP
registry
063-6.1.1 Budgetary and financial management of courts (deployment ) 100% 100% 100%
rate)
063-6.1.2 Justice expenses management (deployment rate) - 100% 100% 100%
063-6.1.3 Other financial management tools (deployment rate) - NA NA NA
063-6.2.1 Budgetary and financial management of courts (Data
. . - False False False

consolidated at national level)
063-6.2.2 Justice expenses management (Data consolidated at

. - False False False
national level)
063-6.2.3 Other financial management tools (Data consolidated at

. - False False False
national level)
063-6.3.1.But.19eta.ry and flnar.lc.lal management of courts (System ) False False False
communicating with other ministries)
0(_33-6.3.2 Jus_tlt_:e e_xpenses management (System communicating _ False False False
with other ministries)
063-6.3.3 Other financial management tools (System communicating ) False False False

with other ministries)
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Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

63-7.1 Measurement tools to assess the workload False False False
63-7-1.1.1 Deployment rate - workload of judges
63-7-1.1.2 Deployment rate - workload of prosecutors
63-7-1.1.3 Deployment rate - workload of non-judge and non-
prosecutor staff
63-7-1.2.1 Monitoring on national level - judges False - -
63-7-1.2.2 Monitoring on national level - prosecutors False - -
63-7-1.2.2 Monitoring on national level - non-judge and non-

False - -
prosecutor staff
63-7-1.3.1 Monitoring on court level - judges False - -
63-7-1.3.2 Monitoring on court level - prosecutors False - -
63-7-1.3.3 Monitoring on court level - non-judge and non-prosecutor

False - -
staff
064-2 - Possibility to submit a case to courts by electronic means True True True
064-2 - Civil and/or commercial 50-99% 50-99% 50-99%
064-2 - Criminal 100% 100% 100%
064-2 - Administrative NA NA 50-99%
064-2 - Submission in paper remains mandatory - civil False False False
064-2 - Submission in paper remains mandatory - criminal False False False
064-2 - Submission in paper remains mandatory - administrative False False False
064-2 - Specific legislative framework - civil True True True
064-2 - Specific legislative framework - criminal False False False
064-2 - Specific legislative framework - administrative False False True
064-2 - Integrated/connected with the CMS - civil True True True
064-2 - Integrated/connected with the CMS - criminal False False False
064-2 - Integrated/connected with the CMS - administrative False False True
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2013

2014

2015

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2016 2017
2012- 2012- 2013- 2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

064-3 - Is it possible to request for granting legal aid by electronic
means?

064-3-1.1 - Equipment rate

064-3-1.2 - Request in paper mandatory

064-3-1.3 - Specific legislative framework

064-3-1.4 - Granting LA is also electronic

064-3-1.5 - Information available in CMS

064-4 - Possibility to transmit summons to a judicial meeting or a
hearing by electronic means

064-4-1.1.1 - Summons produced by CMS- civil

064-4-1.1.2 - Summons produced by CMS- criminal

064-4-1.1.3 - Summons produced by CMS- administrative

064-4-1.2.1 - Simultaneous summon in paper form remains
mandatory- civil

064-4-1.2.2 - Simultaneous summon in paper form remains
mandatory- criminal

064-4-1.2.3 - Simultaneous summon in paper form remains
mandatory- administrative

064-4-1.3.1 - Consent of the user - civil

064-4-1.3.2 - Consent of the user - criminal

064-4-1.3.3 - Consent of the user - administrative

064-6.1.1 - Civil and/or commercial (deployment rate)
064-6.1.2 - Criminal (deployment rate)

064-6.1.3 - Administrative (deployment rate)
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False False False
False - -
False - -
False - -
False - -
True True True
False False False
False False False
False False False
True True True
True True True
True True True
False False False
False False False
False False False
10-49% 10-49% 10-49%
NA NA NA
NA NA 10-49%
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Question

2013

2014

2015

2016

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

064-6.2.1 - Civil and/or commercial (Trial phases concerned)

064-6.2.2 - Criminal (Trial phases concerned)

064-6.2.3 - Administrative (Trial phases concerned)

064-6.3.1 - Civil and/or commercial (Modalities)

064-6.3.2 - Criminal (Modalities)

064-6.3.3 - Administrative (Modalities)

064-6.4.1 - Civil and/or commercial (specific legal framework)
064-6.4.2 - Criminal (specific legal framework)

064-6.4.3 - Administrative (specific legal framework)

064-6.5.1 - Civil and/or commercial (availability for)

064-6.5.2 - Criminal (availability for)

064-6.5.3 - Administrative (availability for)
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2020
2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

Hearing
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Hearing
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phases
Decision
transmission

E-mail

E-mail

False

False

False

Lawyers
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2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

2012- 2012- 2013-
2020 2013 2014

064-7.1.1 - Electronic communication of enforcement agents and 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NA
courts (deployment rate)
064-7.1.2 - Electronic communication of notaries and courts 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NA
(deployment rate)
064-7.1.3 - Electronic communication of experts and courts 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NA
(deployment rate)
064-7.1.4 - Electronic communication of judicial police and courts 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NA
(deployment rate)
064-7.2.1 - Electronic communication of enforcement agents and
courts (Modalities)
064-7.2.2 - Electronic communication of notaries and courts
(Modalities)
064-7.2.3 - Electronic communication of experts and courts
(Modalities)
064-7.2.4 - Electronic communication of judicial police and courts
(Modalities)
064-7.3.1 - Electronic communication of enforcement agents and
. False False -
courts (specific legal framework)
064-7.32.2 - Electronic communication of notaries and courts
. False False -
(specific legal framework)
064-7.3.3 - Electronic communication of experts and courts (specific
False False -
legal framework)
064-7.3.4 - Electronic communication of judicial police and courts
. False False -
(specific legal framework)
ﬁgggﬁ-oimstance of online processing devices of specialised True True True
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Variations for quantitative questions

ti 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Question 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019

Indicator 7: Professionals of justice (Indicator 9 in 2019)

Table 7.1.1to 7.5.6 for judges, non judge staff, prosecutors, non prosecutor staff and salaries

46.1.1 Total Number of professional judges 144 148 160 159 162 160 160 167 163 13,2% 2,8% 8,1% -0,6% 1,9% -1,2% 0,0% 4,4% -2,4%
46.1.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges 136 138 140 140 143 142 142 143 138 1,5% 1,5% 1,4% 0,0% 2,1% -0,7% 0,0% 0,7% -3,5%
46.1.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges NAP NAP 10 9 10 10 10 16 16 - - - -10,0% 11,1% 0,0% 0,0% 60,0% 0,0%
46.1.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges 8 10 10 10 9 8 8 9 9 12,5% 25,0% 0,0% 0,0% -10,0% -11,1% 0,0% 12,5% 0,0%
46.2.1 Number of professional judges_males 106 106 108 105 105 101 98 104 99 -6,6% 0,0% 1,9% -2,8% 0,0% -3,8% -3,0% 6,1% -4,8%
46.2.2 Number of 1st instance professional judges_males 99 99 93 92 92 88 88 90 85 -14,1% 0,0% -6,1% -1,1% 0,0% -4,3% 0,0% 2,3% -5,6%
46.2.3 Number of 2nd instance professional judges_males NAP NAP 8 7 8 8 5 8 8 - - - -12,5% 14,3% 0,0% -37,5% 60,0% 0,0%
46.2.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_males 7 7 7 6 5 5 5 6 6 -14,3% 0,0% 0,0% -14,3% -16,7% 0,0% 0,0% 20,0% 0,0%
46.3.1 Number of professional judges_females 38 42 52 54 57 59 62 63 64 68,4% 10,5% 23,8% 3,8% 5,6% 3,5% 5,1% 1,6% 1,6%
46.3.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges_females 37 39 47 48 51 54 54 51 53 43,2% 5,4% 20,5% 2,1% 6,3% 5,9% 0,0% -5,6% 3,9%
46.3.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges_females NAP NAP 2 2 2 2 5 8 8 - - - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 150,0% 60,0% 0,0%
46.3.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_females 1 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 200,0% 200,0% 0,0% 33,3% 0,0% -25,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
046-2.1.1 Number of professional judges (FTE) - Total - - - - - - - - 163 - - - - - - - - -
046-2.1.2 Professional judges of first instance (FTE) - Total - - - - - - - - 138 - - - - - - - - -
046-2.1.3 Professional judges of second instance (FTE) - Total - - - - - - - - 16 - - - - - - - - -
046-2.1.4 Professional judges of supreme court (FTE) - Total - - - - - - - - 9 - - - - - - - - -
046-2.2.1 Number of professional judges (FTE) - Civil and commercial - - - - - - - - NA - - - - - - - - -
046-2.2.2 Professional judges of first instance (FTE) - Civil and i ) ) i ) ) ) ) NA ) ) ) : : ) ) ) i
commercial

046-2.2.3 Professional judges of second instance (FTE) - Civil and i ) ) § ) _ _ ) NA ) _ ) § § ) _ _ i
commercial

046-2.2.4 Professional judges of supreme court (FTE) - Civil and : ) ) i ) ) ) ) NA ) ) ) : i ) ) ) i
commercial

046-2.3.1 Number of professional judges (FTE) - Criminal - - - - - - - - NA - - - - - - - - -
046-2.3.2 Professional judges of first instance (FTE) - Criminal - - - - - - - - NA - - - - - - - - -
046-2.3.3 Professional judges of second instance (FTE) - Criminal - - - - - - - - NA - - - - - - - - -
046-2.3.4 Professional judges of supreme court (FTE) - Criminal - - - - - - - - NA - - - - - - - - -
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Variations for quantitative questions

uestion 2020
Q 2012- 2012- 2015- 2016- 2017- 2018-
2020 2013 2016 2017 2018 2019

046-2.4.1 Number of professional judges (FTE) - Administrative - - - - - - - - NAP! - - - - - - - - -
046-2.4.2 Professional judges of first instance (FTE) - Administrative - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
046-2.4.3 Professional judges of second instance (FTE) -

Administrative

046-2.4.4 Professional judges of supreme court (FTE) - Administrative - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
046-2.5.1 Number of professional judges (FTE) - Other - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
046-2.5.2 Professional judges of first instance (FTE) - Other - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
046-2.5.3 Professional judges of second instance (FTE) - Other - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
046-2.5.4 Professional judges of supreme court (FTE) - Other - - - - - - - - NAP - - - - - - - - -
52.1.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in courts 945 927 927 942 975 1023 1049 1080 1089 15,2% -1,9% 0,0% 1,6% 3,5% 4,9% 2,5% 3,0% 0,8%
52.1.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger) 31 21 24 25 23 25 25 25 25 -19,4% -32,3% 14,3% 4,2% -8,0% 8,7% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
52.1.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges 787 778 771 775 790 830 849 865 816 3, 7% -1,1% -0,9% 0,5% 1,9% 5,1% 2,3% 1,9% -5, 7%
52.1.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks 125 128 131 141 161 167 173 189 247 97,6% 2,4% 2,3% 7,6% 14,2% 3,7% 3,6% 9,2% 30,7%
52.1.5 Number of Technical staff 2 NAP 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 -50,0% - - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
52.1.6 Number of Other non judge staff NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
52.2.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in : ) 361 362 374 409 420 395 438 ) ) ) 0.3% 3.3% 9.4% 2.7% 6.0% 10,9%
courts(men)

52.2.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(men) - - 12 12 12 14 14 13 14 - - - 0,0% 0,0% 16,7% 0,0% -7,1% 7,7%
52.2.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(men) - - 282 272 268 313 318 291 302 - - - -3,5% -1,5% 16,8% 1,6% -8,5% 3,8%
52.2.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(men) - - 66 77 93 81 88 90 121 - - - 16,7% 20,8% -12,9% 8,6% 2,3% 34,4%
52.2.5 Number of Technical staff(men) - - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - - - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
52.2.6 Number of Other non judge staff(men) - - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
52.3.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in - 623 566 580 601 614 629 685 651 - - 91% 2,5% 3,6% 2,2% 2,4% 89%  -50%
courts(women)

52.3.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(women) - 10 12 13 11 11 11 12 11 - - 20,0% 8,3% -15,4% 0,0% 0,0% 9,1% -8,3%
52.3.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(women) - 521 489 503 522 517 531 574 514 - - -6,1% 2,9% 3,8% -1,0% 2,7% 8,1% -10,5%
52.3.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(women) - 92 65 64 68 86 85 99 126 - - -29,3% -1,5% 6,3% 26,5% -1,2% 16,5% 27,3%
52.3.5 Number of Technical staff(women) - NAP - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
52.3.6 Number of Other non judge staff(women) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
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Variations for quantitative questions

Question 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2019 2020

2012- 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

052-1.1.1 Non-judge staff (Total) 1089 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.1.2 Non-judge staff at first instance (total) 756 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.1.3 Non-judge staff at second instance (total) 31 - = = . = o - - -
052-1.1.4 Non-judge staff at Supreme court (total) 29 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.2.1 Non-judge staff (Males) 438 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.2.2 Non-judge staff at first instance (males) 268 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.2.3 Non-judge staff at second instance (males) 17 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.2.4 Non-judge staff at Supreme court (males) 17 = = o - - - - - -
052-1.3.1 Non-judge staff (females) 651 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.3.2 Non-judge staff at first instance (females) 488 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.3.3 Non-judge staff at second instance (females) 14 - - - - - - - - -
052-1.3.4 Non-judge staff at supreme court (females) 12 o o - - - - - - -
055.1.1 Prosecutors (total) 128 - - - - - - - - -
055.1.2 Prosecutors (1st inst.) NAP - - - - - - - - -
055.1.3 Prosecutors (2nd inst.) NAP - - - - - - - - -
055.1.4 Prosecutors (Highest instance) NAP o o o - - - - - -
055.2.1 Prosecutors - Males -total 50 - - - - - - - - -
055.2.2 Prosecutors - Males, 1st inst. NAP! - = = o = - - - -
055.2.3 Prosecutors - Males, 2nd inst. NAP - - = = = - - - -
055.2.4 Prosecutors - Males, Supreme courts NAP! - - - - = o - - -
055.3.1 Prosecutors - Females, Total 78 - - - - - - - - -
055.3.2 Prosecutors - Females, 1st inst. NAP! - = = o = - - - -
055.3.3 Prosecutors - Females, 2nd inst. NAP - - = = = - - - -
055.3.4 Prosecutors - Females, Supreme courts NAP! - - - - = o - - -
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Variations for quantitative questions

Question 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2019 2020

2012- 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

060.1.1 Number of non-prosecutor staff Total 90 - = = - = = = = =
060.2.1 Number of non-prosecutor staff Males 32 - - - - - - - - -
060.3.1 Number of non-prosecutor staff Females 58 - - - - - - - - -
004 Annual average salary in the country - - 40 283 € - - - - - - - - -
132..1.1.Gross annual salary, in € - Professional judge at the ) ) 129 704 € ) ) ) : : ) ) ) )
beginning of career

132.1.2 Gross annual salary, in € - Judge of the Supreme Court - - 208 854 € - - - - - - - - -
132.1.3 Gross annual salary, in € - Public prosecutor at the beginning ) _ 33370 € ) _ ) § i ) _ ) _
of career

132.1.4 Gross annual salary, in € - Public prosecutor of the Supreme ) ) NAP ) ) ) : : ) ) ) )
Court or the Highest Appellate Instance

132.2.1 Net annual salary, in € - Professional judge at the beginning ) ) NA ) ) ) i i ) ) ) )
of career

132.2.2 Net annual salary, in € - Judge of the Supreme Court - - NA - - - - - - - - -
132.2.3 Net annual salary, in € - Public prosecutor at the beginning of _ ) NA ) ) _ § i ) _ _ _
career

132.2.4 Net annual salary, in € - Public prosecutor of the Supreme ) ) NAP ) ) ) i : ) ) ) )
Court or the Highest Appellate Instance

133.1.1.1 - Additional benefits for judges - Reduced taxation - - False

133.1.2.1 - Additional benefits for judges - Special pension - - False

133.1.3.1 - Additional benefits for judges - Housing - - False

133.1.4.1 - Additional benefits for judges - Other financial benefit - - False

133.2.1.1 - Additional benefits for prosecutors - Reduced taxation - - False

133.2.2.1 - Additional benefits for prosecutors - Special pension - - False

133.2.3.1 - Additional benefits for prosecutors - Housing - - False

133.2.4.1 - Additional benefits for prosecutors - Other financial benefit - - False
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Variations for quantitative questions

Question 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

2012- 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

144.1.1 Disciplinary procedures for Judges - Total number (1+2+3+4) = = 0 - - - - - - - - -
144.1.2 Disciplinary procedures for Judges - 1. Breach of professional i i 0 i i i ) ) ) ) _ )
ethics

144.1.3 Disciplinary procedures for Judges - 2. Professional i i 0 i i i ) ) ) ) ) )
inadequacy

144.1.4 Disciplinary procedures for Judges - 3. Criminal offence - = 0 o - - - - - - - -
144.1.5 Disciplinary procedures for Judges - 4. Other = = 0 = - - - - - - - -
144.2.1 Disciplinary procedures for Prosecutors - Total number i i 0 i i i ) ) ) ) _ )
(1+2+3+4)

144.2.2 Disciplinary procedures for Prosecutors - 1. Breach of i i 0 i i i ) ) ) ) ) )
professional ethics

144.2.3 Disciplinary procedures for Prosecutors - 2. Professional o i i i ) ) i ) ) _
inadequacy

144.2.4 Disciplinary procedures for Prosecutors - 3. Criminal offence 0 = - - - - - - - .
144.2.5 Disciplinary procedures for Prosecutors - 4. Other 0 = = - - - - - - -
145.1.1 Sanctions against Judges - Total number (total 1 to 9) 0 = o o - - - - - -
145.1.2 Sanctions against Judges - 1. Reprimand 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.1.3 Sanctions against Judges - 2. Suspension 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.1.4 Sanctions against Judges - 3. Withdrawal from cases 0 = o o - - - - - -
145.1.5 Sanctions against Judges - 4. Fine 0 o o - - - - - - -
145.1.6 Sanctions against Judges - 5. Temporary reduction of salary 0 = - - - - - - - -
145.1.7 Sanctions against Judges - 6. Position downgrade 0 o - - - - - - - -
145.1.8 Sanctions against Judges - 7. Transfer to another 0 i i i ) ) ) ) ) )
geographical (court) location

145.1.9 Sanctions against Judges - 8. Resignation 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.1.10 Sanctions against Judges - 9. Other 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.1.11 Sanctions against Judges - 10. Dismissal 0 - - - - - - - - -
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2017 201 201 202
0 018 018 020 2012- 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Question 2015 2016

145.2.1 Sanctions against Prosecutors - Total number (total 1 to 9) 0 - -
145.2.2 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 1. Reprimand 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.3 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 2. Suspension 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.4 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 3. Withdrawal from cases 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.5 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 4. Fine 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.6 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 5. Temporary reduction of 0 i i i i i i i i i
salary
145.2.7 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 6. Position downgrade 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.8 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 7. Transfer to another 0 ) ) ) : : ) ) ) i
geographical (court) location
145.2.9 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 8. Resignation 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.10 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 9. Other 0 - - - - - - - - -
145.2.11 Sanctions against Prosecutors - 10. Dismissal 0 - - - - - - - - -
Lawyers

Tables 7.6.1, 7.6.2, 7.6.3, 7.7 and 7.8
146.1.1 Total number of lawyers practising 11 055 11 215 11 588 11 907 12 237 12 588 13142 14 816 14 054 27,1% 1,4% 3,3% 2,8% 2,8% 2,9% 4,4% 12,7% -5,1%
146.2.1 Practicing lawyers - man - - - - - - 6 654 7 558 7119 - - - - - - - 13,6% -5,8%
146.3.1 Practicing lawyers - woman - - - - - - 6 488 7 258 6911 - - - - - - - 11,9% -4,8%
147 Does this figure include “legal advisors” who cannot represent
their clients in court (for example, some solicitors or in-house No No False False False False False - - - - - - - - -
counsellors)?
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Ireland (2012-2020) data tables

Variations for quantitative questions

tion 201 2014 201 201 2017 201 201 202
Questio 013 0 015 016 0 018 018 020 2012- | 2012- | 2013- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019-
2020 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Indicator 8: The existence and use of alternative dispute resolution methods

Table 8.1 8.2 and 8.3

;UG;gzlmr::;iZ;gﬁ(::redited or registered mediators who practice 35 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA i i i _ _ i i _ )
167.1.1 Total number started NA NA NA NA NA - - > = = - - - -
167. 1.2 Civil and commercial cases[d started NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - = = o
167. 1.2 Family cases - started NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - - = = =
167.1.4 Administrative cases - started NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP! - - = o - - - - -
167.1.5 Labour cases including employment dismissal cases - started NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - - - -
167.1.6. Criminal cases - started NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - - = = =
167.1.7 Consumer cases - started - - NAP NAP NAP - - - = - - - - -

Key: Variation of more than (+ -) 20%
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