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Commission

THE 2018 EU JUSTICE
SCOREBOARD

This document contains a selection of
graphs with quantitative data from the
2018 EU Justice Scoreboard.

(The figure numbers correspond to those of the
original publication).
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Efficiency of justice systems

m Number of incoming civil, commercial, administrative and other cases (*) (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study
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DK | AT Sl PL EE HR | SK LT CZ | HU | BE Fl RO | NL IT PT IE EL BG | DE ES LV FR CY | SE LU | MT | UK

2010 47.2/ 429 435 244 57 250 112 9.2 151 68 72 82 87 69 55 49 54 53 58| 35 38| 21 1.2
2014 404 423 260 181 222 113 107 9.1 86 81 73 75 66 54 44 46 36 34 28 20 16
2015 454 37.8| 388 180 216 99 111 108 92 81 73 74 57 53 48 48 36 34 35 19 16

W2016 388|375 344 290 247|232 170 117/ 98 89|87 82 75 73| 60 50 48 | 43 42 37 35 30|19 18 15
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Efficiency of justice systems

m Number of incoming civil and commercial litigious cases (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study
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RO BE | LT SK|CY HR CZ PT PL|IE FR|IT SI| ES LV HU DE MT EL|EE AT NL LU DK|SE Fl | BG UK

2010/ 50 63 62 23 33|33 44 30 21 28 40 32 23 23|20 19|12 40 16|13 04|11 07 02
2014 69 | 6.7 40 28 39 46 32|31 26|26 29|22 23 18|18 15|22 13 11|10 09|07 0.7 02
2015/ 68 68 36 21 38 38 31 30 26 25|28 23|22 18 17 16 21|12 10 10 08 07|06 0.2
H2016 68 64 44 37 33|31 30|29 27|26 26 25 21 21|19 16|15 14 12|10 09,08 0.7 06 02

X Number of incoming administrative cases (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study

1.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

04

00 |||||||II|-

SE DE Fl NL @ AT RO LT EL ES BG HR FR PT EE LU @ HU PL cYy BE SK Sl Lv cz IT MT DK IE UK

2010 11 08 06 07 05 02 /08 05|04 03 03 03 0101 02 02 08 | 03 02 0.1 0.02

2014/ 1.1 08 05 06 04 05 04 03 03 03 03 02 02|02 02|02 0203 01|01 01003

2015 10 08 05 06 03 06/ 05 04 /04 03 /03 03 03 02 02 02 0202 02 01 01 01 002

m2016/ 10 09|07 07 06 06 05 05 04 04 03|03 03 02 02|02 02 02 02 02 0101 01 01002
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Efficiency of justice systems

Time needed to resolve civil, commercial, administrative and other cases (1* instance/in days)

Source: CEPEJ study
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DK | EE LT | AT | HU | PL Sl NL | BG | SK Fl HR | SE RO  CZ | LV | ES | FR IT | MT | EL | CY | PT | BE | DE IE LU | UK
2010/ 27 1 120| 43 54 79 | 49 | 154| 68 # 67 | 170 | 98 | 133 | 185 156 115 | 140 291 | 256 395 866 510 545 |1096

2014/ 19 | 33 | 54 63 | 55 | 102| 91 | 78 | 231 103 | 134 | 133 | 148 | 157 | 179 | 242 | 304 | 377 | 558 903
2015/ 17 | 39 | 50 | 53 | 59 82 | 87 | 78 | 240 | 111 | 132 | 126 | 154 | 164 | 161 | 238 304 393 447 839
m2016 21 40 41 | 52 57 64 | 72 83 84 | 98 113|117 132 154 | 155 160 227 | 312 387 | 446 837

Time needed to resolve litigious civil and commercial cases (1* instance/in days)

Source: CEPEJ study
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2010 55 200 364 129 215 128 217 160| 187|182 184|180 315 259 315 314 417 279 462|849 513 493 190
2014 97 103 132|524 130 125 163 146 144 157 177 198 203 255 289 270 318 348 380 536 532 330
2015 87 96 86 115 401|131 136 159 154 159 152 174 190 234 332 277 325 315| 346| 391 445 527 378

m 2016 88 | 91 | 121 130|133|139|153| 153| 159| 164| 176 196 216|247 252 280 282 289 353 364 432 514|670
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Efficiency of justice systems

[GEMZX] Time needed to resolve litigious civil and commercial cases at all court instances in 2016 (1%, 2 and 3"

instance/in days)

Source: CEPEJ study

1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200
0
NL | SK AT | EE | SE | RO BG | CZ LT HU DK  PL IE DE | LV Fl Sl PT | HR | BE @ FR ES | LU MT  EL IT CY | UK
First instance 121 | 130 133 139 164 153 153 | 88 159 176 216 196 247 252 280 289 364 353 282 91 | 432 670 514
Second instance 121 95 | 100 | 131 69 | 103 | 121 141 105 245|124 150 97 | 114 328 487 | 181 | 553 | 824 |1149 993
Third instance 132 112 | 170 172 | 179 184 | 203 | 207 | 180 219 153 165 | 150 58 464 | 376 | 513 | 276 1442
[GEMZET] Time needed to resolve administrative cases (Lst instance/in days)
Source: CEPEJ study
3000
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1500
1000
500 | |
o |ia em comw [oem e 00 M |||IIIIIIIII
LT EE | BG SE | HU PL | RO | LU NL | SK | LV Fl Sl ES FR | HR | DE | AT cz BE PT IT EL | MT | CY | DK IE UK
2010 160 | 146 | 113 190 202 121 269 172 159 66 | 439 238 139 473 | 338 | 825 | 373 1037 2003 2758 1340
2014 310 | 141 | 124 114 148 139 179 171 397 155 280 112 361 305 426 367 415 625 984 1408|1775
2015 236 | 117 | 122 105 110 170 168 374 197 271 122 317 | 313 413 349 437 444 | 989 1008 964 495 1391
m2016, 72 | 108 108 | 108 | 109 | 143 | 170 178 203 217 279 282 312 | 314 319 375 380 | 421 | 429 911 | 925 1086 1464 1582



THE 2018 EU JUSTICE SCOREBOARD | Quantitative data 5

Efficiency of justice systems

Time needed to resolve administrative cases at all court instances in 2016 (1% and, where applicable,
2" and 3™instance/in days)

Source: CEPEJ study
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HU | EE BG RO | SE | LU LV  FI Sl LT |HR | FR NL SK | AT | CZ BE DE PL | ES PT |IT  EL|MT CY DK IE UK

First instance | 109 108 108 170/ 108 217|279 282 72 319 314|178 203 380 421 429|375 143 312| 911 925 1086 1464|1582
Second instance 83 | 130| 62 198 228 210 295 119 341| 348 299 452 607 | 319 714 915
Third instance | 168 173 181 185 105 270| 225 188 207 354| 138|176 176 172 854 322| 986 893 2522

GITITEE] Rate of resolving civil, commercial, administrative and other cases (1 instance/in % — values higher
than 100 % indicate that more cases are resolved than come in, while values below 100 % indicate that fewer cases are
resolved than come in)

Source: CEPEJ study
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0%

MT | SK SI | CZ ES IT | CY BE HU HR LT LU | RO | AT LV NL|DK SE BG | FR PL F EE | PT | EL | IE @ DE UK
2010  88% 106% 101% 95% 95% 109% 84% 107% 112% 107% 91% 100% 96% | 101% 107% 93% | 99% 99% 100% 101% 111% 88% | 79%
2014 102% 102% 104% 97% 101% 109% 88% 103% 103% 99% 111% 100% 99% 100% 103% 102% 95% 102% 102% 98% 73%
2015/ 111% 105% 107% 102% 100% 112% 90% 101% 102% 100% 106% 100% 106% 101% 100% 103% 99% | 98% 99% | 140% 77%
2016 107% 106% 106% 105% 105% 105% 104% 102% 102% 102% 102% 102% 101% 101% 100% 100% 100% 99%  99%/ 98% 98%  98%/ 98% 76%
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Efficiency of justice systems J| General data on efficiency

m Rate of resolving litigious civil and commercial cases (1% instance/in %)
Source: CEPEJ study

140%
120%
100%
80%
60%
40%

20%

0%
SK Fl HR IT PT CZ MT Sl ES DE BE | RO | AT | DK LV NL LU SE| FR | PL | EL LT  HU  EE  CY IE | BG UK

2010 98%  93% 102% 118% 102% 103% 89% 99% | 93% 102% 90% |100% 102% 86% 139% 98%  98% | 95% 79% 102% 102% 98% 84%

2014/ 92% 105% 113% 119% 105% 101% 109% 98% 100% 98% 109% 103% 102% 98% 99% 97% 104% 94%  99% 113% 97% 104% 104% 56%

2015 133% 94% 107% 120% 116% 107% 107% 105% 95% 102% 99% 105% 102% 102% 105% 100% 105% 104% 98% 102% 102% 99% 102% 63%
2016 132% 125% 118% 113% 112% 110% 107% 106% 103% 103% 102% 102% 102% 101% 101% 101% 100% 99% | 99% 99% 99% 98% 98% 98% 59%

H WY Rate of resolving administrative cases (1 instance/in %)
Source: CEPEJ study
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20%
0% MT | CY | SK ES PT | HR EE BG PL HU SE | FR LU NL Sl CZ| F DK I

IT | EL | LT  BE

LV | DE | RO AT UK
2010|316% 80%  83% 29% | 74% |102% 101% 108% 91% | 98% | 95%  96% 88% |107% 93% 107% 103% 96% | 71% 114% 99%
2014|156% 89% | 88% |149% 103% 125%) 113% 86% | 90% 101% 97%  92% 103% 96% 94% 99% 144% 100% 161% 103% 91% | 97%
2015|142% 183% 100% 117% 411%]| 120% 124% 117% 80%  93% |105%| 99% 105% 104% S8% | 91% 103% 107% 103% 133% 101% 92% 102%

2016 |153% 148% 144% 121% 114% 113% 112% 112% 112% 109% 106% 104% 103% 100% 100% 99% | 98%  95% | 95% 92% | 92% 91% 87% 80% | 79%
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Efficiency of justice systems

{[:["[{p &Y Number of pending civil, commercial and administrative and other cases (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study
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SE BG LT HU | LV | NL | MT| DK EE ES FR RO | CZ| SK| PL | AT HR  PT BE | DE| IE | LU | UK

2010/ 10 10|12 16|21 16 25|37 1921 40|24 32 45|55 32|64 54 81 48 186102147
2014 08|10 16 15|18 18 25 21|23 16|31 27 33|38 73 40 74 61 122 84
2015 07|10 15 15|17 18 22 21|24 27|31 28 33|49 68 55 69|72/93|79
m2016 07 |11 14 14 16 17 20|23 25 27 28 29 32 44 49 50 54 67 71|72 75

TN VA Number of pending administrative cases (1% instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study
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LU/ HU LV EE PL MT SI CZ|SK| BG|LT BE FR RO SE NL|HR | ES AT PT | DE| CY | EL DK IE UK
2010 00/01 02 01|01 00|01 01 01|01 03/02 05 03/08 07 08 04 08 07|37
2014 01/ 01/01 01 02/01 01/03 01 04/03 02/03 03 03/ 03 04 04 04 08 09
2015 01l 01 01 01 01 01/03/01/04 03 02 02 03 03,04 04 04 04 07/08| 09|24

m 2016 01 01/01 01 01/01 010101 01/02 03 0303 03 03 03 04 04 06 0709 09 22
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Efficiency of justice systems

Competition: Average length of judicial review (1 instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the European Competition Network

3500
3000 /
2500
2000
1500
1000
500 I
o |
UK HR | AT [ LT | m [P sk N | /|[FR|F RO Lv sE| st | Es B HU| EL| PL|DE| cy | MT | BG | cz | DK
2013 | 98 311 281 543 450 | 645 865 | 605 | 692 778 | 800 | 1281 976
2014 142 | 320 300 | 322 562 | 296 | 511|530 | 425 547 717 | 348 | 557 1479 323 1576
2015 | 175 262 101 210 200 310 | 383 357 | 400 | 515|642 | 742 98 | 930 477 | 495 1187 2091
2016 180 | 340 300 | 255 | 453 | 448 | 649 | 502 | 516 | 548 651 | 3721097 1202 1135 674 246 | 124112951460 2470 3102

—— Average 137 | 182 | 259 261 270 | 277 421 457 | 473 481 482|495 644 681 | 735 778 789 825|916 962 1103 12411295 14602281 3102

m Electronic communications: Average length of judicial review cases (1% instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the Communications Committee

2 500

2 000

1500 4

1 000

500 I
0 I |
EE DK |HU | Ro | IE | BG| st | LT |uk | FR|sE|u P v sk| Fi | m HR|NL|AT | DE ES|BE MT|EL|CZ|cv|pT

2013 18 200 179 239 187 301|175 250 | 365 417 360 534 600 497 595 879 720|730 730 | 450 9S00 1080/ 720 1600

2014 139 200 | 232 277 210 253 525 317|250 360 519 630 500 | 488 657|170 720 730|730 900 1080 1440|1920

2015 80 176 227 290 173 | 402 463 424 397 365 | 539 481 395 638 549 | 686 720 697 | 730 | 450 700 1095 730
w2016 206 239 327 318 320 129|497 543 | 421 602 455 730|760 811|521 720 720 730 2500 540 109518251870

—»— Average| 79 184 202 227 239|242 251 310 331 343|352 397 398 460 528 | 543 545 652 652|688 720 721|730 792|795 1090 1401|1748



THE 2018 EU JUSTICE SCOREBOARD | Quantitative data 9

Efficiency of justice systems

GETTET] EU trademark: Average length of EU trademark infringement cases (1° instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the European Observatory on infringements of intellectual property rights
T

IE | SK| BE | CY | UK

1 400
1200
1 000
800
600
400

= AT T ‘
o I | |
T cz

MT |HU DE EL BG ES RO |PL Fl |LT LV|HR NL LU PT SE| EE AT DK SI FR

2013 104 204 220 365|152 251 251 306 345 365 365 162 25 495 746|619 1113 941

2014 94 | 359 223 244|189 348 311 350 365 365 671|498 551|973 8521219

2015 140 208 242 281|282 365 341 412|385 548 624|450 482 290 628 555 392 644 483 668 (1026
2016 172 361 270 234 377 350|245 644 223 387 136 450|555 640 165 687 478|776 428

—»%— Average | 105 200| 220| 239|270 282 312 319 328 370 372|386| 387|395 401 430 502 553 582 604 619|626| 759 | 936 941

GITTEEN Consumer protection: Average length of judicial review (1 instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the Consumer Protection Cooperation Network

900
800
700
600
500

400
300
20
10 I I
0
Sl ES BG RO NL IE IT cz DK

0
0
EE | HU | PT LT HR | SK | LV EL | PL | FR | CY @ MT
2013 30 | 147 155 270 283 | 270 365 | 166 540 @ 508 548 | 775 | 830 730 516
2014 5 | 214 182 170 | 181 395 | 310 360 415 | 351 275 730 234 741
2015 120 146 | 153 | 236 | 270 236 280 230 310 413 | 403 | 271 730 658 365 836
2016 408 160 260 | 236 359 | 235 280 277 | 350 407 | 269 466 450 725 | 290 730 | 726

—»— Average 130 172 219 221 257 | 272 | 284 | 294 335 388 403 461 | 466 | 619 648 650 688 737 | 820
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Efficiency of justice systems

Consumer protection: Average length of administrative decisions by consumer protection authorities
(1%t instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the Consumer Protection Cooperation Network
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0

| I
RO |HR | SI | LT |BG | SK| CY | IE | CZ| EE |MT|NL|DK | IT | FR| LV  EL | HU | ES | SE | FI | PL | PT | UK

2014 22 119 | 42| 28 | 70 | 64 | 75 | 107 134 14 105| 296 | 183 238|200 203 | 250 365 641
2015 21 | 46 | 32 | 28 | 75| 82 | 75 |107 | 135|155| 131 101 439|171 179|131 200| 214 273 365 730
2016 38 | 52 | 62| 93 | 65|151/180 107 25 299 164|139 170 401 | 200| 234| 155| 337 | 365 | 414 | 301

—»—Average| 22 | 36 | 39 | 43 | 70 | 81 | 94 | 107|117 | 126| 131| 147 | 158 | 175| 179 195| 200 | 213 | 238| 337 | 365 | 414 | 475

m Provisional measures: Average length of provisional measures in 2015 and 2016 (1 instance/in days)

Electronic Weighted
EU trademark communications average

Source: European Commission with the European Observatory on infringements of intellectual property rights and the Communications Committee

180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20

0
EE LT Sl AT cz BG FR Lv Fl RO = HU NL IT HR SE IE EL ES PL PT DE

2 7 27 16 39 35 | 45 54 | 45 60 | 94 147 | 84 @ 90 30 | 120
11 20 | 30 22 | 34 30 69 28 | 73 7 84 | 90 177 | 103 | 150
—%— | 2 4 19 20 23 30 34 35 37 54 57 60 61 73 77 | 84 8 | 90 103 112 150
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Efficiency of justice systems |} Efficiency in specific areas of EU law

m Money laundering: Average length of court cases (1° instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the Expert Group on Money Laundering and Financing of Terrorism

1200
1000
800
600
400
200
NO DATA
0
EE LU | AT BG | BE| CZ SE FI HR | SK|NL| CY| IE | PT|RO LT PL FR | ES | MT LV HU | DK | DE | EL | UK
2014 | 139 111/65.1 163 297|172 300 251 365 310 422 291|650 568| 545 663|373
2015 | 82 174182 218 231|208 172 333 365 558 422 430| 254 428|513 7317751112

w2016 38 92 |171|162| 167 171 188 177 266 306 276 302/ 420 500 429|280| 588 565 600 638 7141047 533
—— Average| 92 | 92 | 149 158 167 186 188 228 244 266|286 365 393 421 430 432 472 549|565 600 638 723|781 801

Quality of justice systems

m Use of ICT between courts and lawyers

For communication between court .
and lawyer For electronic signature of documents For submissions to court**

Source: CCBE survey

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%

40%

30%

20% |

o | Nopbaa |
il L

0% EE LT CZ HU | PT DK* SE SK| IT ES FR | SI|BE NL* PL DE MT*| IE LU* EL HR | CY BG LV AT RO FlI | UK
919% 96% 88% 90% 96% 94% 95% 85% 77% 85% 96% 58% 47% 45% 45% 25% 36% 24% 15% 15% 8% 5%
95% 96% 82% 90% 98% 44% 55% 75% 72% 77% 53% 63% 17% 10% 10%21% 5% 4% 7% 4%/ 0% 1%
B |90% 75% 89% 78% 47% 88% 70% 50% 59% 38% 32% 16% 10% 17% 14% 11% 10% 0% 4% 3% 0% 1%

(*) Data for DK, NL, MT and LU from 2016. (**) Submissions to court covers the following answer options:” electronic submission of a claim’, ‘electronic submission of summons to
appear in court’, ‘electronic submission of evidence/supporting documents’.
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Quality of justice systems | Accessibility

m Reasons for the (non-)use of ICT between courts and lawyers

. Not allowed . Not available Negative experience Lack of trust Compulsory Positive experience

Source: CCBE survey
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80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20% I I I
0

o o l || l l l I fORA

DK* SK mT* CY | BG LV | AT | RO
38 70 70 |23 25 53|13 |24 26 48|21 15 18 17|19 11 14|10 39 23 32|12
49 |96 83 53|43 |12 45 34 31 7 33|23 96 58 22|10 59 82 93|93 49 52
08 43 2 25 86/49|11 12 12|67 17 16|12 17 10|20 27 26 19 18 24 17
16|26 93 53|16 /66 11 72 71 3 16| 6 19 13 24|59 16 92 08 |31 72 24
m| 10 13 87|13 |12 19 14 15 12|17 11 29|23 32 34|36 30 28 |43 41 50 52
m 08 09 2 32 99 45 64 /81 12|18 08 12 18 |16 10 18 73|19 23 26 10| 22

(*) Data for DK, NL, LU and MT from 2016.

Resources

ET T {-I¥4 General government total expenditure on law courts (in EUR per inhabitant)

Source: Eurostat

200
150

100

) ||||||H|HII||||
. ETEITTT

LU | DE UK SE | IE AT NL|BE SI ES DK FR MT PT PL EL LV CZ| HR EE HU BG SK| LT RO CY
2010/184/134/159 109 98 98 116 95/102 92|88 90 85 73 50 65 54 61 34 45 56 23| 38 28 38 27 21 31
2014180148155 127 120 113110 97 |92 | 92 | 86|80 80 75 68 62 55 67 47|44 47 46 41 39 43 33 29 26
2015/189 149157 125123117 114 92|92 94 86 84 80 75 61 61 58 51 51 52|48 47 44 42 48 36 29 25

m 2016 202 155140 128 126/116 113 100 97 94 84 82 81|78 66 62 57 54 52 52 51 4848 42 39 37 33 27
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Quality of justice systems

AT [T[{:3{:¥ General government total expenditure on law courts (as a percentage of GDP)

Source: Eurostat
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BG PL SI | HR HU LV | DE RO UK PT ES|IT EL CZ| EE MT AT LT SE NL BE SK| FR LU Fl | IE DK
2010/05 05 05 05 03 04/ 04 03/05/03/030303030203020302030203020202020101
2014/06 05 05 04 03 04/ 04 03/04/ 0303 0304 030303/020202020203020202020101
2015/06 05 04 04 03 04/ 04 03/03/03/030303030302/020202020203020202020101

m2016/06 05 04 04 04/ 04 0403 03030303 03030302020202020202020202020101

TR0 Number of judges (per 100 000 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study
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HR| SI |BG LU HU CZ AT LT PL LV EL DE SK RO EE L/ CY SE ES FR IT MT DK IE UK

2010 43/ 50 3037 29 29 1824 28 /21 29 24 25 19 18 1817 15 15 13 11 10 11 11 9367 32 36

2014 44 45 31 35 29 29 19 26 2624 21 242421 18 19 18 14 14 11 12 12 10 1195 6 3532
2015/44 43 31 33 29/ 29 19 26 0 |25 202424 23 18 19 18 14 14 13 12 12 10 11/9.7 6.7 34
m 2016 43 43 32 3229 2827 27 26 26 25 242424 19/19 18 14 14 13 12 12 11 11 10 6535
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Quality of justice systems

GEMZXE Proportion of female professional judges at 1 and 2" instance courts in 2016

1% instance courts 2" instance courts

Source: CEPEJ study
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10%
0%
LV | SI RO |EL* | LU | HU | HR | SK | FR | SE | EE | CZ Fl PL IT BE | NL | AT | LT | DK | PT | ES |UK*| IE | MT | CY | BG | DE
819% |82% | 72% | 76% 66% 72% 73% 63% 67% 49% 70% 67% |56% |64.0 57% 54% 61% 55% 65% 56% 67% 60% 29% 36% 50% 50%
76% 75% 74% 71% |68% 66% 65% 61% 60% 58% 56% 54% 54% 54.0 52% 50% 46% 46% 43% 42% 41% 37% 29% 20% |11% 0%

(*) UK and EL: data for 2014.

EETTXE] Proportion of female professional judges at Supreme Courts in 2017

Source: European Commission
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LV . SI RO EL | LU HU HR SK|FR|SE EE CZ| FI | PL IT BE NL AT | LT DK PT ES|UK| IE MT CY | BG | DE
64%| 40%| 84% 49% 20% 49% 41% 61% 50%)| 31%)| 26%)| 19%| 32% 26% 43% 25% 29% 32% 26% 33%)| 16%)| 14%)| 9% 44% 27% 39% 77% 32%
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Quality of justice systems

m Number of lawyers (per 100 000 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study

450
400
350
300
250
200
150

|H||||||II
50
0 |||IIII||

CY LU |EL IT ES MT UK PT|IE DE BG BE PL /RO HU SK HR DK CZ| NL FR SI LT EE LV | SE
2010298 372|370 350 272 383 284 259 239 190 161 152 101 96 121 84 94 105 97 /98 80 63 51 59 90 35 61| 53
2014363387388 368 291 346 298 283251 202/176 162 137 104 132 107 106 108 113/105/ 94 79 68 71 94 39 68| 57
2015/378413/389 391 323 361 264 255 200 182 163 120132/110 109109117 102 93|81 73|74 71 65|69 59

m 2016425 403/390 378 305 301 2961262 200190 164 126 118 114 113/113/108 107 102 99 83 78 75| 71|69 | 63 53

T[T -X: 2% Judges participating in continuous training activities in EU law or in the law of another Member State
(as a percentage of total number of judges)

Source: European Commission

140%
120%
100%
80%
60% :
40%
i
0% LU BE AT* | DK* ! . . E lR :

243%|120%) 98% 83% | 70% | 70% | 66%  41% | 41% | 35% 35% | 34% 34%  32% 29%  29% | 28% 27% | 24% 24% 21% | 20% 15% | 10% 8% | 4% | 1%

(*) Values for some Member States have been reduced for presentation purposes (S1=243%). In a few Member States the ratio of participants exceeds 100 %, meaning that some
participants attended more than one training activity. DK: including court staff. AT: including prosecutors. SE data are for 2015.
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Quality of justice systems

m Share of continuous training of judges on various types of skills (as a percentage of total number of
judges receiving these types of training)

Judgecraft IT skills . Court management Judicial ethics

Source: European Commission
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20% T :
NONE 1
g Il Il E E E S B S E  E EE S EEESsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEENEENEE.
UK UK Uk
BE BG CZ DK* DE | EE IE EL ES|FR|HR IT CY LV |LT LU HU NL | AT* PL PT RO | SI SK | Fl | SE* MT (EN
(SC) (NI)
&W)
8% (100% 5% | 0% 11% 24% 0% 100% 2% @ 7% 8% | 0% 0% 100% 6% @ 1% | 4%  15% 32% 83% 8% 0% 2% 14%
u | 20% 56% | 26% 13% 0% 0% 0% 40% % @ 8% |46% 7% 0% | 57% 15% 29% 8% 5% 13% 0%  14% 0%
20% % 62% 16% 7% | 6% | 0% 64% 23% 29%|58% 46% S% @ 0% |50% 13% 25% 27% 7% 0% 48% 0% 81% 0% | 6%

51% 30% | 12% 60% 69% 94% 0% 34% 30%) 58% 26% 8% 84%/| 0%  44% 30% 57%  29% 53% 100% 12% 31% 100% 3% 100% 80%

(*) SE data are for 2015.Training on judgecraft also covers judicial ethics. AT: including prosecutors. DK: including court staff.

Independence

Perceived judicial independence

GTTEE] Perceived independence of courts and judges among the general public

. Very good . Fairly good . Fairly bad . Very bad Don’t know

Source: Eurobarometer
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0%

AT | NL| SE | IE | DE LU UK BE EL| FR CY CZ LT PT | HU RO | LV MT PL ES SI IT | BG  SK HR
4% | 8% | 10% 11% 11% 6% | 9% | 20% 12% 13% 27% 10% 11% 15% 14% 21% 7% 22%) 14% 12% 28% 13% 12% 13% 15% 13% 13% 8%
2% | 1% 2% 3% 3% 7%/ 3% 2% 7% 5% 1%/ 9% 8% 12% 7% 7% 11% 8% 15% 7% 9% 16% 17% 22% 21% 26% 19% 35%
7% 9% 7% 7%/ 11% 12% 14% 7% 13% 18% 11% 22% 23% 18% 28% 22% 32% 22% 24% 34% 18% 29% 32% 32% 32% 31% 39% 34%
49% 65% 58% 54% 53% 55% 55% 56%) 48% 55% 54% 48% 52% 46% 46% 48% 48% 42% 42% 45% 37% 37% 32% 31% 29% 27% 26% 17%
38%) 17% 23% 25% 22% 20% 19% 15% 20% 9% | 7%  11% 6% 9% 5% 2% 2% 6% 5% 2% 8% 5% | 7% 2% 3% 3% 3% 6%

For presentation purposes, only the results of the survey from 2018 could be presented in the table below the chart.
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Independence | Perceived judicial independence

m Main reasons among the general public for the perceived lack of independence (share of all
respondents — higher value means more influence)

The status and position of judges do not Interference or pressure from economic Interference or pressure from
sufficiently guarantee their independence or other specific interests government and politicians

Source: Eurobarometer
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60% -

50% |

40% -

30% -

20% |

10% -

0% -
’ DK | Fl | AT |NL SE IE DE LU UK BE EE  EL FR CY CZ LT PT HU RO LV | MT|PL ES | SI | IT BG SK HR

5% 7% 6% | 7% 8% 12%|12% 5% 11% 15% 6% 18% 18%  19% 20% 19% 30% 16% 23% 27% | 15% 28% 26% 35% 30% 31% 33% 45%
W | 5% 7% | 7% | 6% | 9% |10% 13% 6% |12% 16% 7% 26% 21% 23% 24% 23% 36% 22% 29% 33% 16% 28%  35% 44% 37% 41% 44% 55%

5% 5% 7% 7% 9% 13%)|12% 5% 12%  16% 8% 25% 22% 22% 25% 24%  34% 22% 29% 33%  20% 33% 39% 48% 38% 40% 44% 60%

Perceived independence of courts and judges among companies

. Very good . Fairly good . Fairly bad . Very bad Don't know

Source: Eurobarometer
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609
509
40%
30%
209
: 1
0%

AT | DE | SE LU | UK CY LT | FR | PT | MT  BE EE EL ES RO CZ LV | PL HU BG SI IT HR SK
6% | 4% | 9% 10% 21% 10% 16% 26% 19% 20% 22% 4% 18% 18% 17% 36% 14%| 3% | 9% 20% 17% 24% 44% 18% 14%) 8% 15% 22%
0% 1% 1% 4% 0% 8% 6% 1% 9% 10%| 2% |15% 9% 11%) 9% | 1% |11% 25% 13% 14%) 8% |19% 6% 21% 30% 25% 38% 24%
6% 10% 9% | 9% | 6% 12% 9% 7% 12% 12%)|23% 30% 24% 23%)26% ) 16% 29% 31% 38% 27% 36% 21% 16% 34% 33% 44% 32% 40%
46% 65% 57% 57% 49% 50% 48% 51% 45% 47% 52% 48% 45% 42% 48% 36% 39%|36% 38% 34% 36% 28% 28% 27% 21%)|22% 15% 14%
42% 20% 24% 20% 24% 20% 21% 15% 15% 11% 1% 3% 4% 6% | 0% 11% 7% | 5% | 2% | 5% | 3% | 8% | 6% | 0% 2% 1% 0% 0%
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For presentation purposes, only the results of the survey from 2018 could be presented in the table below the chart.
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Independence | Perceived judicial independence

H. [T -%1:8 Main reasons among companies for the perceived lack of independence (rate of all respondents —
higher value means more influence)

The status and position of judges do not Interference or pressure from economic Interference or pressure from
sufficiently guarantee their independence or other specific interests government and politicians

Source: Eurobarometer
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ST 1]

0% n 1 I I II I I

DE IT

DK | FI LU UK CY | LT PT | MT | BE EL ES RO CZ | LV HU | BG  SI HR | SK
4% | 7% 5% 7% | 5% 16% 11% 2% |10% 14%/16% 28%/24% 16% ) 18% 10% ) 31% 25% ) 36% 23% 32% 22% 11% 41% 45% 39% ) 45% 43%
| 3% 4% | 7% 10%| 6% 8% |13% 5% |14% 15% ) 20% 32% 24% 22% 18% 10% 29% 39% 44% 30% 36% 28% 16% 46% 56% 49%) 61% 48%
6% | 4% 6% 11% 6% 17% 10% 4% 15%) 14% 20%) 32% 27%) 22% 23%) 12% 34%) 42% 46% 33% 37% 28% 13% 42% 56% 47% 54% 53%

m Businesses’ perception of judicial independence (perception — higher value means better perception)

Source: World Economic Forum
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FI INL /UK IE | LU DK|SE EE | BE AT |DE FR|PT | CY|CZ MT|LT ES|IT RO|EL| SI| LV|PL|HU HR | SK
2010-12/6.49/6.44/6.19/6.33/5.84/6.02/6.215.54/5.23/5.19 6.24/491/3.87/4.77/3.68/5.02/3.48/4.013.77|2.69/3.06/3.76/3.98/4.25| 3.7 |2.88/2.83|2.67
2014-15/6.59/6.27/6.216.26/6.22/6.28/5.93/5.68/5.82/5.16/5.78/5.12/4.64/4.73/4.28/4.83/3.87|3.54/3.56/3.96/3.81| 3.5 |4.16/4.19/3.61/2.69/3.22/2.59
2015-166.74/6.38 6.3 |6.39/6.19/6.17/6.47/5.71/5.73/5.37/5.58/5.27 47 4.66/4.43/4.65/4.14/4.01 3.83/3.92/3.93/3.73/3.98/3.75/3.14/3.02/3.12/2.82

W 2016-17/6.82|6.45/6.356.29/6.18/6.14/6.12| 5.7 |5.61|5.59/5.52|5.284.92/4.66| 4.5 4.384.21 4.164.01 3.883.823.72/3.623.223.16 3 2.89279

TN N Judges’ perception of judicial independence in 2017 (perception — higher value means better perception)

Source: European Network of Councils for the Judiciary

NL AT | CZ UK IT BE EE SE DE| RO SK PT ES FR PL BG| HR SI LT LV
m 2016 99 96 95 93 93 92 92 91 90 90 90 89 89 89 88|87 86 85/ 84/ 83 83 82 74
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